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SPECIAL SESSION 


OF THE SENATE. 


SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, March 4, 1885. 


Hon. THOMAS A. HENDRICKS, Vice-President of the United States, 
having taken the oath of office at the close of the last regular session 
of the Forty-eighth Congress, took the chair. 


PRAYER. 


Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D., Chaplain to the Senate, offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Thou who art the same yesterday, to-day, and forever, we are grate- 
ful for another opportunity of appearing before Thee in the attitude of 
humble worship, and though we tarry but a moment in Thy presence, 
it shall suffice to quicken our consciences and to remind us that for the 
performance of all public as well as of all private duties we are ame- 
nable to Thee. 

We come to thank Thee for the mercies of the past and to implore 
the continuance of Thine all-favoring providence. 

We come to ask Thy blessing upon the retiring President of these 
United States and upon him whose presidency of this Senate has added 
steadiness and safety to its legislation and maintained impartially the 
rights and privileges of all its members. And though these officers 
transfer their responsibilities to other hands, we ask that they may never 
cease to be the objects of Thy care and the recipients of Thy godly favor. 

We ask Thy blessing upon him who is about to be inducted into the 
high office of President of this Republic. May his life and health be 
precious in Thy sight. May he receive the hearty, honest, and unbe- 
grudged support of all good citizens; and may he, together with those 
who shall be constituted his advisers, be so under the direction of Thy 
Holy Spirit, that his administration shall prove a signal blessing to this 
nation and so a blessing to the world. 

Be Thou with him who is to preside over the deliberations of this 
body, the Vice-President of the United States. As the eyes of the serv- 
ants look unto the hand of their masters, so may his eyes look unto 
the Lord his God. May he be faithful to his trust, and may he be sup- 
plied with wisdom from on high for the discharge of all his duties. 

Weask Thy special blessing upon those who for years have been hon- 
orable members of this Senate, and who this day retire from the public 
service ap ining to this body. May the years which remain to 
them be crowned with tokens of Thy love. May goodness and mercy 
follow them all the days of their life. And may those who come to 
take their places be men who, fearing the Lord and working righteous- 
ness, shall be acceptable to Thee. 

Regard in mercy all who occupy advisory, legislative, or judicial re- 
lations to the Government. Dispose their hearts to keep Thy law, and 
may they so direct in public matters that all nations shall be con- 
strained to recognize us as a happy and prosperous people, and to 
ascribe our happiness and our prosperity to the readiness with which 
we yield ourselves to Thy suggestions and the promptness with which 
we follow Thy commands. 

Our petition is before Thee, Lord, and we humbly pray that Thou 
wilt answer it ing to thy riches in glory by Christ Jesus. Amen. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senators, in entering upon the duties of 
the office to which I have been chosen, may I express the hope and 
the desire that our relations may at all times be harmonious and 
agreeable. I beg to assure you that in the discharge of my duties I will 
seek to observe the most absolute impartiality. 

It is some years since I was connected with the business of the Sen- 
ate, and it may be that I shall find myself less familiar with its rules, 


usages, and modes of proceeding than formerly, and therefore I may 
have occasion to lean upon your indulgence and to ask your support. 

The Senate is now in session by virtue of the proclamation of the 
President, whieh the Secretary will read. 


PROCLAMATION. 


The Chief Clerk (Mr. CHARLES W. JOHNSON) read the following 
proclamation: 
By the President of the United States of America: 
A PROCLAMATION, 


Whereas objects of interest to the United States require that the Senate should 
be convened at 12 o'cloak on the 4th day of March next to receive and act upon 
such communications ss may be made to it on the part of the Executive: 

Now, therefore, I, Chester A. Arthur, President of the United States, have con- 
sidered itto be my duty to issue this my proclamation, declaring thatan extraordi- 
nary occasion requires the Senate of the United States to convene, forthe trans- 
action of business, at the Capitol, in the city of Washington, on the 4th day of 
March next, at 12 o’clock at noon on that day; of which all who shall at that time 
be entitled to act as members of that body are hereby required to take notice. 

Given under my. hand and the seal of the United States at Washington, the 
27th day of February, in the year of our Lord 1885, and of the Independence of 
the United States of America the one hundred and ninth. 

‘ CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

By the President: 


FRED'K T. FRELINGHUYSEN, 
Secretary of State. 


SWEARING IN OF SENATORS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The names of the newly elected Senators 
whose credentials are on file will now be called by the Secretary, and 
they will come forward and receive the oath of office four at a time. 

The Chief Clerk read the names of— 

William B. Allison, of the State of Iowa. 

Joseph C. S. Blackburn, of the State of Kentucky. 

Joseph E. Brown, of the State of Georgia. 

Wilkinson Call, of the State of Florida. 

As theirnames were called the respectiveSenators-elect came forward, 
and the oath prescribed by law was administered to them. 

The Chief Clerk called the names of— 

James Donald Cameron, of the State of Pennsylvania. 

James B. Eustis, of the State of Louisiana. 

William M. Evarts, of the State of New York. 

Wade Hampton, of the State of South Carolina, 

As their names were called the respective Senators-elect came for- 
ward, and the oath prescribed by law was administered to them. 

The Chief Clerk called the names of— 

John James Ingalls, of the State of Kansas. 

James K. Jones, of the State of Arkansas. 

John P. Jones, of the State of Nevada. 

Justin S. Morrill, of the State of Vermont. 

As their names were called the respective Senators-elect came for- 
ward, and the oath prescribed by law was administered to them. 

The Chief Clerk called the names of— 

Henry B. Payne, of the State of Ohio. 

Orville H. Platt, of the State of Connecticut. 

James L. Pugh, of the State of Alabama. 

John C. Spooner, of the State of Wisconsin. 

As their names were called the respective Senators-elect came forward, 
and the oath prescribed by law was administered to them. 

The Chief Clerk called the names of— 

Leland Stanford, of the State of California. 

Henry M. Teller, of the State of Colorado. 

Zebulon B. Vance, of the State of North Carolina, 

George G. Vest, of the State of Missouri. 
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Daniel W. Voorhees, of the State of Indiana. 

Ephraim K. Wilson, of the State of Maryland. 

As their names were called the respective Senators-elect, except Mr. 
Wilson, came forward, and the oath prescribed by law was adminis- 
tered to them. > 

SENATORS PRESENT. 

The Senators-elect having been sworn and taken their seats in the 
Senate the following Senators were present: 

From the State of— 

Alabama—John T. Morgan and James L, Pugh. 

Arkansas—Augustus H. Garland and James K. Jones. 

California—John F. Miller and Leland Stanford. 

Colorado—Thomas M. Bowen and Henry M. Teller. 

Connecticuli—Joseph R. Hawley and Orville H. Platt. 

Delaware—Thomas F. Bayard and Eli Saulsbury. 

Florida—W ilkinson Call and Chaxles W. Jones. 

Georgia—Joseph E. Brown and Alfred H. Colquitt. 

Illinois—Shelby M. Cullom. 

Indiana—Benjamin Harrison and Daniel W. Voorhees. 

Jowa—William B. Allison and James F. Wilson. 

Kansas—John J. Ingalls and Preston B. Plumb. 

Kentucky—James B. Beck and Joseph C. S. Blackburn. 

Louisiana—James B. Eustis and Randall L. Gibson. 

Maine—William P. Frye and Eugene Hale. 

Maryland—Arthur P. Gorman. 

Massachuselts—Henry L. Dawes and George F. Hoar. 

Michigan—Omar D. Conger and Thomas W. Palmer. 

Minnesota—Samuel J. R. McMillan and Dwight M. Sabin. 

Mississippi— James Z. George and Lucius Q. C. Lamar. 

Missouri—F rancis M. Cockrell and George G. Vest. 

Nebraska—Charles F. Manderson and Charles H. Van Wyck. 

Nevada—James G. Fair and John P. Jones. 

New Hampshire—Austin F. Pike. 

New Jerscy—John R. McPherson and William J. Sewell. 

New York—William M. Evarts and Warner Miller. 

North Carolina—Matt, W. Ransom and Zebulon B. Vance. 

Ohio—Henry B. Payne and John Sherman. 

Oregon—Joseph N. Dolph. 

Pennsylvania—James Donald Cameron and John I. Mitchell. 

Rhode Isltand—Nelson W. Aldrich and Jonathan Chace. 

South Carolina—M. C. Butler and Wade Hampton. 

Tennessee—Isham G. Harris and Howell E. Jackson. 

Texas—Richard Coke and Samuel Bell Maxey. 

Vermont—George F. Edmunds and Justin S. Morrill. 

Virginia—William Mahone and H. H. Riddleberger. 

West Virginia—Johnson N. Camden and John E. Kenna. 

Wiscensin—Philetus Sawyer and John C. Spooner. 

INAUGURATION CEREMONIES. 

The persons entitled to admission on the floor of the Senate Chamber 
having becn admitted to the places reserved for them, the President, 
Hon. GROVER CLEVELAND, of New York, entered the Senate Chamber, 
accompanied by the late President, Hon. CHESTER A. ARTHUR, and 
Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. RANsoM, and Mr. HAWLEY, members of the com- 
mittee of arrangements, and was escorted to a seat in front of the Sec- 
retary’s desk, and the late President and the members of the commit- 
tee were seated on his right and left. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will now execute 
the order of the Senate relative to the inaugural ceremonies of the Pres- 
ident of the United States. 

Those in the Senate Chamber proceeded to the platform on the cen- 
tral portico of the Capitol in the following order: 

The marshal of the District of Columbia and the marshal of the Su- 
preme Court. 4 

Ex-Presidents and ex-Vice-Presidents. 

The Supreme Court. 

The Sergeant-at-Armes of the Senate. 

The Committee of Arrangements. 

The President and the President-elect. 

The Vice-President and the Secretary of the Senate. 

Members of the Senate. 

The Diplomatic Corps. 

Heads of ents. 

Members of the House of Representatives and members-elect, gov- 
ernors and ex-governors of States, officers ef the Senate and officers of 
the House of Representatives. 

All other persons who have been admitted to the floor of the Senate 
Chamber. 

The President-elect delivered the following 


INAUGURAL ADDRESS. 

FELLOW-CITIZENS: In the presence of this vast assemblage of my 
countrymen Iam about to supplement and seal by the cath which I 
shall take the manifestation of the will of a great and free people. In 
the exercise of their power and right of self-government they have com- 
mitted to one of their fellow-citizens a supreme and sacred trust; and 
he here consecrates himself to their service. 


This impressive ceremony adds little to the solemn sense of respon- 
sibility with which I contemplate the duty I owe to all the people of 
the land; nothing can relieve me from anxiety lest by any act of mine 
their interests may suffer, and nothing is needed to strengthen my reso- 
lution to engage every faculty and effort in the promotion of their wel- 
fare, 


Amid the din of party strife the people’s choice was made; but its 
attendant circumstances have demonstrated anew the strength and 
safety of a government by thepeople. In each succeeding year it more 
clearly appears that our democratic principle needs no apology, and 
that in its fearless and faithful application is to be found the surest 

tee of good government. 

But the best results in the operation of a government, wherein every 
citizen has a share, largely depend upon a proper limitation of purely 
partisan zeal and effort, and a correct appreciation of the time when 
the heat of the partisan should be me in the patriotism of the cit- 


izen. 

To-day the executive branch of the Government is transferred to new 
keeping. But this is still the Government of all the people, and it 
should be none the less an object of their affectionate solicitude. At 
this hour the animosities of political strife, the bitterness of partisan 
defeat, and the exultation of isan triumph should be supplanted by 
an ungrudging acquiescence in the popular will, and a sober, conscien- 
tious concern for the general weal. Moreover, if, from this hour, we 
cheerfully and honestly abandon all sectional prejudice and distrust, 
and determine, with manly confidence in one another, to work out har- 
moniously the achievements of our national destiny, we shall deserve 
to realize all the benefits which our happy form of government can 
bestow. 

On this auspicious occasion we may well renew the pledge of our de- 
votion to the Constitution, which, launched by the founders of the 
Republic and consecrated by their prayers and patriotic devotion, has 
for almost a century borne the hopes and the ig arr of a great peo- 
ple through prosperity and peace, and through the shock of foreign con- 
flicts and the perils of domestic strife and vicissitudes. 

By the Father of his Country our Constitution was commended for 
adoption as ‘‘ the result of a spirit of amity and mutual concession.”’ 
In that same spirit it should be administered, in order to promote the 
lasting welfare of the country, and to secure the full measure of its 
priceless benefits to us and to those who will succeed to the blessings of 
our national life. The large variety of diverse and competing interests 
subject to Federal control, persistently seeking the recognition of their 
claims, need give us no fear that ‘‘ the pres) got to the greatest 
number ’’ will fail to be accomplished if in the halls of national legis- 
lation that spirit of amity and mutual concession shall prevail in 
which the Constitution had its birth. If this involves the surrender 
or postponement of private interests and the abandonment of local ad- 
vantages, compensation will be found in the assurancé that thus the 
common interest is subserved and the general welfare advanced. 

In the discharge of my official duty I shall endeavor to be guided by 
a just and unstrained construction of the Constitution, a careful observ- 
ance of the distinction between the powers granted to the Federal Gov- 
ernment and those reserved to the State or to the people, and bya 
cautious appreciation of those functions which, by the Constitution and 
laws, have been especially assigned to the executive branch of the Gov- 
ernment. 

But he who takes the oath to-day to preserve, protect, and defend the 
Constitution of the United States only assumes the solemn obligation 
which every patriotic citizen, on the farm, in the workshop, in the busy 
marts of trade, and everywhere, should share with him. The Consti- 
tution which prescribes his oath, my countrymen, is yours; the Gov- 
ernment you have chosen him to inister for a time is yours; the 
suffrage which executes the will of freemen is yours; the laws and the 
entire scheme of our civil rule, from thetown meeting to the State cap- 
itols and the National Capitol, is yours. Your every voter, as surely 
as your Chief Magistrate, under the same high sanction, though in a 
different sphere, exercises a public trust. Nor is this all. Every cit- 
izen owes to the country a vigilant watch and close scrutiny of its public 
servants and a fair and reasonable estimate of their fidelity and use- 
fulness. Thus is the people’s will upon the whole frame- 
work of our civil polity—municipal, State, and Federal—and this is 
the peo of our liberty and the inspiration of our faith in the Re- 
public, 

It is the duty of those serving the people in public place to closely 
limit public expenditures to the actual needs of the Government eco- 
nomically administered, because this bounds the right of the Govern- 
ment to exact tribute from the earnings of labor or the property of the 
citizen, and because public extravagance begets extra ce among 
the people. We should never be ashamed of the simplicity and pru- 
dential economies which are best suited to the operation of a repub- 
lican form of government and most compatible with the mission of the 
American people. Those who are seleeted for a limited time to man- 
age public affairs are still of the people, and may do much by their 
example to encourage, consistently with the dignity of their official 


functions, that plain way of life which among their fellow-citizens aids 
integrity and promotes thrift and prosperity, 
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The genius of our institutions, the needs of our people in their home 
life, and the attention which is demanded for the settlement and de- 
velopment of the resources of our vast territory, dictate the scrapulous 
avoidance of any departure from that foreign policy commended by 
the history, the traditions, and the prosperity of our Republic. It is 
the policy of independence, favored by our position and defended by 
our known love of justice and by our power. It is the policy of peace, 
suitable to our interests. It is the policy of neutrality, rejecting any 
share in foreign broils and ambitions upon other continents and re- 
pelling their intrusion here. It is the policy of Monroe and of Wash- 
ington and Jefferson—‘‘ Peace, commerce, and honest friendship with 
all nations; entangling alliance with none.” 

A due regard for the interests and prosperity of all the people de- 
mands that our finances shall be established upon such a sound and sen- 
sible basis as will secure the safety and confidence of business interests 
and make the wage of labor sure and steady; and that our system of 
revenue shall be so adjusted as to relieve the people of unnecessary 
taxation, having a due regard to the interests of capital invested and 
workingmen employed in American industries, and preventing the ac- 
cumulation of a surplus in the Treasury to tempt extravagance and 
waste. Care for the property of the nation and for the needs of future 
settlers requires that the public domain should be protected from pur- 
loining schemes and unlawful occupation. : 

The conscience of the people demands that the Indians within our 
boundaries shall be fairly and honestly treated as wards of the Gov- 
ernment, and their education and civilization promoted, with a view to 
their ultimate citizenship; and that polygamy in the Territories, de- 
structive of the family relation and offensive to the moral sense of the 
civilized world, shall be repressed. The laws should be rigidly enforced 
which prohibit the immigration of a servile class to compete with 
American labor, with no intention of acquiring citizenship, and bring- 
ing with them and retaining habits and customs repugnant to our 
civilization, 

The people demand reform in the administration of the Government 
and the application of business principles to public affairs. Asa means 
to this end civil-service reform should be in good faith enforced. Our 
citizens have the right to protection from the incompetency of public 
employés who hold their places solely as the reward of partisan service 
and from the corrupting influence of those who promise and the vicious 
methods of those who expect such rewards. And those who worthily 
seek public employment have the right to insist that merit and com- 
petency shall be ized instead of party subserviency or the sur- 
render of honest political belief. 

In the administration of a government pledged to do equal and ex- 
act justice to all men there should be no pretext for anxiety touching 
the protection of the freedmen in their rights or their security in the 
enjoyment of their privileges under the Constitution and its amend- 
ments. All discussion as to their fitness for the place accorded to them 
as American citizens is idle and unprofitable, except as it suggests the 
necessity for their improvement. The fact that they are citizens enti- 
tles them to all the rights due to that relation and charges them with 
all its duties, obligations, and responsibilities. 

These topics, and the constant and ever-varying wants of an active 
and enterprising population, may well receive the attention and the 
patriotic endeavor of all who make and execute the Federal law. Our 
dnties are practical, and call forindustrious application, an intelligent 
perception of the claims of public office, and, above all, a firm determi- 
nation, by united action, to secure to all the people of the land the full 
benefits of the best form of bene ever vouchsafed toman. And 
let us not trust to human effort alone; but humbly acknowledging the 
power and goodness of Almighty God, who presides over the destiny of 
nations, and who has at all times been revealed in our country’s history, 
let us invoke His aid and His blessing upon our labors. 

The Senate returned to its Chamber at 1 o'clock and 5 minutes p. m., 
and the Vice-President took the chair. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I move that the daily hour of 
meeting of the Senate be 12 o’clock meridian until otherwise ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont as to the hour of meeting. 

The motion was agreed to. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. ALLISON. I offer the followingresolution. I ask its immedi- 

ate consideration: 


Resolved, That a committee of three members be appointed by the Vice-Presi- 
dent to wait upon the President of the United States and inform him that a 
quorum of the Senate has assembled, and that the Senate is ready to receive 
any communication he may be pleased to make. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The consideration of this resolution is 
asked. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was agreed to; and the Vice-President appointed Mr. 
ALLISON, Mr. BECK, and Mr. VOORHEES as the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 move that the Senate do now adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and 7 minutes p. m. 
the Senate adjourned, j ( ig, 


THURSDAY, March 5, 1885. 


Prayer by Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D., of Washington city. 

The Vice-President on taking the chair was greeted with applause in 
the galleries. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


EXPENSES OF INAUGURAL CEREMONIES. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the oap d expenses of the recent i ceremonies be 


naugural 
id out of the contingent fund of the Senate, subject to the approval of the 
mmittee on Contingent Expenses, 


NOTIFICATION TO PRESIDENT. 


Mr. ALLISON, Mr. BECK, and Mr. VOORHEES, the committee ap- 
pointed to wait upon the President of the United States, appeared at 
the bar of the Senate, and 

Mr. ALLISON said: Mr. President, the committee appointed under 
a resolution of the Senate to wait on the President of the United States 
and inform him that a quorum of the Senate is present in the Senate 
Chamber and ready to receive any communication from him, respect- 


fully report that they have performed that duty, and in response thereto - 


the President of the United States informed them that he would pres- 
ently communicate with the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. O. L. PRUDEN, one of the secretaries of the pane abd, pe at 

the bar of the Senate and said: Mr, President, I am di by the 

President of the United States to deliver to the Senate sundry mes- 
in writing. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After twenty-five minutes spentin execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 12 0’clock and 40 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


FRIDAY, March 6, 1885. 


Prayer by Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D., of the city of Washington. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


BACKBONE AND OTHER RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. Iask for the consideration of a resolution which 
I send to the desk. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read for information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate 
whether patents have been issued for the lands ted in 1871 to the New Or- 
leans, Baton Rouge, and Vicksburg, popularly known as the Backbone Rail- 
road; if so, for what number of acres, to what corporation or individuals, 
whose receipt was taken for the same, when signed, whether unusual means 
were used to hasten the preparation and execution of said patents, whether 
the clerical force employed worked nights and Sunday so they might be com- 
— before March 4, what day they were ready for the signature of the Pres- 

ent, what the necessity for any a execution to secure the completion 
and signature before the 4th day of h, whether anything was done to 
tect the actual settlers in their rights to any such lands; also whether previous 
to the 4th day of March anything was done or written in regard to any other of 
the unea: land grants, the forfeiture of which had been considered by the 
Forty-eighth Congress. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to the present consideration of the reso- 
lution, and I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator from Vermont to withold the motion 
that I may have a communication printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw the motion for the present; but I ob- 
ject to the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then it will go over until to-morrow. I ask 
that it may be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed, unless 
there be objection, and go over until to-morrow. 


INDEBTEDNESS OF PACIFIC RAILROADS, 

Mr. HOAR. I have a communication from the president of the 
Union Pacific Railroad Company, made to me during the last session 
of Congress, in regard to certain legislation then proposed affecting the 
interests of that company. I supposed then that the measure to which 
he referred would be before the Senate for discussion, and withheld 
his communication until the discussion should arise, but as it was not 


reached, I desire that the communication may be printed for the infor- - 


mation of the Senate. I ask unanimous consent that the letter lie on 
the table and be printed for the information of the Senate. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. I did not hear the Senator from Massachusetts. 
Mr. HOAR. It is a letter from Mr. Adams in regard to the Union 
Pacific Railroad Company. I desire to have it printed for information. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to say in this connection that after the 
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communication is printed it may be necessary to have printed also | I desire that the Senator appointed, who is present, may be sworn in, 


some counter-statement in regard to the matters therein contained. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose the matter to which it relates will come up 
at the legislative session next winter. This paper merely contains 
some information about the condition of the road, which it will be con- 
venient for Senators to have in print during the summer. Of course 
if there is any other contribution to that matter, which the Senator 
from Nebraska has, it may come in also. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the communi- 
cation will lie on the table and be printed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After thirty-two minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. ALLISON. „I move that the Senate adjourn until Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 o’clock and 41 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, March 9. 


MONDAY, March 9, 1885. 


Prayer by Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D., of the city of Washington. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
roved. 

: SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of State, which will be read. 
The communication was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as fol- 
lows: 
WAsnIsGTON, D. C., March 6, 1885, 


SIR: I beg leave to notify the Senate of the United States that I have thisday 
forwarded to the Legislature of the State of Delaware my resignation as a Sen- 
ator of the United States from that State. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


Hon. Tuomas A. HENDRICKS, 
Vice-President of the United States and 
ex officio President of the United States Senate, 
SENATOR FROM MISSISSIPPI. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, which will be read. 

The communication was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as fol- 
lows: 


T. F. BAYARD. 


WASHINGTON, March 6, 1885. 
Sir: I have this day accepted the position of Secre of the Interior of the 
United States, and in consequence thereof my office of United States Senator 
from the State of Mississippi has become vacant. 
Will you be kind enough to inform the executive of that State of this fact? 
ery truly and respectfully, yours, 
L, Q. C. LAMAR. 
To Hon. THOMAS A. HENDRICKS, 
Vice-President of the United States and President of the Senate. 


SENATOR FROM ARKANSAS, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Attorney-General, which will be read. 
The communication was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as fol- 
lows: 
WASHINGTON, March 6, 1885. 
Sir: I have this day accepted the office of Attorney-General of the United 
States, and in consequence thereof my office of United States Senator from the 
State of Arkansas has become vacant. 
Will you be kind enough to inform the executive of that State of this fact? 
ery truly and respectfully, yours, 
A. H, GARLAND, 


To Hon, THOMAS A, HENDRICKS, 
Vice-President of the United States and President of the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, communicated to the Senate sundry 
messages in writing. 

BACKBONE AND OTHER RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a reso- 
lution introduced by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] on 
Friday last, which went over, because of objection, under the rule. 
The resolution will be read. 

SENATOR FROM NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Mr. PIKE. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. PIKE. I send to the Chair thecertificate of appointment by the 

of the State of New Hampshire of Henry W. Blair as a Sena- 
tor to fill the vacancy in the delegation to the Senate from that State 
by the expiration of the term ending on the 3d of March instant, and 


if there be no objection. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the credentials be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The credentials will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

STATE OF New HAMPSHIRE, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT. 
To all persons to whom these presents shall come, greeting : 

Know ye that the executive of said State hereby appoints Henry W. Blair, 
of Manchester, in said State, Senator of, for, and from said State to fill the va- 
cancy ha ing in the Senate of the United States by the expiration of the 
term of vary . Blair on the 4th day of March, in the year of our Lord 1885, 
during the recess of the Legislature of said State and by the non-election of 

d "s successor— 

To have and to hold said office of United States Senator until the next meeting 
of the Legislature of said State said next meeting being the meeting of the Legis- 
lature pp a E by the laws of the United States for the election of such suc- 
cessor, and being the first meeting of the re at which such successor 
could be } ly elected, and until the expiration of the time for which the exceu- 
tive of said State is authorized to make a temporary appointment for filling the 


vacancy now existing. 
Samuel W. Hale, governor of New Hampshire, and 


g. 
Witness his excelle: rE 
our seal hereunto affixed at Concord this day of March, in the year of our 


Lord 1885, and of the Independence of the United States of America the one 
hundred and ninth, 

SEAL.] 8. W. HALE, Governor. 

y his excellency the governor: 
A. B. THOMPSON, Secretary of State, 

Mr. VEST. I move that this paper be referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so referred, unless objection be 
made. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We object to that. We want to take the question 
on the reference. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the credentials will not be referred. The Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections has not yet been appointed, and I 
trust the Senator may be sworn in without objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to say to my friend from Missouri that 
whatever question may exist on these credentials arose in the case of 
Mr. Bell under precisely similar circumstances and the same state of the 
law, and after discussion on all sides of the Chamber and without 
any party division it was decided by the Senate bya decided majority— 
I do not remember how that such an appointment was within 
the Constitution and the duty of the governor. So the Senate having 
settled this question fairly and fully and without party division, I hope 
the Senator will not object to the Senator from New Hampshire being 
sworn in, and if he thinks on reflection there is enough Jet of ques- 
tion let him afterward move io have the matter referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I am aware that the question arose in a similar 
case from New sony gh and that the question was then decided, but 
Senators who were then present remember that the right of Mr. Bell, 
the appointee at that time, was very strongly contested. For the first 
time, I believe, in the history of the Senate it was then decided that 
the governor might commence aterm. Prior to that there had never 
been, so far as my remembrance goes, any decision of the Senate favor- 
ing that conclusion. On the contrary, the implication from arguments 
which have been made upon questions of a cognate nature have been 
adverse to such a conclusion. 

The Senate is not composed to-day as it was at the time Mr. Bell’s 
case was before the Senate, and I think it is eminently proper that the 
motion of the Senator from Missouri should prevail, and that the Sen- 
ate should upon due deliberation re-examine the question of the right 
of the governor of a State not to fill a vacancy, but to commence a 
Senatorial term. 

For one I do not hesitate to say, notwithstanding the conclusion at 
which the Senate arrived in the case of Mr. Bell, that my opinion after 
a thorough investigation of that case remains unchanged. I believe 
that whatever right a governor may have to fill a vacancy occurring in 
a term there is no constitutional right or authority in the governor of 
a State to commence a term, and that it can only be filled by the action 
of the Legislature itself. I hope, therefore, that the credentials will 
be referred. 

Mr. VEST. I was a member of the Senate at the time the Bell case 
was discussed and determined. I remember very distinctly that there 
was a great difference of opinion among the eminent lawyers of the Sen- 
ate at that time, and that the weight of authority was against the power 
of the executive of the State of New Hampshire to make that appoint- 
ment. But whatever may be the legal status of this question, withall 
deference to the statement of the Senator from Vermont in regard to 
the facts of this case, it seems to me pertinent that the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections should determine whether this is an identical 
case, and then it will be for the Senate to say what is the weight of the 
precedent, if a precedent has been established. It seems to me that ina 
question of such grave importance, a question of the highest privilege 
in regard to the representation of a sovereign State, if there is any 
doubt about this precedent it should be investigated and determined 
again. That there is great difference of opinion eminent law- 
yers, with the weight of authority against it, I have no sortof question. 
For this reason I insist upon the motion. 
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Mr. HOAR. It seems to me the Senate may as well settle this ques- | proceeded with until disposed of.” So that isan exception to the gen- 
tion for itself now. The case of Mr. Bell, which, as has been said, was | eral rule which I had in mind. 


precisely similar to the present case in all particulars, was considered 
by a Democratic Senate, and a majority of the Senate then of the party 
opposed to Mr. Bell decided that he was entitled to the seat under cir- 
cumstances like those in the present case, and as I was then satisfied, 
and I believe a large majority of the Senate was then satisfied, the 
question was determined by a clear and unbroken line of precedents 
going back to the beginning of the Government, some ten or a dozen 
cases, in which the same question had been presented—going back to 
the case of Mr. Tracy, a Senator from Connecticut in the very earliest 
days, which settled the law, as was claimed by Mr. Bell and as is now 
claimed in behalf of Mr. Blair. 

Therefore I think it is not presumptuous to say there can be no seri- 
ous question as to what will be the decision of the Senate at the present 
time; and the delay of this gentleman’s taking his seat until the 
committees of the Senate are appointed prevents him and the State he 
represents so far as his right is concerned from receiving a proper rep- 
resentation upon the committees of the Senate; and it will embarrass 
the Senate in framing its committees to postpone the question to a later 
day in the session. The Senate certainly is as well prepared to deal 
with the question now as it ever can be. 

Mr. DAWES. Whatever may be the weight which may finally be 
attached to the objection raised by the Senator from Missouri, accord- 
ing to the uniform practice in both Houses of Congress when a commis- 
sion is presented under the seal of a State and in due form the prece- 
dents are that the person presenting it should be sworn in and the ob- 
jections considered afterward. It seems to me, therefore, that if there 
were any weight to be attached to these objections, they are objections 
which should more properly be considered by the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections after Mr. Blair shall have been sworn in, follow- 
ing the precedents of the Senate and of the Honse in those cases with 
scarcely a single exception. 

When a commission is presented in proper form and under the seal 
of a State the member presenting it is always sworn in and his right to 
hold the seat is decided, if at all, after that. It is rare indeed that any 
person presenting such credentials as these is held outside until the in- 
vestigation of his right to his seat, and when that is done it is under 
cirenmstances rare, and which do not exist in this case. Here is a cer- 
tificate in precisely the same form which has given a member of the 
Senate his place, and after that and after a report from a committee 
and an investigation his right to his seat has been confirmed. 

I think that the Senate would not only be justified but would be 
called upon to admit this man to his seat, and then if the Senator from 
Missouri or any one else should suggest a contest of his right to that 
seat it would be perfectly open to him and would be decided in the 
ordinary course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, that thecredentials be referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I now move that Henry W. Blair, a Senator appointed 
from the State of New Hampshire, be admitted to take the oath of 
office. 

Mr. VEST. 
morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. This isa mere question of Senatorial privilege. Isub- 
mit that it does not lie over under the objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Shall the motion be postponed until to- 
morrow? ‘The Chair understands the proposition of the Senator from 
Missouri to amount to a motion. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that under the rules of the Senate the 
original notice must go over until to-morrow where a Senator objects 
to iis consideration. I have no disposition to delay this matter. It 
has been said here that this would deprive a State of its rights and 
would inconvenience the committee who are now arranging the general 
committees of the Senate, It is an open secret that the committees 
will be arranged to-day or to-morrow, and that then if this gentleman 
be admitted he can receive his position. 

Mr. HOAR. I am constrained to say that I understand the rule of 
the Senate to be that the motion which I made, if required to be putin 
writing by the Chair, or without being put in writing, is in the nature 
of a resolution, and it is the right of any Senator, if he sees fit, to re- 
quire its postponement for one day. 

Mr. VEST. That is my understanding of the rule. 

Mr. HOAR. I concede the right of the Senator from Missouri to 
demand that this lie over until to-morrow, but I wish to say to him if 
he will permit me, in all courtesy —— 

Mr. VEST. y. 

Mr. HOAR. The only practical effect of the matter will be, unless 
a considerable number of gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber 
have c their minds—— 

Mr. S MAN. Here is rule VI. 

Mr. HOAR. I bey pardon; under the new rule, Rule VI, it is said 
that all questions made upon the presentation of credentials ‘‘ shall be 


I object; and I ask that the motion lie over until to- 


Mr. VEST. Whatever the rule may be, I want simply to make this 
statement: I am not objecting to these credentials for any purpose of 
delay. I know very well that a majority of the Senate—— 

Mr. HOAR. If my friend will pardon me, I was about suggesting 
to him that the only practical point of this matter, as we both, I think, 
will see, is that the postponement of Mr. Blair’s swearing in makesan 
interruption in his term of Senatorial service, so that his place upon 
committees, which he has earned by six years of faithful service, will 
be lost, and he will stand as a new member. It will be an interrup- 
tion of his Senatorial service, and it would, therefore, of course, be a 
great personal gratification if without any failure of duty in whatever 
the Senator thinks the publie good the question might be 
dealt with to-day, so that that Senator may know where he stands. 
That is all there is of it. 

Mr. VEST. I presume that all of us, no matter what has been our 
term of service in this body, know how the committees are organized 
and appointed; and I take it for granted that the committee upon the 
part of the majority of the Senate would not be controlled by any such 
technicality as that stated by the Senator from Massachusetts, but that 
this gentleman, the newly appointed Senator from New Ham 
would be treated in a spirit of equity and of Senatorial courtesy, 
would receive his place according to his term of service in this body 
without reference to the narrow and contracted rule which is suggested 
by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

There are a number of new Senators here who, whatever may be their 
legal attainments or legislative experience, must find this a new ques- 
tion to a very large extent. As I said before, I was a member of the 
Senate when the Bell question was considered and discussed, and I con- 
fess that I should like a few hours in which to look at that debate, and 
particularly at one argument which I recollect very distinctly, that of 
the late lamented Senator from Wisconsin, Mr. Carpenter, which I 
thought then to be conclusive. 

All I ask is that we may be permitted to look at this question for a 
few hours only, without prejudice to the claims of this gentleman or 
the State he claims to represent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I believe, with the Senator from Missouri, that as 
a matter of courtesy to that Senator or to any Senator who says he is 
not prepared to vote on the question presented, the matter might pro 
erly go over, although I deny that it is the right of any Senator to Ae 
ject to the swearing in of a person appearing to have a prima facie right 
as a Senator at the moment he presents his credentials. The rule is 
very clear and very express. It is founded upon the clearest reasons. 
If a single objection could put the question over for a day, a majority 
might put it over for a lo; period; one-third of the Senate might at 
the beginning of the session be kept out of their seats by a single objec- 
tion. If the objection had been made here on the day of inauguration, 
it might have prevented the Senate from being organized except by 
two-thirds of the body. Therefore, the rule was founded upon good 
reason, that any question affecting the right of a Senator presenting cre- 
or should be at once determined without the ordinary delay of 

legislation. 

Still, as it makes no difference at all to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that he shall be sworn in to-morrow rather than to-day, and as 
the Senator from Missouri desires to look at the authorities, I think it 
is but a reasonable request and that under all the circumstances we 
should allow the delay at this time, but as a matter of right I should 
insist upon the newly elected Senator being sworn in. I have no ob- 
jection whatever to conceding a reasonable opportunity to look into the 
authorities. 

Mr. PIKE. If this matter goes over until to-morrow I hope it will 
be the general understanding by unanimous consent that it shall be 
disposed of to-morrow morning without asking a reference to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. This case is precisely like the one 
which occurred six years agoin the Senate in all its particulars, and that 
was decided after very long and full discussion. It seems to me that 
no new fact can be produced here and no reason assigned why this case 
should not be disposed of to-morrow. I hope it will be understood that 
the case shall be disposed of then. 7 

Mr. HOAR. I should like for the information of the Senate to read 
from the Journal what the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. EDMUNDS] has 
called my attention to as to the point of order. This is the Journal of 
the Senate of October 17, 1877: 


Mr. THURMAN presented the credentials of Henry l La eg far nsari Sener 


tor by the re of the State of Louisiana for the term of six years, com- 
mencing March 2 
The credentials were reed. 
. THURMAN then submitted the following resolution, and asked for its pres- 
ent consideration : 


Resolved, That Henry M. Spofford, whose credentials as a Senator from the State 

cok: Loita DATE Ponh Shits Ray reas, be ROW Sars and admitted as such Sen- 
= 

Mr. EDMUNDS 0| to the consideration of the said resolution this day, and 
raised the point of order that, under the -third rule of the Senate, which 
requires that all resolutions shall lie over one day for consideration, the resolu- 
tion could not now be dered. 

The Vice-President overruled the point of order raised by Mr. EDMUNDS, and 
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decided that, under the seventh rule of the Senate, the presentation of the cre- 


dentials of a Senator being a question of privilege, all questions and motions 
arising thereon were in order at this time, and that the consideration of the res- 
olution could now be proceeded with. 

The Chair will observe that that was the ruling of Vice-President 
Wheeler, a predecessor of the present occupant of the chair. 

Mr. FRYE. And Rule VII then referred to is Rule VI now. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, the same rule. 

Mr. FRYE. It is practically the same rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Shall the motion of the Senator from Mas- 
pomana lie over until to-morrow? Is there objection to that propo- 

tion? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I understand that under the rule the 
question is to be proceeded with, unless by unanimous consent it lies 
over. If it requires unanimous consent to Jay it over, I make objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California object? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Ido. If the rule requires that this 
matter must be proceeded with at once until it is finished, it can not 
be laid over without unanimous consent, and I object to its being laid 
over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the Senator from California is mistaken 
in saying that it requires unanimous consent to lay the matter over. 
I presume there is no question that a majority of the Senate can post- 

ne action upon it until to-morrow. I hope the Senator from Cali- 

fornia will make no objection, and that the matter will be postponed 
until to-morrow, and then it will be proceeded with as a question of 


rivilege. 
j Mr. FRYE. That motion should be made. I suggest to the Senator 
to move to postpone further consideration until to-morrow. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move, then, that the further consideration of 
the matter be poned until to-morrow. 
Mr. HOAR. In order to have no question about it, I have put my 
resolve in Mabie -a Then let it be ned until to-morrow. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution offered by the Senator from 
Massachusetts will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That Henry W. Blair, appointed a Senator from the State of New 
Hampshire, be now admitted to take the oath of office. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Let that go over. 
Mr. HOAR. Now let it go over. 
Mr. FRYE (to Mr. COCKRELL). Make your motion. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the resolution be postponed until to- 


orrow. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the resolution be 
postponed until to-morrow ? 

Mr. TELLER. I am quite willing for one that it shall go over; but 
Iam not willing that the Senate shall make a precedent that anybody 
has a right to put it over. I think on this side of the Chamber we are 
willing that it shall go over, but not on a motion that will commit the 
Senate to the principle that anybody has a right to put it over. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that the 
resolution lie over until to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California has objected. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I do not object if consent is asked. If 
all Senators desire that it shall go over, I do not object. I desire to 
make the same point the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] did. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the motion for the present. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Has it been announced that this matter goes over 
by unanimous consent? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thatisnotsettled. The proposition now 
is to proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR. No; that motion is withdrawn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not wish to be committed for one to the prop- 
osition that the Senate can not, a privileged resolution being before it, 
postpone it until to-morrow or lay it on the table or do anything else 
that it thinks fit to do with it. I have no objection, on the request of 
the gentlemen on the other side, to this matter going over until to- 
morrow by motion or otherwise, but I do not wish to give in my adhesion 
to the proposition that it is not in the power of a majority of the Senate 
to me this resolution until to-morrow or next week or next year 
if a majority thinks it fit to do so. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Shall the resolution be postponed by unan- 
imous consent? It isso agreed. The matter stands until to-morrow. 


T. C. QUANTRILL. 


Mr. MILLER, of California, submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereb thorized and 
directed to pay out of the paidh aiani fund of the ‘Senate to T C. Quantrill the 
sum of $564 for services as clerk to Senator J. T. Farley, of California, from De- 
—— L eg to Maron 5, rae permeate! and one month’s zoa poy as provea 

for under pro ns of the act making appropriati s 
cies for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1886 R ARENES, = 


m 


BACKBONE AND OTHER RAILROAD LAND GRANTS, 


Mr. VAN WYCK. [I ask for the reading of the resolution offered by 
me on Friday last, if it is now considered as the unfinished business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, submitted by Mr. VAN 
WYCK on the 6th instant: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate 
whether patents have been issued for the lands granted in 1871 to the New Or- 
leans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg, popularly known as the Backbone Rail- 
road; if so, for what number of acres, to what corporation or individuals, whose 
receipt was taken for the same, when signed, whether unusual means were used 
to hasten pase pcan fo and execution of said patents, whether the clerical 
force employed worked nights and Sunday so they might be completed before 
March 4, what day they were ready for the signature of the President, what the 
necessity for any special exertion to secure the completion and signature before 
the 4th May of BRD, whether nena Sree done to protect the actual settlers 
in their rights to any of such lands; also, whether previous to the 4th day of 
March anything was done or written in regard to any other of the unearned 
sae grants, the forfeiture of which had been considered by the Forty-eighth 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, it will be considered by the Amer- 
ican people a matter of sincere regret that an administration, a successor 
to those commencing a quarter of a century ago to break the power of 
organized capital and check the aggressions of the greatest monopoly 
that ever cast its blight on this continent, should have clouded its good 
name far more than any word or act of its enemies in the last day of its 
existence; that in the last agony of dissolution its final act should be 
at the dictation and in the interest of corporate wealth, whose power 
has grown to be as omnipotent and whose aggressions as deadly as those 
of the one overthrown. 

Beginning for the establishment of universal rights, it has traversed 
all zones to the highest elevation, only to be hurled in the end to the 
antipode of abject and humiliating surrender in the face of the nation 
to a more tyrannizing monopoly than dominated the Republic in former 
years. Breaking the bonds of slavery, it subjugated the nation to the 
fetters of corporations. 

This last chapter is the most remarkable in the mysterious record of 
the Backbone Railroad. : 

In 1871 a large grant was given this road with condition that it should 
be completed in five years, During that time not a mile was built; its 
only act was to issue millions in bonds. Five more years passed; its 
Fe became doubly dead. Nota rod of road constructed; its route 

not even been definitely located; it was absolutely bankrupt. 
Debts for salary of officers, for the pictures which adorned its bonds, 
could not be collected. 

Where were the Executive Departments of this Government then that 
they did not interfere and protect the public domain and the rights of 
the people? It may be replied, where was Congress then? Certainly. 
But that prince of truthful historians, Huntington, in his interesting 
letters to his friend Colton, forcibly portrays the ment, the 
means and cost of controlling legislative bodies; but the people will be 
slow to believe that such influences can reach the Executive Depart- 
ments. 

It will be claimed that the New Orleans and Pacific in 1881 became 
the successor of the Backbone, and built not the road mentioned in the 
grant buta road on the faith or expectation of this grant, dead and 
forfeited by reasons of condition twice broken. But mark, this New 
Orleans and Pacific was incorporated in 1875 as a rival to the Backbone, 
and commenced work during the lifetime of the grant, and continued 
its work during the period of the second five years, with bitter de- 
nunciations against its rival, and with attempts to have its 
grant forfeited by Congress, and modestly asked the transfer to itself. 
The committee were willing to declare forfeiture but not the transfer. 
To the schemers behind the New Orleans and Pacific—the Central and 
Southern Pacific—it became actually necessary to have a road of their 
own to the Gulf. -And the New Orleans and Pacific boldly proclaimed 
that they had the means and would push the road to New Orleans 
without land or aid, and they did. 

The Gould and PIET R crowd were scheming with this as they 
were with Scott and the Texas Pacific—the same tactics and the same 
influences. They fought Scott, hoping to secure the large grant. They 

“fought the Backbone, hoping to secure their dead grant. 

They would not consent that Congress should forfeit this grant, un- 
less they would at the same time convey to them. This proposition 
was so infamous that Congress, manipulated as Huntington delineates, 
would not consent. They preferred to take the chances to force an as- 
signment from the bankrupt company of the dead grant. 

Marvelous apology, built on the faith of the dead grant; when they 
were demanding and, at much necessary outlay of money, convincing 
Congress that this grant in the hands of the Backbone should be for- 
feited, and in the end received from the same bankrupt road the assign- 
ment of this, as claimed by themselves, worthless grant in 1881, when 
the New Orleans and Pacific had nearly completed their road. 

There was never a definite location of the line by either road. The 
Backbone operators were never willing to put money enough in its 
treasury for that purpose, and the New Orleans and Pacific did not con- 
sider it necessary, as they were antagonizing the land-grant road; they 
did not attempt to comply with the law, as they knew the only way 
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for them to obtain it was by stealing, in which they have partially suc- 
ceeded, against the of the nation and a portion of Congress. 

It is claimed that there was aspecial meeting of the Cabinet—the last 
act of the last meeting—to legalize this fraud. Did the actual settlers 
on this land hire any advocates there and were their rights protected ? 
Under the granting act the right to pre-emption and homestead was 

teed until the line of road was ene See The report of 
the Land Office of 1881 said it was not fixed ; and the opinion of 
the A -General of June 13, 1882, which will probably figure in 
this di stated that it had never been fixed. The law secured 
this right. Did the Cabinet protect them or were they turned over to 
the tender mercies of this corporation ? 

It is further claimed by way of apology or defense that Mr. Kirk- 
wood desired the opinion of the Attorney-General as to the validity of 
this grant. With few notable exceptions the history of the Land Bu- 
reau of the Interior Department is a record of the demands of land- 

t corporations and decrees of the Department in obedience thereto; 


sustained the reputation of the office in that direc- 


Very learned arguments by Judges Dillon, Greene, and Pierrepont 
on behalf of Gould and Huntington were made before the Attorney- 
General; but alas! no one appeared on behalf of the people. Fromall 
the officers of this great nation no one ap to defend the public 
domain. No wonder the Attorney-General readily accepted the argu- 
ments of Gould’s attorneys. 


The ingenuity of an Attorney-General is valuable to suggest doubts. 


where none exist and then resolve those doubts in favor of the corpo- 
ration. In the Forty-eighth the Public Lands Committee of 
the House reported in favor of forfeiture, but by some political leger- 
demain it was afterward referred to the Judiciary Committee to report 
as to legality of forfeiture, a majority ii be, adversely, which was 
sustained in the House by a close vote. t the symmetry of history 
may be preserved it is hoped that some Huntington may hereafter give 
sketches of the means and manner of this achievement. 

The Senate Committee on Public Lands reported a bill forfeiting a 
portion of the lands, which was placed on the Calendar but was not 
reached during the short session. 

Fearing an attempt would be made to obtain patents a protest was 
prepared and si by members of both Houses, most of them on the 
Public Lands Committees, respectfully asking that action be withheld, 
as the subject-matter was under consideration in the Senate. The ques- 
tion of forfeiture belonged to The controversy had not been 
concluded. This grant had been held for ten years and more without 
any attempt tocomply with the conditions; and what right had that com- 
pany or its assigns to stand at the doorway of Congress and demand 
immediate action at the peril of being compelled to deliver nearly a 
million acres of land, worth from seven to ten million dollars? By 
what mysterious power could they coerce this Government into an extra 
session of the Cabinet in its expiring days and secure action which will 
be sought to foreclose Congress and the people from effective action to 
rend the spoiler of his prey? What right has even the President and 
Cabinet to waive broken condition? ‘That power is vested in Congress 
alone. But why this haste? 

Why should clerks work nights and insult the religious sentiment of 
the nation by working on Sunday? What the necessity, public or other- 
wise? This Republic was not to perish on the 4th of March; its con- 
tinuity was not disturbed by changing the Executive; there was no sus- 
pension of power and duties; all business proceeded as heretofore. Was 
all other business concluded and finished by March 4 in the Interior 
Department? Did other of the Executive Departments work their 
force nights and Sunday to have the incoming administration start with 
only new business? 

The people will ask, Why this haste? Was it dangerous to trust the 
representatives of the people in the next Congress? Was it dangerous 
to trust the incoming administration to do justice to the men claiming 
this grant? Was there danger the rights of settlers on these lands 
would be recognized and the public domain protected by the incoming 
administration? If so, then it evidently has not been installed too 
soon. 

I desire to give this public notice that the legality of these patents 
will be contested, so that purchasers of bonds now to be issued may not 
claim the protection accorded to innocent purchasers without notice. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, my experience in this body has not 
been as extended as that of some who sit before me; it is something over 
eight years that I have been in the publicservice. I confess to consid- 
erable astonishment at this resolution, so discourteous, so unsenatorial, 
directed to a co-ordinate branch of the Government. I suppose, Mr. 


President, it has accomplished the purpose for which it was introduced. 
It has enabled the moverof this resolution to appear before the public, 
not for the first time, but as he has on various occasions, as the i 
champion of the laboring classes, the down-trodden people of the country, 
and as the special opponent of corporations and corporation influences. 
I presume that 


Senator when he introduced the resolution ex- 


pected nothing more. He hardly expected that any Departmentof the 
Government would allow itself to be thus assailed and answer the res- 
olution. Before this discussion is closed, oron some other occasion when 
I have an opportunity, I shall call the attention of the Senate to the 
very remarkable character of various resolutions coming from this same 
source that have been directed to the Executive Departments of this Gov- 
ernment within the last three years, and I want to give notice here to 
everybody that although the administration has passed into the hands 
of the political party with which I am not affiliated, yet as a Senator, 
having due respect to the dignity of the Executive Departments of the 
Government, I never intend without at least a protest, that that ad- 
ministration shall be treated by resolutions of this Senate as the late 
administration has been treated. 

Why, Mr. President, if you would listen to and believe what this 
honorable Senator has said to-day you would suppose that in the issu- 
ing of this patent or the certification of the land earned by this com- 
pany there had been something done that had never been done before. 

Sir, every Secretary who has sat in that chair for the last sixteen 
years has done exactly what the Secretary who has just retired has 
done, and during a good portion of that time the honorable Senator 
has been a member either of the other House or of this body and he 
has been a member of the Committee on Public Lands, and he never 
before this body or in the committee has been heard to find fault with 
their acts. It is in the public press, it is where he can get the credit of 
being the champion of all the down-trodden and oppressed and the op- 
ponent of corporations that he is heard. When legislation can be had, 
when the interests of the Government can be protected when it is de- 
sirable to protect them, he has been as silent as the grave. 

There are on the records of the General Land Office patents for mill- 
ions of acres of land issued exactly under the same situation that 
this was issued. The company of which I speak appeared as the as- 
signee of a corporation recognized by the act of 1871, known as the 
Texas Pacific act. It was the policy of the General Government in 1871 
to give the people of the Southern section of the country what it had 
given to the Northern section of the country, a continental line to the 
Pacific coast; and for that purpose it recognized certain corporations, 
by name conferred upon them grants. Among others was the New 
Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company, commonly 
called the Backbone Railroad. This railroad company was organized 
under the laws of the State of Louisiana with remarkable powers and 
privileges, and the Congress of the United States provided for it in the 
twenty-second section of the Texas Pacifie act, which I will have the 
Secretary read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Seo. 22. That the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Com- 
pany, chartered by the State of Louisiana, shall have the right to connect by 
the most eligible route to be selected by said company with the said Texas Pa- 
cifie Railroad at its easteru terminus, and shall have the right of way through 
the publie land to the same extent granted hereby to the said Texas Pacitic 
Rail Company; and in aid of its construction from New Orleans to Baton 
Rouge, thence by the way of Alexandria, in said State, to connect with the said 
Texas Pacific Railroad Company at its eastern terminus, there is hereby granted 
to said company, its successors and assigns, the same number of alternate sec- 
tions of public lands per mile, in the State of Louisiana, as are by this act granted 
in the State of California, to said Texas Pacific Railroad Company; and said 
lands shall be withdrawn from the market, selected, and patents issued there- 
for, and opened for settlement and pre-emption, upon the sume terms and in 
the same manner and time as is provided for and required from said Texas Pa- 
cific Railroad Company, within said State of California: Provided, That said 
amen ape eomplete the whole of said road within five years from the pas- 
sage o! . 


Mr. TELLER. The whole question arising here is contained in the 
last clause, ‘‘Provided, That said company shall complete the wholeof 
said road within five years;’’ a provision that has been put in every 
railroad grant made from the time when grants were first made by the 
Congress of the United States. The only question before the Depart- 
ment for three years (gentlemen may cover it up and disguise it as they 
may) has been this, whether, having completed the road out of time, 
the assignee of the original company was entitled to the lands as if it 
had completed the road within time. 

The question whether the original grantee had the right to assign, 
as it did assign, to another corporation has been abandoned long since 
by everybody who has been making attacks upon this company. It 
has been settled by the Supreme Court of the United States upon more 
than one occasion that these grants are grants in presenti. Every law- 
yer in this body—and I only regret that every man who speaks upon a 
subject of this kind is nota lawyer, for it would not then be necessary 
to explain perhaps some of the primary principles governing cases of 
this kind—every lawyer understands what a grant in presenti means. 

It means that it conveys to a grantee a present existinginterest. No- 
body will deny it, not even the Senator from Nebraska. The Supreme 
Court has held it, the Attorney-General has repeatedly so held. Lf it 
conveys a present interest, then it is a subject of sale and conveyance. 
It may then be bartered or traded; and whatever the original grantee 
was required to do the assignee is also required to do; and the assignee 
stood in exactly the same position when the assignment was taken that 
the other company did. 

The New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company 
were unable or unwilling—it makes no difference which, whether or- 
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ganized for the purpose of issuing two millions of bonds or two hun- 
dred millions is perfectly immaterial—to complete its road, and it saw 
fit to sell and assign its right to these lands to another company, called 
the New Orleans and Pacific. The New Orleans and Pacific accepted 
in the most formal manner this conveyance. It received the lands, 
and of course received them upon the condition that it would abide 
by the condition subsequent, and that was for the building of the road. 
The company then came to the Department for instructions. After 


this assignment the assignee railroad company appeared before the 


Department of the Interior in 1881, when Mr. Kirkwood was Secre- 
tary, and addressed to the Commissioner of the Land Office the in- 
quiries which I will send to the desk, and received from him the letters 
which I will send up to be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTWRIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICER, 
Washington, D. C., February 26, 1881. 

Sm: On the 17th instant you filed with me certain papers, showing the trans- 
fer by the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company to the 
New Orleans Pacific Railway Company, of the lan t to the former com- 
penz. You verbally asked me for an expression of opinion as to the effect and 

ciency of the transfer. 

On the same day (17th instant) I addressed a letter to Hon. W. H. Barnum, 
president of the first-named company, expressing the opinion that the transfer 
would fully vest in the last-named company, upon a formal acceptance thereof 
by it, all the right, title, and interest of the first named. 

On the 21st instant you filed a letter from Mr. Barnum, dated 19th instant, ad- 
dressed to me, covering a telegram from E. B. Wheelock, president of the New 
Orleans Pacific Railway Company, dated New Orleans, idth instant, being the 

uired acceptance of the transfer. 
sis 5 letter to Mr. Barnum, dated 21st instant, I acknowledged receipt of his let- 
ter and inclosure, and stated that the transfer was not complete. 

On the 24th instant you referred a letter dated New York, 23d instant, ad- 
dressed to you from V Lai M. Barnum, secretary of the New Orleans, Baton 
Rouge and Vicksburg Rai Company, covering the original of the telegram 
of pers aera above Braga 

Yesterday zon telegraphed me, asking if the papers last described had been 
received; to which I at once responded by telegraph in the affirmative. 

All the papers in a oaan have been filed. 

r espectf y, , 
aid J. A. WILLIAMSON, 
Commissioner, 
Hon. J. H. KETCHAM, 
House of 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Sakan LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 17, 1881. 

Sır: In compliance with the verbal request of Hon. J. H. Ketcham I make 
the following statement: 

By the twenty-second section of an act of Con; entitled “An act to incor- 
porate the Texas Pacific Railroad Company,” + approved March 3, 1871, a 
srant of land was made to the New Orleans, Baton ‘Rouge and Vicksburg Rail- 

road Company for the purpose of aiding in the construction of its road. 

Ata special meeting of the directors of said New Orleans, Baton Rouge and 
Vicksburg Railroad Company, held December 29, 1880, a resolution was adopted 
authorizing the president and secretary of the co co geod to transfer all the right, 
title, and interest of said company in and to sai preat to the New Orleans 

Railway Company,and to make and execute such 
be necessary for that purpose. 

On the 5th day of January, 1881, the president and secretary, pursuant to said 
authority, executed a deed, in the name of the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and 

rg Company, conveying all the right, title, and interest of said company 
in and to said grant to the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company. 

On the 3d day of Febr , 1881, the directors of the last-named company 
adopted a resolution authorizing the president of the company to accept said 
conveyance, and to execute any documents necessary to evidence the accept- 


ance, 

There can be no doubt that when the president of the New Orleans Pacific 
Railway Coopany y accepts said transfer company will be fully vested with 
all the Yih, tle, and Taeka which the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicks- 
burg Company has in and to said grant. 

Very respectfull; 


y, 


instruments as should 


J. A. WILLIAMSON, 
Commissioner. 
W. H. Baryum, Esq., 
President of the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and 
Vicksburg Railroad Company. 


New ORLEANS Pacrric RAILWAY COMPANY, 
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT, 
New Orleans, February 19, 1881. 
In pursuance of the resolution of the board of directors of the New Or- 
leans ic Railway Company, passed February 3, 1881, I hereby accept, in be- 
half of said erent the deed and transfer executed by the New Orleans, Baton 
Rouge and V rg Railroad Company, bearing date January 5, 1881, convey- 
ing all its right, title a and interest in, to, and under the land grant "made by sec- 
tion 22 of the act of Congress ap sroved March 3, 1871. 
Tue New ORLEANS Pactrrc eee COMPANY, 


oe E. B. WHEELOCK, Pr 
Hon. W. H. Bar 
President N.O., B B! R. and V. R. R. Co. , 52 William st., N. Y. 
Received the within acce ce this 23d day of February, 1881. 
HE NEW ORLEANS, BATON ROUGE AND VICKSBURG 
pre ILROAD COMPANY, 
By WM. M. BARNUM, Secretary. 


(Indorsements :) 1377, C. 6. sa of the Interior, Lands and Railroad 
Division. Received October 29, 1 


Sir: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE 5 INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND rad 
‘ashington, D. C., February 21, 1881. 


Sır: The president of the New eee Pacific Railway Company has duly 
in behalf of said Sa oe the deed referred to in my letter addressed 

ou, dated February 17, 1881, be the Spey to the said New Orleans Pacific 
Ten lway Vompey y by the New Orlonna: and Vicksburg Railroad 
Company, of all its right, title, and interestin ond to the grant to said last-named 
company by the twenty-second section of an act of Congress entitled “An act 
a aonan the Texas Pacific Railroad Company,” &c., approved March 3, 


The transfer by the said New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad 
Company of all its right, title, and interest in and tosaid grant to the said New 
Orleans ic Railway Company is now complete, 


Ve respect#a 
ys J. A. WILLIAMSON, 
Commissioner. 
W. H. BARNUM. 
President of the New Orleans, Baton and 
Vicksburg Company. 

Mr. TELLER. Now, Mr. President, this railroad company was pre- 
pared to go to work. They had received from the original company the 
grant. There was some delay in the ition by the Department of 
the transfer. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that the united delegation of the State of Louisiana, including her two 
Senators, neither of whom now sits on this floor, and all her members 
of Congress, petitioned the Department in a letter that I hold in my 
hand to recognize this transfer and allow this company to go on and 
build the road. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Will the Senator allow mea question right there ? 

Mr. TELLER. I will. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I understand the Senator to remark that after 
this communication from the Land Commissioner in 1881 this company 
was allowed to go on and construct the road. What I desire to ask is 
if it is not the fact, as I have already stated, that this company was or- 
ganized in 1875, in the lifetime of the t, and that during the sum- 
mer of 1875 it did some work in the lifetime of the grant ? 

Mr. TELLER. Which company do you speak of? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I mean the New Orleans and Pacific. After the 
letters written in 1881, which have been read, the Senator said the 
company was ready to go on and build this road—the New Orleans Pa- 
cific. Now I ask if the New Orleans Pacific was not organized in 1875, 
during the lifetime of this grant, and if it did not do some work on this 
road in 1875 ant continued work on this road down to 1881, when 
these letters were written ? 

Mr. TELLER. If there was anything that could convince me that 
the honorable Senator from Nebraska has not any conception of this 
case it is the question he has asked me now. I am ready to reply to 
it, but it has nothing to do with this case. The company was in ex- 
istence, but the company had no right to this grant; it had not been 
named in the act; it appeared then as the assignee. Does the Senator 
say that as the assignee it could not take this grant, that it did not stand 
precisely in the same situation that the old company would have stood 
if it had completed the line? If he does, he has parod = with 

everybody else on his side who has been attacki grant. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Now, if the Senator will alow 2 me right there, I 
will ask him further if this New Orleans Pacific was, as is true, organ- 
ized in 1875 before the grant made the Backbone road expired, if they 
did work in 1875 and continued work until 1881 without this grant 
and fighting it, was there any pretense for them to claim any land ad- 
joining the road they had built at the time when they were fighting 
the grant? 

Mr. TELLER. This company have claimed nothing except for the 
road they have built after receiving this grant, and the Senator knows 
that. An attempt to make it appear here that they have claimed any- 
thing else is unworthy_of his position. He knows very well that that 
was the question submitted to the Attorney-General. Having earned 
this grant, having finished this road subsequent to the purchase of the 
grant, are they entitled to the land? The Senator has been heard on 
the stump, he has been heard in the newspapers, and he has been heard 
everywhere claiming that this was a precedent for the granting of 15,- 
000,000 acres of land to the Texas Pacific Company. I excuse the gen- 
tleman. I do not charge that he ever stood up and willfully made the 
statement, for I doubt to-day whether he can appreciate the difference 
between this case and that of the Texas Pacific or Southern Pacific, 
although the Attorney-General, ex industria in this case, declared thatit 
was not a case similar to the Texas Pacific and the facts are as widely 
different as it is possible. 

The Southern Pacific built the road on the route of the Texas Pacific, 
not having any privity of estate or connection with the grant made to 
the Texas Pacific—not having any interest that enabled them to per- 
form the condition, and that is the difference between the Texas Pacific 
and this case. This company claims nothing except that it had done 
a little work; it had completed no portion of its road; and if the Sena- 
tor makes that statement it is utterly untrue, and without a foundation 
of fact, and he ought to know it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Right there—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado yield to 
the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. [ask the Senator as to the road constructed by 
the New Orleans Pacific from 1875 down to 1881, whether there was 
any more privity or connection between the New Orleans Pacific and 
the Backbone in the work done between these periods of time than 
there was between the Southern Pacific and the Texas Pacific ? 

Mr. TELLER. I reply that not an acre of land has been granted 
conterminous with any portion of the road that was not built after they 
had received their grant from theother company; and that ought to be 
answer enough. The sixty-eight miles that they bought they have 
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had no land for, and the Attorney-General declared that they were not 
entitled to land for that. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Have they received for the balance besides the 
sg Be miles? 

Mr. TELLER. They have received just as much land as they were 
entitled to by the side of the road built after the grant was issued to 
them, and no more. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Let me ask—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado yield ? 

Mr. TELLER. I decline to yield unless the Senator founds his 
question on facts. ` 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Let me ask another fact. I ask whether the 
New Orleans Pacific, beyond the sixty-eight miles the Attorney-Gen- 
eral said they were not entitled to lands for, have received a grant for 
all the miles of that road va Ao the sixty-eight? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know how many miles they have received 
for. It is utterly impossible for me to say; but I do know this, that 
the order was that they should receive for so much as they had built 
subsequent to the Cams eea and they have received no more, 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Now,onemoment. Allow me there. The sixty- 
eight miles the Attorney-General spoke of were built by the Morgan 
Company in Louisiana. That had no connection either with the Back- 
bone road or the New Orleans Pacific. That is one point. But the 
point which I was endeavoring to get the attention of the Senator to 
was this: Have they built beyond the sixty-eight miles up to the year 
1881, with no privity between these roads but in antagonism, as there 
was between the Southern Pacific and the Texas Pacific. I ask him 
now again if patents have been granted to them for that portion of the 
road? Y/e shall see when the answer comes to the resolution from the 


Interior Department. 
Mr. TELLER. I say that lands were ted for only so much of 
the road as they built and constructed purchase of the t as 


the assignee of the grant. Now, the gentleman onght to be satisfied 
with that. On other parts they had done some work; but the road 
had not been constructed and was not built. 

When this company came before the Department in the fall of 1881 
they came just as twelve or fourteen other roads had come claiming to 
have built the line out of time; they came just as several other roads 
had come claiming to have built the road as the assignee of the original 
grantee, and the question was never raised in the Department whether 
they had the right to build out of time and thus claim title; but the 
question was raised whether as the assignee they had the right, and 
this question was raised by the original company or the bondholders 
or stockholders thereof. Thereupon the Secretary of the Interior, my 
predecessor, submitted that question to the Attorney-General to deter- 
mine whether they hada right to the land thatthey wereclaiming or not. 

I do not think I need say to the American Senate that when resort is 
had to the provision that authorizes and in some instances requires the 
head of a Department to inquire of the Attorney-General the law of a 
case, by common courtesy, by common decency, if not the very terms 
of the law, that head of Department is bound to recognize that opinion 
as the law of the case in which the inquiry is made. 

If that is not the law, then for the many years thatthe Departments 
have been in the habit of having questions of this character decided for 
the government of the other branches of the Executive Departments 
than the Department of Justice by the Attorney-General the various 
Executive Departments have been in error; then all the Executive 
Departments of the Government have proceeded upon a false basis; and 
it is left to the distinguished lawyer from Nebraska to overrule the 
precedents of many years and insist that it was the right, nay, that it 
was the duty, of the Interior Department to say to the Department of 
Justice, ‘‘ Notwithstanding we have asked your opinion upon the law; 
notwithstanding we confessed that we had not confidence in ourselves 
to determine so grave and weighty a question, when you have deter- 
mined it we will turn around and say your law is bad, and we decline 
to be governed by it.” That never has been the practice. 

But I do not desire to shield the Interior Department under the opinions 
of the Attorney-General. I make no such defense as that. It was the 
law, settled and adjudicated, that these men had this grant, having 

t it. Does anybody deny that it was assignable? That point 
was yielded by the House Committee that made a report, five in favor 
of the company and six against it, yet the majority of the House com- 
mittee declared that it was an assignable grant. They said there is a 

t interest in the Vicksburg company, and there being a present 
interest, they may sell and assign to somebody else, subject only to the 
conditions of the grant. 

Why, Mr. President, I should be ashamed to cite an authority upon 
such a proposition. It has never been questioned since the days of 
Coke. It has never been questioned by any reputable lawyer, it has 
never been questioned by any court. Where there is an interest coup- 


led with a condition, the party holding the interest may perform the 
condition. And there is another principle as well understood by law- 
yers—I do not know how it is in Nebraska, but I know where people 
study the profession and where people understand the law it is under- 
stood —that a condition attached to an estate once performed is per- 
formed forever. There is not anywhere a dissent from that doctrine. 


A subsequent condition, says the Supreme Court, isa condition attached 
to the estate, and until the grantor shall step in and re-enter or by 
some act een to a re-entry shall declare that the condition can 
not be ed hereafter, it is to be considered as still existing, and its 
performance at any time is a performance forever and deprives the 
grantor of the right of re-entry. 

Mr. President, this question of assi ent I said was submitted to 
the Attorney-General, and of course all the other questions were sub- 
mitted, too, ially, however, thatof the assignment. Various ques- 
tions were submitted to the Attorney-General, who, after months of 
attention to the matter, returned it with the declaration: 

First, that the grant of lands was a grant in presenti; nobody doubted 
it. 

Second, that the assignment was a valid assignment; nobody ought 
to have doubted it. 

Third, that this company was entitled to these lands as the assignee, 
having performed the condition subsequent attached to the grant. 

The Attorney-General distinguished in that opinion the difference 
between that case and the case of the Texas Pacific and the Southern 
Pacific. It has always been distinguished in the Department. It was 
not a precedent recognized as having any bearing upon the question of 
the right of the Southern Pacific. I ask that the Attorney-General’s 
opinion be put in the RECORD, but not read, for it is too lengthy. I 
have no doubt it has been read by everybody who gives any attention 
to this matter, but it is too lengthy for me to wait now to have it read. 
In order to make up the history of this case I desire that it shall go 
into the RECORD. ` 

The opinion is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, D. C., June 15, 1882. 

Sık: By a letter dated the 5th of January last, your predecessor submitted to 
me a number of questions arising upon an application of the New Orleans Pacific 
Railway Soneeny. for certain lan under the land grant made to the 
New Orleans. m Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company by the act of Con- 
gress of March 3, 1871, chapter 122. 

The land grant mentioned is contained in the twenty-second section of that 
act, which provides: 

“That the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company, char- 
tered by the State of Louisiana, shall have the right to conn by the most eli- 
gible route to be selected by said company, with the said Texas fic Railroad 
at its eastern terminus, and shall have the right of way through the public land 
to the same extent granted hereby to the said Texas Pacific Railroad bong sag 
and in aid of its construction from New Orleans to Baton Rouge, thence by 
way of Alexandria, in said State, to connect with the said Texas Pacific Railroad 
Company at its eastern terminus, there is hereby granted to said company, its 
suecessors and the same number of alternate sections of public lands per 
mile,in the State of Louisiana,as are by this act granted in the State of Cali- 
fornia to said Texas Pacific Railroad Company; and said lands shall be with- 
drawn from market, selected, and patents issued therefor, and opened for settle- 
ment and ption, upon the same terms and in the same manner and time 
as is provided for and required from said Texas Pacific Railroad Company 
within said State of California: Provided, That said company shall complete the 
whole of said road within five years from the passage of this act.” 

The eastern terminus of the Texas Pacific Railroad, as fixed by the same act, 
was a point at or near |, Tex. 

The New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company was incor- 
porated by an act of the Legislature of Louisiana passed December 30, 1869, which 
authorized it to construct and operate a railroad “from any point on the line of 
the New Orleans, Jackson, and Great Northern Railroad, within the paren of 
Livingston, running from thence to any point on the boun: line dividing the 
States of Louisiana and Mississippi,” the route here indi lying east of the 
Mississippi River. It was also authorized to construct and operate a branch rail- 
road from its main line (above described) to the city of Baton Rouge; and forthe 
purpose of connecting its railroad with the railroads of other companies, &c., it 
was furthermore authorized “ to construct, maintain, and use, byrunning 
its engines and cars, such branch railroads and tracks as it may find n 
and $ to own and use;" and such branch railroads were, for all the pur- 
poses of the act, to be deemed and taken to constitute a part of the main line of 

its railroad within the State of Louis 


neral route of a road projected thereby from apen tA 
to Baton Rouge, and thereupon a withdrawal of the publie 
lands along the same was ordered, which became effective in December fol- 


reveport, or perfect railroad communi- 
her railroad in Northwestern 
l, however, That the said 
company shall construct the line of its road between the aay of New Orleans 
e on the east side of the Mississippi River, to the 

corporate ts of the said city of Baton Rouge, or adjacent thereto.” 

In the mean time, by the act of Congress of May 2, 1872, chapter 132, the Texas 
and Pacific Railway Company (formerly styled the Texas Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany) was “authorized and required to construct, maintain, control, and op- 
erate a road between Marshall, Tex., and Shreveport, La., or control and op- 
erate any existing road between said points, of the same gauge as the Texas 
and Railroad.” The same act further provided that “all roads terminat- 
ing at Shreveport shall have the right to make the same running connections, 
and shall be entitled to the same privileges, for the transaction of business in 
connection with the said Texas Pacific lway, as are granted to roads inter- 
secting therewith.” 

On February 13, 1873, a second map was filed in the General Land Office, by 
the New Orleans, ‘Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Co: aonig 
n Rouge, 


mpany. 

the general route of a road projected thereby from New Orleans to 

and a withdrawal of the public lands along the same wos ordered, which took 

effect in April, 1873. The route between those places, those designated, lies on 

the eastside of the Mississippi River. “ That company has not constructed any 

part of its road either on the route between New Orleans and Baton Ro or 

on the route between latter place and Shreveport; nor, indeed, has 

been a definite location of its road anywhere between the points mentioned,” 

Nothing beyond the designation of the general route thereof appears. 
Pursuant to a resolution of its board of directors, adopted December 29, 1880, 
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all the right, title, and interest of that com 

blic lands made by the act of March 
Brleanó Pacific Railway Company. 
officers of the former company wasafterward approved and ratified by the stock- 
holders thereof at a meeting held in December, 1881. 

The New Orleans Pacific Railway Company wasoriginally incorporated under 
the general laws of the State of Louisiana in June,1875. Itscharter was subse- 
quently amended by acts of the Louisiana Legislature, February 19, 
1876, and February 5, 1878. _ It is thereby authorized to construct a railroad “ be- 
ginning at a point on the Mississippi River at New Orleans, or between New 
Orleans and the parish of Iberville, on the right bank of the Mississippi, and 
Baton Rouge on the left bank, &c., or from any point within the limits of this 
State, and running thence toward and to the city of Shreveport,” which is made 
its northwestern terminus, 

The route of this oompany, as projected is understood to extend from New os 

an 


ny in and to the aforesaid 
3, , were deeded by it to 
This action of the board of directors and 


tof 
New 


burg 
river. Between Baton 


withdrawals of pon lands. . 
In October, 1881, the president of the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company 
made affidavit that three sections of its road were then completed and for 
examination by the Government; whereupon a commissioner was appointed 
to examine the same, the result of whose examination appears in a report made 
by him to the Secretary of the Interior under date of 26th of that month. 
One of the sections embraces sixty-eight miles of road, beginning on the west 
bank of the Mississippi River, peo New Orleans, and ending near the town 
of Donaldsonville; another embraces twenty miles of road near Alexandria, 
and the third embraces fifty miles of road terminating at Shreveport. For each 
of these sections lands are claimed by that com y under the aforesaid land 
gans as assignee of the New Orleans, Baton uge and Vicksburg Railroad 
mpany. 

No map of definite location of any portion of its road has been filed, other than 
those of constructed portions. 

It appears that in February, 1881, the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company 
purchased from Morgan's Louisiana and Texas Railroad and Steamship Com- 

ny the road constructed on the west bank of the Mississippi River by the 

ew Orleans, Mobile and Texas Railroad Company, from Westmego to White 
Castle, a distance of sixty-eight tyes een that the same has become a part of 
the main line of the of the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company. 

The following are the oo submitted: 

“1. Was the grant to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad 
Company agran in preesenti? 

“2, Had the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company, 
at the date of its alleged transfer of lands to the New Orleans Pacific Railway 
Company, such an interest in the lands, under said act,as was assignable? 

“3. Is the New Orleans Pacifc Railroad Com ny such a successor to or 
assignee of the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company as 
is contemplated by said act? 

“4. Should it Bug yer that the sixty-eight miles of the New Orleans, Mobile 
and Texas Rail was constructed prior to the act of March 3, 1871, granting 
lands to aid in the construction of the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicks- 
burg Railroad, can the New Orleans Pacific Company (its assignee) claim any 
benefit from the grant? Orin case of such prior construction, and the non-con- 
struction of any portion of the New Orleans, Baton oe ge and Vicksburg road, 
has the purpose for which the grant was made failed, and the grant conse- 


uently la 
es 5. it the New Orleans, Mobile and Texas road was constructed sul uently 
to the date of said act, is so much of its road as is now owned by the New Or- 


leans Pacific Company such a road as is contemplated for acceptance by the 
President within the meaning of said act, and may patents issue to the latter 
for lands opposite to and conterminous with such constructed portion of road?” 

‘These questions are accompanied by a request foran opinion upon such other 
questions of law as may suggest themselves touching the transfer of said land 
grant to which reference is above made. 

Of the above-stated questions the first three may be considered together in 
connection with the following inquiry, which presents itself at the ontset: 
whether the assent of Con to the transfer made by the New Orleans, Baton 
Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company of all its interest in said land grantto 
the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company is necessary (by reason of anything 
in the provisions of the grant itself) to entitle the latter company to the efit 
of said grant in aid of the construction of the road proj by it? 

The act of March 3, 1871, passed to the New Orleans, Paton Rouge, and Vicks- 
burg Railroad Company a present interest in a number of alternate sec- 
tions of public lands per mile within the limits there prescribed, Its language 
is “there is hereby granted to the said company” the number of alternate sec- 
tions mentioned; words which import a grant in presenti, and not one in futuro, 
or the promise of a grant. (97 United States Report, 496.) But the grant thus 
made is in the nature of a float, It is of sections to be afterward located, their 
location depending upon the establishment of the line of the road, Until thisis 
definitely fixed the grant does not attach to any specific tractof land. Upon the 
line of road being definitely located the grant then first acquires precision, and 
the company becomes invested with an inchoate title to the particular lands 
covered thereby, which can ripen intoa perfect title only as the construction of 
each section of twenty miles of road is completed AARETE when the right 
o patents for the lands opposite to and conterminous such constructed sec- 
tion accrues. 

The povie in the grant that the ee Al complete the whole of its 
road within five years from the date of the actis a condition subsequent, the 
failure to perform which does not ipso facto work a forfeiture of the grant, but 
only gives rise toa right in the Government to enforce a forfeiture thereof. Yet 
in order to enforce a forfeiture such right must be asserted by a judicial proceed- 
ing, authorized by law, or by some legislative action amounting toa resumption 
of the grant. (Schulenberg vs, Harriman, 21 Wall., 44.) Hence, until advantage 
is taken of the non-performance of the condition, un legislative authority, 
the interest of the grantee in the grant remains unimpaired thereby. 

Such being the nature and effect of the yon and itsaccompanying condition, 
and no action having been taken either by legislation or judi procen 
to enforce a forfeiture thereof, it follows that at the period of said transfer by 
the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company this company 
was iny with a present interestin the number of alternate sections of pub- 
lic lands per mile ted by the act of sale ie sinbi pagase, BY was already in 
default in the performance of the condition referred to, and that it still retained 
aright to with the construction of the road in aid of which the t 
was made until advantage should be taken of the default, But as ít not 
then definitely fixed the line of its road, = a map designating the gen- 
eral route thereof was duly filed, that interest did not attach to any specific 
tracts of land, but remained afloat, as it were apy a definite location of the 
road before it could become thus attached. Was the interest here described as- 
signable to another company, so as to entitle the latter to the benefit of the 
grant in aid of the construction of its road between the places named therein, 
without the assent of Congress? 

Doubt has perhaps arisen on this point in view of the fact that in ono or two 


instances it has been thought expedient to obtain 1 con- 
firming or authorizing a similar Flor yd acy n 2 of the act of March 3, 
1865, chapter 88, and section 1 of the act of , chapter 127), and 


pa was held 
to be valid by Attorney-General Stanbury in an opinion given to the Secretary 


pornol by the State of Missouri, with authority 


of July 1, 1862 (section 13), “authorized to extend its road from Saint Joseph. 
via Atchison, to connect and unite with the road through Kansas, * * * an 
may for this purpose use any railroad charter which has been or may be granted 
by the Legislature of Kansas,” &c.; and by the fifteenth section of the same act 
it was provided that “ wherever the word company is used in this act it shall be 
construed to embrace the words their associates, successors, and assigns, the 
same as if the words had been properly added thereto.” 

Subsequently, in 1863, an assignment was made by that company of all its 

hts under said act (which included an interest in both a land and a bond sub- 
sidy) to the Atchison and Pike’s Peak Railroad Company, a company vi- 
ously organized under ansat pripean by the Legislature of The lat- 
ter company, having constru: a section of twenty miles of the proposed road 
west from Atchison, claimed the benefit of the t made to the Hannibal and 
Saint Joseph Company, as its assignee, and claim was ized and al- 
lowed, in accordance with the Se pes of the Attorney-General. Itwill be ob- 
served, however, that the Hannibal and Saint Joseph Company was au! 
to “ use any railroad charter which has been or may be nted by the Legisla- 
ture of Kansas,” and this, together with the provision fn the fifteenth section 
quoted above, may have been regarded as sufficient to sustain the assignment. 

In the case of Oregon Central Railroad Company, mentioned above, a 
grant of a right of way through the public lands, and also of alternate sections 
thereof, was made to that company, “and to their successors and 
the act of May 4, 1870, chapter 69, for the purpose of aiding in the co: o! 
a railroad and telegraph line in certain places in n. In August following 
an instrument was executed by the com y assign all its interest in the 
grant to the Willamette Valley Railroad pany and thereupon the question 
arose whether the grant was susceptible of being thus transferred. The Attor- 
ney-General (Mr. Akerman), to whom the question was submitted, after review- 
ing the various provisions of the act, some of which (see section 5) imposed cer- 
tain duties and required certain important acts to be performed by the company, 
decided in the negative, holding that, upon consideration of those provisions, 
the Oregon Central Company was alone within the contemplation of Congress 
in respect of the donation made and duties imposed by that act. The words 
“their successors and assigns,” as used in the act, were regarded as words of 
limitation merely. 

But the grounds upon which that decision appears to have been based are 
not found to exist in the case now under consideration. Herea t of a cer- 
tain number of alternate sections of public lands per mile is to the New 
Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company, its successors and as- 
signs, in and of the construction of a road from New Orica: by the ronte indi- 
cated, to connect with the eastern terminus of the Texas an o Railroad, 
which lands are required to be “ withdrawn from the market, selected, and pat- 
ents issued therefor, and opened for settlement and pre-emption upon the same 
terms and in the same manner and time as is provided for and required from 
said Texas Pacific Railroad Company.” 

The grant is coupled with no special duties or trusts for the performance of 
which there is reason to believe the particular company named therein was 
more acceptable to Congress than ayse other. Its purpose is to secure the con- 
struction of a railroad between the points designated, and whether this purpose 
be fulfilled by that company or by another company must be deemed unimpor- 
tant in the absence of any provision indicative of the coni . The interest 
derived by the grantee, though it remain only afloat, is a interest, and it 
is held under the same limitations which apply after it develops into an estate 
in particular lands until extinguished by forfeiture for non-performance of the 
condition annexed to the pas I perceive no legal obstacle arising out of the 
grant itself to a transfer of such interest by the grantee to another company, and 
should the latter construct the road contemplated agreeably to the requirements 
of the grant, and thus accomplish the end which Congress had in view, I submit 
that it would aes: be entitled to the benefits thereof. 


tot: 
constructed by the latter 
c following the general course of the other road. But 
in the present case the give rise to no such difficulty. The grant had not 
previous to the transfer become thus identifed with a particular line of zodi 
and was thereafter susceptible of location upon the line of the road proj 
by the assignee (the New Orleans Pacific Company), provided this OAA met the 
requirements of the grant in other res] , as to which no doubt is ited. 

My conclusion is that the assent of Congress to the assignment made by the 
New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Com y, as above, is not 
mecennry in order toentitle the assignee to the benefit of the land grant in ques- 

on. 

The remaining A sesir ered relate to the sixty-eight miles of railroad formerly 
belo: g to the New Orleans, Mobile and texas Railroad Company, but now 
owned by the New Orleans Pacific Company, and made a part of its main line 
between New Orleans and Baton Lad 

The land grant in question was, as its language imports, made in aid of the 
construction of a railroad between certain termini, contemplating a road to be 
constructed, not one already constructed. It has not been the policy of Con- 
gress thus to aid co: roads. Had a constructed road existed at the date 
of the grant, which extended from one terminus to the other,and afterward 
the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad poo get Sencar of 
entering upon and completing the construction of a road, urchased the 
road already wonshranted th it seems to me, would not have satisfied the pur- 
poses of the t so as to entitle the company to the benefit thereof, 

The same objection would apply where the constructed road extended over only 
a part of the route sontaa pistoi by the grant. So faras [am advised, the ac- 
tion of the Government hitherto accorded with this view. On the other 
hand, if such road was constructed sul t, and is 

und for exclud- 
the requirements 
BO, ASD SOROROE INE: TEWE ANAA response to the several ques- 

honor to reply as follows: 
answer in the affirmative. 


estion (including 
The fifth question I answer in ge affirmati 


n , as I do, the compan; 
named therein to bean assignee of the grantee in act referred z 
I have the honor to be, very A 
ENJ. HARRIS RREWSTER, 
Atturney-General, 
Hon. I. M. TKLLER, 
Secretary of the Interior. 
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This came to the Interior Department on the 15th of June, 1882. 
Congress wasin session; it was the Forty-seventh Congress. There were 
bills pending in both branches of Congress, or had been recently, to for- 
feit the grant. Originally bills were introduced in the Forty-fifth Con- 
gress to forfeit this grant for the express purpose of transferring it to 
the present corporation, the New Orleans and Pacific. A bill was in- 
troduced into the Senate calling upon Congress to give this grant by 
statute, so that the latter company might hold it as well by grant from 
this Government as by assignment, and that bill went to the appropri- 
ate committee. A memorial to forfeit the grant was sent to the Senate 
of the Forty-seventh Congress. On the 7th day of June, 1882, the Com- 
mittee on Railroads of this body, to which the memorial had been re- 
ferred by Mr. Jonas, then a Senator from Louisiana, presented to the 
Senate a report, in which the committee declared unequivocally that 
this railroad company, as the assignee of the Vicksburg Company, was 
entitled to these lands, and the Senate accepted that report. Let me 
read it: 


Mr. Jonas, from the Committee on Railroads, submitted the following report: 
pi Jepeoeney on Railroads, to whom the subject was referred, submit the fol- 

ow report: 

A petition has been referred to the Committee on Railroads of certain citizens 
of Louisiana, asking for the forfeiture of the land grant made to the New Or- 
leans, Vicksburg and Baton Rouge Railroad Company by the ninth section of 
the act entitled “An act to incorporate the Texas Pacific Rai Saapa aaa 
to aid in the construction of its road, and for other purposes,” approved 
3, 1871, on the ground that the company to whom the grant was made has failed 
to build the road within the time prescribed by the act. 

The grant was made to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Rail- 
road Company, its successors and assigns. That company was incorporated by 
an act of the lature of Louisiana, approved December 30, 1869. e object 
of Congress in making the grant was to aid in the construction of the proposed 
road from New Orleans, via Baton Rouge, Alexandria, and Shreveport, to con- 
nect with the eastern terminus of the Texas Pacific Railroad, and thus connect 
that road with the Mississippi River and the Gulf of Mexico. 

The committee find that this connecting road, on almost the same line, and 
between the same points (if not built by the original grantees), has been built by 
the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company, which was organized under a char- 
ter confirmed by an act of the Legislature of Louisiana, approved February 19, 
1876. This vont is now completed and running between New Orleans and the 
eastern terminus of the Texas Pacilic , at or near Marshall, Tex., its 
route being via Baton Rouge, Alexandria, and Shreveport. 

The New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company (which still 
has corporate existence), by deed dated the 5th day of apr fi 1831, granted 
and transferred to the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company all its right, title, 
and interest in and to the lands granted to it by the before-mentioned act of 
Congress spacey arp the Texas ific Railroad Company. This transfer was 
a ved, ratified, and confirmed ata meeting. of the stockholders of the New 
Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Rail: Company by a vote of two-thirds 
of its entire capital stock. The transfer was fo: ly accepted by the board of 
directors of the New Orleans Pacjfic Railway Company. 

‘The deed of transfer, a certified copy of the resolution of the stockholders of 
the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and burg Railroad Soopeny ratifying the 
transfer, and a certified copy of the resolution of the board of directors of the 
New Orleans Pacific Railway Company accepting the transfer, have been filed 
in the Department of the Interior. 

A commissioner to inspect a portion of the railroad built by the New Orleans 
Pacific Railway Com; T was, upon the application of that Om sped appointed 
by the President of the nited tes, and the report of the said commissioner, 
approving the construction of the portion of the railroad inspected by him, was 
duly filed in the Department of the Interior. 

Application is now made for the issuance of patents to the New Orleans Pacific 
Railway Company for the lands granted by Con; tothe New Orleans, Baton 
Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company, and by the last-named company as- 
signed to the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company, as heretofore stated. 

‘fhe grant was originally made to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicks- 
burg Railroad Company, its successors and assigns, for the purposes above 
stated. 

The road has been built by the assignee of the grantee, and the objects of the 
grant have been fully attained. 

No forfeiture of the grant was made before the completion of the road on the 

unds alleged, and we think it would be unjust and inequitable to make such 
‘orfeiture now when the work has been eng te by the assignee company, 
which has built the road in good faith and in full expectation of receiving the 
benefit of the grant which remained unforfeited and assignable in the control 
of their grantor, 

Your committee think no consideration of public polig requires the forfeiture 
of the grant, and they recommend that the committee be discharged from further 
consideration of the memorial, 


This report had been made to this body eight days before the Attor- 
ney-General’s opinion came, but when the opinion of the Attorney- 
General came to the Department of the Interior it was supposed by 
everybody in that Department, by every lawyer certainly, by every clerk, 
by the head of the Department, thatcommon courtesy required at least 
that the opinion should be enforced. There was not upon the records 
of that Department another case where the Attorney-General had cer- 
tified that a road was entitled to lands—and there were several such 
cases—that it had not been carried out according to the opinion of the 
Attorney-General. Had that been in an ordinary period when there 
was not a pressure of business I have no doubt the patent would have 
issued, or, which was the same thing, the certification would have been 
made at once. 

Later in the season a distinguished member of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of the House of Representatives addressed a letter to the Presi- 
dent and Secretary of the Interior asking that there might be no patents 
issued, saying that he doubted the law as laid down by the Attorney- 
General, and he wished further toexamine the case. Nothing further 


was done in the Interior Department during the rest of the Forty- 
seventh Congress, which adjourned on the following 4th of March. On 
the 13th of March, 1883, the Secretary of the Interior addressed a letter 
_ to the President of the United States, in which he recited the fact that 
pending in either branch of Congress any bill to 


there was not then 


forfeit this grant. He cited the fact that the opposition which had 
been made to it had been withdrawn. In the Forty-seventh Congress 
there was pending before the Judiciary Committee of the House a reso- 
lution to forfeit this grant. 

That resolution was disposed of by the consent of that committee, as 
appears unanimously, by allowing it to be withdrawn by the mover 
thereof. Now I ask to have inserted in the RECORD this letter of the 
Secretary of the Interior to the President, and also the President’s ap- 
proval thereon declaring that this company was entitled to these lands; 
and now, mind you, there was nobody in this broad land that could 
be heard against the grant, there had been no steps taken to prevent the 
issuing of this patent when that letter was sent to the President and 
the President approved of it. 

The letter and approval are as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, March 13, 1883. 

Sm: The New Orleans Pacific Railway Company applied to this Department 
more than a year ago for a transfer to itself of the lands granted tothe New Or- 
leans, Baton nge and Vicksburg Railroad Com y by the twenty-second sec- 
tion of the actof Congress approved March 3, 1871, presenting, at the same time, 
satisfactory proofs of said transfer as between the two companies. 1l have de- 
layed action thereon for many months, againat the persistent pressure of parties 
in interest, in the expectation that Congress might legislate upon the subject- 
matter thereof; but that body havin: 
knowing of no reason for further delay, 
same for your consideration. 

In reply to my predecessor's request of January 5, 1882, the Attorney-General, 
under date of June 12 ultimo, submitted to him an opinion (copy herewith) that 
the grant to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company 
wasa grant in presenti; that that company had an assignable interest in the 
lands granted to it; that the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company is such 
a successor to or assignee of the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Com- 
pany as is euep wet by the act of March 3,1871; that even if the New Or- 
eans, Mobile and Texas was constructed subsequently to the date of said 
act, so much of its road as is now owned by the New Ocieans Pacific Company 
is such a road as is contemplated for acceptance by the President within the 
meaning of said act, and that patents may issue to the latter company for lands 
op} ite to and conterminous with such constructed portion of road. 

also submit herewith a copy of the report of the Senate Committee on Rail- 
roads (under date of June 7, 1882), declaring that, in its judgment, no considera- 
tions of public policy require a forfeiture of the grant to the New Orleans, Baton 
Rouge and Vic! Ra Company ; and also two letters (herewith) under 
date of December 15 „from Hon. L. E. Payson, of the House Judiciary Com- 
mittee, in one of which he notifies this Department that upon that day, ata 


ourned without action thereon, and 
have now the honor to submit the 


meeting of the committee, he had formally withdrawn the pending resolution 
offered by him at the previous session of Congress for a forfeiture of suid grant, 
In the other, after stating his request in October last for a suspension of Depart- 


ment action until he could be heard before the House Judiciary Committee upon 
the matter, he elaborately discusses the questions involved, and announ 
that, after conference with them, the Senators and House delegation from Loui- 
siana inter, no opposition to immediate action by this De ent, and that 
his own objections are d of and withdrawn, states his comclusions that 
the New Orleans Pacific Company is entitled to the grant both under the law 
and the equities of the case, and that the rights of settlers are fully protected. 

I have also the honor to submit herewith two reports on the New Orleans Pa- 
cific Railway by Mr. Thomas Hassard, whom you appointed commissioner to 
examine completed portions of said railway. 

The first report bears date 26th of October, 1881, and has not been submitted 
to you at an earlier date on account of the controversies heretofore in question, 

'he portions of said railway examined and at that time reported on extend 
from the west bank of the Mississippi River, opposite Thalia street, New Or- 
leans, La., in a northwesterly direction, near said river, sixty miles, to near the 
town of Donaldsonville, in T.11 S., R.15 T.; also from Bayou Lamourie, in T. 2 
N., R.1 E.,to a point in T. 4 N., R.2 W.,a distance of twenty miles; also from 
the junction of said railway with the Texas and Pacific Railway, in Shreveport, 
La., southwardly to T.10 N., R.12 W.,a distance of fifty miles. 

The second report bears date 15th of November, 1882, and relates to such por- 
tions of said railway as were not examined and reported on in October, 1881, 
amounting to one hundred and ninety-eight miles, lying between New Orleans 
and Shreveport. 

The commissioner reports said portions of road, three hundred and twenty- 
eight miles in all, as constructed in substantial compliance with law and the 
instructions of this Department. 

In view of the facts and the law of the case, I regard the New Orleans Pacific 
Railway Company as the lawful assignee of the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and 
Vicksburg Railroad Company, and entitled to the lands granted by the twenty- 
second section of the act of March 3, 1871, to said latter-named company, and to 
patents therefor in so far as it has earned or hereafter may earn the same under 
that act, with the exception below named, and recommend that you accept said 
three hundred and prone ers miles of said road, less and exclusive of sixty- 
eight miles of the line of said New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg road, 
extending from New Orleans to White Castle, between New Orleans and Shreve- 
pert (to which sixty-eight miles the New Orleans Pacific road has withdrawn 

its claim and right to receive lands under the twenty-second section of said act), 
and that patents for such lands as may have been earned by the construction 
be issued to the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company (exclusive, nevertheless, 
of lands along said sixty-eight miles) on their compliance with the law and regu- 
lations in such case made and provided. 

These nts will, of course, be subject to rights acquired by any person or 
corporation prior to the act of March 3, 1871. 

Requesting that the inclosures herewith be returned to this Department when 
no longer needed for the Purpdecs hereof, : 

I am, very respectfully, 
Hi. M. TELLER, Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT. 

(Indorsements:) Department of the Interior, March 13, 1883, H.M. Teller. 

ry, submits to the President report of commissioner on three hun 
and twenty-eight miles of the New Orlcans Pacific Railroad, with recommenda- 


n: 
Hona Executive Mansiox, March 16, 1883, 

The within recommendations are approved. 

CHESTER A, ARTHUR. 

Later parties appeared—I need not name whom—before the Interior 
Department and requested a further delay. A distinguished Senator 
a by a letter, which he gave to the public long before he gave 
it to the Interior Department, in which he talked of the outrages being 
perpetrated by corporations upon the people in the stealing of their 
lands, and he used the same terms that were used here to-day by a 
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Senator who has addressed the Senate when he speaks of this transac- 
tion as a fraud. Thereupon the Interior Department held up the 
patents to this land and waited to see what the Forty-eighth Congress, 
not yet assembled at that time, might do. 

When the Forty-eighth Congress assembled, I have yet to learn that 
the writer of the letter, a member of the Committee on Public Lands, 
ever took a step toward forfeiting the grant. I have yet to learn that 
he ever appeared before this body and intimated that there was a great 
outrage being perpetrated upon the people, that a great quantity of 
land was to be certified to a company not owning it. I admit he may 
have appeared in the newspapers and on the stump, but he did not ap- 
pear where his voice was potent and where his vote would tell; he was 
as silent as the grave. But in the House there was a bill introduced 
that went to the Committee on Public Lands to forfeit this grant. It 
was a bill for forfeiture, simple and plain. The Committee on Public 
Lands of the House of Representatives of the Forty-eighth Congress 
was composed of twelve men; eleven were members of the House from 
States and one was a Delegate from one of the Territories. 

This committee considered the bill, and although it had been the cus- 
tom theretofore in that committee to allow the Delegate to vote, that 
privilege was denied him on this bill, and for the first time the report 
came to the House six in favor of forfeiting the grant and five against, 
and the question came before the House in June, 1884, and after a full 
discussion by the members of the Committee on Public Lands and by 
others the vote was taken upon that bill, and not, as the Senator says, 
bya small majority, but by a majority of 42 the House recorded its 
verdict that this land was not to be forfeited to the Government, but 
that it belonged to this railroad company. Ona subsequent day it was 
attempted to reconsider this vote, and the House by a decided majority 
decided not to reconsider; and thus the action of the House became 
complete. 

Pending this bill, and before the vote that I have mentioned, a mem- 
ber of the House from Louisiana presented a memorial to the House ask- 
ing, inasmuch as this was a question thatthe Committee on Public Lands 
were divided upon, thatit be submitted to the Judiciary Committee to 
answer substantially the same questions that were answered by the 
Attorney-General, and the House so declared and so submitted those 
questions to the Judiciary Committee. The Judiciary Committee of 
the House, composed of fifteen lawyers, took up the questions and heard 
arguments upon the subject, listened to speeches by the friends of the 
bill and the enemies of the bill, and by a report that I have before me, 
which is too lengthy to read, made by Mr. TUCKER, its chairman, by a 
vote of 13 out of 15, declared that the Attorney-General’s opinion was 
good law, and declared that this company was entitled to this land and 
that it ought not to be forfeited. The two members who dissented 
from that view did not dissent upon the theory that the company was 
not entitled to the land, but upon the theory that it was still in the 
power of the General Government to forfeit the land if it saw fit, the 
majority of the committee taking the position that the condition having 
been performed it was gone forever, and that the grantor’s right of re- 
entry had disappeared and been lost—a principle that I do not believe 
any man who is fit to practice before a justice of the peacein any coun- 
try willdeny as a question of law. I could fortify it by opinions and 
decisions of courts innumerable if I did not think it was a work of su- 
pererogation to do that before the American Senate. 

This committee then made their report before the vote was taken in 
the House. The House acted intelligently and voted, and that was the 
end of the question in the House. There was no further case pending 
either then or later, and the Department of the Interior would have 
been justified from that hour and even before in issuing the patent. 
There was nothing that required it longer to delay the issuing of the 
patents, 

There was, however, pending in the Senate a bill to forfeit this 
grant. This bill had gone to the Committee on Public Lands and 
was there pending. It had been there from May, 1884; it was there 
when the House voted, it was there when the Judiciary Committee re- 
ported. It remained in committee until the 24th day of December, 
1884, and then this committee reported to the Senate a bill recognizing 
the right of this company to precisely the same quantity of land that 
this company has received from the Interior Department in its patent; 
the same number of acres and the same identical land the Committee 
on Public Lands of the Senate declared that this company should have. 

It is true that they attached to it a condition that the company 
should settle with the settlers in a certain way. If this company was 
entitled to this land by virtue of the grant made to the original com- 
pany and because it had performed the condition attached to the grant, 
I need not say before this body that it is beyond the power of this body, 
acting with the other and with the Executive, to attach any conditions 
to the grant not attached when the grant was made. 

The Department of the Interior still waited, waited to see whether 
even that would be done; and when it was apparent that the Senate 
was about to adjourn, nothing pending before the other House, when 
it was apparent that there was to be no legislation, this t was al- 
lowed and the certifications were made which become a final title ex- 
actly the same as a patent. And this was in accordance with the law 
and practice of the Department for the last sixteen years. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. Now will the Senator allow me another ques- 
tion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado yield ? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, sir. k 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I ask the Senator if the line of this road was 
ever definitely fixed either by the old Backbone road or by the New 
Orleans Pacific road ? 

Mr. TELLER. I will answer the Senator; but if he were half as 
familiar with this case as he pretends to be he would not have asked the 
question. The records of the Interior Department show that this line 
was fixed originally by the old company, that there was some variation 
in the line, which the Commissioner of the General Land Office said 
was not greater than that of other companies, and in 1881, in October, 
the Department of the Interior fixed the line according to the location 
of the road, and that can be found in Executive Document 31, sent 
to the Senate in December, 1884. The Commissioner notified the com- 
pany that the line of the road would be accepted as the location unless 
they chose otherwise, and they accepted it and did not appeal to the 
Secretary of the Interior. Therefore it became final. So that then 
the line of the road was definitely fixed, and as it was fixed they built it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Land Commissioner—— 

Mr. TELLER. I do not yield to the gentleman to make a speech. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Oh, no. 

Mr. TELLER. He has had all the opportunities that courtesy re- 
quires me to give him. He may ask me any question. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I wish to ask a question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado yield? 

Mr. TELLER. For a question, but not for a speech. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. [ask the question whether the line of this road 
was definitely fixed at any time? I did not understand the Senator to 
answer definitely. If he did, I should like to call his attention, so that 
he may explain, to the fact that in the opinion of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral in 1882 he says: 

That company has not constructed any part of its road, either on the route 
between New Orleans and Baton Rouge or on the route between the latter 
place and Shreveport; nor, indeed, has there been a definite location of its road 
anywhere between the points mentioned. 

Mr. TELLER. Is that the road you are speaking of? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TELLER. Before that time the road had been partially built, 
and certainly there is nothing that so definitely locates a road as the 
building of it. Does the Senator suppose that it is that the 
Interior Department should proceed upon such a childish theory as that 
when a railroad company has built its line it must then also locate it 
otherwise? The building of the line is the complete location of any 
road, and it has been so recognized in all time in the Department. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Now, I will ask the Senator another question so 
that he may understand the reason—— 

Mr. TELLER. I yield. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iask him whether under the terms of the grant- 
ing act pre-emptors and homesteaders had not the legal right to locate 
upon the land until the line of road was definitely fixed with a view 
of knowing whether these men had any right to locate as settlers or 
not? 

Mr. TELLER. An attempt was made to definitely locate this line 
in 1873 by the old company, and the Interior Department declined to 
accept that. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. You do not mean 1873? 

Mr. TELLER. I ean inform the honorable Senator on many points 
in this case. I do not need any information from him on any subject 
connected with this grant. I have studied the subject quite as care- 
fully as he has, and I know a good deal more about its history than he 
does. 

In 1873 the old company attempted to locate the line. That location 
was not accepted by the Land Office, and they declined to go back and 
recognize any location beyond the actual building of the road, which the 
Commissioner of the Land Office says in his report to the Secretary 
while it was a variation from the original line is as near as has been the 
custom of building lines, and ordinarily it would have been accepted 
as the located line of the road as adopted in 1873; but in the interest, 
I suppose, of settlers on the line of the road, there being some doubt 
about the true location, the Commissioner gave the benefit of the doubt 
tothe settler, and he says where you have built your road we will recog- 
nizetheline. Can the Senator complainin behalfof the settlers of that 
section of the country that when the road was built and constructed 
and running they had not notice then that it was to be located? It is 
a technicality that is unworthy of a place in the Senate. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Now will the Senator answer a question ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado yield? 

Mr. TELLER. I do. ~ 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Inasmuch as this road wasnot definitely located 
and the granting act es the right of pre-emption and homestead 


settlement until the line is definitely fixed, I ask the Senator whether 

those settlers and pre-emptors who located before 1881 have not a title 

as against this grant? - 
Mr. TELLER. The settlers who located previous to the location of 
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the road not only have a title, but the Land Department recognizes that 
title, and the Department did that without any aid from the Senator 
from Nebraska. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Have they recognized the rights of settlers that 
accrued before that? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. When the line is definitely located and 
that location is recognized in the office, then, and then only from that 
time on are the settlers with notice of the line of the road. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then will the Senator explain in that connec- 
tion why it is that at that time there were papers filed in the office, 
and the president of the company, Mr. Wheelock, came here and said 
settlers could be protected by paying the company $2 an acre? If it 
be true that the line was never definitely located, and if it be true that 
pre-emptors and homesteaders had a right to locate on the land pre- 
vious to the definite location of the line of the road, where and how is 
it that they were expected to pay $2 an acre for this land ? 

Mr. TELLER. I fail to make the Senator from Nebraska comprehend 
what is meant by the location of a line. He apparently does not know 
what it means. I said to him that this company attempted to locate 
its line in 1873. The company’s assignee insisted that that was the 
location. There was a question between the Department and the com- 
pany, and the Department finally fixed the location as it was in 1881, 
in October, as shown by their constructed line of road, and not by their 
map filed before; and any settler who came in after that time came in 
with full knowledge. Every settler that came before that time is pro- 
tected by the law and by the ruling of the ent. 

Mr. President, the attempt has been made, as I said, to make it ap- 
pear that this is a peculiar case; that there is something in this case 
unheard of before; and there is greatanxiety about the settlers. Mr. 
President, why has not the honorable Senator appeared in behalf of 
the settlers on other lines of road that have been given lands ten, 
twelve, and in some instances fifteen years after the expiration of their 
grants? I holdin my hand now a list of roads to which lands have been 
certified, built after the time had expired within which they were to be 
completed. I find that while this company has received less than 700,- 
000 acres, a company in Wisconsin received 1,800,000 acres of land, 
completing their road many years longer after the expiration of the 
time fixed in the grant than this company did. 

I have here a list of twelve or feurteen railroad companies that have 
had patents for lands issued to them for roads built longafter the time 
within which they should have completed. their roads had expired, and 
in one case that I have in my mind it was thirteen years, and that was 
not under the administration of the late Secretary: 


List of railroads for which lands have been patented after the time fixed by 
law for the completion of the road. $ 

Atlantic and Pacific. 

California and Oregon. 

Hastings and Dakota. 

Marquette, Houghton and Ontonagon. 

Northern Pacific. 

Saint Paul and Pacific (branch line) now Western Railroad of Min- 
nesota. 

Saint Paul and Pacific, Saint Vincent Extension. 

Selma, Rome and Dalton. 

Southern Minnesota Railway Extension. 

Southern Pacific, main line. 

Wisconsin Central. 

New Orleans Pacific. 

There has been before the Senate for more than a month a public 
document showing these facts and showing also that the particular 
railroad company which I have specially referred to had received a large 
number of acres of land certified to them when they had completed 
their road long after the time fixed by Co: 

The honorable Senator talks about the settlers. All along the line 
of the Northern Pacific the settlers have gone in upon the railroad lands, 
and the railroad company has completed its line since; ithas performed 
the condition attached to the grant. Does the Senator suppose it isin 
the powerof the Interior Department, does he suppose it isin the power 
of the Executive or all the Departments of Government acting together 
to protect those settlers who have gone upon that land after the rights 


of the company accrued? Has he ever attempted to doit in this body ? 
Has an y, voicing his sentiments on this floor, ever attempted to 
doit? Nota single man. It is for the public that we here day after 


day talk about the settlers’ rights. 

Why, Mr. President, if I may be allowed to refer to myself, I have 
done more for the settlers on the public lands in my rulings than the 
Senator has in his rare oa i lic service, and I was hampered; I 
could do nothing but what the law gave me authority to do. He has 


been here and could have provided a method by which the railroad 
ight have been compensated and the settlers might have 

, and he has not done it. But in this case the people 
who live on the line of this road were more fortunate; the members of 
Congress from Louisiana were more vigilant than he. They undertook 
re the settlers, and they entered into an arrangement with the 

i company and they made a contract with the railroad company 


companies 
been 


that the settlers on the line of the road should receive their land at $2 
per acre, that they might pay a third down and a third at another pe- 
riod and so on, and that they should have twelve months after the 
patent issued to prove up their claims. 

When this question was before the House a member from that State, 
rising, said: ‘* Nine-tenthsof all the settlers who are interested in this 
are in my district, and I am satisfied with the contract made with the 
railroad company, and I do not desire the forfeiture, nor do the settlers 
on the line of the road.” If the honorable Senator was as anxious to 

rotect the settlersas he claims, he would have been in favor of the issu- 
ing of this patent, that the question might be determined and settled. 

He says it is unreasonable that the Interior Department, after wait- 
ing for years, should issue these patents. He insists that they have 
adopted a rule with reference to this road that was never adopted in 
reference to any other. The samething has beendone in his own bail- 
iwick, in his own State, and he has been silent. What is the secret of 
the hostility to this company? Is it that Jay Gould is interested ? 
There is nothing in the Interior Department to show that he is inter- 
ested. Is it that Mr. Barnum, a prominent Democratic politician, is 
interested in it? Mr. Barnum’s or Mr. Gould’s rights are the same in 
the Interior Department whether they be Democrats or Republicans, 
or whether they be railroad speculators or anythingelse. The law fixes 
their rights, and it would be a very remarkable thing if the executive 
department of the Government should mete out its justice according 
to the characterof the men to whom itis meted. What difference does 
it make whether Gould is interested in this or whether Huntington is 
interested? Is it worthy of the Senate, is it worthy of the Senator to 
stand here and appeal to the base passionsof the people and excite their 
prejudices, because some men unpopular with the masses may have a 
right that has been adjudicated upon by the Department ? 

Now, Mr. President, I want to summarize this a little, and I want 
to show that there never has been a patent issued after the time has 
expired that has undergone the same attention and care and the same 
opportunity been given Congress to forfeit the grant if it saw fit. I 
find that the lands were withdrawn in 1873; I call attention to that. 
The validity of this assignment was determined by the Land Depart- 
ment of the Government in 1881 by Commissioner Williamson and by 
Secretary Kirkwood; by the President in appointing the commission; 
by the Attorney-General in his report, submitted at the request of Sec- 
retary Kirkwood; by the House Judiciary Committee of the Forty- 
seventh Congress; by the Judiciary Committee of the Forty-eighth Con- 
grees by a vote of 13 to 2, and the two not claiming that it ought to 

forfeited; by the House of Representatives by its action on the 26th 
of June, 1884, by 42 majority; by its subsequent action when it de- 
clined to reconsider the vote which defeated the bill; by the Senate 
Committee on Railroads, and by the Senate itself in June, 1882, and 
by the refusal of the Senate committee to report favorably a bill to for- 
feit this grant. Since the 27th day of June, 1884, there has been no 
bill pending in the other House for the forfeiture of this grant; since 
= 24th day of December, 1884, there has been no bill pending in this 

y- 
I want to say here and now that the Executive Department of the 
Government may, as a matter of courtesy to a co-ordinate branch of the 
Government, suspend the operation of a law temporarily, but the doc- 
trine that a Department shall suspend action because there is legisla- 
tion pending is abhorrent to every idea of justice and right. Tempo- 
rarily it may, under some circumstances, but for any length of time it 
ought not. Here is the Interior Department met with the precedents 
I have mentioned. Running through a period of years covering at least 
four administrations four heads of the Interior Department have rec- 
ognized the same principle recognized by the recent administration in 
the issue of this patent. I do not refer to what the honorable Senator 
said about the Cabinet; Ido not ask anybody to defend me on this sub- 
ject; I do not fall back under the shadow of the Cabinet or of the Presi- 
dent; I say that by the law, by the rules of right, by the rules of jus- 
tice, this railroad company was entitled to the grant, and was entitled 
to it two years before it received it. 

For more than two years it had been denied justice in the Interior 
Department for fear it might be said that the executive department 
of the Government was not courteous and respectful to the legislative. 
I want to say here that I have just as much anxiety as any one for the 
dignity of this body, for the preservation of the rights that belong to 
the legislative department of the Government; but I hold that we 
should have the same determination to preserve the rights of the ex- 
ecutive department. The head of a Department has no seat upon this 
floor. He is compelled to submit to whatever may be said in this 
body without any opportunity to reply. On unfair criticisms upon his 
conduct he must maintain silence. Falsehoods uttered in this body 
or the other in reference to his course it is unbecoming for him to ques- 
tion. If he should go into the public prints to deny the charges that 
are made it would be said he forgot his relations to the legislative 
branch of the Government. He must suffer in silence infamous, atro- 
cious slanders, uttered in the shape of resolutions or uttered by Sen- 
ators or Members without a reply. 

Common decency requires—and I can speak freely as the executive 
department is now in the hands of our opponents—that every resolu- 
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tion which passes here that touches npon the interests of the Executive 
Departments, upon their acts, should go to a committee. I do not be- 
lieve that this Senate is aware of the insults that have been offered 
from time to time to the executive branch by the way of resolutions. 
I know that you have become accustomed here to allowing resolutions 
of inquiry to pass without examination. Let me call your attention 
to the action of this body in 1882; and asit appertained to the Depart- 
ment over which I had the honor to preside, I will freely criticise it 
now upon this flooras I was not at liberty to criticise it then as a mem- 
ber of a co-ordinate branch of the Government: 

An old man who had served his country in two who was cov- 
ered all over with honor and with glory, had received from this body 
and the other, acting jointly, a pension of $72 a month. The general 
law had said that a man of like infirmities with him should receive, no 
matter what his service had been, $50 more. One hundred and twenty- 
two dollars was allowed to a man who had served us in Mexico with 
gallantry and covered himself with glory, a man who never dressed or 
undressed without an attendant, a man who never lay down at night 
or rose up in the morning without the assistance of his wife or a paid 
attendant; $122 a month was being paid to him. The question arose, 
was he entitled to it? It would not have arisen if I had been Secre- 
tary of the Interior. It would not have been questioned if I had had 
the opportunity then to have said what I had an opportunity to say sub- 
sequently. 

The Attorney-General’s opinion was invoked, and he said this old 
man, this distinguished general, this unfortunate public servant, is en- 
titled to $122 a month, and it shall be so paid to him. By that time 
there had been a change in the Interior Department, and it was my 
duty to enforce the opinion of the Attorney-General. I accepted it as 
the law of the case; I accepted it with alacrity; I accepted it with pleas- 
ure. I said ‘$122 a month is a bagatelle; it is a disgrace to the nation 
that it is not more,” and I ordered it paid. It was paid, but in the 
mean time the distinguished Senator who has addressed the Senate to- 
day had introduced a resolution requiring that the Secretary should not 
pay more than one of these pensions, and that resolution had gone to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Oh, Mr. President, there was an opportunity for somebody to pose as 
the watch-dog of the Treasury; here was money being voted out and 
heing paid out beyond the law—$122 a month. He introduced a reso- 
lution and sent it to the Committee on Pensions that no double pen- 
sion should be paid; that is, that I should withhold one of these pay- 
ments. I did not withhold the payment. With my eyes open, with 
proper respect for this body, I denied the right of the Senator to in- 
struct me, and if the Senate had said by its vote that I should not pay 
it, I am free to say here, as I said in other places, I should have disre- 
garded that and I should have paid it, because it was his according to 
law. It has been said that parliament can not take property from one 
man and give it to another. Omnipotent as it is, it can not do that. 
The Senate can not take from one man that which the law has given 
him, and his right is vested; neither can the two branches of Congress 
acting together, with the assistance of the Executive, dothat. The pen- 
sion had accrued and I paid it. 

I have no doubt there are Senators on this floor who will be surprised 
when I finish my recital. At a subsequent day the Senate passed a 
resolution calling upon the Secretary of the Interior to report to this 
body why he had seen fit to pay a pension when there was a resolution 
before this body requiring him not to pay; and the Senate is committed 
to the doctrine, if they can be committed by the passage of a resolution, 
that whenever an executive officer is proceeding to execute a statute 
and anybody sees fit to introduce a bill or resolution into this body to 
suspend it the executive must stand still until it shall be ascertained 
what is the pleasure of the legislative department of the Government. 
Was there ever such a thing heard of in the history of the American 
Senate? Ideny it. I say that a search of all the annals of its history 
will not show such an absurd declaration. I do not believe that this 
Senate understood the resolution. I do not believe it ought to be 
quoted as a precedent of this body; but I say it comes from this new 
system of allowing a single Senator to introduce a resolution without 
reference to a committee and then send it out to the world. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. Allow me to finish, and then I do not care what 
the Senator may say. It is utterly and entirely indefensible. It can 
not be defended anywhere, and the Senate must stand convicted of in- 
attention to its great duty when it allows to go upon the record a dec- 
laration that one branch of Congress can notify an executive officer to 
suspend the Jaw. There is a law on the statute-book that requires the 
Secretary of the Interior to pay out fifty-odd million dollars a year to the 
pensioners, and there is a law that requires the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay many millions of interest on the public bonds. Is it to be 
presumed fora moment that the power exists in this body or in the 
other House to direct that a suspension of one or the other of those 
laws shall be had in the executive department until such time as this 
legislative body, great as it is, shall determine whether the law author- 
izing the payment of the interest on the public debt or authorizing the 
payment of pensions is an honest and proper law or not? 

I was about to say further that these resolutions are time and again 


introduced here not for information. They have been introduced and 
the Interior Department and other Departments of the Government 
have been called to respond to resolutions that were not for public in- 
formation. They were introduced into this body for the express pur- 
pose of making an attack in a cowardly way, of sneaking behind a reso- 
lution. Mr. President, if I proceed in that way perhaps I shall be 
out of order. I will say, however, that when these resolutions are in- 
troduced they are seized upon by the enemies of every member of the 
administration and of the administration itself, and the newspapers 
are in the habit of making a good deal of them. Interested parties 
make more of them. 

I am going to refer to a matter; I think it is a question of privilege 
that I may. - On the 4th day of February, 1885, a resolution was intro- 
duced into this body calling for information with reference to certain 
transactions in the Territory of New Mexico specifically. An exami- 
nation of that resolution will show that if it had been given its broad 
terms it would have required the Interior Department to have si sa ie 
every scrap of information that it had upon the question of fraudulent 
land entries all over the United States; a thing that could not have 
been done in six months unless we paralyzed the entire Department. I 
looked over that resolution and determined that it could not have been 
the intention of the mover to go beyond New Mexico, and therefore I 
restricted it to New Mexico. Subsequently the Senate modified the 
resolution and declared that it went further than was intended, and re- 
quired only a specific report to be made. That report was made to this 
body. A distinguished Senator now present, but not now a member of 
this body, rose in his place in the expiring hours of the session, when 
the report came to this body and when a motion was made to print, and 
stated to the Senate and to the world that the report had been reluc- 
tantly brought to the Senate. 

He stated more, Mr. President. He stated, or agaon to state, 
the contents of the papers ihat had come in. Hestated that the papers 
would implicate a certain land officer and other high officials in the 
Government other than the land officer named therein. What was the 
inference which he desired to have drawn? What was the inference 
drawn outside of this body? When the report went to the committee 
that same Senator objected to the printing of anything but the bare re- 
port of the special agent. I have not seen it since it was printed. I 
have no desire to see it, but I will leave my seat in the Senate if there 
is a word in it which implicates any officer of the Government save and 
except the register of the land office and an Indian agent. Was it the 
intention, was it the purpose to say that some Indian agent would be 
implicated? Notatall. Theattack was either upon the Commissioner 
or upon the Secretary. It is easy to determine from a knowledge of 
the circumstances for whom it was intended. 

I ask to have read from the desk, as a matter aes pag a 
letter from the Commissioner, given to me since I have ceased to be a 
member of the executive branch of the Government, and given to me 
unsolicited. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Haw ey in the chair). The let- 
ter will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFI 
‘ashington, D. C., March 7, 
SIR: Some days , and while you were Secretary of the Interior, it was 
stated on the floor of the United States Senate that there had been some inten- 
tional and unnecessary delay in this office or the fend eg os of the pe pod in 


furnishing the copies of papers ealled for by that body in 

fraudulent land claims in New Mexico. Asthisstatement unjustly reflects upon 
this office and your own action as p I submit a brief statement of the 
facts relative thereto, and hope that you w i take such steps as may be neces- 
sary in the premises. 

On the 4th ultimo a resolution passed the Senate calling on the Secretary of 
the Interior for copies of the reports of es ong Hobbs and Greene on the 
subject of fraudulent land titles in New Mexico, with all the accompanying 
pans and Ergi copies of all papers on file in the Interior Department Aerm f am 
tot su . 

The resolution was received at the Department Fe! 5, at 4 o'clock p. m., 
and was by you, as Secretary, referred to this ofice pate 4 with indorsement 
calling attention to the scope of the same, and di Ss Ere EE 
called for be furnished. The r was received at , 
m, on the 7th. Meantime, after the of the resolution, and before i 
formal reference, you conferred with me and the assistant commissioner and 
directed the detail of four copyists from the Pension Office to assist in the work. 
The documents and records were at once putin andall the of our 
force available for the work were assi to it with those detailed as stated. A 
portion of the time twenty cop: were employed on the work, and during its 
propras an average of about n. The work was pushed as as pos- 

e. 

On the 20th ultimo a resolution passed the Senate rescinding so much of the 
previous resolution as called for “copies of all papers on file in the Interior De- 
partment relating to this subject.” The 2lst was a holiday ; the 22d was Sun- 
day; the 23d was a holiday. The modifed resolution was received at the De- 
partment on the th, and by you, as rT RS to this office the same 
day. The copies necessary to meet the m resolution were then com- 
pleted ; but as a very large mass of other copies had also been made, in accord- 
ance with the original resolution, it was deemed advisable to forward them ; and 
on the 27th ultimo, as soon as they could be scheduled, they were sent to you for 
transmission to the Senate. 

I have deemed it my duty, in justice to this office, to thus state the facts in the 
case, and am convinced that their mere recital is sufficient to demonstrate that 
there was no delay in the matter which could have been avoided. 


Very respectfully, KO 
. 0O. MCFARLAND, 


Hon. H. M. TELLER, 
United States Senate. 
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Mr. TELLER. For the first time in the history of my administra- 
tion of that Department I had detailed from another bureau laborers 
for the Land Bureau. In my anxiety that the papers should come 
promptly to the Senate I made the detail of which the Commissioner 
speaks. Had the Senator who introduced the resolution called specifi- 
cally for nothing more than what he subsequently claimed he wanted 
it might have been handed to him in a day. There never was an hour 
while I was Secretary of the Interior when any Senator could not walk 
into my office, or into the office of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, or of any other bureau officerof that Department, and find upon 
inquiry personally or by letter everything that he might want to know 
with reference to the transactions of that Department. 

It is easier, I suppose, sometimes to introduce a resolution than to 
make an inquiry. The inquiry, unless made in an offensive way, does 
not answer the purpose for which it is designed. I do not say that of 
all inquiries. There was a resolution offered in this body one day with 
reference to pensions. I exonerate the Senator who offered it from any 

. attempt to cast a reflection upon the Interior Department. I know he 
did not intend it, nor did he design to embarrass it, and yet if the 
resolution had been passed by the Senate, and had been complied with 
by the Secre! of the Interior, it would have practically closed the 
Pension Office for four or five months. 

I hold in my hand a document which was called for by a resolution 
of the House [exhibiting] concerning pension attorneys practicing be- 
fore the Interior Department. How many people do you suppose ever 
read that document? How many have everopenedits covers? Every 
particle of information of value to the House or to the Senate relating 
to that subject could have been ascertained by an hour’s work in one 
of the Departments, or if the inquirer did not desire to spend even 
that time he could have asked by letter for a statement, and he would 
have received it with little labor and little expense to the Govern- 
ment. The labor alone for this work under the resolution of the House 
ree the Government more than $2,000; the printing cost more than 
that. 

I have suggested the reference as to the character and necessity of 
resolutions to a committee. I do not intend to make that motion here. 
I do not intend to interfere with any investigation which may be made 
into the Interior Department. Iam pre to open the doors, to open 
the books, so faras I am concerned. Ido not fear any investigation. I 
do not think it is becoming a Cabinet officer on retiring to come into this 
body or anywhere else and say “‘somebody has made a charge against 
my Department, and therefore you should appoint a committee.” I 
will leave my work in the Interior Department to answer for itself, and 
I assure you that I shall be on this floor at all times ready to answer to 
any proper cp eats aye which may be propounded to me, whether it 
be instigated by a laudable desire to arrive at the facts or whether it be 
for the purpose of casting reflections upon that great Department of the 
Government, either as to myself or any person who served under me. 

I wish to say now that after the experience of three years in one of 
the Executive Departments of the Government I shall be prompt my- 
self to resent, whether the men are of my political faith or not, impu- 
tations by resolution on the executive department of the Government. 
If they do not do what they ought to do, let them be properly inves- 
tigated by the body which has power to doit. Let me ask what au- 
thority has this body to investigate the action of an executive officer of 
the Government? Is it committed to this body to investigate his judi- 
cial acts? When the Secretary of the Interior, for example, has passed 
upon a question which requires the exercise of judicial power, can this 
body inquire whether he has rightfully or wrongfully exercised that 
power? Can this body resolve itself into a tribunal to determine rights 
between claimants and the Government, or between claimants and 
claimants? Ideny it. It is a usurpation of the rights of the execu- 
tive department of the Government. It ought not to be done, and it 
never will be done if there can be deliberation and attention and knowl- 
edge on the part of the Senate. 

‘There were some other suggestions which occurred to me, but in con- 
sideration of the long time I have been speaking I shall defer the re- 
marks I intended to make upon another pa connected with this reso- 
lution, or connected with the question of resolutions, until some other 


day. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President— 

Mr. FRYE. Will not the Senator from Nebraska yield and allow 
this matter to be postponed until to-morrow ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Let me first make a statement in regard to the 
matter of double pension, which should be made in this connection 
to-day, and then if the Senator desires I shall have no objection to a 
postponement. 

I regret very much that the Senator from Colorado should feel that 
either this resolution or resolutions which may have been adopted by 
the Senate heretofore asking for information as to facts or reasons or 
motives for action should be regarded as in the nature of any personal 
discourtesy to his administration of the Interior Department. I will 
take as an illustration the matter to which the Senator referred, about 
which he evidently entertains some feeling, which I regret. He must 
have enjoyed that feeling. That resolution was offered two years ago 
at least, and I regret that the resolution should have made any discom- 


fort then in his mind and that it should have continued to this day. 
Now, it becomes necessary at this time to make that explanation. 

A resolution was offered in this body when it was apparent, no mat- 
ter how high the rank, no matter how distinguished the service, that 
in violation of what was supposed to be a law of Congress a person was 
about to receive a double pension. That was in violation of the law as 
we supposed, and when that matter came to the attention of this body 
a resolution was offered and referred to the Committee on Pensions, and 
the Committee on Pensions authorized and directed that the resolution 
should be reported to the Senate and a request made for its action; and 
it was so reported and adopted. I will say to the Senator that that 
comes within the terms of his condition. It was a resolution offered 
here, referred to the committee, reported by the committee to this body, 
and acted upon by the body. It seems there was a race run then be- 
tween the Interior Department and the Senate of the United States as 
to which should succeed, they to pay a double pension in violation of 
law, or that the Senate should succeed in having the executive depart- 


ment obey the a a í Ben a 
No man can yield more to the great co o t distingui 
general than myself and the Committee on Pensions Of the Banate 
The Pension Office had rated the pension due to General Burnett, I 
think, at $30 per month. General Burnett had asked the Department 
to raise it to the highest standard, that is, $72 per month, and that was 
the pension paid for total disability, but the Pension Office refused to 
rate General Burnett as totally disabled and to grant him a pension of 

$72 a month. He was receiving $30 a month. 

General Burnett came to Congress and asked for an increase of pen- 
sion, and that increase was granted; and when it was granted it said 
“f he shall receive $50 per month in lieu of any other pension he is now 
receiving.” That was plain. Thatwasthelaw. The Congress of the 
United States declared that they had placed General Burnett on the 
special roll at $50 a month, and that that was in lieu of the pension he 
was then receiving, and he should receive but one pension. 

Application had been made in the Pension ent to give Gen- 
eral Burnett a pension for total disability, which had failed. What 
then? By some sort of machinery the matter was referred to the At- 
torney-General. What for? It was referred to the Spon Goya. 
and what did the Attorney-General do? He discarded the facts 
proved by his own Pension Department, and he, the Attorney-General, 
who had no authority in law, no power, declared that General Burnett 
was totally disabled, and should receive $72 per month, and that at a 
time when the same General Burnett was a clerk receiving pay in the 
Surgeon-General’s Office, the building adjoining the office of the At- 
torney-General. 

Look at it fora moment! General Burnett was a clerk in the Sur- 
geon-General’s Office, on the pay-roll; the Pension Department had de- 
clared that he was not totally disabled, but the subterfuge of an opin- 
ion of the Attorney-General was sought, and the Attorney-General, 
without any authority, in violation of law, declared that General Bur- 
nett was totally disabled, and ordered him to be put on the pension-roll 
at $72 a month. Whatthen? Now you see the shrewdness of the At- 
torney-General. Would anybody havesupposed, according to the facts 
as I have stated them, that General Burnett could possibly lead any 
decent executive department of a decently administered government 
into giving him two pensions? Would you believe it? 

Mark the cunning of the Attorney-General. We put General Bur- 
nett on the special pension-list at a month in lieu of the pension 
he was then receiving. The pension he had been receiving was $30 a 
month. The Attorney-General says: ‘‘I have ordered it to be raised to 
$72 a month; therefore the law which created a special pension does not 
apply; the law which Congress passed to reach his case when he had 
only a pension of $30 a month I have trampled upon; and I, the Attor- 
ney-General, without any sort of authority except a little message from 
the Secretary of the Interior asking it, place him on the pension-roll as 
totally disabled at $72 a month; and because I have done that I can 
circumvent the law; so can the Department of the Interior, and we will 
give this man a double pension on that miserable pre 7 

Yet the Senate is to be arraigned forsooth. Whatthen? The Sen- 
ate were trying to stop it, because it was in violation of law to give this 
man a double pension, and this race was run with the office of the At- 
torney-General and the office of the Interior Department to trample on 
the law and give the man a double pension with back pay accruing to 
the amount of several thousand dollars. Therace still continued. Of 
course the object sought had been accomplished; a facile Attorney- 
General had done all that was necessary; but Congress did not stop. 
Two or three times, first on an appropriation bill in both Houses, then 
in aspecial law, the Congress of the United States rebuked the Attorney- 
General and the Interior Department in that transaction by two or three 
times repeating over the same provision, that this thing should never 
happen again. 

That is the history of General Burnett’s pension, and I shall now 
give way. It might be in order for me to make some further sugges- 
tions, but the Senator from Maine said he would prefer to have this mat- 
ter postponed until to-morrow. To that I assent. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to say just one word. The Senator has not 
answered the complaint I made. I only mentioned the fact that the 
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resolution had reference to the pension of General Burnett by way of 
illustration to show the magnitude of the subject which would call upon 
the Senate to make such a ruling. I do not care to go into the merits 
of the case except to say, as I did, that in my judgment the Attorney- 
General’s opinion was correct, and as the law stood General Burnett was 
entitled to two pensions, one under the general act and one by specific 
act. 

If the honorable Senator from Nebraska can take any glory to him- 
self that he succeeded in taking from that old veteran his $50 a month 
and that he sent him down to his grave in want, he is welcome to it. 
I want no such credit myself. I do not want the reputation of pro- 
tecting the public Treasury at the expense of that classof people. This 
old man, who went down to his grave and who was regarded as of suf- 
ficient importance even when dead to lie in state in the great city of New 
York in the city hall, is buried in an unpaid-for grave, and to-day his 
estate has not money wherewith to pay the expenses of his funeral. 
The honorable Senator may take all the glory he chooses from that; I 
want none of it for myself, Mr. President. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It is not a question of glory just now, but of facts. 
I only desired to have all the facts appear just as they were, and the 
facts are just as I have stated. 

Mr, FRYE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


TUESDAY, March 10, 1883. 


Prayer by Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D., of the city of Washington. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


STEAMER J. DON CAMERON, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, March 9, 1885. 
To the President of the Senate: 

Sır: Referring to the act (Private No. 105, copy herewith) “ for the relief of the 
sufferers by loss of the Government steamer J. Don Cameron,” approved Feb- 
roary 25, 1885, I have the honor to request, to facilitate the settlements therein 
provided for, that all papers pertaining to the matter on the files of the Senate 
may be forwarded to this Department, 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant. 
WILLIAM ©. ENDICOTT, 
> Secretary of War. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the papers on the files of the Senate be 
forwarded to the War Department in compliance with the request. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PETITION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a peti- 
tion of the Legislative Assembly of Arizona Territory, transmitted by 
the governor of that Territory, praying for the appointment of a fourth 
United States judge and an increase of compensation to judges in that 
Territory. What action will the Senate take upon the petition? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that it be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary when appointed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SENATOR FROM NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the reso- 
lution submitted yesterday by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar], in relation to the right to a seat of the gentleman appointed by 
the governor of the State of New Hampshire. The resolution will be 


The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resol: That Henry W. Blair, a) in £ 
EARE mw nando EE NA CNE O ee 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, yesterday I asked that the resolution 
should go over until to-day in order that it might be examined by the 
new Senators just sworn into this body, and in order that those of us 
who were members at the time the Bell case was under discussion 
and was determined should have an opportunity to refresh our recol- 
lection in regard to the points then made and discussed. It is notmy 
purpose to enter into a lengthy résumé of that argument then so ex- 
haustively made. I simply wish to say now that I reaffirm what was 
my conclusion then as a anyer in regard to this subject. 

I voted on the Bell case t Mr. Bell was not entitled to a seat in 
this body; that the governor of a State had no right to fill an entire term 
by original appointment; that the meaning of the Constitution, which 
declares “if vacancies happen by resignation or otherwise during the 
recess of the Legislature of any State” the executive authority of a 
State may make a temporary appointment, is that when a vacancy shall 
occur, not by operation of law, but by some event which applies to the 
individual asking for the office or applying for admission into this body, 
by the resignation of a person, by death operating upon him, and that 
the word ‘ ise °’ in that connection nenin Vy LEN ANAT 


when a vacancy shall happen, when it shall occur, not by operation of 
statute or of any constitution, but when it occurs by resignation, death, 
or otherwise. 

The terms of the Constitution as orginally made—and I shall be very 
brief in the discussion of the subject, for I only propose to give my own 
reasons for casting my vote—the terms of the Constitution are: 

If vacancies happen by resignation, or otherwise, during the recess of the 
Legislature of any State, the executive thereof ey eee tem appoint- 
ments until the next meeting of the Legislature, which shall 
cancy. 

There are three clauses in the Federal Constitution in which the word 
“ happen ” is used. First, in Article II, section 2, the Constitution 
says: 

The President shall have power to fill up all vacancies that may happen dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, by granting commissions which expire at the 
end of their next session. 

Article I, section 2, provides: 

When vacancies eg in the representation from any State, the executive 
authority thereof shall issue writs of election to fill such vacancies, 

Article I, section 3, which is the clause now under discussion, pro- 
vides: 

And if vacancies happen by resignation or otherwise, during the recess of the 

fe, appoin 


Legislature of any State, the executive thereof may make ne eri t- 
ments until the next meeting of the Legislature, which shall then fill such va- 


cancies, 

In all three of these clauses the word ‘‘ happen ” is used, but I call 
the attention of the Senate to the fact that in the first two clauses in 
regard to vacancies in the House of Representatives and vacancies dur- 
ing a recess of the Senate as to executive officers, the word ‘‘happen”’ 
is without limitation, ‘‘ where vacancies shall happen,” and there is 
the termination of the power of the President in to executive 
appointments; but in regard to Senators the Federal Convention puta 
limitation upon the word ‘‘ happen.” They did not stop with declar- 
ing where vacancies may happen during a recess of a Legislature that 
then the governor may appoint, but where a vacancy shall happen by 
resignation or otherwise. 

If the Senators now present are correct who claim the power of a 
governor to exist to appoint in these cases, we are forced to the conclu- 
sion that the words ‘‘ by resignation or otherwise ’’ are void and mean- 
ingless as used by the framers of the Constitution, or else that the 
terms are a limitation upon the word ‘‘ happen.” Theyare not found 
in the other two clauses of the Constitution. What makes this argu- 
ment more significant and conclusive to my mind is that the origi 
draught of the Constitution, which I haye before me, and the de 
show that the clause as originally reported to the convention of 1787 
was absolute and unlimited, when a vacancy should occur, and Mr. 
Madison moved to put in these terms of limitation, that where the 
vacancy should occur by resignation or otherwise, or equivalent terms, 
then the governor of the State might appoint. 

I know it has been said that contemporaneous construction at the 
time militates against this view. In the debate which occurred in the 
Bell case an editorial was read from the National Intelli of 
March 8, 1825, and it was said that this had been adopted by Judge 
Story and by Mr. Gordon, who was compiling a book in regard to the 
proceedings of been as at that time. The most authoritative state- 
ment in regard to meaning of Congress and the debates of Congress 
at that time is found in Niles’s ister, the authority of which I take 
it will not be questioned on this floor. In Niles’s Register I find the 
following: 

The following members— 


Says the Register of March 12, 1825— 

The following members, also re-elected for six years from pope g, took the 
oath of office, namely: Mr. Lloyd, of Maryland; Mr. Macon, of North Carolina; 
= poy ar Ba ig Carolina; Mr. J. S. Johnston, of Louisiana; and Mr. Bar- 

ol le 

bak conversation took place on the case of Mr, Lanman, ore oe Py, the 

vernor in the recess of the Legislature, the question being, a failure 

y the Legislature to make a choice of a Senator constitutes the contingency in 
which a governor may appoint a Senator, language of the Constitution be- 
ing, "if vacancies happen, by resignation or otherwise,” &c. 

It is said, and conspicuously by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar], that the quotation in the National Inte cer and in the 
book by Gordon showed that the Lanman case decided in 1825 did not 
touch this question, did not determine it, and that the Lanman case, a 
case from Connecticut, went off on the power of the governor to make 
an appointment before the vacancy Niles’s Register asserts 
emphatically that the very point now at issue before the Senate was 
decided in 1825. I know that other cases were decided antecedent to 
the Lanman case, but they were decided, I affirm, without discussion, 
without debate. 

In 1825 this precise case was brought before the Senate of the United 
States, and it was decided then that the governor could not appoint 
as toa full term. In 1825 for the first time this question was 


rately and exhaustively debated by the ablest lawyers then in the 
United States, and it was decided that the governor did not have the 
right to make such an appointment; and I say to-day, as was said in 
the Bell discussion, that from 1825 to the decision of the Bell case in 
1879 not one solitary utterance was ever heard upon this floor or else- 
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where which questioned the accuracy of the position I take here 
now. 

I know it is said that the Sevier case from Arkansas, decided in 
1837, antagonizes this view; but the report of Mr. Felix Grundy on the 
Sevier case asserted that that decision was not in antagonism to the 
Lanman decision, but that it was made ae the express ground that 
Sevier had drawn his seat by lot, and that therefore the term ‘‘ happen’’ 
applied to that case; but Mr. Grundy expressly says, and I have his re- 
port before me as chairman of the Judiciary Committee, that the Lan- 
man case was the precedent; that it decided the correct doctrine, and it 
was held so invariably until the decision of the Senate in 1879. 

Mr. Wadleigh, from New Hampshire, in discussing this very ques- 
tion, admitted that the Lanman case was decisive of the whole matter. 
Says Mr. Wadleigh: 

The Senator from Ohio— 


Referring to Mr. Thurman— 

The Senator from Ohio would have us believe that there is some doubt as to 
whether this Legislature or the next is entitled to elect, That is a matter 
which greatly concerns the people of New Hampshire. It is desirable that that 

uestion should be settled at once, so that they may not put themselves in a posi- 
tion from which they can not be extricated without great embarrassment. Ac- 
cordingly a bill was presented to this body hy Mow Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
CAMERON ] and referred tothe Committee on ernst and Elections, which re- 
ported unanimously that this Legislature can not elect the Senator; that the 
next Legislature must elect. Thatshows to usclearly that unless this bill passes 
there must be n vacancy in this Senate from the State of New Hampshire for three 
months in the next Congress. 

In other words, that the governor could not fill the vacancy; and 
there is upon the other side of this Chamber a succession of weighty 
authority in the same direction. Mr. Thurman asked: 

Is eee any probability of Congress being in session during those three 
months? 

Mr. WADLEIGH, I do not know about that. 

Mr. WHYTE, I ask the Senator from New Hampshire why the governor of 
ee Hampshire can not appoint for the vacancy until the Legislature meets in 

une? 

Mr, BLAINE. He can not do that if the previous term has fully expired. 

Which is the very case here. 


Mr. WHYTE. tet tied this Legislature has power to elect and does not elect, is 
not that a barge A 

Mr. BLAINE. Then the power of the governor does not come in. 

Mr. WHYTE. It roe hd ums 

Mr. BLAINE. Notat 

Mr. Dawes. Every precedent of the Senate is against that. 

Mr. fresa, The Senator from Maryland is too good a lawyer to make that 
assertion. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Having examined the precedents, I am inclined to think the 


vernor can not appoint, 
=A te can not Nothing is better settled 


Mr, BLAINE, Of course the 
than that. The honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] will give his as- 


sent to that, if the term has fully expired, 

Never until the Bell decision by the Senate was ony voice ever raised 
from 1825 to 1879 which gave to the governor of a State the right to 
fill a full term. 

I remember very well in the Bell discussion when Senator Conkling, 
of New York, put a question to Senator Hill, of Georgia, in regard to 
the power of the governor to fill the term. Senator Conkling said: “If 
that pore exists, the governor, by collusion with a majority of the 
Legislature, could from time to time put off an election and fill the va- 
cancy out of his own creatures and to suit himself.’’ Senator Hill re- 
plied to him that that was the identical argument which he pro 
tomake, and that that was the meaning of the constitutional provision, 
which did not give this power to the executive of a State. 

But if I had any doubt about the meaning of the Lanman decision, 
I find it in Mr. Benton’s Thirty Years’ View, and he was the most ac- 
curate man who ever wrote in this country in regard to the proceed- 
ings of this body or the other. Mr. Benton says: 


Mr. Lanman had served a lar term as Senator from Connecticut. His term 
of service expired on the 3d of March of this year,and the General Assembly of 
the State having failed to make an election of Senator in his place, he received a 
temporary appointment from the governor. On presenting himself to take the 
oath of office, on the 4th day of March, being the day of the special Senato- 
rial session convoked by the retiring President (Mr. Monroe) according to usage 
for the inauguration of his successor, his appointment was onena to as not 


having been made in a case in which a governor of a State could fill a vacancy 
by making a temporary appointment. r. Tazewell was the principal speaker 
against the validity of the appointment, arguing against it both on the words of 


the Constitution and the reason for the provision. The words of the Constitu- 
tion are: “If vacancies happen (in the Senate) by resignation or otherwise, 
during the recess of the Legislature of any State, the executive thereof may 
make tenpora sppoinupenti, until the next meeting of the Legislature.” 
“ Happen” was held by Mr. Tazewell to be the governing word in this provision, 
and it always implied a contingency, and an unexpected one. It could not apply 
toa foreseen event, bound to occur at a fixed period. Here the vacancy was 
foreseen; there was no contingency init. It was lar and certain. It was 
the right of the Legislature to fill it,and if they failed,no matter from what 
cause, there was no right in the governor to supply their omission. ‘The Sen- 
ators voting in favor of the motion were, &c. 


Showing from the highest authority that in the Lanman case the 
identical point at issue here to-day was raised and decided and remained 
an unbroken precedent from 1825 to 1879. 

But, Mr. President, more than_that, and I am speaking as rapidly 
as possible, for this question has been fully exhausted, and I think the 
decision in the Bell case will be affirmed here again to-day; and I merely 
make this statement, as I said before, in order to affirm my own estab- 
lished opinion upon this question and the reasons which I have for it. 
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It has been always held here, it has never been for one instant contra- 
dicted, that if the Legislature of a State had been in session which could 
have filled the vacancy, and had the power to fill the vacancy, and re- 
fused to do it under the Constitution, then the governor could not pos- 


sibly have the power to appoint. Now, the Legislatureof New Hamp- 
shire has been in session; the Legislature of New Hampshire has had 
the power tofill this vacancy. The Legislatureof New Hampshire ap- 
plied to the supreme court of that State, under the constitution of New 
Hampshire, to ascertain whether the power existed in the Legislative 
Assembly. The supreme court declared to them that the power did 
exist. They deliberately refused to exercise it; they adjourned; and 
now it is claimed, in view of these facts, that the chief executive of that 
State has the right, as I hold in direct contravention of the terms and 
spirit of the Constitution, to fill a full term, and that that power exists 
not ex vi termini upon those terms, but according to the meaning of the 
Constitution itself. 

This is all I desire to say, sir. I shall vote against this gentleman’s 
admission, believing the precedent in the Lanman case to be the correct 
one; and I shall do so the more cheerfully, because I am not ashamed 
to be found as a lawyer in company with the memory of Carpenter, of 
Wisconsin, with the opinion of Judge Davis, of Illinois, who voted with 
me, and with the present Attorney-General of the United States, who 
made a learned and exhaustive argument upon the same side. I am 
not ashamed to assert the same opinion in that company and to give 
feebly the reasons which were then uttered. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr, President, I do not think it will be profitable to 
enter upon the very wide field of discussion which the question involved 
in this case opens. I think the Senate will prefer to rest its decision 
to day upon the authority of one of the most authoritative precedents 
which have occurred in its history. 

Ifa legislative body exercising quasi-judicial functions like that which 
is exercised when the Senate determines the right of a claimant to a 
seat here can ever be bound by a precedent, the Senate has bound itself 
by the precedent established in the case of Mr, Bell. It was established 
on full discussion by great lawyers and greatSenators. It was estab- 
lished by a decisive majority in,which the division was totally non- 
partisan. The great debaters and lawyers to whom my honorable friend 
from Missouri alluded who differed with the majority of the Senate on 
that occasion put forth some of their ablest and best intellectual efforts, 
rendering it certain that the decision to which the Senate then arrived 
was a decision moved in view of every reason which could be suggested 
bearing upon the question. 

The peopleof the State of New Hampshire have governed themselves 
and must govern themselves and had a right to govern themselves by 
the decision which the Senate then made, and nobody can hope that if 
by a slight majority that decision should be reversed to-day it would 
stand reversed. ‘Therefore the people of the State of New Hampshire 
and of all other States where like questions may arise would find them- 
selves in the condition of being compelled to act one way one yearand 
another another, asthe changing majority or opinion of the Senate may 
decide this case and that as it should come up year after year. 

When the question which now arises came up six years ago there 
were found voting in favor of the right, and of course of the duty and 
obligation, of the governor of a State to appoint a Senator in a caselike 
this gentlemen on both sides of the Chamber. There was the distin- 
guished gentleman who now sits at the left of my friend from Missouri, 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], in that vote, relying, as I 
have no doubt he did, on the decision of one of the very ablest judges 
then pronouncing the opinion of the supreme court of his own State on 
the intrepretation of precisely or substantially similar language. There 
was found Mr. Bayard, the present Secretary of State; Mr. Gordon, of 
Georgia; Mr. Groome, of Maryland; Mr. Jones, of Florida, now occu- 

ying a seat in the Senate; Mr. McDonald, then representing also the 
State of Indiana; Mr. Randolph, of New Jersey; Mr. Walker, of Ar- 
kansas, and Mr. W. Pinkney Whyte, of Maryland, who inherited both 
the name and blood and largely the capacity of one of the greatest con- 
stitutional lawyers who ever occupied a seat in this body. 

Now, I think it is enough to rest this case upon the consideration 
that if the Senate can adjudge anything it has adjudged this; but per- 
haps it may not be improper to take a very few minutes, not in a dis- 
cussion in detail, but in a mere statement of the history of this consti- 
tutional question. 

The Constitution of the United States contains this provision, which 
I submit is the controlling and goyerning provision, that the several 
States of the Union shall have an equal and constant power in the 
Senate of the United States by the representation with which two 
Senators are clothed. That is what the Constitution means to effect. 
There is not a full Senate, there is not a State represented and having 
its equal right and authority in the Senate when any single seat is 
vacant. To that end the Constitution provides as a mechanism for 


rat baa, ou and accomplishing the purpose that these seats shall 
always be full, and that every State in this body shall be the equal of 
every other State. The provision is that the Legislatures shall choose 


their Senators— 


And if vacancies happen by resignation, or otherwise, during the recess of the 
Legislature of any State, the executive thereof may make temporary appoint- 
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ments until the next meeting of the Legislature, which shall then fill such va- 
cancies. 

This language verbatim is repeated in the Constitution in- another 
place, where it is provided that if vacancies happen in any executive 
office during a recess of the Senate the President shall have the power 
to make an appointment until the nextsession. Under that provision 
time out of mind, originally on the authority of William Wirt and I 
believe John Marshall, the President of the United States has been 
held without dispute to have the right to appoint to an office the legal 
or constitutional term of whose incumbency ends when Congress is not 
in session. 

Here, therefore, are two sentences in the Constitution, one intended 
to preserve the continuance of executive power by the disc of the 
duties of the subordinate executive officer, and the other intended to 
preserve the continuance of legislative power by keeping the Senate 
full, in regard to which the Senator from Missouri is compelled to 
claim that there isa totally different meaning. If the executive office 
is vacant, the small, the subordinate, which does not affect the func- 
tions of the Government or the equality of the States, or the complete- 
ness of one of the two great legislative bodies of the country, it means 
that if there happen, or if it so be that there is no officer in existence 
authorized to exercise those functions, then the President may appoint. 
And yet the Senator claims that the same language means a totally 
different thing in the case of the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me to ask him—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
yield to the Senator from Missouri ? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator mean to assert that the language of 
the Constitution in the two cases is the same? 

Mr. HOAR. The same, as you will see if you will read the two 
clauses. 

Mr. VEST. I shall be obliged to my friend from Massachusetts if 
he will show me in regard to the filling of vacancies in office during a 
recess of Congress by the President the words ‘‘ by resignation or oth- 
erwise,’’ or if he will show me anywhere else in the Constitution, in 
the three clauses where the word ‘‘ happen” is used, the words ‘‘ by 
resignation or otherwise.’’ If the Senator will answer that, I may 
change my opinion on this question. If the framers of the Constitu- 
tion meant anything by the words “‘ by resignation or otherwise,” what 
did they mean? Why did they put those words in with regard to Sen- 
ators and nowhere else as to vacancies? 

Mr. HOAR. Then the Senator, I understand, puts his argament— 
I do not at this moment turn to the provision of the Constitution— 
upon the proposition that the words ‘‘if vacancies happen’’ mean one 
thing —— 

Me VEST. If the Senator will permit me I will read him the clause. 

Mr. HOAR. I have it here now. 

The President shall have power to fill up all vacancies that may happen. 

Do these ‘‘ vacancies’? happen in any other way but “‘ by resignation 
or othe ”? in any case? Will the Senator be kind enough to inform 
the Senate, if he can, whether the words ‘‘ vacancies that may hap- 
pen,” occurring in both places, he claims that there is any method in 
which a vacancy can happen except by resignation or otherwise? 

Mr. VEST. I think so. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the Senator’s proposition. 

Mr. VEST. Thatismy argument. The words ‘‘or otherwise” do 
not mean ‘‘in any other manner.” 

Mr. HOAR. Then what does it mean? It means in the same man- 
ner, I sup l 

Mr. VEST. Not the same. My meaning has been explained. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to understand what meaning the Senator 
gives to the words ‘‘or otherwise.” 

Mr. VEST. I meanthis: When the framers of the Constitution said 
the President might appoint when a vacancy should happen, that as a 
matter of course applied to any possible contingency, whether it hap- 
pened by operation of law, or whether it happened by casualty or ac- 
cident. In other words, whether the term expired by force of the Con- 
stitution or the statutes or whether the vacancy occurred by reason of 
the parties dying orresigning. Now, the meaning the Senator attaches 
to the word ‘‘otherwise’’ is “‘ when it shall happen otherwise, or in 
any other manner.” As a matter of course, that is equivalent tosay- 
ing ‘‘ when any vacancy shall happen,” and the Senator’s construction 
of the Constitution is that the framers when they used the words when 
any vacancy should happen by resignation or otherwise simply meant 
when any vacancy should happen. 

I submit in the first place, whatever the argument may be worth, 
that the men who made that instrument did not puta word in it which 
did not have a meaning; and what makes this more significant is that 
this very question was discussed and that the original report of the 
committee was ‘‘ when any vacancy should happen’’ in the convention 
of 1787, and that Mr. Madison himself put this limitation upon it and 
put in the words “‘ by resignation or otherwise,’’ or words equivalent 
to them. I say thatthe language ‘‘if vacancies happen by resignation, 
or otherwise,” means vacancies by casualty or accident, such as death 
or resignation in antagonism to the distinct idea of the termination of 


‘ 


a term by operation of law. In other words, the old Latin maxim of 
noscitur à sociis applies to this case, and the word ‘‘ otherwise’’ in con- 
nection with ‘‘resignation’’ means something applying to that par- 
ticular question, as where a Senator dies or resigns; but where the 
term expires by virtue of constitutional or statutory enactment, which, 
as a matter of course, is known to all men, which does not happen, but 
comes like the laws of nature, if you can apply such an analogy to the 
laws of men, then the Constitution says the governor shall not appoint. 

Mr. HOAR. Well, Mr. President, I thank the Senator for his in- 
terruption. The Senator concedes that a vacancy has happened, within 
the constitutional meaning of that term, in the representation of the 
State of New Hampshire. Now, as I understand, he puts his argu- 
ment solely on the ground that the words which were intended to mean, 
in my judgment, if a vacancy shall happen in any possible way, that 
is by resignation (which is one ordinary way of creating a vacancy) or 
in any other method whatever, then the right of the governor to fill 
the Senatorial office by appointment exists, do not apply to this case. 
Now, it seems to me, and I submit to the good sense of that Senator 
himself, that it is utterly incredible, first that the founders of the Con- 
stitution should ever have intended to let the Senate be full if the va- 
cancy happened during a term and that it should be vacant until a 
Legislature should meet if a vacancy happened at the beginning of a 
term. It is utterly incredible that they should have entertained that 
purpose; but entertaining that p it is still more incredible that 
any one of the learned lawyers and able statesmen who framed the Con- 
stitution could have undertaken to effectuate it by such language as he 
has described. Justthink of Mr. Madison desiring to provide that this 
power of the governor of a State to keep full the representation of his 
State in the Senate should have a limitation upon it that he should not 
exercise it at the beginning of a constitutional term, and having in 
mind the limitation and the restraint that he should have undertaken 
to express it, and to give legal and constitutional effect to it, by simply 
adding the words, “by resignation or otherwise.” He would have 
said, ‘* by resignation, and not otherwise,” if he had intended to give 
constitutional effect to that idea. 

The Constitution using, I repeat, substantially the same language to 
provide for the two cases if a vacancy shall happen, the Senator is driven 
to say that ‘‘ happen ” means one thing in case of the Senatorial office 
and another thing in the case of the executive office. But conceding 
that the words have the same meaning, he undertakes to resort to lan- 
guage intended to amplify, to make clear, to make universal in the im- 
portant case of the Senator the existence of the power, and claims that 
that is used as a limitation or restriction ! 

Mr. President, the framers of the Constitution, and the men who filled 
these seats from the beginning to the year 1825, beyond any question 
took the view of the matter which was taken by the Senate in the Bell 
case; and it is conceded, as the Senator froni Missouri himself has cons 
ceded, that in ten instances Senators were appointed and took and held 
their seats in consequence of the exercise of the authority of the execu- 
tives of their States at the beginning of a constitutional term, when the 
Legislature for any reason failed to provide by an election. These 
cases are all cited in the report which was made in the case of Mr. Bell 
six years ago. 

The first is the case of William Cocke, of the State of Tennessee. The 
State being admitted into the Union in 1796, Cocke having drawn the 
term which expired on the 3d of March, 1797, he was appointed by the 
governor to be his own successor on the 22d of April, 1797. The second 
case was that of Uriah Tracy, a Senator from the State of Connecticut, 
whose term expired on the 3d of March, 1801, and under an appoint- 
ment by the governor made on the 4th of March—precisely the case of 
Mr. Blair—he claimed his seat and was admitted after a very earnest 
and heated discussion by a party vote of 13 to 10. This precedent was 
followed the next day by the ission of Mr. Hindman, of Maryland; 
by the admission of Mr. Condit, of New Jersey, in 1803; Mr. Anderson, 
of Tennessee, and Mr. Smith, of Maryland, in 1809; Mr. Cutts, of New 
Hampshire, in 1813; Mr. Williams, of Tennessee, in 1817, all executive 
appointments to fill places made vacant by the expiration of full terms 
of service during recesses of the islature, and all were admitted with- 
out discussion and without objection. 

Then in‘the year 1825 came the case to which the Senator has re- 
ferred of James Lanman. Mr. Lanman was appointed by the governor 
during the recess of the Legislature of the State of Connecticut for the 
beginning of the fall term which was to begin on the following 4th of 
March. The vacancy had not happened when the governor made the 
appointment, and by an unbroken series of precedents with but one 
exception it had been held that the governor had no authority to make 
the appointment under this constitutional clause in anticipation of a - 
vacancy. In the first place it did not come within the letter of the’ 
Constitution; and in the next place not only did it not come within 
the letter of the Constitution, but it was impossible for the governor 
to know that the Legislature would not assemble and fill the place be- 
fore the constitutional term began. In one of the early cases the gov- 
ernor had made the appointment in anticipation. 1 think that was 
not noticed by the Senate, at least no point was made upon it, and the 
rca a admitted without objection; but in no other case had that 
happe 3 
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In the Lanman case, therefore, there was a clear, unquestionable ob- 


jection. The debates are not reported. Who knows what the ground 
was upon which the majority of the Senate proceeded? The National 
Intelligencer on the next day in avery clear article stated that the Sen- 
ate had proceeded on the ground which I have stated, that the gov- 
ernor could not exercise his authority until the vacancy actually oc- 

. Mr. Gordon, of Pennsylvania, in his Digest of the Laws of 
the United States, who is referred to by Judge Story asa very able and 
accurate law writer contemporary with that decision, and whose book 
was published a very few years after, stated that the case went upon 
the ground that the governor had no right to appoint until the vacancy 
actually happened. Judge Story in his work on the Constitution of 
the United States, on the authority of Mr. Gordon’s Digest, Judge 
Story being a contemporary of the Senators who made the decision, sit- 
ting here in court at the time it was made, undoubtedly hearing and 
knowing something personally of so interesting a historic event, says 
that it was put by the Senate upon the ground that the governor had 
no right to appoint in anticipation of a vacancy. And the first sug- 
gestion, so faras I know—I do not remember the Niles’s Register state- 
ment which the Senator read—that anybody put the Lanman case upon 
any other gonna than the clear, indisputable ground which I have 
stated is in Mr. Grundy’s report made twelve years after. Mr. Grundy, 
in distinguishing the Sevier case, undertakes to make his distinction 
from the Lanman case, by saying that the Lanman case went upon the 
ground that the governor could not appoint when the vacancy hap- 
pened at the beginning of a term. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me to t that what seems 
to my mind conclusive of what the Senate decided is the report made 
by Mr. Benton, who was then a member of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. How long after was Mr. Benton’s report? 

Mr. VEST. In his Thirty Years’ View. 

Mr. HOAR. Thirty years after, nearly. 

Mr. VEST. He wrote the book then, Fat was giving his recollection 
vee Thirty Years’ View of what the Senate then debated and de- 
cided. 

Mr. HOAR. Howis it possible that Mr. Benton or anybody else can 
know on what ground the majority of the Senate put their votes ina 
particular election case unless each Senator rose in his place and stated 
his reason ? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. Benton, in his Thirty Years’ View, gives that de- 
bate and gives the very speech of Mr. Tazewell on this identical point 
and says that the debate was upon that. 

Mr. HOAR. How weak a proposition—I do not now apply the ad- 
jective to my honorable friend’s statement, which is a very strong and 
clear one—but how weak a proposition that is, whoever made it, thata 
single man should undertake to pronounce the ground upon which forty 
or fifty Senators proceeded in determining a question of constitutional 
law, when only one or two of them engaged in the debate. Supposeit to 
be true that Mr. Tazewell agreed with my honorable friend from Mis- 
souri and with the gentleman whose high authority he has cited and so 
argued, andevery other member of the te knew perfectly well that, 
whether that was sound or unsound, Lanman was not entitled to his 
seat for the clear and indisputable reason that his appointment had been 
made by the governor before the vacancy occurred. Does the Senator 
from Missouri doubt that every one of that majority would have voted 
against Lanman for the reason that the governor had made the ap- 
pointment before he had the right to appoint, just as if Mr. Blair had 
been appointed six months ago by the governor of New Hampshire? 
That being the case, we are all agreed that the majority of the Senate 
would have been constrained to deny the claim of Mr. Lanman. For 
that reason it seems to me that it is utterly preposterous to say that 
because one particular Senator madean argument stating another ground 
also, a majority of the Senate must of course have proceeded on that, 
and that is a judgment of the Senate of sufficient strength and weight 
to bear down an uninterrupted series of precedents coming down to the 
year 1825, and to bear down also the latest and gravest precedent bear- 
ing upon the question that happened six years ago. 

Mr. President, this is the general history of this case. It will be 
found stated at greater length, with all the authorities, all the points 
as far as I could think of them, in the report made from the*Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections by the minority in the Bell case and in 
the discussion six years ago. If any Senator desires to refresh himself 
on the question he can look at that report and those debates. But it 
is, it seems to me, enough, in addition to what I have said, to remark 
that I can not conceive it credible that the framers of the Constitution, 
having for their first and leading object the keeping of the Senate full, 
the rights of the people and the rights of the States preserved by their 
full and complete representation, and having given the governor of the 
State the right to provide for an exigency which would arise at any 
other period of the term, should have intended to deprive the people of 
that privilege and the governor of that authority merely because the 
vacancy happened at the beginning of the term. 

You have on one side the ten or twelve precedents made by the fathers 
of the Republic; you have also the decision of the executive depart- 
ment acquiesced in from the foundation of the Government, supported 
by the authority of John Marshall and William Wirt, in regard to the 


meaning of precisely similar language in another part of the Constitu- 
tion; you have the great judgment of the supreme court of Indiana, 
your own State, Mr. President, made by one of its most accomplished 
jurists, and you have in addition to that the necessity of preserving the 
rights of the people of these States; and the one thing opposed is a de- 
cision of the Senate, in to which no man can know that any 
single Senator but Mr. Tazewell or possibly Mr. Benton who wrote 
about it twenty-five years after, put his decision on this ground, and a 
decision which the Senate would have been compelled to make on an- 
other ground if this ground had never existed; and it is that doubtful, 
questionable, uncertain precedent upon which the learned Senator and 
those who think with him rely to bear the weight of this case. 

Mr. VEST. I want to say a single word, Mr. President, as to what 
was decided in the Lanman case. TheSenator from Massachusetts put 
the greatest possible weight on the declaration of a newspaper, upon 
the affirmation of a gentleman named Gordon. Against that is found 
Niles’s Register, the report of Felix Grundy, and the declarations of 
Thomas H. Benton, who was a member of the Senate at the time Lan- 
man was excluded. As to the Indiana case it was decided upon a dif- 
ferent provision of law, entirely different from the clause of the Consti- 
tution now under consideration. As to the earlier precedents, they 
were swept away by the Lanman case; and to show that the Senate of 
the United States construed the Lanman case to have settled the ques- 
tion, I may mention that there have been eight cases since 1825, when 
every few years vacancies occurred in representation in the Senate from 
different States until the Legislature could meet and elect. Conspic- 
uously I recollect one, the vacancy in the seat filled by the election of 
James 8. Green, of Missouri. For two years the people of Missouri 
were represented by but one Senator, because the Senate refused to ad- 
mit a Senator until he was elected by the Legislature. 

The Senator from Massachusetts says that I rely on a solitary prece- 
dent. I affirm that the Senator can not find one solitary instance 
against it from 1825 to 1879—not one single instance where any Sena- 
torial action was ever taken against the decision in the Lanman case 
that the governor of a State can not fill a fall term. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I do not intend to enter into 
this discussion; but I can not vote for the admission of the appointed 
Senator from New Hampshire. I voted against the precedent set in 
the Bellcasein 1879. I examined the matter then, and came to the con- 
clusion that there was no power in the governor of a State to appoint 
toafullterm. Ishall not now repeat the argument which I then made 
against the right of a governor so todo. The question seems never to 
have been examined before 1825. The Senator from Massachusetts re- 
ferred to a number of cases occurring prior to 1825. It is true that up 
to 1825 those precedents were set by the Senate without examination. 
There had been appointments made by governors, acquiesced in by the 
Senate without investigation. There was avery obvious reason why it 
was so. Prior to that time the Senate was a small body, and it was im- 
portant to have a full Senate. Asis known to the history of the coun- 
try, the men who came to the Senate of the United States with a com- 
mission from the governor of their State came with all presumptions in 
their favor; and it was very desirable also to have as many Senators 
present as possible. Consequently there was no objection made prior 
to 1825 to filling any vacancy, whether a vacancy in a term or at the 
commencement of a term, by the appointment of a governor. The only 
question raised was in the case of Mr. Tracy about 1801, but that was 
not much debated. In 1825, however, the question came in review be- 
fore the Senate in the case of Lanman. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts states that that case turned upon the question of whether the gov- 
ernor had the right to make an appointment for the full term before 
the vacancy happened; but if the Senator had read the discussion of 
that case he would have found that the Senators expressed themselves 
emphatically on the question now before us. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to call his attention to one 
thing which I should have said when I was up before? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I can not hear the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senatorif he will allow me to call his atten- 
tion to one point. Both he and the Senator from Missouri speak of the 
claim made on this side as a claim that the governor is authorized to 
make an appointment for a fall term. Of course the claim is only that 
he may appoint until the session of the Legislature, not for the full term. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. ‘The Senator certainly claims that the governor 
has aright by his appointment to commence a term. Hemay call ita 
temporary filling of the term, but that is the very same question as to 
whether he has the right to fill for the whole term. This question 
really came up for the first time in the case of Lanman in 1825, and it 
was then ENS, discussed by some of the ablest lawyers that ever 
sat in this Chamber. They expressed their opinion fully, ably, and dis- 
tinctly upon the very question that is now before the Senate. Mr. 
Tazewell, who was the principal debater and speaker at that time, ac- 
cording to Benton’s Thirty Years’ View, expressly made an argument 
on that subject, and now, inasmuch as authorities are cited on the other 
side, I wish to cite the authority of Mr. Tazewell. Mr. Benton says: 


Mr. Tazewell was the 
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(in the Senate) by resignation or otherwise, during the recess of the Legislature 
of any State, the executive thereof may make temporary appointments until 
the next meeting of the lature.” * Happen ” was held by Mr. Tazewell to 
be the governing word in t provision, and it always implied a contingency 
and an unexpected one. 


Mr. Benton, commenting on this decision, says: 


And with this decision the subsequent practice of the Senate has conformed, 
leaving States in part or in whole unrepresented when the Legislature failed to 
fill a regular vacancy. 


That is the comment of Mr. Benton, who himself was for thirty years 
a member of this body, as to the practice of the Senate, following the 
decision in the Lanman case. There were States unrepresented either 
in whole or in part, and that had been the uniform practice from the 
decision in the Lanman case in 1825 up to the time when Mr. Benton 
wrote his Thirty Years’ View. 

The Senator from Massachusetts seems to suppose that the whole 
question in the Lanman case turned on the fact of whether the gover- 
nor had the right to appoint to commence a term prior to the happen- 
ing of the vacancy; but distinguished Senators at that time expressed 
themselves not only upon that point, but upon the further point as to 
whether thegovernor had a right to commence a term when the vacancy 
happened before the appointment, and that isa justification of the vote 
I shall give. 

I will read some of the remarks made in asubsequent debate by some 
of the ablest lawyers that ever sat in this Chamber. Mr. Butler, the 
uncle, I believe, of the present Senator from South Carolina, said in 
1854: 

It seems to be conceded that the authority to choose a Senator to commence 
a new term of six years, after the efflux of a regular term, is exclusively vested 
in the State Legislature. $ 

That was the remark of Senator Butler, of South Carolina, who was 
known to be one of the ablest men who ever sat in the Chamber, and 
was the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary. He said emphati- 
cally: 

To commence a new term of six years, after the efflux of a regular term, is 
exclusively vested in the State Legislature. 

Again he said: - 

In 1825 Lanman’s case came up for consideration involving both the questions. 
Jn that case, after a very full debate, it was solemnly decided that it was not 
competent for the governor of a State to put a member on this floor at the com- 
mencementofaterm. In other words, it was decided that his power of aj int- 
ment could not be substituted for the election of the State lavure, Evenif 
such had not been the decision in the case of Lanman, I take it for granted that 
such would be and must necessarily be the decision now. 


So Mr. Badger, of North Carolina, a pouenan whom I did not know, 
but who I have understood was one of the ablest lawyers this country 
ever produced, in discussing the same question said: 

Now, my friend from Kentucky has suggested one or two questions which I 
think will be sufficiently answered by this statement. The vacancies which the 
executive of a State is authorized to fill are never vacancies tbat happen by the 
efflux of time; they are not foreseen vacancies; they are vacancies that ** hap- 
pen by resignation or otherwise.” 

Mr. President, from an a desire to give to this clause of the Constitu- 
tion such a construction as would keep the Senate always full, I labored hard,a 
year or two ago, when we had questions of this kind before us, to find out some 
method of supporting, in my own mind, the construction that a vacancy ha 
pening by the efflux of time, and not filled beforehand by the Legislature, might 

brought within this limited power conferred upon the executive; but, sir, I 
have been obli to abandon it. 

" By res on or otherwise” is the lan; . We must expound the word 
“ otherwise” to apply to vacancies happening by similar events; that is, unfore- 
seen events—death, resi, tion, appointment to an office which disqualifies— 
and it can never be applied to the expiration of the term of a Senator which 
leaves a seat vacant on this floor. My opinion, therefore, is that the governor 
of a State has no power to fill a vacancy in this body which is brought about by 
the expiration or efflux of the time for which a Senator was elected—in other 
words, at the determination of his term in the Senate. It must be a vacancy in 
the term ony ac | during the recess of the Legislature; it must be a vacancy 
in the term happening by resignation or other casualty. That I understand to 
have been the express and solemn decision of the Senate in Mr. Lanman’s case 
in 1825, overruling one or two earlier decisions, which had passed perhaps with- 
out full consideration. 


I am reading from the debate of 1854 on Phelps’s case—— 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt 
him? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I desire to ask the Senator from Delaware 
if the Legislature of New Hampshire had elected a Senator while in 
session and before he came here and took his seat he had died, say the 
next day after his election, in that event could the governor have filled 
the vacancy? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. No, sir; I do not think he could if the Legisla- 
ture was in session. The Legislature of New Hampshire that met last 
summer was the proper Legislature to have elected for this term. It 
could have done so, and such I understand has been the decision of the 
supreme court of that State; such I understand was the opinion given 
by Senators on the other side of this Chamber, that an election could 
have been had by the Legislature that met last summer. But the term 
of Senator Blair dears expired, the question now is, shall the governor 
commence that term? The Constitution says that the Legislature shall 
have the authority to fill seats in this body, and that the governor’s 
power is limited to vacancies happening by casualty. That ‘‘ Lappen- 
ing” evidently referred to some casualty by which some person elected 


by the Legislature was not able to serve the State; where a man who 
had taken his seat and during the incumbency of his term a vacancy 
occurred by death, resignation, or otherwise. In that case the governor 
was empowered to appoint temporarily. 

But I did not intend to discuss this question, but simply to cite 
some of the authorities which sustain the view that governed my vote 
in 1879 and will govern my action in this case. I have already cited the 
opinion of Mr. Butler and Mr. Badger, expressedin 1854. I now wish 
to call the attention of the Senate to the opinion of another learned and - 
distinguished Senator, one who occupied a prominent position upon the 
Judiciary Committee of the Senate. I refer to the late Hon. James A. 
Bayard, father of the present Secretary of State. He discussed in 1854 
the whole question, and I will read from what he said; but before com- 
ing to that I will read further from what Mr. Badger said: 

Under the Constitution the power of appointing Senators is vested in the Legis- 
lature, and nowhere else; but if a vacancy happen in this body, by res tion, 
death, disqualification, or other unforeseen event, the Legislature not being in 
session, if the vacancy is to be filled, the power must, of necessity, be put some- 
where else. That is the necessity. It is the necessity of devolving the power 
upon the executive, which necessity arises out of two facts: First, that the va- 
cancy could not have foreseen; secondly, that the Legislature is not 


in a constitutional condition to act; and therefore, those two things concur- 
ring, the Constitution gives to the executive the power of making a temporary 
appointment. 

That was the emphatic language of Mr. Badger. Now I will read 
what Mr. James A. Bayard said: 

You find that, in reference to the full term of a Senator, the provision is that he 
shall hold his office for six years and be chosen by the islature. The execu- 
tive has no authority there. And you find, further, that if the I lature is in 
session at the time a vacancy occurs by resignation or otherwise, though it may 
not even be known to them, yet no authority in such case is confided to the ex- 
ecutive toappoint. You find, in other words, that within the intent of the Con- 
stitution no authority over the subject is meant to be intrusted to the executive 
ay eda the primary power (the Legislature) is in existence as an organized 
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I am aware that at one time it was decided that even in reference to the full 
term the executive of a State might make an appoinhnens until the Legisla- 
ture met; but that construction was subsequently overruled by the Senate in 
the case of Mr. Lanman in the year 1825; and ever since the practice has been 
uniformly in accordance with the decision in that case. 

He said further: 


In reference to the full term, it can not be doubted that noauthority whatever 


is confided to the executive. The negative of power in any other event than 


when the vacancy occurs in recess shows that it was the intent of the Constitu- 
tion that the executive was merely to provide for casualties happening when 
the legislative power, which is the primary power, was not in nee, and of 
course could not act. 

Again he said: 

Where the seat alone is vacant, but the term has not been once filled by the 
Legislature, no authority is con: to the executive. The authority conferred 
upon the executive is to make temporary appointments in case of casualties. 

These distinguished Senators, as able lawyersas ever sat in this body, 
perhaps, fully commented on this entire question. I should like to 
know whether such utterances are to be overruled by a precedent of a 
few years ago when party feeling was running high, when the other 
side of this Chamber was in a minority, when I know, as I have reason 
to know, that some votes were given for Mr. Bell not in accordance with 
what was deemed to be the law, butas a matter of expediency and gen- 
erosity on the part of the dominant party at that time in the Senate—I 
ask whether that precedent so set is to overrule the settled judgment 
and conviction of this body from 1825 up to 1879? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt 
him at that point? 

Mr, SAULSBURY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I desire to correct the Senator in his state- 
ment with respect to the Bell case, and to say to him that at the time that 
question was under debate it was in no sense a party question, and the 
record will show that some of the strongest men on the other side of the 
Chamber voted against the admission of Mr. Bell, and some of the weak- 
est, including myself, on this side voted in favor of his admission. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Iam very thankful to the Senator for his vol- 
untary statement that it was not a party question. It was not drawn 
out, I am sure, by any remarks I had made. I did not say it was a 
party question. I referred to the fact that at that time this side of the 
Chamber was in the majority, and I know the fact—it is not worth 
while for me to say how I know it—that there were votes on this side 
of the Chamber for Mr. Bell prompted by a feeling of generosity and 
liberality to Mr. Bell, and not by any conviction that the law in the 
case entitled Mr. Bell to a seat in the Senate. A 

Now, Mr. President, I desire to say that personally I have no objec- 
tion to Mr. Blair, the appointee of the governor of New Hampshire, 
as a member of this body. I have served with him for six years. My 
relations with him have always been pleasant and friendly. I would 
as soon see him on that side of the Chamber as any other Senator. But 
there are higher feelings than mere friendship involved; and weshould 
rise above every other consideration than the proper and true construc- 
tion of the Constitution. Whenever any prejudice would make us vio- 
late the spirit and intent of the Constitution it is our duty to dis- 
charge all such prejudice and adhere to the true intent and meaning of 
the Constitution. While my personal relations have been kindly with 


Mr. Blair, while I would be as pleased to see him occupy a seat on 
that side of the Chamber as any gentleman in New Hampshire, I am 
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compelled by my conviction of what is right and proper in this case to 
record my vote against his admission. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, Mr. President, I am glad that this is not 
in any seuse an original question in this body, and the light we have 
before us I think is sufficient to guide us to a conclusion. Aftera full 
review of all that was said in the Bell case, as one of those Senators to 
whom the Senator from Delaware alluded a while ago as voting for ex- 
pediency, I must say that I have nothing to take back of what I said 
by my vote or by my utterance at that time. Whoever else voted for 
expediency’s sake, I can say to the Senate that I was not one of them. 
I voted on that question, as I do on all others, from conviction. There 
were some very able lawyers on the other side of the body who voted 
against Mr. Bell’s admission, Mr. Conkling, I think, and Mr. Carpenter. 
Mr. Bayard on this side, my humble self, and many other Senators here 
voted for his admission; but it was a question that excited, as far as my 
recollection goes, no party feeling whatever. 

On looking over the Constitution I found no reflection that there were 
safeguards provided in it to secure at all times a full representation of 
the States, even when the Legislature failed to do its duty, just as in 
the case of the Houseof Representatives. If the Senator from Delaware 
will examine the 1 of the Constitution with respect to filling 
vacancies in the House, he will find that that language is not any broader, 
indeed it is not as broad as the language employed in the Constitution 
with respect to filling vacancies in the Senate; and still I imagine no 
Senator on this floor would attempt to say thata vacancy arising in any 
Congressional district in the United States by failure of the people to 
elect in the customary and ordinary way could not be filled at a special 
election ordered by the governor of the State under the provision of the 
Constitution analogous to that in relation to filling vacancies in the 
Senate, The validity of such an election could not for one moment be 
questioned. Suppose the people of a district fail to elect a Represent- 
ative to represent them at the other end of the Capitol for any cause, 
and the governor, invoking the provision of the Constitution looking 
to a full representation of the people there, should order a special elec- 
tion for that purpose, could it be argued that there was no vacancy 
within the meaning of the Constitution because the vacancy existed at 
the commencement of the term? Would such a reason prevail for one 
moment? 

And so, Mr. President, in respect to vacancies in the Senate. The 
Constitution declares that the Senate of the United States shall at all 
times be composed of two Senators from each State, and it has taken the 
precaution to guard that great principle and to secure to each State a 
full representation at all times and underall circumstances, even though 
the Legislature should fail to do its duty. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a 
moment? The Constitution gives the power to the States. I want to 
know if New Hampshire had not in existence a legislative body which 
at the proper time could have elected a Senator for the term beginning 
on the 4th of March last? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Most assuredly she had the power and itis 
not for us to question fora moment her reasons for failing to exercise it. 
But this Government is not to go to pieces because the Legislature of a 
State fails to do its duty. It has provided a double safeguard in that 
event by giving to the governorof a State the power to appointa Senator 
- to fill the vacancy occurring. This language does not refer to an indi- 
vidual, but it speaks of the body: 

The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators from each 
State. chosen by the Legislature thereof, for six years; and each Senator shall 
have one vote. 

Tn this same section the language under debate is found, and itreads 
as follows: 

If vacancies happen— 

Happen where ?— 

If vacancies happen— 

In the Senate— 
by resignation or otherwise— 

Can anything be broader ?— 
the executive thereof may make temporary intments until the next meet- 
ing of the Legislature, which shall then fill fork RF vacancies, 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator from Florida pardon an interrup- 
tion at that point? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Certainly. 

Mr. INGALLS. I wish to have the Senator’s opinion upon this propo- 
sition: If the Legislature meeting next after the vacancy has occurred 
fails to appoint, would the executive then have the power to fill the 
vacancy by appointment? In other words, could an entire term be 
filled by executive appointment, the Legislature failing to act? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I do not think the present appointment 
would continue any longer than the meeting of the next Legislature, 
although I am not here to answer anything but practical questions. 
I think this appointment would continue only until the meeting of the 
New Hampshire Legislature in June; but I say that the spirit and in- 
tent of the Constitution was to have a full representation in this body 
from each State, and that if for any reason the Legislature fails to dis- 


charge its daty, the governor of the State representing the people of 
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that State, is invested with authority to fill the vacancy, which ap- 
pointment will continue until the meeting of the Legislature, when the 
term can be regularly filled. That is my construction of it. That was 
the view which guided me in the Bell case, and I abide by it now. 

With respect to established precedents of this body, I have this to 
say: I do not think, as I said in the Bell case, that we are sitting here 
as a court of justice. I for one recognize the distinction between a 
political and a legal tribunal. The Constitution says that each House 
shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its 
members, and that isan independent and an original right. Weare not 
hampered by any precedents that may have been established in the 
Lanman ease or in any other case. Weare exercising an original politi- 
cal power. Courts of justice for the sake of convenience and security 
to property follow judicial precedents in the interest of society, and they 
are permitted to go down for ages uninterrupted, so that innocent parties 
may not suffer and that rules of property may be established which 
will secure society in settled rights. 

We are not in that position. Each House, that is each Congress, has 
the right to decide. We have as much right to exercise original judg- 
ment in this case as the Congress had who preceded us in the other cases, 
with all their great ability; and we are not bound by precedents in this 
body as the Supreme Court is bound by precedents in judicial cases. I 
have again and again uttered my dissent from that doctrine. Of course 
precedents may be invoked as far as their reason goes. The reason of 
this case is not satisfactory to my mind, and I shall vote in this case as 
I voted in the other for the admission of the governor’s appointee. 

Mr. INGALLS. Iwas not able to understand when this same ques- 
tion was under discussion six years ago, nor have I thus far been able 
to learn during this debate, why the Legislature of the State of New 
Hampshire, that was chosen in November, 1882, had not the right to 
choose a successor to Mr. Blair. If I understand the constitution and 
laws of that State, the Legislature is chosen in November each alter- 
nate year, but does not assemble until the monthof June. Therefore, 
if the Legislature that was chosen in November, 1882, does not expire 
or lose its functions until June, 1885, I can not understand why under 
the terms of the law of 1866 it had not the right to choose the successor 
of Mr. Blair. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. Does not the law of 
1866 say that the choice shall be made by the Legislature chosen last 
before the expiration of the term? 

Mr. INGALLS, Yes, sir; but of course that language must be in- 
terpreted in accordance with the spirit of the legislation. The is- 
latare which wes chosen last November is in embryo, it is a political 
foetus that has been conceived or begotten, but not born. Suppose, for 
instance, that the State of New Hampshire to-day were to be invaded 
by a foreign enemy; suppose that the pestilence that walketh in dark- 
ness were to overtake its inhabitants, or the destruction that wasteth 
at noon-day, and it became necessary to assemble the Legislature to 
take steps for the purpose of protecting those people against the foreign 
foe, or of protecting them against domestic difficulty, or of making some 
arrangement for the purpose of carrying on some work provided by their 
constitution, what Legislature would the governor assemble by procla- 
mation to-day? Will the Scnator inform me? 

Mr. PIKE. The Legislature chosen in November, 1882. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from New Hampshire informs me that 
the governor would assemble in that case by proclamation the Legisla- 
ture chosen in November, 1882. Can there then be avything plainer 
as a political proposition or as a legal proposition than that the Legis- 
lature chosen in 1882 was the one and the only one competent to act 
before the expiration of the term of Mr. Blair? I think not. 

The Senator from Massachusetts calls my attention to the 1 
employed in the statute of 1866, that it shall be the Legislature chosen 
next before the expiration of the term which shall elect the Senator; 
but what does that mean? That law must be interpreted to carry out 
and effectuate the objects and purposes for which it was enacted, and 
not to destroy those purposes. The object of it was to fill up the ranksof 
this body and not todecimatethem. Therefore I say that the inference 
to my mind is irresistible that the Legislature chosen in 1882 is to-day 
the Legislature of the State of New Hampshire. It is the only legisla- 
tive body competent to act. In case of difficulty requiring legislative 
action it would be assembled by the governor of that State for the 
purposes contemplated by its constitution; and that being the case, I 
say that a proper interpretation of the statute of 1866 would irresistibly 
imply that that Legislature, being the one chosen and competent to act 
and the only one chosen and competent to act next before the expira- 
tion of the term of Mr. Blair, had a right to choose his successor when 
it was in session. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator, according to his construction, 
which is very interesting, when, under the statute of 1866, coukd that 

islature have made the election? 

Mr. INGALLS. ‘The statute may be silent upon that point. The 
governor would have the right to assemble it, and whenever that Leg- 
islature is properly in session, whenever it is assembled for the dis- 
charge of any of its political functions, it has a right to act under that 
constitutional provision which says that each State shall have in this 
body two Senators, chosen by the Legislature thereof. 
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Mr. HOAR. The statute of 1866—the Senator will correct me if I 
am wrong further; at any rate the existing law, the Revised 
Statutes, which I suppose is the same, goes further, and says the Legis- 
lature last chosen before the Senator’s term expired shall make the 
choice. 

Mr. INGALLS. On the second Tuesday after the meeting and or- 
ganization thereof. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the time. 

oe INGALLS, That was the time when they had the right to 
elect. 

Mr. HOAR. Two years ago? 

Mr. INGALLS. The Legislature of the State of Iowa chooses more 
than a year before the expiration of the term, a year and a half nearly. 
So does Louisiana; so does Ohio; so does Kentucky. It is not neces- 
sary that there should be a punctual assemblage of this political body 
within a few moments or days before the expiration of theterm. The 
law must be interpreted to effectuate the object and purpose of it, and 
it appears to me that there can be no doubt whatever that the Legisla- 
ture which was chosen in November, 1882, being to-day the depository 
of the legislative power of the State of New Hampshire, competent 
to act if assembled by the proclamation of the governor, had the right 
to exercise this power. It failed to do it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That Legislature is in recess. 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not know what the terms of the New Hamp- 
shire constitution are, whether the term of that Legislature is fixed and 
defined by the constitution or whether it is statutory. Perhaps the 
Senator from New Hampshire can inform meon that point. The term 
of that Legislature, the Senator from New Hampshire advises me, is 
fixed by the constitution, and those terms of course I am in ignorance 
of, and therefore can not speak further on that proposition. As the 
Senator from Vermont suggests, they certainly are not in session now, 
but that does not interfere with the proposition I have made, that some 
time, when they were in session in June, 1883, they had exactly the 
same right to choose the successor of Henry W. Blair as the Legislature 
that assembled in Iowa in January, 1884, had to choose the successor of 
my friend who sits on my left [Mr. ALLISON], whodid not take the 
office until the 4th of March, 1885. That power the Legislatureof New 
Hampshire did not exercise. The question therefore recurs whether 
this is a vacancy contemplated by the Constitution. I understand that 
the supreme court of the State of New Hampshire did advise upon a 
case made, or upon a suggestion of the governor, or of some other au- 
thority, that the Legislature which assembled in June, 1883, had the 
right to elect. Am I correct? . 

The supreme court of New Hampshire did so decide, a case being 
submitted to them. The supreme courtsodecided, but the Legislature 
for some reason saw fit not to exercise that power. It then becomes a 
question whether or not, the Legislature having failed to exercise that 
power that was confided to them, a vacancy occurs under the terms of 
the Constitution which the executive of that State is authorized to fill 
by appointment. 

I asked the Senator from Florida a question which he saw fit smil- 
ingly to put by, and said he was here only for the purpose of consider- 
ing practical questions. I inquired of him whether he thought, the 
Legislature having assembled and adjourned without making an elec- 
tion or appointment and the executive then having intervened by ap- 
pointmentand the Legislature again assembling and failing to appoint, 
the executive power continued, so that practically an entire term might 
be filled by executive appointment. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I do not think theSenator did me fall jus- 
tice. I think I answered the question very pointedly by saying that I 
did not believe the temporary appointment would continuelonger than 
the meeting of the following Legislature. 

Mr. INGALLS. And that is exactly what I think. But I asked the 
Senator more than that; I asked him whether, in case the Legislature 
assembling next after the vacancy should fail to elect, the executive 
power then existed to fiil the admitted vacancy by appointment? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I believe it would. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator believes it would. Now I have an 
answer to the question that I asked, and it appears to me it is a very 
practical one. Weare not settling this question to-day for New Hamp- 
shire alone. There is a vacancy in Oregon. The Legislature has ad- 
journed having failed to elect a successor to Mr. Slater, who formerly 
occupied aseaton this floor. Thesessions of that Legislature are bien- 
nial. The Legislature of the State of Illinois up to this time has failed 
to elect, and there has been a vacancy in one of the seats in this body 
from Illinois since the 4th of March, 1885. Whether they will be able 
to fill that vacancy before they adjourn is yet in the future. We are 
acting notonly upon the case of New Hampshire, but immediately be- 
fore us are the cases of Oregon and Illinois, which present almost pre- 
cisely the same aspect. 

The Senator from Florida suggested that this was in many ways a 
question that had no practical bearing. Weare aware that the Legis- 
lature of Illinois has on two occasions been a tie. When the former 
term of the Senator from Illinois, then Mr. Logan, expired in 1877, if 
I recollect aright the Legislature was a tie. Itis to-daya tie. Under 
the system of cumulative elections which they have in that State there 
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is no certainty that it will not be a tie when a Senator is to be chosen 
again in 1887. So we are confronted with a very considerable exigency 
in determining whether or not the word ‘* vacancy ’’ towhich reference 
has been made in the Constitution carries with it the power, in case the 
Legislature fails to elect, that the executive may appoint so as to cover 
an entire Senatorial term. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The Constitution provides thatit shall con- 
tinue only until the meeting of the Legislature. It never was intended 
that it should apply to the full term. Nobody I think ever held that. 

Mr. INGALLS. But the Senator will see that practically, if his in- 
terpretation is correct, it may cover an entire term; that is to say, in 
the case of New Hampshire the Legi has failed to elect; the gov- 
ernor has appointed Mr. Blair; he appears here; takes the oath of office; 
it may be that for some reason the Legislature in June may fail to elect, 
and it does not assemble again until June, 1887. The question is again 
presented whether that is a vacancy in the term contemplated by the 
Constitution that authorizes the executive of the State to fill it by ap- 
pointment. The Constitution says: 

And if vacancies happen by resignation or otherwise, during the recess of the 
Legislature of any State, the executive thereof may make ee Spee: 


ments until the next meeting of the Legislature, which shall then va- 
cancies. 


It is open to very grave doubt, it seems to me, whether a single ap- 
pointment does not exhaust the executive power. I am aware, of course, 
that this body is made up of the representatives of States; it is contem- 
plated that each State shall have two Senators here; but the Constitu- 
tion is equally explicit in saying how they shall be sent here. They 
are to be sent here ‘‘ by the Legislatures thereof,” and there is nowhere 
a delegation of executive power except to fill vacancies temporarily that 
may occur until the Legislature thereof shall next meet. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt 
him? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. If three or four States were overrun by a 
publicenemy at the time when it was necessary to choose Senators from 
those States, I would suggest to the Senator if the language employed 
by the Constitution did not contemplate the authority to the governor 
to fill the places from theseStates by temporary appointment? It seems 
to me his construction is very narrow. There are a great many exi- 
gencies outside of this. The Legislature might not be able to meet at 
the time, the public force of a foreign enemy might have possession of 
the State capitol, and half a dozen States in such a contingency would 
go without any representation on account of a mere technicality. Does 
the Senator believe that is the meaning? 

Mr. INGALLS. It certainly is a grave question and open to very 
serious complications, and Ishould be disposed myself to hold under the 
provisions of the Constitution, the evident purpose and intent being 
that this Senate shall be in some way filled, that each State shall be 
entitled to two members of the body. that there is and must be some- 
where resident the power to keep these numbers full. But I was un- 
willing to let this occasion pass without expressing my regret that 
every two or four years the State of New Hampshire by its action or 
by its failure to act exposes us toa continual repetition of these de- 
bates. There ought to be either a change in the action of the State of 
New Hampshire through its Legislature or some change in the language 
of the statute of 1866 by which the word ‘‘ chosen ’’ should be in some 
way qualified so as to include a case like that which is now before us. 
This suggestion was made when the case of Mr. Bell was before the 
Senate, and we were then told that it would be inconvenient to the 
people of New Hampshire to adjust their political relations with the 
National Government so as to enable them to choose their Senators 
before the expiration of the term. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator from Kansas yield to me for 
a question? 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Does the Senator argue that there is any power 
residing now in the governor of New Hampshire to convene the Legis- 
lature of 1882, which I understand him to be the constitutional, actual 
Legislature of that State, because the Legislature elected in November 
last can not act until the Ist day of June. Do I understand the Sen- 
ator to say that there is power now residing in the governor to convene 
that Legislature for the purpose of electing a Senator? 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not know anything about that, because I am 
entirely unfamiliar with the terms of the New Hampshire constitution. 
What I said was that the Legislature which assembled in June, 1883, 
had absolutely, in my judgment, the power to choose the successor of 
Mr. Blair, then Senator from that State. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I fully agree with the Senator from Kansas in 
that, because they had a right to anticipate a vacancy to occur. 

Mr. INGALLS. They knewit would occur under the law. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. And could provide for it. Otherwise it is to 
be presumed they desired no representative here. Now, the Legislature 
chosén in November last, as I understand, under the constitution of the 
State of New Hampshire, can not have legislative existence until the 
1st day of June next. A vacancy occurs between the 4th day of March 
and the Ist day of June or such time as that Legislature shall act in 
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electing a Senator, and during that period the people of New Hampshire 
have butone representative on this floor. I understood the Senator from 
. Kansas to say that the constitutional Legislature of the State of New 
Hampshire, for all purposes for which a Legislature could act, was the 
one elected in 1882. Why has not the governor of New Hampshire 
the power to convene that Legislature for this purpose as well as for 
any purpose of legislation ? 

Mr. INGALLS. That I can not answer, as I said, because I have no 
knowledge whatever of the language employed in the constitution of 
New Hampshire, nor what limitations are placed upon the exercise of 
this power by the constitution of that State. So I can not answer. I 
should say that in the absence of any limitation upon the power of the 
governor or of the Legislature to act, they might be convened at any 
time by proclamation for such purposes as the governor thought de- 
sirable to invite their action. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I assume that there is no State without a legis- 
lative body which can be convened at all times in case of emergency or 
peril for the purpose of caring for the interests of the State. Now, if 
the Legislature elected in 1884 in November can not be a constitutional, 
actual Legislature till June next, then it does seem to me as though 
the Legislature elected in 1882 was and must continue to be the actual 

islature until that time arrives. : 

Mr. INGALLS. On that I can have no debate with the Senator, 
because I am not familiar with the terms of the constitution of New 
Hampshire; but it is evident that the term of the Senator from New 
Hampshire has expired, that there is a vacancy, and that the Legisla- 
ture is notin session. I believe it to be a vacancy contemplated by the 
Constitution, where the executive has the power to appoint, and that, 
therefore, Mr. Blair should be admitted to take the oath. 

Mr. PIKE. Mr. President, inasmuch as some criticism has been made 
upon the Legislature of New Hampshire, and it has been stated by some 
gentlemen that they had not acted in the choice of a Senator when they 
should have acted, I desire to say a few words. 

We havea Legislature once in tvro years—a biennial Legislature. One 
was chosen in November, 1882, and another was chosen last November, 
or November, 1884. Now, the question is, which Legislature has the 
righttoelect? Afterour constitution was changed that became a mooted 
question in our State. We had the national law, to which I will ask 
the attention of Senators while I read: 

The Legislat reced| 
Gets ee ac ang nein tae ee, piani misty pony rye 
gress, shall, on the second Tuesday after the meeting and organization thereof, 
proceed to elect a Senator in Congress. 

By this national law of 1866 the Legislature chosen next preceding 
the expiration of the term was the Legislature to elect. Our Legis- 
lature supposed that the Legislature chosen last November in Mr. 
Blair’s case was the one next preceding the end of his term which was 
to expire on the 4th of March. A large majority of them acted upon 
that idea. But precisely the same question arose six years ago at the 
expiration of Mr. Wadleigh’s term, and at the time when Mr. Bell was 
appointed, about whom so much talk has been made. 

That our Legislature might put itself in harmony with the National 
Government, that it might act in obedience to the national law, appli- 
cation was made to the Congress of the United States, and the recent 
Senator from Wisconsin, Mr. Cameron, introduced a bill by which the 
national Jaw that I have read might be so modified as to meet the con- 
dition of things in our State. The question came up here and was con- 
sidered by the Committee on Privileges and Elections of this very Sen- 
ate as to whether the Legislature elected in the autumn before the ex- 
piration of Mr. Wadleigh’s term, or the Legislature elected two years 
before, was the one that should choose the Senator to suceeed him; and 
that bill and that question were considered by the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections, and Mr. MCMILLAN, a Senator now upon this 
floor, made the unanimous report of that committee that the Legisla- 
ture elected immediately preceding the expiration of the term, that is, 
the Legislature in Mr. Bell’s case, elected the autumn before, and the 
Legislature in the present (Mr. Blair’s) case, elected last autumn, was 
the Legislature that had the power, and the only Legislature that had 
the power to elect. 

That report was submitted to this body, and by a unanimous vote, as 
the record shows, not a single Senator here dissenting upon adopting the 
reportof that committee, the Legislature of New Hampshire elected last 
autumn was the one and the only one that could elect a Senator for this 
term. Now, it seems to me that New Hampshire ought not to be very 
much criticized when she has made this effort to find what the national 
will was and to find what the will of the Senate was because she has 
obeyed it and because she has not disobeyed it; more especially after 
the question as to whether the governor had the right to fill the va- 
cancy at the end of Mr. Wadleigh’s term in 1879 was raised and it was 
decided that he had the power. 

Mr. President, I hold a seat on this floor. I was elected two years 
sen last August by the Legislature assembling in June, but my term 
mmmanced in the March before. Our Legislature acted upon the idea 
that the national law as they understood required, and as the construc- 
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tion givenit unanimously by the Senate required, that the 


to elect, and the only one which could elect, was the one chosen im- 
mediately preceding the end of the term. 

In a discussion six years ago in Mr. Bell’s case the then Senator from 
Delaware, Mr. Bayard, so recently hereand so distinguished when here, 
submitted his views to the Senate, and upon the question what Legis- 
lature has the right to elect in New Hampshire, whether it be the one 
elected in November preceding the end of the term or the one elected 
two years and a half before, said: 

By that law— 
Having quoted immediately before the national law which I have 


By that law was indicated the ure and the only Legislature which 
should fill vacancies in the Senate of the United States, whether occurring by 
expiration of the term or from any other cause. 

That was the opinion of the distinguished Senator from Delaware 
then, as it had been the unanimous opinion of the Senate only four 
years before. 

Allusion has been made to the supreme court of our State. AsIsaid, 
there has been considerable division of sentiment in our State, although 
our Legislature has been very largely in favor of giving the construc- 
tion to the national law that its plain terms seem to indicate it ought 
to have, and which the Senate has given to it, and which the seating 
of Mr. Bell affirmed. The opinion of the court was asked three years 
ago. My recent colleague and the gentleman who asks a seat here in- 
troduced this question into the Senate by a resolution asking the Sen- 
ate to reconsider and revise its opinion if it was erroneous. There may 
be fourd in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, which I have here, the opin- 
ion of the court upon this question which he cited. The opinion of 
our court was read by him, and, as I said, it is printed in the RECORD 
with other opinions. But notwithstanding that, the Senate decided 
that the national law was too plain to be misunderstood; that it was 
necessary it should be construed as it had been construed, and refused 
to render any relief. 

Mr. President, I have but little more to say. Iam not only assert- 
ing the fact, but I have the conviction in my own mind that the clause 
in our national Constitution which says that ‘‘ when vacancies happen 
from resignation, or otherwise,” instead of being words of limitation, 
ought to be construed to have a very different meaning. This is the 
only branch of the Government where States havean equality, where one 
State has just as much power as another. The framers of the Consti- 
tution were so much in earnest that that should be the fact, that they 
prohibited any amendment to the Constitution depriving the States of 
their equality of s inthisbody. My ideais that when the framers 
of the Constitution said ‘‘ when a vacancy happens by resignation, or 
otherwise,’’ they meant when it happens by resignation, or otherwise, 
from any cause whatever; that they are words of enlargement and ex- 
planation, so that there might not be any doubt upon the question that 
this body should have equal representation, that there should be equal 
suffrage on this floor, and that if a vacancy occurred from any cause the 
executive should have the right to fill it. 

Now where do we stand on this question? The Government decided 
first by the national law, and the Senate has decided upon the MeMil- 
lan report and upon the admission of Mr. Bell, that the Legislature 
having the right was the one elected immediately preceding the end of 
the term. Then they have settled in Mr. Bell’s case another question, 
as to filling the vacancy happening at the end of the term and before 
the meeting of the Legislature, that the governor had the right to ap- 
point, under which appointment Mr. Bell was seated; and that is pre- 
cisely the question before us to-day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish tosay one word, Mr. President, about what 
is called the act of Congress of 1866. The Constitution provides that 
Congress may regulate the manner by which and the time at which the 
Legislature of a State shall elect a Senator. That is all the authority 
which the Constitution of the United States reposes in Congress over 
that subject. It says in another place, but in the same connection, 
that the Legislature of a State shall ordinarily—I am not now on the 
question of filling vacancies—elect a Senator for a term of six years. 
It names nothing but the Legislature of a State to do that. 

I was here when the act of 1866 passed, but I had just come into the 
Senate and I gave it no attention; I probably voted for it if there was 
a division, it being reported by a committee. But I have been of the 
opinion ever since I came to examine the subject, and I am of opinion 
now, as I have stated before I think in this body, that the act of Con- 
gress in so far as it undertakes to declare what Legislature, whether 
chosen before or after the expiration of a term or how long before or 
how long after, shall elect a Senator, goes beyond its constitutional 
power. I am also of opinion, and I state it deliberately and I believe 
I have stated it before, that when the Congress of the United States 
undertakes to create a body to elect a Senator which the constitution 
of the State has not created and which is not its Legislature, it has gone 
beyond its power. 

By the constitution, I think, of every State in the Union, certainly 
every one that I know of, the legislative power is vested in two separate 
and independent bodies, each one of which acts by itself and for itself, 
and that is the Legislature of the State of which the Constitution of the 
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United States speaks when it says that the Legislature shall elect a 
Senator. Therefore, I am of opinion that Congress has no more power 
to turn the two bodies, the senate and house of representatives of a State, 
formed under its own constitution as two separate bodies of different 
numbers and of different constituencies, into one consolidated body vot- 
ing per capita, than it has to declare that a town meeting in the State of 
Vermont may elect a Senator and call that a Legislature, because it is 
not by the constitution ofthe State its Legislature. But that is apart 
from this question, and I should not have referred to it only that the 
act of Congress has been spoken of. 

Now let us come to the question. First, I will begin with the orig- 
inal Constitution, to which my friend from Missouri has made refer- 
ence, as he supposes supporting his view of the meaning of the words 
“ resignation or otherwise.’’ In the original draught of the Constitu- 
tion submitted to the convention, as it appears on page 205 of volume 
5 of Elliott’s Debates, in the Madison Papers, the third section was: 


On the death, removal, or resignation of any Senator, his place to be filled out 
of the district from which he came. 


That wasthe first draught. The scheme having been entirely 
and abandoned, later on, at page 377, Mr. Rutledge, on the 6th of Au- 
gust, 1787, reported from the committee of detail as follows: 

Art. V, Sec. 1. The Senate of the United States shall be chosen by the Legis- 
latures of the several States. Each Legislature shall choose two members. 


Vacancies may be supplied by the executive until the next meeting of the Legis- 
lature. Each member sball have one vote. 


There, as it stood in that final report in detail, final at that time but 
changed afterward, you will see that there was no limitation or qualifi- 
cation or restriction except ‘‘vacancies.”” They might occur during 
the sitting of a Legislature. Whenever they occurred the executive 
was to fill those vacancies until the Legislature should elect, not until 
its next meeting even; but in order to keep the representation of the 
States full, in order to create a national government which should have 
all its faculties and all its members in place to perform their duties, 
this draught reported by the committee of detail provided fora universal 
filling of a vacancy by the executive, and provided for his filling it if 
a vacancy happened or occurred or existed, whatever it was, even if 
the Legislature were sitting. 

Now we come to the amendment of Mr. Madison. That draught 
was under consideration on the 9th of August. Article V, section 1, 
the one I have read was taken up, and I shall read the whole proceed- 
ing in connection, without any observation, so that it will appear just 
as it stands in these debates: 


Mr. Wilson objected to vacancies in the Senate nee suppusa by the execu- 
tives of the States. It was unnecessary, as the Legislatures will meet so fre- 
quently. It removes the appointment too far from the people, the executives in 
Skats f the States being elected by the Legislatures. As he had alwaysthought 
the appointment of the executive by the legislative department wrong, so it was 
still more so that the executive should elect into the legislative department. 

Mr. Randolph thought it necessary, in order to prevent inconvenient chasms 
in the Senate. In some States the Legislatures meet but once a year. As the 
Senate will have more power and consist of a smaller number than the other 
House, vacancies there will be of more consequence. The executives might be 
safely trusted, he thought, with the appointment for so short a time. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. It is only said t the executive may supply vacancies. 
When the legislative meeting happens to be near the power will nut be exerted. 
As there will be but two members from a State, vacancies may be of great mo- 
ment. 

Mr. WILLIAmson. Senators may resign or notaccept. This provision is there- 
fore absolutely necessary. x 
oo the question of striking out “ vacancies shall be supplied by the execu- 

ves”— 

Pennsylvania, ay, 1; New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Connecticut, New 
zene Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, no, 8; Maryland, di- 
v 


Mr. Williamson moved to insert, after “ vacancies shall be supplied by the ex- 
ecutives,” the words, * unless other provision shall be made by the Legislature” 
(of the State). 

Mr. Evtswortn. He was willing to trust the Legislature or the executive of 
a State, but not to give the former a discretion to refer appointments for the 
Senate to whom they pleased. 

On the question on Mr. Williamson's motion, Maryland, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Georgia, ay,4; New Hampshire, Connecticut, Massachusetts, New 
Jersey, Pennsylvania, Virginia, no, 6. d 

Mr. Madison, in order to prevent doubts whether resignations could be made 
by Senators, or whether they could refuse to accept, moved to strike out the 
words after “ vacancies" and insert the words ** happening by refusals to accept, 
resignations, or otherwise, may be supplied by the Legislature of theState in 
representation of which such vacancies shall happen, or by the executive thereof 
until the next meeting of the ture.” 

Mr. GOUVERNEUR Morris. This is absolutely necessary; otherwise, as mem- 
bers chosen into the Senate are disqualified from being appointed to any office 
by section 9 of this article, it will be in the power of a AE REER by appoint- 
ing a man a Senator against his consent, to deprive the United States of 


ices, 
The motion of Mr. Madison was agreed to nem. con, 


Thus you will see, Mr. President, that the motive for inserting the 
words “resignation or otherwise’? (which was afterward trimmed 
down by leaving out on the report of the committec on style the words 
‘refusal to accept;’’ so as to leave it only ‘‘ resignation or otherwise’’) 
was distinctly stated by Mr. Madison to be, not that you were to classify 
a kind of vacancies by resignation, but they were put in expressly for 
the purpose of izing the power of a Senator to refuse to hold on 
to the office to which he had been appointed. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The Senator will permit me to suggest that 
would certainly relate to a vacancy commencing at the beginning of a 
term. 


serv- 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. So it would. There never was any question in 
the debates in the constitutional convention but what it was of the 
Sighet importance, the very purpose of the Constitution which pro- 
vided two Senators from each State, that each State should have all the 
time, whenever this body met, its full representation, not only for the 
general benefit of all the people but sometimes, as was then thought, for 
its own security, for the preservation of its own rights. 

I think, therefore, that this lan of Mr. Madison and the action 
of the convention clearly show that the argument of my friend from 
Missouri is a mistaken one in supposing that the introduction of the 
word ‘‘ resignation ’’ was for the purposeof giving a class, one of a kind 
of events that might happen, on the occasion of which the executive 
might act and not otherwise; because Mr. Madison states the purpose 
to be exactly the other thing, by putting in one of the words of that 
kind and then putting in the word ‘‘ otherwise,’’ to make it clear that 
a Senator had a right to resign his place, and then, in order to carry on 
the whole operations of the Government according to the Constitution, 
providing that the executive, if the Legislature were not sitting, should 
fill it until the Legislature met. 

There was nothing otherwise in the whole discussion, I repeat, from 
beginning to end; and as the draught originally stood it went to the ex- 
tent, as every Senator will see, of authorizing the executive to filla 
vacancy which happened when the Legislature itself was sitting until 
it did fill it; and the only motive stated for the change, which they all 
agreed to unanimously, was to put in some one word that would affirm 
and recognize the right of a Senator to resign his place, and then to 
provide that the State should not go without being represented. 

Now let us come to the Constitution just for a moment, and I shall 
have done. The Legislature shall elect for the term of six years. That 
is the power given to the Legislature. 

The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators from each 
State, chosen by the Legislature thereof, for six years. 

If you stop there and give it a literal construction, not looking to the 
purposes of the Constitution—to have a full Senate—there would be no 
power in any State Legislature in this Union to elect if they allowed 
the time to go by so that when they elected they could not elect under 
the Constitution for a term of six years. They must elect for a shorter 
term; they must in New Hampshire; they must in the hundred cases 
almost which have happened, when the Legislature has failed to make 
provision in advance, so that the election was for six years. Nobod 
maintains any such proposition, because it defeats the object the Con- 
stitution had in view, which was that each State should have two Sen- 
ators. Now, we come to this language about the executive, and see 
where we are upon the construction of my friend from Missouri: 

And if vacancies happen by resignation, or otherwise, during the recess of 
the Legislature of any State, the executive thereof may make temporary ap- 
pointments until the next meeting of the Legislature, which shall then fill— 

What ?— 
such vacancies. 

The very ones that are named in the preceding line. Therefore, if 
the authority of an executive is only to fill a vacancy which occurs by 
resignation or death or expulsion—the only three ways that I can think 
of, because a refusal to accept does not create a vacancy, it leaves the 
old vacancy just where it was—if that is the meaning, then the only 
authority which is left to the Legislature is to fill the very vacancy that 
the governor had a right to fill temporarily and no other. So if the 
governor of New Hampshire at this moment has not the power to fill 
this vacancy, by the very same sign and on the very same words the 
Legislature of New Hampshire when it meets next June can not fill it 
even, for the Constitution says in language as plain as words can make 
it, that the vacancy which the Legislature is to fill is “‘such’’ vacancy, 
that is, a vacancy which occurs by resignation or otherwise, that the 
executive of the State may fill if it happens during the recess of the 
Legislature. Wecan not stand on that construction; nobody pretends 
that we can. 

By what authority of logic or law is it then that we hold that the 
very same words three lines before limit the power of the executive to 
a particular class of cases, and that the very same words three lines 
afterward expand the power of the Legislature to every kind of vacancy 
that may exist. ‘‘ That won’t do,” to use a phrase of a late eminent 
Senator of this body. We can not stand on it. 

We hear much of the word ‘‘ otherwise.”” If Mr. Madison by pro- 
posing or the convention by adopting the words “‘ resignation or other- 
wise,” had meant to classify a series of cases like resignation, why 
would not Mr. Madison, eminent in his knowledge of the English lan- 

and clear in its expression, have said ‘‘likewise?’’ That is the 
adverb which would suit the class of cases to which my friend from 
Missouri refers. ‘‘ Other things happening in like manner ” is the de- 
finition of ‘‘likewise,’’ while “‘ otherwise’? means thi happenin 
in any other manner than by resignation. That is ‘the dedi ‘and 


the common sense and the universal knowledge of everybody who 
knows the English language. 

What was the objectof the Constitution? It was thattherepresenta- 
tion of each State should be full, and the Constitution provided two 
means of keeping it full. First, by the Legislature for the full term 
electing in advance before any vacancy occurred, That wonld provide 
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for all that. Then both the executive and the Legislature, after a va- 
eancy did happen at a time when the Legislature was not in session, 
could fill it then and there, by providing that instantly the governor 
in the first instance and the Legislature at its next meeting should fill 
up that vacancy so as to carry out the great objects of the Constitution. 

Wherefore, then, upon any principle of patriotism, or law, or justice, 
should we endeavor by construction to narrow down the franchise of a 
State, if I may call it that, and endeavor to find some class of cases 
where for some period of time a State shall go unrepresented? I am 
unable to see it; and this report of the debates in the convention shows 
clearly to my mind, and I think even to that of my friend from Mis- 
souri and my friend from Delaware, that the word ‘‘resignation’’ was 
not put in with the object that my friends think it was, but for an en- 
tirely different object, as was stated by Mr. Madison himself. 

This question was fairly debated when the gentlemen on the other 
side were in a majority in this Chamber. Without a party division, 
gentlemen on both sides voting according to the light they had and not 
dividing upon party lines, settled this identical question. TheSenate 
in sitting upon such a question sits as judges. The Constitution says 
so. We are not defining policies; we‘are not setting up expediencies; 
we are not carrying on party warfare; we are sitting as the solemn 
judges sworn to try and determine the election and qualification of a 
gentleman who presents himself to be a member of this body. We have 
come to a decision, just as the Supreme Court of the United States sit- 
ting two hundred feet from us comes to a decision in a great variety of 
cases where the judges differ—five one way foar another or whatever 
it may be, a difference of opinion. The decision of the court is an- 
nounced. What would become of that court if the next time asimilar 
question came up the whole thing was opened again and the contest 
was gone over repeatedly from year to year and time to time in order 
to see which should get in the ascendency upon all questions? Noth- 
ing would be settled, and the court would be destroyed, and justice too, 
for that matter. 

How is it different here? When we have come to a decision, even in 
a case of doubt, having come to it fairly, not in a time of party heat, or 
by a party vote—when we, after full deliberation, have come to a de- 
cision which carries out confessedly the objects of the Constitution to 
keep the representation of a State full, should we not stick to it; orare 
we, every time a similar question comes up about elections, to reverse 
our decisions, retry them, hold them of no force, and thus keep this 
body continually in a turmoil over questions of representation in it 
that come from the States? However doubtful it might have heen—it 
did not seem to me so, to be sure, but however doubtful it might ap- 
pear to the minds of gentlemen who voted in the minority—it appears 
to me that, once decided and decided in favor of representation, it 
would be better to follow that as an established precedent which carries 
out the objects the Constitution has in view. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I think the Constitution of the United 
States on this subject is mandatory upon the States and requires them 
to exercise a constitutional fanction in the choice of a Senator. I do 
not believe that it was the purpose of the Constitution in organizing 
this Government that the | PARP ah of the several States should 
have no higher duty to perform than merely to fill up vacancies; and 

yet we find that the Legislature of New Hampshire under existing 
ircumstances regularly, every four years or every six years, engages 
itself only in filling up vacances. What will take place in New Hamp- 
shire in the month of June when that General Assembly meets? They 
will there exercise only that part of their power under the Constitu- 
tion which is described in these words: 

And if vacancies hap by jon, or otherwise, during the recess of 
the Legislature of any , the executive thereof may make temporary a 
signee vargi until the next meeting of the Legislature, which shall then fill 
VRCANC b 

That will be precisely the action which the Legislature of New Hamp- 
shire will take in June if we decide that the governor of New Hampshire 
has the right now to makean appointment for the beginning of this Sen- 
atorialterm. By our concession to what I may term a sort of peculiarity 
or idiosyncracy in the conduct of New Hampshire in respect of this great 
office we are indulging ina course of procedure which deprives that State 
really of its essential power under the Constitution of the United States, 
which is described in that instrument as follows: 


The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators from each 
State, chosen by the Legislature thereof, for six years. 


Obviously it was the grand purpose of the introduction of that feature 
into the Constitution that the Legislatures of the States should choose 
Senators for the period of six years, but under the course of procedure 
in which we are indulging here in regard to New Hampshire we are 
cutting that State off or permitting herself to be cut off from this great 
leading constitutional function of choosing Senators by her Legislature 
for the full term of six years, and confining that State entirely to the 
exercise of the other power of filling up vacancies which may have oc- 
curred in the Senate. That reverses the whole order of procedure, as 
is clearly manifest from the face of the Constitution, and we are per- 
mitting that Legislature to subordinate its functions, its representation 
of this one of the States of the American Union to a very low class of 
powon as compared with that great power of choosing a Senator for a 
ull term. 


What is the next effect which is to be produced? What did we wit- 


ness here six years ago on this same subject? When a Senator is 
chosen from the State of New Hampshire in the month of June he comes 
here with a commission which, if it is not actually antedated, is in effect 
antedated, and he is held to be and to have been a Senator from New 
Hampshire from the 4th day of March, 1885, for the period of six years. 
His pay account will be rated in that way; andthe Government of the 
United States is thus taxed with the burden of a Senator from the 4th 
day of March, 1885, until such time as the Legislature of New Hamp- 
shire may meet in June, for we can not deny that that Senator when 
he comes here is the Senator elected for the full term. 

Mr. PIKE. The Senator from Alabama will pardon me for saying 
that where a Senator is appointed, the Senator elected receives pay only 
from the time of his election. Where there is no Senator appointed, it 
is otherwise. 

Mr. MORGAN. That I understand, at all events, to have been the 
rule, and I do not see how we could well deny it, for we do admit thut 
although the Senator has been chosen after the lapse of several months 
from the 4th day of March, 1885, yet he is the Senator chosen by the 
Legislature for the full term; and it has become so arranged in our coun- 
try as that the full term commences on the 4th day of March. The full 
term that is claimed by the former Senator from New Hampshire did 
commence on the 4th day of March. It is running on. We can not 
enlarge that term by having the Legislature elect a Senator in June, 
neither can we abridge it by having the Legislature elect a Senator in 
June. The one then elected will be the man chosen by the Legislature 
to hold that office for six years, and he will not get his six years unless 
his commission or his right, in some respect at least, dates back to the 
4th day of March. 

Suppose, as I very freely concede it to be true, that it is the duty of the 
Senate of the United States to keep this body always full as far as it 
constitutionally has the power to do it; grant that that is one of the 
highest duties of patriotism resting upon the Senate, still we can only 
fill up the Senate through the agencies appointed by the Constitution 
and in the manner appointed by the Constitution. I will add further 
that we can only fill up the Senate in the manner fixed by law. We 
have prescribed in the act of July 25, 1866, the full procedure for the 
election of a Senator of the United States, and in that act, section 16 
of the Revised Statutes, it is provided as follows: 


Whenever on the meeting of the jature of any State a vacancy exists in 
the representation ofsuach State in the Senate, the Legislature shall proceed, on 
the second Tuesday after meeting and organization, to elect a person to fill such 
vacancy, in the manner prescribed in the preceding section for the election of a 
Senator for a full term. 


That is the duty, which we make mandatory, of the Legislature of 
New Hampshire and of every State in the Union where there exists 
one of the cases provided for by the last branch of the second clause of 
section 3 of the Constitution, which relates entirely to filling up va- 
cancies that have occurred after the commencement of the full term or 
during its progress. 

Suppose that it is a very high duty to keep this body full, we ought 
not to violate our statutes nor ought we to violate the spirit of the 
Constitution even in order to accomplish that great result. We ought 
to follow it, and itis the duty of the Legislature or the government of 
New Hampshire to reform and to change its laws or its constitution if 
need be so as to conform its action to the mandatory requirements of 
the Constitution of the United States. 

How long is this question to be one of debate and vexation in the Sen- 
ate of the United States? When are we ever to get rid of it? When 
is there to be a cessation of this controversy? Senators do not change 
their opinion upon constitutional laws, particularly when they are sit- 
ting as judges, merely through the influence of precedent. Every Sen- 
ator who enters this body for the next fifty years to come, if this ques- 
tion remains in the precise attitude that it is now, must form his 
impressions upon the whole subject from his understanding of the 
Constitution of the United States and his oath to support it; and here 
we are to have this question brought back upon us from time to time. 

It has been very frequently suggested that this might be remedied. 
The honorable Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] who now occupies 
the Chair put the very pertinent inquiry whether it is not in the power 
of the governor of the State of New Hampshire now to call the Legis- 
lature together for the purpose of solving this question, so far as that 
State is con , by an election. I apprehend it will be found on an 
examination of the constitutions of the different States of the Ameri- 
can Union that there is not one which is at any period of time without 
the possession of an organized Legislature competent to elect a Senator 
of the United States. I surely have not heard of a State which at any 
moment of time has been so deficient in political organization as that it 
had no power to elect a Senator of the United States. 

If any nice question arises as to whether the word *‘ chosen,” in the 
fourteenth section of the Revised Statutes, applies to a Legislature or- 
ganized or to one merely selected by the people, we perhaps could re- 
move that by legislation of Congress, by some explanatory act, but it 
seems to me that there is no reason for hanging upon the meaning of 
that word in the fourteenth section of the Revised Statutes, which 
reads: 


The ay myn eens State which is chosen next preceding the expiration of 
the time for which any Senator was to represent such State in Congress 


shall, on the second Tuesday after the meeting and organization thereof, pro- 
ceed to elect a Senator in Congress. 


There may be a Legislature chosen in the State of New Hampshire 
to-day, chosen in every sense, but there was one chosen there two years 
ago or more which is to-day in every sense a Legislature until the new 
body selected has been organized into a islature. This statute, as 
I understand it, has not reference to the legislators who are chosen, but 
to the Legislature which has been chosen and organized according to 
law. So there must be in the State of New Hampshire a Legislature 
now organized which has the capacity to elect a United States Senator, 
or else there must be legislators chosen there who may be so 0) ized 
as that they can elect a Senator of the United States. In either event 
where is the duty resting? Not upon Congress, to be continually 
trimming back and forth upon questions of this kind and having these 
disagreeable issues thrust in upon the Senate as the judges of the elec- 
tions, returns, and qualifications of its membership, but upon the 
State of New Hampshire, which ought to provide by law, if it has not 
already done so, in order that this question may be solved. 

We are informed that the supreme court of the State of New Hamp- 
shire, on being requested by the Legislature to render an opinion on this 
subject, affirmed that it was the duty of the Legislature chosen before 
the 4th day of March of the year in which the decision was rendered to 
provide for theelection of a United StatesSenator. Why not allow the 
Legislature and the authorities of New Hampshire to follow that de- 
cision? Why not sustain them in that rational, logical, and constitu- 
tional view of this question ? 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator will allow me to say that the constitu- 
tion of New Hampshire does not provide for the meeting of its Legis- 
lature until next June. How can that islature provide by law, as 
the Senator suggests? The Congress of the United States has attempted 
to say that that. Legislature is the one to elect, and that the Legislature 
shall elect at its first meeting, and the constitution of New Hampshire 
says its first meeting shall be next June. 

Mr. MORGAN. My understanding of the decision (I once looked at 
it, but I have not read it recently) was that the Legislature which was 
in existence as an organized body in the State of New Hampshire had 
the authority to elect, although there might have been one chosen last 
November which had not been organized and would not be organized 
until June. 


Mr. DAWES. I may have misunderstood it. 
Mr. MORGAN. I think the Senator has misunderstood it. 
Mr. DAWES. I understood the decision to be as between the new 


Legislature and the old one, which should choose the Senator. I under- 
stood the decision to be that it must be the new Legislature. 

Mr. MORGAN. I understood quite the reverse. 

Mr. DAWES. I may be mistaken about that. ` 

Mr. MORGAN. Itis the old one which the supreme court of New 
Hampshire has decided was the proper one to make the election. 

Mr. DAWES. I say I may be mistaken about that. 

Mr. MORGAN. In that view of the case, the supreme court having 
made that decision and it being asubject over which the supreme court 
of the State has due authority, the expounding of its constitution and 
its laws, why should not the State of New Hampshire follow that de- 
cision and relieve us of this embarrassment ? 

If we reaffirm the decision made here six years ago, of course it will 
only be an inducement to keep up this controversy for an indefinite 
period of time. I do not know what the political motives may be in 
New Hampshire for keeping this question afloat in this way, why a 
Legislature may feel itself bound to decline to elect a Senator when it has 
full power to do it; but it does seem to me that inasmuch as the ques- 
tion is at least a debatable one, as opinion is divided not on party lines 
but in respect merely of our construction of the Constitution, a sound 
policy requires us to reverse our former decision, and to go back to the 
doctrine that the Legislature which now exists in the State of New 
Hampshire, and which will not be superseded in its functions until 
the Ist of June, should proceed to make this election. Then we shall 
have no further difficulty. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. INGALLSin the chair). The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the resolution offered by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BROWN (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. DOLPH]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘nay’’ and he would vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote ‘‘nay’’ and he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. BowEN]. If he were present, I should 


vote ‘‘nay.”’ 
Mr. BUTLER (when Mr. HAMPTON’S name was called). I beg to 


state that my colleague [Mr. HAMPTON] is absent from the Senate on 
account of illness, being confined to his bed. 


The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 36, nays 20; as follows: 


Aldrich, Frye, Manderson, Sabin, 
Allison, Hale Miller of Cal., Sawyer, 
Cameron, Harrison, Miller of N. Y., Sewell, 
Go Toealls Morrill mene 
Songer, 5 , er, 
Cullom, Jones of Florida, Palmer, Stanford, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Pike, Teller, 
Edmunds, McMillan, Platt Van Wyck, 
Evarts, Mahone, Riddleberger, Wilson, 
NAYS—20. 
Beck, Eustis, Kenna, Pugh, 
Blackburn, Gibson, McPherson, b 
Camden, Gorman, Maxey, Saulsbury, 
Cockrell, Jackson, Morgan, ance, 
Coke, Jonesof Ark., Payne, Vest. 
ABSENT—13. 
Bowen, Colquitt, Hampton, Voorhees. 
Brown, Dol 
Butler, Fair, Hawley, 
1, George, Plum! 


So the resolution was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Mr. Blair will come forward and take 
the oath of-office. 

Mr. BLAIR advanced to the Vice-President’s desk escorted by Mr. 
PIKE, and the oath prescribed by law having been administered to him, 
he took his seat in the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The credentials will be placed on file. 


JOHN C. UNDERWOOD. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate: 

Resolved, That there be allowed and paid out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate to Alice C, Underwood, executrix of the last will and testament of Ma- 
ria G. Underwood, administratrix of John ©. Underwood, deceased, the sum of 
$5,000, in full compensation for the time and expenses of the said John C, Under- 
moe = ieee ng his claim to a seat in the Senate as a Senator from the State 
o! rginia. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. MILLER, of New York, it was 
be witbraen from tus Aies of the Bounte, no adverse report having Boon Dda 

On motion of Mr. PIKE, it was 

Ordered, That Z. C. Robbins, of Washington, D. C., have leave to withdraw 
the papers now on the files of the Senate relating to his claim against the United 
States, provided he leave on file true copies of the same. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 54 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


WEDNESDAY, March 11, 1885. 


Prayer by Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D., of the city of Washington. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITION. 


_ Mr. FRYE presented a resolution of the Bath (Me.) Board of Trade, 
remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed Spanish reci- 
procity treaty; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

BACKBONE AND OTHER RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution submitted by the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] on Friday last is the business before 
the Senate. : 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] left 
last evening for New York, I think to be absent a couple of days, and 
he desired that the resolution should not be further considered until 
his return. In accordance therewith I suggest to the Senate that action 
on the resolution be deferred until Friday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That will be the order of the Senate un- 
less objected to. It is so ordered. 


RAILROAD LANDS IN FLORIDA. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to offer a resolution, which I ask may 
lie upon the table for the present in order that I may call it up here- 
after so as to make a few suggestions upon it and allow other Senators 
to do so, and then possibly to ask for its reference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior and the Attorney-General of the 
United States be, and they hereby are, directed, tively, to take such action 
as each may deem necessary to prevent any sale by the Atlantic and Guif 
West India Transit Company, or by any company or person claiming under 
them, of the lands described in the act approved May 17, 1856, and entitled “An 
act granting public lands in alternate sections to the States of Florida and Ala- 
bama, to aid in the construction of certain railroads in said States,” so far as the 
same lie within the line of said railroads between Waldo and Tampa Bay, Flor- 
ida, until Congress shall have authorized the same. 


1885. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. Iask that the resolution may lie on the table, 
and be printed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table, and 
be printed. i 
ELECTRIC LIGHT FOR SENATE CHAMBER. 
Mr. FRYE. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its present 
consideration: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of lighting the Senate Chamber by the electric process, the probable cost 
of the change, with the comparative cost of maintaining the same, and report to 
the Senate at the present session. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lation. j 

Mr. MORRILL. I think the inquiry should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. That committee has always 
had that subject before it, and has had it this year. 

Mr. FRYE. I have no objection to changing it to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MORRILL. It should go there, of course. 

Mr. FRYE. The matter had been considered by the Committee on 
Rules and acommunication had been referred to that committee, but it 
makes no matter of difference, only it is important, if anything is done, 
that it should be done at the present session. 

Mr. MORRILL. The only difficulty about the matter is to obtain 
the service at a reasonable price and without the payment of a perpet- 
ual royalty. The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds have 
had some negotiations on that subject, and propose to have the Gov- 
ernment protected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine modify the 
resolution ? 

Mr. FRYE. At the request of the Senator from Vermont I will 
modify the resolution by substituting the ‘‘ Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds,” when appointed, for the ‘‘Committee on Rules,” 
only saying to the Senator from Vermont that it is important, if any- 
thing is to be done, that it should be done at the present session. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think I may say that a majority of the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds are satisfied that the electric light 
for this Chamber would be better than gas. 

Mr. FRYE. Then I will ask that the resolution be put on its pas- 
sage now as modified. 

Tne VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of the res- 
olution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ALLISON (at 12 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.). 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. MORRILL. I have learned very indirectly that there will bea 
communication from the executive department. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam glad my friend is able to speak for the Ex- 
ecutive, and I of course withdraw the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to adjourn is withdrawn. 

Mr. INGALLS (at 12 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.). Unless the 
Senator from Vermont, who appears to have confidential relations with 
the Executive, has some more definite information, I would suggest 
that the Senate may either take a recess or adjourn. 

Mr. MORRILL. Ihave no confidential relations with the present 
administration. ‘The only information that I have was derived from a 
Republican paper, which said that there would be a large number of 
communications this morning from the executive department. I 
thought that we should at least extend the courtesy of allowing the 
private secretary time to reach us from the executive department before 
we adjourned. 

Mr. INGALLS. I supposed the Executive knew the hour of meet- 


ng. 
Mr. MORRILL. I have had information also, since the Senator 
spoke, that the private secretary is on his way here. 

At 12 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m. Mr. O. L. PRUDEN, one of the 
President’s secretaries, appeared and delivered to the Senate several 
messages in writing. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 12 o’clock and 40 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned. 


I move that 


i 


THURSDAY, March 12, 1885. 
Prayer by Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D., of Washington city. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
SENATOR FROM MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr: GEORGE. I present the credentials of E. C. Walthall, ap- 
pointed by the governor of the State of Mississippi to fill the vacancy 
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occasioned by the resignation of Hon. L. Q. C. Lamar. I ask to have 
the credentials read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The credentials will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the credentials of E. C. Walthall, appointed by 
the governor of the State of Mississippi a Senator from that State to 
fill, until the next meeting of the Legislature of that State, the vacancy 
occasioned by the resignation of L. Q. C. Lamar. 

Mr. GEORGE. If there be no objection, my colleague being pres- 
ent, I ask that he be sworn in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi asks that 
the Senator appointed be sworn into office. If there be no objection 
he will come forward and take the oath. 

Mr. WALTHALL advanced to the Vice-President’s desk, escorted by 
Mr. GEORGE, and the oath prescribed by law having been adminis- 
tered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The credentials will be placed on file. 


AFFAIRS IN CENTRAL AMERICA. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I offera resolution and ask that it lie upon the 
table until the appointment of the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
After the appointment of that committee I desire its reference. 

The resolution was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
directed to furnish to the Senate, with all convenient speed, all information in 
the State Department bearing upon the matter of arumored attempt by General 
Rufino Barrios, President of Guatemala, to seize upon territory or destroy the 
integrity of the republicsof N paon era Honduras, San Salvador, and Costa Rica; 
also to state what precautions are being taken by the State Department looking 
to the protection and maintenance under existing or pending treaties with the 
republics of Central America of the rights of the United States thereunder; also 
to give what information said De ment may have of any interference by or 

cipation in the present difficulties in said Central American republics by any 
ropean power. 


RAILROAD LANDS IN FLORIDA. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to call up the resolution which I sub- 
mitted yesterday and which at my request was laid on the table. I 
ask that it may now be $ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior and the Attorney-General of the 
United States be, and they hereby are, directed, AS take such action 
as each may deem necessary to preventany sale by the Atlantic and Gulf West 
India Transit Com y, or by any company or person claiming under them, of 
the lands descri! in the act approved May 17, 1856. and entitled “An act grant- 
ing public lands in alternate sections to the State of Florida and Alabama, toaid 
in the construction of certain railroads in said States,” so far asthe same lie 
within the line of said railroads between Waldoand Tampa Bay, Florida, until 
Congress shall have authorized the same. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution is before the Senate, and 
the question is on ing to it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to make but a few suggestions in regard 
to the subject-matter of the resolution. Other Senators who are more 
conversant with the facts will explain them more fully to the Senate. 
To precede the few suggestions I shall make I ask to have read a letter 
directed to the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands of the 
House of Representatives, a copy of which was forwarded tome. As 
it is short I will ask that it be read as part of my remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thé letter will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Fort DADE, FLORIDA, February 5, 1885. 

Sir: A bill was introduced in the House, during the first session of the present 
Congress, providing, as you are aware, for the forfeiture of the land grantof May 
17, 1856 (LL Stats., page 15), made tothe Florida Railroad Company, now styled the 
Florida Raia and Navigation benz my A Owing tothe unjust and unscrupu- 
lous manner adopted by the company in its dealings with the settlers who bave 
been so unfortunate as to locate upon said grant, the passage of that bill was 
looked forward to b them with eager interest. But the session passed away, 
and though many bills of less importance, and which were subsequently intro- 
duced, were passed during that and the present session, the one forfeiting said 
grant has never been called up. This delay on the part of Congress has worked 
a hardship to myself and hundreds of other settlers upon the grant, a damage to 
the State and to the United States. 

About the Ist of December, ultimo, the company, in the person of one S, I. 
Wailes, land commissioner for the same, proceeded to dispose of, at public sale, 
the lands occupied by myself and, as I have stated, hundreds of others residing 
in this vicinity. . 

The sale was extensively advertised for weeks in advance, and con: 


uently 
a large number of 5 lators with Sape means were present to profit by any 
opportunity that might be offered to their advantage. They not long to 


wait. 

The first act of the company was to appraise the land at its improved value, 
and the settler had either to pay for his own improvements, which he had es- 
tablished with great toil and aged cost, or permit his little home, perhaps 
his all on earth, to pass into the hands of a stranger—a mercenary speculator. 

Many of the settlers were too r to pay the exorbitant price set upon their 
lands, and many others refrained from purchasing, being so advised by Hon, H. 
= Teller, Secretary of the Interior, an extract from whose letter I herewith in- 


lose: 

“The company being predisposed to sell to the party, or parties, who could 
buy in large quantities and pay cash, our worst fears were realized. The actual 
settler, who, with his small means, could, at the most, only pay a portion down, 
giving his note for the balance, wasno match for the monopolist, with whom he 
was confronted. Asaconsequence of this condition of affairs, large tracts of land 
passed into the hands of parties who have no interest in the soil beyond mere 
speculation. These lands will be held at a price far beyond their present value, 
and, consequently, will not be purchased by actual settlers and cultivated for 
many years to come. This, sir, is what I allege to be not only a great hardship 
to the settler but a damage to the State, and a damage, and, I may add, disgrace 
to the United States.” 
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We have u the Representatives from this State to use their influence in 
R 


hastening the passage of the bill providing for the forfeiture of this grant; but, 
with the exception of Mr. CALu’s efforts in the Senate, our requests have been 
ignored. We have petitioned both House and Senate with the same result. 
Some of our petitions were never presented and some were presented and re- 
ferred to committees, where they seem to sleep the “sleep that knows no wak- 
ing." In fact, we have begun to conclude that we might as soon expect to raise 
the dead by thundering on the iron doors of a tomb as to get Congress to hear 


us. 

Though it is now nearly twenty-nine years since this grant was made, the 
company has not completed its road, and will not atits present rate of progress 
for many years to come. There are other companies that would be only too 
willing to build roads through this part of the State, and without delay; but 
they are blocked out by this immense grant, and prevented from so doing. 
Congress should have declared this grant forfeited eighteen years ago; but, in- 
stead of doing so, has slept upon its rights. 

With due respect to you, sir, and all whom it may concern, I feel constrained 
to say that it is this dilatory manner of legislating, this trifling with the people’s 
rights and grievances, that is so sg ES increasing their disrespect for and, con- 
sequently, insubordination to, the laws. These are matters too serious for Con- 
gress to wink at. The Government must expect to reap what it sows. The 
aboring classes of this country are beginning to realize thatit is useless forthem 
to look to or petition Congress for remedial legislation; they are losing their 
respect for the Government, are turning their backs upon it,and organizing for 
self-protection, The spirit that rebelled against the “stamp act” and severed 
us forever from Great Britain still lives, and will continue to live and grow, to 
the detriment of the Government, unless these evils be remedied, for it is the 
spirit that rebels against injustice and oppression. If the Government would 
retain the respect and cheerful support of the ple it must remove the evils 
against which they complain, instead of conniving thereat. 

In expressing my sentiments thus plainly to you I have intended no personal 
disrespect whatever. I would spurn to be emb) in the attitude of abeggur, 
in this matter, or as one representing the views of such, and have, therefore, 
endeavored to avoid the use of any dictum that might be so construed. I am 
asking, candidly, and earnestly, for justice for myself and thousands of others 
to whom justice is due. 

I have addressed my remarks to you because of your stewardship, and be- 
cause of a hope that you will place them before Congress, for whom they are 
especially intended. I can not yet believe that there is no power strong enough 
to cast off this worse than foreign yoke from the necks of the people, and if this 
matter is placed before Congress in its proper light, it will be strange, indeed, 
should it refuse to gy an end to these eini id their rights. 

I am, sir, with very great respect, your o ient servant, 


H. J. SIMONTON, 
Hon. Toomas R, COBB, 
Chairman of Committee on Public Lands, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, I appreciate very fully the haz- 
ard which a Senator assumes when he undertakes to call the attention 
of this body, or one of the Executive Departments, or the people, to any 
of the remarkable chapters in the history of land-grant railroads, 

If attention has been given to the letter just read it will be seen 
that this road is not remarkable. It has the same points of similarity 
with every other land- troad. We were told a few days ago that 
the current of authority is unbroken in the Interior Department to legal- 
ize the demands made by these corporations upon the public domain 
and upon the Government. Thatis undoubtedly true. That has been 
the history of the Land Department, of the Interior Department of this 
Government, for the last fifteen years, and it has been kept unbroken 
even to the extent of reversing the decision of its predecessor. Occa- 
sionally there has been a lucid interval in that Department, and when 
it has been discovered the next successor was sure to annihilate, to re- 
verse, to wipe out any fair, honest, decent ruling that had been made 
in that Department; and this railroad is a particular illustration of 
that fact. 

in 1856 was made this grant of land to construct a railroad from 
Amelia Island, at Fernandina, to Tampa Bay, with a branch to Cedar 
Keys. Before 1860 the line had been constructed from Fernandina to 
Cedar Keys, but from Waldo, a point on that road, to Tampa Bay, about 
one hundred and fifty miles, and where the question now arises as to 
the public domain and the claims of this corporation, nothing was done 
for a long time, until 1876. From 1856 to 1876, twenty years, nothing 
was done. The lands were granted to the State of Florida to be used 
for this purpose with the condition that the road should be constructed 
within ten years, and if not that the lands should revert to the Gov- 
ernment. 

In 1876 application was made to the Department to have the com- 
pany’s claim recognized, but fortunately they met a man in that De- 
partment who has proved, as I say, the exception to the rule for the 
last fifteen or twenty years. Mr. Chandler, of Michigan, was then Sec- 
retary of the Interior, and application was made to him to revive this 
grant; a map was sent locating the road; and Secretary Chandler then 
plainly, with all the facts before him, with a full knowledge of what 
had been done, returned this map to the president of that railroad and 
said: 

In this case, however, no title to any particular lands has vested in the State; 
the grant still remains afloat,and has never attached to any specific tracts of 
land; and now, after the lapse of twenty years since the passage of the act mak- 
ing the grant, and ten years after the time fixed by Congress for completing the 
road, the concurrence of this Department is requested in such action as shall for 
the first time give precision and effect to the pes 

While I do not question the principle established by the Supreme Court in the 
case of Schulenberg vs. 

Fortunately he had the fear of that decision before his eyes when he 
rendered his own decision on this grant— 


cited you, that the title which vested in the State of Florida by the grant 
and definite location of the road could not be divested by the mere failure to 
complete the road so located within the time fixed by the act, I find nothing in 
that case to sustain the doctrine that the State retains the right for an indefinite 


Harriman— 


po and long after the date fixed for the completion of the road, to designate 
ts 


route and thus give effect to the grant. 

The important act of definitely locating the road can only be performed by or 
under the authority of the State, and it should be done within a reasonable time 
after the date of the t, and in all cases before the expiration of the time 
fixed for completing the road. Failure to discharge this duty should be taken 
as conclusive evidence of abandonment of the grant. 

The completion and operation of the road from Fernandina to Cedar Keys as 
a single line, coupled with the failure for fifteen years thereafter to designate 
the line or perform any other act indicating an intention to build the road to 
Tampa Bay, would naturally be accepted as such an abandonment of the latter 
portion of the line as would render a former forfeiture unnecessary. 

Under all the circumstances, I do not conceive it to be my duty to aid in re- 
viving a grant which has so long remained dormant, 

I must therefore decline to receive or approve the map above mentioned, and 


direct that it be returned to Mr. Yulee, with the information that this Depart- 


ment can not permit the company, after so great a delay, to file a map designat- 
ing the route of its road. 
The letter from Mr. Yulee and map are herewith returned. 


Very respectfully, 
Z. CHANDLER, Secretary. 
The COMMISSIONER OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 

That is one of the bright spots in the history of the Interior Depart- 
ment, and yet I contend that that should give little of glory to that 
Department. The very next Secretary of the Interior, when applica- 
tion was made to him, reversed this decision, and in that mode they 
preserve the continuity that they talk about of precedent in favor of 
this plundering of the public domain by railroad corporations. Who 
could have believed it? When aman like Chandler, occupying the po- 
sition he did in this nation, interposed with the power of his Depart- 
ment to check this illegal, this outrageous demand, his successor, 
Schurz, was not long installed in that office before he was ready to rec- 
ognize the validity of the grant, and to repeal, to reverse the decision 
of his predecessor. We were told here the other day that this charmed 
circle, this sacred circle around which everything revolved, had been 
continuous and unbroken; they had observed precedents and continued 
them, and this is the way in which they do it. A decision of Mr. 
Chandler that would protect the public domain was reversed by Secre- 
tary Schurz, and that record of Mr. Schurz preserved the symmetry of 
the Department; and that sort of dealing with the public lands, I sup- 
pose with few exceptions, has continued from the time of Mr. Schurz 
down to the present day. : 

Now, what more need be said about this matter? For twenty years 
the company slumbered and slept; they dared not pretend that pre- 
emptors and settlers had not the right to occupy these lands; and then 
these men had the audacity and the unblushing effrontery to come in 
and ask—what? That the lands which had been lost by the legal oc- 
cupation of settlers and pre-emptors should be restored to them within 
the indemnity limits. Mark, in 1856 land was granted for the Florida 
Railroad Company to develop that country, the land then probably not 
worth 10 cents an acre. It was the theory of giving away the land that 
these men were to invest private capital, that they were to develop the 
country, that they were to improve the remainder of the land which 
the Government retained. In the mean time other railroads by private 
capital or by State aid had built lines in that country. 

In the mean time the vigor of the American citizen in the shape of 
the settler, homesteader, and pre-emptor had gone on and settled on 
land and made that land valuable, and to-day that land has increased 
in value from 10 cents per acre to $5, $10, and $15, without any special 
investment of capital by the company which held this grant. Now 
they turn in and ask the Government still further to recognize their ti- 
tle tothis unearned land and, still further, to give them indemnity lands 
for what they lost by their own abandonment. For twenty yearsthey 
slept on this grant, they did no work, they did nothing except to come 
to the General Government and demand, asit is their wont to do, but 
fortunately when they first came they found no man who recognized 
their demand when it was beyond justice and fair dealing and honesty. 

This, Mr. President, is all I desire to say in this connection at this 
time. The Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], who is conversant with 
all the facts, will give more of the details than I find it necessary or 
than it is within my power to give. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I do not desire to occupy the time of the 
Senate to any great length, but inasmuch as the people of Florida have 
sent to the distinguished Senator from Nebraska (Mr. VAN Wyck] a 
petition stating their grievances in respect to this railroad grant and 
asked his interposition in their behalf, I desire to place myself upon rec- 
ord and show to them and to the country that so far as I have had any 
power I have endeavored to carry the wishes of the people of Florida 
into effect. 

I hold in my hand a petition signed apparently by four hundred citi- 
zens of Hernando County, numbering the most respectable in point of 
character in their occupation and in their influence over public opinion, 
praying for the forfeiture of this grant, and that the land may be opened 
to actual entry and settlement. I will ask that the petition, and the 
names upon it, and also several other petitions to the same effect, may 
be printed a3 a part of my remarks. 

Mr. MORGAN, I object to that. I object to the names going into 
the RECORD. > 

Mr. CALL. 
to read them. 


Then the Senator from Alabama will only require me 
I do not wish to detain the Senate for a moment longer 


than is necessary. 
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Mr. MOL:GAN. The Senator may do that if he chooses, but I ob- 
ject. 
: Mr. CALL. I wish to show the condition of public opinion and the 
character of the people who are asking for the forfeiture of this land 

rant. 
s Mr. MORGAN. It is entirely unusual to put the names of a large 
list of petitioners into the RECORD. 3 

Mr. CALL. I suppose I can publish anything as a part of my re- 
marks, and the objection will only make it necessary for me to read the 


names. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator can take the responsibility of doing 
that of course if he chooses to do it, but I take the responsibility of 
objecting to its going in by consent of the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. Ido not hear what the Senator says. 

Mr. MORGAN. I say the Senator can take the responsibility of 
doing that if he wishes, bat that I ohject, and take the responsibility 
of making my objection upon the ground that it is an improper use of 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COCKRELL in the chair). The 
Senator from Florida asks that he may be allowed to have printed, as 
a part of his remarks, the petition to which he has referred, with the 
names attached. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think the Senator from Alabama interposed an ob- 
jection just a moment since. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Did the Senator from Alabama ob- 
ject? 

Mr. MORGAN. I did. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposition had not been stated 
by the Chair. The Senator from Florida can read the petition himself, 
if he desires, there being objection, or the question will be submitted 
to the Senate whether the clerks shall read it, just as the Senator from 
Florida chooses. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator from Alabama will not put the Sen- 
ate or me to the inconvenience of reading a paper which has no interest 
to them but which will have a very great interest to the people of 
Florida. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida yield 
to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. We have justas much reason for printing every pe- 
tition which comes to the Senate as we have for printing this petition. 
I have seen petitions here with 10,000 names on them, and it surely 
never has before been asked that any petition should be introduced 
into the RECORD, printed at public expense, and circulated throughout 
the country, containing merely a brief statement of grievances and a 
vast list of the signatures of private individuals. I regard it as an 
abuse of the privileges of the Senate to do it; I do not wish to do it, 
and I do not wish it to be done without objection. I have merely 
stated my objections, and of course the Senator can take his course. 

Mr. CALL. I do not know whether I have aright to have it printed 
or not without unanimous consent. I will ask the Chair if I havea 
right to have it printed by a vote of the Senate? 
® The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida has a right 
to read whatever he chooses as a part of his remarks, subject to objec- 
tion as the reading progresses. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If the Senator from Florida „will permit me, I 
suggest that he be allowed to read the petition, stating the number of 
petitioners without reading their names, and he can then state the 
character of the petitioners, which I think would answer the same pur- 


pM. CALL. Mr. President, this is an old and controverted matter 
in the State of Florida. It covers a large part of the most valuable por- 
tion of that State. There is a great deal of feeling there upon the ques- 
tion, and the people wish to know why it is we have not asked for the 
forfeiture of this grant. I desire to show precisely what the people 
want, but I do not wish to read seven or eight hundred names here, and 
delay the Senate by reading the names of persons they will never hear 
ofagain. I think the objection of the Senator from Alabama is alto- 
gether unreasonable; however, I will pass on for the present. There 
is one of these petitions opposed to the forfeiture of the grant, and I 
desire also that the names of those persons and their standing and rep- 
utation should be shown, and their influence in the community; and I 
shall read those at a later period of my remarks. The objection of the 
Senator is altogether out of place. - I am only desiring to vindicate my- 
self and my colleagues, and to show that we have endeavored to carry 
out the wishes of a majority of the people, including men of property 
and influence. 

This grant was made in the year 1856 to the State of Florida. It 
was made shortly after the grant of the swamp and overflowed lands. 
The swamp and overflowed land grant, of which there have been nearly 
20,000,000 acres, I believe, selected and approved to the State, was 
conveyed by the State to trustees for the of sale, and the ap- 


plivation of the proceeds of sale to the payment of the interest upon 
certain bonds which were authorized to be issued for the construction 
of railroads in that State. Under that act 700,000 acres of land are 
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certified to have been granted by the State to this railroad company, 
then chartered to build the road to Tampa Bay. 

‘The grant which is now referred to was made in 1856. A letter from 
the Secretary of the Interior, the publication of which I ask unless the 
Senator from Alabama interposes a similar objection, shows that there 
were 1,100,000 acres of land granted in addition to that granted by 
the State to this road for its construction. The act was limited, as the 
other acts, to a construction of the road within ten years. The ten 
years expired in 1866. While the branch road had been constructed 
before 1860, the main line from Waldo to Tampa Bay remained unbuilt, 
and no part of it was constructed until somewhere about the year 1878 
or 1880. It was nearly fourteen or fifteen years after the expiration of 
the grant before anything whatever was done in reference to the con- 
struction of the road. 

I ask leave here to print the reports of the Secretary of the Interior 
on this subject and the correspondence of Hon. David L. Yulee with 
that Department, and other documents relating to the subject, as a part 
of my remarks. 

At that time a company claiming to be the assignee of the Florida 
Railroad Company entered upon the construction of the road, but the 
same persons were connected with it as were connected with the old 
company. What their interest was is unknown; but I hold in my 
hand a notice which has been sent with this petition, by which certain 
creditors of the road in 1856 have interposed by process of law through 
the courts of the country to prevent the sale referred to in the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Nebraska, claiming that their debts are yet 
unpaid, and that they are a lien upon the land granted and earned un- 
der the act before 1860. (See Appendix.) 

So it seems that this railroad company, whoever they may be is un- 
known, but represented by the same parties, the same officers, have yet 
unpaid obligations which they ignore, and that these lands are being 
sold and the proceeds applied in a manner which is unknown to any 
one whatever, except that since 188Q the construction of the road has 
been commenced and is being continued to Tampa Bay, having been 
completed about sixty miles; but in the mean time these petitioners 
allege that two other lines of road have been built through that terri- 
tory without any grant of land—the South Florida Railroad and the 
Florida Southern Railroad—and that the land has become immensely 
valuable, that the population has increased from 40,000 to nearly 
500,000 in the State, and that the lands, which were worth less than 
the Government minimum price and would sell for nothing within the 
ten years limited for the completion of the road by the act of Congress, 
are now worth from $2 to $25 and even $50 an acre, and that actual 
settlers have gone upon them and improved them with valuable im- 
provements. 

There is an opinion prevalent in the country that this body, the Sen- 
ate, is too far removed from the people to hear their complaints or 
sympathize with them; that it represents property and corporate power 
without sympathy with the people or the people’s rights. I am anx- 
ious that that impression should be disabused. However, I am afraid 
that it has gained extensive ground with all parties in this country, 
and while both political parties in the last canvass pledged themselves 
that the land grants which were not completed within the terms pre- 
scribed by the acts of Congress should be forfeited and opened to actual 
settlement, there has been but little progress made in that direction 
here. 

In regard to this grant, Mr. Chandler, the Secretary of the Interior 
under the administration of Mr. Hayes, declared that the grant had 
expired and there could be no reservation of land. So far as the execu- 
tive department had any authority to decide that question, he did de- 
cideit. Hissuccessor, Mr. Schurz, reversed that decision, and reserved 
this large body of public land, being 1,100,000 acres, from actual settle- 
ment and entry. 

There were upon the land at that time hundreds of families, who 
had entered upon it as the public land of the United States and made 
homes and settlements upon it. Those settlers were recognized in 
their rights and the railroad company were required to relinquish in 
their favor, but the people continued, under the pressure of immigra- 
tion, to enter upon the land, and large numbers of settlers have entered 
upon the land since that time under the belief that as no road was 
built previous to 1866 the title to the land was really in the Govern- 
ment and that they had a right to enter upon the lands and have them 
opened to actual entry and settlement. The people of the United 
States have always regarded the public lands as their rightful home 
and open to them and their families, and I agree with them. 

But the agent of this road, a Mr. Wailes, of Washington city, has un- 
dertaken to expose for sale at public auction these lands with the set- 
tlers upon them, and to sell them and their orange groves and their 
improvements, and the lands have been bought, as is stated in these 
petitions, largely by speculators, and they have been deprived of the 
possession of them so far as such an unauthorized act of sale can de- 
prive them. This is done without the authority of law, without au- 
thority of the Interior Department, without any authority whatever 
except the act of the railroad company itself and the apparent assump- 
tion of this citizen of the District of Columbia that the Government 
of the United States is only an instrament for his individual and per- 
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sonal benefit, and through some manipulation of its clerical force he 
can dispose of its vast public domain for his personal uses and benefit, 
leaving the homesteader and actual settler with his family without a 
home or a roof to shelter them. 

Whether those people have or have not a title it is proper that be- 
fore it becomes complete these acts should be prevented, and they should 
not be deprived of their homes until the law is settled against them 
and in favorof the corporation. If Congress have any discretion upon 
this subject, if an act of confirmation is required, if they have the right 
to forteit these lands, it is a duty which they owe to the people who have 
gone upon them in good faith, that to the extent of protecting them in 
the possession of their homes the authority of Congress should be ex- 
ercised. Whether in the interest of the railroad company or in the in- 
terest of the people it is entirely proper that no man should be per- 
mitted to assume to dispose of the property of the United States at pub- 
lic auction or private sale without the consent of its authorities and of 
Congress. 

The Secretary of the Interior has advised these parties that they had 
no title and no right to sell, and yet they have gone on to sell, and 
there is a state of alarm and uncertainty throughout the whole of that 
. country. And nothing illustrates better how little is the authority of 
Congress, how small is the power of the people and of Congress, when 
an entirely unknown person can assume, twenty years after the expira- 
tion of a grant, the right tosell hundreds of thousands of acres of public 
lands, the forfeiture of which is being considered by Congress. 

It is stated by Mr. Yulee, who at the time the t was made was 
a Senator of the United States and president and one of the principal 
stockholders, as he states in the testimony which he has given and 
which I have before me, in a suit pending in the United States courts, 
and which I ask to be printed as a part of my remarks, that this road was 
built entirely from the proceeds of the land granted by the United 
States and by the State of Florida, and without any large contribution 
of money by its stockholders, and it was disposed of without any judicial 
sale and without any action of any court, and it was bought by the same 
parties who were the subscribers to or the holders of its stock before 
the sale. Its debts have been paid by the State of Florida, a million 
dollars have been paid within the last three years by the State, and yet 
the property is entirely in the possession of its original stockholders, 
and those who claim by purchase or assignment from them, and this 
large grant of eleven hundred thousand acres of land, with the road to- 
day incomplete, is going somewhere within their control, perhaps into 
the magnificent estates of these original stockholders and into fine edi- 
fices of royal luxury, while the poor man, with his family, toiling upon 
the ground, a resident of the State, paying taxes, whether from the. 
North or from the South, is turned out of possession of his little home- 
stead under a plea that a naked legal franchise can transfer the property 
andavoid the obligations of the company and leave theState to pay a mill, 
ion of dollars for itsdebts; while the debtorcan hold the property freed 
from its debts and be a prince in luxury and social prestige and power, 
with the United States Government to aid and sustain him; and the 
Government of the United States is made a party to this transaction. 
No power can be obtained here, no action on the part of this body, for 
the protection of these people, while our inaction permits this wrong to 
be done to the settler, the citizen, the toiler, the man with a family, 
and to the State. A 

Mr. President, I desire that an investigation shall be had of these 
matters. I wish no injustice done to the corporation or to any person 
whatever; but I desire that this matter shall beinquired into, that Con- 

shall know where the money came from that built this road, that 
it shall know where the proceeds of this land have gone. I have be- 
fore me a report of the treasurer of the State of Florida, which shows 
that about $40,000 in money, the proceeds of these grants, have been 
paid to an agent here in the city of Washington—a Mr. S. I. Wailes, 
the present commissioner of this railroad company—for what is called 
“ adjusting land titles;’’ and this we all know to be a fraud. 

The United States employs and pays its Secretary of the Interior and 
its hundred officers in the Land Office to adjust the land titles under 
the swamp-land grants; the State pays its officers; and yet we have here 
$40,000 in money and tens of thousands of acres of the public land do- 
nated or paid to individuals under the phraseof ‘‘ adjusting land titles,” 
which we know to be aconsideration which does not exist. I say, there- 
fore, that it is the duty of Congress to investigate the question before 
allowing the lands to be sold and the titles complicated, before allow- 
ing innocent parties to invest their money or the settlers to be ejected 
or be forced into a compromise and purchase of land they have a right 
to enter. I say it is the duty of Congress to listen to the complaints 
of the citizen, and to take some action upon this subject to prevent the 
sale of these lands until there shall be some final policy decided upon 
the subject. 

Nearly thirty years have elapsed, as these petitioners state, since 
this grant was made, and yet we are told under the authority of the de- 
cision in Schulenberg vs. Harriman (a construction which it will not 
bear) that a law mandatory in its character ceased to become a law 
and to be mandatory because it relates to a grant of property or of land, 
and that it is in the discretion of some subsequent Congress and not 
of the Congress that passed it whether its enacting features shall be 
compulsory or voluntary. In other words, that a grant conveying a 


present title can notbe avoided afterward unless some subsequent Con- 

shall see fit to so say, and then only sub modo. But the decision 
of Schulenberg vs. Harriman does not go to that extent. It declares 
the absolute nullity of the grant, it makes it absolutely void upon the 
exercise of the power vested in a subsequent Congress of re-entering upon 
the estate granted. It makes the whole title void ab initio. Now I 
say that there should be no sales allowed of this property until Con- 
gress has finally acted upon the subject. 

I donot concur in the reasoning of the Schulenberg and Harriman case, 
or in the theory that the court has a veto on the power of Congress in 
the exercise of its sovereign legislative power, and that its laws re- 
specting grants of the public domain are no more than a deed of pri- 
vate persons. 

The proposition that a law of Congress, mandatory and absolute, re- 
quiring that a grantof land shall be absolutely void if a condition shall 
not be performed within ten years is obeyed and complied with if the 
condition be performed within a thousand years, is an evident error 
without a particle of reason to sustain it. It denies the mandatory 
character and nature of law. It asserts that a law is ‘‘not mandatory 
until repealed,” but that it must be enforced by some future power or 
authority before it becomes law. It asserts that the law is operative to 
pass title to the property, but inoperative to establish the conditions 
on which alone the grantor agreed that the title should pass. 

Assuming to reason from an analogy betweeen a law granting aid 
for certain declared public objects on certain prescribed conditions of 
which the time in which the object shall be obtained is the essence and 
an estate granted between private persons for private objects on condi- 
tions-subsequent of which time is not the essence, it finds an analogy 
and predicates a conclusion where none exists between two things es- 
sentially and absolutely different in all their qualities; one a private 
estate, granted for private purposes by private persons with authority 
to do nothing but attach a condition which can inure to the benefit of 
no one but themselves, and the other an exercise of sovereign legislative 
power, exercised as power, mandatory and absolute in its nature, and 
exercised as a trust which concerns all the people and for objects of a 
public nature. 

It is evident that between the two things no resemblance exists, and 
that the whole argument of Schulenberg vs. Harriman is predicated on 
an analogy which has no existence in fact or reason. This the opinion 
of the court itself recognizes in saying that the granting act is both a 
grant and a law. Ifa law, then when it says that if the condition be 
not performed in ten years the grant shall be void potentially, it can 
not say that it shall be void if a subsequent exercise of power shall so 
declare by a re-entry. This conclusion is certainly clear and incon- 
testable and can not be assailed on any ground of reason, and must be 
true if the law be a matter which concerns and rests in reason and ar- 
gument. 

In the State of Florida, since this act ceased by its own limitation to 
exist, there has been a vast increase in the value of property. There was 
not one foot of railroad built between Waldo and Tampa when this act 
ceased, when the ten years expired. For fifteen years there was nothing 
done. In the mean time, from every State, North and South, the tide of 
immigration poured into that State, and into that part of the State, 
which was exceedingly desirable because of its climate and adaptation: 
to the cultivation of tropical fruit. Villages have;sprung up every- 
where; the population has become comparatively large; it has increased 
twenty-fold. Property which was worth not more than a dollar an acre 
has risen to five, ten, twenty, and even fifty dollars an acre. . Other rail- 
roads have been built through the country. Now these people ask 
Congress to consider the question whether the act of Congress granting 
this land and requiring the construction of the road within ten years 
means within a quarter of a century afterward, when an entirely different 
and distinct condition of things exists. 

Now, Mr. President, I have no wish whatever that anything shall be 
done in this matter which the people of the country do not desire. So 
far as I am concerned, I have no right, except as one of the people, to 
demand that the State shall assert her rights against this corporation 
to recover the million dollars it has paid for it, or whether it permits it 
to increase the private estates of gentlemen who reside out of the State 
to enable them to live in royal luxury. Itis their business and not mine 
to see that this corporation shall not have these lands and appropriate 
them to the individual and personal benefit of those who own its stock; 
but I do wish that every actual settler upon these lands shall be pro- 
tected by the Congress of the United States and his title secured to 
him. I do wish, and I shall insist, so far as my humble voice will en- 
able me to do it, that every actual settler who has been sold out by the 
agent of this corporation shall be restored at the cost of the United States 
to the possession of his property; and I hope that the Senator from Ne- 
braska will be able to obtain the attention of this body to secure the 

of his resolution at the proper time. I am in favor of protecting 
the honest laboring men and their families, and securing to them their 
homesteads at the smallest possible cost. My sympathies are with them, 
and not with the railroad corporation or the land speculator. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Floridayield? 
I thought the Senator had concluded. 
I am through with the exception that the Senator from 


Mr. CAMERON. 
Mr. CALL. 
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Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] desired me to detain the Senate for some time 
by reading names to the petitions to show that this is the sentiment of 
the majority of the people of that part of the State. These petitionerssay: 
SETTLERS’ PROTECTIVE SOCIETY, 
Lake Buddu, Hernando, November 28. 


Whereas the Florida Railway and Navigation Company are now advertising 
for sale on December 3, 1884 (the sale having been postponed from the 26th of 
avensbers, all railroad land or at least lands claimed them in Hernando 
County as low as the last tiers in township 25; which lands are now or at least 
the greater portion have been settled upon by bona settlers, who have been 
induced to go on these lands by acircular issued by the railroad company allow- 
ing the settler the right of purchase when the same was put on market at Gov- 
ernment prices. The railroad now refuse to recognize said circular, also the set- 
tler has been informed and believes that the company have no right to these 
lands, and that the Secretary has refused to issue them a patent for the same; 
should the Florida Railway and Navigation Com y be allowed to sell these 
lands it will work great injury to the settler and will throw many out of a home, 
disturbing the peace and quiet of our county and producing innumerable hard- 
ships on many of our good citizens. 

In view of t facts we keenly feel the need of legislative action taken in 
the premises by our Congress,and we expect and exhort them to take imme- 
diate action in matter, giving the settler all possible relief. Also inclosed cir- 
cular of notice to purchasers: Therefore, J ; 

Be it resolved, That we urge our Congressmen to take such immediate action 
in the matter as will give the settler the A aey of purchasing at Government 
prices or homesteading the Governmentland now ed by the railroad com- 
pany in Hernando County. 

Resolved, That we send a copy of the proceedings of this meeting to Senator 


CALL and Congressman DAVIDSON. 
J. B. PIXTON, Chairman. 
H. C. RENSHALL, Secretary. 

Inclosed will find petition,which speaks the sentiment of our entire county. 

To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled ; 

Your petitioners would res; ully represent that by act of Congress approved 
17th May, 1856, a grant of land was made to aid in building a railroad from Amelia 
Island to the waters of Tampa Bay, on the Gulf of Mexico, with the provision 
that if the road is not completed in ten years the land shall revert to the United 
States. Near thirty years have elapsed since said grant was made, and the road 
is not completed. 

Under this act a vast quantity of valuable land has been withheld from mar- 
ket, a very great hinderance to the settlement and  sarrezeive ¢ of the country. 

Your petitioners therefore pray your honorable y that an act be passed, 
taking effect from and after the 17th May, 1866, declaring said t forfeited, and 
the land open to sale and settlement, as other public lands of the United States. 

And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray, &c. 


Mr. CALL proceeded to read the names of the signers to the peti- 
tion. Having read about one hundred names, 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Florida will yield to me—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida yield ? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. I appeal to the Senator from Alabama toallow these 
names to be printed in the RECORD without objection, instead of tak- 
ing the time of the Senator from Florida unnecessarily in standing up 
here to read them. I quite agree with the Senator from Alabama in 
his view of it, but we shall economize time by the course I propose. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not wish to inflict any unnecessary labor upon 
the Senator from Florida, or to make any infliction upon the Senate to 
sit here and hear a list of names read. I made the point in this case 
because I thought the request was not a proper one to make, in view 
of the public expenditure as well as the consumption of public time. 
I have nota doubt of the respectability of every man who signed that 
petition and his right to be heard, and I am entirely willing to print 
the petition as a public document, but not to circulate it by the United 
States through the RECORD. It conveys no information to the people 
of the United States at all. I will, for the sake of the convenience of 
the Senator from Florida, withdraw my objection. 

Mr. PLUMB. I renew it, and I do so because I do not think it is 
an essential part of any petition that the names of the persons who sign 
it shall be entered on the record. I make the objection, not because 
of this particular case, but because if it be the rule that a petition 
signed by a number of thousands of persons may be inserted in the 
RECORD we shall find that a good many people will desire to have that 
done as a means of bringing about acertain degree of notoriety. I beg 
the Senator from Florida to understand that if this was an ordinary 
request concerning his convenience I would not interpose any objec- 
tion; but I think on the whole this is a good time to do that which 
really concerns the convenience of all of us with reference to matters of 
this kind hereafter. Of course if there is to be this advertisement of 
individual persons who sign petitions, then I, in common with all other 
members of this body, will be under constraint to see that our constitu- 
ents who petition us about cattle-trails and about land-grant forfeitures 
and about Oklahoma, and every other subject on which they do petition 
us, are indulged in the same privilege, and I shall certainly avail myself, 
if this is to be done, of the opportunity which will be offered to ad- 
vertise the people of who put their names to requests of differ- 
ent kinds which they ask me to present to this body. 

Mr. HARRIS. I beg to say to the Senator from Kansas that while 
I quite agree with him in the objection toprinting in the RECORD these 
petitions and the long list of thousands of names the Senator from 
Florida has a right to read them, and they go into the RECORD when 
read; and the practical question is whether we will compel the Senator 
to stand here and read that list of names and ourselves to sit here and 
listen to the reading. It seems to me we had quite as well allow him 
to print. 


Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida yield ? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not ask any privilege; I stand by my objection; 
but I will say in reply to the Senator from Tennessee that if the Sen- 
ator from Florida believes it important that all these names should go 
in the RECORD, then I think-he ought not to object to anything which 
requires him to read them. And as to the Senate, it never has assumed 
to have any control over the length of speech any Senator should make; 
and if the Senator from Florida chooses to make his speech on this oc- 
casion a little longer than it otherwise would be by reading these names, 
the Senate will submit to this infliction as it has submitted to all in- 
flictions of the same kind, from whatever source they have come, ever 
since I have been a member of this body at least. 

I want to say another thing to the Senator from Tennessee. If it is 
to be supposed or understood that names attached to petitions only go 
into the RECORD because of the willingness of the individual Senator 
to whom they have been sent to read them, and therefore use up his 
time and that of the Senate in reading them, I suppose that generally 
the people who sign these petitions will not expect Senators to do that; 
but if they are to go in nem. con., to be entered in a bunch by consent 
of the Senate, with no requirement to read them, then of course the 
Senator who gets them will be expected to indulge his constituents in 
thatsame rule. I think, therefore, the objection is well taken. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator from Florida yield to me fora 
moment? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I appeal to the Senator from Florida to allow this 
petition with all its signatures to be printed asa document of the Sen- 
ate, so that it shall not go into the RECORD and swell the volume of 
the RECORD as every one of these things does. This is only one drop 
in the bucket I admit; but we have been latterly endeavoring to keep 
the RECORD diminished in bulk by not printing init long petitions, by 
not printing in it names to petitions, and a variety of other things that 
have come to us. I think the course I propose will answer his pur- 
pose aswell. I confess that I sympathize with the Senator from Flor- 
ida in respect of the settlersof whom he is speaking, of whose condition 
I have heard something myself, but I appeal to him that his object will 
be attained by having this paper printed as a document. 

Mr. CALL. Entirely so, Mr. President, and I should have very 
much pored that course, and really thought I was going to pursue 
it until the interruption was made. I have no desire that this should 
go in the RECORD, but I have a desire that the people of Florida and 
those who are interested in these lands shall know who it is that has 
applied to Congress for their forfeiture and for their being opened to 
actual entry and settlement. Iam entirely content with the sugges- 
tion made by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask unanimous consent then—which would not 
otherwise be in order at thistime—to move that this petition be printed 
for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate hears the request of the 
Senator from Vermont that the petition referred to by the Senator from 
Florida shall be printed for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. With the accompanying documents? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
printing is ordered. 

Mr. CALL. Now I shall not detain the Senate any further than to 
say that the allusion in the letter signed by Mr. Simonton, who is, I 
believe, the head of a large Catholic colony settled upon these lands in 
Hernando County from the Northern States, an enterprising and very 
valuable colony of people, who went there last year, while doing credit 
to me perhaps as much if not more than I deserve for my efforts in this 
body, has done injustice to my colleague in the Senate [Mr. JONES] 
and my colleague in the House [Mr. DAVIDSON], both of whom have 
been zealous and solicitous for the protection of these settlers and for 
opening these lands so far as they could to actual settlement and culti- 
vation. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question ? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to ask the Senator whether he or his col-- 
league ever introduced a bill to have this land grant forfeited? 

Mr. CALL. We have introduced various petitions, and my colleague 
in the House, Mr. DAVIDSON, has been, I believe, before the committee 
there, as I understand, and I have been before the committee here. I 
am not blaming the committee of the Senate. I know they have been 
oppressed with a number of applications for forfeitures and bills pend- 
ing there, but these petitions have been presented and they have been 
remarked upon by me, and for three years in the Senate I have been 
urging from time to time some action upon them. 

Mr. MORGAN. The reason of my inquiry was this: There were two 


bills relative to Florida as far as I now recall, the only two that re- 
lated to land grants in Florida, one, Senate joint resolution No. 130, 
introduced by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck], prohib- 
iting the sale of lands between Waldo and Tampa Bay, Florida, under 
the grant to the State of Florida to aid in the construction of a line of 
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railroad from Amelia Island to Tampa, Fla., introduced February 18, 
1885, very late in the session. The other was a bill introduced by the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] June 30, 1884 (S. 2353), to forfeit 
the unearned lands granted to aid in the construction of the Florida 
Railroad by ‘‘An act granting public lands in alternate sections to the 
States of Florida and Alabama, to aid in the construction of certain rail- 
roads in said States’’ and to restore the same to settlement, and for 
other purposes, 

My impression is that that is the same body of land referred to in the 
resolution now before the Senate. That bill came from Kansas. The 
Senator from Kansas the chairman of the committee introduced that 
bill. I have a pretty distinct impression that either one or both the 
Senators from Florida, pending this bill offered by the Senator from 
Kansas, made some request of the committee that action upon itshould 
be delayed or deferred until the subject could be looked into by those 
Senators. 

Mr. CALL. I did. 

Mr. MORGAN. TheSenator made that request. After that request 
was made by the Senator from Florida to delay action on this subject 
it occurs to me that it is hardly worth while to take up the time of 
the Senate in a merely executive session, one that in no sense is legis- 
lative, to consider a resolution directed to the Secretary of the Interior 
and Attorney-General that they shall not issue patents or proceed to 
exercise whatever are their lawful and constitutional functions in re- 
spect to these public lands. The laws of the United States as they 
stand upon the statute-book must be executed by the executive branch 
of the Government. The President himself, as well as every head of 
Department, is sworn that he will see that the laws are faithfully ex- 
ecuted. They must have an unbiased judgment about a matter of this 
kind. We confide to them the decision of questions connected with 
the public lands; and if the laws are of such a character as that they 
need modification or amendment it is the duty of Congress to do that, 
and not the duty of the Senate of the United States alone. How can 
the Senate of the United States pe a resolution of the purport of this 
one, suspending the operation of a law or directing that the executive 
officers of this Government shall not execute it until Congress shall 
have taken a certain line of action upon it? 

It seems to me that we are engaged here in the discussion of a topic 
over which we really have no jurisdiction, for I can not conceive that 
under a mere Senate resolution the officers of this Government can be 
instructed with respect to the execution of a law or the manner of the 
execution ofalaw. The Senate of the United States has no right to 
usurp to itself the function of suspending laws or amending laws or 
requiring that laws shall not be put intoexecution. I therefore think 
that this debate certainly can have no purpose in it unless it be merely 
to enable Senators to express their opinions about the conduct of cer- 
tain officers perhaps heretofore or their apprehensions about the con- 
duct of officers as it may exist in the future. 

I will move, unless there is some further desire for debate about this 
matter, that the resolution lie on the table. If any Senator desires to 
discuss it farther—— ~ 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I suggested to the Senate yesterday, when I in- 
troduced this resolution and asked that it lie on the table until called 
up for discussion, that I should ask to have it referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, I will not object to its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, but it is very obvious that that committee can 
take no proper action upon it at this session of the Senate. The session 
of Congress really has not opened in due form according to the laws 
and the Constitution. This is merely an executive session of the Sen- 


ate. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Alabama has referred to a bill intro- 
duced by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] on the 30th of June, 
1884, a few days before the expiration of the long session of the last 
Congress. That bill provided for the forfeiture of the lands which are 
adjacent to and conterminous with the uncompleted portion of the main 
line of this road. I did ask that that bill should be delayed for exami- 
nation. The bill provides for the confirmation of the title of this com- 
pany to all lands conterminous to the road which has been built since 
the expiration of the grant. I was not prepared, without consulting 
the people of the State, to commit myself to that proposition. 

I have always said to them that I would do whatever the people of 
that portion of the State desired in regard to this forfeiture, and that 
if they desired these lands forfeited from the point of Waldo to Tampa 
Bay, no part of the road having been built within fourteen years after 
the expiration of the grant, I would vote as the people desired me to 
vote on that proposition; and therefore I was not prepared to vote for 
the bill which the Senator from Kansas introduced. I have not made 
any reflection upon the Committee on Public Lands. I was not dis- 
posed to vote for that bill, and did not desire its introduction here until 
we knew what wasthe feeling of the settlers and the people of that part 
of the State. 

Mr. President, I have made these remarks because a letter came to 
the Senator from Nebraska reflecting somewhat upon some of the rep- 
resentatives from Florida here for not having secured action on this sub- 
ject and because there had been no forfeiture of these lands. The Sen- 
ator from Kentucky received at the last session of Congress letters and 
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petitions from Kentucky people who have settled there which he brought 
to my attention. Senators from different States and both sides of the 
Chamber have come to me with letters of this description from people 
of their States urging action on the subject, and whatever may be the 
fate of the Senator’s resolution, it was eminently proper that I should 
show those people that we had not been inattentive to their request, 
and place upon the record the facts, which would do justice both to our- 
selyes and to Congress. 

I do not agree with the Senator from Alabama. I do not think that 
any grantee has a right to sell these lands where they were not earned 
before the act expired, where no part of the work was done, no part of 
the condition complied with. I think no one has a right to advertise 
and sell those lands as the absolute property of this corporation, thereby 
taking the money of innocent parties and dispossessing people; if the 
condition was not performed, Congress can re-enter upon the land, and 
I have no doubt that Congress has the absolute right to reenter on the 
land, and to open it to actual settlement, and to protect all actual 
settlers who may be on it. 

I think the Senate has a perfect right, if it sees fit to do so, and if 
every one thought as I do it would to-day pass the resolution request- 
ing the Attorney-General to prevent by notice or otherwise any further 
sale of this property, and I do the justice to the late Secretary of the 
Interior, Mr. TELLER, to say that in answer to a petition of citizens of 
Florida on this subject, as the correspondence I have referred to will 
show, he advised them that these people had no right to sell this land. 
I ask that this correspondence, so far as it relates to this subject, may 
be published as a part of my remarks. 

In 1856, nearly thirty years ago, Congress granted these lands to the 
State to aid in the construction of a railroad from Amelia Island to 
Tampa Bay, and limited the time to ten years, after which it provided 
that the land should revert to the United States if the road was not built 
in ten years. 

The State granted these lands to the Florida Railroad Company, 
which was then chartered to construct the line of railroad from Amelia 
Island to Tampa, with an extension to Cedar Keys. Mr. David L. 
Yulee, at the time this act was passed granting these lands to the State, 
was a Senator in Congress from Florida, and also one of the principal 
ee to the stock and president of the railroad company to the 
benefit of which the grant made by the Government inured. 

Nearly thirty years have passed. The railroad to Tampa is not to- 
day built. The ten years expired nearly twenty years ago, and twelve 
years before a mile of road was built. 

The subscribers to the stock of the railroad company for which the 
grant was made failed to pay their stock subscription and never have 
paid it, as has been testified by Gencral James Finegan, who was one 
of them. 

Mr. Yulee, the president of the road, makes the following statement 
in his testimony in the Johnson case: 

But I will now say further that it was not me pes that the gentlemen com- 
posing what was called ** The Association ” could furnish the means to build the 
road. It was known they could not. Mr. Cole and myself were probably the 
most wealthy of the Boo Boy and our means were or far short of the require- 
mentsof the enterprise. Indeed, there was nocapital in Eastern Florida for the 
purpose, I selected the gentlemen who associated with me on account of the 


service I thought they could do in promoting my views for securing the con- 
struction of a road across the peninsula. It was e that the Ahead and 


different times in its accomplishment, and had obtained for them 1 ion, in 
the shape of charters, at several sessions of the Legislature, in 1847, 1848, 1849, and 
51. No interest in these charters was retained by myself or ends in 


with accepted the 
control of the charters for the purpose of defeating rather n constructing a 
road. At the session of 1852-53 I procured a new charter and determined to 
hold its control in the interest of the enterprise. For this purpose the associa- 
tion was organized, and for this purpose so much of the as was not sub- 
scribed for by others was taken upon the last.day by Judge Bronson and my- 
self for the benefit of the gentlemen to be associated with us. They had all 
previously manifested sym yand interest in my efforts. After the company 
was organized under this er I secured for the company the terminal lands 
on the Atlantic, which Mr. Law owned,and those at the Gulf terminus, which 
were controlled by Mr. Parsonsand myself. This valuable property was sub- 
ordinated to the construction of the road for a nominal consideration. I pro- 
cured also ae pamgo of the “internal improvement act” by the State, where- 
by a good bonded security for $10,000 per mile, to iron and equip the road, and a 
grant of alternate sections of State lands were obtained. 

I also procured a grant of alternate sections of public lands from the United 
States. These assets seemed sufficient for the construction of the road. They 
were all put into the treasury of the corporation and devoted to the uses of the 
enterprise. They were all by mo: made primarily appropriate to con- 
struction. The means of construction were obtained upon the credit of this 

roperty and of the road to be constructed, and not upon the credit of the stock, 

he only benefit the stockholders could derive would be in dividends of earn- 
ings after the construction and maintenance of the road was fully paid. That 
was the only benefit they allowed themselves to contemplate for a successful 
result of their labors in securing the t boon to their State of a transit road 
across the peninsula. The object and spirit of the association is best shown in 
my letter to Mr. CALL of May 2, 1855, a copy of which I ask to be allowed to ap- 
pend to this answer. 

The road was completed, but the disastrous consequences of the war swept the 
pi y from the company and extinguished the stock interest. Al the assets 
of the association and of the company, which had proven to be in fact sufficient 
to build the road, were disposed of and exhausted in the work. The policy of 
the association practically made those outside of the stockholders, who furnished 
means in the construction, preferred stockholders to the full extent of the cost 
of the road. Asa means of exhibiting and indicating my own notions and the 
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spirit that actuated me in a pe to this enterprise, impeached as they are by 
the implications in this case, I ask permission to have appended to this testi- 
mony an extract from a sworn statement made by me to a joint committee of 
the Legislature at the session of 1858, years ago. 

Homosassa, May 2, 1855. 

My Dear Str: I have your two letters of 18th and 25th in regard to the mat- 
ter with Judge Bronson, I will readily to anything that may be agree- 
able to the rest of you, The fact is it is with reluctance that we would part 
Bek the judge as an associate, and only from the necessities of the case on both 

es. 

The case stands thus: We embarked in a confidential association, essential 
necessities in which were unity of design and purpose, personal co-operation and 
ppg and mutual confidence. At the bottom of the whole and pervadin, 
the organization was the primary purpose of effecting the construction of a 
across the insula of our State. Next tothis leading purpose, and as far only 
as compatible with it, we proposed a personal profit to ourselves from the enter- 
prise. This was necessary and useful to the main purpose, because the expecta- 
tion of profit would serve asa stimulus to labor for the work and encourage the 


n sacrifices of time and capital in its accomplishment; and it was just 
and proper, because we, whose particular exertions and sacrifices effected the re- 
sult, a fair preference to its peculiar pecuniary rewards; the public having 


the general benefit of a road, with all its enriching effects to the Common wealth, 
as much as if the particular profits of the stock came tous or to any others, But 
still the distinct agreement, and to which all individual profits to ourselves was 

. to be secondary, was that we could, at all hazards, conduct the enterprise to a 
successful issue by the creation of a road in the State uniting the two seas, and 
would hold the control of the stock for that purpose until it was accomplished. 
This involved also a mutual pledge that if it failed of profit and a loss ensued 
we would mutually contribute, standing by each other in every contingency. 
That personal profit was to be secondary and ultimate only is shown by the fact 
that we appropriated the whole fruits of the town and other pope to the con- 
struction of the road. so that it is only in case the road, after itis made, pays 
dividends beyond itsdebts that we desire any benefits, and then surely we ought 
to, as the originators and conductors of so important and beneficial an improve- 
ment. It was also a part of the social compact of the partners that in the event 
of the death of either the rest would keep in view and protect the interest of 
the decedent's family. 

Now, if the judge could pay u 
associates have done, there would be no difficulty at all in the case, because the 
state of his health would make it our pleasure to carry on the affairs of the 
company to its best success and best profits, for his alvantage ry aa with our 
own, without taxing him withany personal service. This would be donein the 
cordial spirit of the relations founded by our association, besides our previous 
personal ties. 

Bat how stands the matter? We call for the restoration of the first 1 per cent. 
which was loaned to the subscribers till called for (I have faithfully rded 
this as a loan, and have held myself in law and honor bound forthe whole sum 
to the company, being myself responsible for it), aud we also call for something 
further. Our friend, unhappily, by reason of his protracted sickness, is unable 
to respond to the demand. We have with leasure waited, and no doubt 
all of us would be cordially content to w: 


the installments required and due, as the other 


t still. longer for him to make his 
services available; or we would make some other arrangements that would be 
the substitute to us for the amount due by him to the company, so as to relieve 
him from present inconveniences in providing for the company payments. 

But his wishes extend beyond this. He desires to realize a profit now upon 
his stock before the object of the association issecured. With this view he con- 
templated a negotiation and sale of one-half his stock to a friend in New York, 
requiring therefor the =v drone in full of all installments due upon the whole 
stock, and an advance of a considerable sum besides, upon long loan, secured 
by mortgage upon the remaining half. 

We desire to tify him, because we all esteem him, and thus adelicate point 
was presented for our action touching our private associated relations. So anx- 
ious were we to gratify the judge by serving his views that we had at first 
agreed to let him take the course he supon, but further reflection and dis- 

iscovered the incompatibility of the 


k in few hands, wh: wil to in in dd ere that 
ept in few who were cur pecun i and devote their 
M aee d raar reveal pads to the success of 


After sanctioning its going into market ata eager before the construction 

„we can not call upon this outside purchaser to sacrifice 
his investment to our eral public purpose. He invested at a premium, with 
our consent, for pda piisa gig and with no other motive. We invested for a great 
public good, ee ultimate profit as incidental and possible only. Our 
motives and inducements being different, thesame rule would not apply to both. 
Thus to the extent that we let any of the stock out of the association the 
fundamental point of partnership is vitally inju for the stock is a material 
part of the means for building the road. 


Suppose other Perna fail, and by paying out the whole stock we can get the 
work executed, the plan of our association would require us todo it; yet to the 
extent that any has gone out from our control we are disabled, and if this 


part goes qut others may follow. 
The practical effect is to dissolve the association. for, when the power to exe- 
cute the Eaa is , the utility and effective life of the body is gone. 

, 2. It woul subject us to the incon nee, and not agreeable necessity, of 
accounting for our doings to an interest foreign in residence and not sympathetic 
in motive, and of submitting to be questioned and criticised by parties not par- 

s. 


ticipant in our cow 

3. It would impair one of the supports to our individual activity, namely, the 
consideration that although in w. we were individually doing the whole = 
efit would not be to the actor—it would be shared by special frien: This con- 


sideration has had useful influence with me, and therefore, of course, with my 


associates. 

4. It is by no means certain yet that the enterprise is securely established upon 
a basis of profit. If it proves a loss, the association would suffer the odium of 
any loss which they had caused to a person buying his way in at a premium; 
while the matter remains as now oaned, the hazards are mutually and vol- 
untarily incurred, and no one can b the other. 

5. If the present contract fails, we have to resort to other arrangements, which 
may require the control of the stock. 

6. It would have a tendency to place the movement before the public as a 
mere speculation, which would be unjust to the association, such not being the 
spirit of its organization. 

These objections appearing, the first alternative that suggested itself was to 
see ifa sale upon the judge's terms could be rie Scope ih Mr. Barrett, who, 
if he became connected with Mr. Bangs, would in unity with our paras as 
it would be a leading object with him to accomplish the making of the road, or, 

th the associatio with that 


in default of that, to a with the y n, and 
view, Finegan went up with meto see the judge. 
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When we came to consult over the matter at Saint Augustine two difficulties 
struck us: 

First. That it was impolitie to increase the influence of the contracting party 
in the company at the present stage of the movement; and, secondly, that after 
arranging for half of the judge's stock, we might again hereafter, for the same 
reasons of regretted necessity on his part and the same motive of self-preserva- 
tion on the part of the association, be obliged to enter into competition for the 
other half, The necessity to make any purchase at all crippled our means to 
meet the exigencies of the company, but we agreed to raise a sum sufficient to 
relieve our friend’s pecuniary exigeucies as a premium of profit to him, and to 
take the stock with all its incumbrances of installments and the whole risks of 
loss in the enterprise, rather than depart from the original scheme of the asso- 
ciation, or be subjected to the odium of involving outside parties, if the enter- 
pm failed under our management, or if, in carrying out our main purpose, we 
m upon them a sacrifice to a domestic good which did not enter into the 
motive of their investment. 

These were the considerations that led to the proposal you were requested to 
confer about with the judge. 

Any other form that would meet the views controlling us as an association 
would be equally as acceptable to me as far as my available means would per- 


mit. 
Yours, truiy, 
Gro. W. CALL, Esq. 


The State, through the internal improvement fund, guaranteed the in- 
terest on these bonds, and became a paid-up stockholder, and, General 
Finegan testifies, the only paid-up stockholder of any considerable 
amount. The railroad was sold in 1866, under the provisional State 
government, by the provisional officers, without any decree of any 
court, without any authority of law, and in violation of the express 
language of the statute. It was bought in the name of Edwin M. 
Dickinson and associates, and paid for with the bonds of the company, 
guaranteed, as to their interest, by the State internal improvement 
ee which were not due for twenty years, bought for 20 cents on the 

ollar, 

The railroad, one hundred and fifty miles in length, wassold for about 
$320,000, payable in these bonds, rated at 20 cents on the dollar. The 
purchaser of the railroad, Mr. E. M. Dickinson, had been before the war 
purchaser of a contract made by the railroad company with certain of 
its own directors and principal stockholders, which practically gave these 
directors, Finegan & Cole, all the lands granted by the State and the 
United States, also bonds to the extent of $10,000 a mile, with inter- 
est guaranteed by the State’s internal improvement fund, also a ma- 
jority of stock, to construct the road from Amelia Island to Cedar Keys. 
The plan evidently was, according to Mr. Yulee’s statement, and it is 
so testified by General Joseph Finegan, to pay for the stock by build- 
ing the road with the lands and with the State’s guaranteed internal 
improvement fund's interest, guarantee of the railroad company’s bonds, 
for which the State became a paid-up stockholder. 

The result was that the State was the only paid-up stockholder, and 
instead of the company haying as its assets, as the law required, the 
paid-up subscriptions to the capital stock, also the lands, also the in- 
terest guaranteed bonds, it had nothing but the benefits granted by 
the State and the United States. When Mr. Dickinson became the 
purchaser of the contract he obligated himself to assume all the debts 
of the contractors and to complete the road to Cedar Key. This was 
done by giving not his own but the railroad company’s notes for the 
obligations of the contractors and for the construction of the road to 
Cedar Keys, which was thus built. Mr. Yulee further states as follows: 

I append what I believe to be a full statement of the liabilities incurred by 
the company in aid of the contractors as well as on its account thro my acts, 

In my answer, as president, to the confederate district court, in the proceed- 
ings there pending under the confiscation act of the Confederate States govern- 
ment, and which are made an exhibit of in the bill of complaint in this case, I 

je an introductory statement in reference to the notes executed in connec- 
tion with the contract of construction in the following words: 

Isaid I thought it advisable to specify the debts owing by this com: to 
parties residing in the United States (now at war with this idirin ean ge Aie 
were contracted on account and in behalf of the contractors, Edward N. Dick- 
erson & Company. The obligations of this company (Florida Railroad) were 
given, but the collateral security, in every case large, was furnished to the com- 
pany by the contractors, to be placed with the notes as security to the company, 
as well as the creditors, 

The convenience of the company name in these cases was afforded to the con- 
tractors for reasons useful to the object of the company, but without any agreed 
pecuniary considerations. 


The notes given by the company in the place of the contractors under this ar- 
rangement were as follows: 


D. L. YULEE, 


Names of payees. 


156, 201 62 

& 298, 370 29 

Ri & Oo... 59,999 99 
Elisha Riggs.. 9,999 99 
Gelpke, Kentzen & Rechart... 47,600 00 
Harlan & Hollingsworth... 2,942 31 
Taunton Loe, a i Cow. 7,756 03 
M. K.J & Co.. 1,609 00 
3,363 28 

1,068 56 

16,155 10 

25,779 08 
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It appears, then, from this statement of Mr. Yulee, that the company 
gave its notes for $630,845.25, debts of the contractors for building the 
road which Mr. Dickerson, the purchaser at the sale in 1866, was bound 
to pay—and that this sale in 1866 was made in part to pay the ‘ sink- 
ing fund” and the interest on the $764,000 of the company’s first-mort- 
gage bonds deposited by the compan ya as a collateral for this debt which 
Mr. Dickerson was bound to pay, and that Mr. Dickerson instead of pay- 
ing the $630,845.25 and the interest thereon, becomes the purchaser of 
the property at $320,000, purchases the bonds at 20 cents on the dollar 
and pays them in as purchase-money, and becomes, with his associates, 
the owner of the franchise, not only leaving his debt then and now un- 
paid, but also leaving the State or the internal improvement fund, 
which was the only paid-up stockholder, without any interest in the 

roperty, and also leaving this cash stockholder and creditor, the State, 
fia ble on its guarantee of the Vose bonds on which the State, through 
its internal improvement fund, in 1880 paid, under a decree of the 
United States court, the sum of about or near $1,000,000. Yet under 
these facts Mr. Dickerson and his associates and assigns claim a rail- 
road property worth Po $3,000,000, including a land grant of 
near 1,800,000 acres, from all liability to the State. 

It is not too much to say that this is a plain and manifest absurdity. 
There is no snch law. No court of last resort would dare to so prosti- 
tute their judicial functions as tosustain it. This more than a million 
of dollars due the State, if no more, should be collected and the money 
invested in the education of the children of the State and in her insti- 
tutions of charity; and this great land grant, so far as it was not earned 
before 1866, should be held first subject to the rights of actual settlers, 
and it is oneof the strangest of all strange things that there should ever 
have been or should be now any delay or hesitation in those who are 
charged with the duty of protecting the public interests in thus at least 
submitting the question to some judicial tribunal of last resort to know 
whether if the State pays the debts of a corporation with the public 
money it is not both their right and duty to hold its property liable 
for the debt; whether if the State was a paid-up stockholder and a 
creditor ina corporation where there were no other paid-up stockholders, 
there is any lawful means by which the property and the franchise may 
pass to the principal debtor and the stockholder who has not paid, by 
their compromising the claims of other creditors for 20 cents on the 
dollar many years before they were due, and paying them in as the pur- 
chase-money of the property and hold the property worth millions of 
dollars as their private property and leave the paid-up stockholder to 
pay a million of dollars of other debts for which its liability continues; 
whether the State being the grantee of 1,100,000 acres of land granted 
by Congress for the construction of a railroad between certain points 
in ten years and the title continuing in her unforfeited, it is right in 
those who control her public affairs twenty years after the ten years 
have expired to pass the title of this land to the persons for whom she 
has paid this million of dollars and who have grown enormously rich 
out of the property thas paid for by the State, leaving the poor man, 
the actual settler, to be turned out of his home and improvements by 
speculators who have bought the land from these debtors of the State 
and stockholders who have not paid for their stock and who never paid 
either money or other consideration for it. I do not think so. I think 
that this is so plain and undeniable that he who runs may read, and 
that the path of duty and right and public policy is in the defense 
and maintenance of the people’s rights. 

The State, through the internal improvement fund, being then and 
always the only paid-up stockholder, under his contract he became, 
as I think conclusively appears from a statement by Mr. Yulee, under 
oath, in the proceedings in confiscation during the war, a copy of which 
is still extant, a debtor of the company in an amount of something like 
one million of dollars. 

Mr. Yulee, the Senator, and president of the railroad company at the 
time the grant was made, the president and one of the principal stock- 
holders after the grant was made, and up to the time of the alleged 
sale to Mr. Dickinson, the vice-president and manager of the property 
since, as will appear from Executive Document No. 91 in 1880-’81, ob- 
tained from Mr. Schurz, Secretary of Interior, the reservation of these 
lands fourteen years after the ten years’ limit of the grant had expired 
and before any road had been commenced to Tampa, although a con- 
tract had been made, as I have been informed, by Mr. Agnew, of Ocala, 
member of a distinguished and successful mercantile firm, to grade and 
cross-tie the road from Waldo to Ocala outof his own meansand to take 
payment from the freights on the road, 

The report of the treasurer of the State of Florida on the 20th No- 
vember, 1860, contains the following statement: 


THE FLORIDA RAILROAD COMPANY, 


The amount of interest paid on the bonds of this Grope ers with that 
which has accrued on these bonds held by the trus: s we $195, 195 00 


To which add bond dividend and stock interest. 19, 265 91 
214, 460 91 
For which there has been received certificates of stock... $130, 100 00 
Cash on net earnings of company............0..-cceceesseeeseee eos 6, 937 33 
— 137,037 33 


Assets of internal improvement fund. 
Florida Railroad stook............ssceeesseees $130, 000 00 
SOROA sreeeeeeeeee 95,000 00 
$1,000 F'lo: Railroad Company’s bonds.. $35 18 
$86,000 Florida Railroad Company’ s bonds. 3,025 05 
$10,000 Florida Railroad Company's bonds.... 351 75 
$10,000 Florida Railroad Company’s bonds.... 700 00 
$ Florida Railroad Company" s bonds.. 22,089 90 
1 saoo Florida Railroad Company’s bonds......... 35 17 
000 Florida Railroad OTANI s bonds, 424 20 
148,00 000 Florida Railroad Company's bonds 26, 005 00 
1 012, 000 Florida Railroad Company’ s bonds 35, 420 00 
10,000 Florida Railroad Company's bonds......... 350 00 
$1,198,000 Florida Railroad Company's bonds .........cssnce 42,355 80 
130,792 05 
To amount received from Florida Railroad Company, half net earn- 
BURR coors ext AT ee AN 2 pp NE 6,676 33 
231, 676 33 


Report treasurer internal improvement fund, January 1, 1883. 
Feb. 28, 1881.—Paid master’s certificate— 
No. 48, ashe 


ret =| 
2R= 
zeg 


133 62 

5,000 00 

2,290 00 

385 81 

No. 118, in full... 3,500 00 

No, 101, in part. 893 69 

No. 102, in part.. 158 89 

No. 103, in 2,000 00 

Mar. 31, 1881. No. 111, in full... 2,215 50 
No. 62,in part..... 32 00 

No. 97,in part.. 767 06 

No. 116, in part.. 261 85 

No. 114, in 1,175 61 

No. 102, ba 145 98 

No. 101, balance.. 6 31 

Apr, 30, 1851, No, 88, in part.. 1,080 58 
No. 97,in part.. 152 04 

No. 116, in part..... 223 58 

No. 114, balance 28 38 

No. 117, in full.. 3,000 00 

May 31, 1881. No. 88, balance. 969 42 
No, 97, part .. 80 00 

No. 123, in ful 672 20 

No. 122, in full... 1,132 51 

No. 106, in full.. 821 60 

No. 121, in full.. 2,815 58 

No, 96, in full.. 1,016 76 

No, 105, in part 69 21 

No. 116, in part 355 38 

June 30, 1881. No. 104, in ful 190 58 
No, 107. in full... 812 87 

No. 108, in full... 75 42 

No. 109, in full. 203 13 

No. 110, in full... 300 00 

No. 124, in full... 2,500 00 

No. 105, balance 71 36 

July 31, 1881, No. 119, part.. 571 15 
No. 120, balance... 413 47 

June 30, 1881. No. 16,in part .... 9,019 95 
Sept. 30, 1881. No, 112, in P 1,041 87 
ING) TIS, SAX TUL EE EE EE E sonoes pooeensteocs 5,155 46 

OE AEEA easter wee sosescaceceres seer 6), 880 12 


Report treasurer internal SE EEE 1882. 
Sept. 30—C, D. edi attorney for James H israe auzan $1,740 98 
73 09 


À. tt, master, report of coupons... $300 5 
Henry ; Juckson, attorney, costs, as per receipt 4,677 40 
C.D, "Willard, oe costs, as per receipt...... ..ccccernecsee 42,096 66 


On certificate No. 98 
On certificate No. 99.. 
On certificate No. 115.. 


604 16 
Nov. 4—C.D. Willard, attorney ely P. Greenough, ad- 6 
ministrator P T EE dcsecsesssanpenšocýoacseseasace' i. 21,900 47 
Assignee, J. H. Paine... ae 870 49 
Assignee, J. H. Paine........ 36 54 
72,872 50 
Jan, 14—C. D. Willard, attorney Francis Vose estate. 267 OL 
Estate Vose, aes eas aes in puh 903 00 
158,211 3Ł 
April 29—Paid land certificate No. 128... sesers eave sesesoree 250 00 
Paid land certificate No. 126. s 300 00 
Paid land certificate No. 129.......is.sevsessssonsss cesses 250 00 
— 800 00 
May 6—Paid claim estate Vose proper amount held in matter of 
Avery vs, Assignee VOSe.....sesssessrestesesssesssseese S osissasseade isio 30,307 50 
July 10—Samuel E. Swann, Florida Railroad... 71 
July 19—Master’s certificate, No, 1.. seavbaseredes ibe 500 00 
July 20—W. H. Wagner, Florida Railroad COUPONB,...05 .cccccceccevsassersee 2, B71 9B 
400, 382 12 


ae the report of the treasurer of the internal improvement fund of January, 


meld ©. D. Willard, attorney for Frances Vose estate 
Estate Vose, assignee J, H. Paine 

It is thus seen that the State of Florida has paid about $1,000,000 
on the capital stock of the Florida Railroad Company and in the pay- 
ment of its debts—that it was really the only Paid -up reget LE, 
that it paid the Vose debt within the last two or three years of about, 
$1,000,000, which was for the iron on the road. 


++ $157, 267 01 
903 00 
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The State and the United States gave the lands, guaranteed the in- 
terest on the bonds, paid it, paid its debt for the iron in 1880-81, yet 
the State has nothing, and there has never been a suit or judicial in- 
quiry into her rights, and the subscribers for the unpaid stock hold all 
the property, and nearly twenty years after the expiration of the grant 
are selling the lands at high prices and dispossessing the settlers and 
their families, the poor men of the country. The commissioner, one 
5. I. Wailes, of Washington city, of whose acts these petitioners com- 
plain, seems to have assumed as railroad commissioner, as he terms him- 
self, to control the State of Florida, to appropriate her revenues, and to 
dispose of the public lands of the United States without authority of 
pes. iy without even the authority of the Commissioner of Public 
Lands or the Secretary of the Interior. 

As an evidence of the necessity of some inquiry by Congress as to who 
this railroad age poo is composed of, what disposition is being made 
of the proceeds of the grants, as to whether they are being used for the 
purposes intended by Congress, as to whether they are being used to 
oppress and injure actual settlers and the citizens of the State, whether 
these proceeds are being invested in princely mansions and supporting 
in regal style those who have paid nothing while the creditors remain 
unpaid, I read the following items from the report of the treasurer of 
the internal improvement board—the following statement of sums of 
money paid Mr. S. I. Wailes as State land agent for getting patents 
under the acts of Congress, which the secretary is obliged and required 
to carry out, and in regard to which there is no possibility of render- 
ing any service, or doing anything whatever more than to say to the 
secretary or commissioner what the law now says and what everybody 
knows, and to do which two Senatorsand two members of Congress are 
here with power and authority: 


Report treasurer internal improvement fund, January 1, 1882. 


1881. 
Feb. 28. S. I. Wailes, for adjusting land Claims.......sccessmerssees $2,122 09 
Mar. 31. DO iirccssoses: = BOAR az pislebisckoodentis a 829 94 
1,016 50 
3,855 43 
16,913 66 
10, 096 52 
5,642 H 
Nov. 3. 240 00 
Dec, 16, S. I. Wailes, compensation for services land entries cer- 
May 26.8.1. Wallen, procuring PAIS SHIS ior 10080 ee oe 
ay 25.8.1. es, p! g patents entry No. 
June 17. Do. «No. 10981 148 28 
May 2. pee. „No. 11062. aa 76 30 
44,320 $5 


Besides this large sum of money, I am informed that large grants of 
land have been made to Mr. Wailes asan alleged compensation for induc- 
ing the Secretary of the Interior to do what the law requires him to do, 
and what he will be subject to impeachment for not doing, and what 
no agent can render him any aid in doing. 

The same commissioner, as appears from the letter of Hon. W. D. 
Bloxham, late governor of Florida, which will be published as an ap- 
pendix to these remarks, has been demanding the payment of more 
than $60,000, being nearly the whole amount of money recommended. 
by the Committee on Military Affairs to reimburse the State on account 
of its expenditure in suppressing Indian war hostilities, on the plea of 
services rendered in inducing Congress to make the appropriation. 
Every Senator here, and especially the distinguished Senator from 
South Carolina, General HAMPTON, who made the favorable report, well 
knows that we never saw his face here, that he had nothing whatever 
to do with the action of the Senate, and that he rendered no service 
of any kind. 

Mr. President, I have made these statements in order that the people 
may know and Congress may know the facts as they appear in these 
papers and that it may be known that I shall do all in my power to in- 
duce Congress to protect the actual settlers on these lands, to prevent 
these grants and the proceeds of these sales from being invested outside 
of the State and accumulated in enormous fortunes for the benefit of in- 
dividuals and not for the poate good. 

I am informed by the following letter of the Commissioner of Public 
Lands that the Florida Railroad has 300,000 acres of land, earned before 
the war by thecompletion of therailroad to Cedar Keys in 1860, and that 
its trustee has just made application that this land should be certified 
to the assignees of the Florida Railroad Company; and Mr. Samuel 
Swan, a well-known and reputable citizen of Florida, for a long time 
the representative of the Florida Railroad Company, has been appointed 
State agent to make the selection and receive the certificate. 

Mr. President, there is living in this city a venerable gentleman nearly 
85 years of age, who is dispensing a princely fortune in beautiful char- 
ities. The Louise Home, the Academy of Art, with many donations to 
education and religion, will bear his name to posterity with honor, and 
we may hope will obtain for him the crown of a happy immortality. 
This gentleman has held for many years the unpaid bonds of this Florida 
Railroad for a large amount, for which he has in vain up to this time 
sought payment. But it seems as if those who control it could defy 
ce, (rte and that even the Government of the United States is to be 
made a party to such action as will accumulate this vast land grant of 


1,100,000 acres into the private estate of those who have contributed 
nothing in money to the purposes for which it was granted. 

I shall oppose all such action as will interfere with the use of this 
land by actual settlers. I am willing that titles of persons who have 
bought in good faith should be protected in limited quantities, and I 
should like to see such legislation as will be just to the railroad com- 
pany, to its bona fide owners, to its creditors, and to the State and the 
people, and such as will open to the light of day and a fair judicial in- 
vestigation these transactions. It seems strange that in a country 
governed by law a case should exist where stockholders who have not 
paid for their stock should hold the property against the stockholders 
who have paid for their capital stock—debtors who have not paid their 
debts should hold the property against the creditors, and that a naked 
franchise shall be held valid to transfer rights to the property eman- 
cipated from all the obligations of the company without any judicial 
decree, and that this should be sought to be done by the artful manipu- 
lations of Congress and the Departments of the Government, and that 
the great powers of legislation in Congress should be made the con- 
venient tool and ready instrument for such ends. 

I have no right to say here whether the State should hold this prop- 
erty and this grant responsible for the large sums of money which she 
has only recently paid for its debts; but I have a right to say that her 
honest poor laboring citizens, who have gone upon this land and are 
making happy homes upon it, shall be protected and secured in their 
homes so far as my vote and voice can accomplish it. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 19, 1885. 

Sie: In reply to yours of the 15th instant, requesting to be advised as to “the 
number of acres claimed by the Florida Railroad Company and its alleged suc- 
cessors,”’ you are referred to Senate Executive Document 90, Forty-eighth Con- 
gress, first session, wherein upon page 25 “ the estimated number of acres granted 

or the entire “ is given as 1,171,200. 

Of that Sarna A and on account of that part of the main line of said road from 
Fernandina to Waldo, and of the entire branch line from Waldo to Cedar Keys, 
completed within the time fixed by the grant of May 17, 1856, for the completion 
of the entire main line and branch, it is estimated t the State would be enti- 
tied to 595,200 acres, of which 290,183.28 acres have been certified to the State for 
the benefit of said Florida Railroad Company, leaving 305,016.72 acres as the es- 
timated amount due the State on account of that part of said line and branch 
completed within the seyrana Ma a and 576,000 on account of that part of the 
bana line of said road from Waldo to Tampa, now said to be in process of con- 
struction. 

You also ask as to “‘ the number of homesteaders who were on said lands whose 
right to the same was contested by the assignees of the Florida Railroad Com- 

y, and the number of appeals taken by Mr. Willard to the Secretary of the 
Interior.” Presuming that by ‘the assignees of the Florida Railroad Com- 
ret ” and “Mr. Willard” you refer to the same parties, yeas the Atlantic, 

ulf, and West India Transit Company and their successors, the Florida Transit 
and Peninsular Railroad Company, you are advised that neither of said corpora- 
tions has antagonized the claims of settlers whose entries under the home- 
stead laws have been i to record, except for the determination of the 
rights of said companies under the act of June 22, 1874. : 
hat question having been finally settled in favor of the mopeny by the de- 
cision of the honorable Secretary of the Interior under date of January nn aes 
(see Senate Executive Document 91, Forty-cighth Congress, first session), no 
appeals have since that date been taken by said corporatio: 


Very respectfully, 
7: 7 N. C. MoFARLAND, 
Commissioner. 


ns, 


Hon. WILKINSON CALL, United States Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFI 
Washington, D. C., February 25, : 

Ste: In yours of the 19th instant you ask when application was first made for 
the ion to the State of Florida of the 305,076.72 acres shown by my letter 
of the 19th instant to be still due under the grant of May 17, 1856, on account of 
that part of the Florida Railroad and its branch completed within the statutory 
period, namely, that portion of the main line included between Fernandina 
and Waldo, and the entire branch extending from Waldo to Cedar Keys; in all, 
one hundred and fifty-six miles. 

In reply you are advised that, under date of the 17th instant, the first applica- 
tion for the certification of said lands was made by Samuel A. Swann, esq.,as & 
duly accredited agent of the State of Florida. I inclose herewith a copy of Mr. 
Swann’s letter and of my reply thereto. 

What proportion of the 500,000 acres certified to the State under the internal 
improvement act of September 4, 1541, lies within the limits of the withdrawal 
made for the benefit of the Florida Railroad Company can not be ascertained 
without such a thorough examination of the records of this office as would oc- 
cupy a considerable clerical force for many days. . 

This office has no knowledge of the disposition made by the State of Florida, 
under the State internal-improyvement act, of the lands granted by the act of Con- 

of September 4, 1841. Your queries in regard to swamp and overflowed 
Eoi will be the A peia of another communication. 
Very respectfully, 
há z N. 0. McFARLAND, 
Commissioner. 


Hon. WILKINSON CALL, 
xc! United States Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 18, 1885. 
Sm: Replying to yoursof the 17th instant, you are advised that no withdrawal 
or reservation of lands has been made by this office, nor has any selection been 
made by the State of Florida on account of the deficiency of 305,016.72 acres sup- 
to exist as the estimated amount due the Florida Railroad Company, or 
ts successors, under the grant of May 17, 1856, and on account of that part of the 
railroad constructed by said company within the period fixed by said act for the 
completion of the entire line. 7 
The withdrawals made in 1856, reaffirmed in 1857 and again in 1881, are in full 
force and effect to-day, and the lands covered thereby are reserved for the satis- 
faction of the grant in its entirety. 
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No lands have been certified to the State of Florida for the benefit of said rail- 
road company since 1558. 

As regards action that may be taken by you tosecure an early certification of 
lands on account of the deficiency above stated, you are advised that lists of se- 
lections of lands inuring to the grant, made up from the records of the local office 
at Gainesville, must first be filed in this office; but under the instructionsof the 
honorable Secretary of the Interior (see Senate Executive Document 91, frais 2 
eighth Congress, page 87) no action can at present be taken by this office look- 
ing to the certification of such lists. 3 

In compliance with your request, a certified copy of your i gr eg as 
agent for the State of Florida—original filed with your letter of the 17th in- 
stant—is herewith inclosed, the fee for said copy and certificate being $1.30, which 
you ah please ronie 

e respectf y, 
ai N. C. McFARLAND, Commissioner. 
SAMUEL A. Swann 


Agent for the State of Florida, Washington, D. C. 


Wasurseton, D. C., February 17, 1885. 


Sir: I have the honor to present herewith a certified copy of my appoint- 
ment by the circuit court, fourth judicial circuit of Florida, as trustee of the 
Florida Railroad, in lien of James Ù. Soutter and John McRae, both deceased. 

Also copy of my further appointment, by the United States circuit court, 
northern district of Florida, as receiver of the real property thus far uired by, 
and to be acquired, for the benefit of said Florida Railroad and its b 

And also my appointment by the governor of Florida as special agent, to ap- 

ly for and acquire, in the name of the State, any and all lands that may be 
Epa due to the aforesaid road, or its assignees, beamed Spit of lands made 
the United States to the State of Florida for the benefit of the said Florida Rail- 
road, by act of Congress approved May 17, 1856; and, more especially, to ask the 
certification of the 305,016.72 acres found due upon the 155 miles of completed 
road from Fernandina to Cedar i de 

As my stay in the city is very limited, may I ask that you inform me by 
Thursday evening next, if it is possible to do so in so short a time, the number 
öf acres, both on the main line of road from ernandina to Tampa and also on 
the branch to Cedar Keys (stated separately) that have been withdrawn from 
entry, reserved, or selected as indemnity on account of the deficit of 305,016.72 
acres found due as above stated on the completed branch road Y 

Also, if any lands selected on account of said deficit have as yet been certified 
by your Department; and if so, what quantity and to whom have certified lists, 
ifany, been delivered. 

And, if no part of the 305,016.72 acres have as yet been‘certified to the State, if 
you will kindly inform me what further action, if any, should be taken by my- 
a or the railroad company, in order to promote an early certification of the 

LLI 

I have copy of Senate Executive Dòcument No. 91, Forty-eighth Congress, first 
session, embodying all correspondence touching the grant to the Florida Rail- 
road and the action of the Interior Department upon the same, to the date of 
Secretary Teller’s report, February 7, 18%, and now only desire to be advised of 
what further action has been taken looking to the reservation, indemnity se- 
lections, and certification of lands for the benefit of the road from Fernandina 
to Tampa, with branch to Cedar Keys, but with more special reference, as before 
mentioned, to the 305,016.72 acres found to be due on that portion of the road 
completed in 1860, 

Respectfully, 


Honorable COMMISSIONER GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 


SAML. A. SWANN, 


Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, in the course of some investigation the 
Committee on Public Lands were making of the general question of the 
forfeiture of what are described as unearned land grants, this grant to 
which the Senator from Florida has referred in his speech and which 
is the subject of the resolution introduced by the Senator from Ne- 
braska came under partial consideration, and enough was elicited to 
lead me to think that the committee ought to have more full jurisdic- 
tion with a view to at least a possible action forfeiting the grant. For 
that purpose I introduced on the 30th day of June, 1854, a bill, which 
I will ask to have printed in the RECORD, Senate bill 2353 of the Forty- 
eighth © If there is any objection to printing it I will read it 
at length. It is a bill forfeiting so much of the grant as had not been 
earned by the completion of the railroad. 

The bill is as follows: 


A bill to forfeit the unearned lands granted to aid in the construction of the 
Florida Railroad by “An act granting public lands in alternate sections to the 
States of Florida and Alabama to aid in the construction of certain railroads 
in said States,” and to restore the same to settlement, and for other purposes. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives af the United States of 

America in Congress assembled, That all lands, excepting the right of way and 

lands for stations, heretofore granted for a railroad from Amelia Island, on the 

Atlantic, to the waters of Tampa Bay, witha branch to Cedar Keys, on the Gulf of 

Mexico, by an act entitled “An act granting public lands in alternate sections to 

the States of Florida and Alahama to aid in the construction of certain railroads 

in said States,” approved May 17, 1856, and subsequent acts and joint resolutions 
of Con; , which are adjacent to and coterminous with the uncompleted por- 
tions of the main line of said road embraced within both the granted ent in 
demnity limits, as contemplated to be constructed under and by the provisions 
of the said act of May 17, 1856, and acts and joint resolutions subsequent thereto 
and relating to the eonstruction of said road, be, and the same are hereby, de- 
clared forfeited and restored to the public domain, and made subject to disposal 
under the general laws of the United States as though said grant had never been 
made: Provided, That the price of the lands so forfeited and restored shall be 
the same as heretofore fixed for the even-numbered sectio.s within said grant. 


After the introduction of this bill, and as my recollection now serves 
me on the morning on which I introduced it, the Senator from Florida 
who has just taken his seat came to me and said to me with some par- 
ticularity that he did not think it was proper to then proceed to forfeit 
the grant for some reasons which I do not now remember the full 
scope of, but which were satisfactory to him; and I thought he rather 
seemed to suppose that in introducing the bill myself I was interfering 
in a matter which was personal to the State of Florida, which might 
properly have been left to the consideration and to the initiative of the 

tors from that State. I got the impression very decidedly from 
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that conversation, as I did subsequently, that the Senator from Florida 
did not think the committee was in possession of facts to enable it to 
go ahead properly and forfeit this grant, but that it was a thing which 
ought to wait until he and his coll e were able to devote attention 
to it. That is the reason why the bill was not formally considered by 
the committee subsequently. 

This being a matter personal to the State of Florida, I can conceive 
that there might have been reasons, from the standpoint of the State in 
regard to the completion of this road, which might have been presented 
with a great deal of force to the consideration of the Committee on 
Public Lands and of Congress, and which might have had the effect 
sibly of inducing Congress to let this tremain. But this whole 
proceeding isin the nature of a reflection upon Congress for not having 
done something heretofore; and it seems to me that it is proper that 
the facts should be understood and that it should be brought to the at- 
tention of the Senate that those who have represented Florida here have 
not heretofore deemed it of sufficient importance to do anything of a 
practical character toward the forfeiture of this land grant. The prac- 
tical thing is not to introduce a resolution, which is absolutely as futile 
as a Pope’s bull against the comet would be, because there is no con- 
straint that Congress itself or the Attorney-General or the Secretary of 
the Interior can possibly exercise on this railroad company to prevent 
it selling land. It can sell any property if it chooses so to do; that is 
to say, it can execute a paper for that purpose, and I do not know of 
any power to prevent it from doing that. No court can do that, no 
court can enjoin one man from proceeding to sell the property of an- 
other. That thing goes on by design or by mistake all the time. 

This company, according to the theory of the Senator from Florida, 
does not own these lands, and yet it is proposing to sell them. Who 
gets any title by reason of that sale, and who is harmed by reason of 
it, and whether harmed or not, who can prevent it? If there is any 
power anywhere to do so it resides in the courts of Florida to proceed 
by injunction to prevent the company from doing this or any other act 
which they are seeking to do under their corporate franchise. There- 
fore it seems to me that if the Senator from Florida really designed to ac- 
complish something practical in this matter, he would do it a great deal 
more effectively if he would simply introduce a bill, andif he would 
then go before the Committee on Public Lands and ask them to con- 
sider the bill upon the facts which he should present in support of it, 
in order that it might be reported to the Senate and thereby put the 
thing in shape to be developed in some practical way. 

The committee has had a great deal to do, has endeavored to dosome- 
thing, but it would have been glad to havedone more. If the Senator 
from Florida had presented a plain case, which he assumes now to exist 
in regard to this particular land grant, I do not know of any reason 
why the committee would not have reported this bill favorably. Cer- 
tainly if it was not considered in the committee, it was because I at 
least, and I think other members of the committee also—the Senator 
from Alabama has spoken for himself—believed that the Senators from 
Florida did not think the time had arrived when Congress ought to pro- 
ceed with propriety to forfeit this grant. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, there is no authority for the opinion of 
the Senator from Kansas, nor for that of the Senator from Alabama, or 
for the statement that either of the Senators from Florida failed to take 
such action as was proper for the forfeiture of this grant. The State of 
Florida has never in its capacity as a State taken any action upon this 
subject; in this direction consequently there was nobody to apply for 
it except the people along the line of road. In 1880, for the first time, 
the application for the reservation of the land formally was allowed. 
We were not aware what was the popular sentiment there, whether 
they desired the grant to continue or not, until these petitions began to 
comein. In 1880 I presented a petition, and made some remarks upon 
it, from Hon. John T. Lesly, a member of the senate of the State of 
Florida from that section of the country, and from the people, and I 
had their petition referred to the Committee on Public Lands, praying 
for the forfeiture of this grant. 

It was signed by a comparatively small number of persons. I have 
followed that up at every session of Congress, and there have been no 
bills of forfeiture passed except those which came from the House since 
I have been here. I have presented these petitions which I have read 
here at the last session of Congress and at the preceding session of Con- 
gress and have referred them to the committee. I have alluded to the 
bill referred to by the Senator from Kansas introduced late in the ses- 
sion. It is a bill of confirmation of the title of this company, and not 
a bill of forfeiture. While I made no reflection upon the Senator from 
Kansas or the Senator from Alabama, I was not prepared to say, and I 
am not now, that to confirm the title of the State and of this company 
to all the land between Waldo and the point where the road is now 
completed would be acceptable to the eof the State. I have done 
everything except the introduction of a bid, which was not at all nec- 
essary, because the committee could just as well have considered the 
case on the petitions which were presented and referred. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and 27 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


1885. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


37 


FRIDAY, March 13, 1885. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D.- 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 


BACKBONE AND OTHER RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate-the reso- 
lution introduced by the Senator from Nebraska, which was postponed 
until to-day. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask that the resolution may lie on the table 
until the committees shall be appointed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection the resolution 
will lie on the table for the present. 4 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, since I voted on the question of 
the admission of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] the 
other day, and made some remarks in opposition to his admission, my 
attention has been called to the fact that in the Bell case, in 1879, I 
appear, according to the Journal of the Senate, to have voted for the 
seating of Mr. Bell, therefore placing me in an inconsistent position on 
the question. I should not have given any attention to this matter but 
for the fact that I received a letter this morning froma gentleman who 
has published a pamphlet, apologizing for the injustice he had done me 
in following the Journal and so reporting me in his handbook of 1880. 
The Journal says that on the proposition to admit Mr. Bell I voted in 
the affirmative, but the RECORD shows that I did not vote at all, and 
that I stated I was paired with the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Hoar], who would vote for the seating of Mr. Bell, and but for the 
pair I should vote against his seating. I did not pay any attention to 
the matter when it was first brought to my notice. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Delaware will yield to me for a 
moment I will state that my recollection is exceedingly distinct on the 
subject. The Senator did me the favor to pair with me on that oc- 
casion. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Inasmuch as the matter has been referred toin 
a book which has been published, and my attention has beer called by 
the author of that book to the fact of his seeming injustice to me, I 
have deemed it proper on this occasion to state that I was against seat- 
ing Mr. Bell, and that the Journal is incorrect. I am told by the clerks 
that it was a clerical error, because the manuscript copy of the Journal 
shows just as the RECORD does, that I was against seating Mr. Bell. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator was the author of the adverse report. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I may state further that I made the report of 
the committee, as chairman of the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, against the seating of Mr. Bell, and I made anelaborate speech in 
opposition to his right to a seat. As I remarked, I should have given 
no notice to this matter except for the fact that my attention was called 
to it by the Journal Clerk, and I have received a letter from a gentle- 
man who has published the handbook to which I referred, in which 
he stated that he followed the Journal, and apologized to me in that 
letter for the injustice he had done me in recording my vote on that 
question as in the affirmative. 


SENATE COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CAMERON submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That the following constitute the standing committees of the Senate 
of the United States for the Forty-ninth Congress: 


STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Agriculture and Forest: Messrs. Miller of New York (chairman), Blair, 
Phat Van Wyck, Sawyer, George, Fair, Gibson, and Jones of Ar sas, 
On A ppropriations—Messrs. Allison (chairman), Dawes, Plumb, Hale, Mahone, 
Beck, Sere, Call, and Gorman. 
To Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate—Messrs. Jones of Ne- 
vada (ouairman) Chace, and Vance. 
On Civil Service and Retronchment—Messrs, Hawley (chairman), Dawes, Mitch- 
ell, Miller of California, Pike, Voorhees, and Walthall. 
On Claims—Messrs. Pike (chairman), Hoar, Dolph, Chace, Spooner, Jackson, 
Se ay Jopa of Arkansas. 
Defenses— Messrs. Dolph (chairman), Cameron, Sewell, Hawley, 
Maxey, MePherson , and Fair, 
essrs, McMillan (chairman), Jones of Nevada, Conger, Frye, 
Miller of New York, Dolph, Cameron, Ransom, Coke, Vest, Gorman, Jones of 
Florida, and Kenna. 
On the District Columbia—Messrs. Ingalls Lael gee Riddleberger, Pike, 
Palmer, rnont ae Vance, Brown, and Blackbur! 
On Educa —Messrs. Blair (chairman), poA Miller of New 
York paea sve Call, Pugh, Payne,and Walthall. 
On ngrossed Bills—Messrs, Saulsbury (chairman), Call, and Allison, 
On Enrolled Bills—Messrs. Bowen nas ee Sabin, and Colquitt, 
On Epidemie Diseases—Messrs. rman), Hampton, Eustis, Sewell, 
Spooner, and wy ford. 
To Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Service—Messrs, Sabin (chairman), 
py ley a Allison, and Hampton. 
On Expenditures of Public Money—Messrs. Cullom (chairman), Harrison, Plumb, 
Platt, Beck, Kenna, and Gibson. 
On "Finance—Messrs. Morrill (chairman), Sherman, Jones of Nevada, Allison, 
Aldrich, Miller of New York, Voorhees, Beck, McPherson, Harris, and Vance. 
On Pisheries—Messrs, Palmer (chairman), Sewell, Dawes, Stanford, Morgan, 
Ka 


On Foreign 
a reagan roe of lie Mie 


Mahai, r a Pike, Cockre 


e. 
Messrs, Van Wyck (chairman), 
Eustis. 


ad 


On Indian ‘airs— Messrs. Dawes (chairman), Ingalls, Harrison, Bo ` 
Sabin, Max organ: Hampton, and Jones of Akanse x 5 piis 


On the J iciary— essrs, Edmunds Ingalls, McMillan, H il- 
son, ghia Pugh, Coke, Vest, and Ton — 
On the a ae Sherman (chairman), 


Hoar, and Voorhees. 
On Manufactures—Messrs. Riddleberger (ha rman), Sabin, Mitchell, Stanford, 
Colquitt, Butler, and Walthall. 


On Military Affairs—Messrs. Sewell (chairman), a Harrison, Hawley, - 


Manderson, Cockrell, Maxey, Hampton, and 
On Mines and Mining—Messrs. Teller (chairman), Jones of Nevada, Van Wyck, 
MeMa Hampton, Fair and Camden. 
Naval Affairs—Messrs. Cameron (chairman), Hale, Miller of California 
Dawes, Riddleberger, McPherson, Jones of Florida, Butler, and Blackburn. 
On Patents—Messrs, Platt (chairman), Mitchell, Chace, Teller, Camden, and 
Jones of Arkansas. 
On Pensions—Messrs, Mitchell enone Blair, Van Wyck, Aldrich, Sewell, 
Jackson, cmb mage Col whe and 
On Post-Offices and bab troade—Meonrs. Conger (chairman), Sawyer, Wilson, 
Mahone, Chace, Maxey, Saulsbury, and Colquitt, 
On Printing—Messrs. | Manderson eee) Hawley, and Gorman. 
On Private Land Claims—Messrs. Ransom (chairman), Colquitt, Eustis, Ed- 
munds, and Evarts. 
On Privileges and Elections—Messrs. Hoar (chairman), Sherman, Frye, Telier, 


Evarts, Saulsbury, Vance, Pugh, and Geo: 


ree. 
On Public Buildings and Grounds—Messrs. conway (chairman), Morrill, Stan- 


ford, Spooner, Jones of Florida, V and 
On Public Lands—Messrs. Plumb ( rman), Blair, Van Wyck, Dolph, Teller, 
Morgan, Cockrell, and Walthall. 
On Railroads—Messrs. Sawyer (chairman), Hawley, Sewell, Sabin, Riddleber- 
gen, gear > Brown, Kenna, George, Blackburn, and Eustis. 
e Revision of the Laws of the United States—Messrs, Wilson (chairman), 


Platt, Tale, and Kenna. 
On Revolutionary Claims—Messrs, Jones of Florida (chairman), Coke, Pugh, 


McMillan, and Chace. 
„Sherman, Harris, and Blackburn., 


On Rules—Messrs. Frye sehairmitn), Ingalls, 
On Territories—Messrs. Harrison (chairman), zt, Conger, Cullom, Mander- 


son, Butler, Jones of Florida, George, and Payn 

On Transportation Routes to the aboard Medera., Aldrich (chairman), Cameron, 
Manderson, Palmer, Cullom, Gibson, Vest, and Call, 

Mr. CAMERON submitted the following ene: which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to 

Resolved, That the following constitute the Select: Committees of the Senate of 
the United States for the Forty-ninth Congress : 

SELECT COMMITTEES, 

To Investigate Condition of Potomac River Front of Washington—Measrs. Me- 
Pherson (chairman), Ransom, Gorman, Conger, Sabin, Manderson, and S; er, 

To make provision for taking the Tenth Census and ascertaining the results there- 
of—Messrs. Hale (chairman), Morrill, Sawyer, Wilson, Coke, and Jackson. 

To Inquire into all Claims of Citizens of the United States against the Government 
of Nicaragua—Messrs. Maxey (chairman), Beck, Hoar, and Harrison. 

On Woman Suffrage—Messrs. Cockrell (chairman), Fair, Brown, Blair, Palmer, 
Chace, and Bowen. 

On Additional Accommodations for the Library of Congress—Messrs. Voorhees 
(chairman), butler, Gibson, Morrill, and Miller of California. 

To Inquire as to the Capacity of Steel-Producing Works in the United Sictes—Messrs. 
Hawley (chairman), Miller of California, Aldrich, Morgan, and Butler. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I respectfully decline to serve upon 
the Committee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio declines to serve 
upon the Committee on Finance. Is it the pleasure of the Senate to 
excuse the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. HARRIS. I was simply going to suggest that if the Senator 
from Ohio does not wish to serve, the usual method is to ask the Sen- 
ate to excuse him, the appointment having been made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think it is necessary for me to ask the 
Senate to be excused from that service; I respectfully decline. 

Mr. MORRILL. 1 hopethat no action will be taken upon that ques- 
tion to-day. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, I ask unanimous consent that there 
be a change made in the constitution of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs; that I be excused from serving on that committee and that my 
colleague [Mr. STANFORD] be appointed in my place; and that he be 
excused from serving upon the Committee on the District of Columbia 
and that I be appointed in his place. That is arranged between us so 
as to give him service on more prominent committees than he has under 
the present arrangement. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can not hear the Senator. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I first ask to be excused from serving 
upon the Committee on Naval Affairs and that my colleague be ap- 
pointed in my place on that committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the Senator from 
California be excused from service on the committee mentioned by him 
and his colleague [Mr. STANFORD] be assigned to his place upon the 
committee ? 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The other change I request to have 
made is that my colleague [Mr. STANFORD] be excused from service 
upon the Committee on the District of Columbia and that I be ap- 
pointed in his place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is that agreeable to theSenate? If so, it 
will be done by unanimous consent. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BECK. [ask permission to make a statement in regard to the 
minority appointments on the committees. I am instructed by the 
committee having charge of filling up the minority places on the com- 
mittees to say that the retirement of the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. Ransom] from the Committee on Appropriations was at his own 
instance and request, he believing that in the last hours of the session, 
when the Senate bas to consider the important appropriation bills, his 
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health was not quite sufficient to enable him to do justice to them; and 
therefore with regret we consented to his being relieved from service 
on that committee. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
Several m in writing were received from the President of the 
United States, by Mr. O. L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


OCCUPATION OF OKLAHOMA LANDS. 


Mr. INGALLS. Iask action upon the resolution which I send to 
the Secretary’s desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the public 
interest, to communicate to the Senate such information as may be in pos- 
session concerning the occupation of the Oklahoma lands in the Indian Terri- 
tory by settlers, and also what action has been taken by the Executive thereon. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let that lie over until to-morrow. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be printed and go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The resolution will go over on the objec- 
tion of the Senator from Missouri, and be printed. 

AFFAIRS IN CENTRAL AMERICA. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the resolution I offered yesterday 
in relation to affairs in Central America, and which was ordered to lie 
on. the table, be now referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. _ 

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry be, and it is hereby, 
continued, and authorized to sit during the recess of Congress, to consider the 
best means of preserving the forests of the public domain, and to employ a clerk 
at the regular per diem, who shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Sen- 
ate. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After ten minutes t in executive ses- 
sion the doors were reopened, and (at 120’clock and 37 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday next, March 16. 


MONDAY, March 16, 1885. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 


OCCUPATION OF OKLAHOMA LANDS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the res- 
olution submitted on Friday last by the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
INGALLS], which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the public 
interest, to communicate to the Senate such information as may be in his pos- 
session concerning the occupation of the Oklahoma lands in the Indian Terri- 
tory by settlers, and also what action has been taken by the Executive thereon, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator who offered the resolution 
is not in his seat, and unless it be otherwise required it will be infor- 
mally passed over until he comes in. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that it lie on the table until the Senator from 
Kansas comes in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
jection. 


It will be so ordered unless there be ob- 


RELATIONS BETWEEN LABOR AND CAPITAL. 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask leave to offer a resolution authorizing the con- 
tinuance of an investigation bya committee; a mere formal resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Education and Labor be directed to continue 
with a view to its completion during the ensuing vacation, the investigation ot 
the relations between labor and capital, authorized and directed by Senate res- 
olutions of August 7, 1882, and Febuary 26, 1883, with the same rights and powers 
conferred by previous resolutions of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be printed and lie upon the table. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish merely to say a word. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri object to 
the resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to its present consideration. I ask that 
it be printed and lie on the table; but I withdraw the objection until 
the Senator from New Hampshire can be heard. 

- Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will give me his attention I have no 
doubt he will withdraw his objection. The investigation is substan- 
tially concluded. A like resolution was passed covering the last vaca- 
tion, but owing to ill health and other engagements as chairman of the 
committee I was unable to give attention to it. I only desire that 


there be an extension of the time without any extension of the original 
work contemplated. The whole has been provided for, and I do not 
anticipate that it will be attended with any substantial expense. It is 
merely for the purpose of completing and submitting the final report 
of the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be printed and lie on the table, 
and I shall look at it by morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator can call it up to-morrow morning. 
There is nothing pressing about it. 


Mr. BLAIR. No; nothing pressing. 
CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON COAST DEFENSES. 


Mr. DOLPH. I offer the following resolution, and ask unanimous 
consent for its immediate consideration: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Coast Defenses be, and it is hereby, author- 


ized negroes Ag clerk, who shall be paid, at the same rate that the other per diem 
clerks are paid, out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


Mr. INGALLS. Is that for the present session of the Senate or for 
the year? 

Mr. DOLPH. I suppose it would apply to the present session, as 
well as for the year; it is for a per diem clerk. 

Mr. INGALLS. The resolution had better go to the Committee on 
Contingent Expenses. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator so move? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas moves that the 
resolution be referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was about to suggest that I think the Committee 
on Coast Defenses is entitled to a clerk under the rules of the Senate, 
as it is a standing committee. That is all I desired tosay. However, 
it can go to the committee. 

Mr. INGALLS. For the purpose of ascertaining the facts it had 
better go to the Committee on Contingent Expenses and be considered 
there. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion to refer 
the resolution. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RAILROAD LANDS IN FLORIDA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Chair lays before the Senate the reso- 
lution submitted by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN WyCK] on 
the 11th instant, which is the unfinished business. The resolution will 
be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior and the Attorney-General 
United States be, and they hereby are, directed, respectively, to take such action 
as each may deem n to prevent any sale by the A tie and Gulf West 
India Transit Company, or by any com y or person claiming under them, of 
the lands deseri in the act approved Ma 17, 1856, and entitled “An act grant- 
ing public lands in alternate sections to the States of Florida and toaid 
in the construction of certain railroads in said States,” so far as the same lie 
within the line of said railroads between Waldo and Tampa Bay, Florida, until 
Congress shall have authorized the same. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I ask that that resolution may lie over until to- 
morrow, and that the Senate consider to-day a former resolution sub- 
mitted by me in to the Backbone Railroad land grant. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator proposes that the present 
Nisgeriegs lie over until to-morrow. It is so ordered unless objection 
be made. 


BACKBONE AND OTHER RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. Now [ask for the consideration of the other reso- 
lution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska asks for the 
present consideration of the resolution submitted by him on the 6th 
instant, which will now be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate 
whether patents have been issued for the lands granted in 1871 to the New Or- 
leans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg, popularly known as the Backbone, Railroad ; 
if so, for what number of acres, to what corporation or individuals, whose receipt 
was taken for the same, when ed, whether unusual means were used to 
hasten the prepares and execution of said patents, whether the clerical force 
employed worked nights and Sunday sothey might be completed before March 
4, what day they were ready for the signature of the President, what the neces- 
sity for any special exertion to secure the completion and signature before the 
4th day of March, whether anything was done to protect the actual settlers in 
their rights to any of such lands; pA whether previous to the 4th day of March 
anything was done or written in regard to niy er of the unearned land grants 
the forfeiture of which had been considered by the Forty-eighth Congress. 


ane VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, the fact that many persons in Louisi- 
ana are interested in this question is my excuse for claiming the in- 
dulgence of the Senate for a few moments. 

If this were an ordinary case, as was stated by the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. TELLER]; if it did not present very exceptional features of 
hardship to honest settlers in my State; and if it were merely a ques- 
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tion between the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company and the Govern- | road Company. In 1872 the charter was amended, but in both of those 


ment of the United States, I should leave the defense of the rights of 
the Government in much abler hands; but being personally cognizant 
that a great wrong has been done to the people of Louisiana, that an 
injury almost irreparable has been infli upon a poor class of people 
in that State, I wish to refer to one or two points in this controversy to 
sustain my protest against the issue of ae) gree by which the rights 
of these poor settlers are to be disturbed if they are not to be entirely 
despoiled of their present homesteads. 

In order to understand whatever may be said upon this subject it is 
necessary to bear in mind two important facts: First, that the Govern- 
ment of the United States made an original grant to the New Orleans, 
Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company, known as the Backbone 
Railroad Company; secondly, that the grant of land was assigned by the 
Backbone Railroad Company to the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, and that the only title which the New Orleans Pacific Railroad 
Company claims is by virtue of that assignment, there never having 
been any privity whatsoever between Congress and the New Orleans 
Pacific Railroad Company, and there never having been any contract of 
any character whatsoever between them. 

If the Government of the United States desired to make an uncon- 
ditional and a gratuitous donation of these lands to the New Orleans 
Pacific Rail Company contemplating that the New Orleans Pacific 
Railroad Company had accomplished work which the Congress of the 
United States desired should be accomplished—if, I say, ina spirit of 
liberality, the Government of the United States chose to er this 
beneficence upon the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company, that 
would be a different proposition from the one involved in this contro- 
versy. In that case the beneficence would have been conferred by Con- 
gress, and in that case, while Congress conferred this grant upon the 
New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company, the rights and the interests of 
these settlers would have been protected by the same act recognizing 
the claims of the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company, whereas the 
present condition of affairs is (and I say it with due respect to the hon- 
orable Senator from Colorado) that this beneficence has been conferred 
by an executive officer of the Government, and thereby these poor set- 
tlers have been left at the mercy of this rich railroad corporation; and 
we all understand the full significance of that statement. 

This grant was made by Congress and not by an executive officer of 
the Government. The conditions of the grant were imposed by Con- 
gress and not by an executive officer. Whether or not those conditions 
had been fulfilled was a question which I shall endeavor to show was 
properly and was exclusively within the jurisdiction of Congress, and 
was not within the cognizance of any executive officer of this Govern- 
ment. Congress was the tribunal which all the parties in interest had 
selected for the adjudication of their rights; Congress was the tribunal to 
whose judgmental] the parties had appealed; Congress was the tribunal 
which was competent to judge of the peculiar equities involved in this 
controversy, and yet Congress is not the tribunal which has 
yes, Uy upon these questions and has adjudicated these rights, but it 
has done by the order of an executive officer of the Government. 

Therefore these settlers have a right to demand, and I demand in 
their behalf, what is this title which you have set up as a legal and a 
valid title and a title superior to our own, by which you propose to 

i us of the lands which we have acquired according to the 
laws of the United States? Is it a legal title? Is ita title free from 
fraud? Is it a title that can stand the test of scrutiny and investiga- 
tion? Is it a title that can be exhibited in a court of justice? That 
title, you must remember, you rest upon; you claim no other right, 
you claim no other interest in these lands except what results from the 
alleged validity and legality of that title 

Mr. President, I deny that that title is a legal title. It is true that 
we have been referred to opinions of the Attorney-General; it is true 
that we have been referred to the opinion of a committee of the House 
of Representatives upon this question; but on examining these docu- 
ments it will be clearly apparent that what I consider and what others 
consider the most important questions in this whole controversy were 
never submitted to the Attorney General and were never passed upon 
by the Judiciary Committee of the other House; and itis for that reason 
that the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company endeavored not once 
but repeatedly to have Con recognize the validity of their claim to 
this grantof lands. It is for that reason that they made strenuous ef- 
forts to have legislative recognition that they had earned thisland grant, 
and it is for that reason that no act of Congress, no proceeding of the 
two Houses can be shown by which the Congress of the United States, 
the grantor of these lands—by which the Congress of the United States, 
the tribunal which had been selected by these parties—has ever by any 
legislative act or by any joint proceeding given the slightest recognition 
whatever to the claim of the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company to 
this land. 

In my judgment that is not only an illegal but a fraudulent title. 
It would take too long to review all the proceedings and transactions 
connected with this land grant. It is a very painful history; it is one 
that presents features which I hope will never be presented again in the 
history of this country. 

In 1869 the Legislature of Louisiana incorporated the Backbone Rail- 


acts it was specifically provided and made an express condition of the 
exercise of any corporate power by the Backbone Railroad Company 
that they should build a railroad on the east bank of the Mississippi 
River from New Orleans to Baton Rouge. That was, I say, an express 
condition and an essential condition of the very existence of the cor- 
poration. It was created for that purpose. The line of that railroad 
was located by the State of Louisiana in the act of incorporation. It 
was not left discretionary to any one, but it is in the proviso of the act, 
t‘ provided that this railroad company incorporated shall build a rail- 
road from New Orleans to Baton Rouge on the east side of the Missis- 
sippi River.” 

The grant of lands was made by Congress in 1871. That grant be- 
came as it were a part of the then charter of the Backbone Railroad. 
Congress could not increase the powers of that corporation; Congress 
conld not change the location of the road as located by the State of 
Louisiana in the charter of the Backbone Railroad. If Congress chose 
to make a donation, it made that donation subject to all the conditions 
and limitations contained in that State charter. 

Now I will ask the Senator from Colorado or any other person con- 
versant with this subject whether either the original grantee or the as- 
signee of the grant has ever built a solitary mile or foot of railroad on 
the east bank of the Mississippi River? Is it complying with the con- 
ditions of the State charter to the Backbone Railroad to purchase or to 
build a railroad on the west side of the Mississippi River? Had not the 
State of Louisiana the power to create whatever capacities and faculties 
it chose with reference to this act of State incorporation; and is it nota 
clear proposition that whether it was disabled by its charter or whether 
it was disqualified in any other manner it could not accept that grant 
from Congress unless it could fulfill the conditions of its State charter? 
The assignee of this road purchased a portion of a road on the west side 
of the Mississippi River, and continued to build it to Baton Rouge on 
the west side of the Mississippi River. 

I say that it is a clear proposition in law that the original grantee was 
incapacitated from accepting this grant from Congress so long as it was 
not able to fulfill the conditions of the State charter, and the assignee 
in claiming this grant under the assignment accepted all the incum- 
brances and all the responsibilities and all the obligations which were 
imposed both by the grant and by the charter of the Backbone Railroad 
Company under the provisions of its act of incorporation. The hon- 
orable Senator says that this was a condition precedent. 

Mr. TELLER. A condition subsequent. 

Mr. EUSTIS. A condition subsequent, and that the opinion of the 
Attorney-General was that the grant vested in the Backbone Railroad 
Company. But whetherit wasacondition precedentora condition sub- 
sequent; whether it was asuspensive condition, that is, a condition that 
suspended the grant, or whether it was a devolvative condition, that is, 
where the estate devolved pending the condition, what difference does 
that make so long as the condition exists? The conditien must be ful- 
filled; there is no question about that. Whetherit is precedent or sub- 
sequent, the condition must be wholly fulfilled. A grantis an entirety. 
A condition to a grant isanentirety. A man can not partially fulfilla 
condition and claim any interest in the estate, because the condition is 
imposed by the grantor. Heimposes the condition of the grant and not 
the grantee. It is his purpose which is to be accomplished; it is hisin- 
tention which is to be carried out; and whether the grantee chooses to 
accept the grant or not it is a voluntary act on his part, but if he does 
accept, then he accepts it subject to all the conditions. 

If it be true that the grant is an entirety, if it be true that the con- 
dition to a grant is an entirety—and I hope that no one will dispute 
that proposition—then the grant can not be earned, no part of the grant 
can be earned, unless the whole of the condition is absolutely complied 
with and fulfilled and discharged. Therefore I say as to this corpora- 
tion, the Backbone Railroad Company, whether the condition was pre- 
cedent or subsequent, whether the condition was suspensive or not, 
whether the grant was suspended or not by the condition, yet the con- 
dition was a condition; it was an essential condition; it was a funda- 
mental condition, and it had to be complied with before property could 
be acquired, and it could not be complied with because of theincapacity 
of the Backbone Railroad and of the assignee to build any railroad on 
the east bank of the Mississippi River. 

If it be said, as has been said, that the New Orleans Pacific Railroad 
Company substantially complied with the grant by making the con- 
nection between New Orleans and Shreveport, although a large portion 
of the road was built on the west side of the Mississippi River, I main- 
tain that the acquisition of this land was never made by the Backbone 
Railroad Company, because the essential conditions of its own charter 
were never complied with either by the original grantee or by the as- 
signee of the grant. 

Again, it is almost incredible that the New Orleans Pacific Railroad 
Company should at this day claim title to these lands by virtue of the 
alleged assignment. I heard the honorable Senator refer to a great 
deal of law, to the Attorney-General’s office and to the office of the In- 
terior Department, but certainly there is such a thing as the law of 
estoppel. This very title which the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany sets up to-day, this very title which it claims to have derived from 
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the Backbone Railroad Company, has been denounced by the New Or- 
leans Pacific Railroad Company in documents which have been pre- 
sented both in Congress and in the Interior Department, as an utterly 
baseless, illegal, and fraudulent title. 

The president of the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company tele- 
graphed as follows: 

No arrangement looking to any i e focus of the pretended claims of the 
Backbone Company will be entertai by my company. 

Again, in another telegram, he said: 


We now have ability to complete our road without Government assistance 
ys if our friends can not secure land grant, we must get along without it. My 
telegram— 


Referring to the former telegram— 


is final, 

Mr. BUTLER. Whom is that signed by? 

Mr. EUSTIS. It is signed by the president of the New Orleans 
Pacific Railroad Company. 


The New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company had abill introduced in 
the House of Representatives in order to have Coi recognize that 
it, the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company, earned this grant, 
and to declare the forfeiture of the grant as regards the Backbone Rail- 
road Company. It represented—what I consider a very important 
point as a legal question, which has not been referred to by the Attor- 
ney-General, which has not been referred to by the Senator from Colo- 
rado, but which was u with great strenuousness by the New Or- 
leans Pacific Railroad Company, which if recognized, and I believe 
that it is a good point, would render this claim utterly without any 
foundation whatsoever—it represented that in 1877 the Legislature of 
the State of Louisiana; three years before this assignment was made, 
had repealed the charter of the Backbone Railroad Company. The 
New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company, in its statement to the House 
committee, says: 

This corporation— 

Speaking of the Backbone Railroad Company— 

has forfeited its charter by a failure to comply with the conditions thereof. 


As I said in 1877, everybody being perfectly well agreed that the 
Backbone Railroad Company was a nuisance, that it was a disgrace, 
that it never at any time or for any purpose complied with a single 
one of the many conditions of its charter, that it never paid a debt, not 
even its lawyers’ fees, that it never lived for any corporate purpose what- 
soever, but was considered the mere skeleton and carcass of a derelict 
and abandoned corporation, its charter was repealed by the State of 
Louisiana, the New Orleans Pacific Company having probably urged its 
repeal; and yet the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company claims by 
virtue of an assignment bya corporation which itself had declared to 
have forfeited its charter by failure to comply with its conditions, whose 
charter had been repealed by the State of Louisiana, as dead a corpora- 
tion as a corporation can be under any circumstances, stabbed by its 
enemies and stabbed by its friends. 

At that time fierce war was raging between these two corporations, 
but the New Orleans Pacific Company accomplished its purpose of ex- 
tinguishing the Backbone Railroad Company entirely; and yet in 1881, 
by one of the most extraordinary proceedings, I venture to say, which 
has ever occurred in the history of corporations, this defunct corpora- 
tion, the Backbone Railroad Company, made an assignment of these 
lands to the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company; and it is under 
such a title that the patents have been issued to the latter. 

Now what were these proceedings The charter of the Backbone 
Railroad Company provided that its domicile should be in the city of 
New Orleans. It was there where all the corporate acts had to be per- 
formed. It never had any real domicile anywhere, but it discovered a 
domicile in the city of New York, and there the assignment was made 
by what was called a board of directors of the Backbone Railroad Com- 
pany to the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company. The directors of 
a Louisiana company, a company incorporated by the State of Louisiana, 
passed in New York a resolution assigning its grant. The resolution 
does not state how many directors were present or even who were the 
directors of the company. It has been intimated that there were no 
directors at all, but they assumed to meet in the city of New York, and 
by a simple resolution a board of directory assumes to divest its cor- 
poration of all its property whatsoever, and to make a voluntary transfer 
of its property to another corporation. 

Some one discovered that that was a barefaced proceeding, that it 
was utterly illegal, that not even any officer of the Government would 
recognize such a transaction as that; and in order to give it apparent 
validity, in order to sanctify the proceeding, there was a meeting got- 
ten up of the stockholders of the Backbone Railroad Company in New 
Orleans, nearly all of them represented by proxies which were not worth 
the paper they were written upon, and those stockholders did not trans- 
fer or make the assignment itself, but they ratified what had been done 
by the directors in the city of New York. 

Under the law of Louisiana, and I suppose it is the universal law, an 
act that is absolutely void is not susceptible of any ratification what- 
soever. The act in New York by which the board adopted the resolu- 
tion assigning the lands to the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company 


oe a ly vicious, it was absolutely void, it had not the semblance 
o ity. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Louisiana 
what was the actual consideration which passed, or did any consider- 
ation pass, between the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company and 
what is called the Backbone road? 

Mr. EUSTIS. It was thelargesumof ‘onedollar,’’ sir. This act of 
ratification was only done by two-thirds of the stockholders. I have ex- 
amined the charter of the Backbone Railroad Company very carefully, 
and I have yet to find by what provision two-thirds of the stockholders 
could assign the whole property of the ration, admitting for an 
instant of time that the act performed in New York was not so abso- 
lutely void that it was susceptible of ratification. Two-thirds of the 
stockholders met in New Orleans to ratify the act. We know that in 
order to ratify an ae bast must have the same power as was required 
to perform the origi You can not ratify an act unless you have 
that original power, and yet there were only two-thirds of those stock- 
holders who consented by that act of ratification to the transfer of this 
property from the Backbone Railroad Company to the New Orleans 
Pacific Railroad Company. 

What was the consequence? The third of the stockholders who were 
left out filed protest after protest in the Interior Department denounc- 
ing this transaction as a swindle, as a sham, as a fraud, saying that it 
had been done without their consent, without their knowledge, and 
without any notification whatsoever to them. The honorable Senator 
from Colorado may tell me in answer that those protests were with- 
drawn; but I notice that in the withdrawal of the protests there was 
not a single one of those stockholders or protestants who recanted what 
he had said in the protest or who withdrew any one of these serious 
charges with reference to this transaction. So we have the case of the 
Backbone Railroad Company, whose title and whose pretensions to this 
land, and even whose title to exist, had been denounced time and again 
by the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company, which now claims to be 
the beneficiary under a grant made by this very dead corporation. 

Mr. MAXEY. I have listened with a great deal of interest to the 
Senator’s argument, and I wish to see if I understand the drift of it. 
If I understand the position of the Senator from Louisiana, it is first 
that the original charter of the Backbone road required that road to be 
built on the east bank of the Mississippi River; second, that they never 
built any there; third, that in 1877 the Legislature of Louisiana re- 
pealed the charter; and fourth, that the assignment was made subse- 
quent to that repeal of the charter. What I want to know is if the 
Backbone road by any act acquired any vested right, choate or incho- 
ate, by building or otherwise, prior tothe repeal of the charter in 1877. 
The argument, if I understand it, is that having no right vested in any 
way whatever the company had nothing to assign. Is that the argu- 
ment? 

Mr. EUSTIS. There was nota single step taken prior to 1881, which 
is the date of the assignment of the Backbone Railroad Company to the 
New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company, there was not a e utter- 
ance made, there was not a single representation urged, which did not 
concur in the statement by the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company 
that the Backbone Railroad Company had never earned the grant, that 
the Backbone Railroad Company had never acquired the grant, that the 
Backbone Railroad Company could not have any title whatsoever in 
these lands by virtue of the grant, and that on the contrary they had 
nothing but baseless pretensions, and could not come to Congress or go 
anywhere else and assert a single right or title to any portion of this 
domain. 

Mr. President, in view of the position taken before Congress and the 
Interior Department by the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company 
with reference to the existence, to the corporate rights, to the earning 
of this grant by the Backbone Railroad taint a it surprising that 
all the proceedings by which this claim of this dead corporation was 
assigned, that all the proceedings by which it was claimed that it had 
an assignable capacity, that all the proceedings by which it is now 
claimed that that title was acquired and that that interest became 
vested—I ask in the face of such clear and emphatic contradiction, in 
the face of such absolute estoppel, is it surprising that there should be 
a suspicion that these proceedings have not been regular and that the 
interests of the poor settlers in the State of Louisiana who entered these 
lands under the laws of the United States, small farmers, black and 
white, whose complaints I have personally heard, have been sacrificed— 
I ask is it strange that the accusation should be made that these pro- 
ceedings have been entirely irregular and in their effects are mon- 
strously oppressive ? 

I do not intend to detain the Senate any longer. I merely wanted 
to state the argument rather than to elaborate it. I am glad indeed to 
know that the Secretary of the Interior under our new inistration 
has suspended the issue of these patents. I am glad to know that he 
is to investigate this matter, and I hope that in the future, if Congress 
has not the power yet to effectively assert its jurisdiction over this ques- 
tion, which Ido not concede, some power will beexerted. Itrust there 
is power yet residing in Coi to assert its jurisdiction over this 


question, and that that jurisdiction will not be ousted by any executive 
officer of the Government. At any rate I hope that now and in the 
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future we have an administration that will be in sympathy with the 


people and will them against the exorbitant demands and merci- 
less sean f of rich railroad corporations. [Applause inthe galleries. ] 
Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator from Louisiana a ques- 


tion. Did I- understand the Senator to say that the constitution of 
Louisiana authorized the Legislature of that State to repeal the charter 
of the Backbone Railroad Company? 

Mr. EUSTIS. : We have a provision in the Civil Code, which has 
been the law of the State of Louisiana over forty years, that the MA 
lature of the State has the power to repenl any charter, provided that 
if upon the faith of a contract any pea shall have advanced money 
or property to the corporation the State shall indemnify the parties. 
There was a provision in the charter of the Backbone Railroad Company 
that this was a contract, and therefore it has been claimed that the 
charter could not be repealed at the pleasure of the Legislature; but of 
course a contract imports a mutuality of obligation. The State of 
Lonisiana, I think as aclear proposition, is not bound by a contract 
unless the party who makes the contract is also bound. This railroad 
corporation never di a single one of its oblivations, and there- 
fore the State of Louisiana assumed the power to repeal its charter. I 
mention that as an open question, which has not been referred to the 
Attorney-General. There was a case where the question which the 
Senator from Mississippi asks was submitted to the United States dis- 
trict court as to the effect of the repeal. The district judge decided 
that the repeal would not operate; but I will call the attention of the 
Senator to the fact that the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company by 
a publicdocument laid before the House of Representatives represented 
that that was a manufactured case, and that a fictitious issue was pre- 
sented by that case, and that both parties to it had a concurrent interest 
in having the judgment in one way. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I think I can answer the Senator from 
Mississippi to his entire satisfaction as to the question of repeal. In the 
first place, when the State of Louisiana chartered the original company 
it contracted with the company not to modify or repeal the act of incor- 
poration except by its consent. That entered into and became a part 
of the charter. I have it-here and can read it, and will read it. This 
is an extract: 

That the said company shall possess and enjoy the rights and franchises 


granted to said oopan by the State of Louisiana in this act and heretofore ; 
and such grants and the engagements herein made— 


Mr. GEORGE. We do not hear what the Senator is reading. 
Mr. TELLER. Iwillsend it to the desk and have the Secretary read it. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

By act of the Legislature of Louisiana cca December 30, 1869, the New 
Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company was chartered, with 
a provision that the said company “ shall pomes and enjoy the rights and 
franchises granted to said Sempan oy the of Louisiana in this act and 
heretofore; and such grants and engagements herein made and,entered 
into on the part of the State of Louisiana shall be deemed to be, and I be, 
binding contracts between the State of and the said company, not to 
be impaired, disturbed, or modified by subsequent legislation, except with the 
eonsent and on the petition of said company.’ 

In article 417, Code of Louisiana, the general law provides that— 

" A corporation legally established may be dissolved— 

“First. By an act of the Legislature, if they deem it necessary or convenient to 
the publie interest; provided that when the act of incorporation imports a con- 
tract, on the faith of which individuals have advanced money or engaged their 
property, it can not be repealed without providing for the reimbursement of the 
advances made or making full indemnity to such individuals, 

“Second. By the forfeiture of their charter, when the corporation abuses jts 
privileges or refuses to accomplish the conditions on which such aH p were 
grantee; in which case the corporation becomes extinct by the effect of the vio- 

ion of the conditions of the act of incorporation.” 


Mr. TELLER. With this charter, and not, as the Senator from Loui- 
siana says, without any act on their part of corporate authority, the 
company filed two plats in the Land Office, which was preliminary of 
course to anything that they might doin building the railroad, having 
issued a mortgage upon these very lands and put out bonds and sold 
them in the market. The company had exercised all the corporate 
authority that such a corporation could exercise except to build and 
complete its road, which had not been done. The Senator will not 
claim that there was any provision in the charter which restricted them 
to any particular time in which they were to build the road. It was 
a charter of wonderful power. It not only authorized them to build 
on the east side of the river, but pretty nearly anywhere else in the 
State that they saw fit. The Legislature of Louisiana did attempt to 
repeal the charter, and did undoubtedly make that attempt at the bid- 
ding and at the request of the subsequent grantee of the original com- 
pany. There is no doubt that the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany were the moving cause of the attempt to repeal that charter. It 
was the same company that afterward came here with a petition to 
have the Congress of the United States recognize theassignment. After 
the Legislature passed an act to repeal the charter the parties holding 
the bonds went into the United States court and brought a suit, and 
the court held that there had been no repeal. The honorable Senator 

-says that is a question which had not been considered when the matter 
was before the Senate, and when it was before the Judiciary Committee 
of the House. Did I misunderstand him? 

Mr. EUSTIS. I know that the Judiciary Committee of the House 


passed upon that point, 
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Mr. TELLER. I understood the Senator to say that nowhere had 
that been discussed. That very question has been considered every 
time the subject has been before either the legislative or executive 
branch of the Government. Every time three questions have been 
considered: First, the existence of this company, and its right to the 
lands; secondly, its right to assign; and thirdly, the right of the as- 
signee to take, because even its corporate powers have been attacked 
by some parties. The New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Com- 
pany had taken an initial step, had filed its map, had held its meet- 
ings as a corporation, had done everything that a corporation is re- 
quired to do in the beginning, had claimed this property, had executed 
a mortgage, and putits bonds on the market and sold them. It is true 
it has been charged that the members of the corporation put in their 
pockets the money thus realized. That has nothing to do with the 
question. I do not care how dishonest the original incorporators may 
have been; they swindled somebody perhaps by selling the company’s 
bonds; butthey had asserted the corporate right to put a mortgage upon 
all the property that their franchise included; and when this New Or- 
leans Pacific Company discovered that it could not get an assignment 
by legislative action, that it could not-destroy the existence of the origi- 
nal company, and could not return these lands to the public domain, 
then it negotiated, as I stated the other day, with the original company, 
and at that time everybody in Louisiana (and so far as the record 
shows. the Senator himself was not an exception) wanted the company 
to take these lands and build the road. Mr. Dodge put on file, and it 
has never been questioned or disputed, that they had repeatedly de- 
clared that they would not build the road unless they could succeed to 
the grant, either by a purchase or by an assignment or by some legis- 
lative action in their behalf. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Will the Senator allow me ? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I want to know whether it is not a fact that three 
parishes of the State of Louisiana protested against this whole proceed- 
ing? 

Mr. TELLER. That is a fact. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Are not those protests alive to-day? I will take for 
instance the parish of Saint Landry, which is the largest parish in the 
State of Louisiana, and the parish most interested in this question; I 
ask the Senator whether he does not know the fact that the poliee jury 
of that. parish passed a resolution denouncing this whole proceeding, 
and that the New Orleans Pacific Company sent an attorney there to 
argue that case before the police jury, and that the police jury heard the 
argument and refused to rescind the resolution which they had passed ? 

Mr. TELLER. I have no objection to the honorable Senator inter- 
rupting meand asking me a question, but I do rather object, after he has 
had the floor, that he should make a speech in the middle of mine, for 
I do assert that he does not know any more about this case than I do. 
I know that the police jury did object. When did they object? Not 
when this company was raising money, not when thiscompany was being 
importuned by the citizens of Louisiana to build the road, but after the 
road was built. That was the time they interposed their objection and 
sent it here by Mr. Lewis, who was elected to the Forty-eighth Con- 
ang He came here after the election and brought these protests, and 

them after the road was built. Other members of that delegation 
had been before the Land Office had been before the Secretary of the 
Interior who preceded me, had been before Congress, invoking the De- 
partment to recognize the assignment, and up to that time there had 
been no protest from anybody on this subject that I am aware of except 
the Vicksburg road, which protested against the transfer by Congress of 
the grant from that company to the New Orleans Pacific. 

Mr. President, another suggestion the honorable Senator has made 
as a new one with reference to the illegality, as he calls it, of this pro- 
ceeding. There is not a single suggestion in the case, not an idea, 
which has not been presented both to the legislative and executive de- 
partments of this Government. The whole question was presented to 
my predecessor, who recognized it by sending out a commission to de- 
termine whether the road had been built in accordance with the statute 
or not; it was recognized g few Attorney-General, and the very ques- 
tion that the Senator from Louisiana now raises here as to the right to 
build on the west side of the river was one of the questions that the 
Attorney-General specially passed upon, and he declared the right to 
exist to build this road on the west side of the river. The honorable 
Senator has not made a single suggestion that has not been made here- 
tofore upon this ss that was not made to the Attorney-General, 
and every point he has raised is covered by the Attorney-General’s 
opinion, every point that he has raised has been covered by the opinion 
of thirteen out of the fifteen members of the Judiciary Committee of 
the House, Iwill send to the desk and have read and put in the REC- 
ORD the opinion of the Judiciary Committee of the House. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

[House Report No. 1556, Forty-eighth Congress, first session. ] 


EDWARD B. WHEELOCK, PRESIDENT OF THE NEW ORLEANS AND PACIFIC RAL- 
ROAD COMPANY. 


May 17,1884, referred to the House Calendar and ordered to be printed. 
r. from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the following 


Mr. TUCKER, 
ay, to accompany Mis. Doc. 54): 
Reienmatinss on the Judiciary, to which has been referred House resolution 
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No. 232 and the memorial of Edward B. Wheelock in respect to the same mat- 
ter, beg leave to report upon said memorial as follows: 

By act of the Legislature of Louisiana approved December 30, 1869, the New 
Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Com y was chartered, with a 
provision that the said company “shall possess and enjoy the rights and fran- 
chises granted to said company by the State of Louisiana in this act and here- 
tofore; and such grants and the en ments herein made and entered into on 
the part of the State of Louisiana ll be deemed to be, and shall be, binding 
contracts between the State of Louisiana and the said company, not to be im- 

red, disturbed, or modified by subsequent on, except with the con- 
sent and on the petition of said company.” 

In article 447, Code of Louisiana, the general law provides that— 

“A corporation a may be dissolved— 

“ First. By an act of the they deem it necessary or convenient 
to the public interest; provided that when the act of incorporation imports a 
contract, on the faith of which individuals have advanced money or engaged 
their property, it can not be repeaied without providing for the reimbursement 
of the advances made or making full indemnity to such individuals, 

“Second, By the forfeiture of their charter, when the corporation abuses its 
privil or refuses toaccomplish the conditions on which such privil were 
a in which case the corporation becomes extinct by the effect of the vio- 

ation of the conditions of the act of incorporation.” 

This railroad was known as the Backbone Railroad. It was authorized to 
construct a road from New Orleans to Shreveport and to Baton Rouge, an inter- 
mediate point, upon the east side of the Mississippi River. 

By rade ga dabomy April 30, 1877, the Legislature repealed the said charter (S. Ex. 
Doe. No, 31, pages 12, 13, Forty-eighth Congress). 

The first question nted for consideration is as to the effect of this repeal- 
ing act. The committee hold it of no effect, because— 

rst. It was in violation of the terms of the charter, being without the consent 
and not upon the petition of the Wary cop 

Second. Bonds had been issued by company upon money loaned to it; and 
in the repealing act no provision was made for reimbursement of money, or for 
indemnity, as uired by article 447 of the code. 

On both grounds the repealing act was void and of noeffect. And the circuit 
court of the fifth circuit of Louisiana so decided in the case of Counsellor vs. New 
Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company, the record of which 
may be found in Senate Executive Document No. 31, pages 13-16. 

The necessity of settling this as a preliminary question will hereafter appear, 
as it affects the capacity of the said company to make the deed under which 
the New Orleans ific Company claims. ‘ 

Con with a view, as appears by the legislation of the period, to securing 
a continuous line of ser communication along the thirty-second parallel, 
from San Diego, in California, to the Mississippi River, at New Orleans, incor- 

rated the Texas Pacific (afterward the Texas and Pacific) Railroad Company 

y several acts, one approved March 3, 1871, and the other May 2, 1872. 

The first of these acts made „in Texas,and San Diego, in California, 
the termini of the road (section 1). The ninth section of the act made land 
grants by alternate sections, twenty thereof in Texas, ten in California, on each 
side of the railroad, to aid in its construction, &c. The twelfth and eighteenth 
sections A eid ge for issue of patents tosaid company upon completion of each 
section of the road, on the order of the President of the Uni States to the 
Secretary of the Interior, A ge a report made tothe President by a commis- 
— to be appointed by him, of the full completion thereof as in the act pro- 
v 5 

By the fifth section of the last of these acts, the Texas and Pacific Railroad 
Company was autho: and required to construct, maintain, control, and op- 
erate, or to control and o] any existing road between Marshall, in Texas, 
and Shreveport, in Louis’ with privilege to all roads terminating at Shreve- 
port to make and have running connections for business with the Texas and 

fie Company. 
this section with the twenty-second section of the first act above- 
y which Congress granted lands to the Backbone Company to aid 


Compar: 
mentioned, 
in its construction to unite with the Texas and Pacific Railway, it is very obvi- 
ous that Congress contemplated making a continuous chain ot railways from 
New Orleans to San Diego, of which the Backbone Company would furnish one 
link from New Orleans to Shreveport, the Texas and Pacific another from San 
Di to Marshall on its own proper line, and another and final link from Mar- 
shall to Shreveport, provided for by the fifth section of the above act of May 2, 
1872. This was the ruling idea of Congress—to use its own charter and that of 
the States of Texas and Louisiana to achieve the great result of a continuous 
communication from the Mississippi to the Pacific. And in order to make the 
line available for San Francisco, by the twenty-third section of the above act of 
March 3, 1871, the Southern Pacific Railroad, chartered by the State of Califor- 
nia, was authorized to be connected with the Texas and fic Railway, at or 
near the Colorado River, in order to make the through connection from the 
Mississippi to the Golden Gate of the Pacific. 

Bearing in mind this general purpose, and the means by which it was pro- 
posed to attain it, attention will now be directed to the seventeenth and twenty- 
second sections of the act of Congress, March 3, 1871, upon the co; ion of 
which the answers to the questions submitted to the committee nd, 

Before proceeding to the interpretation of these sections, it will be well to 
state certain conceded facts: 

1. The Backbone Company neverconstructed their road at all, nor earned the 
land grant made by the nty-second section, and allowed the whole five years 
rea for re Opio from the date of said act to elapse without doing any 
work on its line. 

2. The Backbone Company, at a special meeting of its board of directors held 
December 29, 1881, ordered a deed to he made of all the land granted to it by the 
act of March 3, 1871, to the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company. The deed 


was made Jan 5, 1881 (date in deed erroneously recited as Jan 5, 1880), 
in accordance with said order, and the act was confirmed by the ig of i 
stockholders December 9, 1881. 1, pages 


duly accepted by t 
3. The New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company was chartered by the State of 
ature Sppeavod 


4. The New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company, after obtaining said deed from 

eral Land Office and Interior De- 
pe ent for information as to the recogn the transfer of 
led to this may be noted in order. 

February 3, 1881. Resolution of the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company 
authorizing its president to accept the grant, On the 17th of February a letter 
o OORTE T UON to Mr. Paman president of = gooey hye 
pan oses as follows (Senate Executive Document No. 31, : 

“Phere ean be no doubt a the vol the New Oseans Feide 
Railway Com: accepts said transfer sompeny ‘ally vested 
all the A ‘ht, thie and interest which the New Orleans, Baton ouge and Vicks- 
burg Railroad Company has in and to said grant.” 
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On the 19th of K EL New Orleans Pacific Company the 
grant, and on the 2ist of Fel , Commissioner Williamson wrote to Mr, Bar- 
num, president of the Backbone Company, in these words : 
“ Thetransfer ohare New Orleans, m Rougeand Mary aay Feat Com- 
pany ofall its right, title,and interest in and to said grant to the said New Or- 
cans Pacific Railway Company is now complete.” (Senate Executive Docu- 
ment No. 31, pages 24, 25.) 
nee of the grant of 


‘These events in their order show that before its 
lands the New Orleans Pacific Company was careful to satisfied that their 
titles would be effectual, and for the reason, which fully from the affi- 
davits of G. M. Dodge and E.G, Wheelock, that S did not intend to undertake 
to build the road along the general line of the bone Company without the 
Conpeceional land grant to that company as a basis of credit upon which to pro- 

securely. 

Much contention seems to have arisen over the whole matter, as appears in Ex- 
ecutive Document No. 13, which ended in the opinion of Attorney-General Brews- 
ter,dated June 13, 1882, upon the validity of the assignment. Wee pages 52-55.) 
That opinion held that the Con grant to the Backbone Company was 
legally assigned to the New Orleans Pacific Company, and was a grant in 


pri 
The Attorney-General, however, indicated a distinction of great importance in 


this connection. Paeon pay of land is assigned toa com; to aid itin 
the construction of the contemplated by the gaok it willa the assignee 
as it would have availed the original tee. But where a grant of land in 
aid of construction has not been used thi 


e purpose by the grantee, and an- 
other company bas constructed the line of and afterward takes an assign- 
ment of the land grant, such assignment will be invalid. 

The reason is obvious. The benefit of the grant to the original company is 
coupled with the duty of using the lands for construction of theroad. Any va" oo 
company which takes the assignment of the lands must take them with the 
same burden and for the same purpose. They are granted to aid in construct- 
ing—not to pay for construction already done. Construction isa condition sub- 
sequent annexed to the grant, and it operates upon every assignee of the Panis 
and his performance of the condition involves construction as incident to his 
title as assignee; and no construction of the road prior to his title as assignee of 
the grant can be imputed as a performance of a condition annexed to the grant 
with which at the time of construction the assignee had no privity. His con- 
struction of the road in such case is independent of the grant—has no relation to 
it—and canin no wey be held to be a performance ofthe condition which will save 
the grant from forfeiture; for the grantee has not fulfilled it while plies the 
grant, and the supposed fulfillment by the other party was before any title by 


assignment, 

In this case the Backbone Company, at the date of its deed of assignment of 
this land grant to the New Orleans Pacific Company, had fulfiljed no part of the 
condition of its grant. The ips goed May capes 3 stepped into for the 
land grant and to use it in aid of performing the condition with which it was 
connected. It took the land cum onere. It would not have borne the burden, 
except for its buying the benefit. It cautiously*inquired whether in construc- 
tion of this line it would secure as assignee the granted aid from Congress, Sup- 
posing it had done so, it claims the aid, and the question remains, is its claim 
valid, and has it been or can it be forfeited? 

To the interpretation of the twenty-second section of the act of March 3, 1871, 
it is now necessary to proceed, It reads as follows: 

“Seo, 22, That the New Orleans, Baton and Vi Railroad Com- 
pany, chartered by the State of Louisian: have the right to connect by the 
most eligible route to be selected by sai Mons mar & with the said Texas Pacific 
Rail at its eastern terminus, and shall have the right of way through the 

ublic land to the same extent granted hereby to the said Texas Pacific Railroad 
Jompany; and in aid of its construction from New Orleans to Baton Rouge, 
thence by the way of Alexandria, in said State, to connect with the said Texas 
Pacific Railroad Company atits eastern terminus, there is hereby granted to said 
company, its successors and the same number of alternate sections of 

ublic lands, per mile, in the State of Louisiana, as are by this act ted in 
he State of California, to said Texas Pacific Railroad Company; and said lands 
shall be withdrawn from the market, selected, and patents issued therefor, and 
opened for settlement and pre-emption, upon the same terms and in the same 
manner and time as is provided for and required from said Texas Pacific Rail- 
road Company, within said State of California: Provided, That said SA ysr 
ae complete the whole of said road within five years from the passage of th 


The first question in regard to this section is, what does it convey? 

Its language is clear—that “in aid of its construction * * è there is 
hereby granted to said soopany Be successors and assigns,”’-so much land. 

The case of Schulenberg vs, rriman (21 Wallace, 40) is complete authorit 
tp the point, that these words importa grant in ) shear (see also Railroad Com- 

y vs. Baldwin, 103 United States Supreme Court, 426; Grinnell os, Railroad 
mpany, ibid., 742, 743). 

Nor can there be any doubt of the right of the grantee company to assign tne 
land grant. The jus disponendi is incident to the title granted, even if the word 
“assigns” did not imply such right, as it clearly does (Lewis vs. Lewis, 9 Mees. 
& W., 664; Bailey vs. Creepigny, L. R. 4Q. B., 186; Watson vs. Donnelly, 28 
Barbour, 658; Furney vs, Ford, 22 Wise., 173; Ball vs. wick, 46 LIL, 32). 

Whether the grant was absolute, or was upon condition subsequent, or was 
mone with a trust enforceable by the grantor, depends upon other words in 

jon. 

a ae clearly not an absolute and indefeasible title and free from trust or 
condition, 

The last clause of the section is in these words: 

i That said rman de complete the whole of said road within 
five years from the of act,” 

These words are a propriate to the creation of a condition subsequent, on the 
non-fulfillment of which the estate granted would determine, upon the re-entry 
of the grantor for its breach. And there is no doubt in this view, that as there 
was à breach of the condition by the grantee company, the right of the United 
States to enter is unquestionable. 

Before proceeding to discuss the relative rights of the Government and of the 
assignee company under this view, it is properto consider the alternative views 
insisted on for the assignee, 

And first, it is claimed for the assignee that the seventeenth section of the act 
of March 3, 1871, is to be read and construed as affecting and modifying the pro- 
visions of the twenty-second section of the act. 

That section is as follows: 

“Sec. 17. That the said Texas Pacific Railroad Sppany se. commence the 
construction of its road simultaneously at San Diego, in the State of California, 
and from a point at or near Tex., as hereinbefore described, and so 
prosecute the same as to have at least fifty consecutive miles of railroad from 
each of said ints complete and in running order within two years after the 

of this act; and to so continue to construct each year thereafter a suffi- 
cient number of miles to secure the completion of the whole line from the afore- 
said point on the eastern boundary of the State of Texas to the bay of San Diego, 
in the State of California, as aforesaid, within ten years after the of 
act; and upon failure to so complete it Con; may adopt 
it may deem and proper to secure its speedy completion.” 


This section applies expressly and only to the Texas and Pacitic Railroad Com- 
pany. 
presenti, upon a cond 


That eee was chartered by Congress, Whether it was a grant in 
tion subsequent, to be void upon the non-completion of ita 


1885. 
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road within ten years, or was a retention by Areny Ansk i eito take such 
steps in the aee ot De Ea eem necessary and proper to 
secure its speedy completion,” is a which your eee donot think 
it necessary to decide. It NAE ii to seg” thas tare oei Ta te 

of the twenty-second section which refers in any such manner to cone seventeenth 
section as to demand its incorporation into the twenty-second section, and that 
the condition subsequent found at the close of the twenty-second section should 

ualified by the words of the last clause of the seventeenth section. 

beste grant by the twenty-second section was to a corporation chartered by 

Louisiana; that by the seventeenth section, to one chartered by Congress. Con- 

gress had no poran or certainly claimed none, to build the NIA in 
provided for by that State’s charter. This accounts for the diverse lan 
used in the act ah the close of the two sections. Congress could construct t 
Texas Pacific road, if its chartered company failed to doso. It could not con- 
struct the Backbone road if the Backbone Company failed. It could use itsown 
sau to construct the former, it could not do so to construct the latter. Its rem- 
y, in the contingency of the failure of the Texas Pacific Company, was to use 

Pr Sans Aaa: to do what that company failed to do. Its only remedy as to 
the Backbone pany was to enter for a breach of the condition, and reinvest 
its title i% the wont granted by the twenty-second section. 

The only words in the twenty-second section which lace the Backbone Com- 

pany on the same basis as the Texas Pacific are contained in the clause which 
gives to the former the same quantity of land as is given to the latter in Califor- 
nia,and the clause which provides for the withdrawal, selection,and issue of 
po and opening for settlement and pre-emption “ upon the same terms and 
the same manner and time as is provided for and required from said Texas 
Pacific Railroad Company within said State of California.” These terms, man- 
ner, and time are provided for in sections 9, 12, and 18 of the act, and do not relate 
at all to the contingency of a failure to construct by either company, or to the 
right of the Government in case of such failure. 

There does not seem to be any reason why, if Con; intended to modify the 
proviso of the twenty-second section by the last words of the seventeenth section, 
the act should not have so expressly , or inserted the terms of the seven- 
teenth at the close of the proviso of the twenty-second section. Not having done 
so, it does not seem to the committee that any canon of interpretation of statutes 
either requires or justifies it. 

But there is a clause in the twenty-second section which may modify the con- 
struction given to the proviso at its close. That clause is as follows : 

“And in aid ofits construction from New Orleans, &c., * * thereishereby 
granted to said company,” &e. 

And then comes proviso— 

“ That said company shall | complete the whole of said road’ within five years 
from the of this act. 

Construing these clauses r, the question may be raised, does this create 
a technical common-law con: ition,’ or dacs it create a trust coupled with the 

t? 

In former times this question would not have been permitted. But the dis- 
favor to forfeitures upon breach of conditions subsequent, in modern times, has 
given rise to the construction that the grant is charged with a trust rather than 
affected by a condition. 

In the case of Wright vs. bey in the Queen’s Bench,and affirmed in the 
Exchequer Chamber (110 E. ©. L. R., 232, Camm. Seac., 259), it was held that in a 
will the words “upon express condition ” should be construed to import a trust, 
and not a condition, upon a view of the whole will, as to the real intention ame the 
testator, And the lan of Lord St. Leo in his work on 

(Sugden on Powers, 122), is cited as high authority for thedecision. H lord- 
ship’s words are these: 

“And in a to its being an estate upon condition, we may observe that 
what by the re law was deemed a devise upon condition would now perhaps 
in almost every case be construed a devise in fee upon trust,and by this con- 
pruciion, instead of t of the heir taking Penatdane sen of the condition ater the ces- 

ser} ye trust can compel an observance of the trust by a suit in equit 
his modification of the common-law doctrine is now sanction: 
devise, in order to effectuate the 


in cases of 
intention of the devisor, it might well be con- 
tended that a like rule should be a ig caps to by the Government for great 
public purposes, and they be hel pA heriki as trusts binding on the 
grantee and not as conditions upon breach of which forfeitures will result, with- 
out securing the public benefit a in the grant. 

Bat conceding that neither of the alternative interpretations suggested are 
tenable, they are not without their —— in deci the a submitted 
to the committee, if the proviso in the twenty: section of the act is con- 
strued as a strict condition su’ uent, 

It is undeniable that the condition follows the estate into whatever hands it 
comes, The assignee takes it cum onere. He is bound by and may perform the 
condition, in like manner as his assignor. 

Any one who is interested in a condition, or the estate to which it is attached, 
may a it, and when it has once been performed it is thenceforth 
Peers ai (2 he Washburn on Real , Second edition, page 10; 2 Ora bbe, Real 

pe: 

If the condition be performed insubstance it is sufficient. Soif it be performed 
as near the intent of the condition as can be. Seals daf s Dig., Condition, L. 1.) 
And conditions are not favored, nor are forfeitures for their breach. (4 Kents 

Comm., 128, 129.) 

An entry after a breach of the condition avoids the ori 

oe the title in the grantor, avoiding all inte: iate alienations, for the 
assignees of the original grantee taken Angee es to the condition. And it was a 
pe — of the common law that no performance of the condition after the day 
ed for it could save the forfeiture m the power of the grantor to re-enter. 

(2 Cruise Dig., title 13, chapter 2, section 10.) 
rule was prevalent three centuries aoe in respect to bonds in a penalty, 
Serong ae a subsequent,whether to pay money or perform a collat- 
and to conditions for re-entry for non-payment of rent 
tri ioe rad the like, But that rule is now obsolete ina great degree, and the 
ms of its ngor are now happily unknown, owing to the beneficent interven- 
tion of courts of equity and the action of courts of law in with the 

just rules of those tribunals. 

As early as Langford vs. Barnard (Tothill, 134), decided in 37 Elizabeth, the 
sy of redemption was secured by the ry court to the mortgageor, 

estate was forfeited at law for non-performance of the condition at the 


da; 
in 1598, about two veh this decision convulsed the Kingdom by the fierce 
conflict between the rude common law and the public conscience, a poet com 
ion of Lord Bacon and the lawyers of that day gave to the world a icture of the 
controversy in the immortal drama of the Merchant of Venice. The hard, un- 
relenting, and cruel Shylock, the impersonation of the common law, demanded 
the pound of flesh as h right by fo. aa for the failure to fulfill the condition 
subsequent within the fixed period of performance. In vain his victim tendered 
performance. It was too late. The cay of grace wasended. No after perform- 
ance could save the forfeited life. Such was the law maintained by judgment 


a tise Pee aion of Use Sink of oai, wth tnd 

o uity, w ust asserted 
dem n as the right of the victim of forf forfeiture =i bg eeen a ganai Beir 
Ee ws Fenton justice of the law. And ever since that day our jurisprudence 
with the poetic justice so wonderfully dramatized by the great master of 
the human heart, ed it as a canon of right. that no forfeitare shall be enforced 


where the paraala of the duty secured by a penalty is is tendered in full by 


title conveyed, and 


cru moe yg rah ame me contract under the rules of the com- 
mon law 
This principle has been extended to cases of penalties and conditions to do 
some collateral act other than payment of money; and where such can be com- 
ted in money, when not specifically performed, forfeitures have been re- 
ieved nst. (See Peachy vs. Somerset, 1 Strange 477; Sloman vs. Walter, 1 
ea ai J., 413; g cases commented on in 3 Wh. and T. L. O. Eq., 862, 


Nor are these mere creatures of equity; for so far has the Kuy “of redemp- 
tion been upheld that it is now regarded as an estate in land subject to descent, 
devise, entail, custody, &c. (Casborne vs. Scarpe, 1 Atk., eed 

But this is not all. a of law, taking the lesson whi equity and poetry 
in the Elizabethan period taught it, administers the same relief from penalties 
and forfeitures for Sadition broken in many cases as courts of chancery do. 

As early as eighth William III, withoutstatutory aid, the law court, in Downes 

vs. Turner, ci in Gregg’ ~ case (2 Salkeld, 597), stayed proceedings in ejectment 
by a lessor, who ente for breach of condition to pay rent, upon yinent 
into court of what was due by the lessee, thus relieving at law from a cpa hy 
r rirni a — to perform the condition at the day. (See also Doe vs. Roe. 
Mr. Justice Wilde, in speaking for the court in the cases of Atkins vs. Chilsm 
(11 Metcalf, osc and Sanborn vs. Woodman (5 Cush., 36), reviews the English 
cases on this po! int, and confirms the doctrine, that a ‘court of law will stay the 
hand of the A eup who seeks to enforce a forfeiture upon one who tenders in 
court the Lapiniga of an already broken condition. 

The legal therefore, of one who has incurred a forfeiture by breach of 
condition subsequent to relief against an unwilling adversary, upon a substan- 
tial performance after the day, at law and in equity, and undoubtedly in the lat- 
ter forum, can not be denied. 

But one other point remains to be considered. After breach of the condition 
subsequent the estate does not determine ipso facto, but only at the election of 
oar tor by re-entry. And, therefore, if the grantor after such breach accepts 

formance of the condition tendered by the grantee, he waives the forfeiture, 


the condition is gone forever, and the estate Sonan mes absolute. 
In Dumpor’s case (2 Coke, 119; 1 Smith L. O., 15) we find the basis of this prin- 
ciple. In Goodright vs. Davies (Cowper, 803)" ‘Lord Mansfield says: “Cases of 


forfeiture were not favored at law ; and where the forfeiture was once waived 
the court would not assist it.” (See also Ward vs. Day, 116 E. C. & R., 337; Doe 
vs. Birch, 1 M. & W., 402; onse Lumley, 85 E. C. & R., 648; , Camm. Scac., 
ibid. 682; Jackson vs. Barman, 7 Johnson, 227,and other cases cited in note by 


American editor. 

Ludlow vs. R. R. Co. (12 Barbour, 440) is a case where a railroad company 
failed to construct road within time prescribed K Seay e plaintiff iu a grant of land 
to it. It ed to do so afterward, under eye and without dissent by 
grantor. It was held to bes a waiver of the forfeiture. 

The facts already set forth with sufficient fullness satisfy your committee that 
the substantial falliment of the condition has been met by the assignee com- 
pany; that it was done under the eye of, and was accepted a the executive de- 
partment under the persons oes law of Conpreaes that all which Congress 
contemplated in ae nt has been realized, and that it was done by 
the Spa on the belief of having secured the grant, a belief based upon the 
assurance of the Department of the Interior, and upon the official action of the 
President of the United States in the examination of the work as it progressed, 
in his sanction of its sufficiency under the law, and in his order for the issue of 
patents for the land. 

After all this the question is, can—and if it can, ought Congress to forfeit the 
land grant to this assignee company? Your committee think both branches of 
the question must be answered in the negative. 

But, morespecifically, your committee answer the first question propounded 
by the memorial in the: S iraire: the second under the case stated in this re- 
fa th in the negative ; and the third in the negative; though under the view taken 

this pbs mrt that question i is immaterial. 

ich is ully submitted, with the resolution of the House hereto 
ean a with said memorial herewith returned : 


[H. Res, 232, Forty-eighth Congress, first session. ] 
Ix THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, April 21, 1874. 
were ae Skee: referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 


Me ELLIS introduced the following joint resolution : 


Joint resolution directing the Judiciary Committees of both Houses to inquire 
into and report upon certain legal questions involved in the proposed forfeit- 
ure of the land grant of the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Rail- 
road Company, assigned. 


Whereas the Government, by the twenty-second section of the act of March 3, 
1871, gave to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company 
of Louisiana a land t in the following terms, to wit: “And in aid of its con- 
struction from New Orleans to Baton Rouge, thence, by the way of Alexandria, 
in said State, to pa with the Texas Pacific Railroad Company at its eastern 
paaa re hereby granted to said oopan: its successors and assigns,” 

nd ators mentioned therein : “Provided, That said company shall 
complete the whole of said road within five years from the passage of this act;"’ 
an 

Whereas said grantee did not build said road “ss any partthereof; and 

Whereas said grantee did bargain, sell, conve assign all of its right, title, 
and interest in and to said grant, on the 5th of Absonstaing 1881, to the New Orleans 

c Railway nye = arcing wes! did build and complete said line of 
railroad “from New Or! uge, and thence, by way of Alexandria, 
to the eastern riak dinr the 1 Texas Pacific Railroad,” at Shreveport, in Novem- 
ber, 1882, and said road has been surveyed and accepted by the railroad commis- 
sioners appointed by the President as built in accordance with the design of 
cones, and patents for said land grant were ordered to issue by the Presi- 

Whereas bills providing for the forfeiture of said grant have been jntroduced 
in Dk Houses of Congress and referred to the Committees on Public Lands; 
an 

Whereas the Public Lands Committee of the House were and are substantially 
and equally divided on the question of said forfeiture; and 

Whereas there are involved in said question gravs and serious principles of 
law, which should be investigated an settled by the law committees of both 
Houses, in order to enable Congress to arrive ata just and legal settlement of 
said Lataney sep Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senateand House of Representatives of the Uni'ed States of America 
in Congress assembled, That the Judiciary Committee of cach House be required 
to consider the legal questions involved in the proposed forfeiture of the grant 
to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company, assigned 
to the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company, and especially to report within 
ten days their opinion— 

First. Ifunder the language ofthe grant as cited above from the twenty-second 
section of the act of March 3, 1871 (sixteenth Statutes, page E, the said grant 
wasa grant in presenti with the condition subsequent, and did it convey a pres- 
ent estate which was susceptible of being alienated, subject to the a 
aua E: or after breach of condition, but before forfeiture or re-entry by the 

vernmen: 
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Second. Whether if said grant was earned by construction after the breach of 
condition, but before forfeitare or re-entry by the grantor, any legal right to for- 


feit remains to the tor. 
Third, Whether the language of the seventeenth section of the act of March 
e 578), applies to the t to the New Orleans, 


3, 1871 (sixteenth Statutes, 
Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Rail , and does said language, or any part of it, 


importa waiver of the right to forfeit on the part of the grantor. 


Mr TELLER. As the Department of the Interior has been quite 
vigorously assailed both as to its law and as to its honesty in this par- 
ticular, I want tocall the attention of the Senate and of the country to 
the men who passed upon this question in the House, the members of 
that committee, and I am free to say here that I am willing to stand 
with them, irrespective of their political affiliations, as men of brain, 
of legal learning, and of integrity. The minority report is signed by 
two men and two men only, and the twomen who signed the minority 
report were Nathaniel J. Hammond, of Georgia, and Ezra B. Taylor, 
of Ohio. 

Now I propose to have the benefit in the RECORD of the Committee 
on the Judiciary of the House, and I think it will be recognized by the 
Senate that the ablest men of that body were members of that com- 
mittee. The gentlemen who concurred in the report were J. Randolph 
Tucker, of Virginia; David B. Culberson, of Texas; Samuel W. Moul- 
ton, of Illinois; James O. Broadhead, of Missouri; William Dorshei- 
mer, of New York; Patrick A. Collins, of Massachusetts; George E. 
Seney, of Ohio; William C. Maybury, of Michigan; Moses A. McCoid, 
of Iowa; Luke P. Poland, of Vermont; Horatio Bisbee, jr., of Florida; 
hese X. Parker, of New York, and Edward K. Valentine, of Ne- 
b a. 

I may say here what I know to be a fact, that the subcommittee that 
examined this case consisted of Mr. Tucker, Mr. Poland, and Mr. Broad- 
head, and there were no three other men in the House who were more 
capable and whose opinion would have been received by the House or 
by this body or by the country with ter confidence. Against that 
we have the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. VAN Wyck] and the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. These men knew the difference be- 
tween a condition subsequent and a condition precedent; these men 
knew what the law was, and they passed be, te every question, and they 
did so for the benefit of the House, having been instructed by the House 
to do that for the purpose of enabling the House to act intelligently and 
properly upon this very question, 

Mr. President, another committee reported on the subject in that 
body, a committee composed of some lawyers and some not lawyers, 
the Committee on Public Lands; and that committee, as I stated the 
other day, was divided—five for the grant and six against it. Now I 
will read the names of the members of that committee who were in 
favor of the validity of this grant and so reported; and two of them, 
prominent men in their political party, the party to which I do not 
belong, discussed the question before the House with an intelligence 
with which it has not been discussed here, I am free to say: Mr. Will- 
iam C. Oates, of Alabama; Mr. Henry S. Van Eaton, of Mississippi; 
Mr. James B. Belford, of Colorado; Mr. Horace B. Strait, of Minnesota; 
and Mr. Lewis E. Payson, of Illinois. Numbers do not always count. 
It is true they do count when there is a vote; but for influence and for 
safety for an executive officer he can sometimes take the view of a minor- 
ity. Ifthe gentlemen who take an interest in this subject will read the 
speeches made by Mr. Oates, Mr. Van Eaton, and Mr. Payson, I will 
submit to any fair and intelligent pérson that the weight of the argu- 
ment was with those three men, no matter what the rest of the com- 
mittee may have said or done. 

The honorable Senator says that this case is peculiar—sui generis. It 
is not. I repeat what I said the other day: it has been the unbroken 
rule of the United States for sixteen years to issue the patents for lands 
granted to railroads whenever the parties had complied with the con- 
ditions subsequent, without reference to time; and that has been done 
in nine cases out of ten without any inquiry whatever. Since I have 
been Secretary I have issued title papers in the same identical way that 
are not called in question, and that, too, withouthaving taken the opinion 
of a committee of this body or a committee of the other, or without 
having taken the opinion of the entire House, where by a majority vote 
of 42 it was declared that this grant should not be forfeited. 

It is very easy for a man to address a few people in the galleries and 
talk about protecting the honest settler. The settler should have been 
protected when the grant was made. That was the time to raise this 
question, not now. The Government made a contract. The Govern- 
ment has said, ‘‘ Here, you build a road within a certain time and we 
will give you a in amount of land.” A well-known rule of law 
said—and it did not need the decision of the Supreme Court—auntil we 
assert the right to re-enter you can keep right on regardless of thelim- 
itation fixed in the act; but in 1874 the Supreme Court of the United 
States, that all ag 10a te the Government must bow to whenit con- 
strues a statute, red that the Government must by some action of 
Congress declare its intention to re-enter or else the party might con- 
tinue, and when he had performed the condition the land was his as 
much as if he had built the road within the od fixed in the act. 
The court has reiterated this in repeated d ons, and this body and 
the other House have not been in ignorance of them. They knew what 
the law was. There are a great many menon this floor who knew what 


the law was without the decision of the Supreme Court, but they all 
knew what it was after the decision. 

Mr. President, I said that this had been done for sixteen years. I 
meant to say that roads which had been built many years ago, nearly, 
if not quite, that much out of time, have been allowed to take their 
lands, The Land Office held that question in abeyance, and refused 
for some time to grant any titles to roads built out of time, but when 
this decision came in they went back to the cases of roads that had 
been built out of time, and they were allowed to take their titles. I 
stated the other day that I could call the attention of this body to a 
road that had been completed thirteen years out of time and nobody 
raised a question. 

In 1874, after the act making the grant had passed, Congress provided 
that the people who had gone on to these lands prior to that time be- 
lieving that they had been forfeited might be protected in their rights, 
and that the railroad company might take other lands in lieu thereof. 
It will be found in the statute passed on the 22d day of June, 1874. 
Then the contract that this company entered into with the settlers to 
give them all the land they occupied at $2 an acre was in accordance 
with the law as it then existed, and the settlers had the privilege, and 
have it to-day, of taking at any time previous to the month of Octo- 
ber, 1881—had the right to go and take this land, and this company 
can then call if it chooses for other lands. There is nothing in this 
case that differs from very many other cases. 

It is true that roads may be built long outoftime. The late Secre- 
tary of the Interior made to this body, in his first annual report, a sug- 
gestion, which was all he was allowed to do, that there was a necessity 
for some legislation upon this subject; that either the Government 
should declare that the roads built out of time were not to have their 
lands, so that they could not go on building and claiming, or else a 
limit should be fixed, so that the settlers and the railroad alike might 
know it. That was repeated in the two following annual reports made 
by that Secretary, and it ill becomes any one in this body to complain 
of the executive department of the Government, that has no oppor- 
tunity to cancel these grants, that has no power in the premises, but is 
required by law to issue the patents whenever the parties are entitled 
thereto. When Mr. Hoar was Attorney-General he was asked as to 
the right of an executive department to suspend the action of a statute, 
and he declared that it was the duty of the executive department with 
diligence to enforce the statutes as it found them without reference to 
the opinion the executive officer might have as to their propriety when 
originally passed. 

I listened the other day to an attack upon the Attorney-General, an 
attack upon the Interior Department because the Interior Department 
had received the opinion of the Attorney-General. Upon just such a 
question as this, the rightof this company to assign and the right of the 
assignee, one of the brightest Attorneys-General that ever held the office 
within our memory at least, Mr. Stanberry, of Ohio, passed. He de- 
clared that the right of assignment was not to be questioned, and that 
was in the case of a road that had received from the Government not 
only lands in quantities greater than were ever allowed before, but re- 
ceived $16,000 a mile in Government bonds. That company having 
assigned to another company, the assignee was held entitled to and re- 
ceived not only the lands but the bonds as the assignee. I suppose 
that nobody in this Chamber, certainly no lawyer, will .question the 
ability of Mr. Stanberry to pass upon such a question, or his integrity, 
or his honesty, any more than any one would question the honesty and 
the integrity of the eommittee whose names I have read to the Senate. 

If the new administration of which we hear now is to commence to 
undo what the late administration has done, it should proceed accord- 
ing to the forms of law; it should in a manner that will comport 
with the dignity of a great administration presiding over the interests 
of 55,000,000 people. How shall it be done? By a resolution of this 
body ? By speeches addressed to the public? No; but by its courts. 
If there is anything wrong in this transaction, go into the courts. Pre- 
vious to the issuing of these patents it was impossible for either the 
railroad company or the settlers to be heard in the courts; and it was 
in the interest of the settlers that the matter should be put in such a 
shape that they might be heard. If this company is not entitled to 
the land, there is a court that will settle that, and it will settle it in 
accordance with law and in accordance with justice and in accordanec 
with right. 

We may say of our courts as the great ap ta Prussia once heard 
said about hiscourt. When the great king had built an elegant 
and when he looked out around him he saw an old mill standing in 
its way and somewhat the view; he went down and said to the 
man who owned it, ‘“‘I want to buy your mill.” The old man said, 
“It has been my mill ever since I was a young man, and it was my 
father’s before me, and my ther’s before him, and I decline to 
sell.” The king said to him impatiently, ‘‘ If you do not, I will take 
it.” He said, ‘‘ Sire, I want you to remember that in this country we 
have courts to settle questions between individuals, and that, too, be- 
tween the peasant and king.” The old king turned around and said 
the mill might remain. ə said, ‘‘ That is a tribute to my court ot 
which I am proud.” We can say the same of our courts, There will 
be an opportunity to test the whole question. ‘There will be an oppor- 


1885. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


45 


tunity to decide whether the road was built, as I say it was, after-the 
assignment, or, as the Senator said the other day, before the assign- 
ment. Everything in the Interior Department indicates that it was 
built after the assignment. If that is not true, the courts will find it 
out. 

Mr. President, I have called the attention of the Senate to the con- 

dition of this case once before, and I do not propose to go over it again; 
I do not propose to continue it. I repeat, that if it is the intention of 
the new administration to take up this class of cases, they have not 
only this to take up but a great many others. I think it would be 
quite as modest when aquestion of inquiry is before the Senate for our 
friends on the other side, at least before they boast of what they are 
going to do, to wait and see if they can determine what ought to have 
been done by those who preceded them. I do not yield to the Senator 
from Louisiana in my devotion to the men who go out upon the public 
lands as settlers. I am as anxious as any man ever was that the lands 
of the Government should be reserved for actual settlers, and I have 
said on the floor of the Senate before that if I had been a member of 
this body when these grants were voted I should never have voted for 
a nt. 
Bat that is not the question now. The grant has been made; the par- 
ties have complied with the conditions; and they are now entitled to 
their patents certainly in the absence of any legislation, which there 
has been full and ample opportunity to enact during the four years this 
case has been before the Interior Department. Four years has this ques- 
tion been discussed back and forth there and in this body. Two years 
ago last July the Senate declared that this company was entitled to this 
land. There has never been a declaration from any committee save 
the one that I mentioned, the Committee on Public Lands of the House, 
at any time declaring that it was not entitled to the land, and that not 
until after the company had built its road and the people weré having 
the benefit of it. Whether it was a wise policy to give land for sucha 
purpose or not is not now the question. The question is, the Govern- 
ment having agreed to do the thing, shall the Government do it, or shall 
an executive officer, in violation of law, simply say: ‘‘ You are entitled 
by the law to the land, but I will wait an indefinite period; I will wait 
to see whether Congress may not forfeit this grant; it has been before 
two Con ; it has been before the Senate; it has been before the 
House; it has been declared by the committees of both bodies that it 
ought not to be forfeited; it has been so declared bya positive vote; and 
yet I will wait to see whether the Forty-ninth Congress, that does not 
assemble until December, may not see fit to forfeit this grant.’’ 

Mr. President, I donot believe that that isa very good thing for an ex- 
ecutive officer todo. I have not any idea that that will find any favor 
at least with the three gentlemen who are now executive officers who 
so recently left this body. It is not a very democratic doctrine, as I 
recollect it, that an executive officer may decline to execute a law be- 
cause he thought the law was not wise in its incipiency, or because he 
thought that Congress ought to repeal it. Such a doctrine would leave 
an executive officer at liberty to nullify and destroy what the legisla- 
tive department of the Government may do. All he has to do issimply 
to say, ‘‘I do not like the statute; I think if this Congress will not re- 
peal it the next will;’’ and when he has waited till that Congress has 
adjourned and the next is assembled and declares affirmatively that it 
will not intervene, ‘‘I will say, I will wait until the next; ’’ and so he 
might indefinitely postpone the execution of the law, and thus he might 
deny to the citizen that justice which the Government is bound to mete 
out to him. This can not be done in the name of the people; it can not 
be done under the pretense that you want to save the public lands to the 
people. 

It has been pretty well known in this body and in the other that for 
many years laws enacted for the benefit of the people have been used 
to their hurt. It is well understood everywhere—it is here by my re- 
port, it is here by the report of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office—that the pre-emption law, originally a valuable law to the peo- 
ple of the United States, is to-day being used to aggregate large quan- 
tities of land in the hands ofindividuals. Would any land officer or any 
Secretary of the Interior be justified in suspending the execution of the 
law? I only need to ask the question and everybody promptly says no. 
Why not suspend that lawas well assuspendany other? Is it because in 
this case a corporation is concerned? Is it because there is something 
in a corporation that is upeany obnoxious? Corporations are but 
the aggregation of individual capital and individual energy and indi- 
vidual enterprise; and if the Government sees fit to make a grant to a 
corporation or to deal with a corporation it must see fit then to execute 
the law in its behalf as it would in behalf of an individual. 

Mr. President, I repeat that every question which has been submit- 
ted here to-day has had not only the consideration of the Department 
charged with the execution of this law, but has been submitted for the 
advice of the Attorney-General. The other day when the matter came 
up I was a little bit confused as to the exact time when the Attorney- 
General was c with the duty that had been performed by him 


when he replied to the request of Secretary Kirkwood. I had forgot- 
ten just exactly when he was charged with that. It lacked only four 

charged upon him. 
s form of government he was charged with 


years of being one hundred yn since that duty was 
In the very beginning of th 


answering to the heads of Departments as to the law when they required 
his opinion; and I repeat now what I said then, that every Department 
from that time to this has felt itself obligated and bound, when the At- 
torney-General has been consulted as to the law of a case, to regard his 
opinion as the law of the case and to enforce the law in accordance with 
his views. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to introduce a resolution. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Very well. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMITTEE. 
Mr. CULLOM. I submit the following resolution: 

Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators be appointed to investigate 
and report upon the subject of the regulation of commerce among the several 
States, with authority to sit during the recess of Congress, and with to 
summon witnesses and to do whatever is necessary for a full examination of the 
Sal eax S eC cane POVAT sone barca fren the OAA tot 
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aa ai of inquiries and investigations cate ii the Bnn ~ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRISON in the chair). Does 
the Senator ask for the present consideration of the resolution? 
Mr. CULLOM. Ido. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be printed and lie over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be printed and lie 
over. 
CLERK FOR COMMITTEE ON COAST DEFENSES. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Iam instructed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Conti t Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred the resolution submitted this morning by the Senator from Ore- 
gon [Mr. DOLPH], to report it favorably and without amendment. I 
ask for the present consideration of the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Coast Defenses be, and it is hereby, author- 
ized to employ aclerk, whoshall be paid, at the same rate that the other per diem 
clerks are paid, out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada asks for 
the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that had better lie over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will lieover under the 
rule. 

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Iam also instructed by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom 
was referred the resolution submitted by the Senator from New York 
[Mr. MILLER] on the 13th instant, to report it favorably without 
amendment. I ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry be, and it is hereby, 
continued and authorized to sit di the recess of Congress, to consider the 
best means of preserving the forest of the public domain, and to employ a clerk 
at ae regular per diem, who shall be paid out of the contingent fand. of the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that that lie over, and I simply want to 
call the attention of our friends in the majority to this fact: I fear 
these expenditures coming out of the contingent fund of the Senate 
are getting a little top-heavy; I fear we shall have very great trouble in 
getting appropriations to meet them, and that the provision for draw- 
ing these moneys will exhaust the fund long before the expiration of 
the fiscal year, and so some matters of the Senate which are really 
necessary for the transaction of the business of the Senate will be left 
without any legitimate appropriation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the resolution 
will be printed and lie over. 

BACKBONE AND OTHER RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I move—— 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I ask the Senator from California to withdraw 
his motion for a few moments that I may make some suggestions on the 
pending resolution. 3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from California 
withdraw his motion? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. If the Senator from Nebraska desires 
to make some reply to the speeches in the Senaté made this morning 
I withdraw my motion. 

The Senate resumed the. consideration of the resolution submitted 
by Mr. VAN Wyck on the 6th instant. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] in his remarks previous to-day regretted that every person 
who spoke on this subject was not a lawyer—I suppose he meant of rail- 
road proclivities, so there might be full accord; such lawyers as during 
most of the last sixteen years have filled the Attorney-General’s and In- 
terior Departments, making the precedents which the ex-Secretary 
boasted he had followed; lawyers who have enjoyed the advantages 
of a large acquaintance with railroad magnates, who have been broad 
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enough to understand and apply the liberal views of corporation attor- | I ask him to-day if he will not feel it his duty as a Senator when the 


neys. 

The American people probably regret that there were not lawyers 
who were not seeking to smother plain, honest, common sense under 
quotations of bad Latin and Norman French. He was right—the De- 
partment and Attorney-General for sixteen years have been doing these 
things. Every reign has exhibited scandalous transactions, or rather 
transactions giving rise to scandals; Credit Mobilier frequently repeated 
itself. Locating and conveying lands to Sioux City and Pacific, giving 
lands from Portland to Puget Sound, is probably no worse, certainly no 
better, than allowing consolidation of Union Pacific with Kansas and 
Denver Pacific when the Union Pacific was made practically bankrupt. 
Gould and his syndicate realized not less than $20,000,000 at the ex- 
pense of the nation. 

Mr. TELLER. Who allowed that? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Some one in the Interior Department; probably 
the Commissioner of Railroads first did it, and how far it had the ap- 
probation of the Secretary of the Interior Ido not know. My points 
are not personal, either to the chief or to his subordinates. I am talk- 
ing of the system, of the precedents in the last sixteen years. It is 
not the first time I have taken an opportunity on this floor to say that 
the Attorney-General’s Office and the Interior Department during the 
last sixteen years have been subjugated to the demands of railroad cor- 
porations. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

Gould and his syndicate realized not less than $20,000,000 by the 
consolidation to which I have alluded. That was done in 1881; the Sec- 
retary will know who then approved it. The people between the Mis- 
souri River and the Pacific Ocean in telegraph and railroad 
are subjected to an extortion as outrageous as England inflicts upon her 
subjects in India and which produces revolt and war among her serfs 
in the deserts of Africa. 

It is usual for the corporation attorneys and defenders to stigmatize 
the settler, whose only earthly treasure may be a wife and children and 
the team he is driving, as an interloper, a speculator, seeking to obtain 
a homestead of one hundred and sixty acres. The ex-Secretary has 
listened so long to that dialect in the Department it was natural he 
should repeat it in his speech. 

Mr. TELLER. Did I—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield? 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator say that I used any such term in 


reference to settlers? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. ‘The Senator said they go upon this land as set- 
tlers, they go upon the Northern Pacific lands as settlers, on that im- 
mense tract which the law and the Interior Department has allowed, 
a black belt one hundred and twenty miles in width and excluded 
from settlement as far as they may, and the Senator the other day said 

ettlers go on the Northern Pacific lands. Why, he would not allow 
those men the right to go on this boundless domain. 

Mr. TELLER rose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to ask the Senator from Nebraska if he un- 
derstands that it is in the power of the executive department of the 
Government to interfere when the legislative department has fixed the 
status of these lands. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Let me finish my sentence. The Senator rose 
indignantly and asked whether he had said anything of that kind, and 
I referred him to his language, and then he turns and asks what can we 
do. Now let me finish that sentence and then I will answer the sug- 
gestion of the Senator. I said that the ex-Secretary has listened so 
long to that dialect in his Department that it was natural he should re- 
peat it in his speech, and sneering at such men, almost in the lan; 
of Tweed, he said, ‘‘ What are you going to do about it?” and then 
when the Senator again propounds the inquiry very vehemently if the 
law gives the land to the companies, what power had he to step in and 
interfere. I will tell him. By the terms of the grant to this very 
Backbone road every homestead and pre-emption claim was lawful up 
to the time of definite location. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 
the actual building of the road. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly, the Senatorsays. Now settlers have 
gone upon these lands; they have been going there from 1871 to the 
building of the road in 1882, and when I ask him about the protec- 
tion of those settlers he turns and says, ‘‘ How could I protect them? 
How can you protect the settlers on the Northern Pacific when the 
company was entitled to the land?’’ Here he could protect them and 
here we can protect them. This Backbone grant was forfeited by 
broken conditions. Otherrights in the mean time had intervened; legal 
rights had intervened; and when you come in the end and say there 
was an absolute grant to these men, was it not the duty of the De 
ment over which the Secretary presided to have protected the settlers 
in their legal and valid claims to the land which they were occupying? 


There was no definite location until 


question comes before this body as to forfeiting the lands of the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company, if we are to relieve that great corpora- 
tion from its broken condition, from its violated faith, will it not be his 
duty and mine to say to this great corporation, ‘‘ Before you shall be en- 
titled to the lands which you claim to have earned you shall recognize 
the title of men whose title is superior to your own. During the period 
of your broken condition the Government substantially encouraged the 
pioneer and the settler to occupy the lands.” When years have gone 
by and it becomes necessary to realize this grant to this corporation I 
should like to know if the Senator will not feel it his duty as a mem- 
ber of this body of the American Congress to protect the rights of those 
men which have accrued during the time the condition was broken, 
where the law had been violated? I think the Senator will agree with 
me about that, and I do not think he will be ready, in so di ing his 
duty as a Senator, to have any one rise and tell him that is all *‘ blood 
and thunder.” ‘ 

The Senator says the Backbone grant had more equity than the Texas 
Pacific, which fortunately Congress declared forfeited and rescued it 
from the tender mercies of the Interior Department and Cabinet. 

The Southern Pacific, as did the New Orleans, undertook to build a 
parallel line to that on which a grant had been made to a rival com- 
pany, and then to rob the publicjdomain of millions of acres of land. 
Both adopted the same tactics. 

My friend will excuse me from reading Huntington’s letters over 
again. I have had occasion to read them several times by way of en- 
couragement in this body. The proceedings in this case will probably 
get into history hereafter by the same historian. The Southern Pacific, 
as did the New Orleans Pacific, antagonized and built in opposition to > 
a rival road; each came to Congress and defeated the schemes of its 
rival. Huntington said what it cost him to beat Tom Scott and the 
Texas Pacific, $200,000 I think, and he said there were such dema- 
gogues here and those who were not demagogues—he used a very illog- 
ical expression probably—asked too much. 

Now the Senator says the New Orleans Pacific went to the Legisla- 
ture of Louisiana to beat the Backbone charter and have it repealed. 
Then he says the New Orleans Pacific came here to Congress to defeat 
the Backbone scheme. Exactly what the Southern Pacificdid. They 
came to Congress to beat the Texas Pacific, They were the same men, 
Gould and Huntington—the samecrowd. The Senator says do justice 
to them. Certainly do justice to them. Nobody asks for anything 
else. A rich corporation should not be ostracized. Certainly not. No; 
measure to them the same meed of justice that is measured to the 
honest settler, but no more. There is no reason why the clerks in the 
Department of the Interior should be worked at nights and Sundays to 
get out patents for Jay Gould any more than for some poor fellow who 
has his homestead at the headwaters of some of the Western rivers. 
[Applause in the galleries. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska will sus- 
pend a moment. The Chair must say to persons in the galleries that 
it is in violation of the rules of the Senate to make any demonstration 
of any kind whatever. If it is repeated the Chair will be objiged to 
order the galleries to be cleared. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Southern Pacific, as did the New Orleans 
Pacific, antagonized and built in opposition to the rival road; each came 
to Congress and defeated the schemes of its rivals. The Southern Pacific 
completed the road and secured an assignment during the lifetime of 
the grant, and therefore it had a better claim, while the New Orleans 
and Pacific took an assignment and completed the road six and eight 
years after the life of the grant was forfeited by conditions violated. 

The ex-Secretary says the Backbone had a right to assign a grant 
thus forfeited. Ifso, why not the Texas Pacific in the lifetime of the 
grant? The Texas Pacific built its road in Texas but not a mile in New 
Mexico and Arizona, but the Backbone never built arod of road on the 
broad earth. 

Gould and Huntington were always logical; they intended to make 
the Backbone the forerunner, and if they captured the Department on 
that they were confident of securing theother. Only the interposition 
of Congress prevented it. 

Twenty and thirty years ago Congress gave recklessly to any corpora- 
tion applying; now the executive department and Congress in refusing 
to restore unearned lands to the public domain will be judged by the peo- 
ple as guilty of a crime against the nation. ~ 

The tide of our own and foreign population, which years ago laid the 
foundations and reared the structure of great States in the West, is now 
repelled by the desert lands, the arid plains, thesand hills and sage brush, 
and in its reflex is gathering at the border of the Indian lands impatient 
toenter, where the Federal bayonets are pointed against the breasts of 
hardy pioneers, like unto that class which carried the flag of the Union 


in advance of civilization over mountain peaks and furled it by the 
waves of the broad Pacific; no bayonets to drive out the cattle syndi- 
catesalready in Oklahoma; no bayonets to destroy fences illegally inclos- 
ing millions of acres of the public domain. 

e Senator admits that this road is only entitled to the lands earned 
The Senator has conceded that they are 
Now, this road 


after the assignment in 1881. 
only entitled to lands for road constructed after 1881. 
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was all completed in 1882, while in fact he gave lands for road built 
from 1875 to 1881, for the entire line—— 

Mr. TELLER. That is not correct. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. That is notcorrect! Let us see if it is not cor- 
rect. He has given lands for the whole road except sixty-eight miles 
built by Morgan & Co.—lands for all else. Now, this road was com- 
pleted in 1882, while in fact he gave lands for road built from 1875 to 
1881, for the entire line, and the only part excluded was the sixty-eight 
miles. 

The i, oR evidently had not the time to ascertain what work 
was done before and after 1881, and decided againt the Government by 
giving land for the entire line. Why this hot haste? Why not have 
left it to the deliberation of his successor, who could have determined 
what portion did not properly belong tothe road even upon the admis- 
sions of the last administration ? 

Before 1881 no work was done on the faith of this grant. Congress 
had refused to transfer it to the New Orleans and Pacific, and that road 
had often proclaimed the Backbone grant worthless. Now I suppose 
even a lawyer will admit that he who takes with notice of a defective 
title gets no title; and when the New Orleans Pacific presented itself 
to this Department asking these lands under a grant which it said was 
worthless to the Backbone Company, and only showed to the Depart- 
ment an assignment of a worthless t from a bankrupt corporation, 
it was notice to them that they ought not at least to be called upon, an 
Executive Department of this Government, to assist in perpetrating a 
fraud which had been conceived by these two corporations. It was 
nothing less. 

The president of the New Orleans Pacific in 1878 said: ‘‘ No arrange- 
ment looking to any recognition of the pretended claims of the Back- 
bone Company will be entertained by my company.’’ 

In 1879 he said, ‘‘ We have now ability to complete our road without 
Government assistance.” Just the same as Huntington was saying 
when he was endeavoring to beat Tom Scott and the Texas Pacific. 
The New Orleans Pacific, under the contro] of Gould and Huntington, 
said the same thing precisely before a committee of the other House, 
boldly stated that they had now the ability to complete their road with- 
out Government aid. They said that in 1879. The Cabinet ought to 
have known it, and yet with these facts before their eyes they surren- 
dered in this manner 700,000 acres of the Government domain. 

In 1876 the same man said about $750,000 in cash has been sub- 
scribed and a portion of it has been expended. Now mark, in March, 
1880, Mr. Greene was chief engineer of that road before the assignment. 
Mr. Greene said more than two millions and a half cubic yards of graded 
road have been constructed, making approximately a continuous line 
of grading of some one hundred and sixty miles. Will the Secretary 
of the Interior pretend that this road was charged with those one hun- 
dred and sixty miles of graded road? No, sir. They were given this 
grant the same as if they had been at work since 1875. Their own 
engineer was presented to a committee of the other House, and said that 
they had one hundred and sixty miles of continuous graded road, and 
yet there was no account of this taken in the issue of these patents. 
Yet the company has been given land as if the entire line had been 
constructed after the assignment in 1881. 

There was time for a Cabinet meeting the last day of the life of the 
last administration. The Secretary of the Interior was probably the 
only advocate, feeling as hesays that this corporation had been wronged 
by having this grant withheld ten years, and in the exuberance of his 
sympathy for Gould and Huntington urged or consented to a free gift for 
one hundred and sixty miles of continuous graded road. 

Faithful public servants indeed! It requires no corporation lawyer 
or any other lawyer to understand this performance. It is so plain 
that he who runs may read, and the wayfaring man, though a fool, need 
not err therein. 

Another remarkable feature. The ex-Secretary, from many years’ 
practice as attorney for the Union Pacific Road and long experience in 
the Department of the Interior, must have known that railroads to es- 
cape State and local taxation decline to take patents only as they mar- 
ket the lands. Millions of acres are yet unpatented to the Pacific rail- 
roads, although entitled thereto since 1869, Everybody knows, none 
better than the ex-Secretary, that the railroads do not take their pat- 
ents if they can avoid it, because then the lands are subject to State and 
local taxation, and the Union Pacific and Central Pacific to-day have 
millions of acres of land which have been earned in 1869 for which they 
have not yet received patents. 

Now mark! What was the great desire of this company then to 
obtain patents for all these lands without any to whether they 
could market them or not, so unusual from any other land-grant cor- 
poration? Does not the great desire of this company to secure patents 
for nearly a million acres which would be subject to immediate taxa- 
tion suggest a strong suspicion that the motive must be a fear that the 
next Congress or that the incoming administration might not be com- 
pletely subject to their control? Could it have been anything else? 

Now, Mr. President, I have probably said all that is necessary in this 
case. The Senator alluded to the high s of the committee of the 


House, and he seemed to find in that a warrant for the course he was 
pursuing, and when he referred to the Committee of the Judiciary in 


the other House, which he relies on to sustain him, why did he not pay 
some respect to the report of a committee of this body, which was not 
divided in its bill to forfeit a portion of the land grant of this road? 
Will not the Senator read the names and find at least some who were 
of ability as lawyers? Considering that question, even if it threw this 
matter over to be disposed of by the next administration, a respectful 
protest was sent to the Department, signed by members of the com- 
mittee. 

The Senator stated that the report of this committee did just what 
the Department did, precisely what they had done, and yet the report 
of the committee forfeits a portion, intending to forfeit all for work 
done before 1881. That is what the committee of this body did, and 
the committee of this body supplemented their report by a respectful 
request to the Secretary of the Interior that he and the President should 
withhold patents, but the Senator parades a divided report from the 
other House as sufficient justification, while he entirely overlooks the 
unanimous report of the Senate committee on this subject. 

Mr. President, at least this resolution should be passed. I regret 
that my friend should have considered that there was anything per- 
sonal in this matter, as he seems to have felt a personal grievance, but 
the resolution did ask for a suspension of action. I understand the 
Senator to take the position that that practice must stop. He has 
served notice on the te that the custom must stop which has ex- 
isted here for years. There must be no more of this thing practiced; 
there must be no resolutions calling for information on any subject 
which a Senator may desire. That may be all very well, but I doubt 
whether even he himself will not find it at times necessary that he 
should seek and ask information, and he will consider it no reflection on 
a Department, no reflection on an administration, because he seeks to 
find or to correct even, if you please, abuses which may exist at one 
point and another, necessarily so in the Departments. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it wassaid many yearsago by agen- 
tleman who was writing a treatise on oratory that one of the first things 
an orator should do was tobe prudent. I regret that that has not been 
the rule in some sections where orators have been educated. 

I object to the honorable Senator from Nebraska putting into my 
mouth words that I never uttered and imputing to me sentiments, and 
then saying that I had put myself on record on those sentiments which 
I never entertained. I have not been in the habit of making anything 
except occasional grammatical corrections in the reports of my speeches 
here, and ordinarily not even do I go to that extent, and the RECORD 
will bear me out in the remark that I said nothing which can be tort- 
ured, nothing which even his vivid imagination can work up into a 
statement that the interloping settler went on to the lands of the rail- 
road company. I said simply that if there was trouble it was the fault 
of the law. It isa grievous fault of the law. It is the fault of the 
law that when the line has not been built and when the settler does 
not know whether it is to be built or not, he is prevented from going 
on the public land. 

I called the attention of the Senate to that subject in almost these 
exact words in my report of 1882. I said that the settler could not tell 
whether the road was to be built or not, and he did not know whether 
to take his title from the railroad company or to take it from the Gov- 
ernment. He could not get it from the Government, and if he got it 
from the railroad company he might lose all that he had paid. I never 
intimated that the settlers ought not to be protected, and if the honor- 
able Senator had been posted sufficiently upon the rulings of the De- 
igen he would have known that all his anxiety for the settlers who 

settled upon these lands in Louisiana previous to the definite loca- 
tion of the road, which was the building of the road, was needless, be- 
cause they were protected by the very letter of the law. The Interior 
Department has not the power to take their land and give it to the 
railroad company, and has not attempted so todo. All his anxiety 
then about the settlers may be laid aside so far as the Louisiana grant 
is concerned; and there is not a man who now comes in contact with 
the grant except the man who came in after the road was built, and all 
such are provided for in the agreement with this company. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EUSTIS. What agreement does he refer to? 

Mr. TELLER. I refer to the agreement made with this company by 
the two members of Congress, Mr. Blanchard and Mr. Robertson. Mr. 
Blanchard said in June, 1884, that nine-tenths of all the settlers were 
in his district and were entirely satisfied with the contract. I have 
just as much confidence in Mr. Blanchard’s statements as I have in 
those of anybody else. 


. Ido not yield to the Senator to make a speech. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado declines 
to yield further. 

Mr. TELLER. I will yield to a question. 

Mr. EUSTIS. That is a promise by the company to the world to do 
such a thing. It is not an agreement. 

Mr. TELLER. It is a promise made by the company which can be 
enforced under the law, and if gentlemen who come here and talk about 
questions that they do not know anything about would study the stat- 
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company to do it, and there has never been any question made by any 
settler as to the bona fides of that contract. 

The honorable Senator from Nebraska talks about the settlers on the 
Northern Pacific. Whose business is it to protect the settlers on the 


utes they would see that there was power under the law to com: 


Northern Pacific? Is it mine? Is it not as much his? Was it the 
business of any man in the executive department of the Government? 
It was for the legislative department, and the legislative department 
alone. The Interior Department was powerless to protectthem. The 
Legislature had provided that the grant should be made to the company. 
They had provided that they might take an indefinite period, for that 
is the law, in which to build the road, and then they said to the settler, 
“If you go on the land after the definite location of the road you shall 
not be allowed to take title under the Government, but you must deal 
with the railroad company and not with the Government.” Did not 
the honorable Senator know that? 

Why, Mr. President, when I left this body in 1882 I left upon the 
files a bill to forfeit the grant and protect the settlers. Has the hon- 
orable Senator ever been heard in the committee to which it properly 
belonged? Has he ever been heard in defense of these settlers in the 
committee where his voice is potent, where he is one out ofseven, and 
where he could have reported a bill to this body? When I left the 
Senate there was a bill before his committee to forfeit this very identi- 
cal grant over which he is spending so much time and w him- 
selfso seriously, Whatdid the honorable Senatordo? Did heattempt 
to bring it before this body? Did he not know that by a law of this 
body, which is recognized, no such bill would be touched without the 
approval of his committee? He sat silent in his committee or else he 
did the other thing, he opposed its presentation to the Senate. At all 
events he has never attempted to bring it before this body in any shape. 

The Senator talks about. the taxation of railroad lands. In 1882 the 
Secretary of the Interior presented to Congress the evil of which he 
complains, and said then, as I say now, it is a question that the Inte- 
rior Department can not deal with. It is a question that the legisla- 
tive department alone has power over. What has the honorable gen- 
tleman done? What bas he done in committee, what has he done in 
this body, with reference to that question ? 

Then he talks about the consolidation of the Union Pacific with the 
Kansas Pacific, and says that’ there were twenty millions of steal in 
that. Mr. President, the Senator intended that the public should un- 
derstand that it was done under my administration. He knew that 
that was not correct when he made the statement, but, whether it was 
or whether it was not, no Secretary of the Interior is charged with an 
investigation of that matter, and what is more he is powerless to inter- 
fere. Who ought to interfere if there is a steal of twenty million dol- 
lars? The legislative department of the Government, of which he has 
been a member the biggest part of the time since the act was passed 
organizing and creating those great corporations either in the other 
House or in this, 

Jay Gould and Huntington and others are a great bugbear to the 
honorable Senator, If they have made anything out of the public that 
they ought not to have made by the consolidation of those roads, whose 
duty was it to see that they did not do it, that the great public were 
protected? Certainly not mine; and yet the Senator charges upon the 
executive department of the Government a dereliction of duty when 
the dereliction lies at his own door. 

I repeat what I said the other day—and I do not repeat it offensively— 
that since the Senator has been a member for four years of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands he never has raised his hand to remedy the 
wrongs of which he complains; he never has raised his voice when it 
was potent and when it would do any good; he never has cast a vote 
that Iam aware of except upon the Texas-Pacific, and that bill came 
from the House, no thanks to him or to any member of this body. 

The honorable Senator says there is an analogy between the two cases. 
Why, Mr. President, the Attorney-General declared when he sent his 
report that there was no analogy. The Secretary of the Interior rec- 
ognized the fact by declining to appoint commissioners to examine the 
road, and that was all that the executive department of the Govern- 
ment could do. I recollect some ignorant demagogues in a ee 
proceeded to arraign the Interior Department because it had not for- 
feited the grant, and I have no doubt the apesse made in Nebraska 
hy the honorable Senator would have justified the public in the belief 
that the Secretary of the Interior had it in his power by his fiat to de- 
clare that the 15,000,000 acres of public land held by that corporation, 
to which they were not entitled, should become open to settlement and 
amenable to the settlement laws. He studiously concealed from his 
constituents and from the country the fact that he had one seventy- 
sixth part of the power in this body to declare that grant forfeited and 
that he had never even introduced a bill, much less had he made an 
effort in that direction. 

The honorable Senator says that he does not intend any personal dis- 
respect. Why, sir, he ought not to have been required to have made 
that statement. It is not supposed that he did. What does he in- 
tend? Ido not think that he intended to do anything more than to 
parade himself before the public, as I said the other day, as the cham- 
pion of the people who are looking for lands. He spoke about the fenc- 


ing up of lands and he spoke about the people in the Oklahoma coun- 
try. What has he done to protect the settler on the public lands against 
the great corporation fences? When the Secretary of the Interior, in 
1882, reported to the Senate and to the other branch of Congress the 
necessity for legislation, did he move? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Do you want an answer now? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator desires to know what I have done 
in regard to this particular matter. The others he has passed I shall 
not allude to now, but right here he wants to know what I have done 
in regard to the fencing of the public domain. Now, I will show to 
the Senator what I did. When the House bill to prevent the ill 
fencing of the public domain came to the Senate it was referred to the 
Public Lands Committee. The Senator seems to be very conversant 
with what takes place in the Public Lands Committee. The bill was 
referred to a subcommittee of which the Senator from Nebraska was 
chairman. 

On examining that bill we found the House had not aone far enough. 
Upon examining still further we found what? I found from his own 
jropeersuer that there was the fencing of millions of acres of the pub- 
lic land by syndicates, some of them partly owned in this country, and 
some partly and some entirely owned in England. I found from his 
Department that there had been tolerated the system of fencing mill- 
ions of acresof the public domain. I then inquired at the Land Office 
why was not the military power of this Government used to break 
down these fences? There is no pretense that they had any acknowl- 
edged right, and I was told then thatthe Secretary of the Interior held 
that the law of 1807 which gave the executive power to use the military 
to remove such obstructions was not binding at this time. I examined 
the record of his office, and found that his Land Commissioner had re- 
ported that the law was still in existence, and I went further and found 
anc the Secretary had given the opinion that the law was not in ex- 
istence. 

Hence it was that when that bill came into my hands as a subeom- 
mittee of the Committee on Publie Lands I insisted that the bill did 
not go far enough, and I explained to the committee the position of 
the tary of the Interior, which was sup! to be somewhat 
strange in view of all the facts of the case—the position of the 
of the Interior that a law made in 1807 un led was not binding 
upon him—and then I insisted that the fencing bill should have some 
more stringent provision in it. The Secretary has not been correctly 
informed as to what took place in the Committee on Public Lands. I 
insisted that that bill should have some power, that the Secretary of 
the Interior and the Secretary of War should have power to use the 
civil and military authority of this nation to dish the men who 
were absorbing millions of acres of public domain, and after consulta- 
tion and conference with the committee it was said it would call two 
Secretaries into sb ap be one matter. 

The Secretary of the Interior, of course, could not use the military 
force without the consent of the Secretary of War, and we drafted it so 
as to give them joint authority, the Secretary of the Interior to use the 
military force under the direction of the of War. Finally it 
was thought that was a little bungling, and we had better really re- 
enact the law of 1807. Then it was that we put in the fencing bill 
which passed the provision of the law of 1807 which the Sec- 
retary said did not exist and had no binding power—was inoperative; 
we re-enacted the law of 1807, directing the Executive to use the mar- 
shals and also the military forces of the United States to remove fences 
from the public domain. Is the Senator now answered? 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the evil of which the Senator has 
been heard to complain so grievously both here and at home existed 
in 1882, and it was in 1882 that the Secretary of the Interior sent to 
Congress his annual report, in which he declared that the power did 
not exist under the act of 1807, and in that he was fully 
not only by the late Attorney-General, but by several of his eces- 
sors. The honorable Senator now comes out for what he did t two 
years and a half later. In the mean time, without having taken a step, 
without having ever drawn a line or uttered a word where it would be 
of value, he was proclaiming everywhere against the t frauds of 
allowing the syndicates he speaks of to fence up the publiclands: When 
the House sent us a bill, then the Senator was , of course, to take 
part, because he could not well do otherwise. is well-known in- 
dustry had not been exhibited in that direction before, but more than 
two years after Congress had been importuned, and that too after they 
had been importuned by three different reports, to move in this matter, 
he moved. And now he takes great credit to himself and finds fault 
with the executive department that they had not torn down these 
fences without any authority of law so to do, without any money to 
pay the men who went out, military or civil, without any right to use 
the civilarm of the Government by an express r fideo’ that prevented 
it. It was not doubted and was not questioned by anybody who exam- 
ined into the subject, and Congress received notice that the executive 
department regarded itself as powerless. The executive d ent 
went into the courts, and went into the courts early in 1 in the 
summer, immediately after my advent into that office, and we pro- 


ceeded as zealously as we could, and in every annual report I submit- 


1885. 


ted to Congress that the system of procedure in the courts was entirely 
inadequate to do justice to the Government and to the settlers in that 


country. And I repeat now what I said before, that during all that 
time the honorable Senator did nothing, absolutely nothing except to 
talk; absolutely nothing except to make ab the co-ordi- 


nate branch of the Government for not doing that which he knew and 
which everybody knew it was powerless to do, which at least it had 
declared it was powerless to do, exactly as it had declared it was pow- 
erless to compel the railroad companies of which he speaks to take a 
patent unless they saw fit to do so, because the law had declared that 
they should not receive a patent until they had paid for the surveys 
and they declined to pay for the surveys. That was reported to this 
body in 1882, and although the gentleman when he made his cam- 
paign in Nebraska, if the ne per reports are to be credited, was 
very loud in his denunciation of railroads that had paid no taxes and 
did nothing to support the government of the State with the great 
areas of land that they were holding without a t, yet he never 
did anything in this body looking toward compelling those companies 
to pay taxes. 

It is very easy for the honorable Senator to arraign the Secretary of 
the Interior; it is very easy for him to denounce the statute and the 
system, and to speak of the giving of land to railroads as a fraud on the 
publie and as a steal, and all that kind of thing; but he can not escape 
the fact that it has all the time lain within the power of the legislative 
department of the Government to interfere and to right the wrongs of 
which he complains, and that they have been appealed to again and 
again, and a committee of which he is a member has been appealed to 
by bills offered by members of the committee and by others referred to 
them, and they have slumbered and slept in the committee, and Con- 
gress has adjourned and readjourned without rendering any aid to the 
people that he says have suffered at the hands of the executive depart- 
ment of the Government, because the legislative department of the Gov- 
ernment declined to instruct and empower the executive department 
to proceed as it ought to have done. 

Mr. EUSTIS. r. President, I desire to correct a statement made 
by the Senator from Colorado. I understood him to base his justifica- 
tion of his official action upon legal grounds. At the close of his re- 
marks I discover that he bases his justification also upon an alleged 
agreement by which these settlers are to be protected. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the Senator misunderstands me. I think 
the action of the Department must have been the same without that 
contract. It was precisely as if it had never been made. 

Mr. EUSTIS. is no question about the fact that the honor- 
able Senator has made the statement that the settlers were protected 
by an agreement, and that is the statement the correctness of which I 
desire to c While of course I do not mean to say that the 
honorable Senator does not believe that the agreement does protect the 
settlers, yet I desire to correct that statement by showing that the 
agreement does not in any sense whatsoever afford the slightest pro- 
tection to the settlers. . 

The honorable Senator has intimated several times that my friend 
from Nebraska and myself do not know anything about the law or the 
facts in this case. I have one advantage over the honorable Senator. 
I have studied the law in Louisiana. All ts made with refer- 
ence to realty in that State are to be construed and governed by the laws 
of the State of Louisiana. If he is a civilian and I am not, it certainly 
must be owing to a very singular fact, for I have spent my whole life 
in studying the law of Louisiana, and I was considered to have been so 
su that I was even madea professor of the civil law of Louisiana 
at the University of Louisiana. 

What is the paper which the Senator tells the Senate and wishes to 
go forth to the country as the agreement under which the settlers are 
to be protected? It is an agreement, so called, between two members 
of Congress and the president of the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, by which, without any resolution of the directory whatsoever, 
eee statement of the president of the New Orleans Pacific Rail- 
road Company to the effect that ‘‘I agree and obligate myself and my 
company that the settlers shall not be required to pay more than $2 
an acre, provided that you, Mr. Robertson and Mr. Blanchard, with- 
draw your protest from the Interior t.?? 

I asked myself when I heard the honorable Senator make that state- 
ment whether he was serious in supposing that a unilateral promise, a 
mere promise to the world, a mere promise to the air, that the presi- 
dent of a railroad company would sell lands at such a price is any- 
thing more than an advertisement. Does it import the slightest mutu- 
ality of obligation between the settler (who is the party interested, not 
Mr. Blanchard or Mr, Robertson) and the railroad corporation? I say 
that the oy eee which these people could derive from a con- 
tract would be from a contract made between the settler and the rail- 
road corporation as a corporation with reference to landed estate in the 
State of Louisiana, and not between a Representative in Congress and 


the ident of the railroad company. 

erefore my statement was correct which I made in the original re- 
marks I had the honor to address to the Senate, that these people were 
and are utterly at the mercy of this railroad corporation. er the 
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company will sell the land to settlers at $2 an acre or not of course is 
a question in the future which no one can predetermine. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to ask the Senator what settlers he refers to. 
When did the settlers go on the land? 

Mr. EUSTIS. It makes no difference, in my judgment, when they 
wenton the land. You say that of course those who settled on the land 
up to a certain date will not be molested, but that those who settled 
after that date will be. Isubmit that has nothing to do with the ques- 
tion of agreement. 

Mr. TELLER. What I did say, if the Senator will allow me, was 
that all settlers who went on the land before the final location, which 
was after the building of the road, are protected by the act of June 22, 
1874, and they take the land from the Government at Government 
price; but that those who went on after that time and after the road 
was built, if they have any redress at all, look to the company to carry 
out its agreement. So nine-tenths probably of the people who went on 
will take their title from the Government, and not from the railroad 
company at all. 

Mr. EUSTIS. It makes no difference for the purposes of the argu- 
ment what proportion of the settlers are in one category or in the other; 
they have rights and they have interests, and it is in their behalf that 
I speak. How few or how numerous they may be makes no difference 
so far as the questions involved are concerned. 

I say that agreement was never intended even to bea bona fide agree- 
ment, and I think it was a very unfortunate allusion for the honorable 
Senator to make as a statement of fact upon which he could base any 
justification for his official action. After this agreement, so called, was 
made between two Representatives and the president of this road, which 
did not bind and was not intended to bind the railroad company for an 
instant of time, the railroad company made a mortgage on the lands and 
mortgaged the lands without any reference or allusion to the agreement 
by which the settlers were to be protected, and it was only after a bill 
was introduced in Congress to forfeit the lands that there was a sup- 
plemental mortgage filed by which allusion was then, for the first time, 
made to the agreement under which the honorable Senator said the 
settlers were to be protected. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COCKRELL in the chair). 
the Senator from Louisiana yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I was about to ask the Senator if he was not aware 
of the fact that the company first filed a mortgage without reference to 
the agreement, and on their attention being called to it they withdrew 
it and filed another mortgage containing the terms of the agreement, 
and that is now on file? 

Mr. EUSTIS. That merely confirms the statement I made. 

Mr. TELLER. The statement the Senator has not yet made. 

Mr. EUSTIS. But whether that is the case or not, or when that 
agreement was filed, I say that under the laws of Louisiana it is merely 
a vague promise, what we call a unilateral obligation, which is no 
obligation whatsoever. If two parties are to be bound with reference 
to realty in Louisiana there niust be the consent of both parties, and 
that consent must produce a mutuality of obligation. A party will 
agree to sell at a certain price and a party will agree to buy at a certain 
price. That constitutes a contract with reference to landed property 
in the State of Louisiana; and a mere promise, as this is, made to the 
world and to everybody and to the air by the president of a railroad 
company that he will allow persons to purchase property, I say is not 
a binding promise; and every lawyer in the State of Louisiana knows 
that to be the fact. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It is necessary probably that I should make a 
few more suggestions in answer to some points made by the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. I take no exception and will not mani- 
fest any feeling because the Senator calls in question my acts, either 
when occupying a seat on this floor or elsewhere. The position is un- 
pleasant only because it renders necessary that I should make some 
response, and therefore I must ask the pardon of the Senate for allud- 
ing to anything pertaining to myself. 

I regret that the ex-Secretary has found it to be more in accord with 
the merits of his case to confine his attention to what my attitude has 
been. That is not important to this body, neither is it important to 
the country; but I was surprised that the Senator should state certain 
matters as having taken place in the committee-room. The Senator 
said I was silent as the grave in the committee-room. Am I right? 

Mr. TELLER. I said you were silent so far as I could hear. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Does the Senator change his reply? I did not 
know but what the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] who is 
speaking to him had probably interjected something that made it neces- 
sary for him to change it. - I think it will be found in his printed re- 
marks that he said I was silent as the grave, and now he says I was 
silent in the committee-room. 

Mr. TELLER. So far as I know. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Oh, so far as he knows. I supposed he was 
speaking from knowledge, that he was igning me. I shall not 
manifest any indignation because he does. That is his privilege, and 
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it may be proper. After stating the fact to go forth to the country— 
and he never speaks to the country, he says—that I was silent as the 
grave in the committee-room, now the Senator qualilies it by saying (it 
may have been an interjection probably by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts) so far as he knows. The question is whether it is important to 
arraign me, a humble member of his body, because possibly in the 
pursuit of knowledge under difficulties I am desirous of finding out 
some facts. I am willing to offer myself to the ordeal; I have no ob- 
jection; but now the Senator says ‘‘so far as he knows.’’ Will he 
please advise the Senate of the extent of his knowledge? I yield for 
that purpose. 

Mr. TELLER. I will say that at least there was no result. As to 
what may have been done in committee, I accept the amendment; itis 
a little improbable that the Senator should have been quiet in the com- 
mittee-room. 

Mr. VANWYCK. Ithoughtthe Senator would modify that. There 
was no result certainly. He wassix years in the Senate and four years 
in the Department of the Interior, and I have no sort of doubt he can 
sit down frequently and refer to well-directed efforts and say that no 
results were attained. Certainly there were no results. There was 
some result on the fencing bill when the Interior Department ignored 
the law of 1807. 

The Senator says he was advised to do it by the Attorney-General. 
The Attorney-General seemed to be there for that purpose. The At- 
torneys-General rendered opinions and swept away millions of the pub- 
lic domain, forfeited land grants, and Attorneys-General were there to 
give an opinion that there was no power in this great Government to 
prevent the fencing of the public domain by the cattle syndicates, the 
English and Scottish lords. The Attorney-General rendered an opin- 
ion that there was no power in this great Government to prevent the 
English aristocracy from putting their wire fences around millions of 
acres of the publicdomain. Thatis what you have the Attorney-Gen- 
eral there for. 

Now the ex-Secretary of the Interior claims to be a very distin- 
guished lawyer, as he is, even for the Western country. He is'a very 
distinguished lawyer, and he sits by and mildly pockets the opinion of 
the Attorney-General, and he toois as quiet as the grave and the fenc- 
ing of the public domain goes on; but from the Committee on Public 
Lands of the Senate came the bill which said the Executive had the 
power to use the military force of the nation to expel and drive out 
such an invasion. That is what was the result. 

The Senator speaks about the taxation of railroad Jand. I had not 
said anything about that. I had not called the Interior Department 
in question about that. We felt ita hardship in the State of Nebraska, 
and I suppose the Senator had felt ita hardship in Colorado, that large 
bodies of land owned by railroad companies are éxempt from taxation. 
The poor man comes with his family. My frieud does not like to hear 
much about the poor man who trandles his family with his team of 
jaded horses to the far West and gets title to a little plot of land, who 
is subject to taxation the next year and goes upon the assessment roll, 
while the huge corporations, the Union Pacific, the Central Pacific, 
owning millions of acres throughout our country, yours and mine, for 
the fifteen years they have kept on the statute-book, pay no taxes. The 
Senator says that noise is made about that. Certainly, and he will 
excuse me if I tell him that in the Forty-seventh and Forty-eighth 
Congresses I introduced a bill on that subject and another Senator in- 
troduced a bill. In the last Congress my bill was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

One of my colleagues on that committee introduced a bill which was 
referred to the Judiciary Committee, and of course when that was the 
state of facts we all held our breath, as we usually do in this body 
when the Judiciary Committee is questioned. Nobody would ever 
venture to arraign that committee; and for that committee they pro- 
ceeded with becoming haste and diligence. They finally reported a 
bill which would bring these lands under taxation. After the bill was 
reported I sought an early opportunity to have it placed among the 
special orders. It was placed on the Special Order Calendar, and I 
think next after the Texas Pacific forfeiture bill was this bill requir- 
ing the huge corporations to have their land subject to taxation as the 
people in Colorado and Nebraska have their lands. 

The Senator said there were no results. Unfortunately we were 
hoping for them by his assistance. Does he remember the history of 
the Texas Pacific bill whose land grant we forfeited? Does he remem- 
ber how much labor and toil and watchfulness were required to keep 
that bill in its placeon the Special Calendar? Does he not know that 
this body buried it twice in the General Calendar and it had to be res- 
urrected, that it was resurrected and put upon the Special Calendar and 
they buried it again, and then again we got it on the Special Calendar, 
and finally the bill came to a vote in this body, and, be it said to its 
credit, it was found that road had no more justice, no more equity, no 
more right than the land grant to which your Department gave 700,000 
acres of the people’s land? The Senator knows my position on that 
measure. 

The Senator spoke about the other House. It isnot worth while that 
I should revive what was done there; it is sufficient to speak of what 
was done here. 


| lands. 


He knows it. I told him my attitude on the Texas Pacific 
forfeiture bill. He knows it. No allusion was made to any settlers on 
the Northern Pacific lands until he spoke of it himself in his speech a 
day or two ago. Here is what he said: 

The honorable Senator talks about the settlers. All along the line of the North- 
ern Pacific the settlers have gone in upon the railroad lands, and the railroad 
company has completed its line since; it has performed the condition attached 
to the grant. 

It performed it after it had violated it; and therefore it was that be- 
fore they were allowed to have any benefit from the grant they should 
have been compelled by the Interior Department or by legislation to do 
justice to other parties who had acquired a title better than their own. 
E ainiai Erare apponi groped pomes = yg rene a of rena 
ment acting together to protect those settlers who have gone upon that land 
after the rights of the company accrued ? 

Who is talking about the Northern Pacific settlers? The Senator 
says in advauce there is no power in this Government to protect those 
men. Is there none, indeed, when this grant has been forfeited time 
and again? They were given an empire of land in the northern part 
of the country on condition that they should build the road, and they 
waited until the hardy pioneer in advance of the engineer and the lo- 
comotive developed that country. The pioneers go there and they 
know not what land to occupy. You have withdrawn land one hun- 
dred and twenty miles in width in the Territory of Washington, and 
every settler who goes to make a location does it at the peril of a con- 
test with this great railroad company, which always has been, but I 
trust will not always be, backed, sustained, and supporttd by the execu- 
tivedepartmentof thisGovernment. That isthe encouragement which 
you give to pioneers to go and settle your country. 

More than one hundred and twenty miles in width have been with- 
drawn in Washington Territory fur a road which has no legal and no 
equitable claim upon the Government. The land was comparatively 
worthless when the charter was granted. It has been increased in 
value not by any effort on the part of the railroad company or the ex- 
penditures of any of their own personal fortune, but by men going in 
advance and developing it whose claim to recognition you spurn by say- 
ing that not even the Executive has any power to protect them. 

I say to the Senator that when this corporation comes to your De- 
partments asking title and that you rehabilitate them and clothe them, 
you fold your hands and at the same time insist that you have no power 
to protect the men who went there after the conditions had been broken 
and the lands forfeited to the Government. No, the Executive De- 
partments have as much right to protect the settler as they had to legal- 
ize the dead grants. That has been the trouble in this matter. 

It has been this usurpation—it can be called by no other name—on 
the part of the executive department which has brought us face to face 
with this question with which we are contending to-day. Had the 
executive department obeyed the law when they found the time desig- 
nated in the grant had expired, when they found the condition there 
expressed had been broken, then it would have accorded with the duty 
of the executive de ent to have modestly folded their hands and 
said: Congress has fixed the limit, Congress has annexed the condition, 
the grant is dead, and before it can be vitalized it must done by action 
of Congress. 

The Senator spoke about what took place in committee and I will 
be excused for saying a few words in to that matter. He 
about the Northern Pacific grant and he asks what became of that, 
who ever raised their voice in to that? Yet that case was be- 
fore the Committee on Pablic Lands; they directed Mr. Slater to report 
the bill to this body for forfeiture and he did so. The bill was placed 
upon the Calendar and there it is, ‘‘A bill to forfeit the unearned lands 
granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, and to 
restore the same to settlement, and for other ” acted upon 
and received the concurrence of the committee, was favorably 
and placed upon the Calendar, and Mr, Slater, a faithful, diligent, 
honest Senator, sought, but could not get the opportunity, to have the 
bill put upon its passage. 

I will say further that the reason why the bill did not emerge 
sooner from the doors of the committee was on account of the con- 
tinued importunity of the railroad corporations that their counsel 
should be heard. We listened day after day, week after week, month 
after month to a repetition of the same arguments, the committee seek- 
ing undoubtedly to reach final action as was desired, but yet so great 
is the power of the railroad companies that they can knock at either 
door of this Chamberand get admission, they can knock at the Interior 
Department, they can knock at the executive chamber, they can knock 
at the door of the committee-room and get admission there, and occupy 
the time and make all the delay that happens to suit their purpose. 

No man knows better than the Senator from Colorado the vigilance, 
the persistence, and the power which these men exercise. If a reporter 
had correctly reported the proceedings which took place in the com- 
mittee-room the Senator would have found that time and again I in- 
sisted that there should be voting upon these measures, and I declined 


I told him my attitude on the bill to tax the railroad ! to sit hour after hour listening to corporation attorneys repeat the 


1885. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


ol 


same story and the same argnment, but I insisted that there should be 
action in the committee. 

The Senate will excuse me for saying so much. It has nothing to 
do with the pending matter, and there is no occasion for it only as the 
Senator saw fit, without any necessity or reason, to feel aggrieved and 
offended at this resolution. 

The issue of these patents was strange, it was suspicious, to say the 
least. It was suspicious that it should be rushed through with such 
hot haste. The ex-Secretary says they must not suspend the execution 
of the law. Who suspended it after 1875? The condition was broken 
in 1875, when not a foot of this road was built. In 1881, five years af- 
ter, whosuspended it then? Foreleven years the speculators have been 
gambling and endeavoring to make fortunes upon the strength of the 
grant. The ex-Secretary himself says they have done nothing except 
to issue bonds. The only thing they ought not to have done was the 
thing they did do. They issued millions of bonds, but never built a 
mile of road, and now when it comes down to this last point, when 
there comes a great question with the law-making power of this Gov- 
ernment, when here stands the Senate with a bill upon its Calendar 
sighs portion of the road, what does the Interior Department—— 

Mr. TELLER. Not an acre that has been given to this company is 
included in the forfeiture clause of that bill. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator me fp that the bill reported from the 
Committee on Public Lands confirmed the grant just as they had issued 
it. The records of his own Department will show when they come here 
that they have been given land for all that road except the sixty-eight 
miles built by the Morgan Company, to which neither of these com- 
panies hasaclaim. They have issued land for every other mile of the 
road. The bill reported from the Committee on Publie Lands unani- 
mously and placed on the Calendar forfeits more than the sixty-eight 
miles. It forfeits all on the east side of the Mississippi River and the 
one hundred and sixty miles of graded road. Such is the attitude. 
When we receive all the papers here we shall be better able to judge, 
but I say to my friend it was a suspicious circumstance and was neces- 
sary to be inquired into. 

The Senator from Louisiana spoke of the repeal of the Backbone 
charter. The Senator from Colorado antagonizes that by saying it was 
declared unconstitutional by the court. That is what I umderstood 
the Senator to say. Did I understand the Senator correctly ? 

i SEULES: The court decided that the charter could not be 
repealed. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes, the court decided it could not be repealed. 
Now mark! I ume the Secretary and the President were informed 
what the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company itself said about it. 
If you look at the record you will see that it was a remarkable suit. 
On the 9th day of June a peanon or a complaint was made in the United 
States court. On the 9th it was served; on the 11th, two days after- 
ward, there was an answer from the defendant, and then on the 11th, 
thesame day, there was consent that counsel should argue it in writing, 
and on the 13th, two days after, there was a judgment rendered by the 
court declaring that the act of the Legislature of Louisiana was uncon- 
stitutional. That is expedition about equal to that of the Interior De- 
partment. They were just as diligent as the Department. On the 9th 
proceedings were commenced in the United States court, and on the 
13th the decree was rendered. That was suspicious on its face; but 
here is a paper which was in the Interior Department. Now let us see 
what Mr. Wheelock, the president of the New Orleans and Pacific Rail- 
‘road Company, says about this judgment or what the railroad company 
itself says about it: 


The re , 80 far as competent for the Legislature to make it, is an accom- 
plished , and whether constitutionally done or not, it has placed Mr. Flan- 
agan’s company— 


That is, the Backbone Railroad Company— 


under such disability that no sane capitalist will venture his money in any such 
enterprise until the court of final resort shall have decided this case favorably. 

Upon the best showing, the inconsistency, and the hardships and misfortunes 
of this company have led to the settled belief that they never intend to build 
this road, could not do so if they would— 


Speaking of the Backbone road— 


and with the embarrassment of a repealed charter to contend with, tedious and 
damaging delay in the work would necessarily result, and the com y. long 
before the litigation is closed, will have descended to a point from which even a 
pepaka land nt can not resurrect them. 

e quotes and cites a decision of a district judge of Louisiana— 


That is the case to which the Senator from Colorado referred— 


which declares the unconstitutionality of the act, and seeks to make the im- 
pression that a real issue, a valid case was before the court when the decision 
TS aO and inas the Er eat is a decisive — i 

© facts, as they appear in the transcri m which I will read, will show 
the character of the men who were cngaaes in this li on. The suspicious 
circumstances under which the suit was instituted and prosecuted,and other 
nas taken in connection with the record, will prove that the case was a ficti- 

ious one— 


There Mr. Wheelock, in behalf of the New Orleans Pacific, says the 
case was a fictitious one, and yet the Secretary of the Interior seriously 


says that that decision was a declaration of the unconstitutionality of 
the repeal by the State of Louisiana— 


The case was a fictitious one; that the suit was a sham. 


This whole thing has been a sham. It is a fraud, it was born of 
fraud, it has progressed thirteen years as a fraud, and, though consum- 
mated by the high authority of an Executive Department of the Gov- 
ernment, the transaction was a fraud in its ending. 


And other facts taken in connection with this record will prove that the case 
was a fictitious one; that the suit was a sham, and that the decision of the court 
will amount to nothing in the de ion of the constitutionality of this act. 
More than this, the facts that I will bring out will create a strong presumption 
that Mr, Flanagan and his associates— 

They were the Backbone Railroad men— 


have connived at. and been parties to, the trickery by which this manufactured, 
prepared case came before the United States district court. 

In this connection I call attention to the statement made by Mr. Flanagan, 
but not appearing in his printed brief, and which I deem significant as a test of 
the trustworthiness of the management of the Backbone Company. 

The courts were prostituted to aid in the consummation of this, one 
of the greatest villainies ever connected with land grants. It is here 
boldly stated, uncontradicted, by the New Orleans Pacific Railroad 
Company that this was a sham, a pretended fictitious case and a fraud, 
and yet the Secretary of the Interior feels called upon to throw him- 
self back upon the decision that the repeal made by the Legislature of 
Louisiana was unconstitutional, and yet the suit was commenced on 
the 9th of June and ended upon the 13th. There was fraud upon its 
face, and the New Orleans Pacific, through its president, characterized 
it as a fraud and showed the character of the transaction. 

Mr. President, what more need be said except that the necessity is 
apparent that the Senate should have the information called for by the 
resolution? The country will desire to know why the transaction was 
closed in such haste. It is just as the suit in the district court of the 
United States, which was commenced on the 9th day of June and closed 
on the 13th, to declare unconstitutional the act of one of the sovereign 
States of this Union. Yet, after all, will that seem any more suspicious 
than the fact that this was done in the dying hours of the last admin- 
istration by unusual means, by the working of clerks nights and Sun- 
days, by great haste? Forced through in that way, under the whip and 
spur, it seems a fit ending of a corporation which was sustained by the 
fraudulent pretense and sham of an adjudication in the United States 
district court. 

The nation will ask why an administration just going out of power 
should feel it necessary to act in such haste. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate proceed to the vonsidera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After forty minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened. 

CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON COAST DEFENSES. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iwithdraw my objection to the resolution of the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

Mr. DOLPH. [ask for the consideration of the resolution. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Coast Defenses be, and it is hereby, author- 
ized to employ a clerk, who shall be paid, at the same rate that the other per diem 
clerks are paid, out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and (at 3 o’clock and 55 minvtes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


TuESDAY, March 17, 1885. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
RELATIONS BETWEEN LABOR AND CAPITAL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the reso- 
lution submitted yesterday by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BLAIR], which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Education and Labor be directed to continue, 
with a view to its Song, ope during the ensuing vacation, the investigation of 
the relations between labor and capital, authorized and di by Senate res- 
olutions of August 7, 1882, and Peor 26, 1883, with the same rights and powers 
conferred by previous resolutions of the Seaåte. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think that there ought to be some investigation 
as to the contingent fund. I see by papers on my desk that there are 
three such propositions for the continuance of committees during the 
recess, and I understand that the contingent fund of the Senate is 
hardly large enough. I donot know what the facts may be, but I make 


the suggestion that the state of the fund ought to be investigated be- 
fore any further burdens are put upon it. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no occasion for an investigation of the con- 
tingent fund so far as this resolution is concerned. There can be but 
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very slight expense attending it. It was contemplated that this in- 
vestigation would be completed during the last vacation, but as I stated 
or designed to state yesterday, I was unable to attend to it as chair- 
man of the committee, and no expense whatever was incurred. 

It has been a very cheap investigation so far as the expenditure of 
money is concerned. It is one of those investigations which, while it 
seems to have attracted the attention of everybody as one that must 
be absorbing the funds of the nation overwhelmingly, has yet cost the 
very least to the public of any that have ever been instituted by the 
Senate. Some $25,000 or $30,000 covers the whole expense, while 
$80,000 is within the limits of at least some investigations which have 
not covered anything like the ground or which have not involved any- 
thing like the amount of labor expended in this case. 

Four volumes of testimony have been taken and are published. A 
little more testimony has been taken which has not yet been published; 
some half-dozen witnesses or so remain to be examined. Provision has 
been made by resolution of the Senate and House; a joint resolution, 
which passed both Houses, for the publication of the whole in five vol- 
umes, four of which, as I have stated, are already issued, and the re- 
maining volume, comprising some evidence and the report of the com- 
mittee, remains to be put in shape for the use of the Printer. 

As I stated, a very small amount of the testimony remains to be 
taken, which was to have been taken during the Jast vacation, but, for 
reasons which I have given, failed to be taken. It is not contemplated 
to expend any considerable amount of money. A thousand or two thou- 
sand dollars will undoubtedly cover the whole expense. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


INTERSTATE-COMMERCE COMMITTEE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the res- 
olution submitted by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM] yester- 
day. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators be appointed to investigate 
and report upon the subject of the regulation of commerce among the several 
States, with authority to sit during the recess of Congress, and with power to 
summon witnesses and to do whatever is necessary for a full examination of the 
subject. Said committee shall have power to appoint a clerk and stenographer, 
and the expenses of such investigation shall pe paia from the appropriation for 
expenses of inquiries and investigations orde: by the Senate, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. MORRILL. I should like to ask the Senator from Illinois the 
amount of expense which probably will be incurred under the resolu- 
tion? 

Mr. CULLOM. Of course I am not able to state exactly how much 
expense might be incurred under the resolution. I will say to the 
Senator, however, that there is no purpose to get a committee for the 
sake of having one for a play-spell or anything of that sort. 

The Senator from Vermont knows that during the consideration of 
this subject at the last session of Congress there was a universal ex- 
pression, wherever anything was said on the subject, that the Congress 
of the United States was without that full information which was nec- 
essary to enable Senators to vote as intelligently as they desired to do 
upon this very important question. There are several points of differ- 
ence between Senators on the question of the regulation of interstate 
commerce. I felt myself during the consideration of the subject, having 
charge of the bill which was before the Senate, that there was a lack 
of that definite information which would enable us to do with certainty 
what we thought we ought to do. 

The sole object of the resolution is to get a committee to make specific 
inquiries, so that the points of difference between Senators can be inves- 
tigated and considered, testimony taken, &c., so that when Congress 
comes together again the committee will be able to lay before Congress 
that information which will satisfy Senators as to their duty in the 
premises. It will involve considerable work, and I introduced the res- 
olution believing that it was in the interest of the public. 

Every man, I think, understands or believes that the subject of the 
regulation of commerce among the States is one of the most important 
now before the country, and so far as I am concerned, having had some- 
thing to do with it, I want to satisfy myself exactly what kind of reg- 
ulation is necessary in the public interest, and to do that I believe that 
this sort of committee should be raised. 

I do not apprehend that it is going to be a very expensive affair, but 
still there is going to be some work to do if it does any good, and I ask 
for the committee for the purpose of getting one that will do the work 
in the interest of the people of the United States so that when we come 
to legislate upon this subject again we shall know what we ought to do. 

Mr. HOAR. I think that the members of the Senate who have at- 
tended to thesubject would agree ay that the most valuable state 
paper of modern times published by this country is the report made by 
the Inte Senator and Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Windom, from the 
Committee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard on the general ques- 
tion of the relation of the railroads to the commerce of the country and 
the means of controlling the railroads in the interest of commerce. 
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That most instructive, valuable, and profound report brings the subject 
down to the year 1873. A year or two ago, having occasion to make a 
careful inguiry in this direction, I found very much the great want of 
a continuation of the work of that committee, the compilation of the 
matter which is found in State railroad reports and the reports of the 
great railroads of the country to their stockholders, with the additional 
instruction which the experience of the last ten or twelve years has 
furnished. 

The country has been alive to this subject, and I believe there is no 
single committee of the Senate, either general or special, which can ren- 
der a service which is more needed by all of us in dealing with the great 
duties which are before us for next winter than will be done by the com- 
mittee proposed by the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me 
to suggest that I think the Senate has already passed a resolution di- 
recting the Committee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard to do 
the very work which he has suggested? 

Mr. HOAR. This is akindred work. It isadifferent branch of the 
subject. 

Mr. HARRISON. I refer to a resolution to continue the report of 
Secretary Windom from that time to the present date. I think on mo- 
tion of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] such a resolu- 
tion has already been passed. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from Indiana will allow me, I will 
state that a resolution was passed continuing the investigation, bring- 
ing the work of the committee that the Senator from Massachusetts re- 
ferred to down to the present time or nearly so, but the purpose I have 
in view is not covered by that resolution. Under the former resolution 
the committee referred to by the Senator from Indiana and the Senator 
from Massachusetts has not its attention directed to specific lines of in- 
vestigation. Every Senator knows that during the discussion of the 
question of the regulation of interstate commerce at the last session 
there were particular lines of ideas upon which Senators on this floor 
as well as members in the other House of Congress differed, and there 
was not that specific information which enabled any of us to feel ab- 
solutely certain as to which line of action was the best in the interest 
of the country. 

It has heen my purpose, if this investigation is ordered, to direct the 
attention of the committee generally to the whole subject, but specific- 
ally to the investigation of those points upon which honorable Senators 
and the people of the country have differed. I suppose that while the 
Committee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard might take that 
into consideration, yet their work as charged by the former resolution 
does not specifically comprehend the questions which are involved in 
the regulation of interstate commerce such as we had before us during 
the last session of Congress. I hope, therefore, that the resolution will 
be adopted. 

Mr. CONGER. My attention has just been called to this resolu- 
tion. The Senate has always had a very efficient Committee on Com- 
merce, and I presume I may say the Senate has.at the present time an 
efficient Committee on Commerce. I do not know any particular rea- 
son why a special committee should be appointed to take charge of a 
subject-matter which, by the rules and by all custom and all precedent, 
has been referred to the Committee on Commerce from time immemo- 
rial, unless it may be thought that that committee is not capable of 
performing the duties and functions which have belonged to it and 
which do belong to it under the rules. Until that be made apporent 
to the Senate in some manner I venture to presume that the Senate ` 
will not desire to take away the duties and functions of an old stand- 
ing committee and give them to a select committee 

From the remarks of the Senator from Illinois I would conclude that 
he meant to call attention more particularly to the question of railroad 
transportation and restrictions upon railroads and upon freights and 
upon such kindred subjects as might be implied in a law regulating 
transportation; but if he means simply to embrace the general subject 
under the clause of the Constitution for the regulation of commerce be- 
tween the States and with foreign countries and with Indian tribes, I 
think it would be well enough to discharge the committee which has 
had and now has charge of that subject and have another appointed. 

Mr. CULLOM, If the honorable Senator will allow me, so far as 
the mover of the resolution is concerned, I have had no purpose what- 
ever to interfere with what has been understood to be the province of 
the Committee on Commerce, and I do not suppose that the investiga- 
tion would result in any such arrogation of authority. 

Mr. HOAR. The interstate-commerce bill of the last session did not 
come from the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM. The bill that had for its object the regulation of in- 
terstate commerce during the last Congress did not come from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, but came from the Committee on Railroads. But 
whatever may be the fact as to that, I have had no purpose whatever in 
seeking to reach out and get possession of subjects that have been re- 
garded as belonging to the Committee on Commerce. 

It is true, as the Senator says, that the t work of such a committee 
as is pro) to be raised would be the investigation of the question of 


the contro! of the transportation companies, ordinarily known as rail- 
road companies, and I do not know that it would go beyond that. 


But 
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tained if we are going to pass any law by which the internal commerce 
of the country shall be regulated under the provision of the Constitu- 
tion, and it is not with any idea of trying to get possession of the special 
mk that has been in the hands of the Committee on Commerce here- 
tofore. 

Mr. CONGER. The resolution is very unadvisedly worded, then. 
Under our rules a Committee on Commerce has been appointed, and 
all matters relating to that subject by the rules are referred to that 
committee. Now, it is true that at the last Congress, contrary to all 
the preeedents and contrary to the precedent in the other House, the 
Railroad Committee did report a bill which subsequently worked its 
way into and was connected with the bill for the regulation of inter- 
state commerce. As introduced that was a bill to limit and control 
and regulate railroads. Before it got through it came to be a bill to 
contro] all interstate navigation, and endeavored to apply what was sup- 

to be a rule for transportation and control of railroads to the gen- 
eral regulation of commerce. After it had assumed that form, and for 
that particular occasion, although the bill that came from the House 
came from the Committee on Commerce there, and although all bills 
heretofore on that subject had come into the Senate from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce or the Committee on Transportation Routes to the Sea- 
board, this was allowed to go on in that way, but at the same time with 
a protest that it was not to be taken as a surrender of the rights of the 
Committee on Commerce or to be taken as a precedent. 

As I said before, if this be a special committee to examine into rail- 
road transportation it should be so worded in the resolution, and if 
any such resolution is to be passed as this it should be confined to the 
subject of inquiries as to railroad transportation, and not extend to gen- 
eral navigation and transportation by rail and water. 

I think the resolution had better go over until another day. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan proposes that 
the resolution shall lie over one day. 

Mr. CONGER. I will withdraw that suggestion if the Senator from 
New York wishes to k. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I think the criticism of the Senator 
from Michigan upon the objects of the resolution is hardly well founded. 
For some years back the Committee on Commerce, of which I have the 
honor of being a member, has not assumed control of measures or in- 
vestigations relating to commerce by railroads or what might be prop- 
erly termed interstate commerce. Undoubtedly the scope of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce is broad enough to cover all those subjects, but 
hy common consent other committees have been established upon 
railroads and upon interstate commerce, and investigations of that kind 
have gone to those committees. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It was perhaps before the Senator from New York 
was a member of the Committee on Commerce that this entire subject 
was referred to the Committees on Commerce in both Houses. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Of course I am not speaking of the 
distant past. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It has not been in the very distant past. It was 
the last time the subject was before Congress except the last occasion. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Of course I have no desire to—— 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from New York yield to 
the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. By the consent of the Senate, I believe I shall have 
no objection to inserting the words ‘‘by railroads,” after *‘ States; ™ so 
as to read: 

Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators be appointed to investigate 
and oy ge upon the subject of the regulation of commerce among the several 
States by railroads, with authority to sit during the recess, &e. 

If that will remove the objection of the Senator from Michigan I will 
so modify the resolution. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to taking the only phrase which can control 
the powers and duties of the Committee on Commerce as the guide of 
this proposed committee. If the Senator desires simply to make this 
an investigation as tosome particular restraint upon railroads in regard 
to freights and things of that kind, that is one thing. 

Mr. CULLOM. Those words inserted would relieve the resolution, 
I think, of any objection which the Senator desired to make. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Illinois. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 3, after the word ‘‘States,”’ insert ‘‘ by 
railroads,’’ so as to read: 

eyes That aoe S prey of five lepanje be appointed oa 
and re} upon e st e regula! on of commerce amon, e seve 
States by raitvcatie: with authority to sit during the recess, &c. z 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope there will be no action on the resolution. I 
made the objection to its being considered to-day and withdrew it simply 


to hear the Senator from New York. ~ 
Mr. MILLER, of New York. Lyielded to the Senator from Illinois. 


The Senator from Michigan can make his objection after I finish; he 
can not do it now. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York has the 


floor. 

Mr. CONGER. If the resolution is not subject to an objection to 
carry it over, I shall at the proper time make a motion that it go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution was introduced yesterday 
and was postponed, and it is now before the Senate for adoption. 

Mr. CONGER. Then after the Senator from New York has con- 
cluded I shall make the motion. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. The Senator from Michigan always so 
closely follows parliamentary usage here that it is unnecessary for me 
to remind him that he can not make his objection while I have the 
floor. 

The subject-matter contained in the resolution, when properly un- 
derstood, has not, in my judgment, been lately considered by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, but it has, either by a vote of the Senate or by 
unanimous consent, been given to other committees. 

I fully agree with theSenator from Illinois and the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts in the statement that a proper and full investigation should 
be had and a report made to the Senate. There are a number of mat- 
ters deserving of the attention and investigation of the Committee on 
Commerce, and I shall hope that the chairman of the committee will 
move in that direction. 1 refer particularly to an investigation which 
I think should be made in regard to the workings of the shipping act 
which was passed a yearago, and which has now been iu operation nearly 
ayear. I believe the interests of foreign commerce require that a very 
thorough investigation of that matter should be made. If that is made 
by the Committee on Commerce during the recess between now and 
December, it will have all the work which it can well do. 

I for one do not think that the rights of the Committee on Commerce 
are to be at all invaded or permanently destroyed by the investigation 
which it is proposed to make under this resolution. I think it very 
proper, and with the limitation which the Senator from Illinois has 
suggested I hope that it will pass and that the committee will be raised. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If I read the resolution aright, it asserts the 
power of the regulation of commerce by the railroads of the country. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion? 
The amendment which I made in the third line F think would seem to 
require that the word ‘‘commerce’’ should be stricken out and the 
word ‘‘ transportation ’’ used in its place, so as to read, ‘‘ to investigate 
and report upon the subject of the regulation of transportation among 
the several States by railroads.” 

Mr. SAULSBURY. That perhaps might obviate the objection which 
I was going to state to the resolution, which is that as the resolution 
had been amended by the Senator from Illinois it presupposed that 
there were regulations of commerce by the railroads of the country. 
If I understand the Constitution, the power to regulate commerce be- 
longs to Congress and not to railroads, so that if we should adopt the 
resolution as amended by the Senator it would be the assertion that 
there were regulations of commerce by the railroads of the country. 

I wish to take this occasion to say that I do not think this commit- 
tee is necessary. We have had a great many committees of investiga- 
tion, one of which was referred to by the Senator from Massachusetts. 
I do not know that any good whatever resulted from that except an ex- 
penditure of some $200,000. There were recommendations made by 
the committee of which Senator Windom was chairman, but I do not 
know that any practical good has resulted from that investigation, 
which ‘cost, I believe, somewhere in the neighborhood of $200,000; at 
least that amount was appropriated to be expended by the committee. 

I hold in my hand three resolutions to continue investigations, and 
if any good has resulted from those investigations except furnishing 
some general information, if anything has resulted which has shaped 
the legislation of the country, I do not know what it is. 

The Jact is, I think that we have too many investigations of this char- 
acter, and in my opinion it would be well for Congress to put itself in 
harmony with the present disposition of the executive department of 
the Government to economize expenditures. The country seems very 
much pleased with the first steps of the present administration in cut- 
ting down the expenditures of the executive department, and I am very 
sure that if the legislative department of the Government would put 
itself in harmony with the spirit and purposes of the executive depart- 
ment it also would receive commendation from the country. 

All these investigations are attended with enormous expense. Wit- 
nesses are summoned and are paid, and large mileage is paid to wit- 
nesses, Various expenses are incurred, and it takes a large amount of 
money from the Treasury of the United States to pay the expenses of 
these investigations. 

Here is a resolution which I hold in my hand to continue investiga- 
tions in reference to the forestry of the country. We all know some- 
thing of that subject. I do not know why we want to summon wit- 
nesses to testify in regard to that. We know that there have been dep- 
redations upon the public lands; we have had investigations of that 
kind and reports of that character, and I do not see that any practical 

can result from that resolution or any of the rest of the resolutions 
which I hold in my hand. I shall therefore vote against all of them. 

Mr. MOR ILL. I did not call attention to the resolution of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois from any hostility to an investigation which would 
give the Senate further information that might be needed, but from the 
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fact that a resolution was passed by the Senate directing the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds to look into the question of changing 
the gaslights to the Edison lights for use in the Senate Chamber; and 
if anything should be done in that direction it might involve some 
expenditure from the contingent fund, and observing that there were 
several propositions of this kind peading, I was not certain that they 
might not absorb the whole of the contingent fund. I do not wish to 
have it understood that I object to any of these investigations, but I 
only referred to the matter for the consideration of the question as to 
whether we had sufficient funds or not. 

Mr. HARRISON. I called attention to the fact, and have sent for 
the resolution which was adopted by the Senate a few days before the 
final adjournment of Congress, directing the Committee on Trans- 
portation Routes to the Seaboard to make this very investigation. It 
seems to me nothing can be clearer than that the resolution of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois if adopted will duplicate the work. If it shall be 
ordered to be done by a special committee, then I hope the other reso- 
lution, which was a resolution of the Senate and is still in our power, 
may be recalled. Certainly the contingent fund of the Senate is not in 
such a condition that we can now, if we could properly at any time, 
set two committees of this body, one regular and the other special, to 
doing precisely the same work; yet it can not be denied that if thi 
resolution passes the work will be duplicated. 

I was going to ask the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] what the 
present condition of the Senate contingent fund is. We have already 
ordered several investigations which will involve a good deal of ex- 
pense. The Committee on Indian Affairs has been directed to investi- 
gate the subject of leases of Indian lands for grazing purposes. It will 
be necessary that a subcommittee shall go to the Indian Territory to 
complete the taking of testimony which was begun here during the 

on in Washington. Then it will probably be necessary, as papers 
have been presented here calling the attention of the Senate to some 
abuses in connection with the leases of the lands of the Crow reserva- 
tion in Montana, to have asubcommittee go there. I can not recall all 
the orders which have been made for special examinations. 

Iam advised further that the contingent fund of the Senate was 
drawn upon very heavily for the purpose of paying some residuum of 
the ex of the late inauguration which were not otherwise pro- 
vided for. I think an inquiry will develop the fact that that fund is 
already in some condition of dilapidation; and if all these committees 
are-ordered the result will be that the contingent fund will be ex- 
hausted. 

At the last Congress the Committee on Territories was directed to 
make an investigation as to some legislation in the Territory of New 
Mexico which was thought to be improvident. We made it simply by 
sending for certain documents; we refused to call witnesses; and yet 
the few hundred dollars of expense which was incurred in that inves- 

igation lay over from last year until this, and as chairman of the com- 
mittee I have constantly in the interval been dunned by the people to 
whom the money was due, and it was not until a deficiency bill was 
recently passed that they were able to get their money. We ought 
not to lay out a plan of work here by these committees which will in- 
volve a deficiency that will compel those who are managing them to 
advance the money themselves or compel those who are witnesses, those 
who attend, or others, to remain without their compensation. 

I hope, therefore, the Senator from Iowa will make some statement, 
if he can, as to the condition of the contingent fund, the amount of it, 
and that the chairman of the Committee on Contingent Expenses will 
add such information as is in his possession. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I can not give the Senate the infor- 
mation required with absolute accuracy, though it is easily attainable 
by inquiry at the office of the Secretary, in reference to the contingent 
fund for the present fiscal year. There is an appropriation for this 
class of service for the next year of $25,000, the appropriation for this 
year having been only $15,000. I can furnish, however, some informa- 
tion as to the investigations ordered. 

The Committee on Privileges and Elections are authorized to sit dur- 
ing the recess; but I understand for one purpose only, namely, to com- 
pile the record of contested cases in the Senate, which of course can 
not involve any great expense, and probably only involves the expense 
of the per diem of a clerk during the vacation, which will be a very 
small sum. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs have a number of matters that they 
are required to investigate during the vacation. I do not know what 
that expense will be. 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, I believe, is authorized to sit dur- 
ing the vacation, for what precise purpose I do not know. 

The Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River is also 
authorized to sit during the recess, I can not think that will be a very 
a cy investigation. 

e Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, as has already been 
stated by the Senator from Vermont, are required to investigate during 
the vacation whether it would be wise or unwise to substitute electric 
lights for gaslight in this Chamber. I can not think that that will be 
a very expensive investigation. 

A; Mr. MORRILL. That matter is to be reported upon during this ses- 
on. 
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Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Rulesare authorized to sit dur- 
ing the vacation; but I think that in the nature of things will not be 
a very expensive investigation. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator will pardon me for saying that the Com- 
mittee on Rules is continued ex necessitate. The Senate wing has been 
transferred to their charge. The committee will not sit at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. That authority to sit during the vacation, then, 
does not involve any expense, 

Mr. HARRISON. Except the expense of a clerk. 

Mr. ALLISON. Except the expense of a clerk. The committee 
alluded to by the Senator from Indiana, the Committee on Transporta- 
tion Routes to the Seaboard, I believe is authorized to sit during the 


vacation. I do not know what the scope of that investigation will be. 
Mr. HARRISON, Ifthe Senator will allow me I will read the res- 
olution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard be 
authorized to sit during the recess of Congress by a subcommittee or otherwise, 
to employ a stenographer,and with the same authority given the committee 
under the resolution of July 6, 1884— 

Which was to continue the investigation made in the Windom report. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator—he is familiar with that, I be- 
lieve—— 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam not on the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I will ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
whether that is likely to be an expensive investigation? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir; I think not. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then having gone over these several committees 
that are to sit during the recess I do not think the expense will amount 
to a very great sum. Now, coming to the question of the resolution of 
the Senator from Illinois, I think that investigation ought to be made, 
and I know of no better way of making it than that proposed by the 
Senator from Illinois, to select five Senators, who shall be charged with 
the duty of undertaking that work and reporting to us at the beginning 
of the next session. 

I know of no more important question pending in this country to- 
day than the question of the relation of our transportation companies 
to the people of the United States. I know that that has been a sub- 
ject of investigation in the House of Representatives and it was also de- 
bated at considerable length here during the last session and gave rise 
to differences of opinion with reference to the situation of the railroads 
with regard to the question of transportation; and I supposed on read- 
ing the resolution of the Senator from Illinois that it was his purpose 
and intention to really continue the investigation of the subject that 
was debated here during the last session. If that is his purpose and the 
purpose of the committee which he proposes to raise, I can think of no 
more important question to be investigated during the vacation of eight 
or nine months than the question which he proposes to investigate here; 
and, for one, I shall vote for this investigation in the belief that there 
is a sufficient sum of money already appropriated to cover the purpose; 
but if there is not, I think the matter is of such magnitude and of such 
interest to all the people that it is important that we should have full 
and completeinformation upon it. Thatisa question which weall know 
was not disposed of at the last session. The House of Representatives 

a bill and sent it to the Senate at a very late day. The Senate 
of the United States, after such deliberation as it could have on the 
subject in the brief time allowed, returned a bill to the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and that bill was permitted to sleep without the nsual 
committee of conference being ordered on this important question. So 
the matter hangs between the two Houses without any solution of it. 
For one, I desire that the Senate shall be placed in possession of such 
information as will enable us to deal with the question when we meet 
here in December next and deal with it with an intelligence that we 
ought to have in dealing with great snbjects of this character. There- 
fore I hope the Senator from Tlinois will be authorized to have a com- 
mitteeof five Senators, and that that committee will use the time inter- 
vening between the close of this executive session and the beginning 
of the next regular session to furnish us such information as they can 
procure for the pu of legislation at the next session. 

Mr. HARRISON. Does not the Senator from Iowa know that the 
resolution already passed directs the Committee on Transportation 
Routes to the Seaboard to make this very investigation ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not know that. 

Mr. HARRISON. It does. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Indiana is mistaken in 
the statement he has just made. The Committee on Transportation 
Routes were directed to continue practically the Windom report of 1873 
and to furnish certain statistics in regard to the prices of articles, the 
rates of transportation, and the amount and extent of the internal com- 
merce of the United States. That investigation is not directed partic- 
ularly to the legislation of the various States or to legislation by Con- 
gress, but merely to furnish facts in continuation of those contained in 
the report made by Mr. Windom in 1873. 

There seems to be, in my mind at least, a distinction between the 
two committees. The function of one is to furnish facts in relation to 
the direction of trade and questions collateral to that; aud of the other 
to investigate the proper leg’slation required at the hands of Congress. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not suppose that the Committee on Transpor- 
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tation Routes would be authorized or would take cognizance of the 
questions involved in the resolution of the Senator from Illinois, be- 
cause that committee does not have control of those subjects. Its func- 
tion is merely with reference to transportation routes to the seaboard. 
The question involved here is the general question of interstate com- 
merce, and it seems to me that that is of sufficient magnitude to re- 
quire the attention of five Senators who are willing to give their time 
and attention to the subject during the vacation. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, the subject of interstate commerce 
and its regulation is the leading or at least among the leading measures 
which were considered by the Forty-eighth Congress with that degree 
of care and attention demanded by their importance and which have 
attracted the attention of the country, and I am willing to have any 
sort of investigation made in that which will throw light upon 
the question, especially of the competitive effect of railroad and river 
transportation and how far one acts as a competitor of the other. The 
present condition of railroad affairs in the United States, it occurs to 
me, makes it unusually important that this question should be inves- 
tigated. ButI have to.say to the Senator from Iowa that what I regard 
as somewhat a thrust at the House in what he has said wasin my opinion 
not called for. I can now speak of that because the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress has no existence now. 

The House of Representatives sent a measure to us which pointed out 
a theory for interstate-commerce legislation. The House had had un- 
der consideration the commission system. It had distinctly voted down 
the commission system, The Senate was fully advised of that fact when 
the House bill came to us, and the Senate deliberately adopted the com- 
mission system notwithstanding that system had been voted down by 
the House; and the House did, and properly in my judgment, let the 
Senate bill sleep, because it was directly antagonistic to the bill which 
they had presented to us in every essential particular, and no confer- 
ence could have led to any conclusion unless one or the other House had 
squarely backed down, which was not at all probable. There could be 
no compromise, because the theory of the House bill was in direct an- 
tagonism to that of the Senate. 

That accounts for the action of the House. It was a deliberate ac- 
tion on the part of ‘the House, because they had deliberately acted on 
both plans and had adopted the system of settling the question be- 
tween the shipper and the railroad by due process of law in the courts 
of justice, while the Senate, disregarding that, struck out the entire 
House bill and put in, as a so-called amendment, a substitute adopting 
the commission system, which had been rejected by the House by a de- 
liberate vote on the yeas and nays. I desire that to go on record with 
the statement of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr: ALLISON. Would it disturb the Senator if I asked a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MAXEY. Not in the slightest degree. 

Mr. ALLISON. _Is it not usual when the two Houses disagree with 
reference to the detail of a measure which both desire to pass that a 
conference is had upon the differences? 

Mr: MAXEY. I think the question was as clearly presented during 
the discussion as it could possibly be. The Senator from Kentucky 
not now in his seat [Mr. Beck] in his usual manner stated that the 
very course which was pursued by the Senate in deliberately setting 
aside and holding for naught the action of the House and adopting a 
different system meant and was designed to mean that there should 
be no legislation at all. That was his view of the matter. I do not 
say that I go to that extent, but I do say that the course which the 
House pursued in my judgment was the dignified course to pursue un- 
der the circumstances. Whatever may be the usual course in ordinary 
cases where there is mere difference of opinion as.to details that is not 
this case. This was not a case like those usually submitted where dif- 
ferences in detail may be adjusted in conference. The difference was 
in distinct and conflicting theories. 

Here were twosystems antagonistic to each other. Both those plans 
had been discussed in the House of Representatives and deliberately 
acted upon; one had been voted down by a yea-and-nay yote, and the 
other by an overwhelming majority had been adopted. The Senate, 
disregarding the action of the House, set it aside and held it for naught 
and took the plan rejected by the House and adopted that and sent it 
back to the House, and the House sent it to the tomb of the Capulets, 
where it justly, rightfully, and properly sleeps the sleep that knows no 
waking. 


Now, Mr. President, I want to say that so far as the little expense 
connected with this matter is concerned, with me it is as a drop in the 
bucket as compared with the magnitude of the question involved. I 
care not where the information comes from, whether from the Railroad 
Committee, the Commerce Committee, or a special committee. That 
information which is sought is of the utmost importance to the well- 
being of this country. All must admit that no greater question can be 
presented for the material interests of the people than this very qnes- 
tion of transportation. The whole country to-day is suffering from a 


derangement of the transportation system resulting from a conflict be- 
tween the owners of the railroads and their employés. That the peo- 
ple will suffer still more than they have done is, I think, pretty sure, 
from the fact that the only remedy which is left in the way of compe- 
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tition with railroad transportation is river transportation, and we have 
neglected to make any appropriation whatever to keep our rivers in good 
condition. 

Sir, this is a great question, and it makes no difference to me where 
the information comes from so that it is fairly obtained and all sides of 
the question are presented. The plan of the Reagan bill as it is known, 
the plan of the commission bill as it is known, and every plan that has 
been presented have been discussed in Congress and by the country. I 
want a committee to look into the question honestly, squarely, and 
fairly, and let us have an honest bill that men who really desire the 
best interests of the country can unite upon. So much for that. 

I say in behalf of the resolution proposed by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. DAWEs] the chairman of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs that I helped at a former Congress to procure the passage of the 
resolution, and I speak from personal knowledge when Isay that I 
think the Committee on Indian Affairs ought to sit during the recess 
of the Senate. We have pending three or four different propositions of 
grave magnitude concerning our Indian relations. There is a question 
as to whether or not a new and novel court bill shall be adopted cre- 
ating a court in the Indian Territory, creating a class of jurymen never 
before known to the law. That is a question which should be looked 
into and investigated, and we should look into the condition of the 
country as to whether or not they are sufficiently conversant with our 
system of laws to sit upon juries and to hold court. That is a question 
which that committee ought to investigate. The question of leases, 
about which so much has been said all over the country, should be 
looked into; and the great question which is looming up now, the Okla- 
homa question, should be looked fairly and squarely in the face by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. As one of the members of that commit- 
tee I feel it to be my duty to say that that committee in my judgment 
ought to sit and look patiently into all these questions. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, so far as the remarks of the Senator 
from Texas in reference to the attitude of the House of Representatives 
in refusing to confer with the Senate on differences between the two 
Houses is concerned, I have only to say that his remarks are as unusual 
as they are strange, and in my opinion—— 

Mr. MAXEY. I do not hear the Senator. 

Mr. DAWES. Isay that so far as the Senator undertakes to justify 
the House of Representatives in refusing to confer with the Senate on 
differences between them on a pending bill, his remarks are quite un- 
usual in any quarter, and in my opinion more than unusual in this 
body. The House of Representatives discussed a measure in two as- 
pects and decided in favor of one of them. The Senate discussed the 
same measure in both aspects, and came toa different conclusion. The 
Senator announces that because the Senate dared to differ in its con- 
clusion upon that measure from the form in which it came to us from 
the other branch, in his opinion the House of Representatives consulted 
its own dignity and the proprieties of the situation in refusing to confer 
with the Senate upon their differences. So far as I can see, it involves 
the question whether there shall be any conferences between the two 
Houses upon their differing votes. It does not involve the merit of the 
difference so much as it does the propriety of conferring with each other 
upon their differences. If the ideasuggested by the Senator from Texas 
in vindication of the position of the House be sound, there is an end to 
all conferences between the two Houses. There would be no occasion 
for conferences if there were not differences, and it is quite begging the 
question to say because a Senator differs from a majority of the body 
and with a majority of the other branch, therefore it did not be- 
come the other branch to confer at all with the Senate upon the ques- 
tions of difference. 

Sir, the doctrine undertaken to be sustained in that manner puts an 
end to deliberations between the two Houses. Agreement can only 
come of full and free conference, such alone as is the custom and the 
parliamentary law of these two bodies; and there can be no shifting of 
responsibility before the country for an utter failure of any legislation 
upon this important question from that House which refused to con- 
fer with the Senate because the Senate took upon itself to venture a 
difference of opinion, and yet asked the House to confer with them to 
see if there were not some common ground upon which they could 
agree, some measure upon which they could agree that would be benef- 
icent and remedy acknowledged and existing evils. That House which 
has refused to confer with the other upon a pending measure goes to 
the country with the declaration that the existing evils are not grievous 
and serious enough to demand its deliberation with its co-ordinate 
branch of the legislative assembly. That is the question before the 
country. Are the evils acknowledged and existing and calling for leg- 
islation so grievous as to justify conference between the two branches 
of the Legislature? And that branch which says it does not and will 
not confer may go to the country upon that issue and answcr to its 
constituents. 

Sir, so far as the investigations are concerned, let me say that I agree 
with the Senator from Iowa in the importance of these investigations 
and in the propriety of the method suggested by the Senator from Tli- 
nois, and I hope that his resolution will prevail. I know that drafts 
to a great extent have been made upon the contingent fund of the Sen- 
ate in pursuing various investigations, but up to this time I think that 
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the country will see that the benefit arising from the investigations—I 
say it with great confidence as toall of them except those in which I have 
had a part—has been more than to compensate for all the expense. It 
has been my lot to have had considerable of that work devolved upon 
me by the Senate, never by my own asking. The last year the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs was charged with a very extensive investiga- 
tion, which took its members very many miles—thousands of miles— 
from their homes when their fellow-Senators were enjoying that ease 
to which we were all entitled after our laborious service here. 

I ought to say in vindication of the contingent fand this much: The 
money which was set apart from that fund and placed in the hands of 
the Sergeant-at-Arms to be expended in the discharge of the duties 
devolving upon the Committee on Indian Affairs, though they devoted 
themselves nearly the entire vacation to that work, was but partially 
expended. More than half of it is still in the hands of the Sergeant- 
at-Arms, and enough, in my opinion, to defray all the expenses of the 
investigations by the Indian Committee that have been devolved upon 
it for the next vacation. I hope so at least. Certainly if these inves- 
tigations can be carried on as economically as they were the last session 
there will be more than enough in the Sergeant-at-Arms’s hands now 
withdrawn from the contingent fund to defray all the expenses of the 
investigations which the Indian Committee will be compelled in vaca- 
tion to pursue. Their importance the Senator from Texas has well 
called the attention of the Senate to. 

The perplexing questions which are pressing upon the Executive and 
upon Congress growing out of the new conditions of things among the 
Indians will call upon those who undertake these investigations to spend 
very much time and labor and patience and workin the investigations. 
Still I think they will not be compelled to draw anew upon the contin- 
gent fund; at least I hope they will not; and therefore in all the calcu- 
lations of the Senate in reference to new investigations or the drafts 
upon the contingent fund I think it is safe for them to lay out of con- 
sideration the expenses that the Indian Committee will incur in pur- 
suing their investigations. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts has 
seen proper to reply to my remarks, as he had a right todo. I have 
listened very patiently to all he has said, and I am exactly of the opin- 
ion I held before. The country has seen the course pursued by the 
Senate and the course pursued by the House on the great interstate- 
commerce bill. It has passed out of Congress; it has gone into the 
hands of the people, and there if the Senator sees proper to throw down 
the gauntlet it will be taken up, and the question determined which 
was right, the Senate or the House. Unusual, says the Senator, was 
the course of the House. Is it more unusual than was the course of 
the Senate when upon a mere little internal-revenue bill of halfa dozen 
lines the Senate, in opposition to the spirit if not the letter of the Con- 
stitution, ingrafted an entire tariff bill from beginning to end under the 
pretext of an amendment? Wasthe course of the House on that meas- 
ure more unusual that the course of the Senate on this? During the 
existence of this country since it was first organized down to that good 
hour there was no precedent for that action of the Senate. That is all 
I wish to say on that point. ` 

The House acted as I believe they had a right to act. The country 
understands the question and the country believes that the men 
who passed that House bill meant to regulate interstatecommerce. It 
believes they meant that, and there is a belief that whether the Senate 
meant to regulate interstate commerce or not, the plan which was 
adopted has no effective force or power whatever. The Senate under- 
took to create a commission absolutely without power to correct a sin- 
gle evil, and the country understands that, and the House was not 
willing to pass it. That is all. 

The Reagan bill as passed by the House had been discussed by the 
country for years. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] stated in 
the course of his argument that in his great State, which he in part rep- 
resents with such distinction, the general spirit of the people as evi- 
denced in their petitions was in favor of thatbill. So it was everywhere 
all over the country; but that bill was rejected here, and although I 
was in a minority, I have not yielded my judgment to the majority on 
that question, and I am willing to place that before the people and let 
them determine whether the Senator from Massachusetts who has seen 
proper to arraign me for disagreeing with the majority, as I do very 
often with the majority in this Chamber, is wrong or whether I am 
wrong. The whole question between the two Houses in respect to in- 
terstate commerce is before the country. I am willing to abide its de- 
cision. 

Mr. DAWES. My good friend from Texas seems to have failed en- 
tirely to understand what I said. It was not a question whether the 
House was right or the Senate right upon the amendment to the bill. 
That was not the question. Upon that question Senators and Repre- 
sentatives may well differ. It was upon the question whether the House 
should say, ‘‘We will not confer with the Senate upon these differ- 
ences.” That was my criticism of the remark of the Senator. He jus- 
tified the House in refusing to confer with the Senate because the Sen- 
ate took the liberty to differ with the House. That was the criticism 
which I made, and that was the length and the breadth of it. 

I do not discuss here and Iam not sure that I should quite agree 
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with the position which the majority of the Senate ultimately took upon 
that bill or with the bill which came from the House; but I had faith 
when I voted that a conference, a free and full conference in the lan- 
guage of the parliamentary law, would have brought out just such a 
bill as the mischief and the exigency required. But the Senator says 
he justifies the House in refusing to confer, and I say that justifying 
the House is declaring to the country that the continuance of the evil 
and the mischief is not so great as would be the danger of the House 
conferring with the Senate upon their differences of opinion. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I believe I have not spoken a word 
in opposition to the ion that it would be wise at this time to 
make the investigation called for by the resolution of the Senator from 
Illinois. I did, early in the discussion, s that the Senate was 
duplicating this work; that it had already directed the Committee on 
Transportation Routes to the Seaboard to make this very inquiry. I 
find by looking at the rt of that committee, as made by Mr. Win- 
dom, which has been referred to by several Senators, and the value of 
which is not overestimated by them, that it covered the whole subject, 
that it was intended to be the basis of legislation directly in the line 
suggested by the Senator from Illinois, that all the questions of the 
publication of rates and of reasonable profits and of the limitation of 
dividends and of the powers of the General Government were discussed ; 
and the evidence taken by that committee was intended to furnish Con- 
gress with a full magazine of information to be the basis of legislation 
regulating interstate commerce by railroad. That committee is still 
continued in force. Last summer the Senate passed this resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard be, 
and they are hereby, authorized to sit at any place within the United States dur- 
ing the recess of Congress, by subcommittee or otherwise, to take testimony for 
the pu of preparing statistical data relative to freights, commodities, and 
prices for the period from 

Which was the date of the Windom report— 
to the present time; the committee to report by bill or otherwise. 


What sort of bill were they to By ae and on what subject, if it was 
not the subject of the regulation of transportation by railroad? 

And that the necessary rvices 
be paid out of the expe Mey for reiras yx te pe a &e., of ie 
tingent fund of the Senate. 

T have already read the resolution ado atthe last session referring 
to the resolution which I have just and continuing to that com- 
mittee the powers given to it by that resolution. Now I undertake to 
say, whatever may be the plan of the Senator from Rhoad Island whois 
the chairman of that committee, that the Senate has authorized and 
directed just such an investigation as by that committee is thought to 
be important here. It may be that the tor from Rhode Island does 
not contemplate doing this work. It may be that he will not sit at the 
great commercial centers with his committee and take this testimony. 
Perhaps he does not contemplate that. I supposed that the committee 
contemplated doing the work which had been to the Senate 
as proper and necessary to be done and which the Senate had author- 
ized and directed to be done. I resented the suggestion which has been 
made as to some of these resolutions, that it was simply the question 
of a clerk or anything of that kind, and supposed that the intention 
of the committee in proposing these resolutions was to do thoroughly 
and well the work which the Senate directed them to do. If they do 
intend to do it, it covers the whole ground proposed by the Senator 
from Illinois. If they do not, it is a self-imposed limitation, and not 
because the resolution is not broad enough to cover it all. My point 
was simply that we ought not to have twocommittees doing this thing, 
and I think it must be apparent to every Senator that if the resolution 
of the Senator from Illinois proposing a special committee to do this 
work is to be adopted—and I say to him frankly I think it ought to be 
adopted—it is probably the better way to do the work, especially as we 
are advised by the Senator from Rhode Island that he does not intend 
to undertake it with his committee, then we shall want some excuse 
offered, I think, for continuing in force the resolutions as to the other 
committee. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa went over the divers commit- 
tees that had been directed to do something, and he said it simply in- 
volved the expense of having a clerk, which probably would not involve 
much, if any, expense; but in many of these cases provision is also 
made for a stenographer. The simple expense of continuing one of 
these committee clerks at $6 a day during the vacation would be $1,500 
or $1,800, and the aggregate of them all would probably be $9,000 or 
$10,000, even if the committee did not sit and take testimony, as they 
are authorized to do. 

I have made the point I intended to make. Perhaps the Senator 
from Rhode Island, as chairman of the Committee on rtation 
Routes, has the power to limit the work, though the Senate has given 
it at his suggestion a pretty wide range. If he does so limit it and 
applies himself simply to the collection of some published statistics on 
the subject now accessible but not ted, probably he will not 
involve us in much more expense than the payment of his clerk during 
the vacation. 


73— 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the resolution which has been read 
by the Senator from Indiana directs the Committee on Transportation 
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Routes to the Seaboard to collect certain statistical data for the period 
from 1873 to the present time. Neither the chairman of that commit- 
tee nor any member of it proposes to impose any limitation upon that 
inquiry. They propose in good faith, so far as I know, to do exactly 
what the Senate asked them to do. 

Mr. HARRISON. Does the Senator propose to sit in the great com- 
mercial centers and take the testimony contemplated ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no testimony in great commercial centers 
contemplated by the resolution. Whatever the Senator from Indiana 
may have in his ownmind was not known to the members of that com- 
mittee before. 

Mr. HARRISON. Why, then, the authority for which the Senator 
asked to sit at any place within the United States during the recess of 
Congress by subcommittee or otherwise and to take testimony ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Those are the usual words of resolutions of this 
kind authorizing committees to sit during the recess. The form used 
there is the form used always. If the Senator had listened to the pre- 
liminary report made by the committee, or if he would do the commit- 
tee the honor to take it now ani read it, he would find that they state 
in their report that they have not found it necessary to take any testi- 
mony. They have with considerable diligence, I believe, as I think 
the Senator when he sees the report will admit, proceeded to carry out 
the instruction of the Senate in collecting statistical data. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator do me the favor to yield to 
another question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr, HARRISON. May I ask how many meetings of the committee 
were held during the recess? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Two, I think. 

Mr. HARRISON. Where? Here? 

Mr. ALDRICH. One in New York and one here. They involved 
no considerable expense to the United States. TheSenator, if he thinks 
that committee have been expending the money of the Government 
improvidently, is very much mistaken. He can find by an investiga- 
tion at the office of the Secretary of the Senate or elsewhere that we 
have expended no money rovidently in meeting at the great com- 
mercial centers of the United, States. We have employed certain sta- 
tistical experts to assist the committee in procuring information which 
we then believed and which I now believe is extremely valuable in the 
discussion of the questions involved in the interstate-commerce problem. 

The committee never have considered themselves intrusted with the 
duty of investigating the interstate-commerce question, merely for the 
reason that this committee never had jurisdiction of that subject. The 
Committee on Railroads reported the bill which was discussed so ably 
in the Senate by the Senator from Illinois and others, and the Com- 
mittee on Commerce believed that they had some jurisdiction over the 
question of interstate commerce. The question of interstate commerce 
as such has never been considered by the Committee on Transportation 
Routes to the Seaboard. 

Mr. HARRISON. ‘That was the very object of the constitution of 
the original committee, and to that committee was referred a part of 
the President’s message; and the resolutions of the Senate expressly 
continued to that committee the very question; and the only reason 
why it is continued to-day is because it is supposed to succeed to the 
duties and that the original exigency still requires them, which were 
to look into this very question and propose legislation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Indiana himself was 
chairman of this committee when this question of interstate commerce 
was referred to the Committee on Railroads and when it was reported 
from that committee to the Senate; and if he has allowed the duties 
and prerogatives of that committee to lapse, it is his fault and not the 
fault of the present chairman of the committee. I never have under- 
stood, and I think no member of the committee has understood, that the 
broad question of interstate commerce was submitted to us for inves- 
tigation. We had a certain line of investigation which we have been 
trying to follow. The work is now in p , and I believe that we 
shall have some results which will be satisfactory to the Senate to show 
for any expenditure which we may make. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I did not expect when this resolu- 
tion was introduced by me that it would call forth quite that extensive 
discussion which has seemed to occur to-day. I introduced it feeling, 
as I have felt ever since I came into the Senate, that there was a lack 
of specific information upon this great subject of the regulation of com- 
merce between the several States. When I came into the Senate I be- 
lieved that some legislation by Congress ought to be had, and in pur- 
suance of that conviction I introduced a bill, which was referred to the 
Committee on Railroads on my motion simply because I happened to 
be on the committee, not with any desire to take jurisdiction from any 
other committee of that subject or any other. A bill was reported from 
the committee to the Senate. It was before the Senate a portion of the 
first session of the last Congress and during the last session of Congress 
until the Senate passed a bill. As every Senator upon this floor knows, 
every gentleman who spoke upon the subject in the Senate, I believe, 
gave utterance to the expression that there was not that definite in- 
tormation furnished to the Senate by anybody which was sufficient to 
entitle us to Le certain as to what line of policy we should pursue in 
the attempt to regulate commerce by Congress. 


So far as I was concerned and so far as the Committee on Railroads 
were concerned we reported the best bill that we could, and the Senate 
passed a bill the best that it thought it could. There was no purpose 
on my part or on the part of anybody else, so far as I know, in the Senate, 
to run a policy against the idea pursued by the House of Representa- 
tives. The House of Representatives under the lead of the distinguished 
prorenan from Texas passed a bill after very considerable discussion. 

t came tothe Senate. The Senate considered that bill. The Senate 
considered a substitute for it, and after amending the substitute the 
Senate passed the substitute by as overwhelming a majority, I may 
be allowed to say, as was the House bill passed by the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

But that is neither here nor there. So far as I am concerned I have 
no special desire to cling to one idea or to one policy or theory upon 
this question. Iam willing, if investigation convinces me it is right, 
to adopt the policy pursued by the House. If investigation convinces 
me that the Senate bill was not right in all particulars or in any par- 
ticular, then I shall vote against that bill. But I do insist that the 
Senate of the United States is disposed to quibble over an important 
question when it lets trifling things be passed through here that are not 
of very much consequence to this country. There is no question before 
the country to-day in which the great body of the American people are 
more interested than they are in this question of regulating commerce 
between the several States; and I say that it comes with ill grace from 
anybody to insist that there shall not be that thorough, close, impar- 
tial, fair piten copy which is necessary in order to enable the Senate 
to do the right t 

I do not care wht becomes of the bill that passed the Senate or that 
which passed the House so far as those measures are concerned, but I 
do care to know when I vote for a bill during the next session, ‘which 
I hope to have the opportunity of doing, that the bill which the Senate 
and Congress shall pass will be the bill most in the interest of the 
great body of the people of this country. 

Now I want to su t another thing. There has been more or less 
testimony taken by the committee in charge of this subjectin the other 
House of Congress ntdifferent sessions, and there has scarcely been any- 
body before that committee who was not a railroad president, ora rail- 
road solicitor, or some magnate of that sort giving testimony before the 
committee. I want to goto the people upon this question and find out 
what they want as well as what the railroads want, and when the hon- 
orable Senator from Texas says that he is for any fair investigation, so 
far as I am concerned if I have anything to do with it there shall be no 
other kind of an investigation by any committee with which I am con- 
nected. 

With these remarks I desire that this resolution shall be acted upon. 
If the Senate does not want the information, does not want the inves- 
tigation upon the specific points which are in controversy among the 
people and in the Congress of the United States, let it vote the resolu- 
tion down. That is all I have to say about it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, I move to amend the resolution 
by striking out the words ‘‘commerce among,” in the second and third 
lines, and inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ transportation by rail- 
road of freights and passengers between;’’ so as to make the resolution 
read: 


ad report upon the subject of the regulation of the transportation by railroad 
and re upon esu ra 
of freights e ESS between psan g a 5 tes, &e. sa 

My amendment directs the object of this select committee, if it is to 
be raised, in the channel in which I understand the Senator from Illi- 
nois desires to direct its inquiries. The resolution as it is now offered 
by the Senator from Illinois takes the whole subject of the regulation of 
commerce among the several States. That question is the entire juris- 
diction of the Committee on Commerceof the Senate. The Senator from 
Illinois at the last Congress introduced a bill, which was referred prop- 
erly, I think, at the time it was introduced, to the Committee on Rail- 
roads, and the result of that was the report of a bill regulating the 
transportation of freights by railroads between the several States. The 
Senator having had charge of that subject, it is perhaps well that he 
should continue it; and whatever course he desires to take in regard to 
that, so far as I am concerned, I am willing that that course should be 
taken; but to interfere with the general—— 

Mr. BROWN. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him a mo- 


ment? 
Mr. McMILLAN. I will. 
Mr. BROWN. I desire to ask the Senator from Minnesota why he 


confines this investigation to transportation by railroads alone. When 
a railroad runs upon the bank of a river for two hundred miles, and 
transportation is conducted on the railroad and on the river in compe- 
tition, why should he investigate the one and refuse to investigate the 
other ? 

Mr. McMILLAN, So far as the question of transportation by water 
routes is concerned we havea very report on that subject from 
the Committee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard. 

Mr. BROWN. But as the competition is between the two, and the 
proposed committee is to have charge of the railroads, why not investi- 

te the river transportation at the same time? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think the only competition railroads bave in 
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the transportation of freights is perhaps with water routes, ahd we have 
heard no complaint—— 

Mr. BROWN. They often compete with each other. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. We have heard no complaint of overcharges on 
the water routes. 

Mr. BROWN. They very often compete with each other; and many 
a time a water route and a railroad route are the same, or, in other 
words, it takes both to form the one route—part of the route is by rail- 
road and part is by water. Sometimes there is a link in the middle 
that is water and the balance rail at each end. 

Mr. McMILLAN. ‘The water routes are always open to competition. 
Any person may put a boat upon the waters of this country and carry 
freight, but every person can not builda railroad. If the Senator from 
Georgia desires a modification of that kind, and the Senator from Illi- 
nois desires it, I have no objection to that. My object was to confine 
the investigation of this special committee to the particular subject of 
the regulation of transportation by rail, and not the regulation of com- 
merce between the States. 

Mr. BROWN. I would move to amend the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota after the word “ railroad,’’ as I recollect it, by in- 
serting: j 

And water routes in connection therewith, or in competition with the railroad. 


Mr. CULLOM. All right. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. BROWN. I would say ‘‘ water routes in connection or compe- 
tition with railroad routes.” 

Mr. McMILLAN. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Minnesota as amended. 

Mr. BROWN. That is the amendment of the Senator from Minne- 
sota as amended by my amendment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. As modified. 

Mr. BROWN. By the amendment offered by myself? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chairunderstood the modification to 
be accepted. The resolution as proposed to be amended will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators be appointed to investigate 
and report upon the subject of the regulation of transportation by railroad and 
water routes in connection therewith as in competition with railroads, of freights 
and passengers between the several States, with authority to sit during the re- 
cess of Congress, and with power to summon witnesses, &c, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not rise, Mr. President, for the purpose of 
opposing the resolution of the honorable Senator from Illinois or the 
amendment, but simply to make a suggestion to the Senate. 

It will be remembered that some ten or twelve years ago this ques- 
tion of interstate commerce was under discussion by the people of the 
country and it reached Congress. The result was that a committee of 
investigation, known as the Committee to Investigate Transportation 
Routes to the Seaboard, was appointed. At great expense, lasting 
turough a year or two, the members of that committee proceeded to in- 
vestigate the whole subject, and I suppose no more able report was ever 
submitted to Congress than that made by that committee. They took 
a long time, they traveled over a large section of the country, they in- 
vestigated every single thing that could be investigated touching the 
whole question of transportation both as to water routes and rail trans- 
portation, and submitted their report to Congress. 

At that time complaints were made of discrimination, complaints 
were made as to the unreasonableness of freight charges, The same 
allegations have existed from that time to this, and complaints are 
coming to us to-day of unreasonable freight charges and of discrimina- 
tion between different points and different individuals. For ten long 
years the House of Representatives also has been considering this ques- 
tion, and the records of the House to-day will show more intelligent 
testimony printed upon this question than upon any subject that was 
ever presented to Congress. Not only the shippers of freights but the 
transporters of freights and passengers have been examined; both sides 
of the question have been discussed; and if this committee were raised 
by this resolution the proper place for them to get information would 
be to go to the committee of the House of Representatives and sit down 
and read its records, for certainly the information can not be obtained 
in any other way so useful for the committee as it could be obtained 
there. 

Now, sir, it is proposed to raise a committee to investigate a subject 
which the Congress that has just expired has investigated and the 
House of Representatives has considered by its committee and passed a 
bill through the House providing for a settlement of the question in a 
certain way. It proposed to fix the rates of transportation; it first pro- 
posed that as between two points theratesshould be reasonable; it then 
proposed that as between points of lesser distance the freights should 
be less. In the first place it made a rate and then said that to points 
of shorter distance the rate should be a less rate than that charged for 
a longer distance. 

The Senate on the other hand considered also the same subject. The 
committee of the Senate, charged with the consideration of the ques- 
tion, also reported a bill, It did not agree with the House bill, and 
the Senate bill received the votes of a large majority of the members 
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of the Senate. That bill proceeded upon the idea that there was no 
way to settle this question except by conferring upon a commission to 
be appointed by the President power to determine in every case of 
complaint the reasonableness of the charges and all questions of dis- 
crimination. 

Now I submit to the Senator from Illinois that after his committee 
with their roving commission run all over this country, in the end he 
will settle right down exactly to the principle found in the Senate bill, 
that a commission must be raised upon whom will be conferred the 
power and all power necessary to treat and to deal as between the lines 
of transportation and those using them. That commission, it was sup- 
posed, would be one of experts, of intelligent men, and after you have 
roamed the country all over you will come down simply to that prop- 
osition and report a like bill to that reported before, that a commission 
shall be clothed with power to determine the rights of the shipper as 
against the interests of the transportation company. After you have 
expended your money, spent your time, and traveled all over the land, 
you will then have no more information than can now be found in the 
records of the House and the Senate. 

The expenditure of money is called for to be paid out of the contin- 
gent fund of the Senate, not only for this purpose but for several other 
purposes as I have heard expressed on the other side of the Chamber, 
and I ask Senators, what has been the experience of the Senate touch- 
ing these matters? What benefit have these junketing tours over the 
country been in respect of information necessary to be had, as the Sen- 
ator from Illinois says, with respect to these subjects? I do not know 
that we are much better informed than we could have been informed 
by-having gentlemen visit Washington and give their testimony on these 
subjects and having their testimony appear in our printed reports. We 
may raise a special committee here for every purpose and for every bill 
that is likely to come before the consideration of the Senate or the House 
of Representatives, but with what result in making legislation ? 

A few years ago we employed a tariff commission. They traveled 
all over the country; they took any amount of testimony; that testi- 
mony was printed at great expense to the people of the country; and 
with what result? It resulted in nothing. No more information could 
be obtained from that report than almost any Senator who was at all . 
conversant with the subject had before. A bill was presented as being 
the very best thing that the Congress of the United States could do 
touching the question of a tariff on imported merchandise and the re- 
lations of labor and capital in this country. What was done with it? 
The Housesimply emasculated the bill. It was sent to the Senate Com- 
mittee on Finance, and when it left that committee even its originators 
and friends could searcely know it. Therefore I say that no practical 
good comes from these special committees and commissions; and upon 
this particular question certainly there is no necessity for a committee 
of investigation, because we have more information upon it than upon 
any question to-day before Congress. 

There is one thing for Congress to do with respect to this matter: 
either confer power upon somebody to keep the railroads of the country 
in check or pass the bill that was sent here from the House of Repre- 
sentatives by which the Senate and House of Representatives proceeded 
themselves to say how freight and passenger traffic should be conducted 
in this country. There are two distinct ideas and two distinct sepa- 
rate modes of action. One of them must and should be adopted. I 
think the Senator from Illinois will searcely give us more information, 
even if he spends six months in making the investigation, than we now 
have. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iask for a vote, Mr. President. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to offer an amendment. After the word 
“subject” I move to insert: 


And report to the Senate on or before the first Monday of December next. 


Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to that. I do not see the use 
of the word `‘ before.’’ We can not very well report to Congress before 
the first Monday of December. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘‘On or before the first Monday,” that is the as- 


sembling of Con 
Mr. CULLOM. We can not report before. 
Mr. TELLER. No. Well, say ‘‘on the first Monday.’’ 
Mr. DAWES. I would not make it the first day of the session. I 


agree with the Senator from Colorado that the committee ought to be 
required to report very early, but I would not say the first day of the 
session. 

Mr. TELLER. I have no objection to saying ‘‘ the second Monday 
of December.” That gives a week after Congress meets. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to saying ‘on or before thesec- 
ond Monday.” 


Mr. TELLER. I will say ‘‘on or before the second Monday of De- 
cember.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois accept the 
ro amendment? 
Mr. CULLOM. Yes, sir; I accept it. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. MCMILLAN], which will be 
read. 
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The SECRETARY. In lines 2 and 3 it is proposed to strike out the 
words ‘‘commerce among the States ”’ insert ‘‘the ransportation 
by railroad and water routes, in connection or in competition with said 
railroads, of freights and passengers between the several States.” 

The amendment was agreed to. , 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the resolution as 
amended, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators be appointed to investigate 
and report npon the subject of the regulation of the transportation by railroad 
and water routes in connection or in competition with said railroads of freights 
and passengers between the several States, with authority to sit during the re- 
cess of Congress, and with power to summon witnesses and to do whatever is 
necessary for a full examination of the subject, and report to the Senate on or 
before the second Monday of December next. Said committee shall have power 
to ict ep hay ioka aasahan, ao oma and the expenses of such investigation shall 
be paid s aat 


from the appropriation for expenses of inquiries and inv: ons or- 
dered by the Senate. 


The resolution was agreed to. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 
Ordered, That George W. Kingsbury have leave to withdraw his papers from 


the files of the Senate. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 
. The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 

eration of executive business. 

After two hours and fifty minutes spent in executive session the 
doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 43 minutes p. m.) the Sen- 
ate adjourned. 


WEDNESDAY, March 18, 1885. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair laysbefore the Senate the res- 
olution submitted by the Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER] on the 
13th instant, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on culture and Forestry be, and itis hereby, 
continued, and authorized to sit dur oa ne recess of Congress to consider the 


best means of preserving the forests of the public domain, and to employ a clerk 
= the regular per diem, who shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Sen- 
ate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of the 
resolution, - 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know some reasons why all the 
committees of the Senate shall be continued during the recess and made 
peripatetic, with authority to visit different parts of the country, to 
employ a clerk, which is equivalent to an annual clerk, to employ a 
stenographer, and I suppose a messenger. 

As I intimated the other day when I objected to the present consid- 
eration of one of these resolutions, I simply desire to say that if this 
thing is continued, in due time the Senate will hear something that may 
be interesting upon this question, and that something will be the extra- 
ordinary expenditures of the Senate beyond anything they have ever 
been in the history of the Senate. I submit this to my friends who are 
in the majority and who haye the right to control the expenditures of 
the Senate in whatever manner they choose. The responsibility rests 
entirely with them. 

I merely enter my protest now against these unnecessary and im- 
proper expenditures of the public money, and say that in my humble 
opinion they are not justified by the business interests of the Senate or 
of the country; and our friends can take the responsibility. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. There is no expenditure provided for 
in the resolution except the payment of a clerk. The meetings of the 
committee, no matter where they may be held throughout the country, 
will be paid for, if held at all, by the members of the committee them- 
selves. I have been on investigating committees before, and thus far 
in my short period of service in the Senate I have been able to pay my 
own expenses and have not called upon the Government to do it. There 
is nothing of the kind in this resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator yield for a question in that re- 
spect? I have never been on an investigating committee, and there- 
fore can not speak from experience, but my understanding has been 
that all the special and select committees that sit during the recess of 
the Senate have their hotel bills, their railroad fare, their sleeping- 
berths, and such things paid for at public expense. That is my under- 
standing. I may be mistaken about it, but I think the record shows it. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I suppose that where a committee is 
ordered to make an investigation, and where the resolution provides 
for the expenses of the committee so ordered, the expenses are so paid. 
I have no doubt that is true, but there is nothing of the kind in this 
resolution. 

The subject of forestry has been committed to the Committee on Ag- 


riculture, and I have desired to make a study of it, and to present it to 
the Senate. There is no expenditure provided for in the resolution 
except the payment of a clerk to do that work. I believe it to be im- 
portant; I believe it to be valuable. Certainly the committee can not 
do it during the sessions of the Senate. 

If the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry had been given an an- 
nual clerk, as I think should have been given by the Senate, there 
would be no occasion for the resolution, because then the committee 
could go on and do its work and keep the clerk employed without 
a resolution of the Senate. The Senate did at one time a few weeks 
ago during the past session of Congress, by a majority vote, provide 
that the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry should be made an 
annual committee and should have an annual clerk, but that came as 
an amendment to another amendment which finally failed, and so it 
went down. 

The object is to put the committee in shape so that this work can be 
continued and carried on. There will be no expense attending it ex- 
cept the payment of the clerk. I believe the work to be done will be 
of sufficient value to more than repay the expenditure which will be put 
upon it. 

Ptr. VAN WYCK. The very difficulty to which the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] refers arises from the fact of the unjust as- 
signment, if it may be proper to use that word, or the unequal assign- 
ment, of the duties of the clerks of the different committees. If the 
Senate would either confine the employment of annual clerks to com- 
mittees who need them, or provide that each standing committee shall 
be entitled to an annual clerk, then this difficulty would be solved, and 
there would be much less expense tothe Government. There would be 
much less apparent unfairness in legislation on these matters if we 
should prescribe that all clerks of standing committees should be an- 
nual. 

It is remarkable, I think, that every clerk who has been assigned by 
a resolution to duty so that he shall be entitled to compensation dur- 
ing the recess is attached to a committee which hardly ever sits dur- 
ing the session of Congress, and the committees to whom are assigned 
annual clerks are not asking to be continued in this way, because there 
is no necessity for it. That is just the attitude. The rule is unjust as 
I say. We should either confine the annual clerks to committees who 
have duties to do and need such clerks, or secure equality by making 
them all annual. Day after day a resolution like this is resorted to as 
a mere subterfuge on the part of committees which have had per diem 
clerks assigned them for the purpose of getting a committee clerk pay- 
able annually. To secure that, the suggestion is made to have the com- 
mittees meet during the recess when it hardly ever meets during the 
session. 

I did not rise for the purpose of antagonizing the resolution of the 


Senator from New York. I presume the object is, as he states, to pro- 


vide for the payment of a clerk during the recess. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. We seek to do that because it becomes a neces- 
sity. It becomes a necessity to put this thing on an even platform. 
Certainly all such committees will do it. Every such committee will 
come in this way. Why not? The precedent has been established, 
and every standing committee which has not anything to do during the 
recess of the Senate, but feels that it is entitled to an annual clerk, 
which I suppose it is, will come in and do this. Therefore we had bet- 
ter throw the door wide open, and provide that all the standing com- 
mittees shall have annual clerks. 

Mr. HARRISON. I commend the entire frankness of the Senator 
from New York. He has not sought to put this resolution upon any 
false basis or even to conceal his purpose in asking the Senate to adopt 
it. He does not contemplate assembling his committee during the va- 
cation. He has frankly said that he does not expect to call them to- 
getheratanytime. Of course, if he should do so, the expenses of travel 
and other expenses to which the members of the committee should be 
subjected would be a charge upon the contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Not under the resolution. ` 

Mr. HARRISON. Undoubtedly under any resolution which author- 
izes a committee to sit during the recess of Congress the expenses of the 
members of the committee are to be paid. So we have the question 
frankly and fairly presented. 

At the last session the Senator from New York asked, as I did, that 
his clerk might be made an annual clerk. I thoughtin the case of my 
committee there were public reasons why it should be done. The com- 
mittee passed such a resolution and proposed it as an amendment to 
one of the appropriation bills, which went to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. That committee refused to incorporate the amendment 
in the bill. When the bill came back to the Senate I offered the amend- 
ment, and it was adopted. The Senator from New York proposed to 
make the clerk of his committee annual, and I believe the Senate 
adopted that, and then every one else similarly situated made a prop- 
osition to make his committee clerk annnal, but instead of proposing 
them as independent amendments to the bill they were all tied upon 
my amendment. Itreminded me of the method by which the monkeys 
are said to cross a stream, by fastening the tail of one to the tail of the 
first, who hangs upon a tree, and swinging across; but in this case there 
were too many monkeys and the whole file fell into the stream. 
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Since that time a number of the chairmen of those committees have 
by independent resolutions of this kind, which have passed the Senate, 
made provision for paying their clerks during the vacation. For one, 
I have declined to make such a proposition or to introduce such a reso- 
lution. If the clerk of my committee can not be made annual in the 
regular way, I do not propose by any resolution to have the committee 
assigned work in the vacation so that the clerk may get pay for the va- 
cation days; and having taken that course with reference to my own 
committee clerk, I feel to say to the Senator from New York that 
I can not vote for his proposition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

The question being put, it was declared that the noes appeared to 

revail. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam quite willing myself to vote for an annual clerk 
for the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, but I am not willing 
to vote for this roundabout method of securing that which the Senate 
declines to grant in a direct method. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. If the Senator had been a member of 
the Senate a few weeks ago he would know that the Senate by a ma- 
jority vote did agree to make the clerk of the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry an annual clerk, but that, together with some other 
amendments, failed finally to be attached to the appropriation bill. 

To go back in history, this proposition, like many others, was sent 
originally to the Committee on Appropriations; but the Committee on 
Appropriations in its wisdom and power failed to report in any of those 
cases, as has been stated, and there was no other course left then for 
Senators who felt aggrieved in this matter than to put in a resolution 
similar to this; and 1 have not attempted in any way to disguise the 
object of the resolution. 

I believe, and I said upon the occasion when this matter formerly 
came before the Senate, that the position of Senators on this floor de- 
mands that there should be clerkships for committees and that they 
should be made annual in order to do their proper work. The Com- 
mittee on Appropriations failed to take that view of the matter. After 
having made all the clerks of committees of which the members of that 
committee were chairmen annual they saw fit to leave out a number of 
the other standing committees. 

It may be desirable, it may be best, that the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry should be made of no account and that it should be 
expected to do little or no work in this body, but I have believed that 
much valuable work could be done. I believe that it can be done 


through the chairman and clerk in making a report on the subject of | Camden 


forestry at the next session of Co: A large number of bills were 
introduced during the last session of the Senate upon that question. 
which came to the committee, but we were without sufficient informa- 
tion to enable us to properly report to this body and to prepare proper 
bills, and the subject went over with very little consideration. 

I believe that by the vote of this body which prevailed a few weeks 
ago in making this committee an annual committee, and providing for 
it an annual clerk, the proposition should have been finally attached 
to one of the appropriation bills at that time. It was not. A large 
number of other committees, I think of no greater importance than this, 
have been provided for in the way specified in the resolution. If the 
Senate sees fit to make any exception in this case, of course it has it in 
its power to do so. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from New York a 
question if he will allow me to do so. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Is it not in the power of the Senate to make this 
clerk an annual clerk? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. It is not in the power of the Senate 
at this time, at this session, to make the clerk an annual clerk, because 
to be made an annual clerk the provision should go into an appropia- 
tion bill. - There is no other way now of paying the clerk during the 
recess except by a resolution paying him outof the contingent fund of 
the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam inclined to think the Senate may make it an 
annual clerkship and pay the clerk out of the contingent fund. I may 
be mistaken; if I am I can be corrected. The office exists already. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Perhaps a resolution might be pre- 
pared and drawn making it an annual clerkship and then providing that 
the salary shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, but 
that has not been the customary way of doing it. The annual clerk- 
ships have been provided for in the regular appropriation bill which 
passes both Houses of Congress, but all other investigations have been 
paid for out of the contingent fund, which is entirely under the con- 
trol of the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope my friend will recall a remark he made to 
the effect that the Senate may create an office or change the character 
of an office by converting a per diem clerk into a permanent clerk. 
The Senate has no legislative power whatever, and it ought not to be 
attempted. I do not know that I shall object to the proposition of the 
Senator from New York if he desires to press it. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. The Senator from Colorado suggested 
that it might be done in that way. On reflection, I do not think it 
can at this session. T 
r TELLEN I understand that this committee has a clerk al- 

y 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. It has. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And the clerk is by law a per diem clerk. 

Mr. TELLER. Of course if I am wrong about the power of the 
Senate the objection I made is not a good one, and on that statement 
I shall perhaps vote for the resolution. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to inquire of the Senator from New York if as 
chairman of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry he certifies to 
the Senate that the services of the clerk during the vacation are neces- 
sary or highly advantageous to the public service. Am I to understand 
him to make that statement? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I made that statement. I made the 
statement that I proposed as chairman of the committee to prepare 
and make at the next session of Congress a report upon the subject of 
forestry on the public domain, to make it full and at my own expense, 
only asking the Senate that it shall pay a clerk to do the clerical work. 
There is to be no other expense attending it, no expense for myself or 
any member of the committee. That is the statement I made. 

Mr. CALL. Then I am of the opinion, so faras I am concerned, that 
when a Senator, worthy to be the chairman of an important committee 
of this body, speaking by the authority of that committee, asks for a 
clerk for the committee during the vacation he ought to be accredited 
by the Senate to have it. I shall vote for the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of the 
resolution, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FAIR (when his name was called). 
league [Mr. JONES, of Nevada]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
27, nays 25; as follows: 


I am paired with my col- 


YEAS—27, 
Blair, Dawes, Miller of Cal. Sewell, 
Bowen, Dolph, Miller of N. Y., Spooner, 
Call, Edmunds, Morrill, Stanford, 
Cameron, Evarts, Teller, 
Chace, Frye , Pike, Van Wyck, 
Conger, Hawley, bin, Wilson, 
Callom, Hoar, Sawyer, 
NAYS—. 

Beck, Eustis, Kenna, Saulsbury, 
Blackburn, George, McPherson, Sherman, : 
Brown, Gorman, Maxey, Vest, 

i Harris, Morgan, althall, 
Cockrell, Harrison, Payne, 
Coke, Jackson, Pugh, 
Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Riddleberger, 

ABSENT—19. 

Aldrich, Hale, McMillan, Plumb, 
Allison, Hampton, One, ansom, 
Butler, Ingalls, Manderson, Vance, 
Fair, Jones of Florida, Mitchell, Voorhees. - 
Gibson, Jones of Nevada, Platt, 


So the resolution was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After three hours and twenty minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o’clock 
and 50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


THURSDAY, March 19, 1885. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I send to the desk the certificate of election of 
Hon. George Gray as Senator from the State of Delaware, which I ask 
may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The credentials will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the credentials of George Gray, chosen by the 
Legislature of Delaware to fill the vacancy occasioned by the resigna- 
tion of Thomas F. Bayard for the term ending March 3, 1887. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The credentials will be placed on file. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The Senator-elect from Delaware is present and 
ready to take the oath prescribed by the Constitution and laws. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isit the pleasure of the Senate that the 


gentleman be admitted to his seat and take the oath at this time? If 
there be no objection it will be so ordered. 

Mr. GRAY advanced to the Vice-President’s desk, escorted by Mr. 
SAULSBURY, and the oath prescribed by law having been administered 
to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 


1885. 


COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 


Mr. MANDERSON. The Committee on Printing, by reason of a 
statute, is required to approve certain contracts for printing-paper to 
be presented during the recess of Congress and is also charged with the 
superintendence of much of the printing matter ordered by Congress. 
In view of that fact, I present the following resolution and ask for its 
immediate consideration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing have leave to sit during the recess 
of the Senate. 

I ask leave to say that this resolution is the same that is usually 
passed at the close of a session of Congress. It entails no expense to 
the contingent fund of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the question will 
be on the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

JOHN ©. UNDERWOOD. 


Mr. CHACE. I am directed by the Committee to Auditand Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate to report back a resolution and 
recommend its adoption. I wish tosay that theresolution, having been 
before the Committee on Privilegesand Elections, was reported favorably 
by that committee. The Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate have not examined the merits of the case, 
but simply report the resolution back, saying that there is a fund ap- 
plicable to the ent as proposed, s 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. HOAR on the 
10th instant, as follows: 

Resolocd, That there be allowed and paid out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate to Alice C. Underwood, executrixof the last will and testament of Maria 
G. Underwood, administratrix of John ©. Underwood, d , the sum of 


$5,000, in full compensation for the time and expenses of the said John C. Under- 
wood in prosecuting his claim toa seat in the Senate asa Senatorfrom the State 


of Virginia. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Where does that come from? I should like to 
know. It isa very familiar old face. Is that from a committee ? 

Mr. CHACE. Yes; it is reported from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. COGKRELL. l1twill not hurt if it lies over until to-morrow. 

Mr. CHACE. It should probably in due course go to the Calendar. 
It will be called up by the Committee on Privileges and Elections un- 
doubtedly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being objection, the resolution 
will lie over and be placed upon the Calendar. 


COMMITTEE ON FISH AND FISHERIES. 


Mr. PALMER. [I offer the following resolutions, and ask their refer- 
ence to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Fish and Fisheries of the Senate be author- 
ized to investigate the reported decrease of the food-fishes of the great lakes, 
with a view of recommending legislation for their protection, 

Also, to examine such other branches of industry of the United States as 
the committee may deem advisable. 

Resolved, That the said committee have power to send for persons and papers 
= Po employ a stenographer, and that it be allowed to sit during the recess of 
the Senate. 

Resolved, That the expenses incurred in the execution of the foregoing resolu- 
tions be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate on the certificate of the 
chairman of the Committee on Fish and Fisheries. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be referred, as the 
Senator from Michigan proposes, if there be no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let them lie over until to-morrow. 

Mr. PLATT. ‘The mover of the resolutions has asked that they be 
referred to the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 

Mr. ALLISON, Very well. X 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa object to the 
reference of the resolutions? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be referred to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate. 

PRIVATE CLAIMS. 

Mr. PIKE. I send a resolution to the desk, which I ask may be read 
and lie over until to-morrow. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be, and it is hereby, authorized and 
directed to compile the laws relating to the allowance of private claims, and to 
digest the judicial decisions and the reports to Con; relating thereto, and to 
continue and extend the list of private claims which have been presented to 
Congress so that the said list shall cover the Forty-seventh and Forty-cighth 
Congresses; the necessary expense to be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate under the direction of the said committee, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over until to-mor- 
row. 
COMMITTEE ON COAST DEFENSES. 


Mr. DOLPH. Iam directed by the Committee on Coast Defenses to 


report a resolution giving authority to that committee to sit during the 
recess of Congress at such places as the committee shall determine to 
be proper, for the purpose of investigating and inquiring into the present 
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condition of the coast defenses and as to the location, character, and 
extent of coast fortifications necessary for the national defense. 

The necessity for such authority was called to my attention by sey- 
eral members of the committe», but not feeling willing to assume the 
responsibility of offering the resolution without formal authority of the 
committee, I called the committee together. Thecommittee were unan- 
imous as to the importance of the subject which has been intrusted to 
them. ‘They also considered that so far as it related to Congressional 
investigation it was a new subject; and they were also unanimously of 
the opinion that it was the duty of the committee to at once commence 
an investigation of the subject, and to make it so thorough and to con- 
tinue it in such a manner as to be able at an early day to report to Con- 
gress not only as to the present condition of the national defenses, but 
what is required for the protection of our coast and our commercial in- 
terests. 

The committee were not unaware that there are sources of informa- 
tion independent of personal examination by the committee. Much 
valuable information may be obtained from the War Department and 
from the reports of the Coast Survey, but they were of the opinion also 
that the committee ought to supplement this information with their 
own personal inspection and investigation and with such information 
as they could obtain by personal inquiry from independent sources upon 
the ground. 

They therefore unanimously, there being but one absentee from the 
meeting of the committee, directed me to offer for the consideration of 
the Senate the resolution which I now send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. From the Committee on Coast Defenses 
the Senator from Oregon reports a resolution which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Coast Defenses be, and they are hereby, au- 
thorized to sit, by subcommittee or otherwise, during the recess of Congress, 
at such places in the United States asthey may deem proper; and that they be, 
and they are hereby, authorized to inquire into all matters connected with the 
subject of seacoast fortifications and other works of defense, with power to ad- 
minister oaths and take testimony, to employ a stenographer and a clerk, and 
to appoint a sergeant-at-arms from the messengers of the Renate; and that the 
actual necessary expenses of the said committee, properly incurred in the exe- 
cution of this resolution, shall be paid out of the cont nt fund of the Senate 
in the usual manner, upon the order of the chairman of the committee. 


Mr. MAXEY. Asa member of that committee I beg to add one 
word to what has been said by the chairman. The committee met, 
and after a very careful investigation of its duty, the condition of our 
Navy, and the defenseless condition of all our seaboard, on the Atlan- 
tic, the Pacific, and the Gulf, it was the conclusion of the committee 
unanimously that such an investigation as is contemplated by the res- 
olution offered by the Senator from Oregon would be of great service to 
the country; and that the comparatively trifling expense of that inves- 
tigation should not weigh in the balance against the importance of the 
subject. 

We took into consideration the farther fact that in the last few years, 
as is well known to every one who has investigated the question, there 
has been a complete revolution not only in gunnery, but in the science of 
fortifications; and that the proper character of fortifications is determined 
by the character of the ground. While strategic positions never change, 
the method of defense does change, 

As was stated by the chairman of the committee, a great deal of val- 
uable information may be gained from the War Department, but a per- 
sonal inspection of some of the leading forts of the United States on the 
seaboard is considered important in the discharge of the duty of the 
committee. That the Senate on both sides regarded this as important 
is evidenced by the fact that this is a new committee raised for the 
special purpose of investigating seacoast defenses. 

I hope that the resolution will pass. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is unanimous consent given to the con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. It over until to-morrow, I presume. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it lie over. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Let it go over until to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over and be placed 
on the Calendar. 

RAILROAD LANDS IN FLORIDA. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. For the purpose of moving a reference to the 
Committee on Public Lands, I ask to take from the table the resolution 
heretofore considered in regard to railroad lands in Florida. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior and the Attorney-General of the 
United States be, and they hereby are, directed, respectively, to take such action 
as each may deem necessary to prevent any sale by the Atlantic and Guif West 
India Transit Com: y, or by any ¢om y E RE claiming under tbem, of 
in the actapproved May 17, 1856, and entitled “An actgrant- 
ing public lands in alternate sections to the es of Florida and Alabama, to nid 
in the construction of certain railroads in said States,” so far as the same lie 
within the line of said railroads between Waldo and Tampa Bay, Florida, until 
Congress shall have authorized the same. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska asks that the 
resolution be taken from the table with a view to its reference. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and the resolution is before the 
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Mr. VAN WYCK. I move that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. TELLER. I present the petition of Sidney I. Wailes concern- 
ing this matter. I move that it be referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to be considered in connection with the resolution. 

The motion was agreed to. 


OCCUPATION OF OKLAHOMA LANDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the reso- 
lution submitted by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] on the 
13th instant in relation to the occupation of lands in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the public 
interest, to communicate to the Senate such information as may be in his pos- 
session concerning the occupation of the Oklahoma lands in the Indian Terri- 
tory by settlers, and also what action has been taken by the Executive thereon, 

Mr. INGALLS. That resolution was offered by me on Friday, I 
think, of last week. On Saturday, the Senate not being in session, it 
was practically answered by the proclamation of the President. That 
the resolution may not longer interfere with the business of the Senate 
or obstruct its Calendar, I move that it lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE TO VISIT ALASKA. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolution, which was 


read 

Resolved, That a committee not exceeding five Senators, to be selected by the 
Committee on Territories, be authorized to proceed to Alaska during the recess 
of Congress, and inquire into and investigate the operation of the act of May 17, 
1884, “ providing a civil government for Alaska; whether the system of gov- 
ernment established by said act is adequate for the maintenance of order and 
the protection of the ry tes of persons and property; whether the said act is be- 
ing properly executed by the officers appointed under the same; the condition 
of the natives or Indians of said Territory; their relations to the Government 
of the United States, and what legislation is uired for their proper e- 
ment; the condition and character of mines, mining claims, and mining titles; 
the character of land tenures, or possessions, or other titles to lands; the pres- 
ent condition and value of the spec buildings belonging to the United States 
in said Territory; the manner in which the laws relating to castoms and other 
laws and regulations have been and are now being executed. 

Also to inquire into and investigate the past and present condition of the seal 
fisheries of the sere Islands; whether the Alaska Commercial Company 
has heretofore complied, and is now complying, with the terms of its lease from, 
and its agreement with, the United States, and the laws relating to said seal fish- 
eries, or whether the said company has heretofore violated, or isnow violating 
the same in any manner; whether the officers of the Government appointed 
to see that said laws and the conditions of said lease are executed have been 
and are faithfully performing their duties, and whether the system in operation 
is adequate and proper for guarding and protecting the interests of the Govern- 
ment and the rights of said company in relation to said seal fisheries. 

Also to inquire into the natural resources of said Territory, the character and 
value of its present and probable products; whether the general land laws or 
laws relating to timber or mining lands should be extended over said Territory, 
and to examine, peany into all matters relating to the development of the 
said Territory and to the prosperity and welfare of its people. Said committee 
shall have power to sit in the vacation of the Senate at any place in the United 
States, to send for persons and papers, to examine witnesses, to appoint a clerk 
and a tigen hay pom and shall make report, with their recommendations in re- 
spect to future legislation, to the Senate at the next regular session of Congress. 

The expenses of said committee, of the clerk, stenographer, witnesses, &c., 
shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, to be certified by the 
chairman of the committee, and audited and allowed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I ask that the resolution may be printed and 
lie on the table until to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRISON. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska that the 
resolution be referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have no objection to that course being pur- 
sued if the Senator desires it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the motion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is unanimous consent given to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to its present consideration. 

Mr. HARRISON. My suggestion, to which the Senator from Ne- 
braska has given his assent, is that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not know whether that can be done on the 
first introduction of it. I hope the resolution will not be referred, as I 
desire to offer a substitute for it. 

Mr. HARRISON. I have no objection to its going over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have not had time yet to write out the substi- 
tute, but the substitute will be in substance that any standing or select 
committee of the Senate, or any two or more Senators who may desire 
to constitute themselves into a select committee upon any particular 
subject which they deem worthy of investigation, shall have authority 
during the recess of the Senate to appoint a clerk and a stenographer 
and to have a sergeant-at-arms to accompany them, and to go to such 
places as they may deem n for the purpose of prosecuting their 
respective investigations. Ithink that would be broad enough to save 
us from the special resolutions weare passing. I desire that the present 
resolution shall lie upon the table until I have an opportunity of writ- 
ing out the substitute. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution, it lies over and will be printed. 


Mr. CONGER. I wish to make a remark before the resolution goes 
over. I merely wish to say that the Senator from Missouri has here- 
tofore been somewhat prominent in restricting the appointment of 
special committees and the appointment of clerks and stenographers, 
but it is now apparent that with his enlarged view of the interests of 
the nation and of the people of the United States he has come to a dif- 
ferent conclusion, and I am glad he has made the announcement so 
early and so publicly. 

Mr. HARRISON. May I be allowed to say before the resolution is 
disposed of that in suggesting its reference to the Committee on Terri- 
tories I did not mean at all to indicate. any purpose to ask an early 
disposition of it? I thought the resolution was one which should be 
considered by that committee before it was acted upon. I have no 
other connection with the matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution goes over. 


SENATOR FROM MARYLAND. 


Mr. GORMAN. My colleague, Mr. Ephraim K. Wilson, chosen by 
the Legislature of Maryland a Senator for the term: beginning March 
4, 1885, and whose credentials have been heretofore presented, is pres- 
ent in the Chamber, and I ask that he be sworn in. 
won VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator-elect will come forward and 

sworn. 

Mr. WILSON was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. Gor- 
MAN, and the oath prescribed by law having been administered to him, 
he took his seat in the Senate. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 

On motion of Mr. HARRISON, it was 

Ordered, That David G. Porter have leave to withdraw his papers from the 
files of the Senate, a copy thereof being left on file. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution for consideration: 


Resolved, That a committee consisting of two Senators be appointed by the 
Chair to wait upon the President of the United States and inform him that, un- 
less he may have some further communication to make, the Senate is ready to 
adjourn without day. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After thirteen minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 12 o’clock and 45 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


FRIDAY, March 20, 1885. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Legislative 
Assembly of Montana Territory, remonstrating against the repeal of the 
soral desert-land act; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lie 8. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chairalso presents a memorial of the 
Legislative Assembly of Montana Territory, favoring the ent 
of the United States penitentiary in that Territory; which will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think, it being a memorialof the Legislature of 
a Territory, it is entitled to a reading at the desk. I should like to 
have it read so that it may go in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that it has not 
been the custom to have read memorials of Legislative Assemblies of 
Territories. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then I ask that the memorial be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be read at the request 
of the Senator from Indiana if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Council joint memorial concerning the United States penitentiary in Montana. 


To the honorable the Senateand House of Representatives 

of the United States in Congress assembled : 
ists, the council and house of representatives, composing the 
Legislative Assembly of the eed, of Montana, respectfully represent to 
your honorable bodies that the United States penitentiary at Deer Lodge, Mon- 
tana Territory, in which are confined the convicts sentenced by the courts in 
this Territory, has but twenty-eight cells, suitable for one prisoner each, and 
that confined in said penitentiary are nearly one hundred convicts; that the 
original plan of said peniten contemplated the erection of another wing, 
which has not been builtand which is now very necessary to the peo r care 
and safe-keeping of the prisoners confined therein ; that the wing o: id i 
tentiary already con was paid for from the revenues received by the Gov- 
ernment in this Territory; that the health of the prisoners is greatly impaired 
by the crowded condition of the penitentiary, and the rapidly increasing num- 
ber of long-term convicts, many of whom are desperate characters, and who are 
necessarily in constant communication with each other, endangers the safet 
the guards and of the community in which the penitent is located. 


Your memorial 


of 
our 


memorialists therefore earnestly pray your honorable bodies to make an ade- 
quate appropriation to complete said penitentiary according to the original 
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plans, and would suggest the setting off of a portion of the internal-revenue re- 
ceipts collected in Montana for that purpose. And your memorialists will, as in 


duty bound, ever pray. 
JAMES ED. CALLAWAY, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
F. K. ARMSTRONG, 
President of the Council. 


Mr. HARRISON. I ask that the memorial, if it has not already 
been done, may be referred to the Committee on Territories. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been so referred. Does the Sena- 
tor desire to have the other memorial read ? 

Mr. HARRISON. Ido not ask to have it read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Legislature of 
Maine; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, as follows: 

STATE oF MAINE. 


Resolves in favor of arbitration and peace. 

Whereas it is the duty of all nations to avoid by every honorable means the 
burden and curse of war,and to lish peace upon the broadest and most 
permanent basis possible; and 

Whereas it seems to be the settled policy of the United States Government to 
insist on the insertion in its treaties with foreign governments a stipulation 
that controversies arising under the terms of such treaties on the failure of ne- 
gotiations shall be referred to umpires, mutually satisfactory, whose decision 
shall be final and authoritative, a policy which been already adopted by 
several foreign governments: 

Resol That the Senate of the United States should refuse to ratify any 
treaty which omits such a stipulation. z 5 

Resolved, That in order to render the principle of arbitration permanently 
practical a standing high court of arbitration, com of persons chosen by 
each covenanting nation, on account of their peculiar fitness, ought to be con- 
stituted, to which should be referred for consideration and settlement those ques- 
tions which have hitherto too often been left to the arbitramentofwar. __ 

Resolved, That a convention or congress of representatives, from the nations, 
to adjust differences of international laws and usage, ought by mutual agree- 
ment to be called at some place most suitable and convenient, which might also 

upon the general character and powers of the aforesaid court of arbitra- 
tion. 

Resolved, That the bill introduced into the national House of Representatives 
March 3, 1884, by Hon, I. Newton Evans, of Tennessee, which provided for the 
calling of such a convention at Washington by the United States Government 
meets with our approval, and we would hereby etfully memorialize an 
petition the Conese of the United States to passsaid bill, so tbat it may speed- 
ily me a law. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions, properly prepared and signed, be 
forwarded to of the two Houses of Congress, and also to each Senator and 
Representative now in Congress from the State of Maine. 


In HOUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES, March 3, 1835. 
CHARLES HAMLIN, Speaker, 

Is SENATE, March 4, 1885. 

WILLIAM D. PENNELL, President. 

MARCH 4, 1885. 

FREDERICK ROBIE, Governor. 


ORAMANDAL SMITH, 
Secretary of State. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Legislature of 
Maine; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, as follows: 


Read and passed finally. 


Read and passed finally. 


Approved. 
Atrue copy. Attest: 


STATE OF MAINE. 
Resolves relative to the sale of Kennebec arsenal at Augusta. 

Resolved by the senate and house of representatives in Legislature assembled, That 
our Senators and resentatives in Congress are hereby requested to use all 
honorable i to discourage and prevent the sale of the Kennebec at 
Augusta, Me. 

Kesolved, That a copy of these resolves be forwarded by the secretary of state 
to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

Is HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, March 3, 1885. 


Read and passed finally. 
CHARLES HAMLIN, Speaker. 
In SENATE, March 4, 1855. 
Read and passed finally. 
ss WILLIAM D. PENNELL, President. 
MarcH 4, 1885. 
Approved. 
FREDERICK ROBIE, Governor. 
A true copy. Attest: 
ORAMANDAL SMITH, 
Secretary of 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Legislature of 
Maine; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, as follows: 

STATE OF MAINE. 
Resolves relating to United States appropriations for Indians, 

Whereas believing that the education of Indians and their voluntary citizen- 
ship in the United States will most justly, quickly, and economically solve the 
Indian problem: Therefore, i 

Resolved, That our Sénators and Representatives in Congress be, and they 
hereby are, requested to aid in the of resolutions solemnly pledging the 
faith of the nation to the Indian policy embodied in the following principles: 

First, That the unpaid sum pled, for educational purposes by the Govern- 
ment, as part payment for the cessions of lands by petal be appropriated for 
ths parchase of stock, farming implements, and tools for Indian manual labor 
schools, 

Second. That so much of the net proceeds of the sale of public lands as may 
be necessary shall be set apart for the purpose of creating a permament fund for 
the education of Indians, 

Third. That lands in severalty, making their titles inalienable for twenty-five 
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yesan United States citizenship may be granted at once to all Indians who 
so desire. 

Fourth. That the legal personality of all Indians may be granted, and that 
protection of law may be given them, as it is to all other races, within these 
United States. 

Fifth. That the civilization of Indians may be hastened, by providing for and 
rewarding their civilized industries. 

Sixth. That the salaries of Indian agents be sufficiently increased to secure 
good men of large capacity and business experience, and to retain them in 


service. 
Resolved, That the | peg be requested to transmit a copy of the foregoing 


resolutions to each of the Senators and Representatives in Congress from this 

5 Ix HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, March 5, 1885. 

Read and passed finally, 
CHARLES HAMLIN, Speaker. 
In SENATE, March 5, 1885. 

Read and passed finally. 
WILLIAM D. PENNELL, President. 
Marca 5, 1855, 

Approved. 


FREDERICK ROBIE, Governor. 


ORAMANDAL SMITH, 
Secretary of State. 


A true copy. Attest: 


COMMITTEE TO VISIT ALASKA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
Maanu which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the resolution. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I suggest that, as the resolution was read at 
length yesterday and has been printed, it be referred without reading 
to the Committee on Territories. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If it is the pleasure of the Senate, it will 
be so ordered. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Before that is done, I understood that the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] had an amendment to offer to the 
resolution. I do not know whether he desires to offer it now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment of which I gave notice I think 
was to be proposed to the Coast Defenses Committee resolution. I did 
not notice the business laid before the Senate. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I take it that this resolution is offered in all 
seriousness and with the intention that it shall be passed by this body, 
and if so it ought to receive at least a moment’s consideration. I notice 
what seems to be achange in the form. It reads: 

That a committee not exceeding five Senators, to be selected by the Commit- 
tee on Territories, be authorized, &c. 

I should like to inquire why it is suggested in this resolution that 
the committee to visit Alaska shall be appointed by the Committee on 
Territories. I fail to recollect the appointment of any other committee 
of this body in that way, and why this innovation is made I am ata 
loss to know. Probably the chairman of the Committee on Territories 
can explain. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ido not know why the Senator from Nebraska 
should call upon the chairman of the Committee on Territories to give 
him any information about a resolution with the preparation of which 
that chairman had nothing to do and about which he was not consulted. 
The mover of the resolution would probably be able to give the Sena- 
tor some information. Butas the proposition is to refer the resolution 
to the Committee on Territories, I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska 
that if it comes back from that committee in a form subject to criticism 
that will be the time to make it. I suppose the intention of the mover 
of the resolution, if I may guess at what it was, or if I may judge from 
the terms used, was that it should bea committee of five from the Com- 
mittee on Territories, and that is a very usual and common way of 
framing a resolution for a special investigation. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. If it said ‘a committee of five to be selected 
from the Committee on Territories’’ I could understand that; but that 
is not the phraseology of the resolution, and I supposed this violent 
departure from the long-established usage of this body in the appoint- 
ment of committees meant something. That is what I desired an ex- 
planation about. I beg the Senator’s pardon, but I presumed this 
matter relating to Territories came from the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. HARRISON. No, the resolution was introduced by the Sena- 
ator’s colleague (Mr. MANDERSON]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If my colleague is really in search of informa- 
tion on this subject, I think perhaps if he would apply to his colleague 
who introduced the resolution he might be informed upon the subject- 
matter of his inquiry. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will transfer the inquiry to my colleague. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I thank my colleague for his courtesy. Not 
having had the experience in this body that it has been the good fort- 
une of my colleague to have, I do not know whether the resolution is 
in the line of precedent or not. The resolution was introduced by me 
in conformance with the request of anumber of gentlemen, some of them 
members of this body, who have seemed to think that an investigation 
into the subject-matter of Alaska and its interests was important. 

My colleague was a member of this body at the first session of the 
Forty-eighth Congress when the act of May 17, 1884, to provide acivil 
government for Alaska, was passed. I think he must have observed, 
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as most persons who watched the debate upon that bill observed, the | the furthermost boundary of this Republic. We have no interest be- 


deplorable degree of ignorance which existed in this body upon the sub- 
ject of Alaska and its interests. It seemed well to the gentlemen to 
whom I have adverted, by whom the resolution was prepared, that this 
inquiry should be made during the vacation of the Senate, for the reason 
that Alaska occupies quite a different position from any other of the 
territorial possessions of the United States, having no representative 
here and no representative in the other branch of Congress, and there 
being vast interests there in which the Government is interested pecuni- 
arily, particularly the income derived from the so-called seal islands, or 
the seal fisheries of Alaska. 

The reason for the language of the resolution as I understand it, that 
the committee should be selected by the Committee on Territories, 
was the fact that it would be extremely difficult, and from some in- 
quiry that I have made upon the subject I do not know but that I 
may say it would be impossible, to obtain from any onecommittee, and 
probably impossible to obtain from the Senate, five Senators willing to 
give the six or eight weeks of time necessary and essential for the pur- 
poses of this inquiry. Therefore it was, as I understand it, that the 
Committee on Territories, if possible from their own number, and if 
not possible then from the membership of other committees, should se- 
lect the names of those who would make this inquiry. 

As I suggested yesterday, it seemed to me that the proper action to 
be taken on this resolution was that it should go to the Committee on 
Territories for their consideration and report. If that committee should 
see fit to change the language of the resolution and present it thus 
changed to the Senate, it would then come properly before the Senate 
for deliberation. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I realize the force of the suggestions made by 
my colleague, but I do not understand that there is any satisfactory 
reason, or that any reason has been given, why this committee should 
be appointed differently from any other committee of this body. The 
point on which I was seeking information was as to why this innovation 
was made. It seems from the suggestion of my colleague that the 
membership is not to be confined to the Committee on Territories be- 
cause it may be difficult to obtain five Senators from that committee 
who are willing to spend six or eight weeks in visiting Alaska, and 
therefore it may be proper to take them from the body of the Senate. 
But the point is still unanswered as to why the selection of this com- 
mittee shall be given to the Committee on Territories. 

My colleague speaks of the lamentable ignorance which was dis- 
covered in this body on the occasion of the passage of the Alaska act. 
That is likely to be confessed on the passage of nearly every bill. 

The act of 1884 provided officers for the Territory of Alaska. Before 
that time we had only a customs officer who supervised the interests of 
the Government in the Territory to which my colleague refers; but less 
than a year ago we appointed a full corps, a governor, judges, and mar- 
shals, and now this resolution requires us to send a committee there to 
learn whether those officers are discharging their duties and whether 
they understand anything about that country. 

What interest is sought to be protected or looked after in this mat- 
ter? Not the Indians, use the best Indians who live to-day under 
the American flag are the Indians in Alaska. They are very respecta- 
ble Indians. At present they seem to be honest, moral, and virtuous. 
Such a committee as is proposed here might be useful if it was sug- 
gested to go up into Alaska and undertake to trade powder and shot 
and shotguns and bad whisky for the Indian lands. That would be a 
sort of precursor of civilized and Christian legislation, but I do not 
understand that is pro ; 

Mr. MANDERSON. I suggest to my colleague that if such were 
the object of this inquiry, it might be well to refer the resolution to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. That would be a good place to refer it, but even 
the Public Lands Committee can not save the plunder of the lands that 
belong to the American citizen. The Public Lands Committee have 
been trying to stop the plunder of the public domain, but they have 
been unable todo it. The Public Lands Committee of this Senate is 
only a slight barrier; the public domain is taken from the white men 
of this nation and your Public Lands Committee and an enlarged pub- 
lic sentiment can not check it. 

I do not know how far this proposed investigation is to go; neither do 
I know whether the Committee on Territories or the gentlemen having 
charge of this resolution understand about what it will probably cost 

. the Government. I know the question of expense is a very small mat- 
ter to suggest in so dignified a body. I do not know whether any cal- 
culation has been made of the expense to the Government. 

We have been practicing sharp, shrewd devices to secure annual pay 
for clerks of committees that have little to do. Committees which 
have little to do during the session are very anxious to be clothed with 
authority to work during the recess, and those committees which labor 
very hard during the session and have annual clerks very seldom ask 
for the privilege to sit during the recess. We are going further and 
creating special committees, as we did a day or two ago on interstate 
commerce, when there are two or three committees already having 
charge of that subject. 

Now, the proposition is to raise a special committee to go to Alaska, 


yond it that we know of except in the North Pole, and that would be 
an elegant place to send a committee if it would probably frre as Gree- 
ly’s expedition did. The North Pole would do, because there we should 
not be vexed with the Monroe doctrine. About the only spot on the 
earth where nations show a little civilized Christian deportment to- 
ward each other is the interest in the North Pole. But Alaska is just 
a few miles thisside of the North Pole. 

If the Senate will excuse me, I suppose they will agree that proha- 
bly this expedition to Alaska would not be any less expensive than the 
commission to Central and South America. At the last Congress there 
was dovetailed into an appropriation bill a clause for the creation of a 
commission to the Central and South American countries. Thesalary 
of each commissioner was $7,500, and the compensation of the clerk 
$3,000, and the item for expenditures was so liberal that it would in- 
clude even the buying of the country when they reached there, so gen- 
erous is Co: in its beneficence. 

I merely refer to this so that we may not have the lamentable igno- 
rance which my colleague speaks about after we are through. To be 
forewarned is to be forearmed, and if we know what it costs to send a 
commission to the Central and South American states, we may have 
approximately some idea as to what it would cost to send this expedi- 
tion toward the North Pole. 

On the 7th of July, 1884, the act was approved by the President ap- 
pointing the three commissioners, and they were duly appointed. The 
first thing done by this commission which was to visit the Central 
and South American states was to gallopade across the continent to 
San Francisco, and from San Francisco to Mexico, and from Mexico to 
New Orleans to witness the exposition and the carnival which was held 
there. Then, in January, they started for the Central and South 
American states, against which we partially declared war the other day. 

I should like to ask my colleague if he has any ideahow much it cost 
to get the commission started? The act was liberal and generous, and 
provided $7,500 for each of those gentlemen as salary. It did not say 
whether it was to be pay for four months or one year. They went, it 
seems, to Mexico. We talkaboutour plain democratic notions in this 
country, and yet, would you believe it, this commission, which never 
had but two men and a boy with it, started for San Francisco and 
Mexico, and the first thing they did was to hire a palace car at $35 a 
day. That was only for the car; they paid for their transportation be- 
sides; their provisions were furnished besides. A Pullman palace car 
for forty-one and one-half days, at $35 per day, cost $1,447. 

There was lamentable ignorance in this body, Iagree with my friend. 
Two men and a boy were carried across this continent in a Pullman 
palace car, and then when you look over the list which I had the op- 
portunity of seeing this morning at the State Departmentit will be seen 
that there were supplies laid in at Kansas City, supplies laid in at San 
Francisco, supplies at New York. Besides, there was a cook on the Pull- 
man palace car. Talk about plaindemocracy! Where does royalty go 
beyond this? Did the Prince of Wales do any better? 

We have those who think that the highest privilege and the greatest 
enjoyment of an American citizen is to pay his last dollar in taxes to 
this Government. We are shrewd in devising ways to get the last 
dollar, and we are shrewd in devising ways how to spend it. We are 
just as shrewd in one as the other. They now charge ‘‘supplies.’’ 
That includes liquidsand solids. If this special committee must go to 
Alaska it of course will include a good deal of bay ram and Florida 
water. 

I ask my friends on this side of the Chamber if we had not better 
stop? All we have left is just this little family circle here. The De- 
mocracy have the other end of the Capitol and they have the Adminis- 
tration. All we have left is here. Let us husband our honesty and 
our reputation. My friend would not have believed it, but we had 
acted in lamentable ignorance. 

I need to say no more except that the commission appointed for South 
and Central America gallopaded all through the country, first to Boston; 
I think the boy only went to Boston. Would you believe it, from the 
ist of October to the ist of January the expenses of that commission 
were $6,000 besides salaries? But is there no check? We have your 
sworn officers to protect the Treasury and to protect the people. This 
money is taken from the pockets of men who have hardly money suf- 
ficient to pay $2 for a night’s sleep on a Pullman car. ‘Those are the 
men from whom you wring and extract the money which is given to 
pay the expenses to sustain the Government. 

Thirty-five dollars a day for a palace car for forty-one and a half days, 
and the car fare besides, and the cook and ‘‘ supplies.’’ Since reach- 
ing Central America we have no report of expenses. Of course they 
will be enormous there. i 

I trust some gentleman on the other side will visit the Secretary of 
State and the Secretary of the and call their attention to the 
matter, so that they may not from this time be participes criminis to 
these transactions. 

The president of that commission did not go to San Francisco, or Mex- 
ico, or New Orleans; yet on the 25th of February he received and took 
nearly $5,000 out of the Treasury—$4,679.16. The 16 cents were put 
on to show that the account was honest, of course. 
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Senators will excuse me from giving a further bill of particulars in 
this matter. I refer them to the State and Treasury Departments for 
theitems. Here is this commission which cost us in salaries and ex- 
penses about $20,000 before they were ready to leave New Orleans. I 
refer to this incidentally, desiring the Senate to understand about what 
it will cost to get this special committee of five to Alaska. They prob- 
ably can not charter a Pullman car all the way, but when they get to 
San Francisco they can charter a steamer. 

If it is right for the commission to bear this expense it may be 
thought right for a committee of this body. Of course I do not say 
it would, but I desire to say this much to show the reckless, improvi- 
dent waste of the money wrung from the people in the shape of taxes. 
I wish to call the attention of the Senate at this time in advance to 
what probably and naturally would be an approximation of the expense 
of any committee of this kind to be appointed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Before asking for action on my motion to refer 
the resolution to the Committee on Territories I wish to make one or 
two suggestions in reply to my colleague, not so much perhaps in reply 
as supplemental to his remarks, 

I congratulate myself that the introduction of this resolution has 
afforded a text on which we have secured the discourse we have heard 
this morning. I certainly would be the last man in this body to pre- 
tend to defend any raid on the public Treasury such as my colleague 
has characterized as having been perpetrated by the commission ef ex- 
ploration to Central America; and I do not understand from my col- 
league that the action of that commission was in any way of such a 
character that any committee of this body or the Senate of the United 
States is responsible for it. This resolution that I have introduced is 
of the character that I have already stated. It is not the general reso- 
lution providing that a committee of this body may sit during the re- 
cess and employ a clerk and have its expenses paid, being privileged 
to sit anywhere within the -United States for the purposes of its de- 
liberations, but it has specific objects and purposes; and I submit to 
my colleague that if he had read the resolution (as I presume he has) 
he would admit that the labor devolved upon the proposed committee 
would be of such a character that they certainly would have no sine- 
cure, but that active and vigorous efforts would be required at their 
hands to comply with its provisions. 

I am not one of those who stand ready to condemn everything of this 
kind, and I do not stand here even to condemn the action of my col- 
league when he followed a few days ago in the line of precedent and, 
after effort made by him had failed to procure an annual clerk for the 
committee of which he is the chairman, he introduced a resolution that 
the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River be per- 
mitted to sit during the recess of Congress. I fear that my colleague 
has forgotten the fact that within a very few weeks a resolution was 
introduced by him and considered by the Senate and adopted by the 
Senate in face of the fact avowed on the floor of the Senate that the 
purpose of the resolution was that the session clerk of my coll e's 
committee might be made an annual clerk through the means of the 
introduction and passage of this resolution. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. My colleague will allow me a moment? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I have not forgotten; I remember it perfectly. 
As I stated here several times, the rule of this body should be to con- 
fine annual clerks to committees needing them, and not go beyond that, 
or to give them toall the standing committees. That was my position, 
that the future rule should be that only the committees whose duties 
required an annual clerk should be allowed one; but this body had 
gone beyond that. The Committee on the Census, with nothing to do 
during the recess, the Committee on Private Land Claims, and some 
others had already been provided for, as my colleague knows, by reason 
of positions of important members, and then followed the other race, 
in which we all engaged. 

If the Senate made it a rule to confine annual clerks to the commit- 
tees having duties during recess, that would be one theory. If they 
went beyond that and gave to a half-dozen as a matter of favor an an- 
nual clerk when the duties of the committee did not require it, then it 
should extend to all the standing committees. That was my position, 
and I desire to stand there. I would prefer that we should do it ina 
manly way, by resolution making them all annual, and not seek to do 
it in the way of subterfuge. When we reached that point and included 
nearly all those, then we went beyond by the appointment of special 
committees, not only giving them clerks, but stenographers and mes- 
sengers, and the privilege to go where they please in the United States 
and entail as much ex as they choose on the Treasury. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to call the attention of my colleague 
and the Senate to the peculiar character of this resolution. If it was 
for the purpose that my colleague states, it seems to me it would have 
been very easy for a gentleman with his knowledge of the English lan- 
guage and expert, as he is, in the use of words, to have drafted a reso- 
lution that would have reached the purpose that he designed; but this 
is the resolution presented by my colleague on the 2d of March, 1885, 
in the expiring hours of the administration that he says fortunately is 
just going out of power: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River be 
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directed to prepare a detailed statement of the expenses of the improvements 
of the Mississippi River and its tributaries, with a view to ascertain amounts 
expended for purpose of commerce, the amount expended to protect the lands 
adjoining from the ravages of the rivers, to report the same to the Senate at the 
December session of Congress, and be authorized for that purpose to employ a 
clerk at (he usual compensation until December 1, 1885, to be paid from the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate. 


At the request of my colleague this resolution upon that day was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate, was reported back favorably by that committee and favorably 
acted upon by the Senate, and I can imagine that underit my colleague, 
with his clerk and perhaps two men and a boy in addition thereto, may 
be able to make a junketing expedition from the source to the mouth of 
the Mississippi River. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. My colleague -knows very well that that does 
not make any expense to the Government except the pay of the clerk. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes, it does. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. No, sir; no expense except the pay of the clerk. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Then I do not understand the force of the Eng- 
lish language. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then the gentleman will have to confess to the 
lamentable ignorance he spoke of a while ago. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The expenses of this committee for the pur- 
poses of this inquiry ure to be paid from the contingent fund of the 
Senate. I do not wish it to be understood that I would suppose for an 
instant that my colleague would make this the pretense of a pleasure 
excursion or the excuse fora junketing trip; I do not think he is much 
given to excursions of that character; but I submit to him that if he 
does not desire to be so judged he should not judge; and I submit to 
him further that it is at least discourteous in him to his colleagues in 
this body, to the Senators of the United States, to suppose that because 
they introduce resolutions of this character they propose to make them 
the pretense for a raid on the publie Treasury. I do not believe that 
he would be guilty of such action, and it seems to me it is rather un- 
becoming in him to charge that his associates in this body would do it. 
Does my friend now understand the purport of my language? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ido. 

Mr. MANDERSON. So I submit, Mr. President, that in payin 
attention to the demands of gentlemen interested in this subject i 
introducing the resolution now before the Senate I have simply been 
following in the line of precedent set very largely by my colleague the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. That sometimes is the case. If I had refrained 
from placing the Committee on the Mississippi River Improvement, 
which is a standing committee of this body, on the same basis with 
other committees probably not so important, if I had refrained from 
taking what was said to be the sense of the Senate, I doubt very much 
whether it would have held my colleague in check. 

I endeavored to explain, and at the expense of repetition I will say 
again that we have standing committees of this body that have duties 
to perform which require diligent labor during all the session and the 
work of some of them probably continues into the recess. Those com- 
mittees have annual clerks. Besides them we have other committees 
that have but little to do, which have grown up from the necessity of 
finding as many chairmanships as possible, and therefore it is there is 
but little for tliese committees to do. 

I have always insisted that the proper way was that the employment 
of annual clerks should be confined to committees having duties to dis- 
charge which made it necessary; but the Senate saw fit to do differently, 
and in several cases, as wasstated when the matter was discussed, clerks 
were appointed annually to committees who had few duties to discharge 
substantially, and then it was proposed and the struggle was made here 
that all the standing committees should be entitled to annual clerks. 

Mr. MANDERSON. My colleague will yield to me? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Does he mean to say that the resolution pre- 
sented by him and acted upon by the Senate was a mere subterfuge, 
that it was not intended to carry out the purpose for which it was ap- 
parently introduced ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It was intended to carry out that purpose un- 
doubtedly; but it was done as the mode, the means whereby the clerk 
of a standing committee of this body should be made an annual clerk. 
That my colleague understands. The Committee on the Improvement 
of the Mississippi River has a duty to discharge far more than some 
committees whose clerks are made annual. I think my colleague un- 
derstands that precisely as well as I do. 

That was the purpose of this system. It was to fasten the clerks of 
all the standing committees as annual clerks upon the pay-roll of the 
Senate. ; 

My friend says my remarks were discourteous. Certainly not. Are 
we not to be allowed to criticise ourselves? Are we not to be allowed 
to criticise any department of this Government because by so doing we 
are liable to the charge of discourtesy ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will my colleague allow an interruption ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I wish simply to state the fact that appears by 
the RECORD, that this resolution of mine was introduced during the 
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closing hours of the Forty-eighth when it was supposed there 
would be yet another day for its consideration, but owing to the con- 
tinuance of the session during the last legislative day of the second 
session of the Forty-eighth Congress the resolution was not acted upon, 
and therefore it was again introduced at this special session. So it was 
not, as my friend suggests, that this resolution was an afterthought 
because of a desire to procure the services of a clerk or of a stenogra- 


her. 

j Mr. VAN WYCK. I do not allege that this was intended solely 
for the purpose of having a clerk. I was drawn into that part of the 
discussion from allusion made to the standing committees who had only 
per diem clerks during the session being allowed to sit during the re- 
cess. The fact is, as my colleague states, that the resolution was in- 
troduced in the last hours of the last session; but I was remarking that 
then we commenced to introduce resolutions for special committees 
when there were standing committees of this body delegated to that 
duty; and now it is asked that there be a special committee to go to the 
Territory of Alaska, when every Territorial officer of the Territory of 
Alaska is in the city of Washington to-day, or most of them are. The 
governor of Alaska is here and has been from the commencement of the 
last session. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘That is thequestion I was going to ask, if he had 
not been performing his Territorial duties as governor of that Territory 
in the city of Washington the whole of last winter? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I understand the governor of Alaska was here 
during all of the last session; this is not the seat of his government, I 
suppose; but this special committee is to transfer the seat of its opera- 
tions to Alaska and the United States officers in Alaska desire to visit 
Washington. All information can be gathered from them as to the con- 
dition of the Indian tribes, as to the condition of the seal fisheries, as 
to the condition of the Territory. 

My friend was suggesting that my objection was discourteous. We 
are met withthat everywhere. If we make an inquiry of an Executive 
Department, that isa discourtesy; and if we undertake to speak in the 
interest of fair play and make a suggestion even in regard to ourselves, 
that is a discourtesy. 

I undertook to illustrate, as I think I had a right to illustrate, the 
enormous expense of the commission to South and Central America. I 
had no right to presume that this would be as costly, but I think the 
Senator does know, if he has had occasion to examine the list of travel- 
ing committees, the enormous amount that is drawn from the Treasury. 
It may be necessarily so. That, of course, I do not pretend tosay. My 
objection is to the appointment of a specal committee which will en- 
tail expense on this Government. 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not rise for the purpose of prolonging this 
debate, but for the purpose of bringing it to an issue and carrying it to 
its legitimate end, after what the te has listened to from the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska, his earnest appeal in the interest of economy, with 
which J fully sympathize, and upon which I think I have preserved a 
better record than he has; for whereas he intimates that there was a 
general agreement among the chairmen of standing committees that, 
ries, Pasa those of them who asked of the Appropriations Commit- 
tee to have their clerks made annual, they should seek to accomplish 
the same end by this method which he has himself characterized as a 
subterfuge, I want to say for one that I was nota party to any such 
agreement, that the Committee on Territories has never resorted to that 
subterfuge with a view of getting pay for its clerk during the vacation. 

Let me add that this resolution was introduced without any consul- 
tation with me in the regular session of the Senate. As originally in- 
troduced it had no relation to the Committee on Territories whatever, 
but provided for the constituting of a special committee. I can only 
say for one that ifa committee be sent, whether it be a special committee 
or whether it be constituted out of the Committee on Territories, I shall 
not be a member of it, that I shall not have the appointing power of 
any clerk or any usufruct from any clerk or any stenographer who may 
be appointed forit. Let me add further that I have not given the con- 
sent of my mind to the adoption of this resolution. I am not per- 
suaded that it is essential. This simply by way of preface. 

Now, Mr. President, if it be true, as the Senator from Nebraska has 
admitted, that he does not mean to call the Committee on the Missis- 
sippi River Improvement together during this coming vacation; that 
notwithstanding he has introduced and the Senate has passed a resolu- 
tion committing to that committee the work of a certain investigation 
he does not contemplate undertaking that investigation, that he does 
not propose to do that work or any part of it—— 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Idid notsay that. I said that no expense would 
be entailed by this committee except the appointment of a clerk; it 
has no power to meet anywhere in the United States that it may please. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator said more; he said it was a subter- 
fuge with a view of getting a clerk. He so characterized his own reso- 
lution. Now, I want to say to the Senator who has appealed so justly 
in behalf of the people against any extravagant expenditure here that 
even that clerkship involves fifteen hundred or eighteen hundred dol- 
lars of the people’s money, and by his own confession it has been ac- 
complished here by a subterfuge. Iam sure if he has been overper- 
suaded by others to going into any scheme of this kind he will be glad 
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to be helped now to consummate this plea of his for economy by saving 
some money to the Treasury, because notwithstanding all he said 


about the South American Commission the Senate can do nothing about 
that. That commission went in pursuance of a law passed by both 
Houses. We have no power to audit their accounts. We may perhaps 
in the future be able to bring them to book if there has been an extrav- 
agant expenditure of the public money. But there is an opportunity 
here to take the Senator from Nebraska at his word and to save the 
Government the cost of a clerk to his committee during the vacation. 
I therefore offer and ask to have read for information a resolution which 
I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana propose an 
amendment to the pending resolution? 

Mr. HARRISON. No; it is a resolution that I ask may be read for 
information at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the resolution of the Senate passed on the 4th day of March, 
1885, authorizing the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River 
to sit during the vacation of the Senate and to make certain investigations 
therein named, be, and the same is hereby, rescinded. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask the reference—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question before the Senate is the ref- 
erence of the pending resolution of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
MANDERSON ] to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. HARRISON. I did not propose to ask action on my resolution 
now; I simply wanted to say that when it can be reached I shall ask 
its reference to the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi 
River, of which the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] ischair- 
man, and let him deal with it. - 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I supposed I made myself plain to the Senator 
from Indiana. 

Mr. HARRISON. Allow me to add one thing more. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON. Two or three days ago, when the debate was on 
upon the resolution of the Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER] giv- 
ing the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry leave to sit during the 
vacation and make certain inquiries and have a clerk, the Senator will 
recollect that I spoke against it and voted againstit. I see he was re- 
corded in favor of that proposition also. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iwas. <Anyother? No other resolution of that 
kind? 

Mr. HARRISON. No. I suggest that when the Senator comes to 
consider my resolution in committee he can enlarge it so as to take in 
these others. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I supposed my friend from Indiana understood 
distinctly the history of what took place in the expiring hours of the 
Forty-eighth Congress, and also the attitude of the question. The Sen- 
ator from Indiana the chairman of the Committee on Territories was 
engaged in this same attempt to secure a clerk for his Committee on 
Territories. Am I right? 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator is right in that the Committee on 
Territories introduced an amendment to an appropriation bill and re- 
ferred it to the Committee on Appropriations asking for an annual 
clerk, but the Committee on Appropriations did not allow it, and the 
Senate on the final vote did not allow it, and there the Committee on 
Territories stopped. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then the Committee on Territories started in 
this race, with the other committees of this body which had not an an- 
nual clerk, for the purpose of obtaining one. That was the attitude of 
all the standing committees. They felt, and the Senator from Indiana 
elt, that he was unjustly dealt by, and so he was. He was chairman 
of an important committee, far more important than some of those 
which were allowed annual clerks, There was far more necessity that 
his committee should have an annual clerk than many committees who 
were allowed one; and he was engaged in thatrace. So the gentleman 
fiom New York the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry was also in that race, and so they all were. Then the chair- 
man of the Committee on the Mississippi River Improvements modestly 
dropped in behind. 

I stated before I had always insisted that the clerks of this body 
should be made annual clerks to committees only that had work to do 
or else all should be annual clerks. That is a plain proposition easily 
understood. When we examined we found the Committee on the Cen- 
sus, that never met, had an annual clerk; the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, that had but little to do, had an annual clerk; and was 
there any reason for that, and that the Committee on Territories should 
have none? Thereshould have been some honesty in this matter. So 
we insisted on making them all annual or restricting them to those 
actually necessary. That did not suit the views of the Senate. Their 
action was that they would not assume that attitude to make these 
committee clerks all annual; but it was suggested and acted upon that 
each committee should report a resolution for its committee and have 
it referred to the Committee on Contingent Expenses and that commit- 
tee report it back to the Senate; and the Senate adopted many of them 
unanimously. That was the mode suggested, carried out, and acted 
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upon; and when the Senator from New York the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture at this session adopted the same tactics, in say- 
ing a word upon that resolution, I said, as I say now, that one or the 
other course should be adopted in a straightforward, manly way. 

Whatever rule the Senate might adopt itshould apply equally to all. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it is not my purpose to become a partic- 
ipant in the very interesting domestic discussion which has been going 
on upon the other side of this Chamber, and of which I have been an 
interested auditor; but I must be permitted to observe that it seems to 
me the Senator from Nebraska who has last spoken is very much in 
the condition of that dutiful young gentleman who was found to have 
participated in the murder of his own father, and who gave as an ex- 
cuse that he saw that the old man was about to be beaten to death, 
and as he could not help it he thought he would hit him a lick him- 
self to put him out of his misery. The Senator from Nebraskait seems 
is chairman of a committee that never meets, that we all know is 
utterly unnecessary, and he thinks that its arduous duties demand the 
services of an annual clerk. I leave him to settle that question with 
the principal of reform which he upholds so often on this floor. 

But I rose, sir, for a different purpose. The Senator from Nebraska, 
in his general raid upon the subject of reform, has seen proper to make 
an attack personal in its character upon the gentlemen composing the 
South American and Central American Commission. Mr. President, 
for twenty-five years I have been the intimate personal friend of one of 
the gentlemen upon that commission. I know him as well as I know 
any human being in this world. He has filled nearly every important 
position in the State of Missouri. His record, public and private, isas 
stainless and without reproach as that of any public man could possibly 
be. The man who charges in my presence that Thomas C. Reynolds 
has ever been extravagant or otherwise taken one cent of the people’s 
money makes a statement which I contradict absolutely, positively, 
and unequivocally. 

Sir, I have not been to the Secretary of State or to the Treasury De- 
partment to examine the accounts of the commission; but I undertake 
to say in advance (and I challenge the Senator from Nebraska to the 
issue) that those accounts will not put one stigma upon the character 
of Governor Reynolds. If he went to the City of Mexico ina 
car, he went as he thought a representative of this Government should 
go, and as a gentleman occupying that position should go. He did not 
go in a palace car with any idea of putting on any token of royalty, or of 
squandering the people’s money, wrung, as the Senator says, from them 
by taxation. He went to the City of Mexico, as I know, under the 
orders of the Secretary of State. He came back to the city of New 
Orleans under the orders of the State Department for the purpose of 
interviewing the representatives from the Central American and South 
American states who were attending the great exposition. He has 
performed his duties honestly and faithfully, as he has performed every 
other duty public and private during his long and successful career. 
His report is before the Senate. It is the report of a statesman, of a 
gentleman, of a scholar, ofa man who is worthy to fill any position in 
this Republic. Ireceived from him only twodays ago a letter from San 
José, in Costa Rica, where in the midst of a foreign people, confronted 
by disease, he was traveling over the mountains on mules for the pur- 
pose of discharging this mission. He is there to-day discharging the 
delicate functions imposed upon him ina manner sosatisfactory that the 
new Secretary of State told me not forty-eight hours ago that he re- 
garded him as one of the best officers in the service of the Government. 
And I desire to say now that when those accounts are examined it 
will be found that not one cent has been appropriated to any selfish 
purpose on the part of Governor Reynolds. He is one of that commis- 
sion. 

The Senator speaks of two men and a boy. The “‘ boy’? is nearly 
fifty years old, and has been the editor of one of the leading Repub- 
lican papers in the city of Chicago and is the secretary of that commis- 
sion, a gentleman who has rendered distinguished service, political and 
otherwise, in this country. The imagination of the Senator from Ne- 
braska c him into a ‘“‘ boy.” A 

Governor Reynolds was a lawyer in full practice in the city of Saint 
Louis. He received at the hands of the Secretary of State or the Pres- 
ident this appointment with a salary of $7,500 a year. The money 
which he receives could have been no inducement. He took with him 
upon this trip when he started out a member of his family, very dear 
to him, whose health was impaired, and who is now in the city of Bal- 
timore in a condition which will necessitate hisimmediate return to the 
United States. I challenge the Senator from Nebraska to go into these 


accounts after Governor Reynolds returns here and place before the | 4 


people of the United States the truth or the falsity of the statements he 
has made here to-day. All I desire to say in advance in defense of this 
gentleman, my friend, my constituent, is that he seeks no concealment 
and asks the fullest investigation. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I regret that anything further is necessary, but 


it would seem so from the earnest remarks made by the Senator-from 
Missouri. I presume he is the only member of this body who gould 
have supposed that there was any intention of making any reflection 
personally upon the gentleman of whom the Senator speaks. 


Mr. VEST. I do not wish to do the Senator any injustice. I did 
speak earnestly. I ask the Senate now to decide this issue between us. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I have not a word to say against his friend from 
Missouri. - I do not know anything about him. That wasnof the mat- 
ter with me. Iwas talking about the commission. He knows it, and 
he believes asan honest reform Democrat that any individual who dis- 
charges his trust and performs his duty, who makes an diture 
beyond what he would do in his own pursuits in life is not inister- 
ing his trust faithfully, to say the least. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Thisisa curious subject. I should like to know 
whether the Senator has, I was going to say groveled, I willsay exam- 
ined, so far into these accounts as to know whether this may not cover 
the subsistence and the railway transportation. Does he know all 
about the details of this transaction? Does he know so much as to 
justify him in attacking the honor of these gentlemen, saying that here 
is an ‘‘infamous outrage,’’ in addition to the other language repeated 
by the Senator from Missouri? If he is going on in this way exposing 
to the whole public of the United States, making present to the whole 
public of the United States the bitterest, fiercest attacks on the com- 
mon integrity and honor of gentlemen who have always stood as high 
as he can ever hope to stand, I hope that he will be able to show that 
he does it on decent evidence. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I have groveled through this, I will say to my 
friend—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. Likely. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Isuppose he understands the force of words when 
I say I have groveled far enough to understand the suggestions he has 
made. Here was this car—I was replying to my friend from 
Missouri—forty-one and a half days, at $35 a day, for three men, if you 
please, $1,447. I will say to my friend from Connecticut that the ac- 
counts still further show charges for supplies laid in at Kansas City, 
at San Francisco, pay to the cook on the palace car, pay for the tickets, 
he will find included in these accounts—they are all there and they foot 
up $6,000 and upward for one quarter’s expenses merely—$6,000 for 
three men from October to January, and at that time they/had not left 
this country! 

Is a man to be arraigned and all sorts of threats and denunciations 
made against him for making a statement of figures which appear in 
the Department and in the State Department in regard to. 
this matter? These facts are there, these statements are true; and will 
Senators undertake to justify and defend them? On what pretense? 

Now, Mr. President, I have answered the suggestion of the Senator. 
from Connecticut that these figures show just as I have stated, and I 
have answered the Senator from Missouri, who seems to regard the 
charge against this commission as a personal statement against his 
friend upon it. I stated the facts and characterized them strongly 
perhaps, as I thought the facts would abundantly justify. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the reference of the 
resolution to the Committee on Territories. 

-Mr. MILLER, of California. I do not wish to speak on that ques- 
tion. I wanted to make a motion that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business, but [ will not make it just now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion to refer. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Before the Senator from California makes his mo- 
tion I wish to offer a resolution which I have submitted to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator excuse the Chair for 
calling attention to a resolution offered by the Senator from Indiana 
(Mr. Harrison]? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is to be referred, 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I ask that that resolution be referred. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution of the Senator from In- 
diana will be read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It can come up to-morrow. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let it lie on the table to-day. 

Mr. VEST. Let the resolution be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution of Mr. HARRISON, as follows: 


on the 4th of 


named be, and the same is hereby, rescinded 


Mr. SHERMAN. I think that had better lie on the table. The 
Senator from Indiana is not present. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Indiana asked that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDE. It is moved to refer the resolution to the 
Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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DIGEST OF ELECTION CASES. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Now I ask for the consideration of the following 
resolution: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
eighteen copies of the digest of the contested-election cases of the Senate, or- 
dered to be prepared under a resolution which passed the Senate February 26, 
1885, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear some explanation of that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR], 
chairman of the committee, when he left supposed that the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections had the power in its own right to order the 
printing of these copies, the Senate having already ordered the prepara- 
tion of this digest, and he went away with that impression; but I hold 
in my hand a letter of the Public Printer, who says that the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections has not that right, although some other 
committees, like the Committee on Finance, have. He asks, there- 
fore, to protect him in the execution of the order given by the chair- 
man, that the Senate pass this resolution allowing eighteen copies for 
the committee, two for each member. 

Mr. DAWES. Is that a digest to be prepared or the old digest ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The digest the committee are ordered to prepare. 
I has to be revised, and it is supposed each member of the committee 
should have a chance of suggesting revisions. These are to be mere 
proof copies. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution the question is on its adoption. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


TELEGRAPH CONTRACTS. 


Mr. GORMAN. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its pres- 
ent consideration: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed, in addition to the in- 
formation furnished for the Senate on the 3d of March instant, to furnish the 
Senate with copies of the contract entered into between the Union Pacific Rail- 
road Company and other railroad companies affected by the act approved July 
1, 1862, and the Western Union Telegraph Company, together with all state- 
ments now on file in his Department touching the same. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the res- 
olution offered by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE] yes- 
terday, which will be read. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. I do not think we can dispose of 
that resolution this morning; it will lead to discussion; and I insist on 
my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope the Senator from California will give way 
long enough to let the resolution which I offered yesterday by direction 
of the Committee on Coast Defenses be considered. 1 think it will 
take less time to consider it to-day than it will to-morrow, for we have 
already had an hour and a half’s discussion on the general subject, and 
I apprehend we cau dispose of the resolution in a few minutes. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California with- 
draw his motion ? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I do not like to be discourteous, but 
there issome executive business which it was agreed by Senators should 
be taken up to-day, and it will require some time to dispose of it. I 
do not think this is a good time for the Senator from Oregon to bring 
forward his resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After one hour and forty minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 


CLERKS TO STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution for consideration: 

Resolved, That so much of the several resolutions of the Senate passed since 
the Ist day of March instant as provides for a clerk for any standing committee 
of the Senate during the recess of Congress be, and is hereby, rescinded. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 16 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


SATURDAY, March 21, 1885. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PRIVATE CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the res- 
olution offered by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE] en 
the 19th instant, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be, and it is hereby, authorized and 


directed to compile the laws relating to the allowance of private claims, and to 
digest the judicial decisions and the reports to Congress relating thereto, and to 
continue and extend the list of private claims which have been nted to 
kor bara = the said list shall oar = Fort Pratis y ame ae — 

ngresses, necessary expense to paid out of the con nt fund o; e 
Senate under the direction of the said committee. e7 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does that come from a committee? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that it be referred to the Committee on 
Claims, so that they can see how much it will cost and the extent of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont to refer the resolution to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PIKE. Iwas requested by a majority of the Committee on Claims 
to report the resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the resolution was reported from the Commit- 
tee on Claims it is hardly worth while to refer it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I made the inquiry and was told it had not been 
reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Upon its face the resolution was offered 
by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Am I to understand the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to say that the resolution is reported by direction of the Commit- 
tee on Claims? 

Mr. PIKE. It was offered by me at the request of the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I withdraw the motion to refer it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to refer is withdrawn, and 
the question now is on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The committee will probably ascertain this fact for 
themselves when they come to have this work done and supervise it, 
but I understand from the clerks that the work referred to in the latter 
part of the resolution, bringing up to date the record of claims, is al- 
ways done in the Secretary’s office as a matter of course. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Claims whether the resolution contemplates a revision of the 
three large volumes of private claims which have been before Congress, 
or whether it contemplates simply the compiling in a little pamphlet 
by itself of the claims which have been introduced since those volumes 
were published ? 

Mr. PIKE. It was not in the contemplation of the committee to 
revise the two large volumes, but only to make a compilation for the 
last two Congresses in a separate pamphlet. 

Mr. DAWES. Do the last volumes come down to those two Con- 

9 

Mr. PIKE. They do. 

Mr. DAWES. So it is a continuation? 

Mr. PIKE. That is all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I see on looking at the resolution that it is much 
wider than I supposed when I heard it read. It not only provides for 
continuing from the last print the list of private claims, which is neces- 
sary and valuable, the claims presented since the last print down to the 
present time, but what I do not remember to have seen or heard of be- 
fore it is proposed to direct the committee ‘‘ to compile the laws relat- 
ing to the allowance of private claims,” which would cover every pri- 
vate claims law from the beginning of the Government to this time, by 
its letter, ‘‘and to digest the judicial decisions and the reports to Con- 
gress relating thereto,’’ which covers the whole period of the Govern- 
ment, There is no such thing now that I know of; perhaps I am mis- 
taken. Then it provides what I supposed was all the resolution at 
first, ‘f to continue and extend the list of private claims which have 
been presented to Congress” since the last print. 

The last part of the resolution is perfectly correct, and it ought to be 

done. ‘The first part of it I should very much doubt the wisdom of as 
compared to the very great expense of labor and of printing involved 
in it, and a great deal of it calls for an entirely unnecessary expense, 
going away back to the foundation of the Government. 
. I move to amend the resolution by striking out after the words “‘di- 
rected to” down to and including the word ‘‘to,”’ where it first occurs 
in the fourth line, so that it will contain simply a provision for printing 
the list of private claims since the last print, which is quite a different 
thing from compiling all the laws and decisions on the subject of private 
claims. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Vermont will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 2, after the words ‘‘directed to,” it is 
proposed to strike out down to and including the word “to,’’ in line 
4, as follows: 

Compile the laws relating to the allowance of private claims, and to digest the 
judicial decisions and the reports to Congress ing thereto, and to. 

So that the resolution will read: 


Reso'red, That the Committees on Claims be, and it is hereby, authorized and 
directed to continue and extend the list of private claims which have been pre- 
sented to Congress so that the said list Shai cover the Forty-seventh and Forty- 
eighth, Congresses, the necessary expense to be paid out of the contingent fund 


of the Senate, under the direction of the said committee, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
prosed by the Senator from Vermont. 
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Mr. PIKE. I will state for the information of the Senator from Ver- 
mont and the Senate that it was not contemplated by the committee 
to compile anything more than the laws now in force relating to private 
claims—not to go back to the beginning of the Government—but only 
those laws now actually in existence. They are in different volumes, 
considerably scattered, and some of them attached to appropriation 
bills; and to a person unacquainted with the examination of the stat- 
utes it is very difficult to find them. The compilation can not be very 
expensive, or the book when compiled very large. I hope for that 
reason that the amendment will not be adopted. 

The committee deemed this compilation very necessary and very im- 
portant, not only for the members of the committee, but for members 
of the Senate and all interested in private claims. It was discussed 
very much at the last session of Congress by the committee, and it was 
then deemed necessary, but in the hurry of business the resolution 
was not then offered. 

I hope that the Senator from Vermont will not insist upon his amend- 
ment, or if he does that it will not be adopted. We have no objection 
to the resolution being amended so as to apply only to such laws as 
are now in force relating to private claims. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 

The question being put, it was declared that the noes appeared to 
prevail. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have a division. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
well. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; that is better yet. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask that the amendment be read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the amendment be read again. 

Mr. INGALLS. . Let the resolution be first read and then the pro- 
posed amendment, if the Chair please. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution of Mr. PIKE and the resolution 
as proposed to be amended by Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. PIKE. If there be no objection I will move to amend by add- 
ing after the words ‘‘ compile the laws ” the words ‘‘ now in force;’’ so 
as to read: 
ace compile the laws now in force relating to the allowance of private claims, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator propose that as an 
amendment to the original resolution or as an amendment to the 
amendment? 

Mr. PIKE. Perhaps it would be better to propose it as an amend- 
ment to the original resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 2, after the word ‘‘laws,’’ it is proposed 
to insert the words ‘now in force ;’’ so as to read: 

That the Committee on Claims be, and it is hereby, authorized and directed to 
compile the laws now in force relating to the allowance of private claims, and 
to digest the judicial decisions and the reports to Congress relating thereto, &c. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the amendment? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PIKE. I will move further toamend the resolution by adding, 
after the words ‘‘judicial decisions,’’ the words ‘‘relating to the laws 
now in force” or ‘‘explanatory of the laws now in force.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the amendment 
of the Senator from New Hampshire, 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 3, after the word ‘‘ decisions,” itis pro- 
posed to insert the words “‘ relating to the laws now in force;’’ so as to 
read: 


That is just as 


That the Committee on Claims be, and itis hereby, authorized and directed to 
ame the laws now in force relating to the allowance of private claims, and 
to digest the judicial decisions relating to the laws now in force, and the reports 
to Congress relating thereto, &e. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest the striking out where they last occur of 
the words ‘‘ now in force,” and inserting the words ‘‘ such laws.” 

Mr. PIKE. I will accept that modification. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to state, so that so far as I am concerned 
there shall not be any misteke about it, that since this debate began I 
have studied the Revised Statutes in the index, and my recollection is 
confirmed that there is not any such thing as a system of laws or even 
a part of a system of laws relating to private claims—private land 
claims even, or any other private claims. There are two or three pro- 
visions of the Revised Statutes of the United States that any Senator 
can turn to, or anybody else, any claimant, at any time, which provide 
first, that no claim shall be allowed in favor of a person who took up 
arms against the Government under certain circumstances and with- 
out certain relief, and soon. There is another provision that a certain 
class of claims shall be settled by the Quartermaster’s Department, and 
that a certain other class of claims shall be settled by the Commissary 
Department, and so on, in the military laws of the United States, which 
need no compilation, which everybody engaged in dealing with the Gov- 
ernment perfectly well understands, and which all the officers of the 
Government understand. Then in respect of the jurisdiction of the 


Court of Claims, there is a short section which provides that the Court | regarded as a precedent. If there has 


of Claims shall have jurisdiction of all claims arising on contract, ex- 
press or implied, against the United States; and there is a statute of 
limitations that suit must be brought in that court within a certain 
time, and there is the end of it. 

It appears to meitis atotally useless labor and expense to undertake 
to codify and put into one book the laws respecting these various mat- 
ters that I have named, and I believe I have named them about all. If 
you say that a claim for a refund of duties or a claim for an excess of 
duties paid under protest is a private claim, then you go into a revision 
of all the laws in t of the collection of customs, which would 
swell the volume to be sure, but would not be of the slightest use to 
anybody when you had got it. 

When you come to the digest of the judicial decisions relating to the 
laws on private claims now in force, you have got the decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States on appeals from the Court of Claims, 
of which decisions together with their other decisions there are per- 
fect digests, not only of the names of cases but of the subjects decided, 
already provided, that anybody can buy for $2, and that every com- 
mittee-room is furnished with and every Department furnished with at 
public expense, in which you can turn in an instant, if you know the 
name of any private claim or the name of any question that has arisen 
about any private claim, to any subject that you care to know about 
that has been decided—in a minute you can turn to a perfect index 
both of the subject and of the names of the parties concerned in the 
question; and there it is before you. 

Now, what is the use of going to this ? Ido notseeit. I 
hope therefore that the whole of this part of the resolution, however 
amended, will be stricken out, for tomy mind it is an entirely unneces- 
sary labor and an entirely unnecessary expense. 

Mr. PIKE. Iam very sorry to differ with the distinguished Sena- 
tor, who is regarded almost as authority here, but it seems to me be 
never could have been a member of the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. CALL, We can not hear the Senator from New Hampshire on 
this side of the Chamber. 
Mr. PIKE. I was saying that it seems to me the Senator who has 


criticised the resolution and has offered an amendment to it which de= 
prives it of almost all its value never could have been a member of the 
Committee on Claims. It has been my misfortune, or rather my for- 
tune, since I have been a member of this body to be a member of that 
committee, and my experience is entirely different from his statement. 

There are very many statutes which can not be easily found, and to 
a person unacquainted with them it will take a very long time to find 
them. There is the captured and abandoned property act, which is not 
in the general statutes, as I understand, or but very little of it; then 
there is the so-called Bowman act, which passed a little while ago, on 
which there are opinions of the Court of Claims; and there are very many 
other acts which I could mention that can not be found in the statutes. 

It is said that the judicial decisions giving interpretations of these acts 
are easily found. They are found in a hundred volumes of reports, more 
or less—perhaps not a hundred, but very many, and there is no good 
index to all those reports. 

I submit that the Committee on Claims and that the Senate ought 
to have these laws in a compact, accessible form. If the investigation 
of the Committee on Claims or of the Senate when the question of a 
claim comes here was like that in an ordinary suit at Jaw the matter 
might be entirely different. In an ordinary suit at law in a court 
where there are plaintiff and defendant, where both sides are repre- 
sented and all the evidence on both sides is presented, where the law 
is examined by counsel and presented to the tribunal to decide it, it is 
all or nearly all before them and they have the means to examine it; 
but it is entirely different with the Committee on Claims. Only one 
side is represented; the Government is not represented; and if the side 
of the Government, the law ja race hey the Government side of the 
case, is to be examined at all, it must be done by the committee hunt- 
ing up whatever there may be and acting as counsel in the case. Really 
the duty of the Committee on Claims is not only to try the case as ju- 
rors and as judge, but also to act as counsel for the General Govern- 
ment. More than that; all the evidence produced is ex parte. Itisa 
burden upon the committee which is not only onerous, but it is al- 
most impossible of proper performance. 

One-fourth of all the bills introduced in this body are sent to the 
Committee on Claims, involving questions minae back to the begin- 
ning of the Government. The Committee on Claims of the Forty- 
eighth Congress examined claims for building the old part of the Cap- 
itol away back in George Washington’s time, which in one form or 
other have been in Congress from that time to this. The claim of Mr. 
Meade relating to affairs occurring in the beginning of this century has 
been in Congress thirty years nearly, with any number of reports upon 
it. I do not propose to take the time of the Senate to any great extent, 
but it seems to me it would be a great saving of time to have such a 
compilation, vastly beyond any expense that will be incurred, which 
will not be large. 

There is another consideration which it seems to me ought to weigh 
in this body. There ought to be uniformity in our decisions. A ques- 
tion considered, discussed, passed upon, and decided here ought to be 
a decision of the Supreme 
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Court or of the Court of Claims upon a question it ought to be accessi- 
ble to every Senator, so that he may not be obliged to go to the library 
and look over a hundred volumes or search the legislation of the last 
dozen years to find what ought to be at hand. We can not now have 
uniformity in our decisions; they will be one way at one Congress and 
another way at the next Congress, as has been the case, and it seems to 
me there is no way to get uniformity unless the law and decisions per- 
taining to these cases can be reasonably accessible. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like the Senator from New Hampshire to ex- 
plain exactly what is meant by the resolution. I wish to know just 
what Iam voting on. As originally drawn it reads: 

That the Committee on Claims be, and it is hereby, authorized and directed 
to compile the laws relative to the allowance of private claims, and to digestthe 
jodicial decisions and the reports to Congress ting thereto, 

There have been a great many private claims and a t many re- 
ports to Congress upon them. If we are to have all the reports which 
have been made to Congressrelating to private claims digested, it seems 
to me that the resolution lays out a work which will have to be pub- 
lished in a good many volumes, I do not knowthat the mover of the 
resolution intended it should go to that extent, and yet I can not see 
what else is meant by the reports to Co relating to private claims 
which are to be digested. Of course they must all be digested if any 
of them are, and it is an immense work which is laid out here, and an 
expensive work, as I read the resolution. 

The truth about the matter is that it has been customary to order the 
Secretary of the Senate once in about four years to continue the list of 
private claims. The work has to be done in the Secretary’s office, and 
the Secretary is the proper person to doit. But here the Committee 
on Claims has an annual clerk who is paid now $2,200 a year. I sup- 
pose the Committee on Claims would like to have the clerk employed 
and get something morethan his regular salary during the recess of the 
Senate. It seems to me, without reference to the amendment of the 
resolution, the Senate had better pursue the usual and customary course, 
and let the list be compiled as it has been in the past by the Secretary 
ofthe Senate. I think it has never been compiled by the Commit- 
tee on Claims. The Secretary of the Senate is the proper person to 
compile it. At any rate there should be struck from the resolution, if 
not all that the Senator from Vermont proposes—and I think all that 
should be stricken from it—at least that portion of it which relates to 
compiling a digest of all the reports which have been made on private 
claims to Congress since the foundation of the Government. 

Mr. PIKE. If the resolution will thereby be more acceptable to the 
Senator from Connecticut, I do not know that I shall object to those 
words being stricken out. The contemplation of the committee was 
nothing more than that reference should be made toreports. There is 
a question to be presented to the coming Congress, for instance. It has 
been in the House of Representatives and reported upon; it has been 
here and reported upon. There may be a dozen reports upon it and 
they may be all one way or they may be different. The idea was to 
have a reference made to those reports so they could be readily found. 

Perhaps the resolution is susceptible of the criticism that the Senator 
makes upon it, that it will make a large book, but it was not contem- 
plated. The contemplation was to have nothing more than a topical 
index or a statement at large of the statutes anda brief reference to the 
decisions of the Supreme Court; and it was thought wise and best that 
reference should be made to the action which been had in Congress 
upon private claims. 

Now, one word about the Committee on Claims having an annual 
clerk. They have an annual clerk and a good one. It was the pur- 
pose of the committee to utilize the labor of that clerk so far as they 
could; but this work does not properly belong to his duties; that is, it 
would be adding to his duties more than was originally contemplated. 

I wish to say one word further onthis subject. In the House of Rep- 
resentatives there is a Committee on Claims and there is also a Com- 
mittee on War Claims. The Committee on Claims of the House has 
not only a clerk butan assistant clerk. The Committee on War Claims 
has not only a clerk but an assistant clerk. I believe both the clerk 
and assistant clerk are annual, and the clerks are paid as much as the 
clerk of the Committee on Claims of this body is paid. Yet the clerk 
of the Committee on Claims of this body does all that is done by the 
clerks of the Committee on Claims and the Committee on War Claims 
in the House; that is, one man does as much work here as four there. 

Whatever the clerk of the committee can do the committee expect to 
have him do; but if he can not accomplish it all and some one has to 
help him, the resolution provides that that may be done. That is all 
the committee contemplated, and it is just what it did contemplate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that my friend from New Hampshire must 
have forgotten in respect of that part of the subject to which attention 
was called by my friend from Connecticut a part of the words I have 
moved to strike out, making a digest of reports on private claims, going 
over the whole period of the Government or any part of the whole period 
of the Government—he must have forgotten that three or four years ago 
Congress by law provided fora perfect index being made of every docu- 
ment in the archives of the Senate and House of Representatives from 
the beginning of the Government to this day, a most useful work un- 


doubtedly, for the very purposes that my friend speaks of in respect of 


reference. That index has been prepared and is nowin press. I have 
seen the proof sheets of it and it will be on our tables before next De- 
cember, if we happen to be here to have it laid on our tables. It isall 
set up and probably will be ready for binding in a month or two. That 
index, prepared with the care it has been, with double references, by 
name and by nature and in every way thata perfect index can be made, 
will furnish to any committee and to any Senator the means of finding 
out instantly whether a claim now pending has ever been presented be- 
fore, what the report in either House on it was, what the action in each 
House was, when it was presented if ever again, and so on. 

Now we have allthis information ready to be laid beforeus. Where- 
fore then should we go to the expense of making a digest of what we 
have a complete index of? We can turn to the documents instantly 
when we have the index; and to make a digest of reports to be of any 
value in most instances would require setting out the whole report at 
large, because they are usually so condensed and terse, as they ought 
to be, that they can not be digested. They are brought down to the 
smallest point, they are reallya syllabus themselves in general. Some 
are very long, but in general they are merely a condensed statement of 
what the case is, just what a digest would be. To require that isa 
double and an unnecessary expense. 

As I think, with great respect to my friend from New Hampshire, 
this attempt to compile the laws about private claims will be an un- 
necessary and great expense, and when we have got it, according to 
my experience and observation as to a compilation of the land laws 
which was made some years ago, it will be more misleading and more 
confusing than any other kind of book which can be gotten up. The 
moment you turn to it, if you find what you wish, you immediately 
turn to the statute. It operates then only as an index. You turn to 
the statute as it stood originally, with all its context and parts, in order 
to find ont what the law means. Every sort of digest of that kind of 
law or compilation of laws, unless it be a code all together and on one 
subject so that you know you have got everything about it, is really 
more injury and trouble to a committee or to a court or to a Senator 
than it is to just go to the indices of your statutes and turn to the whole 
statute at once. 

Mr. PIKE. I do not propose to pursue the discussion, but after the 
word ‘‘decisions,’? in the third line, I will consent to strike out the 
words ‘‘and the reports to Congress,” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire pro- 
poses a modification of his amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ido not propose to interfere with the management 
of the chairman of the committee in regard to the resolution he has 
offered, but I wish to say that I think the amendment now proposed 
strikes out the most important and valuable part of it. 

Mr. PIKE. So I think, but that modification seems to be desired. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE], upon which the 
yeas and nays have not been called. 

The amendment was to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], upon which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. PIKE. Members of the Committee on Claims do notagree with 
me in consenting to strike outthe words ‘‘ and the reports to Congress,” 
but think that had better not be done. I will withdraw that amend- 
ment if I may be permitted to do so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Imove that the matter be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. I desire to follow their lead, but there is some con- 
fusion about it. I therefore move that the resolution be recommitted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio moves that the 
sie on and the proposed amendment be referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Heretofore the list of claims pending in the Sen- 
ate has been prepared ever since 1840 in the office of the Secretary of the 
Senate. There areseveral volumes. The last volume comes up to the 
end of the Forty-sixth Congress, I believe. There are two Congresses 
now the list of claims presented during which has not been prepared. 
The work to which the Senator from Vermont refers is being made in 
pursuance of a law of Con The original bill I had the honor of 
preparing and introducing. It provided for the preparation of an ana- 
lytical and critical index of all publications of the Government from 
1776 to the presenttime. The index is being prepared and will soon be 
completed. Asa matter of course it will containa great deal of informa- 
tion, and will enable persons to find anything that has been published 
by the Government on any subject-matter that has been treated of. 

I sympathize with the Senator who has introduced this resolution. 
Having been a member of the Committee on Claims for six years, I have 
some knowledge of the difficulties under which the members of that 
committee labor. I do not think it would be wise, even if this list of 


private claims presented to the Senate should be compiled now, that it 
should be taken out of the office of the Secretary of the Senate. 
placed there in 1840. 
lation has been made. 
There could be a publication prepared by the Committee on Claims, 
which I think would be very useful not only to the committee, to new 


It was 
It has been continued there every time a compi- 
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members co upon it, but also to the Senate, and that would be a 
compilation of the existing laws in regard to claims not only pending 
in but in the Court of Claims under the various acts and in the 


Departments and the regulations in regard to them, questions of limit- 
ation and all such things, because almost every variety of claim will 
come before the Committee on Claims. There are a large number of 
claims that have already been barred by limitation. Very often a Sen- 
ator does not know where to find the particular law imposing the lim- 
itation. Itmay bein an appropriation act. Forexamplein the Quar- 
termaster-General’s Department there are the 4th of July claims, as 
they are called. Over52,000 of those claims have been filed before the 
Quartermaster-General. On an appropriation act providing for the 
payment of some of those claims a limitation was placed upon them so 
that all claims not presented prior to the Ist of January, 1881—I be- 
lieve that was the date—are barred and can not be considered by the 
Department. So with other claims. 

But I do not think it would be wise or proper for the Committee on 
Claims now to take away from the Secretary of the Senate the prepa- 
ration of this listof private claims; but if the committee would confine 
itself to a preparation or compilation of the laws relating to claims un- 
der the United States, I think it would be an important work. Ido 
not think the resolution covers that class of publications. Therefore I 
think it is best that the resolution should be referred to the Committee 
on Claims, so that they may report such a resolution as will meet with 
the approbation of the Senate. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] that the resolution and amend- 
ments be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. INGALLS. On the 24th of June, 1884, the Senate adopted a 
resolution requiring the commissioners of the District of Columbia to 
transmit certain ibinaon regarding the collection of taxes and the 
receipts and disbursements in various departments of the government 
of this District from 1875 to 1884. On the 3d of March, 1885, the 
commissioners responded by a letter of transmission, accompanied by 
certain papers, which was a partial compliance with the order of the 
Senate. This letter of transmission was printed as Executive Document 
No. 104, of the Forty-eighth Congress, second session, and was referred 
or ordered to be referred, with the accompanying papers, to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

The statements which the commissioners forwarded included a state- 
ment of expenditures for streets and roads from 1876 to 1884; astatement 
of receiptsand disbursements on account of the water department from 
1875 to 1884; a statement prepared by the collector of taxes, showing 
tax collections from 1875 to 1884, inclusive, in Washi Georgetown, 
and the county; and a statement of special assessments charged against 
street railroads. These papers were prepared with great labor, and it 
is necessary in order to the proper information of the committee that 
they should be printed. I presume that the order for printing them 
was improvidently or inadvertently omitted. I ask an order that the 
papers accompanying Executive Document No. 104 may be printed for 
the use of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection the order will be 
made. The order is made. 


TRADE-DOLLAES. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Whereas Congress on the 12th of February, 1873, authorized the coinage of 
trade-dollars weighing 420 ins each of silver, which dollars by the 
same act were made coins of the United States and a | tender at their nom- 
inal value for any amount not exceeding $5 in any one payment; and 

Whereas by the joint resolution of July 22, 1876, Congress declared that the 
trade-dollars should not thereafter be a legal tender, and authorized the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to limit from time to time te coteaee thetta to such an 
amount as he might deem sufficient to meet the export for the same; 


Whereas prior to the of the said resolution nearly 15,600,000 trade-dol- 
Jars were coined at and issued from the mints of the United States; and 
to the of the said resolution over 20,300,000 of 
at and from said mints; and 
, now a Senator from Ohio, did on 


onGhers aie a th atts pre by th for 1879 of the Director of 
reas in truth an as ap e or 187 ol 
the Mint, 5,248,960 were coined ana robe: § afer Coban 1877, of which number 
4,259,900, bearing date of 1878, were coined in 1878; and 

Whereas millions of the said coins, as is believed, were put in circulation and 
or at Shake et vena sa oes of the United States in the channels of trade 
an ess; an 

Whereas the House of Representatives, on the 19th of June, 1882, passed a bill 
for the retirement of trade-dollars from circulation and their recoinage into 
standard silver dollars, which bill provided that the trade-dollar so received 
should be regarded as silver bullion, and should be deemed a part of the monthly 
purchase of bullion, as required by the act of February 28, 1878; and 

Whereas, notwithstanding the appeals of merchants, business men, and the 
people at large by = ions presented while the said bill was pending in the Sen- 
ate, the Senate failed to pass the biil, which fell finally on the expiration of the 
Forty-seventh Congress, March 4, 1883; and 
resaid merchants and business men in New York city 

ition to the continued circulation of the said coins, 


m organized opposi 
rrna PIE LEETS and in July, 1883, declined longer to receive tbem, where- 


— these pieces were generally tabooed and ceased to circulate as theretofore; 


an 

Whereas it is believed from five to seven millions of the said coins issued both 
before and after the legal-tender quality was taken from them are held by citi- 
zens who took them in due course of business at their face value, which coins 
are still uncurrent and at a great discount, by reason whereof the holders have 
aeeny. been deprived of the use of the same as money for nearly two years; 


an 
Whereas the House of resentatives on the Ist of April, 1884, did pass 
d pr hich bill else fuled 


a bill for the retirement and recoinage of the trade-dollar, w. 
to pass the Senate and fell with the expiration of the Forty-eighth Congress on 
the 4th of March, 1885; and : 

Whereas in fixing the value of foreign coin as estimated by the Director of the 
Mint and a by the Secretary of the Treasury on the Ist of January, 
mabe oa hon „and aiii Pa Mahar osx hs Pahl tye _ ee four years = the 
trade-do! rate, namely, grains, e, to the dollar, thereby recognizin; 
the said coins as dollars of the United States: Therefore, e 

Bei hat a special committee of five Senators be appointed by the 
President of the Senate to inquire and report to the Senate not later than the 
second Monday of December next— 

rior to the passage of the resolution repealing their legal-tender quality ? o 
prior resolution re; eir -tender ty? 

Second. How, when, where, and in what quantities the said coins came into 
circulation subsequently in this country? 

Third. How many of the said coins are still held in this country, in what 
States, and the amount in each; and at what rates the same were taken? 

Fourth. How much profit accrued to the United States by the coinage of trade- 
dollars, either from collecting customs duties levied at the trade-dollar rate 
from 1875 to 1878, inclusive, or otherwise? 

Fifth. What has been the practice under this and other governments as tothe 
receipt or refusal by them of their own coin? 

And that the said committee have power to employ a apes org to sub- 
pæœæna witnesses, and to administer oaths and take testimony, and that the actual 
necessary expenses incurred in the execution of this resolution shall be paid out 
of the contingent fund of the Senate upon the allowance and order of the said 
committee. 


Mr. BECK. I object to that resolution calling for a special commit- 
tee. Ido not see any reason why the Finance Committee can not do 
any work this special committee is to do; certainly it is competent for 
that work. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I did not understand the remark of the Senator. 

Mr. BECK. I say Lobject toany special committee being appointed 
for this purpose, believing that the Finance Committee is perfectly able 
to do the work. 

Mr. MITCHELL. DoI understand that the resolution is now up 
for consideration? 

Mr. HARRIS. Itcan not be considered without unanimous consent, 
and I shall object to that consent being given. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I suppose the remarks of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky are not in order unless I am allowed to say something in reply. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. On objection the resolution lies over. 

Mr. HARRIS. I was going to move that the resolution be printed 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator does that at this time, it will ne- 
conne a statement on the subject by myself. I believe that would be 
in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the resolution be printed and lie over then. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I should be quite willing to discuss it, but I un- 
derstand the Senator from California desires an executive session, and 
I do not wish at this or any other time unnecessarily to occupy the at- 
tention of the Senate on this subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HAR- 
RIS] has objected to the consideration of the resolution, and it lies over. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask that the resolution be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The printing will be ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I offer a substitute for the resolution that has 
just been offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there unanimous consent to the con- 
sideration of the resolution for any purpose? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no objection to the substitute being read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I offer the substitute to be printed and laid on 
the table with the resolution, and then I shall object to the considera- 
tion of either. I have a right to offer a substitute. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed substitute will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That any standing or select committee of the Senate, or any twoor more Sen- 
ators Spent, A to make an investigation of any particular question or subject 
deemed worthy of investigation by them, are hereby authorized to sit by sub- 
committee or otherwise during the recess of Congress at such places at home or 
land or sea, as they may deem proper; to send for persons, papers, 

administer oaths and examine witnesses; to appoint a t- 
at-arms the messengers of the Senate or elsewhere; to appoint a oak and 
stenographer; and shall make such report with such recommendations to the 
Senate at the next lar session as they deem ee. The expenses of the said 


committee's employés, witnesses, &c., shall be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the Senate, upon the order of the chairman of such committee or subcommittee. 


SENATE SEAL. 
Mr. FRYE. I am instructed by the Committee on Rulesto offer the 
following resolution, and I ask that it be printed and lie over. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be directed to prepare an official seal 
for the Senate of the United States, and that the expense of the same be paid 
out of the contingent fund. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over. 
INTERSTATE-COMMERCE COMMITTEE. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair appoints the following as the 
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committee authorized by the resolution of the Senator from Illinois 
[ Mr. CuLLom} adopted on the 17th instant: 
Messrs. CULLOM, HOAR, MILLER of New York, GORMAN, and Har- 
RIS. 
PUBLICATION OF DEBATES IN THE RECORD. 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I dislike to detain the Senate just now from the 
important business in executive session, but I rise to a question of 
pfivilege, not a new one Iam sorry to say, but a very interesting one. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, there was a debate here yesterday 
which was more interesting to some spectators than it was dignified or 
valuable in my humble judgment. Some very severe things were said 
reflecting upon a previous administration of the Government, distin- 
guished officers of that Government—I think I see one now before me— 
reflecting upon the Senate at large, the Senators, and a distinguished 
commission created by the Government—some very severe things in- 
deed, directly personal and offensively personal. I find on looking at 
the RECORD this morning that many of these things which were said 
by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] are for the most part 
stricken out of the RECORD, while the replies made to those remarks, 
made by his colleague [Mr. MANDERSON] and the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vest], andincidentally and very briefly by myself, are some 
of them mutilated or stricken out. I did not suffer in that respect, 
though the liftle I said is hardly supported by what appears in the 
RECORD of the supposed or alleged remarks of the Senator from Ne- 
braska. He said very much more than is printed in the RECORD. If 
he had not, I do not think I should have been upon my feet at all, and 
I do not know whether the Senator from Missouri would have been; I 
hardly think so, for Ido not see why he made the speech he did, judg- 
ing from the RECORD. 

Mr. FRYE. The RECORD is not read in the galleries. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not know how far the RECORD is read. This 
RECORD is ordinarily considered rather a dull newspaper and is not 
very much read by the great public at large. Itis consulted frequently 
as a matter of record in order that one may see exactly what was said 
in Congress; and in that respect the RECORD of yesterday’s debate in 
the Senate is very nearly valueless. While avery considerable portion 
of the public through the galleries and through the newspapers of the 
country will get an idea that something very severe was said, that can 
not be verified anywhere now except from the manuscripts of the re- 
porter of the debate of yesterday, which [have before me. Muchof the 
matter is not printed inthe RECORD. I will just give a little example 
or two: A 


That was the position. The Senate was disinclined to do all that in one gen- 
eral Kooro inton but they allowed this to be done, that every standing com- 
mittee should introduce a resolution and that it should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Contingent Expenses, and they should report affirmatively, and it 
should receive the approbation of the Senate, and that was done, It was done 
substantially to give a clerk to all, or nearly all, the standing committees not 
included in the appropriation bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator from Connecticut advise us what 
he is now reading from ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I beg pardon. I am now reading what is not in 
the RECORD. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the manuscript from which the Senator 
from Connecticut is reading? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The official manuscript. 

Mr. INGALLS. Of the Reporter? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam reading from the Reporter’s own manuscript. 
Again: 

Standing committees are provided with annual clerks in this way; not the 
manly way of a vote to make them all annual, but by this subterfuge of intro- 
ducing a resolution and having it referred to the Committee on Contingent Ex- 
penses and reported favorably by the Committee on Contingent Expenses and 
adopted by the body. 

Senators will remember how much was said here about the word 
“subterfuge” in comments by other Senators, but the Senator from 
Nebraska omits that disagreeable expression of his about ‘‘ subter- 
fuge.” 

Another reference was made to some appointee of the Government 
who spent the winter hanging around Albany: 

Kore not Er ven Ee ae Then the Posi aoe and a 
were hanging aroun no, the ition in New Orleans—ti 
the Ist of January. Spon 

That was considered disagreeable and that was omitted. 

That sort of robbery. 

That was omitted in a criticism upon some distinguished gentlemen. 
These are the words stricken out: 

I was only suggesting that if the object of some 
ponte: shotguns, and bad whisky for the Indian 

ve this precursor— 

That is, the committee proposed by the junior Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. MANDERSON ]— 
have this ones go out of this body to pave the way. Is itany worse to steal 


from the Indians by a consideration of that kind than to rob the American citi- 
zen of his birthright in the public lands? 


ms was to trade shot, 
ds, then it might do to 


That was a shot at somebody else. Another thing omitted is: 


There is not a Senator here who would believe it; and would you believe that 
the head of any Department of this Government would be guilty of putting his 
name to a ratification of such an infamousrobbery asthat? That is worse than 
the of the public lands, a good deal. 


That was supposed to be disagreeable to somebody and has been 
omitted from the RECORD. 

Mr. INGALLS. By whom was itstricken out ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I can not testify absolutely to that, but I can give 
what I regard as good evidence. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will explain to the gentleman. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Waita moment. There will be abundant oppor- 
tunity for the gentleman to explain. Again: 

In Heaven’s name there was a necessity for a change— 

That is in the general direction of the Government— 
was there not? If our friends on the other side do not do worse, there was 
necessity fora change when this robbery goes on day after day. 

These are only illustrations. I leave other gentlemen to speak for 
themselyes. I have not suffered, but this was the thing to be done: 
either any errors of the gentleman should have been apologized for and 
the language withdrawn, or that there should be unanimous consent 
given by the Senate to strike out on both sides on general consultation 
whatever was disagreeable in that debate and whatever reflected un- 
favorably on honorable gentlemen. I protest that it is not in accord- 
ance with the true usage of the Senate and not in accordance witu fair 
play that a gentleman should take the manuscript of what he has said 
from the Reporter and strike out that which he afterward discovers to 
have been uttered without due premeditation or without due consid- 
eration for the feelings of others, and especially when it leaves the re- 
marks of other Senators without any sufficient justification or founda- 
tion. 

I think this is properly a matter of privilege. I should be glad if it 
would result in an imperative instruction to the Chief Reporter here 
and his able staff and to the Public Printer to publish the debates pre- 
cisely as they occur, saving only the little grammatical correctivas 
needed on account of the inelegance or mistake of a speaker, &c. I 
wish that might be the result of it. 

I feel bound to make this protest, because I think the whole affair 
quite contrary to sound rules and fair play. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, the Senator from Connecticut, to 
which of course I take no exception, has now placed in the RECORD some 
suggestions which I made yesterday which, as I will explain to the Sen- 
ate, I thought it advisable to modify. I personally have no sort of ob- 
jection, although some of the remarks were made in the heat of debate, 
that they should appear in the RECORD. It is seldom that I take an 
opportunity to correct the RECORD in respect to my remarks. I cer- 
tainly added nothing to what I said yesterday; neither did I take any- 
thing out of the remarks of any other gentleman that I am aware of ex- 
cept it may be of the Senator from Missouri. 

Several SENATORS. We did not hear the last remark. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I said I added nothing to the Reporter’s manu- 
script. I discovered after these remarks were made that the Senator 
from Missouri felt that they were unkindly, or rather that the remarks 
were harsh toward a gentleman to whom he referred from Missouri, 
and thinking the matter over after the debate ended I spoke to the 
Senator from Missouri, and told him it was furthest from my wish to 
say anything unpleasant or unkind of any one, especially of any person 
with whom he had friendly relations, and I thought it well to strike 
those remarks out if it met his approbation, and he suggested that he 
thought it would be.as well to do so. 

I probably spoke to two or three other members of the Senate. I 
know I did to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], because some- 
thing had gone in my remarks which, on reflection, I thought might as 
well not have been said, and stated that whatever would seem to be 
harsh or unkind I would have stricken out. I did that. 

Mr. FRYE. Was it not the duty of the Senator first not to have 
made the remarks at all? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. My friend can answer thatin his own experience 
through life if he fortunately has been occupying so high a position that 
he may never have uttered a word or a sentiment which he felt called 
upon subsequently to modify or retract. If he is without sin in that 
direction, or whoever is, let him cast the first stone. 

It wasa strange question for a man occupying a position on this floor, 
or any other position in life to ask, whether it had better not have been 
said. I have no sort of objection; I am perfectly willing, and if any 
Senator desires it, I will call back the manuscript and let it be published, 
every word and every sentiment as it was uttered. I have no sort of 
objection so that; but when I found that a brother Senator on this floor 
did take some exception to what I said in the spirit of kindliness merely, 
and in haste probably I stated that some things might have been uttered 
which should be modified or changed, and that I was perfectly willing 
that that should be done; yet if there be any Senator who desires that 
the RECORD shall contain every word as it was uttered, then I certainly 
will not only consent, but desire that every word that was said in that 
debate shall be so published. 

The Senator from Connecticut said there were some things uttered 


1885. 


reflecting upon the officers of this Government. So there were, and so 
in my judgment there should have been. As I had looked at the act 
creating this commission and providing for its expenses, the first € 
probably would lie against the Congress which passed a law so y 
drawn that probably, as I said yesterday, an executive officer or a De- 
partment officer of thisGovernment might have approved every voucher, 
even to the purchase of some of the South American republics; but in 
accordance with the views which I had expressed to two or three brother 
Senators, I thought it well to modify my remarks by leaving out 
that statement and casting no reproach anywhere. ‘If Senators desire 
Iam perfectly willing to call back the manuscript and print it just as 
my words were uttered. 

I do not know that anything further is necessary. I have explained 
the reason why and the manner in which the words came to be omitted 
which were contained in the Reporter’s manuscript. 

Mr. PLUMB. Before this subject is permitted to pass out of the 
consideration of the Senate I desire to make a statement for myself. 
I was writing at my desk when the Senator from Nebraska made his 
speech and did not hear all the speech as it was uttered; but subse- 
quently when the Senator from Missouri came to speak on the subject 
he called the attention of the Senate to the fact that the Senator from 
Nebraska had made very harsh remarks about the members of the com- 
mission, charging them with being robbers or worse than robbers, be- 
cause a robber took the chance of being punished by incarceration in 
the penitentiary while these men were free from that consequence of 
their wrong. That was the first I had heard of that statement. The 
Senator from Nebraska avowed the statement, reiterated the statement, 
and emphasized it in every way possible. 

I intended then for a purpose which I shall mention in a moment 
to refer to that statement, but the early adjournment of the Senate 
prevented my doing so. I thought then I should have the opportunity 
of seeing in full print the remarks of the Senator from Nebraska this 
morning, and I looked at to-day’s REcorD for the purpose of ascertain- 
ing the precise effect of his remark. There I ascertained that those 
words had been left out entirely, that there had been a careful elimi- 
nation of everything in the nature of a personal reflection on the mem- 
bers of the South American Commission, and then, being moved by a 
little curiosity, I ran over a little further, and I found that where the 
Senator from Nebraska had made a little dash at a former member of 
this body who is now unfortunately a member of the Utah Commission, 
that had been left out too. So avery careful excision of these remarks 
seems to have been made, so that all that was calculated to excite at- 
tention and to be considered offensive has been eliminated, although 
uttered in the Senate and published to the country as having been made 
on this floor. 

I am not going to say to the Senator from Nebraska that he ought not 
to have done that. I think on the whole if I had made those remarks 
I should have been moved myself in cold blood to have taken them out 
as being unworthy to be uttered here, and especially on the foundation 
that he laid for that purpose. And what was that foundation? That 
is what I am specially interested in, because a member of that commis- 
sion is a citizen of my State, and a gentleman who, while not so well 
known at large as the gentleman from Missouri, Governor Reynolds, of 
whom the Senator from Missouri said yesterday only that which was 
true when he spoke of his very high character and of the manner in 
which he had discharged every public trust ever committed to him, 
is a gentleman equally as deserving of all the eulogy that was uttered 
upon Governor Reynolds, and I, like the Senator from Missouri, think- 
ing of my friend thus traduced on this floor, was willing to say of him 
and for him all, and more, if human language could permit, that the 
Senator from Missouri said about his friend as a gentleman who in his 
sphere is the peer of any one anywhere in character and in reputation, 
and who holds his reputation, as his friends do, just as dear as human 
reputation is held by any one anywhere. 3 

It sounds a little large to talk about $35 a day for a Pullman palace 
car. Iam rather liable to be economical about the expenditure of pub- 
lic money myself; but when I reflect that every time I go to Denver, a 
distance of twenty-four hours only from Kansas City, I pay $10 fora 
section, and that there is only one of me, while there were three at least 
by confession of this commission, and that that makes $30 a day, leav- 
ing only a little bagatelle of $5 to be accounted for in some way that 
-perhaps is not absolutely inexplicable, the Senator from Nebraska has 
all the foundation for this assault—I will not otherwise characterize it— 
upon honorable gentlemen not here to defend themselves, without 
knowing auything whatever as to whether there was anywhere any ex- 
planation of that which on its face is not unexplainable to an intelligent 
mind, and we see exactly what this amounts to. 

Now, I learn on inquiry that every single step that these gentlemen 
took, their visit to the city of New York, to the city of Philadelphia, 
to the city of Boston, to the city of San Francisco, to the city of Mex- 
ico, and to the city of New Orleans, every single inch that they traveled 
was by the express direction of their superior, the Secretary of State. 
They commenced where he told them to commence, and they left off 
in any particular direction just precisely where he told them to leave 
off. More than that, [am assured by those who know, as I do not, 
that when it came to traveling in Mexico the necessity for an equip- 
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ment of that kind is of a very obvious character and absolutely indis- 
pensable, as the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] suggests. And 
yet because these gentlemen have taken the appliances and equipage 
which the Senator from Nebraska himself would have taken if he had 
been going across the continent or to the city of Mexico or elsewhere 
on his own business and have spent no more of the public money than 
he would have spent of his own money for similar service, they have 
been i here as robbers and as men who have committed 
their robbery with the risk of getting into the penitentiary, and there- 
fore as worse than the men who commit robbery without that risk be- 
fore them. 

I have no feeling about this so far as the Senator from Nebraska is 
concerned. He can settle with the public or with any one who chooses 
to arraign him on this floor or elsewhere for his participation in it, and 
I repeat now that so far as these gentlemen are concerned—and I put 
them together, for my knowledge of Governor Reynolds warrants me 
in saying of him what I say from my intimate acquaintance with Judge 
Thatcher—those two gentlemen will bear comparison with any men on 
this floor or elsewhere not only with reference to the manner in which 
they discharge their public trusts but the absolute fidelity with which 
they expend every dollar of the public money committed to them to be 
expended, and I will trust them to render a truthful account of their 
stewardship not only as to money but as to every other thing committed 
to them in their public capacity. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, this isan unpleasant subject, and I speak 
aboutit with great reluctance. I participated very briefly in the de- 
bate of yesterday in obedience to a sense of public and private duty, 
and I said then only what I believe to be true and what I am willing 
to re now. 

After the debate closed with some unpleasant features the Senator 
from Nebraska approached me at the eastern entrance to the Senate 
Chamber, and expressed his regret for what he had said in regard to 
Governor Reynolds. He remarked that I had exhibited considerable 
feeling, and he believed it would be best to eliminate everything that 
was personal in ‘to Governor Reynolds, as ] understood him, 
from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. I told him that he had unques- 
tionably done my friend very greatinjustice, and that I thought it was 
nothing but right and proper to repair that injustice in every possible 
way. He then said that I had made some remarks in reply to him 
which it would not do to leave without the context. I told him that 
so far as anything I had said was concerned I cared nothing about it 
and had only said it as a matter of justice to an absent individual who 
occupied very intimate relations with me. 

This was the whole of it. I have never seen the official copy of the 
report since; I have had nothing to do with it, and for the first time 
this morning my attention was called to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
as printed. 

Permit me to say that this is but another illustration of the repre- 
hensible practice which has grown upin both the House and Senate of 
making its RECORD a conduit for what has never occurred in many 
cases, and has made it not a true and correct report of the debates of 
the Senate and House. If this practice could be reformed and amended 
it would be in the interest of justice, of right, and I might almost say 
of public decency. 

Mr. DAWES. I merely rise to inquire of the Senator from Missouri 
if it is an unusual thing for a Senator or for a Representative to with- 
draw from and strike out of the RECORD remarks which he regrets him- 
self to have made. Although I never have corrected in any shape what 
I have said for publication in the RECORD, I have taken the liberty to 
withdraw remarks that I regretted myself that I had made, and I have 
always done it without being censured for doing it. I have been cen- 
sured myself more frequently for letting remain in the RECORD unkind 
and improper remarks into which I have been led by the heat of debate. 

Mr. VEST. The experience of my friend from Massachusetts is 
much more extended than my own. It has been the custom I believe— 
I do not recollect any case in my own individual experience but I have 
known it to be done—that remarks which were personal and unpleas- 
ant have been eliminated from the RECORD without explanation pub- 
licly made. 

I do not want to discuss this matter, but I have simply to say this: 
It is hardly sufficient reparation under the circumstances which oc- 
curred here yesterday to take these remarksout of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. The CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, as has been said by the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut, reaches but very few persons comparatively out 
of the 55,000,000 people in the United States; it is very little read; its 
circulation is confined to public men and to what are known as a class 
as politicians; but there is another conduit for public opinion in this 
country in the reporters’ gallery, in the Associated Press, and the re- 
marks that were made here yesterday have gone all over the country. 
They were in the evening papers yesterday and the morning papers to- 
day; and they comprise charges which involve the personal character 
of gentlemen as distinguished as any—I will say with all courtesy as 
distinguished as any on this floor. There is the injustice of which I 
spoke, there is the wrong committed. I do not make any individual 
application of it now, but the practice is reprehensible. 

A Senator here makes a speech in which he characterizes some indi- 
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vidual as a thief, and immediately it is flashed to the Pacific coast, and 
north, south, east, and west; it enters into every household in the land 
through the public journals, and we all know the avidity with which 
this sort of personal discussion is seized by the public press of the coun- 
try. It goes everywhere, while the RECORD, out of which it is elimi- 
nated, reaches but a very few hundred of the entire population. That 
is the wrong; and therefore there ought to be some rule adopted by 
which the reparation should be as wide and extensive as the wrong 
committed. Until that is done no just reparation can be made. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to add that I made my remark without any 
reference to the debate of yesterday; but having made it, I desire toadd 
that there is no Senator who regretted more than I did the spirit of the 
language indulged in in the debate of yesterday, and I quite agree with 
the Senator from Missouri that but half reparation is made when a 
public injustice and wrong is done where a private explanation is sub- 
stituted for an apology for an injury done to the public. 

I myself experienced a short time since that very hurt and pain when 
there went into the RecoRD what was publicly said here in a manner 
which pained me very much, and the Senator who said it felt as if he 
had done all that’ was required of him by coming privately to me and 
apologizing. Certainly, however, yesterday’s proceedings had better 
have gone out of the RECORD. If the Senator from Nebraska did not 
feel that he was called upon to be as public in his withdrawal of his 
charge as he was in the making of it, certainly he didsomething in the 
way of correcting the mistake by withdrawing it from the RECORD 
with the sanction of the Senator from Missouri. It would have been 
better to have got up in his place here this morning and have expressed 
his regret to the Senate which he expressed to the Senator from Mis- 
souri in private yesterday. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has misunderstood me. What I said in this matter was not 
intended by way of apology, and while something of what I uttered 
was said in the heat of debate, while much of it was said in the heat 
of debate, yet I do not understand that I was in a position requiring 
meto make any apology. I feltregret when I found the interest which 
the Senator from Missouri, whom I highly respect, took in this mat- 
ter, and found that he felt it as a sort of personalinjury to himself that 
I had made any seeming reflection on his friend. As he was the only 
person who had taken an active part in the discussion who might be 
interested by any withdrawal of that suggestion of mine, I thought 
proper to confer with him. It did not occur to me that the remarks 
of the Senator from Connecticut were of such a nature that it was nec- 
essary that there should be any explanation to him, because I thought 
the point of the thing was in the portion of the discussion in which 
the Senator from Missouri engaged; and therefore it was, desiring to 
leave no unpleasant impression on the mind of the Senator from Mis- 
souri but to place him in an attitude where I thought he would feel 
relieved from anything in the nature of a charge against his friend, I 
did suggest to him that I would withdraw any unkind statement or 
personal statement, if it was considered such, or anything reflecting on 
his friend. To that he assented, intimating that it would be well. 
Now it seems some Senators are not satisfied that that should be with- 
drawn. 

I went further. Isent word to the Associated Press, after this confer- 
ence with the Senator from Missouri, that I proposed to take out any 
unkind thing that might have been said to which he had objection and 
asked that there should nothing appear in the dispatches containing 
any reflection of that kind. 

Mr. President, I will before I close ask unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate that my remarks as they were made yesterday and as they appear 
on the report of the Official Reporter shall be published in the RECORD. 
I know no other way to reach this matter. I have explained the mo- 
tive that induced the course I took. When I hada conference with the 
Senator from Missouri and an understanding with him I did not deem 
it necessary to go any further, or make any suggestion, or rise in the 
Senate and say anything further about it. I had found something I 
thought which would strike the average public mind as remarkable in 
the matter of which I spoke. 

We had appointed a commission to go to Central and South America 
to confer with those countries in regard to the re-establishment of trade, 
or the inauguration of trade, with them, and we found what? Onan 
examination we found that before these gentlemen had left the United 
States on that mission, in the months of October, November, and De- 
cember, the expenses they had incurred were over $6,000. Certainly 
that seemed enormous, and yet Senators here who represent individual 
members on this commission say that they probably did no more than 
they would have done if they had been engaged in private business of 
their own. 

Here was a charge to which I referred for the service of a Pullman 
palace car at $35 per day for forty-one and one-half days to go to San 
Francisco, to go to Mexico, and it seems to New Orleans. Theanswer 
to that is the Secretary of State directed them to go. How many of 
this commission went on that excursion to San cisco I do not 
know; but since yesterday I have learned—I no not know that it is 
trueand it may seem unkind to refer to it—that not only the commis- 
sioners but members of their families were carried at Government ex- 


pense, and the board bills, including members of their families, were 
paid out of the Treasury of the United States. That statement, which 
I have received, I know not as to the truth of; but if that beso and the 
other items be as stated, do gentlemen claim that such is the proper 
administration of the affairs of this Government? If the Secretary of 
State imposed an expenditure of $6,000 on this commission—and the 
size of the items would seem to include members of their families trans- 
ported in this way—if the Secretary of State did that act, then the re- 
sponsibility rests upon him, does it not? It must be somewhere. 

Senators talk much about the public press, about public sentiment, 
and we are supposed to administer this Government in accord with pub- 
lic sentiment; we are supposed to make the expenditures of this Gov- 
ernmentin accord somewhat with publicsentiment. Herea commission 
of three men was appointed, two only of whom went to San Francisco— 
indeed I understand that only one went to San Francisco—thence to 
Mexico, and to New Orleans in our own country; and during the months 
of October, November, and December the cost of the commission, ex- 
eluding salaries, including only two commissioners and the clerk, was 
$6,000. That statement ought to be enough. 

I care not about the respectability of the commissioner.from Mis- 
souri; I said nothing of him nor of the commissioner from Kansas. 
That is not the point in this case. Iwas talking about the commis- 
sion as a whole. ‘Two members of the commission—possibly only one 
participated in part of the excursion—and the clerk go to San Francisco, 
Mexico, and New Orleans, and when they reach New Orleans the sum 
charged against the United States for expenses is $6,000! The Senator 
from Kansas says it would be nothing unusual for a private citizen on 
his own business. Would it not? Would it be nothing unusual fora 
private citizen to pay that amount for forty-one and a half days for a 
Pullman car? I knownot where they went nor how long they delayed. 
I do know that this was a commission created for a conference with the 
South American countries so designated in the act, and yet up to the 
time of reaching New Orleans they spent more than $6,000. 

In my judgment the American people without regard to party will 
think that there is something wrong. I thought there was something 
wrong, and I said so. I characterized it strongly it is true, and if gen- 
tlemen desire the same strength to be carried with it let it beso, I have 
no objection, although I would desire personally to have said nothing 
unkind to any Senator occupying a seat on this floor. But here was a 
wrong done, a wrong to the Treasury of the United States, a wrong 
done to the people of the United States. We pay each member of this 
commission a salary of $7,500 and all expenses. That meant the nat- 
ural ordinary expenses of ordinary people, nof probably of millionaires, 
but ordinary people who transact business. If these three men had 
been appointed ministers or consuls to the South American and Central 
American republics, the probability is that before they had started on 
their mission and left the United States they would not have incurred a 
debt of $6,000 against the people of the United States. 

We have been asked what is the basis on which the Senator from 
Connecticut says that there was a suggestion about the president of the 
commission hanging around Albany. That I think was true. The 
president of this commission it was currently reported never reached 
nearer to Central and South America than the city of Washington, and 
yet as I stated his resignation was given in on the 27th of February 
and he received in salary nearly $5,000. 

All these things may be right in the estimation of Senators. Ithink 
not, and thinking so, so expressed myself. There was blame some- 
where—blame in the Departments or blame in the commission; and 
must it be understood that a man at great risk and great peril under- 
takes to arraign the Government or arraign its officers? This very body 
isarraigned; the people arraignit, thepressarraignit. A distinguished 
Senator arose in his seat in this body and said that it was suspected— 
yes, said that this body was suspected. Was that a slander; was that 
a scandal on this body, for one of its own members deliberately to rise 
in his place and say it was suspected? In the minds of some to be sus- 
pected amounts to being convicted. It is proper that the Senate should 
be charged with that, but yet we must approach the sacred inclosure, 
must we, of the Government, of its officers, and we must be warned that 
any man who dares arraign them must prepare for a sacrifice. Whata 
strange proposition ! 

It is not the first time that the sacredness of the Government and its 
officers has shown itself in this body, and it probably will not be the 
last. I have taken occasion before in commenting upon an officer of 
this Government to say that he who will not administer a public trust 
with something of the same diligence and economy that he would his 
own private affairs is liable to criticism; and when you find in a com- 
mission of this kind that two members, or one, if you please, feel at 
liberty to take their families, if they did so, if that statement is correct, 
and take a Pullman palace car and keep it forty or fifty days in their 
employ doing what the ordinary American citizen, the kind that it is 
supposed we employ in such commissions, would do in his own business, 
does not such conduct call for criticism ? 

Mr. President, I do not know that anything more is n to be 


ecessary 
said. I have explained as frankly and as fully as I could the whole 
transaction, and now I ask unanimous consent of the Senate that the 
remarks just as they were taken down be printed in the RECORD. 
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Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I shall object. The Senator from Ne- 
braska, after deliberately eliminating those remarks from the RECORD, 
now asks unanimous consent to place them back without the context 
and not surrounded by the state of facts that occurred. I am perfectly 
willing for those remarks to be republished if the Senator so wishes, 
provided that every word that was uttered yesterday, in the way in which 
it was uttered, shall accompany what he said at that time. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Justas the Reporter has taken it, what the Sen- 
ator from Missouri said, and what I said, and what the Senator from 
Connecticut said, so that it will all appear. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposition of the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HAWLEY] was regarded by the Senate as a question of 
privilege; and the Chair supposes that the proposition of the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] falls into that and forms a part of it, 
and holds that he has a right to propose in connection with it the mod- 
ification of the RECORD which he suggests; but perhaps the Chair 
should leave that to the Senate. Is it the pleasure of the Senate that 
the Senator from Nebraska shall make this proposition and that it shall 
be considered? If there be no objection it will be so regarded. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, what is the proposition? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To modify the RECORD. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. By inserting what was taken down yesterday. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Lobjecttothat. I think there has been enough 
said and enough done on this whole subject. I do not think that any 
public good will be accomplished by the republication in the RECORD 
of the debate just as it occurred yesterday. Ithas been modified. It 
appears in to-day’s paper with the modifications which I understand 
were made by the consent of the Senator from Missouri; and I presume 
the matter ought there to rest. If there is any public good to be ac- 
complished by republishing in the RECORD just what was taken down 
of the debate yesterday I would not object; but I can not conceive 
that any public good will be accomplished by it and I think we had 
better let this whole matter drop. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska asks the per- 
mission of the Senate to have the debate of yesterday published in the 
RECORD as it took place. The Chair will submit the question to the 
Senate. : 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Nebraska has not quite precisely 
stated my position at least. Ihave no criticism to make upon what 
any Senator shall deem to be his sense of duty in the way of criticising 
public men, and especially public officials. I have carefully refrained 
from finding any fault with that. My question yesterday was sub- 
stantially asking whether before making seriously damaging charges 
against men of high reputation the Senator had carefully investigated 
his evidence. The RECORD will bear me out that was my question; 
for I have an utter disgust for what I conceive to be the bad habit of 
indiscriminate slander on the part of citizens in private life and by the 
public press on officials. It is discreditable to our character as Amer- 
ican people and detrimental to the best interests of this Government. 
I say that we ourselves as newspaper men and public men assist in de- 
bauching the public conscience and in depreciating the true character 
aud value of our Government. It is the best government under the 
sun, best founded in constitutional and statute law upon natural law 
aud in accordance with the inspirations of mankind. Its institutions 
in general are the best; its administration is the best; the public men 
as a class may challenge comparison with the public men of any country 
that ever existed or exists to-day. Its Presidents for one hundred years 
may proudly challenge comparison with the sovereigns of any or all 
nations during these hundred years; and yet there is here and there all 
over the country an incessant stream of defamation calculated to bring 
down this Government in the estimation of its people, to make a repub- 
lican government throughout the world seem far less worthy than it 
really is. 

‘That is one reason of the protest I made. I did not seek to check 
the Senator in the performance of any duty that seemed to spring from 
a serious consciousness of necessity, from a high moral obligation, but 
I did mean in an indirect way to protest against defamation. If he 
had evidence of great wrong, I honor him for making the charge. That 
was the question I asked yesterday, and to-day I ask only another ques- 
tion. If he finds he was wrong yesterday, let him say so to-day. Let 
him not go privately and strike out his words from the official RECORD, 
where next to nobody would have seen them or have heard of them if 
I had not made these remarks. Let him not go to that, but let him 
rise and say: ‘‘I was unjust to that South American Commission; I 
believe they are gentlemen who mean well. Whatever their errors of 
extravagance may have been, I feel that they are honorable men.” Let 
him say that if he feels it, and let him back out of what he said yester- 
day. Ido not know this gentleman, Mr. Reynolds, from Missouri; I 
do not know Mr. Thatcher, from Kansas; I do not know that I ever saw 
either. I speak in behalf of the public service and in behalf of the 


fidelity of this Recorp. Iwant the gentleman to have the courage of 
his convictions and the courage of his charges. Stand by or back out 
of them, one or the other; that is all I ask for. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Only a word more, Mr. President. I would say 
to the Senator from Connecticut—though I do not desire to repeat what 


I have said once or twice before—that the RECORD was not corrected 
privately, that I had conference with those who I supposed were inter- 
ested in any manner in the correction of the RECORD, and that it was 
done in that way. I will explain to the Senator that I did not do it 
because I thought what was said yesterday was wrong. I have already 
expressly stated that. 

I will agree with allthe Senator says about the greatness of this Gov- 
ernment for the last one hundred years; but does my friend remember 
that about twenty-five years ago there was an investigation known as 
the Covode investigation? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I remember it. It was a careful investigation; 
witnesses were examined; and the committee solemnly and formally 
reported to Congress what it found. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. My friend thought the Government was so good 
for the last hundred years that nothing could be said against it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I neversaid thatin my life. I know that bad men 
abuse power. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I understood the Senator a moment ago to say 
that the Government was so grand for the last hundred years—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. I said it was the best government in the world. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will speak and fight for that proposition. 
not say that there is not occasionally a Judas or an Ananias. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I was alluding to the Covode report made about 
twenty-five years ago. The Senator from Connecticut did not think so 
then. He did not think the administration then in office was the 
grandest administration the world had seen when about twenty-five 
years ago he was reading the Covode report and preaching from it in 
the State of Connecticut and the New England States. The Covode re- 
port arraigned a‘Democratic administration; that was one of the agents 
that helped to sweep it out of power. The Senator from Connecticut 
then, I have no doubt, was fighting the administration which for the 
time being was the Government, and helped to turn it out of power. 

Our Democratic brethren arraigned us very severely only last fall 
and have been doing it for several years past. They arraigned us in 
many matters for the wasteful expenditure of money and wasteful ex- 
travagance in giving away the public domain. The Government is not 
here, I would say to my friend from Connecticut; it is not in your lit- 
tle commission; it is not in your Executive Departments; it is at the 
hearthstones and homes of the people of Connecticut and Missouri and 
Kansas and Nebraska. There is your Government to-day, in the hearts 
of the American people; and when their representatives here, when 
their Executive Departments or Congress fail to live up to what they 
believe to be the true principles of government, then they rise up as 
they did twenty-five years ago when they turned the Democratic party 
out of power and as they did last fall when they turned the Repub- 
lican party out of power. They are the Government; there is where 
the Government is. But we have been taught to believe that there 
must be no word said against, no arraignment made, of officers of the 
Government, no reflection on the administration, no attempt to criti- 
cise those in power; and yet it was said by an eminent Senator that 
this body is suspected of being controlled by monopolies—I think that 
was the point then. Is not that a serious charge? This is a branch 
of the Government, and yet it is suspected. And the Senator from 
Connecticut brings that sort of sacred holy halo around the adminis- 
tration and wants to have it so bright and brilliant that the common 
vision will not undertake to peer and look beyond it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Did the gentleman ever hear me say anything that 
bore any resemblance to that whatever? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I think when we read the RECORD to-morrow 
probably we shall be able to discover it. 
= Mr. HAWLEY. Ishall not eliminate any remarks of mine from the 

ECORD. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. No; the Senator would not do that. I think 
they ought to remain. I think they expressed an idea which he ought 
not to eliminate. 

I have explained that I desire the RECORD to be faithful and true. 
I have undertaken to explain my motive in this matter. The offense 
is that there seems to be an arraignment of somebody. If the facts 
arraign either this commission or the Secretary of State, it or he will 
be arraigned in the public mind, in the Government, which is in the 
minds and hearts of the people. 

Now, that there may be no mistake about my attitude in this mat- 
ter, my willingness to have the RECORD just what it ought to be, to con- 
tain everything said or done, I ask for the adoption of the resolution 
which I send to the Chair. That probably will indicate to the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut whether I desire to back out or adhere to what I 
have said. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska offers a reso- 
lution in lieu of his verbal proposition a few minutes since, which will 
be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Official Reporter of the Senate be instructed to correct the 
record of yesterday, so that it may be a faithful copy from his notes and a true 
record of all that was said. 


I do 


76 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


Marcu 21, 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, so far as any allusion was made to 
myself, or to the Department over which, until recently, I presided, I 
have not theslightest objection to the Senator’s publishing exactly what 
he said yesterday. Ina period of nearly six years that I have served 
in the Senate I have had occasion only three times to correct remarks 
that I have made. ‘The first was with reference to the first speech I 
made in the Senate after my entrance here; the second was on the first 
speech that I made intheSenateon my return; and the third was when 
I felt that I had done injustice in remarks of mine to a fellow-Senator, 
and then I rose in the seat where my friend sits on my right and asked 
of the Senate the permission to strike from my speech the remarks that 
I had made, saying that I did so because in the heat of discussion I had 
said that which I regretted and which I ought not to have said. 

The Senator from Nebraska did say yesterday to me that he had been 
led in the heat of discussion into saying some things that he regretted, 
and suggested that he would eliminate them fromthe RECORD. I had 
no objection. I concluded that if he did so I would make no further 
remarks about the matter. 

To-day he reiterates and repeats everything that was objectionable 
and says he desires it to go in the RECORD. He alluded to a transac- 
tion of the Interior Department while I was the Secretary thereof as a 
robbery. The honorable Senator is very much astonished, he is sur- 
prised, that an honorable gentleman—and I suppose everybody who 
sits upon this floor ought to be a gentleman—should take offense at a 
remark of that kind. I do not know how he has been brought up, I 
do not know where he has lived all his life, but wherever I have lived 
among hunorable men to charge robbery was an offense. I will admit 
that sometimes in the heat of debate words may fall from one’s lips with- 
out attention and without thought; but when a Senator rises on the fol- 
lowing day and says he desires to stand by what he said yesterday, he 
repeats his offense. He knows very well that he is not to be called to 
account for anything he may say here. He knows very well that he 
can stand here and give out to the country a statement that goes every- 
where that there has been robbery of the public lands in the Interior 
Department under my administration; he knows that I have no remedy; 
and he knew more, when he said it, that it was untrue. ` 

Mr. President, I will not go over that question. I do not propose 
every time that a man rises on this floor and denounces the adminis- 
tration of which I have been a member to feel compelled to admit the 
statement to be true or else get to my feet and deny it. Common de- 
cency, common respect for the co-ordinate departments of the Govern- 
ment, would lead men of gentlemanly instincts and proper ideas to not 
use language of that character with reference to any transaction unless 
it was plain as sunlight. Does anybody pretend that the transaction 
with reference to which the Senator spoke was of that character? As 
I stated on the floor of the Senate, I have on my desk now the opinions 
of Attorneys-General, men who are as much above him in questions of 
law or morals as it is possible for one man to get above another, de- 
claring that it was the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to carry out 
the opinion of the Attorney-General. 

Reverdy Johnson when Attorney-General, in the fifth volume of Opin- 
ions of Attorneys-General, declared that it had ever been the practice 
since 1789 of the various Departments of the Government to receive 
the law as laid down by the Attorney-General as binding upon them, 
and that the Departments were bound to administer the law as the At- 
torney-General had declared it when the Departments had called on 
the Attorney-General for an opinion. He was followed by Mr. Caleb 
Cushing; and these are both good Democratic authorities. Mr. Caleb 
Cushing, than whom there was no greater or better lawyer who ever 
filled that place, in an exhaustive treatise that he wrote upon the sub- 
ject, declared that it was not only the practice but that it was the law. 
In a subsequent review of that opinion by the same officer he declared 
that the Secretary of the Interior—and it was with reference to a land 
grant—was bound to take the law as laid down by the Department of 
Justice, the Attorney-General, and to adjudicate the case upon it, and 
the Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Stuart, gave to the State of Iowa 
560,000 acres of land that he said, in his opinion, he did not think the 
State was entitled to, but he did it because the Attorney-General had 
decided the law that way. Caleb Cushing declared that it became the 
law of.the case and that the Attorney-General acted quasi-judicially in 
these opinions. 

Mr. President, the honorable Senator knew that the Secretary of the 
Interior had the opinion of the Attorney-General. He knew more than 
that, because he stated it on the floor, which I never would have stated, 
that he had the opinion of the President and the entire Cabinet; and 
Mr. Cushing said that the Secretary of the Interior could not override 
the Attorney-General unless the President overrode the Attorney-Gen- 
eral for him. The honorable Senator knew when he criticised that 
transaction as a robbery that a majority of the House of Representatives 
had deliberately, after a discussion of days, decided by a majority of 
42 that the company alluded to was entitled to its land. He knew that 
the House Committee on the Judiciary, composed a majority of them 
of Democrats, men above reproach and above question, men whose in- 
tegrity would not suffer by any comparison with his, men whose intelli- 
gence is equal to his, whose knowledge of the law no man will pretend 
is not equal to his—that committee deliberately, after hearing argu- 


ments, decided by a vote of 13 to 2 that this company was entitled to 
the land. He knew that a committee of this body had done the same 
thing; he knew that this body had acquiesced in that opinion; and yet 
he criticised that as a robbery, and he is astonished and surprised that 
anybody should think that he was taking liberties that were unjusti- 
fied, and he says that when he criticises a Department he supposes he 
lays himself open, &c. 

Mr. President, so far as I am concerned, I am willing to submit to 
any fair criticism, but the Secretary of the Interior and every other 
head of a Department is there to execute the law. He is not there to 
listen to demagogues who may attack the statutes that this body and 
the other body together have made laws. There is an opinion of At- 
torney-General Hoar upon just exactly such a case, where a committee 
of this body had asked the Secretary of the Interior to suspend the opera- 
tion of a statute pending legislation, and he declared that it ought not 
to be done and could not be done without violating the fundamental 
principles of government. And yet, on a question upon which there 
can be no possible doubt, upon a question on which every lawyer that 
has ever put his eye on it, who is worthy of any confidence or belief 
(with the exception, perhaps, of two or three men), has asserted that this 
company was entitled to the land, the Senator characterizes the execu- 
tion of the statute in its behalf as a robbery of the public land! 

Why, Mr. President, with nothing but the vote of the House his 
mouth ought to be closed. I agree with the honorable Senator from 
Connecticut that just such attacks as these are calculated to bring into 
disrepute this body and the Executive Departments of the Government. 
The honorable Senator says that he supposes the Senator from Con- 
necticut fell in and took part with the ideas expressed in the Covode 
investigation and attempted to oust the party then in power. Sir, if 
the Senator had come here with a committee of investigation, if he had 
taken that step, and then when the testimony had been brought here 
and upon a final hearing he had been heard, it would have been a dif- 
ferent case. 

Now, Mr. President, so far as Iam concerned I do not propose, I repeat, 
upon every occasion when the late administration is attacked or when 
any member of the late administration is attacked by this Senator or 
any other, to defend every act of those officers. I only want to say here 
that I am willing that the Senator shall put in the RECORD whatever 
he sees fit. If he desires what he said yesterday to go in the RECORD, 
I am willing to vote that it shall go into the RECORD; but I want to 
put upon the RECORD my statement that in my judgment there is 
nothing that will justify such an attack upon an executive officer, 
no matter who he may have been, when he acts with the deliberation 
that was had in this case and with the support that the executive offi- 
cer had with reference to this grant. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska proposes a 
resolution which will be read again. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Official Reporter of the Senate be instructed to correct the 
record of yesterday,so that it may be a faithful copy from his notes and a true 
record of all that was said. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of the 
resolution, 

The resolution was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After thirty-six minutes spent in exec- 
utive session the doors were reopened. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate adjourn until Monday 
morning at 10 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 44 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday next, at 10 o’clock. 


EXECUTIVE PROCEEDINGS FROM WHICH INJUNCTION OF SECRECY 
IS REMOVED. 


MARCH 21, 1885. 


In the executive session of the Senate the following communication 
was submitted by Mr. MILLER, of California, and ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, March 9, 1885. 


Sre: I have the honor to bring to the attention of your committee the inclosed 
copy of a note from the minister of Japan here of the 3d t, warmly thank- 
ing Mr. Lucius H. Foote, United States minister in Corea, for his efforts for the 

rotection of a party of Japanese subjects during the recent disturbances at 


I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
ey T. F. BAYARD. 


(Translation. 
J LEGATION OF JAPAN, 


Washington, 2d of the third month, 
ps boek year of Meiji, 
SiR: During the disturbance at Seoul, Corea, in December lat, several Jape 


anese subjects, who had in vain been seeking safety in different places from the 


1885. 


violence of the mob, took refuge in the United States legation. 

other Japanese who had been taken prisoners by the Chinese troops were re- 
leased at the instance of the United States minister, and were likewise afforded 
an asylum and protection at the United States legation. 

Thus twelve Japanese subjects of both sexes were succored by General Foote, 
and during the time they were inmates of the legation he and Mrs. Foote were 
untiring in their efforts to make their condition more comfortable. 

Finally, having obtained assurances from the Chinese and Corean officials 
that the refugees would not be harmed, General Foote Lysine an escort, com- 
posed of Chinese and Corean troops, underthe command of Mr. Barnadau, naval 
attaché to the legation, and sent „together with four soldiers who had been 
detailed by the Japanese minister to guard the United States and British lega- 
tions, to Chenusepo, where they arrived in safety, 

“ These Japanese,” the official zanoner report of the emeute declares, ‘‘ owe 
ners and safety entirely to the humane and zealous efforts of the American 
minister.” 

Those efforts on the part of the United States representative in behalf of my 
defenseless countrymen, efforts which greatly increased his own danger and 
rendered his position insecure, have awakened throughout Japan a feeling of 
deep gratitude to General Foote, and I have been instructed by His Imperial 
M. 1's Government to them to your attention, and through you to ten- 
der to General Foote their profound thanks for his brave and humane conduct 
on the occasion referred to. 

Permit me, sir, in ere this agreeable duty to add that acts such as I have 
recounted not only reflect the high character of the person who performs them, 
but they tend directly to draw closer the bonds of frie and good-will which 
happily exist between our respective countries, because they demonstrate that 
deeds of generous bravery overstep the bounds of national limits, 

I avail myself of this opportunity to renew to you the assurance of my highest 


consideration. 
KUKI RINICHI, 
Hon. FREDERICK T. FRELINGHUYSEN, 
Secretary of State, 


SECRECY AS TO TREATIES. 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Rules, submitted a report, from 
which the injunction of secrecy was removed, and it was ordered to be 
printed in the REcorD, as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, to which was referred a question of order salons by 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye} as to the operation of clause 3, Rule XXXVI, 
report that it extends the injunction of secrecy to each step in the consideration 
of treaties, including the fact of ratification; that no modification of this clause of 
the rules ought to be made; that secrecy as to the fact of ratification of a treaty 
ae be of the utmost importance, and ought not to be removed seg web order 
of the Senate or until it has been made public by proclamation of the Executive. 


The Senate having ordered the correction of the debate of Friday, the 
20th instant, according to the notes of the Official Reporter, the entire 


day’s proceedings are republished, as follows: 
FRIDAY, March 20, 1885. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Legislative 
Assembly of Montana Territory, remonstrating against the repeal of the 
Arges desert-land act; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 

c 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chairalso presents amemorial of the 
Legislative Assembly of Montana Territory, favoring the ment 
of the United States penitentiary in that Territory; which will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think, it being a memorial of the Legislature of 
a Territory, it is entitled to a reading at the desk. I should like to 
have it read so that it may go in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that it has not 
been the custom to have read memorials of Legislative Assemblies of 
Territories. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then I ask that the memorial be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be read at the request 
of the Senator from Indiana if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Council joint memorial concerning the United States penitentiary in Montana. 
To the honorable the Senate and House o; ives 


of Representat 
of the United Slates in Congress assembled : 
Your memorialists, the council and house of representatives, composing the 


Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Montana, respectfully represent to 
your honorable bodies that the United States penitentiary at Deer Laden: Mon- 
tana Territory, in which are confined the convicts sentenced by the courts in 
this Territory, has but twenty-eight cells, suitable for one prisoner each, and 
that confined in said penitentiary are nearly one hundred convicts; that the 
original plan of said penitent contemplated the erection of another wing, 
which has not been built and which is now very necessary to the proper care 
and safe-keeping of the prisoners confined therein ; that the wing of said peni- 
tentiary already constructed was paid for from the revenues received by the Gov- 
ernment in this Territory ; that the health of the prisoners is greatly impaired 
by the crowded condition of the penitentiary, and the rapidly increasing num- 
ber of long-term convicts, many of whom are desperate cl rs, and who are 
necessarily in constant communication with cach other, endangers the safety of 
the guards and of the community in which the penitentiary is located. Your 
memorialists therefore earnestly pray your honorable bodies to make an ade- 
quate appropriation to complete said penitentiary according to the original 
plans, and would suggest the setting off of a portion of the internal-revenue re- 
ceipts collected in Montana for that purpose. And your memorialists will, as in 
duty bound, ever pray. 
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Mr. HARRISON. I ask that the memorial, if it has not already 
been done, may be referred to the Committee on Territories. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been so referred. Does the Sena- 
tor desire to have the other memorial read ? 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not ask to have it read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Legislature of 
Maine; which was read, and. referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 


lations, as follows: 
. STATE oF MAINE. 


Resolves in favor of arbitration and peace. 


Whereas it is the duty of all nations to avoid by every honorable means the 
burden and curse of war, and to establish peace upon the broadest and most 
permanent basis possible; and 

Whereas it seems to be the settled policy of the United States Government to 
insist on the insertion in its treaties with foreign governments a stipulation 
that controversies arising under the terms of such treaties on the failure of ne- 

jations shall be referred to umpires, mutually satisfactory, whose decision 
shall be final and authoritative, a policy which has been already adopted by 
several merges el arb egy secon . 
Resolved, t the Senate of the United States should refuse to ratify any 
y which omits such a stipulation. 

Thatin order to render the principle of arbitration permanently 
practical a standing high court of arbitration, composed of persons chosen by 
each covenanting nation, on account of their peculiar fitness, ought to be con- 
stituted, to whi should be referred for consideration and settlement those 
questions which have hitberto too often been left to the arbitrament of war. 

Resolved, That a convention or con of representatives from the nations, 
to adjust differences of international laws and usage, ought by mutual agree- 
ment to be called at some place most suitable and convenient, which might also 
ere upon the general thasuibor and powers of the aforesaid court of arbitra- 

n. 


Resolved, That the bill introduced into the national House of Representatives 
March 3, 18%, by Hon. I. Newton Evans, of Tennessee, which provided for the 
calling of such a convention at Washington by the United States Government 
meets with our approval, and we would hereby respectfully memorialize an 
petition the Congress of the United States to pass said bill, so that it may 
speedily become a law. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions, properiy prepared and signed, be 
forwarded to each of the two Houses of Congress, and also to each Senator and 
Representative now in Congress from the State of Maine. 


IN HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, March 3, 1885. 


Read and passed finally. 
z CHARLES HAMLIN, Speaker. 
In SENATE, March 4, 1885. 
Read and. passed finally. 
WILLIAM D. PENNELL, President. 
MAaRrRon 4, 1885. 
Approved, 


FREDERICK ROBIE, Governor. 


ORAMANDAL SMITH, 
Secretary of State. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Legislature of 
Maine; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs, as follows: 
STATE OF MAINE. 


Resolves relative to the sale of Kennebec arsenal at Augusta. 

Resolved by the senate and house of representatives in Legislature assembled, That 
our Senators and Representatives in Congress are hereby requested to use all 
POADIA ERS tod urage and prevent the sale of the Kennebec arsenal at 

e. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolves be forwarded by the secretary of state 

to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 


In HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, March 3, 1885. 


A true copy. Attest: 


Read and passed finally. 
CHARLES HAMLIN, Speaker, 
Š Ix SENATE, March 4, 1885. 
Read and passed finally. 
WILLIAM D. PENNELL, President. 
Marcu 4, 1885. 
Approved. 


FREDERICK ROBIE, Governor. 
ORAMANDAL SMITH, 
Secretary of State, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Legislature of 
Maine; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, as follows: 


A true copy. Attest: 


STATE oy MAINE. 
Resolves relating to United States appropriations for Indians. 


Whereas believing that the education of Indians and their voluntary citizen- 
ship in the United States will most justly, quickly, and economically solve the 
Indian problem: Therefore, 

Resoleed, That our Senators and Representatives in Congress be, and they 
hereby are, requested to aid in the passage of resolutions solemnly pledging the 
faith of the nation to the Indian policy embodied in the following principles : 

First. That the unpaid sum pl for educational purposes by the Govern- 
ment, as part payment for the cession of lands by Indians, be appropriated for 
= purces of stock, farming implements, and tools for Indian manual labor 
schoo! 

Second. That so much of the net 
be necessary shall he set apart for t! 
the education of Indians. 

Third. That lands in severalty, making their titles inalienable for twenty-five 
bag hel ro United States citizenship may be granted at once to all Indians who 
so desire, 

Fourth, That the legal personality of all Indians may be granted, and that 
peace of law may be given them, as it is to all other races, within these 

ni tates. 

Fifth. That the civilization of Indians may be hastened by providing for and 
rewarding their civilized industries. 

Sixth. That the salaries of Indian agents be sufficiently korrena to secure 


good men of large capacity and business experience, and retain them in 


roceeds of the sale of public lands as may 
purpose of creating a permanent fund for 
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Marcu 21, 


the r be requested to transmit a co) 
f th 


of the foregoin; 
Senators and Representatives in from this 


Resolved, That 
resolutions to each of the 
State. 

Ix House or REPRESENTATIVES, March 5, 1885. 
CHARLES HAMLIN, Speaker. 
Is Senate, March 5, 1885. 


WILLIAM D. PENNELL, President. 
Marcu 5, 1885. 


FREDERICK ROBIE, Governor. 


ORAMANDAL SMIT 
Secretary of 


Read and passed finally. 
Read and passed finally. 


Approved. 
A true copy. Attest: 


COMMITTEE TO VISIT ALASKA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
MANDERSON ], which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the resolution. ʻ 

Mr. MANDERSON. I suggest that, as the resolution was read at 
length yesterday and has been printed, it be referred without reading 
to the Committee on Territories. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If it is the pleasure of the Senate, it will 
be so ordered. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Before that is done, I understood that the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] had an amendment to offer to the 
resolution. I do not know whether he desires to offer it now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment of which I gave notice I think 
was to be proposed to the Coast Defenses Committee resolution. I did 
not notice the business laid before the Senate. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I take it that this resolution is offered in all 
seriousness and with the intention that it shall be passed by this body, 
and if so it ought to receiveat least a moment’s consideration. I notice 
what seems to be a change in the form. It reads: 

That a committee not exceeding five Senators, to be selected by the Commit- 
tee on Territories, be authorized, &c. 

I should like to inquire why it is suggested in this resolution that 
the committee to visit Alaska shall be appointed by the Committee on 
Territories. I fail to recollect theappointment of any other committee 
of this body in that way; and why this innovation is made I am ata 
loss to know. Probably the chairman of the Committee on Territories 
can explain. 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not know why the Senator from Nebraska 
should call upon the chairman of the Committee on Territories to give 
him any information about a resolution with the preparation of which 
that chairman had nothing to do, and about which he was not consulted. 
The mover of the resolution would probably be able to give the Sena- 
tor some information. But as the proposition is to refer the resolution 
to the Committee on Territories, Isuggest to the Senator from Nebraska 
that if itcomes back from that committee in a form subject to criticism, 
that will be the time to makeit. Isuppose the intention of the mover 
of the resolution, if I may guess at what it was, or if I may judge from 
the terms used, was that it should be a committee of five from the Com- 
mittee on Territories, and that is a very usual and common way of 
framing a resolution for a special investigation. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. If it said ‘‘a committee of five to be selected 
from the Committee on Territories ’’ I could understand that; but that 
is not the phraseology of the resolution, and I supposed this violent 
departure from the long-established usage of this body in the appoint- 
ment of committees meant something. That is what I desired an ex- 
planation about. I beg the Senator’s pardon, but I presumed this 
matter relating to Territories came from the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. HARRISON. No, the resolution was introduced by the Sena- 
tor’s colleague [Mr. MANDERSON]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If my colleague is really in search of informa- 
tion on this subject, I think perhapsif he would apply to his colleague 
who introduced the resolution he might be informed upon the subject- 
matter of his inquiry. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will transfer the inquiry to my colleague. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I thank my colleague for his courtesy. Not 
having had the experience in this body that it has been the good fort- 
une of my colleague to have, I do not know whether the resolution is 
in the line of precedent or not. The resolution was introduced by me 
in conformance with the request of a number of gentlemen, someof them 
members of this body, who have seemed to think that an investigation 
into the subject-matter of Alaska and its interests was important. 

My colleague was a member of this body at the first session of the 
Forty-eighth Congress when the act of May 17, 1884, to provide a civil 
government for Alaska, was passed. I think he must have observed, 
as most persons who watched the debate upon that bill observed, the 
deplorable degree of ignorance which existed in this body upon the sub- 
ject of Alaska and its interests. It seemed well to the gentlemen to 
whom I have adverted, by whom the resolution was prepared, that this 
inquiry should be made during the vacation of the Senate, for the reason 
that Alaska occupies quite a different position from any other of the 
territorial possessions of the United States, having no representative 


here and no representative in the other branch of Congress, and there 
being vast interests there in which the Government is interested pecuni- 
arily, particularly the income derived from the so-called seal islands, or 
the seal fisheries of Alaska. 

The reason for the language of the resolution as I understand it, that 
the committee should be selected by the Committee on Territories, 
was the fact that it would be extremely difficult, and from some in- 
quiry that I have made upon the subject I do not know but that I 
may say it would be impossible, to obtain from any one committee, and 
probably impossible to obtain from the Senate, five Senators willing to 
give the six or eight weeks of time necessary and essential for the pur- 
poses of this inquiry. Therefore it was, as I understand it, that the 
Committee on Territories, if possible from their own number, and if 
not possible then from the membership of other committees, should se- 
lect the names of those who should make this inquiry. 

As I suggested yesterday, it seemed to me that the proper action to 
be taken on this resolution was that it should go to the Committee on 
Territories for their consideration and report. Ifthat committee should 
see fit to the |; of the resolution and present it thus 
changed to the Senate, it would then come properly before the Senate 
for deliberation. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I realize the force of the suggestions made by 
my colleague, yet I do not understand that there is any satisfactory 
reason, or that any reason has been given, why this committee should 
be appointed differently from any other committee of this body. The 
point on which I was seeking information was as to why this innovation 
was made. It seems from the suggestion of my colleague that the 
membership is not to be confined to the Committee on Territories, be- 
cause it may be difficult to obtain five Senators from that committee 
who are willing to spend six or eight weeks in visiting Alaska, and 
therefore it may be proper to take them from the body of the Senate. 
But the point is still unanswered as to why it is that the selection of 
this committee shall be given to the Committee on Territories. It is 
not proposed that they shall all come from that committee necessarily, 
and I can not see the reason—and that is what I was desiring to have 
explained in this matter—why this power is given to the Committee 
on Territories. Ordinarily committees of investigation are differently 
appointed. 

My colleague speaks of the lamentable ignorance which was dis- 
covered in this body on the occasion of the passage of the Alaska act. 
I might say to my friend that that is likely to be discovered on the pas- 
sage of every bill that goes through this body. After the act is passed 
the lamentable ignorance of the body is displayed on the bill when 
they were passing it. Probably there will be no difference of opinion 
on that point. 

The act of 1884 provided for a new set of officers for the Territory of 
Alaska. Before that time we had but few civil officersthere. I think 
we had a customs officer in Alaska who supervised the interests of the 
Government in the Territory to which my colleague refers; but less than 
a year ago we appointed a full corps of officers, a governor, judges, and 
marshals. We provided a set of territorial officers for Alaska, and now 
this resolution requires us to send a committee there to learn whether 
those officers are discharging their duties, and whether they understand 
anything about that country. 

What interest is sought to be protected or looked after in this mat- 
ter? Not the Indians, because the best Indians who live to-day under 
the American flag are the Indians in Alaska. They are very respecta- 
ble Indians. At present they seem to be honest, they seem to be cee 
they seem to be virtuous; and now this resolution proposes to surroun 
them with I do not know exactly what sort of influences. Such a com- 
mittee as is proposed here might be useful if it was suggested to go up 
into Alaska and undertake to trade powder and shot and shotguns and 
bad whisky for the Indian lands. That mightdo. That would bea 
sort of precursor of civilized and Christian legislation, but I do not 
understand that that is proposed in this matter. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I suggest to my colleague that if such were 
the object of this inquiry it might be well to refer the resolution to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 4 

Mr. VAN WYCK. That would be a good place to refer it, but even 
the Public Lands Committee can not save the plunder of the lands that 
belong to the American citizen. The Public Lands Committee have 
been trying to stop the plunder of the public domain, but they have 
been unable todo it. When you have an administration and executive 
officers who will wantonly give away, as we saw them do a few weeks 
ago, 700,000 acres of the public domain, the Public Lands Commit- 
tee of this Senate is only a slight barrier to that sort of robbery. You 
rob the public domain from the white men of this nation and your 
Public Lands Committee and an enlarged public sentiment can not 
check it. 

I was only suggesting that if the object of some persons was to trade 
shot, powder, shotguns, and bad whisky for the Indian lands, then it 
might do to have this precursor go out of this body to pave the way. 
Is it any worse to steal from the Indians by a consideration of that kind 
an to rob the American citizen of his birthright in the public lands? 

, no. 
I do not know how far this proposed investigation is to go; neither do 
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I know whether the Committee on Territories or the gentlemen having 

of this resolution understand about what it will cost the Gov- 

ernment. I know the question of expense is a very small matter to sug- 

_ gest in so dignified a body as this. I amawareof that. Idonotknow 

whether those persons have speculated upon the expense and considered 
how much it will cost the General Government. 

We have been practicing sharp, shrewd devices to secure annual pay 
for clerks of committees that do not have anything todo. That is what 
we have been doing most of the time during this executive session. 
Committees which do not have anything to do during the session are 
very anxious to be clothed with authority to work during the recess, and 
those committees which labor very hard during the session and have 
annual clerks very seldom come here to ask for the privilege to sit during 
the recess. This goes a little further, it seems. We are not satisfied 
withscheming to make that class of committees annual, but we are going 
further, to create special committees, as we did a day or two ago on in- 
terstate commerce, when there are two or three committees already 
having charge of that business. 

Now, the proposition is to raise a special committee to go to Alaska, 
the furthermost boundary of this Republie. We have no interest be- 
yond it that we know of except in the North Pole, and that would be 
an elegant place to send a committee of this body if it would probably 
fare as Greely’s expedition did. The North Pole would do, because 
there we should not be vexed with the Monroe doctrine. About the 
only spot on the earth where nations show a little civilized Christian 
deportment toward each other is the interest in the North Pole. But 
Alaska is just a few miles this side of the North Pole. It is probable 
an expedition to Alaska would be pleasanter than one to the North Pole. 

If the Senate will excuse me for a few moments, I suppose they will 
agree with me that probably this expedition to Alaska would not be 
any less expensive than the commission to Central and South America. 
At the last Congress there was dovetailed into an appropriation bill a 
clause for the creation of a commission to the Central and South Ameri- 
can countries. The attention of no one was called to it at the time. 
When it was ted a few weeks ago to increase the compensation 
of one of the hardest worked and most faithful servants of this body 
who ever has been or ever will be in its employment, the Committee 
on Appropriations staggered over that proposition; there was not any 
law authorizing it; and yet turn to the act creating the Central and 
South American Commission. Without any law creating it, in the first 
place, the Committee on Appropriations added about half a dozen lines 
providing for the payment of three commissioners to be appointed by 
the President of the United States to visit the countries of Central and 
South America, and the compensation of the clerk and the item for ex- 
penditures was so large and liberal that it would include even the buy- 
ing of the country when they got down there. 

I suppose this expedition to Alaska can not be any more econom- 
ically managed than the Central and South American Commission, and 
what do we find? I merely refer to this so that we may not have the 
lamentable ignorance which my colleague speaks about after we get 
through with it. That is all I desire. To be forewarned isto be fore- 
armed, and if we know what it costs tosend a commission to the Central 
and South American states, we may have approximately some idea as 
to what it would cost to send this expedition up toward the North 
Pole. 

On the 7th of July, 1884, the act was approved by the President of 
the United States appointing the commission, and they were duly 
appointed. They were to roam, as those who are so disposed are to 
roam in this northern country for a little while. They probably did 
notreport for duty, any of them, until October, and then what? The 
first thing done by the commission which was to go to the Central and 
South American states was to gallopade across the continent to San 
Franciseo, and from San Francisco to the City of Mexicoand from Mex- 
ico to New Orleans to witness the exposition and the carnival which was 
held at New Orleans. ‘Then, about the lst of January, they got ready 
to start and they went down to the Central and South American states, 
against which we partially declared war the other day. They reached 
there in January. 

I should like to ask my colleague if he has any idea how much it cost 
to get the commission started. The act was liberal and generous, and 
provided $7,500 for eech of those gentlemen. It did not say whether 
it was to be pay for four months, or one year, or ten years; that was 
not a matter of any moment; $7,500 was too small a matter for this 
grave and dignified body to consider! I suppose it was the pay annu- 
ally. They went, it seems, to Mexico. We talk about our plain dem- 
ocratic notions in this country, and yet, would you believe it, this com- 
mission, which never had but two men and a boy with it—the president 
was never with it—this commission of two men and a boy started for 
San Francisco and Mexico, and the first thing they did was to hire a 
palace car at $35 a day. That was only for the car; they paid for their 
transportation besides; their provisions were furnished besides. A Pull- 
ip: palace car for forty-one and one-half days at $35 per day cost 

1,447. as 

There was lamentable ignorance in this body, I agree with my friend. 
There is not a Senator here who would believe it; and would you be- 
lieve that the head of any Department of this Government would be 
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guilty of putting his name to a ratification of such an infamous rob- 
bery as that? That is worse than the stealing of the public lands a 
good deal. Two men and a boy were carried across this continent in 
a Pullman palace car, and then when you look over the list which I 
had the opportunity of seeing this morning atthe State Department it 
will be séen that there were supplies laid in at Kansas City, supplies 
laid in at San Francisco, supplies at New York. Besides all this, there 
was a cook on the Pullman palace car. Talk about plain democracy, 
where does royalty go beyond this? Did the Prince of Wales do any 
better? There were more than two men and a boy in the company of 
the Prince of Wales, but the Prince of Wales would not have 

to anything higher. Do you have Government officers who will ratify 
such a bill and order it to be paid from the Treasury of the United 
States? Yetit is being done. 

In Heaven’s name there was a necessity for a change, was there not? 
If our friends on the other side do not do worse, there was necessity for 
a change when this robbery goes on day after day. We have men 
in this Chamber who think that the highest privilege and the greatest 
enjoyment of an American citizen is to pay his last dollar in taxes to 
this Government. We are shrewd in devising ways to get the last 
dollar out of the poor fellows’ pockets, and we are shrewd in devising 
ways how tospend it. Weare just as shrewd in one as the other. 
Here is your royalty—$7,500 per year, and then you furnish two men 
and a boy with a palace car at $35 per day; and when you see the other 
items of the cook and the supplies laid in, that of course proves to be 
a very large item. 

Since the Utah Commission explanation where ‘‘lager beer” and 
‘wine’? were boldly allowed, they have gotten now only to puaa 
down “‘supplies.’’ That includesliquids and solids both. Ifthisspeci 
committee must go to Alaska it of course will include a good deal of 
bay rum and Florida water. That is necessary to perfume the con- 
cern! That would be itemized, I suppose. 

I ask my friends on this side of the Chamber if we had not better 
stop? All we have left is just this little family circle here. The De- 
mocracy have got the other end of the Capitol and they have got the ad- 
ministration. All we have got is here. Let us husband our honesty 
and our reputation better than merely provide a few posts for men who 
are ready to step in and plunder the Treasury of the United States. My 
friend would not have believed it, but we have acted in lamentable ig- 
norance, I suppose. 

I need to say no more except that the commission appointed to go to 
South and Central America, as I said, gall ed all through thecountry, 
first to Boston; I guess the boy went to m; I do not know; there 
is a charge there. Then, as I said, they took a palace car across to San 
Francisco; then down to Mexico; then to New Orleans; and about the 
ist of January they got ready tostart; and, would you believe it, from 
the 1st of October to the Ist of January the expenses of that commis- 
sion were $6,000? A man who breaks into your house at night runs 
the risk of being caught or shot inthe act. The man who breaks into 
your house is honorable compared with such robbery, because he takes 
his chance of life or the penitentiary in his hand. These other men do 
not doit. Armed witha mite of authority they step into the 
and rob it ad libitum. But is there no check? You have your sworn 
officers to protect the and to protect the people. This money 
is taken from the pockets of men who have hardly money sufficient to 
pay $2 for a night’s sleep on board a Pullman car. Those are the men 
from whom you wring and extract the money which is given to pay the 
expenses to sustain an honest administration of the Government. 

You crown these fellows with royalty, do you? Thirty-five dollars 
a day for a palace car for forty-one days, and then pay their fare besides, 
and pay the cook and pay for supplies. All this is done, and then 
you pay $7,500 annually to each man besides. Since they got there 
(for remember they are now down in Central America) we have no re- 
port of their expenses. Of course the expenses will be enormous there. 

If this were a legislative session it would be well to stop this thing. 
I trust some gentleman on the other side will take interest enough to 
visit the Secretary of State and the Secretary of the Treasury and call 
their attention to the matter, so that they may not from this time on 
be participes criminis to these transactions. 

There was a president of that commission appointed. I suppose he 
never left New York except to come to Washington. Hedid noteven go 
to San Francisco, he did not even go to Mexico, he did not even go tò New 
Orleans; yet on the 25th of February he received and took nearly $5,000 
out of the Treasury—$4,679.16. The 16 cents were put on to show 
that the account was honest, of course. I say the president did not go 
into the Central or South American country. The papers said he did 
not, and if he did I suppose some gentleman of the Committee on For- 
cign Relations will know it and can correct me. The understanding was 
that he spent the winter hanging around Albany. Ido not intimate 
anything unkind or unpleasant. Then the two men and the boy were 
hanging around lamp-posts—no, the exposition in New Orleans—till 
the Ist of January. But here are $5,000 taken out of the Treasury of 
the United States by a man who came no farther in the performance of 
his duty than the city of Washington. 

Senators will excuse me from giving a further bill of particulars in 
this matter. I refer them to the State Department and the Treasury 
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Department for the items. Here is this commission which cost us in 
salaries and expenses about $40,000 before they got ready to leave New 
Orleans. I merely refer to that incidentally. I wish the Senate to un- 
derstand about what it will cost to get this special committee of five to 
Alaska. They probably can not charter a Pullman car all the way, but 
when they get to San Francisco they can charter a steamer, and so they 
will go. 

If it is right for the commission to bear this expense it may be 
thought right for a committee of this body to bear it. Of course I do 
not say it would, but I desire to say this much to show the reckless, 
improvident, wicked, infamous waste of the money wrung from the 
people in the shape of taxes. I had a right to say this, and I had a 
right to appeal to my brethren here that we should stop this thing, and 
that we should commence the work of reform a little. Reform is not 
the proper word; let us commence to be honest. Therefore it was, so 
that hereafter some one might not rise and have to make the humili- 
ating confession which my colleague did, that there was lamentable 
ignorance after the thing was all done. I wished to call the attention 
of the Senate at this time in advance to what probably and naturally 
would be an approximation of the expense of any committee of this kind 
to be appointed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Before asking for action on my motion to refer 
the resolution to the Committee on Territories I wish to make one or 
two suggestions in reply to my colleague, not so much perhaps in reply 
as supplemental to his remarks. 

I congratulate myself that the introduction of this resolution has 
afforded a text on which we have secured the discourse we have heard 
this morning. I certainly would be the last man in this body to pre- 
tend to defend any raid on the publie Treasury such as my colleague 
has characterized as having been perpetrated by the commission of ex- 
ploration to Central America; and I do not understand from my col- 
league that the action of that commission was in any way of such a 
character that any committee of this body or the Senate of the United 
States is responsible for it. This resolution that I have introduced is 
of the character that I have already stated. It is not the general rebo- 
lution providing that a committee of this body may sit during the re- 
cess and employ a clerk and have its expenses paid, being privileged 
to sit anywhere within the United States for the purposes of its de- 
liberations; but it has specific objects and purposes, and I submit to 
my colleague that if he had read the resolution (as I presume he has) 
he would admit that the labor devolved upon the proposed committee 
would be of such a character that they certainly would have no sine- 
cure, but that active and vigorous efforts would be required at their 
hands to comply with its provisions. 

I am not one of those who stand ready to condemn everything of this 
kind, and I do not stand here even to condemn the action of my col- 
league when he followed a few days ago in the line of precedent and, 
after effort made by him had failed to procure an annual clerk for the 
committee of which he is the chairman, he introduced a resolution that 
the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River be per- 
mitted to sit during the recess of Congress. I fear that my colleague 
has forgotten the fact that within a very few weeks a resolution was 
introduced by him and considered by the Senate and adopted by the 
Senate in the face of the fact avowed on the floor of the Senate that the 
purpose of the resolution was that the session clerk of my coll e’s 
committee might be made an annual clerk through the means of the 
introduction and of this resolution. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. My colleague will allow me a moment just there. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes, sir. z 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ihave not forgotten it; I remember it quite well. 
As I stated here several times, the rule of this body should be to con- 
fine annual clerks to committees needing them, and not go beyond that, 
or to give them to all the standing committees of this body. That was 
my position, that the future rule should be that only the committees 
whose duties required an annual clerk should be allowed one; but this 
body had gone beyondthat. The Committee on the Census, with noth- 
ing to do during the recess, the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
and some others had already been worked in, worked in as my colleague 
knows, by reason of certain positions of important members of this body, 
and then followed the other race, in which we all engaged. I say it 
should be one rule or the other. If the Senate made it a rule to con- 
fine annual clerks to the committees having duties, that would be one 
theory. If they went beyond that and gave to a half-dozen as a mat- 
ter of favor an annual clerk when the duties of the committee did not 
require it, then it should extend to all the standing committees of this 
body. That was my position, and I desired to stand there. I would 
prefer that we should do it ina manly way, by resolution making them 
all annual, and not seek to do it in the way of subterfuge. That was 
my position on the matter, and that is where I stand to-day. When we 
got to that pointand included nearly all those, then we went beyond it 
by the appointment of special committees, not only giving them clerks, 
but giving them stenographers and m and the privilege to go 
where they please in the United States and entail as much expense as 
they choose on the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to call the attention of my colleague 
and the Senate to the peculiar character of this resolution. If it was 


for the purpose that my colleague states, it seems to me it would have 
been very easy for a gentleman with his knowledge of the English lan- 
guage and expert, as he is, in the use of words, to have drafted a reso- 
lution that would have reached the purpose that he designed; but this 
is the resolution presented by my colleague on the 2d of March, 1885, 
in the expiring hours of the administration that he says fortunately is 
just going out of power: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River be 
directed to prepare a detailed statement of the expenses of the improvements 
of the Mississippi River and its tributaries with a view to ascertain theamounts 

ded for purpose of commerce, the amount expended to protect the lands 
joining from the ravages of the rivers, to report the same to the Senate at the 
December session of Congress, and be authorized for that purpose to employ a 
clerk at the usual compensation until December 1, 1885, to be paid from the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate. 

At the request of my colleague this resolution upon that day was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate, was reported back favorably by that committee, and favorably 
acted upon by the Senate, and I can imagine that under it my colleague, 
with his clerk and perhaps two men and a boy in addition thereto, may 
be able to make a junketing expedition, from the source to the mouth of 
the Mississippi River. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. My colleague knows very well that that does 
not make any expense to the Government except the pay of the clerk. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes, it does. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. No, sir; no expense except the pay of the clerk. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Then I donot understand the force of the Eng- 
lish language. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then the gentleman will have to confess to the 
lamentable ignorance he spoke of a while ago. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The expenses of this committee for the pur- 
poses of this inquiry are to be paid from the contingent fund of the 
Senate. I do not wish it to be understood that I would suppose foran 
instant that my colleague would make this the pretense of a pleasure 
excursion or the excuse fora junketing trip; I do not think he is much 
given to excursions of that character; but I submit to him that if he 
does not desire to be so judged he should not judge; and I submit to 
him further that it is at least discourteous in him to his colleagues in 
this body, to the Senators of the United States, to suppose that because 
they introduce resolutions of this character they propose to make them 
tke pretense for a raid on the public Treasury. I do not believe that 
he would be guilty of such action, and it seems to me it is. rather un- 
becoming in him to charge that his associates in this body would do 
it. Does my friend now understand the purport of my language ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ido. 

Mr. MANDERSON. So I submit, Mr. President, that in paying 
attention to the demands of gentlemen interested in this subject and 
introducing the resolution now before the Senate, I have simply been 
following in the line of precedent set very largely by my colleague the 
Senator from Nebraska, 

Mr. VAN WYCK. That sometimes is the case. If I had refrained 
from placing the Committee on the Mississippi River Improvement, 
which is a standing committee of this body, on the same basis with 
other committees probably not so important, if I had refrained from 
taking what was said to be the sense of the Senate, I doubt very much 
whether it would have held my colleague in check—probably not. 

It is strange that my colleague can not see the distinction. I en- 
deavored to explain, and at the expense of repetition I will say again 
that we have standing committees of this body that have duties to per- 
form which require diligent labor during all the session, and the work 
of some of them probably continues into the recess. Those committees 
have annual clerks. Besides them we have other committees that 
have but very little to do, which have grown up from the necessity of 
finding as many chairmanships as possible, and therefore it is there is 
but little for these committees to do. 

I have often insisted that the proper way was that the employment 
of annual clerks should be confined to committees having duties to dis- 
charge which made it necessary; but the Senate saw fit to do differently, 
and in several cases, as was stated when the matter was discussed, clerks 
were appointed annually, or what was the same thing, continued during 
the recess to committees who had no duties to discharge substantially, 
and then it was proposed, and the struggle was made here, that all the 
standing committees should be entitled to annual clerks. That was 
the position. The Senate was disinclined to do all that in one general 
appropriation; but they allowed this to be done, that every standing 
committee should introduce a resolution, and that it should be referred 
to the Committee on Contingent Expenses and they should report af- 
firmatively, and it should receive the approbation of the Senate, and 
that was done. It was done substantially to give a clerk to all, or 
nearly all, the standing committees not included in the appropriation 
bill. I think nearly all the standing committees are provided with 
annual clerks in this way; not the manly way of a vote to make them 
all annual, but by this subterfuge of nes resolution and hay- 
ing it referred to the Committee on Contingent Expenses and reported 


favorably by the Committee on Contingent Expenses, and adopted by 
That was the course pursued. 
My colleague will yield to me? 


the body. 
Mr. MANDERSON. 
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Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Does he mean to say that the resolution pre- 
sented by him and acted upon by the Senate was a mere subterfuge, 
thatit was not intended to carry out the purpose for which it was ap- 

tly introduced ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It was intended to carry out that purpose un- 
doubtedly; but it was done as the mode, the means whereby the clerk 
of a standing committee of this body should be made an annual clerk. 
That my colleague understands. That committee has a duty to dis- 
charge far more than some committees whose clerks are made annual. 
I think my colleague understands that precisely as well as I do. 

That was the purpose of this system. It was to fasten the clerks of 
all the standing committees as annual clerks upon the pay-roll of the 
Senate. There may be a few exceptions; but as I say every standing 
committee that has asked to haveaclerk appointed in that way has had 
the clerk appointed. That was one branch of the case. That did not 
seem to satisfy allthe gentlemen in this body, and there must be special 
committees appointed, and hence it was they had a special committee 
on interstate commerce when there were already two or three commit- 
tees having charge of that matter, and then it was that the resolution 
for the appointment of a special committee to visit Alaska was offered. 

My friend says my remarks were discourteous. Certainly not. Are 
we not to be allowed to criticise ourselves? Are we not to be allowed 
to criticise ourselves or any department of this Government because by 
so doing we are liable to the charge of discourtesy? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will my colleague allow an interruption? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I wish simply to state the fact that appears by 
the RECORD, that this resolution of mine was introduced during the 
closing hours of the Forty-eighth Congress when it was supposed there 
-would be yet another day for its consideration, but owing to the con- 
tinuance of the session during the last legislative day of the second 
session of the Forty-eighth Congress the resolution was not acted upon, 
and therefore it was again introduced at this ial session. So it was 
not, as my friend suggests, that this resolution was an afterthought 
because of a desire to procure the services of a clerk or of a stenogra- 


pher. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I donot know that this was intended solely for 
the purpose of havingaclerk. Iwas drawninto that of the discus- 
sion from allusion made to the standing committees of this body who had 


only per diem clerks during the session being allowed to sit during the 
recess. The fact is, as my colleague states, that the resolution was in- 
troduced in the last hoursof the last session; but I was remarking that 
then we commenced to introduce resolutions for special committees 
when there were standing committees of this body delegated to that 
duty; and nowit is asked that there be a special committee to go to the 
Territory of Alaska, when I will say to my friend that I understand 
that every Territorial officer of the Territory of Alaska is in the city of 
Washington to-day, or most of them are. I think the governor of 
Alaska is here to-day and has been here from the commencement of the 
last session. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is the question I was going to ask, if he had 
not been performing his Territorial duties as governor of that Territory 
in the city of Washington the whole of last winter? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I understand the governor of Alaska was here 
during all of the last session; this is not the seat of his government, I 
suppose; but this special committee is to transfer the seat of its opera- 
tions to Alaska and the United States officers in Alaska desire to. visit 
Washington, and they are here. All information can be gathered from 
them as to the condition of the Indian tribes, as to the condition of the 
seal fisheries, as to the condition of the Territory, and all obtained from 
the Territorial officers who are in this city to-day. 

My friend was suggesting that my objection was discourteous. We 
are met with that everywhere. If we make an inquiry of an Executive 
Department, that is a discourtesy; and if we undertake to speak in the 
interest of fair play and common honesty and make a suggestion even 
in regard to ourselves, that is a discourtesy. 

I undertook to illustrate, as I think I had a right to illustrate, the 
enormous expense of the commission to South America and Central 
America. I had no right to presume that this would be as costly, but 
I think the Senator does know, if he has had occasion to examine the 
list of traveling committees, the enormous amount that is drawn from 
the Treasury in carrying them on. It may be necessarily so. That, of 
course, I do not pretend to say. 

Now, the Senate will excuse me. I have said all that is necessary, 
I think, on this matter of special committees, and all that is 
on the matter of the examination of Alaska. If that is required, it is 
an easy thing to ask the Committee on Territories, a standing commit- 
tee of this body, to be allowed to discharge that duty and obtain that 
information. My objection is to the appointment of a special commit- 
tee, which will entail expense on this Government which might run up 
to the extent of the rapacity of the commission to the South American 
and Central American countries to which I have referred. 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not rise for the purpose of prolonging this 
debate, but for the purpose of bringing it to an issue and carrying it to 
its legitimate end after what the Senate has listened to from the Sen- 
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ator from Nebraska, his earnest appeal in the interest of economy, with 
which I fully sympathize, and upon which I think I have preserved a 
better record than he has; for whereas he intimates that there was a 
general agreement among the chairmen of standing committees that, 
having failed those of them who asked of the Appropriations Commit- 
tee to have their clerks made annual, they should seek to accomplish 
the same end by this method which he has himself characterized as a 
subterfuge, I want to say for one that I was not a party to any such 
agreement, that the Committee on Territories has never resorted to that 
subterfuge with a view of getting pay for its clerk during the vacation. 

Let me add that this resolution was introduced without any consul- 
tation with me in the session of the Senate. As originally in- 
troduced it had no relation to the Committee on Territories whatever, 
but provided for the constituting of a special committee. I can only 
say for one that if a committee be sent, whetherit be aspecial committee 
or whether it be constituted out of the Committee on Territories, I shall 
not be a member of it, that I shall not have the appointing power of 
any clerk or any usufruct from any clerk or any stenographer who may 
be appointed for it. Let me add further that I have not given the con- 
sent of my mind to the adoption of this resolution. I am not per- 
suaded that it is essential. This simply by way of preface. 

Now, Mr. President, if it be true, as the Senator from Nebraska has 
admitted, that he does not mean to call the Committee on the Missis- 
sippi River Improvement together during this coming vacation, that 
notwithstanding he hasintroduced and the Senate has passed a resolu- 
tion committing to that committee the work of a certain investigation, 
he does not contemplate undertaking that investigation, that he does 
not pro to do that work or any part of it 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Idid notsay that. Isaid that no expense would 
be entailed by this committee except the appointment of a clerk; it 
has no power to meet anywhere in the United States that it may please. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator said more; he said it was a subter- 
fuge with a view of getting a clerk. He so characterized his own reso- 
lution. Now, I want to say to the Senator who has appealed so justly 
in behalf of the people against any extravagant expenditure here that 
even that clerkship involves fifteen hundred or eighteen hundred dol- 
lars of the people’s money, and by his own confession it has been ac- 
complished here by a subterfuge. I am sure if he həs been overper- 
suaded by others to going into any scheme of this kind he will be glad 
to be helped now to consummate this plea of his for economy by saving 
some money to the Treasury, because notwithstanding all he has said 
about the South American commission the Senate can do nothing about 
that. That commission went in pursuance of a law passed by both 
Houses. We have no power to audit their accounts. We may perhaps 
in the future be able to bring them to book if there has been an extray- 
agant expenditure of the public money. But there is an opportunity 
here to take the Senator from Nebraska at his word and to save the 
Government the cost of a clerk to his committee during the vacation. 
I therefore offer and ask to have read for information a resolution which 
I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana propose an 
amendment to the pending resolution? 

Mr. HARRISON. No; it is a resolution that I ask may be read for 
information at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the resolution of the Senate passed on the 4th day of March, 
1885, authorizing the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River 
to sit during the vacation of the Senate and to make certain investigations 
therein named, be, and the same is hereby, rescinded, 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask the reference—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question before the Senate is the ref- 
erence of the pending resolution of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
MANDERSON] to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. HARRISON. I did not propose to ask action on my resolution 
now; I simply wanted to say that when it can be reached I shall ask 
its reference to the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi 
River, of which the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] is chair- 
man, and let him deal with it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I supposed I made myself plain to the Senator 
from Indiana, 

Mr. HARRISON. Allow me to add one thing more. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON, Two or three days ago, when the debate was on 
upon the resolution of the Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER] giv- 
ing the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry leave to sit during the 
vacation and make certain inquiries and have a clerk, the Senator will 
recollect that I spoke against it and voted against it. I see he was re- 
corded in favor of that proposition also. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iwas. Anyother? No other resolution of that 
kind? 

Mr. HARRISON. No. Is t that when the Senator comes to 
consider my resolution in committee he can enlarge it so as to take in 


these others. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. Isu my friend from Indiana understood 


distinctly the history of what took place in the expiring hours of the 
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Forty-eighth Congressand also the attitude of the question. My friend 
from Indiana, the chairman of the Committee on Territories, was en- 
gaged in this same raid to secure a clerk for his Committee on Terri- 
tories. Am I right? 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator is right, in that the Committee on 
Territories introduced an amendment to an appropriation bill and 
referred it to the Committee on Appropriations, asking for an annual 
clerk; but the Committee on Appropriations did not allow it, and the 
Senate on the final vote did not allow it, and there the Committee on 
Territories stopped. r 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then the Committee on Territories started in 
this race, it seems, with the other committees of this body which had 
not an annual clerk, for the purpose of obtaining one. That was the 
attitude, I think, of all the standing committees of this body. They 
felt, and the Senator from Indiana felt, that he was unjustly dealt by, 
and so he was, He was chairman of an important committee of this 
body, far more important than some of those committees which were 
allowed annual clerks. There was far more necessity that his commit- 
tee should have an annual clerk than many committees who were al- 
lowed one; and he was engaged in that race. So the gentleman from 
New York the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry was also in that race, and so I think they all were. Then the 
chairman of the Committee on the Mississippi River Improvements 
modestly dropped in behind. There was force in that. 

As I stated before, I have always insisted that the clerks of this body 
should be made annual clerks to committees that had work to do, or 
else all should be annual clerks. That is a plain proposition easily 
understood. When we examined we found the Committee on the Cen- 
sus, that never met, had an annual clerk; the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, that had but little to do, had an annual clerk; and was 
there any reason for that, and that the Committee on Territories should 
have none? No. There should have beena little honesty in this matter. 
So we insisted on making them all annual or restricting them to those 
actually necessary. That did not suit the views of the Senate. Their 
action was that they would not assume that attitude to make these 
committee clerks all annual; but it was suggested and acted upon that 
each committee should report a resolution for its committee and have 
it referred to the Committee on Contingent Expenses, and that that com- 
mittee should report it back to the Senate; and the Senate -adopted 
many of them in that way. That was the mode suggested, carried out, 
and acted upon by the body itself; and when the Senator from New 
York the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, at this session, 
adopted the same tactics, in saying a word upon that resolution I said, 
as I say now, that one or the other course should be adopted in a straight- 
forward, manly way—restrict the clerks to necessary dutiesor give them 
to all the standing committees. I said then that inasmuch as the Sen- 
ate had chosen to ratify this subterfuge to get rid of a vote that they 
should all be made annual clerks, and as one and another had dropped 
in in this way, since that had been adopted as the rule and practice of 
the Senate, I would vote to continue the clerk of the Committee on 
Agriculture. I voted that that committee should be included, and 
Iam ready now to vote an annual clerk to every standing commit- 
tee of this body, or if the Senate think what they should think, that 
the other is the proper solution, restrict them only to those committees 
that have duties to perform. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it is not my purpose to become a partic- 
ipant in the very interesting domestic discussion which has been going 
on upon the other side of this Chamber, and of which I have been an 
interested auditor; but I must be permitted to observe that it seems to 
me the Senator from Nebraska who has last spoken is very much in 
the condition of that dutiful young gentleman who was found to have 
participated in the murder of his own father, and who gave as an ex- 
cuse that he saw that the old man was about to be beaten to death, 
and as he could not help it, he thought he would hit him a lick him- 
self to put him out of his misery. The Senator from Nebraska it seems 
is chairman of a committee that never meets, that we all know is 
utterly unnecessary, and he thinks that its arduous duties demand the 
services of an annual clerk. I leave him to settle that question with 
the principle of reform which he upholds so often on this floor. 

But I rose, sir, for a different purpose. The Senator from Nebraska, 
in his general raid upon thesubject of reform, has seen proper to make 
an attack personal in its character upon the gentlemen composing the 
South American and Central American Commission. Mr. President, 
for twenty-five years I have been the intimate personal friend of one of 
the gentlemen upon that commission. I know him as well as I know 
any human being in this world. He has filled nearly every important 
position in the State of Missouri. His record, public and private, isas 
stainless and without reproach as that of any public man could possibly 
be. The man who charges in my presence that Thomas C. Reynolds 
has ever been extravagant or otherwise taken one cent of the people’s 
money makes a statement which I contradict absolutely, positively, 
and unequivocally, 

Sir, I have not been to the Secretary of State or to the Treasury De- 
partment to examine the accounts of the commission; but I undertake 
to say in advance (and-I challenge the Senator from Nebraska to the 
issue) that those accounts will not put one stigma upon the character 


of Governor Reynolds. If he went to the City of Mexicoin a palace 
car, he went as he thought a representative of this Government should 
go, and as a gentleman occupying that position should go. He did not 
go in a palace car with any idea of putting on any token of royalty, or of 
squandering the people’s money, wrung, as the Senator says, from them 
by taxation. He went to the City of Mexico, as I know, under the 
orders of the Secretary of State. He came back to the city of New 
Orleans under the orders of the State Department for the purpose of 
interviewing the representatives from the Central American and South 
American states who were attending the great exposition. He has 
performed his duties honestly and faithfully, as he has performed every 
other duty public and private during his long and successful career. 
His report is before the Senate. It is the report of a statesman, of a 
gentleman, of a scholar, of a man who is worthy to fill any position in 
this Republic. I received from him only two days ago a letter from San 
José, in Costa Rica, where in the midst of a foreign people, confronted 
by disease, he was traveling over the mountains on mules for the pur- 
pose of discharging this mission. He is there to-day discharging the 
delicate functions imposed upon him in a manner so satisfactory that 
the new Secretary of State told me not forty-eight hours ago that he 
regarded him as one of the best officers in the service of the Government. 
And I desire to say now that when those accounts are examined it 
will be found that not one cent has been appropriated to any selfish 
purpose on the part of Governor Reynolds, He is one of that commis- 
sion. 

The Senator speaks of two men and a boy. The ‘* boy’’ is nearly 
fifty years old, and has been the editor of one of the leading Repub- 
lican papers in the city of Chicago and is the secretary of that commis- 
sion, a gentleman who has rendered distinguished service, political and 
otherwise, in this country. The imagination of the Senator from Ne- 
braska changes him into a “‘ boy.” 

Governor Reynolds was a lawyer in full practice in the city of Saint 
Louis. He received at the hands of the Secretary of State or the Pres- 
ident this appointment with a salary of $7,500 a year. The money 
which he receives could have been no inducement. He took with him 
upon this trip when he started out a member of his family, very dear to 
him, whose health was impaired, and who is now in the city of Balti- 
more in a condition which will necessitate his immediate return to the 
United States. I challenge the Senator from Nebraska to go into these 
accounts after Governor Reynolds returns here and place before the 
people of the United States the truth or the falsity of the statements he 
has made here to-day. All I desire to say in advance, in defense of this 
gentleman, my friend, my constituent, is that he seeks no concealment 
and asks the fullest investigation. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I regret that anything further is necessary to be 
said on this matter, but it would seem so from the earnest remarks 
made by the Senator from Missouri. I presume he is the only member 
of this body who could have supposed that there was any intention of 
making any reflection personally upon the gentleman the Senator 
speaks of. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not wish to do the Senator any injustice. I did 

speak earnestly. I ask the Senate now to decide this issue between us.- 
The Senator from Nebraska said that men who would thus expend the 
public money were worse than men who would break into a house, or 
words to that effect, because, as he said, the burglar might be put in 
the penitentiary, while these men would escape probably. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes; I said that about this commission. I do 
not think I shall have any occasion to take it back, even when his 
friend Mr. Reynolds gets into the United Statesagain. He can convey 
that to his friend Reynolds, that I do not think I shall be required to 
take it back. 

Mr. VEST. This is no place for threats. I made none. 

Mr..VAN WYCK. No, sir. The threat came from the Senator from 
Missouri when he said that when his friend came back then I would hear 
as to the truth or falsity of these charges. The threat came from there. 

Mr. VEST. And I repeat it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Very well. The gentleman talks about threats. 
I say Iam ready when his friend from Missouri comes back to the United 
States, and I will have no occasion to take that remark back which he 
has repeated. 

Ihave not a word to say about his friend from Missouri. I do not 
know anything about him. That was not the matter with me. I was 
talking about the commission. His friend from Missouri was appointed 
one of a commission to visit the Central American states. That was the 
object. They go to San Francisco, they go to Mexico, and now I say 
to my friend that they were not going there particularly with the robes 
of royalty about them; I do not suppose they even went to San Fran- 
cisco or Mexico with the American flag wrapped about them; butthere 
is no telling what this may be when they get to the states to which they 
are accredited from this Government—the Centra] American states— 
but I say to my friend, and he will agree with me, that when this com- 
mission traveled from New York city to San Francisco and hired a palace 
car at $35 a day they did what there was no justification for in the mind 
of the American people. He knowsit, and he believes as an honest re- 


orm Dem ocrat that any individual who discharges his trust and per- 
forms his duty, who makes an expenditure beyond what he would do 
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in his own pursuits in life, is not administering his trust faithfully, to 
say the least. Mr. Reynolds and the other commissioner and the man 
fifty years old who went with them, had they been going on their own 
business, however important, to San Francisco or Mexico, would never 
have hired a palace car at $35 a day—never, never! Now what justi- 
fication can there be for that? Tell me! tell me! 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY, This is a curious subject. I should like to know 
whether the Senator has, I was going to say groveled, I will say exam- 
ined, so far into these accounts as to know whether this may not cover 
the subsistence, the commissary bills, and the railway transportation. 
Does he know all about the details of this transaction, know so much 
as to justify him in attacking the honor of these gentlemen, saying that 
here is an infamous outrage, in addition to the other language repeated 
by the Senator from Missouri? If he is going on in this way exposing 
to the whole public of the United States, making present to the whole 
public of the United States the bitterest, fiercest attacks on the com- 
mon integrity and honor of gentlemen who have always stood as high 
as he can ever hope to stand, I hope that he will be able to show that 
he does it on decent evidence. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ihave groveled through this, I will say to my 
friend— 

Mr. HAWLEY. Likely. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Isuppose he understands the forceof words when 
I say I have groveled far enough to understand the suggestions he has 
made. Here was this palace car—I was replying to my friend from 
Missouri—forty-one and a half days at $35 a day for three men; if you 
please, $1,417. I will say to my friend from Connecticut that the ac- 
counts still further show charges for supplies laid in at Kansas City, 
at San Francisco, pay to the cook on the palace car, pay for the tickets, 
and I will say to my friend he will find included in these accounts— 
they are all thereand they foot up $6,000 and upward for one quarter’s 
expenses merely —$6,000 for three men from October to January, and 
at that time they had not left this country ! 

Is a man to be arraigned, and all sorts of threats and denunciations 
made against him, for making a statement of figures which appear in 
the Treasury Department and in the State Department in regard to 
this matter? These facts are there; these statements are true, and will 
Senators undertake to justify and defend them? On what pretense? 
How would you characterize such charges except in the manner stated 
by me? The only wonder is that there are any officers connected with 
this Government who would pass approvingly accounts like these. 
That is the wonder. 

Now, Mr. President, I have answered the su: ion of the Senator 

from Connecticut; these figures show just as I have stated here pre- 

cisely; and I have answered the Senator from Missouri, who seems to 
regard the charge against this commission as a personal statement against 
his friend upon it. I stated the facts and characterized them strongly 
perhaps, as I thought the facts would abundantly justify. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the reference of the 
resolution to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I do not wish to speak on that ques- 
tion. I wanted to make a motion that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business, but I will not make it just now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on the motion to refer. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Before the Senator from California makes his mo- 
tion I wish to offer a resolution which I have submitted to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator excuse the Chair for 
calling attention to a resolution offered by the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. HARRISON]? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is to be referred. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I ask that that resolution be referred. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution of the Senator from In- 
diana will be read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It can come up to-morrow. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let it lie on the table to-day. 

Mr. VEST. Let the resolution be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution of Mr. HARRISON, as follows: 

Resolved, That the resolution of the Senate passed on the 4th of March, 1885, 
authorizing the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River to sit 
during the vacation of the Senate and to make certain investigations therein 
named be, and the same is hereby, x 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that had better lie on the table. The 
Senator from Indiana is not present, 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Indiana asked that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is moved to refer the resolution to the 
Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DIGEST OF ELECTION CASES, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Now I ask for the consideration of the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
eighteen copies of the a of the contested-election cases of the Senate, or- 
aeea to be pi under a resolution which passed the Senate February 26, 


Mr, COCKRELL. I should like to hear some explanation of that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], 
chairman of the committee, when he left supposed that the Committee 
on Sends a and Elections had the power in itsown right to order the 
printing of these copies, the Senate having already ordered the prepara- 
tion of this digest, and he went away with that impression; butI hold 
in my hand a letter of the Public Printer, who says that the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections has not that right, although some other 
committees, like the Committee on Finance, have. He asks, there- 
fore, to protect him in the execution of the order given by the chair- 
man, that the Senate pass this resolution allowing eighteen copies for 
the committee, two for each member. 

Mr. DAWES. _Is that a digest to be prepared or the old digest? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The digest the committee are ordered to prepare. 
It has to be revised, and it is supposed each member of the committee 
should have a chance of suggesting revisions. These are to be mere 
proof copies. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution the question is on its adoption. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


TELEGRAPH CONTRACTS. 


Mr. GORMAN. Ioffer the following resolution, and ask for its pres- 
ent consideration: 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the res- 
olution offered by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE] yes- 
terday, which will be read. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. I do not think we can dispose of 
that resolution this morning. It will lead to discussion; and I insist 
on my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope the Senator from California will give way 
long enough to let the resolution which I offered yesterday by direction 
of the Committee on Coast Defenses be considered. I think it will 
take less time to consider it to-day than it will to-morrow, for we have 
already had an hour and a halfs discussion on the general subject, and 
I apprehend we can dispose of the resolution in a few minutes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California with- 
draw his motion ? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I do not like to be discourteous, but 
there issome executive business which it was agreed by Senators should 
be taken up to-day, and it will require some time to dispose of it. I 
do not think this is a good time for the Senator from Oregon to bring 
forward his resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After one hour and forty minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 


CLERKS TO STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution for consideration: 

Resolved, That so much of the several resolutions of the Senate passed since 
the Ist day of March instant as provides for a clerk for any standing committee 
of the Senate during the recess of Congress be, and is hereby, rescinded. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 16 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


MONDAY, March 23, 1835. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D, D. ` 

bene Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
prov 


COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 
On motion of Mr. EDMUNDS, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on the Judiciary have leave to sit during the 
sessions of the Senate. 
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PRIVATE CLAIMS. 


Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 

the resolution submitted by him on the 19th instant, directing the com- 

tion of the laws relating to the allowance of private claims, reported 

t with an amendment, to strike out all after the word ‘‘ Resolved ” 
and insert: 

That the Committee on Claims be, and it is hereby, authorized and directed 
to compile the existing laws relating to the presentation, ideration, and al- 
lowance of private claims against the United States, and to digest in brief form 
the judicial decisions and legislative precedents relating to the same, and that 
the necessary expense is hereby appropriated, to be paid from the contingent 


e 
fund of the Senate under the direction of the said committee. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate cause to be prepared an alphabetical 


list of all private claims which have been before the Senate, with the action of the 
Senate thereon, since the close of the Forty-sixth Congress. 

Resolved, That 500 copies each of the digest and list hereinbefore mentioned be 
printed for the use of the Senate. 


COLUMBIA INSTITUTE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. JACKSON a director of the Co- 
lumbia Institute for the Deaf and Dumb to fill the vacancy in the board 
of directors occasioned by the resignation of Mr. Bayard. 


SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 7 


The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. MORRILL to fill the vacancy 
in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution occasioned by the 
expiration of his term of service. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. CULLOM to fill the vacancy 
in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution occasioned by 
the expiration of the term of Mr. Hill. 

INTERSTATE-COMMERCE COMMITTEE. 

On motion of Mr. DAWES, it was 

Ordered, That Mr. Hoar be excused from service as a member of the select 
committee on the subject of interstate commerce. 

Whereupon, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. PLATT to fill the vacancy 
occasioned thereby. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After six hours and thirty minutes 

t in executive session the doors were reopened. 

Mr. TELLER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


TUESDAY, March 24, 1885. 


Prayer by Rev. W. I. MCKENNEY, of the city of Washington. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


OBSTRUCTION OF ARKANSAS RIVER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate acommunication from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 
25th ultimo, a report of the Chief of Engineers relative to the preven- 
tion of obstruction to navigation through the draw of the railroad bridge 
across the Arkansas River at Rob Roy, Ark.; which, with the accom- 

ying papers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
teen to be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Legislature of 
Arizona Territory; which was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, as follows: 

Memorial in reference to certain lands in Arizona Territory. 


Whereas immense tracts of land in this Territory are now owned or claimed 
by a few railroad ooopanis under grants from ea cry that such lands com- 
prise a very considerable portion of the agricultural lands of our Territory; that 
the holding of a claim to such large tracts of land by a few persons has proved 
very disastrous to the interests of our citizens, by preventing the development 
of our resources and the settlement of our Territory; Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That Congress is earnestly requested to order the said land, par- 
ticularly that part now claimed by the Southern Pacific Railroad Company, to 
be resto as soon as practicable, to settlement by pre-emption, homestead, &e. 

On of the citizens of this Territory we ask that Congress will not permit 
the present session to pass without granting us the relief so earnestly desired. 

, That the governor of this Territory be respectfully requested to for- 
ward this memorial to the President of the United States, the President of the 
Senate, and Speaker of the House of Representatives, and to our Delegate in Con- 
gress at Washington at his earliest convenience. 

H. G. ROLLINS, 


Speaker House of resentatives, 
F. K. AINSWORTH, 
ved Feb 6, 1885, K 
pn innatas - F. ACTRITLE, Governor. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Legislature of 
Arizona Territory; which was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, as follows: 


Memorial petitioning Congress for further protection of the border between this 
Territory and the states of Sonora and Chihuahua, in Mexico, 
Whereas the southern portion of the Territory of Arizona borders upon the 
states of Sonora and Chihuahua, in Mexico; and 


Whereas a large portion of the criminal element of said Territory frequent 


and commit depredations along the said border, owing to the protection from 

punishment afforded them, from the fact that criminals after commission of 

cime can mek immunity from said punishment by crossing said border into 
exico; an 

Whereas the treaty relations between our Government and that of Mexico 
are deficient, in so far that a vy! ps rtion of our criminals are not subject to ex- 
tradition, and owing to the difficulties and delay of extradition in such cases 
where said treaty relations admit of such extradition; and 

Whereas there have been and are now bands of men organized for the pur- 

of stealing cattle in our country to be disposed of in another, which steal- 
ing has assumed such alarming proportions as to seriously threaten the financial 
welfare of the stock-raisers along the border: Now, therefore, 

Be it resolved, That Con is hereby memorialized to pass an act creating a 
mounted patrol, to patrol the border between this Territory and the states of 
Sonora and Chihuahua, in Mexico, for the i tee Tpeger of criminals from either 
country committing depredations in this errito or creating a re-en- 
forcement of the custom-house guard, with authority te arrest said criminals; 
and that the treaty relations between our Government and that of Mexico be 
modified in such a manner as will provide for greater security to residents near 
the border and reduce the difficulties and delays of extradition; and 

Be it further resolved, That the governor of this Territory forward copies of this 
memorial, certified to under the seal of the Territory, to our Delegate in Con- 
greas, the President of the United States, the President of the Senate, and the 

ker of the House of Representatives for proper presentation to the Congress 
ofthe United States, ; 
H. G. ROLLINS, 


Speaker House of resentatives. 
F. K. AINSWÒRTH, 
President of Council, 


F. A. TRITLE, Governor. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair presents a petition of the Leg- 
islature of Arizona Territory, praying that General Ulysses S. Grant be 
placed on the retired-list. The petition will lie upon the table, inas- 
much as that subject has been acted upon by Congress, and requires no 
further action, the Chair supposes. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. GEORGE. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. WAL- 
THALL] is absent attending the obsequies of a relative, and I ask that 
he be granted an indefinite leave of absence. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That leave will be granted unless there 
be objection. The Chair hears none. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business, 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope the’ Senator will give way a moment that I 
may have an order entered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York yield 
to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Certainly. 

On motion of Mr. DOLPH, it was 

Ordered, That Maj. Theodore J. Eckerson have leave to withdraw from the 


files of the Senate petition and other papers in his case, subject to the rules 
of the Senate. 


Approved March 9, A. D. 1885. 


COMMITTEE ON COAST DEFENSES. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope the Senator from New York will also give way 
for the consideration of the resolution which I offered on the 19th 
instant, which was reported from the Committee on Coast Defenses. 
It has gone to the Calendar, and can be taken up only on motion, as I 
understand. I have not had an opportunity to call it up. If it leads 
to protracted discussion I shall not object to a motion to proceed to 
the consideration of executive business at any time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the resolution 
for information. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. I have nodoubt the resolution referred 
to would lead to discussion. I renew my motion to proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five hours and thirty minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


COMMITTTEE SERVICE, 


Mr. MILLER, of California, on his own motion, was excused from 
further service as a member of the Select Committee to Inquire as to 
the Capacity of Steel-Producing Works in the United States. 


NAVAL ACADEMY VISITORS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. VOORHEES and Mr. SPOONER 
members of the Board of Visitors on the part of the Senate to attend the 
next annual examination of cadets at the Naval Academy at Annapolis, 
Md., under the requirement of the act of February 14, 1879. 


CREDENTIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the credentials of James H. Berry, 
chosen by the islature of Arkansas a Senator from that State to fill 
the vacancy occasioned by the resignation of Augustus H. Garland in 
the term ending March 3, 1889. 

The credentials were read, and ordered to be filed. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 37 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 
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WEDNESDAY, March 25, 1885. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


SENATOR FROM ARKANSAS. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, Irise to a question of priv- 
ilege. Iask that the Senator-elect from Arkansas, James H. Berry, 
who is now present, may be sworn in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator-elect will come forward and 
take the oath of office. 

Mr. BERRY was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. JON 
of Arkansas, and the oath prescribed by law having been adminis 
to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE, 


Mr. RANSOM, on his own motion, was excused from further service 
upon the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 
On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, and by unanimous consent, it was 
Ordered, That the Vice-President be authorized to fill the vacancies on the 
several committees. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After four hours spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 10 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned. 


THURSDAY, March 26, 1885. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. % 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MEMORIAL. 


Mr. FAIR presented a memorial and joint resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of Nevada; which was read, and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, as follows: 


Assembly memorial and joint resolution relative to a school for the Indian 
youth of Nevada, 


Whereas large sums of money are annually appropriated by the United States 
Government to give the Indian youth literary and industrial training, such as 
is given at g schools of Carlisle, Hampton, Genoa, Forest Grove, and Albu- 
querque; an 

Whereas there are in the State of Nevada about seven hundred Indian youth. 
between the ages of 6 and 16, and without the educational advantages orded 
to such children in other States: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That our Senators and Representative in Congress be requested 
to use every honorable effort to secure from the General Government an appro- 

riation of $10,000 for the erection of a school building in some suitable place in 

evada,and a further appro ion of $17,500 annually for each one hundred 
children in attendance, for the necessary expenses in conducting the literary 
and industrial departments of said school, 

Passed March 5, 1885. 


STATE or NEVADA 
Department of Btate, ss: 


I, John M. Dormer, anir fe state of the State of Nevada, do soa certify 
ue, 


that the annexed is a , and correct copy of the original resolution rela- 
tive A school for the Indian youth of N ,as the same appears on file in 
my office. 


n witness whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great seal of 
State. Done at office in Carson City, Nev., this luth day of March, A. D, 1885, 
[sear] JOHN M. DORMER, 


ERT se State, 
By WELLS DEN ad 


ELECTRIC LIGHT FOR SENATE CHAMBER, ; 


Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
who were instructed bya resolution of the 11th instant ‘‘ toinquire into 
the expediency of lighting the Senate Chamber by the electric process, 
the probable cost of the change, with the comparative cost of main- 
taining the same,” submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to 
be printed. s 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After three hoursand thirty-eight min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, in pursuance of the order of yesterday au- 
thorizing him to fill the vacancies on certain committees, appointed 
Mr. GRAY to fill the vacancies upon the Committee on Claims, the 
Committee to Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Service, the 
Committee on Fisheries, and the Committee on Patents; Mr. WILSON, 
of Maryland, to fill the vacancies upon the Committee on Civil Service 
and Retrenchment, the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, the 


Committee on the Revision of the Laws, and the Select Committee to 
Inquire into all Claims of Citizens of the United States against the Gov- 
ernment of Nicaragua; Mr. BERRY to fill the vacancies upon the Com- 
mittees on Civil Service and Retrenchment, the Committee on Public 
Lands, the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, and the Select Committee 
to make provision for taking the Tenth Census and ascertaining the re- 
sults thereof; and Mr. BuTLER to fill the vacancy upon the Committee 
on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
following resolution submitted by him on the 19th instant: 

Resolved, That a committee consisting of two Senators be appointed by the 
Chair to wait upon the President of the United States and inform him un- 


less he may have some further communication to make, the Senate is to 
adjourn without day. 


The resolution was agreed to; and Mr. SHERMAN and Mr. BECK 
were appointed the committee. 


ROOMS FOR COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ALLISON. I rise to offer a resolution, and after a brief expla- 
nation I shall ask unanimous consent to have it considered now. If 
there is objection, of course I shall not press it to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the following resolution, adopted by the Senate ae 5, = 
“Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms and the Architect of the Capitol be, an 
they are hereby, authorized and directed to rent and prepare suitable rooms 
outside of the itol for the use at the next session of Congress of such Senate 
committees as haye no rooms, and that all expenses hereunder be paid out of 
the fund for the contingent expenses of the Senate, subject to the i en of 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sd 
be, and is hereby, rescinded, to take effect on the adjournment of the present ses- 
sion of the Senate. 


Mr. ALLISON. I will state briefly to the Senate that under the 
resolution of last year a house was rented for the use of Senate com- 
mittees which has proved to- be inconvenient for that use, and it is 
deemed necessary to pass this resolution at this session in order that 
no arrangements may be made for the use of the building at the next 
session. Unless there is objection I ask for the present consideration of 
the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is unanimous consent of the Senate given 
to the present consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. CALL. I object to the consideration of „the resolution at this 


time. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being objection the resolution will 
lie over and be printed. 


SENATE EMPLOYES AND EXPENSES. 


Mr. ALLISON. I offer another resolution, and I shall ask unani- 
mous consent for its present consideration. If there is objection it may 
lie over with the other. . 

The resolution was read, as follows: ' 

, That a committee of seven Senators be appointed, with leave to sit 
during the recess of the Senate, to carefully examine and report on the first 
of the next session, by bill or otherwise, w reduction should be made in 
number and compensation of the employés of the Senate,and any further 
visions that may es to control and regulate the disbursement of the 
contingent expenses of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is unanimous consent given to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa if there is 
not a committee now upon that subject, a regular standing committee, 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 


3ER 


Senate? . 

Mr. ALLISON. There is a standing committee known as the Com- 
mittee on Contingent Expenses of the Senate, but I suppose that is 
rather an auditing committee than a committee that can go into the 
whole question of the expenditures of the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. I am heartily in sympathy with the object of the reso- 
lution, and I shall vote for it if it is thought necessary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let it go over until to-morrow. I object to it 


now. 
7 The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made the resolution will 
e over. 3 
Mr. VOORHEES. Let it be printed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. e resolution will be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. MAXEY, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of C. M. Wilcox be withdrawn from the 
files, subject to the rules of the Senate. 
Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 47 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 
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FRIDAY, March 27, 1885. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. t 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After twenty-five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the committee appointed to wait upon the 
President of the United States and inform him that unless he may 
have some further communication to make the Senate is ready to ad- 
journ without day, reported that the committee had performed the duty 
assigned them and that the President had replied that, if agreeable to 
the Senate, he would ask it to remain in session until Thursday next. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


I move that the Senate adjourn until Monday 


to; and (at 12 o’clock and 33 minutes p. m.) 
March 30. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 
next. 

The motion was 
the Senate adjourned to Monday, 


MONDAY, March 30, 1885. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Before that motion is put I ask the Senator from 
Vermont to yield for a moment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I must insist, Mr. President, in the state of the 
public business. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Public—— . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont insists on his 
motion that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. The question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS and others. Execute the order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will clear the gal- 
leries and close the doors. d 

The Senate thereupon proceeded to the consideration of executive 
business. After twenty-five minutes spent in executive session the 
doors were reopened. 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 

On motion of Mr. HAWLEY, and by unanimous consent, the Vice- 
President was authorized to fill the vacancy on the Select Committee to 
Inquire as to the Capacity of Steel-Producing Works in the United 
States; and Mr. SEWELL was appointed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


TUESDAY, March 31, 1885. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 3 ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the motion 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Will the Senator withhold that motion for a 
few moments so that I may make a report from the Committee on the 
Improvement of the Mississippi River? 

Mr. CAMERON. No; I insist on my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania insists on 
the motion. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to state to the Senate—— 

Mr. CAMERON. The motion is not debatable. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is not debatable. The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania moves that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. : 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After twenty minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened. 

ROOMS FOR COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the Chair lay before the Senate the res- 
. olution submitted by me on the 26th instant in regard to rooms for, 
Senate committees. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the res- 
olution heretofore submitted by the Senator from Iowa, which will be 
read. 


The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the following resolution, adopted by the Senate aay 5, 1884, 
“ That the t-at-Arms and the Architect of the Capitol be, and 
they are hereby, au and directed to rent and prepare suitab'e rooms 
outside of the itol for the use at the next session of gress of such Senate 
committees as have no rooms, and that all expenses hereunder be paid out of 
the fund for the contingent expenses of the Senate, subject to the approval of 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate,” 
be, and is hereby, rescinded, to take effect on the adjournment of the present 
session of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of the 
resolution, 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I shall make no objection to the repeal 
of the resolution of July 5, 1884, but I have the courage to say that 
for six years I have been in the Senate without a place, except such as 
I procured at the hotel where I have lived, for the papers, the docu- 
ments, and the books which it is necessary to consult in regard to the 
public business of the Senate, and thatin my judgment it is no respect 
to the people of this country or to the success of popular institutions 
that the proper facilities for study and investigation should not be al- 
lowed to Senators. 

The disposition which seems to exist to make political capital on one 
side or the other of the expenses of the Senate, in my judgment, isa 
great mistake. The people of this country expect of those whom they 
send here such in t and wise legislation as will benefit the great 
mass of the people—as will enable them to earn bread and clothing for 
their families and will give them comfort and contentment. The fail- 
ure to perform these duties will cost not millions but thousands of 
millions, and will increase the want, discomfort, and penury which 
now exist much too largely among the laboring people, the wage-earn- 
ers of the country, who constitute the great body of the people. The 
important duties of Congress can not be performed without intelligent 
assistance, without proper facilities for study and a place where busi- 
ness may be done. 

I think that every Senator ought to have some place provided by the 
public where his papers can be kept, his co ence carried on, and 
where he can have some privacy for study investigation. I know 
that during the past six years, until there were some rooms provided 
outside of this Capitol, I had no place, and many other Senators had 
no pres where they could write or study. I think that the Senate 
ought to provide some conveniences for Senators who have to live upon 
their salaries, who are unable, not having large fortunes, to provide 
themselves with suitable accommodations, and have to live upon what 
the public provides for them. I do not believe that the business of the 
country can be properly conducted unless there are some facilities pro- 
vided for Senators to carry on their correspondence, some place where 
their books and papers can be kept outside of their rooms at the hotels 
which they may have for their personal accommodation. The people, 
in my judgment, do not desire this, Their interest requires that Sen- 
ators should not only attend to the debates of the Senate, but should 
devote their time to the study and investigation of important public 
questions, of great policies of state, which affect the great body of the 
people in their homes, their families, their comfort. They expect Sen- 
ators and members of Congress to answer a large correspondence, and 
to attend to their interests before the Departments. 

I desire to say further that there are many Senators here who are 
chairmen of committees who have convenient accommodation provided 
for them, who have rooms which are in every respect all that they de- 
sire, while there is a proportion of Senators who have no such 
conveniences. If we shall adopt the policy that Senators shall have 
no other convenience at the public expense than a desk in the Senate 
Chamber, no place for study or books, no clerks, no assistance in cor- 
respondence or attending to business of their poopie in the ents, 
but shall support their families and pay all this expense out of their 
salaries, wein effect ott a policy that nopoor man shall bea Senator, 
but that this body shall be composed of millionaires. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of the 
resolution. . 

The resolution was agreed to. 


SENATE EMPLOYES AND EXPENSES. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senate to take up the resolution offered 
by me on the 26th instant in regard to Senate employés and expenses. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of seven Senators be appointed, with leave to sit 
during the recess of the Senate, to carefully examine and report on the first day 
of the next session, by bill or otherwise, what reduction should be made in the 
number and Roney, aap ere of the employés of the Senate, and any further pro- 
visions that may ient to control and regulate the disbursement of the 
contingent expenses of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Before the resolution is adopted, I should like to 
ask the Senator from Iowa the probable expense of the proposed com- 
mittee. The Senate has been engaged forsome time in wrestling with 
that proposition with a view of reducing, limiting, and cutting off ex- 
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penses of that kind, and preventing the continuation of the duties of 
committees. While we are en: in that work it would seem ill ad- 
vised probably that another committee should be appointed, a special 
committee, unless we are fully apprised not only as to the object of the 
proposed committee, which is expressed in the body of the resolution, 
but as to the probable cost. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Nebraska that it is 
not intended or expected that this committee will cost the Senate any- 
thing. It is understood that the work will be done without cost to 
the Senate. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no provision in the resolution, as the Sen- 
ator will see, for a clerk, a stenographer, or any expense whatever. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I discovered that in the resolution there were 
no allusions to that; but when the committee sits, if it shall find it 
naa to have a clerk, or a stenographer, or a messenger, after hav- 
ing employed such assistance and discharged the duty required, the 
committee may come in at the next session and state then that it found 
it important to have assistance, and therefore the expense would still 
be fastened upon the Treasury. Therefore I desired in advance to have 
a statement from the Senator from Iowa that there was to be no ex- 
pense upon the contingent fund or upon the Treasury in any way. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itis not my purpose to be considered in any way 
as a member of this committee, but it should be the distinct under- 
standing of the Senate and among Senators that the force which we 
have now already in employ in the Senate will be able to perform all 
the clerical work required. The regular force of the Senate will fur- 
nish the necessary information to the committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. At an early part of this called session I submit- 
ted a resolution which proposed to rescind all the resolutions which 
had been passed since the Ist of March in respect to clerks for commit- 
tees to go around making examinations upon different subjects-matter. 
I did that not so much for the small amount involved in the cost of 
those clerks as to arrest the attention of the Senate to what I regard as 
a growing evil in the Senate caused by the increase in the number of 
employés of various kinds for several years past, which has been au- 
thorized by the Senate, and the very large increase of our contingent 
expenses. I thought under the circumstances the authority given to 
sit during the recess to committees having but little business to do, 
merely or obviously for the purpose, or at least with the effect, of giv- 
ing those committees clerks during the recess, was one of those cases 
which demanded attention from the Senate in order that a totally un- 
necessary expense should be arrested. 

I am perfectly willing, however, to waive the consideration of that 
resolution if the committee proposed to be appointed under the pend- 
ing resolution will take up that subject and consider the matter, not 
in a penurious way but in a liberal way. Ido not wish to see the ex- 
penses of the Senate of the United States curbed, cabined, and cribbed 
merely for the sake of parsimony, or as I may say for the sake of dema- 
gogism, I think it is the cheapest kind of demagogy, but at the same 
time the Senate of the United States like all other legislative bodies 
should be reasonably considerate of the money of the people, and the 
money should not be expended even by so dignified a body as theSenate 
of the United States except for proper purposes and in proper amounts. 

I believe that this committee properly organized, making a careful 
review of the contingent expenses of the Senate, the number of our 
employés and the salaries paid to them, will be able largely to reduce 
the number and amount of both, so that we may bring back the ex- 
penses of the Senate to something like their normal condition of a few 
years ago when they amounted to probably one-half what they do 
now. 

I therefore accept the resolution offered by the Senator from Iowa as 
the best solution of the question. I hope that during the coming re- 
cess the committee will be able in good faith, strictly pursuing their 
duty, to investigate and to report to us such measure as will make the 
expenses of the Senate conform to what is a reasonably fair business 
allowance for the expenses of this body. 

Mr. PLUMB. While this debate is going on in a sort of desultory 
way, I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that another 
legislative body has been doing something in this line as well. Asthe 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill passed the House 
at the last session, it contained a ph providing for the constitu- 
tion of a committee of five persons who should be members-elect of the 
Forty-ninth Congress, to be appointed by the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives. I will read the entire provision so that its whole 
scope may be seen: 

That a committee consisting of five members-elect to the House of Represent- 
atives of the Forty-ninth Congress, to be appointed by the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives of the Forty-eighth Co: ahah, prior to the first Monday 
of December next, Loe ghd into and inv e the expenditure of appropria- 
tions for Indians, under treaty, for their support, for their education, or other- 
wise, and whether any should be made in said appropriations or their 
expenditure, Said committee shall also inquire into the expenditure of public 
money for the Yellowstone Park and the ‘administration of the laws piel, sory 
to said park, whether any change should be made in said laws or the boundary 
of the park, and what if any, can be taken to make of practical benefitand 
utility that portion of the public domain. That said committee shall have 
power to sppcin’ subcommittees and visit the places where aj priations 
mentioned herein are expended, and in doing so they are autho: to use Gov- 


ernment conve; and means of ion. Said committee or any 
subcommittee thereof shall have power to send for persons and papers and to 
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spoons a clerk, and the committee may report by bill or otherwise to the Forty- 
ninth Con; A sum sufficient to pay. expenses of sail committee hereby 
authorized, and of witnesses that may be summoned before it, is hereby appro- 
priated out of any rapes in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, which 
shall be immediately av: e and payable on the draft of the chairman of said 
committee in sums not exceeding $1,000 at any one time. 

I think the Senate in all its extravagance, whatever that may have 
been, never sent abroad quite so wide a scoop-net as that in the shape 
of a junketing or investigating committee. This committee is au- 
thorized to go all over the United States wherever money is spent for 
Indian schools or wherever its members may seek to go, in the Yellow- 
stone Park, or where anything relating to the Yellowstone Park may 
lead them to go, and they are not even required to make a report. 
They ‘‘ may réport’’ to the Forty-ninth Congress ** by bill or other- 
wise,” but they are not required so todo. I wish to call special at- 
tention to the last part of the paragraph, which provides that the ‘‘ex- 

mses of said committee’’ and ‘‘of witnesses that may be summoned 

fore it” shall be paid— 
Outof any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated * * * on the 
= of the chairman of said committee in sums not exceeding $1,000 at any one 
time. 


If that is not ‘‘straining at a gate and swallowing a saw-mill’’ then 
Ihave never known the force of that expression. A draft may be drawn 
every minute of every day fora thousand dollars, but no one draft shall 
embrace more than $1,000. Whatever guarantee of economy theremay 
be in that, we shall see the result of when the committee comes to make 
its report, if it ever does report. 

Mr. HALE. Idid not notice. Is the draft to be made upon the con- 
tingent fund of the House’ 

Mr. PLUMB. No; I was about to call attention tothe fact that the 
money is to be drawn from the Treasury of the United States. There 
is no limit as to the amount which shall be drawn except the amount 
which may be in the Treasury of the United States subject to be ap- 
propriated by Congress. It is not drawn upon the con’ t fund of 
the House as a limit; it is not drawn subject to the scrutiny of the ofi- 
cers of the House, who would have some reference, of course, to the 
condition of that fund in approving accounts, but it is a general run 
and jump at the Treasury of the United States, only limited to the one 
condition that no single draft shall be issued, for more than $1,000. 

I understand that that committee having been constituted by the 
Speaker acting under this provision of law have already arranged to go 
to Alaska. We have heard a good deal about the use of cutters, &c., 
in getting down to Fortress Monroe and going up and down the Atlan- 
tie coast, and so on, but I understand the House committee thus pro- 
vided for have already chartered a revenue-cutter to take them from 
San Francisco to Alaska. Of course from that very elevated position 
they can have a very good view, so far as the human eyesight can ex- 
tend, over the Indian schools and the Yellowstone Park. 

That provision was incorporated in the bill as it came from the 
House. AsSenators will see by looking at the Senate print of the bill, 
the Senate Committee on Appropriations recommended that it be 
stricken out, and the Senate by a vote struck it out; but when it came 
into conference the conferees on the part of the House insisted so stren- 
uously that they should have this little privilege of getting a jump at 
the Treasury that in the closing hours of the session, which was bound 
to expire by law at 12 o’clock on the 4th day of March, and as a tub 
to the whale, as one of the means of preventing that which seemed to 
be inevitably impending, an extra session of Congress with all that that 
meant adverse to the business interests of the people of the United 
States, the Senate conferees in that case, as in many others, against their 
former judgment and against the expressed wish of the Senate, yielded; 
and so the House has got its junketing commission in this shape and 
with this great scope before them in regard to what they may do and 
in regard to the expenditure of public money. 

But, Mr. President, that is not all. When what is known as the for- 
tification appropriation bill came to the Senate it contained a provis- 
ion that— 

The President of the United States shall appoint a board, of which the Secre- 
tary of War shall be a member and president, to be composed of two officers of 
the Engineer Corps, two from the Ordnance Corps, two of the Artillery corps of 
the Army, and two officers of the line of the Navy, which board shall examine 
and report at what ports fortifications or other defenses are most urgently re- 
quired, the character and kind of defenses best adapted for each, with reference 
to armament, the utilization of torpedoes, mines, or other defensive appliances— 

And for that purpose there was appropriated the sum of $300,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatis, by the bill as it passed the House? 

Mr. PLUMB. By the bill as it came from the House. It was not 
an ordinary sum of $10,000, $15,000 or $20,000, the expenditure of 
which we characterize in our criticism upon the acts of our own com- 
mittees as extravagant, but the sum of $300,000. Not only that, but 
it was an expenditure of this sum of money to cover ground which had 
been gone over carefully, critically, and painfully for years and years 
by various boards heretofore organized; and this board could do noth- 
ing but duplicate the work of those that had gone before. 

The Senate Committee on Appropriations took that question up. 
They changed the constitution of the board to some extent, having un- 
derstood that this was in the nature of a sine qua non on the part of the 
House, and struck out the sum of $300,000 and proposed to limit the . 
ex to $25,000, which they thought was ample for that purpose. 
The bill came into conference within six or eight or ten hours at most 


88 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Maron 31, 


of the time when was obliged to adjourn, and in that con- 
ference the Senate conferees yielded $15,000, and that commission with 
the authority to d $40,000 is now authorized to go ahead. 

I only mention these things to show that in the matter which has 
been spoken of here, and which was the subject of the resolution of the 
Senator from Ohio, the Senate has not been the chief sinner, if sin- 
ning there has been; that it has followed, a long way off in the meas- 
ure of extravagance, the lead of the House of Representatives. All 
the committees which have sat in this body for the last five years, in 
my judgment, would not cost the Treasury of the United States the 
amount of money that these two commissions, authorized by law in- 
serted in the appropriation bills by the House of Representatives and 
insisted on by them to the extent of saying that the bills should fail 
unless they could get them, will cost the Government. 

I think myself thatitis time generally to calla halt. Many matters 
may be properly the subject of investigation by committees of this 
body, but there is a great mass of information which can be obtained 
without the formal constitution of committees for that purpose, and 
which opght to be obtained for the use of the Senate by the ordinary 
appliances of its clerks and others in its permanent employ, as well as 
by the action of Senators themselves when they have leisure for that 
purpose during the vacation or at other times. 

But, Mr. President, the trouble has been that out of this has grown 
a system of expenditure as an adjunct to the ordinary expenses of the 


committees, the expenses for stenographers, for clerks, for messengers,” 


for transportation, for matters of personal convenience to Senators, 
each committee being assured by the person having it in charge that 
this is what some other committee has done, and from time to time 
these expenses have grown apace illegitimately and to the detriment 
of that economy which should be observed in the expenditure of public 
money by the Senate as well as by all public officials. But what the 
Senate has done has only been in the line of the example, if I may call 
it such, which has been set by the other House; in other words, this 
system has grown up in both branches of Congress, and has extended 
until it has become tosome extent a means to the convenience or wishes 
of Senators or individual members of Congress to get to remote sections 
of the country at the public expense. If it is not that avowedly, then 
that has become apparently a necessary incident to what is going on, 
and what was authorized to be done. 

I am glad the Senate has manifested a disposition to bring these ex- 

within limit. None of these committees ought to cost the Sen- 
ate very much. All of them can do work enough if they are properly 
manned and properly inspired, to give a return which will equal the 
amount of any considerable expense which they may incur. But a 
committee which costs two, three, four, or five times more than is nec- 
essary ought not to receive favor at the hands of the Senate; and be- 
cause of the expense, because of the unnecessary expense, I think the 
Senate does well to limit the sphere within which these committees 
shall move; and especially ought it not to constitute them for the ac- 
quisition of information which can readily be obtained without the 
investigation of a committee specially raised for that purpose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I did not intend in anything that 
I said or in introducing the resolution which I offered to criticise the 
Senate as contrasted with the House of Representatives. I have ob- 
served since my return to the Senate the large increase of expenditure 
in the nature of contingent expenses by both the House and the Sen- 
ate; and I have no doubt that what the Senator from Kansas says is 
true, that if an abuse has sprung up in this body it has been followed 
by the House, or, if it originated in the House, it has been followed by 
the Senate; and the remark I made about the contingent expenses of 
the Senate applies as well to those of the House of Representatives 
under either political party; and I desire to say that the same criti- 
cism applies to the Senate, for I notice that during the two years when 
our Democratic friends had the majority in the Senate they largely in- 
creased the contingent expenses of the Senate, and even in the last 
Congress it is just to say that the large portion of the increase of ex- 
penditures was made to meet demands from the other side of the House, 
especially the large sum required for the employment of clerks to Sen- 
ators. There would seem to be a great deal of justice in that demand. 
As the dominant party had the chairmen of the great majority of the 
committees, and Senators in the minority had not, therefore, the same 
facilities of clerical assistance, they would naturally require that there 
should be some better division of that kind of service. That appeal 
was made, and upon a resolution offered from the other side of the 
House some $40,000 is now expended each year for clerks to Senators, 
largely, as a matter of course, representing the minority of the Senate 
who are not chairmen of committees. 

The same remark applies in regard to the Butler house, as itis called. 
The renting of that house was severely criticised, and I think justly 
criticised—the sudden employment of a large and expensive building 
somewhat remote from this wing of the Capitol for the purposes of com- 
mittees. It was a movement made on both sides, I believe; it came 
from the other side in the first instance; at any rate it was adopted 
without distinction of party. Therefore the remarks I made have no 
application of a party character to either House; but the natural tend- 
ency of legislative bodies is always to increase this class of expendi- 
tures and increase the number of employés about them. We natu- 


rally become attached to those employés; we probably magnify their 
services; we want to render them favors; and I have sat here many and 
many a time and voted them thirty days’ extra pay when they were 
already overpaid for the time they actually served. We dislike to re- 
fuse to grant a favor to those who are around us and who contribute so 
much to our comfort, and who are generally so ready to do the busi- 
ness assigned them. : 

Mr. President, I hope that if this committee is organized the mem- 
bers of it will give us some comprehensive scheme, not founded upon 
any narrow economy, but founded upon a fair business list of the num- 
ber of employés necessary to conduct the business of the Senate and 
a fair and just compensation to each of them; and from that time for- 
ward let it be understood that the idea of extra compensation shall not 
be tolerated or allowed. : 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I think that the resolution ought to be 
amended. I call the attention of the Senator from Iowa toit. In line 
5, after the word ‘‘Senate,’’ there should be added the words ‘‘in the 
number of committees.’’ - 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think so, too. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not think that the resolution is broad enough to 
give this proposed committee any jurisdiction to report touching the 
committees of the Senate. ; 

Mr. President, the gravest extravagance of the last year was the leas- 
ing of the Butler house for committees of the Senate, and the appoint- 
ment of some ten or twelve messengers to take of it. The cost 
was from $25,000 to $35,000 a year undoubtedly, and it accommodated 
largely committees who have no business to do. There are a dozen or 
sixteen committees of the Senate that can be dispensed with justas well 
as not, and if each Senator has a clerk the necessity for those commit- 
tees, if ever there was any, ceases with the employment of that clerk. 
While these committees are in existence they are de ing rooms. 
The pressure is exceedingly great upon the Committee on Rules to pro- 
vide rooms in the Senate wing of the Capitol. There are no rooms in 
the Senate wing that can be provided, without the removal of the Su- 
preme Court to some other building, which in my judgment ought to 
be done, or without the erection of a Library building and the removal 
of the Library from its present location. That pressure for rooms led 
to the passage by the Senate of the resolution to hire rooms outside. 
The rooms outside had not been leased three months before every Sen- 
ator oora a those rooms came to the conclusion he did not want 
them. The building is too far off. You can not get committee meet- 
ings outside, and the only place to have committee-rooms is in this 
wing of the Capitol; it is the only convenient place; and if our com- 
mittees are reduced some ten or twelve or sixteen there will not be the 
slightest tronble about furnishing every committee with a room. 

I move to amend the resolution by inserting after the word ‘‘Sen- 
ate,” in the fifth line, the words ‘‘in the number of committees.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine proposes an 
amendment, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 5, after the word “Senate,” it is pro- 
poet to insert the words ‘‘in the number of committees;’’ so as to 
read: 

Resolved, That a committee of seven Senators be appointed, with leave to sit 
during the recess of the Senate, to carefully examine and report, on the first day 
of the next session, by bill or otherwise, what reduction should be made in the 
number and compensation of the employés of the Senate, in the number of com- 


mittees, and any further provisions t may be ex ient to control and regu- 
late the disbursement of the contingent expenses of the Senate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine. 

The amendment was to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the resolution as 
amended. : 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


REPORT OF POST-OFFICE COMMITTEE ON POSTAL TELEGRAPH. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I desire to make a statement in 
behalf of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

At the last session of the Senate, on May 27, 1884, the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads submitted a report accompanying a bill, 
the number of which I do not just now remember, in reference to the 
postal telegraph. That report was printed in two parts, the first con- 
taining the conclusions of the committee, and the second the testimony 
laid before the committee on the subject of the bill. 

Mr. TELLER, It is impossible for us to hear what is going on, the 
confusion in the Chamber is so great. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT rapped to order. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The attention of the committee has been called 
to a paper purporting to be a third part of that report, which paper was 
prepared and printed during the present month, having been sent to the 
Printing Office on the 16th of March. The committee have inquired 
into that, and feel it due to themselves to make the statement to the 
Senate that they are in no wise responsible either for the preparation 
or sop deste of the paper marked part 3 of Report No. 577, and 
they adopted this morning a resolution, which I was directed to lay be- 
fore the Senate, on this subject: 

Resol Repo: f 
Gsogremes tess BORAGE NAS DO ARPELA IS DA DATGA br tha Gomen ittor oe 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and said committee is not responsible for its prep- 
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Pan pes publication. Said paper should be omitted from the bound copies of 
e reports, 

That resolution expresses the view of the committee, and while I was 
not authorized by the committee, I will now offer the following reso- 
lution, which I shall ask the adoption of by the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Public Printer be, and is hereby, directed to omit from the 
bound copies of Senate Pe eke the paper purporting to be part 3 of Report No. 
577, first session Forty-eighth Congress. 

I send the resolution to the Secretary’s desk and move its adoption. 
The document ought not to be printed as the report of the committee 
because the committee had nothing whatever to do with it. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the resolution read. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Iwill take occasion to state that the committee 
are not able to say definitely who is responsible for the publication. 
The then clerk of the committee took it to the Printer and had it 
printed, as he understood by direction of the chairman of the commit- 
tee. Butit was done after the chairman of the committee had ceased to 
bea member of the Senate, and I think was wholly unauthorized, and 
resulted from a mistake or misunderstanding. Perhaps nothing is 
chargeable against the late chairman of the committee or against the 
clerk. It is owing to some misunderstanding on the part of the clerk 
and chairman of the committee; but in order that the committee may 
vindicate itself from connection with it I have thought proper to offer 
the resolution which I have sent to the desk and move the adoption of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Delaware offers a reso- 
lution, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Fog nurs Sores veg Euo ENPA and he is ey A ad ane erp a from 
und copies oi nate re r pur 
No. 577, first peas faa Forty-eigħth OBORO, a tai an EE. PREE s 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection to the present consider- 
ation of the resolution? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MAXEY. I wish toadd to what my honorable colleague on the 
Post-Office Committee [Mr. SAULSBURY] has said, that the report of 
the committee on the bill referred to on the postal telegraph system 
was read to the full committee on behalf of the subcommittee, which 
subcommittee consisted of the chairman, Mr. Hill, Mr. JACKSON, of 
Tennessee, and Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The report was very carefully 
considered by the committee. On the 27th day of May last—that was 
the date it was adopted—it was presented to theSenate. That embraced 
two parts. One part was the report proper, and the second part the 
evidence accompanying the report. That was submitted on the 27th 
of May, 1884. This third part which now comes in contains a large 
` mass of matter prepared long after the adoption of the report. Hence 
the committee is not responsible for it and was not aware of it at the 
time of the adoption of the report. There was never any action, as shown 
by the committee journal, in reference to the bill after the 27th day of 
May, 1884. 

Mr. INGALLS. Who prepared the document known as the third 
part of this report? 

Mr. MAXEY. I am not Laken to answer that question. 

Mr. INGALLS. How did it get in the hands of the Public Printer? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will state that the late clerk of that com- 
mittee came before the committee and stated that there were certain 
interrogatories propounded to the president of the Western Union 
Telegraph Company which had been omitted in the report made May 
27, 1884. The attention of the chairman of that committee was called 
to the fact by the clerk of the committee. 

Mr. INGALLS. Who was chairman of the committee at that time ? 

Mr.SAULSBURY. Mr. Hill, of Colorado, the chairman of the com- 
mittee, stated that the clerk informed him that those questions could 
be published as a kind of addendum tothe report. He said, however, 
that newspaper criticisms were also in possession of the chairman of 
the committee, and his understanding was that those criticisms of 
newspapers were also to be appended as part of the report, and with 
that understanding he pre the paper and carried it to the regular 
officer of the Senate who delivered it to the Public Printer. 

Mr. INGALLS. The clerk of the committee prepared it at the di- 
rection of the chairman? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. He said that the chairman never saw this part 
of the report as he had prepared it, but that he had prepared it in ac- 
cordance with what he understood to be the wishes of the chairman. 
That was about the substance of what he said, but he also said the 
chairman had never seen the paper after it was prepared: 

Mr. INGALLS. How many copies were printed ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Two hundred. 

Mr. INGALLS. On whose order? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. One hundred and fifty of them are in the pos- 
session of the late clerk, who neglected to deliver them to the committee. 
He did not know what had become of the other fifty. They were 
printed, according to the usual course, for the use of the committee. 

Mr. INGALLS. Who ordered them printed? . 

Mr. SAULSBURY. They were ordered A under the gen 
order. The clerk of the committee carried the paper to the person hav- 
ing supervision of the printing of reports for the Senate, and he under- 
standing it to be a part of the report had the usual number, two hun- 
dred, printed for the use of the committee. 


Mr. INGALLS. Did the clerk of the committee act on his own re- 
sponsibility ? 
Mr. SAULSBURY. As I before stated, he said that he understood 


“Mr. Hill to desire it to be published as an addendum to the report 


which had been made in May, 1884. 

Mr. INGALLS. It was not by any order or concurrence on the part 
of the committee? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Not by any order of the committee, nor by any 
knowledge of the committee. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will now resume what I was going on to say. The 
last order made by the committee was on the 27th day of May, 1884. 
When the attention of the committee was called to this matter yester- 
day, we sent for the Journal Clerk of the Senate, Mr. Spencer, and in- 
quired of him if any order had ever been made by the Senate author- 
izing that paper to be printed. He ascertained that no order had ever 
been made by the Senate authorizing that publication. There is no 
order whatever of the committee on the subject subsequent to the 27th 
of May, 1884, and as I stated in respect to it, it would be a simple im- 
possibilty that the committee should have known anything about that 
third part, because it contains articles bearing date long subsequent to 
the date of the report. 

That, I think, is all that it is necessary to say. I do not care to lay 
any blame. I do not wish to be understood as laying any blame on 
anybody about it, but simply as saying that the committee, as a com- 
mittee, is not responsible for that document. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the resolution may be again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be again read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Public Printer be,and he is hereby, directed to omit from 
the bound copies of Senate reports the paper purporting to be part 3 of Report 
No. 577, first session Forty-eighth Congress. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I propose toadd to that: 


Sse paper not having been prepared under the direction of the said com- 
mittee. 


I move to amend the resolution in that way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified, if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. It seems to me the language suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Delaware may cover all that ought to be provided for, but 
here is a proposition made in this resolution apparently to suppress a 
report. Now, it seems to me that if we propose to withhold this paper 
from the printed documents of the Senate, we should give upon the 
face of the order the reason why, and I think it should state distinctly 
that it is not the report of the committee. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I have just submitted a report stating that. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator says ‘‘said paper not having been pre- 
pared.” I would make the language stronger, so that hereafter it 
may appear that this is not a report, that it was not prepared by the 
committee, that the committee did not authorize its printing, and, in 
short, that it is a total fabrication, because I believe that is about the 
statement of the committee now, that this report was never seen by 
the committee or any member of it, that it was not authorized to be 
reported, and therefore the face of the paper should show that this is 
a fabrication, and for that reason should not enter into the permanent 
records of this body. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, I did not hear all that was said 
by the Senator from Delaware, a member of the committee. I should 
like to inquire when the first publication was made of any report from 
the Post-Office Committee on this subject. 

Mr. SAWYER. If the Senator will give way I will state that I 
have in‘my hand a statement from the Journal Clerk made to the com- 
mittee. We asked him to furnish the reason why this portion of the 
report came to be in print. He came before the committee. The com- 
mittee reported some time in April their bill, and obtained permission 
then to make a further report. On the 27th of last May they made 
their report and it was authorized to be printed. That was last year. 
On the 16th of March of this year, this present month, this part 3 was 
sent to the Printer, while never any portion of it came before the com- 
mittee to my knowledge, and I was on that committee, and I do not 
think I was ever absent from a meeting. I send up the statement to 
which I have referred. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the statement be read. 

Mr. SAWYER. This is the statement we had prepared. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin offers a 
statement, which will be read. 

Mr. CONGER. The present Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads did not meet until the 19th of March. The publications were 
all prior to that time, 

Mr. SAWYER. I had reference to the committee of the previous 
Congress. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let us hear the statement read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The statement will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


UNITED STATES SENATE, Washington, D. C., March 30, 1885. 
Sır: In compliance with the uest of the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads I beg leave to submit the following statement relative to the recent 
publication of a document arporene to be a continuation of the report of the 
committee on the subject of the posta gs aes 
The bill (S. 2022) “ to establish a postal telegraph” was reported to the Senate 
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on the 9th of April, 1 by Mr. Hill, whoasked at the time, on behalf of the com- 
mittee, the privil: of submitting at a day in the near future a report in writ- 
ing to accompa: the bill. The request ree granted: and on the 27th of Ma 
following Mr. Hill submitted the report (No. 577), which, together with the testi- 
mony taken and printed as part 2, was sent to the Publie Printer on that day. 

The printing of the report and testimony was under the direction of Mr. Will- 
jams, bill clerk, whose desk is the regular channel through which printing, by 
order of the Senate, accompanying bills, goes to the Printer, and he receives his 
instructions from the desk in the Senate. 

On the 16th of the present month it seems Mr. Fox, clerk of the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, came to Mr. Bartlett, who has charge of the miscel- 
rinting and seere “iaathongs use of Senatorsand committees on requisi- 
tion of the Secretary of the Senate, and asked for a requisition to print for the 
use of the committee 200 extra copies of a document which Mr. did not 
closely examine, but which appeared to be manuscript and printed matter in 
the nature of a report,and bore the usual heading placed by Mr. Williams, the 
bill clerk,on reports ordered printed by the Senate. 

The heading (with the exception of the word and figure, ‘ Part 3,” in writing) 
is in print, and is a copy of the heading of the original report. It is as follows: 


48TH CONGRESS, SENATE. { Report No.577. 
ist SESSION. PART 3. 


REPORT ON POSTAL TELEGRAPH. 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 


May 27, 1884.—Ordered to be printed. 


Mr. Bartlett assuming that the uest for the extra copies came from the 
committee, and from the heading of the document that the transaction was reg- 
ular, gave the requisition without question, as it involved simply the expense 
of the paper and presswork of two hundred copies, 

Mr. lett's statement and a copy of the requisition are herewith appended. 

The document never passed through the desk in the Senate, and Mr. Williams, 
whose desk, as stated before, isthe regular channel thro which such matter, 
excepting as to the requisition for extra copies, goes to the Printer, states that 
he never saw the document until it was printed. 

The authority of the Printer for the composition and printing of the regular 
number is the hooting of the document as rae above. The only indication 
on its face as to who pre the heading is the word and figure “ Part 3" in 
writing which I do not assume to identify. 


respectfully, 
d 7 WM. E. SPENCER, 


Journal Clerk. 
Hon. O. D. CONGER, 
Chairman Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SAWYER. The committee’s report was presented on the 27th 
of last May and is entirely complete except two or three pages in which 
questions were propounded to officers of the telegraph company and a 
copy sent in writing to them for them to prepare answers to; but in- 
stead of doing that, they came before the committee and most of the 

uestions asked were answered in their testimony. Part 3, besides 
ese interrogatories, consists ot clippings from newspapers published 
since the election of last fall running up into December. The com- 
mittee did not feel that they ought to be responsible for a report pur- 
porting to be made last May and containing newspaper clippings from 
newspapers of last December after the election. ` 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Will the Senator state when the first authority 
was given to print any report in connection with that subject? 

Mr. SAWYER. Some time in April, 1884. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Was this report ordered to be printed by reso- 
lution of the committee, or by resolution of the Senate? 

Mr. SAWYER. The committee got permission in April to make a 
report; in May they made the report; and no authority has been granted 
by the Senate or by the committee since then. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Who made the first report? 

Mr. SAWYER. The chairman. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. Hill made it as chairman of the committee, 
Was he the subcommittee to whom that matter was referred ? 

Mr. SAWYER. Itall came before the whole committee. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Authority was given to print the report, and 
this I understand to be an addendum to that report. 

Mr. SAWYER. It purports to be that. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It purports to be an addendum to that. Out- 
side of newspaper clippings it had some queries propounded to the 
telegraph companies. 

Mr. SAWYER. Oh, yes, sir, but these questions had been in the 
report and printed. They were sent to them in New York. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Have two hundred copies been printed ? 

Mr. SAWYER. I believe they have. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It would seem before any action should be taken 
by this body time at least should be given so that Mr. Hill should be 
heard. Therefore I think I shall have to ask that the resolution go over 
until to-morrow that we may see the whole statement in the RECORD. 

Mr. SAWYER. I do not think any one has attempted to do any- 
thing wrong. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I was desirous that that statement should be 
made, 

Mr. SAWYER. I think it was all through an oversight; but the 
committee do not feel that they Si to be responsible for a report 
made last May containing matters that occurred long afterward. 

Mr. VAN CK. It seems some things have happened since, þe- 
cause here an interrogatory was propounded which I understand ap- 

in this addendum. 

Mr. SAWYER. Those interrogatories were asked of these parties 
during February of last year; they were sent to them at New York; 
and then they came before the committee and the questions were asked 
over, substantially the same things. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. Ishall have to ask that the resolution go over 
until to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let us have the amendments reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Some amendments have been suggested 
to the resolution which have not been rted. The Secretary will 
report the amendments so that they may be understood. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the resolution it is proposed toadd: 
Eiei. z ere Davni, oe prepared under the authority of said committee 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska moves that 
the further consideration of the resolution be postponed—— 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I raise objection to its consideration. It may 
as well go over until to-morrow. It may just as well be passed then. 
We are not crowded with business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate has unanimously agreed to 
the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I think an objection is in order at any time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator propose the postpone- 
ment of the further consideration of the resolution until to-morrow? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I think an objection is in order at any time be- 
fore a resolution is voted on. That is my understanding. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is that agreeable to the Senate? The 
Chair hears no objection, and the resolution lies over until to-morrow. 


RECESS COMMITTEES, 


Mr. VAN WYCK. From the Committee on the Improvement of the 
Mississippi River I make the following report: 


The Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River,to whom was 
referred the following Senate resolution : 

* Resol: That the resolution of the Senate passed on the 4th day of March, 
1885, authorizing the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River 
to sit during the vacation of the Senate and to make certain investigations 
therein named, be, and the same is hereby, rescinded "— 
respectfully or as a substitute therefor the following: 

“ Resolved, tall resolutions of the Senate of the Forty-eighth Co 
the present extra seasion of 


the Senate authorizing any committee to sit during 
recess and to employ aclerk or stenographer or messenger, be rescinded, 
and recommend adoption of the same. 

Only a few words, Mr. President, as no written report accompanies 
the result of the committee’s deliberations, by way of explanation. 

The Senate understands full well the circumstances under which the 
resolution was introduced and referred to the Committee on the Im- 
provement of the Mississippi River. They had that resolution under 
consideration and they felt that the object of the introduction of the 
resolution was to strike at what has been referred to already this morn- 
ing in the suggestions of Senators on this floor. It wasnotso much that 
one committee as that the system, which the Senator from Ohio says has 
grown to beso enormous in its proportions and in itsexpenditures, should 
somehow be curtailed. Looking at it with that view the committee 
felt it their duty to receive the resolution in the spirit in which it was 
sent for the purpose of accomplishing the object which was intended, 
and therefore looking over the matter fully they came to the conclu- 
sion that the better way was to strike at this thing so that it could be 
perceived that something had been done, and so radically as to prevent 
its recurrence in the future, 

Mr. President, much has been said for and against this resolution in 
porron discussions in this body, but it would seem if there is to be a 

eginning it should be a beginning to eradicate and strike out and get 
at the root ofthis matter. What theSenator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB] 
has said in regard to the action of the House of Representatives is cer- 
tainly no precedent for us. It shows them equally guilty and possibly 
a little more so than the Senate; but that only illustrates the necessity 
of radical action at this time upon this matter. 

Now, I think I have a right to ask this much of the Senate. No 
doubtevery committee feels properly the weight and the responsibility 
of its duties and it feels them sometimes weighing very heavily during 
the recess of the Senate. If each committee would exercise just a little 
self-sacrifice and consent that it should share the fate which seme to 
others having equally as much merit, then there certainly would be 
no difficulty about this matter. ` 

I know it is claimed that some two or three of these committees were 
appointed by the Forty-eighth Congress at its first session, and that 
they partially finished their labors during one sitting in the last sum- 
mer, and it is claimed that they are exceptional, and should be re- 
served from the operation of any sweeping resolution of repeal. It 
would appear that if a special committee appointed to examine a spe- 
cial object have occupied one entire summer, or as much of it as they 
deemed necessary, there should be no reason for that committee occu- 
pying a second summer. 

It will be generally conceded, I think, on both sides of the Chamber 
that the results of the labors of committees which sit during the recess 
are not commensurate with the labor expended by members of the com- 
mittees and the expense imposed on the Treasury; and therefore when 
we are starting to move properly, let us do it in such a way that our 
action will be effective and known and felt. 

It was hardly necessary for the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN 
to make any sort of apology in the direction he indicated when he sai 
that this thing can be done without seeming to be done in a spirit of 
demagogy. That is a very fashionable word sometimes to be used 
when an idea or an argument is lacking to oppose a thing to call it by 
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that name. This matter needs no excuse or apology of that kind; and 
what gentlemen mean by demagogy I fail fully to understand. What 
does it mean? That this body and that at the other end of this Capi- 
tol are so far removed from and so much above and beyond the source 
of their being, the creation of the powers which they are exercising, 
that it is rather an offense to stop long enough to ask what this same 
source of power thinks of a matter. I suppose the people who are com- 

tent to elect members to the other end of this building, or the Legis- 

tures who represent the people of the States who elect members to this, 
may reasonably ask that those whom they elect shall stop long nen | By i 
to consider their wants and their desires. 

It is no matter whether this is done in reference to the clamor of the 
people, if you please to call it so, or the press. This body and the 
other are here to represent the people, to do as they want; fon that 
other class, the press, are only strong when they have the people behind 
them, whose darts are only felt when the power that impels them 
comes from the great body of the people. It is well enough to consider 
both aspects of the case now and then; and therefore it is when we find 
the Senator from Ohio saying that the expensesof this body have crept 
up without any sort of necessity, as I understand striking at a few 

committees which probably do as much seryice to the nation as the 
three or four that may be retained. he will not accomplish anything. 
We have started out in this matter; and are we to stop without accom- 
plishing anything when we have it in our powertodoit? The Indians 
and the Indian lands will be taken care of whether the Committee on 
Indian Affairs go out againor not. Education and labor will be taken 
care of in this body whether that committee sit during another summer 
recess. And so with all the committees. I name those because they 
are the two most ip cobra and when those are left out there is hardly 

anybody to rise in Chamber and say that any of the others are of 
suficient i importance to continue a week or a month or during the sum- 
mer solstice. They both devoted much time aurio. the last summer 
to the matters committed to them. The Indian Territory was ex- 
hausted. I suppose now the excuse is Oklahoma. Well, what is the 
matter with Oklahoma? Oklahoma is herein the Capitol. All the facts 
are now known. Itis true, while the discussion was going on, it was 
stated that nobody was occupying Oklahoma, that it was as free as 
when it came from the hands of the Maker; but now by the papers it 
seems the military have been destroying some ranchesof syndicates lo- 
cated in Oklahoma. But that is not the point. We in the Capitol 
have acted, and the Executive has been delegated with authority to at- 
tempt to obtain control of that country besides some others for the use 
and occupation of settlers who may seek to go there. 

Now, Mr. President, I may be allowed to say, I trust—I say it with 
no spirit of unkindness—if there are ten or fifteen committees here with 
the same powers as at the last recess, the expense will be great. I 
think thecommittees during the last recéss which then sat averaged be- 
tween $8,000 and $10,000 each in expense, so that the expenditure may 
rise up to $100,000 or upward—for what? Therefore I think I havea 
right to ask, as the Committee on the Mississippi River Improvement 
yields to this sort of clamor very readily, that the other committees will 
yield just as readily and just as gracefully, and save this money. The 
public interests will not suffer; no interest will suffer; and the Treas- 
ury will be slightly benefited. It is true I do not believe that the peo- 
ple are penurious, that they care much about the $100,000. Ob, no; if 
we had been careful in the di of our duties in some other mat- 
ters they would cheerfully and ungradgingly submit to many things. 
The people probably would not complain if we had done the things they 
wanted done; but when we have turned our backs on some very great 
projects dear to the people of the nation, then naturally they are com- 
plaining even at the $100,000; they naturally feel hurt that their serv- 
ants should turn upon them and insist upon taking that much out of 
the Treasury. 

Mr. President, I do not know that anything further is necessary to 
be said in the general tenor of my remarks. - I have spoken in no spirit 
of unkindness to any committee of this body. The Mississippi River 
Committee is placed with the others in the body of this resolution, and 
we think a little patriotism at this moment would raise us above the 
ordinary level and induce us to say that every one of those recess com- 
mittees shall be blotted ont and the resolutions giving power to sit 
during the recess shall be rescinded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will lie over for further con- 
sideration until to-morrow. 

Mr. PLATT. Let it go to the Calendar. 


SENATE EMPLOYES AND EXPENSES. 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I desire to say a few things with re- 

t to the s ms which have been made by the Senator from 
ebraska [Mr. VAN Wye], and also the suggestion made by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio (Mr. SHERMAN]. I think there is a misapprehension 
as to the actual increase of the expenditures of the Senate during the 
last few years, although I believe this increase has gone on too rapidly, 
and for that reason I offered the resolution which was this morn- 
I have had p some statements with reference to the ex- 
itures of the Senate for a number of years, and I can state to the 

tor from Nebraska, if he will be kind enough to give me his atten- 


tion, that when we come to examine these statements we shall find 
that the increase has not been so rapid as Senators would seem to think. 

Here is a statement of the total appropriations for the Senate for the 
ensuing fiscal year, and for several years preceding: 


Amount of appropriations made for the Senate of the United States for the 
following fiscal years: 
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It will be seen that = ap be pas coger have not been increased as 
Senators have supposed. course, include in these sums every ex- 
sean for the Senate, including the compensation and mileage of 
tors and every item of expense in andabout this body. When we 
come to consider the employés of the Senate, which term includes clerks 
of committees and all messengers, laborers, &c., and employés of every 
name (but not including the Capitol police, because they belong to the 
two bodies), we find the state of things shown by the following table: 


Statement showing the number of employés of the Senate and amounts of ap- 
propriations therefor provided in the several legislative acts, including de- 
Jiciencies on account of same, for the following fiscal years: 
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Statement showing the number of employés, &c.—Continued. 


199, 530 80 
14,316 97 


* Extra month's 
i Thirty-one clerks to Senators included in number of employés for 1885. 


y, $26, 317.52. 


Extra month's pay, $26, 317.52; about same as 1883, 
Seven new messengers to committees provided for 1882. 


That these expenditures have increased, and increased beyond what 
ey ought to be, I think will be apparent to every one who examines 


with care the appropriations from year to year. But let us see now 
how these expenditures have grown up. Last year just before the 
adjournment, on the 5th of July, there was brought in a resolution 
providing for the renting of a building outside of this Capitol for com- 
mittees that could not be provided for within the Capitol. That in- 
volved an expenditure of, say, $25,000, if continued. 

Mr. PLATT. Twenty thousand dollars. 

Mr. ALLISON. Twenty thousand dollars, the Senator from Connect- 
icut tells me, which is more nearly the sum. That involved an ex- 
penditure of say $20,000, including the messengers, laborers, watch- 
men, and employés of every name and nature needed to take care of 
the additional building. 

There is another expenditure which has grown up here in the last 
few years which I desire to call the attention of the Senate to, because 
I think it is well enough for us to know a little of the details. I will 
not go back further than 1876, prior to which time it had been the cus- 
tom to allow the session employés of both Houses to have an extra 
month’s pay. The Democrats then being in possession of the House of 
Representatives stated that that custom should be broken up, and that 
instead of allowing them an extra month’s pay we should incorporate 
into our statutes a provision whereby the long session should be con- 
sidered as continuing for seven months and the short session for four 
months, whereas in the long session usually was less than seven 
months and the short session from necessity was only three months. 
So the extra month’s pay which had been voted from year to year was 
in another form incorporated ina statute upon the request of the House 
of Representatives; but no sooner had that law fairly become a part of 
our statutes when the House of Representatives itself, in March, 1879, 
provided foran extra month’s pay to its session employés, and of course 
that being a matter which related only to the House of Representatives, 
and it being a Democratic body, the Senate did not resist that request 
of the House. They went avowedly upon the idea, which was incor- 
rect, that the Senate employés were receiving greater compensation in 
the aggregate than were the House employés. The Senate, however, 
of course assented to the proposition that the House should have this 
increased month’s compensation. That made the session employés of 
the House receive for the long session eight months’ pay, and for the 
short session five months’ pay. That went on in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, the Senate doing nothing about it until the Ist of July, 
1879, when the House of Representatives not only provided for its 
session clerks and other employés to have an additional month's pay, 
but provided that the clerks and others borne upon the annual roll of 
the House of Representatives and receiving annual salaries should also 
have an extra month’s pay. That the Senate di to at first, but 
finally yielded to it in conference, and the House employés therefore 
were receiving for twelve months’ work thirteen months’ pay begin- 
ning in 1879 when the House first insisted upon that proposition. 

So again on the 3d of March, 1881, in the sundry civil bill the House 


ject, and 


of Representatives again presented this proposition to the Senate of 
giving not only their session clerks an extra month’s pay, but of giv- 
ing their annual clerks an extra month’s pay. At that session the 
Senate insisted that if the session clerks and annual clerks of the House 
of Representatives were to receive an extra month’s pay, at least the 
session clerks of the Senate should have the same extra pay. That 
may have been wise or otherwise, but that was done. How was it 
done? The Committee on in her greg refused to doit. They re- 
fused to put it in the regular bill, and the bill passed without the ses- 
sion employés of the Senate having an extra month’s pay; but on the 
following day a resolution was introduceil iato this body by a Demo- 
cratic Senator—I desire to speak plainly in reference to this matter— 
providing that the Senate employés borne upon the session roll should 
each receive an extra month’s pay, and that was passed. It wasa joint 
resolution. Of course it could not be done otherwis:, and it promptly 
passed the House. Thus in 1881 we bezan in this body for the first 
time to appropriate for the session clerks an extra month’s pay beyond 
that provided in the statutes of 1877, which provided that the sessions 
should continue for four months and seven months respectively during 
the long and the short term. 

The same thing was repeated the next year, the House employés, 
both se8sion and annual, getting a month’s extra pay, and the Senate 
annual employés not receiving it. 

The following year when the sundry civil appropriation bill came be- 
fore the Senate it found in it a proposition from the House of Repre- 
sentatives again providing for an extra month’s pay to the session clerks 
and to the annual clerks borne upon the rolls of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, including even their official reporters, who are borne upon 
the annual rolls of the House and receive a compensation of $5,000 each 
perannum. It included every officer and employé of every name and 
nature connected with the House of Representatives. Then that year 
the Senate of the United States—and I do not say what particular Sen- 
ator or body of Senators is responsible for it—said it was a manifest in- 
justice that men, a number of whom were receiving larger annual com- 
pensation in the House of Representatives for services performed by like 
employés of this body, should receive as annual compensation more than 
was paid to corresponding officers of the Senate, and also an additional 
month’s pay, or pay for thirteen months. We said it was a manifest 
injustice to the employés of this body that not only their compensa- 
tion should be less than that of the House employés, but that, in addi- 
tion to that, we should consent that an extra month’s pay should be 
paa to those borne on the annual rolls of the House. Therefore the 

te struck out this provision with an understanding, I may say, de- 
rived from the debates of this body, as will be seen by reference to them, 
that if the House insisted upon this provision the Senate should also 
insist upon a like provision. During that year—and I have the law 
before me—when it was first proposed that this extra month’s 
should be paid to all of our employés, we incorporated into the law 
making the appropriation for this purpose a provision for a joint com- 
mission, in this language: 
That a juint commission consisting of three Senators to be appointed by the 
residing officer of the Senate,and three members-elect of the Fons Sn 
ngress to be appointed by the Speaker of the House of Representatives shall 
during the recess of Congress consider the question of the walarien and compen- 
sation of the officers and employés of the Senate and House respectively and 
also the number of such wang ees He necessary for the official transaction of the 
business of the two Houses, shall report to the two Houses on the second 
Monday of December next their concl with reference to the whole sub- 
1 recommend legislation respecting the same if in their judgment 
any legislation is necessary. 

That provision was made in 1883, because it was agreed that the ex- 
penditures of the two Houses were growing more rapidly than they 
should grow. That commission was appointed and selected and met 
but it was absolutely unable to agree, and after a thorough and falt 
examination its members reported to their respective Houses that it was 
impossible for them to agree. Since that time it has been the custom 
in both Houses to appropriate at the end of each session an additional 
month’s pay to the employés of both Houses. That amounts in round 
numbers in this body to $20,000 per annum. Itamounts in the House 
of Representatives to from $36,000 to $40,000 per annum. 

It was in order that the Senate of the United States may overhaul 
this whole question that I proposed the resolution relating to the ex- 
penditures which has beenadopted. If we cannot have an agreement 
with the House, let us have some thorough understanding with respect 
to our own expenditures. 

When we come to another item of expenditure which has been added 
in the last two or three years, an item of expenditure known as clerks 
to Senators, that is an expenditure amounting to $40,000 per annum. 
The Senators know how that was adopted, and with what tenacity Sen- 
ators insisted upon that as being essential and necessary to the proper 
and legitimate conduct of the public business of this body. 

I mention these matters now as a partial answer to the Senator from 
Nebraska why these appropriations have apparently grown within the 
last few years. They have grown up from the fact that clerks to Sen- 
ators have been employed, they have gonn up from the fact that the 
extra month’s pay was forced upon us by the House of Representatives 


for four years before we placed our own employés on a par with this 
insistance on the part of the House of Representatives. 
Now, it seems to me that it is timely and proper that we should con- 
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sider these questions and see whether or not we can reduce, as I am 
sure we can, both the number and, in some instances, the compensa- 
tion of our employés. 

But there is another thing I wish to call the attention of Senators to, 
and that is that it will not do to take the appropriations of 1875, 1876, 
and 1877 as a measure for the appropriations for clerks and employés 
of this body. It was the habit up to 1877 in this body, and to some ex- 
tent since, to appropriate large contingencies in bulk so that the entire 
clerical labor force of this body did not appear as among the employés in 
the appropriation bills specifically appropriated for. These appropria- 
tions were made in bulk for contingent expenses of the Senate, and in 
that way the contingent expenses in those years prior to 1877 were very 
much larger than they are at this time. À 

For 1884, 1885, and 1886 every expenditure involving the compen- 
sation of an employé is drawn into the regular appropriations in the 
form of a clerk, or a messenger, or a watchman, or a laborer, so that 
while the roll has apparently grown largely in numbers, if you com- 
pare one appropriation bill with another, in fact the employés of this 
body have not increased largely, except by the number of clerks 
to Senators and by the increase made necessary by the renting of the 
Butler building. There was an increase of some eight or ten made in 
1879 for the convenience and proper conduct of the business of this body. 

I with the Senator from Ohio in the desire that the Senate 
aiar force enough and that it shall have that degree of intel- 
ligence and competency in its force which will enable it to transact 
the great business of this body; but in order to secure that intelligence 
and degree of competency it is necessary that the men about us here 
shall have a reasonable compensation for the service they render. 

I say then, Mr. President, if we look over the expenditures of this 
body, while I believe we can reduce them, I do not want to have Senators 
believe that we have doubled the expenditures in the last ten years, 
because we have done no such thing. I have shown you the details. 
There has been a considerable increase, and I have given you in the 
main the causes of that increase. 

I might mention one other item, that is, the increase of the number 
of committees and the compensation paid to committee clerks. In 
1877 we had but five annual committee clerks of this body. Now we 
have seventeen. Of course that involves an increased compensation 
for clerks of committees. That is a subject which can very well be 
revised by this special committee. 

Now, I want to say one word in reference to the suggestions made by 
the Senator from Nebraska in another As I stated before, since 
we have come into the habit of appropriating specifically for the em- 
ployés of this body our contingent expenses have been reduced, not 

haps proportionately, but we have made special appropriations year 
y year br the purposes of investigating committees such as have been 
suggested in various resolutions before us. The appropriation of last 
year was $15,000, to which was added $15,000 more in a deficiency bill, 
making the expense of such investigations last year $30,000. Theap- 
propriation in the last legislative bill for committees making inves- 
tions for the next fiscal year is $25,000. I hope thatall the com- 
mittees that are making investigations will endeavor to bring their 
expenditures of every name and nature within the appropriation of 
$25,000 for the next year, and I believe this can be done. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Will the Senator allow me right there to ask 
him to state how many investigating committees were expending the 
money? 

Mr. ALLISON. I can not say just at the moment. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I think my friend will find that the average of 
each committee was from $8,000 to $10,000. One committee expended 
about $25,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senater now refers to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 


ture and avery large scope of investigation, as the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi who sits before me [ Mr, GEORGE], and who was anable member 
of that committee, well knows. They have published, I believe, or pro- 
pose to pus four or five volumes. Every Senator for himself can 


judge of the utility or inutility of that investigation and examination; 
at that is the committee which has created the largest expenditure of 
public money, and I believe has expended in all, exclusive of printing, 
much less than $25,000. Whether that committee has performed its 
duty or not, I will not say. I suppose it has. I know that that in- 
vestigation was requested by a very large body of men in this country 
and by a body of men that the Senate it seems to me ought to regard. 

Mr.GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. The largeness of the expense caused by the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor was occasioned by paying for the sum- 
moning and examination of a large number of witnesses who were 
brought beforethem. Nearly all the expenditures made by that com- 
mittee were occasioned inthat way. I will undertake to say, without 
having made any special examination, that eliminating the expenses 
arising from the summoning of witnesses before that committee, the 
other expenses of that committee were of a very moderate character, as 
much so as those of any committee of a similar size who have ever been 
engaged in doing work for the Senate during vacation. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I did not intend to discuss in detail 
these questions but only to mention some of the circumstances under 
which the apparent increase of expenditures and the real increase has 
grown up. The Committee on Education and Labor perhaps spent the 
largest sum of money of last year's appropriation. The Indian Com- 
mittee I suppose is the next largest in expenditure, and the chairman 
tells me that the expenditure was within $2,400, although they extended 
their examinations toa great number of Indian tribes, even going so far 
as to California. 

So, Mr. President, it seems to me that while this re-examination is 
necessary, it is not a wise thing for us to improperly and improvidently 
carry to the country the idea that we. are increasing rapidly and un- 
necessarily the expenditures of this body. 

While I am up, I want to say another word, and that is that in the 
nature of things expenditures in certain departments of this Govern- 
ment will grow from year to year. I saw it stated very gravely in a 
newspaper the other day that the Forty-eighth Congress, in comparison 
with the Forty-seventh Congress that was Republican in both Houses, 
had saved to the people of this country more than $100,000,000. Mr. 
President, the appropriations of the Forty-eighth Congress, leaving out 
the appropriations for pensions, were in excess.of the appropriations of 
the Forty-seventh Congress: The appropriations, leaving out those for 
pensions, made by the Forty-eighth Congress are nearly $8,000,000 in 
excess of the appropriations made by the Forty-seventh Congress. 

I do not say this for any partisan purpose or in any partisan way. I 
do it for the purpose of calling the attention of the public to the fact 


‘that the Forty-eighth Congress, leaving out the appropriations for pen- 


sions, have authorized the drawing from the public Treasury of near 
$8,000,000 more than the Forty-seventh Congress which expired on the 
3d of March, 1883, and I can give the absolute details of these appro- 
praten showing the truth of what I say. So that when it comes 
rom any quarter or whatever quarter it may, that the Forty-seventh 
Congress was an extravagant Congress because it was all Republiċan, 
and the Forty-eighth Congress was an economical Congress use it 
was half Democratic, I wish to make the statement that an examina- 
tion will disclose the fact that, excluding pensions, the appropriations 
of the Forty-eighth Congress are, in round numbers, $8,000,000 in ex- 
cess of the appropriations of the Forty-seventh Congress which ad- 
journed on the 3d of March, 1883. The truth of this statement is ver- 


That committee entered upon a very large expendi- ! ified by the following table: 


Statement showing the appropriations, exclusive of pensions, made by the Forty-seventh and Forty-eighth Congresses—the Forty-seventh Congress cover- 
ing the fiseal years 1883 and 1884, and the Forty-eighth Congress covering the fiscal years 1885 and 1886. 


Forty-seventh Con, v Forty-eighth Con. 3 | 
ut TAR eS z cit Total Forty- | Total Forty- 
Fiscal year 1883. Fiscal year 1884.| Fiscal year 1885.) Fiscal year 1886. | seventh. eighth 
f f- 
Military Academy $335, 557 04 $318, 657 50 $314,563 50 | $310,021 64 $654,214 59 $624,584 14 
Fortifications... 375, 000 00 670,000 00 700, 000 00 | 725, 000 00 1,045,000 00 1, 425,000 00 
Consular and di 1, 256, 655 00 1, 296,755 00 1,219, 390 00 | 1,242, 925 00 2,553, 410 00 2, 462,315 00 
Navy..... 14, 819, 976 80 15, 804, 434 23 14, 980, 472 59 15, 070, 837 95 | 30,714, 411 08 30,051,310 54 
Post-Office 44,643, 900 00 44, 489,520 00 49, 040, 400 00 53, 700, 990 00 89, 133, 420 00 102,741,390 00 
indian... 5,229, 374 01 5 358,655 91 | 5,859, 402 91 5, 762,512 70 | 10, 588, 039 92 11, 641,915 61 
Voce ses: 27, 258,000 00 24, 651, 250 00 | 24, 454, 450 00 24,014, 052 50 51, 939, 250 00 48, 468, 502 50 
Legislative. 20, 038, 000 65 | 20, 454,246 22 | 21,393, 141 85 21, 876, 708 70 | 40, 492, 246 84 | 42,769,850 55 
Sundry civil 25, 589,358 06 23, 679,575 44 22, 299,434 30 | 26, 079, 257 49 | 49, 268, 933 50 48, 378, 691 79 
District of Col 1, 695, 998 O4 1,700, 697 23 | 1,686,743 27 | 1,716,643 46 3,395, 795 27 3, 403, 386 73 
18,738,875 00 |....00..0c0c-cscsesorcrncee] 13, ta A A PE ENERE 18, 738,875 00 13, 949, 200 00 
Deficiency......... 9, 689,951 10 2,749,941 49 7, 057, 509 00 4, 926. 555 50 12, 439, 892 59 11, 984, 364 80 
Fe Lint) Me ee PCLAW en Ret SOD MES Wire EE ee ba CESPEE ES, 427,280 00 405, 640 00 480,190 00 | 585,790 00 832, 920 00 | 1, 065, 980 00 
‘otal -| 170,097,025 70 | 141,699,373 02 | 163, 434, 897 42 155,511,595 24 311,796, 398 72 | 318, 946, 492 66 
ee es 9, 413, 614 16 | 1,912, 723 88 9,592,598 40 | 2,177, 648 20 | 11, 326, 338-04 11, 770, 246 60 
oe 7 179,510, 639 86 | 143, 612,096 90 173, 027,495 82 | 157, 689,243 44 | 323, 122,736 76 | 330,716,739 26 
———————————————————————————————————————————————————L_LLLL— 
‘Total appropriations, exclusive of pensions, Forty-seventh Congress...............:...c-0+esesseesureessreeeeneee a ead x AA 
‘Total appropriations, exclusive of pensions, Forty-eighth Congress..........-..cscssscssesessssesseeesseseressseesesssessescecsnsansetssencseeses 
Increase in appropriations made by the Forty-eighth Congress over the Forty-seventh Comgress..........:.cecssssssescseesesessosesscecsseecsesseseseenvanasore seasevencace 


PENSION APPROPRIATIONS. 
Feo dresses Congress, as follows: 


* 86, 575, 000 
202, 575, 000 

t 20, 810, 000 
60, 000, 000 


Total Forty-eighth Congress..............ccssccssrrsesessennserees senses rasens 80, 810, 000 


Increase Forty-seventh Congress over Forty-eighth Congress 121,765,000 
* Also reappropriated and made available for 1884 an unexpended balance of 


$39,000,000. 
+ Also reappropriated and made available for 1885 an unexpended balance es- 
timated to be $66,000,000. 


A careful examination of this table in detail will show that the in- 
crease of the Forty-eighth Congress over the Forty-seventh is, in exact 
figures, $7,594, 002.50. 

While these appropriations may appear extravagant and excessive 
with reference to many departments of the Government, they were 
deemed by both political parties, Republicans and Democrats alike, 
as necessary for the faithful and successful conduct of the public busi- 
ness, and during the Forty-eighth Congress, so far as I know, there was 
no suggestion of distinction of party with reference to the economies of 
that Congress as compared with the prior Congress, which was wholly 
Republican. 

ving said this mach, Mr. President, [ am willing that this resolu- 
tion shall go over. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask my friend from Iowa a question in 
that connection. I ask him if it is not the tact that the expenditures 
were largely increased in the Senate over the appropriations made by 
the House in the last Congress? 

Mr. ALLISON. Insomeinstancesthey were increased undoubtedly. 

Mr. VEST. [ask him if the figures do not show that the increase 
was $16,000,000 on the general appropriation bills ? 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator desires to go into that, I am willing 
to go into it. The Senate of course did increase the appropriations and 
they surrendered appropriations. The House of Representatives wholly 
omitted many necessary appropriations—the House of Representatives 
wholly omitted to appropriate for necessary expenditures of this Gov- 
ernment. Take for illustration, where there was no hostility or oppo- 
sition: We had made a solemn compact and treaty with France that 
we would appropriate whatever sum should be awarded under that 
treaty by commissioners to pay the claims of French citizens. Those 
awards were $625,000 in all. It was not appropriated for at all in the 
House of Representatives; and yet the treaty required it; it was a sol- 
emn obligation that we should appropriate that sum. 

In addition to that, in 1883 we made a treaty with Mexico whereby 


we agreed that the boundary line between Mexico and the United 


States should be marked anew from a certain point on the Rio Grande, 
I think from El Paso to the Pacific Ocean. We agreed that we would 
appoint commissioners to remark that boundary and set up new stakes 
and monuments, and there were commissioners appointed who reported 
$224,000 necessary to do the work, and the Secretary of State sent to 
us the urgent request of the Mexican Government that we should carry 
out that treaty stipulation, and he giving as reason therefor in addi- 
tion that the boundary was undefined in many parts along this line as 
between the United States and Mexico, and that there were disputes 
constantly arising and that that boundary should be remarked. The 
Senate of the United States put in $224,000 for that purpose. 

Thus I have given you in two items nearly a million of dollars that 
we added to the appropriations with reference to two international ques- 
tions, and I might give you others. And yetare we to be charged with 
extravagance because we have put in these essential and necessary ap- 
propriations of public money which the public interest and our treaties 
with foreign nations required us to make? If the Senator wants to re- 
argue the additions made in the Senate over the original appropriations 
made by the House of Representatives in detail, if he specifies any sin- 

e item of extravagance I will be able, as chairman of the committee, 

hope to give him at least the reasons why the appropriations were 
enlarged in the Senate. 

But I was not peaking of partisanship in eitherbody. I am glad to 
say that I do not know of any such thing as partisanship in the Senate 
with reference to appropriations, The Senator does not know of any 
such thing, and I would not now speak of this question if I did not be- 
lieve that there was a public misapprehension with reference not only 
to the character of our public expenditures, but to the necessity of many 
of the appropriations we make from year to year. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should have no reason for taking part in this debate 
save for the allusion that has been made in the remarks of the Senator 
who has just taken his seat to the investigation, which is not yet fully 
concluded, that has been under the conduct of the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. That investigation was ordered in the year 1882. 
The original resolution calling for the investigation was introduced by 
the honorable Senator from Alabama [ Mr. MORGAN], whom I now sec 
in his seat. It was somewhat limited in its scope. It seemed to be 
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directed mainly at a development characteristic to some extent of the 
manufacturing industries of the North, an occasional development. I 
have reference to the matter of strikes. 

It was thought, as that resolution was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor for consideration before action by the Senate, that 
it would be well to enlarge its scope so that the investigation, if con- 
ducted at all, should have a comprehensive and appropriate reference 
to the interests of labor generally and so that all systems of labor, at 
the South as well as at the North, should be the subject-matter of ap- 
propriate investigation and consideration. Accordingly the resolution 
was so enlarged in its scope as to embrace the subject-matter which I 
have indicated, and as thus en the investigation was ordered I 
think by a unanimous vote of the Senate, substantially soat all events; 
and the committee entered upon its labors. 

I wish now to say that since that time that committee has, as I state 
from an examination of the work done by the various investigating 
committees of this body, as far as any trace of it can be found, per- 
formed more labor by at least 100 per cent. for the same amount of ex- 
penditure than ever has been performed by any other committee of this 
body or of the other body in my belief, certainly of this. The com- 
mittee has been exceedingly careful and prudent in the matter of its 
expenditures. So far as the personal expenditures of members of the 
committee are concerned, they have not drawn on the resources at com- 
mand as deeply as they would if they had been engaged in their own 
private personal business, and anybody can satisfy himself in regard 
to that by an examination of the vouchers on file. 

So far as the expenditure of money for the summoning of witnesses 
is concerned, which has been alluded to by the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. GEORGE], himself a member of the committee, very careful dis- 
cretion was exercised by the chairman in that regard. It was, of course, 
necessary to examine a large number of witnesses coming from or rep- 
resenting all portions of the country. That was contemplated by the 
resolution itself, and in the discharge of our duty, as we understood it, 
that was an indispensable thing to be done. As an example of the 
effort of the committee to avoid expense in that regard, I will state one 
or two instances, one particularly. . 

Of course the testimony of the leaders of the various labor organiza- 
tions of the country was necessary. We found that a national, almost 
an international convention of the leaders of these various societies was 
to be held in the city of New York. These leading men were to be 
assembled from all parts of the country and from Canada. We took 
advan of that opportunity, and thus saved what is the principal 
source of expense, as we all know, in the summoning of witnesses, we 
avoided the mileage of those witnesses, and thus obtained a thousand 
pages at least of indispensable and valuable testimony direct and perti- 
nent to the subject-matter at a very slight expense to the Government. 
What was done in that instance was aimed to be done in all cases. 

Testimony was taken in the city of New York, in the city of Boston, 
in the city of Manchester, N. H.; in the city of Birmingham, Ala. ; 
in Augusta, and in Columbus, Ga. Witnesses in this way were ob- 
tained from all portions of the country, including the Mississippi Val- 
ley and the Pacific coast as well as along the lines of the great lakes. 

The committee did its principal work in the way of gathering testi- 
mony in the year 1883. The testimony thus taken aggregates some- 
where between 4,000 and 5,000 pages of printed matter. It comes from 
witnesses who are representatives of all classes in society, of all the in- 
terests of society, and especially those who would be likely to be well in- 
formed on all questions touching the social and industrial development 
of our people. Whoever takes pains to read that testimony or to read 
any considerable portion of it will be willing to admit that upon the 
problems which are involved in the good of our people valuable in- 
formation is there to be found, such as the committee was directed to 
obtain by order of the Senate. 

Incidentally I may say that whoever has occasion to study the topic 
which is now so prominently before the Senate and before the country, 
that of interstate commerce, the great transportation problem, will find 
the views of the most important and reliable witnesses in this country, 


-and the facts bearing upon the problem have never been more fully, care- 


fully, completely, or comprehensively stated than they are to be found in 
that testimony. Mr. Albert Fink has never before any other committee 
of this or any other body or in either a public or private capacity, to my 
knowledge, and I have read the most that he has said, stated the trans- 
portation problem and his views from his standpoint so comprehensively 
as in his testimony before thatcommittee. He had notice, he had time; 
and the committee upou interstate commerce would do well to study 
the transportation problem from his standpoint in his testimony before 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 5 

On the other hand we found in the State of Georgia, what may be 
new to the Senate, it wascertainly so tome, the only State railroad com- 
mission that I know anything about—and there are twenty or thirty 
of them in the country—which has any real power and which in the 
matter of regulating fares and freights and public accommodations to 
be furnished by corporations to the people exercises any force.emanat- 
ing from the sovereignty itself. We took the testimony while there 
of the chief of that commission, and there is a large amount of valuable 
data given from the standpoint of a commission which has actually had 
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power and has exercised that power from a governmental standpoint 
in relation to fares and freights and the general management of corpo- 
rations, the accommodations that they shall give to the public in the 
matter of transportation and accommodation at depots, and all that 
sort of thing. That was of course an important topic as bearing upon 
the condition of the industrial classes as well as of all classes in this 
country. 

The food problem has been thoroughly discussed by witnesses who 
know something in regard to it. I might go on extensively and indi- 
cate to the Senate directions in which they might find valuable in- 
formation, and information pertinent to the inquiry which the com- 
mittee was ordered to make. 

I may say further that it was a labor not of the day alone but of the 
night, performed by the committee under the hostile criticism of the 
press of the entire country, and yet it was a work to which that com- 
mittee can now point as the initiatory step, the commencement of the 
movement which has culminated in giving to the people of this coun- 
try a Labor Bureau, which is now fostered and kindly fostered by both 
political parties, so that this very year an appropriation of $35,000 has 
been made in order that it may commence its work; and it was the 
initiatory movement, too, as I believe, of most of that legislation to 
which members on both sides of the Senate give very close attention in 
these days, bearing upon the pua the more free and equal applica- 
tions of the great principles of philanthropy and of Christianity to the 
condition of the races of ou £ propie 

Having said this much with reference to the work of the committee, 
I wish to state something further and something definite in regard to 
what it has cost. The Senator from Iowa says that this committee is 
the one which occasioned the great increase of cost so far as the matter 
of investigationsis concerned. Letme state what it has cost up to this 
date, and itis substantially true. Two thousand dollars, and probably 
$1,000, will complete everything further that it proposes to do. 

For the expenses of its members and the taking of this vast amount 
of testimony upon this great variety of subjects, that committee has 
paid out less than $13,000 of the public money for the summoning of 
witnesses and paying their attendance before the committee, for the 
personal expenses of the committee in transportation, in board, and in 
everything that appertains to the expenses of an investigating com- 
mittee. Beyond that, there has been paidasum which I take in round 
numbers from the stenographer of the Senate to be $9,000, to whom 
the committee committed the whole charge of the subject of reporting 
the testimony, which, of course, if the testimony was to be printed, as 
it has been, was an exceedingly important work. There has been paid 
out under the direct superintendence of the Reporter of the Senate 
some $9,000. A subcommittee was appointed from the general com- 
mittee, consisting of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 
and the Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER], who were to obtain 
certain statistics bearing upon the relative wages of laborers in this and 
foreign countries, and the wagesof working people in different portions 
of our own counrry. 

That was an investigation which they conducted upon their own ac- 
count, the results of which I have never seen any further than to ap- 
prove the expenditures. Their expenditures will not be over $2,0000r 
at most $2,500, and are included in the $13,000 which I have already 
stated as the aggregate of the amount paid out for the personal expenses 
of the committee and the summoning of witnesses. Beyond that is 
the matter of the stenographic fees which the Reporter says to me ina 
note amount to about $9,000 already expended, and which at the ut- 
most can not possibly be swollen above the amount of $10,000 at the 
outside when the whole work shall have been concluded. Thus there 
has been so far an expenditure by that committee doing this vast amount 
of work not exceeding $23,000, and the whole will be brought inside of 
the sum of $25,000. 

Beyond this, which is not a part of the expenditures of the investi- 
gating committee, there is the further circumstance that upon an ex- 
amination of the evidence by the members of the House and Senate a 
law was requiring it to be printed. The cost of printing that 
testimony, an edition of some 25,000 copies to be distributed through- 
out the country, if it were bound as the Agricultural Reports are to be 
bound, in five volumes, the fifth volume remaining to be completed, by 
the computations relied upon by the Senate committee and the gees 
committee, would be about $60,000. The law as it was 
with the understanding on the part of the House committee that ae 
volumes should not be bound in the style of the Agricultural Reports, 
so that the cost of binding will be reduced I have no doubt by some- 
thing like $20,000; I can not tell exactly how much. I anticipate that 
the entire cost of printing the edition will not be over $40,000. 

Every year we are expending for the printing of the Agricultural 
Reports from $160,000 to $200,000, as I am informed by members of 
the Committee on Printing, and sometimes we expend more. This 
sich of the Committee on Education and Labor, in its general distribu- 


tion throughout the country, will reach quite as large a circle of inter- 
ested people as are accustomed to rely upon the publications of the Agri- 
cultural Department. There are from 20,000,000 to 30,000,000 people 
in the United States interested in this subject-matter, for whom there 
never has heen any expenditure before, either in the way of an inves- 


tigation or in the way of a publication at the expense of the country 
in which they felt themselves specially interested. 

Having said this as to the absolute expenses of the committee, I wish 
in this connection to give to the Senate and to the country a little data 
which I have had collected by the financial clerk of the Senate in re- 
gard to the expenditures of this body in years previous in this diree- 


tion and up to the present time. I am unable to give the Congresses 
which ordered these investigations. Some of them extended, as this 
one has done, to more than one Congress, but they are all since the 
war. The financial clerk of the Senate wrote to me as follows: 
OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF THE UNITED STATES SENATE, 
FINANCIAL Room, 
Washington, October 9, 1883. 

Sim: Your favor of the 8th instantreceived, To give you the gross amount of 

expenditure of each of the investizating committees of the Senate since the war 


closed would uire about a week's work, as many of these expenditures are 
ee through the appropriations for miscellaneous itema for the several 
fiscal years. 


I inclose you a statement of some of these expenditures which I had prepared 
for a Senator sometime ago. If this will answer your purpose, please inform 


x Respectfully, 


Hon. H. W. BLAIR, 
Manchester, N. H. 

The first in the list is the Joint Select Committee on Alleged Outrages 
in the Southern States, the cost of which committee and its investiga- 
tion was $80,419.95. That does not include, as I understand it, any 
expenditure for printing an edition of the result of their labors as does 
the estimate for the Committee on Education and Labor, the expense 
for printing its report being some $40,000 while the entire expense of 
collecting the material and making the report will not exceed $25,000. 
I say the Joint Select Committee on Alleged Outrages in the Southern 
States expended $80,419.95, not including the expense of publishing its 
report. The other items furnished by the financial clerk are: 


Committee on Privileges and Elections, to ‘wiht into certain charges 
of bri and corruption in eee th the recent Senatorial 


R. B. NIXON, 


election in .. $18,210 79 
Joint select Committee on Retrenchme . 8,692 40 
Expenses of investigations in regard to Epea in Louisiar 

ANP ee La eee Fae a Sees 13, 369 13 
Committee on Privileges and Elections in investigating the — 

Senatorial election ~ 21,994 90 
Select Committee on Investigation and Retrenchment.. 13, 089 55 
Committee to inquire into certain allegations against . 

Clayton 5,623 12 
Committee” “on “Privileges ‘and Elections in ‘investigating Louisiana 

CRORE N ENE LRT EEREN E TET AA T 5,539 20 
Committee to inquire into the sale of ordnance stores 4,522 


Committee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard 
Committee on alleged frauds in elections, 1879........ 
Committee to investigate the books, accounts, 
Select commitice on the exodus of the wegroes from the Southern 
States (about) .......... + 82,000 00 


E 
B 
8 


Copiah investigation... s 8,989 69 
Danville investigation. . 8,359 57 
Making $17,349.26 for the Copiah and Danville investigations. 


I think it is well enough that these items should be understood and 
studied and digested by Senators who have the impression, if there are 
any such, that the Committee on Education and Labor in its investi- 
gation is the source of all their woes. I apprehend that in the end it 
will be found that it has done as much for as little money as any com- 
mittee which has ever been established by this body and intrusted with 
the duty of investigation. Whether it shall continue and complete its 
labors is of course a matter which comes under the scope of the resolu- 
tion offered by the Senator from Nebraska. As I said before, when the 
resolution continuing the investigation passed the Senate it only asked 
for the opportunity of completing its labors. It was authorized to do 
so during the last fiscal year, and failed to do it because of the illness 
of the chairman. The expenditure is substantially over. God knows 
I should be glad to be relieved of any additional labor, and if the,ac- 
tion of the Senate is such as to cut off any further work on its part, I 
shall be thoroughly satisfied and abundantly relieved. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair). The 
Chair will state that there is no question before the Senate, the reso- 
lution reported by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] hav- 
ing under the rules gone over. 

Mr. PLUMB. Before the subject which has been referred to by the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] passes out of mind, I wish to say 
that I have observed a disposition on the part of the Senate, while as- 
serting the right to control its own force both as to numbers and sal- 
aries, to follow the House of Representatives in any increase which the 
House saw fit to make of the salaries of the members of its force. I 
have never myself assented to that proposition. I regard it as subver- 
sive of the independence of the Senate, of all true ideas of economy, 
and of every principle of legislative propriety. 

One question which I think the Senate ought to study is the num- 
ber of its employés and the proper salaries to be paid to them with 
reference to the duties which they do and entirely without reference to 
anything which the House of Representatives may do about its force, 
either as to numbers or as to salaries. I think I could show, if I were 
disposed to go into it, that the large portion of the increase of the ex- 
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pense of the Senate in regard to its employés of late years has grown 
out of the apparently insane desire to see that the House did not get its 
fingers into the Treasury in regard to its employés unless the Senate 
was there too. 

When this committee is formed I hope that the committee will go at 
this question of the Senate employés with reference to a desire only to 
discharge honestly the obligation which the Senate as a body owes to 
the country in regard to that control which it asserts concerning the 
expenditure of public money with reference to matters which are per- 
tinent either to the convenience of Senators or the dispatch of public 
business in which the Senate is concerned, and that it will separate 
itself wholly and entirely from any dependence upon the House with 
reference to the numbers of employés or with reference to salaries or 
anything else, leaving the House to be extravagant or economical as it. 
sees fit, the Senate maintaining itself upon its own basis as it ought 
with reference to the expenditure of that money which it controls. 


SENATE SEAL. 


Mr. FRYE. I rise to call up a resolution reported by the Commit- 
tee on Rules some days ago touching preparing a seal for the Senate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? TheChair hears 
none. The resolution will be read. i 
The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be directed to prepare an official seal 
for the Senate of the United States, and that the expenses of the same be paid 
out of the contingent fund. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Will the Senator from Maine state the object of 
the resolution? 

Mr. FRYE. The Senate is without any official seal. There isa 
legend of one, three women very slightly clothed, but it is only a legend. 
The Secretary of the Senate is annoyed a great deal by requests that 
the seal may be attached to papers. He is very desirous that there 
shall be a seal, and it seems to the Committee on Rules that there ought 
to be one. I take it it will cost about $100. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Several messages in writing of an executive character were received 
from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. PRUDEN, one of 
his secretaries. 

Mr. COKE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. . k 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After two minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o’clock and 30 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned. 


WEDNESDAY, April 1, 1885. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CONDITION OF GENERAL GRANT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has received several dispatches 
touching the failing health of General Grant. Is it the pleasure of 
the Senate that the Secretary shall read them? 

Mr. SHERMAN and others. Let them be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Gacveundaion ee Newman eani atr for. ieta beloved tua pe 
is near. Family summoned to the sick room, 


At 6.55 this morning ex-Senator Chaffee left General Grant’s house, He says 
the General is very low and is conscious that he is dying. The doctors say he 
may last the day out. 


At 9 o'clock General Grant is growing weaker. The throat is thickening, but 
the main trouble is with the heart. The doctors say he may die at any time. 


Senator Chaffee states that the sudden weakness of General Grant this morn- 
was the result of an affection of the heart. It is understood now (10.45 a. 
m.) that the General has entirely lost the power of speech, 


NEw York, 11.40 a. m. 
General Grant still alive, but sinking fast. 


TELEGRAPH CONTRACTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 20th instant, the contracts between the Union Pacific 
Railroad Company and the Western Union Telegraph Company; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Rail- 
roads, and ordered to be printed. 

SENATE EMPLOYES AND EXPENSES. 

Mr. SHERMAN. . I move that the Vice-President be authorized to 
appoint the committee ordered by the Senate by its resolution of yes- 
terday in regard to the number and pay of theemployés of the Senate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection it will be so or- 
dered. The Chair will appoint the following committee pursuant to 
the order just made: Senators ALLISON, PLATT, PLUMB, MILLER of 
New York, CocKRELL, HARRIS, and PAYNE. - 


FREDERICK W. STEIGELMAN. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I offer for adoption a resolution, which is in the 
ordinary form, on the death of an employé of the Senate, allowingsix 
months’ pay. I ask that it be referred to the Committee on Contin- - 
gent Expenses. 

The resolution was read and referred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay out of the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of the Sen- 
ate to the widow of Frederick W. Steigelman, deceased, late mail-carrier in the 
post-office of the Senate, the sum of , being an amount equal to six months’ 


salary as mail-carrier aforesaid, said sum to be considered as including funeral 
expenses and all other allowances, 


REPORT OF POST-OFFICE COMMITTEE ON POSTAL TELEGRAPH. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the res- 
olution submitted yesterday by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
SAULSBURY ]. ; 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. SAWYER. I hope the Senator from New York will withdraw 
the motion and allow the resolution to 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, I do not see the Senator from Dela- 
ware in his seat. j 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York moves that 
the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After fifty minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 1 o’clock and 2 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


THURSDAY, April 2, 1885. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

Mr. HOAR. I notice that in journalizing the motion made by the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] yesterday that a special committee 
authorized by a resolution of the Senate be appointed by the Chair, 
the Journal recites the motion and the voteas a motion that the commit- 
tee should be appointed ‘“‘by the Vice-President.” I understand that 
under the Constitution the Vice-President is President of the Senate, 
and that it is in his capacity as President of the Senate that this par- 
ticular authority is intrusted to him. If the chair had been vacated 
for a day and a President pro tempore appointed, that authòrity would 
have to him under the vote of the Senate, although the office of 
Vice-President would not of course have devolved upon him. 

I merely call attention to the fact. I think in future the distinction 
should be preserved in the Journal. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know what the precedents are in the 
past. I think the suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts is a 
correct one and conforms to the old custom, but I am not sure of that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary of the Senate informs the 
Chair oo the custom is uniform in accordance with the present 
Journal. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not ask any change in the Journal, but I think 
the custom should bechanged. If the Journal Clerk has inadvertently 
fallen into such a custom, whether it is recent or remote, I think in 
future it should be c The practical importance of the question 
is what I have stated. the authority be conferred upon the Presi- 
dent of the Senate, it devolves upon anybody who holds the office of 
President of the Senate, temporarily or ently, and I do not un- 
derstand that the Senate can confer under the Constitution any addi- 
tional authority upon the Vice-Presidentin his capacity as a high officer 
of the Government, except so far as he is President of the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. The rules recognize him as presiding officer always. 

Mr. HOAR. Always. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unless there be objection the Journal as 
read will be approved. [A pause.] It is approved. 


CONDITION OF GENERAL GRANT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has received additional bul- 
letins in regard to the condition of General Grant. If it be the pleas- 
ure of the Senate they will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


New York, April 2—11 o'clock a, m. 
The basal has just been issued; 
“The General is now resting easily on his couch, only Harrison, his colored 
rallied considerably within the last hour, 


servant, being in attendance. He has 


and there is now said to be no danger for several hours at least.” 
New York, 11 o’clock and 20 minutes a, m, 
General Grant is failing rapidly. 
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CHEROKEE INDIAN APPROPRIATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will lay before the Senate the 
resolution submitted on the 31st of March by the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. SAULSBURY 

Mr. MORGAN. 
lution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama offers a reso- 
lution which will be read by the Secretary. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hi 
furnish for the information of the Senate copies of all papers an 
ed in his office since the 4th day of March, 1885, relati Sade pen 
ation of $300,000 for the Cherokee N; on of Indians and the 
priation of a portion thereof. 


aoe MORGAN. Iask for the present consideration of the resolu- 


“The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN and Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be again read. 

The resolution was read. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let that lie over until to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being objection, the resolution will 
lie over until to-morrow. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After three hours and fifty-three min- 
utes spent in executive session, the doors were reopened. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 

During the executive session, 

Mr. HOAR submitted the foll 
ered by unanimous consent, and 

ft iwe Senators be appointed en the 


Resolved, That a committee consistin: 

Chair to wait upon the President of the United States and inform him that, 
unless he may havesome furthercommunication to make, the Senate is ready to 
adjourn without day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. HOAR and Mr. CAMDEN the 
committee. 

Mr. HOAR subsequently said: Mr. President, the committee appointed 
by the Senate to wait upon the President of the United States and in- 
form him that, if he have no further communication to make, the Sen- 
ate is ready to adjourn, were about to obey the instruction of the 
Senate when they received from the private secretary of the President 
a communication to the effect that the President had instructed him to 

say to the committee of the Senate formerly appointed that he had 
no further por gens D a to make and knew no reason why the Sen- 
ate should not adjourn after disposing of the nominations already 
made. The committee being of opinion that it is unnecessary to take 
any further steps in obedience to the instruction of the Senate, will 
consider themselves discharged unless the Senate shall otherwise order. 


FREDERICK W. STEIGELMAN. 


Mr. CHACE (after the doors were opened). I ask leave to report from 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate a resolution referred yesterday and recommend that it be passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island reports 
from the Committee on Contingent Expenses a resolution which will 
be read. 

* The Chief Clerk read the following resolution submitted yesterday 


by Mr. SHERMAN: 

That theSecretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay out of the miscellaneous items of the anos fund of the Sen- 
ate to the widow of Frederick 


fore that is taken up I ask leave to offer a reso- 


propri- 
ppro- 


agreed to: resolution; which was consid- 


W.Steigelman, deceased, late mail-carrier in the 
post-office of the the sum of , being an amount equal to six months’ 
salary as oresaid, said sum to be considered as including funeral 


expenses and all other allowances, 
Mr. CHACE. I ask for the present consideration of the resolution. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


REPORT OF POST-OFFICE COMMITTEE ON POSTAL TELEGRAPH. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will lay before the Senate a 
eoan offered by the Senator from Delaware year. SAULSBURY] on 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, directed to omit from 
ooo bows comes of Rents reports See Danes Epaper not havin vin ng bee reper 

: af n; 

under the authority of ME p genra din or eara as by fia 4 y SR 

Mr. SAULSBURY. In the debate that was hai he ioe messin when 
I introduced that resolution there were perhaps some remarks made 
which might seem to reflect on the late clerk of the committee. He 
has placed in my hands am affidavit which discloses his connection 
with the transaction, and I ask that this affidavit of the clerk may be 
read. I desire to say that the service of Mr. Fox, while clerk of the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads for a number of im- 


years, 
pressed me favorably with his integrity and intelligence, and I do not 
XVII——7 


believe that he has done anything but what in his judgment he be- 
lieved to be perfectly right. I ask therefore that his affidavit may be 


read. 
me VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The paper will be read if there be no ob- 
jection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


WaAsurserTon, D. C., April 2, 1885. 


note g nonce by the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD containing the proceedin; 
oada to eupotecs prt S Beror, NO OM on ihe posta cegroph Na ben iad 
co po! o, , on the legrap! n 
before the 5 Senato, and the matter explained by members of the committee, a 
Senator expressed himself himself as understanding that the statements of the mem- 
bers of the committee were to the effect that the document was a “total fabri- 
eation” and that “it was never seen by any member of the committee,” I 
deem it in the interest of truth and but just to myself that I furnish the follow- 
“Bart 8 of Re to your honorable bodyt 
3 of Report 577, in question, consists 
. Of the questions p: unded to the president of the Western Union Tele- 
TERN Company durin: e progress of his examination under several resolu- 
tions of the Senate. "These questions were omitted from part 2 of the report by 
an oversight and are n to the intelligent readin ng of the testimony. 

2. Of about sixty extracts from newspapers, oes ny, from papers in the 
Associated and about thirty from pa the Associated Press, in- 
tended to show “ the action of ba? sna Pecan in furnishing reports acto 

as 


To the Senate of the United States : 


mary 
tee made a report on a subject of special interest to himself, for the pacans 
and the Senate to allow him to soars the report in his own way and time, so 
long as the important conclusions of the Topory vere concurred in bya majority 
of the committee. I still believe that advice to be well founded, l lman 
with the work of arranging and Fee fo, bo I had time between m Tair praa de 
ties as clerk of the committee; n the adjournment of 
ed it found me with the work uncompleted. On the 3d haba March 
mentioned the fact to the pais clerk, in the office of the Secretary, and told 


him I would like to mage t ret, tl sent over to the Printer at my convenience 
after the 4th of March, ich business with this clerk, 


ee a eee 


}Bowetery’s 
yh hemm Looe Mr. Bartlett. Not finding Shine 
reabouts, T lef it on his desk withthe 


Offices and Post- states that— 
“On the 16th of the present month it seems Mr. Fox, clerk of the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Roads, came to Mr. Bartlett, who has of the inissel: 


Post-Roads, 
laneous printing and re forthe bry of Senators and co. ttees on requisi- 
Secretary of a tecske, 


tion of the and asked for s Reever rr to print for the 
use of the committee pots yer yg extra copies of a document which Mr. Bart- 
lett did not closely examine.” 

This statement is not correct, as I have shown above, and comers a wrong im- 
— on. Had it been intimated to me by any one in the office of the each 
as 


t have been done atany time between the 3d and the 16th of March. 
was un or irregular, it could not haye been done andI 


heading of the document,” 
convey the tae or there isa head 


Trusting that the above statement of facts will aid the Senate in properly dis- 
of the matter, and sie me of any suspicion of improper conduct, 
am, yours, very respectf 
i iná 4 GILBERT D. FOX, 


Late Clerk of Committee on Post-Ofices and Post-Roads. 
WASHINGTON Crry. 
District of Columbia, ss: 
Subsoribed and sworn to before me this 2d day of April, 1885. 
[sean] R. B. NIXON, 
Notary Public. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What action shall be taken on the com- 
munication? Shall it lie on the table? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Let it lie on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator desire it to be printed ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. No, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The communication will lie on thetable. 
The question is on the resolution submitted by the Senator from Del- 
aware [Mr. SAULSBURY]. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, at all times the man who willfully and 
maliciously bears false witness against another, the assassin of charac- 
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ter, has been 
the notice of ble and honest people. An instance of this kind 
of person is to be found in the writer, whoever he may be, of‘an article 
published in the Brookville Register, a newspaper published in the town 
of Brookville, Fla., which is as follows: 

SENATOR CALL SAYS IT SMELLS BAD, 


The old battle-scarred soldier of the Seminole war (the paymant for whose 
services has been due and unpaid for thirty years) as well as tbe owners of the 
scrip, must feel asif an icicle passed down their backs when the testimony 
before the Indian war committee brought out the fact that Senator CALL did 
all he could to prevent the payaenh gn dong far as to characterize the matter as 
a fraud, and saying that it smelt y, thus defeatin Tae DANA while other 
States, whose ators have labored to secure the rights of their citizens, have 
milar claims. 
resolutions setting 


long since secured payment of si: 

The Legislature that made Senator CALL a Senator passed 
up the justice of this claim. Then, in pronouncing it a fraud and denominatin 
it as smelling badly, he assails the character of the men who made him as well 
the owners of the same, who depended upon him tosee justice donethem. Yet 
in his testimony he does not know even the nature of the claim, except as it ap- 
pears from others, “‘Itsmells badly.” This ma bees ce a little rough, but the 
committee drew out these facts, and the majority of this committee were his 
friends, and he was before them and did not deny the charge, failing todo which 
he stands as admitting the same, sclf-convicted. 

If ever aclaim was a just one this one is, and we will say to Senator CALL, 
the right man is after you, and you shall work under the lash, and thisclaim, so 
just and so long deferred, shall be settled. It is the only great claim Florida has 
ever and amounts to nearly $1,000,000. 

Moneys due the State, the school fund, are by the United States Govern- 
ment being wrongfully covered into the United States Treasury to the extent 
of $100,000, which 1s filled to overflowing, and our State and schools are a direct 
burden upon the people. All this because of an apparent showing of indebted- 
ness on the part of the State. 

Next week we will publish this evidence in full for the benefit of our readers. 

CALL is our Senator, pey iva pram entitled to our support when right, but no 
man can expect this w. e is wrong. 

This great claim is largely owned in this and other Southern counties by 
who took it many ago as cash, neyer dreaming it 
i ALL a9 à man, and they must 

le for him to pay them 


who chooseor can explain, 


This is a subject of some interest to the people of Florida, and the 
object of this malicious and false statement is to injure me in the good 
opinions of the people of that part of the State, and as the article isa 
willfully false statement of the action of Congress and my own action 
on the subject, I take this occasion in my place in the Senate to cor- 
rect it and brand the falsehood and its author. 

In the first place, it is a falsehood thatI ever said theclaim ‘‘smelled 
badly;’’ in the second place, it is another falsehood that I either de- 
feated it or had anything to do with defeating it, as the letters here- 
with presented from Governor Bloxham, Senator HAMPTON, and Sena- 
tor JONES will show the people of the State. All this the writer of this 

ess article must have known. In the third place, there never 
was any claim before Congress out of which it was proposed to pay the 
Indian war soldiers or the holders of scrip one cent except the bill here- 
with presented which I introduced, beinga bill requiring that this money 
when paid to the State shall be appropriated by the State to the pay- 
ment of the Indian war soldiersinstead of going into the pocket of Mr. 
S. I. Wailes, the State agent, as the journals of Congress will show; 
also providing for the payment of the unaudited and unpaid claims of 
soldiers and of the unpaid Indian war scrip. 

The bill intended to be referred to in this article in the Register 
was a bill by Senator Jones which was reported favorably by Senator 
Hampton, of South Carolina, to reimburse the State for its expendi- 
tures on account of Indian war hostilities, not to pay the soldiers and 
the scrip owners. This bill was defeated and laid over, not by me, but 
by Senator JONES at Governor Bloxham’s request, because Governor 
Bloxham found out, and so wrote to Senator JONES, as his letter here 

blished will show, that of the $92,600 proposed to be paid to the 

te in money Mr. 8. I. Wailes claimed about $62,000 under an al- 
leged contract for collecting the claim, with which he had justas little 
to do as the writer of this shameless article has with the truth. The 
bill, therefore, would have been, if it had then & bill to rob 
the Indian war soldiers, and the scrip-holders, and the State, for the 
benefit of Mr. S. I. Wailes. However this may be, I had nothing to 
do with it. Governor Bloxham’s letter was not addressed to me, but 
to Senator JoNES, and it was Senator JONES who stated the fact to 
the Senate, and not me. I heartily approve his action in the prem- 
ises, and had the letter been addressed to me should have done as he 
did; and the action of my colleague was, and the effect of the bill I 
introduced would have been to prevent the robbery of the Indian war 
soldiers and the scrip-holders, and to defeat a fraudulent claim against 
the State for $62,000. At every session since I have been in the Sen- 
ate, as the records will show, I have introduced bills and made speeches 
for pensions to the Florida Seminole war soldiers and for bounty lands 
to them, and I have introduced a bill for the payment of the scrip and 
of the soldiers with the money to be paid the State, and it will take 
something more than this unblushing falsehood to rob me of this just 
reputation in the minds of the people of South Florida, 

Governor HAMPTON has made this statement before through the cor- 
respondent of the Times-Union, so there is no excuse for the willful 
falsehoods of the Brookville Register. The press is one of the most 
honorable and useful agencies of modern time, and the men who are 
connected with it are many of them the highest type of citizens and 


regarded as an outlaw and unworthy of the association or 


men of learning and character. - They owe it to themselves and the ! 


country to purge themselves of the despicable creatures who make a 
business of ood and slander. 


Senator CALL had nothing to do with the defeat of the resolution to pay the 
State of Florida $92,600 to reimburse Indian war expenses. I asked that it be 
laid over at Governor Bloxham's request. See his letter. 

The resolution had nothing to do with the payment of scrip or the Indian war 
soldiers. It was to reimburse the State for expenses al: and at 
the suggestion of Governor Bloxham it was recommitted to the Committee on 
ea, Affairs with the hope that a more favorable settlement could be ob- 


Cc. W. JONES. 


UNITED States SENATE, Washington, D. C., March 31, 1885. 
My Dear Str: I have seen an article from the Brookville Register reflecting 
on you “ford ,"' as it says, the joint resolution providing for the pay- 
ment to the State of Florida the expenses incurred in the suppression of In 
hostilities in the Seminole war. In justice to you I must say that a did not 
defeat, nor prevent in any way, the passage of this resolution, and the 
is utterly mistaken in the statement about this matter, The resolution was re- 
ported the Military Committee by myself and was recommitted to the 
committee on the request of Senator JonEs, who acted in pursuance, as I under- 
stood, of a letter from Governor Bloxham, asking that the resolution should not 
pass m its peers sarge 
am, very y, yours, 
WADE HAMPTON, 
Hon. WILKINSON CALL. 


EXECUTIVE OFFICE, Tallahassee, Fla., April 11, 1884. 
DEAR Jones: Your favor of the 7th has been received and considered. After 
advising with many members of our State government, I sent the telegram 
about the Indian claim, Now, mydear Senator, I will give you our reasons ac- 
cording to the settlement proposed in the Hampton report. The State would 
receive the difference between the $224,000 allowed by the Secretary of Warand 
ant our bonds held by the Indian trust fun , or $92,000 in cash and our 


and on the 132,000 bonds and on the interest due on those bonds or the coupons 
representing said interest. When in Jacksonville last February Mr. Wailes and 
myself ed on Governor Drew and he interpreted the contract as Mr. Wailes 
did. Now take $122,000 in bonds, interest on same $240,000, and $92,000 in cash, 


sum 
be satisfactory, I think it had better go over than, 
we receive in cash to go in the shape of commissions. 
Believe me, your friend, truly, 


W. D. BLOXHAM. 
Hon. C. W. JONES, 
United States 


[S. 822.—Forty-eighth Congress, first session. ] 
In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, December 19,1883. 


Mr. CALL asked, and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to bring in the fol- 
lowing bill; which was read twice and referred to the Committee on Military 


A bill providing for the auditing and payment of claims of soldiers who served 
in the several rida. 


wars in Flo: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States o 
America in assembled, That the claims of soldiers who were mi 
States service in the several Indian wars in Florida, who haye 
not received their pay, shall be audited and paid. 
Sec. 2. That the claims of soldiers who served in the said Indian wars in 


troops for defense against the I fries Feces thee hich 
ps for n any of the wi 
served in such been x passita with 
State shall agree to 
and the said money 
pe 
y: 

shall not prevent the payment by the State of Florida to Letitia K. Beard for the 
services of her husband, William K, Beard, as agentof the State of Florida in the 
settlement of said accounts, 


[Senato Report No. 995, Forty-seventh Congress, second session,] 
In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES. 


February 16, 1883, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted the follow- 
ing report (to accompany bill S. 2098) : 

‘he Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (8. 2098) * to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to settle the claim of the State of Florida 
on account of art ane ein made in suppressing Indian hostilities,” beg leave 
to submit the following report: 

In accordance with the requirements of the joint resolution of Congress be 
proved March 3, 1881, the Secretary of War has investigated, audited, and made 
a report to Con May 22, 1882, of the amount due the State of Florida for ex- 
penditures ade in suppressing Indian hostilities in that State between the Ist 
day of December, 1855, and the Ist day of January, 1890. (Executive Document 
No. 203, Forty-seventh Congress, first session.) 

The cxpenditures grew out of the Seminole war of 1855, 1856, and 1857, the 
State authorities being compelled, in the presence of an anticipated and subse- 

uently actual outbreak of the Indians, to call forth the militia of the State, the 

orce of United States troops then on duty being inadequate to the protection 

of the peuple. The report of the Secretary of War (Executive Document No. 
203) fully sets forth in detail the items of expenditure allowed and disallowed, 
the totalamount found due the State being the sum of $224,648.09, 

It is established that the funds at the command of the executive of the State 
of Florida in the years referred to were insufficient to equip, sup ly, and pay 
the in the field, and, relying upon the approval the President 
of the United States and the Secretary of War, on the 
the services of these volunteers, the State rg arin in 
equipment and maintenance, authorized the issue of 7 per cent. bonds. 
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Be NA cp ite 
rtion of the bonds, amountin ene was sold by the governor to 
the ndian trust fund of United very epa the proosaa of such sale were 
disbursed by the treasurer of s State for the a expenses of Indian hostilities,” 
as appears from his report to the Legislature for the Lean paneer, ASTE 31, 
1857. Another portion was pi to the banks of South lina and 
Georgia as security aata $222,015, and 8192,39 of this loan was disbursed 


has universally paid in interest to the States where they have paid in- 

terest has been iie and paid for moneys 

advanced d uena the geo ca isa IS ee, as follows: Virgin: act March 8, 1825 (4 

Stat. at page 13) ‘act May 13, 1826 (4 Aera page 161); Dela- 
20, 183% Mets mega at , 1826 (4 


AVES by a disbursing tof the State in payment of “expenses of Indian Tanna 175); New York, act May 22 

hostilities,” including pa; ak volunteers. ae on er gpl 102); Po Pee esa at act i March 3, 1827 (4 Stat. at L. , page *241); South 
The portion of 1S Ss nf sold tothe United States for the “ Indian trust fund " ni 4 Stat. at L., page 499); Massachusetts, July 8, 1870 

is still held by that fund and accrued interest since 1957, fis Stat. ‘an E, 


For advances for mage it and other wars the same rule has been merry in 


the followi Alabama, act vr tay 1849 (4 Stat. at L., page 344 
Georgia, act ‘March 31, 1851 (9 Stat. at L 628 NT earn, act March 3, 1879 


(20 Stat. at CS ny page 385) ; lakee AS aA UN hae 1859 (11 Stat. at L., 
page 429); New Hampshire, act anuary 27, 1852 (10 Stat. at AR page 1). 
hus it will ea seen that the precedent for the payment of interest undor the 
rule adopted for the settlement of claims of war of 1812-'15 is well established. 
ene committee are of the opinion that the urgent necessity for the services of 
these troops and the action of the President and the Secretary of War create an 
Hk eer obligation on the part of the General Government; and as the State 


The State of Florida paid out through a disbursing agent, as shown 
by War Department report.......... $193, 330 16 
And Prej warrants from State Ae aee nT SARRO RSI TAREN 78,056 11 


ny codpnosseesesopsnmasobagooeasssonsecne BTL, O00. ST. 
Talora pa {his sum from J January i; 1857, to April 1, 1883......eses sesse... $498, 672 27 


Total cost to the State to Aate.....serecessrerresrseserseesecerseenenesseeeee 770, 058 54 
We quote from a statement made b; ayn United States Treasurer 


of the State indebtedness to the ‘In: fund,” June 12, 1882, Florida not only borrowed money from the Indian trust fand, but also from 
as follows: ents aoe. has sit of see) wana South Carine. rg their Payment, upon 

w. e since rest, your committee have conclu to rec- 
Loan on 7 percent. oe of the Se Of FlOrida........ccecseree == ommend the sum of ro asa full’ payment to the State of all Indian war 
Capone Pe reg Tyan zenun ene ee seni a being the Ka roe oe after deducting the oo borrowed by the State 
Interest from July 1, 1882, to from January i7. an 6, fumd ($133,000) from the amount found duo the State by the 


on ee new, of War ($224, Hy ), pry to further recommend the delivery to the 
State of all bonds and coupons held by the trustee of the Indian trust fund. 

‘The committee have amended the bill in accordance with the views expressed 
me this re and they recommend the passage of the bill asthusamended. Ac- 
, I ae pe oe 

tate o! or: 
State urer’s t, the sum of $770,058.54, aaa s preni Sonan a e ree 
of the sums which she borrowed and expended on against th Seems ofthe United Si 
FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. SHERMAN (at 4 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m). I move that 
the Senate do now adjourn sine die. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio moves that the 
Senate do now adjourn sine die. Senators in favor of that motion will 
say ‘‘ay;’’ those opposed will say “‘ no” (putting the question). Be- 
fore the result of the vote, Senators, I desire to express to 
you my obliga‘ and thanks for the kindness and support that I have 
received at your hands. The motion is agreed to; and the Senste 
Stands adjourned sine die, 


Due the State... 


rererere 


jucted 
maa OT pnaoipe and interest, $327,790, there 


afe auditing the accounts of the State, patents a Se menita = 
allowed many items under the rules and 
the regular forces, yi by with all his era 
amination, he fin 648.09. Now, if aes a aasi the eg nn on this sum 
from January 1, 1857, ‘ > April 1,1883, 3 to wit, $412 790.86, we have $037 438.95, Now, 
if we deduct the amount due trust fund, to wit, $327,790, there is still 
due the State the sum of $309,643. 

Th uo Stato the sum of 900 BAD, ao the President of the United 
States ani ered omg Or AE gt witty Benge i e PE VA 
Fao UNION grantee yey Sr tigreen ve been since paid by the 
Government, ifso mustered, but mustering officer arrived in tho State after, 
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PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE FORTY-NINTH CONGRESS. 


BERST SHSSLON. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, December 7, 1885. 


The first Monday of December being the day prescribed by the Con- 
stitution of the United States for the annual meeting of Congress, the 
first session of the Forty-ninth commenced this day. 

The Senators assembled in the te Chamber in the Capitol at 
Washington city, 

PRAYER. 


Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D., Chaplain to the Senate, offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Let us pray. Almighty God, our Heavenly Father, it behooveth 
those who would have audience with Thee to come into Thy presence 
with reverence and godly fear. So would we come this morning. 

It is remembered by Thy servants here convened that they represent 
the interests of a Christian people; and it is fitting that before engaging 
in the legislative business of the hour we should make glad recognition 
of the high claims of Him with whom we have to do. r 

In Thy hands are the issues of national as of individual life, and it 
is because of Thy favor that we have been spared and are yet numbered 
among the nations of theearth. Thou hast given us peace at home and 
made usat with alltheworld. Thouhast protected us from ‘‘the 
pestilence that walketh in darkness, and the destruction that wasteth 
at noonday.” Thou hast maintained the high court of this nation in its 
judicial and its numerical DT For these and all Thy providen- 
tial preservations be pleased, O , this morning to accept our thanks. 

Especially gra are we for that kind providence that hath pre- 
served the life and health of our Chief Executive. Be pleased to con- 
May he be shielded from all 


session, 

We grieve that since we last assembled in this room death has been 
so specially busy in the ranks of men and has recruited his grim armies 
from among the very chiefest of our He has knocked at the 
of his unwelcome visit the 


had ridden in safety through the wild storm of many abattle. Buthis 
summons was not to pass unheeded, and our chieftains, laden 
with death’s icy chains, are at last also numbered among his captives. 
He has crowded his way into this Chamber, and at his stern 
the chief seat in the higher legislative body of the Republic has been 
declared vacant, and its occupant has been transported to ‘‘ that undis- 
covered country from whose bourne no traveler returns.” Encurtained 
-hy the shadows of this recent sad bereavement, enable us rightly to 


estimate the character and religiously to emulate the many virtues of 


the distinguished dead. 
O God, death is Thy servant, yet while we pray he is pressing his 
relentless way toward other of these seats, which must also soon be hung 


with somber drapery except Thou do restrain. Bid him, oh bid him 
for a time, withdraw his withering gaze from our chief citizens, that 
they may recover strength before they go hence to be no more, 

Our petition is before the God of Nations. Answer it, we pray Thee, 
according to Thy riches in glory, by Christ Jesus, our Redeemer. Amen. 


ELECTION OF PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 


a me SECRETARY (ANSON G. McCook). The Senate will please be 
in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. Secretary, I offer the resolution which I send 
to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. The Senator from Vermont offers a resolution, 
which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk (CHARLES W. JoHNsoN read the resolution, as 
follows : 

Resolved, That Joun SHERMAN, a Senator from the State of Ohio, be, and he 
hereby is, chosen President pro tempore of the Senate. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. Secretary, Iam requested and instructed by 
my associates on this side of the Chamber to move to strike out “JoHN 
SHERMAN, a Senator from the State of Ohio, ’’ and insert ‘ISHAM G. 
7a Hs a Senator from the State of Tennessee,’’ in the resolution just 

The SECRETARY. The question will be first upon the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] to the resolution 
of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 

Mr. VOORHEES. On which I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the amendment be read. 

The SECRETARY. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed tostrike out of the resolution the 
words ‘‘ JoHN SHERMAN, & Senator from the State of Ohio,” and insert 
in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ ISHAM G. HARRIS, a Senator from the State 
of Tennessee.” 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BECK (when his name was called). I am paired on this ques- 
tion with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], who is detained from 
the Chamber by sickness. I should vote ‘‘yea’’ if he were present. 

Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. BowEN]. If he were present, I should 
vote yea,” 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator will allow me to state that in view of 
the fact that the Senator from Florida [Mr. JONES] is not present, I 
have taken the liberty of transferring the pair of the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] to the Senator from Florida, so that the 
Senator from West Virginia is at liberty to vote if he chooses. 


Mr. CAMDEN. Very well; I vote “‘yea,’’ then. 
Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I agreed to pair with the 
Senater from California [Mr. MILLER], who is detained at home by sick- 


ness. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAmpron] is also absent 
just now. I transfer the pair and withhold my vote. 

Mr. CULLOM (when the name of Mr. Jonxs, of Nevada, was called). 
The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones] is paired with his colleague 
[Mr. Farr], both of whom are absent. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. JONES, of 
Florida] is absent from the city, detained by illness. 
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The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—29, 

A Colquitt, Kenna, Vance, 
Blackburn, Eustis, McPherson, Vest, 
Brown, George, Maxey, Voorhees, 
Butler, Gibson, Morgan, Walthall 

1, Gorman, Payne, Wilson of Md. 
Camden, Gray, Pugh, 
Cockrell, Jackson, Ransom, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, 

NAYS—34. 
Aldrich, Evarts, Miller of N. Y., Sawyer, 
Allison, Frye. Mitchell, well, 
Cameron, Harrison, Morrill, Spooner, 
Co 5 Hawley, er, Stanfo 
Conger, Hoar, Pike, Teller, 
Cullom. Ingalls, Van W x 
Dawes, McMillan, Plum Wilson of Iowa, 
Dolph, Mahone, Riddleberger, 
unds, Manderson, in, 
ABSENT—10. 

Beck, Hale, Jones of Florida, Sherman. 
Bowen, Hampton, Jones of Nevada, 
Fair, * Miller of Cal., 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. VOORHEES. That vote exhausts my call for the yeas and 
nays, and, of course, I do not renew it on the adoption of the main 
resolution. 

The SECRETARY. The quesiion recurs on the main resolution of- 
fered by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 


The resolution was K Bets to 

The SECRETARY. e Secretary requests the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. EDMUNDS] and theSenator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] to es- 
cort the President pro tempore to the chair. 

Mr. SHERMAN was escorted from his seat by Mr. EDMUNDS and Mr. 
VOORHEES, and, the oath prescribed by law having been administered 
to him by Mr. EDMUNDS, he took the chair as President pro tempore of 
the Senate and said: 

Senators, I return you my grateful thanks for the high honoryou have 
conferred upon me, 

In common with all the people of the United States I share in pro- 
found sorrow for the death of the Vice-President, specially designated 
by the Constitution to actas President of the Senate. It isan impress- 
ive lesson of the uncertain tenure by which we all hold office and life. 
The contingency has happened which compels you now at the begin- 
ning of the session to choose a President pro tempore. 

In assuming this position without special aptitude or experience as 
a presiding officer, I feel that for a time at least I shall have often to 
appeal to the habitual courtesy and forbearance of Senators. Fortu- 
nately the rules of the Senate are simple and clear. My aim will be to 
secure the ready and kindly obedience and enforcement of them, so that 
in an orderly way the sense of the majority may be ascertained and the 
rights of the minority may be protected. 

I can only say, Senators, that while I hold this position I will en- 
deavor to the utmost of my ability to be just and impartial and I invoke 
from each of you assistance and forbearance. 


CREDENTIALS, 


Mr. CULLOM presented the credentials of JOHN A. LOGAN, chosen 
by the Legislature of Illinois a Senator from that State for the term 
beginning March 4, 1885; which were read. 

Mr. PIKE presented the credentials of HENRY W. BLAIR, chosen by 
the Legislature of New Hampshire a Senator from that State for the 
term beginning March 4, 1885; which were read. 

Mr. BLAIR and Mr. LOGAN advanced to the Vice-President’s desk, 
escorted respectively by Mr. PIKE and Mr. CuLLoM, and the oath pre- 
scribed by law having been administered to them, they took their seats 
in the Senate. 

SENATORS PRESENT, 

The following Senators were present: From the State of— 

Alabama—John T. Morgan and James L. Pugh. 

Arkansas—James H. Berry and James K. Jones. 

California—Leland Stanford. 

o—Henry M. Teller. 

Connecticut—Joseph R. Hawley and Orville H. Platt. 

Delaware—George Gray and Eli Saulsbury. 

Florida—W ilkinson Call. 

Georgia—Joseph E. Brown and Alfred H. Colquitt. 

Illinois—Shelby M. Cullom and John A. Logan. 

Indiana—Benjamin Harrison and Daniel W. Voorhees. 

Jowa—William B. Allison and James F. Wilson. 

Kansas—John J. Ingalls and Preston B. Plumb. 

Kentucky—James B. Beck and Joseph C. S. Blackburn. 

Louisiana—James B. Eustis and Randall L. Gibson. 

Maine—William P. Frye. 

Maryland—Arthur P. Gorman and Ephraim K. Wilson. 

Massachusetis—Henry L. Dawes and George F. Hoar. 

Michigan—Omar D. Congerand Thomas W. Palmer. 

Minnesota—Samuel J. R. MeMillanand Dwight M. Sabin. 


Mississippi—James Z. George and E. C. Walthall. 

Missouri—Francis M. Cockrell and George G. Vest. 
Nebraska—Charles F. Manderson and Charles H, Van Wyck. 
New Hampshire—Henry W. Blair and Austin F. Pike. 

New Jersey—John R. McPherson and William J. Sewell. 
New York—William M. Evartsand Warner Miller. 

North Carolina—Matt W. Ransom and Zebulon B. Vance, 
Ohio—Henry B. Payne and John Sherman, 
Oregon—Joseph N. Dolph. 

, Pennsylvania—James Donald Cameron and John I. Mitchell. 
Rhode Island—Nelson W. Aldrich and Jonathan Chace. 
South Carolina—M. C. Butler and Wade Hampton. 
Tennessee—Isham G. Harris and Howell E. Jackson. 
Texas—Richard Coke and Sam. Bell Maxey. 
Vermont—George F. Edmunds and Justin 8. Morrill. 
Virginia—William Mahone and Harrison H. Riddleberger, 
West Virginia—Johnson N. Camden and John E. Kenna. 
Wisconsin—Philetus Sawyer and John C. Spooner. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 
Mr. INGALLS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the hour of the daily meeting of the Senate be 12 o’clock my 
until otherwise ordered. 
NOTIFICATION TO THE HOUSE. 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives that the 
Senate has chosen Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, a Senator from the State of Ohio, Presi- 
dent of the Senate pro tempore, the office of Vice-President having become vacant 
by the death of the late Thomas A. Hendricks. 

Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives that a quo- 
rum of the Senate is assembled, and that the Senate is ready to proceed to busi- 
ness. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. INGALLS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary inform the President of the United States that the 
Senate has chosen Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, a Senator from the State of Ohio, Pres- 
ident of the Senate pro tempore, the office of Vice-President having become vacant 
by the death of the late Thomas A. Hendricks. 


Mr. EDMUNDS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a committee consisting of two members be appointed, to join 
such committee as may be appointed by the House of Representatives, to wait 
upon the Presidentof the United States and inform him that & quorum of each 

ouse is assembled and that Congress is ready to receive any communication 
that he may be pleased to make. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the committee on the part of the Senate; and Messrs. EDMUNDS 
and HARRIS were appointed. 

REPORT OF THE COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter of the 
Comptroller of the Currency communicating the twenty-third annual 
report of that office in compliance with section 333 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States. 

The letter was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will submit to the Senate 
the question whether this communication shall be printed, or referred 
to the Committee on Printing. Ifno motion to refer be suggested, the 
Chair m pu the question on printing the communication. 

Mr. PLUMB. That which has been read is only a brief memoran- 
dum, as it were, and it seems to me hardly worth while to print it. 
The report itself is printed with the public documents of the United 
States in a form with which we are all familiar. I think it might as 
well go to the proper committee without printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the com- 
munication will lie on the table without any order for printing. 

RECESS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. To await the action of the House of Representa- 
tives in completing its organization, I move that the Senate take a recess 
for one-half of one hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate now take a recess for one-half hour. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate (at 12 o’clock and 30 min- 
utes p. m. ) took a recess until 1 o’clock, when the President pro tempore 
resumed the chair. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, from information I have, I think 
there will be no occasion for the sitting of the Senate for say twenty 
minutes more, and I move a further recess of twenty minutes. 

Mr. COCKRELL and others. Let it be half an hour. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Well, make it thirty minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate take a further recess until half past 1 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess (at 1 
o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the Senate reassembled. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS (at 1 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.). I am advised 
that it will be about an hour yet before we can receive a communica- 
tion from the House of Representatives. I therefore move that a fur- 
ther recess of one hour be taken. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate took a recess, and at the expiration of the recess (at 2 o’clock 
and 40 minutes p. m.) the President pro tempore resumed the chair. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Mr. CLARK, the Clerk of the House of Representatives, appeared be- 
Jow the bar of the Senate and delivered the following m: 

Mr. President, I am directed by the House of Representatives to in- 
form the Senate that there is a quorum of the House of Representatives 
present, and that JOHN G. CARLISLE, a Representative from the State 
of Kentucky, has been elected Speaker, and John B. Clark, jr., of the 
State of Missouri, has been chosen Clerk; and that the House of Rep- 
resentatives is now ready to proceed to business. 

It has also resolved that a committee of three be appointed on the part 
of the House, to join the committee appointed on the part of the Senate, 
to wait on the President of the United States and inform him that a 
quorum of the two Houses has assembled and that Congress is ready 
to receive any communication that he may be pleased to make, and 
that Mr. BLOUNT, Mr. RANDALL, and Mr. REED have been appointed 
members of that committee on the part of the House. 


DEATH OF VICE-PRESIDENT HENDRICKS. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, in the discharge of the saddest 
duty of my public life I beg leave to offer resolutions which I send to 
the Chair. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has received with profound sorrow the intelligence 
of the death of Thomas A. Hendricks, late Vice-President of og United States, 
and for a-number of years a distinguished member of this bod 

ved, That the business of the $ Senate be suspended in pt that the emi- 
nent pag services and the private virtues of the deceased may be appropriately 
commemorated. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to communicate these 
resolutions to the House of Representatives, 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask that the resolutions lie on the table sub- 
ject to be called up at a future day, of which the Senate will have due 
and timely notice. 

Mr. N. Mr. President, out of respect to the memory of 
the late Vice-President I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will lie on the table. 
The question is on the motion of the Senator from Indiana [Mr, HAR- 
Raat that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 42 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, December 7, 1885. 


This day, in compliance with the prescription of the Constitution, 
the SEA R RA o the House of tatives of the Forty-ninth 
Congress assembled in their Hall, and at 12 o’clock m. were called to 
order by Mr. John B. Clark, Clerk of the last House. 

The CLERK. Gentlemen, the hour having arrived for the meeting 
of the Forty-ninth Congress of the United States, the Clerk of the 
Forty-eighth Congress will proceed, as required by law, to call the roll 
of Representatives-elect who have coniplied with the law in furnishing 

roper certificates of election. 

The roll was called, showing the presence of the following Members 
and Delegates : 


ALABAMA. 
James T. Jones. omas W, Sadler, 
Hilary A. Herbert. John M. 
William O. Oates. illiam H. Forney, 
Alexander C. Davidson, Joseph Wheeler, 
ARKANSAS. 
Poindexter Dunn. Jobn H. opo 
O. R. Breckinridge, : Samuel W, Peel. 
Thomas 0. McRae. 
CALIFORNIA. 
Barclay Henley. W. W. Morrow. 
J. A, Louttit, Charles N. Felton, 
Joseph McKenna, H. H. Markham, 
COLORADO. 
George G. Symes, 
CONNECTICUT. 
John R. Buck. John T, Wait. 
Charles L, Mitchell, Edward W, Seymour, 
DELAWARE, 
Charles B. Lore. 
FLORIDA. 


Robert H. M. Davidson. Charles Dougherty. 


Thomas M. Norwood. 
rig al G. ran 


oe R H 
N. J. Hammond, 


Ransom W., Dunham. 
Frank Lawler. 


GEORGIA. 
James H. Blount, 
Judson O. Clements, 
Seaborn Reese. 
Allen D. Candler. 
George T. Barnes, 
ILLINOIS. 
William H. Neece. 


Robert R. Hitt. Silas Z. Landes. 

Thomas J. Henderson, John R. Eden. 

Ralph Plumb. William R. Morrison. 
Lewis E, ge san Richard W. Townshend, 
Nicholas E. Worthington. John R. Thomas. 


John J. Kleiner. 
Thomas R. Cobb. 
Jonas G. Howard. 
William S. Holman. 


David B. enderson, 
William E. Fuller. 
Ben. T., Frederick. 

J. B. Weaver. 


Bishop W. Perkins, 
Thomas Ryan, 


William J, Stone, 


ohn G. Carlisle. 
— St. Martin. 


‘Thomas B, Reed. 
Nelson Dingley, jr. 


, Charles H. Gibson, 


Frank T. Shaw. 
William H. Cole. 


Robert T. Davis. 
John D. Long. 
Ambrose A. ney. 
A, Collins, 
Edward D. Hayden. 
Henry B. Lovering. 


William C. 

Nathaniel B. a Blaredge. 
James O'Donnell. 
Julius O. Burrows. 
Charles ©. Co: 

Edwin B. Winans, 


Milo White. 
J.B. Wakefield, 
H. B. Strait. 


soun M. Allen, 
T. O. Catchings. 


Alexander M. Dockery. 

James N. Burnes, 
William Warner. 

Jobn T. Heard. 

John E. Hutton. 


Archibald J. Weaver, 
James Laird, 


Peter P. Mahoney. 


INDIANA. 


James T. Jobnston, 
Thomas B. Ward. 
William D. Owen. 


IOWA. 


Edwin H. Conger. 

Bmore Hepburn, 
ose 

Adonirans J: Holicies: 

Isaac S. Struble, 


KANSAS, 
John A. Anderson, 
Lewis Hanback, 
Samuel R. Peters. 


KENTUCKY. 


William C. P. Breckinridge. 
James B. McCreary. 


Frank L. Wolford. 


LOUISIANA. 
Dhan = Fingin 
5 ng. 
‘Alfred B. Trion, 
MAINE. 
Seth L, Milliken. 
Charles A. Boutelle, 
MARYLAND. 


John V. L. Findlay, 
Barnes Compton. 
Louis E. McComas, 


William Whiting. 
Francis W. Rockwell. 
MICHIGAN. 


Ezra O. Carleton. 
tise f E. arney 
Byron 

Spencer O. Fisher. 
Seth O. Moffatt. 


MINNESOTA. 


John B. Gilfillan, 
Knute Nelson. 


MISSISSIPPI. 


O. R. Singleton. 
H. S. Van Eaton. 
E. Barksdale. 


MISSOURI. 


John J. O'Neill. 
John M. Glover. 
Martin L. Cl 


Wiliam H. Wade, 

Wiliam Dawson, 
NEBRASKA. 

George W. E. Dorsey, 


NEVADA. 
William Woodburn. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Jacob H. Gallinger, 
NEW JERSEY. 
William W. Phel 


Herman Lehl 
Wiliam McAdoo, 


NEW YORK. 
Archibald M. Bliss, 
John J. Adams. 
Timothy J. Campbell, 
Joseph Pulitzer. 


= 
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Abram S. Hewitt. 
Teena 


braham Dowdney. 
mine Viele. 


wis Beach. 
Tene H. Ketcham. 
James Ey er 
John Swinburne. 


West. 
vrei a A. Johnson. 


Abraham X. Parker. 


William R. Cox. 
James W., Reid. 


Benjamin Bu 
Charles E. Brown. 
James E. Campbell. 
Charles M. 
Benjamin Le Fevre. 
William D. Hill. 
George E. Seney. 
John Little. 
William C. Cooper, 
Jacob Romeis. 


Edwin S. Osborne. 


He H. 

Charles ONeill. 
Samuel J. Randall, 
William D. Kaer: 


Daniel Ermentrout, 
John A. Hiestand. 
William H. Sowden. 
John B. Storm. 
Joseph A, Scranton. 
Charles N. Brumm. 


Henry J. Spooner. 


Samuel Dibble. 
George D. Tillman, 
William H. Perry. 


A. H. Pettibone. 
L. C. Houk. 
John R. Neal. 
Benton McMillin, 
James D. Ri 


Nathan Gof, jr. 
William L. W. 


Lucien B. Caswell. 
Edward S. B: 


Robert M. La Follette. 
Isaac W. Van Schaick, 
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John G. Sawyer. 
John M. Farquhar. 
John B. Weber. 
Walter L. Sessions, 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


OHIO. 


OREGON. 


Risden T. Bennett. 
John §. Henderson. 


William H. H. Cowles. 


Thomas D, Johnston. 


Albert C. Thompson. 
Joseph H. Outhwaite. 


Charies H. Grosvenor, 


William McKinley, jr. 
Martin A. Foran, 


Binger Herman, 
PENNSYLVANIA. 


Franklin Bound. 
Frank C. rman 
William W. Bro 

Jacob M. Campbell, 
Louis E. Atkinson. 
John A. Swope. 
Andrew G. Curtin. 
Charles E. Boyle. 
James S. Ni To 


Alexander C. White. 


George W. Fleeger. 
William L. Scott. 


RHODE ISLAND. 


William A. Pirce, 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


John J. Hemphill. 
George W. > 
Robert Smalls, 


TENNESSEE. 


TEXAS. 


A. J. Caldwell. 
J. G. Ballentine. 
John M. Taylor, 
P. T. Glass. 
Zach. Taylor. 


Olin Wellborn. 

J. F. Miller. 

ER. Q. Mills. 

J. D. Sayers. 

S. W. T. Lanham. 


VERMONT. 


William W. Grout, 


VIRGINIA. 


Charles T. O’Ferrall. 
John S. Barbour. 

C. F. Trigg. 

John R. Tucker. 


WEST VIRGINIA, 


Charles E oad 
Eustace 


WISCONSIN. 


Joseph Rankin, 
Ormsby B. Thomas, 
William T. Price. 
Isaac Stephenson. 


ARIZONA, 
Curtis C. Bean, 


DAKOTA. 
Oscar 8. Gifford. 


IDAHO. 


John Hailty. 
MONTANA.” 
Joseph K. Toole. 


NEW MEXICO. 
Anthony Joseph. 


UTAH. 


John T. Caine. 
WASHINGTON. 
Charles S. Voorhees. 


WYOMING. 
Joseph M. Carey. 
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When the State of Nebraska was reached in the call, 

The CLERK said: The Clerk desires to state that he has some doubt 
as to whether the certificates from the State of Nebraska fully compl 
with the law, but as they are identical with the certificates filed with 
the Clerk of the House of Representatives of the Forty-seventh and 
Forty-eighth Congresses, and as there is no protest or contest, he has 
placed the names upon the roll. 

The calling of the roll was concluded. 

Mr. BENNETT. Mycolleague, Mr. JOHN S. HENDERSON, is detained 
at his room by illness. 

Mr. DIBBLE. My colleague, Mr. AIKEN, is absent on account of 

Mr. LANHAM. My colleague, Mr. CRAIN, is sick and unable to be 
present. 

Mr. VIELE. My colleague, Mr. MULLER, is detained at home by 
sickness. 

The CLERK. Three hundred and nineteen members, more than a 
quorum, have answered to their names. 

Of interest to members and as a matter of permanent record the 
Clerk presents in tabulated form the changes in the list of members 
since the election of the Forty-ninth Congress, and requests that it be 
incorporated in the RECORD. It is as follows: 


List of changes since the election of Forty-ninth House of Representatives. 


Date of 
vacancy. 


District. Name. Successor, 


Nineteenth Penn-| William A. Duncan*.. 


| James K. Jonest........ McRae. 
Eighth New York! Samuel S, Coxt.......... May i885 ..| Timothy J. Campbell. 


Nov. 14, 18% ...| John A. Swope. 


Fifth Ilinois.......| Reuben Ellwood*.....| July gas Albert J. Hopkins. 


*Died. Resigned. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that a quorum of the Senate had assembled, and that that 
body was now ready to proceed to the transaction of public business. 

It further announced that the Senate had elected Hon. JOHN SHER- 
MAN, a Senator from the State of Ohio, President pro tempore of the 
Senate, the office of Vice-President having become vacant by reason of 
the death of Hon. Thomas A. Hendricks. 

It also announced that a committee, consisting of Mr. EDMUNDS 
and Mr. Harris, had been appointed on the part of the Senate to join 
such committee as may be appointed by the House of Representatives 
to wait upon the President of the United States and inform him that 
Congress was ready to receive any communication he might be pleased 
to make. 

ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 


The CLERK. A quorum of members having appeared and answered 
to their names, the first business in order wil] be the election of a 
Speaker of the House of Representatives for the Forty-ninth Congress, 
and nominations for that office are now in order. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Clerk, I nominate for the office of Speaker of the 
House of Representatives for the Forty-ninth Congress Hon. JOHN G. 
CARLISLE, 2 tative-elect from the State of Kentucky. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Clerk, I nominate for Speaker of this House the 
Hon, THOMAS B. REED, a Representative-elect from the State of Maine. 

The CLERK, There being no other nominations the Clerk will re- 
quest Mr. Morrison of Illinois, Mr. TUCKER of Virginia, Mr. HISCOCK 
of New York, and Mr. BROWNE of Indiana to act. as tellers; and the rules 
of the House providing that the vote shall be viva voce, the Clerk will 
proceed to call the roll. 

The roll was called with the following result: 


For Mr. John G. Carlisle, of Kentucky—178, 


Adams, J. J. Campbell, T.J. Eden, Henley, 
Allen, J. M. er, Eldredge, Herbert, 
Anderson, C.M. Carleton, Ellsberry, ewitt, 
Arnot, Catchings, Ermentrout, Hil, 
Ballentine, n i olman, 
xbour, Clements, k Howard, 
Barksdale, ` Foran, Hutton, 
Barnes, Cole, Ford, - Irion, 
enki & y Forney, Johnston, T, D. 
o Compton, Frederick, Jones, J. 
Belmont, x Gay, ones, J. T, 
Bennett, Cowles, des, È 
Blanchard, Cox, Gibson, C. H. Š 
Bland, 7 Gibson, Eustace Laffoon, 
Bliss, Culberson, lass, Landes, 
Blount, Curtin, Glover, i 
Boyle; Daniel, Green, R. §. Lawler, 
Bragg, Dargan, Green, W. J. Le Fevre, 
= rooe amiage; C. R. Davidson, A. C. Hale, Lore, 
reckinridge, WOP.Davidson, R. H, M. Hall, Lovering, 
kepe Dawson, Halsell, n 
Bynum, Dibble, Hammond, Mahoney, 
i, Dockery, Harris, artin, 
Caldwell, Dougherty, Hatch, Matson, 
Campbell, Felix Dowdney, Heard, Maybury, 
Campbell, J. E. Dunn, Hemphill, McAdoo, 
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McCreary, Pidcock, Skinner, Tucker, 
McMillin,’ Pindar, Snyder, Turner, 
McRae, Pulitzer, Sowden, ‘Van Eaton, 
Merriman, Randall, Spriggs, 
oe Rankin, ee Z = 
iis, + , ‘ard, P 
Mitchell, Reid, J.W. Charles Warner, A. J. 
Morgan, Reese, St. Weaver, J. B. 
Morrison, Richardson, Stone, Ky. ‘eliborn, 
Murphy, Rigas, Stone, of Mo. A 
neni Ro! m, So wit” 
eece, ‘ope, 
Norwood, Salen’ Tarsney, Wilson, 
7 Sayers, Taulbee, 
O'Ferrall, Scot Taylor, J. M. Wise, 
O'Neill, J. J. Seney, > Wolford, 
Outhwaite, A s 
Peel, Shaw, Townshend, 
Perry, Singleton, Trigg, 
For Mr. Thomas B. Reed, of Maine—138, 
Adams, G. E. Felton, Lindsley, Ryan, 
Allen, ©. H. Fleeger, Little, Sawyer, 
Anderson, J. A. Fuller, Long, Scranton, 
Atkinson, Funston, att Sessions, 
ker, Gallinger, ham, Smalls, 
Bayne, Gilfillan, McComas, Spooner, 
Bingham, Goff, McKenna, Steele, 
nd, Grosvenor, MeKinley, 
Boutelle, Grout, 1 Stewart, J. W. 
MA Hahn, Milliken, E. 
Browne,T. M. Hanback, Moffatt, Strait, 
Brown, © 3 Morrill, Strubie, 
Brown, W. Hayden, Morrow, Swinburne, 
Brumm, Haynes, Negley, Symes, 
Buchanan, H D.B. N n, Taylor, E. B. 
Buck, Henderson, T. J. O'Donnell, Taylor, I. H. 
Bunnell, epburn, "Hara, lor, 
Burleigh, Herman. O'Neill, Charles Thomas, J. R. 
Burrows, Hiestand, Thomas, O. B. 
Butterworth, Hires, Owen, Thompson, 
Campbell, J. M. Hiscock, Parker, Van 2 
Cannon, itt, Payne, Wade, 
Caswell, Hoan Payas, See. 
Conger, op rkins, t, 
r, Houk, - Wakefield, 
garnens es m oo es 
venpo; ames, ps, eaver, 
vis, Johnson, F, A Pi W x 
Dingley, Johnston, J. T, Ph ` West, 
Dorsey, Kelley, Price, White, A. C. 
Dunham, Ketcbam Ranney, White, Milo 
Ely, La Follette, Š Whiting, 
Evans, Laird, Rockwell, W 
Everhart, Le $ 
Farquhar, Libbey, Rowell, 
Not voting—8. 
Aiken, Croxton, Henderson, J. S. Muller, 
pane Guenther, Loutitt, Reed, T. B. 
n, 


Mr. BENNETT (when the name of Mr. HENDERSON, of North Caro- 
lina, was called). My colleague, as I have already stated, is detained 
from the House by sickness. 

Mr. VIELE (when the name of Mr. MULLER was called). Mr. MUL- 
LER is detained at his home by reason of a serious accident. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Clerk, on behalf of the tellers appointed to 
canvass the vote for § , Lam directed to report that they have 
agreed in their tally, with this result: Whole number of votes cast 316; 
of this number Mr. CARLISLE has received 178 votes, and Mr. REED 
138. 

The CLERK. The House has heard the report of the tellers, show- 
ing a total vote cast of 316; of which Hon. JOHN G. CARLISLE, a mem- 
ber-elect from the State of Kentucky, received 178 votes for the office 
of Speaker of this House, and Mr. THOMAS B. REED, a member-elect 
from the State of Maine, received 138. The Clerk therefore declares 
that Hon. JOHN G. CARLISLE, a Representative-elect from the State of 
Kentucky, is duly elected er of the House of Representatives for 
the Forty-ninth Congress. [Applause.] 

Mr. TUCKER, of Virginia, an . REED, of Maine, will please escort 
the Speaker-elect to the chair. 

Mr. TUCKER and Mr. REED conducted Mr. CARLISLE to the chair, 
when the Speaker-elect addressed the House as follows: 

Gentlemen of the House of Representatives, in assuming the duties 
and responsibilities of this place for the second time I beg to return 
my most profound thanks for this manifestation of yourcontinued con- 
fidence. It is a compliment which Ishall always remember with pride 
and gratitude. 

Nowhere else in the world can there be found a legislative assembly 
representing so great a constituency as that represented by this House, 
and certainly no similar body, consisting of an equal number of mem- 
bers, is its superior in point of ability and fidelity to the interests in- 
trusted to it. The privilege of presiding over the deliberations of such 
a body is a very high and honorable distinction, the highest and most 
honorable it can confer upon any of its members, and I appreciate it as 

But, gentlemen, my full a tion of your action to-day can best 
beshown bya jose rages aren pi teenth Ri 
and, although it may not be wise to make p in advance, I vent- 
ure to promise that to the full extent of my ability the law governing 


the proceedings of the Houseshall be evenly administered, with a view to 
the tion of order and decorum, the protection of the personal 
and representative rights of members, and the prompt transaction of the 
public business. None of these results, however, can beattained with- 
out your active co-operation and support. 

In a body so large as this, and representing such vast and varied and 
sometimes conflicting interests; a constant observance of established 
rulesand precedents is imperatively required, not only by considerations 
vitally affecting the public welfare, but in order to maintain the honor 
and dignity of the House itself. In the sharp contests for priority, 
which inevitably occur in such a body, the restraints imposed by fixed 
rules are sometimes quite severely felt, especially after there has been 
a large accumulation of business; but experience has shown that the 
necessity for order and regularity in the consideration of legislative 
measures is so fully appreciated by gentlemen on the floor that they can 
be always relied upon to sustain the presiding officer in every pro 
effort he may make to secure that result. In view of this fact, I feel 
much more confident of a reasonable degree of success in this trying 

ition than would otherwise be justifiable. Questions of order must 

decided age 28" fos they arise, generally without much opportunity 
for deliberation, and consequently whoever may be the occupant of this 
chair, and however careful he may be, mistakes must frequently be 
committed; but fortunately the House has at all times in its own hands 
the power to correct them, and preserve the integrity and consistency 
of its practice; and I am sure you will not hesitate to exercise that 
power whenever the occasion may demand it. 

Gentlemen, we are about to enter upon the work of an important 
session, more important perhaps than any that has preceded it for many 
years. The political relations heretofore existing between the two sides 
of the House and the executive department of the Government have 
been reversed, and this of itself imposes new duties and obligations 
upon both. 

Under a popular form of government like ours a political change in 
the executive branch necessarily, to a greater or less extent, involves 
altered methods of administration, inaugurates new legislative policies, 
and uently presents new questions for the consideration of the 
people and their representatives. It is probable, therefore, that many 
subjects not heretofore prominent in our deliberations will engage a 
large share of your attention during the present Congress. It may 
reasonably be anticipated also that wide differences of opinion will exist 
upon many of these questions, resulting in long and perhaps exciting 
contests upon the floor; and it may be that these differences will not 
always be defined by recognized party lines. Under these circum- 
stances, a proper appreciation of the integrity and patriotism of each 
other, a sincere respect for the honest opinions of opponents in debate, 
and the cultivation of a spirit of mutual forbearance and personal re- 
gard will be necessary to enable the House to conduct its proceedings 
with order and deliberation, and avoid unpleasant incidents, which are 
always most seriously regretted by those who actually participate in 
them. The House is the only custodian and guardian of its own peace . 
and dignity, and without its cordial support no presiding officer can 
preserve either. 

And now, gentlemen, before taking the oath of office allow me to 
renew the expression of my sincere acknowledgments for the great 
honor you have conferred and the great trust you have confided to my 
hands. I accept them both, I trust, with a proper sense of the im- 
portant obligations they impose, and certainly with an earnest desire 
to discharge those obligations without prejudice to any public interest. 
[Loud applause from both sides of the House. ] 

Mr. KELLEY, having served longest continuously asa member of the 
House, administered to the Speaker-elect the oath prescribed. 

SWEARING-IN OF MEMBERS. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to administer to the members in attendance 
the oath of office. The Members and Delegates elect presented them- 
selves as their names were called by States and Territories and took the 
oath prescribed by section 1757 of the Revised Statutes. 

ELECTION OF CLERK, SERGEANT-AT-ARMS, ETC. 


Mr. TUCKER. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows : 


Resolved, That John B. Clark, jr., of the State of Missouri, be, and is hereby, 
elected Clerk of the House of Representatives of the Forty-ninth 
That John P, Leedom, of the State of Ohio, be, and is hereby, elected t- 


at-Arms of the House of Representatives of the Forty-ninth Congress. 
Dalton, of the State of Indiana, be, and ishereby, elected Post- 
master of the House of Representatives of the Forty-ninth Con: 
That Samuel Donelson, of the State of Tennessee, be, and is hereby, elected 
Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives of the Forty-ninth Co ; and 
That Rey, W. H. Milburn, of the State of New York, be, and is y, elected 
Chaplain of the House of Representatives of the Forty-ninth Congress. 


Mr, CANNON. I offer as an amendment to the resolution what I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out of the resolution the name of John B. Clark, jr., of the State of Mis- 
souri, and insert in lieu thereof the name of W. O. Crosby, of the State of Iowa. 

For Sergeant-at-Arms, strike out > oe of John P. om, of the State of 


Ohio, and insert the name of Albert arsh, of the State of Indiana. 
For Postmaster, strike out the name of L; ton, of the State of Indi- 


yourgus Dal 
ana, and insert the name of Charles W. Adams, of the State of Maryland. 
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For Doorkeeper, strike out the name of Samuel Donelson, of the State of Ten- 
nessee, and the name of Joseph Selden, of the State of Connecticut. 

For Chaplain, strike out the name of Rev. W. H. Milburn, of the State of New 
York, and insert the name of Rev. F. L. Britt, of the State of Nebraska, 

The SPEAKER. If there be no demand for a division of the ques- 
tion it will be taken on the adoption as a whole of the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON.] The Chair does not 
hear that demand made. The question, then, is upon the adoption of 
the substitute proposed by the gentleman from Illinois for the resolu- 
tion offered by the gentleman from Virginia. 

The question being taken, the substitute was not agreed to. 

; The SPEAKER. The question now is upon the adoption of the reso- 
ution. 

The resolution was adopted. 

The officers just elected, with the exception of the Chaplain-elect, 
who was not in attendance, then presented themselves and took the 
prescribed oath of office. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE SENATE. 


Mr. MORRISON. I offer for adoption the resolution which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resol That a message be sent to the Senate apain that body that a 
quorum of the House of Representatives hasassembled ; that JonN G. Car 
a Representative from the State of Kentucky, has been elected Speaker, an 


that John B. Clark, jr., a citizen of the State of Missouri, has been chosen Clerk, 
and that the House of Representatives is ready to proceed to business, 


The resolution was adopted. 
NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: ‘ 

Resolved, That a committee of three be appointed on the part of the House to 
join the committee appointed on the part of the Senate to wait on the President 
of the United es and inform him that a quorum of the two Houses has as- 
sembled and that Congress is ready to receive any communication he may be 
pleased to make, 

The resolution was adopted. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair appoints as the committee to join the 
committee on the part of the Senate to wait upon the President, Mr. 
B.ount of Georgia, Mr. RANDALL of Pennsylvania, and Mr. REED of 
Maine. 

HOUR OF DAILY MEETING. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I move that the daily hour of the meeting 
of the House each day, until farther order, be at 120’clock m. 

The resolution was agreed to, 


DRAWING OF SEATS. 


Mr.WELLBORN. Mr, Speaker,I move that this House do now take 
a recess until 3 p. m., to await the return of the committee appointed 
to wait upon the President of the United States. 

Several MEMBERS. No! No! Let us draw for seats. 

Mr. WELLBORN. ‘The House will hardly proceed to draw for seats 
while the members of the committee just appointed are absent in the 

i of their duty. 

The question was taken on the motion for a recess until 3 o’clock p. 


m.; and it was not to. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I offer a resolution which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: j 
That the House do now proceed to the assignment of permanent 
seats of Members and Doa in pursuance of the rule of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the Forty-cighth Congress on that subject, 

The resolution was to. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and alsomoved tolay that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. AIKEN, being sick, I 
ask leave of the House to act for him inthe selection of a seat. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] 
states that his collegae ts AIKEN] is sick, and unable to be in at- 
tendance at this time, and therefore asks the privilege ofselecting a seat 
for him when his name is called. Is there objection? 

No objection was made, so the request was granted. 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, I aska similar privilege on behalf of 
my coll Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, 

Mr. D . Mr. Speaker, I move that a like privilege be extended 
to the colleagues of all absent members. 

Several MEMBERS. No! No! 

Mr.SPRINGER. The House will desire to know who the gentlemen 
are that are to select seats for others, and I therefore think each case 
had better be taken up separately. 

The SPEAKER. gentleman from Arkansas, Mr, DUNN, moves 
that the privilege of selecting seats for members not present be ex- 
tended to the colleagues of all absent members. 

A MEMBER. Absent on account of sickness. 


TheSPEAKER. That is not the motion of the gentleman from 
Arkansas, as the Chair understands it. The motion is to extend this 
prinilegs to the colleagues of all absent members. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And Delegates. 

The SPEAKER. And Delegates. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, was not the motion of the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN ] confined to the colleagues of members who 
are absent by reason of sickness? 

The SPEAKER. It was not so qualified. 

A MEMBER. It should be so qualified, then. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. DuNN; and it was 
agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I move that, preceding the drawing for 
seats, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. KELLEY, be permitted, 
in accordance with the custom heretofore observed in his case, to choose 
his seat. That gentleman has been regarded for several years—I be- 
lieve ever since the Fortieth Congress—as the Father of the House. Un- 
der the rules it has been his privilege and his duty to swear in each 
succeeding Speaker chosen since that time. The House has always 
accorded to him the privilege of selecting his seat in this way—— 

A MEMBER. Not always. 

Mr. MILLS. Always, I think, since the time I have mentioned; at 
least that is my recollection. I think the House has for many years 
accorded to the gentleman from Pennsylvania the privilege of selecting 
his seat before the regular drawing, and I move that he be given that 
privilege now. 

The SPEAKER. That requires unanimous consent. The gentle- 
man from Texas, Mr. MILLS, asks unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, Mr. KELLEY, may be permitted to select a 
seat before the regular drawing begins. Is there objection? 

Mr. BENNETT. I object. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, we have no rules at present, and there- 
fore, I think, a majority of the House ought to determine this question. 

The SPEAKER. But the House has just adopted a resolution to 
proceed to the regular drawing of seats in aceordance with the rule of 
the Forty-eighth Congress on that subject. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. KELLEY] will do as he did in a previous Congress, indi- 
cate what seat he desires, I have no doubt he can have it by the unani- 
mous consent of the Republican side of the House. [Applause on the 
Republican side. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed to execute the order of the 
Honse in relation to the drawing of seats. As preliminary thereto, the 
Chair will cause to be read the rule which under the resolution just 
adopted governs this proceeding. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Rue XXXII, 
DRAWING OF SEATS, 


At the commencement of each Co ly after the Members and 
Delegates are sworn in, the Clerk shall p) ina aoa gc ona y for that pur- 
pose, a number of small balls of marble or other mat: equal to the number 
of Members and Del which balls shall be consecutively numbered and 
thoroughly in ed, and at such hour as shall be fixed by the House for 
that purpose, by the ds of a , draw said balls one by one from the box 
and announce the number as it wn, upon which announcement the Mem- 
ber or Delegate whose name on a numbered alphabetical list shall correspond 


with the number on the ball, shall advance choose his seat for the term for 
which he is elected. 


2, Before said drawing shall commence, each seat shall be vacated and so re- 
main until selected under this rule, and any seat having been selected shall be 
deemed forfeited if left unoccupied before the call of the roll is finished, and 


whenever the seats of Members and Del shall have been drawn, no propo- 


egates 
sition for a second drawing shall be in order during that Congress, 


The SPEAKER. In accordance with this rule, the Chair requests 
members to retire to the lobbies in the rear of the seats. In orderto pre- 
vent confusion hereafter, the Chair also suggests that members, as they 
select their seats, place their names upon the desks, so that the officers 
of the House may know to what member each seat has been assigned. 

The drawing of seats was then proceeded with, commencing at twenty 
minutes after 2 o’clock and concluding at a quarter before 4 o'clock; the 
name of Mr. STAHLNECKER being first called, and that of Mr. ATKINSON 
being the last called. ° 


DEATH OF VICE-PRESIDENT HENDRICKS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the melancholy duty has been assigned 
to me of announcing to the House that Thomas A. Hendricks, Vice- 
President of the United States, departed this life at his home in the city 
of Indianapolis, Ind., on the 25th day oflast month. The death, after 
a long period of public service, of this eminent citizen, holding at the 
time the second office in the gift of the Republic, and with a reputation 
in public and private life of unsullied purity, has occasioned expressions 
of deep-felt grief throughout the whole country. Undoubtedly Con- 
gress, acting through both its Houses, will atan early moment set apart 
an occasion for a proper expression touching the life, character, and pub- 
lic services of the deceased. In view of this announcement, and out of 


respect for his memory, I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was unanimously agreed to; and accordingly (at3 o'clock 
and 47 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


1885. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of Peter Woll & Sons, of the city of 
Philadelphia, Pa., asking for a refund of duties erroneously paid on 
importation of quitch-grass root—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Otho W. Trendle, for quartermas- 
ter’s stores and supplies taken from him in Frederick County, Mary- 
land, by the Army of the United States for army use during the war 
of 1861, and stated at $1,597—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition «of Thomas E. Holmes, for stores and supplies taken or 
furnished for army use, and stated at $1,059—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of William P. Leaman, for quartermaster’s stores and 
supplies taken from him in Montgomery County, Maryland, by the 
United States Army during the war of 1861, and stated at $1,235.25— 
to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Isabella Hance, for quartermaster’s and commissary 
stores taken or furnished in Montgomery County, Maryland, stated at 
$7,081.35—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of George Phelps, of the District of Columbia, for trans- 
portation, labor, and service furnished to the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment, stated at $3,394.50—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of H. N. Lansdale, for quartermaster’s stores and sup- 

lies taken from him in Frederick County, Maryland, during the war of 
7861, by the Army of the United States, stated at $2,312.70—to the same 
committee. 

Also, petition of Samuel D. Piper, of Maryland, for quartermaster’s 
and commissary supplies and stores, stated at $553.90, and request that 
same be referred to the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Henry Piper, for commissary stores taken for the 
public service, stated at $652.80, and request that same be referred to 
the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of J. D. Morrison, of Virginia, for relief 
from unlawful assessment of taxes—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, December 8, 1885. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
EUGENE HALE, a tor from the State of Maine, appeared in his 
seat to-day. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. EDMUNDS and Mr. Harris, the committee appointed in con- 
junction with a similar committee of the House of Representatives to 
wait upon the President of the United States, appeared below the bar, 

d 


an 

Mr. EDMUNDS said: Mr. President, the committee appointed by 
the two Houses of Congress to wait upon the President of the United 
States and inform him that a quorum of each House has assembled and 
organized, and that the two Houses are now ready to receive any com- 
munication he may have to make, have performed that duty, and the 
President of the United States replied that he would send a message in 
writing to Congress immediately. 

PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 

At 12 o'clock and 10 minutes p. m. Mr. O. L, PRUDEN, one of the sec- 
retaries of the President of the United States, appeared below the bar 
of the Senate and said: 

Mr. President, I am directed by the President of the United States to 
deliver to the Senate a message in writing. 

‘The message was received from the Secretary and handed to the Presi- 
dent pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro nary fod The Chair lays before the Senate the 
annual message of the President of the United States, which the Secre- 
tary will read. 

The Secretary of the Senate read the message, as follows: 

To the Congress of the United States: 

Your assembling is clouded by a sense of public bereavement, caused 
by the recent and sudden death of Thomas A. Hendricks, Vice-President 
of the United States. His distinguished public services, his complete 
integrity and devotion to every duty, and his personal virtues will find 
honorable record in his country’s history. 

Ample and repeated proofs of the esteem and confidence in which he 
was held by his fellow-countrymen were manifested by his election to 
offices of the most important trust and highest dignity; and at length, 
full of years and honors, he has been laid at rest amid universal sorrow 
and benediction. 

The Constitution which requires those chosen to legislate for the peo- 
ple toannually meet in the discharge of their solemn trust also requires 
the President to give to Congress information of the state of the Union 
and recommend to their consideration such measures as he shall deem 


necessary and expedient. At the threshold of a compliance with these 
constitutional directions, it is well for us to bear in mind that our use 
fulness to the people’s interests will be promoted by a constant appreci- 
ation of the scope and character of our respective duties as they relate 
to Federal legislation. While the Executive may recommend such 
measures as he shall deem expedient, the responsibility for legislative 
action must and should rest upon those selected by the people to make 
their laws. 

Contemplation of the grave and responsible functions assigned to the 
respective branches of the Government under the Constitution will dis- 
close the partitions of power between our respective departments and 
their necessary independence, and also the need for the exercise of all 
the power intrusted to each in that spirit of comity and co-operation 
which is essential to the proper fulfillment of the patriotic obligations 
which rest upon us as faithful servants of the people. 

The jealous watchfulness of our constituencies, great and small, sup- 
plements their and before the tribunal they establish every 
public servant should be judged. 

It is fying to announce that the relations of the United States 
with all foreign powers continue to be friendly. Our position after 
nearly a century of successful constitutional government, maintenance 
of faith in all our engagements, the avoidance of compli 
with other nations, and our consistent and amicable attitude toward 
the strong and weak alike, furnish proof of a political disposition which 
renders professions of good will unnecessary. There are no questions 
of difficulty pending with any foreign government. 

The tine Government has revived the long dormant question of 
the Falkland Islands, by claiming from the United States indemnity 
for their loss, attributed to the action of the commander of the rr 
of-war Lexington in breaking up a piratical colony on those islands 
1831, and their subsequent occupation by Great Britain. In view of 
the ample justification for the act of the Lexington and the derelict 
condition ef the islands before and after their alleged occupation by 
Argentine colonists, this Government considers the claim as wholly 
groundless, 

Question has arisen with the Government of Austria-Hungary touch- 
ing the representation of the United States at Vienna. Having, under 
my constitutional prerogative, appointed an estimable citizen of unim- 
peached probity and competence as minister at that court, the Govern- 
ment of Austria-H invited this Government to take izance 
of certain exceptions, upon allegations against the accept- 
ability of Mr. Keiley, the appointed envoy, asking that, in view thereof, 
the appointment should be withdrawn. The reasons advanced were 
such as could not be acquiesced in without violation of my oath of officd 
and the arta ta of the Constitution, since they necessarily involved a 
limitation in favor of a foreign government upon the right of selection 
by the Executive, and required such an application of a religious test 
as a qualification for office under the United States as would have re- 
sulted in the practical disfranchisement of a large class of our citizens 
and the abandonment of a vital principle in our Government. The 
Austro-Hungarian Government finally decided not to receive Mr. Keiley 
as the envoy of the United States, and that gentleman has since resigned 
his commission, leaving the post vacant. I have made no new nomi- 
nation, and the interests of this Government at Vienna are now in the 
care of the secretary of legation, acting as chargé d’affaires ad interim. 

Early in March last, war broke out in Central America, caused by the 
attempt of Guatemala to consolidate the several states into a single 
Siete In these contests between our neighboring states the 

nited States forebore to interfere actively, but lent the aid of their 
friendly offices in deprecation of war and to promote peace and concord 
among the belligerents, and by such counsel contributed importantly 
to the restoration of tranquillity in that locality. 

Emergencies growing out of civil war in the United States of Colom- 
bia demanded of the Government at the beginning of this administra- 
tion the employment of armed force to fulfill its guarantees under the 
thirty-fifth article of the treaty of 1816, in order to keep the transit open 
across the Isthmus of Desirous of exercising only the powers 
expressly reserved to us by the treaty, and mindful of the rights of Co- 
lombia, the forces sent to the Isthmus were instructed to confine their 
action to ‘‘ positively and efficaciously’’ preventing the transit and its 
accessories from being ‘‘interrupted or em ” 

The execution of this delicate and responsible task necessarily in- 
volved police control where the local authority was temporarily power- 
less, but always in aid of the sovereignty of Colombia. 

The prompt and successful fulfillment of its duty by this Govern- 
ment was highly appreciated by the Government of Colombia, and has 
been followed by expressions of its satisfaction. 

High praise is due to the officers and men en in this service, 

The restoration of peace on the Isthmus by the re-establishment of 
the constituted government there being thus accomplished, the forces 
of the United States were withdrawn. 

Pending these occurrences a question of much importance was pre- 
sented by decrees of the Colombian Government, proclaiming theclos- 
ure of certain ports then in the hands of insurgents, and declaring ves- 


sels held by the revolutionists to be piratical and liable to capture by 
any power. 


To neither of these propositions could the United States 
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assent. An effective closure of ports not in the possessio 


ernment, but held by hostile partisans, could not berecognized; neither 
could the vessels of insurgents against the legitimate sovereign 
deemed hostes hwmani generis within the precepts of international law, 
whatever might be the definition and penalty of their acts under the 
municipal law of the state against whose authority they were in revolt. 
The denial by this Government of the Colombian itions did not, 
however, imply the admission of a belligerent status on the part of the 


ts. 

The Colombian Government has expressed its willingness to nego- 
tiate conventions for the adjustment by arbitration of PEREA ERER 
citizens arising out of the destruction of the city of Aspin by the 
insurrectionary forces, 

The interest of the United States in a practicable transit for ships 
across the strip of land separating the Atlantic from the Pacific has been 
repeatedly manifested during the last half-century. 

My immediate predecessor caused to be negotiated with Nicaragua a 
treaty for the construction by and at the sole cost of the United States 
of a canal through Nicaraguan territory, and laid it before the Senate. 
Pending the action of that body I withdrew the treaty for re- 
examination. Attentive consideration of its provisions leads me to 
withhold it from resubmission to the Senate. 

Maintaining, as I do, the tenets of a line of precedents from Wash- 
ington’s day, which proscribe entangling alliances with foreign states, 
I do not favor a policy of acquisition of new and distant territory or the 
incorporation of remote interests with our own. 

The laws of progress are vital and organic, and we must be conscious 
of that irresistible tide of commercial expansion which, as the concomi- 
tant of our active civilization, day by day, is being urged onward by 
those increasing facilities of production, tion, and communi- 
cation to which steam and electricity have given birth ; but our duty in 
the present instructs us to address ourselves mainly to the development 
of the vast resources of the great area committed to our charge, and to 
the cultivation of the arts of peace within our own borders, though jeal- 
ously alert in preventing the American hemisphere from being involved 
in the political problems and complications of distant governments. 
Therefore, I am unable to recommend propositions involving paramount 
privileges of ownership or right outside of our own territory, when 
coupled with absolute and unlimited engagements to defend terri- 
torial integrity of the state where such interests lie. While the general 
project of connecting the two oceans by means of a canal is to be encour- 
aged, I am of opinion that any scheme to that end to be considered with 
favor should be free from the features alluded to. 

* The Tehuantepec route is declared by engineers of the highest re- 
pute and by competent scientists to afford an entirely practicable 
transit for vessels and cargoes, by means of a ship-railway, from the 
Atlantic to the Pacific. The obvious advan of such a route, if 
feasible, over others more remote from the axial lines of traffic between 
Europe and the Pacific, and pariaan between the valley of the 
Mississippi and the western coast of N and South America, are de- 
serving of consideration. 

Whatever highway may be constructed across the barrier dividing 
the two greatest maritime areas of the world must be for the world’s 
benefit, a trust for mankind, to be removed from the chance of domina- 
tion by any single power, nor become a point of invitation for hostilities 
or a prize for warlike ambition. An engagement combining the con- 
struction, ownership, and operation of such a work by this Government, 
with an offensive and defensive alliance for its protection, with the for- 
eign state whose responsibilities and rights we would share, is in my 
judgment inconsistent with such dedication to universal and neutral 
use, and would, moreover, entail measures for its realization beyond 
the scope ef our national polity or present means. 

The lapse of years has abundantly confirmed the wisdom and fore- 
sight of those earlier administrations which, long before the conditions 
of maritime intercourse were changed and enlarged by the progress of 
the age, imed the vital need of interoceanic transit across the 
American Isthmus, and consecrated it in advance to the common use 
of mankind by their positive declarations and through the formal ob- 
ligation of treaties. ‘Toward such realization the efforts of my admin- 
istration will be applied, ever bearing in mind the principles on which 
it must rest, and which were declared in no uncertain tones by Mr. 
Cass, who, while Secretary of State, in 1858, announced that ‘* what 
the United States want in Central America, next to the happiness of 
its people, is the security and neutrality of the interoceanic routes 
which lead through it.” 

The construction of three transcontinental lines of railway, all in suc- 
cessful operation, wholly within our territory and uniting the Atlantic 
and the Pacific Oceans, has been accompanied by results of a most in- 
teresting and impressive nature, and has created new conditions, notin 
the routes of commerce only, but in political geography, which power- 
fully affect our relations toward, and necessarily increase our interests 
in, any transisthmian route which may be opened and employed for the 
ends of peace and traffic, or, in other contingencies, for uses inimical to 


Transportation is a factor in the cost of commodities scarcely second 
to that of their production, and weighs as heavily upon the consumer. 
Our experience already has proven the great importance of having 


the competition between land carriage and water carriage fully devel- 
oped, each acting as a protection to the public against the tendencies 
to monopoly which is inherent in the consolidation of wealth and power 
in the hands of vast corporations. 

These tions may serve to emphasize what I have already said 
on the score of the necessity of a neutralization of any interoceanic 
transit; and this can only be accomplished by making the uses of the 
route open to all nations and subject to the ambitions and warlike 
necessities of none. 

The drawings and report of a recent survey of the Nicaragua Canal 
route, made by Chief Engineer Menocal, will be communicated for 
your information. 

The claims of citizens of the United States for losses by reason of the 
late military operations of Chile in Peru and Bolivia are the subject of 
negotiation for a claims convention with Chile, providing for their sub- 
mission to arbitration. 

The harmony of our relations with China is fully sustained. 

In the application of the acts lately to execute the treaty of 
1880, restrictive of the immigration of Chinese laborers into the United 
States, individual cases of hardship have occurred beyond the power of 
the Executive to remedy, and calling for judicial determination. 

The condition of the Chinese question in the Western States and Ter- 
ritories is, despite this restrictive legislation, far from being satisfactory. 
The recent outbreak in Wyoming Territory, where numbers of unoffend- 
ing Chinamen, indisputably within the protection of the treaties and the 
law, were murdered by a mob, and the still more recent threatened out- 
break of the same character in Washington Territory, are fresh in the 
minds of all, and there is apprehension lest the bitterness of feeling 
against the Mongolian race on the Pacific slope may find ventin similar 
lawless demonstrations. All the power of this Government should be 
exerted to maintain the amplest good faith toward China in the treat- 
ment of these men, and the inflexible sternness of the law in bringing 
the wrongdoers to justice should be insisted upon. 

Every effort has been made by this Government to prevent these violent 
outbreaks and to aid the representatives of China in their investigation 
of these outrages; and it is but just tosay that they are traceable to the 
lawlessness of men not citizens of the United States engaged in compe- 
tition with Chinese laborers. 

Race prejudice is the chief factor in originating these disturbances, 
and it exists in a large part of our domain, jeopardizing our domestic 
peace and the good relationship we strive to maintain with China. 

The admitted right of a government to prevent the influx of elements 
hostile to its internal and security may not be questioned, even 
where there is no treaty stipulation on the subject. That the exclusion 
of Chinese labor is demanded in other countries where like conditions 
prevail is strongly evidenced in the Dominion of Canada, where Chinese 
immigration is now regulated by laws more exclusive than our own. 
If existing laws are inadequate to compass the end in view, I shall be 
pre to give earnest consideration to any further remedial measures, 
within the treaty limits, which the wisdom of Congress may devise. 

The independent state of the Congo has been organized as a govern- 
ment, under the sovereignty of His Majesty the King of the Belgians, 
who assumes its chief magistracy in his personal characteronly, without 
making the new state a dependency of Belgium. It is fortunate that 
a benighted region, owing all it has of quickening civilization to the 
beneficence and philan’ ic spirit of this monarch, should have the 
advantage and security of his benevolent supervision. 

The action taken by this Government last year in being the first to 
recognize the flag of the International Association of the Congo has been 
followed by formal recognition of the new nationality which succeeds 
to its sovereign powers. 

A conference of delegates of the principal commercial nations was 
held at Berlin last winter to discuss methods whereby the Congo Basin 
might be kept open to the world’s trade. Delegates attended on be- 
half of the United States on the understanding that their part should 
be merely deliberative, without imparting to the results any binding 
character so far as the United States were concerned. This reserve 
was due to the indisposition of this Government to share in any dis- 
posal by an international congress of jurisdictional questions in remote 
foreign territories. The results of the conference were embodied in a 
formal act of the nature of an international convention, which laid 
down certain obligations purporting to be binding on the signatories, 
subject to ratification within one year. Notwithstanding the reserva- 
tion under which the delegates of the United States attended, their 
signatures were attached to the general act in the same manner as those 
of the plenipotentiaries of other governments, thus making the United 
States appear, without reserve or qualification, as signatories to a joint 
international engagement imposing on the signers the conservation of 
the territorial integrity of distant regions where we have no established 
interests or control. 

This Government does not, however, regard its reservation of liberty 
of action in the premises as at all impaired; and holding that an en- 
gagement to share in the obligation of enforcing neutrality in the re- 
mote valley of the Congo would be an alliance whose responsibilities 
we are not in a position to assume, I abstain from asking the sanction 
of the Senate to that general act. 

The correspondence will be laid before you, and the instructive and 
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interesting report of the agent sent by this Government to the Congo 
country and his recommendations for the establishment of commercial 
agencies on the African coast are also submitted for your consideration. 

The commission appointed by my predecessor last winter to visit the 
Central and South American countries and report on the methods of 
enlarging the commercial relations of the United States therewith has 
submitted reports, which will be laid before you. 

No opportunity has been omitted to testify the friendliness of this 
Government toward Corea, whose entrance into the family of treaty 
powers the United States were the first to I regard with fa- 
vor the application made by the Corean Government to be allowed to 
employ American officers as military instructors, to which the assent of 
Congress becomes necessary, and I am happy to say this request has the 
concurrent sanction of China and Japan. 

The arrest and imprisonment of Julio R. Santos, a citizen of the 
United States, by the authorities of Ecuador, gave rise to a contention 
with that government, in which his right to be released or to have a 
speedy and impartial trial on announced charges, and with all guaran- 
tees of defense stipulated by treaty, wasinsisted upon by us. After an 
elaborate correspondence, and repeated and earnest representations on 
our Mr. Santos was, after an alleged trial and conviction, eventu- 
ally included in a general decree of amnesty and by the Ecua- 
dorian Executive and released, leaving the question of his American 
citizenship denied by the Ecuadorian Government but insisted upon by 
our own. 

The amount adjudged by the late French and American Claims Com- 
mission to be due from the United States to French claimants on account 
of injuries suffered by them during the war of secession, having been 
appropriated by the last Congress, has been duly paid to the French 
Government. 

The act of February 25, 1885, provided for a preliminary search of the 
records of French prize-courts for evidence bearing on the claims of 
American citizens against France for spoliations committed prior to 
1801. The duty has been performed, and the report of the agent will 
be laid before you. ` 

I regret to say that the restrictions upon theimportation of our pork 
into France continue, notwithstanding the abundant demonstration ot 
the absence of sanitary danger in its use; but I entertain strong h 
that, with a better understanding of the matter, this vexatious prohi- 
bition will be removed. It would be pleasing to be able to say as much 
with respect to Germany, Austria, and other countries, where such 
food-products are absolutely excluded without present prospect of rea- 
sonable change. 

The interpretation of our existing treaties of naturalization by Ger- 
many during the past year has attracted attention by reason of an ap- 
parent tendency on the part of the imperial government to extend the 
scope of the residential restrictions to which returning naturalized cit- 
izens of German origin are asserted to be liable under the laws of the 
empire. The temperate and just attitude taken by this Government 
with regard to this class of questions will doubtless lead to a satisfac- 
tory understanding. 

The dispute of Germany and Spain relative to the domination of the 
Caroline Islands has attracted the attention of this Government, by rea- 
son of extensive interests of American citizens having grown up in those 
parts during the past thirty years, and because the question of owner- 
ship involves jurisdiction of matters affecting the status of our citizens 
under civil and criminal law. Whilst creator, area d aloof from the 
proprietary issues raised between powers to both of which the United 
States are friendly, this Government expects that nothing in the pres- 
ent contention shall unfavorably affect our citizens carrying on a peace- 
ful commerce or theredomiciled, and has so informed the Governments 
of Spain and Germany. 

e marked good will between the United States and Great Britain 
has been maintained during the past year. 

The termination of the fishing clauses of the treaty of Washington, 
in pursuance of the joint resolution of March 3, 1883, must have resulted 
in the abrupt cessation on the 1st of July of this year, in the midst ot 
their ventures, of the operations of citizens of the United States engaged 
in fishing in British-American but for a diplomatic understand- 
ing reached with Her Majesty’s Government in June last, whereby as- 
surance was obtained that no interruption of those operations should 
take place during the current fishing season. 

In the interest of good neighborhood and of the commercial inter- 
course of adjacent communities, the question of the North American 
fisheries is one of much importance. Following out the intimation 
given by me when the extensory arrangement above described was ne- 
gotiated, I recommend that the Congress provide for the appointment 
of a commission in which the Governments of the United States and 
Great Britain shall be respectively represented, with the con- 
sideration and settlement, upon a just, equitable, and honorable basis, 
of the entire question of the fishing rights of the two governments and 
their respective citizens on the coasts of the United States and British 
North America. The fishing interests being intimately related to other 
general questions dependent upon contiguity and intercourse, consid- 
eration thereof, in all their equities, might also properly come within 
the purview of such a commission, and the fullest latitude of expression 
on both sides should be permitted. 


The ence in relation to the fishing rights will be submitted. 
The Arctic exploring steamer Alert, which was generously given by 
Her Majesty’s Government to aid in the relief of the Greely expedition, 


was, after the successful attainment of that humane p returned 
to Great Britain, in pursuance of the authority conferred by the act of 
March 3, 1885. 

The inadequacy of the existing engagements for extradition between 
the United States and Great Britain has been long apparent. The 
tenth article of the treaty of 1842, one of the earliest compacts in this ~ 
regard entered into by us, stipulated for surrender in t of a lim- 
ited number of offenses. Other crimes, no less inimical to the social wel- 
fare, should be embraced, and the procedure of extradition brought in 
harmony with t international practice. Negotiations with Her 
Majesty’s Government for an treaty of extradition have been 
pending since 1870, and I entertain strong hopes that a satisfactory 
result may be soon attained. 

The frontier line between Alaska and British Columbia, as defined 
by the treaty of cession with Russia, follows the demarkation assigned 
in a prior treaty between Great Britain and Russia, Modern explora- 
tion discloses that this ancient boundary is impracticableas a geograph- 
ical fact. In the unsettled condition of that region the question has 
lacked importance, but the discovery of mineral wealth in the territory 
the line is supposed to traverse admonishes that the time has come 
when an accurate knowl of the boundary is needful to avert juris- 
dictional complications. recommend, therefore, that provision be 
made for a penay reconnaissance by officers of the United States, 
to the end of acquiring more precise information on the subject. I have 
invited Her Majesty’s Government to consider with us the adoption of 
a more convenient line, to be established by meridian observations or 
by known geographical features without the necessity of an expensive 
survey of the whole. 

The late i i movements in Hayti having been quelled, 
the government of that republic has made prompt provision for adjudi- 
cating the losses suffered by foreigners because of hostilities there, and 
the claims of certain citizens of the United States will be in this manner 
determined. 

The long-pending claims of two citizens of the United States, Pelle- 
tier and Lazare, have been disposed of by arbitration, and an award in 
favor of each claimant has been made, which, by the terms of the en- 
gagement, is final. It remains for Congress to provide for the payment 
of the stipulated moiety of the expenses. 

A question arose with Hayti during the past year, by reason of the 
exceptional treatment of an American citizen, Mr. Van Bokkelen, a 
resident of Port-au-Prince, who, on suit by creditors residing in the 
United States, was sentenced to imprisonment, and, under the opera- 
tion of a Haytian statute, was denied relief secured to a native Hay- 
tian. This Government asserted his treaty right to equal treatment 
with natives of Hayti in all suits at law. Our contention was denied 
by the Haytian Government, which, however, while still professing to 
maintain the ground taken against Mr. Van Bokkelen’s right, termi- 
nated the controversy by setting him at liberty without explanation. 

An international conference to consider the means of arresting the 
spread of cholera and other epidemic diseases was held at Rome in 
May last, and adjourned to meet again on further notice. An expert 
delegate on behalf of the United States has attended its sessions and 
will submit a report. 

Our relations with Mexico continue to be most cordial, as befits those 
of neighbors between whom the strongest ties of friendship and com- 
mercial intimacy exist, as the natural and growing consequence of our 
similarity of institutions and geographical propinquity. 

The relocation of the boundary line between the United States and 
Mexico westward of the Rio Grande, under the convention of July 29, 
1882, has been unavoidably delayed ; but I apprehend no difficulty in 
securing a prolongation of the period for its accomplishment, 

The lately concluded commercial treaty with Mexico still awaits the 
stipulated legislation to carry its provisions into effect, for which one 
year’s additional time has been secured by a supplementary article 
signed in February last and since ratified on both sides. 

As this convention, so important to the commercial welfare of the 
two adjoining countries, has been constitutionally confirmed by the 
treaty-making branch, I express the hope that legislation needed to make 
it effective may not be long delayed. 

The large influx of capital and enterprise to Mexico from the United 
Statescontinues toaid in the development of the resources and in aug- 
menting the material well-being of our sister republic. Lines of rail- 
way, penetrating to the heartand capital of the country, bring the two 
peoples into mutually beneficial intercourse, and enlarged facilities of 
transit add to profitable commerce, create new markets, and furnish 
avenues to otherwise isolated communities. 

I have already adverted to the suggested construction of a ship-rail- 

way across the narrow formation of the territory of Mexico at Tehuan- 
tepec, 
With the gradual recovery of Peru from the effects of her late disas- 
trous conflict which Chile, and with the restoration of civil authority in 
that distracted country, it is hoped that pending war claims of our 
citizens will be adjusted. 

In conformity with notification given by the Government of Peru, 
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the existing treaties of commerce and extradition between the United 
States and that country will terminate March 31, 1886. 
Our good relationship with Russia continues. A 
An officer of the Navy, detailed for the purpose, is now on his way to 
Siberia, bearing the testimonials voted by Congress to those who gen- 
erously succored the survivors of the unfortunate Jeannette expedition. 
It is gratifying to advert to the cordiality of our intercourse with 
Spai 


pain. 

The long-pending claim of the owners of the ship Masonic, for loss 
suffered through the admitted dereliction of the Spanish authorities in 
the Philippine Islands, has been adjusted by arbitration, and anindem- 
nity awarded. The principle of arbitration in such cases, to which the 
United States have longand consistently adhered, thus receives a fresh 
and gratifying confirmation. 

Other questions with Spain have been disposed of, or are under diplo- 
matic consideration with a view to just and honorable settlement. 

The operation of the commercial agreement with Spain, of January 
2-February 13, 1884, has been found inadequate to the commercial 
needs of the United States and the Spanish Antilles, and the terms of the 
agreement are subjected to conflicting interpretations in those islands. 

Negotiations have been instituted at Madrid for a full treaty, not 
open to these objections, and in the line of the general policy touching 
the neighborly intercourse of proximate communities, to which I else- 
where advert, and aiming moreover at the removal of existing burdens 
and annoying restrictions; and although a satisfactory termination is 
promised, I am compelled to delay its announcement. 

An international copyright conference was held at Berne in Septem- 
ber, on the invitation of the Swiss Government. Theenvoy of the Uni- 
ted States attended as a delegate, but refrained from committing this 
Government tothe results, even by signing the recommendatory protocol 
adopted. The interesting and important subject of international copy- 
right has been before you for several years. Action is certainly desirable 
to effect the object in view. And while there may be question as to 
the relative advantage of treating it by legislation or by specific treaty, 
the matured views of the Berne conference can not fail to aid your con- 
sideration of the subject. 

Thetermination of the commercial treaty of 1862 between the United 
States and Turkey has been sought by that government. While there 
is questionas to the sufficiency of the notice of termination given, yet 
as the commercial rights of our citizens in Turkey come under the fa- 
vored-nation guarantees of the prior treaty of 1830, and as equal treat- 
ment is admitted by the Porte, no inconvenience can result from the 
assent of this Government to the revision of the Ottoman tariffs, in 
which the treaty powers have been invited to join. 

Questions concerning our citizens in Turkey may be affected by the 
Porte’s non-acquiescence in the right of expatriation and by the impo- 
sition of religious tests as a condition of residence, in which this Gov- 
ernment can not concur. The United States must hold, in their inter- 
course with every power, that the status of their citizens is to be re- 

and equal civil privileges accorded to them without regard to 
creed, and affected by no considerations save those growing out of dom- 
iciliary return to the land of original allegiance, or of unfulfilled per- 
sonal obligations which may survive, under municipal laws, after such 
voluntary return. 

The negotiation with Venezuela relative to the rehearing of the awards 
of the Mixed Commission constituted under the treaty of 1866 was re- 
sumedin view of the recent acquiescence of the Venezuelan envoy in the 
principal pointadvanced by this Government, that the effects of the old 
treaty could only be set aside by the operation of anewconvention. A 
result in substantial accord with the advisory suggestions contained in 
the joint resolution of March 3, 1883, has been agreed upon and will 
shortly be submitted to the Senate for ratification. 

Under section 3659 of the Revised Statutes, all funds held in trust by 
the United States and the annual interest accruing thereon when not 
otherwise required by treaty, are to be invested in stocks of the United 
States bearing a rate of interest not less than 5 per cent. per annum. 
There being now no procurable stocks paying so high a rate of inter- 
est, the letter of the statute is at present inapplicable, but its spirit is 
subserved by continuing to make investments of this nature in cur- 
rent stocks bearing the highest interest now paid. The statute, how- 
ever, makes no provision for the disposal of such accretions. It being 
contrary to the general rule of this Government to allow interest on 
claims, I recommend the repeal of the provision in question, and the 
disposition, under a uniform rule, of the present accumulations from 
investment of trust funds. 

The inadequacy of existing legislation touching citizenship and nat- 
uralization demands your consideration. 

While recognizing the right of expatriation, no statutory provision 
exists providing means for renouncing citizenship by an American citi- 
zen, native-born or naturalized, nor for terminating and vacating an 
improper acquisition of citizenship. Even a fraudulent decree of nat- 
uralization can not now be canceled. The privilege and franchise of 
American citizenship should be granted with care, and extended to 
those only who intend in good faith to assume its duties and responsi- 
bilities when attaining its privileges and benefits; it should be with- 
held from those who merely go through the forms of naturalization 
with the intent of escaping the duties of their original allegiance with- 


out taking upon themselves those of their new status, or who may ace 
quire the rights of American citizenship for no other than a hostile 
purpose toward their original governments. These evils have had 
many flagrant illustrations. 

I regard with favor the suggestion put forth by one of my predeces- 
sors that provision be made for a central bureauof record of the decrees 
of naturalization granted by the various courts throughout the United 
States now invested with that power. 

The rights which spring from domicile in the United States, especially 
when coupled with a declaration of intention to become a citizen, are 
worthy of definition by statute. The stranger coming hither with in- 
tent to remain, establishing his residence in our midst, contribtting to 
the general welfare, and, by his voluntary act, declaring his purpose to 
assume the responsibilities of citizenship, thereby gains an inchoate 
status which legislation may properly define. The laws of certain 
States and Territories admit a domiciled alien to the local franchise, 
conferring on him the rights of citizenship to a degree which places 
him in the anomalous position of being a citizen of a State, and yet:not 
of the United States, within the purview of Federal and international 

W. 

It is important within the scope of national legislation to define this 
right of alien domicile as distinguished from Federal naturalization. 

The commercial relations of the United States with their immediate 
neighbors and with important areas of traffic near our shores suggest 
especially liberal intercourse between them and us. 

Following the treaty of 1883 with Mexico, which rested on the basis 
ofa ie gta exemption from customs duties, other similar treaties were 
initiated by my predecessor. 

Recognizing the need of less obstructed traffic with Cuba and Porto 
Rico, and met by the desire of Spain to succor languishing interests in 
the Antilles, steps were taken to attain those ends by a treaty of com- 
merce. A similar treaty was afterward signed by the Dominican 
Republic. Subsequently overtures were made by Her Britannic Maj- 
esty’s Government for alike mutual extension of commercial intercourse 
with the British West Indian and South American dependencies, but 
without result. 

On taking office, I withdrew for re-examination the treaties signed 
with Spain and Santo Domingo, then pending before the Senate. The 
result has been to satisfy me of the inexpediency of entering into en- 
gagements of this character not covering the entire traffic. 

These treaties contemplated the surrender by the United States of 
large revenues for inadequate considerations. Upon sugar alone duties 
were surrendered to an amount far exceeding all the advantages offered 
in exchange. Even were it intended to relieve our consumers, it was 
evident that, so long as the exemption but partially covered our im- 
portation, such relief would be illusory. To relinquish a revenue so 
essential seemed highly improvident at a time when new and large 
drains upon the Treasury were contemplated. Moreover, embarrassing 
questions would have arisen under the favored-nation clauses of trea- 
ties with other nations. 

As a further objection, it is evident that tariff regulation by treaty 
diminishes that independent control over its own revenues which is 
essential for the safety and welfare of any government. Emergency 
calling for an increase of taxation may at any time arise, and no en- 
gagement with a foreign power should exist to hamper the action of 
the Government. 

By the fourteenth section of the shipping act, approved June 26, 
1884, certain reductions and contingent exemptions from tonnage dues 
were made as to vessels entering ports of the United States from any 
foreign port in North and Central America, the West India Islands, 
the Bahamas and Bermudas, Mexico, and the Isthmus as far as Aspin- 
walland Panama. The Governments of Belgium, Denmark, Germany, 
Portugal, and Sweden and Norway have asserted, under the favored- 
nation clause in their treaties with the United States, a claim to like 
treatment in respect of vessels coming to the United States from their 
home ports. This Government, however, holds that the privileges 
granted by the act are purely geographical, enuring to any vessel of 
any foreign power that may choose to engage in traffic between this 
country and any port within the defined zone, and no warrant exists 
under the most-favored-nation clause for the extension of the privileges 
in question to vessels sailing to this country from ports outside the 
limitation of the act. 

Undoubtedly the relations of commerce with our near neighbors, 
whose territories form so longa frontier line difficult to be guarded, and 
who find in our country, and equally offer to us, natural markets, de- 
mand special and considerate treatment. It rests with Congress to con- 
sider what legislative action may increase facilities of intercourse which 
contiguity makes nataral and desirable. 

I earnestly urge that Congress recast the appropriations for the main- 
tenance of the diplomatic and consular service on a footing commensu- 
rate with the importance of our national interests. At every post where 
a representative is necessary, the salary should beso graded as to permit 
him to live with comfort. With the assignment of adequate salaries 
the so-called notarial extra-official fees, which our officers abroad arenow 
permitted to treat as personal perquisites, should be done away with. 
Every act requiring the certification and seal of the officershould be taxa- 
ble at schedule rates, and the fee therefor returned to the Treasury. 
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By restoring these revenues to the public use the consular service would 
beself-supporting, even with a liberal increase of the present low salaries. 

In furtherprevention of abuses, asystem of consular inspection should 
be instituted. 

The appointment of a limited number of secretaries of legation at 
large, to be assigned to duty wherever necessary, and in particular for 
temporary service at missions which for any cause may be without a 
head, should also be authorized. 

I favor, also, authorization for the detail of officers of the regular 
service as military or naval attachés at legations. 

Some foreign governments do not recognize the union of consular with 
diplomatic functions. Italy and Venezuela will only receive the ap- 
pointee in one of his two capacities, but this does not prevent the require- 
ment of a bond and submission to the responsibilities of an office whose 
duties he can not di . The superadded title of consul-general 
should be abandoned at all missions. 

I deem it expedient that a well-devised measure for the reorganiza- 
tion of the extraterritorial courts in Oriental countries should replace 
the present system, which labors under the disadvantage of combining 
judicial and executive functions in the same office. 

In several Oriental countries generous offers have been made of prem- 
ises for housing the legations of the United States. A grantof land for 
that purpose was made some years since by Japan, and has been referred 
toin the annual m: of my predecessor. The Siamese Government 
has made a gift to the United States of commodious quarters in Bang- 
kok. In Corea, the late minister was permitted to purchase a building 
from the government for legation use. In the premises rented 
for the legation are favored as to local charges. At Tangier, the house 
occupied by our representative has been for many years the pro 


of this Government, having been given for that purpose in 1822 by the ee 


Sultan of Morocco. I approve the su; heretofore made, that, in 
view of the conditions of life and administration in the Eastern coun- 
tries, the legation buildings in China, Japan, Corea, Siam, and perhaps 
Persia, should be owned and furnished by the Government, with a view 
to permanency and security. To this end I recommend that authority 
be giron to acip the gifts adverted to in Japan and Siam, and to pur- 
chase in the other countries named, with provision for furniture and 
spia, A considerable saving in rentals would result. 

World’s Industrial ition, held at New Orleans last winter, 
with the assistance of the Federal Government, attracted a large num- 
ber of foreign exhibits, and proved of great value in spreading among 
the concourse of visitors from Mexico and Central and South America 
a wider knowledge of the varied manufactures and productions of this 
country and their availability in exchange for the productions of those 


Past Congres have had under consideration the advisability of 
abolishing the discrimination made by the tariff laws in favor of the 
works of American artists. The odium of the policy which subjects to 


a high rate of duty the paintings of foreign artists and exempts the pro- | Coffee 


ductions of American resi: abroad, and who receive gratui- 
tously advantages and instruction, is visited upon our citizens engaged 
in art culture in Europe, and has caused them, with practical unani- 
mity, to favor the abolition of such an ungracious distinction; and in 
their interest, and for other obvious reasons, I strongly recommend it. 

The report of the Secretary of the Treasury fully exhibits the con- 
dition of the public finances and of the several branches of the Govern- 
ment connected with his De ent. The suggestions of the Secre- 
| relating to the practical operations of this important Department, 

his recommendations in the direction of simplification and econ- 
oe particularly in the work of collecting customs duties, are espe- 
ially urged upon the attention of Co 

The ordinary receipts from all sources for the fiscal year ended June 
30, 1885, were $322,690,706.38. Of this sum $181,471,939.34 was re- 
ceived from customs and $112,498,725.54 from internal revenue. ‘The 
total receipts, as given above, were $24,829,163.54 less than those for 
the year ended June 30,1884. This diminution embraces a falling off of 
$13,595,550.42 in the receipts from customs and $9,687,346.97 in the 
receipts from internal revenue. 

The total ordinary expenditures of the Government for the fiscal 
year were $260,226,935.50, leaving a surplus in the Treasury at the 
close of the year of $63,463,771.27. This is $40,929,854.32 less than 
the surplus reported at the close of the previous year. 

The expenditures are classified as follows: 


BOP CAVE a a De kee one nose E $23, 826, 942 11 
For foreign intercourse ....-...------------------- 5, 439, 609 11 
OR Ina Sone cae a a ia 6, 552, 494 63 
OP DONORS Sos conan ei eo eeeaank 56, 102, 267 49 
For the military, including river and harbor improve- 

ments and arsenals--_--...-...--.----------.---- 42, 670, 578 47 
For the Navy, including vessels, machinery, and im- 

provements of navy-yards ---------------------- 16, 021, 079 69 
For interest on the public debt._..-..-._--_------- 51, 386, 256 47 
For the District of Columbia__-.......__---------- 3, 499, 650 95 


For miscellaneous expenditures, including public 
buildings, light-houses, and collecting the revenue- 
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The amount paid on the public debt during the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1885, was $45,993,235.43; and there has been paid since that 
date and up to November 1, 1885, the sum of $369,828, leaving the 
amount of the debt at the last-named date $1,514,475,860.47. ere 
was, however, at that time in the , applicable to the general 
purposes of the Government, the sum of $66,818, 292.38. 

The total receipts for the current fiscal year, ending June 30, 1886, 
ascertained to October 1, 1885, and estimated for the remainder of the 
year, are $315,000,000. The expenditures ascertained and estimated 
for the same time are $245,000,000, leaving a surplus at the close of 
the year estimated at $70,000,000. 

The value of the exports from the United States to foreign countries 
during the last fiscal year was as follows : 


Domestic merchandise- .................------------ $726, 682, 946 
Foreign merchandise. ._........-...--.---.--....-.- 15, 506, 809 
"742, 189, 755 
Ob prc cece ocr een tend Rend ewer erases 8, 477, 892 
LS (Speeds earl) Wiener ty Rane pe te ae Om pret aR 33, 753, 633 
784, 421, 280 


Some of the principal exports, with their values and the percentage 
they respectively bear to the total exportation, are given as follows: 


Articles, Value, | Percent- 

29.42 

22.07 

14.77 

7.48 

3.41 

2.95 

$579, 580, 053 80 
26, 691, 696 00 
16, 550, 627 00 
622, 822, 376 80 


The following are given as prominent articles of imports cng the 
year, with their values and the percentage they bear to the total im- 
portation: 


Percent- 
Articles, Value, age 
Sugar and molasses ecotehinesi = I~ 
I EE peepee em os 
AAIE. agen, dregs sod tasdichs €07 
em: rugs, and m 
Iron and steel and thelr manntnebares BLLUES 5.98 
Flax, homp jute, and their manufactures... 5.69 
Cotton and its man AFOB.. sorse sceeeee: 4.88 
Hides and skins other than fur skins, 3.56 


Of the entire amount of duties collected 70 per cent. was collected 
from the following articles of import: 


Percentage. 
Saget and MO aaen nnna anae 29 
Wool aad Ae TAO aaa aeea deaa a aa 15 
Silk and B Ra e arun, PENE e E A E E E N 8 
Iron and steel and their manufactures-------------------------- 7 
C AAO a aaa a a a a a aa 6 
Flax, hemp, and jute, and their manufactures- ------------------ 5 


The fact that our revenues are in excess of the actual needs of an 
economical administration of the Government justifies a reduction in 
the amount exacted from the people for its support. Our Government 
is but the means established by the will of a People, by which cer- 
tain principles are applied which they have adopted for their benefit 
and protection; and it is never better administered and its true spirit is 
never better observed than when the people’s taxation for its support 
is scrupulously limited to the actual necessity of expenditure, and dis- 
tributed according to a just and equitable plan. 

The proposition with which we have to deal is the reduction of the 
revenue received by the Government, and indirectly paid by the peo- 
ple from customs duties. The question of free trade is not involved, 
nor is there now any occasion for the general discussion of the wisdom 
or expediency of a ive system. 

Justice and fairness dictate that in any modification of our present 
laws relating to revenue the industries and interests which have been 
enco by such laws, and in which our citizens have large invest- 
ments, should not be ruthlessly înjured or destroyed. We should also 
deal with the subject in such manner as to protect the interests of 
American labor, which is the capital of our workingmen; its stability 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 8, 


and proper remuneration furnish the most justifiable pretext for a pro- 
tective policy. i. 

Within these limitations a certain reduction should be made in our 
customs revenue. The amount of such reduction having been deter- 
mined, the inquiry follows, where can it best be remitted and what 
articles can best be released from duty, in the interest of our citizens? 

I think the reduction should be made in the revenue derived from a 
tax upon the imported necessaries of life. We thus directly lessen the 
cost of living in every family of the land, and release to the people in 
every humble home a larger measure of the rewards of frugal industry. 

During the year ended November 1, 1885, one hundred and forty-five 
A Aa y RN were organized, with an aggregate capital of $16,938,000, 
and circulating notes have been issued to them amounting to $4,274,910. 
The whole number of these banks in existence on the day above men- 
tioned was 2,727. 

The very limited amount of circulating notes issued by our national 
banks compared with the amount the law permits them to issue, upon 
a deposit of bonds for their redemption, indicates that the volume of 
our circulating medium may be largely increased through this instru- 
mentality. 

Nothing more important than the present condition of our currency 
and coinage can claim your attention. 

Since February, 1878, the Government under the compulsory 
provisions of law, silver bullion and coined the same at the 
rate of more than $2,000,000 every month. By this process up to the 
present date 215,759,431 silver dollars have been coined. 

A reasonable appreciation of a dalapon of power to the General 
Government would limit its exercise without express restrictive words 
to the people’s needs and the requirements of the public welfare. 

Upon this theory, the authority to ‘‘ coin money ” given to Congress 
by the Constitution, if it permits the purchase by the Government of 
bullion for coinage in any event, does not justify such purchase and 
coinage to an extent beyond the amount needed for a sufficient circu- 
lating medium. 

The desire to utilize the silver product of the country should not lead 
to a misuse or the ersion of this power. 

The necessity for such an addition to the silver currency of the nation 
as is compelled by the silver-coinage act is negatived by the fact that 
up to the present time only about fifty millions of the silver dollars so 
coined have actually found their way into circulation, leaving more than 
one hundred and sixty-five millions in the possession of Govern- 
ment, the custody of which has entailed a considerable expense for the 
construction of vaults for its deposit. Against this latteramount there 
are outstanding silver certificates amounting to about $93,000,000. 

Every month two millions of gold in the public Treasury are paid out 
for two millions or more of silver dollars, to be added to the idle mass 
already accumulated. 

If continued long enough, this operation will result in the substitu- 
tion of silver for a the gold De ooreen aas applicable to p 

eral purposes. _ It will no’ y upon customs receipts o 
Rapa. ea to make good this drain of gold, because the silver 
Salis anil peirete, na Gases 

ic e a 

the receipts for duties have been i 
the average within that period has been 20 per cent. i 
of silver and its certificates received by the Government will probably 
increase as time goes on, for the reason thatthe nearer the period ap- 
proaches when it will be obliged to offer silver in payment of its obli- 
gations, the greater inducement there will beto hoard gold against de- 
preciation in the value of silver, or for the purpose of speculating. 

This hoarding of gold has already 

When the time comes that gold has been withdrawn from circula- 
tion, then will be apparent the difference between the real value of 
the silver dollar and a dollar in gold, and the two coins will part com- 


silver, and the laboring men and women of the land, most defenseless 
of all, will find that the dollar received for the wage of their toil 
sadly shrunk in its ing power. It may be said that the 
result will be but temporary, and that ultimately the price of labo 
will be adjusted to the change; but even if this takes place the wage 
worker can not possibly gain, but must inevitably lose, since 


sae FIs gal rien 


the deepest interest in a sound currency, and who suffers most by mis- 
chievous legislation in money matters, is the man who earns his daily 
bread by his daily toil.” 


distinguished advocate of bimetallism, discussing our sil- 
ver coinage, has lately written : 

‘t No American citizen’s hand has yet felt the sensation of cheapness, 
either in receiving or expending the silver-act dollars.’’ 

And those who live by labor or legitimate trade never will feel that 
sensation of However plenty silver dollars may become, 
they will not be distributed as gifts among the people; and if the 
laboring man should receive four depreciated dollars where he now 
receives but two, he will pay in the depreciated coin more than double 
the price he now pays for all the necessaries and comforts of life. 


who do not fear any disastrous consequences arising from the 
continued com coinage of silver as now directed by law, and 


who suppose that the addition to the currency of the country intended 
as its result will be a public benefit, are reminded that history demon- 
strates that the point is easily reached in the attempt to float at the 
same time two sorts of money of different excellence, when the better 
will cease to be in general circulation. The hoarding of gold, which 
has already taken place, indicates that we shall not escape the usual 
experience in such cases. Soif this silver coinage be continued we may 
reasonably expect that gold and its equivalent will abandon the field 
of circulation to silver alone. This, of course, must produce a severe 
contraction of our circulating medium, instead of adding to it. 

It will not be disputed that any attempt on the of the Govern- 
ment to cause the circulation of silver dollars eighty cents, side 
by side with gold dollars worth one hundred cents, even within the 
limit that 1 tion does not run counter to the laws of trade, to be 
successful must be seconded by the confidence of the people that both 
coins will retain the same a power and be interchangeable at 
will. A special effort has made by the Secretary of the Treasury 
to increase the amount of our silver coin in circulation; but the fact 
that a large share of the limited amount thus put out has soon returned 
to the public Treasury in payment of duties, leads to the belief that 
the people do not now desire to keep it in hand; and this, with the 
evident disposition to hoard gold, gives rise to the suspicion that there 
already existsa lack of confidence among the people touching our finan- 
cial processes. There is certainly not enough silver now in circulation 
to cause uneasiness; and the whole amount coined and now on hand 
might after a time be absorbed by the people without apprehension; 
but it is the ceaseless stream that threatens to overflow the land which 
causes fear and uncertainty. 

What has been thus far submitted upon this subject relates almost 
entirely to considerations of a home nature, unconnected with the bear- 
ing which the policies of other nations have upon the question. But it 
is perfectly apparent that a line of action in regard to our currency can 
not wisely be settled upon or persisted in without considering the atti- 
tude on the subject of other countries with whom we maintain inter- 
course through commerce, trade, and travel. An acknowledgment of 
this fact is found in the act by virtue of which our silver is compulsorily 
coined. It provides that ‘‘the President shall invite the ents 
of the countries composing the Latin Union, so called, and of such other 
European nations as he may deem advisable, to join the United States 
in a conference toadopt a common ratio between gold and silver for the 
purpose of establishing internationally the use of c money and 
securing fixity of relative value between these metals.” 

This conference absolutely failed, and a similar fate has awaited all 
subsequent efforts in the same direction. And still we continue our 
coinage of silver ata ratio different from that of any othernation. The 
most vital part of the silver-coinage actremains inoperative and unexe- 
cuted, and, without an ally or friend, we battle-upon the silver field in 
an illogical and losing contest. 

To give full effect to the design of Congress on this subject I have 
meee ee: earnest endeavor since the adjournment of the last 

gress. 

To this end I delegated a gentleman well instructed in fiscal science 
to proceed to the financial centers of Europe, and, in conjunction with 
our ministers to England, France, and Germany, to obtaina full knowl- 
edge of the attitude and intent of those governments in respect of the 
establishment of such an international ratio as would procure free coin- 

of both metals at the mints Of those countriesandourown. By my 
direction our consul at Paris has given close attention to the 
proceedings of the congress of the Latin U. in order to indicate our 
interest in its objects and report its action. 

It may be said, in brief, as the result of these efforts, that the atti- 
tude of the leading powers remains substantially unchanged since the 
monetary conference of 1881, nor is it to be questioned that the views 
of these governments are in each instance supported by the weight of 
public opinion. 

The steps thus taken have therefore only more fully demonstrated 
the uselessness of further attempts at present to arrive at any agree- 
ment on the subject with other nations. , 

In the mean time we are accumulating silver coin, based upon our 
own peculiar ratio, to such an extent, assuming so heavy a burden 
fo REENE Oe AR AGY nee ee tions, as will render us 
an undesirable party to any future monetary conference of nations. 


It is a significant fact that four of the five countries com the 


posing 
Latin Union mentioned in our coinage act, embarrassed with their silver 
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currency, have just completed an agreement among themselves that no 
more silver shall be coined by their respective and that 
such as has been already coined and in circulation shall be redeemed 
in gold by the country of its coinage. The resort to this expedient by 
these countries may well arrest the attention of those who su: that 
we can succeed without shock or injury in the attempt to te 
upon its merits all the silver we may coin under the provisions of our 
silver-coi act. 

The condition in which our treasury may be placed by a persistence 
in our present course is a matter of concern to every patriotic citizen 
who does not desire his Government to pay in silver such of its obliga- 
tions as should be paid in gold. Nor should our condition be such as 
to oblige us, ana poai management of our affairs, to discontinue the 


calling in and pa; tof interest-bearing o which we have 
the right now to and thus avoid the payment of further in- 
terest thereon. 


The so-called debtor class, for whose benefit the continued compulsory 
coinage of silver is insisted u are not dishonest because wae Seach 
debt; and they should not be suspected of a desire to jeopardize the 
financial safety of the country in order that they may cancel their pres- 


ent debts by paying the same in dollars. Nor shouldit be 
forgotten that it is not the rich nor the money-lender alone that must 
submit to such a readjustment, enforced by Government and their 


debtors. The pittance of the widow and the orphan, and the incomes 
of helpless beneficiaries of all kinds, would be disastrously reduced. 
Tike depositors in:en vines hanka nad! E enc LIAERE okie hold in 
trust the savings of the poor, when their little accumulations are scaled 
down to meet the new order of things, would, in their distress, pain- 
fully realize the delusion of the promise made to them that plentiful 
money would improve their condition. 

We have now on hand all the silver dollars necessary to supply the 
present needs of the people, and to satisfy those who from sentiment 
wish to see them in circulation ; and if their coinage is suspended they 
can be readily obtained by all who desire them. If the need of more 
is any time apparent, their coinage may be renewed. 

That disaster has not already overtaken us furnishes no proof that 
i, atin agente pearance gener pn ee Zt i 
We have been saved by the most careful management and unusual ex- 
pedients, EY E rt fag of fortunate conditions, and by a confident 
iis Siad ie Olat thea Garvecainend ta tage alias ates 
age would be speedly changed by the action of Congress. 

Prosperity hesitates upon our threshold because of the dangers and 
uncertainties surrounding thisquestion. Capital timidly shrinks from 
trade, and investors are un to take the chance of the question- 
able shape in which their money will be returned to them, while enter- 
prise halts at a risk against which care and sagacious management do 
not protect. 

As a necessary consequence labor lacks employment, and m 
and distress are visited upon a portion of our w-citizens 
entitled to the careful consideration of those charged with the nities of 
legislation. No interest appeals to us so strongly for a safe and stable 
currency as the vast army of the unemployed. 

I recommend the suspension of the compulsory coinage of silver dol- 
lars, directed by the law passed in Fi , 1878. 

The steamboat inspection service on the 30th day of June, 1885, was 
composed of one hundred pores f gages hayes apron. clerks, 
and messengers. The expenses of the service over the receipts were 
$138,822.22 during the fiscal year. Bovey grace genannten 
steam vessels, organized under a law i 
during the year at an expense of 641.63. Since the close of the 
re pl year reductions have been made in the force employed which will 
result in a saving during the current year of $17,000 without affecting 
ge iy nace a Sag -General that during the fiscal year 

e Supervising Surgeon: reports 
41,714 patients have received relief through the Marine-H. ital Serv- 
ice, of whom 12,803 were treated in hospitals and 28,911 at dispen- 
saries. 

Active and effective efforts have been made, through the medium of 
this service, to the coun: an invasion of cholera, which 
has prevailed in Spain and France, and the small-pox, which recently 
broke out in Canada. 

The most gratifying results have attended the operations of the Life- 
Saving Service during the last fiscal year. The observance of the pro- 
vision of law requiring the appointment of the force employed in this 
service to be e ‘‘solely with reference to their fitness, and without 
reference to their political or ” has secured the result 
which may confidently be in any branch of pos employment 
where such a rule is applied. As a consequence, this service is com- 
posed of men well qualified for the performance of their dangerous and 
exceptionally important duties. 

The number of stations in commission at the close of the year was 
203. The number of disasters to vessels and craft of all kinds within 
ter field of action was 371. The number of persons endangered in 

such disasters was 2,439, of whom 2,428 were saved and only 11 lost. 
Other lives which were imperiled, though not by disasters to shippi 
were also rescued, and a large amount of property was saved thro’ 


the aid of this service. The cost of its maintenance during the year 
was $828,474.43. 

The work of the Coast and Geodetic Survey was, during the last 
fiscal year, carried on within the boundaries and off the coasts te of thirty- 
two States, two Territories, and the District of Columbia. In July 
last certain i ities were found to exist in the management of 
this bureau, which led to a prompt investigation of its methods. The 
abuses which were brought to light by this examination, and the reck- 
less disregard of duty and the interests of the Government developed 
on the part of some of those connected with the service, made a change 
of superintendency and a few of its other officers necessary. Since the 
bureau has been in new hands an introduction of economies and the 

tion of business methods have produced an important saving to 
the Government and a promise of more useful results. 

This service has never been regulated by anything but the most in- 
definite legal enactments and the most unsatisfactory rules. It was 
many years ago sanctioned apparently for a purpose regarded as tem- 
porary, and related to a survey of our coast. Having gained a place in 
the appropriations made by Congress, it has gradually taken to itself 
powers and objects not contemplated in its creation, and extended its 
operations, until it sadly needs legislative attention. 

So far as a further survey of our coast is concerned, there seems to be 
a propriety in transferring that work to the Navy Department. The 
other duties now in charge of this establishment, if they can not be prof- 
apn attached to some existing Department or other bureau, should 

be prosecuted under a law exactly defining their scope and purpose, and 
with a careful discrimination between i the scientific inquiries which 
may properly be assumed by the Government and those which should 
be undertaken by State authority or by individual enterprise. 

It is hoped that the report of the Congressional committee heretofore 
appointed to investigate this and other like matters will aid in the 
accomplishment of proper legislation on this subject. 

The report of the Secretary of War is herewith submitted. The at- 
tention of Congress is invited to the detailed account which it contains 
of the administration of his Department, and his recommendations and 

ions for the improvement of the service. 
Army at the date of the last consolidated returns of 
2,154 officers and 24,705 enlisted men. 

The expenses of the Departments for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1885, including $13,164,394,60 for public works and river and harbor 
improvements, were $45,850,999.54. 


Beside the which were tched in pursuit of the small band 
of Indians who left their reservation in Arizona and committed mur- 
ders and oui two regi ts of cavalry and one of infantry were 


sent last July to the Indian Territory to prevent an outbreak which 
seemed imminent. They remained to aid if necessary in the expulsion 
of intruders upon the reservation, who seemed to have caused the dis- 
content among the Indians, but the Executive proclamation warning 
them to remove was complied with without their interference. 

Troops were also sent to Rock Springs, in Wyoming Territory, after 
the massacre of Chinese there, to prevent further disturbance, and after- 
ward to Seattle, in Washington Territory, to avert a threatened attack 
upon Chinese laborers and domestic violence there. In both cases the 
mere of the troops had the desired effect. 

Pi appears that the number of desertions have diminished, but that 

ing the last fiscal year they numbered 2,927; and one instance is 
gon y the Lieutenant-General of six desertions by the same recruit. 
am convinced that this number of desertions can be much diminished 
by better discipline and treatment; but the punishment should be in- 
creased for repeated offenses. 

These desertions might also be reduced by lessening the term of first 
enlistments, thus allowing a discontented recruit to contemplate a 
nearer discharge and the Army a profitable riddance. After one term 
of service a re-enlistment would be quite apt to secure a contented re- 
cruit and a good soldier. 

The Acting Judge-Advocate-General reports that the number of trials 
by general courts-martial during the year was 2,328, and that 11,851 
trials took place before garrison and regimental courts-martial. The 
suggestion that probably more than half the Army have been tried for 
offenses, great and small, in one year, may well arrest attention. Of 
course many of these trials before garrison and regimental courts-mar- 
tial were for offenses almost frivolous; and there should, I think, be a 
way devised to dispose of these in a more summary and less inconven- 
ient manner than by court-martial. 

If some of the proceedings of courts-martial which I have had occa- 
sion to examine — the ideas of justice which generally prevail in 
these tribunals, I am satisfied that they should be much reformed, if 
the honor and honesty of the Army and Navy are by their instrumen- 
tality to be vindicated and protected. 

The board on fortifications or other defenses, appointed in pursuance 
of the provisions of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1885, will 
in a short time present their report; and it is hoped that this may 
ETNA yearn 80 necessary to remedy the present defense- 

condition of our seacoasts. 

The work of the Signal Service has been prosecuted during the last year 
with results of increasing benefit to the country, The field of instruc- 


116 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 8, 


tion has been enlarged with a view of adding to its usefulness. The 
number of stations in operation June 30, 1885, was 489. Telegraphic 
reports are received daily from 160 stations. Reports are also received 
from 25 Canadian stations, 375 volunteer observers, 52 Army surgeons 
at military posts, and 333 foreign stations. The expense of the service 
during the fiscal year, after deducting receipts from military telegraph 
lines, was $792,592.97. In view of the fact referred to by the Secretary 
of War, that the work of this service ordinarily is of a scientific nature, 
and the further fact that it is assuming larger proportions constantly, 
and becoming more and more unsuited to the fixed rules which must 

vern the Army, I am inclined to agree with him in the opinion that 
it should be separately established. If this is done the scope and ex- 
tent of its operations should, as nearly as possible, be definitely pre- 
scribed by law, and always capable of exact ascertainment. 

The Military Academy at West Point is as being in a high 
state of efficiency, and well equipped for the satisfactory accomplish-. 
ment of the purposes of its maintenance. 

The fact that the class which graduates next year is an unusually 
large one has constrained me to decline to make appointments tosecond 
lieutenancies in the Army from civil life, so that such vacancies as 
ae oes Soe AT eee for such uates; and yet it is 
not probable that there will be enough vacancies to provide positions 
for them all when they leave the military school. Under the prevail- 
ing law and usage those not thus assigned to duty never actively enter 
the military service. It is that the law on this subject be 
changed, so that such of these young men as are not at once assigned 
to duty after graduation may be retained as second lieutenants in the 
Army if they desire it, subject to assignment when opportunity occurs, 
and under proper rules as to priority of selection. 

The expenditures on account of the Military Academy for the last 
fiscal year, exclusive of the sum taken for its purposes from appropria- 
tions for the support of the Army, were $290,712.07. 

The act approved March 3, 1885, designed to compensate officers and 
enlisted men for loss of private property while in the service of the 
United States, isso indefinite in its and apparently admits so 
many claims the adjustment of which could not have been contem- 
plated, that if it is to remain upon the statute-book it needs amend- 
ment. 

There should be a general law of Congress prohibiting the construc- 
tion of bridges over navigable waters in such manner as to obstruct 
navigation, with provisions for preventing the same. It seems that 
under existing statutes the Government can not intervene to prevent 
such a construction when entered upon without its consent, though 
when such consent is asked and granted upon condition, the authority 
to insist upon such condition is clear. Thus it is represented that while 
the officers of the Government are with great care guarding the 
obstruction of navigation by a bridge across the Mississippi River at 
Saint Paul, a large pier for a bridge has been built just below this place 
directly in the navigable channel of the river. If such things are to 
be permitted, a strong argument is presented against the appropriation 
of large sums of money to improve the navigation of this and other im- 
portant highways of commerce. 

The report of the Secretary of the Navy gives a history of the opera- 
tions of his Department and the present condition of the work com- 
mitted to his charge. 

He details in full the course pursued by him to protect the rights of 
the Government in respect of certain vessels unfinished at the time of 
his accession to office, and also concerning the dispatch-boat Dolphin, 
claimed to be completed and awaiting the acceptance of the Depart- 
ment. No one can fail to see, from recitals contained in this report, 
that only the application of business principles has been insisted upon 
in the treatment of these subjects, and that whatever controversy has 
arisen was caused by the exaction on the part of the Department of 
contract obligations as they were legally construed. In the case of 
the Dolphin, with entire justice to the contractor, an ent has 
been entered into providing for the ascertainment by a judicial inquiry 
of the complete or partial compliance with the contract in her construc- 
tion, and further providing for the assessment of any damages to 
which the Government may be entitled on account of a partial failure 
to perform such contract, or the payment of the sum still remaining 
unpaid upon her price, in case a full performance is adjudged. 

The contractor, by reason of his failure in business, being unable to 
complete the other three vessels, they were taken possession of by the 
Government in their unfinished state, under a clause in the contract per- 
mitting such a course, and are now in process of completion in the yard 
of the contractor, but under the supervision of the Navy Department. 

Congress at its last session authorized the construction of two addi- 
tional new cruisers and two gunboats, at a cost not exceeding in the 
aggregate $2,995,000. The appropriation for this purpose having become 
available on the 1st day of July last, steps were at once taken for the 
procurement of such plans for the construction of these vessels as would 
be likely to insure their usefulness when completed. These are of the 
utmost importance, considering the constant advance in the art of build- 
ing of this character, and the time is not lost which is spent in 
their careful consideration and selection. 

All must admit the importance of an effective navy to a nation like 


ours, having such an extended seacoast to | igen And yet we have 
not a single vessel of war that could keep the seas against a first-class 
vessel of any important oe Such a condition ought not longer to 
continue. The nation that can not resist aggression is constantly ex- 
posed to it. Its foreign policy is of necessity weak, and its negotiations 
are conducted with disadvantage, because it is not in condition to en- 
force the terms dictated by its sense of right and justice. 

Inspired, as I am, by the hope, shared by all patriotic citizens, that 
the day is not very far distant when our Navy will be such as befits our 
standing among the nations of the earth, and rejoiced at every step that 
leads in the direction of such a consummation, I deem it my duty to 
especially direct the attention of Congress to the close of the report of 
the Secretary of the Navy, in which the humiliating weakness of the 
present o tion of his Department is exhibited, and the startling 
abuses and waste of its present methods are The conviction 
is forced upon us, with the certainty of mathematical demonstration, 
that before we proceed further in the restoration of a navy we need a 
thoroughly reorganized Navy Department. The fact that within sev- 
enteen years more than $75,000,000 have been spent in the construc- 
tion, repair, equipment, and armament of vessels, and the further fact 
that, instead of an effective and creditable fleet, we have only the dis- 
content and apprehension of a nation undefended by war vessels, added 
to the disclosures now made, do not it us to doubt that every at- 
tempt to revive our Navy has thus far, for the most been misdi- 
rected, and all our efforts in that direction have been little better than 
blind gropings and expensive, aimless follies. 

Unquestionably, if we are content with the maintenance of a Navy 
Department simply as a shabby ornament to the Government, a con- 
stant watchfulness may prevent some of the scandal and abuse which 
have found their way into our present organization, and its incurable 
waste may be reduced to the minimum. But if we desire to build 
ships for present usefulness, instead of naval reminders of the days that 
are past, we must have a department organized for the work, supplied 
with all the talent and ingenuity our country affords, prepared to take 
advantage of the experience of other nations, systematized so that all 
effort shall unite and lead in one direction, and fully imbued with the 
conviction that war vessels, though new, are useless unless they com- 
bine all that the ingenuity of man has up to this day brought forth re- 
lating to their construction. 

I earnestly commend the portion of the Secretary’s report devoted to 
this subject to the attention of Congress, in the hope that his - 
tions touching the reorganization of his Department may be adopted as 
the first step toward the reconstruction of our Navy. 

The affairs of the postal service are exhibited by the report of the 
Postmaster-General, which will be laid before you. 

The postal revenue, whose ratio of gain upon the rising prosperity of 
1882 and 1883 outstripped the increasing expenses of our growing serv- 
ice, was checked by the reduction in the rate of letter postage, which 
took effect with the beginning of October in the latter year; anditdimin- 
ished during the two fiscal years $2,790,000, in about the propor- 
tion of $2,270,000 in 1884 to $520,000 in 1885. Natural growth and 
development have meantime increased expenditure, resulting in a defi- 
ciency in the revenue to meet the expenses of the De ent of five 
and a quarter million dollars for the year 1884, and eight and a third 
million in the last fiscal year. The anticipated and natural revival of 
the revenue has been oppressed and retarded by the unfavorable busi- 
ness condition of the country, of which the postal service is a faithful 
indicator. The gratifying fact is shown, however, by the report, that 
our returning prosperity is marked by a gain of $380,000 in the revenue 
of the latter of the last year over the corresponding period of the 
preceding year. : 

The change in the weight of first-class matter which may be carried 
for a single rate of age, from a half ounce to an ounce, and the 
reduction by one-half of the rate of newspaper postage, which, under 
recent legislation, begun with the current year, will operate to restrain 
the augmentation of receipts which otherwise might have been ex- 
pected, to such a degree that the scale of may gain upon 
the revenue and cause an increased deficiency to be shown at its close. 
Yet, after no long period of reawakened prosperity, by proper economy, 
it is confidently anticipated that even the present low rates, now as 
favorable as any country affords, will be adequate to sustain the cost 
of the service. $ 

The operation of the Post-Office Department is for the convenience 
and benefit of the people; and the method by which they pay the 

of this useful arm of their public service, so that it be just and 
impartial, is of less importance to them than the economical expendi- 
ture of the means they provide for its maintenance and the due im- 
provement of its agencies, so that they may enjoy its highest useful- 
ness. 

A proper attention has been directed to the prevention of waste or 
extravagance, and good results appear from the report to have already 
been accomplished. 

1 approve the recommendation of the Postmaster-General to reduce 
the charges on domestic money-orders of $5 and less from 8 to 5 cents. 
This change will materially aid those of our people who most of all 


avail themselves of this instrumentality, but to whom the element of 
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cheapness is of the greatest importance. With this reduction the sys- 
tem would still remain self-supporting. 

The free-delivery system has been extended to nineteen additional 
cities during the year, and one hundred and seventy-eight now enjoy 
its conveniencies. Experience has commended it to those who enjoy 
its benefits, and further ent of its facilities is due to other 
communities to which it is adapted. In the cities where it has been 
established, taken together, the local exceeds its maintenance 
by nearly $1,300,000. The limit to which this system is now confined 
by law has been nearly reached, and the reasons given justify its ex- 
tension, which is proposed. 

It was decided, with my approbation, after asufficient examination, 
to be inexpedient for the Post-Office Department to contract for carrying 
our foreign mails under the additional authority given by the last Con- 
gress. The amount limited was inadequate topay all within the pur- 
view of the law the full rate of 50 cents per mile, and it would have 
been unjust and unwise to have given it to some and denied it to others. 
Nor could contracts have been let under the law to allat a rate to have 
brought the aggregate within theappropriation, without such practical 
p ment of terms as would have violated it. 

The rate of sea and inland postage, which was proffered under another 
sane ceny appears to be a fair compensation for the desired service, 
being times the price necessary to secure transportation by other 
vessels upon any route, and much beyond the charges made to private 
persons for services not less burdensome. 

Some of the steamship companies, upon the refusal of the Postmas- 
ter-General to attempt, by the means provided, the distribution of the 
sum appropriated as an extra compensation, withdrew the services of 
their vessels and thereby occasioned slight inconvenience, though no 


considerable injury, the mails having been by other means. 
Whatever may be thought of the policy of subsidizing any line of 
public conveyance or travel, I am satisfied that it should not be done 


under cover of an expenditure incident to the administration of a De- 
partment, nor should there be any uncertainty as to the recipients of 
the subsidy, or any discretion left to an executive officer as to its dis- 
isu Ifsuch gifts of the ogre money are to be = for lie 

urpose of aiding any enterprise, in the supposed interest of the publi 
Tan not but think that the amount to be paid, and the beneficiary, 
might better be determined by Congress than in any other way. 

The international congress of delegates from the Postal-Union coun- 
tries convened at Lisbon, in Portugal, in February last, and after a ses- 
sion of some weeks the del i a convention amendatory of 
the present Postal-Union convention in some lars designed to ad- 
vance its purposes. Thisadditional act has my approval and will 
be laid before you with the d ental report. 

I approve the recommendation of the Postmaster-General that an- 
other assistant be provided for his Department. I invite your consid- 
eration to the several other recommendations contained in his report. 

The report of the Attorney-General contains a history of the conduct 
of the Department of Justice during the last year, and a number of 
valuable suggestions as to needed legislation; and I invite your careful 
attention to the same. 

The condition of business in the courts of the United States is such 
that there seems to be an imperative necessity for remedial legislation 
on the subject. Some of these courts are so overburdened with pend- 
ing causes that the delays in determining litigation amount often to a 
denial of justice. Among the plans su; for relief is one submit- 
ted by the Attorney-General. Its main features are: The transfer of 
all the original jurisdiction of the circuit courts to the district courts 
and an increase of judges for the latter where necessary; an addition of 
judges to the circuit courts and constituting them exclusively courts of 
appeal, and reasonably limiting appeals thereto; further restrictions of 
the right to remove causes from the State to Federal courts; permit- 
ting appeals to the Su e Court from the courts of the District of 
Columbia and the Territories only in the same cases as they are allowed 
from State courts, and guarding against an unnecessary number of 
appeals from the circuit courts. 

I approve the = thus outlined, and recommend the legislation nec- 
essary for its application to our judicial system. 

The present mode of compensating United States marshals and dis- 
trict attorneys should in my opinion be c They are allowed to 
charge against the Government certain fees for services, their income 
being measured by the amount of such fees within a fixed limit as to 
their annual aggregate. This is a direct inducement for them to make 
their fees in criminal cases as large as possible in an effort to reach the 
maximum sum itted. As an entirely natural consequence, un- 
scrupulous are found encouraging frivolous prosecutions, ar- 
resting people on petty charges of crime and transporting them to dis- 
tant p for examination and trial, for the purpose of earning mileage 
and other fees; and district attorneys uselessly attend criminal exami- 
nations far from their places of residence, for the express purpose of 
swelling their accounts against theGovernment. The actual expenses 
incurred in these transactions are also charged against the Government. 

Thus the rights and freedom of our citizens are ou and public 
expenditures increased, for the purpose of ishing public officers pre- 
texts for increasing the measure of their compensation, 


_ I think marshals and district attorneys should be paid salaries, ad- 
justed by a rule which will make them commensurate with services 
fairly rendered. 

In connection with this subject I desire to suggest the advisability, 
if it be found not obnoxious to constitutional objection, of investing 
United States commissioners with the power to try and determine cer- 
tain violations of law within the grade of misdemeanors. Such trials 
might be made to depend upon the optionof the accused. The multi- 
plication of small and technical offenses, especially under the provis- 
ions of our internal-revenue law, render some change in our present 
system very desirable, in the interests of humanity as well as economy. 

The district courts are now crowded with petty prosecutions, involy- 
ing a punishment, in cases of conviction, of only a slight fine, while the 
parties are by an enforced attendance upon courts 
held hundreds of miles from their homes. If poor and friendless they 
are obliged toremain in jail during months, perhaps, that elapse before 
a session of the court is held, and are finally brought to trial surrounded 
by strangers and with but little real opportunity for defense. ` In the 
mean time frequently the marshal has charged against the Government 
his fees for an arrest, the transportation of the accused and the expense 
of the same, and for summoning witnesses before a commissioner, a 

rand jury, and a court; the witnesses have been paid from the public 
fands large fees and traveling expenses, and the commissioner and dis- 
trict attorney have also made their charges against the Government. 
Se a D the Sa gm of our criminal Jaw gues be rm 
: if the ve suggested is not practi: some other 
should be devised. 5 3 : 

The report of the Secretary of the Interior, containing an account of 
the operations of this important Department and much interesting in- 
formation, will be submitted for your consideration. 

The most intricate and difficult subject in of this Department 
is the treatment and ment of the Indians. I am satisfied that 
some progress may be in their condition as a result of a prudent 
administration of the present laws and tions for their control. 

But it is submitted that there is lack of a fixed purpose or policy on 
this subject, which should be supplied. It is useless to dilate upon the 
wrongs of the Indians, and as useless to indulge in the heartless belief 
that because their wrongs are revenged in their own atrocious manner 
therefore they should be exterminated. 

They are within the care of our Government, and their rights are, or 
should be, protected from invasion by the most solemn obligations. 
They are properly called the wards of the Government; and it 
should be borne in mind that this i ip involves, on our part, 
efforts for the improvement of their condition and the enforcement of 
their rights. There seems to be general concurrence in the tion 
that the ultimate object of their treatment should be their civilization 
and citizenship. Fitted by these to keep pace in the march of progress 
with the advanced civilization about them, they will readily assimilate 
with the mass of our population, assuming the responsibilities and re- 
ceiving the protection incident to this condition. 

The difficulty appears to be in the selection of the means to be at 
present employed toward the attainment of this result. 

0 ceties populer exclusive of those in Alaska, is reported as 
numbering 260,000, nearly all being located on lands set apart for their 

ting over 134,000,000 acres. These lands 


vations of different dimensions scattered in twenty-one States and Ter- 
ritories, presenting great variations in climate and in the kind and 
quality of their soils. Among the Indians upon these several reserva- 
tions there exists the most marked differences in natural traits and 
disposition and in their progress toward civilization. While some are 
lazy, vicious, and stupid, others are industrious, peaceful, and intelli- 
gent; while a portion of them are self-supporting and independent, and 
have so far advanced in civilization that they make their own laws, 
administered through officers of their own choice, and educate their 
children in schools of their own establishment and maintenance, others 
still retain, in squalor and dependence, almost the savagery of their 
natural state. 

In dealing with this question the desires manifested by the Indians 
should not be ignored. Here, again, we find a great diversity. With 
some the tribal relation is cherished with the utmost tenacity, while 
its hold upon others is considerably relaxed; the love of home is strong 
with all, and yet there are those whose attachment to a icular lo- 
cality is by no means unyielding; the ownership of their lands in sev- 
eralty is much desired by some, while by others, and sometimes among 
the most civilized, such a distribution would be bitterly opposed. 

The variation of their wants, growing out of and connected with the 
character of their several locations, should be regarded. Some are upon 
reservations most fit for grazing, but without flocks or herds; and some, 
on arable land, have no agricultural implements. While some of the 
reservations are double the size necessary to maintain the number of 
Indians now upon them, in a few cases, perhaps, they should be en- 


Add to all this the difference in the administration of the agencies. 
While the same duties are devolved upon all, the disposition of the 
agents and the manner of their contact with the Indians have much to 
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do with their conditionand welfare. The r 
forms his duty and slothfully neglects all opportunity toadvance their 


agent who perfunctorily per- 


moral and physical geal pba! and fails to inspire them with a de- 
sire for better things, will accomplish nothing in direction of their 
civilization; while he who feels the burden of an important trust, and 
has an interest in his work, will, by consistent example, firm yet con- 
siderate treatment, and well-directed aid and encouragement, constantly 
lead those under his charge toward the light of their enfranchisement. 

The history of all the p which has been made in the civiliza- 
tion of the Indian I think will disclose the fact that the beginning has 
been religious teaching, followed by or accompanying secular educa- 
tion. the self-sacrificing and pious men and women who have 
enol in tie AS by their in endeavor have for their 
reward the beneficent results of their labor and consciousness of Chris- 
tian duty well performed, their valuable services should be fully ac- 
knowledged by all who, under the law, are charged with the control and 

t of our Indian wards. 

What has been said indicates that, in the present condition of the 
Indians, no attempt should be made to apply a fixed and unyielding 
plan of action to their varied and needs and circumstances. 

The Indian Bureau, burdened as it is with their general oversight 
and with the details of the establishment, can hardly possess itself of 
the minute phases of the particular cases treatment; and thus 
the propriety of creating an instrumentality auxiliary to those already 
established for the care of the Indians suggests itself. 

I recommend the of a law auth the appointment of six 
commissioners, three of whom shall be d tailed from the Army, to be 
charged with the duty of a careful i from time to time, of all 
Be anne ae cen etn ax doe in Meneame esl cone 
the Government, with a view of discovering their exact condition and 
needs, and determining what steps shall be taken on behalf of the Gov- 
prove their situation in the direction of sear ait Fe 
and complete civilization ; that they may ascertain from such inspection 
what, if any, of the reservations may be reduced in area, and in such 
cases what part, not needed for aape p rneer gr y ror op seme 
by the Government from the Indians and disposed of for benefit; 
what, if any, Indians may, with their consent, be removed to other 
reservations, with a view of their concentration and the sale on their 
behalf of their abandoned reservations ; what Indian lands now held 
in common should be allotted in severalty ; in what manner and to 
what extent the Indians upon the reservations can be placed under the 
protection of our laws subjected to their penalties ; and which, if 
any, Indians should be invested with the — of citizenship. The 
powers and functions of the commissioners in regard to these subjects 
should be clearly defined, though they should, in conjunction with the 
Secretary of the Interior, be given all the De POROY o as definitely 

with the questions presented deemed safe and consistent. 

They should be also charged with the duty of ascertaining the In- 
dians a aik y be furnished with implements of agriculture, 
be withdrawn; where the prosent plan of distributing Tndian supplies 
be withdrawn; where present plan of distribui supplies 
should be changed; where schools may be established and where dis- 


reservations; the extent to which such reserva‘ are occupied or in- 
traded upon by unauthorized ; and generally all matters related 
to the welfare ent of the Indian. 


of the Interior concerning 
t, and he should be given power 
te deal with them fully, if he is not now invested with such power. 

This plan contemplates the selection of persons for commissioners 
who are interested tothe Tadika eation, a ARDA have practical ideas 
an Se ee ee 

palf million dollars. I believe much of this expenditure 
than eit ded a half million dollars much of this expenditure 
might be saved under the plan ; that its economical effects 
would be increased with its pe raion that the of our frontier 
settlers would be subserved under its pper 
would be saved through its results from imputation of inhumanity, 
injustice, and mismanagement, 

In order to carry out the policy of allotment of Indian lands in sev- 
eralty, when deemed t, it will be necessary to have surveys 
completed of the reservations, and I hope that provision will be made 
for the prosecution of this work. 

In May of the present year asmall portion of the Chiricahua Apaches 
on the White Mountain reservation in Arizona left the reservation and 
committed a number of murders and depredations upon settlers in that 
neighborhood. Though prompt and energetic action was taken by the 
military, the renegades eluded capture and escaped into Mexico. The 
formation of the country through which these Indians passed, their 

acquaintance with the same, the speed of their escape, and the 
manner in which they scattered and concealed themselves among the 
mountains near the scene of their Dab ee es st S mea 
disadvantage in their efforts to capture them, rogh the ne arpetan i 
still entertained that they will be ultimately taken and punished for 
their crimes. 
The threatening and disorderly conduct of the Cheyennes in the In- 


dian Territory early last summer caused considerable alarm and uneasi- 
ness. Investigation proved that their threa‘ attitude was duein 
a great measure to the occupation of the land of their reservation by 
immense herds of cattle, which their owners claimed were rightfully 
there under certain leases made by the Indians. Such oncom ap- 
pearing upon examination to be unlawful, notwithstanding these leases, 
the intruders were ordered to remove with their cattle from the lands 
of the Indians by executive proclamation. The enforcement of this 
proclamation had the effect of restoring — and order among the 
Indians, and they are now quiet and well- 

By an executive order issued on February 27, 1885 by my predeces- 
sor, a portion of the tract of country in the territory known as the Old 
Winnebago and Crow Creek reservations was directed to be restored to 
the public domain and opened to settlement under the land laws of the 
United States, and a large number of persons entered upon those lands. 
This action alarmed the Sioux Indians, whoclaimed the territory as be- 
longing to their reservation under the treaty of 1868. This claim was 
determined, after careful investigation, to be well-founded; and conse- 
quently the executive order referred to was by proclamation of April 
17, 1885, declared to be inoperative and of no effect, and all persons 
upon the land were warned to leave. This warning has been substan- 
tially ied with. 

‘The publie domain had its origin in cessions of land by the States to 
the General Government. The first cession was made by the State of 
New York, and the largest, which in area exceeded all the others, by 
the State of Virginia. The territory, the proprietorship of which H 
came thus vested in the General Government, extended from the west- 
ern line of Pennsylvania to the Mississippi River. 'These patriotic do- 
nations of the States were encumbered with no condition, except that 
they should be held and used ‘‘ for the common benefit of the United 
States.” By purchase, with the common fund of all the people, addi- 
tions were made to this domain until it extended to the northern line 
of Mexico, the Pacific Ocean, and the Polar Sea. The ori 
*t for the common benefit of the United States,” attached to all. 
execution of that trust the policy of many homes, rather than 
estates, was adopted by the Government. That these might be 
as and be the abode of security and contentment, the laws for 

= uisition were few, easily and general in their char- 
“oe t the pressure of local interests, combined with a speculative 
spirit, ve in many instances procured passage of laws which 
marred the harmony of the general plan, and encumbered the system 
with a multitude of general and special enactments, which render the 
land laws complicated, subject the titles to uncertainty, and the pur- 
chasers often to oppression and wrong. Laws which were intended for 
the “common benefit” have been perverted so that large quantities of 
land are vesting in single ownerships. From the multitude and charac- 
ter of the laws, this consequence seems incapable of correction by mere 
administration. 


It is not for the ‘‘common benefit of the United States” that a 
area of the public lands should be acquired, directly or through fra 
in the hands of a single individual. The nation’s strength is in the 
people. The nation’s Pe tox dation, is in their prosperity. The nation’s 
glory is in the me ok of The nation’s perpetuity is in 
the patriotism of all Aien Hence, as far as practicable, the plan 
adopted in the disposal of the public lands should have in view the 
Snan Ee STOERE EARS many purchasers of these lands for 

of large areas. Exclusive of 
Anais, pre three-fifths pry the national domain has been sold or sub- 
ee ny Baragan naf soeasens eominace 
portion is er mountain or desert. A rapidly increasing tion 
creates a growing demand for homes, and the accumulation of wealth 
inspires an eager competition to obtain the public land for speculative 
purposes. In the future this collision of interests will be more marked 
than in the past, and the execution of the nation’s trust in behalf of 
our settlers will be more difficult. I therefore commend to atten- 
tion the recommendations contained in the report of the tary of 
the Interior with reference to the repeal and modification of certain of 
our land laws. 

The nation has made princely grants and subsidies to a system of rail- 
roads projected as great national highways to connect the Pacific States 
with the East. It has been charged that these donations from the people 
have been diverted to private gain and corrupt uses, and thus public 
indignation has been aroused and suspicion paps, rate Our great 
nation does not begrudge its generosity, but it abhors peculation and 
fraud; and the favorable regard of our people for the great corporations to 
which these grants were made can only be revived by a restoration of con- 
fidence, to be secured by their constant, unequivocal, and clearly mani- 
fested integrity. A faithful application of the undiminished proceeds 
of the grants to the construction and perfecting of their roads, an honest 

of their obligations, and entire justice to all the wrested 
enjoyment of their rights on these highways of travel, is war 
asks, and it will be content with no less. To asore tiaia SAMAA 


trust, 
Inthe 


be the common purpose of the T 
the corporations. With this accomplishment, prosperi “pease fsb 
manently secured to the roads, and national pride 

of national complaint, 
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It appears from the report of the Commissioner of Pensions that there 
were on the 1st day of July, 1885, 345,125 persons borne upon the 
pension-rolls, who were classified as follows: Army invalids, 241,456; 
widows, minor children, and dependent relatives of deceased soldiers, 
78,841; Navy invalids, 2,745; Navy widows, minor children, and de- 
pendents, 1,926; survivers of the war of 1812, 2,945; and widows of 
those who served in that war, 17,212. About one man in ten of all 
those who enlisted in the late war are reported as receiving pensions, 
exclusive of the dependents of deceased soldiers. On the Ist of July, 
1875, the number of pensioners was 234,821, and the increase within 
the ten years next thereafter was 110,304. 

While there is no expenditure of the public fands which the people 
more cheerfully apprové than that made in recognition of the services 
of our soldiers, living and dead, the sentiment underlying the subject 
should not be vitiated by the introduction of any fraudulent practices. 
Therefore it is fully as important that the rolls should be cleansed of 
all those who by fraud have secured a place thereon as that meritori- 
ous claims should be ily examined and adjusted. Thereforms in 
the methods of doing the business of this bureau which have lately been 
inaugurated promise better results in both these directions. 

The operations of the Patent Office demonstrate the activity of the 
inventive genius of the country. For the year ended June 30, 1885, 
the applications for patents, including reissues, and for the registration 
of trade-marks and labels, numbered 35,688. During thesame period 
there were 22,928 patents granted and reissued, and 1,429 trade-marks 
and labels . The number of patents issued in the year 1875 
was 14,387. The receipts during the last fiscal year were $1,074,974.35, 
and the total expenditures, not including contingent expenses, $934,- 
123.11. 

There were 9,788 applications for pas poting on the 1st day of 
July, 1884, and 5,786 on the same date in the year 1885. There has 
been considerable improvement made in the prompt determination of 
applications and a consequent relief to expectant inventors. 

A number of suggestions and recommendations are contained in the 
report of the Commissioner of Patents which are well entitled to the 
consideration of Congress. 

In the Territory of Utah the law of the United States passed for the 
suppression of polygamy has been energetically and faithfully executed 
during the past year, with measurabl results. A numberof con- 
victions have been secured for unla cohabitation, and in some cases 
pleas of guilty have been entered and a slight t imposed 
upon a promise by the accused that they would not again offend against 
the law, nor advise, counsel, aid, or abet, in any way, its violation by 


exp opinion, based upon such infor- 
mation as they are able to obtain, that but few polygamous marriages 
have taken place in the Territory during the last year. They further 
report that while there can not be upon the registration lists of 
voters the name of a man guilty of polygamy, and while none 
of that class are holding o yet at the last election in the Territory 
all the officers elected except in one county were men who, h not 
actually living in the practice of polygamy, subscribe to the doctrine of 
polygamous marriages as a divine revelation and a law unto all higher 
and more binding u m the conscience than any human law, local or 
national. Thus is the strange le presented of a community pro- 
tected by a republican form of government, to berere | owe alle- 
giance, sustaining by their rye 20 a principle and a which sets 
at ry nebveg obligation of absolute obedience to the law of the Jand 
which lies at yp sation hk cpg Samper PARE 

The strength, the perpetuity, destiny o; nati upon 
our homes, established by the law of God, guarded by parental care, 
parental authority, and sanctified by parental love. 

hese are not the homes of polygamy. 

The mothers of our land, who rule the nation as they mold the 
characters and guide the actions of their sons, live according to God’s 
holy ordinances, and each, secure and happy in the exclusive love of 
the father of her children, sheds the warm light of true womanhood, 
unperverted and unpolluted, upon all within her pure and wholesome 
family circle. 

These are not the cheerless, crushed, and unwomanly mothers of 

lygamy. 

Poh fathers of our families are the best citizens of the Republic. 
Wife and children are the sources of patriotism, and conjugal and pa- 
rental affection beget devotion to the country. man who, unde- 
filed with plural marriage, is surrounded in his single home with his 
wife and children, has a stake in the country which inspires him with 
ci irie for its laws and courage for its defense. 

ese are not the fathers of polygamous families. 


There is no feature of this practice, or the which sanctions it, 


which is not o to all that is of value in our institutions. 
There should beno relaxation in the firm but just execution of the law 
now in operation, and I should be glad to approve such further discreet 


islation as will rid the country of this blot upon its fair fame. 

ince the people upholding pol: y in our Territories are re-enforced 
immi from other I recommend that a law be passed to 
prevent the importation of Mormons into the country. 


The agricultural interest of the country demands just recognition 
and liberal encouragement. It sustains with certainty and unfailing 
strength our nation’s prosperity by the products of its steady toil, and 
bears its full share of the burden of taxation without complaint. Our 
agriculturists have but slight personal representation in the councils of 
the nation, and are generally content with the humbler duties of citi- 
zenship and willing to trust to the bounty of nature for a reward of 
their labor. But the magnitude and value of this industry is appre- 
ciated when the statement is made that of our total annuul exports more 
than three-fourths are the products of agriculture, and of our total popu- 
lation nearly one-half are exclusively engaged in that occupation. 

The Department of Agriculture was created for the purpose of acquir- 
ing and diffusing among the people useful information respecting the 
py ipar it has in charge, and aiding in the cause of intelligent and pro- 
gressive farming by the collection of statistics, by testing the value and 
usefulness of new seeds and plants, and distributing such as are found 
desirable among agriculturists. This and other powers and duties with 
which this Department is invested are of the utmost importance, and if 
wisely exercised must be of great benefit to the country. The aim of 
our beneficent Government is the improyement of the people in every 
station and the amelioration of their condition. Surely our agricult- 
urists should not be neglected. The instrumentality established in aid 
of the farmers of the land should not only be well equipped for the ac- 
complishment of its purpose, but those for whose benefit it has been 
—— should be encouraged to avail themselves fully of its advantages. 

prohibition of the importation into several countries of certain 
of ouranimals and their products, based upon the suspicion that health 
is in their use and consumption, suggests the importance of 
such precautions for the protection of ourstock of all kinds against dis- 
ease as will disarm suspicion of danger and cause the removal of such 
an injurious prohibition. 

If the laws now in operation are insufficient to accomplish this pro- 
tection, I recommend their amendment to meet the necessities of the 
situation, and I commend to the consideration of Congress the sugges- 
tions contained in the report of the Commissioner of Agriculture cal- 
culated to increase the value and efficiency of this De ent. 

The report of the Civil Service Commission, which will be submitted, 
contains an‘ account of the manner in which the civil-service law has 
been executed during the last year, and much valuable information on 
this important subject. 

I am inclined to think that there is no sentiment more general in the 
minds of the people of our country than a conviction of the correctness 
of the principle upon which the law enforcing civil-service reform is 
based. In its present condition the law regulates only a part of the 
subordinate public positions throughout the country. It applies the 
test of fitness to applicants for these places by means of a competitive 
examination, and gives large discretion to the commissioners as to the 
character of the examination and many other matters connected with 
its execution. Thus the rules and adopted by the commis- 
sion have much to do with the practical usefulness of the statute and 
with the results of its application. 

The people may well trust the commission to execute the law with 
perfect fairness and with as little irritation asis possible. But of course 
no relaxation of the principle which underlies it and no weakening of 
the safeguards which surround it can be expected. Experience in its 
administration will probably amendment of the methods of its 
execution, but I venture to hope that we shall never again be remitted 
to the system which distributes public positions purely as rewards for 
partisan service. Doubts may well be entertained whether our Gov- 
ernment could survive the strain of a continuance of this system, which 
upon every change of administration inspires an immense army of claim- 
ants for office to lay siege to the patronage of Government, engrossing 
the time of public officers with their importunities, spreading abroad 
the contagion of their disappointment, and filling the air with the 
“tumult of their discontent. 

The allurements of an immense number of offices and places, exhib- 
ited to the voters of the land, and the promise of their bestowal in 
recognition of partisan activity, debauch the suffrage and rob political 
action of its thoughtful and deliberative character. The evil would 
increase with the multiplication of offices consequent upon our exten- 
sion, and the mania for office-holding, growing from its indulgence, 
would pervade our tion so generally that patriotic purpose, the 
support of principle, the desire for the public good, and solicitude for 
the nation’s welfare would be nearly banished from the activity of our 
party contests and cause them to d into ignoble, selfish, and 

i es for the possession of office and public place. 

Civil-service reform enforced by law came none too soon to check the 


progress of demoralization. - . 

One of its effects, not enough regarded, is the freedom it brings to 
the political action of those conservative and sober men who, in fear 
of the confusion and risk attending an arbitrary and sudden change in 
all the public offices with a change of party rule, cast their ballots 
against such a chance. 

Parties seem to be necessary, and will long continue to exist; nor 
can it be now denied that there are legitimate advantages, not discon- 
nected with office-holding, which follow party supremacy. While par- 
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tisanship continues bitter and pronounced, and supplies so much of 
motive to sentiment and action, it is not fair to hold public officials in 
charge of important trusts responsible for the best results in the per- 
formance of their duties, and yet insist that they shall rely, in confiden- 
tial and important places, upon the work of those not only opposed to 
them in political affiliation, but so steeped in partisan prejudice and 
rancor that they have no loyalty to their chiefs and no desire for their 
suceess. Civil-service reform does not exact this, nor does it require 
that those in subordinate positions who fail in yielding their best serv- 
ice, or who are incompetent, should be retained simply because they 
arein place, The whining of a clerk discharged for indolence or in- 
competency, who, though he gained his place by the worst possible op- 
eration of the spoils system, suddenly discovers that he is entitled to 
protection under the sanction of civil-service reform, represents an idea 
no less absurd than the clamor of the applicant who claims the vacant 
position as his compensation for the most questionable party work. 

The civil-service law does not prevent the discharge of the indolent 
or incompetent clerk, but it does prevent supplying his place with the 
unfit party worker. Thus, in both these phases, is seen benefit to the 
public service. And the people who desire good government having 
secured this statute will not relinquish its benefits without protest. 
Nor are they unmindful of the fact that its full advantages can only be 
gained tomonga the complete good faith of those having its execution in 
charge. And this they will insist upon. 

I recommend that the salaries of the Civil Service Commissioners be 
increased to a sum more nearly commensurate to their important duties. 

It is a source of considerable and not unnatural discontent that no 
adequate provision has yet been made for accommodating the principal 
library of the Government. Of the vast collection of books and pam- 
phlets gathered at the Capito], numbering some seven hundred thousand, 
exclusive of manuscripts, maps, and the products of the graphic arts, 
also of great volume and value, only about three hundred thousand vol- 
umes, or less half the collection, are provided with shelf room. 
Theothers, which are increasing at the rate of from twenty-five to thirty 
thousand yolumes a year, are not only inaccessible to the public, but 
are subject to serious damage and deterioration from other causes in 
their present situation. 

A consideration of the fact that the Library of the Capitol has twice 
been destroyed or damaged by fire, its daily increasing value, and its 
importance as a place of deposit of books under the law relating to 
copyright, make manifest the necessity of prompt action to insure its 
proper accommodation and protection. 

My attention has been called to a controversy which has arisen from 
the condition of the law relating to railroad facilities in the city of 
Washington, which has involved the commissioners of the District in 
much annoyance and trouble. I hope this difficulty will be promptly 
settled by appropriate legislation. 

The commissioners represent that enough of the revenues of theDistrict 
are now on deposit in the Treasury of the United States to repay the sum 
advanced by the Government for sewer improvements under the actof 
June 30, 1884. They desire now an advance of the share which ulti- 
mately should be borne by the District of the cost of extensive improve- 
ments to thestreetsof the city. The total expense of these contemplated 
improvements is estimated at $1,000,000, and they are of the opinion 
that aconsiderablesum could be saved if they had all the money in hand, 
so that contracts for the whole work could be made at the same time. 
They express confidence that if the advance asked for should be made 
the Government would be reimbursed the same within a reasonable time. 
I have no doubt that these improvements could be made much cheaper 
if undertaken together and prosecuted according to a general plan. 

The license law now in force within the District is deficient and un- 
certain in some of its provisions, and ought to beamended. The com- 
missioners urge, with good reason, the necessity of providing a build- 
ing for the use of the District government which shall better secure 
the safety and preservation of its valuable books and records. 

The present condition of the law relating to the succession to the 
Presidency in the event of the death, disability, or removal of both the 
President and Vice-President is such as to require immediate amend- 
ment. This subject has repeatedly been considered by Congress, but 
no result has been reached. The recent lamentable death of the Vice- 
President, and vacancies at the same time in all other offices the in- 
cumbents of which might immediately exercise the functions of the 
Presidential office, have caused public anxiety and a just demand that 
a recurrence of such a condition of affairs should not be permitted. 

In conclusion, I commend to the wise care and thoughtful attention 
of Congress the needs, the welfare, and the aspirations of an intelligent 
and generous nation. To subordinate these to the narrow advantages 
of partisanship, or the accomplishment of selfish aims, is to violate the 
people’s trust and betray the people’s interests. But an individual 
sense of responsibility on the part of each of us, and a stern determi- 
nation to perform our duty well, must give us place among those who 
have added in their day and generation to the glory and prosperity of 


our beloved land. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
WaAstINGTon, December 8, 1885. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the m 
of the President and the accompanying documents will lie on the table 
and be ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent that the usual morning call 
for petitions, bills, &c., may proceed until it is concluded, notwith- 
standing it is past 1 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that under 
the rules it is the duty of the Senate to proceed in that order, unless 
otherwise ordered, there being no Calendar. 

Mr, HOAR. Very well. 


FINANCE REPORT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual re- 
port of the Secretary of the Treasury on the state of the finances for the 
year 1885; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the report of the 
chief clerk of the Court of Claims, communicating, in obedience to law, 
a statement of the judgments rendered by that court during the year 
ending November 30, 1885, &c.; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF SECRETARY OF SENATE. 


The PRESIDENT tempore laid before the Senate the report of 
the Secretary of the Senate, communicating, in obedience to law, a 
statement of the receipts and expenditures of the Senate from July 1, 
1884, to June 30, 1885; which was ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate a rt 
from the Secretary of the Senate, communicating, in obedience to law, 
a full and complete statement of all property in his possession belong- 
ing to the United States December 7, 1885, and of the amountsreceived 
from the sale of waste paper; which was referred to the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, and ordered 
to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint resolution of the 
Legislature of New Hampshire; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands, as follows: 

‘ATE OF NEw Hampsn 


Sr. IRE, 
In the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and eighty-five, 
Joint resolution in relation to our national domain. 


Resolved by the senate and house of representatives in court convened, That 
whereas more than twenty million acres of the lands of the United States are 
now held by non-resident aliens, and in great measure by the titled and gov- 
erning class of Great Britain; and 

Whereas this non-resident ownership of lands in the United States may event- 
ually lead to a system of alien Jandlordism, of which the unhappy condition of 
Ireland is a lamentable example; and 

Whereas this system of dad mong © whereby immense landed estates are in 
possession of a few individuals, to the exclusion of actual settlers, is incompat- 
ible with ne best interests of the people, and antagonistic to our free institu- 
tions; an 

Whereas our remaining public lands, so far as they are adapted to agriculture, 
ought to be granted as homesteads, or sold in small quantities to actual settlers 
Se y, citizens of the United States or those intending to become such: There- 

ore, 

Resolved, That American soil is for Americans, and should be exclusively 
ovos — controlled by American citizens, and those intending to become 
such; an 

Resolved, That our Senators in Congress be instructed and our Representatives 
be requested to use their utmost endeavors in that body to secure the speedy 
enactment of such laws as will secure exclusively to the American people the 
public lands of the United States, and porns sales to, or the vesting of title to 
the public lands in, any but citizens of this country or those intending to be- 
come such, to be held by individuals only in moderate quantities, reserving all 
the unsold agricultural lands for homesteads for actual settlers; and 

Resolved, That the governor be requested to send a copy of this joint resolu- 


-| tion to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress, to the President 


of the Senate, and to the S er of the House of Representatives, at the open- 
ing of the next session of Congress, 
ALDRICH, 


Sesser of e p 
©) o; ‘esentat 
CHESTER IKE, 
President of the Senate. 
MOODY CURRIER, Governor, 
STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE, SECRETARY'S OFFICE, 
Concord, November 


11, isss. 


; ny certify that the foregoing is a correct copy of the orginal joint reso- 
ution, 
In testimony whereof I haye hereunto subscribed my official signature and 
affixed the seal of the State. 
A. P. THOMPSON, 


[sEAL.] 
Secretary of State, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial from the Choctaw 
Nation favoring the establishment of certain courts, &c.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Louisiana Educational Society 
favoring national aid to education; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. 

Healso presented a preamble and resolutions adopted at a meeting of 


Approved August 28, 1885. 
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the merchants of New Orleans favoring the construction of a ship-rail- 
way across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MORRILL. I present the petition of C. C. Bayley, of Wiscon- 
sin, praying legislation providing for the Presidential succession in case 
of a vacancy by continuing the office of Presidential electors for four 
years. I move that it be referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That proposes to change the Constitution, I think. 
Therefore it ought to go to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is proposed to refer the petition 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. That order will be made if there 
is no objection. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of Capt. George B. Proctor and 
others, who were commissioned officers of the Thirty-sixth Regiment 
United States Colored Troops, praying compensation for services ren- 
dered from April to September, 1864; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of the board of managers of the 
National Temperance Society, officially signed, praying for an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States to prohibit the manu- 
facture and sale of intoxicating beverages; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. VEST. I present various resolutions of the General Assembly 
of the State of Missouri upon different subjects. I will not ask that 
they be read at length, but I will ask that the Secretary shall read them 
by title and that they be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT Ho tempore. The Senatorfrom Missouri presents 
certain resolutions of the Legislature of Missouri and asks that they 
be read-by their titles and printed in the RECORD. Is there objection? 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I wish to suggest to my friend from Missouri that 
the printing of memorials, petitions, &c., in the RECORD is expensive. 

Mr. ALLISON. These are memorials of a State Legislature. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know it; but the memorial of a Legislature, al- 
though read at the desk, I believe does not usually go into the RECORD 
in full unless it is so ordered. The printing of these things in the REC- 
ORD swells it toan enormoussize, and makesitinconvenient. Itshould 
be a record of proceedings and debates. Unless it is specially desira- 
ble in this instance to print the resolutions at length, I should rather 
hear them read all the way through than to have them printed in the 
RECORD without reading; but if the Senator from Missouri thinks it of 
much public importance that the course he proposes ought to be taken, 
I shall not object on this occasion. 

Mr. VEST. I have known the practice to obtain in both directions 
in this body. I have known resolutions of the General Assemblies of 
States to be printed in the REcoRD, at the request of aSenator, without 
being read, in theinterest of economy of time. I want the Legislature of 
my State to be treated with entire respect. Ido not care about these res- 
olutions being read at len: butif there is any objection to their being 

rinted, then I do ask that they be read, as is customary in this body, 
y the Secretary. They are very lengthy, and for that reason I pre- 
ferred to have them printed without being read at the desk. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As I understand, they will goin the RECORD if 
they are read. I do not object to the Senator’s suggestion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate that the memorials be printed in the 
RECORD without being read. The Chair hears no objection, and that 
order will be made. 

Mr. VEST. Let them be read by title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be read by their titles. - 

The Chief Clerk read the resolutions by their titles; and they were 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Joint and concurrentresolution eee Congress of the United States 
for an appropriation or appropriations for the protection of the bottom lands 


in the souti ern of the State of Missouri from annual inundations 
from the Mississippi River and other sources. 


Whereas there is lying in the southeastern part of the State of Missouri a vast 
domain of over one and one-fourth millions of acres of the most fertile and 
heavily timbered lands tobe found in the great valley of the Mississippi, or upon 
the continent of North America; and 

Whereas during the years 1882, 1883, and 1884 the inundations from the Mis- 
sissippi River were than were ever before known in the history of the 
country, while the destruction of property, both private and public, amounted 
to a ions - dollars, and a general desolation marked the whole face of the 
country; an 

_ Whereas these bottom lands, if protected from the inundations from the Mis- 
SRDE River and rain-water overflows, would in a short period of time be con- 
verted into the thrifty homes of thousands of hardy yeomanry, yielding to the 
Government millions of dollars for revenue, and supplying to the markets of 
the world untold treasures in the products of the soil; and 

Whereas the bottom lands in the southeastern part of the State of Missouri 
and northeastern part of the State of Arkansas mainly depend for drainage upon 
the river Saint Francis and tributaries thereto, now greatly obstructed by rafts, 
drift-wood, fallen timber, sand, and mud-bars, thereby impeding the natural 
flow of the water and causing it to overflow vast areas of country; and 

Whereas these vast bodies of fertile lands now subject to annual inundations 
from the Mississippi River and overflows from local rains and heavy rainfall 
running from the water-sheds of the hill country north and west of them, so asto 
prevent the pating upand cultivation of their greater part, may be thoroughly 
reclaimed by a Pee cious system of levees along the western bank of the Missis- 
sippi River, and by removing obstructions from, cutting the bends, and deepen- 
an eiar ne the river Saint Francis and its small tributaries; and 7 


for the purpose of obtaining relief from the annual floods which 


devastate and depopulate the magnesi in this preamble mentioned, and for the 

purpose of permanently reclaiming the same: Therefore, 

Beit resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring therein): 

, ven Eliapi oper sara from this eons be aoaea; and anx pt aday iedo 
n Congress be requested, to urge upon Congress the necessity o! y 

ing such laws and making such appropriations as sball be adequate to free from 

obstructions, cut the bends, and deepen, where n , the channel of the 

Saint Francis Riverand smaller streams tributary thereto, which form the natural 

water ways for the drainage of the southeastern part of the State of Missouri 

and adjacent territory in the northeastern part of the State of Arkansas, known 

as the “sunk or low lands," and to erect a levee along the bank of the Missis- 

= ppi River sufficient to protect said territory from inundations of that vast 

stream. 

Second. That in order to promote the objects hereinbefore mentioned, and 
that speedy action may be had in the premises, our Senators are further in- 
structed, and our Representatives are further requested, to urge upon the Mis- 
sissippi River Commission the necessity of using all honorable means in its 
power to secure from Congress the passage of the laws and appropriations 
contemplated, and the recommendation of a well-devised system of improve- 
ments, consisting of dikes, levees, and drai „in order that these rich bot- 
tom lands, now unfit for the habitation of man, lying in the southeastern part 
of our State, may be permanently reclaimed. 

ird. Upon the adoption of these resolutions, the einga Bed state is re- 
gnare to forward a copy thereof to each of our Senators and Representatives 
n Congress. ` 

Fourth, That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded to the Legislature of 
the State of Arkansas, and that said body be respectfully requested tojoin with 
the State of Missouri and make common cause with her in n the at- 
tention of Con; the importance of the work and material aid herein solicited, 

Approved March 18, 1885, 


Joint and concurrent resolution instructing our ators and requesting our 
anc, panes yma in Congress to procure legislation authorizing receivers of 
railroad companies appointed by Federal courts to be sued in local State 
courts, and preserve the right of trial by jury in such suits. 

Whereas the circuit courts of the United States, in the exercise of their powers 
as courts of equity jurisdiction, have, of late, adopted the extraordinary prac- 
tice of taking charge of and for years operating and managing railroads, often- 
times embracing a system of roads hundreds of miles in length and extending 
into different and distinct States; and 

Whereas for the purposesaforesaid such courts appoint receivers with author- 
ity to make contracts and incur liabilities, but have refused and do refuse to 
mit suits to be brought against the receivers in the local courts along the line 
of such roads at such places as the claims accrue for supplies, damages, and 
other demands, but require all litigants, however small their demands, to attend 
with witnesses and litigate at the place of sitting of such Federal courts, and at 
the same time deny them the right of trial by jury, thereby entailing on small 
claimants an expense oftentimes largely in excess of their demands and practi- 
ace, g denying: them any trial,and expressly denying the common-law t of 
trial: Now, therefore, 

Be it resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring therein), That 
our Senators in Con: be instructed, and our Representatives requested, to 
procure such legislation as shall be necessary to secure to all persons the right 
to sue receivers of railroad companies appointed by Federal courts in the same 

laces and courts of the States, and to prosecute to judgment, under the same 

orms of law as is provided by State laws for suits against the companies, and 
for such further | lation therein as will properly regulate and limit the pow- 
ers of the Federal courts in their equitable interference with and control over 
railroad companies, so as to preserve to the people their common law and con- 
stitutional rights. 

Approved 19, 1885. 

Joint and concurrent resolution instructing our Senators and requesting our 
Representatives in Congress to favor the passage of an act giving pensions to 
the surviving soldiers of the Mexican war. 

Whereas the soldiers of the Mexican war have ever been held in grateful re- 
membrance by the propie of this Republic, and who, through their great achieve- 
ments, won not only honor for the nation but placed within its control unlim- 
a wealth in precious metals and an area of territory fit for a mighty empire; 
an 

Whereas the fruits of their labor and victories have been too long intrusted 
to the annals of military renown, without due and considerate for their 
advanced age and n ies, and for the means of a liv: 
fitting the last years of a surviving soldier of the Mexican war; an 

Whereas it has been the policy of the Government of the United States to 

t pensions as a reward to those who have faithfully served it in the hour of 

anger: aged f 

Be it resolved by 
our Senators in Co 
urge u 


of the 
hat the secretary of state be requested to furnish a copy of these 
resolutions to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress of the 
United States. 
Approved March 19,1885. 
Joint and concurrent resolution instructing our Senators and Representatives 
in Con to vote against and use all honorable means to defeat the passage 
of the Buckner bill to suspend the further coinage of silver, 


Be it resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring therein), That 
our Senators and Representatives in Congress be instructed to vote against and 
use all honorable means to defeat the passage of the Buckner bill tosuspend the 
further coinage of silver. 

Resolved, ‘That the secretary of state be requested to furnish a copy of these 
resolutions to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress, 

Approved April 3, 1885. 


Joint and concurrent resolution asking Congress to provide for the auditing and 
adjusting the war debt of Missouri, and the appointment of a commissioner, 
whew duty it shall be to hear and determine the validity of the same, as re- 
cited in seotion 52 of the constitution of State of uri, on the limitgtion of 
legislative powers, which reads as follows: ‘Sec. 52. General Assembly 
shall have no power to make any appropriation of money, or to issue any 
bonds or other evidence for the payment on account or in recognition of any 
claims audited or that may hereafter be audited by virtue of an act entitled 
‘An act to adjust the war debt of the State,’ approved March 19, 1874, or any 
act of a similar nature, until after the claim so audited shall have been pa 
eres PA. and paid by the Government of the United States to the State of Mis- 
souri, 


the house of 


Be it resolved representatives ( 
and our Representatives in Congress 


the senale Somont ring therein), That 
our Senators be 4 


requested, to 
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use all honorable means to secure the appointment of a commissioner, whose 

duty it shall be to audit such claims as are just and equitable, as contemplated 

in section 52 of the constitution of the State of Missouri as above removed felted. 
Approved April 3, 1835. 


Joint and concurrent resolution the Congress of the United States 


memorializing 
for an riation for the building of a levee on the west side of the Missis- 
or ces extending from the city of Clarksville, Mo., to the mouth of the 
ver. 


Whereas there is in the counties of Pike, Lincoln, and Saint Charles a vast do- 
main of over 50,000 acres of the most fertile lands found in the great valley of the 
Mississippi; and 

Whereas said lands are subject to overflow and inundation by the waters from 

Mississippi River; and 

Whereas said lands can be redeemed by the building of a levee from the city 

of Clarksville, Mo., to the mouth of the Missouri River, a distance of only about 


50 miles: Therefore, 
resentatives (the senate concurring therein), First. 
‘That our Senators from this Si be instructed, and our Re tatives in 


Approved April 3, 1885. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does theSenator from Missouri move 
any reference of the resolutions? 

Mr. VEST. No, sir; let them lie on the table for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will lie on the table. 


Mr. COCKRELL, I present similar resolutions, having been 
sent to each Senator and Representative from Misso Let them lie 
on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The duplicates will also lie on the 
table. 


Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of Harmon Conley, of Joplin, 
Mo., praying to be reimbursed for certain losses sustained by him dur- 
ing the war of the rebellion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented the petition of John C. Myers, formerly 


consul at i praying reimbursement of moneys 
=e in emp, send pee foam fear rer in office of Oliver 
B. Bradford and George F. Seward; which was referred to the Commit- 
si Oaks nici the petition of John Stafford, of 

Mr. LOGAN presen’ iti o of Chicago, IIl. 
JAJI St penn o 000 for the of Thomas Le 
Clear’s portrait of General U.S. Grant; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 
ted a petition of the Trinity Baptist church, of 

and officers, praying for the ap- 

quiry concerning the alcoholic liquor 
traffic; which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Friends’ Temperance Union, ot 
New York, officially signed, ing for an amendment of the Consti- 
tution of the United States to prohibit the manufacture and sale of all 
alcoholic beverages throughout the national domain; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the board of managers of the Na- 
tional Temperance Society, officially signed, praying for a national com- 
mission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1) to provide for the performance of 
the duties of the office of President in case of the removal, death, resig- 
nation, or inability both of the President and Vice-President; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to introduce a bill concerning Federal elections 
and to state before the title of the bill is read that it is a bill which I 
introduce at the request of certain persons who are in one 
of the numerous patent ballot-boxes, I am not myself acquainted 
with all the details of the bill—I introduce it at the request of these 
persons—but I generally favor some scheme of the kind and I have 
entire confidence in the purity of the public purpose of the persons 
who have drafted the bill, but T do not deem myself responsible for its 

The bill (S. 2) concerning Federal elections was read twice by its 

itle, and referred to the Committee on Privi and Elections. 

Mr. HOAR also introduced a bill (S. 3) to establish a uniform sys- 
tem of throughout the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4) to permit the owners of certain ves- 
sels and the owners or underwriters of laden thereon to sue 
the United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 5) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Mis- 
souri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the 
use of the same for postal, military, and other p ” approved 
July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an 
act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned 
act; and to provide for a settlement of claims growing out of the issue 
of bonds to aid in the construction of certain of said railroads, and to 
secure to the United States the payment of all indebtedness of certain of 
the companies therein mentioned; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 6) fixing the salaries of the several judges 
of the United States district courts at $5,000 per annum, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7) making appropriation for the relief 
of the First National Bank of Newton, Mass; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8) to provide for the distribution of pub- 
lic documents among the depositaries of public documents ; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS introduced a bill (S. 9) to fix the day for the meet- 
ing of the electors of President and Vice-President, and to provide for 
and regulate the counting of the votes for President and Vice-President, 
and the decision of questions arising thereon ; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 10) to amend an act entitled “An act 
to amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
in reference to bigamy, and for other purposes,” approved March 22, 
1882; which was read twice by its title, and refi to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 11) to provide for ascertaining and set- 
tling private land claims in certain States and Territories; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Private Land 


Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 12) to authorize the juries of the 
United States circuit and district courts to be used interchangeably, 
and to provide for drawing talesmen; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 13) for the relief of William J. Smith, 
late collector of customs for the of Memphis, State of Tennessee ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 14) for the relief of J. W. Newman, 
administrator of Jacob Newman, deceased ; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 15) for the relief of the estate of Thomas 
Jones, deceased ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 16) for the relief of Sallie Jarratt, exec- 
utrix of Gregory Jarratt, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 17) for the relief of William G. Ford; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


He also introduced a bill (S. 18) for the relief of Pearson C. Mont- 
gomery, of Memphis, Tenn.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 19) for the relief of H. B. Wilson, admin- 
istrator of the estate of William Tinder,deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 20) for the relief of Mrs. Julia Elliott, 
widow of Newell D. Elliott, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committe on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 21) for the relief of Adelicia Cheatham; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


He also introduced a bill (S. 22) for the relief of Martin and P. B. 
Murphy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 23) giving a military record to Thomas 
Miller; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 24) for the relief of Samuel B. Seat, ad- 
ministrator of Christian Kropp, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 25) for the relief of the personal repre- 
sentatives of Frank Williams, late at Paris, Tenn.; which 


was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Of- 
fices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 26) for the relief of Reuben S. Jones; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 27) for the removal of all disabilities 
imposed by t^- fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United 


1885. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 123 


States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the J udiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 28) to authorize the payment of cus- 
toms duties in legal-tender notes ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 29) to repeal certain laws relating to 

ent and indefinite appropriations ; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 30) for the relief of Harry I. Todd, late 
keeper of the Kentucky penitentiary ; which was read twice by its title, 


; and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 31) for the relief of Warren Mitchell; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 32) for the relief of Mrs. Lizzie D. 
Clarke, of New Orleans ; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 33) for the relief of the Madison Female 
Institute, located at Richmond, Ky.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 34) for the relief of Mrs. Sultana S. 
Farrell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Oflices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 35) to remove the limitation in 
the payment of arrears of pensions; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 36) making an appropriation for the 
purchase of two sites and for the erection thereon of two military posts 
on the southwestern frontier of Kansas; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 37) to authorize the President of the 
United States to appoint certain acting assistant as first lieu- 
tenants and assistant surgeons in the Army; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

4: He also introduced a bill (S. 38) to confirm the title of bona fide pur- 
oway certain lands heretofore granted to the State of Kansas for 

certain purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VOORHEES SETER RER a bill (S. 39) to amex a portion of the 
Territory of Idaho to Washington Territory; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 40) to provide for the formation and ad- 
mission into the Union of the State of W. and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Territories, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 41) for the relief of James S. Clark & 
Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 42) for the relief of Capt. Nicholas J. 
Bigley; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 43) to provide for the allotment of 
lands in severalty to Indians on the various reservations, and to extend 
the protection of the laws of the States and Territories over the Indians, 
and for other ; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 44) providing for the erection of a public 
building at San Antonio, Tex.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

Healso introduced a bill (S. 45) providing for the erection of a public 
building at El Paso, Tex.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 46) for the relief of Overton Love and 
the administratrix of the estate of Wyatt Gilschrist; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

_ He also introduced a bill (S. 47) for the relief of William Beddo and 
Sai a SA title, and referred to the Committee 
on ë 

He also introduced a bill (S. 48) for the relief of Mrs. Susan M. 

Boschi w which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


He also introduced a bill (S. 49) for the relief of Santiago de Leon; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 50) for the relief of D. W. Hatch ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

lis Soren pg ey re DEES 51) for the relief of A. B. Norton; which 

was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 52) to divide a portion of the res- 
ervation of the Sioux Nation of Indians, in Dakota, into separate reser- 
vations, and to secure the relinquishment of the Indian title to the re- 
mainder; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 53) for the relief of the Mission In- 
dians, in the State of California; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 54) to provide for the allotment of lands 
in severalty to Indians on the various reservations, and to extend the 
protection of the laws of the United States and the Territories over the 
Indians, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 55) to authorize the sale of tim- 
ber on certain lands reserved for the use of the Menomonee tribe of In- 
dians in the State of Wisconsin; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 56) granting a pension to Chauncey 
Read; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 57) for the erection of a public building 
at Oshkosh, Wis. ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 58) to provide for the construc- 
tion of the Michigan and Mississippi River Canal, and fo cheapen trans- 
portation; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 59) to reimburse the several States for 
interest paid on war loans, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 60) authorizing the construction of a 
bridge over the Mississippi River at or near Alton, IIL, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 61) authorizing the construction 
ofa building for the accommodation of the Congressional Library; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select Committee on Ad- 
ditional Accommodations for the Library of Congress. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 62) enlarging the powers of the Washing- 
ton Safe Deposit Company, and for other ; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 63) to authorize the construction of a 
highway bridge across that prt of the waters of Lake Champlain lying 
between the towns of North and Alburg, in the State of Vermont; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 64) to prevent the obstruction of 
= le waters, and to public works against trespass or injury; 

ich was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


sara. ` 

He also introduced a bill (S. 65) to repeal all laws providing for the 
pre-emption of the public lands, the laws allowing entries for timber 
culture, the laws authorizing the sale of desert lands in certain States 
and Territories, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Þablie Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 66) restoring to the United States cer- 

tain of the lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to 
nd in the construction of arailroad from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, 
and to restore the same to settlement, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 67) to provide for the formation and ad- 
mission into the Union of the State of Washi , and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Territories. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 68) for the relief of S. B. Cranston, of 
Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, ‘referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 69) for the relief of Thomas Guinean; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 


-referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 70) for the relief of John Fitzhugh, of 
Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. Bhi fe for the benefit of the States of Texas, 
Colorado, Oregon, Nebraska, California, Kansas, and Nevada, and the 
Siege io barca sd Idaho, and Nevada when a Territory; 
w was twice by its title, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 72) for the relief of the survivors of the 
massacre of Dr. Marcus Whitman and others in the Columbia River 
Valley, and the heirs of those killed in said massacre; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 73) for the relief of Francis M. Vander- 
pool; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 74) to grant an increase of pension to 
Frederick Beno; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 75) for the relief of P. C. Davis; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 

He also introduced a bill (S. 76) to pay geben iri spy HG 
lic lands in Washin Territory; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the mittee on Public Lands. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 77) further defining the class of persons 
included in the provisions of section 5 of the act of July 17, 1854, amend- 
atory of the Oregon donation law of September 27, 1850 ; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 78) to extend the time for filing certain 
claims for compensation for horses and other property lost in the mili- 
tary service of the United States ; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 79) for the relief of Tunis Swick ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 80) for the reliefof H. B. Oatman; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 

He also introduced a bill (S. 81) for the reliefof Michael Riley; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affai 

He also introduced a bill (S. 82) to amend an act entitled “An act 
to amend the statutes in relation to immediate rtation of dutia- 
ble goods, and for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1880; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 83) for the relief of R. G. Combs and 
others; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 84) for the relief of the First National Bank 
of Portland, Oreg. ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 85) for the relief of B. Jennings; which 
= read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 

nds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 86) to provide for the construction of a 
public building at Portland, Oreg.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 87) for the relief of Thomas J. Miller, 
of Washington Territory; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 88) for the relief of Ben Holladay; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 89) for the adjustment of the claim 
of the State of Arkansas against the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 90) to grant to the Kansas and Arkan- 
sas Valley Railway the right of way ones the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. MAXEY Creme bill (S. 91 to maena an act ncaa ‘An 
act to taright of way for a rai and telegraph line the 
lands the Obootar and Chickasaw Nations of Indians ng Saint 
Louis and San Francisco Railway Company, and for other purposes;’’ 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Railroads. 

Mr. HARRISON. I rise to a question with regard to the reference 
just made. It seems to me that those bills granting rights of way 
through the Indian Territory should go to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs and not to the Committee on Rai 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Indiana make 
that motion? 

Mr. HARRISON. I suggest it to the Senators who introduced the 
bills. All the questions involved relate to the rights of those Indian 
tribes and the method of dealing with them, and the bills involve 
questions of intercourse with them and not questions relating to ordi- 
nary railroad traffic. Unless the Senators concede a reference to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, I shall make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill just introduced 
will be again repo so that the Senate may understand it. 

Mr. MAXEY. I can make a statement which I think will be sat- 
isfactory to the Senator from Indiana. This is merely a proposed 
amendatory bill to an act which was reported from the Committee on 
Railroads, and that committee is in possession of all the facts in con- 
nection with the original bill, having reportedit. Therefore I had this 
bill referred to the Committee on Railroads as the proper committee, 
and I think so yet. That is the only committee which has really had 
charge of the subject-matter. 

Mr. HARRISON. I shall ask a reconsideration of the reference of 
the bill introduced by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] with 
a view of making the same motion in relation to that measure. It is 
obvious that this question ought to be dealt with by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. That is the committee which is charged with the care 
of legislation relating to those tribes. All these bills present the ques- 
tion of our treaty relations with those tribes, and it is the proper ref- 
erence undoubtedly. 3 

Waiving this point for a moment, if the Senator from Texas will 
allow me, I ask for a reconsideration of the reference of the bill intro- 
duced by the Senator from Arkansas in order that I may make a motion 
that it be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


Mr. MAXEY. I wish to make one additional statement for the ben- 
efit of the Senator from Indiana. The bill which I now tis a 
mere reintroduction of a bill which was referred without objection to 
the Committee on Railroads at the last Congress and reported unani- 
mously from that committee. That committee has examined this 
identical bill, and hence it is the proper committee to take control of it. 

Supposing this explanation to be satisfactory, I now propose to intro- 
duce another bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to reconsider will be 
acted on before other business is entertained. The question is on the 
reconsideration of the vote referring to the Committee on Railroads the 
bill introduced by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY]. 

Mr. HARRISON. I suppose that will be done informally and then 
the vote be taken on the proposition of reference directly. I suppose 
the Senator from Arkansas will not object to that. Let it be formally 
reconsidered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill introduced by the Senator 
from Arkansas is now before the Senate on the motion to reconsider 
its reene to the Committee on Railroads; and it will be reported by 
its title. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 90) to grant to the Kansas and Ar- 
kansas Valley Railway the right of way through the Indian Territory, 
and for other pu 

Mr. SEWELL. I will say that the Railroad Committee of the Sen- 

ate is one of the largest bodies of that kind, and it is probably one of 
the best equipped for taking into consideration a subject of this nature. 
I acknowledge, though, that the bill involves the rights of the Indians 
and possibly it ought to go to the Committee on Indian Affairs for the 
purpose of finding out whether by the granting of a charter we should 
interfere with any of our present treaties; but I desire to give notice 
that when the bill is reported from that committee I shall ask to have 
it referred to the Railroad Committee for their consideration so far as 
the railroad part of it is concerned. 

Mr. HARRISON. To that proposition I should offer no objection at 
all; but it does seem to me too plain for argument that as this question 
involves our treaty relations with Indian tribes, the bill should be con- 
sidered by the Committee on Indian Affairs; and if then the Senate 
should desire that the guards relating to railroad ment and 
railroad rights should be considered by the Committee on Railroads, I 
should deem it very appropriate. \ 

Mr. MAXEY. Iwill the Senator from Indiana if he makes his 
motion in reference to the bill I offered as well as the one introduced 
by the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. HARRISON. I intended to do so, but I asked to take up the 
question of the reference of the other bill first as it was first introduced. 

Mr. MAXEY. I hope the Senator from Indiana will not insist 
upon that after the statement which I have made in regard to what 
was done heretofore. 

Mr. VEST. If the subject-matter of this bill came before the Senate 
now for the first time, there would be a deal of force in the re- 
marks of the Senator from Indiana. I believe that I had the honor of 
introducing the bill which passed the Senate and became a law and to 
which the bill now offered by the Senator from Texas is amendatory. 
If my memory serves me correctly (and I think the record will substan- 
tiate what I state), that bill was reported by the Committee on Rail- 
roads, and was elaborately discussed in the Senate, my friend from In- 
diana opposing its passage. The entire bearing of the various treaty 
stipulations was discussed at length. The whole subject-matter which 
comes up now in regard to this proposed amendatory act was discussed 
to a threadbare extent upon the passage of the original bill. 

Why the necessity now of taking this bill and sending it before a 
new committee, when the Committee on Railroads have examined the 
question and passed their judgment upon it and the Senate confirmed 
that judgment? I belong to neither of these committees and have no 
special interest in the matter, but it seems to me that for the economy 
of time and for the expedition of public business the bill ought to go 
to the committee that has already examined the subject and is familiar 
with it. x 

I hope the motion to reconsider will be voted down. 

Mr. PLUMB. It seems to me that if the bill is to go to two com- 
mittees the order ought to be reversed from what is here proposed. The 
first thing to be determined is the necessity or desirability of the build- 
ing of the suggested railroad. , If in the discussion of that question it 
shall transpire that the railroad is proposed to be built over somebody’s 
land, there being a question about the propriety or legality of taking 
that land, it isa question to come up afterward; and it would be proper 
enough for the Senator from Indiana (who of course is opposed to this 
bill as he has been to all bills of a similar character on perfectly well- 
understood grounds) to move at the time when it shall be reported from 
the Railroad Committee, if it shall be so reported, that it shall go to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs for the purpose of the special inquiry 
which he desires to have made by that committee, and which it is proper 
enough, of course, to have made by that committee, if in the mean time 
it shall be determined by the Senate, or there shall seem to be even 
reasonable ground for supposing, that these questions have not been au- 
thentically settled by the action of the Senate heretofore taken. But 
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I submit that the first question to be determined is, is there a necessity 
for a railroad and for the chartering or the building of that railroad by 
the action of Congress? After that comes the question as to the pro- 
tection of private or other rights. 

Mr. DAWES. I was out when the bill was introduced and would 


like to hear the title of it, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be again 
read. The bill has been by order of the Senate referred to the Com- 
mittee on Railroads and the motion is to reconsider that reference. 

The Cuter CLERK. ‘‘A bill (S. 90) to grant to the Kansas and Ar- 
kansas Valley Railway the right of way through the Indian Territory, 
and for other ie 

Mr. DAWES. I have no desire to try to gather under the jurisdic- 
tion of the Committee on Indian Affairs anything that I could avoid 
sending there; but it does not seem to’ me that the question is whether 
a particular railroad shall be built. The whole p of the bill, I 
think, is to authorize the construction of a railroad through the Indian 
Territory; and why should not that go to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs? Why should not the question whether we shall depart from 
the policy of the Government in the establishment of that Territory, 
and in the treaty obligations we have with those Indians, be conside: 
by the Committee on Indian Affairs? 

My own opinion is that railroads must be built through the Indian 
Territory in various ways. I have stated that ria} to the Senate 
many times, and I have not opposed the building of through 
the Indian Territory. The difficulty in my mind is in what manner 
we can justly and properly authorize the building of those railroads, 
and I have no other point to consider. 

The question of the Indian Territory is assuming every day more in- 
teresting phases and features, and has to come before Congress, will 
certainly come before this Congress, in a way that must arrest our at- 
tention. I do not want to see the broad question of what we are going 
to do with the Indian Territory in the future disturbed by any minor 
question, which I think this must be, in comparison with the 

uestion, it being the construction of one particular railroad through 
t Territory. 

If there is any difficulty to-day in dealing with the Indian Territory 
question, it has arisen from what I regard as the inconsiderate manner 
of legislation heretofore in respect to railroads through that Territory. 
I think if it had not been for some, I may be permitted to say, unwise 
provisions in existing railroad charters in that Territory, the whole 
Territory, or certainly that part of it under the control of the five civ- 
ilized nations, would be ready to come under the immediate and direct 
jurisdiction of the United States, and be legislated for and about as 
other territory in the United States is. Ido not know that there is 
anything in this bill which will operate against that, but I desire my- 
self to see that legislation in reference to the Indian Territory shall all 
contribute to thatend. There has been legislation heretofore in refer- 
ence to railroads in that Territory which has had precisely the ite 
direction. The alienation of the Indians and the hostility to the United 
States policy in reference to Indians generally and that Territory in 
partic 
some pony obligations we have with regard to that Territory, in refer- 
ence to railroads. 

Now, that the Territory can remain there as a barrier in the way of 
rai , nobody who looks at it, it seems to me, can for a moment con- 
tend. The railroads must go through, but they ought to go through 
with great care, not only in reference to treaty rights but in reference 
to existing prejudices in that Territory growing out of mistaken ideas 
the Indians have of gr pee and extentof legislation heretofore upon 
the subject. I wish, therefore, that the Senator from Arkansas would 
consent that this bill might go to the Committee on Indian Affairs that 
they might have as much as possible the legislation in reference to that 
Territory before them when they come to consider, as they must, the 
future policy of the Government in reference to those Indians and what 
measures will most contribute to make them a part of the United States 
in fact as they are now in their territorial location. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro e. Before the Senator from Texas pro- 
ceeds, the Chair feels it his duty to remind the Senate that a motion to 
reconsider is not debatable except by unanimous consent, and that this 
debate is going on by unanimous consent. The Senator from Texas 
has the floor. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will then ask unanimous consent to say now what 
I wish to say, because I want the Senate to understand the question 
perfectly. My object in rising is to keep in the minds of Senators the 
distinction which separates the bill introduced by me from that which 
was offered by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to inter- 
zopa him for a moment? 

. MAXEY. So hae 

Mr. HARRISON. we not better dispose of the bill introduced 
by the Senator from Arkansas, which is the one now before the Senate, 
and then let the Senator from Texas state the distinction between that 
tase and his? We shall in that way keep the bills separate. 


, which exists there, has its foundation in our lack of regard for | Indian 


Mr. MAXEY. That is what I want to do, and I wish to do it now 
for the reason that Senators may understand my position. 

The original act to which the bill offered by me is a proposed amend- 
ment was referred to the Committee on Railroads without a dissenting 
voice; it was reported by that commi and after a long discussion 
involving every question of constitutional law, of treaty, and of the 
rights of the In was passed by the Senate by over two-thirds ma- 
jority. It went to the House—I can of that now for it was ina 


past Congress—and was passed there by over three-fourths majority 
after discussion 


The bill which is now introduced by me was offered at the last, the 
Forty-eighth, Congress, and was referred to the Committee on Rail- 
roads, the same committee which reported the original bill. It was by 
that committee examined and reported to the Senate in the Forty- 
eighth Congress unanimously so far as the report goes, but was not 
passed at the last session for want of time. There was no objection to 
the original bill being referred to the Committee on Railroads, and there 
was no objection at the last Congress to the very bill which I now in- 
troduce being referred to the Committee on Railroads. So I say that 
committee already has possession of every fact not only in regard to the 
original bill but every fact in regard to this proposed amendment, and 
hence it is the proper and right committee, in my judgment, for the 
reference, 

I say all this having the highest respect for the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, having no fear about that committee. I am myself a member 
of that committee, and I think I could take care of the bill there very 
well; but it is right for this bill to go to the Committee on Railroads. 
They have all the facts now. It will expedite time, and bring the bill 
back much earlier, because they have already made the investigation. 

In taking a vote on the reference of the bill introduced by my friend 
from Ar which is a different bill, I beg that the Senate will bear 
in mind that the bill introduced by me is simply the reoffering of a 
bill which was once reported by the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. BROWN. Iask the consent of the Senate, as I believe I can only 
proceed by unanimous consent, to make a few remarks on this question. 

If the question were an open one now as to the propriety of building 
railroads through the Indian Territory, it might be proper to refer this 
bill and all other bills of like character to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs; but the champion of the Indian cause—and I think I justly 
call him so—my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWeEs], admits that 
railroads must be built through that Territory. I think he is right. 
He admits that the Indians can not occupy that vast territory and pre- 
vent the connections of the great highways of commerce being made 
through the Territory, and therefore it is proper that railroads should 
be built there. So the Senate has determined on two or three occa- 
sions. Either in the Forty-sixth Congress, or at the first session of the 
Forty-seventh, the first act was incorporating a railroad com- 
pany there or giving it the right to build through that Territory. At 
the last Congress there were one or two other charters granted, clearly 
establishing the policy of building ‘railroads through the Territory. 
The propriety of the policy is admitted by the strongest advocate of the 
ian cause. The Committee on Railroads are entirely familiar with 
this question. They have looked into it in all its bearings. It has 
been discussed extensively here in the Senate. The champions of the 
Indian cause have had much to say on that subject, and why should 
we at this stage change the rule upon it? What is there in the con- 
duct of the Committee on Railroads that has been condemned by the 
body? Why should the quesfion be now withdrawn from the Com- 
mittee on Railroads and referred to another committee, to wit, the 
Committee on Indian Affairs ? 

As I have said, if it were a question whether we would build rail- 
roads across the Territory or not, then all these suggestions as to treaty 
stipulations might come up and be proper for consideration; but those 
questions having been decided over and over again by the Senate, I 
can see no reason now for an implied reflection upon the conduct of the 
Committee on Railroads by taking a bill like this from them and refer- 
ring it to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

I think, therefore, that both bills should be referred, as heretofore, 
to the Committee on Railroads, 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, the question is not so much whether 
railroads shall be built through that Territory, but as to how and on 
what terms. It is more desirable, it seems to me, that they shall be 
so built through that Territory as to have the Indians desire to have 
them through the Territory. Whatever course in the building of these 
railroads will tend to make the Indians desire to have railroads built 
through that Territory will contribute more to the solution of the ques- 
tion than any other policy which we could adopt, and that is all I care 
for. I want—— 

Mr. BROWN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him one mo- 
ment? Will the Senator please explain to the Senate how it would 
better conciliate the Indians to have a bill recommended by the Indian 
Committee passed to build a railroad across the Territory than it would 
if it were recommended by the Railroad or any other committee? 

Mr. DAWES. I am not here to criticise the Railroad Committee 
or its policy. I am here to suggest that possibly the Indian Committee 
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legislation on this subject to the Indian T: 
method of duthorizing the building of a railroad 
tory. They ought to understand it better. The Senator from Texas, 


ought to understand—the best method of 
, or the best 
that Terri- 
who introduced one of these bills, is, as he says, a member of the In- 
dian Committee. Ido not know but that he is also of the Railroad 


Committee. 

Mr. MAXEY. Iam not. 

Mr. DAWES. I have no criticism to make on the Senator’s position 
in this matter. I know he is familiar with what are the views, what 
are the wants, and what are the necessities of the Indiansin the Indian 
Territory. I have been there with him myself; and I have no doubt 
that he is as familiar as any Senator in this body with the feelings of 
those Indians in reference to existing railroads running through that 
Territory, all growing out of a mistake, as I think every one will say, 
in the manner of authorizing existing railroads to be built. Now that 
the railroad is built, the building of the railroad is a great blessing to 
the Indians; but they do not see it; they are ey fe fear that 
something in the manner of authorizing that railroad will ultimately 
work great wrong to them. 

Mr. MAXEY. Allow meto interruptthe Senator a moment. Iam 
familiar, as the Senator states, with the status of the Indian Territory, 
I think, not only on the question of railroads, but pretty well all about 
their general ideas. I have lived near them a long time.. I know the 
objections which they have to the measure to whi 
fers, involving land grants. I also know their views in 
road; and their views are not inimical to, on the contrary they are in 
favor of, the measure I propose. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not understand that they are opposed to it; but 
I understand that some of the details of in the act which 
authorized the other road to which the Senator has alluded were such 
as to make a good deal of friction and complaint on the part of the In- 
dians as to the manner of adjusting the land damages and so on. 

Mr. BROWN. Does the Senator mean the manner or the amount? 

Mr. DAWES. The manner of adjusting the damages. 

Mr. BROWN. What was the manner? ` 

Mr. DAWES. Ican not gointo the details. Iknow of the existence 
of complaint. I have no doubt that the Indians can be brought to be 
made friends of railroad enterprises there just as easily as they were 
made hostile by the legislation which has gone before. Idesire to have 
this bill referred to the Indian Committee because I believe the Indian 
Committee could adjust those questions with the Indian Territorial gov- 
ernment and the Indian Territory itself better than the Railroad Com- 
mittee could do it. 

I agree heartily with all these Senators, as I said before, in the idea 
ee ee KO nD ee ee en to co 
and recross that Territory as all of the territory within the 
limits of the United States. I think the Indians are beginning to see 
that fact, but the Indians at the same time feel that there is a desire 
to this authority and the necessary land for the bui 

in a way different from that which seems to them to be just. I 
do not think the intention is to do that; but there is often more in the 
way youdeal with an Indian than in the substance of what you do with 
him. Those who know the Indians best, unless they are hostile to the 
thing itself, are the best persons to consider the question. I do not 
myself claim any such but aside from myself the members of 
the Indian Committee who have lived with or in the vicinity of the 
Taniah aat iate hal ee ee ee 
well informed on these questions. Men upon that committee have re- 
cently had considerable knowledge of their attitude toward the rail- 
roads, certainly more than the Railroad Committee can ibly have, 
and the members of the Committee on Indian Affairs are, in my opinion, 
better capable of considering the questions of detail about these rail- 
roads than the Railroad Committee. That is all I have to say. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, this is not a question of the con- 
struction of railroads over the public domain of the United States. The 
roposed road is not to cross one foot of the public domain. It is to be 
milt through territory that we have by treaty set apart to the use in 
fee of certain Indian tribes. It is not our pro; . Itis not a ques- 
tion of chartering a railroad, under our laws, through the pub- 
lic domain, giving certain rights of way; but it is a question of giving 
a right of way over territory that we have ceded away to certain In- 
dian tribes. Now, the very first question that is presented by such 
a bill is, have’we reserved by treaty a right to grant such charters to 
railroads to run across these lands thus ceded to the Indian tribes? 

The gentlemen say railroads must be built. Iam not inimical to the 
building of them anywhere; but I do not believe that broken faith makes 
a good substructure for a railroad company or any other organization, 
and I think for one that this involves the question of the treaty rights 
of these Indians first, and in the second place involves tion with 
them, or some provision of law by which they are to be 
the land that is taken for this railroad com: ; and as it involves fur- 
ther provisions in the billas to theintercourse of the laborers, white men 
who are to be tinto the Territory in the construction and opera- 
tion of this rai I say it must be plain to every Senator that these 


building of rail- | yet 


for | ment of distrust on their part and hostility on their 


are topics the decision of which should be committed to the committee 
= en Ser ane ge with legislation in relation to the Indian 


I understand that during the last summer a subcommittee of that 
committee haye been among these tribes. They have been making care- 
ful inquiry as to their wants; they have been considering some change 
of relation between the General Government and the tribes; and I do 
not hesitate to announce for myself that substantial must be 
made and made speedily, but they should be made by treaty; they 
should be made by the concurrence of both parties; and if we are to 
come upon a fair basis and a fair and amicable relation with these peo- 
ple in these negotiations we should not attempt ruthlessly to deal with 
their rights without consulting them. 

For one, I hold that if our present treaties stand in the way, then we 
can only grant these rights after negotiation with the tribes, and we 
should be particularly careful that all the legislation upon this subject 
secures all their rights. 

But I have been told by the Senator from Kansas that I opposed these 
bills on the floor of the Senate. SoIdid. For one thing I was op- 
posed to these bills because they neither granted to the legislature of 
these tribes in the Territory any powers to impose taxes upon the cor- 
porate property within the Territory, but the bills did not provide 
themselves for any such taxation. They allowed these corporations to 
build the railroads, and simply contained a provision that at some time 
in the future, when it might please Congress, might provide 
for taxation for the benefit of the treasury of the tribe. That was one 
reason why I opposed them, and I stand still upon the proposition that 
they should pay a fair price for the lands they take, that it should be 
a matter of kind negotiation with these and that as to taxation, 
the corporate property that is invested ould at least be subject 
to like burdens with those which it bears in the States of the Union. 

I want to raise no controversy with the Committee on Railroads, but 
I do think it must be obvious to every Senator that it is clearly the 
function of the Committee on Indian Affairs to consider these incidents 
of this legislation to which I have referred. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, my distinguished friend, the Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY], observed that this bill had been re- 

with substantial unanimity, or had been unanimously reported 


by the Committee on Railroads, at a former session. I do not wish to 
be misunderstood; so I will make a partial correction, at least, of that 
statemen: 


t. 

I have the honor to be a member of the Committee on Railroads and 
have served there now some four or five years. Ihave never liked these 
railroad bills, and have opposed them in committee, and have suggested 
many minor amendments, some of which have been adopted; but the 
fundamental defect has been in each of the bills as they have been suc- 
Porras ge, “sage EOE eect chug army onion actrees 


to be a reasonable sum as com tion, something to be set aside asa 
permanent fund for the benefit of the Indians; but it is not because 
the Indians have to it, it is because we in our judgment think 
it is about a fair thing to give the Indians. 

Either the Territory in question is a creature of treaty or it is not. 
Let us come to some conclusion about it. Letus make a new arrange- 
ment with the Indians for the future, if you choose, by which they 
shall waive all treaty rights and start upon some new basis; but for the 
present I see no way of dealing with them, at least in a matter so seri- 
ous as this, taking away their lands, except by fair agreement. There 
may be a natural fear there—they may be entirely at sea—if this is to 
be the way. the Federal is to deal with their p à 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, time and we hear in this body 
about making new treaties with Indian tril The Congress of the 
United States has legislated upon that subject, and forbidden any more 
treaties with any Indian tribe at all; and in order to make a treaty we 
must first get rid of the exi islation. 

Again, we have heard to-day the Senator from Indiana that the 
five civilized tribes of Indians hold their lands in fee. Mr. President, 
they hold no lands in fee, unless the Cherokees may be said to have that 
sort of title. The other tribes in the Indian Territory hold simply a 
determinable fee, an incom title te their lands, and by the lan- 
i ves it is provided that they only hold those 

so long as they maintain their tribal autonomy remain in 
actual pedis possessio. I have read these treaties in the Senate time 
and again. 
Mr. DAWES. Allow me to say that that very element in the title 
to the land which the other tribes held, except the Cherokees, is the ele- 
They have got the vgs neal a 
roads. ve got im i ing out ogy 
contained in the charters, that every one of these efforts tends to and 
will ultimately result in wresting their lands from them. Now, a lit- 
tle negotiation, a little fair and square talk with them, anda little res 
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soning with them, will bring the Indians to see what is for their inter- 
est in reference to these railroads and what is the best way to adjust 
their claims upon those who build the railroads. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Massachusetts 
will do me the justice to admit that he has never heard me raise my 
voice on this floor and has never heard me give a vote in favor of vio- 
lating any treaty stipulation with any Indian tribe. Upon the other 
hand I have persistently and consistently maintained that these help- 
less and almost hopeless people should be treated with the largest jus- 
tice and charity. 

Mr. MAXEY. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to say in cor- 
roboration of what has been said by the Senator from Missouri that the 
original bill to which the bill I propose is an amendment makes pro- 
vision completely for the payment of every foot of the right of way and 
a very large price was imposed, and not only so but before that took 
effect the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations had sixty days within which 
to file a protest if they saw proper to do so. 

On the other point raised by the Senator from Indiana, whether the 
fee-simple is in the United States or in the Indian nation, let me say 
that it was originally in the United States; the right of eminent domain 
is in the United States, and the jurisdiction being in the United States 
a railroad authorized by the United States has as much right to pass 
over that country as a road has to pass over Missouri under a charter 
from that State. 

Mr. VEST. I was about toremark, Mr. President, that if a railroad 
company sees proper to apply to a circuit court in the State of Missouri 
to run over my farm and through my house, that court appoints com- 
missioners, who condemn my land against my protest and take it for 
the use of that corporation, and that is done by the aag law of each 
of the States. Are the Indians in this country to be p upon a ped- 
estal above the law? Are we to be told that this domain is so sacred 
that no railroad shall run through it in the interest of commerce and 
civilization? I say, sir, that that is.a distinction of pri to the 
Indian to which he has never arrived, and which I pray he may 
never reach. I propose to treat these Indians as I would treat white 
men. Whether the land be held in fee or not, they should be amenable 
to the same laws and to the same course as the other people of the 
United States. 

The Railroad Committee having investigated this subject, why the 
necessity of putting it before any other tribunal? Does the Senator 
from Indiana want to amend the bill when it is reported, or the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut? Of course that right will be retained. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. INGALLS in the chair). Will the 
Senate reconsider the vote by which the bill was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Railroads ? 

Mr. HARRISON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. TELLER. Which bill is tbis? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill introduced by the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY]. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I was paired with the Senator from California 
[Mr. MILLER]. I do not know whether it was a permanent pair or 
not. I should like to ask his colleague what the understanding was. 
I have voted on this question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary did not understand 
whether the Senator from South Carolina wished to withdraw his vote. 

Mr. HAMPTON. It will depend on what is said by the colleague 
of the Senator from California. I do not know whether or not the pair 
was a permanentone. lam perfectly willing to pair with him perma- 
nently. I do not know how the pair affects this question. 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. As there is no response the Senator 
will be compelled to decide for himself. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Then I shall let my vote stand. 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—30. 
Aldrich Dawes, P 
Allison, Dolph, Mektitian, iena er, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Manderson, Stanford, 
Blair, Frye Miller of N, Y. 
Call, Harrison, Mitchell, Van Wyck, 
Cameron, Hawley, Morgan, ilson of Iowa, 
Chace, Hoar, Morrill, 
Conger, Ingalls, Palmer, 
NAYS—27. 
. George, Maxey, Sawyer. 
Bere Gibson, Plum! : Sewell,’ 
wn, ray, Pug est, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Ran m, Voorhees, 
Coke, Harr dieberger, 
Colquitt, Jackson, Sabin, ~ Wilson of Md, 
Cullom, McPherson, Saulsbury, 
ABSENT—18, 
Bowen, Fair, Jones of Nevada, Pike, 
Butler, Gorman, Kenna, Si 
Edmunds, Ja E> of Arkansas, Mill of Cal. zi 
ones er 
Eustis, Jones of Florida, Payne, 


So the motion to reconsider was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now recurs on the mo- 


tion made by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] to refer the 
bill to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, I understand the Senator 
from Indiana panako be popoi Hon to TET Sib O She Oounisa 
on Indian Affairs because he is apprehensive of some ruthless invasion 
of the Indian Territory by this endeavor to construct a railroad. I 
also understand from what he says that he is opposed to the construc- 
tion of a railroad through the Indian Territory. That is what this 
motion to reconsider means, to refer this bill to a committee other than 
a committee that has once reported upon it after having heard the sub- 


ject discussed at two sessions of the last Congress. 


Now, sir, I undertake to say that if the Senator from Indiana be 
correct in his proposition that these Indians have a fee-simple title, 
they are to all intents and purposes a separate government and the 
United States Government as such can exercise no jurisdiction over 
their lands, and therefore can not exert the right of eminent domain. 
Then there is no reason, no sense, in referring this bill to either of the 
committees named orto any committee. But, sir, the Committee on 
Railroads do believe differently. IfI can accept what they have done 
in reporting this andsimilar bills heretofore they believe that this Gov- 
ernment can exercise thatright over the Indian Territory, that this Gov- 
ernment can condemn lands there for the purpose of constructing one or 
more railroads. The Committee on Railroads as such has reported that 
this Government can go there and exercise the same authority as a 
State government exercises over private property when it condemns 
private property for public uses and pays compensation therefor. 

If this bill is to go to the Committee on Indian Affairs, there can be 
no reason assigned for it except that the Senate has changed its view in 
reference to the construction of a railroad across the Indian Territory, 
that the Senate has not the confidence in the Railroad Committee that 
it has in other committees; because the insinuation is broadly cast out 
here that we have not that respect for treaty obligations which the In- 
dian Committee itself has. I may not have that respect for the In- 
dians which some Senators have, but I really think I do have respect 
for all the treaty obligations made with the Indians. 

I say first that it is the right of this Government to condemn land in 
the Indian Territory ; and I believe it will conserve a great public pur- 
pose to construct the proposed railroad ; and for that reason I can hon- 
estly say while I am a member of the Railroad Committee that I 
believe the bill ought to remain in the hands of that committee, and they 
ought to have the entire controlof it and report it back here either 
favorably or adversely. It is a proposition to construct a railroad, and 
notto make a treaty with the Indians. It is a proposition to construct 
POMEN the Indian Territory, to gi butthe ere 
mittee passed. u passed upon it, an o 
not see how the ne can becomingly ask that the bill shall be taken 
from its r committee and refi to another. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on the motion to re- 
fer the bill to the Committee on Indian irs, as proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. VEST. I believe the order of business is still the introduction 


of bills. 

The PRESIDENT tem; A bill has been introduced by the 
Senator from Texas . MAXEY], being a bill (S. 91) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to t the right of way for a railroad and telegraph 
line through the of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations of Indians 
to the Saint Louis and San Francisco Railway Company, and for other 
p » The Senator from Texas has moved that this bill be referred 
to the Committee on Railroads. , 

Mr. MAXEY. Ihave moved that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Railroads and Isimply want to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate in a word to the difference between the bill just voted on and this. 
The original act of which this is an amendment came from the Com- 
mittee on Railroads, having been referred there without any objection, 
and this bill is an amendment of that. At the last session it went to 
the Committee on Railroads and was reported from that committee, as 
I said, without objection so far as the record shows. Ifthere was any 
objection the record does notshowit. The record shows the report and 
no minority report. That committee having investigated this whole 
matter, having had charge of the original act, having had charge of this 
very bill at the last session, I say that it is useless and idle to take it 
away from that committee and refer it to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. I do not think it would be just to the Committee on Railroads, 
I do not think it would be just tome. I have hadthe matter investi- 
gated, and all the testimony brought in that could be, and the Senate 
has passed upon the question by over a two-thirds majority. 

Mr. . Icertainly have no disposition to do anything that 
might seem unkind to the Senator from Texas, but I think he will 
advance his own-bill if he will acquiesce in the vote of the Senate just 
taken and let this bill go to the Committee on Indian Affairs with the 
other. I assure him that so far as I am concerned I have only a dispo- 
sition that these bills proceed conformably to law and treaty, and that 
I have every disposition in the world to advance the building of railroads 
there upon fair and just terms when it can be done conformably to the 
treaties and law. Nor have I any objection in the world to sug- 
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gestion of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] that after the 
Committee on Indian Affairs have considered this phase of the question 
the bill shall then go to the Committee on Railroads. I zey think 
the Senator from Texas would advance the interests of his bi ac- 
quiescing in the vote of the Senate and letting it take the course I have 
roposed. 

p Mr. MAXEY. I insist, sir, on the bill being referred where it prop- 
erly belongs, to the Committee on Railroads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Texas torefer this bill to the Committee on Railroads, 

Mr. HARRISON. I move to amend by substituting the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. If we are to have another roll-call, let us try it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must hold that the pend- 
ing motion is not amendable. If it be voted down, then the motion 
of the Senator from Indiana would be in order, 

Mr. CULLOM. There seems to be a good deal of conflict over this 
question of references which I think might be got along without. In 
the first place, the Railroad Committee, as has been stated, has had 
control of this subject in the case of the bills which have been passed 
by the Senate. Now, I suggest to the Senator frora Indiana and the 
Senate that this bill be allowed to go to the Committee on Railroads, 
that that committee be permitted to investigate it and report it back 
if it sees proper, after which, so far as I am concerned as a part of that 
committee, I shall be perfectly willing to have it referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, to be dealt with, that it may be seen whether 
there is any real conflict. 

Mr. MAXEY. I have no objection to that, but the original refer- 
ence should be where the bill went before. 

d n CULLOM. I hope that will be agreed to without further ob- 
jection. 

Mr. HARRISON. As the Senator from Texas claims that this is a 
mere amendment of a bill considered and reported by the Railroad 
Committee, with the understanding just stated, and acknowledging 
that difference—a slight one, but perhaps enough to take it out of the 
fate of the other bill—I shall be content. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee 


on Railroads. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill will 
be referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. MAXEY introduced a bill (S. 92) forthe relief of William Frank- 
lin Grounds; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 93) authorizing the construction of a 
public building fora ffice in the city of Houston, Tex. ; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Mr. JACKSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 94) for the relief of 
Mrs. Sarah Elizabeth Holroyd, widow and administratrix of the estate 
of John Holroyd, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee. on Patents. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 95) for the relief of Will- 
iam E. Woodbridge; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Patents. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 96) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Egbert Thompson, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 97) for the relief of Basil 
Moreland; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 98) for the relief of Maj. William M. 
Maynadier, a paymaster in the United States Army; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Healso (by request) introduced a bill (S. 99) todetermine the rights of 
William Wheeler Hubbell and the United States, respectively, therein 
stated; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 100) for the relief of William H. Crook; 
Fna was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ims. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 101) to amend sections 2474 and 2475 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, setting apart a certain 
tract of land lying near the headwaters of the Yellowstone River as a 
public park; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 102) to establish a United States court 
in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 103) making an appropriation for the 
purchase a£ ag and the erection thereon, in the city of Washing- 
ton, of a building to be used as a hall of records; which was read twice 
pii its ae and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

roun: 

He also introduced a bill (S. 104) donating to the city of Saint Louis, 
Mo., a certain strip of land for street purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 105) to provide permanent reservations 


for the Indiansin Northern Montana, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 106) authorizing the construction of a 
bridge across the Mississippi River at or near the Chain of Rocks, in 
the northern part of the city of Saint Louis, State of Missouri; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 107) authorizing the construction of a 
bridge over the Mississippi River at Saint Louis, Mo.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 108) fixing compensation of United 
States marshals and deputies, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 109) to amend section 3734 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, and to provide for the erection of public buildings by 
contract with the lowest bidders; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill 1 110) fixing the compensation of United 
States district attorneys, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 111) to authorize the construction of 
bridges across the Missouri River between its mouth and the mouth of 
the Dakota or James River, and across the Mississippi River between 
the port of Saint Paul, in the State of Minnesota, and the port of 
Natchez, in the State of Mississippi, and across the Illinois River be- 
tween its mouth and La Salle, in the State of Illinois, and to prescribe 
the character, location, and dimensions of the same; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 112) for the relief of certain officers of the 
Missouri State Militia; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 113) for the relief of Samuel Browning, 
of Missouri; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 114) for the relief of Joseph Knight; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 115) for the relief of Richard F. Bar- 
rett; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 116) for the relief of Maria E. Warfield; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 117) making an appropriation for the ex- 
tension and enlargement of the United States custom-house at Kansas 
City, Mo.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BROWN introduced a bill (S. 118) for the relief of Alexander 
R. Lawton, of the State of Georgia; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 119) for the relief 
of Richard Oulahan, late of the One hundred and sixty-fourth Regiment 
New York Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 120) to revise section 1754 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, relative to the employment of ns discharged from 
the military or naval service ; which was twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 121) to authorize the construction of 
certain bridges across the Staten Island Sound, known as Arthur Kill 
or Kill von Kull, and to establish the same as post-roads ; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 122) to quiet and confirm the title to 
certain lands in Saginaw Bay, in the State of Michigan; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 123) for the relief of George 
K. Otis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 124) for the relief of George 
K. Otis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 125) for the relief of the 
New York, Lake Erie and Western Railroad Company; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 126) to change the name of 
the National Bank of Winona; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 127) for the relief of H. K. Belding; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. i. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 128) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to issue a Ly, Pes certificate of deposit to the 
People’s Bank of Lawrenceburg, Ind.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 129) authorizing the Secretary of War 
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to adjust and settle the account for arms, ammunition, and accouter- 
ments between the Territory of Montana and the United States; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 130) for the relief of John Fletcher; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 131) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Madison, Ind.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 132) for the purchase of suitable grounds 
in the city of Richmond, in the State of Indiana, and the erection there- 
on of a public building for the post-office, United States collector’s of- 
fice, United States commissioner's office, and for the use of other United 
States officers in said city, and appropriating money for said purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 133) to fix the salary of the judge of the 
district court of the United States for the district of Indiana; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 134) granting an increase of ion to 
Shadrach Brown; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 135) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Tibbets; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 136) granting a pension to Bridget Sher- 
lock; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 137) to increase the effi- 
ciency of the infantry branch of the Army; which was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, desiring to submit to the Senate 
a few remarks upon the bill at someearly opportunity, Iask that itlie 
upon the table so that I may call it up hereafter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table and 
be printed. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 138) requiring notice of de- 
ficiency in accounts of princi to be given to sureties upon bonds of 
United States officials, and a limitation of time within which 
suits shall be brought against said sureties upon said bonds; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 139) gp transcripts of judgments 
obtained in United States courts to be with county officers having 
charge of judgment records in certain cases; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 140) to provide that julges of the United 
States circuit and district courts shall reduce their instructions to juries 
to writing in all States wherein by the laws thereof State judges are 
required so to do; which was twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 141) to extend the provisions of the act 
of June 10, 1880, ane A aa = amend Te siae in relation to 
immediate rtation of du e goods, and for other p to 
the port of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska; which was fond Colon 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 142) for the relief of John Breitling; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 143) for the relief of Sallie Carroll; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Clai 


ms, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 144) granting an increase of pension to 
General S. W. Price; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 145) for the relief of James Bainter; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 146) for the relief of George S. Com- 
stock; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 147) to reimburse George S. Fisher for 
losses sustained by fire in Japan, November 26, 1866; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 148) for the relief of the heirs of Charles 
B. Smith, deceased, late a lieutenant in the Fifth Iowa Calvary; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 149) forfeiting a part of 
certain lands granted to the State of Iowa to aid in the construction of 
railroads in that State, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 150) to quiet the title of settlers on the 
Des Moines River lands, in the State of Iowa; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 151) granting pensions to the soldiers 
and sailors of the Mexican war, to soldiers and sailors who served in 
the United States Army and Navy during the war of the rebellion, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. : 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 152) to establish a board of public 
education and to aid in the support of common schools in the several 
States and Territories; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 153) establishing additional life- 
saving stations on the seacoast of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 154) to provide for ascertaining and set- 
tling a certain porte land claim in the Territory of Arizona; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 155) for the relief of the heirs of Ed- 
mund Cole, of Rhode Island; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 156) for the relief of George C. and 
William J. Munro; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 157) for the relief of Ellen May Brown, 
widow of Zachary T. Brown; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Healso introduced a bill (S. 158) A pegs a peonon to Mary A. My- 
kins; which was read twice by its tifle, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 159) ting an increase of pension to 
Abby 8. Slocum; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 160) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Crimmins, widow of Patrick Crimmins; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill Ga 161) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann E, 
Tew; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 

pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 162) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. E. 8. Kelly; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companyi poper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ST. RD introduced a bill (S. 163) releasing the estate of the 
late Frank Soulé, late collector of internal revenue for the first district 
of the State of California, and his sureties on his official bond; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 164) to prohibit the judges and courts 
of the United States from authorizing the borrowing of money by re- 
ceivers on the security of railroad or other corporate property beyond 
the amount of the annual net income; also from appointing receivers 
of railroads without satisfactory evidence of the condition of said com- 
pany upon an examination of its books and the person in of its 
receipts and expenditures; which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. CALL, Mr. President, I ask that this bill may lie on the table, 
and I give notice that I will ask the consent of the Senate to take it up 
at an early day that I may submit some remarks upon it before refer- 
me to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

courts of the United States are being made the frequent and con- 
venient instruments of the most apparent frauds, having no other founda- 
tion than fraudulent collusion between the officials of corporations and 
parties having a merely nominal interest, without reference to the in- 
terests of the State or the people of the States by whom the franchises 
were granted and to the loss or detriment of all honest and bona fide 
oe and of the domestic creditors and the people whose labor has 
been e use of by them. 

The record of a case now pending in the State of Florida and of those 
which have preceded it will conclusively establish this statement, and 
the necessity of legislation not only in the interests of common honesty 
and justice but to preserve the good reputation of the courts of the 
United States and to prevent them from becoming the synonym of fraud 


and apse ES 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be considered read the 
second time, and lie on the table. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 165) for the relief of Will- 
iam H. Gray, of Kentucky; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 166) for the relief of Perry G. Wall 
and the executors of O. B. Hart, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 167) for continuing work on the bar of 
the Saint John’s River, Florida; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. ‘ 

He also introduced a bill (S. 168) for the improvement of the Saint 
John’s River, Florida; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 169) providing for the opening of a pas- 
sage through San Carlos Bay and the improvement of the Caloosahatchee 
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River, Florida; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 170) for the relief of Jane Latham Don- 
elly, only surviving daughter and heir of Amos Latham, a soldier of 
the Revolutionary war; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 171) securing the right of a party com- 
plainant in the United States courts tofileasupplemental bill in equity 
causes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 172) for the relief of Herman Ruge; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 173) to establish a navy-yard and 
depot of supplies on the Mississippi River at Algiers, or at some point 
between Algiers and Port Eads; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 174) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building in the city of New Orleans, La. ; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 175) for a public building at Monroe, 
La.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 176) to increase the endowment of the 
Louisiana State University and Agricultural College; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 177) for the relief of the heirs of Maurice 
Grivot; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 178) for the relief of Tobias G. Rich- 
ardson and Albert Baldwin, testamentary executors of the succession of 
Cora A. Slocomb, Ida A. Richardson, and Caroline A. Urquhart; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 179) to provide a building for the 
use of the United States courts, post-office, customs office, and internal- 
revenue office at Vicksburg, Miss.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 180) supplemental to an act entitled “An 
act granting public Jands in alternate sections to the State of Missis- 
sippi to aid in the construction of railroads in said State, and for other 
purposes,” approved A) t 11, 1856; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 181) to protect employés and servants 
engaged in foreign and interstate commerce, and employés and serv- 
ants in the District of Columbia and the Territories of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 182) to provide for a commission on 
the subject of the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 183) for the relief of Thomas 8. Hop- 
kins, late of Company C, Sixteenth Maine Volunteers; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 184) for the encouragement of the Ameri- 
can merchant marine, and to promote postal and commercial relations 
with foreign countries; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 185) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at the town of Houlton, Me.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 186) for the relief of Samuel D. Bailey; 
Samuel D. Bailey, administrator of the estate of B. C. Bailey, and Nancy 
S. Ballard, administratrix of the estate of Calvin Ballard; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 187) for the relief of Frederick W. Rug- 
gles, of Westport, Nova Scotia; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 188) to prevent the acquisition 
of real property by aliens, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is the same bill which was introduced by me at 
the last session of Congress, and reported by the Committee on Public 
Lands. I move its reference to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 189) granting the right of way 
through the Fort Selden military reservation, New Mexico, to the 
Rio Grande, Mexico and Pacifie Railroad Company; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 190) to establish a court of appeals; 
vin was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 191) to establish an international 
copyright ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on thè Judiciary. 

He also irtroduced a bill (S. 192) to change the rank and pay of an 
officer on the retired-list of the Army; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 193) for the relief of John Hollins Me- 
Blair; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill granting pensions to soldiers and sailors 
of the Mexican war, the late civil war, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 194) to aid in the establishment and tem- 
porary support of common schools; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 195) to provide for the study of physi- 
ology, and the effect of intoxicating, narcotic, and poisonous substances 
upon life, health, and welfare, by the pupils in the public schools of 
the Territories and the District of Columbia; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 196) for the relief of Willis 
N. Arnold; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 197) to increase the pension of Flor- 
ence Murray; which was twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 198) granting pensions to the 
soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to state in connection with the introduc- 
tion of the bill that it is the same one which was passed by the Senate 
during the last Congress but which did not become a law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR. I introduced the same bill as the chairman of the com- 
mittee has introduced, and I wish to withdraw the introduction of the 
bill of the same title. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Had I known that fact I should not have intro- 
duced my bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I prefer that it should be introduced by the chairman 
of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks leave to withdraw a bill introduced by him in respect to pensions. 
If there is no objection, it may be withdrawn. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no difference except a slight difference in the 
title. I inserted ‘‘ the late civil war,” and I to the chairman 
that possibly that amendment to the title of his bill will be no injury 
to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Senator 
from New Hampshire will have leave to withdraw his bill, 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 199) for the retirement and re- 
coinage of the trade-dollar; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER introduced a bill (S. 200) to authorize the 
purchase of the Aqueduct Bridge or the construction of a bridge across 
the Potomac River at or near Georgetown, D. C.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 201) to provide for the erection 
of a public building in the city of Annapolis, Md.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 202) for the relief of Ernest H. Ward- 
well; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 203) for the relief of Cyprian T. Jenk- 
ins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 204) granting a pension to 
Frank Gray; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 205) for the relief of C. H. Eddy; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 206) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building in the city of Zanesville, Ohio; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 207) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building in the city of Youngstown, Ohio; which was read twice 
by its bape and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Groan: 

He also introduced a bill (S. 208) for the relief of Alexander Swift & 
Co., partners, and Alexander Swift & Co. and the Niles Works; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 209) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of John M. Robeson, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 210) for the relief of Charles P. Chou- 
teau; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 211) for the relief of Wetmore & Brother, 
of Saint Louis, Mo.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 212) for the relief of Samuel A. Lowe; 


1885. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 131 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 213) for the relief of the estate of Lean- 
der W. Black; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 214) for the relief of Oscar Eastmond 
and James W. Atwill; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to-the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 215) for the relief of Edward P. Vol- 
lum; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 216) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to furnish certificates of discharge to certain members of the Missouri 
Home Guards; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 217) for the relief of the estate of Thomas 
L. Price, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 218) to confirm the title to certain lands 
in Platt County, Missouri, and authorize patents to be issued therefor 
to Kinsey B. Cecil; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (8.219) relinquishing the right of the 
United States to an island therein named; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 220) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to settle the claims of S. W. Marston, late United States Indian 
agent at Union agency, Indian Territory, for services and expenses; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 221) for the relief of Alexander Smiley; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Finance. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 1) filling exist- 
ing vacancies in the Board of ts of the Smithsonian Institution; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table. 

. Mr. TELLER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 2) directing the 
cancellation of the one and two dollar United States notes; which was 
read twice hy its title. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to have the joint resolution lie on the table 
for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will lie on the table. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 3) for the relief 
of the widow and children of John W. Judson, late agent of the United 
States at Oswego, N. Y., for public works on Lake Ontario; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have introduced heretofore at different Con 
a joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States. By the request of the same parties who induced me to 
present the former amendment, I introduce now the same joint resolu- 
tion. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 4) proposing an amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States in relation to the manufacture and sale 
of intoxicating liquors was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED, 


On motion of Mr. DOLPH, it was 


“Ordered, That the papers of Ben Holladay be taken from the files and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. JACKSON, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the cases of Alfred G. Hatfield, Mrs. Eliza E. He- 
bert, William H. Crook, Frank and Surah Della Torre, and John Leathers be 
withdrawn from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims, there being 
no adverse reports. 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of William Wheeler Hubbell be withdrawn 
from the files and referred to the Committee on Clairns. 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of William E. Woodbri be withdrawn 
from a files and referred to the Committee on Patents, there being no adverse 
re z 

ered, That the papers in thecase of Basil Moreland be withdrawn from the 
files ana erred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, there being no adverse 
report, 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Maj. William M. Maynadier be with- 
drawn from the files and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, there 
being no adverse report, 

Ordered, That ie pees in the case of rt Thompson be withdrawn from 
the — and refer to the Committee on Naval Affairs, there being noadverse 
report. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iask that the same order be made in regard to 
the various private bills I introduced, that the papers on file in each 
case be withdrawn and referred to the proper committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made unless 
there be objection. 


JOINT RULES FOR THE TWO HOUSES. 
Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the follow- 
ing be the joint rules of the two Houses, ) aiei 


JOINT RULES OF THE SENATE AND HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
I.—ORGANIZATION. 


At the commencement of each Congress, and of each session thereafter, it 
shall, on motion, be the duty of the Secretary of the Senate and Clerk ef the 
House of Representatives tocommunicate promptly to the other House notice 
of the appearance of a quorum and of the organization of their respective 
Houses for the transaction of business, which notice shall be in writing and be 
duly attested by each of said officers. 

TL.—MEssAGEs. 

1. All messages between the two Houses shali be communicated by the Secre- 
tary of the Senate and Clerk of the House of Representatives, or by clerks desig- 
nated by them for that pu. , Which messages shall be announced at the door 
of each House by the Duoekooper or his assistant, and shall be communicated 
to the Chair by the person by whom they may be sent. 

2. All messages from the President of the United States or the other House, all 
reports and communications from s of Departments, and all communi- 
cations addressed to the Senate or House of Representatives, shall be placed in 
order on the table of the pon officer of each House. 

3. It shall be the duty of the presiding officer of each House, immediately after 
the reading and approval of the Journal of the proceedings of the last day's sit- 
ting, tolay before the Senate or House of Representatives, as the case may be, all 
mi on their respective tables, for reference to appropriate committees, or 
for such other action as may be deemed proper. 

4. All bills, joint and concurrent resolutions, referred to committees under the 
foregoing clause, shall be printed, unless otherwise ordered at the time of refer- 
ence. 


IIL.—ComMITTree OF THE WHOLE, 

All bills, joint resolutions, or propositions involving a tax or charge upon the 
people; all proceedings touching appropriations of money or property, or re- 
quiring such appropriations to be made, or authorizing payments out of appro- 
priations agran Soe or erre | any uenit to the United States for money 
or property, be first consid: in a Committee of the Whole, and a point 
of order under this rule shall be good at any time before the consideration of a 
bill or joint resolution has commenced, 


IV.—GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


1. No amendment shall be in order to any general appropriation bill, the effect 
of which will be to increase an appropriation already contained in the bill, or 
to add a new item of appropriation, unless it be to carry out the provisions of 
existing law, or treaty sins Famer ped or in pursuance of aresolution of the House 
ha bill under co deration, unless the same be moved by direction of 
a g or select committee. 

2. No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received to any 
general appropriation bill, nor shall any amendment not germane or relevant 
to the subject-matter contained in the bill be received; nor shall any amend- 
ment to any item or clause of such bill be received which does not directly re- 
late thereto, and all questions of relevancy of amendments under this rule, 
when raised, shall be decided without debate. 


V.—ENGROSSED BILLS. 


Bills, joint and concurrent resolutions, which have d either House, and 
amendments thereto which shall have passed the other House, shall be engrossed 
—— and attested by the signature of the Secretary of the Senate or Clerk 
of House of Representative-, respectively, as the case may be. 

VI.—ENROLLED BILLS. 


1. After a bill or joint resolution shall have passed both Houses, it shall be duly 
enrolled on parchment by the Secretary or Clerk of the House in which said 
bill or joint resolution originated; shall be examined by a member of the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills of said Ho who shall carefully examine and com- 

the enrolled with the a bill as passed by both Houses, and, correct- 
ng all errors, if any be found, rt the said bill or joint resolution forthwith 
for signature, as hereinafter provided. 

2. After examination of soy bill or joint resolution by a member of the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills of either House, it shall be reported, first to the House 


of Representatives, where it shall be signed by the Speaker or Speaker Py > 


tempore, and be communicated forthwith to the Senate for the signature of its 
President or President pro tempore, as the case may be in either House. 

3. After a bill or joint resolution shall have been thus signed in each House, it 
shall be presented to the President of the United States by a member of the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills of the House in which it originated, which fact 
shall be indorsed on the back of said bill or joint resolution, and be duly at- 
paar a the Secretary or Clerk, as the case may be, of the House in which it did 
originate. 

4. The member of the Committee on Enrolled Bills presenting to the Presi- 
dent an enrolled bill or joint resolution, shall certify to the Secretary or Clerk 
of the House in which the same originated the date of such presentation, which 
shall be entered on the Journal of said House. 


VII.—RESOLUTIONS. 


All resolutions which are to be presented to the President of the United States 
or head of a Department shall be duly engrossed, attested by the Secretary or 
Clerk of the House adopting [or agreeing to] the same, and by him be presented 
to the President or head of a Department as the case may be. 


VIIL.—BILLs, JOINT AND CONCURRENT RESOLUTIONS, 


Í. Each House shall transmit to the other all papers on which any bill, joint 
or concurrent resolution shall be founded, and when a bill, joint or concurrent 
resolution which has passed one House shall be rejected in [by] the other, it 
shall not be introduced or submitted again during the same session without a 
seston ten days and leave of two-thirds of the House in which it shall be re- 
newed, 

2, When a bill, joint or concurrent resolution, which shall have B penn one 
Hpo is rejected by the other, notice thereof shall be given to the House pass- 

ng the same. 
. After each House shall have adhered to their disagreement, a bill, joint or 
concurrent resolution shall be lost. 
IX.—CONFERENCES. 

1, When a bill, joint or concurrent resolution has passed one House and been 

amended in the other, it shall bein order for the amending House to at once in- 

on its amendment or amendments, and ask a conference thereon with the 
other House, or in case it does not so insist, and theoriginating House disagrees 
to said amendment or amendments, it shall be in order at the time of such dis- 
agreement to move a conference thereon with the other House. Ifa conference 
be ordered,tie presiding officer shall appoint three members as mana; at 
the said conference on the part of the dissenting House, which action shall be 
promptly communicated to the other House, If that House insist on its amend- 
ment or amendments, and agree to the proposed conference, the presiding officer 
thereof shall thereupon appoint three Senators or Representatives, as the case 
may be, to represent said House at said conference, which action shall be 
promptly communicated to the other House, 

2. All committees of conference shall meet at the call of their chairman, and 
shall state verbally or in writing, as they may choose, the reasons for the actiona 
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of their respective Houses touching the amendment or amendments in dispute 
between the two Houses. It shall not be in order for a conference committee to 
consider or include in their report matter or subjects not in dispute between 
their respective Houses, nor shall the committee ge the text of a bill, joint 
or concurrent resolution to which both Houses have agreed, unless it becomes 
necessary to the text in order to perfect the bill after amendment. 

3. The presentation of reports of committees of conference shall always be in 
order, except when the Journal is being read, while the roll is being called, while 
either House is dividing, or pacing a motion to adjourn, and a detailed state- 
ment sufficiently explicit to inform the two Houses what effect the report will 
have upon the subjects or propositions to which they relate shall accompany 
every conference report, 

X.—CALENDARS. 

During the last ten days of a session, when either House has proceeded tothe 
consideration of business on a calendar, bills, joint and concurrent resolutions 
of the other House shall be given precedence, and shall be taken up and dis- 
posed of in regular order unless otherwise ordered. 


XI.—Jorst COMMITTEE ON THE LIBRARY. 


There shall be a Joint Committce on the Library of Congress, to consist of three 
members on the part of each House, to which shall be referred all proposed leg- 
islation or matters touching said Library, and all matters relating to statuary or 
pictures or works of art which may come before either House. Itshall also su- 
perintend and direct the expenditure of all moneys appropriated therefor, and 
shall perform such other duties as are or may be directed by law or order of the 
two Houses, and during the period between the end [expiration] of a Congress 
and the commencement of the next, all duties devolving by law or othe: 
on the Joint Committee on the Library shall be performed by the members of 
said committee on the part of the Senate of the preceding Congress, 

XIL.—JorsT ADDRESS TO THE PRESIDENT. 


When the two Houses shall hgn alga proper to make a joint address to the 

President it shall be presented to him at such place and time as he may desig- 

nate by the President or President pro tempore of the Senate in the presence of 

tas Speaker or Speaker pro tempore of the House of Representatives, and both 
‘ouses, 


XIII.—SALE OF LIQUORS FORBIDDEN. 


Nospirituous or malt liquors shall be offered for sale, exhibited, or t within 
the hes pe or in any room or ee conose therewith, or on the public 
grounds adjacent thereto; and it shall be the duty of the ts-at-Arms of 
the two Houses, under the supervision of the 2 ding officers thereof, Sa 
ey to strictly enforce the foregoing provisions, and any officer or Sop oyé 
of either House who shall in any manner violate or connive at the violation of 
this rule shall be dismissed from office. 


TARIF DUTIES. 


Mr. CAMERON submitted the following resolution ; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance: 

cacy a panman as the aiae wee ee! of the country at present 

to be reviving, expedien! this ngress to pass u; an 

Tasini looking w a reduction of tariff dutics. asian 

Resolved, That any future reduction of the tariff should be based upon informa- 
tion common to the country, as shown by complete census returns, and at such 
definite periods as can be readily anticipated and met by the different producing 
interests of the country. 


IMPROVEMENT OF BROAD CREEK, DELAWARE. 


Mr. GRAY submitted the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resol That the Secretary of War be, and he here 
municate to the Senate information as to the state of 
United States Government in 1881 and 1882 for the improvement of the navigation 
of Broad Creek, in Delaware, and what is necessary to complete said work, and 
the amount of money required therefor, 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. MORRILL submitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 1,000 copies of the an- 
nual m: of the ent and the reports proper of the heads of Depart- 
ments, Comptroller of the Currency, Director of the Mint, and Treasurer of the 
United States, not including appendices. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to state that unless this resolution shall 
pass at the present time, or soon, we shall be delayed in receiving these 
reports of the different Departments for about ninety days. This is 
intended to obviate the delay so that we can have these documents, as 
they are already in printed at once. I think there will be no 
otjoction I believe the Committee on Printing are in favor of the res- 
olution. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand that this is the usual resolution 
passed for the printing of the President’s message and accompanying 
reports. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to have the resolution again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. MANDERSON. All the matter is in type, I understand, and 
the cost of printing this thousand copies will be quitesmall, I should 
like to know, however, from the Senator from Vermont whether he 
desires by this resolution to place the message and accompanying re- 
ports under one cover. 

Mr. MORRILL. No, to have each separately, as the various reports 
will be called for by Senators and their constituents. It isa greatcon- 
venience to have them early in the session, instead of waiting until 
next March for them. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is a provision of the Revised Statutes, section 
3798, which provides for the printing of all the documents signe 
known as documents accompanying the President’s message, and 
want to know something about what weare to get as the result of this 
apparent duplication. The section provides: 

Of the documents named in this section there shall be printed and bound, in 
addition to the usual number for Congress, the following numbers of copies, 


namely: 
First, Of the documents accompanying the annual reports of the Executive 


is, directed to com- 
e work done by the 


Departments, 1,000 ies for the use of the members of the Senate, and 2,000 
copies for the use of the members of the House of Representatives. 

Of the President's message, the annual reports of the Executive De- 
partments, and the abridgment of accompanying documents, unless otherwise 
ordered by either House, 10,000 copies for the use of the members of the Senate, 
and 25,000 copies for the use of the members of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The Senator from Kansas will permit me to 
interrupt him. That, as I understand it, provides for printing the re- 
ports of the heads of Departments and all the accompanying documents 
in extenso. This resolution provides, not for the accompanying docu- 
ments, but simply for the reports of the Department chiefs, each of 
which is but a small pamphlet. 

Mr. MORRILL. Each with a paper cover. 

Mr. MANDERSON. In the natural order of printing we shall not 
get the reports called for by the statute until late in February or early 
in March. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wanted to know what the purpose of this was, 
whether we were to have a double number printed of the reports. It 
seems to me provision has already been made for printing all these docu- 
ments; but if any more are necessary, of course the resolution is proper. 

Mr. MAN This does not call for the printing of the ac- 
companying documents, but simply the reports proper. 

Mr. ALLISON. I notice that this only provides for the printing of 
the report of the Director of the Mint, the Treasurer of the United 
States, and one or two other subordinate officers in the Treasury. 

Mr. MORRILL. And the reports of all the heads of Departments. 

Mr. ALLISON. And ofall the heads of Departments. I do not know 
whether that distinction has been kept up hitherto, or whether we have 
been in the habit of printing also the report, for instance, of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions and of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office and of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and other subordinate 
officers, which of course are in substance repeated in the reports of the 
heads of Departments. In other words, I do not see any special reason 
why we should print the report of the Director of the Mint and the re- 
pe of the Treasurer of the United States which would not apply at 

east to the reports of some of the other heads of bureaus in our Goy- 
ernment. There may be some reason, and, if so, I should be glad to 
know what it is. 

Mr. INGALLS. Ido not find upon a casual inspection of the Jour- 
nals of some preceding sessions that similar action has been taken; and 
while it will be a very great affliction to be deprived of the perusal of 
these m and reports for a brief time, inasmuch as there is evi- 
dently a misunderstanding about what has done and what is now 
wanted to be done, I will move the reference of this resolution to the 
Committee on Printing, so that we may have a report to-morrow or at 
such early day as they may see fit to act on the subject. 

Mr. MORRILL. I have no objection, if the Senator from Kansas 
thinks that the proper thing to be done. I will say, however, that I 
think memey is was done at the last session of Congress. 

The P. ENT pro tempore. It is moved that the resolution be 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I want respectfully to ask to be relieved 
from further service apon the Committee on Railroads. I do not make 
the request because I feel any very severe rebuke from the vote of the 
Senate to-day; but I have served on that committee for two years and 
I do not think I have been of much consequence to it. I hope it will 
be the pleasure of the Senate to allow me to withdraw from it. The 
committee at best is not a very desirable one to be upon, and especially 
so if it is simply to hear arguments and discussions and hold intermin- 
able sessions and then to have nothing else to do but hear. I prefer 
that some other Senator who comes from some section of the country 
that understands the peculiar questions which come before that com- 
mittee shall occupy the place I now do on it. 

Mr. INGALLS. The subject to which the Senator from Virginia 
refers is under consideration at the present time, and I will therefore 
move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I do not want to occupy the floor; but I 
hope the Senator from Kansas will not compel me to do what the Pre- 
siding Officer of this body did on another occasion—simply decline to 
serve. I respectfully ask to be excused. I think the Senator from 
Kansas can afford to allow me to do that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas with- 
draw his motion? 

Mr. INGALLS. I did not understand that the Senator from Vir- 
ginia desired immediate action on the s ion he made. He de- 
clines to serve on the committee. I do not understand that the fact 
of my making the motion to adjourn will interfere with his wishes. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I merely ask the Senator ont of courtesy 
to allow the Senate to excuse me now. I know they will not hesitate 


to do it. 
Does the Senator from Kansas in- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sist on his motion to adjourn? 

Mr. INGALLS. I thinkI shall aska vote on my motion to adjourn 
now. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Kansas moves that 
the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 14 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, December 8, 1885. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D., 
Chaplain-elect of the House, offered the following prayer: 

Almighty and everlasting God! Shrouded in the mystery of the 
solemn event, we stand in thought with love and sorrow by a new- 
made grave, the grave of our Vice-President, praying Thee to help us to 
lay to heart the lesson of his life, that sobriety, courtesy, honor, mag- 
nanimity, coupled with unflinching courage and fidelity to conviction, 
with virtue and religion, are true sucess. Help us likewise to lay to 
heart the lesson of hislife’send, that thereis but a step betwixt us and 
dcath; that when our last hour shall come we too may depart in peace, 
having a good conscience toward God and man. ‘To the widow who 
sits in her desolation we pray Thee come with comfort and consolation. 
These and all other things necessary for life and godliness we hanby 
ask in the name and through the merits of Jesus Christ, our Lord. 
Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


QUALIFICATIONS OF MEMBERS-ELECT. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that some Representatives- 
elect who were not present in their seats yesterday are now in the Hall. 
If so, they will now come forward and take the oath of office. 

Mr. THoMAS Croxton of Virginia, Mr. RICHARD GUENTHER of 
Wisconsin, and Mr. JOHN S. HENDERSON of North Carolina presented 
themselves and were duly qualified by taking the oath prescribed in 
section 1757 of the Revised Statutes. 


QUALIFICATION OF CHAPLAIN-ELECT. 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair will also administer the oath of office 
to the Chaplain-elect. 
Rey. W. H. MILBURN, D. D., was then duly qualified by taking the 
oath prescribed by law. 
COMMITTEE ON MILEAGE. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Chair will appoint 
temporarily a special committee on mileage, in order that the accounts 
of members may be adjusted. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. The Chair appoints as the committee the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas, Mr. ROGERS, the gentleman from enon KEN DORN, the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, Mr. HOWARD, the po from Massachusetts, 
Mr. RANNEY, and the gentleman from California, Mr. FELTON. 


PRESIDENT'S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


Mr. BLOUNT (appearing at the bar of the House in company with 
Mr. RANDALL and Mr. REED) said: Mr. Speaker, the committee ap- 
paea by the two Houses of Congress to wait upon the President of the 

nited States and inform him of their organization for business, and 
their readiness to receive any communications he might be pleased to 
make, have discharged that duty; and the President has replied that 
he would immediately communicate.with the two Houses in writing. 

[A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. ] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the annual mes- 
sage ves the President of the United States, which the Clerk will proceed 
to read. 

[The message, which will be found in another part of to-day’s REC- 
ORD, was read. ] 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the message just read 
be referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DEATH OF HON. REUBEN ELLWOOD. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to perform the sad duty of an- 
nouncing to the House the death of my predecessor, Hon. REUBEN ELL- 
woop, late a member of this House from the State of Illinois, who died 
at his home in the city of Sycamore on the Ist day of July last. Ide- 
sire also to express in some slight degree the profound sorrow of the 
people of the fifth district of the State of Illinois in the death of their 
able and distinguished Representative. 

I ask to have read the resolutions which I send to the desk, and beg 
leave to state that at some future and more convenient time the House 
will be called upon to further consider them and to accord to mem- 
bers the privilege of expressing the esteem in which the memory of the 
deceased is held. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That this House has heard with 
Mon, REUBEN ELLWOOD, late a member of 


rofound sorrow of the death of 
House from the State of Illinois, 


Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be transmitted by the Clerk of the 
Tiouse to the family of the deceased. 
wed, That the Clerk be directed to communicate a copy of these proceed- 
ings to the Senate, and that as a further mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased this House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] asks 
that the resolutions just read lie on the table for the present, and states 
that he will request the House at some future time to designate a day 
for their consideration. If there be no objection, that course will be 
pursued as to the resolutions proper. The last resolution proposes that 
the House do now adjourn; and the question is upon that motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 10 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows : 

By Mr. BALLENTINE: Papers relating to the claim of William Wat- 
kins—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to claims of Asa Faulkner, Lewis Faulkner, and 
S. B. Sparloch—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Asa Faulkner, of Warren County, Tennessee, asking 
compensation for 1,115 pounds of cotton taken by the United States 
Army in 1863—to the same committee, 

Also, petition of Matthew Allison’s heirs, asking the refunding of 
money unlawfully taken from said Allison by the military officers of 
the United States and transmitted to the Secretary of the Treasury—to 
the same committee. 

Also, petition of Samuel Edmondson, of Tennessee, asking compen- 
sation for stores and supplies taken for the use of the United States 
Army—to the same committee. 

Also, application of the bishop of Tennessee for compensation for St. 
Peter’s and St. Paul’s church building at Chattanooga, Tenn., used by 
the United States Army—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Papers relating to the claim of Nicholas J. Bigby, 
of Pittsburgh, Pa.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. C ERSON : Papers relating to the claim of Horace Bough- 
ton—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GEDDES: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph W. Par- 
ish—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of Mary F. Potts—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Also, petition of Joseph Van Holt, for allowance of pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of citizens of Lucas, Iowa, asking that 
a ion be ted Robert anys the same committee. 

y Mr. BEY: Petition of William E. Woodbridge, for extension 
of patent—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, gamae relating to claim of Edward Byrne, late captain Tenth 
United States Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to claim of Mrs. E. E. Hebert—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. . 

Also, papers relating to claim of James Millinger—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, papers relating to claim of William Wheeler Hubbell—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition forrelief of Egbert Thompson—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, 

Also, papers relating to claim of Alfred G. Hatfield—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Paper relating to the claim of Jacob Cagle, of Polk 
County, Arkansas, for supplies taken for the use of the United States 
a the late war, stated at $366.76—to the same committee. 

By Mr. O’ : Memorial of Edward Stone, in relation to 
commutation-money—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. 
Catharine P. French—to the Committee on War Gaims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of A. H. McDonnell and 54 others, citi- 
zens of Montgomery County, Kansas, asking for the free co of sil- 
ver and for other legislation—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. STORM: Papers relating to the claim of Tilghman Weaver, 
of Fauquier County, Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Papers relating to the claim of C. P. Culver and 
Mrs. C. P. Culver—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. J. B. WEAVER: Petition of H. L. Bartholomew and 123 
others, of Ohio, requesting that the coinage of silver be placed on an 
equal footing with gold, and that one and two dollar notes be kept in 
circulation and that they be issuĉd in quantities sufficient to answer the 
demands of labor and trade—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. : 

Also, petition of Frank Willett and 63 others, citizens of Hale, Kans., 
praying that silver be placed upon an equal footing with gold as to coin- 
age, that coin certificates be issued in denominations of $5 and less, and 
that one and two dollar notes be kept in circulation and that they be 
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issued in quantities necessary to meet the wants of trade—to the same 
committee. 

Also, petition of William Hoyt and 35 others, citizens of New York 
city, asking that Congressshall place the coinage of silver upon equal foot- 
ing with gold, provide forthe issue of coin certificates of $5 and less, and 
that‘one and two dollar bills be kept in circulation and that they be 
issued in quantities equal to the demands of business—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of James McPeters, for reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims under act of March 3, 1883—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, December 9, 1885. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in answer to a 
resolution of the Senate of March 3, 1885, certain information in regard 
to the boundary lines of the reservation heretofore occupied by the 
Sioux Indians at the Crow Creek agency, in Dakota; which was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be printed 
and with the accompanying papers referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. What is the pleasure of the Senate as to printing the 
accompanying papers? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think they all ought to be printed. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to have them printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The document is quite a large one, 
with maps, &c. 

Mr. DAWES. It certainly ought to be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the accompanying papers be printed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. My impression at the moment is that that order 
would provide for the usual 1,950 copies only, which would give a very 
small surplus for distribution. If the Senator from Massachusetts will 
allow the matter to lie without sending the document to the Printing 
Office, I will cause inquiry to be made by the clerk of the Printing 
Committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Connecticut 
desire the motion to print to lie on the table for the present? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Informally let the package remain, and the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts can make the motion afterward. 

Mr. DAWES. Very well, let the entire package lie on the table. 
The motion to print may be made just as well after it has been exam- 
ined by the Committee on Printing. If there is anything there that it 
is not necessary to have printed as part of the history of the matter, of 
course I do not desire to have it printed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Thecommunication with the accom- 
panying papers will lie on the table for the present. 

Mr. DAWES. I think, on reflection, it would be better that a mo- 
tion be made to print the documents and have that motion referred to 
the Committee on Printing. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the communication and the accompanying papers be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing, the Chair understands. 

Mr. DAWES. No; I move that the accompanying papers be printed 
and that that motion he referred to the Committee on Printing so that 
they may report upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to print will be referred 
to the Committee on Printing, if there be no objection. 

REPORT OF SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual re- 
port of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, communicating, in obedi- 
ence to law, a full and complete statement of all the property in his 
possession belonging to the United States December 8, 1885; also a 
statement of the amount received from the sale of waste paper, old car- 
pets, and condemned furniture; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SEWELL presented the petition of Elisha M. Luckett, of Cam- 
den, N. J., praying to be allo arrears of pension for his service dur- 
ing the Mexican war; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

Mr. JACKSON presented the petition of George L. Gray, of Franklin 
County, Tennessee, praying that his claim for supplies furnished the 
Federal Army be referred to the Court of Claims under the provisions 
of the Bowman act; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of the Tennessee State Teachers’ Associa- 
tion, praying that national aid be granted to education; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


Mr. HARRIS. I present the petition of C. B. Bryan & Co., of Mem- 
phis, Tenn., praying that a claim of theirs against the Government for 
the loss of a steamboat be referred to the Court of Claims. Upon the 
same subject I present a resolution, and I ask the reference of both the 
petition and the resolution to the Committee on Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Claims. The resolution itself is not in order at this mo- 
ment, It will lie over, and the reference of it will be made at the proper 
time. = 

Mr. BROWN presented the petition of Andrew J. Cheney, of Cobb 
County, Georgia, praying that his claim for supplies furnished the Fed- 
eral Army during the war be referred to the Court of Claims under the 
Bowman act; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented resolutions of O. P. Morton Post, No. 14, 
Department of Missouri, Grand Army of the Republic, Joplin, Mo., 
favoring the passage of an amended Mexican war pension bill similar 
to that which was pending in the Forty-eighth Congress; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BROWN. Yesterday I introduced a bill to remove the political 
disabilities under which General A. R. Lawton, of Georgia, labors, if 
there be any disabilities under which he labors, under the fourteenth 
amendment. I now have his petition and present it, and ask that it 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, to accompany the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be received and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 222) to amend section 1661 of the 
Revised Statutes, making an annual appropriation to provide arms and 
equipments for the militia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 223) to regulate the promotion of grad- 
uates of the United States Military Academy; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 224) for the relief of Charles F. Bowen; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 225) to authorize Col. George W. Getty, 
United States Army, retired, to be placed upon the retired-list of the 
Army with the rank and pay of a brigadier-general; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 226) granting a pension to Margaret D. 
Marchand; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 227) for the protection of fisheries on the 
Atlantic coast; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Fisheries. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 228) for the erection of a public building 
at Camden, N. J.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. RANSOM introduced a bill (S. 229) to provide for the erection 
of a public building at Wilmington, N. C.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 230) for the erection of a public 
building at Worcester, Mass. ; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 231) granting a pension to Jennette S. 
Kent; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 232) granting a pension to Van Buren 
Dorr; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 233) granting a pension to Christiana 
Cooley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 234) granting a pension to Sarah Ann 
Waters; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 235) granting the title of the 
United States in certain lands to the county of Randolph and State of 
Illinois on certain conditions; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 236) to authorize the Bellingham Bay 
Railway and Navigation Company to build certain bridges in the Ter- 
ritory of Washington; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 237) to reimburse the several States for 
interest paid on war loans, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 238) to increase the pension of Capt. J. 
S. Jackson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 239) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah H. Briggs; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 240) to restore Charles H. Campbell to 
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the rank of captain in the Army; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 241) for the relief of Joseph W. Parish; 
yne yas read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

Jaims. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 242) for the relief of Joseph 
Walton & Co.; which was read twice ty fe 0s, and referred to the 
Committee on "Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 243) for the relief of the heirs of Rich- 
ard W. Meade; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 244) for the relief of Mary F. Potts; 
Tep anan twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

atents. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 245) to prevent frauds on Ameri- 
can manufacturers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 246) to provide for the erection of 
a public building at Charlotte, N. C.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 247) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Asheville, N. C.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 248) to define the routes 
of steam-railroads entering the city of Washington and District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 249) forthe payment of Sewell 
Coulson, and Porter, Harrison & Fishback, for legal services ; which 
was read twice by its. title, and referred to the Committee on 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 250) for the relief of the sufferers by 
the wreck of the United States steamer Ashuelot; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 251) for the relief of 
Lizzie E. MeCord, administratrix of Moses 8. McCord, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 252) for the relief of Zeb. Ward, of 
Little Rock, Ark.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 253) for the relief of John D. Adams; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 254) relating to claim agents and attor- 
neys in pension cases; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 255) to provide for the deposit in the 
Treasury of the receipts of the money-order system, and for the pay- 
ment of its expenses out of appropriations; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 256) to secure cheaper telegraphic cor- 
respondence; which was twice byits title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices. and Post-Roads. 

Mr. JACKSON introduced a bill (S. 257) for the relief of Frances E. 
Stewart, administratrix of Michael S. Stewart, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 258) for the relief of Will- 
iam H. Turley; which was 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. of New York, introduced a bill (S. 259) for the relief 
of the Seventh iment New York Cavalry Volunteers; which was 
see fave he ee and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 260) to prohibit the 
mailing of newspapers containing lottery advertisements, and prescrib- 
ing a penalty for the violation of the same; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 261) to for the distribution of 
the Statutes of the United States and CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to 
designated incorporated bodies, institutions, and associations within 
the several States and Territories; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 262) to prevent the introduction 
and diffusion of contagious and infectious diseases in the United States, 
and to promote the general sanitary welfare of the people; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Epidemic 


Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 263) providing for the erection of 
a public building at Springfield, Mass.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 264) relating to sea-letters, passports, 
and evidence of title to vessels; w was read twice by its title, and 


referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 265) relating to pilots and pilotage; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 266) for the relief of L. Madison Day; 


read twice by its title, and referred to the | nan 


ve read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
ims. 

Mr. SABIN introduced a bill (S. 267) for the relief of Edway A. 
Grant; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. INGALLS. A distinguished citizen of this city has handed me 
a bill to incorporate the Washington Cable Electric Railway Company. 
I have not examined the proposed route, and do not desire to be com- 
mitted in any way whatever tothe provisions of the bill, but I ask that 
it may be twice read and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

The bill (S. 268) to incorporate the Washington Cable Electric Rail- 
way Company was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 269) for the relief of W. H. Pow- 
ell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


He also introduced a bill (S. 270) to provide for the sale of the lands 
belonging to the Prairie Band of Pottawatomie Indians in Kansas; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 271) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John H. Mitchell; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, "referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 272) granting a pension to Joseph Bell; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 273) to define the routes of steam-rail- 
roads in the city of Washington, and for other purposes; which was read 
sree Py. its title, and referrred to the Committee on the District of Co- 

um 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 274) for the relief of certain 
settlers on swamp lands in Minnesota; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 275) for the relief of William Pfaen- 
der; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 276) granting a pension to Philip 
C. Enders; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 277) for the relief of 
Samuel P. Evans; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 278) to extend the limits of the 
portof New Orleans; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 279) to authorize and direct the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to cede the abandoned marine-hospital buildings 
and grounds at New Orleans to the board of administrators of the Tu- 
lane University of Louisiana; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 280) toauthorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to adjust, settle, and pay to the owners of private dics 
the balance of commissions due them; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with theaccompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Fi- 


ce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 281) for the relief of Cintha A. Mason, 
sister of William Longnecker; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 282) for the reliefof A. B. Norton; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 283) granting a pension to Isaac N. Min- 
shall; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 

referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 284) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet B. Harwood; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCK RELL introduced a bill (S. 285) for the relief of Napoleon 
B. Giddings; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 286) referring to the Court of Claims 
the claims for property seized by General Johnston on the Utah expe- 
dition ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 287) for the relief of James Bridger or 
his legal representatives; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. COCKRELL. By request of a reputable attorney of this city I 
introduce a bill. 

The bill (S. 288) for the relief of James Price was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL (by like request) also introduced a bill (S. 289) for 
the relief of J. A. Henry and others; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He (by like request) also introduced a bill (S. 290) for the relief of 
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Davidson Dickson and others; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 291) for the relief of John Smith; which 
va read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 292) for the relief of the heirs of colored 
soldiers who served in the war of the rebellion; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 293) to extend the provisions of an act 
approved March 2, 1855, entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of purchasers 
and locators of swamp and overflowed lands,” and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 294) to facilitate the negotiation of bills 
of lading and other commercial instruments, and to punish fraud there- 
in; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 295) granting a pension to Columbus C. 
Kerr; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. By request of a reputable attorney I introduce 
a bill. 

The bill (S. 296) for the relief of Alfred G. Hatfield was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. COCKRELL (by like request) also introduced a bill (S. 297) for 
the relief of James Millinger; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 298) for the relief of captains, pilots, 
engineers, and mates of steam-vessels; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 299) for the relief of Sarah S. 
Watson, administratrix of the estate of Hugh P. Watson, deceased, 
late of Montgomery, Ala.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 300) for the relief of the Mobile Marine 
Dock Company; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 301) for the relief of William C. Dodge; 
oe was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

atents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 302) granting a pension to Letitia Tyler 
Semple; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 303) for the relief of William A. Cowles; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


Healso introduced a bill (S. 304) to compensate physicians for services 
rendered under an order of the United States court of the northern dis- 
trict of Alabama; which was read twice byits title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 305) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Huntsville, Ala.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 306) for the relief of Alexander K. Shep- 
ard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on 


Claims. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 307) to amend section 688 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relating to writs of prohibition, &c. ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


He also introduced a bill (S. 308) for the relief of Henry H. Sibley; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 309) to settle and adjust the 
claims of any State for expenses incurred by it in defense of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 310) for the relief of the Russellville 
and Logan County Agricultural and Mechanical Association; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 311) for the relief of James Trabue, 
Thornton Thatcher, Michael Callahan, and the widow of John Waters; 
na was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 312) for the relief of those suffering from 
the destruction of the salt-works near Manchester, Ky., pursuant to the 
orders of Maj. Gen. Carlos Buell; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 313) for the relief of Royal M. 
Hubbard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 314) for the relief of William M. 
Keightley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 315) for the relief of B. F. Rockefellow; 
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yea was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
aims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 316) for the relief of Ethan A. Sawyers; 
whia was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 317) for the relief of Horace A. W. 
Tabor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Healso introduced a bill (S. 318) to authorize the readjustment of the 
compensation of postmasters at certain fourth-class ces; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 319) to forfeit the unearned lands 
granted to the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company ‘‘to aid in the 
construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the States of Mis- 
souri and Arkansas to the Pacific coast,” and to restore the same to 
settlement, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 320) to confirm the title of the resi- 
dents thereof to the town or community grant of the town of Albu- 
querque, N. Mex., and for the allotment and disposition of the lands 
in said grant; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 321) to provide for contesting surveys 
of private land grants, and for other p ; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 322) for the reliefof 8. N. Wood; which 
Veo read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 323) to remove the charge of desertion 
against David Wood; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 324) for the erection of a publie 
building at Opelousas, La.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 325) for the relief of Mrs. Eliza E. He- 
bert, widow of Jules J. Hebert, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LOGAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 326) conferring au- 
thority upon the Court of Claims to review the case of Charles H. Adams 
ts. The United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 327) granting a pension to James E, 
O’Shea; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 328) for the relief of Ben- 
wood Hunter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 329) to increase the pension 
of Mi J. Hewston; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 330) to remit the forfeiture of 
the British bark Viscount Canning, and to refund the proceeds of the sale 
thereof to her owners, Edward D. Morris and C. R. Morris; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VAN WYCK introduced a bill (S. 331) for the relief of George 
W. Ira, M. D., of Nebraska; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 332) for the relief of John Fraser; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 333) for the relief of settlers and pur- 
chasers of lands on the public domain in the States of Nebraska and 
Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 334) to declare certain lands subject to 
taxation and torelease and quitclaim to any State, county, or municipal- 
ity all equity and interest that the United States may have by reason of 
the neglect or refusal ofany railroad company to pay costs of locating and 
selecting lands donated by act of Congress in and to lands sold and to 
be sold by States, counties, or municipalities fornon-payment of taxes 
by any railroad company; also when costs of surveying and locating 
lands shall be duean: om aa by corporations entitled to the same; and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. RANSOM introduced a bill (S. 335) to provide for protecting the 
interests of the United States in the Potomac River Flats in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. RANSOM. This is the same bill which under a resolution of 
the Senate at the last Congress was reported by the Judiciary Commit- 
tee to this body. It did not then pass, and I introduce it now and ask 


that it be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be so referred. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 336) to relieve certain appointed or 
enlisted men of the Navy and Marine 
tion; which was read twice by its title. 


rps from the charge of deser- 


1885. 
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Mr. BLAIR. I will state in connection with this bill that it was 
prepared by the Navy Department, the design of it being to extend to 
so-called deserters from the Navy the same relief from disabilities in- 
curred thereby which has already been extended to deserters from the 
Army by legislation—in the Forty-seventh peas ies Ithink. I move 
that the bill with the accompanying papers be referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. At the request and in behalf of the National Woman’s 
Suffrage Association I introduce a joint resolution. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 5) p: g an amendment to the Consti- 
tution of the United States extending the right of to women 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select Committee on 
Woman Suffrage and ordered to be printed in the REcoRD, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House o; tives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled (t weet o; House therein), That the fol- 
Jowing article be proposed latures of the several States as an amend- 
ment to the Constitution oft the. United States; which, when ratified by three- 
fourths of the said Legislatures, shall be validas part of said Constitution, namely: 

ARTICLE —. 
Section 1. The right of citizens of the United States to vote a =e be de- 
nied or abridged by the United States or by any State on account of 

SEC. 2. The Congress shall have power, by appropriate Tan aE to to enforce 
the provisions of this article. 


Mr. BLAIR introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 6) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution in relation to alcoholic liquors and 
other poisonous beverages; which was read twice by its title, ordered 
to lie on the table, and to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


of ives of the sree States of America 

Congress each House erein), That the fol- 
lowing amendment to the Consti aa LA baras hereby is, Semaken to the States, 
to become valid when ratified by the tures of three-fourths of the several 
States, as provided in the Constitution: 


ARTICLE —. 


SECTI! From and after the year of our Lord 1900 the manufacture and 
sale of Mistilled alcoholic intoxicating liquors, or alcoholic liquors any of 
which is obtained by distillation or process equivalent thereto, or any intoxi- 
cating liquors mixed or adulterated with ardent wy ger or with any poison what- 
ever, except for medicinal, mechanical, chemi and scientific p and 
for use in ~ Suton anywhere within the United States and the ‘erritories 
thereof, and the importation of such liquors from foreign statesand 
countries to tne he United States and Territories, and the exportation of —- 
uors from and the transportation thereof within and through any part o 
country, except for the use and purposes aforesaid, shall be, and hereby ak for- 
ever thereafter prohibited. 

Sec. 2. Nothing in this article shall be construed to waive or abridge any ex- 
isting power of Con; , nor the right, which is hereby recognized, of the peo- 

ple of any State or ‘erritory to enact laws to prevent the increase and for the 
Toppremion or regulation of the manufacture, sale, and use of liquors, and the 
in ients thereof, any part of which is PESATA intoxicating, or poisonous, 

thin its own limits, and for the exclusion of uors and ingredients 
therefrom at any time, as well before as after the close of the year of our Lord 
1900; but until ‘hen and until ten — ears after the ratification hereof as pro- 

vided in the next section, no State or Territory per agentes with iis teamanors 
tation of said liquor or ingredients, in packages Seana any A ae , over the usual 
lines of traffic, to other States and Territories w the manufacture. 
and use thereof for other pu and use than those exce; in the first sec- 
tion shall be lawful : That the true destination guch packages be 
plainly marked thereon. 

Sec. 3. Should this article not be Syrah aR orem tic the States on or 
before the last day of December, 1890, then the first section hereof shall take ef- 
fect and be in force at the expiration of ten years from such n; and the 
assent of any State to this article shall not be rescinded nor reversed. 

Src, 4. Congress shall enforce this article by all needful legislation. 


Mr. GIBSON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 7) as to giving 
notice to terminate the convention of June 3, 1875, with His Maj 
the King of the Hawaiian Islands; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WALTHALL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 8) to provide 
for the settlement of accounts of the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Com- 
pany; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Railroads. 


C. B. BRYAN & CO. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘‘Concurrent or other resolutions’? 
are now in order, and the Chair lays before the Senate the resolution 
aon i by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], which will 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the claim of Messrs. C. B. Bryan & Co., of Memphis, in the State 
of Tennessee, for the value of a boat and its lading of coal, a, destro 


lision with the United States s Mississipp ver, ny 
vember 17, 1879 (said boat and cargo being val by said peroneal at $3,643.60 
be referred io the Court of Claims, in conformity to provisions of section 1 


Mr. HOAR. I think that order should go to the Committee on 
Claims in the first instance. IfI understand the order aright, it is an 
order not under what is known as the Bowman act, but under the Re- 
vised Statutes to send the case to the Court of Claims. The effect of 
that order is that the Court of Claims are authorized to render judg- 
ment, and we should be bound, I suppose, to treat it as an adjudication 
which binds the Government to appropriate the amount. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 


Kon Tennessee as desiring to refer the resolution tothe Committee on 
aims. 

Mr. HARRIS. My motion was to refer the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Claims., 


Mr. HOAR. Ithought the question was stated to be on the adoption 
of the order. 

Mr. HARRIS. No; I desire it to go to the Committee on Claims, to 
be there investigated. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to re- 
fer the resolution to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, it was 

Ordered, That pet get A OLTE, Potts be withdrawn from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Patents, there being no adverse report. 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of the heirs of Ri W. Meade be with- 
drawn from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims, there being no 
adverse report. i 

On motion of Mr. BLAIR, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Samuel Noble be withdrawn from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. HARRISON, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in connection with the claims of John Fletcher of 
Indiana, be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in respect to the following claims be taken from the 
files, and referred ams the Soloway committees : 
Claim of W. J. Smith—Fin: 
r—Claims. 


Claims, 
Claim of Martin and P. B. ey ee 
Claim of Thomas Miller—Military Aff: 
Claim of personal representatives of rank Williams—Post-Offices and Post- 


On motion of Mr. JACKSON, it was 


Ordered, That the petition a accompanying papers in the case of Frances 
E. Stewart, administratrix of chael S; Stewart, deceased, be taken from the 
files and referred to the OEO on on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. DOLPH, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the case of Thomas J. Miller, of pss n Ter- 
ai be taken from the files and referred to the Committee Af- 


Dimana to Seo u ED Cranston be taken from 


the fles and referee 
oy tks e Fredrik Date be taken 
from the Soe erred to the ee Sekine eal 
Ordered, That the papers relatin case chael Riley en from 
thas Blas Gad peres pear ittee on Indian 
That the relat the case of R. G. Combs and others be 


taken gg wh the oe fess referred rng Committee on Claims. 
Ordered, That ees a to the claim of the First National Bank of 
Portland, Oreg., be e files and referred to the Committee on 


pers relating to the claim of B. Jennings be taken from 
the files map pent k per Bn ge the Committee on Public Lands, = 
On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 


Ordesa Ue That the papers on the files of the Senate relating to ~~ claims of 
Sarah E. Bowker, Jennette S. Kent, Sarah Ann Waters, and Mary E. Williams be 
withdrawn and referred tothe Committee on Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. MORGAN, it was 

Ordered, That the 3 eat to the case of the remission of the forfeiture 
of the British bark Viscount Canning be withdrawn from the files and referred 
to oe Tt tho pepore 1 the T imot William O. Dodge be withdrawn from 
the files and referred to the Committee on Patents. = pis 

es a Sears be as ee ot ce ania Dry Donk Company ts elite 

pg beg eg ga E 
files and referred to to the Committee on Claims, ké se 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that an order be made that the papers re- 
lating to the claims in each of the bills I introduced this morning be 
panes from the office of the Secretary of the Senate and referred to the 

te committees to which the bills were referred. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that certain papers in relation to bills introduced by him be referred to 
Their eens committees. If there be no objection that order will 

e. 


UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. ee of Iowa, submitted the following resolution; which 
was 

Resolved., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, directed to com- 
municate to the Senate a co; Font RD of each report made by the Government direct- 
ors of the Union Pacific Company from date of first appointment of 
such directors to the present time. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. As it is my purpose to submit some re- 
marks to the Senate on the subject of this resolution, I ask that it may 
for the present lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being no ce apa the resolu- 
tion will lie on the table, subject to call, and be printed. 


8. S. BROWN. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Whereas it is alleged that S. S. Brown, a citizen of the State of Maine, has 
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been largely instrumental in procuring the removal of certain ee in 

said State, and the appointment of other persons to serve in their stead; 
Whereas it is further al.eged that said Brown has written to parties horse 
appointment he has p: as aforesaid letters in form and substance like 


the following, to wit: 
Wasnincroyr, D. C., , 1885, 
Drar Sm: I have secured blows appointment as 2 poanoame at your place. 
Your papers will be sent in a day or two. If you feel like sending a small sum 
to hran defray the expense of attending to our Maine matters you may do so. 


My mail comes to the above address. 
Respectfully, yours, 


Therefore, 


8S. S. BROWN. 


, That the Postmaster-General be, and is herey, directed to furnish to 
the Senate a list of the post-offices in Maine, and the names of the persons re- 
moved and of those appointed j erpeak of the same where the said S. S. 
Brown has favorably recommen thesameor indorsed the applications there- 


for. 
GOLD AND SILVER COINAGE, 


Mr. MORRILL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Eesolved, That the President of the United States be requested to communicate 
to the Senate, if not incompatible with the public interest, any Leger or in- 
formation ved from our consul-general at pire De or 
sent to the financial centers of Europe, “in respect of ae cotation an ofsuchan 
international ratio of gold and silver coinage as would procure free coinage of 
both metals at the mints of those countries and our own. 


A. M. KEILEY. 


Mr. VEST submitted the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be naon if noe a with the public 
interest, to transmit to the Senate t mdence had by the Government 
of the United States with the Governments of Italy and Austria-Hungary in re- 
lation to the appointment by this Government of A. M, Keiley as envoy = 
traordinary and minister pip first to the Government of Ital. 
then to that of Austria-Hungary; and also any other correspondence prey fee vn 
mation which may be deemed by. the President of importance and pertinent to 
the subject-matter of this resolution, 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. MAXEY. I ask the consent of the Senate to be relieved from 
duty on the Committee on Military Affairs. I will state in a moment 
the reasons for my request. 

At the time of the reorganization of committees last spring I was 
placed on two additional committees, one very important now, the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and another, the Committee on Coast De- 
fenses, which I am sure will be quite important. I was left upon the 
Committee on Military Affairs and the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, and was made chairman of the Committee on Nicaraguan 
Claims. The work is more than one man can do, and for that reason, 
and that only, having served for nine years upon the Committee on 
Military Affairs, I ask to be relieved from further service on that com- 
mittee. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas asks to be 
relieved from further service upon the Committee on Military Affairs. 
If there be no objection the request will be granted. 

Mr. MAXEY. I also ask that the Chair be authorized to fill the 
vacancy. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that will be 
considered as agreed to, and the Chair will appoint the Senator from 
Mississippi [ Mr. WALTHALL] to fill the vacancy on the Committee on 
te Maxey). caused by the resignation of the Senator from Texas 

Mr. MAXEY 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I hope it will be the pleasure of the Sen- 
ate to do for me what has just been done for the Senator from Texas, 
to grant my request to be excused from further service upon the Com- 
mittee on Railroads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vi 
be excused from further service upon the Committee on 
there be no objection that request will be considered as granted. 


SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION REGENTS. 


Mr. MORRILL. If there are no further resolutions, I ask for the 
Pompei of the joint resolution I introduced yeay tore filling ex- 
vacancies in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 
“The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the joint 
resolution has gone to the Printer, and has not yet been returned to the 
custody of the Senate. 
Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, December 9, 1885. 


The House met at120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILKURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
INVENTORY OF PROPERTY IN POSSESSION OF THE CLERK. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Clerk of the 


asks to 
If 


House of Representatives, transmitting an inventory of property be- 
longing to the United States in his possession on the 7th of December, 
1885; which was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


EXPENDITURES, ETC., OFFICE CLERK OF HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a report of the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives of the persons employed under the Clerk, with 
the payments and issues made in his office from the 30th day of June, 
1884, to the 30th day of June, 1885; which was ordered to be printed, 
and referred to the Committee on Accounts when appointed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. MILLARD, 

by reason of important business, until next Tuesday. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. HEPBURN to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving a copy, certificate of 
discharge from the military service of Charles C. Moore, erroneously 
filed in the case of Charles A. Moore; no adverse report having been 
made against said Moore. 

APPOINTMENT OF CERTAIN COMMITTEES. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest to the House that it has 
been usual, or at least it has sometimes heretofore been done, for the 
purpose of perfecting the organization of the House, to confer on the 
Chair authority to appoint a Committee on Rules, a Committee on Ac- 
counts, and a Committee on Enrolled Bills, to consist of the samenum- 
ber of members provided for in the rules of the preceding Congress. 
The Chair thinks that this provision is necessary now in order to per- 
fect the organization of the House, and if there be no objection the 
Chair will exercise the privilege of appointing such committees. Is 
there objection ? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


THE RULES. 


Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, I offer for reference to the Commit- 
tee on Rules, when appointed, what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[Nore.—The soare py) are to omit the wordsin brackets and in- 
sert the words printed in itali 

Resolved, That the rules of 7 oue o of Representatives in force at the close 
of the second session of the Forty-eighth Congress be the rules of the House of 

tatives of the Forty-ninth eeii with the following ame 


viz: è 
Amend Rule X as follows : 


1. Unless otherwise specially ordered by the House, the Speaker shall a 
point, cad the commencement of each Congress, the following standing commit- 
on} Elections, to consist of fifteén members. 

On Dye and M Means, to consist of thirteen members. 


On Appropriations, to consist of fifteen members. 
On the J > Judiciary, to consist of fifteen members. 
On Banking and Currency, to consist of thirteen mem’ 


bers. 
On Coinage, Weights, and Measures, to consist of [eleven] thirteen members, 
On Commerce, to consist of fifteen members. 
On Rivers and Harbors, to consist of fifteen members. 
On Agriculture, to consist of fifteen members. 
On Foreign Affairs, to consist of thirteen members. 
On Naval Affairs, W co to consist of thirteen members. 
ie Naval a to consist of asap may mem bers. 
and Post-Roads, to consist of fifteen members, 
On the Public pein to consist of [eleven niger ee =o emg 
On Indian Affairs, to consist of [eleven] 
On the Tortitoriee, to consist o of nb ery members. 
On Rail and msist of [eleven] thirteen members. 
-rmparpene pr to poets ‘of eleven members. 
ing, to consist of [eleven] thirteen members. 


on Dinfo uti and Grounds, to consist of thirteen members, 

On Pacific Rail to consist of [eleven] thirteen members. 

On Levees and Improvement of M i River, to consist of {eleven} 
thirteen members. 

On Education, to consist of [eleven] thirteen members. 

On Labor, to consist of [seven] members. 

= the to consist of [eleven thirteen members. 

On Patents, to consist of [eleven] 


On Invalid "Pensions, to consist of fifteen 
On Pensions, to consist of [eleven ]) thirteen members, 
On Sane to Soes of fifteen members. 


Soto cone on Public Buildings, to consist of seven 


pea porter to consist of seven members. 

On Mil consist of five mem! 

Also the ESiowing joint standing committees, viz: 
m the Li , to consist of three members. 

On Printing, to consist of three members. 

On Enrolled Bills, to consist of seven members, 


9 


2. He shall also ap) all select committees which shall be ordered by the 
Soe from time to time; 
3. The first-named member of each committee shall be the chairman; and in 
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his absence, or being excused by the House, the next-named member, and so | 49. The following-named committees shall have leave to reportat any time on 


on, as often as the case shall happen, unless the committee by a majority of its 
members elect a chairman; 

4. The chairman shall appoint the clerk of his committee, subject to its ap- 
prora; who shall be paid at the public expense, the House having first provided 
therefor. 

Amend Rule XI as follows, viz: 

Rve XI. 


POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES, 


All proposed legislation, shall be referred to the committees named in the pre- 
ceding rule, as follows, viz: Subjects relating, 

1. to the election of members: to the Committee on Elections, 

2. to the revenue and the bonded debt of the United States: to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means; 

3. to appropriation of the revenue for the support of the Government, as here- 
in provided : for legislative, executive, and judicial expenses; for sundry civil 
expenses; for fortifications; for the District of Columbia; and for all deficien- 
cies: to the Committee on Appropriations; 

7 E judicial proceedings, civil and criminal law: to the Committee on the 
udiciary; 

5. to banking and currency: to the Committee on Banking and Currency; 

6. to coinage, weights, and measures: to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures; 

7. to commerce, life-saving service, and light-houses, other than appropria- 
tions for life-saving service and light-houses: to the Committee on Commerce ; 

8, to the improvement of rivers and harbors: to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors; [and the Committee on Rivers and Iarbors shall have the same privi- 
lege in reporting bills making appropriations for the improvement of rivers and 
harbors as is accorded to the Committee on Appropriations in reporting general 
appropriation bills;] 


9. to A dipte pi and forestry: to the Committee on Agriculture, who shall 
receive the estimates and report the appropriations for the Agricultural Depart- 
ment; 


10. to the relation of the United States with foreign nations, [other than] in- 
La ye da coed therefor; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs; 

11. to the military establishment and the public defense, [other than] including 
the appropriations for its support, and for that of the Military Academy: to the 
Committee on Military Affairs ; 

12, to the naval establishment, [other than] ineluding the appropriations for its 
support hen the vere raga on Naval gered J includi S 

3. to the post-office and post-roads, [other than] in ng appropriations for 
their support: to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Heads: 

14. to the lands of the United States: to the Committee on the Public Lands; 

15. to the relations of the United States with the Indians and the Indian tribes, 

other than] including appropriations therefor: to the Committee on Indian Af- 


rs; 

16, to Territorial legislation, the revision thereof, and affecting Territories or 
the admission of States: to the Committee on the Territories ; 

17. to railways and canals, other than Pacific railroads: to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals; 

18. to the manufacturing industries; to the Committee on Manufactures; 

19. to the mining interests: to the Committee on Mines and Mining; 

20. to the public buildings and occupied or improved grounds of the United 
than appropriations therefor: to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds; 

21. to the railroads and tel phic lines between the Mississippi River and 
the Pacific coast: to the Committee on Pacific Railroads; 

22. to the levees of the Mississippi River: to the Committee on Levees and 
Improvements of the Mississippi River; 

2. to education: to. the Committee on Education ; 

24. to and affecting labor : to the Committee on Labor; 

25. to the militia of the several States; to the Committee on the Militia; 

26. to patents, copyrights, and trade-marks: to the Committee on Patents; 

27. to the pensions of the civil war, and the pension appropriation bill: to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions; 

28. to the sions of all the wars of the United States, other than the civil 
war: to the Committee on Pensions; 

29. to Revere and domestic claims and demands, other than war claims, 
against the United States: to the Committee on Claims ; 

80. to claims arising from any war in which the United States has been en- 
gaged: to the Committee on War Claims; 

81. to private claims to lands: to the Committee on Private Land Claims; 

82. to the District of Columbia, other than appropriations therefor: to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia; 

33. to the revision and codification of the statutes of the United States: to the 
Committee on the Revision of the Laws; 

34. The examination of the accounts and 
ments of the Government and the manner of 


Depart- 
ments, as follows: a 
Bot Inthe Dopastmaktot State: to the Committee on Expendituresin the State 
partment; 
36. In the Treasury Department: to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department; 
37. In the War Department: to the Committee on Expenditures in the War 


partment; 
- 88. In the Navy Department: to the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy 


er 
. In the Post-Office Department: to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Post-Office Department; 
ip ae the os Department: to the Committee on Expenditures in the In- 
rior ment; 
41. In the Department of Justice: to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Department of Justice; 
42. On public buildings: to the Committee on Expenditures on Public Build- 


ings; 

43. All proposed action touching the rules and joint rules shall be referred to 
the Committee on Rules; 

44, Touching the expenditure of the contingent fund of the House, the audit- 
ing and Pearce Prd all accounts which may be therein by order of the 
House: to the Committee on Accounts ; 

45. The ascertainment of the travel of members of the House shall be made 
by the Committee on Mileage and reported to the Sergeant-at-Arms; 

46. Touching the Library of Congress, statuary, and pictures: to the Joint 
Committee on the Library; 


47. All pro I lation or orders touching printing shall be referred to the 
Joint Committee on ting on the part of the House; 
48. The enrollment of engrossed bills: to the Joint Committee on Enrolled Bills; 


the matters herein stated, viz: The Committee on Elections, on the right of a 
member to his seat; the Committee on Ways and Means, on bills raising revenue; 
the committees having jurisdiction of appropriations, the general appropriation 
bills; the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, bills for the improvement of rivers 
and harbors; the Committee on Enrolled Bills, enrolled bills; the Committee on 
Printing, on all matters referred to them of printing for the use of the House or 
two Houses; and the Committee on Accounts, on all matters of expenditure of 
the contingent fund of the House. 

50. Nocommittee shall sit during the sitting of the House without special leave, 

Amend clause 3, Rule XXI, as follows: 

3. No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, for any nditure not previously author- 
ized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such publie works and 
objects as are already in progress, and for the contingencies for carrying on the sev- 
eral of the Government. [Nor shall any provision in any such bill or 
amendment thereto changing existing law be in order, except such as, being ger- 
mane to the subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures by the reduc- 
tion of the number and salary of the officers of the United States, by the reduc- 
tion of the compensation of any person paid out of the Treasury of the United 
States, or by the reduction of amounts of money covered by the bill: Provided, 
That it shall be in order further to amend such bill upon the report of the com- 
mittee having ee of the subject-matter of such amendment, which 
ent being germane to the subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench ex- 

nditures. 
sy PN clause 5, Rule XXI, as follows: 

5. All bills for improvement of rivers and Barbore [sad] for the establishment 
or change of post-routes, and private bills shall be delivered to the Clerk, as in 
the case of petitions and memorials, for reference to appropriate committees, 

Amend clause 4, Rule XXI, as follows: 

4. In Committees of the Whole House, business on their calendars shall be 
taken up in lar order, except bills for raising revenue, general appropria- 
tion bills, and bills for the improvementof rivers and harbors, which shall have 
precedence, and when objection is made to the consideration of any bill or 
proposition, the committee shall Sewn een rise and report such objection to 
the House, which ees without debate whether such bill or proposition 
shall be considered or laid aside for the present; eeomen the committee 
shall resume its sitting without further order from House]. 

Amend Rule XXIV as follows: 

RuLE XXIV. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

1. Each Monday morning coringa session of Congress, immediately after the 
Journal of the proceedings of the last day's sitting has been read and approved, 
the r shall call all the Statesand itoriesin alphabetical order for bills 
int resolutions] resolutions for printing and reference without debate, on 
call joint and concurrent resolutions and memorials of State and Terri- 
torial Legislatures any. be presented and appropriately referred, and on this 

resolutions of inquiry directed to the heads of the Executive Depart- 
ments l be in order for reference to appropriate committees, which resolu- 
tions shall be reported to the House within one week thereafter. 

2. After the Journal is read and a each day, the shall lay before the 
House, for reference, messages from the President, reports and communications from the 

, and other communications addressed to the House, and alse 
such , resolutions,and other messages from the Senate as may have been received. 


on the previous day. 
[2] 3. On all days other than Monday, as soon as the [Journal is read and ap- 
business onthe s table has been disposed of, and on all Mondays (ex- 
in each month) after the call of States and Territo 
hour for rts from 


standing committee in regular order and then upon the select committees; and 
if thew mes the hour is not eerca by this call, then it shall be in order to 


business and there taken up in its 


6. Afler the hour under the preceding clause shall have been Cea ge it shall be in 
order to proceed to the consideration of the unfinished business in which the House may 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr, Speaker, I desire to offer for the consideration 
of the House at this time, if I can get the attention of the members, a 
resolution providing for the adoption of the rules of the last House with 
certain amendments and modifications which are pointed out in the 
copy which Iholdin my hand. Ihave taken occasion to have this docu- 
ment printed and it will soon be in the hands of the members for in- 
spection. In order that the Clerk may beable to read this og cose 
so that members may understand clearly the modifications it 
in the old rules, I will ask that those portions of the paper which are 
printed in similar to the old rules of the House be omitted, and 
that those portions which arestruck through be read with what imme- 
diately follows in italics, which is intended to be a substitute for the 
part stricken out. It is my desire to ask the indulgence of the House 
to make a brief explanation before this proposition is disposed of, as I 
believe that some of the general provisions embodied in this proposed 
code of rules can be explained very briefly and to the satisfaction of all 
members. I may be permitted to state in this connection that I have 
given some considerable time during my vacation ing this revision 
of our code of rules, and after the resolution has been read I shall ask 
permission to hold the floor with a view to making an explanation be- 
fore the vote is taken, whether for reference or otherwise. 

Mr. HERBERT. I desire to inquire, Mr. Speaker, whether thes¢ 
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resolutions are to be read now with a view to their reference, or whether 
it is understood that any consent is to be given to their immediate con- 
sideration? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand that any consent 
is given. Thegentleman from Illinois in offering the proposition states 
that his purpose is to have present consideration, But if a point of 
order is raised, or a motion is made to refer, as a matter of course that 
will be disposed of at the proper time. 

Mr. HERBERT. I desire to reserve all points. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Can not a motion be made to refer them now with- 
out reading? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman has a right to have 
his proposition read. 

Mr. HERBERT. I only desire to reserve all points of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Of course they are understood as being reserved. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the proposition submitted by 
the gentleman from Illinois, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


RULES OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


[Norr.—The words in brackets were parts of the Rules of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the Forty-eighth Congress, and the words printed in italics are 
modifications thereof or new provisions. } 

Resolved, That the following be adopted as the Rules of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Forty-ninth Congress: 

Rute I. 
DUTIES OF THE SPEAKER. 

1. The Speaker shall take the chair on every legislative day precisely at the 
hour to which the House shall have adjourned at the last sitting, immediately 
call the members to order, and on the appearance of a quorum, cause the jour- 
nal of the proceedings of the last day’s sitting to be read, haying previously ex- 
amined and approved the same. 

2. He shall preserve order and decorum, and in case of any disturbance or 
er conduct in the galleries, or in the lobby, may cause the same to be 


eared, 

3. He shall have general control, except as provided by rule or law, of the 
Hall of the House, and the disposal ofthe unappropriated rooms in that part of 
the Capitol assigned to the use of the House until further order. 

4. He shall sign all acts, addresses, joint resolutions, writs, warrants, and sub- 
ouse, and decide all 


“As many as are op; 
say No;”’ if he doubts, or a division is called for the House shall divide ; those 


6. He shall not be required to vote in ordinary legislative proceedings, ex- 
cept where his vote would be decisive, or where the House is engaged in vot- 
ing by ballot; and in all cases of atie vote the question shall be lost. 

We He shall have the right to name any member to perform the duties of the 
Chair, butsuch substitution shall not extend beyond an adjournment : X 
however, That in case of his illness, he may make such appointment fora period 
not exceeding ten days, with the approval of the House at the time the same is 
made; and in his absence and omission to make such appointment, the House 
shall proceed to elect a Speaker pro tempore, to act during his absence. 


Rowe II. 
ELECTION OF OFFICERS, 


and faithful of the duties of his office, to the best of his knowledge and 
ability, and to keep the secrets of the House, and each shall appoint all of the 
employés of his department provided for by law, 


Ruiz II, 
DUTIES OF THE CLERK, 


1. The Clerk shall, at the commencement of the first session of each oe 
call the rong hes il hago call bey Ag of members by States in alpha- 
betical order, and, pen e e ion of a Speaker or Speaker pro tempore, 
serve ares decorum, and decide all questions of order, subject to appeal by 
any member, 4 f 

2. He shall make, and cause to be printed and delivered to each member, or 
mailed to his address, at the commencement of every regular session of Con- 
gress, a list of the reports which it is the duty of any officer or t to 
make to Congress, referring to the act or resolution and page of the volume of 
the laws or journal in which it may be contained, and placing under the name 
of each officer the list of reports nee of him to be made; make a weekly 
statement of the resolutions and bills upon the Speaker’s table, accompanied 
with a brief reference to the orders and proceedings of the House upon each, 
and the dates of such orders and proceedings, which statement shall be printed. 

3. He shall note all questions of order, with the decisions thereon, the record 
of which shall be printed as an appendix to the Journal of each session; and 
complete, as soon after the close of the session as ible, the printing and dis- 
tribution to Members and Delegates of the Journal of the Ho together with 
an accurate and complete index; retain in the lib at his office, for the use 
of the members and officers of the House, and not to be withdrawn therefrom, 
two copies of all the books and printed documents deposited there; send, at the 
end of each session, a printed copy of the Journal thereof to the executive and 
to each branch of the Tegislature of every State and Territory; preserve for and 
deliver or mail to each Member and Dele; 
all documents printed by order of either House of the Congress to which he 
longed; attest and affix the of the House to all writs, warrants, and sub- 
poenas issued by order of the House, certify to the passage of all bills and joint 
resolutions, peake or approve all contracts, bargains, or agreements relative to 
furnishing any matter or thing, or for the performance of any labor for the 
House of Representatives, in pursuance of law or order of the House, keep full 
and accurate accounts of the disbursements out of the contingent fund of the 
ee o oe stationery accounts of Members and Delegates, and pay them 
as pro y law. 


te an extra copy, in good binding, of 


Ruiz ly. 
DUTIES OF THE SERGEANT-AT-ARMS, 


1, It shall be the duty of the Sergeant-at-Arms to attend the House during its 
sittings, to maintain order under the direction of the Speaker, and, pending the 
election of a Speaker or Speaker pro tempore, under the jon of the Clerk; exe- 
cute the commands of the House, and all processes issued by authority thereof, 
directed to him by the Speaker; keep the accounts for the pay and mileage 
Members and Delegates, and pay them as provided by law. 

2. The symbol of his office shall be the mace, which shall be borne by him 
while enforeing order on the floor. 

3. He shall give bond to the United States, with sureties to be approved by the 
Speaker, in the sum of $50,000, for the faithful disbursement of all moneys in- 
trusted to him by virtue of his office and the proper discharge of the duties 
thereof, and no member of Congress shall be approved as such surety, 


RULE V. 
DUTIES OF OTHER OFFICERS. 


1, The Doorkeeper shall enforce strictly the rales relating to the privileges of 
the Hall and be responsible to the House for the official conduct of his employés, 

2. At the commencement and close of each session of Congress he shall take 
an inventory of all the furniture, books, and other public property in the several 
committee and other rooms under his charge, and report the same to the House 
which report shall be referred to the Committee on Accounts to ascertain an 
determine the amount for which he shall be held liable for missing articles. 

3. He shall allow no person to enter the room over the Hall of the House dur- 
ing its sittings; and fifteen minutes before the hour for the meeting of the House 
each day he shall see that the floor is cleared of all persons, except those privi- 
leged to remain. a 

ULE VI. 


The Postmaster shall superintend the post-office kept in the Capitol for the 
accommodation of Representatives, Delegates, and officers of the House, and be 
held responsible for the prompt and safe delivery of their mail, 


Rute VII. 


The Chaplain shall attend at the commencement of each day's sitting of the 
House and open the same with prayer. 


Rute VII. 
OF THE MEMBERS, 


1. Every member shall be present within the Hall of the House during its sit- 
tings, unless excused or necessarily prevented; and shall vote on each question 
put, unless, on motion made before division or the commencement of the roll- 
call, and decided without debate, he shall be excused, or unless he has a direct 
personal or pecuniary interest in the event of such question, 

2. Pairs shall be announced by the Clerk, after the completion of the second 
roll-call, from a written list furnished him, and signed by the member making 
the statement to the Clerk, which list shall be published in the RecorpD as a part 
of the proceedings, immediately following the names of those not voting; pre 
vided, Pairs shall be announced but once during the same legislative day, 


Rue IX, 
QUESTIONS OF PRIVILEGE. 


Questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House col- 
lectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its proceedings; second, the 
rights, reputation, and conduct of members individ y in their representative 
capacity only; and shall have precedence of all other questions, except motions 
to fix the day to which the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, and for a recess. 


RULE X, 
OF COMMITTEES, 


1. Unless otherwise specially ordered by the House, the Speaker shall appoint, 
at ee commencement of saath Congress, the following standing commitions, 
namely: 
On Elections, to consist of fifteen members. 
On Ways and Means, to consist of [thirteen] gun members, 
On Appropriations, to consist of n members, 
On the Judiciary, to consist of fifteen members, 
On the Executive to consist of thirteen members. 
On Banking and Currency, to consist of thirteen members. 
On Coinage, Weights, an: Measures, to consist of [eleven] thirteen members, 
On Commerce, to consist of fifteen members. 
On Rivers and Harbors, to consist of fifteen members, 
On Agriculture, to consist of fifteen members, 
On Foreign Affairs, to consist of thirteen members. 
On Military Affairs, to consist of thirteen members. 
On Naval Affairs, to consist of [eleven] thirteen members. 
On the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to consist of fifteen members, 
On the Public Lands, to consist of [eleven] thirteen members, 
On Indian Affairs, to consist of [eleven] thirteen members, 
On the Territories, to consist of thirteen members, 
Ioa Railways and Canals, to consist of eleven members. 
n Manufactures, to consist of eleven members. ) 
On Mines and Mining, to consist of [eleven] thirteen members, 
On Public Buildings and Grounds, to consist of thirteen members, 
On [Pacific] Railroads, to consist of [eleven] thirteen members. 
[On Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River, to consist of eleyen 
members. > 
On Education, to consist of [eleven] thirteen members. 
On Labor, to consist of [seven] thirteen members, 
Pn. the Militia, to consist of eleyen members. 
n Patents, to consist of [eleven] thirteen mem 
On [Invalid] Pensions, to consist of fifteen members, 
On ms, to consist of fifteen members, 
On War Claims, to consist of [eleven] thirteen members. 
On Private Land Claims, to consist of [eleven] thirteen members, 
On the District of Columbia, to consist of thirteen members. 
On Revision of the Laws, to consist of eleven members. 
n Expenditures in the State Department, to consist of seven members. 
On Expenditures in the Treasury Department, to consist of seven members, 
On Expenditures in the War Department, to consist of seven members, 
On Expenditures in the Navy Department, to consist of seven members. 
On Expenditures in the Post-Office Department, to consist of seven members, 
On Expenditures in the Interior Department, to consist of seven members. 
On Expenditures in the Department of Justice, to consist of seven members, 
On Panes on Public Buildings, to consist of seven members, } 
On ic litures, to consist of fifteen members. 
On Rules, to consist of five members. 
On Accounts, to consist of seven members. 
lOn gran ago, to Reg erties Sys memba] i 
Also following standing committees, viz: 
On the Library, to consist of three members, 
On Printing, to consist of three members, 
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On Enrolled Bills, to consist of seven mi 


embers. 
2. He shall also appoint all select committees which shall be ordered by the 
from time to time; 


H e; 
3. The first-named member of each committee shall be the chairman; and in 
his absence, or being excused by the House, the next-named member, sand soon, 


as often as the case happen, unless the committee by a majority of its num- 
cre elect a chairman. 
4. The chairman shall appoint aclerk of his committee, subject to its a 


who shall be paid at the public expense, the House having first provided Tome 
Rote XI, 
POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES, 
Phe raps shall be referred to the committees named in the pre- 
e, as follows, viz: samaran 


1. te the election ofmembers: to the Committee on Elections; 
2. to the revenue and the bonded debt ofthe United States: to the Committee 
on Waysand Means; 
3. to Sperorre ee of the reyenue for the support of the Government, except 
to the pce goo on Appropriations 


Bec radar aly law, and to the revision of the laws : 


Bf the election and tenure of ogies of the President and Vice-President, the count 
of the electoral votes, the succession to the Presidential , the compensation of Fed- 
therefor, and to the reform of the civil service : to the 


5. to banking and curren: to the Committee on Banking and Currency; 

oo coinage, weights, an measures : to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures; 

7. to commerce, life-saving service, and light-houses, other than appropria- 
tions for life-saving service and light-houses: to the Committee on Commerce; ro 

8. to the improvement of rivers and harbors, and to the construction and 
provement of canals : to the Committee on Rivers and coarse and the Gommittes 
on Rivers and Harbors shall have the same privi 


in reporting bills ae 
appropriations = word rovement of rivers and ates as arte to the 
Committee on ns in one general appro: 
9. te kariealiere ak forestry: to the Committee on A. 


eure the estimates and report the appropriations for the Seventies 
mio. ga the relations af me United States with foreign go nations, other than ap- 


ere EES aliro 
Depart- 


prop: r: to the Committee on Fates 22 

11, to the military sho ttn and] the pub! Epil {other than the ap- 
propriations for its support} ions, the ‘Military A Academy at West no ct and 
the for to the s Committee on Military Aff: 

12. to the na fother than the a; priations for ae support] 
the Naval SE Sree roe apurepriations for 
Committee on Naval 

or pre eral peer o s and post-ronds, coer ent ont the a ions for 
their rt: ay horde the Post-Office and Post- 


14. to o anda of the United : to the Committee on the Public Lands; 

15. to the relations of the Waited Ste States with the Indiansand the Indian tribes, 
other than appro; ns therefor: to the Committee on Indian Affairs 

16, to services legislation, the revision thereof, and ee Territories or 
the m of States: to the Committee on the 

17. to ap nee borane pact Pacific railroads]. to ‘the Committee on 


Saye oenas 
8. to man industries: to the Committee on Manufactures. ] 
9, to the mining interests: to the Committee on Mines and Mining; 
20, to the public buildings and occupied or improved grounds of the United 
— therefor: to the Committee on Public Build- 
an 


States, other ode rh approp. 
21. tothe railroads and ae lines between the Mississippi River and 
the Pacific coast: to the Committee on Pacific Railroads; 

22. to the levees of the Mississi River: to the Committee on Levees and 
ements of the Mississippi River: 

to education: to the Committee on Education ; 

24. to and affecting labor: to the sipan on Labor; 
l taie eriyen of the several States : to the Committee on the Boone og it 

to patents, copyrights, [and] Fna raite and manufactures m- 
as tothe pensio f all th of the United States, [other than the civil 

e ns oi e wars e 
to the Committee on Pensions 

39. Privas und Scmtatie daima and demands, other than war claims, against 
the United States: to the Committee on Claims; 

30. to claims arising from any war in which the United States has been en- 

: to the Committee on War Claims; 

si. to private claims to lands : to the Committee on Private Land Claims; 

82. to the District of Coluinbia, other than appropriations therefor: to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia 

{33. to the revision and codification of the statutes of the United States: to the 
serge on the Revision of the Laws;] 

34. The examination of the accounts and ditures of the several Depart- 
ments of the Government and the manner of ing the same; the aa 
conformity with appro- 5 
the 


justness, and correctness of such expenditures ; 
riation laws; the proper application of public moneys; the security 
overnment unjust and extra t demands; retrenchment; the en- 
forcement of the payment of moneys due to the United States; the baer 
and apnea aroi i a of — bape the abolishment of useless offices; 
duction or increase o saing] eo fficers, shall all be sul ce: iene within “Bere inthe er | a 
diction of the [eight stand! ng} < commitiees on [the] p! 


several 
“>. ea Den Department ar State: to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
36. In the Treasury Department: to the Committee on Expenditures in the 


pepara ent; 
ne In the War Department: to the Committee on Expenditures in the War 


paanan 

Ba 38. In the Navy Department: to the Committee’on Expenditures in the Navy 
partment; 

Foe! a the Post-Office papuensis to the Committee on Expenditures in the 


ice Department 
40. In the opr Department: to the Committee on Expenditures in the In- 


terior ne! ang ao 
Sa in the Depa e ent of Justice: to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
partment of Justice ; 


42, On Bon public buildings: to the Committee on Expenditures on Public Build- 


ings =] 

$. All proposed action touching the rules and joint rules shall be referred to 
the Committee on Rules; 

44. Touching the expenditure of the aon fund of the House, the audit- 
ing and settling of all accounts which ma may bo charged therein by order of the 
House: to the Committee on Accounts; [45.] rap ath ascertainment of the travel of 
by the Committee on [Mileage] Accounts 


members of the House shall be made 
and reported to the Sergeant-at-Arms. 


46. 


PURELY be referred to 
e House; 


general rac a the Committee on Enro! led eno ed bills; the 
for the use 


Saas oA S ee 


‘The comm: 
committees having jurisdiction 


, and other subject-matter 
there ithe precislent a whieh retrench expend: 
; 20. Ko committee shall sit during the sitting of the House withows special 
anes 
Rute XII, 
DELEGATES, 


The Speaker shall appoint from among the ape pe one additional member 
on each of the Paer e adere agea, iz viz: Coinage, aos. and Measures; Ag- 


riculture; Miltary Affairs; Post-Office and Post-Roads; Public Lands; Indian 
Affairs; Terri rritories; and Mines and Mining; and they shall possess in their re- 
spective committees = same powers and privileges as in the House, and may 
make any motion except to reconsider. 
Rue XI. 
CALENDARS, 


1. There shall be three calendars of business reported from committees, viz 

First. A calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on ie state of the 
Union, to which shall be referred bills raising revenue, general a 
bills, and bills of a public character, directly or indirectly approp: g money 


or 
Second. i A House calendar, to which [shall] may, unless otherwise d: of, 
be referred all bills of a public character not raising revenue nor y or in- 
direct! propriating money or property; and 
calendar of the Committee of the om ae to which meget be 
ig Lat ae eae Ney enio be PAA to parson dong 
or a or 
tins tiga iT of by = ree raii 
— n that rt gh 


ed, be 
character, without di te, in the following bare viz: House Calendar. 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, Committee of the Whole 
House, a standing committee, a select committee. 


Rute XIV. 
OF DECORUM AND DEBATE. 


1. When any member desires to or deliver any matter to poy aoa lew he 
shail rise and reepect(ully address himself to“ Mr, ,” and, on 
ognized, ma: House from any place on floor or from the oris 


bre and shall confine himself to the question under debate, avoiding person- 


2, "When two or more members rise at once, the Speaker shall name the meme 
ber who is first to speak ; and no member shall occupy more than one hour in 
vided in on any qu nestion in the House or in committee, except as farther peo- 

n 

ihe PaA Tteporting the measure under consideration from a committee 

m and close iE e EE. debate has been had thereon; and if it shall 
beyond one day, he shall be entitled to one hour to close, not notwithstand- 
oar he may have used an hour in opening. 

4. Ifany member, ie egenking or OUG transgress the rules of the House, 
er shall, or any member may, call him to order; in which case he 
ediately sit down, Kere permitted, on motion of another member, 
to explain, and the House shall, if appealed to, decide on the case, without de- 
bate; if the decision is in favor of the member to order, he shall beat 
liberty to proceed, but not otherwise; and, if the case require it, he shall be 
liable to censure or such D grapes poy as the House may deem proper, 

5. If a member is called to order for words spoken mie yee the member call- 
ing him to order shall indicate the words exce to, and they shall be taken, 
down in writing at the Clerk's desk and read oud to the mp but he shall 
not be held to answer, nor be subject to the censure of the Ho use therefor, if 
further debate or other business shes intervened. 

6. No member shall k more than once to the same question without leave 
of the House, unless he be the gechve) E r gaei orintroducer of the matter pend- 
ing, in which case he shall be = spank eet in sani but not until every 
a Deveson PORE Ibe t 


may í 


Ses vote 

8. While the abet is s putting a ion or addressing the House no me 
ber shall walk out of or across the E ene nor, when a member is 
between him and the Chair; and during the session of the House no aren 
shall wear his hat, or remain by the Clerk’s desk during the call of the roll or 
the counting of ballots, or smoke upon the floor of the House; and the t- 
at-Arms and Doorkeeper are with the strict enforcement of this clause. 


Rutz XV. 
ON CALLS OF THE ROLL AND HOUSE. 


1. Upon every roll-call, the names of the members shall be called alphabetic- 
ally by surname. except. when two or moe have the same surname, then 
whole name shall called; and after th has been once called, ‘the Clerk 
shall call in their alphabetical order the rat of those not voting; and there- 
sne the Speaker shall not entertain a request to record a vote or announce a 
i In the absence of a quorum, fifteen members, including the Speaker, if there 
is one, shall be authorized to compel the attendance of absent members, and in 
all calls of the House the names of the members shall be called by the Clerk, 
and the absentees noted; the doors shall then be closed, and those for whom no 
sufficient excuse is made ma may, by order of rd ai sent 
a and arrested, wherever they may pe pre by officers to ted by 

cape. wep omar for that purpose their attendance ; and the 
House determine upon w. ra they shali be 
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Rute XVI. 
ON MOTIONS, THEIR PRECEDENCE, ETC. 


1. Every motion made to the House and entertained by the Speaker shall be 
reduced to writing on the demand of any member, and shall be entered on the 
iene with the name of the member making it, unless it is withdrawn the 
same day. 

2. When a motion has been made, the Speaker shall state ‘it, or (if it be in 
writing) cause it to be read aloud by the Clerk before paths denton; and it shall 
then be in possession of the House, but may be withdrawn at any e before a 
decision or amendment, 

3. When any motion or proposition is made, the question, Will the House now 
consider it? shall not be put unless demanded by a member, 

4. When a question is under debate no motion shall be received but to fix the 
day to which the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, to take a recess, to lay on the 
table, for the previous question (which motion shall be decided without de- 
bate), pone to a day certain, to refer or aena oi to postpone indefi- 
nitely, which several motions shall have precedence in the foregoing order; and 
no motion to pone to a day certain, to refer, or to ne indefinitely, be- 
ing decided, shall be again allowed on the same day at the same stage of the 
question. 

5. A motion to fix the day to which the House shall adjourn, a motion to ad- 
purn; and to take a recess shall always be in order, and the hour at which the 

ouse adjourns shall be entered on the Journal. 

6. On the demand of any member, before the question is put, a question shall 
be divided if it include propositions so distinct in substance that one being 
taken away a substantive proposition shall remain. 

7. A motion to strike out and insert is indivisible, but a motion to strike out 
being lost shall neither preclude amendment nor motion to strike out and in- 
sert; and no motion or proposition on a subject different from that under con- 
sideration shall be admitted under color of amendment. 

8. Pending a motion to suspend the rules, the Speaker may entertain one mo- 
tion that the House adjourn, or one motion to take a recess: but after the result 
thereon is announced he shall not entertain any other dilatory motion till the 
vote is taken on suspension. 

9. At any time after the expiration of the morning hour it shall be in order to 
move that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House onthe 
state of the Union for the purpose of considering bills raising revenue, retrench- 
ment bills, or general appropriation bills. 


Rois XVI. 
PREVIOUS QUESTION. 


1. There shall be a motion for the previous question, which, being ordered 4 
a majority of members present, if a quorum, have the effect to cut off 
debate and pong the House to a direct vote upon the immediate question or 
questions on which it has been asked and ordered. The previous question may 
be asked and ordered upon a single motion, a series of motions allowable under 
the rules, or an amendment or amendments, or may be made to embrace all au- 
thorized motions or amendments and inchide the bill to its engrossment and 
third reading, and then, on renewal and second of said motion, to its passage or 
rejection. It shall be in order, pending the motion for or after the previous ques- 
tion shall have been ordered on its passage, for the Speaker to entertain and sub- 
out ructions, to astanding or select com- 
lay upon the table shall be in order on the second and 


third ofa 
2. A call of the House shall not be in order after the previous question is or- 
Pran unless SA appear upon an actual count by the Speaker that a quorum 
n m 


3. incidental questions of order arising after a motion is made for the pre- 


vious question, and pending such motion, be decided, whether on 1 
or sh Aron without debate. í TEET 
Rute XVIIT, 
RECONSIDERATION, 


When a motion has been made and carried or lost, it shall be in order for any 
member of the majority, on the same or succeeding day, to move for the recon- 
sideration thereof, and such motion shall take precedence of all other questions 
except the consideration of a conference report, a motion to fix the day to which 
the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, or to take a recess, and shall not be with- 
drawn after the said succeeding day without the consent of the House, and 
thereafter any member may call it up for consideration: Provided, That such 
amotio if made during the last six days of a session, shall be disposed of when 
made, 

2. No bill, petition, memorial, or resolution referred to a committee, or re- 
ported therefrom for printing and recommitment, shall be brought back into 
the House on a motion to reconsider; and all petitions, memorials, or 
resolutions reported from a committee shall be accompanied by reports in writ- 
ing, which shall be printed. 

Rue XIX. 


OF AMENDMENTS. 
When a motion or proposition is under consideration, a motion to amend and 
a motion to amend thatamendmentshall be in order, and itshall also be in order 
to offer a further amendment by way of substitute, to which one amendment 


may be offered, but which shall not be voted on until the ori matter is 
pecmied bee elther may be withdrawn before amendment or on is had 
ereon. 
RULE XX. 
OF AMENDMENTS OF THE SENATE. 
An 


amendment of the Senate to any House bill shall be subject to Sepan 
of order that it shall first be consideren in the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union if, originating in the House, it would be subject to that 


point. 
Rote XXI. 
ON BILLS. 


1. Every bill and joint resolution shall receive three readings before its pas- 
sage, which shall be as follows: The first and second readings by title on intro- 
duction for reference, or, being original bills, on report from committees for 
commitment, except when the second reading in full shall be demanded by a 
member: Provi That original bills on being reported by unanimous consent 
for present consideration, shall be read the time in full; the second and 
raha time by title, unless the third reading in full shall be demanded by a mem- 

T. 


2, Bills and joint resolutions on their passage shall be read the first time by 
title and the second time in full, when, if bet oberg question is ordered, the 
Speaker shall state the question to be: S the bill be en and read a 
third time? and if decided in the affirmative, it shall be the third Hae og 
title, w the reading in full is demanded by a member, and the qu 


then be put upon its pasigo 

3. No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously author- 
ized by law, unless in continuation of appro) tions for such publie works and 
objects as are already in progress. [Nor shall any provision in any such bill or 


amendment thereto changing existing law be in order, e such as, being 
germane to the subject matter of the bil, shall Arlegi roie ora an hpa re- 

uction of the num and salary of the officers of the United by the re- 
duction of the com of any person paid out of the Treasury of the United 
Erana et, ang REEE EE ner oem EED mo. covered by the bill: Provided, 
That it l be in order further to amend such bill upon the report of the com- 
mittee baring Jordon of the emotion of such amendment, which 
amendment, g germane to the subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench ex- 
penditures.] Nor roe provision which changes ewisting law or embodies gen- 
eral legislation of any kind be in order in any general appropriation bill, or as an 
amendment thereto. 

4. No bill or resolution shall at any time be amended by annexing thereto or 
incorporating therewith the substance of any other bill or resolution pending 
before the House. 

5. All bills for improvement of rivers and harbors and for the establishment 
or chan; me sapriapoeame rossi BEN a private character, shall be delivered to 
the a , #8 in the case of petitions and memorials, for reference to appropriate 
committees, 

[6. Upon all general appropriation and revenue bills, and bills for the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors, the yeas and nays taken on the passage of 
such bills in the House and entered upon the Journal.]} 


Rue XXI. 
OF PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


1. Members haying petitions or memorials to present may deliver them to 
the Clerk, indorsing their names and the reference or disposition to be made 
thereof; and said petitions and memorials, except such as, in the ju nt of 
the Speaker, are of an obscene or insulting character, shall be ent on the 
Journal together with the names of the members presenting them, and the 
Clerk shall furnish a transcript thereof to the Official Reporters of Debates for 
publication in the RECORD. 

2. Any tion or memorial excluded under this rule shall be returned tothe 
member whom it was received; and petitions which have been inappro- 
priately referred may, by direction of the committee having ion of the 
same, be properly referred in the manner originally presen 


Rute XXIIT. 


OF COMMITTEES OF THE WHOLE HOUSE, 


1, In all cases, in forming a Committee of the Whole H the Speakershali 
leave his chair after appointing a chairman to presid Who shall. ies ous of dies 
turbance or disorderly conduct in the galleries or lobby, have power to cause 
the same to be el a 

2. Whenever a Committee of the Whole House finds itself without a quorum, 
the chairman shall cause the roll to be called, and thereupon the committee 
shall rise, and the chairman shall report the names of the absentees to the 
House, which shall be entered on the Journal; but if on such call a quorum 
shall ap) the committee shall thereupon resume its_sitting without further 
order of the House. 

3. All motions or propositions involving a tax or charge upon the people; all 
proceedings touching appropriations of money or bilis making appropriations 
of money or property, or requiring such appropriation to be made, or author- 
izing payments out ot appropriations already made, or releasing any liability 
to the United States for money or property, be first considered in a Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and a point of order under this rule shall be good at any 
time before the consideration of a bill hascommenced. 

4. In Committees of the Whole House, business on their calendars shall be 
taken up in regular order, except bills for raising revenue, retrenchment bills, gen- 
eral appropriation bills, and bills for the improvement of rivers and harbors, 
which shall have precedence in the order named, and when objection is made to 
the consideration of any bill or proposition, the committee shall [thereupon rise 
and report such objection to the House, which shall] decide, without debate, 
whether such bill or proposition shall be considered or laid aside for the pres- 
ont s en the committee shall resume its sitting without further order 
of the House}. 

5. When general debate is closed by order of the House, any member shall be 
allowed five minutes to explain any amendment he may offer, after which the 
member who shall first obtain the fioor shall be allowed to speak five minutes in 
opposition to it, and there shall be no further debate thereon; but the same privi- 
lege of debate shall be allowed in favor of and against any amendment that may 
be offered toan amendment; and neitheran amendment nor an amendment to 
an amendment shall be withdrawn by the mover thereof unless by the unani- 
mous consent of the committee, 

6. The [Benes Committees of the Whole House may, by the vote of a majority of 
the mem present, at any time after the five minutes’ debate has n upon 
p damendmentsto any section or paragraph toa bill, close all debate upon 

section or paragraph, or, at its election, upon the pending amendments 
only; but this shall not preclude further amendment, to be decided without de- 


7. A motion to strike out the enacting words of a bill shall have precedence of 
a motion to amend; and, if ed, shall be considered equivalent to its rejec- 
tion. Whenever a bill is reported from a Committee of the Whole with an ad- 
verse recommendation, and such recommendation is disagreed to by the House, 
the bill shall stand recommitted to the said committee without further action by 
the House, But before the question of concurrence is submitted, it is in order 
to entertain a motion to refer the bill toany committee, with or without instruc- 
tions, and when the same is again reported to the House it shall be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole without debate 

8. The rules of proceeding in the Houseshall be observed in Committees of 
the Whole House so far as they may be applicable. 


Rowe XXIV. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


1. Each Monday morning during a session of Congress, immediately after 
the Journal of the proceedings of the last day’s sitting has been read and ap- 

roved, the § er shall call all the States and Territories in alphabetical order 
for bills and [joint] resolutions for printing and reference without debate, on 
which call joint and concurrent resolutions and memorials of State and Terri- 
torial Legislaturesmay be presented and appropriately referred, and on this call 
only, resolutions of inquiry directed to the heads of the Executive Departments 
shall be in order for reference to appropriate committees, which resolutions 
shall be reported to the House within one week thereafter. 

2. On all days other than Monday as soon as the Journal is read and approved. 
and on all Mondays (except the first and third in each month) after the call of 
States and Territories, there shall be a morning hour for reports from commit- 
tees, [which shall be appropriately referred and printed, and a copy thereof 
mailed by the Public Printer to each Member and Delegate; and the Speaker 
shall call upon each standing committee in regular order and then upon the 


select committees; and ifthe whole of the hour is not consumed by this call, then 
it shall be in order to proceed to the consideration of other business; but if he 
shall not complete the call within the hour, he shall resume it in the succeeding 
morning hour where he left off] appt! which be aadA Jrom committees shall be 
called for and disposed of; in doing whio: shall 


the Spea. call unon each standing 
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conan Nee m S ys ot none ua 
mittees shall have been in thetr turn; but any bill or resolution which may then 
bad peste mgen flonan in the order of unfinished business. 

Ate Coe ee hour may, in lieu of reporting. Serapo 
the House Calendar bills or palanen srs reported by that that committee, to be 
posed of in the same manner as if reported at the time, 

8. The morning hour for the call of committees shall not be dispensed with ex- 
see by a vote of two-thirds of those tand voting thereon, 

. After the hour shall have been pa devnbed ‘oted to reports from committees, it shall 
be in order to proceed to the consideration of the unfinished business in which 
the House may have been Meng yee an adjournment, and at the same Hina 
each a AeronDat; other than first and third Mondays, until disposed of 
and it shall be in order to proceed to the consideration of all other Unfinished 
business whenever the class of business to which it belongs shall bein order, 

5. Unfinished business having been d. of, it shall be in order to entertain 
a motion that the House do mrad to the on the k weed table, 
which, the motion prevailing,the Benker shall dispose of in the following order : 

First. Messages from the ident and other executive communications. 

Second. Messages from the Senate and amendments proposed by the Senate 
to bills of the House, 

Third, Bills and resolutions from the Senate on their first and second reading, 
that they be referred to committees or put on their paseage; and the motions so 
to refer shall have precedence of all other motions tou neces event disposition, 

Fourth. Engrossed bills and bills from the Senate on third reading. 

6. Business on the Speaker's table having been ae it shall then be in 
order to entertain motions in the following order, namel; 

First. That the House resolve itself into the Conimittee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union to consider, first, bills raising revenue and general appro- 
priation ee and then other business on its Calendar. 

Second. To to the consideration of business on the House Calendar. 

Third. On Friday of each week, after the morning hour, it shall be in order 
to entertain a motion that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House to consider business on the Private ; and, if this motion 
fail, then public business shall be in cornea oe as on other days. 

7. Messages from the Pri communications from Renae of Departments, and 
Senate bills and resolutions on Speaker's table may be laid before the House at 
any teone afler the apprecal of the Journal, for printing and reference only. 


MISCELLANEOUS RULES, 
Rute XXV. 


PRIORITY OF BUSINESS, 


All questions relating to the priority of business shall be decided by a rit; 
oes ng P y a majority 


Rute XXVI. 
PRIVATE BUSINESS, 

Fri in every week shall be set apart for the consideration of private busi- 
ness, unless oa determined [by a two-thirds vote of the members present 
and voting] by the House, 

Rute XXVII. 
UNFINISHED BUSINESS OF THE SESSION. 
After six days from the commencement of a second or subsequent session of 


any Congress, all bills, resolutions, and reports which originated in the ipare; 
and remained undetermined at the close of the Jast preceding be 
in order for action, and all business before committees of the House at the end 
of one session shall be resumed at the commencement of the next session of 
the same Congress in the same manner as if no adjournment had taken. place. 


Rue XXVIIL 
CHANGE OR SUSPENSION OF RULES. 


No standing rule or order of the House shall be rescinded or changed without 
one day’s notice of the motion therefor, and no rule shall be suspended except 
by a vote of two-thirds of the members present, nor shall the Speaker entertain 
a motion to suspend the rules except on the first and third Mondays of each 
month after the eall of States and Territories shall have been completed [pref- 
erence being given on the first Monday to individuals and on the Monday 
to conien, and during the last six days of a session, 

All motions to suspend the rules shall, before being submitted to the House, 
$e. seconded by a majority by tellers, if demanded, 

3. When a motion to suspend the rules has been seconded, it shall be in caren 
before the final vote is taken thereon, to debate the proposition to be voted upo; 
rb one-half of such time to be given to debate in favor of an Rad 

ein opposition to, such proposi , and the same right of debate 
shall be Aerar mend § or the previous question has been ordered on any prop- 
osition on which there has been no debate, 


Rute XXIX. 
CONFERENCE REPORTS. 

The presentation of ag of committees of conference shall always be in 
order, except when the Journal is bein; mae phd ps the roll is being called, or 
the House is dividing on Peay propositio there shall accompany every 
such report a detai led statement suficientiy ieta to inform the House what 
effect such amendments or propositions have upon the measures to which 


they relate. 
RULE XXX. 
SECRET SESSION, 

Wheneverconfidential communications are received from the President of the 
United States, or whenever the Speaker or any member shall inform the House 
that he has communications which he believes ought to be kept secret ee the 
present, the House shall be cleared of all persons except the members and offi- 
cers thereof, and so continue during the reading of such communications, the 
debates and proceedings thereon, unless Sane, As ordered by the House. 


Rutz XXXI. 
READING OF PAPERS. 


When the reading of a paper other than one upon which the House is called 
to give a final vote is demanded, and the same is objected to by any member, it 
shall be determined without debate by a vote of the House. 


Rute XXXII. 
DRAWING OF SEATS, 
At the commencement of each Con immediately after the Members and 
are —- in, the Clerk place ina eters for that bornan 


egates 
a number of smal of marble or other mate: ual to the number o; 
Members and De! stereo which balls shall be sonscoutively numbered and 


thoroughly intermingled, and at such hour as shall be fixed by the House for 


the aso hPa balls one by one from the box 


e number as it is drawn, zpen which Snaco the Mem- 
ber or Delegate whose name on a numbered alphabetical list shall correspond 
with the number on the ball shall advance and choose his seat for the term for 
which he is elected. 

2, Before said apie ders ear pepe ochre De Teaio and so re- 
main until selected under this rule, and any seat having been selected shall bo 
deemed forfeited if left unoceu: before the call of roll is “finished, and 
whenever the seats of Members and pene shall have been drawn no propo- 
sition for a second drawing shall be in order during that Congress, 


Rute XXXIII. 
HALL OF THE HOUSE. 


The Hall of the House shall be used only for the legislative business of the 
House, and for the caucus meetings of its members, except upon occasions where 
the House, by resolution, pe abn to take part in any ceremonies to be observed 
morat and the Speaker otentertain a motion for the suspension of this * 

e. 
Rute XXXIV. 


OF ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 


ens hereinafter named, and none other, shall be admitted to the Hall 
oft the House or rooms leading thereto, namely: The President and Vice-Presi- 
dent of the United States and their private secretaries, judges of the Supreme 
Court, members of Congress and members-elect, contestants in election cases 
during the Lege or of their cases in the House, the Secretary and Sergeant-at- 
Arms of the Senate, heads of Departments, foreign ministers, governors of States, 
the Architect of the Capitol, the L Librarian of Congressand his assistant in charge 
of the law library, such persons as have, by name, received the thanks of Con- 

ex-members of Congress who are not interested in any elaim or directly 
n any bill pending before Congress, and clerks of committees, when business 
from their committee is under consideration; and it shall not be in order for 
the Speaker to entertain a request for the suspension of this rule or to present 
from the chair the request of any member for unanimous consent. 


Rute XXXV. 
OF ADMISSION TO THE GALLERIES. 

The Speaker shall set aside a portion of the west gallery for the use of the 
President of the United States, the members of his Cabinet, Justices of the Su- 
preme Court, foreign ministers and suites, and the members of their respect- 
ive families, and shall also set aside another portion of the same gallery for the 
accommodation of persons to be admitted on the card of members. The south- 
erly half of the east Foran ch shall be a: ed exclusively for the use of the fam- 
ilies of members of „in which the Speaker 1 control one bench, and 
on request of a EENE the Speaker shall issue a card of admission to his 
family, which shall include their visitors, and no other person shall be admitted 
to this section, 

Rute XXXVI. 
OFFICIAL AND OTHER REPORTERS. 

1. The fading sten and removal, for cause, of the Official Reporters of the 

House, including steno; hers of committees, at the manner of the execu- 


wishin to tr inke a down the debates and 


ie acheter to A rs, and et Pr the occupation of the same, 
pera residing at the lal may be admitted by 

rete 9 ln ao pe apr pi shuren sh afin p for such ee to the 
corridor and roomein the ein the such regulations 


Rote XXXVII. 
PAY OF WITNESSES. 


The rule for paying’ pime subpæœnaed to ap before the House, oreither 
of its CiO D | be as follows: For ORAR ay a witness shall attend, the 
for each mile he shal! travel in coming to or going from the place of 

pases thet bay the sum of 5 cents each way; but nothing shal pa paid for. travel- 
ing when the witness has been summoned at the place of trial 


Rote XXXVIII 
PAPERS, 

1. The clerks of the several committees of the House shall, within three days 
after the final adjournment of a Congress, deliver to the Clerk of the House all 
bills, inr resolutions, petitions, and other papers referred to the committee, to- 

er withall evidence taken by such committee under theorder of the House 
uring the said Congress, and not reported to the House; and in the event of 
the failure or neglect of any clerk of a committee to compl with this rule the 
Clerk of the House shall, within three days thereafter, take into his keeping all 
such papers and testimony. 
Rute XXXIX. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 

No memorial or other paper presented to the House shall be withdrawn from 
its files without its leave, and if withdrawn therefrom, certified copies thereof 
shall be left in the office of the Clerk; but when an act may for the settie- 
ment of a claim, the Clerk is authorized to transmit to the Stheer charged with 
the settlement thereof the papers on file in his office relating to such claim, or 
may loan temporarily to any officer or bureau of the Executive Departments any 
popes on file in his office relating to any matter pending before such officer or 


reau, taking proper receipt therefor, 
Ruiz XL. 
BALLOT, 
In all other cases of ballot than for committees, a majorly of the votes given 
shall be n to an election, and where there shall not be such a ority 
on the first bal the ballots shall be re: ed until a majority be obtained; and 


in all ballotings blanks shall be reje and not taken into the count in enu- 
meration of votes or reported by the tellers, 

Reise XLI. 

MESSAGES. 

Messages received from the Senate and the President of the United States, 
giving notice of bills passed or approved, shall be entered in the Journal and 
published in the RECORD of that day’s pro i 

Rute XLII. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Estimates of appropriations, and all other communications from the Execu- 

tive Departments, intended for the consideration of any committees of the 


House, shall be addressed to the Speaker and by him submitted to the House 
for reference, 


144 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 9, 


Ree XLII; 
QUALIFICATION OF OFFICERS AND EMPLOYES, 

No m shall be an officer of the House, or continue in its employment, who 
shall k an agent for the prosecution of any claim nst the Government, or 
be interested in such claim otherwise than as an original claimant; and it shall 
be the duty of the Committee on Accounts to inquire into and report to the 
House any violation of this rule. 

Ruiz XLIV. 

Motions to print additional numbers of any bill, report, resolution, or other 
public document shall be referred tothe Committee on Printing; and the re- 

rt pon pa or ape thereon shal] be accompanied by an estimate of the proba- 

e ereot. 

Bills of a private character heretofore printed by order of either House shall not be 
again printed, unless it appears that all printed copies have been exhausted, 

Ruiz XLV. 
JEFFERSON'S MANUAL. 

The rules of parliamentary practice comprised in Jefferson's Manual shall 
govern the House in all cases to which they are applicable, and in which they 
are not inconsistent with the standing rules and orders of the House and joint 
rules of the Senate and House of Representatives. 

RULE XLVI. 
RULES OF THE HOUSE. 

These rules shall be the rules of the House of Representatives of the present 
and succeeding Congresses unless otherwise ordered, 

Mr, RANDALL. It is understood that the point of order reserved 
by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] is still pending. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman from Illinois, before he makes 
his argument, allow me to present a resolution to the House? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection if it does not take me off the 
floor. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I do not desire to do that, but now merely ask 
the Clerk to read a resolution which I believe will commend itself to 
the approval of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and the resolution 
of the gentleman from Georgia will be a | 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That pending the consideration of the a rules, and until the 

rules of the House shall be adopted, this House governed by the rules of 

ure of the last House of Representatives, so far as applicable, and by Jef- 
lerson’s Manual. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I do not desire to take up moreof thetime of the 
gentleman from Illinois further than to call attention to the fact we are 
now proceeding without any rules at all, and therefore it would be well 
to have that understood. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection in the world, so far as that 
point is involved, of to the proposition of the gentleman from 
Georgia at once; but I ask whether the point of order the gentleman 
from Alabama has made on the subject of consideration does not appl: 
as well to it as to the possession of the floor by the gentleman from Ili- 
nois ? 

Mr. HAMMOND. rd yam & 

Mr. RANDALL. ButI e no such point as against any debate 
which the gentleman from Illinois may wish to indulge in; but in order 
not to give ita status before the House I shall insist on the point of 
order of the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. HAMMOND. By permission of the gentleman from Illinois I 
hope the Chair will be allowed without debate to put the question on 
the adoption of my resolution. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido not understand this resolution in any way 
interferes with the right of the House to adopt rules for its government, 

The SPEAKER. Notatall. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Or to require the reference of any particular prop- 
osition on that subject; but as simply requiring the rules of procedure 
ordinarily governing parliamentary bodies should be enforced until we 
shall to some system of rules for the government of this body. 

The SPEAKER. Of course it is not the province of the Chair to 
decide upon what construction shall be put on the resolution. It will 
have to be voted upon according to the construction put upon it by 
members themselves. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Isimply desire there shall be some rule of pro- 
cedure adopted at this time. Weare now inacontest whether the gen- 
tleman from Illinois is entitled to the floor or not. We have no rule 
about anything, and my object is we shall adopt some rule applicable 
to the present situation; that is, some rule of procedure during the time 
we are trying to arrange a code of rules for our future action. 

Mr. BEACH. Permit me to ask a question. I find in the rules of 
the last House Rule XLV provides ‘‘ these rules shall be the rules of the 
House of Representatives of the present and succeeding Congresses unless 
otherwise ordered.’’ 

Mr. HAMMOND. It is plain no previous Congress can make rules 
for this House of Representatives. 

Mr. McoMILLIN. And of course that is a nullity. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will the gentleman from Georgia 
permit me to ask him a question? 


. A . 


y. 
Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. In the eventyourresolution is adopted 


would it require a two-thirds vote to make any change in the present 
rules? 

Mr. HAMMOND. I think not. My resolution does not mean any 
such thing, and in my judgment it would not be susceptible of any 
such construction. 

Mr. RANDALL, It provides simply our procedure at present shall 
be in compliance with good order and proper decorum. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the resolution of the gentleman from Georgia 
is adopted will it require that all propositions to amend the rules shall 
be referred to the Committee on Rules without debate? 

Mr. PETERS. Certainly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If that beso I object, for it would then take me 
off the floor. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman is not in condition to object, as 
he is on the floor at the present time only by the courtesy of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yielded to the gentleman from Georgia for the 
purpose of having his resolution read ; but I certainly did not propose 
to yield to any proposition which would have the result of taking me 
off the floor. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman had his amendments read sub- 
ject to the point of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I thought the point of order was to be reserved 
and that the resolution was to be acted on. 

The SPEAKER. When a point of order is made bs gr a proposi- 
tion it must be decided, except by common consent of the House it is 
reserved. The Chair understood the gentleman from Illinois was pro- 
ceeding by consent to state his views on his proposed rules, but if the 
point of order be insisted upon, it must first be decided. Is it insisted 
upon? 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest to the gentleman he let the vote be taken 
without debate on the proposition of the gentleman from Georgia, 
and then the House will permit him to go on with his statement. It 
seems to me the House should fix upon some rule of procedure during 
the time we are engaged in acting on the rules for the future guidance 
of the House. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I may remark further that I am satisfied this 
House will adopt no rules to-day, nor will they act upon any rules to- 
day until they have been referred to the Committee on Rules. We will 
not certainly take any so speedy action as that; and this merely gives 
some form of control by the Chair while we are considering what per- 
manent rules we shall have. 

Mr. HERBERT. I understand that now, inasmuch as we have 
adopted no rules as yet, we are acting under general parliamentary 
law, which is embodied in Jefferson’s Manual and in other works upon 
the subject. It seems to me this general parliamentary law is suf- 
ficient to enable us to adopt rules, and that we ought not to embarrass 
ourselves by adopting the rules of the last House or of any preceding 
House until we have first decided what shall be the Pager maw rules 
of this House. I therefore see no necessity whatever for adopting the 
proposition of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND]. The 
general parliamentary law is entirely sufficient; and we should embar- 
rass ourselves with nothing else until we decide what are to be the 
rules of this Congress. And it seems to me, Mr. Speaker, it would be 
wise to adopt a resolution, inasmuch as we have provided for the ap- 
pointment of a Committee on Rules, that all tions touching the 
rules shall be as soon as introduced refi to that committee. I 
shall therefore offer the resolution which I hold in my hand as soon as 
I can get the floor for that purpose. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not quite certain whether the resolu- 
tion proposed by the gentleman from Georgia is pending ornot. There 
seems to be some question on the part of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER] as to whether it was allowed to come in. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The real position of the matter is that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois yielded me the floor and consented the House 
should adopt without debate the resolution I offered. 

Mr. HERBERT. I am simply giving notice that if the proposition 
of the gentleman from Georgia be voted down I shall offer a resolution 
that all propositions to establish or amend the rules shall immediately 
upon being offered be referred without debate to the Committee on 
Rules to be appointed by the Speaker under the resolution heretofore 


adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will yield to the resolution of the gentleman 
from Georgia, with a distinct understanding that it does not adopt that 
rule which relates to the adoption of rules. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. But it does. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If it does, I object to it. 

Mr. HERBERT. I would suggest that if the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia be adopted we would never be able to adopt any 
change or amendment of the rules if a hostile minority sought to pre- 
yentit. You tie your hands by adopting the rules of the last House. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his inquiry. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Has it not been the law of all previous Houses of 
Representatives, and so ruled by the Chair, that a new House should 
have the code of rules of the last House to govern it until otherwise 
ordered? The Speaker, I believe, has uniformly ruled that the rules 
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of the last vega, None new rules were adopted, were the rules that 

verned the new House. Iam sure the gentleman from P: lvania 

Mr. RANDALL] so ruled while occupying the chair, and I think the 
present occupant of the chair has made the same ruling. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I claim the floor. 

me HISCOCK. I make the point which I have suggested as a point 
of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] 
makes the point of order that the House, until it otherwise orders, is 
governed by the rules of the last and that therefore the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Illinois must go to the Committee on 
Rules. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I should like to be heard upon that. 

The SPEAKER. Upon that question the Chair would like to hear 
briefly the views of a use there is some difficulty about 
it. It has been decided, according to the present recollection of the 
Chair, both ways. The present occupant of the chair is not aware that 
he has made any decision upon that question. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The present occupant of the chair may not perhaps 
have madea decision; but I certainly did hear him express his opinion 
to that effect in the last Congress, and it was certainly so ruled by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. That was in the Forty-sixth Congress; and the 
Chair is under the impression it was also so ruled in the Forty-fourth 
Congress by Speaker Kerr. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As this point of order has been made by the gen- 
tleman from New York, I ask theindulgence of the Chair and of the 
House to speak to that point fora moment. It was decided by Speaker 
Kerr in the Forty-fourth Congress, when a similar question was raised, 
that under the Constitution of the United States each House was em- 
powered to make rules for its own government. This constitutional 

gative can not be surrendered by this House, nor can it be usurped 

y a previous House. When the House of Representatives of the Forty- 

eighth Congress on the 4th of March last ceased to exist that body passed 

out of existence forever, and it had no more power to make rules for 

the government of this House than it had to make rules for the gov- 
ernment of the Parliament of England. 

Under the Constitution of the United States each House is to judge 
for itself upon this subject, and the mere fact that in the rules of the 
last House of Representatives there is a provision that those rules shall 
continue in force until otherwise ordered by the succeeding House does 
not carry those rules over to this body or impose any obligation upon 
us whatever. If it did it would be in the power of a House of Repre- 
sentatives having a majority of one political complexion, and knowing 
that the succeeding House would have a majority of another political 
complexion, to impose its own rules upon that succeeding House, so 
that they could not be changed except by a two-thirds vote. In that 
way the majerity in one House, which would be the minority in the 
succeeding House, might effectually tie up the hands of the majority 
of that House so that they would be unable to act freely for themselves 
or their constituents. Sir, this point of order, if sustained, would virt- 
ually deprive this House of the right to make its own rules. In the 
rules of the last House is a requirement that all propositions of this 
character shall be referred to a committee without debate; in the mean 
time we shall have not only that rule, but all the rules of the last 
House, thrust upon us; and if the committee which is to consider these 
propositions does not choose to report, the House goes on under the old 
rules and we are unable to get rid of them. Therefore, I hope that all 
gentlemen who desire a modification of the rules of the last Congress, and 
who believe that this House is given by the Constitution the right to make 
its own rules, will insist that this point of order is not well taken, and 
I trust the Chair also will so rule. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I beg to call the attention of the 
House to the last clause of section 5, Article I of the Constitution of 
the United States. This question has been up before, and I have sev- 
eral times had occasion to make the point which I am about to make 
now. ‘That clause of the Constitution reads: 


Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its members 
= disorderly behavior, and, with the concurrence of tw rds, expel a mem- 
r. 


The jurisdiction of the last House of Representatives was exhausted 
when that House ceased toexist. The rules which it had made for its 
government are not the rules of this House. If they were, no motion 
would be necessary to make them the rules of this House. We propose 
to adopt our own rules, because the Constitution provides that each 
House shall adopt rules for itsown government. I am aware, sir, that 
in some points of view it has been heretofore held that some rules came 
over from a previous Congress. The logic or the lawfulness of that 
ruling I never could comprehend. If that were true as to any rule it 
would be true as to all the rules, and if it is true as to any, then we 
have all the rules of the last Congress operating upon us now without 
further action on our part; but I take it for granted that we will obey 
the Constitution and assert the right of this House to adopt its own rules 
for its own guidance and government. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, the statement which was made 
XVII 


10 


by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] that it has been re- 

y ruled by Speakers of former Houses of tatives that 
the rules of one House were carried over into the succeeding House is, 
according to my recollection, strictly correct; but, for my part, I never 
believed that that series of rulings was correct; I never believed that 
any House of Representatives had the right to bind its successors. I 
believe that each House has got to establish rules for itself, and that no 
dead hand can be laid upon us. But I do not think that that conclu- 
sion remits us to chaos. I believe that in this country an assembly like 
this, coming together without special rules, would necessarily be remit- 
ted to the common parliamentary law, or what I should perhaps more 
properly call the common legislative law, of the country, the foundation 
of which is to be found in Jefferson’s Manual and which has been modi- 
fied by the general action of American legislative assemblies, especially 
by the action of this legislative assembly; and it is very possible that 
the rulings which have been made upon this subject by previous Speak- 
ers were, after all, intended only to cover that. If I apprehend cor- 
rectly the proposal of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND], it 
is substantially to have this House governed by the general parliamen- 
tary law of the country until it shall have adopted rules for itself. I 
understand that he proposes to adopt the rules of the last House only 
so far as methods of procedure are concerned. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] under- 
stands the gentleman from Georgia correctly. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Then, Mr. Speaker, with that understanding, 
I, for my part, should have no objection to the passage of the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Georgia; nor, on the other hand, should 
I consider it needful that we should pass it. I must confess that I 
hardly know what would be regarded as the legislative parliamentary 
law of this country. I suppose thgt the Speaker will have to evolve it 
out of his own knowledge of the subject, with such aid as we can give 
him by discussion on the floor; but I hope that this interregnum will last 
only a very short time, and that these proposed rules may go to a com- 
mittee where they may be properly digested and reported for the con- 
sideration of the House at the earliest moment possible. : 

Mr. HERBERT, Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED] to state that he understands the meaning of the 
resolution offered by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] to 
be that the rules of the last House shall be adopted only in so far as 
methods of procedure are concerned. He will permit me to say—-— 

Mr. HAMMOND [interposing]. It says, ‘‘ procedure.” 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] will probably consent to amend his resolu- 
tion so as to remove all such objections. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I have no objection to any amendment, but I 
have used the word ‘‘ procedure.” 

Mr. HERBERT. Permit me to sa 
proposition would be doubtful; and I see no reason in the world why 
we should adopt the rules of the last House in part, unless we go to the 
extent of specifying particularly, so that there can be no doubt about 
it, what portion of those rules we do adopt. If the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED] be correct in the general proposition he has sub- 
mitted, and which I understand to be a reaffirmation of the position I 
took, that the general or, as he calls it, the common parliamentary law 
of this country is now prevailing over the deliberations of this body, 
why complicate the question by the addition of the words ‘‘and the 
rules of procedure of the last House?’’? What are those rules of pro- 
cedure? Do they cover the question as to whether a majority or two- 
thirds are sufficient to adopt a particular proposition? How far does 
that word “ procedure’? extend? How many and which of the rules 
of the last House does it embrace? The language is altogether too in- 
definite. It is liable to lead to misunderstanding and perpetual con- 
fusion. It seems to me there is no necessity whatever for the adoption 
of any such resolution; and if it be now in order, I move to lay it on 
the table. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I take it no gentleman will deny that 
under the Constitution it is the prerogative of this House to determine 
its own rules of procedure; and, therefore, technically, neither the 
general parliamentary law nor the rulesof any prior House are to gov- 
ernus. I do not see upon what principle, except that of usage, gen- 
tlemen can claim that the general parliamentary law should govern- 
the proceedings of this House prior to the adoption of specific rules. I 
think, sir, the practice of this House (which is the only foundation of 
the principle) has been that the rules of the preceding House govern; 
and hence we find in the rules heretofore adopted by this House this 
language: 

These rules shall be the rules of the House of Representatives of the present 
and succeeding Congresses, unless otherwise ordered. 

I submit that this provision has no force other than that of usage; 
and upon this ground the Speakers in prior Con, have, according 
to my recollection, uniformly held that the rules of the preceding 
House did obtain. 

Now, what is the trouble in this case? What difference does it make 
whether our proceedings are governed by the general parliamentary law 
or by the rules of the last House? I presume we shall have a Commit- 


that even then the effcct of the 
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tee on Rules, to which we shall refer everything on this subject that 
we wish to have considered; that the committee will make their report 
to this House; and when they shall have done so, the House will ac- 
cept their conclusions or modify them to suit its own views. There- 
fore itseems to me this isa very simple question, in to which no 
difficulty need arise. The House will eventually have its own way, no 
matter whether we proceed under the general principles of parliament- 
ary law or in accordance with the rules of the last House. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, in cn I must dissent from the sug- 
gestion of my friend from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]. Mr. Cushing and 
other general writers on parliamentary law lay down the doctrine that 
bodies like this, before organization, are to be governed by the common 
parliamentary Jaw without reference to any particular rules; and that 
common parliamentary law, which is the general usage of legislative 
bodies in this country, is, it seems to me, sufficient to guide the action 
of tlie Speaker in regulating the proceedings of this House until spe- 
cific rules are adopted by the action of the House. 

The clause which was read by my friend from Georgia from the rules 
of the last House, if it has any effect at all, would perpetuate the rules 
of the last House. The language is: 

These rules shall be the rules of the House of Representatives of the present 
and succeeding Congresses unless otherwise ordered. 

At the time that rule was adopted I objected to its adoption, because 
no House of Representatives has power under the Constitution to adopt 
rules for the government of the House in any future Congress. The 
adoption of any such rule as I have just read is the assumption of an 
unwarranted authority. Weare, it seems to me, relieved of all diffi- 
culty if we rest upon the doctrine that the common parliamentary law 
will govern this body until we have by express action adopted rules of 
proceeding. Noone will doubt thatthe Speaker is sufficiently familiar 
with the general doctrines of parliamentary law to be able to dispose 
of any questions of order or procedure that may arise before we have 
adopted specific rules. 

If the suggestion of my friend from Georgia be correct, then the 
rules of the last House are in full force; and I venture the statement 
that if those rules be once conceded as fully operative in this body 
without any action on our we shall never succeed in obtaining 
such a revision as will permit that sort of legislation which should be 
adopted by the representatives of the people, and that freedom of ac- 
tion which ought to exist here. I trust, therefore, that we shall not 
by a strained construction of the Constitution, and by an unwarrant- 
able assumption that the rules of a past House are still in force, or by 
any preliminary resolution which we may now adopt, bind the action 
of this House. Iam one of those who believe that the rules ought to 
be revised; that the public service will be benefited and the fairness 
and justice of proceeding in this House promoted by a proper revision 
of the rules, 

Mr. HERBERT. I move to lay on the table the resolution of the 
gentleman from Georgia. 

The SPEAKER. ‘There is a point of order now pending before the 
House; and the question is on that point of order. 

Mr. HERBERT. What point of order is now pending? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The point of order made by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

Mr. HERBERT. I give notice then that I will make that motion 
as soon as it may be in order. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, this is a legislative body, fully organ- 
ized with a presiding officer. No one will deny that we should be gov- 
erned by some parliamentary law; and whether we adopt or do not 
adopt a resolution in relation to the rules, the Speaker must be gov- 
erned by the general parliamentary law. Such has been the practice, 
so far as I know, for many years. And if the Speaker is to be governed 
by the general parliamentary practice prevailing in the United States, 
what better authority can he have in guiding the proceedings of this 
House than the rules of the last House of Representatives? Therefore 
I agree with those gentlemen who have said it is not altogether neces- 
sary that we should adopt any resolution in relation to the rules. We 
naturally fall under the guidance of the past rules of the House so far 
as they are applicable, as stated in the resolution of the gentleman from 
Georgia. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to say one further word on this question. 
I am not aware any Speaker has gone to the extent of holding the rules 
of the last or preceding House should be enforced so far as the appoint- 
ment of committees is concerned, or so far as the jurisdiction of com- 
mittees is involved. Nosuch question as that has ever been presented, 
as I remember. I certainly do not believe the last Congress power 
to bind this House to its parliamentary law, but I think the rule is, or 
that the principle underlying the decisions heretofore made is, that you 
must adopt for yourselves some code of rules for the government of this 
body while itis taking action as to the jurisdiction of committees. Sub- 
sequently, of course, we will be under the necessity of fixing the code of 
parliamentary law we shall adopt for our government during the Con- 

The principle underlying the decisions heretofore made, as I un- 
tes it, is, so far as the regulation of the proceedings of the House 
is concerned, that the parliamentary law to be enforced is the rules in 
force in the preceding House. ‘The reason for it does not rest upon any 


Biain foros in the rules of the preceding House; not at all, and I do 
not so 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I believe a large number of the members 
of this House are agreed there should be some amendment of our rules. 
In order to accomplish that much-needed result the resolution of the 
gentleman from Illinois should be referred to the Committee on Rules, 
who will carefully examine each one of its provisions and report back 
tothe House. Pending the consideration of that report, it seems to me 
to be proper we should adopt some mode of procedure under which we 
may act in good order and with due decorum. For that purpose, it oc- 
curs to me, no better plan could be adopted than the one adopted here- 
tofore under like circumstances, and that is, of adopting the rules of 
the last House of Representatives—say for a period of ten or twenty 
days as may be most convenient and agreeable to the judgment of the 
House. I hope that course will be taken; that the gentleman from 
Illinois will consent to the reference of his proposed amendments to 
the Committee on Rules and that we shall then adopt a resolution that 
the rules of the House of Representatives of the Forty-eighth Congress 
shall be and remain in force, say until the 20th of Decembernext. Af- 
terward we may go on with the business of the House under the new 
rules as they may be arranged by the House on the report of the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will now hear the gentleman from Nli- 
nois against whom the point of order has been made. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, in my judgment the proposition of 
the gentleman from Georgia or som like it be adopted, 
that our proceedings may be orderly. en it was proposed my col- 
league [Mr. SPRINGER] was on the floor, and he can not, as I under- 
stand, be taken from it without his consent. He was on the floor to 
make a short statement in explanation of the proposition he has pre- 
sented for the amendment of the rules for the government of the House, 
and I know my colleague well enough to know the shortest way out of 
this controversy will be to allow him to make his statement or speech. 
[Laughter.] I think he has given this subject much attention and 
study, and therefore it is only just that he should be allowed to make 
his statement before action is taken by the House or its committee. 
Then, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] can 
submit his resolution, and it can be adopted or otherwise disposed of by 
the House. When that is disposed of, if my colleague does not move 
to refer his proposition to the Committee on Rules, where it may be 
considered in connection with all other propositions for the amend- 
ment of the rules referred to that committee, I shall submit that mo- 
tion myself. I trust my colleague will be allowed to go on with his 
statement and that the House will hear him. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Ido not desire to interfere with the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] submitting any remarks he may desire 
on his proposed amendments to the rules of the House. It was my 
belief when I submitted the resolution which has been read that it 


being pursued. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] 
has made a question of order which the Chair understands he insists 
on having decided before the gentleman proceeds. If, however, the 
gentleman from New York consents to the ent suggested by 
faz gentleman from Georgia, of course that will obviate all farther diffi- 

ty. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What wasit? 

TheSPEAKER. That the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
be permitted to make a brief statement in explanation of the proposi- 
tion which he has made, after which the vote shall be taken on the 
resolution of the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Without a ruling onthe point of order? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman waives the point of order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam entirely willing the gentleman from Illinois 
shall be heard in explanation of his amendment, but I reserve the point 
on the resolution of the gentleman from Georgia until after the gen- 
tleman from Illinois has beenheard. Permit me,while I am upon the 
floor,to ask the Clerk toread what has been said on this subject by Sen- 
ator CONGER when formerly a member of this House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr, Sparks, Very well. 

Mr. Concer. I simply wish to call the attention of the Chair to a suggestion 
in the remarks of Mr. Grow in 1860, which to me seems to have considerable 
force, although it was not enla upon by Mr. Grow, and has not been referred 
to in the present discussion. The constitutional provision is that— 

“Each House may determine the rules of its p ings.” 

Now, I submit that the “each House” does not mean each renewed 
House of Representatives; but the Constitution, referring alike to the two Houses 
of Congress, provides that each of them may make its own rules independently 
of the other. This is the constitutional point, as I take it, and Mr. Grow, 
in his remarks, merely alluded to it. 

Now, if it be true that all the rules of the House of Representatives are va- 
cated upon the termination of the official life of its members, itcould equally be 
said that all rules adopted in the other branch of Mogg oor expire with the 
change of its members, It happens, however, that the Senate is a continuing 
body in this sense, that two-thirds of its old members are always understood to 
continue in office at the opening of each new Con 


gress, 
Now, the power of this House to make its own rules is conferred upon it as 
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one of the two branches of Congress; the power is not, by the language of the 
pore seen intended to apply specifically to each renewed House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

I wish to call the attention of the Chair to another point. It is admitted by 
all that each successive House of Representatives as organized is subject a 
rate to the eral rules of parliamentary law, if not to any formal rules wh 
may have m previously adopted. Now,I submit that in the case of a long- 
existing constitutional body like the House of tatives the natural and 
proper criterion for determining the rules of the body would be to refer to those 
rules which by usage, by custom, by prescription, by enactment, or in any other 
way, may have been established as the rules of that particular body, rather than to 
refer to the more general principles of parliamentary law which may or may not 
in their entirety have received the sanction of that particular . In other 
words, it would seem power to look to the last expression of the will of the 
House in reference to the parliamentary rules which should govern it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that would be the best example to follow. 

Mr. Concer. The best criterion as tothe parliamentary rules applicable to that 
body.—Congressional Record, Forty-sixth Congress, first session, page 112, 


Mr. SPRINGER. In this connection I ask to have read the follow- 
ing proceedings of the Forty-fourth Congress, in which Speaker Kerr 
decided this particular point, and I ask the special attention of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] to what he said at the 
time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


RULES OF THE HOUSE, 

Mr. RAxDALL. I submit the following resolutions: 

“Resolved, That the rules of the House of Representatives of the Forty-third 
Congress shall be the rules of the House of Representatives until otherwise or- 
dered, except Rule 166 and Rule 167. 

“Resolved further, That a committee of five, to consist of the Speaker and four 
members, to be named by him, be nas spo to whom shall referred the 
rules House, who report such amendments or revisions of the 

think proper, and such reports shall always be in order to 


Mr. GARFIELD. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL, I demand previous question. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I rise toa point of order. I object to the resolution underthe 
existing rules, which are our rules without a declaration of this sort. 

Mr, KANDALI, I submit that both these resolutions are strictly in order. I 
propose that we adopt the rules of the last House, with the exceptions stated. 
As to the second resolution, I will say there is no rule providing for the ap- 
perae of a Committee on Rules. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr, GARFIELD] 

therefore mistaken on this point. 

Mr. GARFIELD, That particular point is not what I object to. I object tothe 
first branch of the tleman’s resolutions, on the ground of immemorial usage. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman has a perfect right to object by voting against 
the resolutions, but in no other manner. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I submit that this is not a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make that point of order? 

Mr. GARFIELD., I do. 


rules. 

Mr. RANDALL. The § er is clearly right. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I submit that these resolutions should be referred to the 
Committee on Rules when appointed. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no rule of this House, and there was no rule of the 
last House, by which a Committee on Rules can be appointed. It is only by a 
resolution of this character that the Speaker can be authorized to appoint a 
Committee on Rules. 

ae GARFIELD. The gentleman will find that immemorial usage is in itself a 


rule. 

Mr, RANDALL, Immemorial nigo will do for that side of the House, but we 
mean to have strict construction of the rules. [Laughter.] Fortheinformation 
of the House, let the rules excepted be read, and then I demand the pre- 
vious question on the adoption of my resolution, unless some tleman on that 
side of the House may d to . Iaskthe Clerk to read the two excepted 


rules. 

Wt cA AAA to OA Ce len, steep while lay wan tee AOA 

> motions to suspen: except where y may nded 
by a majority, shall, before being submitted to the House, be seconded by a ma- 
jority, as in the case of the previous question.—January 20, 1874. 

“*167. ever a question is pending before the House, the Speaker shall not 
entertain any motion of a dilatory character except one motion to adjourn and 
one motion to fix the day to which the House shall adjourn. But the previous 

uestion on the engrossment and third reading of any bill or joint resolution 
l not be ordered during the first day of its consideration unless two-thirds 

of the members present shall second the demand: , That this rule shall 
not apply to House resolutions offered in the morning hour of Monday: And 
provided further, That it shall not apply to any Eady oti to appropriate the 


money, the credit, or other Epo of the Un ee regular 
annual appropriation bills.”—February 1, 1875.—Co onal rd, Torty 
fourth Congress, first session, 


Mr. RANDALL. And Ihavenevermaintainedanythingexcept what 
is in exact harmony with that statement. I maintain now that a mo- 
tion toadopt rules by this House isa motion which isstrictly in order— 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the necessity for amotion if the rules are 
already in force? 

Mr. RANDALL. And that motion the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
HAMMOND] has made. 

But the gentleman from Illinois can go a little further in my history 
and reach a later date when he will find a decision touching this very 
question. The ground of Mr. Garfield’s objection at that time was as 
to the exception mentioned in the resolution which has been read, and 
nothing more. And further, Mr. Speaker, I submit as a matter of fact 
to you, that up to this very hour the organization of this House has 
been carried on under and according to the rules of the last House. 

Mr. PETERS. By consent only. 

Mr, BURROWS. I have no desire to prolong the discussion of this 
question, but I desire for one to enter my protest against the idea that 
any preceding House can by any method establish any rules which can 
bind a succeeding House. Each House must proceed under the Con- 


stitution in its organization, and frame for itself its own code of rules. 
But I rose particularly to call the attention of the Speaker to a para- 
graph on this very question in Cushing’s work on parliamentary law, 
which I think is very clear and possibly may serve to solve this propo- 
sition. On page 311 he says: 

In the American constitutions it is provided gencrally that cach house shall 
have the right to determine the rules of its own proceedings. No legislative 
assembly, therefore, can make any rules which will be binding upon its succes- 
sors, even until abrogated or rescinded by them. 

And gentlemen seem to lay great stress on that provision of the rules 
which declares that they shall be binding until they are rescinded. 

Hence the system of standing orders is not in use in our legislative bodies, but 
it is the invariable practice for each of them soon after its first meeting and or- 
ganization to frame and adopt a code of written rules for the government and 

Jation of its own procecdings. * * * 
ut though each house may and does determine its rules of procedure, it 
does not follow from this principle that until it adopts rules a legislative assem- 
bly is entirely destitute of rules for the government of its proceedings. It is in 
the mean time governed by what may be called the common parliamentary law; 
thatis,so much of the usages and methods of Parliament as are of general appli- 
cation, modified by usage and practice in this country. 

That, Mr. Speaker, seems to me to be very clear, and places the Chair 
in the determination of this question under the common parliamentary 
law modified by the established usage of this House. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. What is before the House? 

The SPEAKER. There is a question of order pending. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY, Will the Chair please state what is the ques- 
tion of order? ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois, Mr. SPRINGER, of- 
fered a resolution proposing the adoption of the rules of the last House 
for the government of this House with certain modifications. The 
gentleman from New York, Mr. Hiscock, makes the point of order 
that the rules of the last House are in force until otherwise ordered by 
this House, and that under these rules this proposition must be referred 
to the Committee on Rules, 

Mr. HISCOCK, As I understand it, an arrangement has been 


made—— 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman had the floor, as the Chair under- 
stands, to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I had not concluded what I desired to say. 

Mr. HISCOCK. An arrangement had been already made that the 
gentleman from Illinois was to be heard on his proposition, and I sup- 
posed I had waived the point of order for the purpose of permitting him 
to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida will now be recog- 


nized. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Itseems to me, Mr. Speaker, that while gen- 
tlemen are discussing the point of order they are also discussing a res- 
olution submitted by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND]. 

The SPEAKER. That is not now before the House. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Iam aware of that, but it seems they are dis- 
cussing it as if it was now pending before the House. 

If I understand the statement of the Chair, then, the point of order is 
raised by the gentleman from New York that any proposition to change 
the rules, under the existing orders of this House, must go to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. Now, I submit to the gentleman from New York and 
to the Speaker of the House this proposition, that there is no Commit- 
tee on Rules to which such reference can be made. The rules of the 
last House prescribed ‘‘that these rules shall be the rules of the House 
of Representatives of the present and succeeding Congresses, unless 
otherwise ordered.’ The last House had no right to prescribe rules 
which shall govern this House. I think, sir, that the authorities upon 
that subject are conclusive; and it seems to me that action could be 
taken which would cut short this discussion and do away with all of 
this argument if the gentleman from Georgia would incorporate in his 
resolution words to the effect that the rules in question shall govern 
this House unless otherwise ordered, and that it shall not require a 
two-thirds vote of the House to abrogate them. 

The SPEAKER. The rules do not require a two-thirds vote to ab- 
rogato or change them, but a two-thirds vote is required to suspend the 
rules. 

Mr. WARNER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, it seems to be very generally 
agreed on all sides that this House is governed by parliamentary law. 
Now it occurs to me that the very best embodiment or expression of 
what is the parliamentary law of this country governing such bodies is 
the rules of the last House, and that they therefore do obtain as the 
rules of this House, with the right, of course, to change or modify them. 
If, then, we can dispose of the point of order, we will be ready to pro- 
ceed to the next proposition. If the rules of the last House obtain, I 
see no necessity for the proposition of the gentleman from Georgia. 
The adoption of the motion of the gentleman from Georgia would make 
spocie, of course, what are to bethe rules of the House; but otherwise 
they remain as the general embodiment of the legislative law of the 
country as applicable to such purposes. His proposition specifically 
adopts them until they are changed. 
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Mr. REAGAN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio, if he 


will permit an interruption, this question: If the rules of the last House 
are in force here, what more force or efficacy can be given them by a 
motion for their specific adoption? What is the necessity for such a 
motion ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not think there is any. I think the 
rules are in force as an expression and the best expression or embodi- 
ment of parliamentary law; only, however, governing our general pro- 
cedure until they are modified by the House itself. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] thinks 
the rules of the last House are in force, not because of the rule which 
so declares—for he concedes that that is unconstitutional—but because 
they are the best embodiment of parliamentary law known tous. I 
am far from desiring that the Chair should make such a ruling as that 
the rules of the last House are in force by reason of anything and for 
any purpose. I would not place this House in a position where a mi- 
nority could keep those rules in existence by filibustering or otherwise. 

I understand that we have no rules at all applicable to this House, 
and that as soon as this Honse was organized it was its duty to exer- 
cise its constitutional right to determine its rules. We have none until 
we determine them; and if the Chair should rule that the old rules are 
in force the Chair would be doing what I think would be wrong and 
certainly distasteful to this body; for there is a strong disposition to 
change the rules of the House, and we do not wish to start out with 
those rules. 

But apart from that it is important that we shall have certain rules 
of procedure, something recognized, so that in case of dispute we shall 
have an arbiter to settle that dispute. I do not think, therefore, that 
the point of order is well taken, because we have no rules that make 
such points of order. We are seeking simply to get at our business 
until we can adopt rules determined under the Constitution; 
and I say candidly that I do not desire to bind anybody to any rule 
that he thinks objectionable. My whole object is to have good order 
while we are determining the rules of our proceedings. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] 
has stated he was entirely willing the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] should proceed to make an explanation of his proposition 
and that the House should then dispose of this other matter. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] will proceed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. After I have made an explanation of the changes 
which I have proposed to the rules I will then, unless some other gen- 
tleman pro to discuss the question, move to refer the whole sub- 
ject to the Committee on Rules. 

There are five general objects which I desire to accomplish by the 
amendments which I have offered. The first of these is a partial dis- 
tribution of the labors of the Appropriations Committee. The amend- 
ment which I have suggested proposes to take the business and appro- 
priations pertaining to the Post-Office Department, to the Army and 
to the Navy, and to refer those subjects to the appropriate committees. 
My object in taking these matters away from the Appropriations Com- 
mittee is not merely for the sake of the division or distribution of this 
labor. It is founded upon the better ground that as now constituted, 
in view of the vast business of this country, the Committee on Appro- 
priations has more business committed to it than it is possible for any 
fifteen members of this House te properly consider and mature in the 
little time allowed them by the law. It is for that reason only that I 
pro this division of labor so that other committees can assist in pre- 
paring these bills and assist in the investigation of the vast and intri- 
cate machinery of government which requires these appropriations, 

Other propositions have been made to go still further and give the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
the Committee on Pensions the appropriations pertaining to those sub- 
jects. But I think that with the distribution which I have suggested 
now there will be ample time for the Committee on Appropriations to 
consider the subjects which are properly left within their jurisdiction. 

There are many reasons why this labor should be divided. Takethe 
Navy Department, forinstance. Weare now met by a condition of cir- 
cumstances which requires that we should enter upon a systematic re- 
buildingofthe Navy. The labor required to properly consider measures 
relating to that subject is so great, it seems to me, as to require the at- 
tention of one committee during the entire Congress. 

We are also about to enter upon a system of coast defenses. Under 
the resolution which I have proposed the subject of fortifications would 
go to the Committee on Military Affairs. Heretofore the Committee on 
Appropriations has simply reported perfunctory measures upon the sub- 
ject of fortifications and but little attention has been given to the sub- 
ject. But recently a discussion has taken place in the public press and 
distinguished statesmen of the country have called the attention of 
Congress to the important subject of coast defenses. It seems to me 
that to-day that subject of itself is one of sufficient importance to re- 
quire the attention of one committee of this body during this session. 
It is for that reason I propose to refer the whole subject of coast de- 
fenses and the appropriations for the Army to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Thirdly, the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads is one of 
very great importance to the country. Our postal system is now be- 


coming extensive, beyond the expectations of the most sanguine friends 
of the governmental postal service. It ramifies into every school dis- 
trict of the Union. It carries the mails of the people through the 
len, and breadth of the land, and even across the waters to every 
civilized nation in the world. If the subjects pertaining to the postal 
service should be committed to one committee of this House where 
they can be properly considered and adjusted, it seems to me, that com- 
mittee if it will properly perform its duties will have all the work it 
can do during one session of Congress. If these subjects, therefore, 
were referred to the several committees mentioned, it seems to me that 
the Committee on Appropriations would then have ample time to con- 
sider the important measures with which it has to deal. 

Another reason for distribution is this: Under the present system 
the Committee on Appropriations is so far overloaded and overworked 
that many bills are not brought in until the very last days of the ses- 
sion. It happens frequently that bills covering millions of dollars are 
brought into the House at so late a period in the session that it becomes 
necessary to suspend the rules and pass them in order to avoid the 
necessity for a called session of Congress. If you distribute the work 
as I have proposed, there will be no longer any necessity of incurring 
that hazard. The committees can bring their bills here in ample time 
and have them considered intelligently and deliberately by the House. 

An objection has been made to the proposed system of distribution 
that it will cause increased appropriations. To that objection I desire 
to address myself for one moment only. The objection implies that 
careful scrutiny of expenditures, careful investigation of the objects for 
which appropriations are to be made, and of the necessities which require 
them to be made, will conduce to extravagance, and that, on the other 
hand, a partial examination of a subject by a subcommittee hastily 
brought together is necessary in order to secure economy in expendi- 
tures! It seems tome, Mr. Spedker, that the mere statement of these 
propositions should be sufficient to completely answer the arguments of 
gentlemen who have contended that there will be an increase of expend- 
itures as a result of dividing the labors of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. I maintain, sir, that strict economy and wise legislation 
will be the result of more careful investigation and more thorough in- 
quiry into the objects and the necessities which demand appropriations. 
It is for that reason that I have proposed this distribution. The objec- 
tion which I have mentioned also implies a reflection upon this House, 
upon the representatives of the people here, to the effect that they can 
not be intrusted with this important function of legislation. I believe 
that when our constituents sent us here to represent them they intended 
that this House, acting through a majority of its members, should be 
free at all times to formulate and pronounce their will, and that there 
is to be no favored few or no honored few in our midst who are alone 
to be intrusted with appropriation of the people’s money. I believe, 
therefore, that the distribution of powers will encourage and secure 
economy in expenditures, and will certainly conduce to wise legislation. 

Another proposition which is contained in the revision I have sub- 
mitted relates to the abolition of useless committees. I propose to abol- 
ish those committees that have no business to transact, or business so 
trifling and unimportant as to make it unnecessary to have standing 
committees upon such subjects. I propose to abolish some twenty-one 
standing and select committees and to create four new ones to take their 
places. This will at once do away with sixteen committee clerkships 
and leave in existence only those belonging to committees which have 
important business to consider and bring before the House. If we al- 
low these twenty-one useless committees to be again put upon our list, 
to be called regularly in the morning hour, each committee being enti- 
tled to the morning hour for two days, forty-two days will be consumed 
in calling these committees if they have any business at all to report. 
It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that that time had better be saved and 
devoted to the transaction of important business, instead of being con- 
sumed by matters of little or no consequence. Some of the committees 
that I have proposed to abolish are the Committee on Mileage, the 
Committee on Manufactures, the Committee on Militia, the Committee 
on Revision of the Laws, the Committee on Levees and Improvement 
of the Mississippi River, and the eight committees on expenditures in 
the several Departments. I also propose to consolidate the two com- 
mittees on railwaysintoone. Thereareseveral other changes proposed 
which will be seen in the printed statement which will be laid upon 
members’ tables this evening or to-morrow. 

I hope, Mr. Speaker, that these useless committees will be abolished, 
so that when we are assembled in the important committees of the 
House for the transaction of business it will not be necessary for half 
the members to ask to be excused in order that they may go out and 
attend the meetings of other eommittees to which also they have been 
assigned. Ifa gentleman is a member of one good committee and will 
give the business of that committee proper attention, he can always be 
present at its sessions and can give due consideration to the suljects 
committed to him there. 

Another change which I propose is in reference to the morning hour. 
Under the rules of preceding Houses, ever since the Forty-sixth Con- 
gress, the morning hour has been occupied by reports from committees, 
which reports are printed and go upon the Calendar, or are referred 


to the respective Committees of the Whole. I propose to restore the old 
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morning hour, with this addition: That when a committee is called in 
the morning hour, and has no bills which it desires to report, it may call 
up from the Calendar any bill theretofore reported byit and have that 
bill considered at the time the same as if it were then reported. And 
further, that when a committee has occupied the morning hour for two 
days and any bill is left pending at the expiration of that period, that 
bill will go to the order of Unfinished Business, so that when the com- 
mittees are called in the next morning hour the next su ing com- 
mittee on the list may have its place; the House proceeding to di 

of the unfinished business during such time as may be required for that 


u > 
No, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that these are very important 
and that this departure from the rules heretofore in force is 
one which should receive the approbation of every gentleman here 
who desires to place itin the power of the majority of this House to 
bring forward and have consi from time to time such measures 
of legislation as our constituents and the necessities of the country may 
demand, and as the majority of this House shall deem proper to enact. 
I remember that during the last Congress a very important bill, that 
providing for the Presidential succession, placing it in members of the 
Cabinet, was reported from a committee of which I had the honor to 
be a member, and was placed on the Calendar of the House on the 
21st day of April, 1884; and that bill, which was favored by nearly 
the entire House, was permitted to die on the Calendar, because there 
never was a moment when, under the rules as they then existed, that 
bill could be reached and passed upon by the House. I believe mem- 
bers of the last House will bear me out in the statement that during 
the sittings of that House we never went to the Calendar as a distinct 
order of business; that, owing to the fact that we could not transact 
business under the rules, all business was done by unanimous consent 
or under propositions to suspend the rules upon the two Mondays in 
ese seca pe oe ery apeta vapid legisla‘ b 
to open up an avenue for gen islation by 
which the piensa of this House can have a hearing on this floor 


and measures affecting the ripta of their constituents, the people of | propose 
t fo: 


this country, can be brought forward and considered. In opening this 
avenue to general legislation I propose, Mr. Speaker, to trust the rep- 
resentatives of the people. Iam not afraid that gentlemen here who 
have been chosen to represent the fifty-five millions of the people of the 
United States are ee to discharge their duties. Heretofore, 
as soon as we met hi t has been our habit er immediately 
to bind ourselves hand and foot, the majority delivering themselves 
over to the er of the minority that might oppose any particular 
measure, so that nothing could be done in the way of legislation except 
by unanimous consent or by a two-thirds vote. I propose to it 
measures of legislation to come forward and be considered by the House, 


to be adopted if wise, and if not, to be rejected. 
The effect of the b of legislation under our practice is 
shown by the number of bills which has accumulated on the House 


Calendar and the calendars of the Committees of the Whole House. 
When the last Congress adjourned 10,000 bills had been introduced and 

rinted, nearly all of which had been introduced also in the preceding 
Con from which they had come over as a legacy, exhibiting the 
inefficiency of our rules and the impossibility of ing business 
under them. In this way bills have been piled up almost mountain 
high, while the House has been unable to reach measures of legislation 
which it desired to consider. I hope, therefore, that when this subject 
is brought back from the Committee on Rules the proposition I have 
indicated will be so embodied as to enable the representatives of the 
people to transact the people’s business. 

I have also proposed to change the rule of the House which allows 
legislation on appropriation bills. In submitting this proposition I 
have accompanied it with another pro change of the rules, to 
the effect that those committees having charge of appropriations, and 
other committees having jurisdiction of the subject-matter of these 
bills, may be permitted to bring forward general legislation in te 
bills which retrench expenditures, and that these retrenchment bills 
shall have the privilege of and priority of consideration over 
appropriation bills themselves in the Committee of the Whole; so that 
when the House is in Committee of the Whole for the purpose of con- 
sidering business therein we can first consider such general bills re- 
trenching expenditures as may be referred there for consideration; and 
afterward the Committee on Appropriations can bring in money bills 
to meet the provisions which may be adopted in these general retrench- 
ment bills, 

It seems to me that this proposition has many features which com- 
mend it to this House as a substitute for the present system. It may 
be improper under the rules, if we have any, to refer to the other branch 
of Congress; but it is known to gentlemen here that the Senate has 
placed itself fixedly against legislation upon appropriation bills, and 
that many provisions in appropriation bills looking to economy in ex- 
penditure have been rejected by the Senate, the sole reason alleged be- 
ing that such measures came in the shape of legislation upon appropri- 
ation bills. In this way the Senate has been permitted to raise a false 
issue with the representatives of the people. Senators reject our eco- 


nomical legislation because, they say, it is incorporated in appropriation 


bills, and not because they are opposed to it on its merits. I propose, 
therefore, to meet Senators on this subject in a spirit of fairness; to send 
to them economical legislation in one class of bills and appropriations 
of money in another, asking them to consider and adopt these meas- 
ures of retrenchment coming from the representatives of the people and 
then to pass the appropriations in conformity therewith. If this be 
done the Senate will have no opportunity to make a false issue with us, 
but will be compelled to meet on their merits these measures of econom- 
ical legislation and not dodge the issue on the plea that we have sent 
them legislation on appropriation bills. The provision, therefore, which 
Ihave or is that no proposition changing existing law or embody- 
ing gen legislative provisions shall be incorporated in any general 
appropriation bill, either in the text or as an amendment thereto. 

I have also incorporated in this proposition some amendments look- 
ing to the disposition of bills of a private character. I propose that 
such bills, instead of being introduced under the call of States and Ter- 
ritories on Mondays, shall be handed to the Clerk, as have been bills 
for the improvement of rivers and harbors and bills to establish post- 
routes. Thus any member having a private bill for introduction can 
place it in the box at the Clerk’s desk, and in that way it will be prop- 
erly journalized and referred to the appropriate committee. 

submit also another proposition with regard to private bills—that 
when they have been once printed they shall not be again printed until 
the copies already on file have been exhausted. If this proposition be 
adopted it will result in a saving of some forty or fifty thousand dol- 
lars a year upon the item of printing. We have a vast accumulation 
of bills of a private character. I desire that these bills shall be sent 
to appropriate committees without taking up the time of the House 
with formally introducing them and reading them twice; but my prop- 
osition contemplates that when measures of this class are reported from 
committees they shall then be printed and also the accompanying re- 
ports, and placed on the Calendar or referred to the Committee of the 
Whole for consideration. 

These embody the general and main features of the revision which I 
; but there are some less important provisions to which I desire 
to call the attention of the House. Under our former rules, when ob- 
jection was made to the consideration of a bill reached in Committee 
of the Whole, it was necessary that the committee should rise and re- 
port the objection to the House, when, if the committee was endeavor- 
ing to reach a bill that the minority opposed, filibustering would im- 
mediately begin, and the House would not get back into Committee of 
the Whole. In this case I have p an amendment, so that when 
objection is made to the consideration of any bill in Committee of the 
Whole the committee shall decide without rising whether it will con- 
sider that bill or some other. 

Again, under the rules as heretofore existing, when it was desired to 
close debate on any proposition in Committee of the Whole, it was 
necessary that the committee should rise and submit the question to 
the House, when the yeas and nays might be called and other fili- 
bustering proceedings adopted. I propose in this revision that the 
Committee of the Whole shall decide such questions for itself, and pro- 
rar with the consideration of its business without the necessity of 

g. ; 

In short, the revision which I have proposed is intended to facilitate 
legislation. Ihave endeavored to eliminate from the old rules all those 
provisions which have tended to obstruct legislation and prevent the 
majority of the House from bringing forward and considering such 
bills as their constituents desired them to consider. 

By some wonderful ingenuity or mystery the rules as heretofore 
framed seem to have been peculiarly constructed with a view to prevent 
legislation and place all the powers of the House in the hands of one 
committee. I desire to distribute that power, to divide that respon- 
sibility with the whole body of the people’s representatives. It is my 
wish that every member shall stand on this floor equal in legislative 
power as equal under the law. I desire all should have equal right in 
bringing forward their respective measures and having them considered 
and disposed of. 

If the proposition I have formulated shall meet the views of the 
House of Representatives, we shall then proceed as a legislative body to 
perform the high functions which have been committed to us by fifty- 
five millions of people—the functions of legislating for the people. On 
the contrary, as our rules heretofore have „as soon as we got here 
we have turned over all these functions to one of the committees of the 
House and relieved all the other members from all further business. 
I propose, therefore, to give all the committees a chance, to give all 
the members a chance, to enable this House in an intelligent way to 
consider and adopt or reject such measure as to their judgment may 
seem best. ‘ 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if no other gentleman desires to speak, and this 
point does not dispose of the subject, I will move to refer my resolu- 
tion to the Committee on Rules with the further provision that it shall 
be presented in bill form. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HERBERT. I gave notice I would move at the time to 
table the resolution of the gentleman from Georgia. A modification of 
that proposition has been suggested and accepted. If the gentleman 
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from Georgia will offer the modified proposition it will be entirely sat- 
isfactory to me. 
- _TheSPEAKER. The question before the House is on the motion of 

~ gentleman from Illinois to refer his resolution to the Committee on 

es. 

Mr. RANDALL. No one will object to that. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Would it be in order to move an 
amendment to the resolution of the gentleman from Illinois ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Of course it would. 

The SPEAKER. Provided the gentleman accepts it. The resolu- 
tion is not before the House for consideration, but merely for reference. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman can introduce it and have it re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That is all I ask. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can introduce his proposition after- 
ward and it can be referred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. SPRINGER’s motion was to; and his resolution was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I desire to offer an amendment for reference 
to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let it be read. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. It is precisely the same proposition I offered 
two sessions ago and which came within 11 votes of being adopted. 

The proposition was read, as follows: 


Mr. RID propono the following changes in the rules of the House: That 
Ta, the es of the last House be adopted it be with the following amend- 


That clauso 2 of Rule XXIV be amended so as to vead as follows: 


mittees, which shall be ly referred an: 
inaled by the Public Printer to each Member and De 
during such morning hour it shall in order to consider 
such bills as Ee f otherwise go to, or are already on, the House Calendar, if 
in charge when called shall so direct. The $ shall call 


e in rder, and if th noo shall aca pei th 
each comm: order, e n Et e 
call of committees before the House passes to other business, he 
the next call where he left off, gi preference to the measure eed pape ron 
sideration; but whenever any ttee shall have Pear, yee the morning hour 
on one day, it shall not be in order an such committee to report further until 
the other committees shall have been called in their turn,” 

That clause 4 be so amended as to read as follows: 


“4. After one hour shall have been devoted to reports from committees, ex- 
cept on the second and aig acer oe np ESO month, it shall be in order to 
to business on the S; 's table, tothe Dastan feng the Whole House 


therefor having 
The morning hour shail en continue until the House 


“5, When the House nee proosast to the Speakers table, the business shall be 
ioana. of in the follo ng order: 
rst. Messages from the President and other executive communications. 
if tovet d. Messages from the Senate and amendments proposed by the Senate 
to; e of the House. 
. Bills and resolutions from the Senate on their first and second read- 
ti fo moa have precedence of all motions to pree 
ons so to refer ve m ns m. 
“ Fourth. En; bills and bills from the Senate ouching third reading.” 
That clause 6 be amended so as to read as follows: 
“6, When a motion is made thatthe House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, it shall be in order, paate thas 
motion, if directed a bill to be first 


or, being d 
first aot for releing asas 
bills on its Calendar. 

“7, On Friday of each week, after the erty es O, it shall be in order to 
entertain & motion that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House “A Sonar D Vaneg on the Private Grend: soa if this motion fail, 
then eh ewes be in order as non other da 

Rule ne XXIV the the rarity Dean 

ss as After the morning hour, on omni and fourth Diaa of each month, 
it shall be in order to ee enn relating to the District of Columbia, 
unless d with by a irds vote of the House.” 

That there be added to Rule XXIV the following clause 

“9. Before the morning hour it shall be in onde 80 proceed. to the considera- 
tion of unfinished business, other than that in th hour or on the 
Speaker's table, and the consideration of all other unfinished 
anaes whenever the class of business to which it belongs shall be in order 
under e 


The proposition was referred to the Committee on Rules, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. BEACH submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Rules, and ordered to be printed: 


Resolved, That all eulogies of deceased members shall be delivered upon a 
Sunday, at such hour as may be fixed,and shall be accom with brief 


ig maeot services by the Chaplain under the direction of the er. 
nagh, edge Pay That upon all such occasions the and the seats on 
ean floor, if not claimed by those entitled to them at the hour fixed for the cere- 


ig sa to Aedes ry , Shall be free to the public, 
t a committee of fifteen members, be o appointed ya to be known as 
e 6 n Constitutional Amendment be referred all 
resolutions and bills proposing amendments to the Constitution. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, moved the following amendment; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rules, and ordered to be 
printed: 

Amend Rule XXXIV by striking out the words EEOSE CO 
-member of 


and inserting instead thereof the words “an ex Congress on not 
more than six legislative days during the same,” 


Mr. REAGAN moved the following resolution; which was referred to 
the Committee on Rules, and ordered to be printed: 

Resolved, That the Committee on ne peer EN OONA O Ponet ena rei ip 
the House on the propriety of the adoption of a rule providing that the m 
bers of the House shall appoint the committees of the Housé ; with a proviso 
that such rule shall not prevent the Speaker of the House from appoin ppsieling the 
committees during the present Congress. 

Mr. MILLS submitted the following amendment; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules, and ordered to be printed: 

That it shall be in order on any igs after the reading of the Journal. 
to move to suspend the rules and any bil i which ma have been repo! 
to the House by the Committee on Ways and Means; pesado the ben of a majority 
of the members present may suspend the rules and pass said 
Mr. DINGLEY moved the following amendments; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules, and ordered to be printed: 

one Rule X by inserting after ‘‘ Committee on Riversand Harbors" the fol- 

“On  Ravigntion and Fisheries, to consist of thirteen ron sional 
after item 8 oa mag 
gation and F; 

Mr. HAMMOND. As possibly the word “‘ procedure ” in my former 


resolution may have a broader meaning than I intended, I offer as a sub- 
stitute the following. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That pending the consideration of proposed and until this 
House shall determine the rules of its proceedings, the House ed by 
Jefferson's Manual as modified by the parliamentary practice of House of 
Representatives. 

The resolution was adopted. 


Mr. MORRISON. In order that the Committee on Rules may have 
time to consider this subject, I move that when the House adjourns to- 
7 | day it adjourn to meet on Saturday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE ON RULES. 


The SPEAKER announced that he mag hs emo the Committee on 
Rules as follows: The Speaker, SAMUEL J. ALL of Pennsyl gear 
WILLIAM R. MORRISON of Illinois, THOMAS B. REED of Maine, 
FRANK Hiscock of New York. 


THE RULES. 
Mr. HERBERT submitted the followi 


proposition; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules, and to be printed: 
Rete e= 


committees B= Bring ER 
ar Claims, Private 


None of the stan 
ge reorysorecly Invalid P: 
various 


pS 
or re olas oF touch: 
oF report any A Fg for E money, unless 
committee by a vote of the Hi resin 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk for reference to the Committee on Rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend Rule X so as to read: 

“On Ways and Means, to consist of fifteen members.” 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be printed and referred to 
the Committee on Rules. 

CANADIAN FISHERIES, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. a I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD the g only of a memorial signed by a large 
number of the citizens of Maine respecting the fisheries. 

There was no objection. 

The memorial is as follows: 

To the Congress of the United States : 

The undersigned, citizens of the State of Maine who feel a deep interest in the 
preservation and encouragement of the sea fisheries which have always proved 
so valuable a n of et ee ee nee 
e in Sr parea os the disastrous 
competition of Canadian fish, which, under y arrangements, have until re- 


cently been admitted into the markets of the United States wi 
ege was 


the Committees on 
Claims, and the 
ts, shall consider 
—_—— allowance of any designated 
shall have been referred to such 


which they have 
ms with the Gov- 
Ep e ET 
arrangement w soser: y injured our ng 

special treaty dealing with this subject alone, or by a reciprocity treat; 
including other articles. wg 9 


except in thi ee ninae MOUA tabs G ports and 
e case our q 
pray Congress will ize the claims of our 

men to same measure of n is accorded ustries of the 


other 
nation, eee ee ee ly because of the importance of the industry, 
open, free competition with the cheaper labor 


which can not‘maintain itself 
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and cheaper vessels and supplies of Canadians engaged in this ind , but also 
and especially because it is a nursery of seamen from which the nailon has in 
the past drawn the men that have defended our flag on the ocean in time of war, 
and which it is as essentialto maintain as a resource and defense in case of a 
conflict with naval power as it is to erect forts and build a navy, 

And as in duty bound will ever pray. 


Mr. MORRISON. I move that the House do now adjourn. z 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at2o’clock and 35 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. : 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: A bill for the relief of Joseph Walton & Co.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New Orleans, favoring Eads’s ship-railway across the Isthmus of Te- 
huantepec—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the New Orleans Cotton Exchange, asking an in- 
vestigation of the claimed discovery in Brazil and Mexico of prevention, 
by inoculation, of yellow-fever infection—to the Select Committee on 
the Public Health. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE: Petitions of Julia F. Crosby, adminis 
tratrix of W. M. Crosby, deceased; of P. A. Willis; of Sarah Case, widow 
of George Case, deceased; and of Thomas Watkins, asking that their 
several claims be referred to the Court of Claims under act of March 3, 
1885—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Memorials of Henry R. Pierson and William 
Dennody—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph 
Connerat, of Savannah, Ga., for reference to the Court of Claims under 
act March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIN: Petition of William Fichthorn, captain Company 
C, One hundred and first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
for increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition for the relief of Samuel Noble—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of F. P. Westmoreland, of Georgia, 
for a fee for representing the United States in the district court of the 
United States at Atlanta, Ga., with accompanying papers—to the 
Committee on Clai 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of many citizens of Lucas County, 
Towa, asking that the name of Thomas Williams be placed on the pen- 
sion-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of Robert Heiskell, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOWARD: Memorial of John W. Beaman and B. F. Serib- 
ner, for relief Reman ne House bill)—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: Petition of William P. Payne, to be put 
on muster-rolls of Company F, Second Tennessee Cavalry—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

srldent and cashier of the Merchanta’ Naticoal Bank, Poughkeopele, 
president an ier of the ts’ Nati ie, 
N. Y., asking that authority be given the Secretary of the to 
issue a duplicate bond in place of one destroyed—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. KING: Petition for relief by H. Filhiol, of Louisiana—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Memorial of Juan 8. Hart, administrator of the 
estate of Simeon Hart, deceased, for the payment of certain lost checks 
oat by disbursing officers of the United States—to the Committee on 


ms. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Petitions of George H. Plant, John Leathers, 
Frank and Susan Della Terre, Charles Murphy, and Maj. William M. 
Maynadier—to the same committee. 

Also, petitions of Ignacio Chaves and others; of owners of San Cle- 
mente grant, New Mexico, and of owners of de San Lorenzo 
grant, New Mexico—to the Committee on Private Claims. 

Also, petition of Basil Moreland—to the Committee on Indian Af- 


Also, petitions of George W. Morse and of Sarah E. Holroyd—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. LORE: Petition of Robert H. West to be placed on pension- 
roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petitions of Elijah Hutchinson; of James M. 
Crawford; of Maj. John A. Morrison; of James P. Carroll; of Culvern 
Sanders; of Joseph Falconer; of George Denny, sr.; of Alderson T. 
Keene; of W. F. Scott; of the trustees of the Baptist church of Crab 
Orchard, Ky., for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper relating to Baptist church at Somerset, Ky.—to the same 
committee. 

Also, porao of Tabitha Ball, Samuel M. Boone, Jacob M. Pruitt, 
W. D. James, Samuel King, James J. McKinney, Francis M. Moore, 
Sarah A. Murphy, Robert Blain,'Charlotte T. Brown, George W. Wad- 
dle, William Huffman, Thomas J. Worthington, Beaufort N. Sampson, 


Mary Riley, John R. Collett, Eliza Mason, and John C. Sayers, ask- 
ing for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Rebecca Robinson, asking for pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of W. G. Collier, praying payment of claim; also of 
James Gann for return of whisky tax—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, of D. M. Yocum, asking relief from stolen postage-stamps—to 
the same committee. 

Also, of L. D. Hutchinson, for reimbursement of money expended in 
defending prosecutioris—to the same committee. 

Also, of 8. R. Mershon, for relief; and paper relating to claim of J. 8. 
Fisk—to the same committee. 

Also, petitions of W. R. Boice; of James Clark Smith; of Archibald 
B. Rue; of Edmond Penn; of Andrew C. Meadows; of William D. Wol- 
ford; of T. M. Pennington; of George W. Sweeney; of Sarah Wills; of 
Benjamin W. Sloan; of John Hoffman; of C. K. Cotfey; of John Owens; 
of W. F. Goggin, and of the heirs of Amanda Goggin, deceased, for 
relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Capt. J. B. Sinclair, United 
States Army, retired, for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of First Lieut. M. O’Brien, for re- 
lief—to the same committee, 

Also, petition of Milton Burch, late private Company C, Thirteenth 
Kentucky Cavalry, for removal of charge of desertion against him—to 
the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of First Lieut. L. W. Cooke, for re- 
lief—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of John A. Morrison, for additional pay as officer in the 
Army—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of A. Brown, for removal of charge of desertion against 
him—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of T. C. Winfrey, for relief—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Nathaniel Warford, for hack-pay—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of the city of Chattanooga, for street across 
United States grounds at Chattanooga, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. O'HARA: Petition of Furnifold Mercer, praying reference of 
claim to Court of Claims, under act of March 3, 1883—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PHELPS: Petition of residents of Morris County, New Jer- 
sey, in favor of Mexican reciprocity treaty—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. RANNEY: Petition of the owners of the brig Tally Ho, ask- 
eT of claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 

aims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of Wesley H. Bratchen and others, 
of Kentucky, to be placed on the pension-roll—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition and papers of Richard Hudgins, sole heir 
of B. B. and Rachael Hudgins; of Lauretta M. Herrol, widow of Josiah 
Herrol; of William Brents; of Warren Drake; of J. W. Hopkins; of 
Ruth C. Wallace, widow of Vincent Wallace, deceased; of Ethan A. 
Deuell and Edward V. Deuell, and of Phillip R. Jones, praying that 
their several claims be referred to the Court of Claims, under act of 
March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VIELE: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of the State 
of New York, in behalf of Joseph Francis, the inventor of the life-say- 
ing car—to the Committee on Commerce. 

y Mr. WHEELER: A bill to appropriate $500,000 to complete the 
Muscle Shoals Canal and improve the navigation of the Tennessee 
River—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petitions of F. E. Ashford, administrator of Bolling Byrd; Mary 
A. Allen, widow of N. G. Allen; John W. MeGivier; Lewid F. Martin, 
executor of Francis C. Martin; Nancy Phillips, widow of Wilson Phillips; 
Reuben Copeland, Steven J. Matthews, and Clark M. Tompkins, pray- 
ing that their several claims may be referred to the Court of Claims 
under act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, December 10, 1885. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
THOMAS M. BOWEN, a Senator from the State of Colorado, appeared 
in his seat to-day. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with section 
1665 of the Revised Statutes, a statement of the expenditures at the 
Springfield Armory, and of the arms, components of arms, and append- 
ages fabricated, altered, and ired at that armory during the fiscal 


year ended June 30, 1885; which, together with the accompanying pa- 
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pers, = referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with law, the correspondence in 
regard to the proposed purchase for Army uses of the site and building 
in New York city known as the Old Produce Exchange; also, tracings 
of the plans for the reconstruction of the building; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls attention to the fact 
that the communication of the Secretary of Warin regard to the pur- 
chase of an armory building in New York city is accompanied by large 
and, as he is informed, expensive exhibits and maps. The Chair sug- 
gests that the question of printing these maps be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing also. 

Mr. EDMUNDS and others. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That question will be so referred. 


TREASURY ACCOUNTS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Treasurer of the United States, transmitting, in compli- 
ance with section 311 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
copies of the accounts rendered to and settled with the First Comptroller 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885; which was read. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. These accounts, being in large folio 
volumes, have been filed with the Seentare or hs Senate, and the Chair 
is advised that they are not usually publ M 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ought they not to be referred to the Committee 
on Printing, so that the committee may determine the = riety ot 
printing Dent They have heretofore been occasionally published, but 
not regularly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri 
make a motion to refer? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication, together with 
the secosnpenying Denes, will be referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing, to consider the question of printing. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of ex-soldiers in the late war, of 
Decatur, Ill., praying for an amendment to the act to “ provide for the 
muster and pay of certain officers and enlisted men;’? which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Amos Baccus, of Smithfield, IU., 
Jate private Company B, One hundred and fifty-first Regiment Illinois 
Volunteers, pra: to be allowed a pension; which was referred tothe 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Edmund C. Bailey, of Chicago, II., 
praying compensation for the use by the Government of his spiral cutter 
in the manufacture of rifle and musket barrels; which was referred to 
the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. JAOKSON presented the petition of Josiah M. Baird, of Ruther- 
ford County, Tennessee, praying to have his claim for quartermaster’s 
stores furnished to the United States Army referred to the Court of 
Claims under the Bowman act; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. PIKE. I present a joint resolution of the Legislature of New 
Hampshire favoring the enactment of such laws as will secure exclu- 
sively to American citizens the public lands of the United States. It 
is a resolution similar to the one which was sent to the President pro 
tempore, and which has been presented to the Senate and printed in the 
RECORD. I do not desire to have it read, but simply referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. McPHERSON, I yan a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
New Jersey in regard to the establishment of a penal colony in Alaska. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution sent to the desk being 
a printed copy, not certified to, is of such a character as is usually not 
read. It may lie on the table or be referred. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have a letter from the governor gyre it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator so desires, it will be 


read, 

Mr. McPHERSON. I do. 

The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on Territorieg, 
as follows: 


STATE or New Jersey, 
[Joint resolution.) 
Joint resolution relative to penal colonization. 

1, Be il resolved by the senate and general assembly of the State of New Jersey, That 
the Senators and Representatives in Congress from this State be hereby requested 
to ask for a Congressional inquiry into the fitness of a portion of the Territory 
of Alaska for the parposo of a penal colony and the advisability of establishin 
such a colony for life or long-term convicts of the General Government and o; 
the several States, to the end that with equally complete sequestration of danger- 
ous criminals and equally effective eatea Spaan there may be better secured the 
improvement or reformation of the convicts, the comfort of their families, and 
the interest of honest labor, with which, under the present penal system, the 
labor of convicts must inevi y conflict in all parts of the country. 

2. And be it resolved, That the governor be hereby requested to transmit a copy 
of the foregoing resolution to each of the Senators and Representatives of this 
State in Con; 

Approved February 23, 1885, 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to make a report on behalf of the 
Committee on Printing. The committee instruct me to report back 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] 
on the 8th instant for the printing of the President’s message and cer- 
tain accompanying reports. I ask that the resolution may be read be- 
fore submitting a statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 1,000 copies of the an- 
nual message of the President and the reports proper of the heads of Depart- 
meni Comptroller of the Currency, Director of the Mint, and Treasurer of the 
United States, not including appendices, 

Mr. MANDERSON. Under the requirements of the law the message 
of the President and the reports of all heads of Departments, with the 
accompanying documents, are printed, 1,000 copies for the use of the 
Senate and 2,000 for the useof the other House. It is impossible, how- 
ever, that these documents and reports can be printed for the use of 
Congress before, perhaps, March or April. 

There is also required by law to be printed an abrid 
message and documents; and under the statute it is provided that the 
head of each Department shall furnish to the Public Printer copies of 
the documents usually accompanying his annual report on or before 
the Ist day of November in each year, and a copy of his annual report 
on or before the third Monday in November in each year. Were this 
statute complied with, this abridgment of the messages and documents 
would be furnished to Congress during the month of January; but it 
is not within the knowledge, I think, of any member of the Committee 
on Printing that the statute has been complied with, and the m 
and documents are not placed in the hands of the clerk of the Commit- 
tee on Printing until some time during the monthof December. There- 
fore it is impossible that either the documents in full or the abridg- 
ment can be printed for the use of Congress during the early part of the 
session. 

When a document is laid upon the table and ordered to be printed, 
that carries with the motion the printing of 1,900 copies—what is known 
as the “usual number.” Of these 1,900 copies thus printed, but 243 
pass to the Sergeant-at-Arms of the and 190 to the folding- 
room of the Senate; so that it will be seen that of ‘‘ the usual number ’’ 
the portion for the use of Senators is quite limited. 

The committee has ascertained that the cost of printing the 1,000 
copies of the message, and of the ecoompeny ing Sea of the heads of 
Departments, as proposed by this resolution, will cost $320, and it there- 
fore recommends the gdoption of the resolution of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say to the chairman of the Committee on 
Printing that I think all this enforces the necessity of some general rule 
of ee governing this question. There is no more reason why we 
should pass a resolution of this kind for the printing of a particular pub- 
lic document, say the message of the President or the report of the head 
of a Department, than there is that we should be adopting special reso- 
lutions for the printing of the accompanying documents. 

I therefore commend to the Printing Committee the advisability of 
an amendment of the law whereby this printing will go on in the usual 
v. I am told by the superintendent of the document-room that the 
full report is not printed P bas of some documents ordered to be printed 
last year because of the fact that the State Department has not fur- 
nished the matter; and of course if it had to wait upon the passage of 
a special resolution it may not be printed until next year. 

I think we ought to have some rule about it to obviate the necessity 
of doing this, as the course we now pursue sometimes begets the fear 
that there may be some laxity or some duplication of printing which is 
not necessary. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I will suggest, in response to the Senator from 

thatthe Committee on Printing have already this matter under 
consideration and hope to report proper legislation. One difficulty, 
however, which I may su is that many of the reports that are 
placed on the table and ordered to be printed are of such importance 
that an additional number to the usual number should be printed. I 
recognize that there are evils because of the fact that no general rule is 
applicable to the printing of documents as of bills. One of the evils in 
regard to the printing of bills is that we print of every bill that is in- 
troduced 950 copies, and in many cases of private bills that is far in 
excess of the amount required. The difficulty is to establish any gen- 
eral rule on the subject. That, however, is under consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be again re- 


ported. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That will bein addition to the usual number that 
will be printed afterward. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That will be in addition to the usual number 
of 1,900 copies, of which usual number the Senate obtains about 300 
copies. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Committee on Printing will see that 
the work is done promptly and sent to us. 


ent of the 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is the adoption of the 
resolution reported by the Committee on Printing. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


SIOUX INDIAN LANDS IN DAKOTA. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I report back from the Committee on Printing 
the answer to the resolution of the Senate of March 3, 1885, of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, giving information in to the boundary line 
of the reservation heretofore occupied by the Sioux Indians at the Crow 
Creek agency in Dakota. The committee finds that the regular or 
usual number of this report when printed will cost $1,482. The 1,000 
additional copies provided for by the resolution of the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. DAweEs] will cost, unbound, $500, and bound, 
$662.50. The cost being $500 to print the unbound copies, it requires 
a concurrent resolution of the two Houses of Congress to obtain this 


printing. 

Wo therefore report back the resolution unfavorably, and I suggest 
to the Senator from Massachusetts the propriety of his presenting a 
concurrent resolution. 

Mr. DAWES. I will inquire of the Senator whether the committee 
did not regard the information as of sufficient importance to be printed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The committee has not been able to give it 
thorough attention. The committee has simply understood that this 
was an important subject-matter. 

Mr. DAWES. All the documents will be printed, the usual num- 
ber I suppose, without any resolution? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Without any resolution there will be 1,900 
copies printed. 

Mr. DAWES. Of the full report? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ofthefullreport. The committee report back 
this resolution unfavorably. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a mere communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior, not a public document. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It comes, however, under the head of ‘‘ docu- 
ments’’ so far as printing is concerned. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like the opinion of the Chair on that point. 
I do not think it does. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The provision is that all documents and re- 
ports of or to either House of Congress shall be printed, and that the 
usual number printed shall be 1,900. 

Mr. ALLISON. This communication is in answer to a resolution of 
the Senate passed at the last session. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is not a regular report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We can make an order to print it. 

Mr. ALLISON. But we have not made that order. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If the communication of the Secretary of the 
Interior goes to the table and is ordered to be printed, 1,900 copies, the 
usual number, are printed under the rule. 

Mr. DAWES. As at present advised, I think I shall not move the 
printing of an extra number. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire the Chair to state whether this document 
sent to us by the Secretary of the Interior, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, will be printed without an order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to print the usual num- 
ber was referred to the Committee on Printing. The Chair does not 
quite understand the report of the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The committee report adversely to the motion 
to print 1,000 additional copies. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But the motion to print the usual 
number was also referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The committee did not so understand. 

bas PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is advised that that was 
the order. 

Mr, DAWES. There was no motion made to print 1,000 extra copies. 
A motion to print was made and referred, it being supposed that the com- 
mittee themselves might upon the question whether extra copies 
were necessary or not. the usual number of all the documents is to 
be printed, so far as I am concerned, I think that is all I shall ask. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands then that 
Committee on Printing report in favor of printing the usual num- 

T. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes, sir; but adversely on printing the extra 
thousand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be to. 

Mr. DAWES. That means with the accompanyi ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That includes the aooi 
papers. 


If there be no objection, the report 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
_ Mr. EDMUNDS introduced a bill (S. 337) to provide for the estab- 
lishment of a postal telegraphic system; which was read twice by its 


title. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will bereferred to the Com- 


mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the correct reference; but before the sub- 


ject of the reference is disposed of, I wish to say that this bill is the same 
one that I introduced at the last Congress, and which went to the same 
committee, and was delayed there without any report until so late a 
period that in the press of business the subject could not be considered 
by the Senate before the expiration of the Congress. 

I hope that the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads will take 
the earliest opportunity to investigate this subject.and to report upon 
the bill what they may think it right to do, either to reject it altogether 
or to amend it, so that the subject may be brought before the Senate at 
an early day for discussion and action. I wish to press it to a vote in 
this body, after reasonable discussion and examination by the commit- 
tee. It may be that I should be willing myself (differing from my 
disposition last year) to provide for purchasing at their actual value 
the plants of ini. companies that may wish to sell them to the 
United States—not the value of stock, watered or unwatered, but the 
actual value of the material substance of the lines and implements &c., 
provided we can find a tribunal that we have sufficient confidence in to 
appraise them or agree for them at a fair rate. 

But, at any rate, what I wish now is to invite the committee, as I 
have no doubt it will gladly do, to an early consideration of and report 
upon the subject. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I think the remarks of the Senator from Ver- 
mont seem to convey an impression which perhaps he did not intend 
in to the bill of which he having been referred to the 
Committee} on Post-Oflices and Post-Roads at the last Congress and there 
delayed unnecessarily. I wish tosay to the Senator that the committee 
gave to that bill the most careful consideration and listened attentively 
to the argument of the Senator himself and the arguments on the other 
side, and that there was no unnecessary delay. They made a report 
at as early a day as they could arrive at a proper conclusion upon the 
merits of the bill referred to them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not intend to impute the slightest reflection 
upon the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. The subject cer- 
tainly was then comparatively new, and the enormous power of the op- 
position to any scheme of this kind demanded a right to be heard by 
counsel, and by witnesses, and atl that kind of investigation that great 
corporations always invite, which have the effect, whether intended or 
not, greatly to delay matters before committees, as I have myself ex- 
perienced in the Committee on the Judiciary and other committees. 

But now, the committee at the last session having got ion of 
all the history and the broad facts concerning the matter, I think will 
find that they need not go overall the ground again in detail and spend 
a large part of the session in hearing the arguments of counsel and the 
testimony of witnesses upon a subject that they are already in posses- 
sion of all the facts about. So I should hope, while I impute no im- 
propriety in the action of the committee last year, that we may get a 
very early report at this session, so that the question may be brought 
toa decisive judgment of this body by discussion and a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 338) to provide for the purchase 
of the two canals known as the Portage Lake and River Improvement 
Company Canal and the Lake Superior Ship-Canal Railway and Iron 
Company Canal, being the water communication across Keweenaw 
Point, Lake Superior, by way of Portage River and Lake, in the State 
of Michigan; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 339) to enable the Light-House Board 
to increase the number of the light-house districts on the Western riv- 
ers, and making an appropriation therefor; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 340) to authorize the creation of an ad- 
ditional light-house district; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 341) to provide for the erection of a 
building for the Light-House Board at Washington, D. C.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 342) granting a pension to Marrilla Par- 
sons, of Detroit, Mich. ; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 343) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of William H. McBride; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affai 

He also introduced a bill (S. 344) for the relief of Edward H. Leib; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 345) for the relief of Assistant Engineer 
Howard D. Potts, United States Navy; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PIKE introduced a bill (S. 346) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to incorporate the National Safe Deposit Company of Washington, 
in the District of Columbia,” approved January 22, 1867; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 
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Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 347) to relieve commercial trav- 
elers from license taxes ; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 348) for the relief of Mrs. E. A. Benham, 
widow of Byt. Maj. Gen. Henry W. Benham, deceased ; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 349) for the promotion of anatom- 
ical science, and to prevent the desecration of graves; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, introduced a bill (S. 350) for the relief 
of Edmund Wolf; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 351) to grant a right of way to the 
Fort Worth and Denver City Railway Company through the Indian 
Territory, and for other p ; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COKE. This bill was before the Committee on Railroads atthe 
last session and was favorably reported by that committee. In my 
judgment it should go back to it, but as the Senate has ruled on simi- 
lar bills that they shavld go before the Committee on Indian Affairs, I 
move the reference <ms bill to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 352) for the relief of Mrs. E. G. C. 
Abbott; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 353) for the relief of J. D. 
Morrison, surviving partner of C. M. and J. D. Morrison; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 354) to provide for pro- 
tecting the interests of the United States in respect of any incumbrances 
on property wherein it hasaninterest; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 355) to promote peace amongst nations, 
for the creation of a tribunal for international arbitration, and for other 

purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 356) granting a pension to Samuel Han- 
son; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 357) granting arrears of pension to 
Nancy B. Leach; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 358) granting an increase of 

ion to Mrs. Emily M. Wyman; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 359) granting a pension to Margaret A. 
Blake; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 360) for the relief of John W. 
Beaman and B. F. Scribner; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. Ys. 361) granting a pension to John L. Will- 
hoite; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 362) granting a pension to James H. 
King; which was read twice by its title, age with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 363) granting a pension to Edward 
Ayers; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 364) granting a pension to Nancy Bat- 
torff; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 365) for the relief of Martin L. Bundy; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


+ MILLER. 

M ER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 366) for the relief 
of William W. Webb; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 367) os the President of 
the United States to appoint Lieut. William P. Randall a lieutenant- 
commander on the retired-list of the Navy; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 368) for the relief of Susan E. Al- 
ger; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 

pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 369) for the proms of certain 
coupons of certain Indian-war bonds of the State of California; w. 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

Mr. JACKSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 370) for the relief 
of Payne, James & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. By request of a reputable attorney of this city I 
desire to introduce a bil 


The bill (S. 371) limiting a portion of an act entitled “An act making 
appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1883, and for other pw *? was read twice Dois its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 372) to establish agricultural ex- 
periment stations in connection with the colleges established in the sev- 
eral States under the provisions of an act approved July 2, 1862, and 
of acts supplementary thereto; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 373) to establish a municipal 
code for the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. INGALLS. As the bill is very voluminous, I ask that it may be 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia without printing, 
and should it be necessary to print it I will take that order hereafter. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Kansas if he 
knows whether there are quite a number of copies of the bill that he 
has just introduced now in print? 

Mr. INGALLS. Enough for the use of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no objection, the bill will 
be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia without an 
order to print. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 374) relating to police regula- 
tions in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committe on the District of 
Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 375) to refer the claims of the Eastern 
and Western Bands of Cherokee Indians to the Court of Claims; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 376) granting a pension to L. V. Holly- 
field; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 377) granting a ion to Matthias 
Leckner; which was read twice by its title, and to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 378) granting a pension to Jacob Beck; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 379) for the relief of David Cornpropst; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. LOGAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 380) for the relief of 
Mrs. Henrietta H. Cole; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 381) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Christian Brothers’ College of Saint Louis, Mo.; which was read twice 
by Tunia and, with theaccompanying papers, referred tothe Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 382) to authorize the 
Merchants’ National Bank of Little Rock, Ark., to change its name to 
the First National Bank of Little Rock; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 383) for the relief of Jobn P. Walworth; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 384) for the relief of John 
R. Treutlen; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 385) concerning the issuance of 

arms to the State militia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
fered to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 386) to make an additional Article of 
War; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He Rng introduced a bill (S. 387) to define the status and for the re- 
lief of the heirs or legal representatives of certain recruits for the Four- 
teenth Kansas Cavalry Vo olunteers who were killedat Lawrence, Kans., 
August 21, 1863, by guerrillas; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 388) to grant the right of way through 
the Fort Bliss military reservation to the Rio Grande and El Paso 
Railroad Company ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 389) for the relief of the heirs or legal 

tatives of Robert J. Baugness; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 390) for the relief of H. A. Myers; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Healso introduced a bill (S. 391) for the reliefof A. A. Thomas; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 392) for the relief of Edward Fenlon; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 393) to open to homestead settlement 
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certain portions of the Indian Territory, and forother purposes; which 
‘was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB. Before the bill is referred, permit me to say that it 

= literal copy of one introduced by me in the last 

In the closing hours of the last session of the last Congress the Pres- 
ident was authorized—and by the use of the word ‘‘authorized’’ I 
think it was intended that he should be required—to open negotiations 
with the Indians for the purpose of from them a cession of 
whatever interest they might have in these lands in order that the 
lands might be opened to homestead settlement. It was the 
tion that that would be done during the last summer, and that the re- 
sult of the negotiation would be to Congress at this session. 
I am informed by good authority that no steps at all have been taken 
in that respect. 

I do not offer this bill with any preferénce for its particular terms. 
I present it in order that the subject itself may be taken up by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, if they will consider it of sufficient im- 
portance to have it engage their time, so that some settlement of this 
very important question may be arrived at. 

I say now, as I have heretofore said on this floor, thatif the question 
is not settled by Congress it will in some way settle itself, and I fear 
not in a manner creditable to the Government or to the people. In 
view of the occurrences which are now taking place in that country by 
the removal of men who are there in the belief that they have a right 
to be there, and similar occurrences which will take place hereafter no 
doubt, and some of them I am afraid accompanied by a more or less 
tragical conclusion, I think this subject ought to receive the ne and 
favorable consideration of the Committee on Indian Affairs and of Con- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. VAN WYCK introduced a bill (S. 394) to establish an addi- 
tional land district in the State of Nebraska; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 395) to admit free of duty a eer- 
tain set of altars for the Catholic church of St. John the Ev: in 


the parish of La Fayette, Louisiana; which was read twice by its title, 


and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GIBSON. A short memorial or petition accompanies the bill, 
which I ask the consent of the Senate to have printed and referred to 
the Finance Committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Louisiana asks 
the unanimous consent of the Senate to have printed a memorial ac- 
companying the bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. The paper will be referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to accompany ihe bill. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 396) for the relief of Mrs. Mary 
Shannon, administratrix of the estate of Joseph R. Shannon, deceased, 
and to provide for the payment of the loss of the steamboat A. wW. 
Quarrier; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. GIBSON. There is also a memorial accompanying that bill 
which I should like to have printed, with the consent of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Louisiana asks 
unanimous consent to have printed the memorial accompanying the bill 
just introduced. 

Mr. ALLISON. In the RECORD? 

Mr. GIBSON. No, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not in the RECORD, but as a docu- 
ment. If there is no objection, the paper will be printed and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 397) for the relief of Archibald White; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


He alsointroduced a bill (S. 398) for the relief of Wilson Ryan 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee seq Bots 

He also introduced a bill (S. 399) for the relief of J. D. Butler; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 400) for the relief of Robert Langston; 
aor was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 401) for the relief of Julia A. Read; 
Sola ccc ea OS by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ims 

He also introduced a bill (S. 402) for the relief of George Denny, sr. ; 
fe pact i teeta by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ms. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 403) for the relief of Alfred Ray and 
John W. Ray, executors of the estate of Enos Ray, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 404) for the relief of Amelia B. Cald- 

well, administratrix of John H. Caldwell, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 405) for the relief of Anthony L. Wood- 
son; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committée 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 406) for the relief of Miles Kelly; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 407) for the relief of John W. Rowlett; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 408) for the relief of A. C. Meadows; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 409) for the relief of Thomas J, Whit- 
man; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 410) for the relief of J. A. Hodges; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 411) for the relief of A. C. P. Shoe- 
maker; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 412) forthe relief of the legal represent- 
atives of Francois Fournier; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 413) giving a military record to Alex- 
ander Francesco, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 414) for the relief of Mrs. Fanny S. 
Conway, of Louisville, Ky.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 415) for the relief of M. B. Pilkinton, 
executrix of Edward T. Pilkinton, d for internal-revenue 
stamps lost on tobacco burned in his factory ; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 416) for the relief of J. M. Lobban; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 417) for the relief of Weissinger & Bate, 
Edward Holbrook, and others; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLUMB (by request) introduced a bill (S. 418) for the relief of 
the Western Miami Indians; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 419) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to transfer the United States barracks at Baton Rouge, La., to the 
Louisiana State University and Agricultural and Mechanical College, 
at said place, for educational purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 420) toamend the law relating to the 
bonds of executors in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CALL subsequently said: I introduced a bill this morning (S. 
420) to amend the laws inrelation to bonds of executors in the District 
of Columbia, and it was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. I ask to change that reference and refer it to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, by which it has been twice reported and on which 
committee’s report it has once passed the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That change of reference will be 
made. The bill will be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 421) granting a pension to 
Isabella Bullock; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 422) granting a pension to Eliza Fran- 
cesco; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 


tee on Pensions. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 423) granting a ion to Elizabeth 
erred to the Commit- 


Daniel; tabard aaa twice by its title, and 
tee on 

He also ra, a bill (S. 424) giving a military record to Alex- 
ander Francesco, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 425) giving a military record to James 
King; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 426) giving a military record to Thomas 
Miller ; which was read twice byits title,and referred to the Committee - 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 427) for the repeal of an act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act to provide for the settlement of the claims of officers and 
enlisted men of the Army for loss of property destroyed in the military 
service of the United States ;’? which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DOLPH. [ask that the bill may lie on the table until after the 
morning business is concluded, when, if it shall be the pleasure of the 
Senate, I desire to make a brief statementin regard to it, and then have 


it referred. 
The PRESIDENT e. ‘The bill will lie on thetable to await 


pro tempor: 
the pleasure of the Senate, if there be no objection. 
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Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 428) to provide for the appoint- 
ment and compensation of a district judge for the southern district of 
Alabama; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 429) to repeal the statute of 
limitations on the allowance of pension arrears and to regulate proof 
in pension cases; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 
| He also introduced a bill (S. 430) to change the limit of appropria- 
tion for the public building at Terre Haute, Ind. ; which was read twice 
by its ig and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Groun 
| Mr. CALLintroduced a bill (S. 431) providing for a resurvey of town- 
ship 12 south, of range 27 p in Putnam County, Florida; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
| He also introduced a bill (S. 432) donating certain lots to the city 
of Saint Augustine, Fla., for public schools, parks, and a public library; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 433) to provide for the payment to the 
legal representatives of A Hopkins of the rent of certain property 
in Fla., for the use of the Army ; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 434) for the relief of the heirs and dis- 
tributees of the estate of Silvia Wilford, of Duval County, Florida; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 435) granting land-warrants to soldiers 
and sailors in the United States service in the Seminole Indian war of 
1856, their widows and orphans; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 436) for therelief of persons whose prop- 
erty has been confiscated under the act of Congress entitled ‘‘ An act to 
suppress insurrection, to punish treason and rebellion, to seize and confis- 
cate the property of rebels, and for other purposes,” approved July 17, 
1862; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 437) for the relief of the legal represent 
atives of Maj. Matthew Smith; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 438) for the relief of James Filor, 
William Curry, and William Pinckney; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 439) to disqualify justices of the Su- 
preme Court from sitting in the trial of causes which have been previ- 
ously heard before them in their circuits or otherwise; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 440) contone titles to certain lands 
in the State of Florida; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 441) for continuing the work on the 
channel between Cumberland and Amelia Islands, Florida, and the en- 
trance to Fernandina, Fla., and Saint Mary’s, Ga.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 442) for the improvement of the Suwan- 
nee River, Florida; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 443) to improve the entrance and chan- 
nels of Pensacola Harbor, Florida, including both the outer and inner 
bars; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 444) providing for the establishment of 
n land office at Bartow, Polk County, Florida; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 445) to repeal all laws and parts of laws 
prohibiting pensions to wounded soldiers of the United States without 
proof of loyalty; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 446) to amend section 4400 of the Re- 
vised Statutes so that vessels under five tons’ burden, and used for pri- 
vate purposes and not carrying passengers for hire, shall not be subject 
to license; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 447) granting a pension to Julia A. Ross; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 448) to investigate the issue of fraudu- 
lent land-warrants and to protect soldiers and sailors of the United States 
from loss therefrom; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 449) to reimburse the depositors of the 
Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company for losses incurred by the fail- 
nre of said company; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on ance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 450) to establish a bureau of the fine arts; 
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pre was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
ibrary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 451) for the improvement of certain chan- 
nels, rivers, and harbors in the Stateof Florida; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 452) for continuing work on improve- 
ment of the harbor of Tampa, Fla.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Healso introduced a bill (S. 453) forthe erection of a public building 
at Jacksonville, Fla. ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 454) for the donation of the public land 
known as the Fort Brooke military reservation, in Florida, to the town 
of Tampa, in Florida; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 455) granting pensions to certain sol- 
diers and sailors of the Mexican and other wars therein named, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 456) providing for a resurvey of town- 
ship 12 south, of range 27 east, in Putnam County, Florida; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 457) for the repair of Fort Marion, at 
Saint Augustine, Fla., and the inclosure of the grounds attached to said 
fort; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 458) to prevent the sale of adulterated 
food in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 459) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to overrule and reverse the decisions of all inferior officers of 
the Treasury ent in to all matters of account; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 460) granting bounty land to Laura 
Prine; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Healso introduced a bill (S. 461) to change the time of holding United 
States circuit and district courts in the southern district of the State of 
Florida; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 462) to remove the political disabilities 
of H. Myers, of Florida; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 463) amending section 4414 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, fixing the compensation of inspectors of hulls and boilers 
in the several districts of the United States; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 464) to amend article 103 of the Rules 
and Articles of War; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 465) for continuing the improvement of 
the harbor at Tampa, Fla.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 466) to regulate the subletting of con- 
tracts for carrying the United States mails; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 467) providing for the auditing and pay- 
ment of claims of soldiers who served in the several Indian wars in 
Florida; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 468) for the purchase of the Mallory lot 
in Key West, Fla., for naval purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 469) for extension of pension of Mrs. 
Ann Leddy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 470) for a survey and estimate for a rail- 
road from the mainland to Key West, Fla., and for a canal connecting 
the same with the Saint John’s River, for military and naval pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CALL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 9) for the relief of 
Caroline M. Seton and Mary Jeannette Sibbald, heirs at law of Charles 
F. Sibbald, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. BECK. I ask the Senator from Iowa to withhold that motion 
for the present. I understand that a communication will come from 
the President to-day, and it may be followed by another to-morrow. 


If the Senator will postpone his motion for a little while he can renew 
it at any time. 


1885. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw the motion. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is withdrawn. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. JACKSON, led 


That the petition and acco: pers in the case of Pa 
James & Co, be taken from the files 2 si rekene te the Committee on 


On motion of Mr. BECK, it was 


Ordered, That t the papers now on file in the office of the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate be withdrawn, subject to the rules, and referred to the appropriate commit- 
tees in apes following-named cases: 


Bills 
For the relief of James Trabue and others, 
For the relief of Anthony L, Woodson. 
For the relief of Miles Kelly, 
For the relief of John W. Rowlett, 
For the relief of A. C. Meadows. 
For the relief of Thomas J. Whitman. 
For the relief of J. A. Hodges. 
For the relief of ‘Alexander Francesco, 
For the relief of A, O. P. Shoemaker, 
For the relief of Archibald White. 
For the relief of James M. Lobban. 
For the relief of Wilson tory aga 
For the relief of J. D. Bu 
For the relief of Robert recive: 
For the relief of Mrs. Fannie 8. Conway. 
For the relief sa Weissinger & Bate an 
For the relief of Julia A. 
For the relief of George Denny, sr. 
For the relief of representatives of Francois Fournier. 
For the relief of the executrix of M. B, Pilkington. 
For the relief of the executors of Enos Ray. 
For the relief of the administratrix of John. H. Caldwell. 
For the relief of Harry I. Todd. 
For the relief of Warren Mitchell. 
For the relief of Mrs. Lizzie D. Clarke. 
For the relief of Madison Sai Institute, 
For the relief of Mrs. S, S. Farre: 
For the relief of Russellville A. ba M. Association 
For the relief of sufferers at Manchester Salt Works, 


On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 


Ordered, That the tion and papers of E. G. C. Abbott be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee one 


On motion of Mr. PLATT, it was 


Ordered, That the pos Pga ordin to the bill for the relief of Mrs. E. A. Benham, 
widow of Bvt. Maj. ham, be taken from the Secretary's office and 
yea to the aari ei on Pecan no adverse report on the bill having 

en made, 


On motion of Mr. PLUMB, it was 


others. 


Ordered, That th tion and accom n; rs in the claim of the West- 
= _—_ Malans taken from the nthe flies z Ag Arai to the Committeeon In- 
n Affairs, 


On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 


Ordered, That the pa now on the files of the Senate relating to the bill 
EA of appropriation for the relief of the First National Bank of Newton, Mass., 
be withdrawn and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


PRINTING OF BILLS. 


Mr. DAWES. I ask for the adoption of the following resolution: 

Yip That there be printed 1,000 extra copies each of Senate bills Nos, 52 
an le 

They are bills which I introduced day before yesterday, and which it 
would be very desirable to have distributed and understood pretty thor- 
oughly among the people whom they affect. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


OBSEQUIES OF GENERAL GRANT. 


Mr. MORRILL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of theSenate be, and he is hereby, authorized nae 
directed to pay out of theappropriation for miscellaneous items of the contin 
fund of the Senate the actual and necessary expenses of the Senate co reed 
appointed to attend the funeral obsequies of General U.S. Grant, late President 
of the United States, on voucher or vouchers properly allowed by the Commit- 
tee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


REPORT ON EUROPEAN SEACOAST FORTIFICATIONS. 
Mr. DOLPH submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, directed to communi- 
cate to the Senate a copy of the report of Ga) pt.W. H. Bixby, of the United States 
Engineer Corps, on the seacoast fortifications in Europe in 1881-’82. 


SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION REGENTS. 


Mr. MORRILL. If it be now in order, I call up the joint resolution 
in relation to the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution (S. R. 1) filling existing va- 
cancies in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will merely state that this joint resolution is for 
the reappointment of three of the present Regents, and to supply the 
vacancy in consequence of the removal of General Sherman from the 
city, in whose place the name inserted is that of General Meigs. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let us hear the joint resolution read at length. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read. 


The Chief nee read the joint resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, &c. [cede sen ih a capeometmebnar TORT OUEN Ee hen ae 
sonian Teckitation of the class “ other than members of Con ee nage be filled 


pace 5; Henry Goppee, af Pe Maclean, of New Jersey f Massa- 
usetts; of Pennsyl nsylvania ; as the app a) ointment iniment of Montgonme 
Sherman, whose term 


O.M he ety of Washington, vice Wi 
o, | has expired and who is no longer a citizen 


Mr. INGALLS. Has the joint seine been ee by any com- 
mittee? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not been reported. 

Mr. INGALLS. It appears to me that in a matter of this conse- 
quence we ought not to becalled upon toacton the joint resolution with- 
out having the opinion of some committee on the subject. I shall hear 
with interest what the Senator from Vermont has to say upon the sub- 
sat D but I am very clear that we should have the opinion of a com- 


mie ‘MORRILL. In the first place, I will say that I am not aware 
of any appropriate committee to which this measure could be referred; 
and, in the next place, the joint resolution merely provides for the re- 
appointment of three distinguished citizens, of different States, who 
have already served their term, which has expired, and the other nomi- 
nation made is that of General Meigs, to supply the place of General 
Sherman, who is no longer eligible in consequence of having removed 
from the city of Washington, and the original law requires two to be 
residents of the city of Washington. 

I may say that I was unfortunate in not conversing with the Sena- 
tor from Kansas, but I conversed with quite a number of other Sena- 
tors, who agreed that the presentation of the name of General Meigs 
was an eminently proper one to be made. 

Mr. VOORHEES. May I inquire whether there is any. new name 
mead in that list with. the pend Me of that of General Meigs? 

r. MORRILL. That is the only one. 

Mr. VOORHEES. SoI understood. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Chair to understand the 
Senator from Kansas as moving to refer the joint resolution to a com- 
mittee? If not, the joint resolution is before the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. MAXEY. As a member of the Board of Regents I wish to 
say, in my, in repy to the suggestion of the Senator from Kansas, that the 

General Meigs is too well known to require the report of 
any committee of this body; and the reason which actuated me in 
sustaining the position taken by the Senator from Vermont, who is 
also a member of the Board of Regents, was that there is to be some 
very valuable improvement soon made in the Smithsonian building 
and General Meigs is an architect of distinguished reputation, and his 
appointment as a member of the Board of Regents, he living here in 
Washington, would be eminently proper. I think he ought to go on 
that board. His well-known character we thought was ample to justify 
the appointment without a reference to a committee. 

The joint resolution was reparen to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope that the resolution will pass, although I 
consider that it is a little hasty forus to act, as the Senator from Kansas 
has suggested, without the advice of any committee; but I do not wish 
it to be understood that I vote for it on the ground stated by the Sena- 
tor from Texas, thatof General Meigs’s architectural capacity or ability, 
for if we take the new Pension Office here as a sample of it and we 
undertake in advance to refer that to the judgment and taste of the 
people of the United States, we shall make a very wide mistake. I 
shall vote for General Meigs because I think he is a scientist, not be- 
cause I think he is an architect. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


LOSS OF PROPERTY BY OFFICERS AND SOLDIERS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning bus- 
iness, the bill introduced by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH ] will 
be laid before the Senate. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 427) for the repeal of an act entitled 
“An act to provide for the settlement of the claims of officers and en- 
listed men of the Army for loss of property destroyed in the military 
service of the United States.” 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, agreeably to notice, I ask the indul- 
gence of the Senate while I make a brief statement in regard to this 
bill. 

During the last days of the second session of the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress, at a time when the Senate wastin a mood to accommodate individ- 
ual Senators who desired to have bills taken up out of their order in 
which they were particularly interested, the Senator from Missouri who 
sits nearest the desk [Mr. COCKRELL] asked to have taken up a bill to 
provide for the settlement of the claims of officers and enlisted men of 
the Army for loss of private property destroyed in the military service 
of the United States. I had never examined the bill, but upon the 
reading of it was unable to give it my assent. J endeavored then to 
call the attention of Senators to what I considered to be the extraor- 

provisions of the bill; but as I appeared to stand alone and the 
occasion was not a suitable one for an extended discussion of the merits 
of the bill, I contented myself with voting against it. I ask the Sec- 
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retary now to read what I have marked in the discyssion of the bill 
itself, as it appears in the RECORD. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. DOLPH. Before I vote on the bill, as I have not had time to examine it, I 
should like to know something more about it. I inquire of the Senator from 
Missouri if I understand the provision of the bill to > that in all cases where 
rope A pirra of Permi a enlisted men in the service of the United States is acci- 

the case of an accidental fire, while they are in serv- 
ice, chee gator ey sapka n to the War Department, allowed, and paid ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read as proposed and the bill with 
it, and then the Senator will getthe idea. As I stated, there is no new principle 
in this. Itis simply to take out of Congress a large number of cases that are 
pending here lo ot li year and that always pass when reached. It Saabas AS 
new p f liability at all, and the Senator will discover exactly what it is 
ir ho listenn te ee botnet vont an as proj to be amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The whole bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The part in regard to liabi lity. 

Mr. Dorn. I thought I anak the reading of the bill. 


Tshould like the Sen- 
ator from Missouri to inform me if it is proposed by this bill, which is pripe 
new, although it may be a general law in conformity to the practice of 


mittee, to provide that any officer or enlisted man who has lost ra hope an 
accidental fire YIEE fees. gence may present his claim tothe ADAE. 
meee nee aare it alowed and paid? 
r. COCKRELL. Under certain conditions therein stated. 
Me. Dorru. It seems to me that it is ona od tity th principle. 
mas = — Senate, — 


Mr. 
Mr. FRYE. Where an officer or soldier in taking charge of Government prop- 


arty sacrifices his own. 

r. SEWELL. The limitation extends to the articles ving of the position 
of the officers or men, not to watches, trinkets, or anything of that kind, but to 
fhe raees equipment € of the soldier or officer. 

$ Taat th moh is se pe rem be, and hereby 
. ê pro accounting o: Ts > 
authorized cane irected to examine into, 


Sone pert be Sete: hg value of 
she private property belonging to officers and en) men in the military sery- 
fee of the United States which has been, or may hereafter be, lost or destroyed 
fa the military service under the following circumstances 

“ First. When such fault or destruction was without fauitor negligence on the 
wart of the claimant. 

“Second. Where the private property so lost or destroyed was a on 
board an unseaworthy vessel by order of any officer mye date ive such 
order or direct such shipment. 

“Third. Where it appears that the loss or destruction of the private property 
Sie fae property borne tote Uatiod Sake iia was in Senge sh tha 

of pro; e Un w was e 
same time an aa similar circumstances, And the amount of such loss so 
ascertained and determined shall be paid out of any money in the Treasury not 

otherwise appropriated, and shall be in full for all such loss or : Pro- 
vided. That any claim which shall be presented and acted on under au! ority of 
this act shall be held as finally determined, and shall never thereafter be 
opened or considered: And provided further, That this act shall not ar to to 
losses sustained in time of war or h ities with Indians: And provided further, 
That the liability of the Government under this act shall be limited to such ar- 
ticle of personal pen ss the pene of War, in his discretion, shall decide 
to be reasonable, useful, necessary, and proper for such officer or soldier while 
in quarters, engaged in the pao Ranier tg in the line of duty.” 

Mr. DoLrH. Now I think I understand the bill. In the first place it a er 
to pay for the loss of all property of ns in the military service of the pee 
States where the property was lost without the fault of the pany losing bor ai 
erty. In the second place it pape ply eal for the loss of all property sh: oat 
on unseaworthy vessels by order of the Government. In the next place it pro- 
poses to pay for the loss of property of the claimant, notwithstanding hemay be 
negligent P himself, if his negligence arose from the that he was en at 
the time in saving Government arene instead of saving hisown. The ve 
first provision there is that the ited States invites claims for payment for all 
rth oy. lost while in the military service except in time of war and di hos- 

hit "s eboney race the — or negligence of the party l the ag perty. ink 

is a very broad and very important megsure to be tup pA pan 
orth the moment. 


Mr. DOLPH. Mr. ae the bill passed and becamealaw. Its 
rovisions are consid: as to have been made a sub- 
ect of discussion by the Geacetaey of War in his report under a distinct 
heading and have also been noticed by the Presidentin his message. I 
ask the Secretary to read what the Secretary of War says about the bill 
in his annual report, which I send to the desk. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Congress, in the act of March 3, 1885 (23 Statutes, page 350), enacted: 

“That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, and they are hereby. 
naeran eha eneas veas a aeyaeee r bia 

vate proj y onging cers and men serv- 

ice of the United States w. hich has been, or may hereafter be, lost or destroyed 
in the military service, under the following circumstances 

“First. When such loss or destruction was without fault or negligence on the 
part of the claimant. 

“Second, Where the private property ao Loe Aayo was shipped on board 
an unseaworthy vessel by order of any officer authorized to give such order or 
bs bee Whore it's that the] destructi f the private propert; 

here it appears © loss or on of the private property 
of the claimant was is area gS of his having given his attention to the sav- 
ing of the pro to the nited States which was in r at the 
same time and un Pram cireumstances; and the amount of such loss so as- 
certained and epen mE shall be paid outof any money in the Treasury not 
aaraa Looby riated, and shall be in full for all such loss or 
claim which shall be presented and acted on under authority of 
we act pce held - PONY determined, and shall never thereafter be re- 
opened or considered: A pg Wet a That this yee shail merce wo! to losses 
sustained in time of war or hostilities with Indians: med tao Surther, That 
the liability of the Government under this act shal el limited to such articles of 
as the of War, in his discretion, shall decide to be 


Naanoualita COSI. ase necessary, and for such officer or soldier while in quar- 
tere, engaged in the public pter math tee iin of duty: And raat 


This act mo poses to compensate officers and 


enlisted men for prenra eal prop: 
erty lost while Misy sro on duty in the military service of t the United 
time of peace. le making an indefinite continuing ap; 
payment of the clai it establishes no limit to the amount Airaa to be 
d for, except — Secretary of War “shall decide to be reasonable, use- 
necessary, ay ks aye for the re as or soldier while in pt Semper tr ee = 
the public siira line of duty.” Itextends to all claims of the 
mentioned, without limitation of if presented within two years from íta 
A and also applies to all claims arising, Arising, OVIL they are pre- 
within two years from the date of loss. 

The Government thus becomes the insurer of all the personal property of 
every officer and enlisted man in the Army while in the line of duty in time of 
peace which may be Seran by the Secretary of Warto be “ reasonable. useful, 
necessary, and proper,” y claims have already been received at the War 
Department, amounting ne ut $60,000, and the scope of the act is indicated by 
an po pease gt of their character. One, amounting to $2,311.50, is the claim of 
an officer high in rank for apparently the entire contents of his residence de- 
stroyed by the great conflagration in Chicago in 1871. An assistant surgeon 
makes a claim for p propery barons at Fort Keogh, Mont., in 1878, stated at 
$5,536 in value, one item being for “underwear and clothing of all kinds for a 
family of six. $1,834," and another for * two gold watches, chains, rings, and 
others $emeery, $572. % Another claim for property lost in the same fire is for a 
“ Sex etoga trunk and contents, $258," and a “ leather trunk and contents, $304.50." 

The first item of the first claim presented is for an “envel containing, in 
United States currency, $17.54,” and a claim (stated at eee 50) for property de- 
stroyed at Memphis, Tenn., in 1867, embraces “ famil hing and underwear, 
$1,500; gold and silver coin, "$525; personal clothing, ag Ae paintings, engray- 
ings, and frames „ $500." The aih gti of two otoka have filed claims for prop- 
erty lost in 1849, stated at $1,000 and $136 respectively. When it is remembered 
that the Government must ‘depend almost entirely upon the statement of the 
oa emma A is evident that an opportunity is afforded for the presentation of 
claims ich may be greatly magnified beyond the actual loss, Attention is in- 
vited to the clause wherein the Secretary of War is directed to determine what 
articles are reasonable, useful, &c. This clause is capable of two constructions: 
(1) That the Secretary shall prepare a list of articles applicable to all cases; in 
other words, shall make a general and inflexible rule u the subject; (2) that 
the Secretary shall determine in each case what articles lost or destroyed are 
reasonable, &c. The last would seem to bethe more le construction, and 

et the method by which itis to be accomplished is both unusual and inconven- 
ient, and may be inconclusive. 
he mode of procedure in effecting a settlement of these claims differs from 
on well-established rules which govern the adjudication of other se nst 
the Government. Under the act and the rules prescribed by the accounting of- 
ficers, claimants make up their claims and file them with the Third reins of 
the Treasury, who, after the receipt of evidence in support thereof, forwards the 
pers, without stating whether the claim is proved, to the Secretary of War 

‘or him to oo what articles are considered gums E useful, proper,” &c. 
None of the claims have yet received the action requi: of the Secretary, but 
when one is acted upon by him it will go back to the Auditor to Saians o 
value of the articles Necided by the Secretary to be necessary, &c. 
will then go to the Second Comptroller, who, not considering ioe oe 
given case sufficient to establish the loss, may reject the claim. It i thas be 
poe Sate labor required of the Secretary of ¥ ene ben auch fame 


‘On the subject of compensation for property lost by officers and men in the 
military service of other countries, an examination has been made of the works 
found in the libraries of this a relating to such losses in the British, French, and 
German armies. In the British army there is an allowance granted to officers, 
non-commissioned officers, and soldiers to Froder them to uip vera pyre 
after having incurred losses of property, either by the enemy, shipwreck, fire, or 
by the voluntary destruction of articles or horses, with the caw: of preventing 
the spread of infectious diseases, In all such cases a board of officers is requi 
to establish the nature, extent, and cause of the loss, and to recommend the 
amount tu be allowed within a scale from a maximum of £314 (light equipment 
in the fiel yr deny £373 (fall equipment in garrison) for a general officer, to a mini- 
mum of 2s. and £97 2s., respectively, for assistant or veterinary surgeons of 
infantry. No compensation is given to officers for losses incurred while they are 
oaker nore of absence, except in the case of sick leave; and should an officer in 
le ing to or returning from a station send his ba; by a vessel in which 

does not himself proceed, and fail to insure it, should he have the opportunity 
* doing so, thenany Ms pe incurred by shipwreck or fire will not be made good by 
blic. The claims of non-commissioned officers or soldiers for the loss of 

Shocking and necessaries are required to be established by a board of regimental 


on for yoy 


sent 


officers, and compensation is given socordia to the actual value of the articles 
at the time of their loss. In the estimates for 1834 and 1885 £1,500 is asked to 
compensate officers and men for losses supposed to be those above mentioned, 
which is a very small amount for the objects enumerated. 

In the French army there exists a fund known as “the general sustenance 
fund,” being a certain sum allowed by the A (heparan to each regiment or 
other military organization, which is applied to commutation of officers’ quar- 
ters, office expenses, commuta’ of rations, loss of private effects, or when 
eae i or effects are taken by the enemy—open to officers of all grades. 

In regard to the German army, there dees not appear to be any legislation 
of this character. 

In the provision made by Congress ME pe ent of losses by officers and 
men of oe private property, under exceptio: on the steamer J. 
Don. Cameron, the property insured was wisely exempted m the benefits of 
the act. In the enactment under consideration there is no such restriction. It 
is doubted whether the act was intended to be of the comprehensive character 


its language im and the matter is submitted for such further action as 
Congress may deem proper. 

Mr. DOLPH. The President of the United States in his annual 
message Says: 


The act approved March 3, 1535, designed to compensate officers and enlisted 
men for loss of private property Sx in the service of the United States, is so 
indefinite in its terms, and apparently admits so many claims the adjustment 
of which could not have been contemplated, that if it isto remain upon the 
statute-book it needs amendment, 

Now, sir, re-enforced and confirmed in my opinion as to the unwise 
character of this enactment, I have introduced this bill for the repeal 
of the act. 

The palpable objections to this act are: 

First. That it makes an indefinite continuing appropriation for the 
payment of claims against the Government. 

Second. That itauthorizes the presentation, settlement, and payment 
of claims of the character mentioned which have arisen’ at any time 
since the formation of the Government. 

Third. That it establishes no limit to the amount of property to be 
paid for, and does uot sufficiently define the character of such property, 
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but relegates these subjects to the judgment or caprice of the Secretary 
‘of War. 

Fourth. It makes the Government an insurer of the personal property 
of every officer and enlisted man in the Army while in the line of duty 
in time scl esi which may be decided by the Secretary of War to be 
‘reasonable, useful, necessary, and proper.” 

It prescribes a different mode of procedure for the settlement of such 
claims from the established rules which govern the adjudication of other 
‘claims against the Government. 

As to the character of the claims to be paid under this act, the act 
appears to be without precedent in this country, and, so far as known, 
in foreign countries. It should be either repealed or greatly modified. 
I think it should be repealed; if not, itshould be amended so as to pro- 
vide for the payment of such property only as has been or shall be de- 
par hi or lost not only without the fault or negligence of the claim- 
ant but by reason of the fault or negligence of the agents of the Gov- 
ernment f the performance of their official duties, so as to limit its 
i to claims which have arisen within a comparatively recent 
period, say to the period of six years prior to the passage of the act, to 
such articles as are necessary for the use of the officer or soldier while 
on duty, which should be, as far as possible, described in the act, and to 
provide for a board of Army officers or other competent tribunal to pass 
upon such claims and report upon the nature, extent, and cause of the 
loss and recommend the amount to be paid. 

The truth is, sir, that there is no Department of the Government, so far 
as I am informed, where the Government is liable for the mistakes, de- 
faults, or negligences of its officers by which its citizens have incurred 
loss; and I think even if the act were amended as I have suggested it 
would still be unwise legislation. It would not be well even in favor 
of so meritorious a class as the officers and enlisted men of the Army to 
undertake to make the Government liable in every case for the negli- 
gence of the officers of the Government. 

I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I hope the conscience of the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Oregon is relieved of the weight of responsi- 
bility which rested upon him in entering his objections to this bill, par- 
ticularly since the very lucid and elaborate explanation of the bill which 
has been made by the distinguished Secretary of War. 

Mr. President, this bill is nothing new. It is simply an enuncia- 
tion of a policy and principle which has guided the legislation of this 
country from the foundation of it down to this date. The Statutes at 
Large teem with bills passed in pursuance of the policy indicafed in this 
law. Every committee of this body in the last ten years that has juris- 
diction of such matters has reported favorably such bills. They have 
been reported favorably from the Committee on Claims; they have been 
reported favorably from the Committee on Military Affairs; and they 
have been reported favorably from the Committee on Naval Affairs; 
and they have passed; and this bill is ascarefully guarded as any mens- 
ure of the kind could be. If the War Department may not be able to 
determine what ‘‘ articles of personal property” are ‘‘ reasonable, use- 
ful, necessary, and proper for such officer or soldier while in quarters, 
engaged in public service in the line of duty,’’ it is certainly not the 
fault of Congress. It does seem to me that there ought to be some ma- 
chinery in the War Department that could determine so plain a ques- 
tion as that—so plain that even he who runs may read and understand. 

Our Government is not as liberal in this respect as other govern- 
caer and the aA authority that the Secretary of War quotes shows 
that the English Government is much more liberal. is bill was 
passed by the House of Representatives and was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs of the Senate and was submitted to me as a 
subcommittee of thatcommittee. Itwasreported back to the fullcom- 
mittee, sanctioned by the full committee, reported to the Senate, passed, 
and became a law. 

These questions are not new. As I stated when the bill was passed, 
I have mally been opposed to the principle of the Government being 
liable for any kind of loss of this character. Other members have been; 
but we yielded to themajority of the committee not only on claims but 
also on military affairsafter we had discussed it and the committees had 
decided it. Then thecommittees followed that ruleafterward. It was for 
the purpose of taking out of Congress the consideration of all these ques- 
tions thatthe bill was passed. And how could Congress consider them ? 
They would refer them tothe Secretary of War and he would makea re- 
portto usand we wouldactuponthatreport. Wethoughtthathe could, 
with the machinery he had of rs and quartermasters and pay- 
masters and commissariesand all those officers, ascertain the facts in the 
various cases, and that being at the head of the War Department he 
would be best competent to determine what articles of personal prop- 
erty were n and proper and suitable for the subordinates of his 
ee to have while in their quarters in public service in the line 
of duty—certainly as muchsoasa committee of Congress would be. If 
he has not the machinery to ascertain that fact, I suppose that Congress 
will have to assume the responsibility of it. 

I confess, Mr. President, that, so far as I can see, the criticisms on the 
bill, both from the Senator and from the Secretary of War, are without 
any sufficient foundation. 

. DOLPH. Mr. President, in what I said in opposition to this bill 


when it was passed, and in what I have now said, I meant nocriticism 
or reflection upon the Senator from Missouri. I have t faith in his 
ability and his integrity, and I feel like commending him on all occa- 
sions for his zeal and watchfulness over the interests of the Govern- 
ment. Iknew he did not introduce this bill; it originated in the House 
of Representatives. I do not say it was prepared by any member of the 
House; I think it was pre by peuns interested, and I will say 
here that I believe the bill is in the interest of an organized raid upon 
the Treasury of the United States and was intended as such by who- 
eyer drew it. It passed through the Senate without such consideration 
as it ought to have received. I did not believe the Senator from Mis- 
souri gave the bill such consideration as he usually gives to such matters, 
and I do not think so still. If anything would shake my confidence in 
his judgment of this matter, it would be the zeal he has now mani- 
fested in defending the bill. 

The bill is wrong in principle. So far as I know there has never 
been, while I have been a member of the Committee on Claims, a re- 
port made in which the committee undertook to hold the Government 
liable for the fraud or the mistake or the negligence of the officers of 
the Government. Such a principle, if established in this Government, 
would be very disastrous. Ifin every department of the Government 
the United States should hold itself liable to any citizen for every in- 
jury occurring by reason of the wro ing or the negligence of public 

no amount of taxation would be sufficient to keep the Treas- 
ury fall. And, sir, I do not think there can be found upon the statute- 
books a single general law in which the Government has undertaken to 
pay such claims. If there have been private acts reported from the 
mimittee on Military Affairs as suggested by the honorable Senator, 
in discussing this bill at the time it was I undertook to say that 
that practice was wrong, that the principle upon which those claims 
were paid was wrong. What reason is there why the Government 
should make itself an insurer of the personal property of all the offi- 
cers and enlisted men in the Army, and if the Government is to make 
itself the insurer of the property of such officers and employés, why 
not of every officer and agent and employé of the Governmentin every 
department? 

Then again the worst feature, probably, about this bill is tbat claims 
may be presented at any time within two years after its passage which 
originated at any period since the formation of the Government, and 
already claims have been presented for losses which are alleged to have 
been incurred in 1849, for the contents of trunks, for the contents of 
safes, for the contents of buildings—presented after the evidence which 
the Government might have obtained to show what the property was 
that was lost and the character and value of it has been lost to the Gov- 
ernment, when no one has any particular interest in looking up testi- 
mony and defending the Government against such claims, claims that 
must be determined entirely on the ex parte statement of the claimant. 

In examining a claim presented from the State of New York to the 
Committee on Claims, I had occasion to examine a somewhat similar 
bill to provide for the loss of property during actual hostilities and to 
comment upon it, and the remarks made by me in that report are ap- 
plicable now to this feature of this bill which allows claims to be pre- 
sented whichare a hundred yearsold. Iask the Secretary to read what 
I rted at that time on that subject. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). If there 
be no objection, the matter sent up by the Senator will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

War claims have in pe pant been the subject of much fraud, even when au- 
dited while they were and the witnesses to the transactions out of which 
they arose were living. Asan example of such frauds your committee cite the 
case of certain claims closely connected with the one under consideration, pre- 
sented for payment under the provisions of an act of Congress approved April 9, 
1816, entitled “An act to authorize the payment for property lost, captured, or 
destroyed by the enemy while in the military service of the United States, and 
for other pu » By that act provision was made for the permon to any 
volunteer or drafted militiaman, whether of cavalry, mounted riflemen, or in- 
fantry, who, in the war of 1812, sustained damage by the loss of any horse in bat- 
tle, or for want of sufficient fo: „and for the payment for the loss of any horse 
in consequence of the owner having dismounted or separated from the same 
by order of the commanding officer, or in consequence of the rider having been 
killed or wounded in battle; and by the fourth section of said act it was pro- 
vided, among other thin t any person who, in the war of 1812, had acted 
in the military service of the United States as a volunteer ordrafted militiaman, 
and who furnished himself with arms and military accouterments, and has sus- 
tained damage by the capture or destruction of the same, without fault or negli- 
gence on his part, should be allowed and paid the value thereof, A commission 
was appointed to audit such claims. 

On the 11th of March, 1818, a report was made to the House of Representatives 
by a committee thereof concerning claims presented under this act, in which it 
he sg Sat ee aoaaa panik me eee at ae seo ro < vee the ma 

w York a system oi ' , G 
been in operation which the committee believes has atasi ole w. Pedon in 
thiscountry. Itmay well be questioned whether in a national point of view it 
would not have been better that the law of April, 1816, had never been 


It is the duty of a good government to attend to the morals of the people as an 
affair of primary concern.” 


Mr. DOLPH. I am prepared to discuss the provisions of this bill 
further; but I shield myself behind the opinion of the Chief Magistrate 
of the nation and the Secretary of War as to the character of this bill. 

Mr.HAWLEY. Mr. President, I confess this isa somewhat singular 
way of discussing a bill that isalready on the statute-book; but the re- 
marks of the Senator from Oregon are so particularly severe, and assume 
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to pass such sweeping judgment upon the Military Committee of the 
Senate, that I am compelled to say a word or two. 

As the Senator from Missouri said—and perhaps it is all that 
needed to be said—there is nothing new whatever in the principle of 
this bill. Congress has a thousand times over recognized the equity in 
this consideration, that when an officer is commanded by authority that 
he dares not resist, and does not dream of resisting, to put his personal 
property upon a certain ship or in a certain warehouse, while he goes 
off perhaps upon a raid—no matter what, upon whatever military duty 
he is ordered—and when that property shall be destroyed by no fault of 
his, simply while he is obeying orders, then he should be allowed a rea- 
sonable compensation, not for gold watches, and curtains, and carpets, 
and all sorts of things that some foolish people have presented a claim 
for, as the Secretary of War says; but whatever is reasonable, useful, 
necessary, and proper for him in quarters in the line of duty, as the 
statute substantially prescribes already. It tells just how many coats 
and shirts and pairs of trousers, and boots, and socks a private soldier 
shall have; it prescribes uniforms for an officer, prescribes the sword 
and the pistol and the spurs and the cavalry boots; so that the claim 
in each individual case can not bea very largeone. If an officer chooses 
to furnish his quarters luxuriously and stores that furniture in the 
warehouse while he goes off on duty, and that is destroyed, this statute 
excludes him from any claim whatever for that. 

The principle of the bill is one that has been recognized; and the 
purpose of the bill was simply to save Congress from the everlasting 
consideration of little petty details in the shape of claims. I do not 
say that the bill is perfect. It is possible that it might be revised and 
some additional safeguards put into it; but the general purpose and 
principle of it is right, and I am astonished that any man capable of 
being a Cabinet officer should have felt himself embarrassed under the 
provisions of the bill when some foolish person asked to be paid for a 
gold watch. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, thisis rather an extraordinary discus- 
sion on the whole, but after what has been said I think it proper to have 
a little more said. 

There is no question what the intent of the bill is. There is also no 
question that it puts a very dangerous power in the hands of the Sec- 
retary of War. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] and the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], who advocate the bill as they 
advocated the passage of special bills heretofore on the same subject, 
will admit, I have no doubt, that the Secretary of War can very readily 
by a little careless omission on his own part in passing upon claims 
submitted, which may have been the result of collusion among brother 
officers, commit the Treasury to very extraordinary payments. It isa 
power that ought not to be committed to any executive officer ina mat- 
ter of this kind. 

I dissent totally from the principle of the bill, as I have objected to 
similar bills that have been passed, and I do not think Congress has 
committed itself heretofore to the principle found in this bill. We pass 
Indian claims here occasionally, but Congress has never held that that 
committed it to the payment of every Indian claim. Whenever we 
have passed a bill (at least since I have been on this floor) for the pay- 
ment of losses incurred by Army officers of this r, it has been 
stated that the case was a special one. While it is true, as the Senator 
from Connecticut says, that probably what a military man has may be 
the subject of regulation, I do not think it is quite as much in detail 
as he says it is; but still suppose an officer can only have certain pairs 
of pistols, a certain sword, a certain number of dress-coats, &c., I think 
the Senator has had familiarity enough with boards of survey to know 
that when a question of loss arises to be considered, the men who lose 
anything are always the men who had a full supply. I never knew a 
man to be employed in the Army who was necessarily called on to ac- 
count for the loss of property, where that man did not happen to be 
equipped with everything from a watering pail to a picket-pin that he 
was entitled by law to have, though not one man in a thousand ever had 
them fifteen minutes after they were drawn. 

This bill is as vicious, I think, as a bill of that kind, well intended 
as it was, could possibly be. I hope it will be repealed, but I have no 
expectation that it will be. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Isimply want to call attention to some prece- 
dents in this case and to a bill that was once passed couched in the exact 
language of this bill, sent to the Secretary of War for him to determine 
the amount that should be paid, and it was determined and he never 
complained of the looseness of the language. A bill of this kind was 
passed: 


That the Secretary of war is hereby authorized and uired to ascertain the 
value of the property lost by First Lieut. Frank P. Gross, U. S. A., by the burning 
of his quarters at Fort Clark, Tex.,on or about the 19th day of April, 1869, with- 
out fault or neglect on his t, and the amount so ascertained is hereby appro- 
priated for that purpose: Provided, That no allowance be made for any property 
except what was useful, necessary, and proper for such an officer whilst in gus 
ters, engaged in the public service, or exceeding in amount the sum of $2,000. 


That was passed and becamealaw. The Secretary of War adjudi- 
cated the claim and paidit. There was no complaint that the law was 
so loose that the De ent did not know what to do under it. Sun- 
dry other bills of that kind have We put in an amendment, 
which became a part of this law, using the exact language which we 


had used before in many cases conferring on the Secretary of War au- 
thority to adjudicate and pay. 
Now as to the precedents. I have before me a few of them selected 


from different administrations, and I ask to have read from a report 


made by me the part I have marked. That will show what was done 
under the administration of Andrew Jackson and other illustrious suc- 
cessors of his. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Your committee gave due consideration to this case and made as thorough 
examination as time and by eigen nage would afford as to the policy and prec- 
edents of the Government in similar cases. Your committee find that by “An 
act for the relief of sundry persons in the service of the United States in conse- 
quence of the destruction of their tools by fire at the navy-yard, approved March 
3,1815” (6 Statutes at page 155), a sum not to exceed $5,000 was appropri- 
ated to pay “all claims for losses that have been sustained by artificers, me- 
chanics, and other workmen in the employ or service of the United States for 
tools and other articles essential to and connected with their trade and occupa- 
tion which have been destroyed by fire in consequence of burning the buildings 
of the sept are) in the city of Washington ;" and that by “An act for the relief 
of John iby and John Crosby,jr.,approved April 26,1816” (6 Statutes at 

, pages 167 and 168), “the proper accounting officers of the Navy Depart- 
ment were directed to settle the cl: of John Crosby and John Crosby, jr., on 
account of the destruction by fire of their store-house, goods, and wharf in the 
town of Hampden, in the State of Massachusetts, and to allow them in settle- 
ment thereof the value of said property destroyed as aforesaid.” 
in isa ur “pia further find that the following acts were passed by Congress 

wit: 


An act for the relief of the heirs and legal representatives of Edward Barry, 
deceased. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That there be paid to the heirs and legal representa- 
tives of Edward Barry, iate a sailing-master in the Navy of the United States, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
$568.35, in full com: ion for the property of the said Edward Barry, de- 
stroyed in the co ion of the navy-y: at Washington, in the year Isi4. 

apeeree July 14, 1832. 

(Volume 6, Statutes at Large, private bills, page 520.) 


An act for the relief of the officers and soldiers of Fort Delaware. 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of latives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That the Second Auditor of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and required to ascertain the amount of property lost by each 
ofticer and soldier in the conflagration which occurred at Fort Delaware on 
the night of the Sth of February, 1831; and the amount so ascertained shall be 
paid out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, : 
Apor July H, 1832. 

(Volume 6, United States Statutes at Large, private laws, page 512.) 

And by “An act for the relief of the heirs and legal representatives of John 
Rose, sr., deceased, approved June 30, 1834 ” (6 Statutes at Large, page 594), a sum 
not to exceed $2,500 was approptieled; to be paid for *‘the actual value of the 

roperty of John Rose, sr., late in the employ of the United States, asa machin- 
st, at the navy-yard at Washington, but now deceased, which was destroyed by 
fire by the burning of said navy-yard in the year 1814.” And that by 
An act for the relief of the United States troops who were sufferers by the 

recent disaster to the steamship San Francisco. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Con- 
gress assembled, That there shall be paid, under the direction of the President, 
to each of the officers, non-commissioned officers, musicians, and privates, who, 
on the 2lst day of December, 1553, embarked at New York, under orders for 
California, on the steamship San Francisco, and who was on board that vessel 
on the occasion of her recent disaster at ern to Lieut. Francis Key Murray, 
and other officer or seaman of the United tes Navy who was on the 
said steamship, under orders, a sum equal in amount to his pay and allowances 
for eight months, 

SEC. 2, And be it further enacted, That if any such officer, non-commissioned 
officer, musician, or private shall have died before receiving such payment from 
any cause co; uent upon said disaster, his widow, if one survive him, and, if 
not, then his minor children, if any there be, shall be id a sum equal in 
amount to six months’ pay and allowances of the deceased. And that the wid- 
ows and minor children of those officers, non-commissioned officers, and pri- 
vates who perished by this disaster, or who died from disease in consequence 


ereof, shall be allowed ons in the same manner in all as if the 
said officers, non-co ioned officers, and privates had been killed in battle, 
(10 Stat., 269). 

Approved March 27, 1854. 


An act for the relief of certain officers of the Third United States Artillery, who 
suffered by fire at Fort Hamilton, New York Harbor, on the 3d of March, 1875. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the proper accounting officers of Treasury 
of the United States be, and are hereby, authorized to settle with the first lieuten- 
ants of the Third United States Artillery who lost their personal effects by fire at 
Fort ton, New York Harbor, on the 3d of March, 1875, at a sum not to ex- 
ceed $600 each, and a sufficient sum is hereby appropriated outof any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 

Approved January 30, 1877. 

An act for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the United States steamer 
uron, and for other purposes, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That to reimburse the survivors of the officers 
and crew of the United States steamer Huron, wrecked off the coast of North 
Carolina on the morning of the 24th of November, 1877, for the losses incurred 
by them vely in said wreck, there shall be paid, out of any money in the 
Pomerat of the United States not otherwise appropriated, the following sums, 
to wit: 

To William P. Conway, master, $1,000. 


Murphy, William McHugh, Michael Kennedy, Frank Wa‘ 
erick Hoffman, fama ja Robert 


. J. m, Dennis 

, Samuel Clark, John E. Holland, John Collins, W. W. Brooks, Harry W. 

Avery, Daniel B: Frank May, n, Thomas Price, Antoine Will- 

ane, Joseph Ha: , Thomas Carley, E. P. Trainer, Edward Aaronburg, $100 
ea 
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be made for any rty not necessary and proper for Lieutenant Gross while 
in the service in tie Fine of du fig able to determine from the evi- 
dence what articles claimed and destroyed were useful, necessary, and 


and inserti 
thorized and required to ascertain the value of the property lost by First Lieut. 
Frank P. Gross, U. S. A., by the burnin marters at Fort Clark, Tex., on 
or about the 19th day of April, 1869, without fault or neglect on his part, and the 
amount so ascertained is hereby appropriated for that purpose: Provided, That 
no allowance be made for any property except what was useful, isana f and 
proper for such an officer while in gorras; engaged in the public service, or 
exceeding in amount the sum of $2,000.” 


Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I desire to say but a word in relation 
to this proposition. 

I desire first to state that, as is well known by the Committee on 
Military Affairs, on which I served for a number of years, I have never 
willingly acceded to the proposition that the Government of the United 
States should become an insurance office in order to become ible 
for the loss of property. This bill, however, was passed afler due con- 
sideration by the committee, as I remember it, for the reason that at 
every session of Congress bills were passed allowing compensation to 
officers and men of the Army for the loss of property. Iam very much 
surprised, sir, at the report of the Secretary of War. Doubtless he is 
an able man, an able jurist, and occupying the position he does should 
be well versed in military affairs, and I presume he has so become; but 
if any Senator will read this act carefully I do not believe he can come 
to the same conclusion the Secretary of War has arrived at. 

In the first place, if I were required to construe this law I would try 
to do it in about this way: I would first examine the statutes and as- 
certain what a soldier is allowed, how many suits of clothes he is en- 
titled to during one year, with necessary bedding, &c., their value, &c., 
and then if he had an excess beyond that amount unnecessary for him 
as a soldier, that the Government would not be liable for such excess 
should loss occur as pointed out by thelaw. If the loss was occasioned 
not by laches on his part but by negligence on the part of the Govern- 
ment or its agents, he would then be entitled to compensation for that 
loss. If he had accumulated a number of articles not recognized by 
law, not recognized by the ations of the Army as being those which 
the Government supplied to as a soldier, I would say that he was 
not entitled to compensation for them; and this law bears that simple, 
plain construction. Why the Secretary of War shall say that it is im- 
possible to construe this law when by law the articles that shall be 
issued to the soldier, and named—for those articles he is certainly en- 
titled to pay if lost in the manner stated in the act—I can not under- 
stand. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish to ask the Senator a question if he will per- 
mit me. 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLPH. Does not the first clause of that bill, which is sepa- 
rately numbered, authorize and direct the payment for property lost 
or destroyed where the Government is not in fault? For instance, a 
claim was presented by a certain high officer for the loss of his house- 
hold effects which were burned during the great fire in Chicago for 
which the Government was not at all responsible. Is not that clause 
broad enough to authorize and direct payment for the loss of property 
under any circumstances where the officer or enlisted man who owned 
the propery, was not in fault? 

Mr. AN. In case of a fire where the Government might not be 
in fault or the officerin fault, where the loss was not on account of any 
negligence on the part of the officer, he might be entitled to compensa- 
tion, where the Secretary, weighing the matter fairly, could see that his 
claim was equitable and just; not entitled to compensation, however, 
for a large amount of household furniture; and there is where the Sec- 
retary of Warisinerror. The officer losing his property by reason of 
a fire would not be entitled to receive com for lost 
that was not necessary to and for his use as an officer but only as a 
householder and head of a family. Does the Secretary of War mean 
that because a claim has been presented here for the underwear of a 
family of six, therefore the Secretary of War is bound to allow a claim 
of that kind when the material was not necessary to the claimant as an 
officer? The law applies to him as an officer and applies to the soldier 
as a soldier and in no other respect. 

That which is necessary to him by way of clothing and equipment 
as an officer he is entitled to, and entitled to receive compensation for; 
but suppose he has accumulated a large number of articles that are not 
necessary to him for use as a military man, accumulated for his com- 
for. and convenience, can any one construe this law to mean that the 
Government should be responsible and bound to pay for articles of that 
kind? Will the Senator from Oregon say that a claim for two watches 
should be allowed? Will any Secretary of War or any reasonable man 
construe the law to mean that two watches are necessary for.an officer 
when one watch is sufficient for any other man? 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator permit me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLPH. The provision as to the character of the property to 
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be paid for is too indefinite, too uncertain. It vests too much, asI have 


re stated, in the judgment or the caprice of the Secretary of War. 
One fault that I find with this legislation is that the first subdivision 
provides for payment for property ‘‘ when such loss or destruction was 
without fault or negligence on the part of the claimant,” independent 
of the question as to whether the Government was at all at fault. 
Therefore under the provisions of this act the claim which has been pre- 
sented for the loss of household furniture by an officer of the Army sta- 
tioned at Chicago during the great fire comes within this clause. What 
shall be allowed, I grant, is to be determined by the Secretary of War, 
but by him alone, according, as I said before, to his judgment or ca- 
price. That provision is too indefinite, if the law shall stand at all. 

Mr. LOGAN. Now let the Senator listen to the reading of the law 
in that icular, and let us see if we can not arrive at the same con- 
clusion in reference toits proper construction. The section, after going 
on and enumerating how the value of the articles shall be determined 
by the Secretary of War, provides— 

That the liability of the Government under this act shall be limited to— 

To what? 

To such articles of personal property as the Secretary of War in his discretion 
= cee to, be reasonable, useful, necessary, and properjforjsuch officer or 
80. . 

What is reasonable, useful, and necessary for an officer or a soldier ? 
The Secretary of War ought to be competent to determine that matter, 
and if he is not he lacks in that competency which ought to pertain to 
his position. Now, sir, what is reasonable, useful, and proper for a 
soldier are his clothing and his bedding and such articles as areallowed 
and furnished him by the Government which are against him. 
If he loses those things which pertain to him as a soldier, which are 

to him by the Government, then heis entitled to compensation 
for them if he loses them under any of the circumstances mentioned in 
this law. If he has accumulated half a dozen suits of clothes, he is not 
entitled under the law to compensation for their loss, but he is only en- 
titled to compensation for what is ‘‘ necessary, useful, and pipet 

What is necessary for an officer? He may be entitled to a horse or 
horses and to the equipments for the animals, and entitled to his sword, 
which, however, he purchases himself; he is entitled to his uniform, but 
he purchases it himself. He is entitled to his bedding. He is entitled 
to a box or trunk or mess-chest, or whatever is necessary to carry those 
things in time of war or to retain them in time of peace. But will any 
man say that because a person is a commissioned officer the Secretary of 
War is to extend his generosity so much as to allow bedding and cloth- 
ing for six of a family and say all that is necessary for an officer? That 
may be necessary to his family, but is not to him as an officer. That 
which is necessary to him as an officer is that which is allowable and 
that which is provided for—the equipment, the accouterment, and the 
paraphernalia that belong to an officer—nothing more. 

To say that this law can not be fairly construed and that it is sub- 
ject to different constructions and that it can not be determined how 
much property an officer or soldier shall be allowed, isa conclusion that 
Ishould dislike to arrive at were I Secretary of War. He speaks of 
claims having been presented for two gold watches, rings, and 
other jewelry, and he can not determine whether an officer is entitled 
to watches, rings, chains, and jewelry as an officer of the Army! It 
seems to me that this could be determined by a man of learning in this 
line without being a secretary of war. I have never heard stores 
proper for an officer denominated in this way before. It seems to me 
that he could readily determine that an officer is not entitled to an al- 
lowance for chains, rings, and jewelry, as an officer of the Army. He 
is entitled to them for himself if he purchases them, but the Govern- 
ment is not responsible for them or their loss, as they are not necessary 
to an officer or soldier. 

The simplest mode of construing statutes, in my judgment, would 
give to this act a definite meaning and understanding, without both- 
ering Congress or the President of the United States on the subject. 
Although, as is well known to the Committee on Military Affairs, I 
have heretofore opposed, while serving on that committee, this prop- 
osition, yet when a law has been passed and it comes to a mere ques- 
tion of construction, I say there should be no doubt in the Secretary’s 
mind as to the proper construction of this statute. 


The PRESIDENT pro The question is on the motion torefer 
this bill to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Several messages of an executive character were received from the 
President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. PRUDEN, one of his secre- 


taries. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, Mr. President, I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
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eration of executive business. After twenty-six minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o’clock and 36 min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, December 12, 1885. 


The House met at120’clockm. Prayer by theChaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Wednesday was read and approved. 

ANNUAL REPORT SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the annual report of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury on the state of the finances for the year 1885; 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

COLLECTION OF CUSTOMS REVENUE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a report of the Secre- 
tary of the on the collection of customs duties for the year 
1885; which was on the table, andordered to be printed. 

EXPENDITURES DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

The SPEAKERalso laid beforethe House a letter from the Secretary 
of State, transmitting statement of expenditures and disbursements in 
the De ent of State for the year 1885; which was laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CONTINGENT EXPENDITURES TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
of the Treasury, transmitting a report of the contingent e: itures of 
the Treasury Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885; which 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

CONTINGENT FUND WAR DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
of War, transmitting a statement of the expenditures of the contingent 
fund for that Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885; which 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

MONEY ACCOUNTS DISBURSING OFFICERS, WAR DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 


of War, transmi report of inspection of money accounts of disburs- 
ing officers of the War ent for the year ending June 30, 1885; 
which was laid on the table. 


SPRINGFIELD ARMORY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a statement of expenditures for the Springfield 
armory for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and of arms manufact- 
ured and re en ere ich was laid on the table, 
and be prin 

COL. T. G. BAYLOR. 


TheSPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
of War, transmitting a memorial of Col. T. G. Baylor, of the Ordnance 
Department, recomm: ng aaa Da relieved of an item of $431.69 

against him upon the of the Treasury Department; which 
was laid on Sho tabla. ; 
BOND OF UNITED STATES MARSHAL, ALASKA. 

TheSPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Attorney- 
General, inclosing a letter from the United States for 
recommending such legi as will enable the United States 
for Alaska to execute his official bond; which was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. : 

ANNUAL REPORT ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Attorney- 

omen, transmitting his annual report to Congress; which was laid on 
e 
PROPOSALS FOR CARRYING THE MAILS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, transmitting an abstract of for carrying the 
mails received during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885; which was 
laid on the table. 

CONTINGENT FUND INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


TheSPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting a statement of expenditures of the contin- 
gent fund for that Department for the year ending June 30,1885; which 
was laid on the table. 


BUILDING IN NEW YORK FOR ARMY USES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting correspondence relative to the proposed purchase 
of a site and building in New York city for Army uses; which was laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

ASSISTANT TREASURER’S ACCOUNTS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the Housealetterfrom the Assistant 


Treasurer, transmitting copies of accounts settled with the First Comp- 
troller of the Treasury for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1885; which 
was laid on the table. 

JUDGMENTS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication from the 
Clerk of the Court of Claims, transmittinga statement of the judgments 
rendered during the year ended November 30, 1885; which was laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. ` 

REPORT OF COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Comp- 
troller of the Treasury, transmitting his twenty-third annnal report; 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES H. AYRES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the order and 
findings of that court in the case of James H. Ayres against the United 
States; which was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Com- 
missioner of the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company, transmitting 
his annual report; which was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

INVENTORY OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS, ETO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a report from L. F. War- 
der, Acting Doorkeeper of the House, submitting an inventory of all 
the books and public documents in the folding and storage rooms of 
the House of Representatives under charge of the Doorkeeper Decem- 
ber 9, 1885; which was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


PROPERTY OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication from L. 
F. Warder, Acting Doorkeeper of the House, transmitting a report and 
inventory of the property of the House under charge of the Doorkeeper 
December 9, 1885; which was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


RULES OF THE THIRTY-SIXTH AND FORTY-SIXTH CONGRESSES, 


Mr. REED, of Maine. I offer for present consideration the resolu- 
tion which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


the Thisty-sisth and Porty-sixth Congresses prepared by the Journal Clerk, be 
an ‘ort re) 
Peintod wider his aaa forthe tos ot the ota” 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think that that publication may be of use 
in the discussion of the rules. I understand it can be printed and laid 
before the House by Tuesday morning next. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman from Maine propose to have 
this compilation printed before the rules are passed upon ? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Yes; before the rules are passed upon. 

Moon NON. What number of copies does he propose to have 
printed ? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The usual number. This is simply a com- 
pilation of the changes made in the rules in the Thirty-sixth and Forty- 
sixth Congresses. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust the gentleman from Maine will state the 
reason for this, or the purpose in view. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The purpose is to enable members more thor- 
oughly to comprehend the proposed revision of the rules after the report 
of the Committee on Rules shall have been made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We have, of course, the rules of the Forty-sixth 
Congress before us; but if the gentleman from Maine thinks it is im- 
portant to have this compilation printed I will, of course, make no ob- 

ection 


The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COUNTING THE ELECTORAL VOTE. 


Mr. BUCK. I desire to present a letter from the governor of Con- 
necticut, transmitting resolutions of the General Assembly of that State 
relative to the ascertainment and counting of the electoral vote, and 
move that it be laid on the table and printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. MORRISON. I object to printing in the RECORD. 

Mr. BUCK. These are resolutions of the Legislature of Connecticut 
relative to the counting of the electoral vote. 

Mr. MORRISON. I have no objection to the resolutions being laid 
on the table and going to a committee when appointed. But I must 
at the outset object to printing everything in the RECORD. 

Mr. BUCK. I ask to have the letter and resolutions read. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks to have 
the resolutions read. The gentleman has that right. 

The eee: and accompanying resolutions were read, and were laid on 
the table, 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Itisunderstood that the EEEE npr ep anes Tak 
et prepared to reportto the House. Itisimportant is commi 

Seana have proper time for deliberation, and itis manifest that the 
House can not with any advantage until action shall be taken 
in regard to the rules. I therefore move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 17 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned till Monday next. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: A bill authorizing the President to appoint and re- 
tire Alfred Pleasonton a major-general—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs 


By Mr. BLANCHARD: Memorial of the merchants of New Orleans 
concerning the ship-railway across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec—to the 
Committee on Railways and 

By Mr. BRADY: Petition and papers in the case of Thomas William 
Smith, Wellville, Va., being a claim for property taken and used by 
United States Army during late war, with request for reference of 
same—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. C. E. BROWN: Paper relating to claim of William Elder—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, papers relating to claim of Orville Burke—to the same com- 

ittee. 


mi 
Also, bill for relief of John A, Coan, and papers relating to same— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of Francis E. Stewart, administra- 
trix of Michael S. Stewart, for the same committee. 
By Mr. COLE: Petition of the Merchants and Miners’ 
tion Company, of Baltimore, Md., for relief for the seizure and use 
of their steamships Ben and 8. R. Spaulding during the late 
war—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, petition of William Weddingfiel 
act of ting 
id Pen- 
sions. 


By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of merchants and shippers of Dela- 
ware County, Pennsylvania, for improving Darby Creek—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and bors. 

By Mr. GAY: Memorial of citizens of New Orleans, La., favoring 
Eads’s ship-railway across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec—to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals. 
ies Mr. gure sem bes pa i. So others and of A. 

alker and o o; yw ty, protesting against 
further appropriations for the Forked Deer River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of Bridget Kearney, widowof Patrick Kear- 
ney, late private Company B, Third Regiment Virginia Infantry Volun- 
teers, for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Petition of Augustus P. Clarke, late surgeon 
Sixth Regiment New York Cavalry Volunteers, war of 1861, for arrears 
of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of many citizens of Decatur County, 
Towa, on the subject of the coinage of silver and the issue of silver cer- 
tificates—to the Committee on Coi Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HERMAN: Petition of J Campbell, praying the refer- 
ence of his claim to the Court of Claims under act of March 3, 1885— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


equality 
certificate system be continued and 
such certificates be made a legal iri 


“Sy Mr. PERKINS: Petition of J. P. Slaughter and others, citizens of 
Labette County, Kansas, asking for the free coinage of silver, and other 
legislation—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of J. B. Davidson and others, of Kans., ask- 
ing for legislation prohibiting the employment of convict labor on the 
public works of the General Government—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of J. A. Whitcraft and 230 others, citizens of Cherokee 
County, asking for the free coinage of silver, and for other legis- 
lation—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition of Andrew Floyd, late of Company 
F, Second New Hampshire Volunteers, for relief—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of Lake Carriers’ Association, 
apoyen of Saint Mary’s River—to the Committee on 

TS. 


ing the 
vers and 


By Mr. SHAW: Petition of Emanuel Mackly, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SKINNER: Petitions and papers of Kenneth R. Pendleton; 
of Elisha Colbert, and of Nancy C. Hill, widow of Isaac 8. Hill, pray- 
ing the reference of their claims to the Court of Claims, under act of 
March 3, 1883—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Resolutions of the ChamberofCommerce of Saint 
Paul, Minn., praying for the early passage of an equitable bankrupt 
law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TOOLE: Petition of Maj. Theo. Eckerson, for an advance- 
ment in grade upon being retired from the service, his service dating 
back to 1883, with testimonials from Generals Grant, Sheridan, Rip- 
ley, Ingalls, and others—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Maj. Theo, Eckerson, Quartermaster’s Department, 
United States Army, praying to be retired with additional rank on ac- 
count of long and faithful services, with papers relating to and in 
support of the same—to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. B. WEAVER: Petitions of Ellis Smith and 160 others, 
citizens of Missouri; of R. J. Harvey and 36 others, citizens of Indiana; 
of John Mawbray and about 150 others, citizens of Illinois; of J. M. 
Stephen and 30 others, citizens of Kansas; of J. G. Freeman and 8 
others, citizens of Michigan; of Thomas Dolley and 36 others, citizens 
of Colorado; of J. R. Shoemaker and 21 others, citizens of Missouri; of 
S. Chadwick and 108 others, citizens of Wisconsin; of J. P. Holmesand 
35 others, citizens of Oregon; and of 8, Deadwick and 62 others, citi- 
zens of Wisconsin, asking that silver be placed upon an equal footing 
with gold, and for legislation favorable to the people—to the Committee 
on Coi Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of Moore, Bremaker & Co., and others, of 
Louisville, Ky., asking that any act affecting the tariff on sugar shall 
aes effect in the month of November—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, December 14, 1885. 


Prayer by Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 
Thi; Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
prov: 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from 
the governor of Connecticut, transmitting a certified copy of a resolu- 
= of the General Assembly of Connecticut; which was read, as fol- 

WS: A 


STATE OF CONNECTICUT. 
General Assembly, January session, A. D. 1835. 


Resolution concerning the election of President. 


delay 
t and counting of the votes of 


That the governor is hereby requested to transmit to the presiding officer of 
each House of Congress a duly certified copy of this resolution for presenta- 
tion to the House over which such officer presides; and that the gone is 
erat juested to send a like copy hereof to the governor of each of the States 
of the Union. 


STATE OF CONNECTICUT, 
Office of Secretary of State, ss: 

I, Charles A. Russell, of the State of Connecticut and keeper of the 
seal thereof and of the original record of the acts and resolutions of the Gen- 
eral Assembly of said State, do hereby certify that Ihave com annexed 
copy of the resolution concerning the election of President with the original 
records of the same now remaining in this office, and have found the said copy 
to be a correct transcript thereof, and of the whole of said original. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
said State, at ford, this 22d day of August, 1585. 

[sean] CHARLES A. RUSSELL, 

Secretary of 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I have been requested by the governor 
of Connecticut to commend this resolution and the subject to which it 
relates to the earnest and immediate consideration of the Senate. In 
view of the fact that since I have been a member of the Senate three 
bills having reference to the ascertainment and counting of the vote for 
Presidential electors have been passed by this body, it can not be neces- 
sary to urge upon the body the necessity of doing so. I merely speak 
of it to show that the State which I have the honor in part to represent 
is very much interested in this subject. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I think the failure of this measure in 
the last Congress, if I may be permitted to say a word, was in some 
sense due to the State which my friend has the honor in part to repre- 
sent, and that that State should understand it. The Senate passed a 
bill which it had three times passed. That bill was referred in the 
House of tatives—the last House, not the present. It is a mat- 


ter of history of which I havearighttospeak. They differed with the 
Senate in some matters of detail. Thereupon a committee of conference 
in the usual form was appointed at the session before the last, and that 
committee of conference failed to agree. I believed, on such informa- 
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tion as I had, that on the reporting of that failure the House would 
promptly recede from its action and agree with the I was in- 
formed by very many members of the House who knew its opinion that 
it would recede from its action and agree with the Senate. But the 
chairman of the committee of conference on the part of the House, a dis- 
tinguished Representative from the State of Connecticut, failed to report 
the action of the committee, the Congress expired, and no report what- 
ever was made to the House, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. According to the parliamentary form the report 
had to be made first in the other House. 

Mr. HOAR. The parliamen rule required that the report should 
be made first there. Thereupon the chairman of the committee on the 
part of the Senate, I having the honor to occupy that position, reported 
to the Senate late in the session the difficulty and informed the te 
of the fact. My impression is that a message was sent to the House in- 
forming them of what the Senate had done, that the report had been 
made here contrary to the usual form. But however that may be—I 
may be in error in that recollection; that is entirely unimportant—the 
substantial fact remained that the opportunity that the House or the 
Senate either might recede from its position and agree upon the bill 
passed by, in consequence of the fact that no report to the House of Rep- 
resentatives was made by the distinguished gentleman from Connecticut, 
who then occupied the panton of chairman of the committee of con- 
ference on the part of the other House. 

Mr. PLATT. All that the Senator has stated, which I believe to be 
accurately stated, scarcely justifies him in saying that the responsibil- 
ity for the failure of that bill is upon the State of Connecticut, which 
was the statement with which he prefaced his remarks. I suppose it 
is known to all the members of the Senate that a Representative from 
one of the districts of the State of Connecticut, who was formerly a 
member of tliis body, entertains different views as to the bill which 
should be passed upon this a Se but his action is not the action of 
the State; and itis very possible that the knowledge of that action in 
the State may be a reason for the governor’s desiring that emphasis be 
given to this resolution of the General Assembly of Connecticut. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a communication from the 
State executive committee of Dakota; which was read, as follows: 


OFFICE or STATE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE, 
Yankton, 7, 1885. 


, 
To the honorable President of the Senate of the Congress of the United States, 
Washington, D. C. : 
Sir: We, the State executive committee of the State of Dakota, on this behalf 
appointed by aconstitutional convention of that part of the Territory of Dakota 
south of the forty-sixth el of latitude, have the honor to herewith transmit 
to you a certified copy of the constitution of the State of Dakota, and ofa memorial 
from the constitutional convention to the President and Congress of the United 


We have also forwarded through the hands of Hon. BENJAMIN HARRISON, 
United States Senator, an e and certified copy of the constitution for pre- 
sentation to the Senate through the President thereof. 

I am instructed on behalf of the constitutional convention of Dakota to request 
you to have the said memorial and constitution duly presented to the Senate of 
the United States for their consideration, and that the same be referred to the 
proper committee and acted upon as the application of said convention for and 
on behalf of the people of said for the admission of the State into the Union. 


Yours respectfully, 
HUGH J. CAMPBELL, 
President State Executive 


JAMES A. WARE, 
STEPHEN G. UPDYKE, 
Committee, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This communication, together with 
the accompanying papers, will be printed and referred to the Committee 
on Territories, if there be no objection. 

Mr. HARRISON. In that connection, I may be allowed to say that 
I have been only awaiting the presentation of this memorial in order to 
bring in a bill for the admission of Dakota. I will do so at an early 
day. 

The Committee on Territories will eonsider what portion of the doc- 
uments submitted in connection with the proceedings of the people of 
that Territory it will be necessary to print. We ask no present order 
on that subject; but after the committee have considered the documents 
we shall report them to the Senate with the request that such of them 
as shall be deemed necessary be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order to print will be withheld. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of Sarah J. Foy, widow of A. 
B. Foy, late private Company G, Second Regiment Vermont Volunteers, 
praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of claimants in the 
Court of Alabama Claims, praying for the enactment of a law to set aside 
certain | haar osm of that court; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


He also presented the petition of the Maumee Valley Monumental 
Association of Ohio, praying for an appropriation of not less than $50,000 
to assist in acquiring lands and erecting monuments on the battlefields 
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of Fallen Timber, Fort Meigs, Fort Miami, Fort Defiance, Fort Wayne, 
and Fort Industry; which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. COLQUITT presented the petition of John S. E. J. Crawford, of 
Jefferson County, Georgia, praying to have his claim for supplies fur- 
nished the Government referred to the Court of Claims under the pro- 
visions of the Bowman act; which was referred to the Committee on 

ms. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of William Fitch, of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, praying the reference of certain claims for timber 
used by the Army to the Court of Claims under the Bowman act; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAWES poned the petition of Ann Smith, of Boston, Mass. 
widow of Levi Smith, late private Company A, Massachusetts Thi 
Heavy Artillery, praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of citizens of Washington, D. C., 
praying for the incorporation of the North Washington Cable Railway 
oes which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

Mr. WALTHALL presented the petition of Mrs. Rebecca T. Bowen, 
of De Soto County, Mississippi, praying to have her claim for supplies 
furnished to the Government referred to the Court of Claims under the 
meres of the Bowman act; which was referred to the Committee on 


ms. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, presented the petition of James A. Brown, 
of Saline County, Arkansas, praying to have his claim for supplies fur- 
nished the Army referred to the Court of Claims under the provisions 
of the Bowman act; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JACKSON presented the petition of Penelope V. Rudd, of Dres- 
den, Tenn., widow of James A. Moore, praying that the charge of de- 
sertion against her late husband may be removed; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of the heirs of John F. Shorter, 
late lieutenant Fifty-fifth Regiment Massachusetts Infantry, praying to 
be allowed pay for his services from March 24, 1864, to July 1, 1865; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented additional papers to accompany the petition of 
Engene Dickinson, of Elliott, Iowa, praying compensation for certain 
information furnished the Treasury Department; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of Daniel A. Whitesell, of 
Washington, D. C., late sergeant Battery C, Fifth United States Artil- 
lery, praying to be allowed an increasé of pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New York, praying for the suspension of the coinage of the silver dollar; 
which was refi to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DOLPH presented the petition of George Brown, of Virginia, 
praying compensation for property taken by the United States Army 
in 1862; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COKE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom were re- 
ferred the paging Berges asked to be di from their further 
consideration and that they be referred to the Committee on Claims; 
which was agreed to: 

A bill (S. 326) conferring authority upon the Court of Claims to re- 
view the case of Charles H. Adams vs. The United States; 

A bill (S; 277) for the relief of Samuel P. Evans; and 

A bill (S. 304) to compensate physicians for services rendered under 
an order of the United States court of the northern district of Alabama. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 


attached. The committee instruct me 
ting of such maps. 
tempore. The report will lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1) to provide for the performance of the 
duties of the office of President in case of the removal, death, resigna- 
tion, or inability both of the President and Vice-President, reported a 
bill (S. 471) to provide for the performance of the duties of the office of 
President in case of the removal, death, resignation, or inability both 
of the President and Vice-President; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HOAR. I give notice that to-morrow, at the conclusion of the 
morning business, I shall call up the bill just reported for the consid- 
eration of the Senate and ask its passage. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I wish toinquire of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts whether one objection will carry the billover. I do not un- 
derstand the rules very well. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. An objection will not carry it over to-morrow, but 
it will require a majority to take it up. i 

Mr. HOAR. Iwillstatethatalthough thisisin the formof anew bill, 
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it isin substance the bill which was reported last year by the committee. 
There are some verbal 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to say that I have hoped that a measure of 
some kind regulating the count and the declaration of the result of the 
count of the votes for President and Vice-President might have been in- 
corporated in this measure, as the two subjects belong together and are 
parts of one and the same systematic course of procedure; and I wish 
to ask my friend from Massachusetts if he will give his notice for one 
day later, inasmuch as I wish to consider the propriety of bringing the 
Presidential count bill, that has three times passed the Senate withput 
party votes and by very large majorities, to the attention of the Senate 
as anamendment to this bill, so that the whole scheme may be brought 
to the attention of the co-ordinate branch of the legislative power of 
this country, and so that under the peculiar rules of that body one may 
not be entirely lost sight of while theother may possibly go through. 
ask my friend, therefore, if he can not consistently postpone his notice 
for one day longer. 

Mr. HOAR. I will do what I suppose will be quite as agreeable to 
the Senator from Vermont and accomplish his p . I may like to 
submit a few remarks to the Senate in presenting the bill; they will be 
very brief, and perhaps it will not be n to submit any; but be- 
fore asking any vote upon the bill which would advance it atall I shall 
consent, after it is taken up to-morrow, that it go over one day for the 

the Senator indicates. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is quite satisfactory. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the bill go on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 6) fixing the salaries of the several judges of the 
United States district courts at $5,000 per annum, and for other pur- 
poses, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, te whom was referred the bill 
(S. 191) to establish an international copyright, asked to be di 
from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Patents; which was agreed to. 


JOINT RULES FOR THE TWO HOUSES. 


Mr. FRYE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Rules to report 
back a concurrent resolution in relation to the joint rules of the two 
Houses of Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The concurrent resolution will be 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. FRYE. I give notice that I shall callit up to-morrow for con- 
sideration. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PIKE introduced a bill (S. 472) for the relief of the American 
Board of Commissioners for Foreign Missions, Rev. Worcester Willey, 
and Esther Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 473) to suspend the coinage 
of the standard silver dollar; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. EDMUNDS introduced a bill (S. 474) for the relief of George W. 
Saulpaw; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 475) granting a pension to Mrs. Bridget 
Rush; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 

referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MAHONE introduced a bill (S. 476) torepeal section 3151 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, concerning inspectors of tobacco 
and cigars; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 477) to allow drawback on imported ma- 
terials used in the manufacture of tobacco, snuff, and cigars exported 
from the United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 478) to amend section 572 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, so as to provide for the holding of the regular terms of 
the district courts for the western district of Virginia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 479) to provide for the erection of a post- 
office building at Fortress Monroe, Va.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred tothe Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 480) for the improvement and enlarge- 
ment of the public building at Petersburg, Va.; which was read twice 
by its u and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 481) authorizing the partition of cer- 
tain land in Louisville, Ky., belonging jointly to John Echols and the 
Government of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 482) to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Norfolk, in the State of Virginia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 


I | the accompanying 


Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 483) to restore Sidney B. Tullar 
to the pension-roll; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 484) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Treasury to sell and convey certain premises in the city of Chicago; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 485) to amend the charter 
of the Capitol, North O Street and South Washington Railway Com- 
pany, of Washington, D. C.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 486) to amend article 3 of chapter 
354 of United States Statutes at Large, passed at the second session of 
the Forty-eighth Congress; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
papers, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 487) for the relief of Emily J. 
Fardy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 488) to carry into effect the recommen- 
dation of the board of admirals, convened under the joint resolution 
approved February 5, 1879, in the case of Commander Henry Glass, 
United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 489) granting a pension to Mary Morti- 
mer Semmes, widow of Commodore Alexander A. Semmes, United 
States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 490) to carry out the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the case of James H. Ayres; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Clai 

He also introduced a bill (S. 491) to provide for an American regis- 
ter for the steamship Caroline Miller, of Baltimore, Md.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 492) for the relief of Frank 
Della Terre and Susan F. Della Terre, heirs of Peter Della Terre, de- 
ceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. McPHERSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 203) canting 
an increase of pension to Sallie M. Michler, widow of Lieut. Col. Nathan- 
iel Michler, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUTLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 494) for the relief of 
Frank P. Murphy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 495) changing the name of 
the Real Estate Title Insurance Company of the District of Columbi 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and refi 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 496) for the relief of John P. 
T. Davis; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 497) regulating rates of postage 
on second-class mail matter at letter-carrier offices; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 498) for the relief of George T. 
Dudley ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. A 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 499) to provide for the final set- 
tlement with the Mexican Pottawatomie Indiansof Kansas, in accord- 
ance with certain treaty stipulations; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 500) for the relief of Elon A. Marsh and 
Minard Lafever; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 5 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 501) for the relief of 
Charles W. Foulke; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 502) for the relief of T. M. 
English, administrator of the estate of Richard Fitzpatrick, deceased; 
Wen wea read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ms. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 503) relating to the supreme court 
of Montana Territory, and providing for the establishment of judicial 
districts in said Territory; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 504) for the relief of Eugene Wells; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 505) for the relief of 
William J. Gamble; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Clai 

Mr. JACKSON introduced a bill (S. 506) for the relief of Emerson 
Etheridge and William B. Stokes; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 507) for 
Rogers; which was read twice by its title, an 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 508) for the relief of Mrs. Augusta 
Ellison, of North Carolina; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on 

He also introduced a bill (S. 509) to repeal certain provisions of the 
act approved March 3, 1875, relating to the purchase of arms for the 
use of the States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 510) for the relief of Sophia B. Moore; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. BROWN introduced a bill (S. 511) to provide for the settlement 
of accounts with certain railway companies; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. HOAR. What railroad companies are those, may I inquire of 
the Senator from Georgia ? 

Mr. BROWN. They are certain railroad companies who purchased 
rolling-stock from the Quartermaster’s Department of the United States 
soon after the war. A part of the accounts has been settled, but other 
accounts have never been paid. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 512) to repeal certain sections of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the appointment of 
civil officers; which was read twice by its title, and refi to the Com- 
mittee on the J udiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 513) granting arrears of pension to 
Jacques L. Vranz; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
cme papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

lso introduced a bill (S. 514) providing for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at New Bedford, Mass. ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 515) for the relief of Maj. Mi- 
chael P. Small, commissary of subsistence, United States Army; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 516) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Mary C. Ringgold; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

_ Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 517) for the relief of Avery D. 
Babcock and wife, of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 518) for the relief of John Alexander; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr, CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 519) to authorize the President 
to restore Tenedore Ten Eyck to his former rank in the Army, and to 
place him upon the retired-list of Army officers; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 520) for the relief of Richard 
C. Ridgway and others; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 521) for the relief of Jacob and Eliza- 
beth Sener; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 522) for the relief of J. M. Hobbs; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 523) for the relief of George H. Petti- 
grew; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CHACE introduced a bill (S. 524) granting a pension to Ruth 
Chappell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Claims, 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 525) granting a pension to Abra- 
ham Westfall; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 526) for the relief of women 
and children who were wives or minors of Federal officers or soldiers, 
and who were taken captive by hostile Indians during the late Southern 
rebellion commencing A. D. 1861; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 527) for the relief of Elkanah Huddle- 
ston; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 528) for the relief of William H. Mor- 
gan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Mijitary Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 529) for the relief of L. J. Worden; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Ofiices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 530) for the relief of Ira Haworth; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 


Lands. 
Mr, HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 531) to provide for the erection 


relief of Mrs. Amy M. 
, with the accompanying 


of a public building at Lafayette, Ind.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 532) granting a pension to Martin G. 
Geyer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. MANDERSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 533) for the 
relief of Henry A. Paus; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 534) to grant to the Gulf and 
Chicago Air-Line Railway Company the right to construct bridges over 
navigable water courses; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 535) for the relief of Coronna, Taussig 
& Co., and others; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GEORGE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 536) for the relief 
of John L. Lake, jr.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 537) to establish the eastern jaa 
district of Kentucky; which was read twice by its title, and a 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 538) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building in the city of Newport, Ky.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 539) amendatory of title 48 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, so as to authorize the purchase of 
foreign-built ships by citizens of the United States for use in the foreign 
carrying trade; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 540) for the relief of Rebecca 
Dougherty; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 541) for the relief of Alexander J. 
Mueller; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 542) for the relief of William Ervin; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 543) to incorporate the North Washing- 
ton Cable Railway Company; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 544) to grant a right of way through 
the Indian Territory to the Saint Louis, Baxter Springs and Mexican 
Railway Company; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 545) to grant aright of way through 
the Indian Territory to the Southern Kansas Railway Company, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 546) to make the Lake Borgne outlet, 
to improve the low-water navigation of the Mississippi River from New 
Orleans, La., to Cairo, Ill., and incidentally to reclaim and protect the 
valley lands of the Mississippi River and tributaries from overflow with- 
out levees; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. INGALLS. I introduce the bill by request, and do not desire 
to be considered as in any way committed to its provisions. I move 
that it be referred to the Committee on the Improvementof the Missis- 
sippi River. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER introduced a bill (S. 547) for the relief of 
John 8. Braxton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 548) for the appoint- 
ment of railway postal clerks, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 549) for a public building at 
Greenville, S. C.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 550) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa H. 
Hassell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 551) for the preservation of the 
woods and forests of the national domain adjacent to the sources of the 
navigable rivers and their affluents in the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and F 

He also introduced a bill (S. 552) for the relief of Benjamin D. Lakin; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 553) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to remove the charge of desertion against Henry King from the rolls of 
Company I, Thirty-second Regiment of Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and to give him an konarakte Alechavies: which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 554) granting a pension to 
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Broadus G. Roberts; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 555) authorizing the Postmaster- 


General to pay rent for building used as a branch in thecity 
of Washington; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CALL introduced a joint resolution (8. R. 10) to amend the stat- 
utes in relation to the immediate rtation of dutiable goods, and 
for other p 
the same be extended to the port of Key West, Fla., and the pro- 
visions of the ninth section of the statute be extended to the port of 
Tampa, Fla.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE ELLWOOD. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
ioe announced that the House had passed the following resolutions: 


That this House has heard with profound sorrow ofthe death of Hon, 
WOOD, late a member of this House from the State of Illinois. 
Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be transmitted by the Clerk of this 
House to ae family deceased. 


the 
Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to communicate a copy of these proceed- 
ings to the Senate. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the resolutions of the House of Repre- 
sentatives be allowed to lie on the table until Thursday of this week. 
St PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that course 

i taken. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFEREED. 


On motion of Mr. MANDERSON, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in respect to the following claims be taken from the 

files and referred to the following committees : 

Claim of John Breitling—Claims. 

Claim of Sallie Carroll 

Claim of General S. W. Price—Pensions, 

Claim of James Bainter—Indian Affairs. 

Claim of George S. Comstock—Indian Affairs. 

Claim of Mma Se Fisher—Foreign Relations. 

Claim of Charles B, Smith—Military Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. VEST, it was 

Ordered, That the claimant in the case of G. Henry Carlyle, Senate bill 1706, 
aoe -seventh Congress, have leave to withdraw the papers from the files of the 

nate, 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, it was 


Ordered, That the ition of Timothy Kibby for arrears of pension be with- 
drawn from the flloc or the Senate, 


On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 


Ordered, That the tion of A. W. Shaffer, on the files of the Senate, be with- 
ee ge lr beige g mpm nce i pan 
e on of Eugene Dickinson he accom: ing pa- 
pers, nee on the files of the Senate, Se withdrawa and referred to 
tee on Finance. 
ered, That John M. ae have leave to withdraw the papers in his 
case now on file in the Senate. 


ee GIBSON, it was 
ee ee eee G. Richardson and Albert Baldwin, 


Gee 


estean executors of ion of Cora A, Slocomb, Ida Richardson, 
aaa Carona hy Dea we taken from the files and referred to the Com: 
m:i on Claims, 


R S MITCHELL, it was 


Ordered, That npor e n of Joseph Walton & Co, be taken from 
Pht cb peer korn the Committee on Claims, to accompany Senate bill 242. 


On motion of Mr. PLUMB, it was 


0 That the rs in the case of certain recruits for the Fourteenth Kan- 
sas Cavalry be taken the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee 
a D r 

Ordered, That te gg eee cen GT A: OG Sac cg Re AES eo D s 
ofthe Seta and re to the Committee on Public 


Lands. 
Ordered, That the papers in the case of Edward Fenlon be taken from the 
mmes of the Senate and referred to to the Committee on Claims. 


atic paperi L ech gen Somalia grt ot representatives of 
Robert J. from the files and refe: to the Committee on 

Ordered, That in the case of H, A. Myers be taken from the files 
and referred to the ttee on Military Affairs, 


On motion of Mr. VANCE, it was 


Ordered, TESTADO POA EI popes peal DS prey Or Sophie a; Moore be with- 
drawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims, 


On motion of Mr. BUTLER, it was 
Ord ‘That Louisa H. Hasell have leave to withdraw h 
Sion JaA to the LULAS, and ad IAT bo LORETA Oo the Committee o 
On motion of Mr. MORGAN, it was 
Ordered, That the fil 
Co.and other slaimnnnts, marier art acetal 
453, be withdrawn from the files and referred to 
On motion of Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, it was 
Ordered, That the petition and papers in the case of A, J. Purviance, now on 
the ‘files of the Senate, be withdrawn therefrom and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and oe Roeie. 


On motion of Mr. DOLPH, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating tothe claim of George Brown be taken from 
the files of the Senate and End_referred to the Coemm‘itas on Olaime, DRIGE to the 
rules, 


from the 
on Claims. 


approved June 10, 1880, so that the provisions of | Ocean. 


TEHUANTEPEC SHIP-RAILWAY. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested, if not incon- 
sistent, in his opinion, with the public interests, to communicate to the Senate 
=v) report of an actual instrumental survey of a oe for a ship-railroad across 

us of Tehuantepec, and any map of the e that has been made to, 
or pea wr on file in, any of the Executive Departments vite of any canal or canals 
designed to connect such ship-railway with the Gulf of Mexico or the Pacifie 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That until the expiration of the Forty-ninth Con, 


on ‘Appropriations shall consist of ten members, and that 
ber be appointed by the Chair. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The occupant of the chair asks the 
consent of the Senate to be relieved from further service on the Com- 
mittee on the Library and the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
If there be no objection this request will be granted. 

Mr. SEWELL. I desire to be relieved from further service as chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey asks 
to be relieved from further service as chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs. That request will be granted if there be no objection. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask tobe relieved from further duty upon the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska asks to 
be relieved from further service upon the Committee on Military Affairs. 
That request will be granted if there be no objection. How shall the 
vacancies made by the requests granted be filled ? 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that they be filled by the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that will be 
considered as the order of the Senate. The Chair appoints the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. SEwELL] as chairman of the Committee on the 
Library, and the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGAn] as chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs and as a member of the Committee on 
favi and Elections. 

AMERON. I suggest that the Chair now appoint the addi- 
tami member added to the Committee on Appropriations by the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will appoint the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. LoGaN] as the additional member of the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

REPORT ON INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. CULLOM. During the special session of the Senate last 
a select committee on interstate commerce was created by this co 
with instructions to investigate during the recess and report by the 
second Monday of this session. The committee is not quite ready to 
report; and I ask that the time be extended until the 22d of this month, 
with the privilege of reporting at any time between now and then. 

5 The DENE pro tempore. If there be no objection that request 
granted. 


the Committee 
e additional mem- 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. CALL. At the last sitting of the Senate I introduced a bill 
(S. 467) providing for the auditing and „payment of claims of soldiers 
who served in the several Indian wars in Florida, and had it referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. I move that that committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on n Acna Affairs. 

The motion was a 

Mr. GIBSON. Iaska A of the reference of the bill (S. 419) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to.transfer the United States barracks 
at Baton Rouge La., to the Louisiana State University and Agricultural 
and Mechani College, at said place, for educational purposes, which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. I find that that 
reference is wrong, and I move that the Committee on Military Affairs 
be from the further consideration of the bill and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no further resolutions 
the is now in order. [A pause.] The Chair is advised that 
there is no business upon the Calendar of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. INGALLS and others. Let us have an executive session. 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the motion to adjourn, and I move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business, After one hour and seventeen minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


A. M. KEILEY. 


The PRESIDENT pro ee laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
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on motion of Mr. VEST, ordered to lie on the table, and, with the ac- 
eompanying papers, be printed: 
To the Senate of the United States: 

In response to the resolution of the Senate of the 9th instant, calling for the 
eorrespondence on file in relation to the appointment of Mr. A. M, Keiley as 
enyoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary, first to the Government of 
Italy, and then to that of Austria-Hungary, I transmit herewith a report from 
the Secretary of State, with accompanying papers, 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

Washington, December 14, 1885. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. LOGAN submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved by the United States Senate, That the Committee on Military Affairs be 


increased to ten, instead of nine, during the Forty-ninth Congress, and that the 
Forden pro tempore of the Senate appoint the additional member of the com- 
e. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will name as anadditional 
member of the Committee on Military Affairs the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERSON]. 

Mr. BROWN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, December 14, 1885. 


The House met at12o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
ved. 
Mr. J. A. LOUTITT, of California, appeared, and was duly qualified by 
taking the oath prescribed by law. 


AWARDS IN LIEU OF MOIETIES. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a report of awards 
of compensation in lieu of moieties to informers and officers in customs, 
fines, and forfeitures, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885; which 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


REFUNDS OF CUSTOMS DUTIES, 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a statement of 
refunds of customs duties for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885; 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


RULES, 


Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Rules, to which 
were referred several propositions in relation to the adoption of rules for 
the government of the House, direct me to submit a report thereon. I 
ask that it be printed and laid upon the table. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, Isu that that report be printed 
also in the RECORD, as we shall probably get it in that form more 
promptly than in the other. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to poe a statement of 
the views of the minority of the Committee on Rules, and ask that it 
also be printed in connection with the report of the committee. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MORRISON, from the Committee on Rules, submitted the fol- 
lowing report: 

The Committee on po yee eS a were referred certain resolutions for the 

ie 


adoption of the rules of th House, with amendments, having had the same 
Sate consideration, submit the following resolution and accompanying report : 

Nore.—The amendments proposed are to omit the words in brackets and insert 
t the words printed in ifatics.] 

Resolved, That the rules of the House of Representatives in force at the close 
of ihe second session of the Forty-eighth Congress be the rules of the House of 
Representatives of the Forty-ninth Congress, with the following amendments, 
viz: 


Rue I. 


Amend clause 3, Rule I, as follows: - 
five Een anna (tive ciepoeal of] ef tie Corsi ena passages eae snails commons: 
of the House, an e oi As ? a e 
riated rooms in t part of the Capitol assigned to the use of the House until 
urther order. ‘ 
Amend Rule X as follows: 
RULE X. 


OF COMMITTEES. 


1. Unless otherwise specially ordered by the House, the § 
at the commencementof each Congress,the following stan 
On Elections, to consist of fifteen members, 
On Ways and Means, to consist of thirteen members. 
On Appropriations, to consist of fifteen members. 
tH , to consist of fifteen members, 


er shall appoint, 
g committees, viz: 


On Rivers and Harbors, to consist of fifteen members. 

On Agriculture, to consist of fifteen members. 

On Foreign Affairs, to consist of thirteen members, 

On Military Affairs, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Naval Affairs, to consist of [eleven] thirteen members. 

On the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to consist of fifteen members, 

On the Public Lands, to consist of [eleven] thirteen members. 

On Indian Affairs, to consist of [eleven] thirteen members, 

On the Territories, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Railways and to consist of [eleven] thirteen members, 

On Manufactures, to consist of eleven members. 

On Mines and Mining, to consist of [eleven] thirteen members, 

On Public Buildings and Grounds, fo consist of thirteen members. 

On Pacific Rai , to consist of [eleven] thirteen members. _ 

On Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River, to consist of [eleven] 
thirteen members. 

On Education, to consist of [eleven] thirteen members, 

On Labor, to consist of [seven] thirteen members. 

On the Militia, to consist of [eleven] thirteen members, 

On Patents, to consist of [eleven] thirteen members, 

On Invalid Pensions, to consist of fifteen members. 

On Pensions, to consist of [eleven] thirteen members. 

On Claims, to consist of fifteen members. 

On War Claims, to consist of [eleven] thirteen members, 

On Private Land Claims, to consist of [eleven] thirteen members, 

On the District of Columbia, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Revision of the Laws, to consist of [eleven] thirteen members. 

On Expenditures in the State Department, to consist of seven members. 

On Expenditures in the Treasury Department, to consist of seven members. 

On Expenditures in the War Department, to consist of seven members. 

On Expenditures in the Navy Department, to consist of seven members. 

On Expenditures in the Post-Office Department, to consist of seven members. 

On Expenditures in the Interior Department, to consist of seven members. 

On Expenditures in the Department of Justice, to consist of seven members, 

On Expenditures on Public Buildings, to consist of seven members. 

On Rules, to consist of five members. 

On Accounts, to consist of seven members. 

On Mil to consist of five members. 

Also the following joint standing committees, viz: 

On the Library, to consist of three members. 

On Printing, to consist of three members. 

On Enrolled Bills, to consist of seven members. 

2. He shall also appoint all select committees which shall be ordered by the 
House from time to time; 

3. The first named member of each committee shall be the chairman; and in 
his absence, or being excused by the House, the next named member, and so 
on, as often as the case happen, unless the committee, by a majority of its 
numbers, elect a chairman ; 

4. The chairman shall appoint the clerk of his committee, subject to its ap- 
proval, who shall be paid at the public expense, the House having first provided 

erefor, 

Amend Rule XI as follows, viz: 


Rute XI. 
POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES. 


All proposed legislation shall be referred to the committees named in the pre- 
ceding rule, as follows, viz: Subjects relating, 

1, to the election of members: to the Committee on Elections; 

2. to the revenue and the bonded debt of the United States: to the Committee 
on Ways and Means; 

3. to appropriation of the revenue for the support of the Government, as herein 

, viz: for legislative, executive, and judicial expenses; for sundry civil ex- 

penses; for fortifications ; for the District of Columbia; for pensions; and for all de- 
Jiciencies: to the Committee on Approp' ions; 
H 4. to judicial proceedings, civil and criminal law: to the Committee on the Ju- 


iciary 
5. to banking and currency : to the Committee on Banking and Currency; 
6. to coinage, weights, and measures: to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures; 5 

7. to commerce, live-saving service, and light-houses, other than appropria- 
tions for life-saving service and light-houses : to the Committee on Commerce: 
8. to the improvement of rivers and harbors: to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors; [andthe Committee on Rivers and Harbors shall have the same privi- 
lege in reporting bills making appropriations for the improyementof rivers and 
harbors as is accorded to the Committee on Appropriations in reporting general 
appropriation bills ;] 


9. to agriculture and forestry: to the Committee on A 
ceive the estimates and report the appropriations for 


ment; 

10. to the relations of the United States with foreign nations, [otner than) in- 

} ons therefor: to the Committee on Toe irs; 
tary establishment and the public rrepa r than) including 
2 book ging for ure paypak and for that of the Military Academy: to the 
mmittee on z 
ishment, [other fian) including the appropriations for 

its support: to the Committee on Naval rS; 

13. to the post-office and post-roads, [other than] including sporopriationi for 

P and Post- 4 


‘ost-Office 
14. to ttee on the Public Lands; 


culture, who shall re- 


ds of the United States; to the Commi 
15. to the relations of the United States with the Indians and the Indian tribes, 
[other than] including appropriations therefor: to the Committee on Indian 


16. to territorial legislation, the revision thereof, and affecting Territories or 
the admission of States: to the Committee on es; 

17. to railways and canals, other than Pacific railroads: to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals; 

18, to the manufacturing industries: to the Committee on Manufactures; 

19, to the mining interests: to the Committee on Mines and Mining; 


20. to the public buildings and occupied or improved grounds of the United 
ee than appropriations therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds; 


21. to the railroads and telegraphic lines between the Mississippi River and the 
Pacific coast: to the Committee on Pacific Railroads ; 

22, to the levees of the Mississippi River: to the Committee on Levees and Im- 
provement of the Mississi; ver; 

23. to education: to the Committee on Education; 


= 


è Paten 
pensions of the civil war: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 
to the pensions ofall the wars ofthe United States, other than the civil war: 
Commii on Pensions; 
to private and domesticclaims and Somana; other than war claims, against 

ms; 


the United States: to the Committee on Cla’ 
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80. to claims arising from any war in which the United States has been en- 
gaged: to the Committee on War Claims; 

81. to private claims to lands: to the Committee on Private Land Claims; 

32. to the District of Columbia, other than appropriations therefor; to the 
mittee for the District of Columbia; 

33. to the revision and codification of the statutes of the United States: to the 
Committee on the Revision of the Laws. 

34. The examination of the accounts and expenditures of the several Depart- 
ments of the Government and the manner of keeping the same; the economy, 
justness, and correctness of such expenditures; their conformity with appropri- 
ation laws; the proper a. raga of public moneys; the security of Gov- 
ernment against unjust and extra’ t demands; retrenchment; the enforce- 
ment of the payments of moneys due to the United States; the economy and 
accountability of public officers; the abolishment of useless offices; the reduc» 
tion or increase of pay of officers, shall all be subjects within the jurisdiction of 
the eight standing committees on the public expenditures in the several Depart- 
ments, as follows : 

35. In eel eames State: to the Committee on Expenditures in the State 

ment; 
. In the Treasury Department; to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury De ment; 
37. In the War Department: to the Committee on Expenditures in the War 


ent; 
In the Navy Department: to the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy 


i ge igs ng : 
. In the Post-Office Department: to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Post-Office Department; 

40. In the Interior Department: to the Committee on Expenditures in the In- 
terior Department; 

41. In the Department of Justice: to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
De ment of Justice ; 

. On public buildings: to the Committee on Expenditures on Public Build- 


ings; 

43. All proposed action touching the rules and joint rules shall be referred to 
the Committee on Rules; 

44. Touching the expenditure of the contingent fund of the House, the audit- 
ing and settling of all accounts which may be charged therein by order of the 
House: to the Committee on Accounts; 

45. The ascertainment of the travel of members of the House shall be made by 
the Committee on Mileage and reported to the Sergeant-at-Arms; 

46. Touching the Library of Congress, statuary, and pictures ; to the Joint Com- 
mittee on the Library; 

47. All pro; d ngoona or orders puchine ne shall be referred to the 
Joint Committee on nting on the — of the House; 

48. The enrollment of engrossed bills: to the Joint Committee on Enrolled 


ills; 

49. The following-named committees shall have leave to report at any time on 
the matters herein stated, viz: The Committee on Elections, on the right of 
a member to his seat; the Committee on Ways and Means, on bills raising reve- 
nue; the committees having jurisdiction of appropriations, the general appropria- 
tion bills; the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, bills for the improvement of rivers 
and harbors; the Committee on Enrolled Bills, enrolled bills; the Committee on 
Printing, on all matters referred to them of printing for the use of the House or 
two Houses; and the Committee on Accounts, on all matters of expenditure of 
the contingent fund of the House, 

; 50. No committee shal! sit during the sitting of the House without special 
eave. 


Route XXI. 


Amend clause 3, Rule XXI, as follows: 

3. No appropriation shal! be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously author- 
ized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such publie works and 
objects as Seura progress, and for the contingencies for on the sev- 
eral D of Government. 


shall retrench my Oe 
nsation of id retain Treasury of 
m of any person paid out of the o 

T anunt of money covered by the bill: 

ill upon the report of 


pe pee ve E paanan? ot vomaposr on o oy arivo eaa rha tarde 
ment shai erred, Snoot oast any other following- 
named committees, viz: the Committee on Inval Foaens to the Committee on 


Pensions, to the Commiltee on Claims, to the Committee on War Claims, to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims, and to the Committee on Accounts, 


Route XXIII, 

Amend clause 4, Rule XXIII, as follows: 

4. In Committees of the Whole House, business on their calendars shall be 
taken up in regular order, except bills for raising revenue, general aj 
tion bills, and bills for the improvement of rivers and harbors, w. 
have precedence, and when objection is made Le consideration of} Largan 4 
over any bill or proposition the com mittee shall re a forge and report s 
objection to the House, w. shall decide, without de! , whether such bill 
or pro tion shall be considered or laid aside for the present, whereupon the 
committee shall resume ita sitting without further order of the House. 

Amend Rule XXIV as follows: 


Rue XXIV, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
1. Each Monday morning Sarina Seeman of Congress, immediately after the 


Journal of the proceedings of the day’s sitting has been read and ap 
the Speaker shall call all the States and ‘Te 


be presented and a; priately referred, and on this call 
m ee a inquiry aoran to the heads of the Executive Departments 

n order for reference to appro) e committees, which resolutions shall 
wes tan to the House epee one week thereafte: 


T, 
each day, the Speaker shall 
Farias ond COS nae, 


and other communications addressed to the House, also 
such % nd other messages the Senate as may have ‘ 
on the previo e 
[2] 8. On all days other than Monday, as soon as the [Journal is read and 


approved] has been disposed of, and on all Mo 


ess on the ng Saree table ndays 
(except the first and third in each month) after the call of States and ‘Territories, 


there shall be a morning hour for reports from committees, which shall be ap- 
propriately referred and printed and a copy thereof mailed by the Public Printer 
to each Member and 


Delegate; and the Speaker shall call upon each standing 
committee in regular order and then bY the select committees; and if the 
whole of the hour is not consumed by this call, then it shall be in order to pro- 

to the consideration of other business as hereafter provided; but if he 
not complete the call within the hour, he shall resume it in the succeeding morn- 
ing hour where he left off. 


. After morning hour shall have been to reports from committees (or the 
call comp’ ¥ shall again call the committees in regular order for one 
hour, upon shall have the right to call up 


Pe fey: sd commiltce shall ase han 
day, tt not in order for such committee to ignateany other ion for 
consideration until all the other committees shall hae bon enltad in their turn; and 
when any shall have occupied two hours on this call it shall thereafter re- 
main on the Calendar as unfinished business and be taken up in its order: Pri 

That when the hour being wt oer pe shall expire while the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union is considering a bill the said committee shall rise 
without motion therefor. 

6. After the hour under the preceding clause shall have been occupied, it shall be in 
order to proceed to the consideration of the unfinished business in which the House 
engaged at an adjournment, and at the same lime each day thereafler, 
first and third Mondays, until d of; and it shall be in order to 
pont to the consideration of all other unfin business whenever the class of 

siness to which it belongs shall be in order. 

Strike out clauses 4, 5, and 6 of Rule XXIV and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
wide A as new clauses, numbered, respectively, 5, 6, and 7: 

7. Unfinished , any, having been disposed of, motions shall be in order 


as follows : 
fine That the House resolve sory A into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union to consider, first, bills raising revenue and general appropriation 
bills, and then other business on its Calendar. 

Second. To proceed to the consideration of business on the House Calendar. 

Third, On of each week, after the morning hour, it shall be in order to en- 
tertain a motion the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House 
to consider business on the Private Calendar; and, if this motion fail, then public 
business shall be in order as on other days. 

Amend Rule XXVI as follows: 


Rute XXVI. 


Friday in every week shall be set apart for the consideration of 
ness, unless otherwise determined [by a two-thirds vote of the mem 
and voting] by the House, 


rivate busi- 
present 


REPORT. 


Rute I. 


The committee recommends the amendment of clause 3, Rule I, by striking 
out the words "the disposal of” and inserting in lieu thereof the words “ of the 
corridors and and ;” so that it will read as follows, namely : 

3. He shall have general control, except as provided by rule or law, of the 
Hall of the House, and of the corridors and ges and the being cheap 
zooms in that part of the Capitol assigned to the use of the House until further 
order, 

Under clause 3 of Rule I of the last House the Speaker was given general con- 
trol of the Hall of the House and unappropriated rooms, but neither he norany . 
officer of the House was given any control or supervision over the corridors or 


passages, 

Before the revision of the rules in the Forty-sixth Con, he possessed this 
authority, and the committee is of opinion it should be restored to him, 
and to that end recommend the foregoing amendment, 


Rue xX. 


The next rule of the last House which is proposed by the committee to be 
amended is Rule X, creating or designating the standing committees of the 
House for the protons Conroe 

It is proposed to amend Rule X by increasing the following-named commit- 
tees, viz: 

Coinage, Weights, and Measures, Naval Affairs, Public Lands, Indian Affairs, 

ys s, Mines and Mining, fic Rai , Levees and Im- 
provement of the Mississippi River, Education, Labor, Militia, Patents, Pen- 
sions, War Claims, Private Kana Claims, and Revision of the Laws, from eleven 
to thirteen memberseach, the Committeé on Labor being increased from seven 
a O i ai ot inion, in vi f other ch roposed, especial]: 

committee was of opinion, ew of other changes pi A c 
that distributing certain of the general Sporo (on Bits among pae seyrreed 
having jurisdiction of their hog fpr and those changing the order of busi- 

V, by which there might 


news. se px bed by Rule X @ daily call of com- 
mittees, if the House so desired, for the consideration of business theretofore re- 
rted ttees which might be on either the House or Union Calendar, 


po 

that certain committees should be increased so as to correspond with their in- 
creased importance, and others forthe purpose of securing greater uniformity 
of comriittee membership. 


Rue XI. 


tees, viz: 
The consular and diplomatic bill to the Committee on Foreign Affairs; the 
Army and Military Affairs; the 
naval bill to the Committee on Naval Affairs; the Post-Office to the Com- 


irs. 
This leaves with the Committee on og ah gerne the following-named bills, 
namely: ne agM executive, and judicial, sundry civil, ae ioag Saar 
cation, pension, and District of Columbia bills, which include more half 
the annual ee for carrying on the Government. The total TO- 
priations forthe fiscal 1885-'86 are „511,595.24, of which sum $114,824,465.45 
was appropriated in the bills last named. The remaining expenditures of the 
Government are provided for by permanent appropriations, i 
The Committee on ro (apy aches was created on the 2d of March, 1865 (sec- 
ond session Thirty-eighth Congress), but was not appointed until the followi 
Con; Prior to its creation the general appropriation bills were re 
by the Committee on Ways and Means, which committee was further divided 
by the transfer of its jurisdiction on the subjects of banking and bank currency 
and the Pacific Railroad to standing committees on those subjects, | 
On the lith of r, 1837 (first session Twenty-fifth Congress), the House 
adopted the following rule, viz: ) 
“It shall also be the duty of the Committee on Appropriations, within thirty 
days after their appointment, at every session of Con, commencing on the 
first Monday of Dasan bar io report the general appropriation bills.” 
On the 2d of March, 1865, the House adopted the following amendment to the 
foregoing clause, viz: “or, in failure thereof, the reasons for such failure.” if 
Under these provisions the various appropriation bills were reported within 
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the time or the failure tg tore ade tage o; 
until ee enn d ine rules in the apc pe erm Pb Gone on 
In that revision the requirement as to reporting these lle g was ipepe en goer 


from that time the general appropriation bills have been reported as the com- 
mittee saw fit. The following | table shows the date of theirseveral reports since 
the Forty-fourth Congress: 


session. 


44th Congress, Ist | 44th Congress, 2d | 45th Con, 2d | 45th Con: , Sd | 46th 
s session. | een. mear ge 


Congress, 2d 


session, 


s 12 
s 30 
A 22 
x x 12 
> . 39 
. e 18 
> $ 18 
N A OEA SA pr. n . 3 May 3 
w Ta July 3| Feb, 28 | Mar. 2| Junel4 | June 18 | Feb. 24 | Mar. 1 | May 31 June IL 
Session closed Session closed Session closed Session closed Session closed 
August 15, 1876. March 3, 1354. June 20, 1878. March 3, 1879. June 16, 1880. 
48th Co: ,ist 48th Congress, 2d 
mar pr Sages session. 
Title. ate 
Passed | Passed | Passed 
Senate. | House. | Senate. 
| 
Feb. 22 | Feb. 26 . 13 | Dec. 22 | Apr. 5 | May 21| Jan. 24 
. Jan. 5| Jan. 15 . 4) Feb. 22 | May 19 | June 23 | Jan. 27 
Dec. 20 | Jan. 8 9 20 . 17 
| Mar. 1| Mar. 3 1 3 . 25 
| Feb. 2/| Feb. 19 S | a A 
| Dec. 15 | Feb. 23 13 2 . 28 
Jan. 11 | Jan. 22 B | 20 . 2 
Feb. 9| Feb, 23 . 16 26 . 17 
Dec. 18 Jan. 14 13 4 . 10 
Jan, 20 | Jan. 29 3 2% . B 
Dec. 16 Feb. 11 . B 0 B 
Jan. 25 | Feb. 15 20 . 13 
Feb, 17 | Feb. 28 wag i P » 27 |. 
Feb. 28 Mar. 3 . Aj 27 
Session closed Session closed Session ended Session ended Session ended 
March 3, 1881. August 8, 1882. March 3, 1883. July 7, 1834, March 3, 1855. 
The fo: ing table does not show the dates of the submission and adoption = ed in the Twenty-fifth Congress, and which stood without amendment 


of the conference reports on the various pen > bills, but a careful exam- 
ination shows that nearly all were submitted and adopted within a week and 
many during the closing hours of the various sessions of Congress named. 
The exceptions are few and gong Sano in character. 

For nearly forty years of our the app tions were made in one 


act, entitled “An act makin appropriations for support of the Govern- 
ma The i separate bill the expenses of the Post-Office Department 
was n 

In 1847 the appropriations were made in nine sopire. bills, viz: Army, civil 
and diplomatic. T denolenes es, fortifications, Indians, Military "Academy, Navy, 
pensions, and Pi 

In 1856 the consular and diplomatic appropriations were for the first time em- 
bodied in a separate bill. In 1557 the legislative, executive, and judicial bill first 
appeared in its present form. 


In 1862 the sundry civil bill was established, containing the various miscel- 
laneous items not embraced in the other bilis, and in 1880 the Ln peepee and 
District of Columbia bills were established, the agricultural bill being transferred 
tothe Stpcomties on Agriculture. With but few exceptions the pec) and harbor 
bill was = and reported by the Committee on Commerce until the crea- 
tion of the mmittee on Rivers and Harbors in 1883, when it was assigned to 


that committee. 

As showing the great increase of ap; projesine for the support of the Gov- 
ernment, it may be SANDA that ie one of our princi raga ae et appropriation 
bills embraces as much money as the whole amount e the net ordinary expendi- 
tures of the Government d! g the first ten years of its existence, and the spe- 
othe oneness ee and provided for in these bills have so greatly 
increased in ithas become a very considerable task even to enu- 


merate them. For several years general ap riation bills 
have been reported at such late pe in the session as to preclude their care- 
ful and thorough in tion by members not on the 


Committee on ee TEET cats 
ations. The committee is of opinion that the distribution cos monopod 
all these bills to be reported at earlier periods in the n, will permit a more 
careful and thorough consideration of each bill by the pagn Pea havingjurisdic- 
tion of it, and also by the a resulting in more considerate and economic 
legi on, and will obviate the necessity for the of any of these bills 
under a arr spray of the rules, which pid been so uently done in late years. 
The fortification bill, being one ise wl the Comite to Army and Navy a 
and the general ublie def is left ee ee es 
As there is no local or m pal government in the District Columbia, the 
duties itor trang =e Sung eg eer agree House Fe bey yn 
extent executive and legislative in their nature. Experience 
the attention of that committee 


that the number of matters now requiring 

occupy the time it can devote tothem. It hasnot been considered proper 
circumstances to impose upon it the additional labor of tango | 

the bill priations for the support of the District government, 


making ap 
that bill is left arith the Committee on Appropriations. 


Rore XXI. 
The committee is of opinion that the general Copra DOs suonta p 
RARAN MEILT to UDA and AITES of int ee eee 
cio nagar 9am aM appropriations for such public works as cmap bap ae 


for the contin: cies for carrying on the several ‘Departments of ot 
Rie Riemmcnink tah te ike oun recommend the restoration of 


the Forty-fourth Congress, a period of nearly forty years, and was furthe: 
amended in U in the Forty-sixth Congress. a z , ‘i 


e commi tack AOAO AA striking out all after the word “ p Page 
Men’ 252, page ‘tle of the printed bill (Mis. Doc. No, 23), and the insertion in lieu 
thereof of following words, viz: “And for the contingencies for carrying on 


the several Departments of the Government.” 

As thus amended the clause will read as follows, viz: 

“3. No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or 
be in order as an amendment thao, for any expenditure not previously au- 
a by law, unless in pe of nd for U sorter for feng public works 
and objects as are yin progress, and for contingenc' ‘or carrying on 
pee gi lish: Da posed by th mmi d, in x 

accomplishes the result pro e co! ttee, an connection 
ule XXIV, will, it is believed, more 


with another amendment pro 
evenly distribute the burden oi pai R work and pated An and avoid 
conferences between independent branches 


h i 
cate: controversies and Feisation pn on general appropriation bills. 


of the Government as to 
committee also reco: rther amendment of Rule XXI of the 


last House by the ineection et. of the ee S pe ele words as clause 6, viz : 


No bill for yment or adjudication oj private claim against the Government 
shall be referred, ex by unanimous aonack G any other haste fl i 
committees, viz: Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


the 
to the Committee on Claims, to the Committee on War Claims, to the Commetice on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, and to the Committee on Accounts. 

The committee is of opinion that this clause is requitedin order to secure a 
stricter observance of the jurisdiction of the several committees, and limit the con- 
a bg hatter 

ction of su 


the Government to the committees having 
claims, thereb: 7 affording the other committees 
a a tinia. and opportunity for the examination of the he public questions com- 
mitted to them. 
Rots XXII. 
out the words ‘the 
Words passing o of,” ft lines 277 and 278, page 12, and in lieu thereof the 
words * 


It is recommended that clause 3 be amended by stri 
In Committees ‘ot the Whole House, business on their calendars shall be 


nin u pry T order, except bills for raising revenue, general appro; smek 

tion bil ills for the improvement < rivers and harbors, which 1 
precedence, and when objection is made to passing over erei ma or irmoa renta 

Tis oaii ttee upon rise and report such objection to ouse, which 


shall decide, without debate, whether such bill or a a shalt be consid- 
ered or laid ‘aside for the „present; whereu whereupon the committee shall resume its 
st pungent er of the House. 
in the Committee of the Whole that the committee reporting 
ot fret bitty order on the Calendar Som Dos Saito it taken up at that sitting 
and that there might be no objection passing it over temporarily. The 
amendment also Committee of “the Whoie what it ought to have, i. e., 
greater control oi its b business and p! ings. 
Rute XXIV. 
The committee recommends the striking out of the words “‘ joint resolutions,” 
in clause 1, page 13, line 299, and the insertion of the word “ resolutions.” 
The object is to permit the reference, on the call of States and Territories, of 


simple House resolutions and concurrent resolutions which have not hitherto 


1885. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


171 


been in order for reference. The word “bills” isa — term, and has usu- 
ally been held to include only “ bills and joint resolutions” in the of 
the House. The committee recommends the insertion of the following words 
as clause 2 of Rule XXIV: 

2. After the Journal is read and approved each day, the Speaker shall lay before 


the Ho for reference, from the President, ions 
Foon aT of and other communications addressed to the House, and 
all such bills, resolutions, and other messages from the Senate as may have been re- 
ceived on the previous day. 


mumittees of all m 


Its adoption will secure the prompt reference to 
ons, as well as all bills 


d vo Tansee Donte 9g ce, Bosses ron their earlier consideratio 
and m e co’ e n 
by the zega ack committees and avoiding the requests for unanimous consent 
Pre to refer a Senate bill, which are so often made and consume so much 
time, kea 

ject. 


uently to no purpose. Itis substantially the Senate rule on this sub- 
The next amendment to this rule is to change clause 2 to 3 and amend it so as 
to conform to the Neng sand Pavan Py sl erage mde p fase 
tees until after business on the Speaker's table has disposed of. 
The committee also recommends the insertion of the words “as hereinafter 
provided,” in line 325, after the word “business.” 


The' committee also recommends the insertion of the following words, as a 
new clause, to be numbered 5, viz: 


5. the morning hour shall have been devoted to reports committees (or the 
call co: by rsd Pape th the committees Ee pia order for one 
hour, upon w each committee, on being named, shall have the Mag og no y 

or 


ak Aan ic dee en ae the said hour aipe 
, it shall not committee to designate any other r 
paana foarried pe ater MINIO shall DAE hess: CARA tx turn; and 


bill 
shall rise motion therefor. 
The committee is of opinion that this hour will facilitate useful legislation. 
further recommends an additional clause to this rule to 


to proceed to 
business to which it shall be in order. 

This clause is simply a transposition of clause 4 of Rule XXIV of the last 
House changed only as to the order of time of consi unfinished busi- 
ness, and conforms to new k 

The committee pro; to strike out clauses 4, 5, and 6 of Rule XXIV, and 
Roe in lieu thereof the following as new clauses, numbered, respectively, 5, 6, 
and7: 


7. Unfinished business, if any, having been disposed of, motions shall bein order as 


follows : 
First. That the House resolve into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
raising revenue and general appropriation 


ls, and then business on ils Calendar. 
Second, To to of on the He o 
Third. On of cach week, after the morning hour, it shall be in order to enter- 


louse 
sider business on the Private Calendar ; and, if this motion fail, then public business 
shall be in order as on other days. 
This amendment is merely a transposition and renumbering of clause 6 of the 
old rule, which is not changed in any respect. 


Rute XXVI, 


The committee recommends striking out the words “a two-thirds vote of the 
members mers and voting,” and inserting in lieu thereof the words “the 
House.” This isn a SE Fa DAEA t harmonize with the third para- 


graph of clause 7 of Rule 
Tl is a conflict between the two provisions which has occasioned frequent 
controversies in the past, and the committee believes it should be settled by 
allowing a majority to decide what business it will take up. 
Recogn: the necessity for the early adoption of such rules ey Barreg od 


the House to complete its organization and proceed with the public bi 8 
committee has not considered it wise to attempt at the time such a gen- 
eral revision of the practice as was contemplated by several measures re- 


ferred to it, but has endeavored to confine itself tosuch recom: asap- 


mendations 
etietane waypoint, pa np enh Wari hae ert ced 
lation. 


and the promotion of necessary 
The Cait does not ask to be from the further consideration of 
jon. 


the other proposed amendments, but retains them for further examinati 


Mr. RANDALL, from the Committee on Rules, submitted the follow- 
ing as the views of the minority: 
i f the k d 
pama taS sop ott osu popeatng maaria aT aran age i 


the rules heretofore in force in the Floves of Represmitatives: and begs leave to 
submit his reasons for such ent. 


There are three principal changes submitted. it is proposed to take from 
pera tne tothe roprintons a of t vi A of pennant cee, 
m over sev a 
tion on the same su! matters. Inother Solace committees 


words, are 
to bring forward thei legislation, and at the same ti say what shall be 
the measure of expenditure to any it into execution. Theconsularand diplo- 
matic yeah parece bill will go to ffairs, the Arm: 
bill and the Military Academy bill Stites ar ee RE LO 


prop tion bill to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
of the 


pre the 
necessary appropriation bills to execute the laws and carry on the Governmen 
~ the taxes requisite to mores income sufficient to meet ihe 
tures. Those who were for lessening taxes 


ther to separate these closely related and prEN gine pe sry General a) 
aes sigour ig bills are to be still furthe: scattered, and theresulsiney- 
tab! Dopod be that it will be impossible to keep up any just relations between 


onstrate such distribution 
ally a) ; and renders it more dificult to kı expendi- 
. Inthe instances where bills 
have been taken from the Committee on A riations and to the com- 
legislatio: subjects, 


having charge of general non it is suscepti- 


ble of proof that those — appropriations have steadily increased, and 
to a degree that, if the same ratio of increase were to be followed in all 
the other appropriations, the result would be not only to exhaust the surplus 
revenue, but compel the levying of inc: taxation. 

The best interests of the people require that the subject of a riations 
should mainly be committed to the charge of one committee—not one set 
of men is abler or more honest than another set, but because experience has 
shown it is the safest course to pursue. Such body of men can make careful 
scrutiny into every detail by itself, and, in connection with others, and taking a 
survey of the whole field of receipts and expenditures, it will be msible to 
House to see to it that the latter shall be reduced to an econ cal basis, and 
5, within the limits of the public revenue. 

that responsibility be disseminated through many committees it will be- 


wa: practically im: ble to secure anything like harmon 
action and unity of purpose in ee up the gonea appropriation bills. 

t the Committee on Appropriations has 
in reporting appropriations, The reverse is the 


ith. 
In the Forty-fourth Congress the reduction in the appropriations reached 
a4 shed against the pro- 


islation in Congress shows that amendments to ap praon bills comin, 


Lag arene pbp tenn bi prefer to have its special ittee, 
cu) ent or bureau ma; er ve al comm ly 
with which it has intimate and cordial ons, to maketheappropriations for 


its use rather than to unde the scrutiny of an appropriations committee hav- 
ing control of the appropriations for all the Departments and having attachment 
no more to one thanto another. But it is the oe of wisdom to adhere to the 
precedents of the t, which bave proved so efficacious heretofore in promoting 


ed 
striving to su the other in peoaus recognition and r appropriations 
for its special charge, it will not be dificult to prupheay sha y of wasteful ex- 
tra’ ce and all its attendant corruptions is near at hand. 
As session grows in length, and it comes toward its termination, what a 


scene of confusion will be presented, with many appropriation committees an- 


tagonizing each other, seekin, ee and for its own 
ticular measure! The session perni procrastinated to the I latest Hod, and 


after the adjournment it would not be unlikely that the ey; a ions would 
be found to be r in amount than the revenues of the Government. 
Who would be respo. 
in atime p pronnan peace? Not 
would be degradi 


rarately making ions for special objects ETA aggregate 
propriations coming from all other committees. No; it would be peard a 


If it should be there should be a 20 per cent. reduction all along the 
line, in order to bring expenditures within recei it would turn out that in 
some cases,where the amount is already fixed by 


usted lan recognizing the whole field of AA SAAE 
on any ng the w! ap mem- 
to a spactal ion committee can fag a tanan in and accu- 
rately, what relates own co; ttee? 

It is the glorious tradition of the land from which we get our laws that the 
House of ons shall protect with every safeguard the money of the people. 
It is an inheritance which this House of Representatives has maintained during 
the existence of our Government with singular fidelity. At this hour to disre- 
gard the prudential lessons of the r to the Senate the protection 
of the Treasury, is to dethrone the House of Representatives from the exalted 
sition it has occupied in our history, and leave it 
of the people’s money means the practical control of a paces Government, 
because freedom from finances, and 
come from comprehensive and 
which refuses to ya itself up to the almost chaotic confusion of a score of com- 

A gto outvie each other in the career of expenditure in order 
= paT the importance and consideration of the special interests confided 
care, 

In the second place it is pro; p Ere Mle aapea i striking 
out thefollowing proviso, Ash ner he Eeer uring the first session of the Forty- 
and ag meee or the intervening ten years: 
any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto sieeeing ex- 
law be in order, except such as, being germane to the subject-matter of the 

l retrench expenditures by the reduction of the number and salary of 


tosurre 
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the officers of the United States, by the reduction of the compensation of any 
person paid out of the Treasury of the United States,or by the reduction of 
amountsof money covered by the bill: Provided, That it shall be in order fur- 
ther to amend such bill upon the report of the committee having jurisdiction of 
the subject-matter of such amendment, which amendment, being germane to the 
subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures.” 

provision has been so frequently debated pro and con in this House, it 
must be taken for granted its character, extent, value, and beneficent results 
are generally known. We recognize the fact that most of the reductions in 
recent years in public expenditures have been greatly promoted by the opera- 
tion of that rule. It has purified the House from public scandals. 

If, then, the majority should determine so to amend it as to exclude all gen- 
eral legislation from appropriation bills, vey well if the right shall be left to 
reduce salaries and force of oficials engaged in administering the Government 
when such motion is made to the bill providing for such payment. In that view 
thefollowing is submitted as an addition to the proposition reported by the Com- 
mittee on Rules: 

“ But provisions or amendments for the direct reduction of the number, salary, 
and compensation of officers and employés of the United States shall be in order 
on a general appropriation bill if germane to the subject-matter of the bill, and 
it shall be in order further to amend such bill upon the report of the committee 
having jurisdiction of the subject-matter of such amendment, which amendment, 
being germane to the subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures," 

The ee change in the rules proposed by the Committee on Rules 
is to establish a morning hour for the consideration of business reported from 
the committees of the House. Any fair and reasonable measure to bring about 
ex ition in apoen of the publie business, instead of meeting my dissent, 
will have my approval. 

There are, in fact, two morning hours, one for reports for reference and print- 
ing, and another immediately afterward for consideration of business previ- 
ously reported and called ip for consideration by committees in their order, If 
the committee calling up a bill shall occupy the said hour for one Gey it is not in 
order for that committee to designate any other 1 
committees shall have been called intheirturn. Ifitshall occupy a second hour 
with the same proposition, then that subject goes to what may be called a pre- 
ferred calendar of unfinished business, to be called up subsequently on motion or 
reached for action in its order. 

It provides for what I have denominated a calendar of unfinished business. 
This will not, in my judgment, accomplish the object in view to the extent ex- 

ted, but, favoring what fairly looks to expedition in the transaction of the 
public business, no objection will be interposed to its adoption on my part. 

Other points of a minor character I will defer to the discussion of the report 
of the committee in the House as it proceeds. 

As fully reflecting the views I now entertain on this proposition to send to 
certain regen committees of the House general ig.d peape rosea bills, thereby 
rejecting the principle that the whole expenditures of the Government should 
be reviewed and reported upon by one committee, constituted without refer- 
ence to the claims of any particular branch of the public service, but to deal 
fairly and justly with the whole, and with due consideration for the sum total 
of revenues, I earnestly call attention to the views expressed by the Committee 
on Rules in the report it submitted to the House during the Forty-sixth Con- 

and to the opinions exp by certain gentlemen who icipated in 
the protracted discussion which followed upon a proposition eto distribute 


the appropriation bills, 
(he npojker, J. C. S. BLACKBURN, A. H. Stephens, 


roposition until all the other 


The Committee on Rules 
J. A. Garfield, and W. P, FRYE) : 

* * * * * $ * 

+ * * “Ttfollowsasa logical sequence that if any other committee is to take 
bere of one of the general appropriation bills, the interests therein involved and 
considered will stand separate and apart from the interests involved and consid- 
eredin the other bills, and asa further resultany scheme of reduction of expendi- 
tures made necessary by a deficit of revenue for that fiscal year must be executed 
by the Committee on Appropriations without respect to the interests involved 
in the bill so taken from them, thereby leaving that particular interest to stand 
independent of and without any relation whatever to the other interests for 
which appropriations are annually made.” 

Mr. Garfield, of Ohio, said: 

‘There are two committees of this House that stand, if I may so speak, with 
their backs to each other and facing in opposite directions, One is the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. That committee faces out upon all the business of this 
country from which a revenue can be had. They ask the nation this one ques- 
tion : Where can we get a revenue to supply the machinery of this Government, 
to fill the Treasury as it ought to be filled? And they apply to all of the people 
of this country, to all its wealth, to all its trade, its commerce, and ask what 
contributions shall be gathered and how they shall be gathered from the people. 

“ But that committee wants one thing before they start out upon this inquiry— 
they want the res, the sum total. And they turn to the other committee 
which stands to back to them, the Committee on Appropriations, and in- 
quire of that committee how much money must we give you to run this Gov- 
ernment for the coming year? And sner sn the figures from the Committee on 
Appropriations. Thatcommittee says to them, we will require so many millions 
of dol Thereupon the Committee of Ways and Means turns to the nation 
and asks for a contribution. It passes a law that tells how much the burden 
shall be and how that burden shall be distributed. 

* s * g * * * 


“It isa fact within the experience of every member who has been here long that 
the Committee on Appropriations always finds itself confronted with a demand 
from each of the committees having a special subject in for larger ae 
priations than the Committee on Appropriations think should be e. There 
never was a time within my knowledge since I have been here when the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs did not resist the tendency of the Committee on Appro- 

riations to cut down the appropriations for the Army. The Committee on 
Raval Affairs has always been found resisting the reduction of the naval appro- 
priation bill. For this reason, I say that if each of these several committees had 
charge o: ng up the appropriation bills on these several subjects the amount 
of the bills would be very Iaa; they would ou w the grasp of the House, and 
there would be no unity in the appropriations of public money. 

> * * a * * $ 


“I do say, sir, without the slightest question in my own mind of the truth of 
the statement, thatthe scattering of these appropriations as pir PEST by gentle- 
men here will be absolutely breaking down all economy and good order and 
good management of our finances. It can not be otherwise. 

“ We know the length of our session depends on the appropriation bills. What- 
ever other things fail, these must pass. However far into the hot weather of the 
summer we go, we must go by the pressure of the appropriation bills; and un- 
less we say to one committee, take this in charge and make it your chief business, 
we give you the primacy, we give Mear the priority, we waive all other thingsoff 
to carry this through and accomplish it—I say unless we do that, there can be no 
reasonable end to our session and there can be no safety to our Treasury. I 
hope, therefore, gentlemen will not break down the oM conservative habits we 
have thrown around the Committee on Appropriations,” 

* $ s s > 
Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, said: 
$ + + “Ifyou undertake to divide all these appropriations and have many 


committees where there ought to be but one, you will enter upon a path of ex- 

travagance you can not foresee the length of or the depth of, until we will find 

the Treasury of the country bankrupt.” 
* + $ + . + > 

Mr. Whitthorne, of Tennessee, said: 

“When I first entered Congress, in the Forty-second Congress, General Co- 
burn, of Indiana, wasa member of the Committee on Appropriations, Heat that 
time proposed to divide the labors of that committee as is now proposed by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Shallenberger] and by others. - At that time 
I was heartily in favor of that proposition. But duringall these years that Ihave 
been here my experience and observation have led me to believe that if we turn 
loose a half-dozen committees upon the subject of appropriations it will be im- 
possible to control the amount of those appropriations. I believe that it is for 
the interest of the people that the subject of appropriations should be com- 
mitted mainly to one committee. I say this not out of any feeling with res: 
to my own committee, because if I considered that I should be jealous of its 
rights and should oi og jealously of its intelligence and its power of compre- 
hending the duty before it. But, speaking in the interest of the people, in the 
interest of the public Treasury, in the interest of a proper control of public ex- 

, penditures, Imay say, what has been forced upon me contrary to my original con- 
victions, that it is the duty of this House to have the subject of appropriations 
controlled by one committee.” * * + 

Mr, Robeson, of New Jersey, said: 

“ Mr. Chairman, the business of the country to be transacted in a great assembly 
like this must of course be committed to committees for examination, digestion, 
organization, and accomplishment. The gencral business of Congress divides 
itselfnaturally into three classes : First, legislation ; second, revenue; third, appro- 
priations, First, legislation for the purpose of doing the business of the country, 
or carrying on the Government, for securing the rights which that Government 
guarantees to its citizens, and for the progress and development of the country, 
These three general propositions include within their compass all the subject- 
matters of general legislation. The second cl comprises the subject-matter of 
the revenue—the means by which the money of the country is to and 
collected from the ple and property of the country. The next and final divis- 
ion is, naturally, the appropriation of that money. Let me repeat—first the re- 
quirements of legislation; second, the raising of the money; third, the applica- 
tion of that money. 

“ It is not possible, Mr, Chariman, for any one committee to doall this business. 
No one committee can investigate and understand everything necessary an: 
proper to originate legislation, to raise the money for it, and to divide and ap- 
propriate that money, Therefore this House is divided into subcommittees, to 
each of which is committed a portion of its business. These subcommittees are 
divided into three general e s corresponding to the divisions I have indi- 
cated. To the great departmental committees and those of like nature are com- 
mitted the legislation for the maintenance of the Departments, and for carry- 
ing on the business of the country. To them is committed the investigation, 
the digestion, the organization, and accomplishment of that business; and to 
them it should be left. They are specially delegated with those duties; they 
are specially clothed with those powers. They give to the different subjects 

ial investigation and special study. By long continuance of service on par- 
ticular committees, they acquire a knowledge of systems and of details; and it 
is only by leaving Toris lalion to them that you have a settled and harmonious 
policy in any Department of the Government, 

“Wise economy is brought about by system and settled policy; and you can 
have no really economical service in any Department unless you have a com- 
mittee which year after year and session after session, as long as the party which 
uey represent dominates in the country, establishes a settled and continuous 
policy which can be worked out from its base to its consummation. 


e * s * * s + 

“I do not believe that the various committees to whom is intrusted the legis- 
lation of this a ae also be intrusted with the appropriation of the 
money, because this I hold to be the province of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee—a committee which not only adds, multiplies, and subtracts, as my friend 


from Connecticut [Mr, HAWLEY] said yesterday, but a committee which must 
pat hos an and take into consideration the results of the action of all other com- 
mittees, 


“They must examine work of the Congress asa whole. They must takeinto 
consideration what are the requirements of each particular Department as rep- 
resented by its appropriate committee; what are the means es, by the 
Ways and Means Committee; and looking over the whole field, an: aggregating 
and considering the whole system, they must determine what it is wise to ap- 
propriate to each cular object; not the objects, but how much can be appro- 
priated to each. No individual committee,which has in hand only the interests 
of its own business, can bly know what are the results of the work of all 
the other committees. This isnot their cata rie itis not of them. 


Therefore it is that this Appro; munittee etpar A It is a sort of 
PAH with the results of the action of all other organized 


universal solvent that d 

committees, and puts them in a systematic policy, for which the party which 
they represent is responsible.” * * * 

r. Cox, of New York, said: 

+ + * “But if the Committee on Foreign Affairs would rid the country of 
these superfluous yp ceanpcacae aa have they not the chance without Serios exclu- 
sive control of the diplomatic appropriation bill? Have we not the right to re- 
port a general bill repealing existing laws ng these offices? Can not we 
prepare amendments to the appropriation bill for sucha purpose and take the 
sense ofthe House upon them? When the rity of the House favors such a 
motion can not itbedone? If we have left the 


Mr. Young, of Tennessee, said: 

“There are, I think, few members of this House who have had more cause, 
real or imaginary, of complaint against the Committee on Appropriations than 
I have had, though Iam glad to number every member of AOR S green 
friends; and few members, I presume, are more willing to cu: and impose 
every restraint upon that absolute dominion which has heretofore been allowed 
itin the management and direction of public legislation upon the floor of this 
House; yet I would not do this at the pan of the public interest. I know, sir, 
whenever we relax that rigid grasp which the Appropriations Committee can 
alone keep upon the purse-strings of the Government, whenever we wrest from 
itthe key of the national Treasury, we will at once enter upon a vast field of pub- 
lic expenditure that has no bounds, and embark upon a turbid ocean of publio 
extravagance which will soon swallow up our entire public resources.” 

* * * * * * * 

Mr. REED, of Maine, said: 

* $ + “Butif we say that appropriations are to be made according to law 
by one committee, then we have control of the great ae ne g raai pe of 
the Government, and we know what we can approp ; and then the other 
committees can carye out of what is left,” 

Mr. Simonton, of Tennessee, 

`The question of the distribution of the powers of the Appropriations Com 


1885. 
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mittee is one that has engaged the attention of this Committee of the Whole for 


some time. A great many reasons have been offered why such distributions 
should be made, Amo others, it has been gravely argued on this floor that if 
the duties and powers of that committee were divided among other committees, 
then gentlemen would have a better opportunity to put themselves forward in 
this House. I have no doubt that would be true. 

“We have been told that if there was a distribution of the powers and duties of 
the Appropriations Committee there would not be any increase of the expendi- 
tures of the Government. I would ask, gentlemen, how do you know that the 
Agricultural Committee will not bring in nies soeropeee m for that Depart- 
ment than would the Appropriations Committee? I would ask this question: 
Ifgentlemen do not want more money for the particular de ents to which 
their committees then why are they dissatisfied with the action of the 
Appropriations Committee? If it is not in order that they may obtain more 
money, why then do they want the powers of the rhs is er Committee 
distributed pepan l the pe aa commi of this House? y must the Com- 
mittee on culture say what amounts shall be appropriated for the Depart- 
ment of A Iture; or the Committee on Military Affairs say what amount 
shall be appropriated for the maintenance and support of the Army? Isit not 
because members are not satisfied with the amounts given =i the Appropriations 
Committee? Now, ifthe Appropriations Committee should give toomuch, gen- 
tlemen can very easily move amendments to cut down the amount proposed. 

“ Mr. BLACKBURN. They never move to cut down. 

“Mr, SIMONTON. I have never known an amendment offered to cut down the 
amount proposed, The truth is the difficulty with gentlemen arises from the 
fact that the Appropriations Committee does not give the Departments to which 
their committees relate enough of the public money; that is the difficulty.” 

* s = . * s% $ 

Mr. BLACKBURN, of Kentucky,said: , 

"I know very well that it is proper and right that each Department of the Gov- 
ernment should have its own special friends upon this floor. The Committee on 
Naval Affairs is selected Ba Speaker with the Pabag of getting together men 


says that the al ive the only escape. I remind him 
that he has spoken hastily. There is another escape, and I trust it will be em- 
braced. If this pro 


estly by the Comm: 

the er of a revision, so Lai and marred, with all its sins, if it has any, 
and with whatever good may be 

mouth of this House.” 

Mr. Keifer, of Ohio, said: 

“T believe, Mr. Chairman, that if you transfer to the various committees of 
this House the duties of preparing the several appropriations bills there will be 
a strife between those committees, the Committee on Military Affairs, the Com- 
scrip on Darm rps ert Sn 2 Sre goe — Post-Office — annees see 
soon through, each obtain the most appropriations for the Departmen 
of the Government directly under its charge, and in that way we will necessa- 
rily augment the annual appropriations beyond the ordinary revenues of the 
Government.” 5 a K ka y 


Mr. HAWLEY, of Connecticut, said : 


“ Now, taking this as an illustration, the Committee on Appropriations, the 
general supervising committee of amounts to be ted, would be better able 
to reach a onious balance with reference to the wants of each branch of the 


service than could be attained if each of the various committees should control 
the appropriations for its particular Department. Itis inevitable that a commit- 
tee in of any subject will, I will not say unjustly, magnify the im: 
of that subj but will see it in all its force. fapa, Crai my ex 
a member of the Committee on Military Affairs, and also as a mem! 
time of the Committee on Banking and Currency.” * è * 

During the first session of the last Congress an amendment was proposed to 
the rules of the Senate referring the District of Columbia appropriation bill to 
the District of Columbia Committee. The following are extracts from the de- 
bate which occurred in the Senate on that proposition: 

Senator Brox said: 


ence as 
at one 


Pp ons does not have and can not have, because of the intimate relations of 
the various committees with the different Departments; and it will end in abol- 
ishing the Committee on Appropriations substantially. Perhaps that may be a 
good thing todo. Itisa good way to get money out of the Treasury; there is 
no doubt about that, 
s * * * * * £ 
“T do not believe that the effort to take en ET by al committee of 
the appropriations relative tothe District of Columbia or to the Agricultural De- 


predict now that if this move is successful, 
tions is abolished, as it will firs eg if all these motions carry— 


vac a= 
suppose if one shall carry all will- 


e result will be increased appropriations 


and a want of harmony, instead of strict economy and a thorough knowledge of 
all that has been done, and we shall have hereafter a good deal of extravagance 
in the management of our public affairs. 

$ s * * + * * 

“T have made notes of the remarks made by many of the leading men of 
the House, agreeing, almost without exception, that the rule was that each of 
the ea committees with special interests were demanding more than 
the Committee on Appro; ions was willing to give, and that there would be 
no nniformity if they were allowed to control appropriations. One committee 
would in getting more than its share, while another would get less 
than its proportion; $ nomns and heart-burnings would follow, to 
the detriment of the publice service. The Post-Office Committee, whose juris- 
diction reaches all the ple, or the Agricultural Committee, banking on its 
popularity by representing the farmers of the country, might get more t the 
Army or the Navy, which are notso popular in time of , Whereas when the 
bills all went to one committee com mtlemen some of whom are on 
the majority of the important committees, and are acting uniformly to sec how 
the that can be afforded from the taxation imposed may be dis- 
tributed, doing justice to each one, ignoring none, giving none an advantage 
over others as faras they are able, then uniformity and equal justice would be 
obtained. b 

* G g $ $ * $ 

AA A Ag De; ment of the Government would be represented by a dif- 
ferent body of men in each conference who are not Savid as to any of the 
other appropriations which have been made, and have to begin at the beginning 
and get the appropriations of all the other Departments from the diferent com- 
mittees in order to get the information before they can tell what is going to be 
anything like an approximation to the aggregate of the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment for any year. 

Peta} these ——— Sapir einen aa think hs would be Soran ta kreake 
u e unity of the action o wo Ho as these propositions, if carried, cer- 
tainly will, because if one be taken away een the Appropriations Committee 
the others I assume will be. S 

$ La $ = + s = 

“It surely must be better to allow one body of men to frame the laws and an- 
other to provide the appropriations to carry them out than to allow one set of 
men to frame the laws and that same body of men provide the appropriations to 
make them o] ve. Itat least gives two bodies in the Senate achance to un- 
derstand all ut these things; andif the committee that frames the laws sees 
that the Appropriations Committee is not making sufficient appropriations to 
carry them out in good faith, each member of that committee can on the floor 
of the Senate show wherein injustice has been done, and he will overrule the 
Committee on Appropriations, of course, and ought to do it. 

“This is the trouble about the move now made; it isin the wrong direction; it 
is a consolidation of all power ina single committee. If one committee frames 
the law and votes the money to uoy it out, no other man in the Senate will 
know anything about it. The Agricultural Committee will frame the law and 
vote all the money they can, and no man no? on that committee will know any- 
thing about it. So of the Post-Office Committee, so of the Naval Committee, so 
of the Military Committee, so of the District of Columbia Committee. They be- 
come autocrats, not only in the fra of the law, but in the appropriation of 
the people’s moncy to carry it out; and outside of that committee-room no man 
can get the information to enable him to contradict what they say if they are 
wrong; and they are selected because they are special friends of the Depart- 
ment they are appointed to represent, for each foro Haake th to have men he 
can trust before whom he can present the wants of his rtment here. 

“What is the direction we ought to move in, and that I hope the great par 
I have so long been connected with has been mata in? Checks and 
ought to be thrown around all official acts. Discretion should be restricted 
positive laws, and no man or set of men should hold unrestricted power. We 
ought to have one committee a upon another, one pace placed upon an- 
other, so that no body of men sitting as a committee of Congress have 
absolute power over the money of the people. * * * 

+ s + z s * s 

"Whenever we depart from the present system of legislation and say thatthe 
committee that have the right to frame the laws for the Navy, or the Army, or 
the District of Columbia, or the Post-Office, or any of the great Departments of 
the Government, shall at the same time declare what money isn to carry 
those laws into effect, and no other committee, no other member of this House, 
shall have the power or the opportunity tosee whether they are right or wrong, 
then we are taking a step in a wrong direction and concealing from the great 
mass of the Senate and the great mass of the people the facts on which we act; 
but when one committee frames the law and another provides the money, the 
two committees will develop all the facts, so that the whole body of the Senate 
will understand what is the proper thing to do. 

o * . $ + * s 

* * * "While I admit—and I wish that distinctly understood that I not only 
admit but I believe—thatevery other member of every other committee, whether 
of the District of Columbia, on Agriculture, the Post-Office, or any other commit- 
tee, is as honest and as able and better informed as to his special matter than 
the members perhaps of the Committee on Appropriations in the te, 
still itis not wise that the framing of laws and the voting of money to 
them out shall be united; and if you put them in the hands of a single commit- 
tee, who will look over the aggregate, summons the different committees, rea- 
son together, and see what the Government, with the money produced by the 
taxes levied, can afford to expend, then the books of one committee will show 
what can be done with justice to all.” 

Senator Epmunps, chairman of the Judiciary Committee, said: 

* * * “J wish to say that in the main part of the observations of my friend 
from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] I entirely agree. I think it would be injurious to the 
interests of the ry, and so to the interests of bat pionie who supply the 
Treasury of the United States, to send appropriation questions for reports ofsums 
to be appropriated to the varicus committees that have charge of the classes of the 
public service about which appropriations must be made, and that the practical 
result would be, if we divide them up, that the sum total of appropriations would 
be enormously Increased. If there astanding order of the Senate which says 
that all appropriations respecting the judicial establishment of the United States 
should be sent to the Committee on the Judiciary, the relations between the 
Committee on the Judiciary and the Department of Justice and the judicial es- 
tablishment are of such an intimate and friendly character that we should be 
quite likely to be acting under a bias and to be more liberal in the money that 
we would recommend to be expended for the judicial establishment than a body 
of men not under such a bias would be likely to be. And I confess I do not see 
any ion between the matter of the District of Columbia and any other of 
the various branches of the public service—the Army, the Navy, Indian affairs, 
post-offices and roads, public lands, and every one of the scores of separate 
subjects of public expenditure, I repeat I do not see any distinction between 
one and another. 

“ If it be correct to send appropriations xegarding the District of Columbia to 
that committee, so far as I can see it is perfectly correct to send all judicial appro- 

riations to the Committee on the Judiciary, all naval app’ ions to the 

‘aval Committee, all military appropriations to the Military Committee, all In- 
dian appropriations to the Indian Committee, and so on through the whole cat- 
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alogue. I am fully persuaded eae gwen ese cerca when we 
Sot to the end of & sasslon. of woul Toe nE wi 
Kono have; and I think we should find, in the make up (n general 


Stasi) -Ahat the seureusts of ta Da aana would 
they are smail) that the necessary fact in human nature that 


charged Bab ser ation with Y particular 
branches of the be impressed with the ideas of area, 
Departments with which ong Day ve Ska and feel, with the Departments, that 

the pen service would be better promoted with still larger appropriations to 
Lauper reasonable in the phil sense, and is 
rj and therefore, while should be very glad to 


car it Sie parfioli 
certain gh ny opinon to 0 poh ry 
have the Jue ight lo be farni for the judicial estab! 
ment, e that that ered yey ought nigher pay and with more money na A 
peut ere eed a4 the ju ought to have Lado nott the marshals and 
ee Dop with mare Sends. F think it oe it mould be for the 
publ ic interest that i Committee on th 
rting ree for that branch of the panties pos If it 
The Con Salier on thie Jadiclary, I assume that it would be true as to all the other 
ponerse in this body. 
“I should hope, then, Yihat we would adhere to the idea, with all the assistance 


wecan getands ons from the several committees with the various 
branches of the heap ps of having an independent committee, not charged 
with the admin of any jar branch ofthe public sorvien, but only 
charged with following the law ait tpary, forapi have all bills 

under their a ther as y have been. That is my 
opinion, and shail feet obi erefore, to vote with 1 my friend from Kentucky 
to seor the a Is (and I mre 4 extend it to ions for rivers 


y some custom sent to Committee on Com- 
Soren in the care of the Committee on Appropriations.” 

Senator SHERMAN said 

$ * © “Teoncur generally in the views expressed the Senator from Ken- 
tucky and the Senator from Vermont, but I say that the argument they make 


does not apply to the bill providing for the government of the District of Colum- 
bia. 


` . * Ed 
sf datas with whes has isen min NE the tendency of oe out the 
appro : o bills among different committees being to increase the expendi- 
itures, 


* 
bled . “will not vote to transfer the naval appropriation bill to the Naval 
Committee, because these naval are fixed by law and the Naval 
ee ara ropo ETAF oR ET te dared Nor will I 
to carry the for agriculture to the Agricultural Committee. 
That ia an Interest represented by every man among us. A 
+ $ = 
“Sir, I would nok a thing at alt to weaken the restraint or pela the 
Committee on A) asian Ae 


Senator PL 
s.. ¢ Sega 


7 Bane jud t on this question of detail, 
but to some extent vo the he fi this 


idea, I propose following amendment to 


on bills shall be referred as follows: 
ions for the support of the Army,%for the 
nd for tho su rat “om Nomad aegagi A y, to the Com- 
for the a. te the 
for the Navy and for the 
to the Naval prisan i Aagi ane riations for fice 

Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; appropriations for the 
of Agriculture, to the Committee on Apae ba coor iow sae for the Indian 
Bu priations for the District of 


Golumbla, to the Committee on the District of C umbia; and the several items 
riation contained in the remaining general a) bills, ger- 
Pe e go ttees respective! All such Fep p >e nd 
such co: vely. s sul sueropsintc an 
all appropriation so referred, reported to the Senate by the com 
mittees to which referred, En propos am ents, within one week of the 
date of such reference, be printed, and referred to Committee on 


$ $ * s + s s 
Senator MORRIE said: 
“I trust that the amendment will notbeadopted. It would evidently Lage 


tinate the session of the two Houses for an indefinite if we were to 
all the committees report and wait until tl baars Fong rt before the 
on Appropriations d have My opinion is that the 
On at reap me pooh goon DA never been so well performed as it was before 
the former duties of the Ways and Means and Finance Committees 


rated. One committee ought to have the charge not only of the receipts 
Government but of its disbursements; but it was found that in the short session 
one committee in th 

son if it had 
ria rrin eniger vaari es dependent conan Aer 
p Pon py ng re in ndent co’ 


this d ot di ve the other committees of their 
a subject is bro ca wy pte EE ho 
priatlons they wi priations proposed by the Committee on Appro- 
said: 


‘ully.”” 
* * * s $ 
or Bayard 
* * * “Tam entirely opposed to theamendment of the Senator from Kansas; 
yet at See ee Gate that he has offered it, because it serves to 
emphasize the error into which, I respectfully submit, the Committee on Rules 
in proposing, even as far as they have, to commit to the two com- 
conjoint oo int mieramen ERr E im praan ien ir pikréronigak ritar Eaa ac 
conjoint consideration, o on o! the su! 
ject-matter respecting which tho © co 


ig wW. 

same time, the duty of a ng money to into 
relating to those subjects. Ift Darsi beone thing that the 
been med if there be one subject that has constantly been chal- 
l in the Senate, it has been the offering of prae soane 
Wb the ingrahing o d prorina arati in irupo Droplet MNS anayel 

ng oi D im 
een g Fek do sof gene awu; g Sa jon an yet 


you sha! two under the name of 
her a ieginnt Lees ener ot said by the Senator fro oem yi 
m pi 

nox] and what was added by the Senator from Vermont . EDMUNDS. 
hope the Senate will not abandon the rule of legislation w. enables seas 


broadly 
before the rule icone 
by the committee 
* 
Senator Dawes, chairman of the Committe on Indian Affairs, said: 
$ 
nd * think with the Senator toes Vienna’ who last spoke fat, MORRILL), that 
it was a misfortune when it came to be necessary to separate the duties of the 
a on Ways and Means in the House, when that committee which con- 
sidered the resources and receipts of the Government was unable also at the 
same time to consider and determine upon the e Ae persisted of the Government. 
For seventy years or more the Government was inistered upon the idea that 
the receipts and expenditures of the Government should be considered in both 
branches by one and the same committee, and they were, I think no one can 
doubt, more wisely and economically administered under that system than un- 
der any other ly devised. There can be no considerable expenditure of 
rn in the Government that does not have its proper relation to the receipts 
of the Government and be determined in some measure by the receipts. = 
is in the Treasury, what is coming into the Treasury, and what is to be expended 
out of the Treasury are questions which ought to come under one general eye 
and one supervision as far as ble. 
“I admit that when the duties of the Committee on Ways and Means were 
parated and a new Committee on Appropriations was created in the other 
branch m and also here, it wasa necessity. The great amount of the business 
to be consid as the country w, and as the war brought new 
t keeran to be decided with rapidity and upon the moment, made it 
absolutely necessa ary, and there has been no time and no Popsi bey í toe 
they could be uni And just so far as we do depart from that 
are a unity, it is a defect; it results in larger Sepmann; and in me penta: M 
a less cote scrutiny. ‘ery special committee, if I may so style the standing 
committees, “ta which the apprepeiaiion bills shall be distri ited, has its 
to amplify its j urisdiction and to accomplish more for its specialty than its p 
ecessor has hoax and I have never known the instance where such a reference 
has been made that the committee has ever come back with a bill that com- 
mended it to consideration because it had been cutdown. When in the other 
branch they succeeded in having the agricultural bill taken from the control of 
the Committee on Appropriations and referred to the Committee on Agriculture, 
it was doubled in amount, It went on increasing, and it has goneon from that 


and great 


very ce bic this day; and so it will be with ares paea oara propriation 
bill which to any other ote: the 
general subject of legislation pon ony cular AAN oF: pee service 
committed on pad te $a! put along with t the appropriations for that branch they 
will meen fee Spuenneanie si the same time. 
= s a 
“T think the Senate will find is has made a very mistake if it foes any 

further than existing rules as to the reference of the different appropriation bills, 


if it does not hold them just as far as it can under the control of a single com- 
mi responsible to the body and to the country for the aggregate as well as 
for a committee Banas duty it is to survey the whole field when they 


consider = ae appropriation bill. I say this a to refer the 
river and bill to a particular committee ro hy omg 4 the Committee on 
Commerce will not meet that to which I think there is a response in the coun- 
try; it will disappoint those who think that by thus doing they are to cut 
down river an r bills. That is not way to it. Lam not one of 
those who join in the cry justand ample and 


nded, to objects proper to be expressed 
brought all this scandal on river and harbor bills heretofore, edema ambition of 
any committee to which it may be referred. I would rather see it take the 

eral course of all appropriation bills, and let the amount ba paren ded for part 

ular improvements, for oe public works, be m 

fair view of the whole field, by a einen ox E o O 
receipts and the amount of expen: and let other matters 
be determined the 


proper 

that one erogena Lepere n ia eee experi- 

ence teaches me anything, from the Los ayes committees. The 

tees on Appropriations of the two a bills; they scrutinize ; it is 

their duty to do so. They are responsible to their respective ve bodies for the re- 
rts they make as a whole, while each separate committee is eg: separ oniy 

Yor the particular bill referréd to it, areia n eaaa ane 

for it does not have the aggregate before i 


the 
There never was tho timo there w 
the Committee on Appropriations of a large part of its ears 
Se eee In the course of that d 
a see who has read it, Mandl ean ie doen ta the axtenete Daar tend 


to an: 

mak consider the interests and concerns of 
expressed it to me only a few moments 

‘t You give us power to legislate, but that 


that Department. A one 
quite epigrammatically. He said: 
good ‘or nothing without the money 


of either of the other committees calling for ab ag Crier tors a a e Mil- 
because ve serv- 


ice upon that committee oe to 2 pain ali the pow power in result of desiring (oh money pos- 


th to have the 
ie ihe bu that, 
Pihink fo Tew Ses Senators will dispute “the statement thu hat it's if all business of the 


Tery, EDMUNDS] 
EOE DOANE te ASE oom 


The Senator from 
that Sne p re foraib Ca teen ee 
urged u po! o; oer toe y can, and 
mittees here, tought his 


ropriati 
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one of the first oem qa that will be considered by the moving sees 
e 


omy, that is the fundamental question that is first attacked, 

roposition in which the Committee on ons has, as I haye said, no 
Feroritiaus. lt does not want to unduly build up the Army; it does not want to 
extravagantly increase the Navy; it does not want to waste money on the In- 
dian service; and so on throughout all the De ents; and so you get an 
action complete in itself, though, as I have d, by no means ect. The 
tendency of the mind upon other committees, that is, of my own mind I know, 
is the other way. Lam: looking, if upon the Naval Committee, to thatas aques- 
I do believe it to be. Ido not think that there are 


he ee This is so apparent that it is trite to say it, and I need not 
urge ít," 
s * * * * $ s 


Benator CALt said: 
* >. . e a e s 

* = = “jt secs to me thatthe chief object of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions is to preserve a proper correspondence between the receipts and revenues 
of the Government and its disbursements, its appropriations. How can that be 
done if each committee of the Senate has a right to fix the amount, so far as a com- 
mittee can do it by a recommendation of the amount to be appropriated? Man- 
ifestiy there can be no revising power by the Senate after the specifie appropri- 
ation is fixed if separate appropriation bills are to come from each committee. 
There can be no general aggregate presented by any agency whatever for the 
consideration of the Senate, and there can be no proportion rved between 
the receipts, the revenues of the Government, and its disbursements. This, un- 
doubtedly, is a necessary object, and one to which there can be no exception. 
If one committee, the Committee on the District of Columbia, has it, still the 
disproportion will exist, It is true there will be no great difference if that eoni- 
mittee appropriates only a small amount, but the principle is unquestionably 
violated. Itis necessary that there shall be a correspondence preserved between 
the amount of revenue received by the Government and the amount appropri- 
ated, and so far, as an incident, the Committee on Appropriations is vested with 
authority to make recommendations as to items of appropriation which are 
excessive, extravagant, or too little for the object proposed. That is a neces- 
sary incident of the great power of making such recommendations to the Sen- 
ate as will preserve the propie proportion ween tho disbursements and the 
revenue of the Governmen 

* * $ : * * s 

“T do not perceive that there is any force in the arguments which have been 
submitted to us, because the committees bave now absolute power to make rec- 
ommendations such as they see fit u all the subjects within the jarisdiction 
of each committee. As I interpret the rules,a committee has power when an 
appropriation bill comes here to take every item of that appropriation bill, re- 
lating to the subjects within the jurisdiction of that committee, and either rec- 
ommend the appropriation according to the bill, or in excess of it or in dimina- 
tion of it, The simple diference, as it appears to me, by this rule, is 
that of a compulsory reference to a committee, except so far as the rule now 
stands without the amendment of the Senator from Kansas that it gives to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia and the Committee on Internal Improve- 
ments the absolute right to recommend such appropriations as they see fit for 
the immediate action of the Senate.” 

SAML, J. RANDALL. 


TEMPORARY RULES. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 
resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That, until the adoption of permanent rules for the government of 
the House, there shall be, on to-day and each Monday hereafter, a call of States 
for the introduction of bills for reference, as provid the rules of the Forty- 
eighth Congress; not to interfere with the co) of the report of the 
Committee on Rules. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, does the consideration 
of that resolution require unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. _ It does not. ; 

Mr. CANNON. Butitis subject to a point oforder, I takeit. Under 
the rule it would go to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. hemp a Towa. I think not. 
The SPEAKER. The resolution does not propose an 
rules. Itsimply proposes a method of procedure in the 
tion to a particular subject, until the rules are adopted. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand that the rules have been adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The rules have not been adopted. 


change in the 
ouse, in rela- 


Mr. CANNON. I thought they were temporarily adopted. 
The SPEAKER. If the rules had been adopted, even temporarily, 
no such resolution as this would be n , because the Chair would 


proceed to call the States and Territories under the rule; but there be- 
ing no rulein force which requires the Chair to make that call, the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] proposes the adoption of this resolu- 
tion for to-day and other Mondays until the House shall have adopted 
its permanent rules. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, have we not adopted the parliamentary 
rules laid down in Jefferson’s Manual, as modified by the rules of the 
last House? And if that be so, then are we not temporarily acting un- 
der the rules of the last House? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. The gentleman is incorrect, I think. 

The SPEAKER. In response to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Lone] the Chair will state that on motion of the gentleman from 

[Mr. HAMMOND] a resolution was adopted providing that the 
House in its proceedings should be governed by the neral 
mentary law as modified by the usage and practice of the House of 


Representatives; but the Chair is not prepared to say that the adop- 
tion of that resolution revives any committee or any rule or practice 
of the last House in relation to the jurisdiction of committees. 

The Chair is inclined to think that the purpose and effect of that 


resolution simply are, to govern the and deliberations of the 


House—that is, the caps pore floor—by the common parlia- 
mentary law and the practice re prevailing in the House. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Iunderstand a resolution has been 
adopted by the House requiring all propositions affecting the rules of 

ing to be referred to the Committee on Rules without debate. 
Now, while this resolution does not, in direct terms, undertake to estab- 
lish a permanent rule, it does propose a temporary rule; it provides that 
as a temporary arrangement the business of the House 1 be- con- 
ducted in accordance with this resolution. I think, therefore, that in 
accordance with the resolution adopted by this House on a former day 
this proposition must go to the Committee on Rules. I raise that point 
of order, and object to the present consideration of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. GIBSON] 
is mistaken in the statement that a resolution has been adopted by the 
House providing for the reference of pı tions of this character to the 
Committeeon Rules withoutdebate. All the propositions heretofore re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules, at the present session, have been so 
referred by a vote of the House upon a motion of some member on the 
floor. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER], the mover of this 
resolution, is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I have no remarks. I call for a vote. 

Mr. ROWELL. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. If bills be 
introduced under this resolution, is there any rule by which they may 
be referred to committees and printed? 

The SPEAKER, The resolution itself provides that they shall be 
referred to committees when appointed, as provided in the rules of the 
last House. 

Mr. KING. Idesire toask thegentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] 
whether this resolution includes to-day. 

Mr, WEAVER, of Iowa. It does. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, it occurs to me that we shall make 
no progress by introducing bills to-day, while we put ourselves in such 
a condition that great confusion may arise. This resolution provides 
that bills introduced to-day and until we adopt permanent rules shall 
be referred to committees, as if the rules of the House in the Forty- 
eighth Congress werenow in force. This House is about to try to change 
the jurisdiction of a number of the committees. If werefer to the Com- 
mittee on Dy aint pa to-day a bill which under the rules as they 
may be modified would go to some other committee, a question will 
hereafter arise whether the bill can be taken from the committee to 
which it has been referred—whether the jurisdiction of that committee, 
having attached under this resolution, will not continue. 

This method of introducing bills before the appointment of commit- 
tees has been tried once or twice before—only once, I believe—and I 
have been told by gentlemen who were then officers of the House that 
the proceeding produced a t deal of annoyance, vexation, and con- 
fusion, in consequence of transfer of bills from the hands of com- 
mittees that had had the custody of them ad interim. If any good could 
come from introducing bills to-day I would have no objection; but I 
do not see what advantage can arise, and I am told that a great deal of 
difficulty may be produced, even apart from the matter of confusing 


jur 
ue MoMILLIN. pwu the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAM- 
MOND it me to © a suggestion? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Certainly. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman will remember that during the 
extra session of the Forty-sixth Co: when a resolution was reached 
not to enter on general legislation at that a large number of 
bills were introduced, and one of the officers of the House who then had 
charge of the bills told me on Saturday that during that Congress it 
was never possible to get the bills entirely straightened out, and that 
great confusion resulted. I think the gentleman from Georgia is cor- 
rect in his statement, 

Mr. HAMMOND. I thank the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mo- 
MILLIN] for aiding my memory in that particular. I have heard the 
general remark that this proceeding when heretofore attempted caused 
confusion, there having been, as Iam informed, only one occasion when 
it ever was done, I think this resolution ought not to pass. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I can not see how any dif- 
ficulty such as is suggested by the gentleman from Georgia would 
arise. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] 
permit me to suggest one of the difficulties? ; 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. At present there is no chairman or clerk of any 
committee to receive bills which may be introduced and ordered to 
be referred; so that, after they are printed, they can not be distrib- 
uted. There ought to be some officials of the committees to take charge 
of bills‘as they are referred; but under this arrangement, if they are 


parlia- | dumped down into the committee-rooms, no committee clerk will be 


authorized to receipt for them, and the officers in charge of them can do» 
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nothing with them. It seems to me likely that we shall get into some 
trouble if we adopt this resolution. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Certainly there is nothing in the sugges- 
tion made by the gentleman from Tennessee. These bills, if introduced, 
will be ordered to be referred to the committees, I do not 
understand that the report of the Committee on Rules will change the 
regular committees at all. How can any confusion arise? No gentle- 
man will be compelled to introduce bills under this resolution. If any 
gentleman is afraid his bills, if referred now, may be lost or may not 
go to the proper committee, he can withhold them until the regular 
committees are appointed. 

Mr. SPRINGER obtained the floor. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I yield to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the tleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. SPRINGER]; but will recognize next the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY ]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I am not at liberty to refer to any 
of the substance of the proposed report of the Committee on Rules of 
this House; but I am at liberty to refer to a proposition which was 
laid before the House and referred to that committee, and which I be- 
lieve will be reported back with the recommendation that it be adopted 
as a part of the rules of the House. I refer to a proposed amendment 
to the twenty-first rule, to the effect that— 

No bill for the payment or adjudication of private claims against the Gov- 
ernment shall be referred, except by a two-thirds vote of the House, to any 
other than the following-named committees, namely: to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, to the Committee on Pensions, to the Committee on Claims, 
to the Committee on War Claims, to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
and to the Committee on Accounts. 

I hope this rule will be adopted before any bills are introduced for 
reference, because if bills are now introduced, in the present condition 
of the rules of the House, and referred to other committees than those 
to which they would properly go under the new rules, such commit- 
tees will have obtained jurisdiction of the subject-matter referred to 
them in this hasty and inconsiderate manner. 

This rule is for the purpose of sending all bills of a private charac- 
ter to committees to be raised for the purpose of considering them, in- 
stead of sending them to the general committees of the House as has 
heretofore been the custom. During the last sessionof the House, and 
in fact for many years past, it has been the custom to refer a number 
of bills of a private character to the Committee on the Judiciary, the 
Committee on Appropriations, the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
other a of peia orneman yi kaiaa gar pr of puns dae casey 
thereb: i em juri of matters of a purely pri- 
remy Aen I until this amendment to the rules shall have 
been finally adopted—I mean this proposition to provide special com- 
mittees having charge of matters of private legislation—that no bills 
will be introduced in the House to flood the committees having control 
of legislation. 

addition to this it has been proposed, sir, to require all bills of a 
private character to be placed in the tition-bo along with bills for 
the establishment of post-roads and those which have reference to the 
improvement of rivers and harbors. If that be adopted, as I believe it 
will be, and ought te be, it will avoid the necessity of printing a vast 
number of bills of a privatecharacter. The mere printing of these bills 
heretofore has cost the Government thousands and thousands of dollars. 
The document-room of the House is now loaded down with bills of a pri- 
vate character which have been printed from Congress to Congress at an 
enormous to the people. If we open up this flood-gate of bills 
to-day and allow them to be introduced under the former rules of the 
House, they will all to e ic, Desig Erb nls aa at Govern- 
ment expense; and the cost of reprinting bills already in print, which 
will be presented under this resolution and ordered to be printed, I 
venture to assert will not be less than from $10,000 to $15,000. 

But if this were ni a mahar oC eoonoty 1 should still object to the 

of this resolution for the reasons I have already stated. I hope, 
th re, that it will not be adopted, and that no bills will be intro- 
duced until the jurisdiction of committees has been finally deter- 
mined by the House on the rt of the Committee on Rules. After 
that there will be ample timeto introduce bills. If they are introduced 
now, they can not be considered; because no committees are organized 
or ready to receive them, and hence no time is saved by letting them in 
now and referring them to committees which have no existence. I hope, 
therefore, the resolution will not be 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the first thing the 
House wantsisasetofrules. If you commence introducing bills to-day, 
they will only contribute more to the confusion foots when no 
rules exist, as has been well said by other emen on the floor. 
There are noclerks, no committees, no authorized authority to receive 
and distribute the bills after they are introduced, and I hope the House 
will vote down the resolution and let us begin at the beginning, take 
up the question of the rules, adopt what we are going to adopt, and pro- 
ceed, like business men, in an orderly way. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I have not as yet heard a 
valid objection to the resolution I have introduced. It has been the 


practice of this House from time immemorial to receive bills before the 
appointment of the standing committees of the House for reference to the 
committees when they are appointed. ‘That is the purport of the res- 
olution—that the bills be introduced for reference to committes when 
appointed. 

The suggestion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has 
no weight, because bills printed in the last Congress are worth nothing 
but that much blank paper. They can not be considered by the com- 
mittees of the House hereafter unless they be introduced, nor can they 
be considered by the House itself until they are introduced and printed. 
Hence I see no objection to the resolution. I yield the floor to the 
gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire simply to call the attention 
of the House to the fact that what is proposed by the resolution of the 
gentleman from Iowa is simply what has been done by former Houses 
of Representatives without objection, certainly in the Forty-seventh 
and Forty-eighth Congresses. It has been the custom on the Mon- 
day after organization, before the committees have been appointed, to 
introduce bills, and they have been received for reference to the proper 
committees when they areappointed. I see no confusion that can arise 
if we proceed to-day according to the custom that has prevailed in pre- 
vious Con 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, there is another objection to the proposed 
resolution which has not yet been stated. If this resolution shall pass, 
the lists of all of these bills will have to be printed twice—first in the 
RECORD when they are introduced, and afterward when they are re- 
ferred to the committees. 

I move, therefore, that this resolution be referred to the Committee 
on Rules. 

Mr. HATCH. I move the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I call for a division of the House on that 
vote. 

The House divided; and there were 151 ayes. 

Mr. LONG. No further count. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Yes; there is. 

The nays were counted; and there were 58. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, I demand the yeasandnays. [Cries 
of ‘Oh, no!??] 

The SPEAKER. Twenty-nine have voted in the affirmative; not be- 
——— of tte last vote, the yeas and nays are not ordered. 

. PAYSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. As the rules of the House are not now operating, is 
not the gentleman from Kansas entitled to the yeas and nays by gene- 
ral parliamentary usage ? 

The SPEAKER. He is entitled to the yeas and nays by the Consti- 
tution of the United States when one-fifth of the members present de- 
mand them. [Laughter and applause. ] 

So the motion was to; and accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 25 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALLENTINE: Petitions and papers of Mary C. Starnes; of 
Ann McLaurine, widow of F. T. McLaurine; of J. W. Nance; of Ira B. 
Martin; of Henry P. McMillion; of Luke Lee; of R. F. Lanier, admin- 
istratorof E. Lanier, deceased; of Elizabeth Hensley; of Sallie Gray; of 
Harriet Day; of J. C. ap aa and of James D. Anthony, that their 
claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

Also, petitions and of Mrs. Annette Carter Connor; of Coleman 
White, administrator of Mrs. Jane White; of Thomas J. Whitaker; of 
E. W. Shadden; of William F. Moore; of Thomas Harville; of James 
Henderson; of James S. Fogg; of William H. Brown; of Walker Akin, 
administrator of James Akin, and of James D. Terry, for relief—to the 
same committee, 

Also, petition of trustees of the Cumberland Presbyterian church of 
Pulaski, Tenn., for compensation for the use of their church by United 
States troops during the war—to the same committee. 

Also, a bill to appropriate $10,000 for the improvement of Duck River, 
Tennessee, by continuance of the work now in progress—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorials and joas of R. R. Reed, administrator of R. F. 
Buchanan, and of W. G. Adkisson, for relief—to the Committee on 
Claims. 


By Mr. BRADY: Petition and papersof L. Madison Day, for relief— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: Petitionsand papers of the heirs 
of Andrew F. McMillin, deceased; of William N. Robb; of John Jones; 
of Henry Williams, administrator of Dr. Joel C. Frazier, for relief— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Martin De Mo, county judge of Oldham oomi 
Kentucky, and other citizens of said county, for compensation to 
county for use of court-house by United States troops during the war— 
to the same committee, 
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Also, petition of S. M. Berry, for relief—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of Peter P. Little, administrator of Michael Shiner, 
dand te relief—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Sanford Goin, for a pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers of George W. Taylor, for return of money paid on ac- 
count of overassessment—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BUCK: Petition of John M. Hatheway, a soldier of the Mex- 
ican war, fora ion—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Petition of t A. Hanch, Ellen 
Lee, Catherine A. Connolly, and 300 other ladies of Cincinnati, Ohio, 

raying for the sup ion of Mormonism in the United States and 
Teritncien ts the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of B. G. Stoll & Co. and 12 other wholesale grocers 
of Cincinnati, praying that in case of a change in the tariff on sugar 
the law making such shall go into effect on the 1st of November 
next succeeding the passage of the act—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. COLLINS: Petition of Amelia F. Gill, an army nurse, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: A bill to provide for the completion of the 
harbor of refuge at Portage Lake, in the county of Manistee, Michi- 
gan—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill for the better protection of life and property on Lake 
Michigan by the construction of a harbor of refuge—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, memorial of the Lake Carriers’ Association ing the pa 
pa improvement of the Saint Mary’s Falls Ship and Hay 

e Channel—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of citizens of Manistee County, Michigan, relative to 
the improvement of the entrance to Bar Lake, on Lake Michigan—to 
the same committee. 

Also, memorial of the Detroit Board of Trade, relative to the im- 
provement of the Saint Mary’s River—to the same committee. 

Also, concurrent resolutions of the Legislature of the State of Mich- 
igan with reference to the purchase by the United States of the Portage 
Lake Canal and Lake Superior Ship Canal—to the same committee. 

Also, joint resolutions of the Legislature of the State of Michigan 
relative to a soldiers’ home in the State of Michigan—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. FISHER: Petition of W. W. Peck, aay Clay, and 108 
others, citizensof Tuscola County, Michigan, praying for the restoration 
of the ion act—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Petition and papers of Jacob F. Chandler and 
11 others, citizens of New Hampshire, praying that Congress enact a 
law authorizing the payment of certain unpaid balances of bounty—to 
the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. GEDDES: Letter of the Secre of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting claims allowed under act of July 4, 1864—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of the actual settlers of the Crow Creek 
and Winnebago reservation, in Dakota, that early action be taken by 
Con, and the claims of the settlers to the lands settled upon be 
ratified —to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of citizens of Dubuque, Iowa, 

raying for the passage of special act of Congress granting a pension to 
in Hannah Maloney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, petition of citizens of Dubuque, Iowa, praying that Mrs. Anna 
D. W. Eichman be granted a ion—to the same committee, 

Also, petition of Alonzo V. Richards, asking that he be allowed pen- 
sion as second lieutenant Signal Corps, United States Army, instead of 
as sergeant of said corps—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of citizens of Dubuque, Iowa, praying that a pension 
be granted Mrs. Anna dorf—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of James P. Murphy and 77 others, of Scitu- 
ate, Mass., for protection of their business of gathering and curing Irish 

to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Memorial of the selectmen and citizens of the 
towns of Winthrop and Revere, Mass., asking an appropriation for cer- 
tain improvements of their harbor channel—to the Canit on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr, T. B. REED: Petition and papers relating to the claims of James 
McGowan, of Matilda A. Lake, and of Hannah Hutchins—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to claims of George L. Hunt & Co., of Phinney 
hh Jackson, and of Dudley Hall & Co.—to the Committee on War 

ims. 

Also, petition for survey of York Harbor, Maine—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petitionof John B. Hogue, administrator of Pow- 
ell E. Hogue, praying the reference of his claim to the Court of Claims 
under act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. T. B. WARD: Petition of John Kennedy, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
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SENATE. 


TUESDAY, December 15, 1885. 


Prayer by Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of 
Ordnance, United States Army, communicating a report of ‘‘tests of 
iron and steel’? made during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication, together with 
the accompanying papers, of which there are a great number, will be 
referred to the Committee on Printing for the consideration of the ques- 
tion of printing them, as was done at the last Congress, if there be no 
objection. If there is any motion made in respect to their printing it 
will be entertained. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What are the papers? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They are voluminous papers in 
to the tests of iron and steel. As they are quite voluminous, probably 
the question of their printing, as was done last year, had better be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Decidedly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing, ther with the communication of the Secre- 
tary of War transmitting them. 

The fasion? pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of 
the 10th instant, a report in four parts by Capt. W. H. Bixby, Corps of 
Engineers, on the seacoast fortifications in Europe in 1881-’82. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This communication is accom ed 
O7 a peed number of voluminous reports. What shall be done with 


? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. They had better be referred to the Committee on 
Printing, I should think. 

Mr. DOLPH. I had the honor to introduce the resolution calling 
for this report. It is a very important one indeed, being the report, as 
stated, of anagent sent to Europe to examine and report on the seacoast 
fortifications of the different countries, I think I shall ask to have the 
papers referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses in the first instance, 
with a view of having them make some recommendation, and then have 
their report referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The object in calling for the report was to have it printed, as there 
seems to be no authority in the War Department to have it printed; but 
I think perhaps it had better be examined in the first instance by the 
Committee on Coast Defenses. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I hope the communication will be referred to 
the Committee on Coast Defenses, and that that committee will pass 
upon the question of printingthe document. Of courseit is extremely 
difficult for the Committee on Printing to take these voluminous doc- 
uments and decide as to their importance and the necessity for their 
printing. I hope the Committee on Coast Defenses will also report as 
to the number of the document which should be printed. 

. Mr. DOLPH. My object in suggesting that the report be first re- 
ferred to the Committee on Coast Defenses was to enable them to make 
some recommendation as to the number of the document to be printed 
and the character of the printing. . 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Thecommunication and accompany- 
ing papers will be referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses without 
an order to print. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The communication ought to be printed, so that 
the records of the Senate may show that the report has been sent in, 
but not the papers, I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be so modified, and 
the letter of the Secretary of War will be printed, but not the accom- 
panying papers. 

Mr. DOLPH. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution 
of the 8th instant, a report of the Chief of Engineers in reference to the 
improvement of Broad Creek, in Delaware; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


THE WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from W. W. Corcoran, transmitting, in compliance with law, the 
annual report of the Joint Commission for the Completion of the Wash- 
ington Monument; which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting a communication from the Adjutant- 
General of the Army, together with petitions of officers and non-com- 
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missioned officers of twenty-two regiments, favoring the passage of an 
act to equalize the pay of certain non-commissioned officers. The com- 
munication from the Secretary of War will be printed and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that the letter of the Adjutant-General, 
which probably contains the largest amount of information upon the 
subject, should be printed also, but not the papers that accompany the 
Adjutant-General’s letter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be noobjection, the order to 
print will include also the letter of the Adjutant-General, but without 
the accompanying papers in the form of petitions. 

Several SENATORS. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a communication from Hugh 
J. Campbell, president of theState executive committee ofthe Territory 
of Dakota; which was read, as follows: 


Sroux FALLS, DAK., December 8, 1885. 


Dear Sim: [have the honor to herewith transmit a certified copy of the con- 
stitution and memorial of the State of Dakota, and ask that it be presented to 
the rae aut 

BS ge ciel ci BS HUGH J, CAMPBELL, 
President State Executive 
Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it the pleasure of the Senate to 
order the printing of the accompanying constitution? 

Mr. HARRISON. I have a copy of that document in my hand, 
which I intended to present when the call for bills was reached, in con- 
nection with a bill I shall introduce; but as the document is laid be- 
fore the Senate by the Chair, it obviates that necessity. I suggest that 
there be no order for the printing at prany but that the communica- 
tion and accompanying paper go to the Committee on Territories. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers will be referred to the 
Committee on Territories without any order to print. 

Mr. HARRIS. Though not in sympathy y theviews v the peti- 
tioners, I present resolutions, in the nature of a memorial, of the Ten- 
nessee Teachers’ Association favoring national aid to education. I move 
that the resolutions be referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

The motion was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Mrs. Margaret 
A. Watson, Mrs. R. C. Shepherd, Mrs. E. H. Atkinson, Mr. D. H. Pierce, 
and 100 other citizens of East’ Liberty, Logan County, Ohio, praying 
the adoption of a sixteenth amendment to protect the women of the 
United States in the exercise of their citizen’s t to vote; which was 
referred to the Select Committee on Woman § 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the petition of H. C. Lane and 102 
other citizens of Sheldon, Iowa, praying for epim of an act of ab- 
solute forfeiture of certain lands within the limi the grant to the 
Sioux City and Saint Paul Railroad Company; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of members of the bar of the 
fifth judicial district of the Territory of Dakota, praying for two addi- 
tional judges of the United States court for Dakota Territory and for a 
redivision of the judicial districts of the Territory; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CALL presented two memorials signed by 141 citizens of Hills- 
borough County, Florida, remonstrating the forfeiture of the land 
grant made to the State of Florida for the construction of a railroad from 
Amelia Island to Tampa Bay, Florida; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of Mrs. Mary M. Semmes, widow 
of the late Commodore A. A. es, praying for an increase of pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented the petition of James Crutchett, of Washington, 
D. C., praying payment for property taken by the Government; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SEWELL presented the petition of Daniel F. Hammell, praying 
compensation for his services as first sergeant and second lieutenant in 
the One hundred and twenty-second Regiment New York Volunteers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. EVARTS Wore: IA the petition of. Hyland C. Kirk and other 
citizens of New York, praying that their claim for compensation for 
the use by the United States Government of a perforated tax-paid spirit 
stamp may be referred to the Court of Claims; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. GIBSON presented the petition of the minor heirs of John W. 
King and Edward M. Lane, of Warren County, Mississippi, praying to 
be allowed the proceeds of certain cotton taken and sold by the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present the petition of William R. Testerman, 
of Missouri, praying for the reference to the Court of Claims under the 
act of March 3, 1883, of a bill for his relief which I shall introduce 
when bills are in order. I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present the petition of William H. AN of 
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Missouri, administrator of the estate of Cary Nall, deceased, praying 
compensation for sundry articles furnished to the officers of the Army 
for the use of scouts, &e. I move that the petition be referred to the 
a on Claims, to accompany the bill which I shall present when 
in T, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present additional evidence to accompany the 
bill (S. 295) granting a pension to Columbus C. Kerr, and move that 
this additional evidence, consisting of the petition of Mr. Kerr and the 
affidavits of Dr. S. 8. Stacey and Lieut. John B. Mittus, be referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, to accompany the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 382) to authorize the Merchants’ National Bank of Little 
Rock, Ark., to change its name to the First National Bank of Little 
Rock, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 126) to change the name of the National Bank of 
Winona, reported it without ent. 

Mr. BECK, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 416) for the relief of J. M. Lobban, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
to report, without amendment, the bill (S. 335) to provide for protect- 
ing the interests of the United States in the Potomac River Flats, in 
the District of Columbia. The bill relates to whatis commonly known 
as the Kidwell patent to the Potomac Flats, upon which, as is now 
well known, the Government is expending vast amounts of money for 
the improvement of the river front. While the claim appears to me 
to be vague and insubstantial, yet it is a cloud upon the title of the 
United States, and it appears to me important that the Attorney-Gen- 
eral should be authorized to commence proceedings without delay to 
determine the rights under that patent. Although I can not at this 
time, as the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] has the floor, 
ask for the consideration of the bill, I shall in view of its importance 
ask the Senate to consider it as soon as possible after the Presidential 
succession bill is dis] of, perhaps to-day. 

Mr. HOAR I state for the information of the Senate that I 
announced oniy that I would ask the Senate to take up to-day the 
Presidential succession bill, and then in view of a possible amendment 
to be offered to it would ask to have it gooveruntil to-morrow. Iam not 
sure that that amendment will be offered, butstill Senators who heard the 
announcement probably supposed that ‘the chief consideration of that 
bill would take place to-morrow. I shall therefore, after the bill has 
been read at the desk so as to have it understood that it has started in 
its consideration by the Senate, without any further delay give way and 
let the bill go over until to-morrow and let any other business that Sen- 
ators may have ready come u 

Mr. INGALLS. Then I shall ask, after the consideration of the 
Presidential succession bill to-day shall have been concluded, that the 
Senate proceed with the consideration of the bill that I have jast re- 


ported. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed upon the 
Calendar. 


ALEXANDER R. LAWTON. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam authorized by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary to report back favorably the bill kA 118) for the relief of Alexan- 
der R. Lawton, of the State of Georgia. I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill be now considered. It is a bill to remove the political 
disabilitiesof Mr. Lawton, of Georgia, who, itmay be remembered, was 
nominated last spring to an important office, but it is understood from 
the public papers that he was thought to be laboring under certain 
disabilities. Mr. Lawton, with a highsensibility to the question, with- 
drew himself from the consideration of the President in view of this 
difficulty, about which there was a difference of opinion, and has now 
petitioned Congress in a perfectly respectful and proper way, stating 
that while he himself does not think that he was under disabilities 
yet, in deference to the opinion, as he understood it, of a good many 
people, he now applies that his disabilities, if there be any, may be re- 
moved. I, therefore, ; ask unanimous consent that the bill be now con- 
sidered. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to relieve Alexander R. 
Lawton, of the State of Georgia, of all political disabilities imposed 
upon him by the third section of the fourteenth amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered te 
be e for a third reading, read the third time, and passed (two- 
thirds of the Senators present voting in the affirmative). 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 556) for the relief of Betts, 
Nichols & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 
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Mr. JACKSON introduced a bill (S. 557) to grant for the use of the 
public a street across the United States grounds in the city of Chatta- 
nooga, State of Tennessee; which was read twice by its title, and, with 


the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 558) to refund internal-reve- 
nue taxes in certain cases; which was read twice by its title,and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 559) for the relief of George F. Roberts, 
administrator of the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviving 
partner of Thayer Brothers, and others; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred tothe Committee on 


Finance. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 560) for the relief of Mrs. Hetty 
Martin, widow of Capt. James G. Martin,deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 561) for the relief of A. S. 
Bloom; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

. Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 562) to refund certain internal-reve- 
nue taxes to the Deposit Bank of Glasgow, Glasgow, Ky.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 563) authorizing the partition df certain 
land in Louisville, Ky., rr yj aay Seog Echols and the Gov- 
ernment of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 564) to limit fees for the consular veri- 
fication or authentication of invoices; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 565) for the relief of Joseph H. 
Maddox and others; which was twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GIBSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 566) for the relief of 
E. Troisgros; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 567) for the relief of the es- 
tate of Lucien Goyaux; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 568) referring the joint 
claim of T. Alonzo Walker and Augusta ©. Todd, for proceeds of cot- 
ton, to the Court of Claims for adjudication; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr, MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 569) to authorize the acquisition 

ashington for the enlargemen it the Post-Office Dermot 
city of Wi e t t 
sapra ron to pron accommodations for thefcity post-office; which 
was twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 570) for the reliefof Jabez Burch- 
ard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 571) for the refunding to Josiah F. Bailey 
and Samuel W. Groome, lately trading as J. F. Bailey & Co., the amount 
of certain duties on steel blooms illegally exacted from them by the col- 
lector of customs at the port of Phi phia; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 


on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 572) granting a pension to Lena Kebler; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 573) ting a pension to Lewis 
P. Howard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PIKE introduced a bill (S. 574) for the reliefof Robert Strachan; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 575) for the relief of Lysander H. Car- 
roll; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SABIN introduced a bill (S. 576) to authorize the Chicago, Free- 
port and Saint Paul Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the 
Saint Croix River (or Lake) at any accessible point between Prescott, 
Wis., and Taylor’s Falls, Minn.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 577) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Stillwater, Minn. ; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 578) providing for the admis- 
sion of the State of Dakota into the Union and for the organization of 
the Territory of North Dakota; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HARRISON. In connection with the bill I desire to present to 
the Senate an engrossed and certified copy of the constitution 
by the convention held at Sioux Falls on the 25th of September. I 
ask the reference of the bill with the accompanying papers, without 
any present order for the printing of the constitution submitted, to the 
Committee on Territories. 


I desire to say in this connection that the bill I have presented is the 
bill by the executive committee appointed by the constitu- ~ 
tional convention with a view of advancing the work of that convention 
to its completion by the admission of Dakota as a State. I do not de- 
sire to be understood as giving my assent to all the details of the bill, 
but I have thought it better to submit it for consideration and amend- 
ment by the committee rather than to undertake that work myself in 
advance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories with the accompanying papers. 

Mr. EDMUNDS introduced a bill (S. 379) granting a franking priv- 
ilege to Julia D. Grant; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 580) cae ee to Julia D. 
Grant; which was read twice by its title, and re! to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to say as to both these bills for the widow 
of the late President Grant, that they are precisely in the form of the 
bills heretofore passed by Congress into laws granting the franking 
privilege to the widows of ex-Presidents and granting pensions to the 
widows of ex-Presidents; and I hope that the respective committees 
will find it convenient to report them as early as possible. 

Mr. EDMUNDS introduced a bill (S. 581) to establish a forest reser- 
vation on the headwaters of the Missouri River and the headwaters of 
Clark’s Fork of the Columbia River; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 582) for the relief of the board of 
field officers of the fourth brigade of South Carolina Volunteer State 
aoe which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 


Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 583) to provide for the settle- 
ment of the rights of the States, and of the corporations and persons in- 
terested in any grant of lands in aid of railroads and canals which shall 
be declared forfeited by act of Congress; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 584) to incorporate the Atlantic and 
Pacific Ship Railway Company, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (8. 585) for the relief of William 
R. Testerman ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 586) for the relief of William H. Wy- 
more, 48 administrator of estate of Carey Nall, deceased ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 587) to provide for the sale of 
the Kickapoo diminished reservation in Kansas; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 588) to resume to the United 
States certain lands granted to the State of Iowa to aid inthe construc- 
tion of a railroad in said State; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 589) to amend section 4414 of 
the Revised Statutes, regulating inspection districts; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 590) to amend certain sections 
of the Revised Statates of the United States relating to pensions, and 
certain laws enacted since the revision of the statutes, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to say in this connection that this is al- 
most precisely the bill reported by the Committee on Pensions last Con- 
gress, It relates to a large number of minor defects in the pension laws. 
It was recommended from the office of the Commissioner of Pensions 
and was very carefully considered by the Committee on Pensions at the 
last Congress. The bill includes a number of cases which give Sena- 
tors trouble very frequently, cases of inequality and other cases which 
we have to relieve now by a multitude of private measures. I desire 
that Senators shall be interested in this matter and endeavor to cure 
these small defects of the pension laws by a general act. I move that 
the bill be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 591) granting increase of 
pension to Edward Hill, late of the Sixteenth Regiment Michigan Vol- 
unteer Infantry; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 592) for the voluntary re- 
tirement of lieutenants in the line of the Army after twenty years’ 
service; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BROWN introduced a bill (S. 593) for the relief of Morgan 
Rawls; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. > 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 594) granting pensions to the 
ora and sailors of the Mexican war; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. GEORGE. The bill does not express my idea of the measure of 
justice and right that is due to the soldiers of the Mexican war, but I 
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introduce it rather in conformity to what I believe to be the wish of 
the Senate so far as the soldiers of that war are concerned. It is in 
fact the bill which was passed by the Senate on the subject, divested 
of all extraneous legislation, of ail legislation that does not refer tothe 
soldiers of the Mexican war. I move that tho bill þe referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was 

Mr. ALLISON e ii a bill (S. 595) granting a pension to Da- 
vid Peterson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 596) for the relief of Russell Smith; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 597) for the relief of Mary Heron; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 598) granting an increase of pension to 
Charlotte D. Crocker; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 599) to refund excessive duties 
eaused by extraordinary overvaluation of the Austrian florin in the 
year 1878; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 600) for the relief of the of 
Addison C. Fletcher; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 601) for the relief of the Sone and Flem- 
ing Manufacturing Company (Limited), of the city of New York; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 602) to legalize the election of 
the Territorial Legislative Assembly of Wyoming; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. MAHONE introduced a bill (S. 603) for the relief of J. R. Jones, 
late postmaster at Boydton, Va.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. EUSTIS introduced a bill (S. 604) providing for the appoint- 
ment of a commission to investigate the declared discovery of inocula- 
tion of yellow fever and protection so afforded against that disease; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Select Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. JACKSON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 11) pores 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States preys thom 
of office of President and Vice-President of the United States; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

Mr. PAYNE introduced a joint resolution (S. R, 12) to authorize the 
application of money appropriated by act of July 5, 1884, for continu- 
ing improvement of harbor at Cleveland, Ohio, to "construction of an 
eastern arm to the breakwater; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Mr. SABIN. _I introduced a bill several days since, the bill (S. 267) 
for the reliefof Edway A. Grant, and through a misapprehension asked 
its reference to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. The 
bill should have been referred to the Committee on Claims, and I now 
ask its transfer to the Committee on Claims by permission of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That change of reference will be 
made if there be no objection. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. ~ 


On motion of Mr. GORMAN, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the claim of Joseph H. Maddox be taken from 
the filesand referred to the Committee on Claims. 
On motion of Mr. GIBSON, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the joint claim of T. Alonzo Walker and ugusi 
C. Todd be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on the Judi 


On motion of Mr. PIKE, it was 

Ordered, That the po on file relating to the claim of Robert Strachan be 
taken therefrom and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

On motion of Mr. EVARTS, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of the Sone and Fleming Manufactur- 
ing Company (Limited), of the city of New York, on the files, be referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


On motioa of Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the claim of William J. Gamble be taken from 
the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. VOORHEES, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers in the case of George F. Roberts, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviving partner of 
T Brothers, be taken from the files A referred to the Committeé on 

nance, 


On motion of Mr. ALLISON, it was 


Ordered, That A. V. Richards have leave to withdraw the papers in his case 
from the files of the Senate. 


On motion of Mr. BECK, it was 


Perankan. eirs LORA EEN nding base re to weer Hho bel ae 
e papers case for the aw hs of taxes alleged to have been illegal. 
collected from him, subject to the rul z 


jcmcin FEES. 


Mr. BECK. I offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and he hereby is, requested 
to cause inquiry to be made, and to inform the Senate whether or not any con- 


sular officer or commercial agent of the United States is now, or has been since 


1868, personally interested in, or benefited by, the fees paid to the notarial, con- 
sular, or commercial officials of any other nation, for oaths administered or ver- 
ifications made on invoices destined to the United States, and if anyare, or have 
been, so interested or benefited, to report the amount of such benefit or interest 
as to each officer or agent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let that lie over until to-morrow. I should like 
to look at it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made to its consid- 
eration, the resolution lies over under the rule. 

Does theSenator from Kentucky desire to have the resolution printed ? 

Mr. BECK. I would rather it should be printed for the information 
of the Senate. I shall call it up to-morrow. 

PRESIDENTIAL SUCCESSION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no further ‘concurrent 
or other resolutions,” the Calendar is now in order. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to take up the Presidential succession bill. I 
believe that is the first bill on the Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 471) to provide for the per- 
formance of the duties of the office of President in case of the removal, 
ali; resignation, or inability both of the President and Vice-Presi- 

ent. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS) desired to 
take up a bill which he has indicated, but I understand that he now 
prefers not to ask the consideration of that measure at this time. I 
will therefore, if there be no other desire on the part of the Senate, state 

very briefly the purpose of this bill and proceed with it to-day as far 
as may be, and then let it go over until to-morrow. 

The | bill provides for two changes in the existing law. First, it sub- 
stitutes for the President pro tempore of the Senate and the Speaker of 
the House as the officers upon whom the duties of President shall de- 
volve in case of a vacancy in the office of Presidentand Vice-President, 
the members of the Cabinet in the order of their official seniority—the 
order in which the various De ents were created, except that the 
head of the Department of Justice, which is the last Department created 
by law, is continued in his old place as Attorney-General, ranking the 
heads of the ents created since the original establishment of 
the Cabinet. That is the first change proposed in the existing law. 

Second, the bill as reported from the committee provides that the offi- 
cer who shall be called upon to act as President in case of a vacancy in 
the office of President and Vice-President or in case of inability, shall 
continue so to act during the term for which the President and Vice- 
President had been elected, and abrogates the provisions of law pro- 
viding for an election in the interval. 

Without undertaking to make a full and elaborate speech upon this 
question, I will state, what I suppose are well known to most Senators, 
the reasons for proposing both these changes. 

Certainly the present arrangement, which devolves the office of Pres- 
ident of the United States in any contingency upon the President of the 
Senate or Speaker of the House, is a most awkward and inconvenient 
one. It was adopted originally in opposition to the opinion of Mr. 
Madison and in opposition to the opinion of the first House of Repre- 
sentatives, of which he was the leader. It was adopted as the result of 
a continuance of the old controversy in the convention which framed 
the Constitution of the United States, of the struggle for the equality 
of the small States in the Government as against the claim that the 
powers of the Government should be wielded by the people of the dif- 
ferent States in proportion to their ae Sema The scale was turned, 
however, in favor of the adoption of the existing principle by the jeal- 
ousy entertained toward Mr. Jefferson by the leading Federalists of the 
first Administration; and undoubtedly but for the apprehension of the 
growing public influence of Thomas Jefferson and of the political opin- 
ions of which he was the representative the provision would have been 
made in the First Congress that the Secretary of State should succeed to 
the executive function in case of a vacancy. 

The present arrangement is bad, first, because during a large portion 
of the term there is no officer in being who can succeed. That was the 
case during the whole of the last vacation after the expiration of the 
last Congress. 

It is inconvenient, also, because it would be almost impossible for 
the President of the Senate to continue to perform the functions of his 
office, which is the principal office, to which the Presidency of the 
United States is made a mere adjunct or appendix in the contingency 
which is provided for by law. Nothing can be conceived moro awk- 
ward, more repugnant to our sense of propriety, than for the Presi- 
dent of the United States to sit in the chair of the Senate and preside 
over and listen to discussions in regard to his own nominations, voting 
upon them himself as an equal in the Senate, and presiding over and 
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listening to the severe criticisms of executive policy which in times 
of high party antagonism must be always heard in this Chamber, and 
ought to be always heard in this Chamber. 

en, the political functions are devolved by the present arrange- 
ment upon an officer changeable at the will of this body. The Presi- 
dent of the Senate may be removed from time to time by the majority 
of the Senate, after the Presidential functions have devolved npon the 


office as before ; and that many very grave and doubtful con- 
stitutional questions as to the title in certain contingencies to the Chief 
Executive office, a matter which should be removed by every possible 
legislative precaution from any question whatever. 

The President of the Senate is not elected with reference to his fit- 
ness for executive functions. He is to be under our constitutional 
theory a senior, representing the principle of seniority, one of the eld- 
ers, as his name implies. e is chosen for his capacity as a debater 
and a framer of legislation. If, as is usual, his life has Dooni panat 8 
cially in the discharge of like duties with those which he is perfi g 
here, he will have little or no executive experience. Both these two 
last suggestions, which apply with great force to the case of President 
of the te, apply with uncontrollable force to the case of Speakerot 
the House of Representatives. It would be almost a physical impossi- 
bility to di the duties of these two great offices, that of Presi- 
dent and § er, for any considerable time by one man—offices the 
two most laborious, msible, and anxious probably known to our 
Government, each of which properly performed is enough to tax the 

h and shorten the life of a strong and capable man. 

The statistics of this matter are very remarkable. I have herea list 
of the Presidents pro tempore of the Senate, the Speakers of the House 
of Representatives, the Secretaries of State, and the Secretaries of the 
Treasury, and it is a very curious list in the ion which it affords 
upon this question. Here is the list of the Presidents pro tempore of 
the Senate, which I will read: 

PRESIDENTS PRO TEMPORE OF THE SENATE. 

John Langdon, Richard Henry Lee, John Langdon, Ralph Izard, 

enry Tazewell, Samuel Livermore, William Bingham, William Brad- 
ford, Jacob Read, Theodore Sedgwick, John Lawrence, James Ross, 
Samuel Livermore, Uriah Tracy, John E. Howard, James Hillhouse, 
Abraham Baldwin, Stephen R. Bradley, John Brown, Jesse Franklin, 
Joseph Anderson, Samuel Smith, Stephen R. Bradley, John Milledge, 
‘Andrew Gregg, John Gaillard, John Pope, William A. Crawford, Joseph 
B. Varnum, John Gaillard, James Barbour, John Gaillard, Nathaniel 

Samuel Smith, L. W. Tazewell, Hugh L. White, George Poin- 

dexter, John Tyler, William R. King, Samuel L. Southard, W. P. 

, D. R. Atchison, William R. King, D. R. Atchison, Lewis 

Cass, Jesse D. Bright, Charles E. Stuart, James M. Mason, Thomas J. 

Rusk, jamin Fitzpatrick, Jesse D. Bright, Solomon Foot, Daniel 

Clark, yette S. Foster, Benjamin F. Wade, Henry B. Anthony, 

Matthew H. ter, Henry B. Anthony, Thomas W. Ferry, A. Q. 

Thurman, T. F. Bayard, David Davis, George F. Edmunds, John Sher- 
man. 


Here is the list of the Speakers of the House of Representatives: 
SPEAKERS OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

F. A. Kanani Jonathan Trumbull, F. A. Muhlenberg, Jona- 
than Dayton, Theodore Sedgwick, Nathaniel Macon, Joseph B. Var- 
num, Henry Clay, Langdon Cheves, Henry Clay, John W. Taylor, 
Philip P. Barbour, Henry Clay, John W. Taylor, Andrew Stevenson, 
John Bell, James K. Polk, Robert M. T. Hunter, John White, John 
W. Jones, John W. Davis, Robert C. Winthrop, Howell Cobb, Linn 
Boyd, Nathaniel P. Banks, James L. Orr, William Pennington, Galu- 
sha A. Grow, Schuyler Colfax, James G. Blaine, Michael C. Kerr, 
Samuel J. Randall, Joseph W. Keifer, John S. Carlisle. 

Now, on the other hand, with reference to the question of fitness in 
the public estimation for the Presidential office, listen to the list of 
Secretaries of State: 

Thomas Jefferson, Edmund Randolph, Timothy Pickering, John 
Marshall, James Madison, Robert Smith, James Monroe, John Quincr 
Adams, Henry Clay, Martin Van Buren, Edward Livingston, Louis 
McLane, John Forsyth, Daniel Webster, Hugh S. Legaré, Abel P, 
id eee John C. Calhoun, James Buchanan, John M. Clayton, Daniel 

ebster, Edward Everett, William L. Marcy, Lewis Cass, Jeremiah 
8. Black, William H. Seward, Hamilton Fish, William M. Evarts, 
James G. Blaine, F. T. Frelinghuysen, and T. F. Bayard. 

Six of the Secretaries of State have actually become Presidents, 
though not originally appointed with reference to any succession. 
Thirty-six years out of the ninety-six that this Government has been 
in operation, the office of President has been held by men who had once 
been Secretary of State. See, too, how the others who have not been 
elevated to the Presidency have been men who have been great leaders 
and exponents of the political opinions of their countrymen. In addi- 
tion to the six Presidents (Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, Adams, Van 
Buren, and Buchanan) are Timothy Pickering, John Marshall, Henry 
Clay, Edward Livingston, Daniel Webster, Legare, Calhoun, John M. 
Clayton, Edward Everett, William L. Marcy, Lewis Cass, William H. 
Seward, Fish, Evarts, Blaine, and Bayard; and the list of the Secretaries 
of the Treasury, while not so impressive, emphasizes the same point. 


No President pro tempore of the Senate, except Lewis Cass, has ever 
been the candidate of any considerable political organization for Presi- 
dent of the United States, Of the Speakers of the House there have 
been four who have been candidates for the Presidency of any consider- 
able political organization, and of those two had been Secretaries of State. 

I do not forget, of course, that among the recent occupants of the 
office of President of the Senate pro tempore the names of Mr. Thurman, 
Mr. Bayard, Mr. Davis, Mr. EDMUNDS, and Mr. SHERMAN are names 
of gentlemen who, while not candidates of any political organization, 
have been in the thoughts and minds of large numbers of their country- 
men as persons suited to the performance of the highest executive office. 
But still the selection of the Secretary of State as the person to succeed 
to this function, it is clear from the statement which has been read, is 
the carrying out of the principle which lies at the foundation of the 
constitutional provisions in regard to executive power. 

It was intended by the framers of the Constitution that the process 
by this great and free people of changing its mind should be a process 
which should take place but once in four years; and when a man is 
elected to the Presidency it is not somuch the purpose of the American 
people to confer honor and authority upon an individual, or to put con- 
fidence in an individual, as it is to pronounce that certain policies, cer- 
tain tendencies, certain opinions on great public questions in which the 
country has an interest shall prevail and have the ascendency in its ad- 
ministration for four years, 

Then itis not necessary to say that the protection of the person hold- 
ing the office of President against political violence and crime is a prac- 
tical matter deserving the attention of the Legislature. Itis unlikely 
that any person desiring to accomplish by crime a change of the polit- 
ical administration of this country would ever assassinate a President to 
cause the accession to the Presidency of his chief political adviser and 
friend. Guiteau would hardly have tried to elevate Mr. Blaine, and 
Booth would hardly have tried to elevate Mr. Seward. Of our Presi- 
dents, four out of seventeen Presidents and five out of nineteen Vice- 
Presidents have died in office; two Presidents have died by the hand 
of an assassin; and it therefore is well worthy the practical consider- 
ation of the legislative power to provide against this contingency. 

Now, Mr. President, the other matter, the matter in regard to which 
I suppose the Senate will be likely perhaps to entertain more doubt, 
is the provision to repeal all the sections of the Revised Statutes 
which provide for an early election by the people in case of a vacancy. 
In the opinion of a majority of the committee the reasons are very 
strong that whoever succeeds to the Presidency under the provisions 
of this bill should carry on the office until the end of the regular con- 
stitutional term. In the first place, I think if the question were sub- 
mitted to the people either after or before the event occurred which 
gave rise to it, there would be an almost unanimous desire that there 
should be no increase in the frequency of our Presidential elections. 
Originally the contest was between six years and four. There were 
various opinions in the convention that framed the Constitution, but 
the two opinions which had any considerable strength there were the 
opinion in favor of a six years’ term, or longer, and the opinion in fa- 
vor of the present term; and there has been, so far as I know, no sugges- 
tion anywhere to amend the Constitution of the United States by pro- 
viding for more frequent Presidential elections, for shortening the 
Presidential term. All the tendency of the popular feeling has been 
in favor of the present term or a still longer one. 

Then you have practically not only a great disarrangement and doubt 
and uncertainty attending all business when a Presidential election is 
coming on, as everybody knows, but you disarrange the whole calen- 
dar, the whole olympiad under which we have reckoned, according to 
which we have adjusted all our political processes and all our statutes. 
If you provide for an immediate election instead of having the acting 
President serve out the term—the election being for four years—you have 
a new four years’ term fitting awkwardly upon the present one, All 
the officers have been appointed by the existing President with reference 
to his continuance for four years, and all that great class of offices which 
are, in the opinion of even some men who claim to be civil-service re- 
formers, of such a confidential or personal nature so related to the Execu- 
tive that they ought properly to be changed with the head of a Depart- 
ment, must be changed again on the coming in of a new President, and 
that, as I understand it, includes all the foreign consuls, great and small, 
all the foreign ministers, all the collectors of internal revenue, all the 
local post-offices, large as well as small, all the collectors of customs, 
and a very large number of subordinates and clerks in all their offices. 
That is not my own theory, but I understand it is held by some. 

Mr. President, as it has been said, the immediate occasion for this 
bill, which has given it its prominence in public estimation, although 
it has passed the Senate once or twice when there was no such contin- 
gency—the immediate occasion of this bill is the impression upon the 
public mind of the grave and serious necessity for casting new safe- 
guards about the life of the President of the United States; itis clear, as 
I said just now in another connection, that the bepanths agais the 
attempts on the life of the President by any political criminal in atime 
of great public excitement, when persons are maddened and crazed as 
the feeble mind of Guiteau was by a political quarrel, or a person who 
persuades himself that he is performing the part of a Brutus by ridding 
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the country of a tyrant, who is sane—will be much ter under this 
pill than under existing law. The motive which affects their minds, 
and which has affected at least two such minds in our country, will con- 
tinue to affect them if a new election of President is to be the result 
of the removal of the President and Vice-President. But if the prin- 
cipal adviser, the principal leader and exponent of the policies and 
principles of the party that elected the existing President, is to succeed 
to the office, and so in turn his other Cabinet advisers, that motive is en- 
tirely gone. And it is not a man, itis under the theory of our Consti- 
tution a principle of political conduct for which the people of the United 
States declare when they elect a President and Vice-President; and 
that is continued by the provisions of this bill. 

I had a few otherconsiderations to present; but I dealt with this mat- 
ter very fully and thoroughly in introducing a bill substantially like 
this two years ago, which was passed by the Senate and sent down tothe 
House, and, without repeating myself, I do not think I could profitably 
undertake to prolong a discussion on this question at this time. Ifany 
other Senator desires to address the Senate this morning, I hope he may 
do so; otherwise I shall ask unanimous consent to have the bill go over 
until to-morrow. 

Mr.CONGER. Mr. President, before the Senator from Massachusetts 
takes his seat, I desire to suggest that there seems to bein the bill and 
also in the remarks of the Senator a little uncertainty whether in case of 
the death or inability of one of these officers having the duties of President 
cast upon him as Secretary of State, to illustrate, the succession would 
be to the then Secretary of State, or whether the law would have ful- 
filled itself in the case of an emergency of that kind and it would pass 
to the next oflicer mentioned, the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not understand the Senator’s question exactly. 

Mr. CONGER. In case of the inability of the President to perform 
the duties, by this bill the duties of the office would devolve upon the 
Secretary of State, and the other Cabinet officers in succession. Sup- 
pose the duties had been cast on the Secretary of State and disability 
was to arise in his case? 

Mr. HOAR. Then it would go to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. CONGER. But suppose another Secretary of State had been ap- 
pointed meanwhile? i 

Mr. HOAR. But it could not be. He remains Secretary of State. 
It is on him ev oficio and as Secretary of State that the duties of the 
Presid continue to rest all through. 

mee GER. That was the point I wished to have more clearly 
presen 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that under the existing law if to-day 
there should be a vacancy in the office of President of the United 
States, the President pro tempore of the Senate would continue to take 
that Sg ry he must continue to be President pro tempore of the 
Senate. t is one of the debated questions; but the fact that it is a 
debated question is a reason for pin Fp the present condition. 


The Constitution says onies in the contingency named 
vide by law what officer act as President. He acts as ent 
by virtue of being that ted officer. It becomes one of the duties 


Constitution exhausts itself, so faras any is 

in providing for an election of two officers who may be President of the 
United States. Originally were both voted for as President, as 
everybody recollects. ‘Then 1801, after the strife between Jef- 


ferson and Burr, that was , and the Constitution now provides 
that the Vice-President shall become President—I do not give the pre- 
cise phrase but the substance of it. He, as I understand, becomes Presi- 
dent. There the Constitution exhausts itself, and remits to the legisla- 
tive power the designation of an officer who shall perform the duties of 
the President until the term has epod; or, to use the phrase of the 
Constitution, until an election is 

There are many excellent constitutional lawyers who are of opinion. 
for very grave reasons indeed, that it is not within the constituti 
power of Congress to provide for an election in the interim, and that it 
was intended by the tution that the officer on whom this function 
is devolved by law should serveout the entireterm. Ihave not under- 
taken to deal with that question at thismoment. I think it will prob- 
ably come up in the debate before the bill y 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAwLEY in the chair). The bill 
is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOAR. Inow ask unanimous consent, as I understand the Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] is ready to take up his report from the 
Committee on Rules, that this bill go over and stand for consideration 
at the close of the m: hour to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Retaining its place on the Calendar. 
Is there objection? [‘‘None.’’] It is so ordered. 

JUDICIAL SALARIES. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 6) fixing the salaries 
of the several ju of the United States district courts at $5,000 per 
annum, and for other purposes; which was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with an 
amendment, to strike out in section 2 the following words: 


That no ju of any district or circuit court of the United States, or officer by 
him appoin shall appoint to any office or employment in or pertaining toany 


court presided over by said judge any person related to him, by affinity or con- 
panguinity, within the degree of first cousin. om yi 
And to insert in lieu thereof: 


That no person related to any justice or judge of any court of the Unit ed States 
by affinity or consanguinity, within the degree of first cousin, shall be appointed 
to or employed in any office or duty in any court of which such justice or judge 
may be a member; and no person heretofore so appointed or employed shall 
continue in said office or employment after the expiration of six months from 
the passage of this act. 


Mr. MORGAN. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, or the Senator who reported this bill, 
whether the language in line 9 of section 2 would apply to an attorney, 
of the court. 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir; it applies merely to such officers as auditors, 
masters in chancery, &c., appointed by the court. An attorney is not 
appointed by the court. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I would suggest to the Senator that he insert 
after the word ‘‘appointed’’ the words “by the court,” so as to read 
Mie Leraian by the court, or employed by the court in any office or 

uty. 

Mr. HOAR. I have no objection to that amendment if it makes it 
more clear. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think it makes it more clear. 

Mr. HOAR. It was intended to prevent the appointment by the 
judge of a court or by any other judge holding the court temporarily of 
the judge’s brother or son to these lucrative offices. We have had in 
my part of the country no experience of any scandal or complaint, but the 
lawyers in the Senate during the last Congress, when this bill 
substantially in this condition, from almost all parts of the country 
testified to complaints in their neighborhoods which made this section 

roper. It was with deference to the very pronounced opinion of the 
Route at the last Congress that this section was inserted at this time. 

Mr. MORGAN. I movetoamend, then, b; ing after the word 
“ appointed,” in line 8, the words “ by such court;”’ and also by in- 
serting after the word “ employed,” in the same line, the words ‘‘ by 
such court.” 

Mr. McMILLAN. ‘Or judge,” I would suggest to the Senator 


from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very well; I will add that. 

or N. N ents ace be NATAR ty ATA 
words twice, or whether the object would not be at inserting 
them once after the word ‘‘ emp ” ry 

Mr. HOAR. The amendment as moved would allow another judge 


to come in and a t. For instance, suppose the circuit court in Ala- 
bama or any other State is held by the district ju as it may be 
under the law, and he appoints a son of the judge of circuit court 


as clerk or auditor. 

Mr. MORGAN. The word ‘‘ court’? would apply to that. 

eae Let it be read as the amendment will read after it is 
ami 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Alabama will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line8, after the word ‘appointed, ’’ it is pro- 
posed to insert the words ‘‘ by such court or judge; ’’ and after the word 
‘‘ employed,” in the same line, to insert the words ‘‘ by such court or 
judge;’’ so as toread: 

That to of 
oil ty ci a a 

co! u em 
Pmioe or duty in any cont of which such justice “eda ey A gr ake 
Mr. HOAR. No objection. 
Mr. COKE. I desire to say that I moved this provision as an amend- 


ment at the last session, and I think the amen t proposed by the 
Senator from Alabama is entirely A 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. e question is on the amendment of 


the Senator from Alabama which has just been read. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN, There is one other matter which I wish to call to the 
attention of the Senator from Massachusetts. In line 12 of the second 
section I whether it would not be better to strike out “‘six’”’ and 
insert *‘ twelve,” so as to read: 

And no person heretofore so appointed or employed shall continue in said office 
oremployment after the expi: m of twelve months from the passage of this act. 

Mr. HOAR. It seemed to the committee that six months from the 

of the act was long enough, because te roar’ of the act 
will be well known, and these persons will have all that time in addi- 
tion to the six months to obtain other employment. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think I can call the attention of the lawyers of 
the Senate to a certain state or condition of a cause in which it would 
be inconvenient to cut off an officer thus appointed by the court from 
the complete discharge of the duties, such as a receiver, for instance, of 
a large railroad company or a large commercial corporation or other 
corporation who might have proceeded for a month or two to acquaint 
himself with the business of the receivership. If he is cut off now, in 
six months after the passage of this bill a portion of the labor that 
he has performed in acquiring the proper information would be lost to 


the mga and to the court. 
I do not understand that there is any particular case in the mind of 
anybody where there has been an abuse of the law in the appointment 
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of a receiver, for instance, or a referee in cases on the law side of the 
docket, where referees are appointed under the practice of some of the 
States. It might work a very serious inconvenience to have a receiver 
or referee cut off within six months after the passage of this bill from 
the conduct of a very important cause which might be nearing comple- 
tion and where his services would be indispensable. 

Mr. HOAR. It has been held by several of the courts, and I suppose 
is settled throughout the country now, that a judge of a probate court 
can not appoint to the office of administrator, or the office of commis- 
sioner to settle an ee a — of eh ge within these 
degrees of consanguinity, use he is incapacita: rom passing on 
the question of the accounts, from exercising that constant and strict 
supervision and control which ought to be exercised by an impartial 
and severe judge upon this class of officers. 

The committee, I believe, were of the opinion that the seipi 
pointment by a judge of a relative of this sort was a scandal in itself, 
and that six months would be abundant time. If there be such a re- 
ceiver he should surrender to some person whose official conduct can be 
controlled in the interest of all parties by an impartial judge, whose 
accounts and the rates for whose services can be fixed by an impartial 
judge. Of course in the case the Senator puts, if it ever should happen 
that there was a receiver who had acquired a special knowledge and 
skill which was indispensable to the settlement of an estate, he would 
give the benefit of his skill and ence to his successor, he would 
give him advice and give him pra and I suppose possibly there 
might be a case where the employment of such a receiver as an agent 
by the succeeding one would not be considered a violation of the prin- 
ciple of the law, wig. there would be very strong cause for watching 
it. I do not believe there will be any practical injustice done to any- 

. This bill will not get through both Houses probably for some 
time, and when it does get through there will be six months allowed. 
I think that is sufficient. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave no case in my mind at all, 


Mr. HOAR. As the bill passed the Senate last year, if I recollect | his. 


ight, there was no time given after the passage of the act. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwas t to say that if the object of the bill isto 
destroy and remove the scandal of the appointment of a receiver or ref- 
eree or any other officer of the court by a judge who may be related to 
him within a certain degree, let the ax at once and remove him 


instantly; but if you give six months it must be not in consequence of | P 


parties to have the referee chosen by the court go on and finish up the 
case, it seems to me prudent that we should not do it very hastily, that 
we should give twelve months rather than six months for the dispatch 
of that officer and his function, whatever it may be. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, as to the case my friend from 
Alabama has alluded to, of a judge being dead and his son continuing, 
this bill would not apply then at all, because the referee or master or 
commissioner would not be akin to the then judge of the court; the 
connection would have been entirely severed, and he would be entirely 
within the propriety of the law then. 

Mr. MORGAN. Has the Senator from Vermont read the language 
of the tenth line? 

And no person heretofore so appointed or employed shall continue in said 
orang employment after the expiration of six months from the passage of 

Who is the person ‘‘so appointed or employed?’ The person who 
was atthe time of his appointment or employmenta cousin of the judge. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think my friend is technically right, but that 
can be corrected in a minute. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will yield to an amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My suggestion is to relieve that difficulty, which 
of course is avery distant one, by inserting after the word ‘employed’? 
the words ‘‘ being so related to such judge.” That will relieve it of 
the difficulty suggested by the Senator from Alabama. It brings it 
down to the then time; if he is then related to the judge he shall go 
out; if he is not, he can stay in unless the succeeding judge chooses to 
name er. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, There is an amendment in the sec- 
ond degree already pending. 

Mr. MORGAN, I withdrawmy amendment to let the Senator from 
Vermont get his in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama with- 
draws his amendment so that the Senator from Vermont can submit 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the amendment reported from 
the Committee on the Judiciary by inserting, at the end of line 10, the 
words ‘‘ being so related tosuch justice or judge;’’ so as to read: ‘‘andno 
person heretofore so appointed oremployed, beingso related to such jus- 
tice or judge, shall continue in said office or employment after the ex- 
iration of six months from the passage of this act.’’ 


the fact thatthe man who holds the office needs but because | The Ar ROR sha tempore. The question is on the amendment 
= “A Ni Ta ee prats eii ad Ta gh The amendment to the AT oes A to. 
inal need > paptr. : 
which Ta noe af ail tuintline wad which Yo x nany |. ThePRESIDENT protempore, DoestheSenator from Alabama renew 


which I am not at all familiar, and which I do not think existsin many 
of the other States, that of having referees in causes in the common-law 


courts. 

Mr. HOAR. We have a class of officers called auditors who are 
Tronan Sed od the Senator refers to. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; but in New York they are called referees in 
certain cases, and then in this District—— 

Mr. HOAR. They are not appointed by the court, but chosen by 
the pacia, in, my vicinity. 

. MORGAN. Iwas quite mistaken, then. Isupposed that in this 
District referees were inted by order of the court in certain cases, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. e Senator from Alabama will pardon me. I 
think the practice in a good many of the Northern States is that these 
appointees, by whatever name they are called, sometimes auditors in 
certain classes of actions, sometimes referees—the referees usually must 
be agreed upon by the parties—and sometimes commissioners, sometimes 
masters, and so on, depending upon the nature of the j rudence 
which is being exercised, are constantly appointed in the di of the 
court. This bill would certainly, as I it ought to, prevent the 
judge of a court from appointing his own son or nephew, because it only 
goes to sons and nephews, to carry on this administration of justice, be- 
cause human experience has proved, as all men must see from a great 
many sad instances of it, that it is not a t to do; and this time 
which is given is needed to allow the j to a suitable successor 
wherever this scandal may exist, and to allow the person, who in many 
instances has been appointed in good faith and is a good man, to wind 
up his affairs and transmit them fairly to his successor. So I hope my 
friend from Alabama will see that six months is about the right time. 

Mr, MORGAN. I have said thatI had nocaseinmy mind. Ihave 
no experience with such provisions of law as have been referred to in 
this debate; we have no referee in the Southern States; but I 
take it that if a judge had appointed a cousin as referee in a law cause 
or a receiver in an equity cause, and had died leaving him in this office 
with some important trust placed in his hands, this man would under 
the bill be removed from o after the expiration of the term of six 
months although the judge who appointed him may be dead at the 
time of the passage of this act. It makes no difference how important 
he may be to the parties or to the cause, he would be removed abso- 
lutely, and they could not consent that he should remain in that re- 
ceivership or in that position of referee and continue to wind up the 
case. 


I have merel suggested that if we are going to destroy an office that 
already exists tx or iik law, a right that exists among the 


his amendment? 

Mr. MORGAN. No, Mr. President. Ifthe Judiciary Committee are 
satisfied that they have got the law liberal enough, it willsuit me. In 
the South we have very little such practice. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It suits us. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on the Judiciary as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN, I haveanamendmentto propose. Imove to amend 
by adding as a third section to the bill: 

The first section of this act shall only apply to judges who are hereafter ap- 
pointed by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 

I did not suppose this bill would be called up to-day. In fact, Idid 
not suppose that it had been reported by the committee, inasmuch as 
we have no printed Calendar, and I desire to submit some observations 
on this feature of the bill which I think is an important one and a just 
one to the people as well as to the judges in office; but I do not feel 
quite prepared to go on with it this morning, unless the Senator has 
some reason for pressing the consideration of the bill at once. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave no objection to haying this bill go over. I do 
not want it to go over as unfinished business to supplant the Presidential 
succession bill, which, of co is of larger public importance than this. 

Mr. MORGAN. Of course I would not ask that. 

Mr. HOAR. But trusting to the Senator from Alabama to help me 
get it up as soon as that bill is disposed of, I will consent that it go 


over. 

Mr. MORGAN. I regard the bill of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts on the Presidential succession as the most important one we can 
possibly consider at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over by unanimous 
consent, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the amendments which have been agreed 
to may be printed, showing what they are in the form of the print, so 
that we may see exactly how the bill stands to-morrow, together with 
the amendment of the Senator from Alabama. 

The PRESIDENT pro tenpora; The bill as amended will be printed, 
if there be no objection, and also the amendment`proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Alabama. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Senate bill No. 541, for the relief of Alexander J. 
Mueller, was referred to the Committee on Pensions. The Senator in- 
troducing it [Mr. INGALLS] thinks it should go to the Committee on 


- 
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Claims, and I ask that the Committee on Pensions be discharged 
its further consideration and that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, that change 
of reference will be made. 


JOINT RULES FOR THE TWO HOUSES. 


Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the concurrent resolution proposing joint rules. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution reported by Mr. Frye from the Committee on 
Rules on the 14th instant. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed rules will be read. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask that the first reading of the joint rules in Com- 
mittee of the Whole be dispensed with, and that they be read by clauses 
for amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no objection that course 
will be taken, and the first reading will be dispensed with. ‘The rules 
will be read seriatim and considered open to amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire just to say one word. These are precisely the 
same rules that were adopted without dissent by the Senate at the last 
Congress, with the exception of an amendment which has been re- 

rted. There are now no joint rules, and the Congress of the United 

tates is the only legislative body in the world that is without jointrules. 
The matters of special importance are contained in section 2, clauses 2 
and 3, which provide that each House shall dispose every morning of all 
messages from the other on its table. That would prevent the other 
House from adjourning at the close of a session with two hundred and 
forty Senate bills on its table, and it can be done just as well as not, and 
would expedite business greatly. 

The next is clause 4, ‘‘ general appropriation bills,” which prevents 
any general legislation on Sopropr anon bills and amendments to that 
effect. That every Senator ws would be a relief. 

The next of importance is on ‘‘conferences.’’ There is now no reg- 
ulation touching conferences, 

The next is ‘‘10. Calendars,” a provision that each House during the 
Jast days of the session, in proceeding to its Calendar, shall take up the 
business from the other House. That is what the Senate does to-day. 
This simply provides that both Houses shall do it. 

The next isa provision for a joint committee on the Library. There 
is now no provision for a joint committee on the Library, and that 
article provides that the Senate portion of the Joint Committee on the 
Library shall continue in existence and power during vacation. There 
is-now no authority for it, although the Senate continues it. 

These are the only matters of importance. The first question, if the 
Chair will allow me, was an amendment offered by the committee 
striking out Rule XIII, touching the sale of intoxicating liquors. A 
majority of the committee believed that that was a matter which should 
be left to each House. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine 
whether the members of the committee appointed on the part of the 
Senate constitute the Library Committee of the Senate also, Our 
Library Committee constitutes a portion of the joint committee. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed joint rules will now be 
reported subject to amendment. Does the Senator from Maine desire 
to have action first upon the amendment reported by the committee? 

Mr. FRYE. On the amendment, if the Chair please. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the committee 
will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The proposed amendment of the Committee on 
Rules is to strike out Rule XIII, as follows: 


XUII.—SALE OF LIQUORS FORBIDDEN. 


No spirituous or malt liquors shall be offered for sale, exhibited, or kept within 
the Capitol. or in any room or prgn Syringe therewith, or on public 
ands adjacent thereto; and it shall be theduty of the Arms of 


e two Houses, under the supervision of the presiding officers 
ively, to strictly enforce the foregoing provisions, and any officer or empl of 
either House who shall in any manner violate or connive at the violation of this 
rule shall be dismissed from office. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment striking out this clause. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
posed by the committee. 

Mr. CONGER. I did not understand the proposition. Was the vote 
on adopting the clause just read, inserting it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote was on adopting the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. 

Mr. CONGER. I should Jike to have the effect of it stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question just taken was on the 
adoption of the amendment proposed by the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. CONGER. Which was what? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tostrike out the thirteenth clause, 
which will be again read. 

Mr. CONGER. That proposition was nob stated by the Chair. I 
voted under a misapprehension. 


The question is on the proposed 


This is the only amendment pro- 


from | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was read by the Chief Clerk, and 


the Chair stated the proposition as read to strike out acertain portion, 
being the words contained in clause 13. That amendment has been 


agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. I should like to have another vote on it. I ask for 
a division on that question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As the Senator from Michigan states 
that he did not understand the question, the Chair willagain submit it. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Michi can ask for a separate 
vote on that when the resolution is repo: to the Senate. 

Mr. CONGER. I can ask for a division, too, I suppose, which I do 
if there is - other way of getting at it. Now, will the Chair state the 

position 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Rules have pro- 
to strike out clause 13 of the proposed joint rules. 
Le CONOER The whole clause? 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words proposed to be stricken 

out will now be a seh a 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


XIIL.—SALE OF LIQUORS FORBIDDEN. 


Nospirituous or malt liquors shall be offered for sale, exhibited, or kept within 
the Sa peT or in any room or building conn therewith, or on the public 
grow adjacent thereto; and it shall be the duty of the Sergeants-at-Arms of 

two Houses, under the supervision of the presiding officers thereof, respect- 
ively, to strictly enforce the foregoing provisions, and any officer or employé of 
either House who shall in any manner violate or connive at the violation of this 
rule shall be dismissed from office, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
clause. 

Mr. CONGER. I eall for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I would like to ask the Senator from Maine what 
was the object of striking out this rule. 

Mr. FRYE. The majority of the committee believed that that was 
a matter to be regulated by each House for itself. The Senate - 
lates this side of the building, and the majority of the committee 
lieved that the matter should be left to the House of Representatives 
on the other side. And I learn from the committee of the House that 
they entertained that belief very decidedly. 

Mr. CONGER. This clause provides for the control of the Capitol 
and its officers and employés and the grounds of the Capitol Square. 
Neither House has control over the Capitol Square per se. Neither 
House has control of the Rotunda. Neither House has control of the 
rooms around it. It can only be by joint rule that such control in re- 
gard to the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol and the grounds 
of the Capitol of the nation can be exercised. I should be very sorry, 
when such a rule has been pro , to see a vote of the Senate strik- 
ing it out and having no control over poe poan public grounds around 
the Capitol or any part of the Capitol i I think the public demand 
will be that such a rule as this should be adopted and should be en- 
forced, and I should like to have the views of the Senate upon that; 
so I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine by what 
authority the Senate gets the control of its own wing of the Capitol. 
Is it by authority of law, ‘or isit by the authority of the joint rules, by 
which each House of Congress takes control of that part of the building ? 

Mr. FRYE. I know of no authority except the rule of the Senate 
which gave the Committee on Rules this general authority over the 
Senate wing. 

Mr. HOAR. My question is where the Senate gets its authority? 

Mr. FRYE. Ido not know. 

Mr. HOAR. Because if the Senate gets its authority only by virtue 
of a joint rule, it is quite proper that a joint rule should be mandato 
upon both Houses, so that neither House can repeal or interfere with it 
without the consent of the other. 

Mr. INGALLS. Section 1820 of the Revised Statutes says: 
auiherised to take such regulations ss they tay doom NOONDAY for preser- 
ing the peace and securing the Capitol from defacement, and for the protection 
of the public property therein, and they shall have power to arrest and detain 
any person violating such ions, until such person can be brought before 
the proper authorities for 

That seems to be the only statutory declaration as to the control of 
the Capitol building and the pee property therein. My understand- 
ing is that the Capitol grounds, under which designation would be in- 
cluded the reservation immediately adjoining the Capitol, are under 
the control of the general laws and regulations of the District of Colum- 
bia, that is, so far as the preservation of the public peace and order ex- 
tends. What I have read, I think, is the onlystatutory provision that 
bears on this question. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would suggest also to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Rules that there is another part of the building over which 
I suppose bebr not oe any ppntan E not, op 
perhaps can ess in pursuance of a law, an is the of i 
which is occupied by the Supreme Court, its clerk, its penal aes its 
librarian. This thirteenth clause is broad enough to cover all the 
Capitol building and all of the adjacent grounds. We may find our- 


The question is on striking out this 
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selves legislating about the control of that portion of the Capitol which 
has been assigned to the Supreme Courtand its officers, and may exclude 
the Supreme judges, if they saw proper, from having any such refresh- 
ment as a glass of wine or something like that which they might find 
necessary in their arduous labors. I think we had better not under- 
take to legislate on this subject by a joint rule. We had better pass a 
statute if we expect todeprive the Supreme Court of any of its supposed 
privileges in this regard. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, this building was constructed by 
funds appropriated from the public Treasury, and it belongs tothe people 
of the United States. Although this room and the adjacent offices and 
committee-rooms are occupied by the Senate and its officers and its 
committees, it can not in any sense whatever be regarded as the prop- 
erty of the Senate or under the control of the Senate other than as they 
are authorized to control it by some statute of the United States regu- 
larly and approved by the President; and I should very much 
question whether the power of the Senate or the power of the Senate 
and House of Representatives jointly could be properly exerted to the 
extent that is proposed in the thirteenth joint rule which the committee 
propose to strike out. 

This isa public building belonging to the people of the United States, 
constructed with their money, and the portion that we now occupy is 
designated for our use for a specific purpose, and could be employed by 
statute or devoted by statute toany other purpose; and my judgment 
as one member of the committee was that it was beyond the purview 
of the authority which weare empowered to exercise over this structure 
and its surroundings. 

If it is thought advisable to legislate upon the subject of prohibition 
that is a matter in which the House of Representatives and the Senate 
and the President of the United States will all be called upon to do 
their share; and whileI might entertain my private views as to the pro- 
priety or theimpropriety of the use of alcoholic liquors in the restaurants 
of this building or in the committee-rooms of this building, still I-am 
inclined to think that the epg of sheep ua, or a = 

roper personages is a matter for legislation, and not for action by the 
Renate sittingin itsindividual capacity. It wasin consequence of these 
views that as one member of the Committee on Rules, without express- 
ing any opinion as to the morality or policy of prohibition, I thought it 
wise to relegate, so far as the police of these two sections of the Capitol 
is concerned, the subject to the legislation, if it can so be called, of each 
House for itself so long as the two Houses occupy the Capitol Exten- 
sion. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it seems to me that the remarks of the 
two members of the Committee on Rules who have spoken have dis- 
closed a very grave and serious defect in the law, which that committee 
or some other ought instantly to address itself to remedying. Certainly 
each House of Congress ought to have absolute power by rule to control 
the use and occupation of the wing of the oy Sg which it occupies, 
and the two Houses ought to have the power by joint rule to control 
the a thes to the itol, the entire public grounds in which the 
Capitol is situated; and wri the chairman of the Committee on Rules 
will see that a bill is introduced to confer that power upon the two 
Houses of Congress. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, in respect to the power of the 
presiding officers to control certain things in the Capitol Grounds, there 
is a law which forbids any procession or military array, and all that 
sort of thing which I need not go into in detail, from parading or 
coming within the Capitol Grounds except on the joint authority of the 
presiding officers of the two Houses, and I do not know but that it 
must be also recommended by somebody else; but no matter for that; 
there is a provision of law which appears to be adequate for that pen 
pose as regards the public use of these grounds. I do not know where 
it is in the statutes, but while I was Presiding Officer of the Senate I 
had occasion in one or two instances to have it examined and looked 
up, and I found that to be the law in regard to particular things. 

Mr. HOAR. That is very inadequate to the general purpose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, yes; Iam only speaking of it as a suggestion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. FRYE. I think the Senator from Kansas expressed the opinion 
of the majority of the committee that the Senate had power to regulate 
the conduct of these matters within that portion of the building which 
is delegated or assigned to the Senate for its use, that its power did not 
extend any further, that the House of Representatives had the same 
power in regard to that portion of the Capitol assigned to it, and its 
power extended no further, and that there must be a resort to law to ex- 
tend the provisions to the rest of the building and to the grounds. The 
Senate commits to the Committee on Rules regulations touching the 
use of all these rooms and the conduct of certain matters in the rooms, 
and the Senate Committee on Rules has established rules for the regu- 
lation of the Senate wing, contained in the manual, to which the atten- 
tion of Senators is not very frequently called, and among these rules 
is Rule X, “Senate restaurant,” which on to e provision 
ucang Moa Senate restaurant, what be and what not be 
done. other House remits to the Speaker, if I remember correctly, 
the same supervision of its restaurant that the Committee on Rules has 


here, and nothing has been done in a number of years touching that 
matter in the House restaurant. 

Now, the committee, believing that under the law they had no au- 
thority to pass a rule like clause 13, preferred to leave that matter to be 
offered in the House for the consideration of the House, and retain its 
own rule adopted by the Committee on Rules for the conduct of this 
sort of business on the Senate side. 

Mr. CONGER. Read that rule. 

Mr. FRYE. The rule is quite long. 

Mr. CONGER. Read the part relative to this subject. 

Mr. FRYE. It provides that— 

The restaurant shall be kept open during the session of the Senate and dur- 
ing such other parts of the year as the Committee on Rules may direct, 

The caterer shall give his personal attention and care to the management of 
the restaurant. The equipment for the tables and for the service shall be first 
elass. No spirituous liquors shall be sold, furnished, or kept in the restaurant. 
All parts of the restaurant, with its kitchen and office, shall be kept scrupu- 
lously clean. 

And soon. What the Committee on Rules here is authorized to do 
by the rules of the Senate, the Speaker of the House is authorized to 
do in the other wing by the rules of the House, and as I say the com- 
mittee on examining that clause arrived at the conclusion by a majority 
that that clause would require a law rather than a rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the adoption 
of the amendment proposed by the Committee on Rules on which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. The words proposed to be stricken 
out will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the proposed amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. Before action is had on the motion I ask to amend in 
line 4 of this section before the words ‘‘Sergeants-at-Arms’’ by insert- 
ing the word ‘‘ ive,’’ so that it shall be the duty of the Sergeant- 
at-Arms of each House to enforce this rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment will be made if 
there be no objection. The question is on the amendment reported by 
the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I move to amend by striking out the words 
“for sale,” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER] to strike out the 
words ‘‘for sale,” so as to read: 
$ A intoxicating liquors shall be offered, exhibited, or kept within the Capi- 

ol, &e. 


_ The question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Vir- 


ginia. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on the amend- 
sect proposed by the Committee on Rules to strike out the thirteenth 
clause. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I certainly thought I asked for the yeas 
and nays on striking out the words ‘‘for sale.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There was but one vote cast on 
either side that the Chair could hear. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I do not think the Chair presented the 
question properly to the Senate. I ask pardon for speaking in that 
way. ‘The question should have been, ‘‘Are there a sufficient number 
up to order the yeas and nays?’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will again submit the 
question on the motion of the Senator from Virginia, upon which he 
now asks for the yeas and na; 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The questionis on ordering the yeas 
and nays upon the amendment of the Senator from Virginia. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, not a sufficient number of Sen- 
ators rising. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Virginia. 

‘The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ment proposed by the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, Have I not a right now to ask for the yeas 
and nays on that proposition? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theyeasand nays have been ordered 
on the pending proposition. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I refer to the question of striking out the 
words ‘‘ for sale.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays have been re- 
fused on that motion. If the Senatordesires again to ask for them—— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. TheChair did not put the question, tomy 
knowledge, as to whether the yeas and nays should be ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from Virginia desires, 
the question will be again put to the Senate. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I should like to have the yeas and nays on 
the proposition to strike out thewords ‘‘for sale.” If I can not get 
them, it will determine the question as to whether the Senate is opposed 
to really having a temperance organization here, or whether it is not; 
thatisall. Itis not a mere question of saying that you shall not have 
some beer or something else in the restaurant, but it involves more than 


The question recurs on the amend- 
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that. The main point is as to the committee-rooms. If we are going 
to have anything like prohibition, why are we not able to meet the 
question here now and say that there shall be no liquor exhibited in 
this. wing of the Capitol, no liquor offered here, and leave out the words 
for sale?” 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia asks that 
the question on the amendment proposed by him shall be taken by 


yeas and nays. Those in favor of ordering the yeas and nays will rise 
and stand till they can be counted. [Senators rose.] The Chair finds 
but three rising, and the call for the yeas and nays is denied. The 
question recurs on the amendment reported by the Committee on Rules 
to strike out clause 13. 

The yeas and nays were taken. 

Mr.SAWYER. I was paired on this question with the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 
I now understand that my pair has been changed to the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR], and I vote “nay.” 

Mr. SEWELL. Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. MCPHERSON], 


who is teupang absent from the Chamber. I have voted on this 
question, ving he would vote similarly. 
The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 36; as follows: 
YEAS—20. 

pees araa ra Riddleberger, 
ray, enna, , 

Cal. Has n, Manderson, 

Cockrell, Maxey, Voorhees, 

Coke, Ingalls, Morgan, Walthall. 

NAYS—38, 

Aldrich, Dawes, g Saulsbury, 

Allison, Dolph, Meititian, Sawyer, 

Binckbu = Morrill, : 

rn, > 

Cameron, TEn 

Colquitt, Hawley, Pike, Vance, 

Conger, , Platt, Van W; 

Cullom, Jones of Arkansas, Sabin, Wilson of Iowa. 

7 ABSENT—19. 

Blair, George, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 

Bowen, Gibson, Marheion. Pugh, 

Butler, Gorman, 

Camden, Hale, Miller of Cal., Wilson of Md. 

Fair, Jones of Miller of N. X; 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. FRYE. Now I ask that the reading proceed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint rules as proposed will now 
be read at length. 

Mr. FRYE. By clauses for amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be read by clauses for 
amendment. 


The Chief Clerk read pame 
Resolved by the lapes aea [emcee Sener Ns, Fee a Ree 
lane tan ies vale the two 


JOINT RULES OF THE SENATE AND HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


I.—OnGANIZATION. 


t the commencement of each Congress, and of each session thereafter, it 
etait, De aecioe. bo thn Gabe oF tan DO OATS OF the Bama nok DICE oF tee 
House of Representatives to communicate prompt to the other House notice 
of the ed opos ane and of thn ongnniantion of their 
Houses for the transaction of business, which notice shall be in writing and be 
duly attested by each of said officers. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no objection or amend- 
ment this rule will be considered as agreed to. 
The Chief Clerk read Rule II, as follows: 


IIL—MESSAGES, 
essages between the two a be communicated by the Secre- 


ives, or by desig- 
nated b; fa for beg tae? soe which messages shall be announced at the door 
of each House by the eeper or his assistant, and shall be communicated to 
the Chair b by oy the person by whom they may be sent. 

2. All matings Kora the President of the United States or the other House, 
all reports an a from the a of Departments, and all com- 
munications addressed to 
in order on the table of the presiding officer seep fons 

3. It shall be the duty of the presiding ier ot ean tana immediately after 
the reading and approval of the journal of the proceedings of the the last day's sit- 
ting, the time allotted for morning business remaining agp to lay before 
roa mate or House of Representatives, as the case may be, ae on on 
their respective tables, for reference to appropriate committees, or for 
action as may be deemed proper. 

4. All bills, joint and concurrent resolutions, referred to committees under the 

be printed, unless otherwise ordered at 


foregoing clause, the time of refer- 
ence, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This rule will be considered as 
agreed to if there be no  aliection: 


The Chief Clerk read Rule IH, as follows: 


III.—COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE. 


All bills, joint resolutions, or propositions involving a tax or charge upon the 
people; ane proceedings priations of moncy or Y or property, or re 
quiring such riations to be made, or verry ramets say para 
priations maae OE TOOTE ikea Staten for IAEF 
or property, be first considered in a Committee of the Whole, and a point 
of order under shall be good at any time before the consid: ofa 


agar ghi pore, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This rule will be considered as 
agreed to, if there be no objection. 

Mr. CALL. Ido not know that an objection will have force here, 
but it seems to me that this rule and the following one are not within 
the constitutional power of a concurrent resolution. The Constitution 
says ‘‘each House may determine the rules of its proceeding.” This 
is certainly a separate power in each House, a continuing power. It 
does not refer to any particular period of time, but relates to the Senate 
or the House at all times. It is a separate power. Now the proposed 
joint rule says that each House shall not determine the rules of its pro- 
ceeding in the respect mentioned, but that it shall be done by a joint 
rule of the two Houses. These things are certainly incompatible. A 
thing can not be constitutionally done by the joint action of both Houses 
and yet each House at all times at any minute when the question may 
come up have the power to disregard it and proceed according to its 
own ideas. Therefore, sir, it seems to me very clear that we can not 
by a joint rule of the two Houses deprive each House of the constitu- 
tional power of proceeding at any time in regard to matters before it as 
it may see fit to determine. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the third rule proposed by the Committee on Rules. 
The rule was adopted. 


The Chief Clerk read Rule IV, as follows: 


IV.—GESERAL APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

1. No amendment shall be spon any general appropriation the effect 
of whieh will be to increase an ap: on alread: eral appropriation bill, the fect 
add a new item of appropriation: i unless it be to visions of ex- 

a resol 


isting law, or treaty stipulation, or ER ursuance 
ha under eee Me u 


ba reniet whisk dasa nh divectiy relate: 
, and questions of relevancy of ents under this rule, when 
, shall be decided without debate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
this rule. 


Bills, joint and concurrent resolu either House, and 

amendments thereto which shall have passed the shall be engrossed 

and attested by the signature of the Secretary of the Senate or Clerk 
House of Representatives, respectively, as the case may be. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection this rule 
will be considered as agreed to. 
The Chief Clerk read Rule VI, as follows: 
VI—ENROLLED BILLS. 
DANERA ITOE IONS Se Deore posse bom Houses, it shall 


per gor int lution : 
or joint resolu! hee panies 


compare the enrolled with the engrossed ouses, 
correcting all errors, if any be found, report the said bill’ or joint resolution 
forthwith for s re, as hereinafter Jo reo 

2. After examination of = oo ine See 
a on Enrolled Bills of 


on 
of 


ure 

pro tempore, as the case may be, in either House. 
3. After a bill Ge ENE PODION ghall hare been S a eniger ear moead 
shall be peg te a ig peel a ATIE EA gee rece era 
mittee on Enrolled Bills of the House in which it hich fact shall be 

indorsed on the pao os tape: bill Sa og Fhe House i mag be dully attested by the 

Secretary or Clerk, as case may of the House in w. t originate. 
4. The member of the Committee on Enrolled 


fete prred ting to the Presi- 
dent an enrolled bill or joint sasobation shall certify to Secretary or Clerk of 
the House in which the same ori the adea of such presentation, which 


shall be entered on the Journal of said House. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This rule will be agreed to if there 
be no objection. 
The Chief Clerk read Rule VII, as follows: 


VIL—RESOLUTIONS. 


isaac ofa DOLNE abel Pe Only CORTAR: AOAO Os tire PANISTO 
or of a en en, 

Clerk of the House ad: the same, and = be pelleilee to the Presi- 
dent or head of a ent as the case may 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This rule will be considered as 
agreed to if there be no objection. 
The Chief Clerk read Rule VIII, as follows: 
VIIL.—Bri1s, JOINT AND CONCURRENT RESOLUTIONS. 


1. Each House shall transmit to the other all papers on which any bill, joint 
or concurrent resolution shall be founded, and when a bill, joint or concurrent 
>> rejected in the other, it shall not 
without a notice of 

be renewed. 


en a bill, joint or concurrent giants which shall have one 
aber ee! rejected by the other, notice thereof shall be given to the House pass- 
g 


3. After each House shall have adhered to their disagreement, a bill, joint cr 
concurrent resolution shall be lost, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thisrule will be considered as agreed 
to if there be no objection. 
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The Chief Clerk read Rule IX, as follows: 
IX.—CONFERENCES, 

1. When a bill, joint or concurrent resolution has passed one Honse and been 
amended in the other, it shall be in order for the amending House to at once 
oramendments, and ask a parr mie wich esha with the 

use 


be ordered, the officer shall A rae three members as a 
the said conference on part of the d House, which action 1 be 
promptiy communicated to the other House. that House insiston itsamend- 
ment or am mts, and agree to the Decne Sop Rreaes, SAS proslaing am 
cer apron hag thereupon appoint pe tae a trod = rN a n the 
case may to represent ssi use at said co w act 
communicated to the other House. s 4 
an 


touching the amendment or 

It shall not be in order for a conference com- 
rt matter or subjects notin dispute 

1 the committee ge the text of a 

„unless it 
amend- 


pany every co 

The PRESIDENT pro re. This rule will be considered as 

toif there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read Rule X, as follows: 

X.—CALENDARS, 

During the last ten days of a session, when either House has proceeded to the 
consideration of business on a calendar, bills, joint and concurrent resolutions of 
the other House shall be given precedence, and shall be taken up and disposed 
of in regular order unless otherwise ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This rule will be considered as 
to if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read Rule XI, as follows: 

XI.—JorsT CONMITTEE on THE LIBRARY. 


There shall be a Joint Committee on the Library of , to consist of 
three members ontho part of tach House, to Which hall be referred all 


legislation or matters Library, and all matters to 

or pictures or works of art which may before either House. It shall also 
superintend and direct therefor, 
and shall such uties as are or may be directed by law or order 
of the two Houses, and dui the 


and the commencement of ni 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This rule will be considered as 
agreed to if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read Rule XT, as follows: 

XIL—JOINT ADDRESS TO THE PRESIDENT. 

When the two Houses shall judge it proper to make a joint address to the Presi- 
dent it shall be primeri aer akarmi s and time as he may designate by 
the President or minerare iri aat e Senatein the presence of the Speaker 
or Speaker pro tempore of the House of Representatives, and both Houses. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Thisrule will be considered as agreed 
to if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read Rule XIII, as follows: 

XII.—SALE OF LIQUORS FORBIDDEN. 

No into: pin 
S eeey a and it shall be the duty of the 
the wo Houses, under the —— of the p: 
ively, to strictly enforce the foregoing provisions, and any officer or employé of 
either House who shall in any manner violate or connive at the violation of this 
rule shall be dismissed from office. 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer an amendment to come in after the word 
“therewith ” in the second line—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Alabama withdraw that a mo- 
ment? I rose to speak on the twelfth rule. I did not catch the ques- 
tion being put. a 

Mr. MORGAN. I yield. 

Mr.HOAR. Iwanted to ask the chairman of the committee whether 
it is worth while to preserve in our legislative processes the power of 
the President to designate a place other than the Capitol at which the 
two bodies may be required to be present in session. It seems to me 
a joint address may he presented by the officers of the two Houses with- 
out the attendance of the bodies. 

Mr. FRYE. Theoldrule contained the words ‘‘ audience chamber,” 
and those were stricken out and these words put in. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, if the Senate will allow this to be considered as 
before them—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. DoestheSenator from Massachusetts 
move to reconsider the vote by which the twelfth rule was adopted ? 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be treated as reeonsidered. 

ThePRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Massachusetts asks 
that the vote on the adoption of the twelfth rule be informally reconsid- 
ered. If there be no objection, that will be considered agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Inow move to strike out the words ‘‘and both Houses.’’ 
If the Houses choose to attend on any particular state occasion, to ac- 
company the presentation of an address, they can provide for it at the 


g officers thereof, respect- 


time, but to deny the Houses the power of communicating in the old 
fashion their views to the President, without requiring them always to 
attend in person and in organizations, seems to me a very cambrousand 


useless mechanism. Imovetostrikeout the words ‘‘and both Houses.?’ 

Mr. FRYE. I do not regard that as of any particular importance. 
The old joint Rule XX was exactly that, with the exception that the 
words ‘‘ audience chamber’’ were in the old rule instead of the words 
inserted here, ‘‘ at such place and time as he may designate.’ That is 
the only change from the old rule. 

Mr. HOAR. I propose to make another one by striking out the 
words which I think unimportant. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts is to strike out the words ‘‘and both Houses” at the 
end of the proposed joint rule. The question is on that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Rule XII as amended will be con- 
sidered as agreed to. Rule XIII is now before the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move to amend, after the word ‘‘therewith,’’ in 
the second line of the print, by inserting ‘‘ which by law is under the 
exclusive control of either House or the joint control of both Houses; ” 
so as to read: 

No intoxicating liquors shall be offered for sale, exhibited, or kept within the 


l or in any room or building connected therewith which by law is under 
the exclusive control of either House or the joint control of both Houses. 


My object being to avoid interfering with that pert of the Capitol 
which is not under the control of either House by law. In some way 
theSupreme Court has a lodgment in this Capitol building, and its mem- 
bers certainly have a right to prescribe rules within their own domain 
for the proper preservation of order, and we have no right.as two Houses, 
by concurrent resolution, in the absence of a law, to provide for them 
what thoserules shall be; but the ruleas reported, and which the Senate 
has refused to strike out, includes the Supreme Court and assumes to 
exercise a jurisdiction over that body as a means of preserving order, 
which I think we have no right to do. I offer the amendment for that 


i tg 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not see any objection to it. I make no objection 
to the amendment. j 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I see objection to it, sir, and my objec- 
tion amounts to this, that we are undertaking here to establish a kind 
of local option or prohibition business in the Senate wing of the Capi- 
tol. That is exactly what this means. I have no objection to prohibi- 


tion in Maine, or local option in Kansas or wherever it may suit the « 
people tohaveit; but I do object to voting for a p here which 
an appearance of doing something which on this floor 


knows, if he has read the paragraph, is a matter of false pretense. That 
is just what this paragraph amounts to. 

‘No intoxicating liquors shall be offered for sale, exhibited, or kept 
within the Capitol, or in any room or building connected therewith, or 
on the public grounds adjacent thereto.” 

And the men who are to enforce this ph are men who have not 
access to your committee-rooms unless you choose to let them come in. 
The Sergeant-at-Arms can not come into my committee-room, if you 
will allow me to use that personal pronoun, without my consenting to 
his coming in. He can not come in there unless he comes by order of 
the Senate to takemy body into his possession and bring me here under 
acall. There isnot a civil officer under the Government of the United 
States or any State government who can take me or anybody else from 
a committee-room under civil process, and this is not made a misde- 
meanor even. 

Now, sir, if we are to have something that amounts to prohibition in 
the Senate, let us have it. Let us say that no man shall keep liquor 
in his committee-room, or if he does so it shall be a misdemeanor, and 
he shall be liable to fine and imprisonment when he gets out of the 
Senate Chamber and when he can be made answerable to criminal proc- 
ess. Otherwise this amounts to nothing. I object toit for thatreason. 
I object to it because I assert again that it is a pretense of doing some- 
thing that the Senate of the United States does not mean. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, it may seem strange to some old Sena- 
tors here, but this isexactly word for word therule of these two bodies 
from 1866 down to the time that the joint rules went out of existence, 
with the exception of one single word, and that is the word ‘‘strictly.” 
Thissays the officers shall ‘strictly enforce.’’ So from 1867 down to the 
time the joint rules ceased to be joint rules, that was the joint rule of 
these two bodies. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the adop- 
tion of the thirteenth rule as amended. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire to offer the following amendment: At the 
end of line 1, strike out the words ‘‘exhibited or kept; soas to read: 

No spirituous or malt liquors shal! be offered for sale within the Capitol, &c 
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I believe the rule in all the prohibition States, so faras I know any- 
thing of it, is that the law only prevents the sale or the manufacture 
and sale, and it does not pretend to te the conduct of ns as 
to whether they will keep the article or drink it. I have never kept 
spirituous liquors of any kind in the Capitol, and I never drink spir- 
ituous liquorsin the Capitol; but still if any Senator chooses to 
such things to his committee-room or to any other place in the Capitol 
and there with his friends take a social glass, I do not think we should 
prohibit it by the rules of the two Houses. I see no reason why we 
should make the rule here more stringent than it is made in the pro- 
hibition States, and therefore no reason why we should do more than 
prevent the sale of liquor in the Capitol or the Capitol grounds. I 
move, therefore, to strike out the words I have indicated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Georgia, which will be read. 

The OHIEF CLERK. It is proposed by the Senator from Georgia to 
strike out after ‘‘sale’’ the words ‘‘exhibited or kept;’’ so as to read: 

No spirituous or malt liquors shall be offered for sale within the Capitol, &c. 


Mr. BROWN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to say a word on the amendment. I have no 
committee-room and have no nal interest in this matter, but there 
is one thing in this rule which I have always opposed, and that is the 
synen of espio: of informers, which seems to be embraced within 

provisions of thirteenth rule. Every Senator here knows very 
well that his clerk or his doorkeeper who sees him—assuming the case 
to exist—with a jug or a bottle or a flask in his committee-room, un- 
der the provisions of this rule must inform upon him, or he will be put 
out of office. We know that will not be done, and we know no Senator 
would tolerate it. If this rule is enacted there ought to be an amend- 
ment to it that any member of either House or any employé who con- 
nived at keeping liquor in the Capitol should be expelled. Let us apply 
it to Senators and Representatives, and do not let us, if we propose to 
go into wholesale prohibition, put it on the humble employés of the 
Senate and escape ourselves. e know very well that any Senator 
who wants alcoholic stimulants in his committee-room will have them, 
and we know that he would inflict the severest punishment within his 
power on any appointee of his who would inform on him. All I askis 
that equal justice shall be meted out to all. I am op myself to 
the spirit of the whole thing. I believe that it will do no good; that 
it encourages h y, and that it is simply an attempt of which no 
Senator would be guilty. It is tampering to a fanatical spirit in the 
gountry on this question, to which I for one will never give my counsel. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BROWN], upon which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The yeas and nays were taken, 

Mr. KENNA. My colleague [Mr. CAMDEN] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLATE]. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 35; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 

Beck, Coke, Kenna, Voorhees, 

A Eustis, Morgan, Wal $ 

. Brown, Gibson, bas fo Wilson of Md. 
Butler, Gray, dleberger, 
Call, Hampton, Vance, 
Cockrell, Jackson, Vest, 
NAYS—35. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Mahone, Sawyer, 
Allison, Evarts, Manderson, Sewell, 
Cameron, Frye, Maxey, Sherman, 
Chace, Harrison, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Colquitt, Hawley, Morrill, Stanford, 
Conger, Hoar, Palmer, Teller, 
Cullom, Jones of Arkansas, Pike, Van Wyck 
Dawes, AT Platt, Wilson of lowa. 
Dolph, McMillan, Saulsbury, 
ABSENT—19. 

Blackburn, George, Jones of Florida, Plumb, 
Blair, y Gorman, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, 
Bowen, Hale, McPherson, Ransom, 

en, Harris, Miller of Cal., Sabin. 
Fair, Ingalls, Miller of N. Y., 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move an amendment to come in at the end of 
the proposed joint rule. The last clause reads: 


And any officer or employé of either House whoshallin any manner violate 
or connive at the violation of this rule shall be dismissed from office. 


I move to add: 

And any Senator or Representative who violates the rule shall be liable to ex- 
pulsion from the House of which he is a member. 

Mr. President, I simply desire to say that it looks to me very small 
for grave Senators here to be adopting a rule for the purpose of in- 
flicting severe punishment upon subordinate officers of this body when 
it is notorious that distinguished Senators who vote for that rule keep 
intoxicating liquors in their rooms, Why shall we undertake to visit 
punishment upon the subordinates, the poor officers of this body, for 
what distinguished Senators do, and they know it, and the public 


knows it? for uos PAE this out of any di I am not so 
hide-bound, although I have never had any liquor in this building. I 
have never drank it in any of the rooms of the distinguished Senators 
who have it so constantly and who will vote against this amendment. 

I appeal to the Senate. Does it not look small, very small, will it 
not look so before an intelligent community, that Senators will under- 
take to inflict heavy punishment upon subordinate officers of the body 
for doing what they themselves set the example to do? Is this right? 
Is it fair? Is it just? 

I want Senators treated by themselves as they would treat others. 
“ Do unto others as you would have them do unto you,” is a command 
higher and more binding than any mere rule of the Senate, and I now 
ask that Senators will be obedient to that command. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, it is best, I think, inasmuch as this 
great demonstration has been made here in behalf of the cause of prohi- 
bition, that the country should understand that we are straining at 

ts and swallowing camels. I hold inmy hand the billof fare of the 

te café, the proprietor of which is alleged to be Mr. T. L. Page, 
whom I recollect a short time since to have seen advertised in the papers 
as being the only man in this country who could be selected to con- 
duct the Senate restaurant on a strictly temperance basis. I presume 
that the majority of those Senators who have voted to-day to exclude 
from every porion of the Capitol everything of an intoxicating char- 
acter take their lunch in the restaurant in the basement of the Capitol 
and order it from this bill of fare, which I send now to the Secretary’s 
desk and ask to have read as my contribution to the debate, in order 
that the sincerity of those who are voting for this rigid, cast-iron rule 
to exclude everything that can intoxicate from the Capitol may be 
ee of by the country. Let the fourth page be read by the Chief 

erk, 

Mr. VEST. Is the Senator able to inform the Senate from what State 
this gentleman comes? 

Mr. INGALLS. From the State, I am told, of Maine. 

Mr. VEST. Ah! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the paper 
sent up to the Chair will be read. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask that it may be read by the Chief Clerk. It 
will, of course, sound mysterious, and will to a very a p number of 
Senators, I presume, be in an unknown language; but let it be read 
with the figures appended to the names that appear thereon. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
WINES. 
SAUTERNES. 
Sauternes à 975 Ke 25 Haut Sauternes... ai’ 00 gi ôo 
Château Yquem.. S 40 
SHERRY, 

TOPOS. vcs vescccccssconsccencescovece TS 190 - Yvarta...sss.o:ccsósssessaorssiso 75 150 
QlOFOGO s asskitoidossoradsasossse0 100 200 Amontillado.....ssess.s.sssss... 125 250 
MADEIRA, 

Blackburn's Reserve....... ` 350  Montiero....s.sesssssosesesssosees 400 
HOCKS. 

Hock .... 50 7 Niersteiner. 


Erbache: 
Marcobrunner, 


100 Liebfraumilch. 
3 00 


CLARETS. 


Sainte-Julien .. 45 75  Sainte-Julien,Cruse & fils, © 125 
Monfurand.. 6 125 #£Chiteau Leonville, Cruse 
Chateau Lar GETS E TS G . 2/08 
FIG ooo 0inss ncosacess sonscobooceeses 150 300 Château Lafitte, Cruse & 
Chateau Margaux, Cruse PANG cscs noonneans cessvnsnee.spa ntoses 200 400 
Ge DDG, E 15 250 
CHAMPAGNE, 

Pommery and Greno Sec. 175 350 #Mumm’s Extra Dry......... 175 3659 
Roederer’s Carte Blanche. 175 350 Piper Heidsieck.............. 150 300 
PORT. 

OVE Porthos sis cacatcnsscatcevccees 125 250 White Port, very fine... 150 300 
BURGUNDY. 

POTA, uaina 250. Beaume....sssssssessesesosoosse . 2 00 
AMERICAN WINES, 

Werner Champagne......... 6 12% California Angelica......... 100 
Musscatelle.......ccccoceserssereee 100 Sweet Catawaba........... 1 00 
ALES. 

Muir & Sons’ Scotch Ale.. 3 Ross Ginger Ale, im- 

ried eiia 25 
Dublin Stout. .....sssssrsssssssee 25 15 
Bass & Co. White Label... 25 Lage 10 
Russet apple cider, bottled expressly for Senate Café, pt. 25; half pt., 15, 

LIQUEURS. 
Absinthe Kümmel Gilka Curaçoa Maraschino 
Anisette Chartreuse Benedictine Vermouth 


Waiters are furnished with wine cards, 
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Mr. TELLER. I had observed that bill of fare myself. I have not 
ordered anything from it, and I desire to vote for the proposed rule so 
that the restaurant-keeper may amend his bill of fare. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I voted against the proposition 
to strike out the proposed rule, not because I expected by that vote to 
stop any gentleman who wanted to take a drink of whisky from doing 
so, and not with a desire to stop any man who saw proper to do it, but 
I think the bill of fare which has been read exhibits to the country the 
necessity for the adoption of the rule. When in the Capitol of this na- 
tion a bill of fare is exhibited inviting to dissipation, and when we have 
the control of that restaurant, the control of this building, I believe we 


meet the just tion of the country when we exhibit a determina- 
tion that that that disgrace, I may say, to the nation shall be no 
longer perpetrated. 


While I do not myself indulge in intoxicating liquors I have no ob- 
jection to gentlemen, who see proper, doing so, nor would I legislate to 
stop them from exercising the freest liberty, but asa Senator called upon 
tosay whether liquor be sold or exhibited around the Senate Cham- 
ber, I believe that the ju ent of the country is that it ought to be 
stopped, and hence I for the proposed joint rule. I itisa 
disgrace to the American people that the Capitol of the country, erected 
for the enactment of laws for the government of the people, should be 
converted into a grog-shop or a place where liquor can be ibited and 
sold, and where the youth of the land who come here, and whosee proper 
to go to the restaurant, may purchase liquor. I think that we should 
not suffer this Capitol to become a grog-shop for the dissemination of 
intem throughout the land. I stand upontheresolution firmly 
fixed in my own mind that such a joint rule ought to be passed, and 
that liquor should not be sold within the bounds of the Capitol. 

As to the objection which was made that we do not have control of 
this entire property, we do exercise a certain control; we appoint the 
police of the Capitol who take cognizance of this whole building, and 
we are not exceeding ourauthority when we say that there shall be no 


tinguished Senator from Delaware and I dislike to see it in this 
Capitol as much as he does; but I have never seen one-half as much of 
it among the employés of the Senate as I have among the Senators. 
The point I make is that it is a very small thing for Senators to be at- 
tempting to inflict condign punishment of dismissal upon the mere serv- 
ants and employés of this body because they may have liquor in this 
establishment, when they, the Senators themselves, keep it in their 
rooms, invite their friends to go there, and often, at a time inopportune, 
are very merry. 

I had never seen the bill of fare of which the distinguished Senator 
from Kansas spoke and which he had read. As I have understood, the 
Senate wing of the Capitol is under the control of the Senate and has 
been for years, and I prefer that the Senate wing shall remain under 
the control of the Senate, and that the Senate shall be responsible for 
its ment. If every Senator is opposed to it, we can very quickly 
stop the sale of intoxicating liquors in that place. There is no doubt 
about that; there is no question of it. We have the power to-day 
without a joint rule. I believe that the Senate is capable of local self- 
government and that no joint rule is necessary. If we are not able to 
control our wing of the Capitol, and if we have to call upon a House 
of Representatives to enable us to keep liquor out of our end of the 
Capitol, we are not fit for local government, we are not capable of it. 

I propose that the same penalties shall be visited upon Senators that 
we propose to visit upon our subordinate officers for a violation of this 
rule. It is right, itis just. I have known appropriation committees 
a few times delayed by reason of intoxication among the subordinates. 
I have seen the Senate adjourn largely because of the excitement of 
some of its members and of the plain indications that unn dis- 
cussions were about to grow up. I do not say that the Senate had to 
adjourn in consequence of this fact, but certain Senators were so dis- 
posed to discussion that the public business would not have been car- 
ried on, discussion would have been prolonged indefinitely, and other 
Senators here know that that point is well taken. 

I do not want to see Senators so careful about subordinates and so 
negligent themselves, and I hope that my amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Icertainly will vote for theamendment proposed 
by the Senator from Missouri, and I do it.on the score of consistency. 

I agree with him that if a violation of this rule is to bring upon the 
head of an employé of the Senate expulsion or dismissal from his place, 
there should be a similar penalty for a member of the Senate who will 
so far forget his duty as to violate the rule. 

I say I vote for it on the ground of consistency. I turn to Rule 
XXXVI of the standing rules governing this body and I read in para- 
graph 4 as follows: 


Any Senator or officer of the Senate who shall disclose the secret or confi- 
dential business or proceedings of the Senate shall be liable, if a Senator, to 


suffer expulsion from the body; and if an officer, to dismissal from the service 
of the Senate, and to punishment for contempt. 

It seems to me that the ition of the Senator from Missouri is 
in accord with the spirit of the rule which has obtained in the Senate 
s the United States from time immemorial, and therefore I shall vote 

or it. 

But, Mr. President, it struck me as rather a remarkable thing that 
the class of liquors mentioned in the bill of fare read at the Secretary’s 
desk should be offered for sale at the restaurant in the basement of the 
Senate wing, in view of the rule which was adopted, as I recall it, in 
the early part of the Forty-eighth Congress a the sale of spir- 
ituous liquors. Iam not an as to what should come under the 
name of “spirituous liquors,” but it seems to me that some of the 
liquors read by the Secretary would certainly come under that rule. 

I voted in favorof the report of the Committee on Rules. I did it 
because it seemed to me that much of the action of this body with ref- 
erence to the sale of liquors had been extremely farcical, and it struck 
me that this proposed joint rule, worded as it is, like the rule of the 
Senate which was adopted in the Forty-eighth Congress, really meant 
nothing, and was a rule made simply to be broken. 

I voted for the report of the committee also because of the statement 


of the chairman of the Committee on Rules that it was the on of 
the majority of that committee that this p; joint rule should not 
be adopted by the Senate, but that each of the two Houses of Congress 


should for itself control this matter, and if not to bethus controlled by 
a separate rule it should be made a matter of law, and a statute be 
passed by the action of both branches of Congress and the approving 
power of the President of the United States. Yet we have the remark- 
able condition of things that when a yea-and-nay vote is called upon 
this proposition not one member of the Committee on Rules comes to 
the support of the report of that committee. I certainly would like 
to hear from some of the gentlemen who are ed to be learned in 
the laws governing these bodies, and let them come to the defense of 
the rt. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to inter- 
rupt him? , 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. Do I understand the Senator to*say that no member 
Si the Committee on Rules voted according to the report of that com- 

ttee? 

Mr. MANDERSON. No, sir; that was not my statement. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I misunderstood the Senator. 

Mr. MANDERSON. ‘That was not my statement, but I say that no 
member of the Committee on Rules by argument upon this floor has 
sustained or attempted to sustain the report of the committee. 

Mr. INGALLS. I did. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I did not hear the Senator, if that is so. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is the Senator’s misfortune. 

Mr. MANDERSON. P it is. It is always a misfortune not 
to hear the Senator from Kansas. I would to the Senator from 
Kansas that if this is a matter so important for enforcement in the 
Senate wing of the Capitol it might perhaps be well also for the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia to attempt to supplement the ac- 
tion of the Committee on Rules by proper legislation concerning the 
sale of liquors in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. INGALLS. We have often done that. 
> Mr. MANDERSON. Notin the way of this proposed rule, as I un- 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. As I understand the civil code which has 
just been presented by the Senator from Kansas for the government of 
the District of Columbia, we are to be licensed to drink liquor every- 
where in the District of Columbia except in the Capitol, and we are to 
be licensed to drink ithere if we are just smart enough not to be caught 
at it. 

Now, sir, that is all the difference I can see between no rule and some 
rule. I can go to the Hamilton House, to the Arli to the Metro- 
politan, to the National—and I beg on if I fail to advertise all of 
them—and I can find just this same bill of fare. I speak for myself— 
I do not undertake to speak for any other Senator; but I say if you tear 
off the fourth page of that bill of fare you will soon find the gentleman 
from Maine vacating his place downstairs, because he will not have 
patronage enough to support him. That is an honest expression, but 
it is true in my opinion. We are to be licensed to drink wherever we 
please in the District of Columbia, but we are not licensed to drink in 
the Capitol unless we shall sneak liquor intoacommittee-room, That 
is just what this whole proposition amounts to. 

I want to treat the whisky question as it deserves to be treated, for 
it is made a great question in the States. If we are going to treat it at 
all, let us say that we will not license the whisky traffic in the District 
of Columbia, where we have the entire right to make a law which shall 
prohibit it. Iam ready for one, I am ready now, to vote for absolute 
prohibition in the District of Columbia; but if it is to be licensed for 
other people, then I do not want my liberty limited by a withdrawal 
of my right to take a drink whenever I may please where other people 
have a right to take it. 

Meet the question here and now. If Senators can not cov+rol them- 
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selves, then let us have it understood that no liquor shall be allowed 
to come into this Capitol and none into the District of Columbia. The 


distinction that I draw between myself and the Senator from Kansas, 
emir e N eT ogee ig Pach ey 

ibit in this Capitol and will not prohibit in the District of Col i 

Mr. FRYE. Iam on the whole rather sorry that this discussion has 
arisen on this clause, because some things have been said here that 
Senators will regret to have said. I remember breakfasting with some 
distinguished Senators, five or six years ago, who were members of the 
United States Senate twenty or twenty-five years back. The father of 
the distinguished Senator from Pennsylvania at my right [Mr. CAM- 
ERON ] was one of them; Senator Hamlin of Maine was another. They 
began to relate reminiscences of the United States Senate, and they said 
that they had seen the Senate again and in without a quorum be- 
cause more than a quorum was drunk. They hed geen istinguished 
Senator after Senator undertake to rise in his seat to make a speech, 
and he could not rise because he was drunk. 

I have been in Congress some fifteen or sixteen years. When I first 
came into the national House of Representatives, take a night session, 
there would be a dozen members of the other House breaking up the 
proceedings of the body and making it adisgrace. That thing doesnot 
exist to-day; and I say to the Senator from Missouri that he is doing 
grave injustice to Senators on this floor, associated with him, by the re- 
marks which he has made, sending out the impression to the country 
that so many Senators in the United States Senate were drunk in the 
ordinary business of the Senate that the Senate was obliged to suspend 
its business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator permit an interruption? 

Mr. FRYE. I will. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will not quote me without 
quoting me correctly. 

Mr. FRYE. I meant to have done so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. [I never intimated, directly or indirectly, that so 
many Senators were even under the influence of liquor, that business 
couldnot be transacted. Ihave never seen that to be thecase. I think 
I have been as attentive a listener and observer of the proceedings of 
the Senate for the last ten years as any man. I have never seen any- 
thing approaching # majority of Senators in such a condition, but I 
have seen, and there are other Senators who have seen, some few Sena- 
tors so under the inspiration and exhilaration of excitement in discus- 
sions that it was deemed best for the transaction of business to adjourn. 

Mr. FRYE. Then I did misunderstand the Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Idid notintimateit. Ihave been at every night 
session and every other session, and I do say that I have seen instances 
Whien in A AOO crevice sais nga gong eh meas eon tote 
adjourn in order to facilitate business. I say further, there has been 
within my experience a most marked and commendable change for the 
better. 

Mr. FRYE. What I desire to say is that there never was a great 
reform in the of this world which has made such immense 
strides forward as this same reform of temperance in the last twenty 
years. I say, go over to the House of Representatives this very year, 
or last year, or the year before, and have your night sessions, and you 
do net find those sessions broken up by intoxicated members of that 
House—not by any manner of means. I say the reform there has been 

fectly amazing as well as gratifying. I have been a member of the 
tiptir now, for six years, and I never have seen on the floor of the 
Senate two United States Senators so intoxicated as to be unfit for 
business in my whole six years, and I am not certain that I could say 
I had ever seen one; and yet as Senator Cameron said, speaking of 
forty years ago, over one-half of the Senate e now and then was so 
intoxicated that a quorum could not be obtained to do business. 

Sir, She MUTANDO AAL Deen KENDE it has been immense; and I do 
not like to see a reform which has made such strides receive any such 
blows at the hands of Senators here to-day. Ido not like to seeit made 
to a certain extent a farce. 

I admit that if the United States Senators all determine that not a 
drop of liquor of kind, spirits, wine, or malt, or cider, shall be sold 
in the restaurant, it will not be sold there. I admit that on the other 
side of this Capitol building if every Representative in deter- 
mines there shall be no liquor sold in the national Capitol, it will not 
be sold there. But we have learned in this matter of temperance to 
strive to get all that we can rather than all that we want. If wecan not 
get all we want, we will take just as near to it as we can. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the objection to my amendment, then? 

Mr.FRYE. Ihave notalludedtotheSenator’samendment. I think 
it would to a certain extent make a farce of that clause. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why any more a farce to punish a Senator for 
violating the rules of the Senate than to punish a page or a doorkeeper? 

Mr. FRYE. I doubt myself the propriety of punishing a page or a 
doorkeeper in the proposed rule. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then why did you report it that way ? 

Mr. FRYE. I did not notice that. I have only read it since the 
discussion opened here, because the committee reported to strike it out, 
and I paid no attention to it. 


Mr. COCKRELL. It looked to me likea very small thing to punish 
a little page or a doorkeeper. 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator will pardon me, he knows that that was 
the joint rule of the two Houses from 1867 to four years ago, and no 
page was ever punished and nom was ever punished under its 
provisions. The Senator knows perfectly well there is no danger of 
anything iring— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then why put it in? 

Mr. FRYE. It is to make officers vigilant in the enforcementof this 
rule, if anything can make them vigilant. 

So far as I am concerned, I should like to have all kinds of liquor 
excluded from the Capitol of the United States. I should like to have 
absolute prohibition in the Capitol of this great Republic. I do not be- 
lieve it can be had now. . Therefore, I wish to get just as near to it as 
I can, and I voted for this clause for the purpose of getting as near to 
it as I could. When you have excluded from these restaurants the 
strong liquors of rum, gin, brandy, and whisky, you have made one 
step in advance beyond anything that you ever have achieved from the 
day this Capitol was built to to-day. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator permit me to ask him 
whether he would be willing to strike out the word “‘intoxicating”’ 
and insert in lieu the words ‘‘no spirituous or malt liquor, wine, or 
cider?” That is the Senator’s Maine temperance pledge, as I under- 
stand it. 

Mr. FRYE. The first rule ever reported to the Senate on the sub- 
ject contained that very language and by a vote of the Senate it was 
stricken out. 

Iadmitthatso faras I am concerned Iama prohibitionist and believe in 
it fully, completely, thoroughly. I wish every State, and every county, 
and évery town, and every village in the United States had prohibition 
andenforced it; but I recognize that other Senators have rights as well as 
I, and that other people have rights as well as I. I have not any fanat- 
ical mania or craziness about this sort of thing. I do not wish to do 
anything here that the average Senator does not wish todo. I do not 
wish to undertake to crowd anything down Senators which they object 
to. If Senators vote to excl all these things from the Capitol, if 
you could have a unanimous vote to do it, they would all be excluded. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] inquired—why I do not 
know—where the restaurant-keeper was from, and it was replied, 
‘‘ from Maine,” and a pleased smile spread over the face of the distin- 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘‘Child-like and bland.” 

Mr. FRYE. ‘ Child-likeand bland," as is suggested. Now,we have 
prohibition in Maine. Have wenotanyliquorsold? Yes. Any wine 
sold? Yes. But we do not have the one-hundredth part so much 
sold as we did before we had prohibition. We have a law i 
stealing in Maine. Have we not any thieves? Yes. We have a law 
against murder. Have we not any murders? Certainly. We do not 
have so much stealing and so many murders as we sheuld haveif there 
was not a law peub murder and stealing. This man was se- 
lected because I was authorized to select a restaurant-keeper, and I 
selected one whom I believe to be the best restaurant-keeper within 
my knowledge. I notice that the New York Sun said that it was on 
the Maine platform. Ido not know who authorized the New York 
it was on the Maine platform. I have no doubt that 
this restaurant-keeper, being a gentleman, will obey any orders of the 
United States Senate strictly, and I know him well enough to know 
that if he says he will comply with your rule he will comply with it to 
the very letter. that you have to do is to give him the rule. I 
can trust him in that. That he was a teetotaler I neveraffirmed; that 
he ever professed to be I never affirmed. I am not aware that I knew 
anything about it or inquired anything about it. 

If this clause is to be sent to the other House, I hope it will be sent 
as itis now. If the other House assents to it I believe that under the 
instructions of this rule and a strict enforcement of it you will have 
anew order of things somewhere around this Capitol. 

Mr. VEST. It is hardly to be supposed or entertained for a moment 
that we can enter now into a discussion of the question of prohibition. 
I did ask from what State the restaurant-keeper came because I knew 
he had been appointed by the chairman of the Committee on Rules, 
and I took it for granted that that Senator had selected one of his con- 
stituents who would carry out to the fullest and most literal extent 
his opinions upon the question of prohibition and temperance. 

The Senator has gone so faras to say that prohibition has increased tem- 
perance within the State of Maine, and toa certain extent he has opened 
up the discussion of that question. I do not propose to follow him fur- 
ther than to say that the reports of the Internal-Revenue Department 
show that in the State of Maine, with a population about equal to that 
of West Virginia, prohibition obtaining in Maine and a high-license sys- 
tem in West Vi ia, there are more saloons licensed under the laws of 
the United States in the State of Maine than in the State of West Vir- 
ginia, and I take it that that argument is conclusive as to the effect of 
prohibition as a temperance agency. 

So far as the selection ofa constituent of the honorable Senator to take 
charge of the restaurant is concerned, I have simply to say that from 
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what I have seen and heard and read of the operation of the Maine law 
mon the State where it originated I would trust no man under heaven 
from that State upon the question of selling liquor if he could. 

Ont. COCKRELL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me just one mo- 
ment, while I think of it? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to say to the Smator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] 
that his returns touching these licenses are very misleading. Every 
druggist in the State of Maine gets a license. Under our law he is not 
allowed to sell liquor, and he gets a license even for the little alcohol 
which he uses in mixing medicines. Ido not suppose that a little drug- 
gist can be found in the State of Maine who has not a license from the 


Internal Revenue Bureau to sell liquor, and yet he can not sell liquor | ing, 


and does not sell liquor. So far as that is concerned the Senator from 
Missouri is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. VEST. I know something about the question of prohibition. 
I have met it in my own State and had occasion to examine statistics, 
and I have heard thatexplanation given. If the time should ever come 
in the Senate when the question is to be discussed as it ought to be, and 
as I hope it will be, I shall undertake to show from the statements of 
Neal Dow himself, ‘the author of the law, and from the most distin- 
guished temperance advocates in Maine, that the law is a failure; that 
intemperance, instead of decreasing in the very szpon whereit ought to 
be decreased, in the cities, has increased, and that the law has only been 
operative in ‘the rural districts where no such law is needed. 

Mr. FRYE. Ishall be glad to join issue with the Senator whenever 
that time comes. 

Mr. VEST. LI shall be ready to discuss it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Maine—I believe he is no chairman of the Committee on Rules—to 
some of his oversights and mistakes. I read from the Constitution, 
Rules, and Manual of the United States Senate, 1885: 


Rue I. 
SERGEANT-AT-A RMS, 


nt-at-Arms of the Senate, under the direction of the 
ficer, shall be the executive officer of the body for the enforcem: 
made by the Committee on Rules, for the regulation 


ding of- 
of all rules 
of the Senate wing of the 


Capitol. 

These rules were adopta] March 15, 1884, only a little over a year 
ago. Now I turn to Rul 

The large private room A a restaurant shall be reserved exclusively for 
Senators and their guests. 

The small private room shall be reserved exclusively for the use of Senators 
and Members of the House tatives, and such use ofthe private rooms 


of Represent 
of the restaurant shall not be interfered with. 
The viands served in 


the restaurant shall be of She bask juality, and 
for the same shall not exceed those stated in the printed of fare tobe 
previously approved chairman of the Committee on 4 said prices 
shall be subject to from time to time as the of the Com- 


Here is the Senate bill of fare, Were’ and all, cnet ie the chair- 
man of the Committee on Rules of She Sonate be tro IANO @ AMARE TAS 
taurant-keeper who is violating the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Not whisky, but wines and malt liquors. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Hold on; I am not through reading. These 
wines and liquors are on that bill of fare, a part and parcel of it, the 
prices fixed just as much as the others. But TL I read a little farther: 


restaurant the year as the Commitee on og a ghee pee TADES 
give his personal atten PENY pr es care er oe 
the restaurant. The PAd eie for the tables and for the service he manapis eg mi 


Now, listen! 
No spirituous liquors shall be sold, furnished, or kept in the restaurant. 


That is a rule of the Senate. Here is the bill of on prepared by 
the restaurant-keeper selected by the chairman of the Committee on 
Rules, and the rules require the chairman of that committee to approve 
this bill of fare, prices and all. The rules prohibit the selling or the 
keeping or the fi of any spirituousliquors there. Here is this 
ree with the spirituous liquors upon it for sale, for furnishing, 

AA away, kept in the restaurant by the restaurant- in vio- 
that rule, and yet it must be done by the sanction of the 
amarais of the Committee on Rules. 

We have rules enough on this question. Hereis the rule of the Sen- 
ate. Itissufficient. Let the chairman of the Committee on Rules en- 
force the rule. Let him make that restaurant-keeper strike from this 
bill of fare these spirituous liquors and take them out of the restau- 
rant, as he has the power to do, There it is. We want no more au- 
thority. We have already given it into the hands of the Senator him- 
self; and now we are going t the miserable farce of attempting 
to get a joint rule of the Senate through and taking the yeas and nays 
bp it, and making a parade over it, as if we were all strongly in favor 

cluding spirituous liquors from use in the Senate wing of the Cap- 
ens We Hpac have the power. There it is. Exercise it. The 
the power to the officers of the body, and this 


orale’ will give them not particle of they do not possess 
not one e of power no 
jin n It is to me a wonderful farce. 


Mr. MAXEY. 
der discussion, in other words, I voted to strike it out, because I think 
the police regulations of each House should be controlled by that 


Mr. President, I voted against the proposed rule un- 


House. The Senate is cag fran to the country for this end of the 
Capitol, the other House its end, and I do not see any reason in the 
world why that should go into the joint rules. If a like proposition 
comes up in the Senate rules, then I shall vote for it most cheerfully; 
butIdo not propose to vote for this matter going into the joint rules, be- 
cause I think it is improperly proposed to be p there. 

I voted against the amendment offered by the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Brown] to strike out the words ‘‘ exhibit or keep,” for the rea- 
son that I believe the committee-rooms are just as much under the 
control of the Senate as the restaurant or any other part of this build- 
ing. That is my view of it; but when the final vote comes I shall vote 
to strike out the rule as amended, because I do not believe it belongs 
here at all. 

I wish to add a word to what has been so admirably said by the Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]; and that was the object I had in view 
in seeking the floor. The country would believe from what has been 
said here to-day that the Senate of the United States is a band of de- 
bauchees and drunkards. Ihave served in many conventions and other 
deliberative bodies in the course of my life, and in my judgment there 
is not to-day in the wide world a deliberative body of men more sober 
than the Senate of the United States.. Idesire that to go out with the 
other statement. In the ten years I have been here I have on very few 
occasions, perhaps not more than twoor three during the entire ten years, 
seen gentlemen who I thought had better be somewhere else; but for 
the last two or three or four years I have not seen a si instance in 
a night session, although we were here sometimes all night, where there 
was a member of the Senate who manifested himself under the slight- 
est influence of spirituous liquor. 

We know how readily and greedily everything that is said against 
this body or the other House is picked up and circulated, and I hope 
that when what has been said by the ena As from Missouri. [Mr. Cock- 
RELL] goes out to the press and the country what I have said on the 
same subject, having precisely the same experience as the Senator from 
Missouri, having been sworn in on the same day, re-elected and sworn 
in a second time on on Soa aA IN; will go, too, as well as what the Sen- 
ator from Maine has so admirably said. 

ng ct Edo. aoi wish to FREIA IO tate LGI. L have 
not seen the bill of fare alluded to here at any time, but I should like 
to ask the enator tor from Missouri whether there is anything but wine 
or malt liquors upon it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I confess very frankly that I do not know enough 

about shay sian VOTE NOANS LNO arD: There are: 
SAUTERNES— 
Mfr LOGAN. are wines. 
AN. Sauterne is wine, of course. 


BURGUNDY, 
AMERICAN WINES, 
ALES— 


and then a big thing— 
LIQUEUBS. 

I do not know whether it is similar to ‘‘liquors’’ or not. 

eenaa winns I spencers aa pri g preyed enan 
proposition, w. a Legere er to the terms 
applied to liquors in law. As I understand the of ‘‘ vinous, 
spirituous, and mixed liquors,’’ the term ‘‘spirituous liquors ” being 
used in the rule, it has not been a violation of the rule in any sense 
whatever if there is nothing more sold than what I have heard read on 
the bill of fare. Iwas once unfortunate enough to bea district attorney 
and I had to prosecute a great many cases, Iused to examine occasion- 
ally the meaning of the words applicable to the different kinds of liquors 
pen pre and ‘‘spirituous liquors’’ have never been considered in 
law as being vinous liquors. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Illinois a 
—-* as to what this thing ‘‘absinthe”’ is. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Banalo from Missouri permit me 
to answer him? Itis very clear that some Senators are not to 
legislate on this question, and it would be better to let those of us who 
know something about the proposition discuss it. If the Senator from 
Missouri will permit me to move to strikeout the word “‘intoxicating’’ 
and insert ‘‘spirituous and malt liquors, wine, and cider,” he will get 
atitall—all the French cordials, absinthe, andeverything. I assure the 
Senator from Missouri that I really understand what I am discussing 
in connection with this matter. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, as a member of the Senate I dezire to 
express my disapproval of this debate and of the impressions which it 
gives to the country. I think that it is entirely below the dignity of 
the Senate for such a discussion to be carried on, and it gives to the 
people of the country an entirely erroneous impression as to the char- 
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acter = the Senate and the manner in which it discharges its high legis- 
lative duty. 

I aien with tke Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] and the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. MAxEy]. Ihave been here six years, and I could 
not for my life truthfully say that I have ever seen a single Senator 
under the influence of intoxicating drinks to such an extent as to be 
plainly and clearly observable. I declare that I have never been among 
a body of men with whom habitual sobriety and constant attention to 
their duty was more plainly characteristic than here. I think that I 
have been at every session of the Senate, with the exception of not 
more than ten, both night and day, for the last six years and a half, 
and I affirm that itis not true that any members of this body have ever 
been characterized by a want of sobriety or by the habit of using in- 
toxicating drinks in this body and while performing their legislative 
duties to any observable extent. 

If the d tions made in this debate, and these proposed rules, were 
in pathy with any great object for the advancement of mankind, 
if they had for their purpose the encouragement of temperance in any 
practicable point of view, it might be well to consider them; but we 
very well know that Senators who are professing the most extreme 
views upon this subject are those who themselves use intoxicating liq- 
uors to a greater or less extent, although it may be within the limits 
of prudence and propriety, if there be such R riety. 

e propositions made in this debate are far in advance of the tem- 
perance movement and are a t injury to it. 

There has never been anywhere in the temperance movement a pur- 
pose to prohibit the individual from the use of intoxicating liquors 
within a reasonable extent, and to make the use of ita crime. The 
temperance movement proposes to prohibit the sale of liquor, to pro- 
hibit its exhibition in public places, to withdraw license and lawful 
sanction from it, but nowhere it made a crime in the individ- 
ual to use it within the limits of sobriety and prudence, and yet we 
from the speeches here and these rules proclaim to the country an idea 
that the Senate declares that it is a crime in the individual to use in- 
toxicating drinks in any form or to any extent, and we know that these 
votes and these extreme statements are intended to create a favorable 
opinion in the country for the individual rather than to advance the 
great interests of temperance in any important degree. I therefore 
think, sir, that it is not beco: to the Senate to lend themselves to a 

ifest purpose of creating a impression upon the country. 

I am willing to go as far as any other in advancing the great cause 
of temperance in a proper way, in creating a public opinion that is un- 
friendly to the use of intoxicating liquors; but Iam not willing for the 
Senate to declare directly or indirectly that it is a criminal act in an 
individual to use wine or spirituous liquors to a reasonable and a pru- 
dent extent within the limits of propriety; and such seems to be the 
tone of the declaration here. I protest against it as unbecoming to the 
dignity of the Senate and an injury to the great cause of temperance, 
which rests opn reason and truth for its success. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 

The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the thirteenth rule as amended. 

Mr. PLATT. There was an amendment voted upon just now which 
I have not heard reported to the Senate, and therefore do not know 
what it was. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read again. 

Mr. PLATT. I am not aware that it has been reported at all, 
though I may be mistaken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment of the Senator from 
Missouri will be again reported to the Senate. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 13: 

And any Senator or Representative who may violate this rule shall be liable 
to expulsion, 

Mr, HOAR. I donot think the Senate understood that amendment. 
Certainly it is beyond the function of a joint rule to provide for the dis- 
charge of a duty, the exertion of a power, which is expressly committed 
by the Constitution itself to each House as it assembles, the Senate by 
oe the House of Representatives, and each succeeding House as it as- 
sembles. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. I insist that this is out of order, and raise the 
point of order that my amendment was adopted and we; have passed to 
another transaction, and the only way to reach it is by reconsideration. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose it is; under the rules of the Senate a Senator 
has a right to address the Chair on any subject under heaven or on 
pia when any other subject is up; and I am not liable to any point 
of order. 

As I was saying when interrupted, a joint rule enacts those things 
which one House can not help doing hereafter, when the burden of a 
joint rule is upon it, without the consent of the other. The Senate 
can not be released, the House can not be released from a duty which it 
undertakes by a joint rule, if that rule be operative, without the con- 
sent of the other branch. I do not think it was understood by Sena- 
tors—it certainly was not by me—that the vote was upon this proposi- 


tion which the Chair has now had reported; and I hope the question 


will be put again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the statement made by a Sena- 
tor that, he did not understand the question put to the Senate, the Chair 
thinks it his duty to again submit the question to the Senate, as has 
been the usual custom, he believes. Therefore, the question is again 
upon the adoption of the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], which will be again read if desired. 

Mr. VEST and others. Yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Upon that question the yeas and 
nays are called for. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam in favor of the rule as reported by the com- 
mittee. I am very much in favor of excluding from this building all 
intoxicating drinks of every character, not because I think the members 
of the Senate can not restrain themselves, but because I think the 
Senate of the United States might and ought to set an example in this 
matter, 

I can not vote for the amendment of the Senator from Missouri, for 
the reason given by the Senator from Massachusetts in part, and also 
because the punishment is excessive. If a Senator should bring into 
this body a pocket-flask or a bottle, I hardly think anybody would 
suppose the country would justify this body in the expulsion of that 
Senator, even though there was a rule to that effect. The punishment, 
it is said, of a or an employé by dismissal issevere. Itis nothing 
compared with the punishment proposed by this amendment. The 
page may be disciplined to-day and return to-morrow. A Senator ex- 
poea is out for good, and his State is oe and much more per- 

than the member who has been $ 

course it is the duty of every Senator to obey the rules. We un- 
derstand that he ought to do it. He pledges himself as an honorable 
man to obey the rules. I am sorry to say that since I have been in this 
body I have frequently seen the rules violated with very little excuse. 

I do not think that this body justly merits all that has been said 
about its inebriety, and yet I must admit that there issome truth in what 
has been stated by the Senator from Missouri. I have not for the last 
three years, nearly four now, been a member of this body; but nine 
yoe ago I saw scenes in this Chamber not creditable to this body grow- 

g out of the fact that Senators retired either to the restaurant or to 
their private rooms to consult their bottle. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from Colorado if this rule 
was not in force at that time? 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not know; I think very likely it was in force; 
and it is impossible to make a rule upon this subject that will bind 
Senators or anybody else. I am in favor of temperance, but I believe 
after all it is a question that miust be persuasively addressed to the 
public mind. I doubt whether you can make people temperate by law, 
and I speak after very much thought upon this subject, Mr. President, 
and I speak as a person who has never tasted in any manner or at any 
time either spirituous or vinous drinks. I donot believe that you can 
make a rule which will prevent Senators from taking wine or even that 
which is stronger if they see fit todo so; and yet I must exclude it from 
this Capitol, from the employés, and from the public gaze, but Iam 
not willing to go to the extent of the amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, it appears to me that the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri is entirely proper, because this 
rule of the Senate is not intended to punish the guilty, but merely to 
oppress the innocent. There is no attempt to inflict any penalty on a 
man for being drunk. It does not punish a man for drinking liquor. 
A Senator or Representative under this rule can drink all he pleases; 
that is not the offense; and if the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Missouri should go into effect, all that he would be punishable for 
would be for keepi a se for sale in this building, becoming himself 
a saloon-keeper, or eeping for exhibition or for some other purpose 
within the Capitol. 

Sir, all the comment that has been made about the inebriety of pub- 
lic men is without any sort of appropriateness upon this subject, be- 
cause we do not propose to deal with it by this rule. This rule hasno 
relation whatever to a man who gets drunk and poses on this floor in a 
condition of inebriety.- He is not the man to be punished, and if you 
adopt this rule, he will still not be the man to be punished; and if the 
rule is amended by the adoption of the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, all the penalty that any Senator or Representative 
will suffer will be in case he should open a bar in his committee-room 
or keep a certain selection of liquors for sale perhaps, or for exhibition, 
I might say, rather like that which now adorns the shelves of the Sen- 
ate restaurant. . 

Therefore, Mr. President, it seems to me that there ought not to be 
this difficulty about adopting the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 
souri. This rule isnot intended for the purpose of preventing improper 
conduct in this Capitol, but for the papo of producing the effectupon 
the country that the Senate and the House of Representatives are in 
favor of prohibition. This isa public declaration on the part of the 
Senate of the United States that they are all in favor of temperance. 
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That is why the yeas and nays have been repeatedly called, and that is 
why men who were entirely cognizant of what was being conducted in 
the basement of the Capitol, why men who were themselves responsible 
for what I had read on the back of that bill of fare, are the men who 
have voted in the affirmative upon the BES to exclude liquor 
entirely from this Capitol, while others who voted in the negative were 
to be left liable to the suspicion that they were in favor of inebriety. 

I have heard some ions, Mr. President, sotto voce, and other- 
wise, notably lately from the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Logan], that 
there were no spirituous liquors upon that card that was just now read 
at the Secretary’s table, and that because there were no spirituous liq- 
uors on it there was no violation of the rule of thisbody. Sir, my ex- 
perience in these matters is reasonably limited; as an eminent apostle 
of this subject once said, while I am in favor of temperance, I am no 
bigot; but my observation leads me to say that there are spirituous 
liquors upon that bill of fare of a very pronounced quality. Any man 
who is at all familiar with the liquors whose names were read in the 
last clause of that bill of fare is very well aware that as much absinthe 
or maraschino as will fill a lady’s thimble is about all that an ordinary 
stomach can digest or an ordinary brain sustain. 

I had no personal, I had no sinister or furtive purpose in causing 
that bill of fare to be read. I happen to be a representative of a State 
that has pronounced very affirmatively in favor of absolute prohibition, 
and I felt called upon in the discharge of my duty here to vote upon 
the adoption or rejection of the thirteenth rule in opposition to what 
might seem to be the view or demand of those who distinctly represent 
that sentiment, and I thought I saw here a very distinct purpose and 
attempt on the part of some gentlemen to create an unjustifiable pub- 
lic opinion, and I thought it to be my duty to show to the country that, 
notwithstanding the declarations which might be made here upon the 
adoption of the thirteenth jointrule, those who were so ready to record 
themselves in favor of that were at the same time entirely cognizant 
of practices that were absolutely in violation of it. 

This exhibition this afternoon has been discreditable in the extreme. 
It is not a chapter of the history of this body to which members will 
revert with pleasure. There have been declarations madethat I think 
had better have been qualified or omitted, and it appears to me, sir, 
after all that has been said upon this subject, that the best and most 
sensible and patriotic and just disposition of this thirteenth joint rule 
would be to lay ork ap the table; butas I have once voted as I voted 
in committee to strike out the rule, Ido not feel at liberty to make that 
motion, but I should vote for it with very great pleasure. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I merely desire to correct the Senatee’s 
reference tome. He states that I said there was no spirituous liquors 
on that bill, I did not say that. I asked the ean the Senator 
from Missouri whether there were on that bill o liquors than wines 
and malt beverages, and I stated that those named were understood 
technically as ‘‘ vinous, spirituous, and mixed liquors,” and thatif there 
was not spirituous liquors on the bill the rule had not been violated. 
That is what I said. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘ Vinous, spirituous, and malt,” is it not? 

Mr. LOGAN. Either one, “‘mixed’? or ‘‘ malt;’? both words are 
used as applicable to that character of drinks; but they are distinctly 
known as three different varieties. I only mentioned that by way of 
interrogatory to know whether or not that was the character of the 
articles sold. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, as the chairman of the committee re- 
porting this rule I stated the objections, as I said, of a majority of the 
committee to this clause. I stated them fairly. Istatedthem exactly 
as they were stated in committee. I reserved to myself the right to 
vote as I pleased. In committee I voted against striking out this 
clause. It was well understood by all the committee that I was in favor 
of a clause of this kind, that I had advocated itat a former time, and of 
course I had theright when the question was presented here of record- 
ing my vote as I did. I have recorded it so always whenever I have 
had an opportunity on a question of this kind. 

Mr. President, my attention has been called to what was said to be 
a statement of the Senator from Missouri, that it was made the duty, by 
the rules, ofthe chairman of the committee to examine these bills and 
to approve them and that I had examined the bills and approved them, 
including the wine list. I do not think the Senator said exactly that, 
though he thought so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What I did say was pointing directly to you and 
you were looking at me—I can not recall the exact words, except that 
they were to the effect that you were responsible for the bill of fare. 

Mr. FRYE. I am responsible for the bill of fare so far as the viands 
are concerned on the only bill of fare that was ever presented to me 
for my examination. I did examine it, and if the Senator had looked 
at the bill of fare that was originally placed in that restaurant and 
then at the one subsequently placed there he would have seen the re- 
sult of my examination in more than twenty different prices that were 
carried out. The prices were changed and I approved of that bill of 
fare. No bill of fare containing wines or liquors of any kind was ever 
handed tome, I regarded the Committee on Rules as instructed by 
the United States Senate on a former occasion, When they reported a 
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rule containing the words “‘ spirituous and malt liquors,” by a majority 
vote of the Senate those words were stricken out and the Committee 
on Rules were under instruction and their purpose was to put in here 
what was put in by the Senate before. 

Now I say I am willing and I am desirous of getting rid of all of 
them, and the Senate can, if it pleases, at any time that it pleases. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, when this rule was presented and 
the question taken on its adoption, I asked for the yeas and nays be- 
cause I thought having been presented to the Senate by the Committee 
on Rules it would be unworthy of the Senate to vote it down; butI had 
another and a stronger reason. In the rule of the Senate the words 
“‘ spirituous liquors’? are used. I do not know but that whole list of 
wines might be on the bill of fare under the rule as the Senate has it 
now in its own rules; but this rule said ‘‘ intoxicating liquors,” cov- 
ering everything which can intoxicate. So it was a betterrule in that 
respect than the existing Senate rule, and therefore I desired that it 
should be adopted, and therefore I called for the yeas and nays, and 
therefore I shall now support this rule. 

So much you will excuse me for saying, because under the rule now 
before the Senate as to intoxicating liquors there could be no bill of fare 
properly presented or kept which would include vinous and malt liquors. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays have been ordered 
on this question. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is the question on. the amendment of the Senator 
from Missouri? 

a PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis. Do Senators desire that it be 
? 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be read. . 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of clause 13 it is proposed to add: 
Reece: any Senator or Representative who may violate this rule shall be liable 

exp n. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 20, nays 
38; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Brown, Dolph, Ingalls, Morgan. 
Butler, tis. Jackson, Payne, 
Cockrell, Gibson, Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 
Conger, Gray, Mahone, Voorhees, 
Dawes, Harris, Manderson, Walthall. 

NAYS—38. 
Aldrich, Edmun: Maxey, Sewell, 
Allison, es Mitchell, Sherman, 
Beck, Frye, Morrill, Spooner, 
Berry, George, Palmer, ford, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Platt, Teller, 
Sa Haron Riddleberger, Wilson of I 

eron, n n of Io 
Chace, Hawley,’ in, 5 Wilson of Ma.” 
Coke, oar, Saulsbury, 
Colquitt, McMillan, Sawyer, 
ABSENT—17. 
Blair, Hale, McPherson, Pugh 
Bowen, Jones of Florida, Miller of Cal. Van Wyck. 
Camden, Jones of Nevada, Miller of N. ¥., 
Cullom, Kenna, Pike, 
Fair, Logan, Plumb, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Imove, in line 6, after the word “‘ provisions,” in 
the rule now under consideration, to strike out all the rest of theclause, 
the words being : 

And any officer or employé of either House who shall in any manner vio- 
late or connive at the violation of this rule shall be dismissed from office. 

My object in that is to make it harmonize with this vote of the Sen- 
ate; and besides that, as most of us know, under the Constitution each 
House was intended to be absolutely independent of the other in regard 
to the control and conduct and dismissal of its own officers. 

I therefore for that reason move to strike out these words so as to 
leave each House its constitutional power to deal with any of its offi- 
cers or members who violate its own regulations according to its own 
will and discretion at all times. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont. The amendment will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was aiming to get the floor to make precisely 
the same motion which the Senator from Vermont has made, to strike 
out those words. I think they ought to be stricken out and ought 
never to have been re there. 

Mr. FRYE. This clause, as I have stated, was copied from an old 
joint rule exactly word for word, with the exception of putting in the 
word ‘‘strictly’? before the word ‘‘enforce.’? That is the only differ- 
ence between the old rule which prevailed and this rule. I fully agree 
with the Senator from Vermont. I never examined it with any special 
care, it being a copy of the old rule; but I fully agree with him that 
those last two lines ought to come out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
es by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 

è amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to go back to Rule IX on a subject of real 
importance legislation, butI suppose it will not be in order 
until this is di of. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate voted to proceed with 
the rules in order. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I now ask to have my amendment consid- 
ered. I understood the Senator from Missouri to yield to me for the 
purpose of offering it. The amendmentis to strike out the wi “in- 
toxicating liquors” and insert “‘spirituous or malt liquors, wine, or 
cider.” I think these words have had a legal construction. They 
have had in some of the States, at any rate. 

If there has been anything demonstrated by the discussion here to- 
day it is that wine is not intoxicating and that beer is not. We do 
have wine and we do have beer in the Senate restaurant, and every 
Senator who goes down there and looks at those shelves understands 
it. It seems to me that the comprehensive way is to make it apply to 
spirituous or malt li wine, and cider, and that does away not only 
with the bottles, but with the shelves themselves. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment of the Senator from 
Virginia will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the first line of the thirteenth rule it is 
proposed to strike out the words “intoxicating liquors’’ and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “spirituous or malt liquors, wine, or cider; ” 
so as to read: 

No spirituous or malt liquors, wine, or cider, shall be offered for sale, exhib- 
ereid or kept within the Capitol, or in any room or building conn there- 
with, 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask for the yeas and nays. I believe 
this is the only amendment that has not had the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
20, nays 35; as follows: 


YEAS—2. - 

Aldrich, Dolph, Mahone, Riddleberger, 
Butler, e Mitchell, Sawyer, 

eron, Hawley, Morgan, Sewell, 
Conger, Ingalls, Palmer, Teller, 
Cullom, Jones of Arkansas, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 

NAYS—35. 
Allison, Dawes, Hoar, Saulsbury, 
Beck, Edmunds, Jackson, Sherman, 
Berr Eustis, Kenna, Spooner, 
Blackburn, Evarts, McMillan, Stanford, 
Brown, George, Manderson, Vance, 
Call, Gray, Maxey, Vest, 
Chace, Hampton, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Coke, Payne, Walthall. 
Colquitt, Harrison, . 
ABSENT—20. 

Blair, Gibson, L 5 Plumb, 
Bowen, Gorman, McPherson, Pugh, 
Camden, Hale, Miller of Cal., Sabin, 
Cockrell, Jones of Florida, Miller of N. Y., Van Wyck, 
Fair, Jones of Nevada, Pike, Wilson of Md. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The question recurs on the adoption 
of Rule XIII as amended, upon which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. [‘“ No!” ‘‘No!?] Then the question is on the adoption 
of the thirteenth rule as amended. 

The rnle as amended was adopted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. ident—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Before we leave the subject, I desire to offer an ad- 
dition to the Senate rule on this suhject-—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That would not be in order just now, the Senator 
will pardon me as I have the floor and I wish to go away. I desire to 
call the attention of the Senate to Rule IX with respect to confer- 
ences. 

Every Senator is aware that always hitherto every committee of the 
Senate—and we have nothing to do as to how a committee shall be ap- 
pointed in the other House—is appointed by the Senate itself. When 
it gives unanimous consent for the President of the Senate to appoint 
a conference committee or any other committee, it is the action of the 
Senate, because every Senator assents for convenience that it may be 
done. Of course at the present time when we only have a President pro 
tempore of the Senate liable to theaction every day of the will of theSenate 


To correct this, which I think to be an error and an evil, I move to 
amend the ninth rule, in the second sentence of the first paragraph, 


where it begins, ‘‘If a conference be ordered,” by striking out ‘the 
presiding officer’’ and inserting the word ‘‘there;’’ and after the word 
*‘shall,” in the same line, inserting the word “be,” and thenstriking 
out the word ‘‘appoint,’’ next following, and inserting the word “ap- 
pointed;’’ so that the clause will read: 

If a conference be ordered, there shall be appointed three members as man- 

Leaving it to either House in the exercise of its constitutional powers 
to be its own judge for the time being, under its own rules, as to how 
its conferees shall be selected. Sometimes in the lish ice in 
the House of Commons they are selected by ballot, I am under the 
impression without looking it up that in the very early times in our 
House of Representatives they were sometimes:so selected on very im- 
portant questions, but I am not sure about it. 

Then to carry out the same idea in the next clause, beginning “‘If 
that House insist on its amendment or amendments and agree to the 
proposed conference,” I move to strike out after the word “‘conference,’’ 
in the fourth line from the bottom of that first head, “‘the presidi 
officer thereof” and insert the word ‘‘there’’ in the place th s 
and after the word ‘‘shall’’ to insert the word ‘“‘be;” and strike out 
xe ‘appoint’? in the same line and insert “‘appointed;’’ so as to 


If that House insist on its amendment or amendments and agree to the 
conference, there shall be thereupon appointed three Senators or 
resentatives, as the case may be. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘“‘There shall thereupon be appointed.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; as it is suggested by my friend from Massa- 
chusetts, put the word ‘“‘be” after ‘‘ thereupon’’—‘‘ there shall there- 
upon be appointed ’’—so as to make this clause read: 

If aconference be ordered there shall be appointed three members as man- 

rs at the said conference on the part of the dissenting House, which action 
shall be promptly communicated to the other House. If that House insist on 
its amendment or amendments and agree to the proposed conference, there shall 
thereupon be appointed three Senators or Representatives, as the case may be, 
to represent the said House at said conference. 

So as to leave it in the power of either House, according to its own 
rules of procedure, to decide how it will select its representatives. 

Mr. FRYE. The only reason for the change is that clause 2 of the 
Honse rules provides that the Speaker shall appoint all select commit- 
tees, and the construction has been, I think under that rule, that a 
conference committee was a select committee to be appointed by the 
Speaker, while in the Senate the usual custom—I never have known it 
to be otherwise since I have been here—has been to authorize the pre- 
siding officer at the time to appoint the conferees. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. By unanimous consent. 

Mr. FRYE. This rule only purposed to follow the House rule and 
the Senate custom. I myself, so far as lam concerned, have no manner 
of objection to the amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Vermont will be read so that it may be understood. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the ninth rule it is proposed to amend the 
first paragraph, beginning after the word ‘‘ House,” in line 7, so as to 
make it read: 

Ifa conference be ordered, there shall be appointed three members as man- 
agers at the said conference onthe part of the dissenting House, which action 
shall be promptly communicated to the other House. If that House insist on its 
amendment or amendments and agree to the proposed conference, there shall 
thereupon be appointed three Senators or Representatives, as the case may be, 
to represent House at the said conference, &¢. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to Rule XI. 
The Secretary will be good enough to read the last clause as it stands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The last clause of the rule will be 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Tt shall also rintend and direct th diture of all mi- 
ated thorelor, ool chal perform such pow = uties as pin or ar De Aiea by 
law or order of the two Houses, and during the period between the expiration of 
a Congress and the commencement of the next, all duties devolving by law or 
otherwise on the Joint Committee on the Library shall be performed by the 
members of said committee on the part of the Senate of the preceding Congress. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, every other Congress, quite as a matter 
of course with the coming in of a new Administration, and frequenti. 
oftener than that, the Senate meets early in March, just after the 4 
of March, and then appoints its eommittees for the Congress according 
to the t rules; formerly it appointed them for the session only. 
Under this clause the Senate Library Committee in existence, appointed 
for the new Congress, can not perform the duties in vacation after the 
committee is appointed, but the duties would devolve on the members 
of the Committee on the Library of the last Congress, who might have 
ceased to be members of the Senate altogether, or who might have gone 
off that committee and on to some other. . 

Now, I propose to alter the rule in this way: Strike out the last four 
words of the printed rule, as reported from the committee, so as to make 
it end, ‘‘be performed by the members of said committee on the part 
of the Senate,’’ and then to insert the words, ‘‘or if no such committee 
exist, then by the committee on the part of the Senate of the preceding 
oe that you have somebody vested with the patlosity which 

necessary, 
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Mr. FRYE. That is undoubtedly necessary, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary did ed catch the 


Mr. President. 


amendment. The Senator will be kind enough to repeat it. 

Mr. HOAR. Strike out the four last printed words of Rule XI and 
insert after the word ‘‘Senate:’’ 

Or if no such committee exist, then by the committee on the part of the Senate 
of the preceding Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

recap Ee AA A E On the contrary, I 
think it ought to 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to an amendmenton the line just 
above it to make it accurate. The words “‘and during the period be- 


tween the expiration of a and the commencement of the next” 
would mean the commencement of the next That would be 
Congress expires 


an indescribably short period of time, because as one 
another begins, and I would suggest to amend that so as to read: 
bet he expiration of a Co and the i 

od thie Sts autaion of the next Congres: ATENA imr 
Mr. HARRISON. Would not the word “‘ assembling ’’ answer there ? 
Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; “‘ontheassembling of the firstsessionof the 
next Congress.’’ 

Mr. INGALLS. Why “‘the first session?” Why not say ‘‘the as- 


sembling of the next Congress?” They might meet in called session. 
Mr. ALLISON. Strike out “commencement” and insert ‘‘ assem 
bling.” 


Mr. COCKRELL. Well, that will do; ‘‘ assembling of the next Con- 

Mr. HOAR: Why would not the word ‘‘organization” be better 
than assembling??? 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘Organization’? will do, or “‘assembling,’’ either 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves to 


strike out the word ‘‘commencement”’ and insert “‘assembling."’ 
Mr. HOAR. These duties, I suppose, are y the approving of 
small bills of expenditures that come in. ‘They formerly involved the 


care of the Botanic Garden, but I think that has been removed from the 
ibrary Committee lately. 

The PRESIDENT pro They consist of supervising small 
labor bills and the like, and continue during the vacation. 

Mr. HOAR. It is quite siding we ates ce jap apse PE RASED 
life who have small to have somebody to t those accounts, 
and therefore the ‘‘organization’’ of Congress, I think, would be the 
better term. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I accept the suggestion. ‘‘ Organization of the 
next Con, > I believe would be better. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that instead of the word ‘‘ commencement” in the eleventh rule, in the 
place stated, the word ‘‘ organization”? be inserted. ‘The question is 
on that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I endeavored to obtain the attention 
of the Chair to move a further amendment in Rule IX before the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts rose. I call attention to the second clause of 
Rule ferences, and move to strike out the words after 
“ agreed ” in the last line but one of that clause, as follows: 

Unless it becomes necessary to change the text in order to perfect the bill 
after amendment, 


One of the most insidions dangers that threaten and one 
of the causes from which some exceedingly vicious has 
ceeded, has been the committees of authori 


to change the text of a bill and introduce matter that had not been 
considered by either House when the bill was under deliberation. 
The text of a bill should always be changed in order to make it har- 
monious with the amendment before it leaves the House where the 

amendment is made; nothing ought to be conceded to the discretion 
of the conference ; and I therefore move to strike out that 
clanse which gives them the discretion in the words I have mentioned. 

Mr. FRYE. I have had but little experience on conference commit- 
tees, and I will call on some Senator who has had very much more. 
It seemed to the committee necessary to have that simple authority, 
limited and controlled as it is, given in order to make a bill correspond 
in language with the amendments which the conference committee had 
recommended. I wish the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] would 
inform the Senate on the subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave had some experience in conference commit- 
tees on appropriation bills, and I think it would be exceedingly diffi- 
cult to carry out this provision, if those words were stricken out, on 
some of the appropriation bills. I thoroughly agree with the Senator 
from Kansas that the general sense of a bill should not be changed in 
a conference committee, and I think that is sufficiently guarded here; 
but I am sure numerous instances will occur where there will of neces- 
sity be required a change in the text of a bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Whyshould not that change be made by,the House 
making the amendment? 


Mr. ALLISON. The conference committee may modify an amend- 
ment made, for instance, in the Senate on an appropriation bill, which 
would require a change in the original textofthe bill. Ido not know 
that I can illustrate by any instance now, but I do not think any dan- 
ger will occur from allowing the provision to stand as it is. Obviously 
this rule as it stands would prevent the changing of the sense of any 
bill. Iam perfectly willing that conference committees should beab- 
solutely restricted in that regard, and I think latterly there has been 

t care exercised in conference committees on appropriation bills with 
reference to this subject. I know some years ago one or two instances 
occurred where the sense of the text of a bill was changed; but I only 
know of one or two such instances, 

Mr. INGALLS. There was one last session—I think it was the bill 
making appropriations for the District of Columbia—in which the con- 

ference committee absolutely changed the bill as it left the House in 
which the amendment was made and incorporated matter which had 
not been considered by cither House. I remember that the present oc- 
cupant of the chair called the attention of the Senate to that fact and 
protested SF, aniatees 4 against what he said was undoubtedly a violation 
of the privilege and duty and authority of the conference committee. 
My object is not to allow a conference committee to take any liberties 
whatever with the text of a bill. If they have an inch they will take 
an ell. If you allow them the discretion to take whatever liberties 
they please with the text of a bill, to make it as they think correspond 
with an amendment, you simply give them all the authority they could 
possibly ask. While they a“ not be disposed to do mischief, still 
the liberty itself is 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask ‘the Senator from Kansas a question ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
SON ] had the floor, and he yielded to the Senator from Kansas. ; 

Mr. INGALLS. I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to occupy the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator from Kansas this question: Suppose 
the Senate appropriates a hundred thousand dollars for a particular 
purpose, and the House strikes out $100,000 and inserts $50,000, and 
the conference committee want to agree on $75,000, how are they going 
to do it under the rule as he would amend it? 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me suggest still further—— 

Mr. INGALLS. I will take time to deliberate, and then I will an- 
swer. Ido not wish to be required to give an instantaneous reply. 

5 Me HOAR. I donot think you can reply, my learned and amiable 
rother. 

ae INGALLS. The Senator might allow me an opportunity to 
reply. 

Mr. ALLISON. In theillustration given by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts suppose that the conference committee requires some additional 
restrictions and restraints to be put about that appropriation than are 
contained in the text, they can not alter the text under the suggestion 
of the Senator from Kansas—— 

Mr. INGALLS. They ought not to be allowed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not even in order to throw restrictions around that 
appropriation? Suppose, for instance, the Senate puts in an amend- 
ment making anentirely new appropriation—it has a right todo that— 
and that amendment goes to the House. In order to make that appro- 

iation effective, itis found to be necessary to make some modification 
in the original text of the bill. It would seem to me that a conference 
committee ought to have that privilege. 

The illustration given by the Senator from Kansas in reference to the 
appropriation last year or perhaps two years ago, I remember very well 
when the attention of the Senate was called, as I believe it was by the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], to that infraction of our own rules. 
The Senate at once rereferred that question back to the committee of 
conference. 

Mr. INGALLS. 
of conference. 

Mr. ALLISON. 


The Senate adopted the report of the committee 


They did finally. 

Mr. INGALLS. Exactly as the committee agreed to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. They did finally, because on consultation and de- 
bate it was found on the whole to be a wise provision, as I remember. 
But I do not know of an instance within the last four years where a 
conference committee having charge of an appropriation bill has under- 
taken to amend the text or change its sense in any way, unless for the 
purpose of making some new disposition made necessary by the amend- 
ment itself. I have no wish about this, of course; but it seems to me 
that this provision is very well rded as it stands, and Iam quite 
sure that no committee will act in violation of the spirit of this rale, 
and if it does not the general text of a bill will not be changed 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. MANDERSON. As this seems likely to lead to some debate, 
and I think other of these rnles will excite discussion, I move that the 
Senate do now proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After fourteen minutes spent in execu- 


tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, December 15, 1885. 


The House metat 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. W. H. CRAIN, of Texas, appeared, and was duly qualified by 
taking the oath prescribed by law. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. MORRISON. I offer the following resolution and ask it may 
lie on the table, at least until to-morrow. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That when the 
two Houses adjourn on Tuesday, December the 22d, 1885, they stand adjourned 
until Tuesday, January 5, 1886, 


The SPEAKER. The resolution will be printed and laid over. 
PAGE AT CLERK’S DESK. 


Mr. ROGERS. Ioffer the following resolution for present considera- 
tion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk be authorized to employ Harry Blair Smith asa 
at the Clerk's desk in the Hall, and pay him at the rate of $2 per day out of the 
contingent fund of the House until further orders. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say this is identical with the 
resolution adopted at the last Con There is now but one page in 
the office of the Clerk, who has his clerks scattered about the three 
floors, and an additional one is necessary. Iask for present considera- 
tion. 

Mr. MORRISON. I hope my friend will consent to let this lie over 
until we have a committee to examine it. Ido not think we should 

appropriating so early. 

TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

Mr. COX. I object. 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask that it bepermitted to lie over for one day. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


IMPORTATION OF GLASSWARE. 


Mr. BURLEIGH. I ask for the present consideration of the follow- 
resolution. 
e Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the of the Treasury be, and ereny is, directed to 
transmit to this House such information as he possesses, including copies of all 
official documents and co; ndence on file in his Department, relating to the 
importation from Bohemia in July last, by, L. Lehman, of New York, into the 
port of New York, of certain glassware, and to the appraisement and reappraise- 
ment of the same. 

Mr. MORRISON. I must object for the present. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the resolution will lie over 
for the present. 

RULES. 

Mr. MORRISON. With permission of the House I desire to call up 
for present consideration the report of the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. Asa matter of privilege the gentleman from Illi- 
noiscalls up the report of the Committee on Rules, which will be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report of the Committee on Rules, 
which, with the report of the minority, was printed in yesterday’s 
RECORD. Before he had concluded the reading, 

Mr. MORRISON said: Unless there is a demand for it, Iask that the 
further reading of the report may be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous con- 
sent to dispense with the further reading of the report. Is there ob- 

ection ? 
j Mr. RANDALL. There is not, if we shall have the opportunity of 
considering each particular item—an opportunity which, I think, ordi- 
parliamentary law would give us. 

Mr. MORRISON. There is no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. There is no objection, then, to dispensing with the 
further reading of the report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Perhaps there will be no objection to considering 
these rules in the House as in Committee of the Whole. The Chair is, 
of course, advised as to what are the ordinary rules of procedure when 
the House considers a measure as in Committee of the Whole, I sug- 
gest that this report be subject to the same consideration in the House 
as if the House were in Committee of the Whole under the usual rules 
of ne by which the Committee of the Whole is governed. 

. MORRISON. Ihave no objection to considering the rules in 
open House without referring them to the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The Chair desires to understand exactly what the 
arrangement is, 

Mr. MORRISON. ‘There is no arrangement about considering the 
report as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair correctly understand the gentle- 
man from Illinois to consent to consider the report in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole? 


Mr. MORRISON. No, sir; I do not consent to that; but I consent 
to the consideration of the report by clauses. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘That accomplishes the same result. Iam satisfied 
with that. 

The SPEAKER. The report then is now before the House for dis- 
ae: The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, with the consent of the House, I 
desire to make ashort statement in explanation of the changes pro 
by the committee of the rules as they were in force in the Forty-eighth 
Congress. The reportof the committee is the proposition submitted by 
me, bettered by somechangesand not very material modifications made 
by the Committee on Rules. There is nothing new in the proposition 
Isubmitted. I had simply grouped or put together such of the prop- 
ositions as have been submitted tothe House from time to time,or have 
been suggested by its members, as were believed to be essential to the 
speedy organization of the House, tothe proper distribution of its work, 
and tomore considerate and economical legislation. Other propositions 
which were submitted to thecommittee, or someof them, remain with 
it for further consideration. 

The rules of the Forty-eighth Congress, which are in the main pro- 
poseg to be adopted for the government of this, were forty-six in num- 

. Of these it is fsb, os change seven only; and some of the pro- 
posed changes are but verbal, or, asI have already suggested, butslight 
modifications. It will be observed that only so many of the rules as 
are proposed to be changed appear at length in the resolution under 
consideration. 

The first rule it is proposed to is number one in the system 
proposed to be amended. This will give control to the Speaker of the 
ary Sedan corridors leading to the Hall. By the rules as they ex- 
isted heretofore he was given control or supervision of the Hall of the 
House and the unoceupied rooms, Josring sie passages and corridors un- 
controlled by any officer of the House. perly controlled, they may 
be made to contribute to the convenience and comfort of members or 
visitors; without control, they may be and are used to the annoyance of 
both. This mage A was vested in the Speaker previous to oe adop- 
tion of the rules of 


te se erpa or EEEIEE, and will fosis an increased num- 
of members to share and participate in the responsibilities and 
work of important legislation. 28 

The next rule to be changed was No. XI of the old code. This is 
intended to be so as to make some division other com- 
mittees of the labors which formerly devolved on the Committee on 
ra pace Teepe alone. The appropriations for legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses, embracing nearly the whole nel of the 
Government, for sundry civil expenses, for of the District of 
Columbia, for fortifications, for pensions, for all deficiencies, ag- 
gregating in amount nearly $120,000,000, or more than half of the 
total annual appropriations, are left with the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. It is believed by the Committee on Rules that to give dili 
gent and considerate attention to a; riation bills appropriating 
such an amount of money will req the effort and all the in- 
dustry that can be found in any one eommittee of the House. 

It has been claimed, and I believe it is insisted upon in the minority 
report made by thegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], that 
this division or distribution of appropriation bills will resultin increased 
expenditure. It can only do so, Mr. Speaker, if the members that con- 
stitute other committees are less intelligent, less honest, less vigilan 
and less capable of performing the duties soimposed upon them. It is 
said, too, that the appropriations made by the committees formerly 
vested with this power to p e and report a priation bills, the 
Committee on Agriculture on Rivers and Harbors, go to show that 
the appropriations will be increased. ‘These two committees have had 
this power, and it is left with them by the of the Committee on 
Rules, and five other committees are given it ction of appropriation 
bills, I hardly need to enumerate them; they are the Military, Naval, 
Indian, Foreign irs, and Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Itis said that the cultural appropriation bills have increased since 
the Committee poe, cing me was given the power to pre and report 
them. It may be that in some degree the expenses of the Agricultural 
Department have increased, since to the expenditures strictly agricult- 
ural have been added those of animal industry and forestry. I believe 
the whole Pppp made in the interest of agriculture is less than 


$600,000. One- of our people are in this industry—agri- 
culture. I think I read something like that; I think it isin the plat- 
form. The total appropriations for this t interest amount annually 


to about one-tw: part of the expenditures made for the erection of 
a public building in Philadelphia to tax it—about the same amount 
that was appropriated, given, or allowed at the last session for the erec- 
tion of a public building in an interior town where one member of the 
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Committee on Appropriations resided. I do not know, Mr. Speaker, 
whether, in the proper exercise of economy, the Committee on Appro- 
priations, or any other committee, may or may not reduce the expend- 
iture for the agricultural interest, but I presume that if it can be 
rightly done at all it will be as well done by the Committee on Agri- 
culture as by any other. 

It is said, too, that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors has largely 
increased expenditures since it was given power to report bills. The 
largest bill ever reported by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors was, 
I believe, in the first session of the last Congress. 

Mr. WILLIS. If the gentleman will permit me to correct him, the 
largest bill of that character was in the Forty-second Congress. 

Mr. MORRISON. Iam addressing myself more especially now to 
my Democratic colleagues, and I say, or meant to say, that the largest 
river and harbor appropriation bill ever reported by a Democratic com- 
mittee was in the first session of the last Congress. On looking over 
the vote by which that bill was passed I find but four members of the 
committee of fifteen on appropriations recorded against it. If that 
Committee on Appropriations had had of the bill I have no 
doubt that the other eleven members would have outvoted the four 
and made the bill quite as large asit was made by the committee which 
had it in charge. . 

Mr. REAGAN. If the gentleman will permit me to interrupt him 
for a moment, I wish to say to the House that the idea that the appro- 
priations for rivers and harbors during the period from 1876 to 1880 
were under the supervision of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors is 
a mistake. Each one of those bills within the period I have mentioned 
was reported by the independent action of the Committee on Commerce. 
Therefore the assumption that extravagance grew up in those appropri- 
ations owing to their being controlled by the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors has no foundation in fact. , 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. § er, the change now proposed is no new 
proposition with me. In the Forty-sixth Congress, when the code of 
rules which governed the House in the Forty-eighth was adopted, I 
voted in favor of a division or distribution of bills among the several 
committees, as now proposed. The increase of the appropriation for the 
agricultural interest is used as an ent to show that distribution 
or division will increase expenditure, and against the proposed change. 
The agricultural appropriation is not the only one that has increased. 
Why, sir, under the management of this carefully economie Democratic 
Committee on Appropriations the Post-Office appropriations have grown 
seventeen millions since the Forty-third Congress, which was a Repub- 
lican Congress; then they were $33,000,000, now they are $50,000,000. 
Ido notcomplain ofit. I donot say that the increase may not have been 
a properone. I call attention to the fact that appropriations in some 
Departments and for the promotion of some of the public interests will 
grow, and may rightly grow, whether they are reported by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations or on Agriculture. 

At the time I voted todistribute appropriation bills, to which I have 
already referred, and as isnow pro that most pai ing, earnest, 
honest man, a man most valuable to the public service, General Atkins, 
now Commissioner of Indian Affairs, was chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations. To him the public owes as much, if not more, than 
to any other for such reductions of expenditures as have been made since 
the Forty-third Congress. He was longer chairman and longer an effi- 
cient worker on the Committee on Appropriations than any member of 
the last five Co: With him at the head of the Appropriations 
Committee, I favored this divisionasI donow. Several Senators, who 
are, I believe, members of the Committee on Appropriations at the other 
end of the Capitol, have been summoned or introduced here by the mi- 
nority report of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] as 
witnesses against the policy of the division. 

These witnesses object to this division of bills and of legislative 
work because they say it will lead to extravagance. These appropri- 
ation bills ought be kept ther and in the hands of a single com- 
mittee, it is insisted here, inthe interest ofeconomy. Why, sir, against 
whom have we had to contend in the interest of economy during these 
long years? No President has ever vetoed an appropriation bill on the 
poma that the sum apportioned was too small. From whence, then, 

come the obstruction we have met in the work of economy and the 
reduction of appropriations? It has come from that very body at the 
other end of the Capitol which has one committee to deal with all the 
appropriation bills, At all events, that is what we have been told by 
the Committee on Appropriations. All ‘‘riders”’ or legislation on ap- 
propriation bills and all rules authorizing such legislation have been 
justified here on thealleged necessity for compelling the legislative body 
from which these witnesses come to accept and agree to our reduced 
appropriations, and yet it is there where all appropriations are com- 
mitted to a single committee; and yet members of that body are sum- 
moned to show that the appropriation bills ought to be kept together 
in the control and under the supervision of a single committee—here 
it is claimed that expenditures may be reduced; there, that reduction 
may be resisted! 

Anotheramendment proposed isin Rule XXT. Itistobesoamended 
that committees having jurisdiction of appropriation bills, or charged 
with preparing and reporting them, shall confine themselves to the 


work of appropriation, and make appropriations as required by existing 


law, leaving the wok of retrenchment and the of laws in rela- 
tion thereto to the respective committees severally in of the 
different and appropriate committees. It is objected that if this right 
to control all the appropriations is not saved to the committee having in 
charge the general appropriation bills, no consent will be given at the 
otherend of the Capitol to moderate or economic appropriations. Does 
anybody believe that if this Democratic House shall reduce or provide for 
the reduction of the amounts of money to be expended by Democratic 
officials a Republican Senate is going to worry itself much about in- 
creasing those amounts ? 

Why, sir, there is just a little selfishness in mostif notinallofus. A 
careful inspection of the expenditures authorized by this House in the 
last ten years for its own officials will show that the reductions made 
have hardly been on a scale or kept up with the reductions made in 
appropriations made for expenditures in other branches of the public 
service. 

The body of excellent gentlemen at the other end of the Capitol are 
not very different from their fellow-men, and in some respects may be 
very like those who assemble here or have met here in the Co 
of the past ten or more years, and therefore I assume that the Senate 
will not much exercise itself in any attempt to greatly increase any 
economic appropriation made here to be enjoyed or expended by offi- 
cials not of their own selection. 

Mr. Speaker, there is an amendment in Rule XXIII, I believe, pro- 
viding that when the House, being in Committee of the Whole, proceeds 
to the consideration of bills not in their order, the Committee of the 
Whole may pass over any bill which it does not desire to consider, un- 
less objection is made, without the necessity of rising that the House 
may order such bill passed over, as the old rule requires. 

There is also an amendment to the twenty-first rule under which 
private bills must be referred to some one of the claims committees 
haying appropriate jurisdiction—the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
the Committee on Pensions, the Committee on Claims, the Committee 
on War Claims, the Committee on Private Land Claims, and the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. 
him a moment? 

Mr. MORRISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. There is one point to which I wish to call 
the gentleman’s attention in this connection. nace 15 of Rule 
XI provides that the Committee on Indian Affairs shall have jurisdic- 
tion of bills in respect to the relations of the United States with the 
Indians and Indian tribes. The twenty-ninth and thirtieth paragraphs 
of the same rule provide that private and domestic claims, and demands 
other than war claims, against the United States shall be referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and claims arising from any war in which 
the United States has been engaged to the Committee on War Claims, 
What I desire to ask is whether this proposed change of the rules will 
take from the Committee on Indian Affairs the consideration of Indian 
depredation claims ? 

Mr. MORRISON. Itisintended todo so. The power to adjudicate 
claims against the United States is intended to be taken away from 
that and all others but the Claim Committees. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. The twenty-ninth paragraph of Rule XI 
—_ of private and domestic claims and demands other than war 

against the United States. Now, these depredation claims grow 
out of wars with the Indian tribes; and in view of these provisions to 
which I have referred, it seems to me that under the proposed amend- 
ment a great deal of confusion and disorder is likely to arise in respect 
to the reference of claims of this description. 

Mr. MORRISON. It is intended by these amendments to the rules 
to leave with the Committee on Indian Affairs no power to adjudicate 
claims against the United States. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. No claims? 

Mr. MORRISON. None against the Government. Mr. Speaker, it 
is pro to change, by striking outa single word, Rule XXIV, in 
relation to the introduction of bills and resolutions during the call of 
States and Territories on Mondays. We offer to strike out the word 
“joint” before the word ‘‘resolution,’’ so that under this order not 
only joint resolutions but also concurrent and simple resolutions may 
be introduced. Resolutions other than joint resolutions have no place 
in the orders of the House under the former rules. 

A provision is also inserted directing the Speaker to lay before the 
House for reference on each day immediately after the reading of the 
Journal all executive communications on his table, and also bills, reso- 
lutions, and other messages from the Senate. 

There is also inserted in the twenty-fourth rule a clause providing 
that after the usual morning hour there shall be one hour in which the 
Speaker shall call the committees in order, during which hour each 
committee as it is called may call up for consideration any bill reported by 
itona previous day; and if after two hours’ consideration the bill is not 

i of, it will take its place in the order of unfinished business. 
It is believed that this change will enable the House to dispose more 
speedily of its business, and to pass many bills which under the former 
rules were left unconsidered. 


Will the gentlemanallow me to interrupt 
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Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question on this point? 

Mr. MORRISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Howare these bills called up by commit- 
tees to be considered—in the House or in Committee of the Whole, 
or will that be determined by the character of the bill? 

Mr. MORRISON. If the bill is one which under the rules must be 
considered in Committee of the Whole it will be necessary for the House 
to resolve itself into Committee of the Whole; and there is also a pro- 
vision requiring the Committee of the Whole to rise when the hour has 
expired. The proposed rule provides that committees when so called 
in their order may call up a bill on either the Union or the House Cal- 


endar. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, I have stated substantially all that is em- 
braced in this report of the Committee on Rules; certainly it has been 
my purpose to do so; and having done this, will hear what objections 


may be urged Pe rae it. 

Mr. RAND. . Mr. Speaker, it was not my intention to address 
the House to-day on the subject under consideration; but there have 
been expressed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON] some 
views which I am unwilling to have pass without immediate notice. 
I realize fully that my past relation to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions would seem to indicate perhaps in the mindsof some that I may 
be peculiarly wedded to a particular control in that respect; but I am 
sure that those who know me best will give me the credit of acting in 
this matter froma pure sense ofduty, having relation only to the public 
good. IfI shall fail to impress this view upon the House, then I shall 
labor under an imputation which is not deserved. 

The gentleman from Illinois has seen fit to allude to my views as ex- 
pressed in the minority report. Let me say there isnot a word in that 
report which reflects upon a human being. I have studiously, in and 
out of this Hall, endeavored to discuss and argue this question from a 
higher level than that of mere individuality. 

have said, with deliberation, that the tendency of a division of the 
labors of the Committee on Appropriations is likely to be in the direc- 
tion of increasing public expenditures, and I have facts which I deem 
to be correct to substantiate what I havesaidinthatregard. Itis that 
knowledge which now induces me to reply to one matter which the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] has alluded to in his opening 
remarks in this discussion. 

He has particularly spoken in reference to river and harbor bills. 
No one knows better than I do the pressure from within and from with- 
out in connection with river and harbor appropriation bills. There is 
hardly a member on this floor who does not feel and know it. I have 
often said we ought to have some way in this connection to protect us 
from ourselves when it came to making up such bills. I do say, nev- 
ertheless, that the tendency of the separation of the river and harbor 
appropriation bills from the Committee on Appropriations, first to the 
Committee on Commerce, and next to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, has been to increase the aggregate appropriations, much of 
which I consider to have been wasted; and in proof of that I will give 
in detail the figures which I have before me. I ask the Clerk to read 
them. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Appropriations for rivers and harbors. 
Prior to reference of bill to Committee on Commerce : 


1876 oe $6, 648, 517 50 
1877. . 5,015,000 00 
1879.. ay 700 00 
1880. - 9, 494 61 
Committee on Commerce and Rivers and Harbors: 

1881 . see $8, 976,500 00 
1882. s... IL, 451, 300 00 
1883. ++... 18, 988, 875 00 
LEED =: iccccntanacospespnabs seveaunevaseSpsensinnntnepastebeee sordsd pleconssepeapecesssoseey +. 14, 948, 300 00 
Average appropriation per annum for four years prior to 

ence of river and harbor bill to Committee on Commerce... 7,390, 928 02 
Average appropriation per annum since reference 

OB COMIC soak cite siesos nsaren paiva a a eI OO 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. May I ask the gentleman from 


Mr. RANDALL. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I desire to know of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania how the te appropriations for rivers and har- 
bors compare with the Sin Bar matte which have been made for rail- 
roads in money and in 

Mr. RANDALL. My answer to that is that I have not particular 
knowledge on that subject, but the gentleman from West Virginia will 
find my vote recorded against both whenever presented in the past. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I wish to ask the gentleman this 
further question—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I decline to be further interrupted. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania state to the 
House what committee prepared the river and harbor bills for 1876, 
1877, and 1878? 

Mr. RANDALL. I have stated it all there in the paper which has 
been read. 
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ae BLOUNT. ButI think my friend from Pennsylvania is mis- 
en. 

Mr. RANDALL. If Iam mistaken in reference toany statement made 
by me, I shall be glad to be corrected. No one will be more willing to 
make correction of any statement made by me which may be found to 
be incorrect. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wishtosay to the gentleman that my memory is 
different as to the fact. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would rather go to the record than rely upon 
my memory. 

Mr. REAGAN. I willstate to the gentleman from Georgia that the 
appropriations for rivers and harbors for 1876 was reported by Mr. 
Hereford, then chai of the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have so stated. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I thought it came from the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir; the gentleman from Georgia will find I 
am accuratein my statement, and figures I have given were those from 
Commerce and River and Harbor Committees. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. The Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors will take care of itself. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, in further illustration of this tend- 
ency to increase appropriations by distributing the work of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, I wish to read, or cause to be read, a com- 
munication sent to this House on the 4th of March, 1882, by President 
Arthur. I ask the Clerk to read what I have marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

This leads me to offer a suggestion which I trust will commend itself to the 
wisdom of Congress. Is it not advisable that nts of considerable sums of 
money for diverse and independent schemes of internal improvement should 
be made the subjects of separate and distinct legislative enactments? It will 
searcely be gainsaid, even by those who favor the most liberal expenditures for 
such purposes as are sought to be accomplished by what is commonly called 
the river and harbor bill, that the practice of grouping in such a bill appropria- 
tions for a great diversity of objects, widely separated, either in their nature or 
in the loeality with which they are concerned, or in both, is one which is much 
to be deprecated unless it is irremediable, It inevitably tends to secure the 
success of the bill as a whole, though many of the items, if separately considered, 
could scarcely fail of rejection. By the adoption of the course I have recom- 
mended, every member of Congress, whenever opportunity should arise for 
giving his influence and vote for meritorious appropriations, would be enabled 
so todo without being called upon tosanction others undeserving his approval, 
So also would the Executive afforded thereby full opportunity to exercise 


his constitutional prerogative of opposing whatever appropriations seemed to 
him objectionable, without imperiling the success of otaer which commended 
themselves to his judgment. 


Mr. RANDALL. Notwithstanding the President of the United 
States in his annual message stated the Government had sufficient for 
all purposes connected with rivers and harbors, what did this House 
do? There was, I believe, no estimates that year for any sum neces- 
sary to carry on improvements in rivers and harbors, and yet this House, 
and I think the Senate, too, passed a resolution calling for estimates, 
and upon those estimates, when received, after the President, as I have 
said, had stated to Congress no money was necessary for the purpose, 
this House, with all the facts before it, actually passed a bill involving 
large expenditure. : 

A MEMBER. When was that? 

Mr. RANDALL. That wasat thesecond session of the Forty-seventh 
Congress. Notwithstanding the message of President Arthur to Con- 

second session, Forty-seventh Congress, the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, on February 20, 1883, reported a river and harbor bill ap- 
ay regen $7,987,000, which passed the House March 1 increased to 

047,000. 

I want to know whether that does not demonstrate tendency to which 
I have referred toward making additional and unnecessary appropria- 
tions? Nay, more, Mr. Speaker; the estimates of last year as submitted 
to this House by the President called for $8,000,000, and yet this House 
introduced and passed—introduced and considered, at least—appropria- 
tions of $12,000,000 or $13,000,000 for these objects, more than four 
millions in excess of the estimates. And this year we have in the es- 
timates which have been laid before us at the beginning of this session 
$10,000,000 for rivers and harbors. I ask any one here whether he 
supposes, in view of the past legislation on these subjects, the next river 
and harbor bill will be within the estimates as recommended by the 
President of the United States? 

Now, sir, with this statement of facts, Iam quite content to leave this 
particular controversy to the House and to the country, as to whether 
there has been a tendency to increase appropriations under these sub- 
divisions of the powers and duties of the Committee on Appropriations 


as proposed here. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I would like to ask my colleague, 
if he will permit me, a question just here. 

Mr. RANDALL. Very well. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I do not wish to interrupt the 
course of his argument. 

Mr. RANDALL. You do not interrupt me. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I wish, then, to ask my colleague 
whether any evidence has ever come to him, or to this House, that the 
that there should be 
no river and harbor appropriation bill passed, and in his veto of that bill 


1885. 
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during the Congress before the last, was sustained by the people of this 


country? Iask my if there is evidence of that fact? As to 
the question whether the Committee on Rivers and Harbors can make 
as judicious appropriations as the Committee on Commerce, or whether 
the Committee on Commerce can make as judicious appropriations for 
this purpose as the Committee on Appropriations, is a matter of opinion; 
but I ask him whether the people have sustained the President, and, if 
so, where is the evidence of the fact? I venture to say that there is 
no such evidence, because his recommendations were the most injudi- 
cious and the most uncalled-for acts of his administration, otherwise 
. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the question of my col- 
league, for whom I entertain great respect, I have only to say 
that [ have never had access to President Arthur’s views on any sub- 
ject except what I have gained in connection with his public statements 
and acts. As towhether the people have ever condemned this legisla- 
tion, or condemned his recommendations or not, I could, if I chose, indi- 
vidualize instances where the struggle has taken place before the people 
in connection with the return of members to this body who favored 
these excessive appropriations, and show that under the will of the peo- 
ple these men have down. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I would like to know where they 
live. Certainly they were not residents of the locality from which my 
colleague and m; come. His four Republican colleagues, all of whom 
I believe have uniformly voted for the passage of proper appropriations 
for rivers and harbors, have been sustained by the people and hayecome 
back to Congress. And I may say here, Mr. Speaker, in this connec- 
tion, that I never believed President Arthur understood half as much 
about the necessity for the appropriations in connection with rivers and 
harbors as did the individnat members from the various districts which 
they ted on this floor. 

Mr. RANDALL. My four Republican coll es came back; that is 
true. They voted for these excessive appropriations—excessive as I 
think, but that is a mere opinion of mine and simply goes for what 
itis worth. On the other hand I voted against every one of them and 
Icame back. But I know this, that their conduct before the people 
was criticised and mine was not. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. And I venture to say that these 
four Republican colleagues received more praise for their action, and the 
` gentleman himself received less commendation than any of them. 

Mr. RANDALL. Inowyield the floor to the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. HAMMOND]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has forty-two 
minutes remaining, which he yields to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Georgia will take the floorin 
his own right. There will be no difficulty about the time for debate on 
this subject, I am satisfied, between the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. 
MORRISON] and myself. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Am in wri from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


THE RULES. 


Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I shall try to get as far as possible 
away from this altercation as to the views and veto of President Arthur 
alluded to by the from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL and 
Mr. O'NEILL]. It is very plain that he has no friends here now. 
[Langhter. ] 

There are some things in this of the Committee on Rules and 
many things which I approve. is one that does not commend 
itself to my judgment, and against that I desire to make some remarks. 
Professor Trench, in his ‘‘ Study of Words,” has said that we might read 
essa rag Aeterna gett ee enc ea A the CE or taa 
words in its language ; e often thought, in glancing over the 
names of the committees of this House, that one might almost read in 
them the history of this Government were he thoroughly familiar with 
their names, their origin, and their component parts. 

It was very natural and proper that in the beginning of the Govern- 
ment—in 1789—there should be a Committee on Elections. It was 
natural that very early—in 1794—there should be a Committee on 
Claims. There ought also to have been at that time a Committee on 
Commerce, and there was as early as 1795; then a Committeeon Ways 
and Means in 1802, a Committee on Public Lands in 1805, and a Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary in 1813, and so on. We thus might trace the 
growth of the country and see as it magnified how the number and ca- 
pacity of these committees were increased. We have seen the Com- 
mittee on Commerce embracing the subject of manufactures, and then 
agg eg data renner eK pa BOS 
We have seen first Committee on Railroads and Canals, then a sep- 
arate committeee on the Pacific Railroad, and when more than one 
great line — our oa it ee ee eas and so these 
committees have grown as country i grown. In passing, 
one single fact needs to be mentioned as to their number: no committee 
has ever died. 4 , 

The Committee on the Revision of the Laws was a necessity when 
we were revising the laws. It has passed out of need, but it lives for 


its chairman and its members. Thereisnogoingback. As this House 
increases, its committees must increase and day by day add to the ex- 
penses and to the difficulties of legislation and the administration of the 
Government, 

Up to 1844 the Ways and Means Committee reported all appropria- 
tion bills in one bill. They then had the functions of the ‘‘ committee 
of supply ’’ in the House of Commons of Great Britain, which reported 
in the same bill the ways and means by which to run the government 
and the appropriations to the specific objects for which the government 
needed money. In 1847 they divided these appropriations into nine 
bills. A few years later they took onanother and another and another 
until now, I believe, we have thirteen bills per session from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations all reported by that committee. From 1802, 
when the Ways and Means Committee was made, up to the 2d day of 
March, 1865, it had control not only of raising money but also of ex- 
pending money, and of all the public debt. 

The war had so changed our circumstances, had so increased the 
publie debt and our financial necessities of legislation, that as early as 
1864 it was found important to raise a committee on banking and cur- 
rency. Then, in 1865, with an old man, Thaddeus Stevens, however 
strong mentally, feeble physically, at the, head of the Ways and Means 
Committee, by his own consent the matter of appropriations was taken 
away and the matter of raising revenue only left to that great commit- 
tee. It wassaid then that that was a necessity. We had an enormous 
public debt, in every form and shape, bearing varions amounts of inter- 
est, payable in various ways and at different times. It was said that 
that was large enough with all the duties as to taxation, internal and 
external, to engage the full capacity of one committee, and that there 
should be another great committee to take the aggregate sum when 
brought in and distribute it according to the needs of the Government. 

If we were to follow the logic of the situation to-day, with our debt 
adjusted, our bonds reduced to a certainty and the interest rate toa 
minimum, with very little left to the Ways and Means Committee ex- 
cept to report a bill on the tariff occasionally (which seldom becomes 
a law), we might vote to remand all appropriations to that committee, 
towhich, under the law of nearly every civilized country in the world, 
it naturally belongs. But we will never go back. The Committce on 
Appropriations has been raised and the committee will exist forever. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] has said that there is 
nothing new in his reported proposition. That is true; and yet itmay 
be that even those who have been here some years may net see the full 
force of that remark. I donot know that the gentleman intended that 
the full force of it, as I understood it, should be seen. Not that he 
would conceal anything; he is far above that; but that it was not to his 
purpose to tell all that was not new in regard to this particular meas- 
ure. I have taken the pains to cull from former debates here certain 
facts which will show how this matter has affected other Houses and 
how it has been dealt with by them. 

In 1879, in April, the Committee on Commerce was permitted to re- 
port the river and harbor appropriations bill by a vote of 146 yeas to 
97 nays. It was objected to at the time; but it was said in defense of 
the proposition that as the Committee on Commerce (which then had 
that jurisdiction) had to devote months to the study of the bill, they 
better than any other committee could make the necessary appropria- 
tions; because, it was said, it was impossible to infuse into other minds 
all the facts that they had acquired in reading the voluminous reports 

to make a proper river and harbor bill. 

In that session, which was the extra session of the Forty-sixth Con- 
gress, a committee was appointed to revise the rules. That committee 
was composed of Mr. RANDALL, the then Speaker, Messrs. BLACKBURN 
and FRYE, now gone to the Senate, and Messrs. Stephens, of Georgia, 
and Garfield, now gone to a better place. These were all skilled men, 
all men of training both as torules and parliamentary practice, and pos- 
sessing general knowledge of the Government. They reported in favor 
of koepng the river and harbor bill in charge of the Appropriations 
Committee; but because they were not unanimous upon that subject, 
and because of that vote a few months before, the House agreed again 
to let the Committee on Commerce retain the bill and report the appro- 
priations for the improvement of rivers and harbors. 

Another innovation was made. It was asked that the Committee on 
Agriculture should take charge of the bill making the appropriation 
for agriculture. I remember well thespeech made on that occasion by 
Mr. Loring, the late Commissioner of Agriculture. He admitted the 
general prnepie that all appropriations should pass through one com- 
mittee; but he took that case out of the rule by declaring that the 
whole scheme was tentative, that there was no law fixing just what 
a riations were necessary, and that, at most, it was a casein which 
even if there was extravagance, it was extravagance to please the 
largest body of the peoplein the United States. With such arguments 
as those that proposition prevailed. But that was not all the innova- 
tions attempted. On the 8th January, 1880, Mr. Hooker, of Missis- 
sippi, offered an amendment distributing the appropriations bills to 
ays oam eea ias rt distributes wn w se ea 

e 15th of January Mr. Shallenberger, of Pennsylvania, o 
a like division to nine committees, but slightly varied in details. After 
three weeks of wrangling, and mainly of abuse of the Appropriations _ 
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Committee for having too much power, Mr. Muldrow, of Mississippi, 
profiting by the debate and guessing which way the current was run- 
ning, drafted another resolution to give to the Appropriations Commit- 
tee only the legislative, executive, and judicial bill, that for the con- 
sular and diplomatic service, and the sundry civil and general defi- 
ciency bills. 

This report of the Committee on Rules now proposes to give to the 
Committee on Appropriations three of the four bills proposed by Mr. 
Muldrow, takes away the consular and diplomatic bill, but adds the 
District of Columbia and the fortifications bills. It will be observed 
that these two propositions, therefore, are practically the same. After 
a debate of nearly one month there was a vote on the former proposi- 
tion. Mark you, Muldrow’s included the essence of Hooker’s and 
the essence of Shallenberger’s, and after discussion all the vote it could 
command in the House was 24 against 83. 

The fact, therefore, is that upon consideration of this question that 
House, without any of the present animosities existing, and consider- 
ing only what was good and proper for legislation, determined that it 
would be unwise thus to cut up the Appropriations Committee. I 
was at thattime a new member in Congress, and I remember very well 
how I was struck by a remark which I shall take the pains to quote 
here from Mr. Garfield. Imay be permitted to quote it notwithstand- 
ing his amplified remark on the same line made at a different period 
in the debate, quoted by Mr. RANDALL in his minority report here. 
Mr. Garfield’s language was this: ‘‘ Let me state that the proposition to 
divide the Committee on Appropriations, to scatter its bills as suggested, 
and as once moved indeed [this was before Mr. Muldrow’s motion was 
made], is in my judgment (although I think it now not pending) an 
utterly ridiculous proposition. I believe it would cost the Government 
twenty millions a year if the appropriations were scattered to the several 
committees,” 

It is always advantageous to invoke great names, especially when 
history tells us that those names belong to men who were versed in the 
affairs about which they spoke, and therefore I think it very proper for 
Mr. RANDALL to quote, as he has done in his minority report, various 
remarks of members of Congress which doubtless all of you gentlemen 
will read, and with which I will not now occupy your time. But cer- 
tainly with such a vote upon the question as I have stated, and with 
such an array of names as the history of these debates show against the 
say rey reported by the Committee on Rules, that committee should 

ve been cautious—— 

Mr. MORRISON. 
moment? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRISON. I simply want to say to the gentleman that I was 
here when the vote was taken on this question; that there were several 
votes taken, and that, with all the power of the Committee on Appro- 
priations and the Republican party against us, the vote on taking away 
the Post-Office appropriation bill was 90 to 97; on giving the military 
bill to the Committee on Military Affairs, 93 to 107; and the vote on 
taking away the naval appropriation bill and giving it to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs was somewhere between the figures I have given. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman for recalling 
to my recollection what I did not remember, the fact that in various 
ways, in detail as well as wholesale, ‘this proposition was voted down 
in the House. The majorities on the different branches of the propo- 
sition differed because of peculiar circumstances. Perhaps on that 
occasion, as now, gentlemen were reminded that it would add to their 
importance if their respective committees were given this extra power. 
That may have had the effect of making some gentlemen ‘‘ drum”? for 
custom when the general Committee on Appropriations had no such 
power. 

I was about to show by a mere call of names the men whoso recently, 
as I have stated, set their faces against a proposition like this. I have 
named Mr. Garfield; I have named Mr. Stephens, of Georgia; Mr. 
Whitthorne has been mentioned; Mr. RANDALL has spoken for 
himself; Mr. Robeson, of New Jersey; Mr. Cox, of New York; Mr. 
Young, of Tennessee; Mr. REED, of Maine—all these gentlemen spoke 
against these propositions, And as the gentleman last named is a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Rules now reporting their change, I will read 
a few lines from his speech on that occasion. 

Mr. REED. They are all you could find. 

Mr. HAMMOND. They are brief, but they are quite enough for my 
purpose. The gentleman from Maine uses but few words to express 
much sense. His language on that occasion was this: ‘‘ But if we say 
that appropriations are to be made according to law by one committee, 
then we have control of the great general appropriations of the Govern- 
ment and we know what we can appropriate, and then the other com- 
mittees can carve out what is left.” 

In other words, the gentleman from Maine indorsed every word that 
had been said against this proposition by the other distinguished mem- 
bers of that House whom I have named. 

Pursuing this list I find the names of Mr. Simonton of Tennessee, 
Mr. BLACKBURN of Kentucky (now Senator), Mr. Keifer of Ohio, Mr. 
HAWLEY of Connecticut (now Senator), Senator Beck, Senator ED- 
MUNDS, Senator MORRILL, Senator Bayard (now Sceretary of State), 


Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt hima 


Senator DAWES, Senator HALE, Senator CALL,and Senator Hoar. The 
answer of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] to thisis that a 
t deal of the extravagance on appropriation billshas come from the 
te. Thatistrue. But does that affect the argument here at all? 
Would there have been any less extravagance if there had been half a 
dozen appropriation committees instead of one committee listening toall 
comers who asked for increased appropriations? 

Besides, that is a source of extravagance we can never avoid by any 
rule. The Constitution declares that one-fifth of the members of this 
House may call the yeas and nays; we can not make any rule to the 
contrary. The Constitution declares that a majority of the House is 
necessary for a quorum; wecan not make any rule to thecontrary. The 
same Constitution declares that the Senate may amend an appropriation 
bill as it may any other bill; and no rule that we may make can pre- 
vent the Senate from placing on an appropriation bill from the House 
any amendment it may desire to add. It has a constitutional right to 
puton such amendments; and we have only the constitutional right to 
vote them off. That makes it a very difficult proposition to deal with, 
I grant, but these remarks show that the answerof the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Morrison] is bad. 

But I will not be drawn away from the particular item I wish to dis- 
cuss. Suppose this measure be adopted. Let us look at the confusion 
which at once comes up in the mind of the Speaker. He is as compe- 
tent to meet it as any man living, I have no doubt. Yet what confu- 
sion willtherebeinhismind. ‘Take the Post-Office Committee. Shall 
its chairman be a man versed in postal affairs or one versed in the fiscal 
affairs of the Government? So with the Naval Committee; so with 
the Military Committee. Which is the consideration of most impor- 
tance—that he who presides over these committees shall be qualified to 
control the appropriations for the particular Department, or shall be 
competent to devise measures for its enlargement or its modification or 
its pruning down? These two branches of duty require a different 
order of talent and training. The very fact of changing our rules and 
giving these additional functions to these committees ought to change 
the personnel of every one of them. 

In every well-organized government in the world, so far as I know, 
the lower house of the legislative body receives estimates from all the 
departments of the governments as to their wants. ‘These form the 
basis for appropriating money. How will the Appropriations Commit- 
tee, with only the estimates for five bills, know how to adjust their 
measures to the work of seven other committees having estimates for the 
other seven bills? Assume that the members of these different com- 
mittees are all equally intelligent, all equally honest, how is this mat- 
ter to be adjusted without confusion, without clashing? 

Why, sir, the very fact that the Committee on Public Buildings had 
the right to report in favor of the construction of a public building, and, 
at the same time, the Committee on Appropriations had a right in its 
general bill to make appropriations therefor, placed us last year in the 
awkward position of making in more than one instance double appro- 
priations. The first-named committee reported a bill, which was passed, 
making appropriation for the erection of a public building in Richmond, 
Va.; and the Appropriations Committee, ignorant of what had been 
done (for, by the permission of the House, its members were out of the 
Hall when that bill was passed), made another appropriation of a sim- 
ilar sum for the same purpose; and the most amusing fact of all in this 
connection is, that the head of the De ent having the matter in 

has decided that both appropriations are in force, though nobody 
wanted more than half of the sums appropriated. Some gentleman be- 
hind me says that the Committee on Appropriations too much to 
do. Thatis not the point. It was not too much for one committee; 
it was too many committees to build one house. 

Mr. HENLEY. Did not the business of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee, from its large amount, require the members of that committee 
to absent themselves from the business here in this Hall, and was it 
notin this way that they were ignorant of what was going on here, and 
hence the mistake occurred? 

Mr. HAMMOND. I do not say that is not true; but the same per- 
mission to sit during the sessions of the House is given to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce and to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors every 
session. The members of the latter committee are hardly ever in this 
Hall until their bill is brought in. So that, if the argument amounts 
to anything, if the rules be as asked, we must give ission 
to eight times fifteen members to retire while they are considering in 
committee appropriation bills, and thus be ignorant of what 
the remainder of us are doing here in their absence. 

Mr. Speaker, there are some few governments in the world, though 
they are small, that undertake to regulate this matter in a particular 
way; and I have sometimes thought we might profit by imitating 
their example. There are Belgium and Portugal, and ae one 
or two other governments, that divide up their legislative y into 
so many committees, and then each committee selects one man, and 
these selected men, called the reporters, make a central committee. 
This central committee reports all appropriations of money for the gov- 
ernment. The idea is that the great appropriations committee there 
shall be in direct contact with each of the other committees, having 
accredited to it a member from each of them. 
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While I am speaking of the practice of other governments, I may al- 
Inde to the fact that great as ours is we have fewer men on our Appro- 
priations Committee than almost any considerable government in the 
world. Ido not speak of England, that considers its bills only in com- 
mittee of the whole. But take such a government as Italy, where the 
appropriations committee consists of 30 members; Germany, where the 
number is never less than 14, and generally up to 35; Austria, where 
with 360 members of the whole body they have 36 members on their 
appropriations committee. Perhaps it would be wise if, instead of un- 
dertaking to take work away from this committee, we would by the 
Belgian rule add to its number. Let the Speaker appoint one man from 
each of these committees to whom this report would give an appropria- 
tion bill, who shall be sent to the Appropriations Committee as an ad- 
ditional member, running the number up to 2ior23. We should thus 
have a body with larger capacity for work and larger means for in- 
formation, not hostile to, butin accord with, those other committees. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not care to go into the matter of the personnel of 
any committee or to try to defend any set of men in this Congress or 
another Congress. All I have to say is that if any committee, or any 
men on any committee, have wasted the public money or in any other 
way failed to perform their duty, the right thing to do is to take such 
men off that committee and put in their places men who will perform 
their duty. I do not mean tointimate that there is any such justifiable 
complaint; I do not believe that there is; but if such is the fact, that 
is the remedy. No fifteen men in this body ought ever to be big enough 
to compel the House to change its rules. Our rulesshould be founded 
on logic and sense and governmental experience. I have never yet 
heard in any assembly that objections to particular men or particular 
committees should change the order of transacting public business. 

A good deal has been said about extravagance. Inthe very nature of 
things there must be more lavish expenditures if eight sets of men have 
charge of the expenditures than if a single body provides for all expend- 
itures. Then the sense of individual responsibility would be gone; the 
intimate knowledge of what is going on can not exist. How can the Ap- 
propriations Committee pare down this and that and the other item, 
bringing them within the estimates or within the amount which the 
Ways and Means Committee can raise, when they do not know whatis 
going to be done, when in the nature of things they can not know what 
is going to be done? 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON] has said we are all 
selfish. Thatistrue. Selfishness is the safeguard of society. It is 
not wrong to be selfish, but we have to against its excess, and we 
know that every committee feels that its particular work should be 
magnified as pees every other committee’s work. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. May Iask the gentlemana question? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I wish to know if the appropria- 
tions made against the estimates of the Department are not simply a 
ratio of paring down? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Perhaps they are; but how many parers will you 
have when you are paring? The River and Harbor Committee does 
not know how to pare, because it does not know how deeply another’s 
knife will cut. Some will only skin off the epidermis, and another 
would cut deep enough to hurt or kill. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Then it is a question of who shall 
skin. 

Mr. HAMMOND. No; not atall. Itis a question of how far the 
people will be skinned. [Laughter. 

The Appropriations Committee is told by the great Committee on 
Ways and Means, ‘‘ We raise so much money for you to spend, and by the 
estimates here are the things for which it must be spent.’’ Having 
divided the committee into subcommittees to learn what is needed here, 
and what there, getting together all the estimates, there is unity of 
purpose and unity of action; but whenever you divide the Appropria- 
tions Committee you necessarily destroy both. 

It is said the Committee on Appropriations has great power. It is 
the fault of this House if it has. The only power they have had was 
to put legislation on appropriation bills. This report proposes to take 
it away, although I do not think the words fully accomplish that pur- 

. Most of the delay in bringing in the appropriation bills is due 
to the fact that the committee is puzzled as to putting on such mat- 
ters of legislation as causes study and investigation. If you will con- 
fine them to what they ought to be, a grand committee to examine 
these estimates and appropriate money, their bills in the main will be 
scissors’ work performed by the clerks of the committee, and they will 
then need only to come here with such intimate knowledge of them as 
will enable them to defend them and explain them to the Committee 
of the Whole. 

It is said they take much time, but how much time will be wasted 
if there are contentions between eight committees as to which shall first 
get in and put its arms into the ? The Naval Affairs may say 
we want $20,000,000 this year, and we must be in a hurry, for if we 
wait for rivers and harbors or fortifications, and especially with Mr. 
Tilden’s letter ready to be read by some one, we will get nothing for 
the Navy; we must crowd. Fortifications will say, we must crowd; 
Agriculture, we must crowd; and so with all the other eight commit- 


tees. We will spend days after days in calling the yeas and nays—not 
= legislation, but on who shall have the right of way to propose legis- 
tion. 

I have said, Mr. Speaker, there is much philosophy in the old rule 
of the Ways and Means Committee raising the revenue and appropri- 
ating it both. It is the practice, I believe, of nearly every government 
in the world. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman pardon me for a moment? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Certainly. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman from Georgia seems to have fallen 
into an error as to the functions of our Ways and Means Committee. 
The Ways and Means Committee report at long intervals, according to 
the history of our country, bills for raising revenue, and then until the 
season comes for reporting another bill changing the scope or system 
of revenue the Ways and Means Committee have nothing to do with 
it. The idea that each year the Ways and Means Committee provides 
as much money as the Appropriations Committee wants to appropriate 
or Congress wants to expend isa fanciful theory. It has no foundation, 
or at least has had none during the sixteen years I have had the honor 
to be on the Committee on Ways and Means, We have never heard of 
the Appropriations Committee intimating to the Committee on Ways 
and Means what amount of money they were likely to appropriate; nor 
have I heard, on the other hand, of the Committee on Ways and Means 
saying to the Committee on Appropriations, we will not give you more 
than so much money. I am quite sure the business men of the coun- 
try would be frightened from their propriety if they were to hear it was 
now to be so arranged that the tariff should be changed by each Con- 
i to meet the opinions of the Appropriations and Ways and Means 

mmittees. The theory is a purely fanciful one. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I did not say there was any such practice. I 
said the logic of the case made it proper for one committee to both 
raise and apply the money, and that most other governments so be- 
lieved. Iam not ignorant of the history of this Government in that 
regard. During the first thirty-six years of this Government there 
were thirty-eight ways and means bills raising revenue and thirty- 
eight appropriation bills reported and passed by the same committee. 
I grant that in later years there are statutes seemingly as fixed as the 
laws of the Medes and Persians by which the hands of the people are 
tied, by which war taxes are still fixed upon us and that we can not 
change them. I grant it, but that does not change the logic of my ar- 
gument at all. The Ways and Means Committee, I admit, by the ac- 
tion of 1865 and by the subsequent history of obstruction thwarted 
every effort to chnag the law on the subject of the tariff; allowed it- 
self to be stripped of a great deal of its power and a great deal of its 
importance. We only rememberits struggles, but can not often speak 
ofits triumphs. Our able head of that committee, in the last House, 
as chairman of the Ways and Means Committee had the pleasure of 
reporting two bills reducing taxation and on both occasions the - 
mentin favor of the proposition was followed by Democratic triump 

Mr. Morrison was chairman of the Ways and Means Committee 
when Tilden was elected President——[cries of ‘‘Oh!’’ “Oh I” and de- 
risive laughter on the Republican side], and he was chairman of the 
Ways and Means Committee when Cleveland was elected President. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no other purpose possible in this matter but to 
aid in molding rules that will facilitate the business of the House. I 
have seen the blockade produced in our business by the present calen- 
dar system, and I am ready to lift it. But I have seen no evil grow 
out of this unity in that committee that expends the money, and ton 
not ready to try an experiment that so many great names and so many 
serious votes have pronounced against. We have a new era in the 
political history of this country. For a quarter of a century the other 
party has been in power. We have just come to the ascendant and are 
on trial. About the administration of the Government we have been 
kept in ignorance, and are goy green. The officering of this 
great Government, the management of its affairs, subjects us to a criti- 
cism that but few men would be able to stand. I am afraid to take 
upon us this additional burden. Iam afraid to try this experiment 
when we have been posing for years as the party of reform and the 
party of economy par excellence. 

Mr. HAYDEN thon his seat). ‘‘Posing!’’ That is good. 

Mr. RANNEY (from his seat). Better say imposing. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I said “posing,” and the whole world has been 
looking at our posture, and has learned to admire and commend us, 
while it has driven you out of power. [Laughterand applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

I remarked that I was afraid to try this experiment, and yet Iam 
afraid now that ought not to have so remarked. It occurs to me that 
possibly there are men on that side of the House who will carelessly say 
that if this experiment is likely to hurt the Democratic party by all 
means let it bejtried. But I warn you, gentlemen, to take heed of my 
original remark that such revolutions never go backward, and that when 
you shall again come into power in this Government, which God grant 
may be a long way off [laughter and applause on the Democratic 
side], you will be visited by the same trouble. I take it for granted, 
and I say itin conclusion, that there is and ought to be no political sig- 
nificance in anything we have to say to-day. 
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We ought to meet as a House of Representatives of the American 
people, and determine the best way of doing the best thing that can be 
done for our country. If itis right that there should be one head and 
one purpose to control these appropriations, let us keep it so. If it be 
right toaggrandize these other committees do that, not by violating logic, 
notby taking away from the Appropriations Committee what logically 
and rightfully belongsto them, but by taking away fromit only the power 
to legislate, and thus leaving the other committees, which heretofore 
have been shut out somewhat in that department, to advance to their 
properlevel. Then wewill have theoretically, and I believe practically, 

government. [Applause.] 

Mr. SINGLETON. I shall vote for the report of the Committee on 
Rules, and ask the indulgence of the House for a few moments that I 
may give the reasons which prompt my vote. 

I may premise by saying that for six years I was a member of this 
committee, and it will not be denied that I had every opportunity to 
find out its workings. 

The first point I make is that this committee is overburdened with 
work and overtaxed with responsibility. 

The annual expenses of the Government are about $250,000,000. This 
money passes out of the Treasury into the hands of disbursing officers 
through thirteen regular appropriation bills, all prepared and reported 
to the House by the Appropriations Committee. This money is not to 
be spent in bulk for any one purpose, but is to be applied to innumer- 
able objects relating to every department of the Government. 

To act understandingly, therefore, this committee must consult not 
only the heads of Departments but the heads of bureaus, and sometimes 
the subalterns of the lowest grade, to find out the efficiency of a partic- 
ular system and see whether it is the best and most economical that 
could be adopted. 

Every item of expense must be examined and every estimate closely 
scanned to know whether or not they are necessary and reasonable, and 
to enable the committee to explain them to the House. 

It will beseen, then, thatthe labors ofthis committee are herculean, and 
that no fifteen members of this House should be required to perform the 
committee work of its three hundred and twenty-five members. Those 
of us who have served on said committee or held seats in this House 
in the past know that it has at every session applied for and obtained 
leave to sit during the sessions of the House, thus, toa certain extent, 
depriving the Representatives of fifteen districts of any participation in 
its current business. This is not fair play, either to these gentlemen or 
their constituents, or to the country at large, and the evil should be at 
once corrected. 

Again, the responsibility thrown upon them is morethan they should 
be required to bear. 

Each member here represents a constituency which is interested in 
every general appropriation bill, and each should be allowed to assume 
his appropriate share of responsibility, not only in voting upon, butin 
the preparation of, subject-matters to be considered by this House. 
Why are so many committees appointed if it be not to divide the labors 
and responsibilities of legislation? We know it to be a fact that the 
acts of this committee are constantly criticised before this House; that 
it is charged with the usurpation of powers that belong to other com- 
mittees, when, upon examination of the rules, it will be found it is very 
nearly moving in the orbit prescribed by the action of this House. 

It is said to be the tendency of power to concentrate in the hands of 
the few as against the many, and this committee does not form an ex- 
ception to that rule. I have ever entertained, and doubtless shall con- 
tinue to entertain, the profoundest respect not only for the personnel, but 
for the integrity and industry of said committee, but have been com- 
pelled at times to note its encroachments upon the rights and privileges 
ofothercommittees. This wasdonenot wantonly orcorruptly, however, 
but from a latitudinous construction of the powers actually conferred, 
oftentimes giving offense to members, and provoking antagonisms and 

discussions. 

It may fairly be presumed that in the construction of the committees 
the Speaker has always selected such members for each as he thought 
best acquainted with the work to be done; as, for instance, for the 
Agricultural Committee practical agriculturists or those interested in 
the cultivation of the soil; for the Committee on Naval Affairs, gen- 
tlemen who have had ience or from opportunity and observation 
have learned something of the practical workings of this arm of the serv- 
ice. So also the Committee on Military Affairs is generally made up of 

ms who have been educated in the art of war, or have seen service 
in the field, and are better prepared to judge of the wants and needs of 
our Army than those of less education and less experience on the sub- 
ject. Andso on through all the committees. F 
Now, Mr. Speaker, these several committees are expected and re- 
uired to examine into and report upon all matters referred to them or 
t shall come within the scope of their powers. If reforms are to be 
instituted, they them to the House. If money be needed to 
ing about these rms, to strengthen or enlarge this branch of the 
ublic service, the committee is expected to say how much and how to 
expended. Whatthen,sir? Does the House take up the said report 
and recommendation, hear the arguments pro and con of the committee 
and the House, and decide upon the merits of the case, as it should do? 
Oh, no, sir. With one or two exceptions these committees have to go 


to the Committee on Appropriations and humbly ask its sanction of the 
report and recommendation, and very often no notice is taken of the 
one or the other, either because the Appropriations Committee has not 
the time or inclination to examine them, or, sitting as an appellate 
court, chooses to override the decisions of its less potent neighbors. 
This ought not to be so, and hence the needed change, 

But there is still another grievance which towers above all others as 
the Alps tower above the surrounding hills. Itis the power resting with 
said committee, and oftentimes employed by it, to arrest any legislation 
upon any subject which does not meet its approval. A motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole to consider appropriation bills is always in or- 
der, and takes precedence ofall other motions as to the order of business. 
How often have I witnessed in this House a scene like the following: A 
member proposes to take up for consideration a tariff-reform bill, or it 
may be an educational bill, a bill to pension the Mexican soldiers, a bill 
to improve rivers and harbors, to erect a public building at some point, 
or any other bill; and if it does not suit the taste of said committee to 
allow Congress to consider the bill proposed, acounter motion is made to 
proceed to the consideration of an appropriation bill, which is sure to 
carry, because the mover appeals to the House to first dispose of the 
appropriation bills to secure an early adjournment, which, with the 
average Congressman, his family being at home and his fences to be re- 
paired, either literally or by metaphor, practically settles the question. 

Thus we have seen time and again the fate of important measures 
which should have received the tful and earnest consideration of 
this House consigned to failure and death by a member or members 
of the Appropriations Committee. 

Could the work be divided among the several committees there would 
be no necessity for hurrying up bills and oftentimes passing them in 
such hot haste. 

It is a well-known fact that several of the committees of this House 
meet only once or twice during a session and adjourn without maturing 
any bills or reports—all because a few committees have been placed in 
charge of all business of the session, and notably the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, which, like some gigantic oak of the forest, has sent out 
its roots and spread its branches until it has absorbed all the wealth of 
the soil about it and no vegetation can live and flourish in its shadow. 
How often does it happen toward the close of a session bills are whipped 
through this House under the spur of the previous question and a ten 
minutes’ speech of some member of the Appropriations Committee, 
when millions of dollars are appropriated by them. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not advocate the abrogation of this committee. I 
only desire that its labors and responsibilities be divided with others, 
and that its power and privileges be curtailed. 

In the division of labor I would assign to the Committee on Military 
Affairs everything pertaining to the War Department, to our Army, and 
to West Point. To the Committee on Naval Affairs, everything relat- 
ing to our Navy, with power to make recommendations to Congress as 
to the enlarging or strengthening of this armof the service. The Naval 
Academy, too, should be under its inspection. To the Committee on 
Agriculture everything should goaffecting this mammothindustry. ‘To 
the Committee on Foreign Relations all our diplomatic and consular 
service should be referred. And to other committees I would refer a 
propriate subjects of legislation, with power in each to t such bi 
as they deem right and proper to be by the House co: without 
the intervention of the Appropriations Committee. 

To the latter, the Committee on Appropriations, I would leave all 
matters relating to the executive, legislative, and judicial branches of 
the Government, together with the sundry civil and deficiency bills, and 
I would place the said committee upon the same footing with other com- 
mittees as to the time and manner of considering its bills and reports. 
I have never been able to see the propriety of conferring upon 
members of this House such despotic powers as that committee is known 
to possess and upon occasions has been seen to exercise. Put this com- 
mittee upon an equal footing with others, first apportioning the labors 
and responsibilities properly, and let it be understood that every mem- 
ber of this House, as well the newly elected as its veterans, shall have 
an equal chance. Let us have no more close corporations, no more star- 
chamber proceedings. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, as I shall vote for the amend- 
ments to the rules, I desire to say a few words upon subject, and 
also upon another subject that has been brought into the debate, No 
one (aa Do oilar Wib tap pr of this House and the condi- 
tion of its business for the last few years without knowing that the 
labors of the Committee on Appropriations have been too great for one 
committee. That is demonstrated by the fact that their bills are gen- 
erally reported at so late a period of the session as to render a fair and 
full consideration of them entirely impracticable, even at so late a 
period as to have made it necessary in some instances to pass very im- 
portant bills without debate or amendment under a suspension of the 
rules. I think, therefore, it is better to divide the labors of that com- 
mittee, and I say this with all respect to the of the commit- 
tee as it has been heretofore constituted. Ido not give t weight 
to the argument that a single committee must report all appropri- 
tion bills in order that proper proportion may be observed in the ap- 
propriations for the different branches of the paba service. 

If we were simply engaged in a division of spoils, it might perhaps 
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be true that such a distribution could be more equitably made by a 
single committee than by many. But, sir, we are engaged ina much 
higher duty, the duty of considering the necessities of the public serv- 
` ice and making appropriations to carry on the Government, and each 
member of the House is sup to understand the wants of the Gov- 
ernment, especially as they are set forth to us by the President and the 
heads of the Departments, in messages and reports, and by the prac- 
tical operation of the different Departments of the Government. Each 
member of this House is bound to regulate his action by the informa- 
tion he receives from proper sources as to the necessities of the public 
service; ang to assume that one committee of fifteen members is essen- 
tial to the economical administration of the Government is to assume 
that the remainder of the three hundred and twenty-five members of this 
House are deficient in information or deficientin patriotism. Iam not 
prepared by any vote of mine to sanction such an idea. Each of us must 
stand upon his own votes here and upon the action which he takes asa 
Representative in ing provision for the requirements of the public 
service. And why is it, sir, that the Military Committee, for instance, 
can not consider and report a bill providing means for carrying on the 
military establishment as well as the Committee on Appropriations can? 
Is there any reason? Why should the Committee on Military Affairs 
be more extravagant than the Committee on Appropriations? Each of 
them sets out to provide for the requirements of the Government in 
ties tase en or tha weston: Each of them necessarily acts upon the 
same information and the same recommendations coming from the 
proper ent. It is fair to presume, then, that each will act with 
equal patriotism. and equal intelligence. Why should one committee 
be regarded as likely to be more conservative or less extravagant than 
another? Ido not understand the force of the reasoning that has been 
hereon thatsubject. However many committees may be 

with the duty of considering and reporting appropriations, I do not be- 
lieve that gentlemen upon those committees will regard itas their duty 
to grab all the money they can for their particular ts. But 
if any.committee should so far forget its real duty as to attempt to 
aggrandize the branch of the public service which it represents here, it 
is to be presumed that this House will not sanction such conduct. 

Would there not be the restraint of the House in its capacity as the 
House to correct any attempt to enlarge beyond the proper boundaries 
the appropriations for the public service? Whatever committee may 
report the appropriation bills, it must expect its action to receive the 
revision of the House; and it seems to me the appropriations ought 
to be so divided and distributed as to get the bills reported to the 
House in time to enable the House to give them fair and full consider- 
ation. If it is the purpose of the House to be extravagant, that can 
not be controlled by the committee from which the bills may come. 
If it is the purpose of the House to be economical in its appropriations, 
it will be so, whatever committee the bills may come from. 

Why, sir, many gentlemen here must remember the number of gen- 
eral appropriation bills that were precipitated upon the House at the 
close of the last session. One, the sundry civil bill, a jati 
twenty-six or twenty-seven million dollars, was passed under a suspen- 
sion of the rules, and without the privilege of debate or amendment. 
There is another feature growing out of this accumulation of appropri- 
ation bills at the close of the session: a conference committee, made up 
of three members of the Appropriations Committee, acting in connec- 
tion with a similar conference committee on the part of the , does 
substantially our legislation upon this subject of appropriations, and to 
an extent far too great for the healthful and proper action of 
in the making of appropriations. I think we should avoid crowding the 
appropriation bills to the close of the session, putting them into confer- 
ence without consideration, and letting six men settle what their 
terms are to md our power of control unless we consent to a 
called session of 

These are someof the reasons which induce me to support thatfeature 
of the committee’s report; and I am inclined to support most of the 
recommendations whichthey make. It has seemed tome, Mr. Speaker, 
very singular that in the discussion of this subject special reference has 
been made both by the gentleman from Tvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] to theappropriations 
for rivers and harbors of the country and to the action of the commit- 
tee ae es Se AN the bills of that charac- 
ter which have become laws since 1876 were reported by the Committee 
on Commerce until the last Congress; and but one bill reported by the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors was that The 
tone of the debate here is to sneer at the appropriations for the benefit 
of the rivers and harbors of this country. It is a response to the local 
press of New York and of other places representing the trunk railroads 
of this country and opposing all appropriations for the improvement of 
rivers and harbors, and in my judgment opposing in this manner the 
best and most important interests of this country. 

Why, sir, when we think of the extent of our country, of its produc- 
tions, of its commerce, of the volume and cost of its carrying trade, it 
becomes one of the great problems that must deal with to 
cheapen that transportation for the benefit of producers and consumers 
alike. Ifyou refuse to deepen and improve the harbors, if you refuse 
to deepen the channels of the rivers, removing obstructions and provid- 


ing for larger classes of vessels with cheaper freights, you refuse to re- 
spond to one of the highest demands of the public interest in this 
country. 

Mr. Speaker, when we contemplate the fact that to accommodate this 
commerce there haye been nominally over seven thousand million dol- 
lars invested in railroads; when we contemplate the fact that there are 
more than four hundred million dollars annually paid by private cap- 
ital for the improvement and repair of these systems of railroads to ac- 
commodate this commerce; when we contemplate the fact that we have 
twenty-eight or thirty thousand miles of internal navigation in this 
country, operating, by means of competition, to lower the prices of 
transportation, saving to producersthe difference of freight and saving 
to the consumers of the products of the country a like amount of money, 
it seems to me that a statesman, it seems to me that a patriot, it seems 
to me that a man who loves his country, should not be found sneering 
at the pitiful appropriation of ten or twenty million dollars for the im- 
provement of the rivers and harbors of the country. Sir, it is enough 
that hired newspapers, sustaining trunk roads, should denounce mem- 
bers of Congress and the River and Harbor Committee as ‘‘thieves;’’ 
they ought not to be sneered at here without a proper mse and 
without a proper arraignment of the unpatriotic motives that cause 
such denunciation. 

Why, sir, France, not so large as the State of Texas, appropriates 
much greater sums of money to the improvement of her harbors and 
her little rivers than this mighty Union receives at the hands of Con- 
gress. This is because the legislators of France are wise and patriotic 
enough to comprehend the interests of France and her people. If we, 
sir, are to listen to the arguments of the trunk railroads we shall soon 
be taught that the rivers, the great lakes, the harbors of this country 
are not to be used at all, but that we must eoncentrate all the mighty 
volume of commerce, amounting to twenty or thirty billions of dol- 
lars annually, upon the railroads and let them charge whatever price 
they please to the producers and burden the consumers with the same 
load. 


Iam no longer a member of the River and Harbor Committee. I 
went off of it by my own choice to escape the labor incident to its mem- 
bership; but I know enough to realize the importance of that commit- 
tee; I know enough to ize the purposes that committee may carry 
out in the improvement of the navigation of the country—deepening 
rivers and harbors, removing obstructions, lowering rates of insurance 
and rates of freight by producing competition with the railroads, thus 
securing more millions of dollars to the people in one year than this 
Government has eyer spent to improve its rivers and harbors. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. And it is the railroads that fight 


us. 
Mr. REAGAN. Undoubtedly it is the railroads, through their or- 
representing the trunk lines, demanding all the transportation, and 
fichting every suggestion for the improvement of the great water ways 
of this country. When we remember that the God of nature has sup- 
plied us with splendid and navigable rivers, traversing all parts of the 
country and draining the great Valley of the Mississippi, that embraces 
two-thirds of the population of this country and raises three-fourths of 
its agricultural productions, we may be excused for being astonished 
at occasionally finding a member from that country who thinks it very 
bad to appropriate for the improvement of rivers and harbors. 

My judgment is that as this subject becomes understood, and as the 
knowledge of its public interest is revealed to the people, not many 
men will come to Congress who oppose giving the le the facilities 
they should receive from the improvementof their navigable riversand 
harbors throughout the country. [Applause.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed a bill and joint resolution of the following 
titles;in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 


requested: 
A bill (B: 119) for the relief of Alexander R. Lawton, of the State of 


? 

Joint resolution (S. R. 1) filling existing vacancies in the Board of 

Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, before making a motion to adjourn 
I desire Ny to give notice to those gentlemen who desire to 
speak upon this subject that I hope they will be ready to proceed to- 
morrow morning, because it is my desire, if the House will permit me 
to do so, to close the general debate to-morrow. 

I move that the House do now adjourn. e 

NORTHERN CHEYENNE INDIANS. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion toadjourn, the Chair will lay 
before the House a message from the President of the United States. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication of the 10th instant from the Secretary of 
the Interior, inclosing the report of the Committee on Indian Affairs upon the 


su of the condition of the Northern Cheyenne Indians upon the Rosebud 
Tongue Rivers, in Montana, the inadequacy of the appropriations made for 
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their su rt during the current fiscal year, and nesting legislative author- 
ity for KA use of certain funds indicated for their relief. The proposed legisla- 
tion does not involve any additional appropriation, and the necessity for the 
authority requested is urgent. I therefore recommend the matter to the early 
and favorable consideration and action of Congress. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION 
Washington, D. C., December 14, 1885. 

The SPEAKER. The message will be printed and laid upon the 

table for the present. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. DANIEL 

indefinitely. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Hlinois that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 73, 
noes 101. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 


THE RULES. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order of business is the further con- 
sideration of the report of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. WILLIS and Mr. GIBSON addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, if no gentleman desires to address the House in opposition to the 
report of the committee. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Are the rules before the House now for 
consideration to the exclusion of other business? 

The SPEAKER. This is a privileged question and the House is now 
engaged in the consideration of the report of the Committee on Rules. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. ‘To the exclusion of any other business ? 

The SPEAKER. Other business, of course, could not be interjected 
in the consideration of the matter pending before the House. It would 
have to be postponed to permit of it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let me ask whether the report is now open for 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. When a gentleman obtains the floor in his own 
right the Chair thinks he has the right to offer an amendment. 

The gentleman from Kentucky is now entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WILLIS. I had no expectation of offering one word on the sub- 
ject now pending before this House. The debate has taken such a 
course, however, that I ask attention to a brief statement of facts. 

The pivotal point upon which this discussion has turned seems to be 
the question of economy. It is contended by the honorable gentleman 
from the Committee on Rules who offers the minority report [Mr. 
RANDALL] that if these appropriation bills are distributed among seven 
or eight different committees the result will be extravagant and prof- 
ligate expenditures of the public money. While I differ with the hon- 
orable gentleman in that opinion I would not trespass upon the time 
of the House except for the fact that in illustration of his argument 
that gentleman has seen fit to criticise the action of the committee of 
which I had the honor to be the chairman in the last Congress—the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors In view ofthe important interests 
confided to that committee, I am unwilling that some of the statements 
he has made should go unehallenged to this House and to that part of 
the country that takes note of its proceedings. I regret to hear state- 
ments which will not stand the test of investigation, and which, al- 
though not so intended, are calculated at the very threshold of this 
Congress to bias the minds of its members and to prevent that fair and 
full consideration which every subject is entitled to. 

The honorable gentleman has said that in the last House the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors reported a bill for some $14,000,000. 
The bill as it left the committee of the House was for some $12,000,000, 
and $2,000,000 were added at the other end of the Capitol. No bill 
was passed in the last session; sothat the average amount for each year 
of the Forty-eighth Congress, dividing the aggregate by 2, was $7,000,- 
000. Referring to the report of the committee in the last House the 
gentleman tells this House that the estimate of the Secretary of War 
and of the Chief of Engineers was only for $8,000,000. Now, I need 
only—— 

Nir, RANDALL. Will the gentleman permit me to state that I did 
not say the estimate of the engineers was for that amount? 

Mr. WILLIS. I meant the estimate of the President and Secretary 
of War. 

Mr. RANDALL. I spoke of the recommendation that came in the 
estimates from the President, but not of the estimates of the engineers, 
because they were $30,000,000, if I recollect rightly, and they are now, 
I believe, $42,000,000. 

Mr. WILLIS. It was because the gentleman did not say that, that 
I believe it proper to call attention to what was laid before this House. 
Under the law on the 2d of March, 1867 (14 Statutes, page 
421), it is made the duty of the Chief of Engineers from year to year to 
submit to Congress and to the committee with these appropri- 
ations a report of ‘‘ the amount that can be profitably ded in the 
next fiscal year.” In obedience to that law the Chief of Engineers— 
the officer of this Government who has direct charge and control of 


your rivers and harbors—did make his report, and I have it before me. 
It is a part of the regular Book of Estimates, which embraces all the 
official recommendations for appropriations. It occupies five of these 


pages. What is it? Did he tell the last Congress that they ` 


should appropriate only $8,000,000? Did the Chief of Engineers, gath- 
ering together and analyzing the reports made by the local engineers 
and carefully supervising them, as his duty is—did he say to this House 
in the Forty-eighth Congress that you should only expend for your 
rivers and harbors the sum of $8,000,000? 

Here is his report giving in detail and by name all the rivers and 
harbors to which he asks the attention of Congress, ` 

He told this House that he could “ profitably expend ’’—how much ? 
That he could “ profitably expend ” $35,301,885; that is the amount 
which he, on his oath of office, informed us that he and his engineers 
can ‘‘ profitably expend’’—not profligately but profitably—for the bene- 
fitof commerce inourcountry. The fifteen members of the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, day in and day out, gave their undivided atten- 
tion to these reports of the Engineer Department; and as the result of 
their deliberations they came into the House with a bill for $12,619,100. 
This House, with almost perfect unanimity, including the Committee 
on Appropriations, indorsed the action of that committee and 
the bill; and when the conference report was brought in this House 
for the first time in its history, without a division and withouta single 
dissenting vote, acted on the conference report and thus made if a law. 
And thus the river and harbor bill of the Forty-eighth Congress went 
forth to the country with the unanimous sanction of both branches of 
Congress, and without criticism, even in those papers most given to 
criticism of such appropriations, 

The honorable gentleman has referred to the action of President Ar- 
thur and to the fact that the Secretary of War, Mr. Lincoln, refused in 
the Forty-seventh Congress to make any estimate in the second session 
thereof for rivers and harbors. I am not here to speak for the Forty- 
seventh Congress. I was not a member of that committee at the time, 
nor did I vote for the bill which it reported; but I have before mea re- 
port made by that same Secretary of War that proves conclusively that 
he was mistaken. 

When the Forty-eighth Congress met, the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors was hardly organized before urgent appeals were made from all 
directions for immediate appropriations, and all based upon the ground 
that the second session of the Forty-seventh Congress had made no ap- 
propriation, and that therefore there was immediate need of money 
that the works of the Government in progress should not go to pieces; 
that the plant and the employed labor should not be scattered, to be 
gathered together again at the loss of millions of dollars. 

Our committee, desiring official information in regard to these de- 
mands, addressed a letter to the Secretary of War, this same gentleman 
who had refused to make any estimate in the last session of the Forty- 
seventh Congress, and what was his reply? Here is his report, in which 
he says to the Forty-eighth Congress in the very first days of its session 
that there is need for four and a half million dollars at once to meet 
these urgent demands, and he gives a list of rivers and harbors need- 
ing immediate appropriations for ‘‘ their protection and advancement.”’ 
The whole amount covered by the bill to which the gentleman refers 
as having been rejected by the Senate was $7,000,000, and here this 
Secretary of War on the threshold of the Forty-eighth Congress comes 
in four months after the last fiscal year with an official recommendation 
of an appropriation more than one-half of that amount! The com- 
mittee was right, the honorable Secretary of War was wrong, and the 
criticism of the gentleman from Pennsylvania on this point is without 
foundation. 

Now, sir, I stand here to contend that the appropriations made for 
rivers and harbors have not been out of proportion with the increase of 
the wealth, commerce, and population of the country. 

The increase of the amount of appropriation for rivers and harbors 
may be, as the gentleman contends, great; but it has not been greater, 
or even as great, since they were made by the Committee of Commerce 
and the Committee on Rivers and Harbors as it was when the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations had charge. The increaseas to this branch of the 
public service has not been one-half, ay, one-tenth, as t as many 
of the bureaus and Departments whose exclusive care has with the 
Committee on Appropriations. To these propositions I challenge suc- 
cessful contradiction. Nor has this increase even remotely approxi- 
mated the growth of the railroad system, upon whose exactions these 
improvements are intended to be a check. 

The first appropriation of this kind was made in 1802 for the honor- 
able gentleman’s own constituents, when the Delaware River received 
the modest sum of $30,000. Since then nearly every year such appro- 
priations have been made, growing insize with the growth of the coun- 
try. Thus we find for the year ending June 30, 1871, the sum of 
$3,445,900 was appropriated; for 1872, $4,407,500; for 1873, $5,588,000; 
for 1874, $6,102,900. Passing to the year 1881, we find that $8,976,500 
was appropriated; in 1882, $11,547,800; for the year ending June 30, 
1883, the amount was $18,743,875; for 1884, $14,000,000. Taking the 
average from 1876 to the present year the annualamount appropriated 
for rivers and harbors is $7,000,000, and the average increase during 
the past ten years is a fraction over one million per annum. 
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This increase may seem great at first blush, but we must bear in 
mind that during an equal period of time—ten years—our population 
increased from 38,000,000 to 50,000,000. We must consider the enor- 
mous increase ai pore ga and its corresponding demand for transpor- 
tation; but chiefly must we remember the wonderful progress of the 
railroad system, which is its great rival. ’ 

The first 20 miles of railroad were built in 1830. Between 1830 and 
1850 9,000 miles of road were constructed. To-day we have a grand 
total of 143,503 miles, whose capitalization is $7,320,409,461; or, de- 
ducting for depreciation, &c., for allowances of every kind, put the 
total at four billions. How does the comparison stand? e whole 
amount appropriated by the Federal Government for rivers and har- 
bors from the foundation of the Government up to the present moment, 
as appears from official reports, is only $150,000,000. Thus you per- 
ceive that the railroad system, upon which our system of rivers and 
harbors is intended to be a check, has expanded in thirty or forty years 
over thirty times the total amount that we have appropriated for the 
improvement of the rivers and harbors of the country. The expendi- 
tures, therefore, for these two rival systems bear no comparison with 
each other, either in te amount or annual increase, and there 
is no room for invidious criticisms of this class of appropriations. 

Sir, it is only necessary to refer to what our neighbors and other na- 
tions have expended for their water ways to show how utterly inade- 
quate are the amounts we allow for similar purposes. One province 
alone of England, the province of India, expended intwo or three years 
for the purpose of cheapening rtation more money than we have 

in all the States of the Union forthe ee The Re- 
public of France expends every year between twenty and forty millions 
of dollars. Upon one harbor alone, that of Cherbourg, she has ex- 
pended the magnificent sum of $100,000,000; an amount four times as 
great as all that we have appropriated for the improvement of all the 
great harbors on the Atlantic and Pacific seaboard and on the great lakes 
of the country. 

This great country out of its thirty-eight States can present a half- 
dozen into any one of which you might put France and England com- 
bined and then have to take out a search-warrant to find where they 
were. Our neighbor, Canada, expended $45,115,000 on the Welland 
Canal and its branches. The single State of New York expended for 
the ErieCanal alone $49,591,852, and other canals have cost that State 
over $79,000,000. Yet gentlemen talk about this appropriation of this 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors as an illustration of the extravagance 
which must result from giving to these several committees control of 
the appropriations relating to the subjects under their jurisdiction. I 
have before me a tabular statement of the itures of this Govern- 
ment for the last thirty or forty which I wish I had time to read. 
The Committee on Rivers and ‘bors has been vested with authority 
over one subject. The Committee on A riations has had control 
since 1865, when it was split off from the Committee on Ways and 
Means, of the appropriations for all the great Departments of our Gov- 


How do the iations for these Departments or bureaus compare 
as to increase e a ons for rivers and harbors? Need I| purpose 
give the figures to thisintelligentaudience? NeedI ask any gentleman 


What was your Coast and 
Geodetic Survey a few years ago? It demanded a mere pittance, a few 
thousand dollars. Now it asks and receives hundreds of thousands. 
What committee has had charge of that? The Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Take any of these Departments or bureaus, take the Fish Commis- 
sion. What were its demands upon pect Bee: of this country ten years 
ago? Nothing. Whataretheynow? Hundreds of thousands. What 
committee has had charge of those appropriations? The Committee on 
Appropriations. Yet Iwill not follow the exampleof the distinguished 
gentleman and hold that committee entirely responsible. I know and 
I recognize the fact, which some of the members of that committee seem 
unwilling to recognize, that this is a great and growing country; that 
while in 1860 we had a population of only 38,000,000, we now look 
abroad upon fifty-five or sixty millions; that the necessary expenditure 
for ourrivers and harbors, for our geological surveys, for all the differ- 
ent bureaus and ents of the Government have increased with 
our increasing population, and the money which sufficed to carry on 
this Government twenty years ago will not approximate such a result 
now. And yet every word which has been uttered on this floor against 
the appropriation for rivers and harborsapplies with fourfold force to the 
stupendous increase which, through the Committee on Appropriations, 
has resulted in all the branches and dependencies of our Government. 

Mr. Speaker, as I said at the ing, I did not intend to take 
pen this discussion of the rules, but in the light of these facts I 

ve stated I do protest here and now against any effort that would 
prejudge the minds and legislative consciences of this House against 


appropriations which I believe are more thoroughly identified with the 
P. the commercial prosperity, and tħe general welfare of our 
people any coming from the committees represented on this floor. 
. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I have listened with a great deal of inter- 

est to this discussion on the river and harbor bill. I presumed, sir, that 
the matter which we had before us was the amendment of the rules of 
the House of Representatives. Asa new member, and speaking for 
myself and myself alone, I have been hoping as I sat here that some 
gentleman more conversant with the rules than Iam would so enlighten 
me as to enable me to vote intelligently on the question when it came 
up for decision. I recognize the fact that this House is composed of 
three hundred and twenty-five members and that of that number one 
hundred and twenty-five of them were not members of the Forty-eighth 
Congress. I recognize the additional fact that upon Mae pertng of this 
session the first vote I am ealled upon to cast is one involving a propo- 
sition to make a fundamental and radical change in the rules governing 
our deliberations and the conduct of business, and which must, when 
made, result either to the advantage or disadvantage of legislation by 
the House. I do not believe the one hundred and twenty-five gentle- 
men who for the first time have taken their seats here are more conver- 
sant with parliamentary law than I am, though it is barely possible 
I may be mistaken in that regard. Ihave some ordinary acquaintance 
with Jefferson’s Manual, and I admit, so far as the rules of the House 
are concerned, I did hope after being here a short time I would have an 
opportunity to understand them better even than I do now. 

ut, sir, there isone proposition contained in the contemplated change 
which does not require a man to be conversant with parliamentary law 
in order to reach a proper conclusion. Any man of ordi i 
intelligence, who has had any practical experience in the of the 
country, can decide that point without being a parliamentarian. The 
question before this House is one of much importance, and involves the 
control of the expenditures of this Government, so that at the end of 
the fiscal year 1887 we can say to the people of this country, ‘‘ We have 
pane no money in excess of your revenues.’? 

concede to all the committees rina dag it is proposed to dis- 
tribute the various appropriation bills, that the gentlemen com: 
those committees are honest, able, and desirous of economi 
placing the Government where the revenues and expenditures har- 
monize with each other; but, sir, I say that under the system proposed 
it will be an utter impossibility to apply the same check to your expendi- 
tures that would be practicable if the general question of appropriation 
mos were conne ms one committee. 

years gone by these appropriation bills properly belonged to the 

Committee on Waysand Means. Now, if this House has not confidence 
in the organization of the Appropriations Committee, if there is any- 
thing personal in this p action, and I do not pretend to say there 
is, then I, sir, for one, would be willing to vote in favor of taking the 
appropriation bills away from the Committee on A) tions and 
sending them back to the Committee of Ways and Means, where they 
were, as I have already said, for years, and until that committee was 
subdivided and a new Committee on A iations was created for the 
of considering questions of appropriations. I think, with due 
deference to the gentlemen who have had so much more experience 
than I have had in this matter, that it would at least have been better 
if the proposed change of the rules had been referred to the Committee 
on Rules and reported back for consideration at a later date, so as to 
enable those who appear here for the first time to vote ini tly 
and not merely by proxy, as they must necessarily do under the pres- 
ent circumstances. 

I will add, Mr. Speaker, that Iam in favor of any modification or 
change of the rules which will expedite the business of the House, which 
will, in effect, give every gentleman on this floor full and fair oppor- 
tunity to have considered in regular order any business which he may 
bring forward. Tothat extent I am in favor of the change proposed by 
the majority of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Now, Mr. Speaker, I take it for 
granted that the object of the rules of this House is to facilitate the 
transaction of the business confided to our care, so as to give the Rep- 
resentatives of the different States a fair opportunity not only to be rec- 
ognized upon the floor, but also to be ized in the legislation of 
this House as it is prepared by the committees of the House. My ob- 
servation of the working of the House under the presos system of rules 
is that about nine-tenths of the constituencies of this country are prac- 
tically disfranchised, and that we have in this body two or three men 
who set themselves up, or who are set up by the rules of the House, as 
the only men competent to manage its affairs, or who can be trusted 
either on account of their capacity or on account of their honesty. 

The sea of political legislation for the last twenty years in this 
country has demonstrated the fact that nearly every legislative scandal 
of modern times has been found nestling in the belly of an ch, dea 
tion bill. [Laughter.] Ido not believe in this pretentious sort of hon- 
esty that some men set up here, that they and they alone are competent 
and qualified solely to manage and distribute the treasure of this coun- 
try. I have yetto discover that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL] or the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] has ever 
objected to an appropriation for his own State. 
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MT RANDADE The gentleman is mistaken so far as I am con- 
cern 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. If Iam mistaken, then the gentle- 
man’s objections were so slight and were so infrequent that they have 
not become so historical as some other of his actions. I remember 
standing here at the closing hours of the last session of this House, 
when almost every piece of legislation the whole country demanded 
was throttled by these gentlemen; and when they brought in their 
appropriation bill on the very last day of the session, and demanded 
that we should pass that without objection or stand the odium of an 
extra session, in which bill there were appropriations for publie build- 
ings in Pennsylvania, and public buildings in Indiana, and not once did 
o Deer i geneman Som: See ee make his famous objec- 


Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman’s memory is certainly defective. I 
resisted here on this floor every addition for any public building in 
that sundry civil os bill; and I am at liberty to say that so 
far as my vote in co ttee was concerned I was quite consistent there 
with my public acts. Further let me say that there was not any ap- 
propriation in that bill, so far as I know, that I voted for in connection 
with Pennsylvania. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I would like to ask the gentleman 
if he ever thrust an appropriation bill into the way of an appropriation 
for his own State. 

Mr. RANDALL, I do not consider that an intelligent question. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. G N, of West Virginia. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say 
this, and there is nota member of this House who was here at the last 
session of Congress who does not know the fact, that for one week we 
had to stand here obeying the minority cranks and the majority cranks 
upon that committee in their demand that we should allow them to 
pass an appropriation bill. As to whether they had been able to re- 
port the bills before or, not we only know that they did not come in 
here until Congress was about to adjourn; and it was an absolute fact, 
apparent to all, that they must get the unanimous consent of the ma- 
jority of the members of this House for the passage of the bill or else 
an extra session was thrust uponthem. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania in charge of that committee knows that fact and knows that we 
had to give way in order to allow these appropriation bills to get through. 
We had to appeal to Republicans and appeal to Democrats to allow the 
appropriation bill to pass, o! ise an extra session would be thrust 
upon = incoming Administration; and that was the great argument 
used here. 

Mr. RANDALL. And a very sound one. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. It was a sound one, but who made 
itaneeessity? Wasitthe incapacity of the committee, or wasit through 
bad motives? It was either the one or the other. They are either in- 
competent to manage the a riation bills, or they can not be trusted 
on account of their motives, They had no business holding back the 
appropriation bills. They hadno business throttling the voice of the 
members of this House. earem e dea brought their igy arisa 
given an opportunity to pass upon them, an opportunity to legislate 
upon them. When the whole country was demanding a general bank- 
rupt bill nothing could be done because the appropriation bills werein 
the way. When the great mercantile interests of the West were de- 
manding cheap transportation nothing could be done for thesame reason. 
There was no particle of remedial legislation to be had herein this House 
because the committee chose to thrustitself with its measures upon the 
House, ger the remainder o the Pe ete had to sit fear in their seats, 
although equally responsible to their constituents, yet not able to 
do one solitary thing in their behalf. 

Now, lookatitamoment. Isay here that that Appropriations Com- 
mittee is not competent to attend to all of this business. The rulesof 
this House require and provide for from thirteen to fifteen members of 
that committee, and how do they do? Itis subdivided into smaller 
committees, three or four members constituting each of the subeom- 
mittees. The subcommittees do the work, and not one solitary mem- 
ber of that committee, except the three or four on the particular sub- 
committee, know one solitary thing about what they are reporting. 
They can not answer any questions about the business. They are ab- 
solutely ignorant of the affairs of the House, of the committee, and of 
the country; and yet they come here and ask us, the great body of the 
people’s representatives, to allow ourselves to become subservient to 
the reports of these three or four men, and undertake to become re- 
sponsible for the bad work of the committee by passing their bills when 
the matter is brought before the House. And then, to add to this in- 
jury, they come forward with an insult, a positive insult to the House, 
and thrust it into the papers for publication, that if the ordinary mem- 
bers of this House are allowed to do their o i business, to attend to 
the interests of their constituents, they will be found in the interest of 
lobbyists and thieves, and thatnobody but two or three gentlemen here 
on the Appropriations Committee can be trusted to legislate for the coun- 


Why is it that the gentleman from Pennsylvania and the gentleman 
from Indiana are the only gentlemen in this country that can betrusted 
to handle the purse of thiscountry? Are they any better than the or- 


dinary members of this House? Does their record of legislation upon 
appropriation bills show they are any more patriotic than the balance 
ofus? When those immense land grants were given to railroads, when 
those thievish appropriations were made, where was this tcommittee 
then, when the interests of the country required protection? They tell 
me they objected. Why was not their objection as nt then as it 
is now? It is potent now to stop legislation for the building up of a 
free navigation, but it had no power when it was confronted with rail- 
road steals. 

I want further to say this: I dissent entirely from this view that the 
ehange here proposed will increase expenditures. On the contrary, I 
believe if the responsibility were divided out among the members, as it 
ought to bedivided, and if each member is made responsible to his own 
constituency, we will have every member upon this floor vieing with 
every other member in bringing about economy and wise and honest 
legislation. What has been the result of intrusting the Committee on 
Riversand Harbors with the river and harbor appropriations? Gentle-- 
men have attacked that committee and charged us with extravagant 
appropriations. I asked the gentleman from Pennsylvania how the ap- 
propriations for rivers and harbors compared with the immense amount 
of money and lands that had been given to railroads, and he did not 
answer me. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Certainly. 

TAr MANDALE I never voted a dollar or an acre of land to any 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I did not ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania how he voted. But it is well known while he has had 
charge of these matters he has controlled legislation and been re- 
sponsible. 

Mr. RANDALL. Wot in the least. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I asked him that question, and 
he did not answer it. He undertook to tell me he had voted thus and 
so. Itisnot the question how the gentleman from Pennsylvania voted. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam glad to say the Democrats almost uniformly 
voted as I did in that particular. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. It is not a question of how the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania voted or how he did not vote. 

Mr. RANDALL. I thought it was. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. No,sir. And itis only because the 
gentleman thrusts himself in here and makes himself a personal feat- 
ure in this discussion that he is discussed. What I desire is an amend- 
ment of the rules for the public good, not an amendment either to hurt 
or to help the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I asked the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania how the appropriations for rivers and harbors com- 
pared with the extraordinary appropriations that had been made for 
railroads in this country, and he did not answer me except by saying 
how he had voted. 

There is not a member of this House or an intelligent man in this 
country who does not know that millions of money and millions of 
acres of the public land have been given to private corporations to en- 
able them to lay a tax upon the commerce of this country where one 
solitary dollar has been expended for the free navigation of our mag- 
nificent streams. And yet, as the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REA- 
GAN] said, ‘‘ the voice of railroads is heard not only through the papers, 
but is heard in these halls, and every attempt made to obtain free 
navigation and to allow the people to get their commerce out to the 
water ways is attacked, and the committee intrusted with this matter 
is charged by innuendoes with steals and dishonest action.” As one 
member of that committee I stand here and challenge the Appropria- 
seep Coone A Aan tn it. I challenge them to bring 
up their bills and the bill of the River and Harbor Committee to see 
which of them has most jobs in it, the one or the other. 

I say that not only will the adoption of these rules bring about econ- 
omy, but it will facilitate the public business. We have had the Ap- 
propriations Committee for years. They have had of the naval 
affairs of this country. They have had the charge of our coasts, and 
what is the condition to-day ? 

The American people is the greatest military power on the globe, 
holding in the breast of every one of its citizens a trained and a tried 
soldier, and has along its thousands of miles of seacoast multitudes of 
men that almost at a moment’s notice could man a navy. Yet under 
the charge and direction of this Appropriations Committee our Navy 
has been off the seas, our commerce has been destroyed, and all 
the millions of dollars invested in our great cities lie at the mercy of 
any military power that chooses to send a gunboat there to attack 
them. Why did not this efficient committee that has had charge of 
this matter take care of it before? Why did you not build a navy? 
Why did you not look after our commerce? Why did you not protect 
our great cities? Why did you leave us at the mercy of any power 
that chooses to attack us or make us a mere laughing-stock? Am I 
going too far when I say that this one committee that has had charge 
of these things and has left the country in this condition is incompe- 
tent to manage them ? k 

I do not care who is on the committee. I do not care whether it is 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, or whether it is the gentleman from 
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ity of this committee to provide means for 
tell us that they are going to do these things 
now. Will yougive usanavy? Then why have you not doneitin the 

You have had twenty years in 


these things will cost? They may cost; but what is the benefit of the 

Government to the people unless it be to provide for these things? We 

are not afraid eb Peper a provided those expenditures promote the 
ofthe country. 


business and the Oh, these gentlemen will make 
expenditures freely enough when they are for the purpose of taxing the 
people by putting bounties into the ets of manufacturers! They 


do not care about the complaints or the money of the peoplethen. But 
when it comes to paying out money to provide for the protection of the 
great cities of this country, to build up our Navy, to revive our com- 
merce, to bring about cheap transportation as against the railroad mo- 
nopolies, then they are heard in this House in opposition to such ex- 
pendi 


tures. ‘ 

The gentlemen on the Committee on Appropriations, some of them, 
have been here for years. They have had every opportunity to bring 
about these reforms, every opportunity in the world; but now, with 
all the demands of the people for fortifications, for a navy, for com- 
merce, we are told that all these interests which these gentlemen have 
neglected for years must be turned over to this same single committee 
if they are to be properly provided for. Suppose you pick out fifteen 
of the best men in this Sarekoa pa pag anakan e tenfold and 
multiply their industry tenfold, do you i e that any fifteen men 
could attend to all the great interests of this country? If so, why have 
all these other committees? Why havea Committee on Naval Affnirs ? 
Why have a Committee on Military Affairs? Why have a Committee 
on erce or a Committee on Indian Affairs, or any of these differ- 
ent committees, if there are only fifteen men in this House who are 
competent to manage such matters? We meet here and discuss sub- 
jects for months in our own committees, and agree upon them and re- 

them, and then what happens? Why, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] either thrusts in a privileged bill and stops 
legislation, or, if some member introduces a or seeks to have one 
considered, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] rises in his 
majesty and objects. [Laughter.] So the fact is that although we 
stand here as the representatives of constituencies, there is scarcely one 
of us who really has an opportunity to be heard or to act for his con- 
stituency upon this floor. for the simple reason that it 
emancipates the members of this House, that it makes each member 
equal, that it puts each constituency upon a fair, honest, and equal 
footing here, PRET O country an equal right to be 
heard and to be felt through its representatives here, I shall vote for the 
proposed amendment of the rules which will destroy, as far as‘possible, 
thearbi and power of this Committee on oporana: 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, lest the remarks of gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. GIBSON | might convey the impression that 
there had been any omission on the part of any of the gentlemen who 
are now here and who were here during the 
subsidies it is due to me and to the history 
there has not been a dollar of subsidy 
House since it has been under the control of the party which now con- 
trols it. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Now, as to the ities which 
ay thrusting ma be Anaao nee iie 
and every mem it ought to 

rsonalities 


verse. Ido not deal in pe 
wants to deal with me personally he t not to do it here. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. , I had that before I should oc- 
cupy the few minutes during which I expect to detain the House the 
Committee on Rules would have enlighten: 
to do so this report, especially the two members of that com- 
mittee upon this side of the House, because, able as I know them to 
be and earnest as they always are, it might have been in their power 
to have presented something that would have changed my mind as to 
some of these amendments. But I have waited so farin vain, 
and as my colleague from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON ] announced some 
time ago that to-morrow he p: to close general debate, I thought 
that even at this late hour in the afternoon I would submit what little 
I have to say upon this general question. 

_ The from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] stated that he had 
given no thought to this matter. I have made no formal pre tion, 
but I have given some thought to the subject. All admit that these 
rules should be amended. All admit that this Government is so great 
and strong and powerful and that the demands and requirements of 
the peopleare sonumerous thatthis House of three hundred and twenty- 
five members can not in six months or nine months or twelve months 


ecessary appropriations 
can be better and more readily made by apt amendment of the rules, 


I have no doubt; and I shall vote with great 
mendations of the Committee on Rules—I believe for all their recom- 
mendations except the one which proposes the creation of tornine 


pleasure for the recom- 


committees of appropriation. As at present advised I not vote 
for that proposition. The committees on appropriations which it pro- 
are either too many or too few. 

It isa long story, Mr. Speaker, as to how these rules got into their 
present condition. I will tell a part of it if gentlemen will bear with 
mea few moments. I well recollect, sir, that when that tidal wave 
swept over the country in 1874 and swept the Democratic party into this 
House with nearly two-thirds of the membership, the first thing done 
was to change the rules and to change them radically, and I think it 
was there that the trouble commenced. Now, whenever some 
goes wrong, be sure that the best thing to do is to take the back tra 
and right the wrong, and you must do that before you can have pros- 
perity either in matters of legislation or other matters. Picking up the 
first volume of the RECORD for the Forty-fourth Congress, I find that Mr. 
Cox, from the Committee on Rules, what was known as the 
Holman amendment to the then one hundred and twentieth rule, now 
the twenty-first, making legislation in order upon general appropria- 
tion bills, provided itretrenched expenditures, Prior to that time, since 
the first organization of the Committee on Appropriations (the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. REED] will correct me if I am mistaken), prior 
to that time, ever since the organization of the Government, it never 
had been in order upon appropriation bills reported either from the 
Committee of Ways and Means or the Committee on Appropriations to 
move, by way of amendment or otherwise, a matter of general legisla- 
tion. 

Yet, with this triumphant Democratic party that got into the saddle 
ten years ago in this House, old standing rules of that kind, as old as 
the Government, had no effect.. The experience of the fathers demou- 
strated that ng 9 and legislation never should go together, be- 
cause when they do go together in governments like ours, or substan- 
tially like ours, the appropriation will buy through the objectionable 
legislation nine times out of ten. But all that passed for nothing. 
The report of the Committee on Rules in the Forty-fourth Congress, 
presented by Mr. Cox, recommended the Holman amendment. What 
was it? 

Nor shall any provision in any such bill— 

That is, general appropriation bills— 
oramendment thereto, changing existing law, be in order, except such as, being 
germane to the subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures. 

Now, I recollect that debate very well. Mr. Garfield, then the 
leader of this side of the House, objected to this provision. Mr. Kas- 
son and various others objected. Mr. Kasson said: 

The objection we take to this proposition is that it deprives the House of the 
benefit of the deliberation of the committees that have specific portions of our 
jurisdiction committed to them, and practically gives to one committee the 
whole of that jurisdiction. 

Now, what did the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
say then in reply? He claimed that the Committee on Ap iations 
would only have the power to present bills to the House, that in the 
Committee of the Whole amendment and debate under the rules would 
be in order, and that a majority would control. What did Mr. Kasson 
reply? 


But my objection is that the proper committee will have no chance to con- 
sider the changes of the law, 


Mr. HALE, then a member of the House, now a Senator, said: 

And when the Appropriation: ports ouse, 

only committee thet comes tara arni s of p arraian meon tt foal g ais 
sected the matters embraced in its bill. 

Mr. Garfield said substantially the same. 

Mr. Hurlbut said: z 

The proposed rule will practically abolish all committees except the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, 

Still, this rule was adopted—adopted by a strict party vote. Who 
voted for it? Every Democrat voting in the House of Representatives 
of the Forty-fourth Congress. Then the lion and the lamb—my col- 
league from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON] and the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL ]—lay down together, and the little child led 
them—the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. Horman]. [Laughter.] All 
was harmony. Yet, Mr. Speaker, then and there was opened the Pan- 
dora’s box which through the succeeding ten years was to do great harm 
to the country, and to-day brings the Democracy upon the floor of this 
House, all of them substantially agreeing to wipe out the power to legis- 
late upon appropriation bills. But not content to stop there, they come 
here and say, ‘‘ We will commit another egregious blunder; because we 
committed a blunder ten years ago we will now go to the other extreme; 
we will not only right the wrong we committed then, but in addition 
we will make eight, nine, ten, or fourteen committees of appropriations, 
if you please, because this Committee on Appropriations, the creature 
of our own loins, made with power to report legislation with appro- 
priation against the protest and vote of the Republican side of the House, 
has abused its privileges—has abused the privileges of the House, if 
you choose; therefore we will make nine, or ten, or fourteen other com- 
mittees of appropriations, further to revolutionize parliamentary usages 
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and parliamentary law.” 
demonstrate. 

Why, sir, do gentlemen recollect that while it was claimed a majority 
could always control, that very little harm could result from the prop- 
osition, thatit was only introduced to retrench expenditures—do gentle- 
men recollect how pliant chairmen of Committees of the Whole from 
time to time ruled anything or everything in order under the amend- 
ment to that rule? Do gentlemen recollect how at the extra session of 
the Forty-sixth Congress, the previous Congress, under the lead of the 
other side, having refused to appropriate the necessary means for car- 
rying on the Government—do gentlemen recollect how under the 
operation of that rule a grip was placed on the throat of the Executive 
and he was informed that he should not have money to carry on this 
Government unless he submitted to legislation of the most sweeping 
character which would revolutionize our whole election system and oth- 
erwise radically change the laws? 

Now all admit the evil. Whatis the remedy? There are two pro- 
posed. One to restore the rule as it was prior to the Holman amend- 
ment; the other, to distribute the general appropriation bills to several 
committees. 

I give it as my opinion for what it is worth, that the true remedy is 
to let the Committee on Appropriations report the various general ap- 
propriation bills in pursuance of existing law, and at the same time 
take from that committee and from every one of the three hundred and 
twenty-five members that may compose the Committee of the Whole 
the power to move upon any appropriation bill any amendment chang- 
ing existing law. That used to be the rule; I believe that should be 
the rule again. That, it appears to me, isthe true remedy. Then the 
Appropriations Committee becomes, if you please, a mere auditing 
committee. You strip it of this objectionable power, this Democratic 
ab this power that you upon the other side of the House fastened 
upon it—ay, this abuse that even the gentleman from West Virginia 
[Mr. Greson], who a few moments ago steeped his tongue in gall, laid 
his hands upon and blessed, along with the other Democratic members, 
during four years past. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. No,'sir. It is only by a combina- 
tion of the Republicans with a minority on the Democratic side that 
ese things have been done. 

Mr. CANNON. That is it, is it? I did not think that my friend 
from West Virginia, with a party that had 84 majority in this House in 
the last Congress, would plead infancy. 

Now gentlemen say the Committee on Appropriations is too strong. 
I do not care whether you call it the Committee on Appropriations or 
not; I do not care what you call it; I do not know who is going to be 
on that committee; Idonot know whetherit is going to be “wiped out’? 
or not, or left with small jurisdiction; I do not know whether you are 
going to have one committee or many. You may if you please giveall 
this business back to the Committee on Ways and Means—that I am 
inclined to think would do as well—but I say it does not make much 
difference so you get fifteen or thirteen good, sound men who are will- 
ing to work. Genius isnotso important onan auditing committee, but 
on the contrary is a disqualification. [Laughter.] You do want fif- 
teen or thirteen men who have knowledge of accounts and the ability to 
find out what the law is and to take the estimates, sift them, inquire 
into them, and make recommendations to the House of Representatives 
for their consideration and action. 

I think it ought to be one committee and not many, and I will tell 
you why. I served six years in this House as a member of the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and, at the same time, as a 
member of one or two minor committees. During that six rye time 
I had an idea that the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
with its business, was of more importance than any other half-dozen 
committees of this House. Thatwasnatural; and why? Because that 
great committee furnished business enough in matters of legislation 
alone totake up all of my time and all of the time of every other member 
of it. And, gentlemen, you know how natural itis when you are think- 
ing about one subject to come to the conclusion it is the Sra noni one, 
and how apt you are to magnify it. That same thing might be said of 
every committee of this House. 

“Oh,” say some statesmen, ‘‘I will not have room enough for my 
genius to act on some of these committees.’? Now, let me say to all 
such, do not fret about that; we shall have room for all theability and 
all the industry we have on anyone of these committees, provided after 
we have matured legislation—that is, after we have amended our rules 
so as to enable the majority of the House of Representatives without 
undue obstruction to consider and pass upon proposed legislation. And 
when you take these eight, nine, or fourteen appropriations committees, 
each one will rag ag J its own department. 

I am not here, Mr. Speaker, toabuse the Rivers and Harbors Commit- 
tee, by no manner of means, nor the Committee on Commerce, nor the 
Committee on Agriculture, nor, indeed, any othercommittee. Thegen- 
tleman talks about the river and harbor bill. I was one who voted for 
that eighteen millions in the river and harbor bill, and I went home 


That is the proposition, as I will try to 


and defended it through thick and thin. I believed there were many 
provisions which ought not to have been there, but on the whole I 
thought it was a good bill because it was liberal to great Western water 


ways. Irememberthatsomeof my co es on this side voted against 
it, as they had the right todo. But I say that the River and bor 
Committee, rightfully or wrongfully—rightfully, if you please—since 
they have had complete control of the appropriations contained in the 
bills reported by that committee have been largely increased. I speak 
of this not to find fault with that committee, but merely to show the 
natural tendency of magnifying a specialty. This tendency pervades 
all animalcreation, A hen with one chicken makes more fuss than one 
with a dozen chickens, 

How is it under the Committee on Appropriations if you will take 
from it the pomer to report legislation? It reports its appropriation 
bill after a investigation of the law and estimates. us take 
the Post-Office appropriation bill for instance. It is from 
the committee, and from the moment it is reported for consideration 
by the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union the 
Post-Office Committee, being familiar with that subject, having in 
charge matters of legislation touching the Post-Office ent, 
will take the bill as reported and dissect it and it will be ready when 
it comes up for consideration to move such amendments as it ma: 
deem n and insist upon their adoption; so it will be wi 
each of the other appropriation bills and with the committees having 
charge of the special subjects embraced in the provisions of those gen- 
eral appropriation bills. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. But they can not increase the appro- 
priation. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman says they can not increase their ap- 
propriations. Yes, they can, ae the majority of the House can 
show a law for it, and if there be no law for it they ought not to be al- 
lowed to increase the appropriations. Nor do I understand these new 
rules permit them to increase appropriations under like circumstances 
in the way of amendments to appropriation bills. 

So you see there are two great committees to audit and investigate 
these appropriations, and there is your legislative check. 

Let us for a moment make an a) iations committee of the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post- Under these —— rules 


Department, Thus it exhausts every function o: 
original jurisdiction is concerned for these 
committee in this House which can investigate or 
rules, by resolution or otherwise, the service of that Post- 
Office Department, so far as the j ction of the Pi Com- 
mittee goes, because nowhere else is jurisdiction given in reference to it. 

Why, if some gentleman would rise in his place and move an investi- 
gation, or ask for certain information as to the ent, it would go 
under another rule that is recommended here to the Post-Office Com- 
mittee, and it would depend on that committee whether it should be 
— back ATIDI z TAON te pos represen the ex- 

ve power tion, report appropria- 
tions for the service, vould be an autocratic committee without any 
check upon it with any other committee of this House. Now, I under- 
take tosay when you give a committee of that kind that kind of power— 
youmay put my Riend from eae conor ae upon it, or you may put 
my friend from New York [Mr. ] upon it, or the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. GIBSON], or the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL]—they t make fair appropriations this ses- 
sion, and possibly next session; but, as the years roll around, so sure as 
thesun rises, that committee, having exclusive jurisdiction of legislation 
and appropriations for that subject, would abuse its jurisdiction and 

its department. 

y, Mr. Speaker, when you come to select the committees which 
are to have charge of the business of the War Department, or the Navy 
Department, or of the Post-Office ent, I take it, sir, that it will be 

our duty to select able men, that have a knowledge of these different 
Departenstas and not only that, but men who are friendly, if you 
please, to the Navy of thiscountry, to the Army of this country, and to 
the Post-Office Department. You ought not, sir, to pick out enemies, 
and I do not believe you would do so. So when you have placed the 
power in the hands of the friends of these various Departments, and given 
them this exclusive jurisdiction of legislation, and of appropriations, 
you have at once this abuse ready to come into this House and from 
Con, to Congress to run riot, blossoming and bearing the fruit of 
bad legislation and inordinate ap riations, 

Mr. Speaker, much has been said in this discussion about the power 
of conference committees in ing the differences on the appropria- 
tion bills between the two Houses, Since the Holman amendment was 
adopted, before referred to, a bad practice in the appointment of con- 
ference committees has grown up. Prior to the Forty-fourth Congress 
in appointing the committees of conference the Speaker would select 
two from the Committee of Se ig ions and one from the ch ca 
departmental committee for the bill under consideration. way 
the knowledge and ability of two committees were utilized in the set- 
tlement of matters of difference between the House andSenate. Since 
the Democratic party came into power in the House ten years ago the 
practice, I believe, has been to all the conferees upon the money 
bills from the Committee on Appropriations, 


There is no other 
uire under the 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, there is one thing that I shall not do in the dis- 
cussion of this proposition—I shall not play the demagogue. I do not 
believe I would deceive anybody in this House if I attempted it. If 
I say that I am the superior in some respects touching certain matters 

. of legislation to some gentlemen on the floor of this House, I stand 
here to say at the same time that I am satisfied other gentlemenon the 
floor of the House are my superiors touching many matters of legisla- 
tion. And yet one would suppose to hear some of the speeches upon 
the other side that all men were cast in the same mold and had the 
same attainments. 

I have frequently regretted, and in my earlier legislative life was 
somewhatdisgusted, that I did not have some commanding committee 
positions. I never heard my distinguished friend from Maine [Mr. 
REED] take the floor upon any subject but that I did notfeel sometimes 
regretful that I could not crystallize an idea, if I had one, as he does, 
roll it up within my hands into proper shape and hurl it at the head of 
my opponent. But nevertheless I must take things as I find them. I 
have frequently regretted that I had not knowledge touching the rev- 
enues of this country, such as my distinguished friend from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. KELLEY] possesses, or my distinguished friend, the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. MILLS], who stands before me. 

Mr. MILLS. You have got it right at last. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. I knew well that I would get it right [renewed 
laughter], yet the Speaker has never recognized my tremendous knowl- 
edge, ability, and information touching the economic questions of this 
country and touching the revenues, nor has he ever seen proper to des- 
ignate me as a member of that great Committee on Ways and Means. 
What would the House say if I went around whining and saying that 
I am not the equal of the honorable gentleman from jerig e [Mr. 
KELLEY] or the honorable gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS], be- 
cause the Speaker has not placed me on that committee? Why Icon- 
fess that they have more ability and experience in that line than I have. 
And so it is, sir, all the way ugh these committees. 

One gentleman asked me to-day ‘when you, Mr. Speaker, were going 
to make up the committees. I turned around to ask a member of the 
Committee on Rules when you were going to do the work of i 
up the committees of the House. He answered and said that you coul 
not do the work now, because you did not know what the rules were 
going to be; you did not know what appropriation committees were to 
be provided, or whether the work of the Committee on Ways and Means 
was to be divided or not. Further, he replied, you must wait and see 
so as to get proper men to serye on the various committees as members 
and as chairmen for the transaction of the business of the House under 
the rules. That was a reasonable answer, and I have no doubt that it 
is the proper plan to pursue. The Speaker who would undertake to or- 
ganize the House without to what a member’s profession is, and 
what is his knowledge of law or want of it, his knowledge of commerce 
or want of it, his knowledge of ordinary business or want of it, his 
knowledge of banking or want of it, would, indeed, be a sorry Speaker; 
in fact, such a Speaker could be well with, because you 
could take one of the roa Sees him, shake up the names of all 
the members in a box, and let him draw out the members first who 
should constitute the Committee on Ways and Means, and so on 
through the list, if all members were equally competent for all com- 
mittees. Yet to listen to the remarks of some gentlemen one would 
suppose there is no difference in the make-up or attainments or experi- 
ence of members of this House upon any and all subjects. 

I had intended during these remarks to refer to some statements of 
eminent men, who have had service in the House of Representatives, 
touching the proper functions of a committee on appropriations and of the 
other committees. But I am admonished now by glancing at the clock 
that I have been talking for nearly half an hour, and I do not know 
that it is necessary to do so. Suffice it to say, the Congressional debates 
show that such men as Garfield, Kasson, Alexander H. Stephens, the 
present Secretary of State Bayard, Senators EDMUNDS, BECK, and nearly 
all others who have had experience or studied the questions connected 
therewith, all claim that no appropriations committee should have the 
power to report general legislation upon appropriation bills, and that 
there should be one great central committee that would unify the work 
of auditing these appropriations and would report them with all the 
benefits resulting from harmonious action. I send to the Clerk’s desk 
to be read a portion of an article written by Mr. Garfield and published 
in the North American Review in 1879. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


GENERAL LEGISLATION ON APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
zonas the most reprehensible method connected with appropriation bills 
has resulted froma change of one of the rules of the House ein 1876, by which 
ay general legislation germane to a bill may be in order if it retrenches expend- 


res, 

The construction recently given to this amended rule has resulted in putting 
A great mass of general } lation upon the appropriation bills and has so over- 
loaded the committee in of them as to render it quite impossible for its 
members to devote sufficient attention to the details of the appropriations proper. 

If this rule be continued in force it will be likely to bi down the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and disperse the annual bills to several committees so 
that the on on that subject will not be man: by any one committee 
nor in accordance with any general and comprehensive plan. 

It is of the first importance that one strong, intelligent committee should have 
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supervision of the whole work of drafting and A geen Pry shape the bills for the 
o 


ra antinori of public money. That commi t every tga to present 
to Congress and the country a general and connected view of what we may 
fairly call our budget, showing not only the of expenditures but the 
general distribution of revenue to the several objects to be supported. 

'To accomplish this work thoroughly and comprehensively is all that any one 
committee can do; and any attempt to pour, Senge legislation upon their bills 
will be disastrous, not only to general legislation by making it memaoni Seat 
incomplete, but especially so to the proper management of our fiscal 
This unwise rule furnished the temptation to the Democratic caucus to tack 
upon the two ef pa aT bills which failed at the last session of Congress the 
political legislation which has caused the extra session and has done more to 
revive the unfortunate memories of the rebellion than any political event of the 


last ten years. 
The true policy is to se all financial questions as far as possible from 


mere polities and b to their dischission and ent the best 
intelligence of all parties. sa: re 
JAMES A, GARFIELD, 


Mr. CANNON. I want to read a sentence or two from an article 
by the late Representative (and now Senator) Hoar, from theState of 
Maei usetts, 1n the L of legislatio see hjrn was his remedy. 

iscussing the m o islation and of making appropria- 

tions at very considerable length in this article, showing the disadvan- 

tage under which the House labored in making appropriations, he says: 

ae take another occasion to deal with the question of remedy for these 
e 


trived wth, 
eme. Still less would I urge a blind reverence for English examples, 

But if we could in some way secure a § er who should be Nhealitety. nde- 
agreat If the three committees, Ways and 

jg tions, and Banking and Currency, could be blended in one, as 
formerly, number of this committee to be at least fifteen, dividing its func- 
tions among subcommittees, the never himself to have charge of an 
pent apace bill, but to be responsible for the order of business of the House 
= ject of course to the control of the body itself, a great stepin efficiency would 


That is what that distinguished iamentarian and man has to say 
about the remedy. Instead of ing from nine to fourteen commit- 
tees of appropriation in the House of tatives, abolish the one 
you have and let the Committee on Ways and Means perform the 
functions of both, as it did from the organization of the First Congress 
down to the year 1865. 

Yes, Mr. Speaker, these rules are something more than mere theory; 
as Senator HOAR well said, they are a growth, nota scheme. They 
have been forming in the school of ex ce and necessity for nearly 
one hundred years in this country. In many ts they are like 
unto the procedure in the House of Commons, which was established 
in the conflicts between the King on the one hand and the Commons 
on the other, waged for over two centuries in the northern country; 
and now in the prejudices and conflicts of the hour, instead of applying 
the true remedy for your mistakes and vicious parliamentary practices 
of the last ten years, in the name of reform you propose to make re- 
form impossible; you strike off the provision you put on ten years ago 
and prohibit general legislation on appropriation bills, and then make 
many appropriation committees where there should be but one. You 
thereby make the approaches to the Treasury smooth and easy. You 

ive to each one of eight committees of appropriation, so far as the 
ouse is concerned, a key to the money vaults of the Treasury, with 
none of the ordinary or extraordinary checks usual in legislative bodies 
upon them. ‘There is, in my opinion, but one result possible—reckless 
and unjustifiable expenditure, 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I want to say a word to this side of the 
House. Ido not pretend to be a leader. I never thought I had that 
kind of power. I have always had plenty to do totakecare of my own 
vote. Still I have an opinion touching the creation of one or many ap- 
propriation committees. So I modestly want to say to my friends on 
this side of the House, if this action is to be had let the Democrats, with 
their 40 majority, consummate it. While I admit it would tend to 
give us a temporary party advantage growing out of increased expendi- 
ture—and in many instances objectionable expenditures—yet theadvan- 
tage would only be temporary. No party can have success worth hav- 
ing that is builded purely on the mistakes of its opponents. Success 
worth calling such either to individuals or parties is success that is won 
upon the merits—success that betters the condition of the country. 

Samson, being in the minority, overthrew and destroyed his enemies 
when he blindly and in blindness put his back to the pillars of the 
temple and threw it down; but he perished with them. 

A minority has its uses and duties in a legislative body. We are 
upon the watch-tower to point out and give notice of the mistakes of 
the majority, and, when called upon to act, act as we would if we had 
a majority—act right. In all methods of expenditure and accounting, 
in the preservation and perfection of rules for procedure, and of legis- 
lative checks, co-operate with any and all persons who are traveling in 
the right direction, for whatever party may be in power the rules of 
procedure should be the same. They are the implements, the tools by 
which appropriations and legislation should be shaped. Those that 
have been approved by experience and long use bring, in the hands of 
skilled men, shapely work. But confusion comes when the old imple- 
ments are thrown aside and new ones not tried in the school of expe- 
rience or necessity are substituted in their place. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, I had not intended to address 
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the House to-night, but I feel that perhaps I can express my thought 
on the subject more satisfactorily under the influence of the rous 
and able speech made by my friend from Illinois [Afr. herp than 


atin p oval nk tmararrade sty kp ter. ] 
For I wish to say that raga arr tmg precsely what antici- 
pated—he has given this House the fall osemath of all the argument 


which can be presented upon the side of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] has 
not that facility of utterance, that fervor of belief, that oratorical power 
which is possessed by my friend from Ilinois [Mr. Cannon], and the 
result in his case was that he gave us precisely the same line of objec- 
tion which he made two years ago to that freedom of general legisla- 
tion which he is ready to consent to here to-day. 

For the last three Congresses the representatives of the people of the 
United States have been in irons. have been allowed to transact 
no public business except at the dictation and by the permission of a 
pest coterie of gentlemen who, while they possessed individually 

more wisdom than any of the rest of us, did not all the wisdom 
oE M oA. [La ughter, I fully agree in the t which 
the gentleman from irginia (Mr. GIBSON ] has made of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, which has left us without a fortification, 
which has left us without a navy, which has in no respect responded to 
the needs of the country. 

I, for one, believe that an appropriation unnecessarily of a dollar of 
this country’s money for anything except the honest expenses of this 
Government is a shame that ought not to be 

And I, for one, also believe that the safety of this country is not in 
the hands of any one man or any set of men, but in the general virtue 
of the representatives of the people, backed and watched by the people 
of the country themselves. My experience is that the expenditures of 
the United States and the laws of the United States are in obedi- 
ence to the wishes of the people; and I believe that largest pub- 
licity, the widest discussion should be given to all such measures; and 
the first preliminary is to place the investigation of the accounts of this 
country upon the broadest ible basis. 

My friend from Illinois tr. Caxnow] has well said that when the 
right to legislate upon an appropriation bill is taken away, the com- 
mittee that reports such a bill to the Houseand the House that considers 
it are merely auditin “i, ga arerere is OET. How, then, shall 
we have them audited ? Shall it be by a single committee of thirteen 
or fifteen men, or shall these accounts be audited by different commit- 


tees? a rnan, Wo sere to my friend you 
pictured to y ves a board of grave and tleman, care- 

fully scrutinizing in fall committee each item, and member of the 
committee knowing all about what is on in the way of expendi- 


ture all over thiscountry. Oh, a that isa picture of an ideal 


they andit the accounts of this 
country? Why, they appoint subcommittees, each of which has charge 
of aparticular bill, And how many of the gentlemen outside of the sub- 
committees have you seen this audit in the face and eyes of 
the House of Representatives? Why, almost always the discussion is 
by the subcommittee alone. In other words, these gentlemen of the 
cree ogi tek be esol On thes eee ont tee. 
of Re resentatives can not be to do: they pareel out the audit- 
of these accounts to small committees of their own. 

y friend from Illinois says that there will be no check; that the 
power of legislation and the power of appropriation will be in thesame 
committee. He fc that there is going to be a great check in the 
increased intelligence of this House, in itsincreased information on these 
subjects. One department, so far as its administration is concerned, 
resembles in many respects other departments; and men who have been 
investigating the administrative character and nature of de- 
partments will require knowledge enough to enable them to act as 
igen on 


su over the other committees that is so much needed and so 
much demanded. 

Why should not these matters be disposed of by the respective com- 
ittees, they investigating the whole subject? How can they know 
what legislation is necessary unless they can go to the bottom of the 
affairs involved? And how can a man learn about the work- 
ings of this Government except by the aid of labor which he 
in investigating the expenses? What are the ? Theyarethe 
records of legislation, the records of theultimate act itself which we do. 

Hence I say there is an immense ad in having this House 
thoroughly informed as to the affairs of the country by increasing the 
number of men who will know something about these subjects. 


come upon them, that the way was going to be opened for something 
fecribie; all thes Aoro BIKIBI boonies 1E lacked the nice description 
which could have been given if ithad really existed, which was going 
to happen if the other committees of this House should be allowed to 
do any sort of work. But to-day he has not a single word to say in de- 
fense of that restriction of his of general legislation in this House which 
has prevailed here for three 

How have we stood under the old rule of the House of Representa- 
tives? Practically, we madealotof calendars. Thecommittees went 
to work, sedulously performed their duties, and deposited the results 
on the calendars; and then we had to have a two-thirds vote to get at 
even the few we could reach at all, with an appropriation bill flung at 
them even then if they were not satisfactory. There is the system of 
legislation or non-legislation we have had. 

I want to say that the system which the Committee on Rules now 
propose upon this matter, which has been somewhat lost sight of, is 
this: it is proposed that each of the committees during a second morn- 
ing hour, which is provided for, shall have power to call up any bill 
which they may designate upon the House Calendar or the Calendar of 
the Committee of the Whole, and continue the consideration of that 
bill during this morning hour on two successive days. If they can fin- 
ish a bill before the expiration of their two hours they can take up 
others. But if a bill runs beyond two a oe then, in order to prevent 
the clogging of unobjectionable legislation, such unfinished matter is 
placed back upon the Calendar, to be taken up in its order when 
reached; unfinished business being first on each Calendar, and each 
FE eng a in its order. 

For my I do not know that this afford to the House very 
great I do not believe that these rules as now proposed are a 
Ses Erike ie at te I do not believe that any system of rules 
can enable three hundred and twenty-five men to transact business 
like a board of mayor and aldermen. But this proposition will afford 
us some relief; and if it turns out not to furnish enough, I shall be 
found, as I always have been, in favor of the largest liberty which 
gives a majority of this House, representing a majority of the people of 
this country, a right to control. 

Some gentlemen have been kind enough to resuscitate a youthful ef- 
fort of mine, made when I was a member of the Forty-sixth Congress. 
“Why,” says some gentleman to you then said the Appropria- 
tions Committee was ee ee ; what sort of a 
person are you to say anything different to-day?” i 
half the extent of my offending against good sense. 
actually believed that our old rules, adopted in the Forty-sixth 
gress, were going to furnish a sensible way of transacting business; and 
I would hang my head in shame to-day if I had not had such good com- 
pany at that time. [Laughter.] 

I do not promise the members of this House whenever they listen to 
me to give them wisdom of adamant. I do not promise them I shall 
not change my opinion when I see good reason for doing it. I only 
promise that I will give them honestly what my opinion is at the time. 
They n] take their chances of itsbeing for eternity. [Laughter and 
applause. 

Mr. DIBBLE asked and obtained indefinite leave of absence for his 
colleague, Mr. AIKEN, on account of sickness. 

And on motion of Mr. MORRISON (at 4 o’clock and 35 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The fo! petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRADY: Petition of Waddy T. James, L. W. Morgan, and 
W. H. Dickinson, of Virginia, for pay for horses killed in the service 
of the United States in Franklin County, Virginia, February 18, 1884— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: Petition of James M. Smith and others, for 
relief of Chaplain Tilaka, United States Army—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

‘Also, petition of Ann Turner and George Kerr, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition for an act granting a pension to Sterne 
H. Fowler—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. HAHN: Papers relating to claim of Edward Davis, executor 
of Ezra Davis, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of John Dougherty, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL: relating to the claims of Abram G. Hoyt, of 
the heirs of Martin Webb, and of the legal representatives of Alex- 
ander H. Brown—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of John S. Chiram—to the Committee on Indian Af- 


But, after all, what I specially congratulate this House upon is that | fairs. 


at last we have succeeded in obtaining a unanimous House in favor of 
the transaction of some business other than the noble and lofty business 
of the Committee on Appropriations. Ever since the Forty-sixth Con- 
that has been the only business we have been allowed to transact. 
o years ago, my friend, the gentleman from Ivania [Mr. 
RANDALL], warned the Decaderaels p party that all manner of evil would 


Also, petition of Francis M. Oliver—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HIRES: Petition of Samuel K. Robbins and others, for the 
improvement of the thoroughfare between Townsend’s and Corsen’s In- 
ve; ee May County, New Jersey—to the Committee on Rivers and 
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By Mr. JAMES: Petition of Nathaniel Moody, a soldier of war of 
1812, for pension and arrears—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Isabell J. Ramsdell, for increase of pension—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: Petition of James J. Lipscomb—to the Com- 
mittee on War Clai 

Also, petition and papers relating to claim of W. A. Easton—to the 
same committee. 

Also, papers relating to claim of James C. Rudd—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of John Farley, asking payment of 
supplies purchased by the Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of E. B. Keck and 60 others, asking for 
the free coinage of silyer—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 


Measures, 
pa pertaining to the claimof Isaac A. Meyer—to the Com- 
‘ar Claims. 


Also, 
mittee on 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of P. R. Dabney, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of citizens of Kansas, against ion of 
silver the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Papers relating to the claim of Theodore J. 
Gillett—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, December 16, 1885. 
Prayer by Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


renee seared POTONE V wt 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will be considered ap- 
proved, unless objection be made. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I simply desire to call attention to a matter 
which may ap in the Journal as it does in the RECORD. I must 
have been unfortunate in my or else my remarks were not 

Ty heard. Therewas laid the Senate yesterday a communi- 
on from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in to a reso- 
lution of the Senate of the 8th instant, introduced by the Senator from 


Oregon [Mr. DOLPH J, areport of Captain Bixby, which was voluminous 


and of a . That report was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Coast Defenses. My was that that committee, when 
report the communication shall advise as to the importance 


of the matter therein contained, so that the Committee on Printing, when 
it shall come to them under the law, may have some guide to go by 
to whether it is essential to print the entire document. 

when the report shall come from the Committee 

matter will go to the Committee on Printing, thatit may investigate as 
nD PEES drat eighth htc ong: iri banat taal na Coat 
Defenses as to the advisability of its printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal is correct, and stands 
approved. 

DEATH OF VICE-PRESIDENT HENDRICKS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents resolutions adopted 
by American citizens resident in the City of Mexico in regard to the 
death of the late Vice-President of the United States. If there be no 
objection an order will be entered to print the resolutions, which are 
brief, in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

The resolutions were ordered to lie on the table and to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

IN MEMORIAM, 
: Whereas the soar mourns the Longe! Thomas A. Hendricks, one of Amer- 
Vico-Presiont of ie United Sunes aha eee omnia and 

Whereas we recognize in the character of our late Vice-President the realiza- 
tion of the highest type of American citizenship; in private life, a faithful friend, 
a E srl loved Aa hin hase A who Sany nin Toe a ie by 
jinas Bary inr piera even his most bitter o; 
sagacious, bold, and vigorous, manly and straightfo: 


; ments; asalawyer, 
of scrupulous fidelity to his 


the ear- 


ways true to 
and uncompromising in everythin; a the welfare of the nation. 
qualities elevated him to the Sanat i highest or within the gift of the people, 
and will cause him to live in history as one of the most inent figures in the 
annals y of emulation, 

its of the City of Mexico hereby express 
ed ewe ening freona ned in the de 

and pal can, 

ir heartfelt opea to tħe widow and family 
, humbly invoking assistance for their conso- 


of these resolutions be forwarded to the bereaved fam- 
furnished 


y, another to the United States Senate, and a third be The Two Re- 


i 
publics for publication, 
Mexico, November 28, 1885, 
J. MASTELLA CLARKE, Secretary. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of M. Krauskopf, 


HENRY R. JACKSON, Chairman. 


of New York, praying for the establishment, as a branch of the Post- 
Office, of 


the United States Mail Press for the free publication of 
individual opinion; also that the Government legislate for the protec- 
tion of the liberty of the press; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of J. I. Rodrigues, a citizen of the 
United States, praying for relief in the ease of Cirilo Pouble, a citizen 
of the United States, imprisoned in Havana, Cuba, since the 23d of No- 
vember, 1884; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 


Mr. DOLPH. I hold in my hand two memorials of the Legislative 
Assembly of the State of Oregon, one praying for additional appropri- 
ations for the speedy completion of the improvement of the Columbia 
River, and the other praying for an appropriation for opening a channel 
sufficient for navigation in the Umpqua River, in Douglas County, 
Oregon. One is addressed to the Congress of the United States, and 
the other does not appear to be so addressed, but is evidently intended 
for presentation. I ask unanimous consent, as the memorials are in- 
formal, to present them for reference to the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorials will be received and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petitionof S. D. J. Moore, of Jefferson 
County, Alabama, praying for such legislation as will remove the 
causes of taxation in this country and prevent poverty; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present the petition of Napoleon Wabasha, 
and 20 others, members of the Dakota tribe of Indians of the bands 
known as the Santee Sioux, praying that they may be permitted, inac- 
cordance with certain treaty stipulations, to enter under the land laws 
of the United States the lands upon their reservation, and that they may 
be admitted to citizenship by proper legislation in accordance with that 


treaty. 

The petition sets forth the history of the treaty with these peopleand 
the nof the Interior Department since thetreaty of 1869. It states 
all these matters very clearly and succinctly, and while I do not desire 
to encumber the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD with it, I do desire that it 
may be printed as a document. I therefore move that the petition be 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the petition of James McCallen, of 
Rock Rapids, Iowa, praying that he be granted a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR. Ipresentthe petition of Elizabeth Callas of Boston, 
Mass. The petitioner states that she committed tothe mails some 600 
copies of a book, of which she was the author, directed to Catholic insti- 
tutions of education throughout the country and other correspondents 
of hers, and that none of the books have ever reached their destination 
She claims compensation from the United States Government. I sup- 
pose that, although the petition may properly go to the Committee on 
Claims, yet as it involves a charge against the ce Department 
of negligence, which would seem to demand grave inquiry, if it be true, 
on the part of the proper committee, I think it had better go to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roadsif there be no objection. 

Mr. HOAR presented bea ppe of Adeline A. Coolidge, of Natick, 
Mass., praying to be allo the pension granted by act of Congress to 
Charles W. Blodgett, late of Company I, Fourth United States Artil- 
lery; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VAN WYCK presented the petition of John Kennedy, of Wash- 
ington, D. C., compensation for land taken from him by the 
Government during the late rebellion; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 63) for the relief of S. B. Cranston, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 487) for the relief of Emily J. Fardy, asked 
to be disc from its further consideration, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 59) to reimburse the several States for interest paid on war 
loans, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

BILLS. INTRODUCED. 

Mr. JACKSON introduced a bill (S. 605) for the relief of the estate 
of J. J. Pulliam, deceased ; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PUGH introduced a bill (S. 606) for the relief of the creditors of 
the Deposit Savings Association, of Mobile, Ala.; which was read twice 
hy its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 607) for the relief of H. M. Jones; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 608) to pay William F. Martin, of Mo- 
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bile, Ala., the value of one hundred half-boxes of tobacco illegally 

seized and sold by the collector of internal revenue at New Orleans; 

— was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
aims, 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 609) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Henry S. French; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 610) to provide for a building for 
the use of the Federal court, post-office, internal revenue, and other civil 
offices, and a United States jail, in the city of Fort Smith, Ark. ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, introduced a bill (S. 611) for the relief 
of William C. Spencer; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 612) grantinga pension to Will- 
iam Weightman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 613) for the relief of the 
heirs of Mark Davis, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 614) for therelief of the 
volunteers of the Fourth Regiment of Iowa Infantry; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 615) to amend an act entitled ‘An act 
granting a pension to James M en,” approved February 20, 1885; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 616) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Robert Cornell White; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PLATT. I know nothing of the merits of the bill, and intro- 
duce it by request. I move that it be referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. Í 

Mr. HALE. Iintroduce a bill by request; I am not committed in 
any way to its provisions. 

The bill (S. 617) to give the commandant of the United States Ma- 
rine Corps the rank of a brigadier-general of the Army was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 618) for the relief of Orville 
Horwitz, ee in trust of C. D. De Ford & Co.; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 619) to provide for the free and 
unlimited coinage of the silver dollar; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 620) to grant the right of way through 
the public lands for irrigation purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 621) to authorize a suit to settle 
the boundaries of the grant known as the Rancho Corte de Madera del 
Presidio, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 622) authorizing the issue of artificial 
eyes to soldiers, seamen, and others; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 623) to provide for the payment of 
bounty to certain discharged soldiers of the United States Army; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 624) to extend the laws of the United 
States over certain unorganized territory south of the State of Kansas; 
aren was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 

ic Lan 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 625) for the relief of Louis 
Garon from the charge of desertion; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MORRILL. I introduce this bill at the request of an attorney 
of this District, knowing nothing about the party, who seems to be a 
resident of Canada and is under an alias, and I know nothing about the 
merits of the question. I move that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. GIBSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 626) for the relief 
ofthe minor heirs of John W. King and Edward M. Lane, of Warren 
County, State of Mississippi; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 627) relating to the Court of Com- 
missioners of Alabama Claims; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 


diciary. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 628) authorizing the Secretary of the 
to compensate clerks and employés for extra work performed 
in the exchange of bonds in the Department; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 629) declaring certain 
sons entitled to pensions, fixing the rate and regulating the proof in 


certain cases; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 630) to provide for determining 
the existence and removal of inability of the President to di the 
powers and duties of his office; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 631) for the relief of Francis Scala; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


He also introduced a bill (S. 632) to provide for the settlement of the 
estates of deceased Kickapoo Indians in the State of Kansas, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 633) to change the name of Uniontown 
to Anacostia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 634) relating to sales for taxes in the 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 635) to provide for the purchase 
ofthe Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan Ship Canal and harbor of refuge, 
connecting the waters of Green Bay with Lake Michigan, in the State 
of Wisconsin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill S 636) ting a pension to Eliza- 
beth L. W. Bailey, widow of Col. Davis W. Bailey; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 637) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Hudson, N. Y.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 638) ting a pension to Mary G. 
Walker; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 639) for the relief of L. S. Ensel; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. PUGH introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 13) in relation to the 
claim made by Dr. John B. Read against the United States for the al- 
leged use of projectiles claimed as the invention of said Read, and by 
him alleged to have been used pursuant to a contract or arrangement 
made between him and the War Department, and for which no com- 
pensation has been made; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 14) authorizing the 
appointment and retirement of Samuel Kramer as a chaplain in the 
Navy of the United States; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DAWES. I introduce the joint resolution by request. Idonot 
know anything about the merits of the case and do not desire to becom- 
mitted one way or the other. I move that the joint resolution be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, with the accompanying papers. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. GIBSON. I ask to change the reference of Senate bill 568, re- 
ferring the joint claim of T. Alonzo Walker and Augusta C. Todd for 
proceeds of cotton to the Court of Claims for adjudication, which was 
introduced by me yesterday and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
I desire now that that committee be di from its consideration 
and that it be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made, if there be 
no objection. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. JACKSON, it was : 
|, That the papers in the case of J. J. Pulliam's estate be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Claims, 
On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, it was 


eet agg Meigen the papers in the claim of Alexander Swift & Co. and Alexander 
Swift & and the Niles Works be taken from the files and referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 


On motion of Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of William C. Spencer (S. 662, Report No, 
654, second session Forty-sixth Congress) be taken from the files and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, there having been no adyerse report or ad- 
verse action thereupon. 


CONSULAR FEES. 


ThePRESIDENT protempore. ‘‘Concurrentor other resolutions”? are 
now in order, and the Chair, under the rule, lays before the Senate the 
resolution which was submitted yesterday by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BECK] and laid over. The resolution of the Senator from 
Kentucky will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and he hereby is, re- 
quested to cause inquiry to be made, and to inform the Senate, whether or not 
any consular officer or commercial agent of the United States is now, or has been 
since 1868, personally interested in, or benefited by, the fees paid to the notarial, 
consular, or commercial officials of any other nation for oaths administered or 
verifications made on invoices d to the United States; and if any are or 
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have been so interested or benefited, to report the amount of such benefit or in- 
terest as to each officer or agent. 


Mr. INGALLS. Who introduced the resolution ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Beck], yesterday. It lay over under the rule, and comes up in order 
this 


m ý 

Mr. BECK. Iwill state the object I have in view in calling for this 
information. We have been for several years endeavoring to build 
up our carrying trade by lightening the burdens on our commerce. 
This was aided very much in the last Congress by the bill introduced 
by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. More is still needed. Iin- 
troduced a bill yesterday poe the charge of more than two and 
a half dollars for the authentication, certification, or any other steps 
taken toward the verification of invoices on coming to this 
country, which I think will still further reduce the present burdens and 
enable us to compete more successfully with the e of other countries, 

I have information, upon which I think I can rely, that many of our 
efforts have been and are still rendered less useful than they other- 
wise would be by the practice of our consular agents, in cases where they 
can not legally charge fees, obtaining the consuls of other countries to 
aid in the necessary certification and make charges in which our officials 
share. Idesire toputanend to that practiceifIcan. Ifmyinformation 
is not correct, so much the better; if it is true, if these things are done, 
then I desire to amend the bill I offered on yesterday, and send the 
amendment to the Committee on Commerce to see if we can not pass 
some law to stop these practices. That is all there is in it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not see precisely why it is necessary for the 
Senator from Kentucky to provide for this information running back 
to a period as far as 1868, It seems to me that will require the exam- 
ination of a great many accounts of consuls and a very large corre- 

. spondence that would be utterly ineffectual for the purpose which the 
Senator has in view. Iam in entire Sosy. with him. 

Mr. BECK. Let it run back to 1878, then. Idonotcare. If the 
practice has been existing and still exists, if it has become a long-con- 
tinued and chronic one, I desire tltat to be shown; but perhaps 1878 
will do as well as 1868. I do not care. 

Mr. ALLISON. It seems to me that this information may be had 
in a general way without requiring it in detail. The Secretary of the 
Treasury in his report calls attention to the fact that in this indirect 
manner many consuls have added, or at least he supposes they have 
added, to their com tion. 

Mr. INGALLS. Im ly? 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, that is the inference in the reportof theSec- 

of the . Certain consuls at certain ports, according to 
the statement of the tary of the Treasury, have been in the habit 
of haying notaries outside of their offices, or at least not connected with 
their offices, to make the necessary ification and charge a fee for it. 
The implication of the resolution is that the consular officers have di- 
vided the fees with those notaries. It seems to me it will be exceed- 
ingly difficult for any officer, either the Secre of State or the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, to inquire of foreign notaries and get an accurate 
statement of the amount of fees they have divided with our consuls. 
So I think the inquiry will be rather a difficult one and hardly neces- 
sary for the purpose indicated. 

I am perfectly willing myself that the proper committee, the Com- 
mittee on Commerce or whatever committee has care ps of this subject, 
should report the bill snaceie. by the Senator from Kentucky, that the 
sum of $2.50, if that be the sum, shall constitute the entire fee. I do 
not think it is very important that the notaries in foreign countries 
should be required to take the affidavit of manufacturers; I doubt 
whether it is very important in any view to take their evidence; butif 
the Senator from Kentucky is anxious to have this inquiry made, I do 
not know that I shall interpose any objection. 

Mr. BECK. The bill I introduced yesterday reaches that branch of 
it, and I only desire, as it is a very bad practice, to have it broken up. 
The Secretary of the Treasury in his report does suggest—he does not 
argue elaborately—that the condition of things I seek to prevent is now 
going on and has been for years. If itis, or has been, we ought to find 
some way to stop it. Iam not seeking to expose any particular per- 
sons. I have no information to the effect that any particular man is 
guilty; I do not propose to intimate that I have; if any one has done so 
in times gone by I do not specially desire to prove that he has been 
guilty of anything wrong. I only desire that the practice shall be 
sto 


© PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
modify his resolution? 

Mr. BECK. Make the date 1878 instead of 1868, or any other reason- 
able year. I do not care. 

Mr. INGALLS. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Kentucky, 
assuming that notarial and consular and commercial fees have been 
paid as is implied in the resolution, whether there is any violation of 
a statute or existing regulation on the subject in their so doing ? 

Mr. BECK. I think it is a violation of our existing regulations for 
our commercial agents or consuls to go into partnership in fees or any- 
thing else with the consuls or commercial agents of foreign nations, and 
they ought not to be allowed to do indirectly what they can not them- 


selves do by law. I think these things have been done; perhaps they 
are being done now. Ifso, we ought to endeavor to stop the practice, 

Mr. INGALLS. this is to be an inquisition for partisan purposes, 
directed to the action of officials appointed under previous Administra- 
tions, it requires some examination before it is adopted by the Senate, 
saat will therefore move that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, which I believe would be the appropriate commit- 
tee for its consideration and report. 

Mr. BECK. I have only this to say: I have no partisan purpose in 
offering the resolution and desiring to obtain the information. If the 
Senator from Kansas or anybody else thinks that any one appointed un- 
der a previous Administration is liable to be affected by it and that he 
can send it to a partisan committee to keep us from obtaining the in- 
formation, I shall call for the yeas and nays on the motion of reference 
and see whether that information is to be thus withheld. 

Mr. INGALLS. I did not assume that this was intended for any 
partisan pu for it relates to a subject concerning which I am ab- 
solutely without information; and therefore, for the purpose of en- 
abling m to vote intelligently, I asked the Senator from Kentucky 
whether it was his understanding, admitting the assumptions in the 
resolution to be true, that there had been any acts committed in viola- 
tion of existing statute or existing regulationsof law. He said that he 
supposed there were such alleged violations; and he wishes to go backover 
a period of nearly a quarter of a century to ascertain if possible what 
has been done by Republican officials in violation of law. If the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky desires to make his inquiry for the purpose of re- 
lieving commerce from certain burdens which ought not to be imposed 
upon it, that is onething, and that could be accomplished by a different 
procedure from the one which is contemplated by the resolution. 

I, therefore, sir, repel any insinuation made by the Senator from 
aay ied that ae LEE is to po referred to be a ore 

‘or the purpose of inculpating or exculpating anybody. It e proper 
course to be taken after the averments which have been made by the 
Senator from Kentucky. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
refer the resolution to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DAKOTA TERRITORY. 
Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


toy. and demoralizing to the present Territorial go’ 
and administered under the authority of the National Government; and that 


n Mr. BUTLER. Iask for the immediate consideration of the resolu- 
on. 

Mr. INGALLS. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana objects. 

Mr. HARRISON. No, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
rule. 

Mr. HARRISON. I did not object. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask that the resolution may lie on the table and 
be printed under the rule. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair begs pardon. The Sen- 

ator from Kansas asks that the resolution lie on the table and be printed 
under the rule. That order will be made. 


DISALLOWED ACCOUNTS AND VOUCHERS. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to the 
Senate a list of claims, accounts, and vouchers against the Government, paid by 
disbursing officers or otherwise, which have been, since the Ist of January last, 
disallo by the accounting officers of the Treasury, together with a memo- 
randum in each case showing the reasons for disallowance; and what further 
action, if any, has been taken thereupon ; and also copies of all written opin- 
ions and SPAA pe which have been rendered by any ofticer in such cases and 
of any explanations made by officials making or authorizing such payments. 


SEVENTH NEW YORK CAVALRY. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York, submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secre! of War be, and he is hereby, directed totransmit 
to the Senate copies of all o; orders and correspondence relative to the re- 
cruiting, enlistment, organization, history, and aii 2 of the Seventh Regi- 
ment New York Cavalry Volunteers, commonly called the Second Black Horse 
Cavalry ; also, to state whether an bounty has been paid to the enlisted menof 
said regiment, and, if not, upon what grounds such bounty has been denied, 


PRINTING OF SENATE RULES. 
Mr. FRYE. Ioffer the following resolution, and ask for its present 
consideration: 


Resolved, That there be printed in pamphlet form for the use of the Senate 
500 copies of the standing rules of the Senate, ther with the rules for the 
regulation of the Senate wing of the Capitol building. 


t 


The resolution goes over under the 
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DECEMBER 16, 


That is simply this pamphlet [exhibiting] and the edition is com- 
exhausted. The calls are veryfrequentindeed. The cost of it 
be less than $500, the matter being all in type now. I ask for 

the present csnsideration of the resolution. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 


tion. 

Mr. INGALLS. I wish the Senator would enlarge the number. I 
have frequent applications, not for the Manual, but for the rules of order 
and regulations concerning the parliamen proceedings of the Senate, 
from persons outside,and I think the number could be profitably doubled, 
if it would not go outside of the limit which is prescribed by the reg- 
ulations for printing without a reference to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. FRYE. I think if the number was made over 600 it would be 
obliged to be sent to the committee. 

Mr. INGALLS. Make it 600. 

Mr. FRYE. Lhaye no objection to making it 600. I think that 
would come entirely under the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be so modified. 
The question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had the bill (S. 118) for the 
relief of Alexander R. Lawton, of the State of Georgia. 

The message also announced that the House had a joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 1) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to use a 
portion of the contingent fund to fit up rooms for the Commissioner of 
Patents; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


NORTHERN CHEYENNE INDIANS, 
The PRESIDENT pro laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
I transmit herewith a communication of 10th instant from the Secretary of the 
mmissioner 


Interior, inclosing a report from the Co: of Indian Affairs upon the 
subject of the condition of the Northern Cheyenne Indians upon the Rosebud 
= i Neni, ras, = papier mee inadequacy of the appro; tion maa ove 
eir su; ng the curren Ta yeenaoi regte ve au 
fore the of certa pints a not ee ‘additional priation, $ 
a pro on does volve any o ap an 
sia ee for the authority recommend 


the ik pean urgent. I 
the matter to the early and favorab Nr ee Oa 
EXECUTIVE Massioy, December 14, 1835. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senate to the reference of this message of the President. In the absence 
of any motion it will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The message was ordered to be printed and referred to the Commit- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

THE COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 


The PRESIDENT pro e. The Chair will call the attention of 
the Senate to a discrepancy between the law and the rules of the Senate 
in respect to the appointment of the Committee on Printing, and will 
ask the Secretary to read the section of the Revised Statutes upon the 
subject. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
tree mentors of fae ater pina Ere Peet 

ouse 
the pray who shall have the powers after = 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will also read the 
rule of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Rue XXIV. 
APPOINTMENT OF COMMITTEES. 
e unl 
Era e r ee Somer 
mittee, and then,by one ballot, the other members necessary te complete the 
same. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that un- 
der the rule the Committee on Printing would be legally organized, and 
that under the express power granted by the Constitution the Senate 
should have a right to prescribe the mode of organizing its committees; 
but to avoid a doubt that might arise as to the validity of contracts 
made under existing law the Chair will appoint the committee under 
the provisions of law, following the example set by his predecessor in 
the last The Chair appoints as members of the committee 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HAWLEY], and the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GOR- 
MAN], the same members appointed by the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall not interpose an objection if the Chairis follow- 
ER TESTDENT pretenpore The Chair is following the preced 

e % e Chair is followi e ent 
adopted by his seach schon z 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to say that I think it is very clear no statute can 
in the least limit or qualify the constitutional power of this body to de- 
termine byits rules in what modeits committees and other officers shall 
be appointed, and that I would be sorry to have the Senate recognize 


D. 


that question as a doubtful one by taking an; u any other 
theory than that of the absolute pia arih the Boonie eas the ques- 
tion; but as the Chair has made that point and I have entered this pro- 
test on my own part I shall let it pass. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The same question was presented to the person 
who occupied the chair at the last Congress, and he thought it wise 
and safe to adopt the course that the present President of the Senate 
has done. Agreeing entirely with what the Senator from Massachu- 
setts has said as to the inherent, the inalienable constitutional power 
of each House of Congress to do its own business in its own way by 
its own committees of its own appointment, and that no statute of the 
United States can interfere with that power in the least degree, it still 
occurred to the President of the Senate in the last as doubtless 
it has to the President of the Senate at this session, that it might be 
competent for Congress in regulating the public printing to say that 
no money should be paid from the Treasury except under contracts 
made by the authority and consent of a certain board of persons ap- 
pointed in a particular way. Therefore, the fear of your predecessor 
was that there might be a trouble about the accounts for printing 
passed by a committee not named in the statute, the statutory com- 
mittee being the one whose certificate was necessary to pass the accounts 
at the Treasury. That is one thing, and it is open to considerable fair 
argument, I think, in support of the idea that has the power, 
in regulating the expenditure of public money in carrying on the 
public business, to say that that shall be done under such and such 
supervision or it shall not be done at all. 

While, therefore, the Senate would have a right to have a dozen 
committees on printing if it wanted them in spite of any statute that 
said it should not, when it came to the test as to what was the author- 
ity for expending certain public money, if the law had said that the 
authority must be six persons named by the President of the United 
States, if you please, or by the presiding officers of the two Houses, or 
whoever, it might be a different question. Owing to that difficulty 
your predecessor thought it fit to do what I think you have rightfully 
done to guard against any difficulty. 
PRESIDENTIAL SUCCESSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar is now in order, and 
the first bill on the Calendar will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 471) to provide for the performance 
of the duties of the office of President in case of the removal, death, 
resignation, or inability both of the President and Vice-President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. If there be no amendment offered the bill 
will be to the Senate. 

The was reported to the Senate without amendment. 


to the assas- 


successor. 
of introducing the following resolution on the second day of the session, 
December 6, 1881: 

That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and is hereby, instructed to 


inquire what legislation, if any, is necessary to into effect vision of 
the Constitution in case of the removal of thai President from office, or of his 
mi, or to discharge the powers and duties of the said 


offi = 
ability of both the President and Vieo President; and sald committee will re- 
port by bill or otherwise. 

It will be observed that the only substantial difference between this 
resolution and that offered the same day by the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. Beck] is that mine leaves off the preamble, which I considered 
unnecessary. Both, however, have the same end in view. 

Both resolutions were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The verbiage of the resolution of the Senator from Kentucky was ex- 
actly that of the resolution which passed the Senate on the 26th of June, 
1856, and which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
a very able from that committee was presented to the Senate 
through Mr. Butler, of South Carolina. That committee drew certain 
conclusions as to the law as it now stands, being the act of 1792, confer- 
ring the office, upon the death, resignation, removal, or inability of both 
President and Vice-President, first upon the President of the Senate, 
and second upon the Speaker of the House, and contrasted it with the 
proposition to devolve the office on the Chief-Justice, and also with 
the proposition to devolve it on the Secretary of State. Able as the 
report undoubtedly is, I am unable to agree with its reasoning or con- 
clusions. 

The subject of devolving the office upon the Cabinet was discussed 
by them, and the objection so happily covered by the pending bill was 
presented in that report, namely, that there might be a Cabinet officer 
who did not possess the constitutional qualifications for President, that is 
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to say, he might be underthe age of thirty-five years, or he might not be 
ive citize stat That was discussed. 


a native citizen of the United States. In fact there 
has been one Cabinet officer (Mr.Schurz),notanative of the United States, 
since I have been in the Senate. Their conclusion was that the office 
might properly, in the case mentioned, go to the Chief-Justice. I differ 
widel 


y- 

The resolution of the Senator from Kentucky and that of myself, to 
which I refer, were presented, as I have stated, on the 6th of December, 
1881. On the 8th of December, two days thereafter, Mr. Garland, 
of Ar introduced a bill to remedy the existing evil. Thetheory 
of the bill of the then Senator from Arkansas was precisely that of the 
bill under consideration, but devolved the office, in the contingency of 
the death, tion, removal, or inability of both President and 
Vice-President, first upon the of State and next upon the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and I believe the bill stopped at that point, 
as that distinguished Senator and able lawyer evidently t that 
ample provision was made by the designation of the two chief officers 
of the Cabinet. - 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Texas will allow me, I will state 
that the substance of the pending bill was stated to the House of Rep- 
resentatives, I believe in the Congress between 1873 and 1875, in a 
speech there by a Representative from Massachusetts who is a near 
relative of mine and was formerly Attorney-General in Mr. Grant’s 
Cabinet. That I may not appear to shine in borrowed plumes at all, 
I will state that the idea of this measure I got from that speech of my 
brother. 

Mr. MAXEY. I surely donot endeavor to cast reflection any- 
body, but my purpose is simply to give a true history of what occurred 
in the Senate. I was not aware of what had occurred in the other 
House, as stated by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The first bill offered by the Senator from Massachusetts was during 


the Forty-seventh Congress, first ion, and was June 19 
1882. He offered a like bill (that having failed to enact a law) 
on December 4, 1883, Forty-eighth first and at the 
present Congress, on the 8th of this month, the same bill some slight 
amendments not of importance. 

So far as I have investigated, no steps had been taken in the Senate 


on this all-important subject since the passage of the Crittenden reso- 
lution, before referred to, in June, 1856, until the introduction of the 
resolutions of the Senator from Kentucky and m on the 6th of 
December, 1881, no plan, but seeking a plan from the Com- 
mittee on the Ju , followed promptly, as I have roe the 
8th of December, 1881, by the bill of Mr. Garland, framed on same 
theory as that now under consideration. 

Now, I desire to state that the investigation I made of this subject 
satisfied me that the clause of the Constitution of the United States 
which declares that in the event I have mentioned the shall 
designate bylaw the officer who shall the duties of President 
until an election can be had means an officer of the United States. That 
the President of the Senate is not an officer of the United States was dis- 
tinctly settled in the Blount case, and for the same reason the Speaker 
of the House is not an officer of the United States. Therefore the des- 
apan o E S O TO a vision of the 

itution. Senator Blount was impeached by the House of Repre- 
sail eves it one Of ts test years of tke grii telat iiit 
a events in one e a plea to 
the jurisdiction was filed by him here, in which he said in substance 
that the clause that the President and Vice-President and all civil 
officers of the United States shall be liable to impeachment did not 
apply to him, because he was not the President, the Vice-President, 
or a civil officer of the United States; that he held his commission from 
the State of Tennessee and not from the United States, and in no sense 
was an officer of the United States. That plea to the jurisdiction 
was sustained, and the articles of im ent went out. That was 
a conclusive settlement of the question that a Senator is not an officer 
of the United States, and for a like reason the Speaker of the House is 
not an officer of the United States, but an officer commissioned by the 
governor of his State, holding his election from a district of his State. 
That was the view I had on that subject, and it is proper to observe that 
the decision in the Blount case nearly ninety years ago has never been 
overturned; and it is also eons A Me from the Constitutlon itself, 
Tha rohibits an officer of the United States from being a member of 
either House. 

Now, in reference to the desi: of the Chief-Justice, as well as 
President pro tempore of the Senate, as indicated by the report of the Ju- 
diciary Committee in 1856, I call attention to Mr. Madison’s view in 
the ese in the First Tore i mp United States, as sona in the 
Annals of Congress, page 855; and if there is any higher authority than 
Mr. Madison on a question like this I do not ro fi it: sf 

Mr. Madison objected to the Chief-Justice, as it would be De Taye eg 


ciary and theexecutive. He objected tothe President tempore ` 
He will be a Senatorof some icular State, liable to spas ns by the State, 
es we a ore his office; he will hold two offices at once. 


x th states a of objections to Mr, Livermore's proposition. He 
thought Bad tnconetitutional, as it would, in its operation, deprive a State of a 


The presentation of these suggestions of Mr. Madison and Mr. Smith 


came about because the House of Representatives, in the bill which ulti- 
mately became the law of 1792, favored the designation of the Secre- 
tary of State as the officer to succeed in the event of the death, &c., of 
both the President and Vice-President. The Senate was in favor of the 
President pro tempore of the Senate and Speaker of the House. Itis his- 
torically known that at that time the House was in favor of and in sym- 
pathy with the policy of Mr. Jefferson, who was then Secretary of State. 
It is also true that the Senate was not in sympathy with the politics of 
Mr. Jefferson, and refused to accept the designation of theSecretary of 
State, and insisted on the President pro tempore of the Senate and the 
Speaker of the House, and the matter was finally settled in conference, 
and the law passed as we have it. 

It has been said on the floor of the Senate that we should pay great 
deference to the law of 1792 as it stands, because it has been on the 
statute-book for more than ninety years and was sanctified by time. 
Mr. President, there has never been an occasion in the history of this 
country, happily, where there was any need to call into exercise that 
act of and while we have had four Presidents to die in office 
(President Harrison, President Taylor, President Lincoln, and Presi- 
dent Garfield), and while we have had five Vice-Presidents die in office 
(Vice-Presidents Clinton of New York, Gerry of Massachusetts, King 
of Alabama, Wilson of Massachusetts, and Hendricks of Indiana), and 
in addition to these five deaths we have had one vacancy occasioned by 
resignation, that of Mr. Calhoun, who resigned as Vice-President dur- 
ing the first Adminstration of General Jackson, yet it has most fortu- 
nately and happily for the country ha that the President and 
Vice-President did not both die during one Presidential term. There- 
fore there has been no occasion for calling into exercise the act of 1792. 

But as to the sanctity of that act, it vanishes in the light of history. 
Itis of record from the pen of Alexander Hamilton himself, in his letter 
to Colonel Carrington, which I placed on record in January, 1883, that 
he was one of the men who prevented the Secretary of State (then Mr. 
Jefferson) being named as the provisional successor, and for the assigned 
reason that Mr. Jefferson had thrown his influence against him onevery 
occasion, and this was a fair opportunity to practice the doctrine of lex 
talionis. Those were not his words, but that was the substance. 

In a letter which was addressed by Mr. Madison to Edmund Pendle- 
ton, then governor of Virginia, dated February 21, 1792, pending the 
bill which became the act of 1792, Mr. Madison, then being a member 
of Congress, wrote as follows: 

The bill concerning the election of a President and Vice-President, and the 
eventual successor to both, which has long been depending, bas finally got 
See A be ETTA tna eo E A oc the cumming oust 
Toptan tatives. The text of the Constitution was not decisive, and the Nortli- 
ern interest was strongly in favor of the latter in tion. The intrinsie ree- 
titude, however, of the former turned the decision in both Houses in favor of 
the Southern. On another point the bill certainly errs. It provides that in case 
of a double vacancy the executive powers shall devolve on the President pro 
tempore of the Senate, and he failing, on the Speaker of the House of Represent- 
atives. The objections to this a ment are various: 

1. It may be questioned whether are officers in the constitutional sense, 


2. If officers, whether both could be introduced. 
3. they are by the Constitution, they KES gic grand have been 
there designated if contemplated for such a service, i of being left to the 


ive stations, and then incompatible fune- 

ibility will supersede those stations, and 
then, those being the substratum of the adventitious functions, these must fail 
also. The Constitution says, Congress must declare what officers, &c., which 
seems to make it not an appointment ora translation, but an annexation of mre 
office or trust to another oi . The House of Representatives proposed to =u ~ 
stitute the Secretary of State, but the Senate disagreed, and there being muca 
d in the matter it was not pressed by the former.— Writings of James Madi- 
son, volume 1, 1769 to 1793, pages 548 and 549. 


The letter to which I referred, of Alexander Hamilton to Colonel Car- 
rington, which is dated on the 26th of May, 1792, may be found in 
Hamilton’s History of the Republic of the United States, volume 4, page 
536. He there said: 

You know how much it was a point to establish the Secretary of State as the 
officer who was to administer the Government in defect of the President and 
Vice-President. Here I acknowledge, though I took far less part than was sup- 

I ran counter to Mr. Jefferson's wishes; but if I had had no other reason 
‘or had already experienced opposition from him, which rendered it a meas- 
ure of self-defense. 


The letter of Fisher Ames, in which he gave the same account of it as 
Hamilton, and in which he stated that the Senate had stricken out the 
Secretary of State because they were determined that he should not be 
‘king of the Romans,” is found in Mr. Ames’s works, volume 1, pages 
113, 114, as follows: 

The Secretary of State is struck out of the bill for the future Presidency, in 
case of the two first offices becoming t. His friends seemed to think itim- 


vacan! 
pae hold him up as king of the Romans. The firmness ofthe Senate kept 
ou 


In “The Life and Times of Madison” the same letter of Alexander 
Hamilton is referred to, and what was said about it may be found on 
page 223, as follows: 


That this decision proceeded meer: if not exclusively, from feelings of per- 
sonal and political enmity to the gentleman who then filled the office of Secre- 
tary of State, and the jealousy entertained of him by the friends and partisans 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, is rendered apparent by the surviving memo- 
rials of the time. Colonel Hamilton himself, in a letter to a friend of his, of 
nearly contemporaneous date with the transaction, acknowledged that he used 
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his influence, from motives of personal and political opposition to Mr. Jeffer- 
son, to defeat the amendment of the House. 


All these historical facts go to show that the act of 1792 was not the 
deliberate judgment of Congress looking alone to what was best, but that 
there was a fierce war going on between Alexander Hamilton, the leader 
of the Federal party, then Secretary of the Treasury, and Thomas Jef- 
erson, Secretary of State, and that this act was the resultof the contro- 
versy. Hence with me it has no sanctity whatever. 

I therefore look upon the question as presented fairly and squarely 
by the bill under consideration. Shall the provisional successor be 
taken from the line of the Cabinet or shall he be the President pro 
tempore of the Senate, and, if none, the Speaker of the House? Thein- 
efficiency of the present law we have found twice within a little over 
four years. When President Garfield was assassinated there was no 
President pro tempore of the Senate; there was no Speaker of the House; 
and when Mr. Hendricks died a few days ago there was no President 
pro tempore of the Senate, there was no Speaker of the House. As I have 
stated, there have been four occasions of death of President and five of 
Vice-President and one vacancy by resignation. Jt has happened—that 
is the proper word—that the death of both President and Vice-Presi- 
dent did not occur in the same Administration, but that was a mere 
fortuitouscircumstance. Suppose thatthe Presidentand Vice-President 
in the cases mentioned had both died during the same Administration, 
and without, as in the last two cases, any President pro tempore of the 
Senate or Speaker of the House, the country would have been without 
anybody entitled by law to take the position of President. 

While I do not believe that anarchy would have ensued, yet it is in- 
finitely better never to put any strain unwarranted by the Constitution 
or law upon the institutions of our country. 

It has been said that the President of the Senate and the Speaker of 
the House should be selected because they come from the people; that 
the Secretary of State and the Secretary of the Treasury, and so on, 
should not be because they do not. The President of the Senate does 
not come by election from the people of the United States. Ihaveshown 
that he is not an officer of the United States. He comes from his State 
and holds his commission from his State, and the influences, whatever 
they may be, brought to bear upon the action of a Senator in this body 
are brought by the people of hisState. TheS er of the House is not 
an officer of the United States, does not come from the United States by 
election of the people of the United States, but from the election of one 
of the districts in his State. The Secretary of State is an officer of the 
United States beyond all possible question. He is appointed by au- 
thority of the Constitution of the United States; he holds his commis- 
sion by and with the advice and consent of the Senate of the United 
States, and he is selected by the President, whatever may be the policy 
of the President, because he is in accord with the policy which the 
President proposes to pursue in his Administration. So that whether 
the President be a Republican or a Democrat, whatever he may be, itis 
carrying out the will of the people as nearly as it is possible for us to 
do should the unfortunate occurrence come about that we have no Pres- 
ident or Vice-President when we place in his stead a man whose poli- 
ties are in accord with those of the people as indicated by their elec- 
tion of President and Vice-President. Therefore, in my judgment, 
not only because these are officers of the United States, but because they 
are the proper officers, I believe that the provisional successor should 
come from that line. 

It has been suggested in the report of 1856 referred to that the Chief- 
Justice should be the provisional successor. Mr. President, the great- 
est calamity that ever befell the Supreme Court, in my judgment, was 
when a portion of its members were taken out of their proper functions 
as judges and placed upon the Electoral Commission. More stain was 
brought upon this high court by that among the American people than 
ever was brought by all other causes put together. Not that I say or 
intimate that the judgment of those five men was unconscientious, but 
it so happened that their judgment was in strict accord with their party 
affiliations. I want to keep that court absolutely unspotted and pure 
from any connection with the political or executive department of this 
Government, and to confine them exclusively to the judicial depart- 
ment. 

As I mentioned a moment ago, this bill contains a clause which re- 
moves one material objection to theformer bill. Itmakes the provision 
that the Secretary of State and the Secretary of the Treasury, and so 
on, shall have the qualifications necessary for President of the United 
States. That removes a serious objection; and while the line may be 
unnecessarily long, going through the entire list of the Cabinet, still 
that does no harm. It makes it next to impossible that the wheels of 
this Government can constitutionally stop for one instant; so that, al- 
though the President and the Vice-President may both die, the Secre- 
tary of State, the Secretary of the Treasury, and so on, still the wheels 
of Government shall be kept in motion so long as one of the Cabinet 
survives. The bill, in my judgment, is wise and proper, and provides, 
as far as human foresight can provide, against any probable contin- 

rency. 
nd Bat one question further do I care to discuss, and that is only for a 
moment. Shall the provisional successor, whoever he may be, hold un- 
til the next quadrennial election? I admit that the question is one of 


are doubt and difficulty. I have examined that point in all the 
ights that I can. The Constitution simply says that Congress shall 
erpa te the officer who shall hold until the disability is removed or 
an election shall be had. That isall the light we get from the Consti- 
tution. Itdoesnotsay when the election shall behad. But while there 
is great doubt in the minds of many enlightened lawyers and states- 
men in regard to the matter, the solution of that doubt by Congress will 
be accepted by all as a final settlement of the question. The weight of 
authority, in my judgment, leads to the conclusion that it was the de- 
sign and intent of the framers of our Constitution that we should have 
only quadrennial elections, and so I believe; that the elections should 
take place every four years; and if it was designed by the Constitution, 
as provided by the act of 1792, that this provisional successor should 
hold until such election can be had as is named in that act, it would 
break the entire line of our Presidential succession; it would change the 
organization of every branch of the Government at un times; 
everything would be turned topsy-turvy. I do not think that was de- 
signed or intended. 

It has been suggested in the report of 1856 before referred to that the 
Cabinet officers might not be proper, because it might be argued that 
their commissions expire with the term of the President appointing 
them. Ican not think so. A Cabinet officer is commissioned and his 
commission holds until his successor is duly qualified, and he remains 
an officer of the United States until thus superseded precisely like all 
othersthusappointed. And onthat point Iam glad to say that my distin- 
guished friend,agreatlawyer, the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS], 
coincides with that view, as I notice that he nods assent to the position. 
So you have absolutely and conclusively a provision to meet public ex- 
pectation by curing a defect, and, in my judgment, a wise provision, 
and in the right line, in the line of the political departments of the 
Government as intrusted to the Executive by the people. 

Mr. President, I have heretofore elaborated many of the propositions 
which I have briefly suggested to-day in the remarks I made on the 
14th of December, 1881, and on the 5th of January, 1883, reported in 
the RECORD of the next day in each case. I have only on this occa- 
sion deemed it proper to state historically the course of this bill so far 
as it has come under my observation since I have been a member of 
the Senate and so far as the records of the Senate show, including the 
report of the Committee on the Judiciary in August, 1856, by Mr. 
Butler, and to summarize briefly the leading points material to be dis- 


In my judgment we will signally fail to meet the just expectations 
of the people in providing against a great evil which, as the law stands, 
may our country at any time when Congress is not in session. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I do not propose to make a speech on 
this bill, but as the Senator from Texas has alluded to the fact that at 
an early day in December, 1881—I believe on the second day of the ses- 
sion—I introduced a resolution looking to a thorough investigation of 
this question—I desire now only to say that, having preserved a number 
of copies of the debate at that time, including the speeches of myself, 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY], the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. Anthony], the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Garland], and the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Jones], which were bound together in one 
pamphlet, I have caused copies of them to be laid on the desk of every 
Senator this morning, so that each can look at them for himself. 

I wish also to add that the most valuable part of the contribution to 
that debate, so far as I was concerned, consisted of a very elaborate and 
able paper furnished me by the very accomplished Reporter of the Sen- 
ate [Mr. Murphy], which contains the whole history of the difficulties 
attending the Presidential succession law as it now stands—a paper 
preceret with absolute impartiality and with great ability. As this 

ill will go to the House of Representatives, if we pass it, and as many 
of the gentlemen who have to consider it there may not have access to 
Mr. Murphy’s paper, I should be very glad if the Senate would allow 
me to have it published in the RECORD as part of my remarks. I do 
not care to take time toread it. If there isno objection I will consider 
that leave as ted. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator state what that paper is? There is 
no objection, of course; but we did not hear his statement of the paper. 

Mr. BECK. ‘The paper prepared by Mr. Murphy in reply to a note 
addressed by me to him on the 6th of July, 1881, four days after Pres- 
ident Garfield was shot, in which he reviewed the whole matter now 
under consideration very carefully and very elaborately. I think it 
will be well to publish it in the RECORD, so that gentlemen of the other 
House may have a chance to look at it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Brown in the chair). The Chair 
hears no objection. 

Mr. BECK. Iwilltherefore hand the correspondence to the Reporter 
for publication in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paper will be so published. 

The correspondence is as follows: 


LETTER OF SENATOR BECK, 


UNITED STATES SENATE, Washington, July 6, 1881. 
DEAR Sir: The attempted assassination of the President will uire a care- 
ful examination by Con of the constitutional and legal provisions relative 
to vacancies in that high office. I submitted to you on yesterday the remarks 
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of Mr. Crittenden in 1856, with afew s 
them to the Louisville Courier-Journal. Knowing how thoroughly = under- 
stand fand how keenly you appreciate the importance of this question, Lhope 
‘ou will give me your views in regard to the subject at your earliest conyen- 
ence, and oblige, 
Yours, truly, 


D. F. MurPHY, Esq. 


ions of my own, before mailing 


J. B. BECK. 


REPLY OF MR, MURPIY. 
WASHINGTON, July 14, 1881. 

DEAR Sim: Your note of the 6th instant was duly received, and I proceed to 
reply as soon as a reference to the authorities of which I ke to you in our 
conversation has enabled me to verify my recollection of the ric 
I verbally stated to you. 

The only constitutional eager on the subject to which my attention is 
invited is found in Article II, section 1, clause 5. That clause provides for the 
devolution of the powers and duties of the President upon the Vice-President 
in the event of the removal from , death, resignation, or inability of the 
President, and proceeds to declare: 

“And the Con may by law provide for the case of removal, death, resig- 
nation, or inability both of the ident and Vice-President, declaring what 
oj shall then act as President, and such officer shall act accordingly, until the dis- 

ility be removed, or a President shall be elected.” 

The history of the insertion of this clause may be briefly stated : 

The Federal Convention, after discussion, gave — to its views of the 
principles on which the new government of the Union should be formed by a 
series of resolutions, which on the 26th of July, 1787, were referred to a commit- 
tee of detail to formulate in the form of a draught of a constitution. The commit- 
tee of detailreported a draught on the 6th of oe pc 1787. This report provided 
for the executive power being vested in a President and for his removal by im- 
peachment, and then p to declare : 

“In case of his removal, as aforesaid, death, Nee, bose or disability to dis- 
charge the powers and duties of his office, the President of the Senate shall ex- 
ercise those powers and duties until another President of the United States be 


chosen, or until the disability of the President be removed,” 

When this report was e no provision had been made for a Vice-President, 
nor does a proposition for such an officer a) rto have been broached. When 
this clause came up for consideration, on the 27th of August, Mr. n re- 


cords the proceedings as follows: 
“ The clause for removing the President on impeachment by the House of Rep- 


resentatives and conviction in the Supreme Court of treason, bri! or corrup- 
tion, was iy ne nem. con., at the instance of Mr. Gouverneur Morris, who 
thought the tribunal an improper one, particularly if the first judge was to be of 


council. 
uverneur Morris objected also to the President of the Senate bein; 
copa doeniarcs tothe President, and suggested a designation of the Chief- 
ice, 

“Mr. Madison adds, asa ground of objection, that the Senate might retard the 
appointment ofa President, in order to carry points while the revisionary power 
was in the president of their own body; buts that the executive powers 
cory KTAS be administered by the persons composing the council to the 

ent. 


the pey 
‘Mr. 


5 “Mr. Williamson suggested that the Legislature ought to have power to pro- 
_ Vide for occasional successors, and moved that the last clause of cle X, sec- 
tion 2, relating to a provisional successor to the President, be med. 


- “Mr. Dickinson seconded the 
What is the extent of the term ‘ 

“The postponement was 
5 of Elliott's Debates, pages 480 and 481. 

Several other clauses of the article relative to the Executive were postponed, 
and finally the Lien: arog clauses were on the 3ist of August referred to a com- 
mittee of eleven. This committee, on the 4th of September, made a report, in 
which the Vice-President first appeared, and it also provided for his assuming 
the powers and duties of the President in the event of his removal, death, ab- 
sence, ion or inability, but made no provision for the event of a vacancy 
in both offices. After thisreport was to the omission just referred to was 
supplied on the 7th of September upon the motion of Mr. Randolph, The pro- 
ceedings on that point are thus recorded by Mr. Madison: 
‘olph moved to insert in the first section of 


ement, remarking that it was too vague. 
ility,’ and who is to be the judge of it? 
to, nem. con.”"—The Madison Papers, volume 


“Mr, Rand the report made yester- 
day the following: 
“*The islature may declare by law what officer of the United States shall 


act as President in case of the death, resignation, or disability of the President 
and MÉ est a pep nero such officer shall act accordingly until the time of elect- 
ing a President shall arrive.’ . 

* Mr. Madison observed that this, as worded, would prevent a supply of the 
vacancy by an intermediate election of the President, and moved to substitute 
* until such disability be removed or a President shall be elected.’ 

“Mr. Gouverneur Morris seconded the motion; which was to, 

“It seemed to be an objection to the provision, with some, that, according to 
the process established for choosing the Executive, there would be difficulty in 
effecting it at other than the fixed poo ; with o! that the hey iann was 

the United . They 


restrained in the temporary appointment to ‘ officers’ 
wished it to be at liberty to appoint others than such. 

“On the motion of Mr. Randolph, as amended, it passed in the affirmative,”— 
The Madison Papers, volume 5 of Elliott's 520 and 521, 

This amendment, after undergoing the scrutiny of the committee on revision 
en nyie is substantially the provision already quoted as contained in the Con- 

ution, 

In the First Congress an attempt was made in the House of resentatives 
to execute the power thusconferred. On the 20th of , 1790, * Mr. Ben- 
son, from the committee appointed for the purpose, presented a bill declaring 
the officer who, in case of vacancies both of the offices of President and Vice- 
President of the United States, shall act as President,” and the bill came u 
for discussion on the 10th of January, 1791. The committee's bill as repo 
left a blank for the name of the officer to be designated, A motion was made 
to fill the blank with “the Secretary of State.” Suggestions were made for fill- 
ing it with “ the Secre of the Treasury,” with “the Chief-Justice,” with “ the 
President pro tempore of the Senate,” and with “the Speaker of the House;” 
but, after considerable discussion, no conclusion was ed,and an adjourn- 
ment was had without any result. The debate was resumed on the 13th of Jan- 
uary, when the same contrariety of opinion was manifested, and finally, sev- 
eral members suggesting that there was no necessity for immediate action, the 
subject was postponed and was not resumed du that Congress. 

When the Second Congress met, October 24,1791, it was important to make 
early provision relative to the choice of electors who were to make the second 
election of President during the ensuing year, and early in the session the Sen- 
ate appointed a committee “to report a bill determining the time of choosin; 
the electors of President and Vice-President and the day on which the shall 
give their votes, and prescribing the mode of transmitting the votes to the seat 
of Government.” This committee reported a bill on the 15th of November, and 
on the 23d of that month the bill, being under consideration, was recommitted, 
and the committee “ instructed to report a clause provision for the ad- 
ministration of government in case of vacancies in the offices of President and 


Vice-President.” 
amendments, which were agreed to, and 
On the 30th of November it was read the third time and passed, with the nini 


The bill was reported on the 28th of November with 


e bill ordered to a third readin; 


ms substantially as they now appear in the act of March 1, 1792. 
As at that time the Senate sat with closed doors, there is no record of the rea- 
sons which induced it to provide in the ninth section of this bill for the Presi- 
dent of the Senate pro for. me or, in case there should be none, the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives, acting as President in the event of the removal, 
death, resignation, or inability both of the President and Vice-President of the 
United States, nor isthere any record of the reasons why this subject should have 
been btm in the same bill with the provisions relative tothe choice of electors 
and the mode of casting and counting their votes. 
The bill was received by the House of Representatives on the 30th of Novem- 


ber, ebay edd read the first time on the Ist of December, and on the 21st of De- 


cember the House in Committee of the Whole proceeded to considerit. A motion 
was to strike out the ninth section upon the ground that it was not ger- 
mane to the urpose of the bill. This motion being negatived, it was then 


main pi 

moved to strike out the words *' the President of the Senate pro tempore, and in 
case there should be no President of the Senate, then the § r of the House 
of Representatives for the time being,” and the question of the competency of 
these officials for the position was discussed; but the account of the discussion 
in the Annals of Co’ is neste meagerand unsatisfactory, On the 2d of Jan- 
uary, 1792, the Co ittee of the Whole voted upon the question, and the motion 
tostrike out wasnegatived. Amendments having been made to the prior clauses 
of the bill, it was reported to the House, andthe motion to strike out the ninth 
section being renewed, the question was divided. On the motion to strike out 
“the President of the Senate pro tempore” the vote was yeas 24, nays27. Among 
the yeas were three members who had been delegates to the constitutional con- 
vention, viz: Messrs. Baldwin, Fitzsimons, and Madison, while in the negative 
was the name of but one member who had served in the constitutional conven- 
tion, Mr. Gilman, Then the question being put on striking out the words “and 
in case there should be no President of the Senate then the ker of the House 
of Representatives for the time being” the vote was yeas 26, nays25, Therecord 
adds: ** The bill was then laid on the table.” It is evident that these votes had 
placed the bill in a very unsatisfactory condition. It was taken from the table 
on the 6th of January and recommitted to a Committee of the Whole House. 
Its consideration was resumed on the 9th of February, when the ninth section 
was stricken out, and on the following day the blank thus made in the bill was 
filled by a provision in these words: 

“ And be it further enacted, Thatin case of removal, death, resignation or inability, 
both of the President and Vice-President of the United States, the Secretary of 
State, for the time being, shall act as President of the United States until the 
disability be removed or a President shall be elected.” 

When the bill was reported from the Committee of the Whole the amendment 
striking out the ninth section of the Senate bill was concurred in by a vote of 32 
yeas to 22 nays, and in the ative are recorded the names of four members 
who had been in the constitutional convention, while in the negative is not the 
name ofa enpe member who had served in that body. The amendment sub- 
stituting for section the provision designating ‘‘ the Secretary of State” was 
then agreed to without a division. On the 14th of February the bill was further 
considered, but no allusion seems then to have been made to this portion of it, 
and on the 15th of February it was passed by the House with amendments. 

On the return of the bill to the Senate the amendments of the House were all 
agreed to on the 20th of February, 1792, with the exception of that to the ninth 
section, desi, ng who should act as President in the event of a Mopeway dls 
the offices of Presidentand Vice-President, and to this amendment the Sen- 


ate disagreed. 

The difference between the two Houses was thus narrowed down to this single 
question, and the bill being returned to the House of Representatives, a motion 
was made on the 2lst of February that the House e from its amendment, 
and this motion was agreed to by a vote of yeas 31, nays 24. Among those who 
voted for receding were two members who had been in the constitutional con- 
vention, the name of one of whom, Mr. Dayton, does not appear in the pre- 
vious votes on this osoa; the other being Mr. Fitzsimons, who had pre- 
viously voted with Mr. Baldwin, Mr, Gilman, and Mr. Madison, w. latter 
three still adhered to their position. 

The report of the debates on this bill isso brief and unsatisfactory as to leave 
much room for surmise as to the motives which actuated members. A refer- 
ence, however, to the current history of that day proves that many men were 
actuated more by their feelings in regard to the particular persons occupyi. 
the stations whose occupants were named to filla possible vacancy in the |- 
i E by the mere consideration of the stations themselves. Perhaps this 
is well illustrated by a few extracts from the writings of one of the most promi- 
nent leaders of the Federal party at that day in Congress. Soon after the de- 
bate in the First Con; , aboye referred to, Mr. Ames, in a letter to Thomas 


Dwight, under date of January 24, 1791, having spoken of various measures 
pendingin Con; , proceeded to say: 
“On a late de on the bill to provide what officer shall act as President 


when the two first offices shall be vacantithe ambition of Mr. Jefferson's friends 
was disclosed. They contended for him with zeal. That will have its share in 
the business of the session. All this is inter nos. '™—Life and Works of Fisher 
Aman Perse Brown & Co.'s edition of 1854, volume 1, page 93. 
And again, after the bill pending in the Second Co had been disposed 
ted February 23, 1792, 


of by the two Houses, in a letter to Thomas Dwight, 
Mr. Ames said : 
“The Secretary of State is struck out of the bill for the future Presidency in 
case of the two first offices becoming vacant. His friends seemed to think it 
important to hold him up as king of the Romans, The firmness of the Senate 
= him out, ”—Ibid., page 114. 

‘he bill, having been agreed to by both end hg ip alaw by the re 
of President Washington on the Ist day of March, 1792, and has since remained 
on the statute-book entirely unaltered, except temporarily in 1877, as to some 
of the electoral provisions, but in the now under consideration it has 
never been changed inany particular. Its provisions are now embodied in Title 
III of the Revised Statutes, and the particular sections of that title which em- 
brace the ninth and tenth sections of the act of March 1, 1792, are sections 146, 
147, 148, and 149, Section 146 provides: 

“In case of removal, death, resignation, or inability, of both the President 
and Vice-President of the United States, the President of the Senate, or, if there 
is none, then the Speaker of the House of Representatives for the time being, 
shal] act as President until the disability is removed or a President elected.” 

Here, in passing, I must notice the fact that the revisers of the statutes, inem- 
bod the act of 1792 in their revision, designate the presiding officer chosen 
by the ate as “the President of the Senate,” omitting the words “pro tem- 
pore,” which are used in the act of 1792, following the Co: tution. Brevity inthe 
ase of language is commendable in the draughtsman of a statute, but it should 
never be carried so far as to cause obscurity of meaning. Asthe Vice-President 
of the United States is made by the Constitution “ President of the Senate,” 
and it is only in his absence or when he exercises the office of President of the 
United States that the Senate is empowered to choose a President pro tempore 
for itself, I submit that where the law intends to refer to the latter it should em- 
ploy the proper constitutional designation. If the object of the revisers was to 
exclude unnecessary verbiage, it is difficult to see why, having stricken “pro 
tempore” from the title of the presiding officer chosen by the Senate, they should 
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retain the words “ for the time being” after “the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives.”” 


The which itself in the consideration of this enactment 
is, whether President of Senate pro or the Speaker of the House 
of tatives is such an oficer as, within the contemplation of the 
tion, can to act as President of the United States in the contin- 
gency provided for. Ido not venture to any doubt of my own in this 
respect, but merely to bring to your notice fact that grave doubt may exist 
Opon SENS poini, SE OTA uaatioes OE Sah. rAd poranna to8he piade nt ee 
country as is dangerous even to leave 


the succession to the Presidential office 

room for doubt. From Mr. 

fe sore pe eied ficer of the United States,” and in the debates in the 

as ol n 
before almost 


Man; 

ction then contended that may De o — a 

tatives, even though occupying the chair e ice o 

House, was or could be an “officer of the United States ” within the mean- 

ing of the Constitution. These debates occurred in 1791 and 1792. A few years 

thereafter, in 1798, the House of Representatives exhibited articles o peach- 

ment against William Blount, who had been a Senator from Tennessee. 4 

Blount presented by demurrer the point that a Senator was not a civil officer of 

the United States, and the Senate, sitting as a court of im; 

that a Senator was a civil officer of 

t. This hasever since been considered a decision 

stitution, and I presume the i ay fon Beceenenianive: 

e same reasoning would ap a ve. 

The ry Sew Constitution (Article Th section 4) is: 

. “The t, Vice-President, and all civi? o of the United States, shall 
be removed from office on impeachment for, and conviction of, treason, bribery, 
or other high crimes and misdemeanors.” 

If a Senator or tative is not “a civil officer of the United States” 
within the impeaching clause of the Constitution, how can he be an “ officer of 
the United States ” a designated to perform the functions of act- 
ing President of the United States in any conti: ? 

Bat suppose no constitutional question could 
are 


functionaries ever acting 
President should in the course of events arise. It 


eS ee O A aa E 
as the lawyers 


moet wage cba oe rea oe tempore of the 
be submitted to ithe Sor hie approval 
nited States. same 


changed 
If he should be called u 
United States still 


the provision is clear enough; but in case of the removal, di or 
of both President and Vice-President the officer designated then to act as Pres- 
ident is to so act “until * * * a President shall be elected.” 


here referred to is to be at the regular quadrennial period or a ion 
is to be held; but I am inclined to think, from the change in the 
of the text of the clause on the motion of Mr. Madison and from 


o 

remarks in the Virginis convention (2 o Debati; pige 10), the pur- 
pose was that the election of another President should ediately take 
pert med a por py oper Pte AE money Ea ony A yY, 


lectors on the first Wednesday in following a vacancy 


E 
a 
g 
Ẹ 
o 


in the offices of President and Vice-Presid: provided there be the of 
two months between the date of sotinestion Shieh ins DOAS ot AA 


——- e and the first Wednesday in December. 
y the Vice-P resident succeeds to the Presidential office, his term is ex- 
pressly defined to be the remainder of the period for which the President was 
elected. Title III of the Revised Statutes seems to proceed u; the assumption 
that the regular quadrennial elections of President are to be held notwithstand- 
ing an occasion for a special election may intervene. I can find no authority in 
the Constitution for the election of a President for a less period than four years, 
and if the occasion for a special election should eyer arise, it would, of course, 
the machinery of regular quadrennial elections, and this title of the 
Revised Statutes would need amendment to meet the case. 


on. 

I have thus given you the “ views ” called forin your note ofthe 6th instant; but 
Tassure you that my purpose has not been to advance any theories or conclusions 
of my own, rather gome practical considerations to su; it that there is grave 
necessity for action by Congress upon the question to w. you have invited 
my attention, and it seemsto me that I can not more fitly conclude than by using 
the words which were employed on this very same su! od on of the most 


= of your awn) s = the Senate nata z a 
` It greatly concerns the peace coun’ and perhaps the very existence 
of the Government, that the laws enacted by Ingress in pursuance of that pro- 


vision of the Constitution should be so comprehensive as to provide for any va- 
cancy that can possibly occur in the office of President, and so clear as to admit 
of no controversy nor any question of disputed succession to that high office.” 

I can not doubt that w. the attention of the National Legislature shall be 
directed to the subject its wisdom and patriotism will soon be able to devise a 
pe so comprehensive ” and “so clear ” as was thus indicated to be desirable 

y 


A den. 
I have the honor to be, truly, your friend, 


D. F. MURPHY, 
Hon. James B. BECK, = z F 
United Siates Senate. 


Mr. BECK. One other word. When that. debate was had, having 
introduced the resolution referred to by the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
MAXEY] with a preamble in the same language used by Mr. Critten- 
den, of Kentucky, in 1856, when he had a resolution of the same charac- 
ter referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and being impressed 
with the report made by the committee of the Senate at that time 
through its distinguished chairman, Mr. Butler, of South Carolina, my 
mind leaned in the direction of that committee’s report; but after a 
thorough investigation of the subject when it came to be debated here 
on the 9th day of January, 1883, I expressed my conviction that the 

resent bill, based on the bill of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Gar- 
], which was introduced by him a day or two after my resolution 
in 1881, was better and safer than the plan proposed in 1856. Therefore 


The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] said yesterday, and it 
has been repeated to-day by the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY ],that 
great difficulties might have been experienced by the country if both 
the President and Vice-President had died or been disqualified for office 
when this Congress met. We areconstantly in the face of dangers un- 
der the present law. Suppose that contingency had happened. One 
died; the other might have died. The Senate when it met two weeks 
ago found itself here with only 35 Republican Senators able to take 
their seats; 38 is a quorum necessary to do business. The people ofthe 
country had placed the executive authority for four years in the hands 
of the Democratic party. The Republicans did not propose to respect 
that decision and did not haveaquorum of their own members to trans- 
act business and elect a President pro tempore. The Senator from Illi- 
nois [Mr. LoGAN], the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR], 
and the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], who has not yet arrived, 
could not aid them. They were powerless to proceed with business of 
any sort. The question might have been presented at once whether it 
was the duty of the Democrats in this Chamber to help the Republicans 
elect a President pro tempore of the Senate, who should on his election 
exercise all the powers of President of the United States, or whether 
they should stand still and allow the Republicans to remain in their 
helpless condition and permit the House of Representatives to doas they 
did, elect Mr. CARLISLE Speaker by 178 votes, 16 more than a consti- 
tutional quorum of that House. If he had been once elected Speaker 
when there was no President of the Senate, a serious question might 
have arisen under the present law. He might have asserted his right 
to act as President even after the Senate had obtained a quorum and 
elected their President pro tempore and directed him to act as President 
of the United States. A serious complication might have arisen. I do 
not know what would have happened. For one, I would not have aided 
a minority in the Senate who had no quorum to put a Republican in 
that place in order to assume the position of President when on the 
same day a Democratic House of Representatives could elect a Demo- 
erat; and I doubt whetherany gentleman on this side would. Thatis 
one of the difficulties which might have confronted us seriously within 
the last few days. This bill disposes of all that; and whether it isthe 


1885. 
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best thing to be done or not, it is so much better than the present con- 
dition that I shall vote for it heartily. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I confess I am somewhat surprised 
at the observations of the distinguished Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BECK] on the question of whether it might or might not have been the 
duty of the Democratic minority in this Senate to absent themselves 
and prevent the organization of this body until the co-ordinate branch 
of the Legislature had been organized and elected a Speaker, and then 
raised the question whether the President of the Senate, if we ever got 
one, or the Speaker of the House should be entitled to administer the 
Government for the forty-five days, or whatever it might be, that thelaw 
provides shall intervene before another election of dent. 

I admit that it is within the capacity of the i and fa- 
mous party of which my friend is the ed leader to resort to 
revolutionary methods. I admit that it is within the capacity of a 
large minority of any government to become revolutionists and to at- 
tempt to break it up; but I should hope that the day would be a long 
way off before ane Comnexatis Senator, or Republican Senator if we 
were in the minority, would resort to any revolutionary method either 


of action or inaction, presence or absence, with a view to gain the 
political advan of dispensing the post-offices and signing the land- 
warrants during the interval of time between the occurrence ofa vacancy 


in the offices of both President and Vice-President and the time when 
by the law as it now stands a new President should be elected. 

I think all that fear, although it is stated very strongly now by my 
distinguished friend, is imaginary; I certainly hope it is imaginary; 
and I should doubt very much, sup we leave the law to stand as 
it does now, holding the reins of political power, as the executive office 
is, in the hands of one or the other of the two political bodies of the 
country, as the fathers left it until a new election could be had, that 
it would be fraught with any very great danger to the country. We 
ought to find some better reason for the of this bill than that. 

The fact that the Senate of the United States has failed on two or 
more occasions to do its duty in electing a President pro tempore before 
it adjourned I agree is lamentable. It ought never to occur again. I 
doubt if it will occur, whether this law stands or is repealed and the 
administration of the office is turned over to some other officer or not, 
for I thinkit is clear under the Constitution thatitis within the power 
of the Senate, as it is within the power of the legislative bodies of all 
the States I believe, to elect a President pro pt a or a Speaker pro 
tempore in view of a constitutional con: tis to occur or may 
occur; and itis not necessary that this body should be left i 
before it can provide by an order and resolution of its own who shall 
be its presiding officer when the Vice-President is absent from the chair. 
But I need not spend time in going into that. There ought to have 
been such a presiding officer. I have no doubt it was in our power 
when the Vice-President, Mr. Arthur, did not leave the chair, to have 
elected a President pro tempore to serve when the Vice-President should 
be absent from the chair. It was equally in our power to have done 
it last spring, but nobody thought of it in that way. 

I am sorry that we repealed the law which was passed in 1867, 
requiring the House of Representatives to meet and organize on the 
4th day of March, when the term of its members begins, for I believe 
in a Republic like ours, vast as it is, multiplied as its interests 
that it is fit and right that the representatives of the people of the 
United States in the strictest sense, the people as people and not through 
the organization of States, should be in a state of tion d 
the whole period of their term. I was sorry—and I believe I 
against it, as I certainly ought to have done—when we repealed that 
provision of law which for some two or three was in force, 
providing for the meeting and organization of the House of Represent- 
atives on the 4th day of each alternate year. 

If, therefore, I wereto regulate this matter (as I know from the pres- 
ent situation and from the opinion of a majority of the Senate I am not 
to do) orif I were to assist in regulating it, I should leave the substance 
of the law to stand exactly where it is now, but I should add to it by 
providing that the House of Representatives should meet and organize 
on the 4th day of March, when its term begins, so that the country would 
have four lives between the execution of its executive office and chaos. 
That would meet everything except a contingency that would not hap- 
pen once in a hundred thousand years probably before a new election 
could be had. That is what I would have, and I would have it upon 
the solid principle, which I believe my thatit was the intention and the 
necessary scheme of a government of the people that when a vacancy 
occurred in the office of Chief Magistrate whom the people had elected 
the representatives of that people, through its States and through its 
House of Representatives, should be the guardians of thathigh political 
office until the voice of the peoplecould be taken again in the selection 
of a Chief Magistrate elected directly, and that it was not their inten- 
tion and that it is not in accordance with thetrue philosophy of repub- 
lican and democratic government that the President of the United 
States shall be authorized to name the man who in case of his disability 
shall be President in his stead, and, as this bill has it, it may be for 
three years eleven months and twenty-nine days. 

It approaches in its nature to the exertion of a royal prerogative of 
"he Jing in his will or in some way naming the regent who shall per- 


form the functions of the executive office ina kingdom during the mi- 
nority of the heirapparent. Idonotbelieveinit. And this billin this 
respect of continuing the exertion of the Presidential powerin the hands 
of the Secretary of State, whoever he may be—and of course I am not 


speaking of persons at all, because I have a very high personal regard 
and respect for the present of State—but the continuing in 
his hands, or by another accident in the hands of some one of six or seven 
men, the absolute possession of the Executive office by designation of 
the President and his selection for almost the whole of a term of four 
gas; without any power in the States orthe people to change it or to 

ve a new election, is, with great respect to this committee, contrary 
to my ideas of good and safe republican government. 

Whatever may be the inconvenience—and it is an inconvenience—of 
having a new election changing the period of four years, its beginning 
and its termination, from the 4th of March of the odd years to the 4th 
of March, it might be, of an even year. However great that inconven- 
ience may be, it appears to me that it weighs nothing in comparison 
with the danger of the principle and the danger of the practice of say- 
= that an be Sa arg FIT of the United States shall have 

power by ection of Secretary of State and so on to designate 
during the whole of his term if he be sick—— 

Mr. MORGAN. He has not that power, the Senator will allow me 
to say. The powercan only be exercised by the President of the United 
States by and with the adviee and consent of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, I understand. Theadvice and consent of the 
Senate of the United States having been obtained to the appointment of 
a Cabinet, he has that power, and he has it during his lifetime with- 
out being dead, because in case of inability he has that power. You 
give therefore to him the power within a certain range of six or seven 

in succession, the absolute power himself, of naming whoshall 

the acting Chief Magistrate of the United States; and in case of his 

death that acting Chief Magistrate can not be displaced until the end of 

the four years, because you can not even change the law unless you have 

two-thirds of both Houses to do it, without his assent, and obtain a new 
election, and he might not be willing to assent. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator will allow me a word. That is the 
second instance named in the Constitution or law under which the Senate 
participates as an electoral body. The first is when an election of a 
Vice-President has failed before the electoral colleges; then the Senate 
elects a Vice-President, elects him for the full term. In that instance 
the Senate of the United States is the electoral body. The Constitution 
requires Congress to arrange by law for still another electoral body; that 
is to say, it can ordain by statute who shall fill this office. This bill 
provides that the person who has been chosen as Secretary of State in 
the first instance and consecutively on through the whole line of execu- 
tive officers shall fill the office of President; but the Senate must concur 
in the ratification of the nomination of that person, so that virtually the 
Senate is twice made the electoral body in case of a failure in the office. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, Mr. President, I had not entirely fo: 
what the Constitution said on that subject, though I am much obliged 
to my friend from Alabama for reminding me of it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I did not say it for the purpose of reminding the 
Senator, but merely for the purpose of making a point. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand that. I am not ing with any 
intention to my friend. I had not reached that branch of the 
subject, to which I meant to refer. I may as well do it now. 

It is true, as the Senator has said, that the Constitution provides in 
a certain instance, which I will not fill up the RECORD by amplifying 
upon, that the Senate of the United States shall elect a Vice-President, 
and that Vice-President by the Constitution may become the person 
who administers the executive office; whether President or not techni- 
cally is of no consequence. That is perfectly true. But what is that 
action of the Senate? It is the action of all the States of this Union 
directly to one purpose and for one object and in theselection of a par- 
ticular person to perform a particular duty and no other. 

What does our own experience through all the years that we have 
been here and what does history tell us as to all our predecessors is the 
fixed practice, that can never be changed, of the Senate in advising and 
consenting to the appointment of gentlemen who are the heads of De- 
partments called the Cabinet? Have we ever for a single moment hesi- 
tated, usually without a reference, to allow the President of the United 
States to be his own judge of the persons whom he would select as heads 
of Departments to assist him to exert his executive functions and carry 
on the Government? We have not considered what our independent 
judgment would have been if we had been the selecting body of those 
persons, because they by the very nature of their office are the confi- 
dential agents of the Executive, with whom he must confer and con- 
sult and with whom he must be on terms of the most intimate per- 
sonal relations. We do not weigh, and we should not weigh if this bill 


‘were to be passed into a law, the question whether the present Secre- 


tary of State would be agreeable to us as President of the United States. 
If we did that, we should have divided on party lines on the nomina- 
tion of Mr. Bayard, then and for many years an honored member of 
our own body, and I should have been obliged to advise the President 
of the United States not to select Mr. Bayard as a person to carry on 
the executive functions of this Government if I am an honest Repub- 


220 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 16, 


lican, as I believe I am, because I do not think Mr. Bayard would make 
a good President, because I believe his policy and his views upon great 


public questions are wrong. He thinks they are right, and a majority 
of the States thought they were right, I sup) in electing Mr. Cleve- 
land. That is all true enough, and I only speak of it to illustrate the 
idea that in ourapproval of theselections of gentlemen to assist the Presi- 
dent in carrying on the business of the Departments under the law we 
havenever had and we nevershall have under this or any other law any 
conscientious and steady reference to the question of their capacity or fit- 
ness to be President of the United States, what their policies would be, 
what their views might be; and the consequence is that as a fact we 
come down to the single fact, not that the representatives of the States 
have selected the persons whom they would have act in the case of a 
vacancy in both these offices, but they have selected the persons for the 
probable duties they are to be called upon to ‘orm and no others, 
and they acquiesce in whatever selection within bounds—and those 
bounds are very wide—the Chief Magistratemay make. So he becomes 
in fact therefore, and in reality, the man who is to name L's successorin 
office as this bill now has it, repealing these sections of a law which has 
been in force for nearly a Sonra about anew election for the period it 
may be of almost four years. I regret that I can not agree to such a 
proposition. 

The bill would be less unsatisfactory if what I believe has not been 
hitherto proposed, that is, the continuance in this office of the Secretary 
of State, and so on for the whole period of the term, were left out; and 
in order to test the sense of the Senate on that question, so that we 
may see what is its opinion in regard to leaving this office to run in 
the hands of a Secretary of State and so on for it may be near the full 
term or whether it desires to have the people of the United States, as 
our fathers did in case of a vacancy in both these offices, select another 
as soon as they could, I move to strike out section 3, which will leave 
the existing law for a new election in force. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. TheSenator from Kentucky will pardon mea moment. 
If the Senator from Vermont will permit me, I desire to make a sug- 
gestion to him. He wishes to strike out. of section 3 all the sections 
there enumerated but one, which I think is the first one named, as he 
will find if he will look at the statutes. He clearly wants to repeal 
one of those sections, whatever may be his view as to the rest. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BECK] has the floor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will theSenator from Kentucky pardon me a mo- 
ment until I get my amendment in the right form? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, One hundred and forty-six is the section provid- 
ing for the President of the Senate and Speaker of the House. I will 
leave that for the time being, and move to amend section 3 by stri 
out in lines 1, 2, and 3 the words ‘'147, 148, 149, and 150,” so as to 
leave the section standing, if this be stricken out: 

That section 146 of the Revised Statutes is hereby repealed. 


Which is the one providing for the President of the Senate and 
Speaker of the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Insection 3, after the words ‘‘one hundred and 
forty-six,” in line 1, it is proposed to strike out all down to and includ- 
ing the words ‘‘ one hundred and fifty,” in line 3, as follows: ‘‘One 
hundred and forty-seven, one hundred and forty-eight, one hundred 
and forty-nine, and one hundred and fifty ;’ so that the section when 
amended will read: 

Sec. 8. That section 146 of the Revised Statutes is hereby repealed. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. There was one other brief observation that I for- 
got to mention in connection with what I was saying. I should have 
added, as I have made no preparation for this discussion, in respect to 
what my friend from Alabama said as to these gentlemen being con- 
firmed by the Senate, that if any one of them resigns or dies and so goes 
out of office in vacation, the Constitution itself gives the President of 
the United States the absolute power of appointing a new man of his 
own and commissioning him by a special commission to be Secretary of 
State, for instance, until the end of the next session of the Senate; and 
it is maintained by many that if the Senate does not confirm that man 
or some other, so as to leave the office vacant at the end of that next 
session, the President may again select of his own will the same man 
or some other person. That I do not agree to myself, but itis the opin- 
ion of a great many gentlemen for whose opinions about constitutional 
law I have a very great respect. 

So it might happen, and in the course of human events it often 
would happen, that there would be for long periods of time, from the 
end of a short session to the beginning of a long one, months and 
months a person filling the office of Secretary of State for instance—I 
only mention one to save time in going over them all—who had been 
selected by the President of the United States alone, without the Sen- 
ators, the representatives of the States, ever having been consulted; and 
that person, if an accident should happen to the President, then once 
in office by force of this bill, perhaps by force of circumstances, what- 
ever the Senate did when it met again on his own nomination of him- 


a =. be Secretary of State to be confirmed, would continue to hold 
e office. ‘ 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator from Vermont understand that by 
force of this bill such a person could ever have the duties of President 
devolved upon him? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that that case is excepted in the second 
section. Will the Senator look at the second section of the bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I see the second section, and if that is what it is 
intended to mean—— 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then it helps the thing in that respect, only we 
have this difficulty: if the Secretary of State resigns in vacation and 
the Secretary of the Treasury (if he is the next man) comes to be the 
acting President, he then appoints somebody as acting President to be 
Secretary of State. When the Senate meets that name is sent in and it 
is confirmed. Which of these two gentlemen then acts, the Secretary of 
State having been confirmed by the action of the Senate and got that 
commission? Is it then the Secretary of State or is it the Secretary of 
the Treasury who is to be the President for the next three years? It 
may be that my friend from Massachusetts can explain that. 

I am not making these observations for the purpose of any criticism 
of detail, but only in reference to the dangers of the complications aris- 
ing of some man being called upon and put into the actual ion 
of the office of President of the United States for the period of three or 
four years, with the law for a new election repealed, whom the Senate 
have not intended should ever fill that office. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Kentucky pardon me for one- 
half minute? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. The bill seems to be as clear upon the two matters 
which the Senator from Vermont has suggested certainly as I know 
how to make it by the use of the English language: 

That in case of removal, d resi ion, or ilit; both the id 
and Vice-President of the U: maton the Brecher ot gi Don * doe iag 

Skipping now the rest of the section— 


shall act as President until the disability of the President or Vice-President is 
removed or a President shall be el 


Or if there be none, or in case of his removal, death, resignation, or 
inability, then the Secretary of the Treasury, and so on. 

So when one of these officers has become authorized and required by 
law to act as President that authority never is divested, but he con- 
tinues to the end of histerm. So that meets the last suggestion. It 
does not seem to me to be left at all doubtful in the bill. 

Sec, 2, That the Peg mam section shall only be held to describe and apply 
to such officers as 1l have been appointed by the advice and consent of the 
Senate te the offices therein named, and such as are eligible to the office of Presi- 
dent under the Constitution, and not under impeachment by the House of Rep- 
resentatives, &e. 

That seems to dispose of the first objection of the Senator from Ver- 
mont. If there be a Secretary of State who has not been confirmed by 
the Senate it is a case of his inability; the duties of President then aro 
to devolve upon the Secretary of the Treasury for the rest of the term. 
If he dies or his inability occurs then the next officer, and so on. You 
never go back up the ladder after you have gone down a round. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Even in a case of temporary sickness? 

Mr. HOAR. Iam notdealing with a case of temporary sickness, but 
only with the two propositions the Senator mentioned. The Senator 
asked me what I would say to a case of temporary sickness. What will 
happen in case of an inability*within the meaning of the Constitution 
isa debated and difficult question, which the Judiciary Committee have 
tried for a good while to deal with by having a separate bill in regard 
to defining inability under the Constitution and providing for its being 
lawfully ascertained. The committee, in reporting this bill, do not de- 
sign to deal with that difficulty. It would raise a doubtful question 
in a bill which we have desired to have as simple and clear and com- 
prehensive as possible; and the whole question (which is a difficult one 
under the Constitution) will remain so. The Constitution has left ita 
difficult one. What constitutes inability and how the question of in- 
ability shall be ascertained, and what shall happen when an officer un- 
der inability has once temporarily or permanently, to act as 
President if inability or disability be removed—all that class of ques- 
tions is left where the Constitution now leaves them, without under- 
taking to settle the problem by this bill, to be dealt with another time. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, the Senator from Vermont has expressed 
several regrets in to this bill. Irise to express my regret that 
he should assume that there was anything so very extraordinary in the 
statement I made a while ago. Ithought I wasin avery modest way 
giving my opinion that his bill ought to pass because it was likely to 
remove many of the difficulties which might arise under the present 
law. I did not attempt to enumerate them all; I had done that in 
previous debates. 

It is very questionable in the minds of many persons, of whom I am 


one, whether the President pro tempore of the Senate or the Speaker of 


the House is an officer of the United States in the sense in which the 
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Constitution provides that an officer shall be designated to fill the office 
of President in case of the death or inability of both the President and 
Vice-President. For example, it is very doubtful, after the term of the 
President of the Senate as a Senator has expired and he no longer rep- 
resents his State, whether he can act as President; and so in regard to 
theSpeaker of the House. It certainly would be very improper for him 


to sit in this body and sign bills after voting upon them as a Senator 
from a State, and then, if need be, veto them as President, and exercise 
many other functions which he would have to exercise as Chief Exec- 
utive. On the other hand, his State might be deprived of her equal 
representation in the Senate by his having become disqualified to act 
if he should not still bea Senator. All these questions and many more 
have been discussed over and over agai 
affairs is admitted on all hands to be 

I happened, however, to say at the opening of the present Congress, 
after the people of the United States had declared that the executive 
branch of this Government should be in the hands of the Democratic 
py for the next four years, if by reason of death or inability there 

ad been neither a President nor Vice-President that I, however high 
my personal regard may be, entertaining no respect for the political 
methods of the distinguishe dSenator from Vermont, ashe asserts hehad 
none for thoseof the present Secretary of State, and being as pronounced 
a Democrat as he avows himself a Republican, having no sort of faith 
in his political sentiments, I might not have been in hot haste to rush 
up to the Senate on the first day of its session to make him the acti 
President of the United States, and thus overthrow the expressed wil 
of the people of the United States as declared at the polls by electing 
him President pro tempore in order to turn over the functions of the 
executive leans of the Government into his hands to be managed in 
his way, when a House of Representatives Democratic to the core, 
and meeting on the same day at the other end of the Capitol, would 
almost at the same minute elect a Democratic Speaker in accordance 
with the people’s expressed will and do it under the forms of law. 
That suggestion as to a possibility to be guarded against is in his 
judgment revolutionary ! 

Mr. President, if gentlemen look over the Electoral Commission act 
of 1876, the ‘‘if any ” and all the other technicalities that were thrown 
into it in order to give the Republican party advantage, they can see, I 
think, much further than most men if they can see anything revolu- 
tionary in the on I made that difficulties might have ensued 
on the question as to whether the Speaker of the House was entitled to 
hold the place and should have priority of right over the Senate when 
the other in this body was seeking to overthrow and annul the 
well-known will of the people and by an unforeseen accident place some 
gentleman in that high place who could not have been placed there by 
the popular vote. The Republican Senators knew as well on the morn- 
ing of the first day of the session that the people had declared that there 
should be a Democratic administration for four years asI did. Imight 
say it was as revolutionary in them, through their representatives who 
were present in this body, to refuse to elect a President pro tempore of the 
Senate who was in full accord with his party and the known wishes of 
the people as declared at the polls, as to ask Democrats to aid them, 
when they could not do it themselves on that day, to place a man in this 
chairin order to enable him to discharge the functions of President, and 
thus overthrow the expressed wish and policy which the people declared 
they desired. 

But I only suggested that as one of the difficulties that might have 
arisen, and as a reason why this bill or some bill like it should become 
alaw. I had noidea of revolution, conspiracy, or treason in my mind. 
I was earnestly endeavoring to aid in doing something to get clear of 
the paeng difficulties and dangers by which all admit we are now sur- 
rounded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the Republican members of the Sen- 
ate of the United States, I believe—and I think I am safe in speaking 
for them all in this—have never asked, they do not ask now, and prob- 
ably never will ask, the Democratic members of the Senate to help them 
in that character to doanythingatall. We didnot wish theSenatorfrom 
Kentucky to be in hot haste to come into this Chamber and nop the 
Republicans of this body electa President pro tempore; but we did wish 
and believe that the State of Kentucky would perform her constitu- 
tional duty in selecting Senators who would perform their constitutional 
duty, not because they were Democrats or Republicans, but because they 
were Senators, in coming into this Chamber at the time appointed by 
law and help to form a quorum of this body for the doing of business. 
That, I believe, is the Republican attitude; at any rate it is mine. 

Suppose the same theory should be extended a little further, as it was 
by one party inthis Chamberin the year 1881, if Iam rightin my dates, 
who refused to allow the credentials of three regularly elected Senators 
to be acted upon in this body, there being no doubt or question as to 
their being the due and lawful representatives of their States here, to 
take the oath of office until that party had elected a President pro tempore 
of its own, and in the hope that he, not only against the will of the peo- 
ple but against the will of the majority of this body, once in, could 
be kept in indefinitely. That enterprise failed. I am happy to be- 
lieve in this Republic that all revolutionary enterprises will fail as they 


The present condition of 


have failed hitherto, whether carried on upon a large scale or whether 
carried on upon a small scale. 

Mr. MORGAN. How about that of 1776? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That was not a revolutionary operation of this 
Government. It was a revolutionary operation under the Empire of 
Great Britain, of which we then formed a part. I suggest the differ- 
ence to the thoughtful consideration of my friend. 

Suppose this notion were carried a little further, and that on the 
7th of December, no quorum appearing in this body because Demo- 
cratic members chose to absent thi ves for the reason stated, sup- 
pose the somewhat formidable and respectable and intelligent minority 
of the House of Representatives had set up a counter revolution andin 
obedience to the somewhat mysterious rules, asit is said, of that body, 
had contrived to filibuster for a week or two or three weeks or an indefi- 
nite length of time, as you, Mr. President, have known years ago to have 
been done, so as to prevent the election of a Speaker at all until the 


Senate in this su race for power could get a quorum together and 
act, would that be a e to be encouraged? Would it not come 
pretty near to being moral treason on the part of the Republican mi- 


nority over there? I should think so. But what is treason in a Re- 
publican may be patriotism in a Democrat for aught that I know. I 
will not undertake to solve a question of that kind. No, Mr. Presi- 
dent; what the people of the United States said when they elected 
their last President and Vice-President was that they were carrying on 
a Government under a constitution and under laws passed in pursuance 
of that Constitution, as they then stood, and they therefore had provided 
in that election that in case of a vacancy in both the offices of President 
and Vice-President the President pro tempore of the Senate, of what- 
ever political opinions he might happen to be, should carry on this Gov- 
ernment until a new election should be had, if there were a President 
pro tempore, and if there were not, then the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives, of whatever political opinions he might be, should do 
the same thing. That was what the le did in their election, if, as 
I believe, they are a people who respect their own Constitution and the 
laws that are made in pursuance of it. 

So there would not have been a terrible catastrophe to this Republic 
if it should have ed at some time or if it shall happen again that 
the President of this body or the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives, being here the selected representative of all the States and being 
there the selected representative of all the people of the United States 
in their character purely as a people, should ini this Govern- 
ment for the of a month or two or three, whatever the time re- 
quired by law to have a new election. That is all there is to it, and it 
appears to me therefore that it is not wise, particularly not wise tosay 
that this person, when he is once selected by the President as Secretary 
and when the vacancy once occurs, shall by force of law and in spite of the 
will of the j recog in a new election hold on to that office for what may 
be nearly four years. On thé question of striking out these election 
sections I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to lay 
before the Senate the unfinished business at 2 o’clock, being the con- 
sideration of the joint rules. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to proceed with the present bill. I think that 
was the understanding when I gave way to the joint rules yesterday. 
It was not intended to have this bill displaced. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves to me the consideration of the joint rules. If there is no 
objection that will be considered as agreed to, and the bill remains be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. I hope the Senator from Massachusetts will allow the 

i business to be laid aside informally. I ze the im- 
rtance of this bill, more important of course than the joint rules, but 
do not want them to be displaced. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOAR. I have no objection, but I suppose in the present con- 
dition of the business of the Senate there will probably be no practi- 
cal difficulty. 

Mr. FRYE. There is a court bill between. 

Mr. HOAR. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business will be laid 
aside informally by common consent and the pending bill proceeded 
with. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iasked for the yeas and nays, and I wish that they 
may be ordered on my amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks for 
the yeas and nays on the pending amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, this great question has been so much 
thought over and so much debated, both by members of Congress and 
through the newspaper press and in the periodicals of the day, and not 
of this day only but of former days, that I will not essay the vain and 
unnecessary effort of thrashing over old straw in the presentation of my 
views in support of this bill. I merely wish to call the attention of the 
Senate distinctly to its provisions, to see if there can be any possible 
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misunderstanding about them, for the bill is radical inits nature, works 
an entire change in the method of performing a duty devolved by the 
Constitution upon Congress, and we ought to be very carefal to know 
that we are agreed about all things that are contained in it. 

Inthe event of the death of the present incumbent of the office of Presi- 
dent of the United Statesthere would devolve upon Congress under Ar- 
ticle II of the Constitution, section 1, a distinct and peculiar duty, pro- 
vided for in this elause: 

In ease of the removal of the President from office, or of his death, resignation, 
the powers and duties of the said office, the same shall 

dent,and the Congress may by law provide for the 

resignation, or inability, both of the President and Vice- 
what oficer shall then act as President, and such officer 


case of removal, 
President, deciarin: 
shall 'y, until the disability be removed,or a President be 


aet accord: 
elected. 

This duty has been provided or in existing laws, but in a manner 
not satisfactory to the country, «3d, as some persons believe, not in a 
manner warranted by the Constitution. 

It is obvious that there can be only one event in which this duty de- 
volves upon Congress; that is the death, disability, or removal both of 
the President and Vice-President elected by the college of electors ac- 
cording tothe Constitution and the laws. This bill presupposes the 
happening of such a contingency and undertakes to provide for it. 
Taro oan: bona doS at Ehe right oF Chuas So reap mega el 
pening of such a contingency and to provide for it in advance. That 
was done under the statute which is now upon the book, and what 
Congress is now seeking to do is to change the nature and character of 
that statute. 


So far, then, there is no dispute, I sup on the partof any person 
as to the right of to anticipate the un) y eventofa vacancy 
in the office of both President and Vice- ent, and provide by 


law (for that is the only way in which Congress can provide) for the 
discharge of the Sas Saauet tee ES DONPE Con pains 
n Congress hasa limitation upon gress pro- 
vide only for filling that office during disability until it is re- 
moved, or, in case of the death or resignation of the President and 
Vice-President, until a President is elected. We can not provide an 
absolute successorship and for a full term in the case that I have sup- 
; we can only provide for a succession subject to the condition that 
it shall continue only during the disability or until a President is 
elected. That is onerestriction upon our power, ai that restriction is 
observed in this bill. 
The next restriction is that we shall select an “‘afficer’’ for the pur- 
of ing these duties or to act as President. The Constitu- 
uently by what is omitted from it as by 
is case there is an designation 
the Constitution of the class of persons whom this se- 
lection shall be made by law; that is to say, they are to be “officers ” 
and all other persons are omitted. ‘Tiare is but one class of men who 
are eligible under the Constitution of the United States to fill the va- 
cancy in the office occasioned by the death, disability, or removal of 
the President and the Vice-President; that class of persons are “‘offi- 
cers,” so nominated in the Constitution. This clause of the Constitu- 
tion did not confer, as I understand, the power upon to create 
a new office or an officer for the particular ion, but only a 
to-select from the then exi list of officers the person who 
fill this particular vacaney in office created by the Constitution and 


The view of the framers of the Constitution seems to have been that 
in the selection of the line of the officers who might become eligible by 
statute to the office of Presidency of the United States in the emergency 
which I have mentioned, those functionaries of the Government who 
have an agency in the selection of officers would be guarded and ad- 
monished erateaeeris By che sree: that those officers might be 


ernment, and that the framers of the Constitution were not to 
leave it to be determined by what office should be created and 
what officer should be to fill that office so that he t be- 
come eligible after the fact had occurred that the office of P. of 


the United States and Vice-President had become vacated by death,res- 
ignation, or removal. 

The most ‘dangerous legislation that could be conceived would be 
that of declaring by act of Congress who should fill the Presidential 
office after it had become vacant, and whether he should hold the office 
for four years or only for an ired term. 

There were certainly very substantial reasons why this phrase of 
language which I have quoted should have been used in the Constitu- 
tion, looking to the security and the permanency of the establish- 
ment of the Governmentof the United States and also of those interests 
of the people which might be in the control of its political agents at 
the time of the happening of such anevent as is spokenof in this clause 
of the Constitution. I therefore conclude that the power of Congress 
in passing a law on this subject is limited to selecting from officers of 
the Unite | States Government some one whom Congress by law shall 
have declired, in advance, to be eligible to the office of President upon 
nay a a resignation, or the disability of the President and Vice- 
President. 


To be an “‘officer’’ within the meaning of this clause of the Consti- 
tution of the United States, he must be an oflicerof the United States. 


There should be no question upon that point in the ion of the 
officer in an act of Congress. Indeed, in legislating upon a subject like 
this, there should be no question upon any point that we could preclude 
by any sort of care and caution in wording such legislation. I consider 
that this interpretation is strictly correct, and it is clearly followed in 
this bill. The term ‘‘officer’? used in this clause of the Constitution 
refers only to the officers who are such under the Jaws and Constitution 
of the United States, officers of the Government of the United States, 
officers responsible to that Government, officers who derive their com- 
mission and authority from that Government and from no other. 

Now, a Senatorof the United States can scarcely be called inany sense 
an officer of the United States. He is an officer of a different govern- 
ment, an officer whose election is declared and provided for by a State, 
whose commission is issued by a State; who comes here more in the 
character of an embassador from a State than, perhaps, in any other 
character, for he represents not merely the great body of the people of 
a State, but he represents them in their organic capacity. He represents 
them as the chosen man selected by the Legislature in the exercise of 
the highest local sovereignty. Holding that commission, he comes here 
not amenable to the President of the United States for his commission, 


po 
than that of the Government of the United States, can scarcely be called 
an officer of the United States. He is far more an officer of his State 
than he is of the United States. 

No man can be considered eligible to the office of President of the 
United States through the mere act or declaration of the Senate, or 
through the declaration of Congress, if you please, who is a member of 
either House of Congress; for in that capacity he is not an officer of the 
United States and is not included within the meaning of the language 
of the clause of the Constitution which I have read. Choosing a Sena- 
See Soe ETORAANE PrO: KENPORE Sore DOE ales Sie Be: aes OE Sve Veber 

tates. 

More than that; as was argued by the Senator from Massachusetts 
very briefly on yesterday, but on a previous occasion much more elabo- 
rately, and by various Senators in debate here on former occasions, the 
duties which are devolved upon the presiding officer of the Senate of the 
United States are incompatible, in a largesense, with the duties of the 
executive office of the United States. For instance, the President pro 


in | tempore of the Senate ought to be here presiding in this body and assist- 


ing in its proceedings. He has no right or power to delegate his au- 
thority to another. He is a Senator, ting his State, and we can 
not, by a vote, excuse him permanently from that service. If he re- 
signs, his resignation is sent to the governor of his State. 

The Constitution expressly declares thata State shall not be deprived 
of its equal suffrage in the Senate except by its own consent. the 
Senate can impose no duty by its vote upon any Senator which dis- 
qualifies him from sitting in the Senate and performing all his functions 
as æ Senator here. If weshould confer upon him by our election of him 
as President pro tempore of this body the power and functions and du- 
ties of President of the United States, we should confer upon him many 
duties, obligations, and powers which he can not exercise as a Senator, 
and in the exercise of which he would be necessarily carried away from 
the body sitting in this Chamber. 

In case of war, suppose that the honorableSenator from Illinois [ Mr. 
LoGaN], who is distingui in the history of his country as a com- 
mander, should be the President pro tempore of the Senate, and he should 
deem that it was his conscientious and constitutional duty to take charge 
of the troops in the field to meet some temergency which a foreign 
invasion might press upon the country, could he go abroad and take 
command of the armies in the field and yet retain his position as Presi- 
dent pro tempore of the Senate? inly not; and yet in a caseof that 
kind, where his higher duties to the Government and the people call 
him to the field, what should we do here? Should we have two Presi- 
dents pro tempore? The Constitution says we shall have but one, and 
certainly not more than one, at atime. Should we, in an event of that 
kind, elect a successor? If we did, the moment we elected him he 
would take the command from the officer in the field, and that Senator 
would have to return to his duties here as a Senator, as an ordinary 
member of this body. 

These are inconveniences which have been referred to in debate, but 
inmy judgment there is a principle underlying this which is much more 
important than any inconvenience which might be cited by way of 
illustration to show the impropriety of sueh a condition of things, and 
that is the blending and confusion of the functions of the depart- 
ments of this Government. If there is a point in legi lation about 
which the Senate of the United States ought to be always cautious and 
always vigilant, it is that it will not encourage, and certainly that it 
will not promote, any invasion of the rights and powers of one of the co- 
ordinate bania of the Government. The powers and duties of the 
executive branch of the Government of the United States as defined 
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rescribed in the Constitution are entirely distinct from those of 

So heen AAT Colne We ought to do nothing to blend or to 
e departments in a common head, or to confer upon one 
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statute-book that ought never to have crept into it, and I say 
would never have done so but under the pressure of some particular 
party incentive or agitation as the time that statute was passed. 

The President pro tempore of the Senate sits in that chair as a mem- 
ber of the Senate and as presiding officer of the Senate. If he is also 
President of the United States he sends from that chair his appoint- 
ments to this body, and they.are discussed and voted upon, and he as 
a Senator votes to ‘oafiem the appointments made by him as President 
of the United States. He-votes upon bills that are passed through this 
body; hevotes against a and afterwards as President he vetoes 
it. From that desk he lays his veto message before the Senate of the 
United States, the body in which the bill ori; On a call of the 
yeas and nays, when it requires two-thirds o; Me pnie To paar recy 
over his veto, as a Senator he votes to sustain his veto made by himself 
as President of the United States. Can there be a plainer case of the 
unavoidable blending of the functions of two of the great departmental 
organizations of this Government in a way which tears down the limi- 
"have, therefore, not bem able doubt that isthe duty of Congress 

I have, therefore, not able to t itis uty 
to select some other person than the President of the Senate or Speaker 
of the House of Representatives—some person who by law is an officer 
of the United States at the time the event occurs when there is a va- 
cancy in both the office of President and Vice-President of this coun- 
try; and naturally and properly the officer to be selected ought to be- 
long to the executive d tof the Government. We would nat- 
urally take the highest officer first, the officer of rank. He 
would be, as this bill describes, the Secretary of State. Who is the 
Secretary of State? An offcer selected by the President of the United 
States for nomination, whose nomination issent to the Senate and con- 
sidered by that body, and who is afterward appointed to the office be- 
cause the Senate advises and consents to it. 

The constitutional language is, ‘‘by and with the advice and consent | that 
of the Senate.’’ There must be affirmative action taken here, and the 
vote of this body by its majority must show that the consent has been 
given i tara Dody before a commission can issue from the President to 
a Secretary of State. in every essential sense the Secretary 
of State is as much chosen by the consent of the Senate as he is selected 
by the consent and approval of the President; and while we do not per- 
form the entire office of selecting him, we perform that most essential 
part of it—without which he can never have the commission given—we 
“Here, then, the States of this Uni ae 

Here, then, the States o nion, representing the people in their 
organic capacity through their Senators upon this floor, representing 
also the popular constituencies by which they were chosen in the re- 
spective States, unite their voices with the President in the selection of 
a Secretary of State; and when that is done, the fact that no 
nomination is required to be made by the President of the United States 
in the case of the election of a Vice-President when the electors have 
failed to choose, all the conditions have been fulfilled by the Senate in 
the selection of a of State that are performed when we elect 
a Vice-President, and it is done in precisely thesame manner. Itmmst 
be remembered that when the House of Representatives votes for the 
election of a President in case the electors have not chosen a 
that vote is by States. When the Senate votes to choose a Vice-Presi- 


power with New York. A Vice-President chosen by the Senate would 
Da SEE UF ADIE APETO EIDA pierre Ore Wy Orrin 
in that respect he would represent the political opinion in the States, 
and sometimes, as in the case of Ohio, where one Senator represents the 
Democratic party and another represents the Republican party. But 
Ohio, great as it is in population and in wealth, has no higher power 
in the election of a Vice-President in the emergency I have mentioned 
than has the State of Delaware or the State of Rhode Island. 

But I was looking at the analogy of the method of the election of a 
Vice-President by the Senate, as provided in the Constitution, and the 
selection, as I call it, of a Secretary of State. The difference between 
the two methods is so slight in its practical effect and in its political 
effect that they may be called almost identical. 

For these reasons, Mr. President, I sustain this bill. I believe that 
we are in the right line, and I believe every that was in- 
tended by the framers of the Constitution to protect the country a 
agitation and to have a fair expression by States and by people of their 
will in the election of their Chief Magistrate is secured when we select 
from the officers who have been confirmed by the Senate in the execu- 
tive branch of this Government. 

Now another question is presented on this bill, and it is the one 
which is affected by the amendment moved by the Senator from Ver- 
mont. I have not looked up carefully the history of legislation and of 
mestion to determine whether that point has ever 

y pa by Congress. Some Senators 
here who are better informed than will doubtless bring out the 
AO Ro peep CEDAS IE MOA ip has ever occurred; but 

ill if passed as reported by e committee will be to 

declare that the office of President, when vacated by the death or res- 
ignation of both the President and Vice-President, is vacated for the 
years’ term, and that it is within the competency of Congress to 

by law for the filling up of that vacancy by supplying an officer 
discharge the duties of President during the remainder of that term. 
ee En 
matter is stated by some authorized member of the Committee 
Judiciary, whether the meaning of this bill is distinetly clear 
Secretary of State, if perehance he should take office under 
this law, will hold for the residue of the unexpired term of four years 


no room for doubt about that, no question about it ; and if any amend- 
i <a to make its language thoroughly 
distinct upon that proposition, it should be resorted to. 

As I understand the bill, the Secretary of State, if he should take of- 
fice under this law, would take for the remainder of the unexpired term 
of four years. That is to say, if the President of the United States 
should die on the 4th day of March next the officer the law selects 
by this statute to act as President would act from the 4th of March 
next for the three years of the unexpired term. I not only believe 
that that is constitutional, but I believe that this feature of the bill is 
required under the mandate of the Constitution, and that a bill other- 
wise framed is not constitutional. I believe it was the design of the 
framers of the Constitution that vrn Lh Congress of the United States 
should provide by law for filling u in the event named in 
the clause I have quoted, it sho Pap a provide as that the vacancy 
should be filled up for the whole time until the next general election 
for President should occur after the expiration of the preceding con- 
stitutional term of four years. I wish to submit avery few observa- 
tions in support of that proposition. 

The first provision in the Constitution in Article IT, section 1, is as 


Hgy > 
E iE 


FRE 
ge 


that 


if 


eo a ta here. Why the difference? Because the | follows: 


States are represented by the Senators. 

Mr. HOAR. T wish wo ask the Senator from Alabama if there is 
any possibility of a vo VOE OS DY e tera meme AmI to 
understand him to indicate that in his judgment there can be from 
the nature and character of the body anything but a vote by States? 
That is, if the two Senators from a State agree they cast exactly the 
vote of their State, 

Mr. MORGAN. Of course. 

Mr. HOAR. Te thay akaga, side So no Vth tals practically it 
comes to the same thing. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not understand that that is the rule in the 
election of the Vice-President. In the election of the Vice-President 
the Senate votes per capita. 

Mr, HOAR. But my proposition is whether it is possible that a vote 
patcapin in a holy iw hich each Stade COMPETIDO tes seer ere DA 
anything but a vote by States in the nature of the case? 


Mr. MORGAN. Certainly not. 

Mr. HOAR. In other words, the Constitution said that all 
votes or any particular vote in the should be by States. If the 
two Senators agree, then it would be a vote by States. If the two 
Senators from any State differ, then there is no yote at all. 

Mr. MORGAN. Itis practically a combination of the two ideas of 
avote by the people through their tativesin the Senate. Their 


roprrecntelives vate Der caplin, hub shar vote alto hey Binta And this 
ae ee eee 
the larger States. In our organization Rhode 


Island has the same 


The executive power shall be vested in a President of the United States of 
America. 


That investiture by constitutional authority of the executive ones 
as defined in the Constitution, of course is beyond the reach of all legis- 
lative control. No act of Congress can reduce or abate or modify or 
change the executive power prescribed in the Constitution, which is 
thus vested in whom? ‘The President of the United States of Amer- 
ica.” The investiture is full, plenary, and when made is beyond the 
reach of legislative interference and equally beyond the reach of the in- 
terference of any other department of the Government. 


He shall hold his office during the term of four years. 


Whose office does he hold? ‘‘ His office,” the office conferred upon 
him in accordance with the Constitution and thelaw. How long shall 
he hold it? During the term of four years. There is then a term of 
office prescribed, and that term of office is as distinct a part of the Con- 
stitution as the officeitself. The powers conferred upon the Executive, 
and the manner of conferring these powers upon the Executive, are not 
more distinct, more li more definite in the Constitution than is 
the officeitself and the term of that office. It isa four years’ term, and 
it isthe office of a particular person for that term, unless he dies, resigns, 
or is disabled from holding it. 

Wasthere no reason why the fathers of this Republic should have 
fashioned a four years’ term for the Presidential office? Itseemsto me 
that there was every reason why they should have done so. The dev- 
olution of power into tha hauds of the President of the United States is 
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not a compliment to him; it is not a private trust conferred upon him; 
not a conferring of rights or authority which the people of the United 
States bestow upon him to reward him for services never so great. It 
is the expression of the wishes of the people of the United States in re- 


of all current political questions, and by political I mean govern- 
mental. The object was to give permanency to the tenure of office and 
to an established policy of government, not to have it fluctuating con- 
tinually. 

The example of the British Government stood before the eyes of our 
people in every movement that they made upon the ordination of every 
part of the framework of this Constitution. What was their theory 
and their system? It was that the sovereign power which, to the ex- 
tent that we confer sovereignty on him, we have bestowed in the Pres- 
ident of the United States, which in England was vested in the Crown. 
The Crown was a continuing power, changed from one king to another 
by blood, by inheritance. s 

But the House of Commons was the representative body of the po- 
litical opinions and sentiments of the people, and first traditionally and 
afterward constitutionally that House of Commons acquired the power 
of so expressing the will of those people, not soas to change the actual 
sovereignty, not so as to interfere with the tenure of office inuring to 
the Crown of Great Britain or the person who held it, but merely the po- 
litical complexion of the persons who might be managing the subordi- 
nate departments of the Government, the cabinet officers. Our fathers 
so ordered that the President, for the term of four years, should rep- 
resent the political opinions of the people, and also the sovereign ex- 
ecutive powers of the Government. 

Our fathers had that in view when they adopted this Constitution. 
We did not want to havea king in this country; we did not want to have 
any officer elected to the Presidency for life. We wanted to havea term 
of office, not measured at all by the life of the man who might fill it at 
any time, but measured by the Constitution. We wanted to havea suc- 
cession that should come quadrennially. Not the power by an expres- 
sion of the people’s will in the House of Representatives to change the 
executive officers of the Government, but every four years the people of 
the United States were to have the opportunity of giving expression 
through the ballot-box and through their electors to their wishes in 
such form as that they might supply a new man to take the new term 
of office. 

Sir, if you should strike these words, ‘‘ term of four years,” out of 
this Constitution would it make any impression upon the instrument? 
It would so emasculate it that it could never again be read in the sense 
in which you read itwith those words in. Therefore any action on the 
part of Co: which ignores the existence of these words does emas- 
culate the Constitution, and does take out of it those important words 
which were put there to fix and define the limitation of a four years’ term. 

When we come to supplying an incumbent for that office language 
equally distinct, emphatic, and pointed is employed: 

In case of the removal of the President from office, or of his death, resignation. 
or inability to discharge the powersand duties of the said office, the same shall 
devolve on the Vice-President, 

What shall devolve? The office with its term. Does the Constitu- 
tion say that the Vice-President shall hold for four years from the time 
ofthe devolution? Certainly not. Doesit say that he shall hold until 
a President shall be selected by some special act of Congress? Cer- 
tainly not. The office devolves upon him, and after the devolution 
the question is what is the length of the term? Everbody concedes, 
as everybody has always conceded, that it is for the balance of the 
Presidential term, and yet the Constitution is utterly silent in that 
clause which creates and compels the devolution, utterly silentasto the 
length of time the Vice-President shall continue in office. He takes 
the office that the President took. He takes the term that the Presi- 
dent took. He takes the same office and same term to which he, alo 
with the President, was chosen by the people at the same time, an 
without any language in the Constitution to define that his term shall 
be four years or only the remainder of an unexpired Presidential term 
of four years, he takes it for the residue of the ‘‘term’’ of four years 
prescribed in the Constitution. 

I proceed further to draw evidence from this clause of the Constitu- 
tion in support of my views: 

The same shall devolve on the Vice-President, and the Congress may by law 


val, death, resignation, or inability, both of the Pres- 


rovide for the case of remo 
Vent and Vice-President, declaring what officer then act as President, and 


such officer shall act accordingly, until the disability be removed, or a President 
shall be elected, 
The Constitution of the United States } ping aie in every essential way 
for the election of a President, and if there had never been a statute 
by Congress the President of the United States could still have 
lawfully elected. The Presidential election in a very large meas- 
ure is left to the States, because they choose the electors. They may 
do it by a general vote of the people, or they may do it by districts, or 
they may do it by their Legislature. They may do it pretty much in 
their own way, so that it is a republican way, only they mustall elect 
at the same time fixed by the law, and their electors must have certain 
—_ Now what is the meaning of this language, ‘‘or a Pres- 
dent shall be elected?” It means a President elected in conformity 
with the Constitution, and not merely in conformity with an act of 


. 


Congress. A President shall be elected on the expiration of the pre- 
vious constitutional term of four years, for it was not the intention of 
the framers of the Constitution that the people should be agitated by 
general Presidential elections perhaps three or four times during a quad- 
rennial term. It was, on the contrary, the intention that they should 
have one opportunity every four years to impress themselves upon the 
policy of this Government in the election of their Chief Magistrate, and 
every two years in the election of their representatives in the House, 
and every six years in the election of their representatives in the Sen- 
ate. Those were the a given by the Constitution to the 
people for the exercise of the power which they rightfully possess un- 
der the Constitution of choosing their representatives and their rulers, 
if that term is not a misnomer. 

I therefore conclude that any act of Congress which would call for an 
election of a President of the United States to take the office before the 
expiration of the preceding term of four years would be an act that 
would violate the spirit if not the language of the Constitution. It 
would disturb the constitutional system and bring incalculable incon- 
venience and perhaps mischief upon the country, for I can conceive of 
nothing that would be more dangerous to the public peace and welfare 
than the change of the Presidential term of office and the change of the 
President of the United States by elections that might occur as often 
as once a year or even oftener. 

For these reasons I support this bill. I now see the Senator from 
Massachusetts [ Mr. HoAR] in his seat, and I desire to repeat the inquiry 
whether there is any doubt at all under this bill that the officer who 
may be chosen to act as President under this law would hold for the 
entire unexpired term of four years ? 

Mr. HOAR. I understand there is no doubt on that subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MCMILLAN in the chair). The 
question is on the amendment of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EpMuNpDs]. 

Mr. TE R. Mr. President, as a member of the committee that 
reported this bill, I withheld my approval from that provision of the 
bill which the Senator from Verm ont has moved to strike out. Iam 
of the opinion that in case of the death of the President and Vice- 
President the country would be much better satisfied with an election 
as provided by the old statute than as proposed by the pending bill. 
anes I shall vote in favor of the amendment of the tor from 

ermont. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I shall vote for this bill, butin doing so 
I desire to say that the sole meritorious feature of the bill, to my mind, 
is that it preserves the decree of the people in regard to executive policy 
for the term for which the preceding President and Vice-President were 
elected. I do not concur in the idea that a Senator of the United States 
is not an officer of the United States, or that the President of the Senate, 
elected as a tem’ President, is not an officer of the United States, 
or that the § er of the House of Representatives is not an officer of 
the United States. Ican not seethe ground for such an argument. The 
Senate of the United States is a constitutional body, created under the 
Constitution of the United States. The Senators are c with du- 
ties created by the Constitution alone, and so of the members of the 
House of Representatives. Their sole existence and their sole fanction 
is derived entirely from their relation to the Constitution of the United 
States and their representing the constitutional duties and functions 
created by that instrument. 

igre ce sir, I can not see the ground ofan argument upon that sub- 
ject, nor do I think that this bill is the best plan of succession that could 
be devised. I believe that it would be more consistent with the char- 
acter of this Government that the two Houses of Congress should al- 
ternately, as designed in the present law, declare who should be the 
successor in case of the decease or disability of the President and Vice- 
President, and I believe if that law were amended so as to make it 
obligatory upon Congress to select a person re ting the political 
opinion of the deceased President to carry into effect the popular decree, 
the will of the people constitutionally expressed at the last preceding 
election in regard to the executive policy, that would be an beets 
proper and consistent manner of d the succession to the - 
dency. And Ialso think it would be more consistent with the character 
of this Government that the electors chosen by the people who elected 
the deceased President should continue in power and be reconvened to 
express again the will of the people who had elected them as to the 
successor of the deceased President, who should be charged with the 
duty of carrying out the executive policy as declared by the people when 
they were elected. 

But that is not the question, sir. Ishall support the bill as it stands 
because it has the redeeming feature that it carries into effect the will 
of the people in regard to the executive policy as expressed at the last 
election for the constitutional term of four years, 

On this point the proposition is clear and incontrovertible that no 
power is expressly given to Congress to change the Presidential term 
from four years to any greater or shorter time, and that the Constitu- 


tion has fixed the term at four years and requires an election every four 
years; and that it provides for a vacancy and for filling it without an 
election. These several propositions seem to leave no ground for the 
conclusion that there is either an express or implied power conferred 
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on Congress to provide for any other election than the quadrennial one 
expressly required by the Constitution. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the Senator from New York would as lief 
address the Senate to-morrow morning as this m, and I under- 
stand there is a very large number of executive messages to be dealt 
with by the Senate. I desire to say that there are three measures now 
which are ripe for the action of the Senate which have been taken up; 
several others I dare say; but there are three that I happen to have in 
my mind—the measure now pending; the joint rules, which have been 
considerably discussed, and the bill in regard to the salaries of district 
judges, to which the Senator from Alabama I think has moved an 
amendment. I hope theSenate will sit on Thursday and Friday, if 
necessary, long enough to dispose of these bills, without adjourning 
from Thursday to Monday,as is sometimes done at this period of the 
session. I shall ask the Senate to dispose of the two in which I have 
especial interest this week. 

I now move, with the leave of the Senator from New York, that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After one hour and forty-six minutes 

tin executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock 
and 46 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, December 16, 1885. 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a letter 
from the chairman of the Joint Commission for the Completion of the 
Washington Monument, transmitting hisannual report; which was laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. DAwsoN, by unanimous consent, was granted an indefinite leave 
of absence on account of sickness. 


PATENT OFFICE. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a resolution 
for immediate consideration, to which I think there will be no objec- 


tion. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates in Con- 
gress That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to use so much of the contingent fund, not ex $600, as was a) priated 
Bre is tin Tes onder the ve body a oy Talat iriment as may be 
in which havo been align ed by the Secretary for the use of the Commissioner 
oO! 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Allow me one single moment. The hon- 
orable Secretary of the Interior has designated certain rooms for. the 
use of the Commissioner of Patents. They are required to berepaired 
and put in order so as to fit them for the use for which they were in- 
tended. The contingent fund is ample. It is the opinion of the off- 
cers of that Department that they are authorized to use the fund ap- 
propriated for contingent expenses, but the Comptroller of the Treasury 
thinks additional om crane is required, and to remove any doubt this 
joint resolution ought to pass, specially authorizing the use of the con- 
tingent fund for that purpose. Ido this at the suggestion of the De- 
partment. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution (H. Res. 1) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Interior to use a certain portion of the contingent 
fund of that Department for certain purposes was read a first and sec- 
ond time, ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, and being en- 
grossed, it was spon 6 read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT TO RULES. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, by unanimous consent, submitted the fol- 
lowing pro amendment; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Rules, and ordered to be printed: 


Leave to print in the RECORD shall be allowed only when a question is under 
consideration by the House, and such leave shall authorize remarks in order 
in the discussion of such question and none other, and such remarks shall first 
appear in the RECORD before the final adjournment of the session. 


ALEXANDER R. LAWTON. 


Mr. NORWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker’s table for present consideration the bill (S. 118) for the re- 
lief of Alexander R. Lawton, of the State ofGeorgia. Thisisa bill which 
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the Senate, relieving the political disabilities of Mr. Lawton, and 
ask that it be taken up and passed at this time. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objections. 
The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That Alexander R. Lawton, of the State of Georgia, is hereby 
relieved of all political disabilities im upon him by the third section of the 
fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 

ee pee Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker’s table 
read by its title a first and second time, ordered toa third reading, read 
the third time, and passed (two-thirds voting in favor thereof). 


AMENDMENT TO THE RULES. 


Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, I offer for reference to the Committce on 
Rules the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That members neidet 2 see correspondents of the press occupying 
seats in the reporters’ ery are hereby allowed to receive them in the rooms 
in the rear of the 8: er’s desk. 


The proposed amendment was referred to the Committee on Rules, 
and ordered to be printed. 
THE RULES, 


Mr, HERBERT addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama rise to discuss 
the subject under consideration at the timeof the adjournment on yes- 
terday ? 

Mr. HERBERT. ‘That is my purpose in rising. 

Mr. Speaker, I favor every proposition contained in the report of the 
majority of the Committee on Rules with a single exception, and I re- 
gret that in that respect I am not able to follow theirreport. The pro- 
vision reinstating the morning hour for the consideration of bills will 
tend very largely in my opinion to the facilitation of the business of the 
House by giving each committee in turn an opportunity to put before 
the House for its consideration such legislation as it may have matured. 
The other and new provision, that the important committees of this 
House, organized for purposes of public legislation, shall not have their 
time consumed by the importunities of members begging committee- 
men to take up and consider private bills of their constituents, is a 
much needed reform, and one I have long been in favorof. It will 
enable these committees to effect more ey and to present sooner 
and in better shape for the consideration of the House proposed public 
legislation. 

The proposition I find myself unable to favor is that relating to the 
distribution of the powers now exercised by the Committee on Appro- 
priations. While opposed to that provision as incorporated into the 
report of the committee, I do most heartily favor the proposal to strike 
down thatprovision in the existingrules known as the Holman amend- 
ment, adopted ten years and under which legislation that 
ne law is upon certain conditions in order upon an appropriation 

‘That amendment, Mr. Speaker, in my opinion, has been much misun- 
derstood. There has prevailed a common idea among many members 
of the House that it wassimply a limitation of an already existing right. 
There was an impression that but for the existence of that amendment 
the power existed without limitation to amend appropriation bills by 
the addition of any kind of legislation that was germane. That is not 
true. 

Up to the time of the passage of the Holman amendment in the Forty- 
fourth Congress an co pina bill wasin theory atleast and according 
to rule what it purpo: to be, simply a bill appropriating money, and 
nothing more. The Committeeon Appropriations had up to that time 
no power to recommend legislation that existing law. It was 
the,Holman amendment which conferred that power. 

The true theory of correct legislation is that every bill ought tostand 
or fall upon itsown merits. That is the lastresult of the best thought 
of this generation; and you will find it ized in the constitution 
of nearly, if not quite, every State in this Union which has made a new 
constitution or largely amended its old constitution within the last 
twenty years. You will find provisions prescribing in one form or an- 
other that every bill shall contain but one subject-matter. The purpose 
of such a provision is that no proposition before a legislative body shall 
be hindered or advanced by being coupled with another. 

Now, this Holman amendment, adopted in the Forty-fourth Con- 
gress—I understand, for I was notin that Congress—worked very well 
at that time. Let that much be conceded. The crucial test of its 
operation, however, came in the Forty-fifth Congress. In that Congress 
three amendments, each one of them more or less political in its nature, 
were put upon the appropriation bills by a Democratic House and sent 
to a Republican Senate. That was my first Congress, and I remember 
well wherein that Holman amendment served the Democratie party 
and whereinitfailedus. Itserved us in this, thatit gave us a good jury 
law, and that was a most beneficent gift. It failed us in these, that 
it gave us but a small portion of our demand that troops should not be 
crowded to the polls at the time of an election. It gave us no part of 
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our demand that the laws providing for Federal interference in and 
superintendence of elections should be repealed. It gave us an extra 
session of Congress, and it gave us in the election for the Forty-seventh 
Congress defeat. The discussions of the questions involved at that time 
convinced this country, I believe—they certainly convinced me, coupled 
with the results which followed—that it was not a wise plan for a Demo- 
cratic House to put a political rider upon an appropriation bill and send 
it to the Senate when that body was Republican. 

Mr. Speaker, wearein thesame condition now as we were then. The 
House was Democratic then; itis Democraticnow. TheSenate was Re- 

mblican then; it is Republican now. But thereisthis difference. We 
ow now the position the Senate takes, though we did not know it 
then, at least till we tried it. We know now that not only are the 
Republican Senators opposed to this method of legislation, but the Dem- 
ocratic Senators also. In the last Congress we sent over to the Senate 
two very important pieces of legislation upon appropriation bills. One 
was in relation to ions. A bill similar in every respect, I believe—I 
have beenso told; I havenot examined it—had already passed the Senate 
unanimously. And yet when that same bill, favored unanimously by 
the Senators individually, came to them as a rider upon an appropria- 
tion bill they struck it off. If that same legislation had been sent to 
that Republican Senate as an independent bill their action shows they 
would nothave dared to reject it. If they had the country would have 
held them responsible. As it was they rejected it with impunity, and 
the country says, if it says anything about it, they were right in doing 
it, because it infringed one of their rules, a rule they have aright toes- 
tablish, and a rule, I believe, upon which the country insists. 

There was another piece of legislation which many of my Democratic 
friends here had at heart just as I had. That also we sent over to the 
Senate last session. It was the bill in relation to marshals and district 
attorneys and United States commissioners, giving salaries instead of 
fees to the marshals and attorneys and limiting and defining the juris- 
diction of the commissioners. That bill was considered here at great 
length in two committees. The provisions of it were finally agreed 
upon. It was put upon an appropriation bill and carried over to the 
Senate in thatshape. Ihad itmuch at heartand followed it over there. 
The result of my conversations and investigations there was the belief 
that the Senate would have passed that bill, and we would have that 
good law in existence to-day, had it been sent to them as an independent 
measure. As it is, they feel themselves justified before the country in 
having rejected it. 

Now, Mr. 8: , why shall we adhere to such a mode of legislation 
as this? It is by adhering to that amendment, as I believe, and claim- 
ing the power and authority it conferred, and thus largely monopoliz- 
ing the power of legislation in this House, that the great Committee on 
Appropriations has raised up for itself enemies here; and if it finds it- 
self finally dismembered it has largely to thank the Holman amendment 
for that result. 'Thatamendment has been somewhat changed or modi- 
fied by the gentleman who has made a as a minority of the com- 
mittee; and I suppose he hopes that in its modified form it will pass. 
I think I have demonstrated that it is vicious in principle and that we 
can hope to gain nothing whatever by it; and if it be vicious in prin- 
ciple, it ought to be stricken down entirely. 

Up to this point, Mr. Speaker, as I have said, I go heartily with the 
majority of the Committee on Rules. I want to strike off that Holman 
amendment. I want to rob the Committee on A iations of this 
power to monopolize legislation on this floor. Wh intended on 
the part of members of that committee or not—andI do not charge that 
they have had any such intention—the result of that rule, coupled 
with this fact that all other avenues to the consideration of bills seem 
to have been closed by the rules which we had, did give that committee 
a monopoly of the legislation of this House in previous Congresses. 
Let us take away that right. Let usconfine the Committee on Appro- 
priations to what is its legitimate that of recommending in 
the first instance to this House how much money shall be spent and 
for what purposes. If this be done we shall not find, in my opinion, 
such complaints made against the Appropriations Committee in the fut- 
ure as have been made against it in the two past Congresses. 

I do not think, my Democratic friends, that we ought now, when 
for the first time in twenty-four years we have a Democratic administra- 
tion, to attempt any such novel experiments as the committee proposes 
when it recommends the taking away of half the power of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and its distribution among six other commit- 
tees. Look back atthe history of this country. This Government has 
been in existence nearly one hundred years. Forty-eight Congresses 
have preceded us, and in not one of them was ever such distribution 
of powers made as is now proposed by the report of the majority of the 
committee. Up to 1865 one committee not only laid taxes but appro- 
priated the moneys, and up to the Forty-sixth Congress one committee 
eontinued to have complete jurisdiction over all appropriation bills. 

Then there was made a change as to two of these bills—and why? 
The time had come when this House and the country wanted larger ap- 
propriations for rivers and harbors. Therefore it was, and for the very 
purpose of getting the larger appropriations, that fall jurisdiction over 
the bill for rivers and harbors was conferred upon a separate commit- 
tee. We got just exactly what was expected and wanted. 


So, too, the country and this House wanted appropriations for 
the Agricultural Bureau, and because we wanted these larger appro- 
priations this House conferred upon the Agricultural Committee the 
right to appropriate for the purposes of that bureau, and we got what 
we wanted and what we expected. 

Now the question is, what do you want for the future? What do 
you want as toall the other departments of this Government? Do you 
wish a larger and, if you please so to call it, a more liberal expenditure 
of money than heretofore? Have we not been scattering the people’s 
money fast enough? If we have not, then do as you did in the case 
of the agricultural appropriation bill, do as you did in the case of the 
river and harbor bill, and you will have like results. Scatter the ap- 
propriation bills and you will scatter the people’s money. 

For myself, I believe it to be the duty of a Democratic House to 
carry out the professions of economy upon which we were elected. If 
it is, will yon make this division of authority and responsibility as 
recommended by the majority ? 

Mr. Speaker, these are the teachings of history, and they are largely 
re-enforced by the lessons to be drawn fromthe natureofman. Man’s 
mental organism is very like his physical. Take a dime and hold it 
up close enough to the natural eye and it will obscure almost, if not 
entirely, the whole of the universe. Remove that dime farther and 
farther from the eye and it appears in its more properrelations to other 
objects. Eventually,when you see it ata distance, you observe its in- 
significant proportions. Just so it is with our mental perceptions. 
Contemplate intently any one subject, fix your mental eye upon it, and 
it expands and increases in magnitude. Justin proportion as you 
study it intently it grows upon you. 

There is not a chemist in the employment of the Government, espe- 
cially if he be enthusiastic in his profession, as he ought to be in order 
to be of any value, who will not tell you, as I heard one of these gen- 
tlemen say in a lecture the other night, that the Government of the 
United States onght to spend more money on chemistry. There is not 
a geologist in the employment of the Government to-day who will not 
tell you that the Government ought tospend more money for geological 
purposes. There is not a geodetic specialist in the employ of the Gov- 
ernment to-day who is not enthusiastic about the accuracy of his tri- 
angulations and his geodetic calculations and the beauty and grandeur 
of that science which, as he will tell you, measures the shape and size 
elles: earth as it came forth fitted and fashioned from the hand of its 

itor. 

The same thing, Mr. Speaker, will be true of any gentleman on this 
floor who will study any single one of the departments of this Gov- 
ernment. I was very much struck with a remark made yesterday by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. He had been forsix years 
a member of the Post-Office Committee, and that committee, because 
he had diligently studied the subjects specially coming within its juris- 
diction, seemed to him to be the most important of all the committees 
appointed by the Speaker. So it will be if any one of you will take up 
the business of the Committee on Patents and study that question; at 
the end of the Congress you will come out with yourself enthusiastic 
about the grandeur and beneficence of the great system that has grown 
up in the Patent Office under the fostering care of Government. 

Now, there is not one of these great purposes for which we spend 
money that is not useful and beneficent. Take the Post-Office Depart- 
ment. It would be a great convenience if the letter-carrier every morn- 
ing could knock at the door of every cabin in this land—in the depths 
of the forest, on the steep mountain side—and say to the inmates, 
“ Here is your mail the Government has sent you.” But we can not 
afford to spend the money necessary to expand our postal facilities to 
that extent. How far we shall go, what facilities we can afford, is a 
question of money. 

So, too, we all admit we ought to have a better navy; we all admit 
we ought to have better seacoast defenses. It would be a matter of 
pride if we could boast we had ships afloat that could successfully con- 
tend upon the high seas with the combined navies of Europe. But we 
have not the money to build such a fleet as that just now. How far we 
shall go in that direction, how much of a navy we shall build, depends 
largely upon the question how much money we have at our command, 
how much can we afford when we take into consideration our financial 
condition and the other purposes for which we must spend money and 
the condition of our tax-payers. 

The same thing might be said of our seacoast defenses. We would 
like to have guns mounted which would send a shot through the proud- 
est ironclad afloat as if it were an egg-shell. We would like to have 
such guns placed so thickly along our seacoast, east and west, north 
and south, that not a single vessel in the world would dare to approach 
our most insignificant port. But we can not afford just now to build 
or purchase to that extent artillery for our fortifications. How far can 
we go? Is it not a question of money after all? Is not that the most 
important question? And can you divide that question into tidbits 
and decide by piecemeal how much you can give to the Navy, how 
much you can give to seacoast defenses, how much you can give tothe 
Post-Office Department, and so on through the list? It seems to me, 
Mr. Speaker, it would be very unwise to attempt it. 

But it has been urged here by such gentlemen as the gentleman ffom 
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Texas [Mr. REAGAN] and our friend from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] 
that the argument against the disruption of the A: iations Commit- 
tee and the distribution of its business assumes fact that no other 
than fifteen men in this House are capable enough, are honest enough, 
haveinformation enough, to be trusted with appropriation bills. Is that 

ent a fair one? If it be a fair one, where would it not apply? 
Why, you could go back to the days when the Constitution was framed 
and say that when our ancestors provided for a single President they 
did it upon the idea that there could not bein the United States at the 
same time more than one man who could be trusted with Presidential 
power. Oryoumight say ofthe Congress which provided for nine judges 
of the Supreme Court that they so limited the number because only nine 
fit and competent judges could be found at thesame time in the United 
States. Or you might say of all the forty-eight Congresses that have 
preceded us, embracingsuch menas Madison, Clay, John Quincy Adams, 
and so on down to Robert Toombs, whose bright spirit left us only yes- 
terday, that all of these men supposed there were not more than fifteen 
men in the House at any one time who could be trusted with theappropri- 
ations for the Government, because they always confined that work to 
one committee. Was that the reason which actuatedthem? Ah! no; 
it was because it has always been the belief of all the good and wise men 
who have considered the question that there ought to be one committee, 
one body of men, whose duty it should be to study our financial situa- 
tion, who should balance our books, and adjust in harmonious relations 
the expenditures to be made by the several ents of the Gov- 
ernment, subject always to the will of the House. It was becausethey 
believed that this was the only logical system; that it would be impos- 
sible otherwise to reconcile the claims of icting interests. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I am taking up more of the time of the Honse than 
I intended, and I will in conclusion only allude to one more argument 
advanced in support of the report of the Committee on Rules. The 
gentleman from Main e [Mr. REED] put forward yesterday in his forci- 
ble way this point. He says that the Committee on Appropriations, 
having so many bills to consider, divides them out to subcommittees, 
each subcommittee consisting of three members, and that each one of 
those subcommittees considers the bills intrusted to it, while the rest of 
the committee know little ornothingaboutit. ‘‘Then,’’said he, “will 
you submit to that? Ought we not to have more knowledge on the 
subject?” And he argues we will get more knowledge by distributing 
these bills as proposed in the report of the majority of the committee. 

Let us see about that. I do not now see the gentleman from Maine 
in his seat. He was in one Congress upon the Judiciary Committee and 
in another Congress upon the Ways and MeansCommittee. If he were 
here, I would ask him or any other gentleman in this House familiar 
with the way in which business is transacted by our committees how 
business was conducted before the Judiciary Committee. If there was 
a bill for a new court in Texas, was not that bill referred to a subcom- 
mittee of threemembers of that Judiciary Committee, and did not that 
subcommittee of three, after it had made up its action on the subject, 
report it back to the whole committee, and did not the Judiciary Com: 
mittee as a whole generally adopt its report? If there was a redistri- 
bution of judicial authority in the State of Iowa, was not that question 
referred to a subcommittee of three, and did not that subcommittee re- 
port to the whole committee, and did not the whole Committee on the 
Judiciary adopt that report? 

And so it was with the Ways and Means Committee. The question 
as to whether or not the tariff should be increased or lowered on works 
of art was submitted, according to my recollection, to a subcommittee 
of three. I see before me the chairman of the Committee on Elections 
in the last House, and that s to me another illustration. He 
referred, as all other chairmen of committees did, separate bills tosepa- 
rate subcommittees. Now, whenever you make the distribution pro- 

by the report of the majority of the Committee on Rules you will 
ve po y the same thing over again complained of by the gentle- 
m Maine. ‘The first act of a chairman of one of these eight or 
ten appropriation committees, when estimates were referred to him, 
would be to divide his committee into subcommittees. Every member 
of that committee would expect to be and would be put upon one or 
the other of these subcommittees, among whom the estimates referred 
to the committee would be distributed. We would then have, as now, 
threemen and nomore deciding originally on eachitem. Andsoit would 
be all the way through. You would not have, as the gentleman from 
Maine has contended, more knowledge, but you would merely havethe 
same knowledge divided into more pieces. Your cloth would be cut 
into more fragments and you would have more tailors, but when you 
came into the House tosew upyour garmentonly one tailorcould work 
at a time in putting together the several pieces. And what would re- 
sult from that? 

_As it is now, Mr. Speaker, nearly every member of the Appropria- 
tions Committee is expected at some time or other during the session 
to make an hour’s speech in the House in explanation of the bill heis 
supporting before going into the Committee of the Whole. Now, if 
you divide the work at present done by this single committee of fifteen 
into seven committees consisting of some hundred men, instead of fif- 
teen speeches in the House before going into the Committee of the 
Whole from members of the Appropriations Committee you will have 


a hundred speeches. The tendency will be formen who get a modicum 
of this knowledge, who have learned about one section of a bill, to 
state to the House all they know about it, and the consequence will be 
you will take five or six times as long to pass an appropriation bill in 
the future as in the past. For one, I do not believe, Mr. Speaker, we 
have the time to waste which would be wasted by a distribution of 
half the labors and authority of the present Appropriations Commit- 
tee to six other committees. 

How this body shall legislate is fast becoming a serious question. 
Our population is rapidly increasing, our business is rapidly extending, 
and the legislative wants arerapidly multiplying. Atthe same time the 
members of this House increase and cur body becomes more unwieldy 
at every decade. One solution of the difficulty would be decentraliza- 
tion—remitting to the States more of the business of legislation. But 
that we may not look for now. What, then, are we todo? The only 
remedy seems to be to begin our sessions, say, in November or October, 
and when in session to speak less and legislate more. The tendency of 
this new proposition, it seems to me, is to block up the way with more 
speeches, and, consequently, to have less legislation. For this, also, I 
oppose it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, it has been stated in the course of the 
discussion of the pending question by gentlemen on this side of the 
House that it would have been better for the members of the Committee 
on Rules representing it at the outset to have made some explanation of 
the reasons which induced them to unite in the majority report. IfI 
forbore to make any explanation, sir, it was simply that I might supple- 
ment my reasons for my action by answering to some extent the objec- 
tions which were urged against the report. 

The report which has been submitted by the committee is radical in 
some of the changes it contemplates. It proposes to distribute certain 
of the appropriation bills to certain of the standing committees of the 
House. It proposes to eliminate entirely from appropriation bills all 
legislation. It proposes to abolish the Speaker’s table, and it proposes 
an hour for the consideration of such questions as may be brought up 
for the consideration of the House by the different standing commit- 
tees. Inthe remarks which I shallsubmit now I shall say but little in 
reference to the points to which I have alluded except the first. 

We are confronted here by the opposition of gentlemen on the other 
side of the House, the majority of the House, who shrink from the 
adoption of our report because, as they frankly say, and as they believe, 
the party majority now in control is not to be trusted with the liberty 
which this amendment to the rules would give to it, and there are gen- 
tlemen on this side of the floor animated by the same reason to oppose 
these rules. They tell us that we, as the minority, can not afford to 
trust the majority of the House with the opportunities, which they point 
out in this amendment, to get at the public Treasury. 

They tell us, Mr. Speaker, that you, possessed of all the capacity of 
which you are possessed, honest, as we all know that you are, that it is 
impossible for you to select from the majority of this House—the other 
side of it, from among the gentlemen who have elevated you to the position 
you occupy—committees that can keep within limits the expendi- 
tures of this They attempt to disguise this argument under 
the specious one that the committees when they are organized seek to 

dize themselves by adding to their powers, and that hence they 
are not to be trusted; and this debate has drifted into a discussion of 
the river and harbor appropriation bill, which has been pointed to as 
a reason why no committee work in the shape of appropriations should 
be done by any other committee than the Committee on Appropriations 
or taken from that committee and distributed to the other standing 
committees. Itdoes seem to me, sir, that the gentleman who made that 
argument was not ingenuous and did not deal frankly with the House. 
He knows—for he has been here longer than I have, and I know it—he 
knows that the Committee on Appropriations never had control of the 
river and harbor bill; and yet the argument was forced to our atten- 
tion that at a certain period of time, when that committee lost jurisdic- 
tion of that subject, the appropriation for it increased in amount. Now, 
Isay it never had jurisdiction of the subject inany practicalsense. The 
rule has always been, so far as my memory goes—— 

Mr. HERBERT. Let me ask the gentleman from New York if he 
alludes to me? 

Mr. HISCOCK. No,sir. Therule hasalwaysbeen, so far as my rec- 
ollection extends, and so far as I have been able to look back into the 
history of legislative proceedings in this House, that first the Commerce 
Committee and then the Committee on Riversand Harbors prepared that 
bill; I mean, sir, prepared it to be presented to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. But when it was presented the records will show that 
in almost every single instance the motion was entertained to pass it 
under a suspension of the rules, and it passed and became a law, and 
the Appropriations Committee never took jurisdiction of it. Now, we 
have gained this in reference to that bill by removing this slight in- 
cumbrance or restriction imposed upon the Committee on Commerce 
and then upon the River and Harbor Committee. We have gained 
this, that since that committee has taken the absolute jurisdiction of 
it it has been usually brought in here and discussed at length, and if 
it had enormities in it there was an opportunity of pointing them out 
and disscussing them and the country was advised in reference to it, for 
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it received ample consideration. The result has been that we have de- 
feated—this House has defeated—practically two river and harbor ap- 
propriation bills. I call the attention of gentlemen to that fact. The 
bills have come in here and been discussed. They have not been forced 
through under suspension of the rules, 

I might allude, sir, to another reason why the river and harbor bill 
is unlike any other one of the appropriation bills. It carriesitems that 
are to be expended in the districts of the different members of Congress. 
They are interested for large appropriations that are to be expended in 
their districts, and combinations may be made which will swell its 
volume and swell the aggregate amount. That, sir, is not true of any 
other appropriation bill which we propose to take from the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

I say the gentleman was not ingenuous in another particular. He 
knows, as we all know, that thereason why this bill has been so swollen 
in its dimensions in the last few years is that the committee has taken 
jurisdiction of the improvement of the Mississippi River and of the riv- 
ers that empty into it. He favored that; the House favored it; and the 
result of it was a large increase in the volume of that bill. I say then, 
Mr. Speaker, there is nothing in the consideration of this argument, in 
my judgment, that should influence the action or the vote of any mem- 
ber of the House. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, briefly, I proceed to examine precisely what 
we propose todo. As Isaida little while ago, these bills which we pro- 
pose to distribute do not carry appropriations for certain specified locali- 
ties; the appropriations are to be spread oyer the whole United States. 
Most of them are to be expended under provisions of existing law. 

I will take, if you please, the Post-Office bill, and I hope I shall not 
weary the attention of members as I discuss the question. My friend 
who last addressed the House upon this subject has been frightened 
lest we would attempt to build up new bureaus and provide for the 
expenditure of more money. If the gentleman would only take the 
trouble to examine the general appropriation bills that we propose to 
take from the Committee on Appropriations, he will discover that not 
one of them has any jurisdiction over those subjects whatever. All the 
bills that carry the appropriations for those objects this report of the 
majority of the Committee on Rules leaves with the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. Take the Post-Office bill. I find in it this item: 

For mail depredations and post-office inspectors, including amounts neces- 
sary for fees for United States marshals and attorneys, $200,000. 

Will gentlemen tell me there is danger of any committee enlarging 
that item beyond what it ought to be—that any man will consent to 
increase it for the purpose of enlarging his consequence as a committee 
man? It is for the generalservice. There isnojobinit. It is not to 
be expended in his district. It is to be expended all over the United 
States by men who are strangers to him. It is to be expended under 
the supervision of the heads of the Departments. I read another item: 

For compensation to clerks in post-offices, $5,150,000. 


These are the clerks that are employed in the post-offices which are 
above the fourth class, for the distribution of letters and for attention 
to the public business generally. Will any gentleman in the investi 
tion of this question tell me that any committee will attempt to in- 
crease that appropriation beyond what it ought to be? What motive, 
what incentive, what reason could he have for doing it? There is the 
great post-office in the city of New York, another in Boston, another in 
Chicago, one in each of the cities where the office is a Presidential office, 
and there the postmaster makes his estimates and sends his communi- 
cation to the Postmaster-General indicating the number of clerks it is 
necessary for him to have in the transaction of his business, the amounts 
of money it is necessary for him to expend in managing the business of 
that office. Is there here any danger of any committee giving too much 
money for that branch of the service? It seems to me not, sir; and I 
ask gentlemen what committee is there more proper to dispose of that 
question, to give it a full, fair investigation and to examine the records 
in regard to it, than the Post-Office Committee, which shall be consti- 
tuted. 

I have called attention to a few items in the general Post-Office bill, 
and with the exception of those items over which a committee has no 
control, they are all of the same character. The Post-Office Committee 
will have the power to say how much money shall be ded for letter- 
carriers. Will they attempt to magnify themselves by appropriating 
more money than is necessary for thatservice? They have the right to 
say how many mail preg ty shall be employed upon the railroads, 
or rather they have the right of appropriating the amount of money 
which shall be used in that branch of the service. Is there any ee 
of their enlarging the amount beyond the proper limits? If they do, 
sir, the expenditure of that money is under the control of the Postmaster- 
General and the different officers of that Department, and he, as a faith- 
ful, honest officer, is compelled to turn back into the Treasury all that 
is not required. You may take the carrying of the mails upon the rail- 
roads. We have general legislation which fixes the amount of money that 
can be expended. The compensation is determined by the weight, speed, 
and the space which is occupied by the mail matter, and the committee 
has no control overit whatever. You may take the salariesof the post- 
masters; these areall controlled by general law; all the salaries through- 


out the Departments are controlled by the general law, and no committee 
will have the power under these rules to change that law or to appro- 
Wine more money than is required for the different branches of the 
service. 

So you might go through these different a; propriation bills. Take, 
if you please, the consular and diplomatic bill, which it is proj 
shall be sent to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. Look at that bill. 
It contains no items for any establishment here in Washington; that 
matter is left with the Committee on Appropriations; but it provides 
for our ministers abroad, for the diplomatic and consular service. The 
salaries which are to be paid to the officers of that service are fixed by 
general statute, and under the rulings of the House, under the rul- 
ings of the Committee of the Whole into which the House resolved it- 
self for the consideration of bills of this character, it has been held 
that no bill can carry a single item of appropriation for the establish- 
ment of a new consulate unless authority is contained in a previous 
act. I ask what committee is so fit as the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, conversant with the needs of our consular service, conversant with 
our relations abroad, to frame a bill containing appropriations or recom- 
mendations in reference to the establishment of new consulates, and the 
abolishment of existing consulates, and the general regulation of the 
diplomatic service ? 

Why, sir, to nearly half the members present a scene must be per- 
fectly fresh that occurred on this floor when that bill was presented 
in the last House. It came from the Committee on Appropriations 
stricken down in such a way that there was not a single member of the 
committee who did not know that inadequate appropriation for that 
service were recommended. I remember it well; and as I see gentle- 
men around me smile, I know that they remember it. Yet that bill 
came here upon the unanimous report of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. A gentleman whom I saw here but a moment ago stood forth 
at that time as the special representative of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs to contest the different items of appropriation which had been 
made by that bill. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will yield a moment, I desire to 
say that I recollect very well the bill to which he refers; but in one 
particular the gentleman’s statement, if he will allow me to say so, is 
not accurate. There was a minority of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions that did not favor the bill as reported; and if the gentleman had 
done me the honor to listen while the bill was under consideration in 
the eee of the Whole it occurs to me he would have ascertained 
that fact. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I give the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
the full benefit of his statement, which I have no doubt is correct; and 
in so far as it differs from what I have said, I modify my statement 
accordingly. I will concede that he, and, if you please, the Republican 
mamper of the Committee on Appropriations, were opposed to that 

ill. 

Now, why was that bill brought in here in that form? What reason 
could any committee give for having brought it here? The purpose was 
simply that gentlemen might stand before the House and play as econ- 
omists. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentlemen allow me again? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman’s question is very apt and proper, 
and I think he has given the truereason. But he might go further and 
say that in the House of last session, in which the Democratic party had 
a majority of more than 80, the Democratic Committee of the Whole 
backed up the majority of their Committee on Appropriations; so that 
the bill became the act of the Democracy with their large majority as 
much as that of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I am entirely willing the gentleman’s 
remarks shall be interpolated into mine. Yet, sir, lam not here to-day 
to criticise the Democratic party. They hayecome into power. They 
hold this House. Certain gentlemen on this side have acted with cer- 
tain gentlemen on the other side in formulating a code of amendments 
to the rules which, in my judgment, will correct certain abuses. Mr. 
Speaker, we have been met in entire fairness upon this question by 
action on the of the majority of that committee (and ‘‘ actions 

louder than words ’’), indicating that while they have no apolo- 
gies for the past igs do not desire the continuance of the vicious prac- 
tice in the future. I united in that report for one, because I accepted 
those assurances in good faith, and because I believe that the amend- 
ments which we have reported will correct the evils of which the gen- 
tleman from Illinois complains. 

Yes, sir, and he agrees with me that appropriation bills were reported 
here simply that men might pose as economists, that they might claim in 
their districts that they had endeavored to hold down the appropriations, 
but that a wantonly extravagant Congress had overruled them. There 
was not a single member of the Committee on Appropriations who, but 
for the fact he knew we would be here to-day to vote a deficiency, would 
have dared to present the bills I have mentioned to the House. The 
policy was false, unfair, and disingenuous; my friend from Illinois has 
indicated it, and I say these amendments which we propose to the rules 

romise fair dealing and frankness in reference to questions of that 
ind. 
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There is no reason, gentlemen of the other side, why you should in- 
dulge in that policy any longer. I do not know but you would do so 
if circumstances had.not changed; but they have. You have the Ad- 
ministration. It is upon its estimates that you are to pass; it is for its 
service that you must provide, and I call attention to the fact that if 
you are now to starve an administration, it will be your Administration 
that will be starved and not ours. 

I ask members to take up the bills to which I have referred and read 
them item by item, and point out a single item that is a suitable subject 
for ‘‘ robbing the Treasury ’’ or wantonly increasing appropriations. 

Mr. Speaker, let us turn again to the Post-Office appropriation bill. 
We all remember what transpired upon this floor in connection with that 
bill; I have called your attention to it; I have referred to the items of 
that bill and stated what they contained. Yet the Committee on Ap- 
propriations brought in a report striking down that service. Itdid not 
provide for a sufficient number of mail-agents or mail-carriers; and I 
say the Committee on Appropriations knew that when they reported 
the bill. 

And that bill was brought in here in order that gentlemen might again 
exhibit themselves in the attitude of economists. It was cheap talk on 
their part. It was the full height of statesmanship to which they could 
attain. Items would be reported here me knew were insufficient; 
and again I repeat, in reference to this bill, they never would have 
dared to pass it except that they knew another session of Congress might, 
by a deficiency bill, provide for the service which they had starved. 

Sir, you may take up the Army bill, and it is made up of transpor- 
tation and pay of the Army, over which this House has no control ex- 
cept by way of general legislation. The pay of the Army is fixed by 
statute, The transportation of the Army, the support of the Army is 
within the discretion of the Secretary of War or the commanding gen- 
eral, I do not remember which. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘That supply has never been made to depend on the 
annual Army appropriation bill. Do gentlemen say it is within the 
power of a committee of Con, torob the public Treasury by giving 
too many rations to the soldiers, to rob the public Treasury by giving 
too much clothing to the soldiers, or to rob the public on the item of 
transportation? Itis not to be spent among their constituents. It 
is for the support of this great arm of the service, over which individ- 
ual members of committees have no control. 

We will take up next the Navy bill, and I repeat in reference to 
that all that I have said in regard to the others. 

Gentlemen know, under our rulings, new ships can not be built ex- 
cept by new legislation. They have been ruled from our bills. It is 
the pay of the Navy, it is the maintenance of yards and docks away 
from the city of Washington—no jobs in them—nothing which interests 
an individual member for which appropriations are made; and I ask 
again, can not the Committee on Naval Affairs be trusted with that bill? 
Is there danger of their depleting the Treasury unduly? No, sir; they 
have noincentive to build up that branch of the service beyond its needs. 
All they appropriate in the main comes under the general provisions of 
the Revised Statutes for expenditure. 

I do not mean to say they can not increase or diminish the amount, 
but I do mean to say that the money, when appropriated: is expended 
under law which fixes and controls the amount which should be dis- 
bursed. 

Now we have taken these bills from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and we have given them to these several standing committees— 
why? Because, in our opinion, they could investigate these questions 
as well, as thoroughly, as exhaustively as the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. And we have arbitrarily, I will state, given to the Committee 
on Appropriations the bills which cover items of expenditure which 
might ibly be unduly enlarged. We have left to that committee 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. Every bureau 
in the city of Washington is supplied and fed by it. I will say to my 
friend, if he still continues to put his trust in the Committee on Appro- 
priations, we have left that bill precisely where he wants it to remain. 
All the clerkships, all the heads of bureaus are to be there provided for. 

He has said the heads of these bureaus were here lobbying in behalf 
of the passage of this amendment of the rules. I say in reply that 
every single one of them, if he desires to have his bureau force or their 
salaries increased, must knock at the door of the old Committee on Ap- 
propriations, 

Then take the sundry civil asi ta bill, a bill, sir, which car- 
ries all those items which are purely discretionary—which carries all 
those items in reference to which there is no existing law providing for 
the disbursement of money. Ihave been told in private discussion we 
had not carried out our reasoning to its legitimate result because we 
should have divided that bill up too and sent it to the other commit- 
tees. Oh, no; we should not have divided it up. We have confidence 
in the Committee on Appropriations, and wherever there are these large 
discretions they are still left with the Committee on Appropriations. 

h an CASWELL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
on 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, sir. 


I guess they do not know themselves. 


Mr. CASWELL. Does the gentleman intend to say these doubtful 
questions would be safer when left with the Committee on Appropria- 
tions than with the other committees ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I will answer the gentleman with all 
frankness. I believe you can constitute from the body of this House 
committees with whom those questions can besafely left. I believe you 
have the integrity and capacity to doit. I believe this body of three 
hundred and twenty-five men has in it yet enough of honesty to con- 
stitute all those committees. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

Gentlemen still ask why we left it there? I voted to leave it there 
in part for this reason, because I know there aremembers on this floor 
who do not agree with me in this good opinion of the House. 

I, for one, voted to leave it there to answer their objections that I knew 
would beurged upon thisfloor. Thatis one of the reasons which prompted 
me in my action, and I doubt not that the same reason prompted other 
members of the Committee on Rules. 

But, sir, we had another reason. We were in favor of the distribution 
of this work. This principle, to a certain extent, I believe, actuated 
every member of that Committee on Rules—I will not say every mem- 
ber, but nearly every member—that the responsibilities of legislation 
should be scattered in this House. 

Mr. RANNEY (from his seat). Distributed. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I used the word scattered; distributed the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, from Boston, says is better and I accept it. 
I, sir, am in favor for one of as many members of this House as possi- 
ble sharing in its responsibilities, sharing in its labors, sharing in its 
honors, and sharing in its leadership. I, sir, am opposed, and I might 
as well say it here as elsewhere—I am oppos to this legislative body, 
as I would be to any legislative body of which I was amember, build- 
ing up a system of rules that shall crown any man or set of men as 
kings of that deliberative body. [Applause.] No; we are here as 
equals, and I doubt if there is very much difference in our intellectual 
capacities. I doubtif there isvery much difference in our aptitude for 
labor, and therefore it is that I have been in favor of distributing the 
work which is to come before the House. Mr. Speaker, I would not 
have taken from this Committee on Appropriations that work or that 
kind of work which I believe it can do well. I will say further tothe 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] that I never would have 
joined in this report if I had believed that the Committee on Appro- 
priations could do this work well. No, sir; never. I donot mean to 
say that it has been excessive in its appropriations, nor do I mean to 
say thatit has been too parsimonious in its appropriations. I do not 
mean to say that so far as the work itself was concerned it has not been 
in the main well done. But what I mean to say is that it has not done 
it well for the country, well for the House, because it has not been well 
done for the other business which is brought to the House, and that 
is the ground of my present position on this report. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to ask the gentleman from New York, who 
was chairman of this committee during the Con; before the last, 
whether he believes there is any difficulty which will prevent the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, consisting of fifteen men who are willing te 
work, from doing all the business that will come before that commit- 
tee if you confine it to appropriations solely, divorcing from it all power 
to recommend legislation, and divorcing from every member of this 
House the power to move legislation upon the general money bills? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I can not answer the gentleman from 
Illinois categorically, but I propose to argue the question which he has 
submitted tome. Sir, the Committee on Appropriations of this House 
is made up, and it ought to be, of leading men—leading men before the 
country, leading members of the House, men of large experience, men 
who are looked to for the leadership of their party, men who are looked 
to to guard carefully the rights of the people and to criticise the legis- 
lation which may be proposed here, and to defeat or forwardit. Strong 
leading men of the House usually have been made members of that 
committee. Now, sir, what I say is this: that you can not constitute 
the Committee on Appropriations of that class of men who can be able 
to bring in their bills here in season to procure their passage and still 
discharge the other duties that are expected of them by the House and 
the country. They are interested in other legislation. If it is a tariff 
bill that is up they must needs be here to watchit. Ifgeneral legislation 
is here for consideration they are interested in it, as you and I are inter- 
ested in it, and they must be here to further or defeat it. Theresult is 
if they discharge their duty to the country and to their constituents they 
have not the time to preparethese bills. Why, sir, there is no gentleman 
for whom I havea higher personal respect and regard, very few for whom 
I have more admiration, than the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
MAN] upon that committee. Will the gentleman from Indiana tell me 
if he can properly discharge his duty as a member of the Committee 
on Appropriations in reference to all of these bills and yet stand here 
as a guardian of the Treasury, occupying the position that is ted 
of him by the country? Whatis the result? What has been the re- 
sult since I have been a member of the House, and since my friend 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] has been here? The House knows what 
it has been; the country knows it. The Committee on Appropriations 
prepare their bills as other committees prepare their reports, ard then 
the report of the Committee on Appropriations and the reports af the 
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other committees all come in here at the same time, and the result is 
that the Committee on Appropriations takes the right of way, while, 
as a consequence, all other legislation is crowded out. 

There is no chance for any deliberate discussion of another question. 
The committees have prepared their work and brought it in here. 
Work comes over here from theSenate. Senate bills are brought here. 


They accumulate during the last days of the session. It may be legis- 
lation in which a locality, or a State, or a section of the country may 
be deeply interested. When it comes here from the Senate some dis- 
cussion of the question is desired. But it is within the last thirty days 
of the session, and you have to pass the appropriation bills or have an 
extra session. The result is that there is a denial of a hearing in this 
House for other bills. 

I heard something said here yesterday on the floor in the course of 
this discussion with reference to the bankruptcy bill. It is not my 
purpose now to discuss that bill. But, sir, I say this, that the people 
who are in favor of that measure have a right toa hearing for it on this 
floor. They have a right to have it discussed here, and they have a 
right to have a vote upon it in this House; and yet, sir, by this manner 
and method of doing business which has prevailed here since the adop- 
tion of the present code of rules it could not have a hearing. This, too, 
while there is a majority of the House in favor of it. Why? Because 
it had to yield to the appropriation bills or else we were to have an 
extra session. 

I believe, sir, if the appropriation bills are distributed in the way 
proposed we can go back to the old rule that has been cited in this re- 
port that every appropriation bill shall be reported to the House within 
thirty days after the appointment of the committees. If the report 
is adopted I will be in favor of that amendment to the rule so as to 
compel the committees within thirty days to bring in their bills for 
consideration and put them on their passage and get them out of the way 
of other legislation. 3 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HISCOCK. With pleasure. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to ask the gentleman from New York 
whether his experience as chairman of the Appropriations Committee 
in the Forty-seventh Congress has not taught him it is impossible to 
get these bills into this House, no matter where they come from or 
where they go to, within thirty days. Wehavenot even the estimates 
on which to base the bills in thirtydays. The rule to which the gen- 
tleman refers was a dead letter from the day it was enacted. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ThenI would have the rule amended so as to say 
that the bills should be reported within thirty days after the estimates 
were presented. And I would say further, with reference to this ques- 
tion, that I do not believe there is a single one of these general appro- 
priation bills that any intelligent committee thoroughly posted in ref- 
erence to the service could not prepare and present to the House within 
one week after the committee has received the estimates. 

Mr. RANDALL. That statement does not correspond with your 
record as the chairman of that committee. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam entirely willing that my record as chairman 
of that committeeshall be paraded before the House. Certainly so far as 
the presentation of the bills was concerned it will more than favorably 
compare with the record of any other committee before or since for ten 


years. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think not. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Isay tothe gentleman from Pennsylvania Ithink he 
had better content himself with remaining in the fields of speculation 
and thought on that question. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam willing tostand by the record. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Take my own experience with reference to those 
bills, I had the power; I grant it. And when I had it I did not 
bring in those bills early; I grant that. I could have done so if I had 
desired. But what did Ido? I held back the legislative and sundry 
civil bills until away in July to force this House to pass the little in- 
ternal-revenue bill and to pass the Tariff Commission bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. There was a little log-rolling. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MORRISON. Who log-rolled with you? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I did it on the I have stated, and I say if 
you will examinethe RECORD you will find that on the floor of the House 
I distinctly proclaimed my intention and policy to the country. My 
action was not covert. It was taken boldly and manfully. Whether 
I ought to have had that power or not, perhaps, sir, is questionable. 
Since I had it I chose to exercise it. And I believe in that particular 
case it was wisely exercised. 

But, sir, what I say in reference to this matter is this, and therecord 
proves it, that nearly all the appropriation bills have passed this House 
within thirty days before Congress adjourned. I say the record shows 
an aggregate amount of $275,000,000 has passed the House within 
thirty days of the final adjournment, and has been dumped—I use 
the word advisedly, having relation both tothe method and quality of 
the material deposited—has been dumped into the Senate for its ex- 
amination in that late period of the session. Iask gentlemen upon this 
side, yes, and upon the other side of the House if this is a good and 


wise method of legislation? Should the Senate be compelled to con- 
sider the appropriation of this vastamount of money within thirty days 
of the expiration of the session? Why, sir, it is often the case—it is 
no exception to the rule—that within the last week of the session 
$50,000,000 or $75,000,000 have gone over to the Senate for considera- 
tion with the other appropriation bills still there undisposed of. Is 
this a proper system? Are we afraid to adopt a method that will not 
subject us tothose evils? The gentleman from Illinois said he took the 
responsibility of his vote, and that he desired not to influence anybody 
else. Isay for myself, on this question, I am willing to take the re- 
sponsibility of my vote and go to the country on it. 

Many new members aresitting around me, and I ask them to appeal 
to the old members for verification of the facts I will now state. Six, 
seven, eight, nine, ten millions of dollars are disposed of by commit- 
tees of conference, and no member of the House—perhaps I ought to 
except the conferees, yet I hardly think I ought—no member of the 
House knowing precisely what disposition is made of the money. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman propose a scheme which will 
better that or will hasten the business of this House? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ido. I believe if you will give to the Post-Office 
Committee the Post-Office appropriation bill, which embraces only 
such questions as those to which I have called attention, that within 
one week after the estimates are presented here that committee can 
report its bill. More than that, I believe if it is a fair bill, instead 
of there being speeches upon the question, as has been suggested by 
the gentleman from Alabama, there will be no speech upon the bill, 
but it will pass by unanimous consent. 

Why, sir (and this remark does not apply to the gentleman from 
Illinois), I must say that many a time I have thought these bills had 
been constituted for the very purpose of promoting discussion on this 
floor; that this was the objective point of the men who prepared them— 
that they might come here to enter the lists as debaters and demolish 
all the gentlemen who sought to assail their bills. I believe that dis- 
cussion is prolonged by these bills being presented here in this way; 
and I say to you, gentlemen upon the other side, that you should have 
no fear—you, Mr. Speaker, as we know, have no fear—of these amend- 
ments, because it is the estimates of your President that are to pass 
under review. 

I wish to say a little more with reference to one of the evils that have 
grownoutofthissystem. Twenty-five, fifty, seventy-five, one hundred 
and twenty-five millions of dollars tied up in conference in different 
bills! And to what a spectacle was the country and the House invited ! 
The Committee on Appropriations through its conferees dickering, not 
with reference to items in the particular bill, but with reference to items 
in different bills, trading off the provisions in one bill for the provisions 
in another. I have made this charge, Mr. Speaker, with great boldness, 
and I pause for any member of the last Committee on Appropriations 
to dispute my assertion. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say very frankly to the gentleman that while 
I was never the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, he was; 
and I had the honor to be upon that committee. Ifsuch ‘‘ trading" as 
he refers to took place in that committee then it was known to the 
gentleman and not to me. And so far as I am concerned, ifsuch ‘‘ trad- 
ing” took place in any Committee on Appropriations it did not come 
to my knowledge or meet my approval. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I believe, Mr. Speaker, all that the gentleman says. 
It did not come to his knowledge when he and I served together; and 
it would never have come to his knowledge if we had served together 
for many Congresses more. 

But, sir, under this system there is a chance for that sort of thing; 
and I will vote to abolish any system which admits in practice such 
vicious legislation. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HISCOCK. I hope some gentleman will yield me his time or 
ask an extension of mine. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask unanimous consent that the 
time of the gentleman from New York be extended. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will not occupy a great while longer. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous con- 
sent that the time of the gentleman from New York be extended. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. : 

Mr. HISCOCK. Again, Mr. Speaker, whatis the result of this sys- 
tem? For the correctness of your appropriation bills as passed—nearly 
every one of them—youare dependent upon the integrity of two clerks 
of Congress. I undertake to say (and I will pause to be contradicted 
on this point) that the Committee on Enrolled Bills has never been 
able to read the appropriation bills after they were engrossed. In this 
particular you are compelled to depend upon the integrity and capacity 
of two clerks, overwearied with night service, extending frequently 
into the early, or, if you please, the late, hours of the morning—yes, 
Mr. Speaker, when the hand has been turned back upon the dial to 
prolong the session. You are compelled to depend upon the physical 
strength, the integrity, and the capacity of these men. - 

Mr. CANNON. DoI understan:l the gentleman to say that the hand 
was turned back on the dial to lengthen the session? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Well, I will withdraw that remark, and if pers 
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mitted I would be glad to have it left out of the RECORD, because I do 
not care to enter into an investigation of that question. 

Mr. CANNON. I wanted to see what committee was responsible 
or that, and whether we could not break up that system. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will not enter into a discussion of that question. 
But, sir, the legislation of this Congress is relegated to these clerks who 
make up and engross these bills; and, as I said a moment ago, no com- 
mittee of the House knows what provisions are in them. The conferees 
themselves who have charge of the bills donot know what is containedin 
them. I haveseenitstatedsomewherein the newspapersin reference to 
the closing hours of the last session thatan item for the armament ofnew 
cruisers was left out throughan oversightof the engrossing clerk. My 
friend from Maine [Mr. BouTELLE], who is a newspaper man, will per- 
haps corroborate my statement on this question. ‘This House spokein 
emphatic terms in reference to making an appropriation for the arma- 
ment of these new cruisers. The Secretary told us that we needed to 
start the building of these guns before we commenced building the ships. 
The Committee on Appropriations resisted that provision. Still I think 
the House putitin. If it did not put it in there was a decisive vote 
on that question, and, as one of the newspapers said—I do not know 
whether truthfully or not—the conferees reported in favorof thatitem 
going into the bill. Yet itwasleft out. And the Secretary of the Navy 
—not our Secretary of the Navy; ours, speaking as an American citizen; 
but not ours speaking as a party man—has sent in here the report of 
his Department, saying, in purport, there was no need of so early an ap- 
propriation for those ships, since no appropriation was made for their 
armament, as it takes a much longer period of time to prepare the ar- 
mament of vessels than to build them. 

And this is the kind of legislation, Mr. Speaker, dealing with mill- 
ions—amounts so the brain grows dizzy as it contemplates them— 
this is thespecies of legislation, I say, to which I am opposed and against 
which we have attempted to provide a remedy. 

I come, now, to consider one further point in this discussion. Just 
think of it, Mr. Speaker, $275,000,000 of appropriation bills, under this 
system, are thro! Congress and laid before the President of 
the United States, demanding his approval, when he is not able to read 
one word or one line of them. I believe that this great country would 
respond to a veto from the Executive if he said, I will not sign a bill 
that comes to me at such a questionable time. 

Look at it, sir. I will recall to your mind the scenes you have wit- 
nessed, Mr. Speaker, in the closing hours of a session of Co: not 
the closing days, but the closing hours of asession. The President with 
his Cabinet, and all the legislation of this House, incuding all the 
bills of the Committee on Appropriations, at 1, 2, and 4 o’clock in the 
morning, all placed before the President of the United States, and the 
alternative presented to him to sign the bills or to be forced to call an 
extrasession. He, sir, is a part of the law-making power of this coun- 
try, and I believe that, under the Constitution, he should have ample 
time for the consideration of all bills. bey the State of New York, 
give, I believe, our governor thirty days the Legislature has ad- 
journed for the examination of bills. Not an hour is given under our 
Constitution, and, more than all that, Congress so manages its business 
as absolutely to force the signature of the President to bills undersuch 
circumstances that he can not know what provisions they contain. 

Mr. Speaker, I notice that the minority report here states that what 
is proposed is unusual. I do notknow, butit says that it is unheard- 
of in legislative bodies. Sir, I think somewhere in the report we are 
pointed to the mother country to be gui by her experience on the 
question. I am willing to be guided bythe practice of England on 
this question. What does she do? The committee on supply is the 
committee of the whole house, and it takes up the budget and approves 
or rejects the items init. Ifyou the standing committees that 
I have referred to may formulate the budget for administering the Gov- 
ernment and bring it to us with their views, with the result of their 
investigations, and we can adopt or reject the items as they are pre- 
sented to us, 

We have been told that eminent men in the past have given the sanc- 
tion of their approval to thissystem. Well, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has quoted their sayings in his Iwish he would have 
been willing to have followed them in some of the other doctrines they 
have preached, as it would have been more profitable to the country than 
simply to quote their sayings here now in this manner. 

It to me is always a little questionable for an individual to invoke 
the testimony of his opponents on a great question. We do not know 
the surroundings or political exigencies of the case, if you please, which 
may have induced men to make their ts in reference to a cer- 
tain theory or policy. I can understand there might be circumstances 
where I might think it wise policy to lodge the legislation of the House 
in some ten or fifteen members, but in these times of peace, when there 
are no questions before the people but those of finance, I do not recog- 
nize this as any such occasion. 

I might say further in reference to the statements of these gentle- 
men who have been quoted that all men grasp for power and leader- 
ship, and that there are but few men who have been willing to add 
their voice to arguments in favor of their own deposition. Great par- 
liamentary leaders often conclude those who surround them need their 


guardianship; that it is unsafe to trust them with the depositing of 
their own votes. Now, if that has been so in times past, let us start out 
in a new era and educate every man to the responsibility of voting and 
acting for himself. 

I have no fault to find with the statesmanship or high character of 
the distinguished gentlemen who have been referred to. They have 
been the t leaders of the party to which I belong. I believe I was 
present when some of the utterances which have been referred to were 
made. Presidential candidates were then before the country. Ido 
not question the good faith or the earnestness of the men who made 
those statements. Self-interest, perhaps, dictated they should be ag- 
grandized as leaders of the Republican party. 

Well, Mr. Speaker, we are not a triumphant party to-day, and wedo 
not need to invest anybody on this side of the House with extraordi- 
nary powers of leadership. And in the interest of good legislation for 
this country I do not believe it is worth while, since you have the 
President, since you have the Administration and must pass on its 
estimates, you should force leadership on any particular individual or 
any particular committee on your side of the House. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe I have but little more to say in the dis- 
cussion of this question. I have not touched any of the other amend- 
ments which have been proposed by the committee. This one in refer- 
ence to eliminating legislation from the general appropriation bills I 
must, however, say a word in reference to. We have passed the period 
in the history of this country in which I am afraid of riders upon ap- 
propriation bills. 

I see coming up in the distance no great political question that it 
may be necessary to solve in that manner, and I am frank to say that 
if that had been the only danger that confronted me I should be indiffer- 
ent as to whether that amendment of the committee prevailed or not. 
But, sir, it has a far greater range, a more far-reaching effect upon the 
legislation of this House than that. 

Again, to answer the objections made by gentlemen on both sides of 
the House that this House can not be trusted with itself, we propose 
that no committee shall have the power of putting any legislation upon 
its appropriation bills. How can you increase your appropriation bills, 
when they are made under existing law, to any great amount if you can 
not carry with the proposed appropriation the legislation which author- 
izes the expenditure of the money? 

That, sir, is the great reason for that amendment to the rule. You 
take, for instance, the Committee on Naval Affairs. The country, we 
will say, expects a new navy; but that committee can not bring in an 
appropriation here for this new navy upon the same bill which provides 
for it. The legislation must first pass the House, then the Senate, and 
be approved by the President, and the great object of that provision of 
the rules is as a limitation upon the powers of the committees them- 
selves. 

I think, sir, I have said all I desire to say. We have divided these 
labors; we have given to the Committee on Appropriations all the labor 
which it can perform for the benefit of the public service. There is not 
a single man on this floor who hears me but who knows the fact which 
Istate. We have not intended to say that its work has not been well 
donein the past. We cast no reflections upon the committee; but we 
do say you are overwhelmed with work, you are overloaded, and these 
other standing committees can do the work as well and as economically 
as you can, 

Now, sir, not precisely in the same language as the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON], I say in conclusion that I have given the rea- 
sons that influenced my vote upon this question in committee, and, for 
one, I desire to influence no other member upon this floor, but I shall 
cast my vote in the House in accordance with the views which I have 
expressed, and am willing to take the responsibility. [Applause.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, while Iam not hopeful that any of 
the amendments proposed to the rules in this report of the committee 
will be found beneficial or facilitate the business of the House, I am 
inclined for one to acquiesce in all of the amendments suggested with 
two exceptions. I indulge no hope that the business of the House will 
be promoted by the additional morning hour proposed, or that it will 
secure better legislation. I hope Iam mistaken in that. Still, I re- 
peat, I indulge no such hope. But the temper of the House is mani- 
fest. A change of the rules is demanded in the belief that the present 
system obstructs legislation. A belief is widespread that under the 
present rules of the House minorities have improper power, and that 
bills that would receive the approval of a majority of the House, meas- 
ures of beneficial legislation, are defeated by the simple operation of 
the rules of the House. I believe this is a misapprehension, but that 
misapprehension will not be apparent until the new rules shall have 
been applied. I think it will finally be conceded that itis the vast 
body of measures that accumulate in the House, growing greater every 
year, and not the rules, that obstruct legislation, if, indeed, it is im- 
properly obstructed. 

Thetwo propositions in the report of the Committee on Rules to which 
I take exception are, and I name them in their order of Re ac- 
cording to my judgment, the change in the third clause of the twenty- 
first rule of the House, relating to legislation in the interest of economy, 


and the change in the eleventh rule of the House, touching the considera- 
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tion of appropriation bills, I shall confine what I wish to say to these 
two propositions alone. 

I listened with great pleasure last evening to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] when he addressed the House on this subject. 


I always listen with pleasure to that gentleman; he always speaks well. 
I thought I had misapprehended his remarks as to the old retrench- 
ment rule of the House, and therefore I have had recourse to the CON- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD. I find that the gentleman made use of the fol- 
lowing words; he is always vigorous in his language: 

Yet, Mr.S er, then and there was opened the Pandora’s box, which through 
the succeeding ten years was to do "great to the country.” 

Then was opened the ‘‘ Pandora’s box !’? What evil to the country 
was it that justified this elegant allusion to the classics? Why, itis the 
rule adopted by the Forty-fourth Congress, a rule for which this side of 
the House, when in the minority for years and years, had struggled, a 
rule which had received at an earlier period the support of some of the 
most experienced members on the other side of the House. 

Nor shall any provision in any such bill— 

Appropriation bill— 
oramendment thereto changing existing law be in order except such as, being 
germane to the subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures. 

The whole rule is as follows: 

RULE XXI. 

8. No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously author- 
ized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and 
objects as are already in progress, Nor shall any provision in any such bill or 
amendment thereto changing existing law bein order, except such as, being 
germane to the Mooca of the bill, shall retrench expenditures by the re- 
duction of the number and salary of the officers of the United States, by the re- 
duction of the compensation of any person paid out of the Treasury of the 
United States, or by the reduction of amounts of money covered by the bill: 
Provided, That it shall be in order further to amend such bill upon the report of 
the committee having jurisdiction of the subject-matter of such amendment, 
which amendment, being germane to the subject-matter of the bill, shall re- 
trench expenditures, 

That rule my friend from Illinois regards as the source of all our 
troubles for the last ten years—a mischievous rule, All of the evils 
incident to legislation were turned loose upon us and the country by 
that unhappy provision. The presumption would naturally arise, from 
what the gentleman from Illinois said, that prior to that time there had 
been no legislation upon appropriation bills, and during the long period 
of time that the gentleman and his associates upon the other side of the 
House had control legislation it had been carefully kept off of appropria- 
tion bills, and this rule of the Forty-fourth Congress changed the whole 
order of things. Now, what are the facts? Ido not need to go into the 
details of this question. I think I am justified in saying that but few 
appropriation bills were passed for years before the Forty-fourth Con- 
gress that did not contain independent legislation, but I call attention 
to astriking instance with which the gentleman from Illinois is familiar. 
I refer to the sundry civil appropriation bill, passed on the 10th of June, 
1872, which contained page after page of legislation on the subject of 
Federal supervisors of election and of various provisions of Jaw con- 
nected with that subject. 

But I point to an instance preceding the time of the adoption of the 
rule of the Forty-fourth Congress so denounced which will show very 
clearly what was the practice prior to the Forty-fourth Congress under 
the rule now pro to be readopted. 

Mr. REAGAN, Willthe gentleman from Indiana allow me to make 
a suggestion without interrupting his argument? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN. My suggestion is this, and it is in reference to what 
was stated by the gentleman from Indiana: In a former session of Con- 
gress, when a question was up about general legislation upon appropria- 
tion bills, I had occasion to go to the statutes and look through the 
twelve years that the Republicans controlled both Houses of Congress, 
and I had printed in a of mine a table that showed three hun- 
dred and eighty and odd different cases of general legislation on appro- 
priation bills in the time that Congress was controlled by the Republi- 


can y. 

Me HOLMAN. Iam obliged to my friend for making my statement 
more specific. I find scarcely an appropriation bill in those former 
years where independent legislation does not appear. But I will call 
the attention of the Honse to the event in Congress which especially 
impressed on this side of the House the necessity of the rule which is 
the subject of this denunciation. I ask theClerk to read from the Con- 
gressional Globe the passage I have marked, that the House may see 
what the rule was prior to the adoption of the rule which, in the opin- 
ion of the gentleman, opened the Pandora box from which so many 
evils have sprung to harrass this House and the country. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

{Proceedings of the House, January 8, 1873.] 


For compensation of the President of the United States, $25,000. 

Mr. SARGENT. I move to amend the paragraph just read by striking out $25,000 
and inserting $50,000 ; also by adding to the Reragra) h the following proviso: 

* Provided, That from and after the 4th is is73, the salary of the Presi- 
dent of the United States shall be $50,000 per annum, payable monthly.” 

‘The salary which the President of the Ghited States receives was fixed—— 

Mr. Hotman. I desire to reserve the point of order upon this amendment 
beforo the gentleman proceeds, 


Mr. SARGENT. Then we had better settle the point of order now. 

Mr. Hotmay, The law fixes the salary at $25,000 a year, and has done so for 
more than seventy-five years. 

Mr. SARGENT. That I concede; but the rule of the House allows salaries to 
be increased. 

Mr. Hotmay. I am perfectly willing to reserve my point of order on this 
amendment and allow the gentleman to be heard. 

Pie’ > kan iiaii The point of order having been raised, I would like to have it 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLmAN] will state his 
point of order. 

Mr. Hotman. My point of order is that there is no law authorizing this in- 
crease of salary. The law, as it now exists, fixes the salary of President of 
the United States at $25,000a year. This amendment proposes a change of the 
law. If there is any doubt about that I will read the law fixing the salary. 

Mr. SARGENT. I admit that the Jaw fixes the salary at $25,000 a year, and it 
can not be changed for this term and a higher ean not be id for any 
future term unless the law is changed. I call the attention of the ir to Rule 
120 and the practice under that rule, 


Mr. HOLMAN. I wish tointerrupt the reading for a moment to call 
the attention of the House to the fact that the rule as now to be read 
is exactly the rule word for word proposed to be adopted by the report 
of the Committee on Rules, 

The Clerk continued the reading, as follows: 

The CHAIRwAN. The Clerk will read the rule and the practice ander it, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

" No appropriation shall be reported in such general appropriation bills, or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously author- 
ized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such publie works and 
objects as are already in progress, and for the contingencies for ca: g on the 
several departments of the Government.”—Rule 120. [It has been ed that 
under this rule it is not in order to propose an amendment to a general appro- 
pronon bill which changes an existing law, But it was also decided that the 
atter branch of the rule not only permitted amendments increasing salaries, 
but was framed for that very purpose]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the uniform practice to have heen 
that under this rule amendments increasing salaries are in order, though the 
Chair confesses he does not understand the reason of the practice. The Chair 
overrules the point of order. 


Mr. HOLMAN. The events that followed that action changed the 
political complexion of this House. The public indignation at the leg- 
islation based upon that ruling, and following it, gave at the next elec- 
tion the Democrats instead of a small minority in the House an over- 
whelming majority. That unquestionably resulted from the legislation 
predicated on that ruling, which included the increase not only of the 
salary of the President but of the Federal judges, the salaries of mem- 
bers of Congress, with the increased salary covering the preceding two 
years, the heads of Departments, and a vast body of other officers of 
the Government, involving a large expenditure beyond any previous 
example in official salaries. The effect on the public judgment was 
clearly seen in the election of 1874—I think more clearly than it has 
ever been expressed except in a few instances on a question of public 
policy. 

The Democratic side of the House as soon as the Forty-fourth Con- 
gress was organized brought forward and adopted this rule of retrench- 
ment. What have been the fruits of it all through these years? What 
has occurred to justify its repeal? I have shown some of the fruits of 
the system under the rule as it formerly existed. What have been the 
fruits of the new rule of the Forty-fourth Congress? In the very first 
Congress in which that rule was adopted, and adopted by a unanimous 
vote on this side of the House for it, comparing the appropriations in 
that Congress under the then new rule and the appropriations in the 
Congress immediately preceding under the old rule, the one allowing 
amendments to increase expenditure, the other only allowing amend- 
ments to reduce peon oe ete is a difference of $63,926,423.18— 
over $63,000,000. Over $30,000,000 a year were saved to the labor of 
the country. Such was the rule now so roundly denounced. That 
economy is perhaps one of those evils in the view of my friend that 
escaped from this Pandora box—this new rule of the House formed in 
the interest of economical government. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the gentleman from Indiana yield to me for 
a single moment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman has referred to the proposed rule 
as reported by the committee as enabling the House to increase sala- 
ries and has referred to a certain decision under the rule, and states that 
the proposed rule of the committee is identical with the one under 
which the decision he has referred to was made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘That is my understanding. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to send to the ‘k’s desk and have read 
about half a column of proceedings which occurred after what the gen- 
tleman has read, showing that the decision—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Wait a moment. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the gentleman hear me? Showing that the 
decision of the Chair was reversed by the committee then and there. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. But the gentleman ought not to con- 
sumemy timein an explanation., Theexplanation makes the case much 
stronger than I put it. 


Mr. BURROWS. Will the gentleman allow that to be read? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will state what it is; and the gentleman knows 
what my statement will be. I appealed from that decision. Although 
the ruling was sustained by uniform precedent I regarded the construc- 
tion that had been placed upon the rule in the interest of extravagant 
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government as absolutely indefensible, and although no gentleman ever 
occupied the chair for whose judgment in general I a higher respect 
than Mr. DAWES, of Massachusetts, who made the decision, I appealed 
from that decision; and strangely enough, in view of subsequent events, 
the House sustained the appeal and overruled the Chair. Every gen- 
tleman knows the subsequent history of the measure. When the prop- 
osition embraced not only the President’s salary but a multitude of 
other salaries the ruling was sustained. 

A MEMBER. Who was the Speaker then? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. DAWES, of Massachusetts, was the presiding 
officer of the Committee of the Whole when the decision was made; so 
when a great body of the officers of the Government, legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial were embraced in the proposed increase of salaries, 
then upon the same point of order and a similar decision the appeal was 
defeated, and this measure of extraordinary legislation on an appro- 
pon bill became the law on the 3d day of March, 1873, and you all 

owtheresult. The people condemned the measure, and the rule now 
sought to be abrogated became therule of the House. I think my friend 
should not have required me to go into these details, because they do not 
affect the point before the House. 

Mr. BURROWS. I simply ask to have read that portion of the pro- 


ceedings. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let it be read. I intended that a friend should 
have a portion of my time, and that is the only objection I had to the 
reading. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair). The Clerk 
will read. 

. Ihave no objection to the extract being printed in 
the Recorp. I trust that will be satisfactory. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the extract 
sent to the desk by the gentleman from Michigan will be printed in the 
RECORD. The Chair hears no objection. 

The extract referred to by Mr. BURROWS, from the proceedings of 
the House of Representatives of January 8, 1873, is as follows: 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the uniform practice to have been 
that under this rule amendments increasing salaries are in order, though the 
Chair confesses he does not understand the reason of that practice. The Chair 
overrules the point of order. 

Mr. Hotman. I very respectfully appeal from the decision of the Chair, on 
the ground that the rule is rendered utterly nugatory if the salaries can be in- 
creased beyond those fixed by law. 

The CAAIRMAN. The Chair understands the uniform practice to be in con- 
formity with his decision. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Does the decision of the Chair reach the proviso 
offered as an amendment? 

Mr. SARGENT. Certainly; itis meant to reach that. Where the law fixesa 
salary, even if you appropriate a greater amount, it is held by the Treasury De- 
partment that the greater amount can not be paid unless the law is changed. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. While we may increase a salary to be paid for the year 
for which the appropriation is made, can we provide in an appropriation bill 
that two years hence, or ten years hence, the salary shall be so and so? Thatis 
See I would suggest. 

e CHAIRMAN. An amendment has been proposed by the gentleman from 
California jue. SARGENT]. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] raises 
the point of order that the amendment is not in order because it exist- 
ing law. The Chair overrules the point of order, and the tleman m In- 
diana appeals from the decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall the de- 
cision of the Chair stand as the bos sate-ey of this committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the amendment to change the amount 
appropriated for the fiscal year, with the proviso that the increased amount 
shall continue to be the salary of the President of the United States, Under the 
uniform ruling, both in the House and in the Committee of the Whole, the Chair 
overrules the point of order. An appeal being taken, the question is, Shall the 
decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 22, noes not counted, 

So the decision of the Chair was not sustained. 

Mr. SARGENT. I offer the amendment withoutthe proviso, and proposing sim- 
ply to strike out ‘‘ $25,000” and insert "$50,000; ” so that the clause will read: 

“ For compensation of the President of the United States, $50,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I the point of order that the gentleman can not offer an 
amendment in the exact words of a proposition which has been already sub- 
mitted and ruled out of order by the committee. The tleman uses the exact 
words of his former amendment, merely leaving out proviso. 

Mr. SARGENT. To sustain the point of order Fey raised the gentleman 
from Indiana would not be more absurd than the action of the Committee of 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the committee? 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 50, noes 45; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. SARGENT and Mr, HOLMAN were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 60, noes 67. 

So the decision of the Chair was not sustained. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I presume it is only necessary to refresh the mem- 
ory of gentlemen in reference to these matters. The rule, as I have 
said, framed to increase salaries, notwithstanding this action of the 
Committee of the Whole, when this entire measure of salary increase 
was consolidated, finally triumphed and became the law. You all re- 
member how promptly it was repealed as far as it could be. 


Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me, as he has referred to 
me in this connection—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON: | I hold in my hand and desire to read a statement 
in reply to the claim of enormous reduction—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will answer a question. 

Mr. CANNON. I wanted to correct the gentleman onastatement of 
fact; that was all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No,sir; I am not mistaken as to my facts. I have 
examined them over and over i My friend must not misap- 
prehend me. He thinksI have not embraced in my statement the 
$25,000,000 not appropriated for the Army in the last session of that 
Forty-fourth Congress; but I include every dollar of it. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; the gentleman is still mistaken. 

Mr. HOLMAN. You refer to deficiencies. 

Mr. CANNON. No, sir; I refer to an official statement of the ex- 
penditures. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, I understand all that; Ican not consent that 
shall go into my Ihave seen that campaign document. I 
have spoken by the public records; they will confirm the correctness of 
my statements. My friend ought not to insist upon my allowing a 
mere political campaign document to go into the RECORD. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, take the last session of Congress. Let us see 
how this Pandora’s box of a rule has affected the publicinterest. You 
had in the last Congress a very excellent Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions; and one of my colleagues [Mr. Matson], a very excellent gentle- 
man, well informed as to the duties of that committee, was the chair- 
man. Yet it was only in connection with the appropriations that it 
appeared you were expending a larger sum of money in connection with 
your medical boards than the publicinterests required. So on the last 
pension appropriation bill there was adopted an amendment, which re- 
ceived the approval of every member of the House and every member 
of the Senate, so far as I am informed, and is now approved, I think, 
by the Pension Bureau—at least I am not aware that it has been the 
subject ofa word of objection—reducing the expenditures on that single 
item—I state it carefully—at least $150,000 perannum. I could goon 
and enumerate in detail a great multitude of similar instances in your 
legislation during the last ten years. Whenever that rule has been 
justly applied the results have been beneficial; in no instance has it 
injured the public service, and it has annually saved millions to the 
people. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Is not that an argument in favor of al- 
lowing the Committee on Pensions to have charge of that branch of 
our appropriation bills? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to that—none whatever. It 
is a bill that stands out without connection with the other appropria- 
tion bills except as to salaries. 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Justa question. 

Mr. KING. I understood the gentleman to state that this Pandora’s” 
poz was opened by the interpretation given tothe rule by the then 


peaker. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The interpretation of the Chair to which I have 
referred was prior to the adoption of the rule under discussion by the 
Forty-fourth Congress and while the rule now proposed to be re- 
adopted by the report of the Committee on Rules was in operation. 


Mr. KING. Then I understand the gentleman to state that all these 
evils grew out of the decision of the Speaker. 
Mr. HOLMAN. No, I cannot say that was the fact. They grew 


out of the rule, for the rule was held to have been adopted for the ex- 
press purpose of allowing an increase of salaries on appropriation bills, 
The Chairman simply followed the uniform precedent. 

What I mean to say, Mr. Speaker, is that that ruling was in con- 
formity with the uniform ruling previously made, when it was held 
that the words of this proposed rule now before the House, ‘‘and for 
contingencies for carrying on the several Departments of the Govern- 
ment,” were placed in the rule as far back as 1836 for the express pur- 
pose of promoting legislation on appropriation bills to increase salaries. 

Mr. KING. But I understand an appeal was taken and the decision 
of the House was reversed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. KING. Then how could these evils have grown up? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have stated that subsequently the decision was 
sustained, and the provisions increasing the salaries became the law. 

It is said this rule of the House is in conflict with that of the Senate, 
and this body is put at disadvantage; that the rules of the two bodies 
should in some degree be in harmony; that the appropriation billsshould 
eontain no legislation, but simply consist of appropriations to carry on 
the Government under the estimates. 

Let me callattention to the last Post-Office appropriation bill There 
isan item of $400,000 (one-half of the $800,000 named) contained in that 
appropriation bill, in a provision which had been defeated in the House, 
a measure of new legislation paying steamship corporations 50 cents 
per mile for transportation of your mails without any reference what- 
ever to the amount of mail to be rted. That independent legi 
lation was put on the bill in the Senate, came to the House, and 


234 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 16, 


a long and exciting contest became the law. While the Senate year 
after year has been putting legislative provisions on appropriation bills, 
as I think, in the interest of lavish a ag ee it can be said to the 
credit of the House that, whatever may have been the character of your 
other legislation, it at least under the operation of thisrule has uniformly 
retrenched expenditures of the Government. Let me sayin all candor 
that large as were thé appropriations of the last Congress, many millions 
in my judgment beyond the wants of the public service, they would 
have been far greater had it not been for the restrictive power of this 
rule which it is now proposed to repeal. 

I understood the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock], who dis- 
cussed this subject with his usual ability, to express the opinion that 
the Committee on Appropriations, or committees, should take the esti- 
mates and appropriate accordingly. He suggested atleast to this side of 
the House that confidence should be reposed by it in the men now at 
the heads of your great Departments and bureaus. Iam glad to be- 
lieve that the men on this side of the House will apply the same rigid 
rule to the expenditures of the Government estimated for by the De- 
partments that they would apply if, instead of their own party, the op- 
position controlled the Government. I am sure the gentlemen at the 
head of your great Departments will ask the aid of Congress in behalf of 
frugal government. President Jefferson, avery high authority among 
Democrats, in speaking of the duty of Co: to against the 
natural tendency of the Executive Departments of the Government 
toward extravagance, in one of his earlier messages used the following 
language: 

Considering the general tendency to multiply offices and dependencies and 
to increase expense to the ultimate term of burden which the can bear, 
it behooves us to avail ourselves of every occasion which presents itself for tak- 
ing off surcharge; that it never may be seen here that, after leaving to labor 
the smallest portion of its earnings on which it can subsist, Government shall 
itself consume the residue of what it was to guard. 

In our care, too, of the public contributions intrusted to our direction it 
would be prudent to multiply barriers against their dissipation by appropriat- 
ing specific sums to every specific a susceptible of definition; by disal- 
lowing all applications of money bent d ng from the pak ct per ge in object, or 
transcending it in amount; by reducing the undefined field of contingencies, 
and thereby circumscribing pepe, D orbs over money, and by bringing 
back to a single department all accountabilities for money, where the examina- 
tion may be prompt, effi and form. s 


Yet my friend from New York would have your Committee on Ap- 
propriations simply appropriate the sums estimated, on the plausible 
argument that, with Democrats at the heads of your Departments, what- 
ever appropriations were made and not required for administering the 
Government would be returned to the Treasury. This is not a demo- 


cratic view. No, the duty of the legislative department of the Govern- 
ment is to see to it that not one dollar beyond the wants of the public 
service shall be withdrawn from the , or authorized to be with- 


drawn. Whoever may be at the head of your great Departments, the 
people expect in the interest of honest government that Congress shall 
faithfully perform that duty. 

This rule which authorizes legislative retrenchment on appropria- 
tion bills has been in operation for ten years. Every retrenchment 
effected up to this time in these ten years has resulted from the opera- 
tion of that rule. It is now proposed to reverse thatrule. You have 
that issue, gentlemen, squarely before you. It is proposed,instead of 
a rule permitting legislation on appropriation bills in the interest of 
economy, you shall have a rule which, by the old and uniform inter- 
pretation at least, will be exclusively employed in the increase of sal- 
aries. The latter was the rule of the Republican party, the former of 
the Democratic party. You will decide, gentlemen, which shall be the 
rule of this House. 

You have the two measures before you, gentlemen, for selection; the 
rule that saves the public service from extravagance, the rule that in 
one Congressional term saved over $63,000,000 to the people of this 
country, the rule under which every reform that has been made in the 
last ten years has been accomplished, that has stood up a strong barrier 
against extravagance in Government, and the rule reported by the 
Committee on the uniform interpretation of which, especially 
the words printed in italics in the report, is that it was framed for the 
purpose of promoting legislation upon appropriation bills for the in- 
crease of salaries. 

I hope that all that is necessary is to call the attention of this side of 
the House to the difference between these measures to secure a contin- 
uance of the wise and safe rule now in force; for I know that Are 
pledged as the Democratic party is, and has been throughout its 
past history, to frugal, honest government, will be loath to see rein- 
stated a rule repudiated by a Democratic House ten years ago, when 
that party after years of defeat obtained the control of this House, and 
a rule expressing economy and reform repealed. I hope you will not 
decide, gentlemen, that this barrier against extravaganceshall bestricken 
down. It would be a melancholy spectacle, Mr. Speaker, it would be 
asad hour for the people of this country, if, after a quarter of a century, 
this great party, as soon as it acquires control of public affairs, should 
strike down the barrier of its safety, especially if stricken down in the 
legislative department which is specially charged with maintaining the 
purity and honor of the Government, 

- But, Mr. Speaker, I come for a few moments to the other proposi- 
tion, I put it last, gentlemen, for I do not attach as much importance 


to the question of who or what committees shall frame your appropria- 
tion bills as I do to a rule under which the frugality of this Government 
can be maintained and enforced, no matter what is done by committees. 
And yet I am fearful that the result of the change of the rules, if you 
determine it shall be brought about, touching the consideration of your 
appropriation bills, will be entirely different from that which is so fondly 
hoped for. I am well aware that none of you gentlemen would vote to 
distribute the appropriation bills, determine that they shall be consid- 
ered in fragments, and that the number of committees responsible for 
their consideration should be increased, unless you believed that the 
public interests would be subserved. 

The river and harbor bill may well be, I think, under the charge of 
a separate committee. It is a bill standing out by itself. It is soli- 
tary and alone. It stands upon the same basis exactly as the bill mak- 
ing appropriations for the Agricultural Department. Either of these 
bills, importantas they are, embracing a single subject with many items, 
could be placed under the control of any of the committees of the House. 
Indeed I never have known the time when the Committee on Com- 
merce, on which I had the honor to serve for some six years, or the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors more recently, had not the main 
work of forming the river and harbor bill, a bill of many items, requir- 
ing much study, and which was, I think, very properly given in cha: 
of acommittee having no other duties. The question of economy could 
= be considered here. It is a bill fall of difficulties and stands by 
itself. 

The Appropriations Committee in former years often reported the 
bill, it is true, but simply for the reason that under the former rules 
of the House the Committee on Commerce had not the right to report 
at any time, and hence the report was made to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and through that committee to the House for considera- 
tion. I think the Committee on Commerce should have had control 
of it from the first. I can say very nearly the same with reference to 
the bill making appropriations for fortifications. That has no connec- 
tion with the other bills. That is a separate and distinct measure, 
standing alone like those to which I have referred. The question of 
economy alone arises here. I think I understand the motives which 
induced the leaving of that bill with the Appropriations Committee. 
But that bill, as to the framework of the measure, might be considered 
very well by a separate committee of the House. The same is also 
true of the District of Columbia appropriation bill. I do not wish 
to be misunderstood, Mr. Speaker. e bill touching the District 
of Columbia is a separate and distinct bill, carved out, so to speak, 
separated from the balance of your budget, and if it was apparent 
that it would result in the economical administration of the affairs of 
the District that bill ought to be considered by the committee having 
charge of legislation for the District of Columbia, except so far as it is 
found to be unwise ps: to invest a committee with general legislative 
power on the one qd and the power to appropriate on the other. 
This has been fully discussed. 

But, sir, we have three bills, the legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation bill, the sundry civil bill, and the bill providing for de- 
ficiencies. If you leave these bills in the hands of your Committee on 
Appropriations and send the other great bills to the other committees, 
I shall indulge the hope, gentlemen, at least, then, that such asystem 
of adjusting your large appropriations will not work grave public injury. 
But I am a ensive that it will. Do you remember, gentlemen, 
that the bi wn as the sundry civil appropriation bill now appro- 
priates from twenty-five to twenty-seven million dollars annually, is, 
after all, but a part of the other great appropriaticn bills? You had 
no such bill, I think, until 1857. It grew out of the occasional mis- 
takes in passing bills through the House and Senate, and conference 
committees, mistakes in many instances of omissions, by accident, at 
the last moment discovered. As late as 1864 that bill was laid on the 
table without the public interest suffering a particle and without the 
necessity of afterward appropriating a single item contained in the 
bill. But it has grown enormously. It now embraces provisions be- 
longing in greater or less degree to all the other great bills except the 
bill under the control of the River and Harbor Committee. 

Heretofore it contained a part of those appropriations. They were 
stricken out at the last session for the purpose of being provided for by 
the river and harbor bill. Theriver and harbor bill failed, so that your 
appropriations for the Mississippi River Commission were not made, 
and if they have rendered service up to this time since the Ist day of 
last July it has been rendered without any compensation. If you have 
the Army appropriation bill, the Navy appropriation bill, the Post-Office 
appropriation bill, the Indian appropriation bill, and the consular and 
diplomatic appropriation bill, all nel gresi Department bills under the 
control of separate committees, according to the report of the Commit- 
tee on Rules, and then the sundry civil bill, which contains provisions 
belonging to each of them before another committee, who is to deter- 
mine what estimates are to go to one committee and what to the other? 
Who can prevent duplications? What committee can prevent disorder 
injurious to the public interests and fatal to economy? 

How can you adjust your appropriations in such a manner as that con- 
fusion will notarise? And remember while your estimates are indi - 
sable and of great value in indicating what the Departments deem neces- 
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sary forthe Government, yet after all they are but the general indications 
of what the departments of the Government require. It is almost inevi- 
table that there will be duplications when you take the sundry civil bill 
and place it in the hands of one committee, while the other bills appro- 
priating for the same general purposes are sent to other committees for 
consideration. Take your deficiencies in the Army and Navy appro- 

iations, Indian service, Post-Office Department, and foreign service. 

ow can you hold your Committee on Appropriations to any accounta- 
bility if you leave them in control of the deficiency bill and yet leave 
them wholly uninformed how the deficiencies occurred and the circum- 
stances out of which they ? 

I think my friend from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] must see on reflec- 
tion that the deficiencies ought not to go to a separate committee. If 
they are deficiencies in the appropriations for fortifications or for the 
Army let them go to the committee having charge of the Army appro- 
priation. In like manner let the deficiencies for the Navy go to the 
committee having charge of the naval appropriations bill; and so with 
the consular and diplomatic. Let the committee that knows something 
about that branch of the service and made the appropriations examine 
the details of the deficiencies. Otherwise what intelligence is there ip 
your legislation? What intelligence can there be in it? 

I think, therefore, inasmuch as the legislative, esc psy and judi- 
cial bill is in a certain sense a part of all the bills, as well as the sundry 
civil is a part of them all, except a few which I have named, and inas- 
much as the deficiency bill grows out of them all toa great extent, if 
you send some of these bills to one committee and others to other com- 
mittees you run the risk not merely of duplicate appropriations and of 
mistakes in appropriations, but you run the risk inevitably of greatly 
increased appropriations, and no one will be responsible. 

I do not think that the argument—not argument but statement 
which gentlemen have indulged in, that there are other committees of 
this House able to examine these bills as well as the Committee on 
Appropriations—is a fair or generous statement. Does any gentleman 
believe that any one of the committees of the House, I do not care 
what committee you name, consisting of thirteen members, could not, 

. With a reasonable experience, frame your appropriation billswell? Gen- 
tlemen who indulge the idea that the Appropriations Committee is one 
that arrogates to itself more ET than any other or more capacity and 
intelligence than any other do, I think, that committee and every other 
committee of this House injustice. There is nothing in the history of 
that committee to justify it. Your appropriation bills ought to be re- 
garded as one bill. Your appropriations as a whole have always been 
regarded one general appropriation of money, as much so as if it was a 
budget and the appropriation made in gross in a single item with a vast 
number of details. You divide it up into bills simply for convenience. 
And, as I have mentioned, you do not divide it by Gn serene All 
that ins to the Navy does not go to one bill. that i 
to the Post-Office Department does not goto one bill. You have simply 
provided by ani cary Aig gs and by changes, in course of time correct- 
ing mistakes which have been cai: what appre tions belonged to 
particular bills. Now you leave the sundry civi with one commit- 
tee and yet propose to give bills of which Aetnae the hands 
of other committees. How can you do this without running the risk of 
embarrassing the public service and especially the risk of appropriating 
more money than the public service requires? 

An ent was ind in by the gentleman from Illinois which 
I think was not distinctly heard. I thon there was great force in it. 
In making up committees the Speaker of the House, I suppose, takes 
into consideration not simply the experience but the character of the ex- 
perience of a member of the House, the natureof his employment—as a 
banker, as a farmer, as a manufacturer, as a merchant, or the like—in 
determining on what committee he would render the most valuable pub- 
lic service. Now take the Post-Office appropriation bill, or either of the 
other great bills, the Army, the Navy, diplomatic and consular, or In- 
dian appropriation bills. Suppose one of those bills under the charge 
of a committee. Let its members be as just, spus rg 
honest in the interest of the Government as they possibly can be, the 

department or branch of the Government to which that bill relates comes 

to be to them of primary importance. We can not overlook 

that fact. It is in view of that argument mainly that I think the Sen- 

lage refused to divide up the bills; or, at least, it has been largely 

pon that argument. It is certain that each of these committees will, 

in Tihs nature of things, magnify the branch of the public service under 
their charge, and enlarged appropriations are certain to follow. 

So far as le, a positively impartial committee should be organ- 
ized to one a appropriation bills; and I kaen Eo epigramas you 

risk o. f acting unwisely if you put the for each of 
these various departments—the Army, the Navy, the Post-Office De- 
partment, the diplomatic service, &c.—under the control of distinct 
committees and the g ropriations for those branches of the service 
under the direction same committees the result will ultimately 

Mt fo to honest oe frugal government. 

or 


your Committee on Appropriations, as gentlemen here have known it, 
and as I have known it, give them charge of a single bill forone branch 
of the public service, the Army, the Navy, or the diplomatic service, and 


that committee would be greater than men if they did not magnify the 
particular duties which would devolve upon them. It is na and 
proper that such should be the case if extended to appropriations; but 
it would increase your expenditures. No matter how upright and ear- 
nest yourcommittees may be, the inevitable tendency under such circum- 
stances would be to magnify the business of the particular committee, 
and ultimately to increase your appropriations beyond the requirements 
of the Government. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock], who generally speaks 
so fairly, made use of the following remarkable words: 
sare propose that no committee shall haye the power to put legislation onthe 

Now my friend was not only the chairman, but the very able chair- 
man, of the Committee on Appropriations of this House in the Forty- 
seventh Congress; and I would ask him whether he is able to tell the 
House how many legislative provisions were put upon appropriation 
bills reported by that committee during the time he was chairman ? 
The bills were loaded down with legislative provisions, mostly judicious. 

But a more remarkable utterance was the following: 

I am opposed to pe péra of rules that will crown any man or set of men 
as Eino of a legislative bod; 

I would like to ask the | gentleman how it happened that during the 
time he was presiding so ably over the Committee on Appropriations 
it did not occur to him that the rule giving such extraordinary power 
to himself and his associates was one derogatory to the honor of this 
House. How did my friend from New York happen to overlook that? 
How does that argument strike you, gentlemen? How does it strike 
my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], who was an honored member 
of that committee at the same time? Not a word then about dis- 
tributing these appropriation bills. In all that Congress that House 
did not dare even to touch the rule of economy which is now assailed. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman will allow me to say that was a 
Republican House, and it did not propose to do any such foolish thing 
as distribute these bills to various committees. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend, the gentleman from New York, the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations in the Forty-seventh 
Congress, would not, perhaps, give that answer. I call his attention 
to the fact, when he shall have occasion to consider it, that during the 
whole of those two years he made no appeal for a change of this rule; 
he made no appeal to be dethroned from the important powers of that 
committee, but earnestly, honestly, with credit to himself, performed 
the duties of its chairman till the last hour of the 

My friend from Mlinois has said that the rule to which he referred, 
known as the rule in the interest of economy in the Government, was 
op by his side of the House but received the united support of 
this side of the House. Gentlemen, you have now come to take for the 
first time in a quarter of a century the responsibilities of Government. 
You are pledged to administer it on the great principles which have 
brought the members of this side of the House together in the control 

of legislation. Can you Loge gentlemen, to reverse the policy we 
adopted at the en this responsibility is thrown upon 
you, can you afford to say 5 are season that the ruleof economy which 
was adopted for the purpose of shielding your against the ef- 
fects of improvident, extravagant, and unwise legislation has been aban- 
doned and the directly reverse policy adopted, throwing open your 
to increased appropriations A Ce without limit or restraint? 

The Republican side of the House did not disturb your committees or 
rules. Andnowallat oncethere seems tobe ageneral unanimity on that 
side thatthe duties of the Committee on Appropriations should be distrib- 
uted and that your rule of economy should be broken down. I admit 
some gentlemen on the other side of the House have expressed doubt as 
to the wisdom of this raid upon yourrules; but, as faras the general opin- 
ion expressed by those who are entitled to be recognized as representa- 
tive men on that side is concerned, your rules are to be reversed, all 
safeguards stricken down, and a condition of things which no Congress 
has ever yet dared to face in the last ten years is to be brought about. 
Your bills broken into fragments are to be considered by different com- 
mittees having no harmonious connection with each other, each only 
responsible to itself, and at the same time the only safeguard to econom- 
ical administration in this House is to be repealed and a repr peop- 
osition adopted. Measures in the interest of expenditure are to be 
order, and measures in the interest of economy are to be out of order. 

I do not believe this House will adopt anysuch chan I call upon 
you, gentlemen, in this critical period of the great political organiza- 
tion with which you are associated, to consider the character of both 
these measures, to consider it carefully, and avoid a mistake which may 
prove and is likely to prove an injury to the country and a disaster to 
the party you represent. 

Tt is said that free scope to legislation is impossible under the old 
Democratic rules of the House. We can not legislate enough gentle- 
men say. 

If there is any one maxim we all as Democrats appreciate it is the 
Democratic maxim, that ‘‘the world is governed too much.” Take 


eg A peek ay 3G lm kad a peo pene ae ace 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


236 


each successive year, and what do you find to be the extent of legisla- 
tion by Congress? Talk to me about no opportunities for legislation ! 
Why, take upany volume ofeach successive year and what do you find ? 
Every successive Con we have a volume of a thousand of 
legislation, and but a small portion consisting of appropriation bills. 
This vast body oe is piled up year after year, and yet we are 
told there are no facilities forthe enactmentof laws. Thegreat trouble, 
on the contrary, is that there are too many measures pressed upon the 
attention of Congress—too much legislation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask thatthe same time be accorded to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] that was accorded on the other 
side to the gentleman from New York. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and the gentleman 
from Indiana will proceed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The tendency, in our Government at this time, 
Mr. Speaker, is toward too much legislation. This endless and prodigal 
multiplication of laws promises no good to the country. Gentlemen 
complain‘of the defeat of measures in a given Congress, forgetting the 
factthey are always measures which without injury to the public in- 
terests can for a time be postponed. Gentlemencomplain in fact there 
is want of time. Does that result from the action of the Committeeon 
Appropriations? It occupies but asmall portion of the time of any 
session. Itis further complained appropriation bills come in too late. 
What becomes of the time intervening between the organization of Con- 
gress and the time when appropriation bills are reported? Is not that 
time devoted to otherlegislation? The tendency is not only toward too 
much legislation, but it is toward encroaching upon the jurisdiction of 
the States. The Federal Government with limited powers, great as 
they are, may be greatly abused by this everlasting tendency to encroach 
upon powers which belong to the States. States have found it neces- 

to provide only biennial sessions of the Legislatures. Here for 
three months one year and from six to nine months the other Congress 
is in session. Do you think it results from the action of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations that your bills in respect to general legislation 
do not pass? 

Take the Committee on the Public Lands, in my judgment the most 
important committee in the House, one engaged in bringing forward 
measures of the highest utility; that committee, by a rule adopted at 
the beginning of the last Congress, had the right of way against every 
other committee, save two—the Committee on Ways and Means and 
the Committee on Appropriations; and yet that committee, with the 
highest responsibility was able to get through scarcely one-half of the 
bills which it had framed and reported to Congress. I trust gentle- 
men will not overlook that fact. The pretense is that the rules will 
not permit legislation—that all opportunities for legislation are cut 
off; and yet this Committee on Public Lands, invested with the abso- 
lute power to report and with the absolute right to have its bills con- 
sidered, could only get through one-half of the bills which it reported. 
You are legislating too much. 

Ihave but one additional word to add. If in the beginning you 

strike down the only safeguard you have for economical legislation; if 
you strike down the only rule underlying your legislation which pre- 
vents extravagance of expenditure; if you distribute the work of the 
Committee on Appropriations not in the interest of economy, I fear that 
the results of this Congress will not be satisfactory either to this House 
or to the people, whose pg shpat weare. If you determine to 
adopt the course proposed by the Committee on Rules the resultin my 
judgment will be unfortunate, not now but in theearly future. LIhope 
my apprehension may not be realized, but I think it does not need the 
voice of a prophet to predict that if you repeal the rule adopted ten 
years ago in the interest of honest and frugal government, a rule then 
adopted without one dissenting voice on this side of the House, which 
has stood ever since as a barrier against wasteful extravagance—I say it 
will not require the voice of a prophet to foretell that you yourselves 
will in the end admit a great and vital mistake was upon the very 
threshold of our entry upon great responsibilities in the Forty-ninth 
Con, . [Applause. ] 
Mr. WELLBORN. Mr. Speaker, It is not my purpose to undertake 
a general discussion of the recommendations of the committee, or ama- 
jority of the Committee on Rules, but merely to speak to one of the 
propositions contained in their report—the proposed distribution of the 
appropriation bills among the various committees respectively charged 
with the subject-matters to which these bills relate. I shall vote for 
this proposition, and I desire in the few minutes in which I shall occupy 
the floor to make a hurried statement of the reasons which move me to 
this action. 

Mr. Speaker, tomy mind this question is one of supreme concern, and if 
we would accurately, or even approximately, measure its importance 
we must first clearly fix in our minds the functions and privileges of 
the Committee on Appropriations. And right here at the threshold I 
distinctly disclaim any p to criticise the personnel of the Com- 
mitteeon Appropriations. Onthecontrary, Iam glad of the opportunity 
to state that during the period of my public service on this floor it has 
been composed of gentlemen whose acknowl ability and manifest 
faithfulness to their convictions of public duty would command respect 
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in sot Sepa of human effort. My remarks, therefore, are de- 
sign to be the discussion of a system, and not a criticism upon indi- 
viduals. 


The Committee on Appropriations, then, is charged with the duty of 
appropriating to its support the revenues of the Government. On the 
action of this committee, as finally perfected and matured in the two 
Houses of Congress, depends the continued operation of the ma- 
chinery of our Government. From this committee as a source the 
Government draws its existence, its life. All the vast expendituresin 
all the various departments of the public service are under the control 
of this committee. These great functions, these large offices, are, from 
inexorable necessity, soompi et by correspondingly great p ivileges. 
Among these privileges is the privilege to report to the House at all 
times; but the highest privilege of all is the privilege of demanding of 
the House consideration of their reports at such times as the commit- 
tee may suggest. 

Mr. Speaker, it is difficult to realize the vast extent and power of 
this peivilege. Forcibly were they stated by General Garfield in a dis- 
cussion in the Forty-sixth Congress of a proposition similar to the one 
now under debate. Let me read a few lines from his remarks: 

He said: 

Whatever other things fail, these— 

The appropriation bills— 
must pass. However far into the hot weather of the summer we go, we must 
go by the pressure of the appropriation bills; and unless we say to one commit- 
tee take this in charge and make it your chief business, we give you the primacy, 
we give you the priority, we waive all other things off to carry this through 
and accomplish it—I say unless we do that, there can be no reasonable end to 
our on. 

Whatever else may be left undone, whatever else may be neglected 
in the way of legislation, the suggestions of the Committee on Appro- 
priations must receive consideration. The money bills must pass, no 
matter what else fails, In a word, sir, these bills have the right of 
way from necessity, they have the right of way as against all other mat- 
ters of legislation; and, sir, the passage of these bills invariably termi- 
nates a long session of Congress. Now, sir, from this simple statement 
it must be obvious to the commonest understanding that the supreme . 
power of controlling the proceedings of this House is lodged in the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. The destinies, Mr.Speaker, think of it, the 
destinies of 60,000,000 people who inhabit this country, so far as these 
destinies are affected Pc, manners are in the hands of fifteen members 
on this floor, and are vi ly subject totheircontrol. Whatis theeffect 
on the other committees of the House? They are practically reduced 
to subordinate stations. Measurably is this true, sir, of even the great 
Committee on Ways and Means. Look at the Judiciary Committee. 
Once high in dignity and powerful in its functions, that committee 
to-day is but the splendid grave in which is buried some of the noblest 
legal talent of America. And, sir, the same thing is true of other com- 
mittees. What is the effect on the general membership of the House? 
Why, sir, of the three hundred and twenty-five Congressional districts 
into which this country is divided but fifteen have an nie shag to 
be fully heard on this floor. Three hundred and ten, in whole or in part, 
are denied representation. I was startled to-day, Mr. Speaker, at a 
statement made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock], 
showing the seprene poor which the chairman of this one committee 
can exercise in this House. IfI did not mistake him, he made this 
statement substantially, that two Con; ago there were two bills, 
— the internal-revenue bill and the tariff-commission bill, which 

e thought the best interests of this Government required should be 
passed. He made the startling statement that in the exercise of the 
porer which he had as chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 

e was enabled to so handle twoof the great appropriation pins as to se- 
cure the passage of the two matters of legislation in which he thought the 
interests of the country were wrapped up. He said he exercised this 
power, that he exercised it successfully and he still thinks wisely. 
Now, what I think and say is this: However wisely or however well 
that power may have been exercised in the past, itis a power which no 
man and no set of men should exercise on this floor. [App J 

The existence, Mr. Speaker, of this primacy, which General Garfield 
accorded to the Committee on Appropriations, was clearly indicated by 
another distinguished leader on the floor in that same debate. I refer 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. I will read just 
one paragraph, showing the extent, in his opinion, to which this system 
goes and its tendencies. While the gentleman was discussing this very 
proposin of scattering the power of the Committee on Appropriations, 

e used this language: 

In regard to the scattering of the service of this committee among the various 
other committees of this House I have very decided views. I believe that what- 
ever party may be in the ascendant in this House the party discipline and the 


eN ju ent as to economical a of the public money will lead in 
e on of having a single h to control, 


Mr. Speaker, with all respect to the gentlemen who are fighting for 
the continuance of the power of this committee I submit that the au- 


here championed is not only antagonistic to, but utterly sub- 
versive of, the representative principle on which not only this House 
but all our free institutions are constructed, and I submit further that 
this situation of things ought not to be perpetuated a day longer. 
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Oh, yes; but we are told that there are great embarrassments, there 
are great inconveniences, there are positive evils which will follow any 
change of the rules in this respect. Mr. Speaker, concede for the sake 
of ment—and I make the concession only for that p meede 
that inconvenience, embarrassment, yea, that positive evils will result 
from the proposed change, still I declare it as my deliberate judgment 
that it is far better to encounter such inconvenience and such evils than 
longer to submit to the domination in this House of a handful of its 
members. [Applause. ] 

But, sir, let us lock at this matter fora moment. I deny that the 
eAils which have been so abundantly prophesied as likely to result from 
this proposed change—I deny that they will come to pass. Let us 
lookatthem. Weare told, in the first place, that if we distribute these 
money bills the expenditure of the Government will be vastly increased. 
With solemn shakings of the head and ominous rollings of the eye we 
are constantly admonished by the more experienced members of this 
House that the expenditures of the Government will be vastly swollen 
if this proposed change is effected. 

This, sir, is nothing in the world but naked assertion. The truth is 
that the logic of the situation conducts to a different conclusion; that 
is, unless it be claimed for the Committee on Appropriations that they 
are possessed of higher intelligence and a greater disposition to frugality 
than the members of any other committee; and I believe that claim will 
not beadyanced. But, sir, suppose these bills are scattered—the Army 
bill given to the Military Committee, the naval bill to the Naval Com- 
mittee, and soon. Each one of these committees is charged, specially 
charged, with the supervision only of that particular branch of the public 
service. Hence that committee—take, for instance, the Military Com- 
mittee, which has supervision of the military establishment of the Gov- 
parenn and that only—will have greater time and more enl op- 
portunities for investigation than any committee could have which is 
charged with the general supervision of all branches of the Government. 
Hence, if you concede to the Military Committee equal wisdom, an 
equal disposition to economy, equal patriotism with the Appropriations 
Committee, the conclusion inevitably follows that the tendency would 
be to greater accuracy and a nearer approach to perfection in the ex- 
penditures for the military establishment. And why? Because this 
committee, yepe larger opportunities to investigate the needs of the 
service, being equally honest, equally patriotic, would discover the points 

-at which reforms could be made, where retrenchment could be effected 
without injury to the public service, and would recommend them, 

In view of these facts the admonitions on this point have produced 
no apprehension in my mind. But what is the other difficulty? And 
here it seems to me gentlemen have gone out purely into the region 
of fancy. They tell us thatif this proposed distribution is effected 
the harmony and symmetry which now characterize our system of fiscal 
legislation will be disturbed. The older members of this House re- 
member the manner in which General Garfield presented this idea in 
the Forty-sixth Congress. He told us—of course I do not undertake 
to give his language but merely his idea—that there were two great 
committees in this House, that they stood back to back, the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and the Committee on Ways and Means, the 
latter facing the people and their sources of revenue, and thus being 
enabled to determine what amount of taxation the people could bear; 
the other, the Committee on Appropriations, facing the machinery of 
prem and thus being able to determine how much was needed 

‘or the administration of its affairs. These two committees, gentlemen 

now tell us, thus interchanging the knowledge acquired by each in its 
respective sphere, constitute a perfect and symmetrical and onious 
system of fiscal legislation. This may be, Mr. Speaker, very pretty 
metaphor, but it is utterly without foundation in point of fact, as was 
peto ently suggested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Judge 

ELLEY, on yesterday. No such relations have ever existed between 
these two great committees. They have never imparted and do not in 
practice impart to each other this information which this figure of 
General Garfield’s would indicate. É 
E a i wee Haid here ask the Fenians foo of the House to 

is point. i ony of action, this unity of purpose argument, 
which seems to be a favorite theme with some of our friends on 
the other side of this debate, is utterly fallacious for another reason. 
The idea that the Government has just so much money to d in 
a given year and that the money bills, therefore, should bein the hands 
of one committee to the end that that committee may equitably dis- 
tribute the ascertained amount among the various branches of the 
public service—I say that idea is a flagrant fallacy. Nay, it is the 
very essence of profligacy. It is the principle, sir, on which the 

spendthrift, the prodigal, acts, ‘‘I have got just so much money to 
spend for this twelve months and spend it I will; and now what shall 
I spend it for??? That is not the true theory of fiscal legislation, but 
the very reverse of it. 

The correct principle is this: First ascertain the needs of the Gov- 
ernment, how much ty is required to run its various Departments, 
economically but efficiently administered, and then let the taxing com- 
mittee—the Committee on sye and Means—cast up the general aggre- 
gate and raise that amount by suitable taxation. That. is the true 
theory of fiscal legislation, and that is the principle of the Morrison 
proposition, 
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This proposition is to put these money bills in the hands of commit- 
tees who have time, who have opportunity to investigate them, and as- 
certain their several needs, and then let the Committee on Ways and 
Means cast up the general aggregate and lay the necessary duties. 

Mr. Speaker, as I indicated a few moments ago, this oneness of de- 
sign, this ‘‘ harmony of action,” this ‘‘ unity of purpose,” of which the 
distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania speaks in his minority re- 

rt, is not consistent with the genius and spirit of our institutions ; it 
is not the object for which the framers of this Government labored. 
They sought not to concentrate power in the hands of a few men to 
the end that ‘‘ harmony of action ” and ‘‘ unity of purpose ” might be 
secured, but their great aim was the general diffusion of power among 
all the people, and its ultimate expression through the agency of the 
representative principle. 

It is true that some of the men who participated in the establishment 
of our institutions participated also in adopting the fiscal system that 
now prevails in this House. But, sir, remember that the conditions 
then were widely different from the conditions that surround us to-day. 
Then the House of Representatives was small in numbers, consisting, 
I believe, of but-sixty-six members. Then the House of resenta- 
tives was in fact as well as in theory a deliberative body. How is it to- 
day? We have swollen our membership to three hundred and twenty- 
five. The House practically has ceased to be a deliberative body. Its 
work is matured and perfected and accomplished in the committee- 
room; so that a system which in the early days of the Republic pro- 
moted the development of the representative idea might now be utterly 
subversive of that principle. 

I repeat, then, t this idea of concentrating vast powers of Govern- 
ment in the hands of a few men to the end that ‘‘harmony of action’? 
and ‘‘unity of purpose’? may be secured, is not the theory on which 
the fathers constructed this Government. This was not their object, 
If they had been laboring to this end they would not have been the 
builders of a Republic. On the contrary their work would have been 
fashioned after models of government found on the other side of the 
seas. Had ‘‘harmony of action,” ‘‘unity of purpose,” resulting from 
concentrated power, been the objects for which the framers of this 
Government labored, profitably could they have studied (as I had oc- 
casion to declare in a prior Congress on a kindred subject) the struct- 
ure of that gigantic despotism planted amid the snows and icebergs 
of Northern Europe, where the autocratic idea, ‘‘ oneness of design,’? 
‘tunity of purpose,” enables the Russian despot to keep firmly riveted 
the chains of slavery on his eighty millions of oppressed and degraded 
subjects. With equal advantage could they have explored the ma- 
chinery of that other equally gigantic despotism farther south, where 
through ‘‘oneness of design,” ‘* unity of purpose,” resulting from con- 
centrated power, the iron-hearted Prince of Germany commands mighty, 
resistless armies to the execution of the will of his imperial master. | 

No, sir; the framers of this Government sought no such object. 
They built on a nobler principle. Theirs was a grander conception— 
that of a representative democracy; and in the realization of that grand 
conception we have to-day the American Republic, a government wise 
and beneficent, a government for which the past furnished no model, 
and of which the future will never be able to make a copy. 

Mr. Speaker, I know not what action other tatives may take 
on this question; my own course is resolved on. Others, if their judg- 
ments so incline them, may by their votes aid in condemning the gen- 
eral membership of this House tofurther vassalage and again fastening 
upon them the despotism ofa single committee. For myself, my voice 
shall be raised and my vote cast to subvert rather than perpetuate the 
mischievous domination. [Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
WELLBORN] yield the remainder of his time—thirty-two minutes? 

Mr. ORN. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, in my opinion the real issue joined 
here has not yet been presented on either side of this House. It isan 
old struggle that has gos on through many Congresses and is here with 
us at this time—the Committee on Appropriations on the one hand urg- 
ing their own views in behalf of their jurisdiction with an exaggeration 
which will not be aopa by the House; the other committees pre- 
senting the grievances they have suffered at the hands of the Commit- 
teeon Appropriations, grievances which will not be justified upon ex- 
amination. Time and again have we heard from the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, from the Committee on Naval and 
from other committees representing the several departments of the Gov- 
ernment that they have had no hearing in this House. It is true, 
The Committee on Appropriations have usurped much of that jurisdic- 
tion. 

But I do not believe the real remedy, the ES adjustment of the 
trouble, lies in either proposition before this House. My own opinion 
is that we shall best settle this difficulty in a manner the propriety of 
which I shall endeavor to illustrate by the history of these committees; 
that is, by taking from the Committee on A; tions and from 
any committee with the preparation of any of the generab 
appropriation bills any power to put a single legislative proposition 
upon such a bill, and then remitting to these other committees not 
the power to come in with all sorts of propositions that they may 
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see fit to report and which have no precedent here, but the duty of 
reporting suitable legislation with reference to the interests of their 
respective departments. To illustrate: The Secretary of the Navy tells 
you thatthe Navy Departmentneeds reorganization. Ona former occa- 
sion I learned from the Secretary of the that the system of 
book-keeping in that Department is a patchwork; that one Congress 
would adopt a proposition involving proper checks and balances in the 
matter of accounts, and in a few years another Congress with a new 
committee, unacquainted with the workings of the Department, un- 
informed as to the history of legislation, would bring forward another 
system of book-keeping. In this way matters have gone on until there 
are in that Department four or five independent systems having no re- 
lation to each other. 

So I might go forward illustrating how under the rules of the House 
preventing these committees from having a hearing all these things 
have been left unadjusted and uncorrected. Itis right, sir, in my judg- 
ment, that these several committees should have the same right in re- 
gard to that character of legislation which the Committees on Appropria- 
tions and Waysand Means possess, that is, to report important measures 
to the House and to have those measures take precedence of considera- 
tion. When you have done that you will have struck from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations any excuse for putting general legislation on 
appropriation bills. You will also have taken from the House all dis- 
position after it has been deprived of a hearing to force important and 
needed legislation upon appropriation bills. You will then have mag- 
nified the other committees of the House by permitting them to file their 
reports involving subjects of great public interest and granting them 
the right of that hearing they are entitled to on this floor. 

Why, sir, the Army, the Navy, the Treasury, and other depart- 
ments of the Government have no hearing to-day in this House, while 
you set apart every Friday for the consideration of bills on the Private 
Calendar, bills for the payment of loose claims coming here merely 
upon ex parte statements. Those bills are passed by this House when 
others are neglected. Yet you will not give these committees repre- 
senting great departments of the Government the right to come for- 
ward with the great measures of reform which they have matured. 
When you do give them the right to have their measures considered 
they will care very little for the mere matter of appropriations con- 
tained in appropriation bills. 

Indeed, sir, I have said there were extravagances on both sides of the 
House. My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] inadvertently, 
no doubt, in aninterview given by the Associated Press, stated, by way 
of showing how the appropriations had increased when they had been 
severed from the Committee on Appropriations, what I will read. He 
took the years 1876, 1877, 1879, and 1880 to show the expenditure of 
those years on rivers and harbors, as recommended by the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. RANDALL. I am not to be held responsible for errors. I 
stated that proposition very clearly yesterday and showed the years 
when those appropriations for rivers and harbors came from the Com- 
mitteeon Commerce. Prior to that time they had gone tothe Commit- 
tee on Appropriations either for review or some advantage in precedence. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would not do the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
any injustice. On page 101 of the RECORD of December 16 it is stated 
“the Clerk read as follows.” Thisisfrom the speech of the gentleman 
himself He sent to the Clerk’s desk to be read for the information of 
the House the following: ‘‘ Committee on Commerce and Riversand Har- 
bors, 1885. Here is the table printed which my friend sent to the 
Clerk’s desk to be read, and which was read justas he is reported as 
saying in the Associated Press dispatch. 

Mr. RANDALL. The paper I sent to the Clerk’s desk‘is correct in 
stating that those bills came from the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is not what the gentleman had read at the 
Clerk’s desk. I will again read for his information from the RECORD. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Appropriations for rivers and harbors. 
Prior to reference of bill to Committee on Commerce : 
S76... 


1 . $6,648,517 50 
1877... . 5,015,000 00 
1879.. « 8,322, 700 00 
1880.. 9,577,494 61 
Committee on Commerce and Rivers and Harbors 
MABE E TNA AARE UD sen vesinns soucy salesanUnnesake temake sebesed besten enederers, . 8,976,500 00 
1883... <5. -ceccccensacnacececn csesevesaunesacscsses senses cases sidvendecees vidoes ceeceetecnecsoecebeee 11,451, 300 00 
1883.. . 18, 988, 875 00 
E Aa a sa o E PS Se as 14, 948, 300 00 


Average appropriation per annum for four years prio - 
ence of aii and harbor bill to Committee on iat io panied 7,390, 928 02 
Average appropriation per annum since reference to Committee 
CM COMTI OTOG ., saca coed sbeseenes cobara eascsvokeren pasenhdseatqapvesess Feeves Sasertereseqe 13, 591, 243 75 


Mr. RANDALL. Ihave sent for the original. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have no objection to any correction being made. 
I wish to say, no matter what the gentleman from Pennsylvania did 
say or what he intended to say, it has gone in the press dispatches from 
one end of the co to the other that he did say what he is reported 
to have said there. ch is the und ing of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I tried to correct that twice, and did correct it 
personally to the gentleman himself, 


Mr. BLOUNT. I did not object to the gentleman correcting it, but 
‘e bas pod the country, and the country has the right to the correc- 
tion of the error. 
en RANDALE: The country had it, and I thought the gentleman 

i 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not know what the gentleman thought or what 
he intended. Any gentleman can read the contrary in the RECORD. 
I would not misrepresent the gentleman from Pennsylvania, because I 
have a profound respect for him. 

Mr. RANDALL. You do not seem to pay much attention to my 
correction. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will leave that tothe House. Ihave only referred 
to the statement made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania in ths 
RECORD, and if there is any injustice in that I do not see where it is. 

Mr. RANDALL. _I tried to correct the impression in your mind. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman will understand me that the country 
had gota different impression from the Associated Press dispatch, which 
has been corroborated by the report of the gentleman’s speech made by 
the Official Reporters of the House and printed in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. Now I trust the gentleman can find no purpose of disrespect 
toward him. Ihave neverindulged in such reflection on this floor upon 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania or any other gentleman, andsince my 
service here I am glad to say no discourtesy has ever been shown to me. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, that argument, therefore, all falls to the ground so 
far as the river and harbor bill is concerned, for the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania now himself repudiates, or corrects the statement, if he 
sees fit to put it in that form. 

In that same report the gentleman from Pennsylvania tells us how 
the appropriations for the Agricultural Bureau, which had been sup- 
ported for a round sum of $189,000, I think, had increased to the neigh- 
borhood of $400,000. Well, in the first place the agricultural bill, 
now by the action of the House not on an appropriation bill, contains 
several other matters of appropriation for consideration, and which must 
be provided for, and the committee were bound to make provision in 
accordance with the additional legislation. But let us see how unfair 
that statement is on comparison with other bills. Suppose I take the 
Committee on Appropriations and try that committee by the rule thus 
set up. Let us take Powell’s Survey as an illustration to begin with. 
In 1878 this cost $50,000 and in 1885 $400,000; an increase of eight- 


fold, far beyond what the agricultural appropriations have increased. '_ 


The Geological Survey is running beyond what the Committee on Ag- 
rieulture has appropriated for its vast increase. Take, again, theSignal 
Service. Under the control of the Committee on Appropriations this 
service has gone from $440,000 to $847,000 from 1878 to 1885. The 
Fish Commission has gone from $75,000 to $257,000. Now I am not 
undertaking to discuss the merits of these increases, but to show that 
the argument made here is an unfair one. 

Mr. BRAGG. Will the gentleman from Georgia permit a sugges- 
tion? 

Mr. BLOUNT. With pleasure. 

Mr. BRAGG. I hold in my hand the figures of the aggregate appro- 
priations made by the sundry civil bill for the year 1880, showing $17-, 
634,868.56, while for the year 1886, coming from the same general Ap- 
propriations Committee, it is $26,079,251.49, showing a large increase. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I was aware of the increase, but am obliged to the 
gentleman for the statement of it to the House. Ido not undertake to 
say that the growth of these bills has not been legitimate. Population 
and wealth will multiply; publicinterests will increase, and the expend- 
itures of the Government must necessarily increase with them. With 
all the care that has been taken by a Democratic House from that time 
forward, and even with the aid of this side of the House in the Forty- 
seventh Congress given to the Committee on Appropriations on the 
other side, we have not been able to make anything but a gradual in- 
crease of appropriations. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Will my colleague allow me a question ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Is it not truethat the sundry civil appropriation 
bill will include items one year that did not belong to it or were not 
provided for by it in a former year, or are the items contained in the 
bill always fixed like the items of other general appropriation bills? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Of course it is a miscellaneous bill and covers a 
variety of items, but at the same time there has been a gradual growth 
of that bill for many years; and I must be permitted to add that it has 
very largely come, this increase, from the Senate Chamber, from the 
very gentlemen who were invited to discuss the question of economy 
with this House and to lead and guide it. ; 

Now, the Forty-fourth Congress changed the rules so as to provide 
that there should be no general Jegislation on appropriation bills, ex- 
cept in the case of certain provisions, which have been quoted to the 
House so often that they are now understood. At the time that propo- 
sition was brought before the House I supported it with pleasure. The 
public interests required it. The public expenditures were great; a 
financial crisis had come upon the country, The Republican party, 
with its friends in all the Departments, was utterly incompetent to 
make this reduction. Their friends stood with fixed bayonets driving 
them on in the contest with this House in its attempt to reduce expend- 
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itures. Many were frank enough in private conversation to say that 
our side would be able to reduce expenditures because we had no party 
friends in the ents, but they were not. Reductions did take 
place, which were facilitated by the falling off of the public revenues 
and the great financial crisis prevailing at the time. Ihave no com- 
plaint now of that work. It was right and proper then. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] then headed the Committee 
on Appropriations, and gave to the Democratic party of this country a 
record of economy that made it, thank God, one of the idols of De- 
mocracy—not that it was an original idea, not that it had not been 
in existence in the past, but it inaugurated in this House a great meas- 
ure of reform which the country needed. 

But, sir, time has intervened. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HotMAN], who has just spoken with so much power and fertility of 
thought by reason of long experience in this House, when setting forth 
the advantages of this rule told you that he had reduced expendi- 
tures over $60,000,000 in the Forty-fourth Congress. So it was done, 
in my judgment. But afterward, running on through the years from 
then till now, how much reduction has taken place? We had gotten 
almost to bed-rock. We had gotten to a point where the opposition to 
this side of the House were enabled to come in and report their bills 
almost unanimously. That has been the history of these bills for years. 
Then what? The natural result followed. It was very natural that 
the Committee on Appropriations should undertake legislation in ad- 
dition to what grew out of the rules. That Committee on Appropria- 
tions, which is so jealous of the other committees of the House, which 
is so much alarmed about the danger of distributing the appropriation 
bills, which is so careful to preserve all the rules relating to appropria- 
tions, at the very last session of this Congress came in with the Post- 
Office appropriation bill filled with new legislation, and I will take 
that because my friend from Indiana has just cited that bill—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman from Georgia allow me to in- 
terrupt him a moment? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The last Post-Office appropriation bill contained 
quite a number of legislative provisions, but I inquired of a gentleman 
in charge of those provisions in that committee, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM], who is now before me, and I under- 
stand that they were all provisions agreed upon by the committee. 
Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania remember that? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I do very well. The four provisions emanated 
from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, but they went 
into the appropriation bill because we could not get them i 
in the House; and I hope to speak on that point later in this debate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thatis true. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ah, Mr. Speaker, I want to state the facts and see 
whether or not the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads was 
correct in this matter and whether the Committee on Appropriations 
was correct init. The previous Congress had reduced letter postage 
from 3 to 2 cents. The report of the Postmaster-General at the time 
announced to Co that there would be a falling off in the revenue 
of several millionsof dollars by reason of that change; exactly what the 
reduction would be time alone would disclose. It seems to me, sir, 
that under these circumstances it was about time to pause in the mat- 
ter of legislation on the appropriations bill, by getting into it a provis- 
ion reducing letter postage further and the postage on newspapers. 

But, Mr. Speaker, how about this? The Committee on Appropria- 
tions in their committee-room agreed to the following resolution and 
put it on the sundry civil bill: 

Resolved, That it is expedient that there should be a suspension of silver coin- 
age. 

Who told them to put that there? Under what rule of the House 
was that placed there? Who gave them this power? There are other 
committees in this House with jurisdiction over this matter and es- 
pecially charged with it, and it does not appear and will not appear 
that they were invited to do that. The truth about the matter is, the 
Committee on Appropriations are just like any other men in this House, 
just like men to be found everywhere. If they are permitted to use 
power they will exercise it. 

There is another view to which I wish to call the attention of the 
House. It has been urged here by several gentlemen that the division 
of the appropriations ought not to be made because a division of the 
work would prevent a general superintendence by onehead. Well, sir, 
rhetoric is very pleasant, theories are very agreeable, but in legislation 
the actual facts are much more valuable. I had the pleasure of serv- 
ing upon that committee for six years and gave its duties considerable 
attention. In the Forty-fifth Congress I reported the Post-Office appro- 
priations bill; I made it up in my room in the Christmas recess and 
reported it to a subcommittee of excellent gentlemen who had the con- 
fidence of this House. They concurred init. It went to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and they looked at it but one day and they con- 
curred in it, and it went through this House with theaddition of only 
$5,000 and became a law with that addition, and I never heard during 
the whole of the discussion the suggestion how much can we give to the 
postal service. I served on the committee which prepered the naval 
appropriation bill and helped to make it up, and I never heard such 


a suggestion as to that bill. Those bills have been agreed upon suc- 
cessively by the committee, first one and then another. Two or three 
were reported in this House and passed and after them another, and 
at the end came the sundry civil and deficiency bills, and until the bills 
were passed nobody knew what we were going to expend. The work is 
subdivided in that committee. I know that occasionally there are gen- 
tlemen on that committee who feel a great interest in the appropria- 
tions—two or three members of the committee or possibly more—and 
who watch the separate bills very closely, looking to the end, but with 
no purpose of restraining them to any given sum. 

Now let us see when these bills have gone to the other committees 
that have been proposed whether or not there will be an increase ot 
expenditure. I will not undertake to say whether there will or will 
not. The facts which have been cited fail to give us any information 
on that subject. Let us take the Post-Office bill, and let us put on it 
what is permitted by the report of the majority of the Committee on 
Rules. I believe that proposition to put on appropriation bills contin- 
gencies for carrying on the several Departments of the Government 
will be used just as every other legislative provision has been. It will 
be conveniently construed by some gentleman selected perhaps to pre- 
side over the Committee of the Whole for the purpose of doing it. 
That has been the experience in reference to every rule you have ever 
had here. 

The restriction has been ridden over. Now when you shall have 
stricken off the legislative provision, then the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads take up the estimates; and what do they find 
there? Your mails must be transported by railway, and you know al- 
most exactly what it will be. Whether it be much or little, the trans- 
portation of mails is paid for by weight. If you have not appropriated 
enough a deficiency must supply it. If you haveappropriated too much 
it is covered into the Treasury under the operation of law. I may say 
the same of the item as to the compensation of postmasters. And these 
are the two large items in the Post-Office appropriation bill. As to 
the star-route service, this House has always, or for many years, given 
whatever was needed for that service, and we have had no question of 
economy as to that. Then we have had some appropriation of money 
for the steamboat service; and the balance of the items are insignifi- 
cant. 

Now take the naval bill. The Committee on Naval Affairs take 
charge of that bill with the intention on the. part of the House that 
there shall not go upon it a single legislative provision. AVhat do they 
find? The great item is that for the payment of the officers and men 
of the Navy, which is fixed by law and can not be increased or decreased 
and it is a matter of absolute mathematical calculation. 

Then you come to the Bureau of Construction and Repair, the Bureau 
of Steam-engineering. These items are matters about which there is no 
legislation—matters for the judgment of this House as to how mach it 
will give for steam-engineering or for construction and repair. Ifthe 
appropriate committee takes up these subjects and considers them, 
not as has been done in the past, when under the rules they had no 
charge of the subject but could merely come in here and make recom- 
mendations for the action of another committee—if the appropriate 
committee should now take up the expenditures of the Governmentin 
this Department, understanding that the House has cast upon them the 
responsibility, understanding that their action will be subject to just 
criticism, why will they not take the history of the Navy in its ex- 
penditures; why will they not take up report after report and see what 
has been donein the past, as these other gentlemen have done? What 
will be the inducement to go beyond this? Not the endeavor to adopt 
new legislation, because if the majority report, qualified by providing 
for the prohibition of legislation on these bills, be adopted they will 
have no power. So I might go on through these several bills. 

I do not believe the question of economy is half so large in connec- 
tion with this question as it would appear from somearguments pressed 
upon this House. I believe that the rule which has been so frequently 
cited has served its p and had its day; that all legislation on ap- 
propriations bills will be hurtful. The gentleman from Illinois has 
seen fit to state to this House the cent course of his party up to 
the time w as he claims, our party brought this great evil upon 
the country. I heard that charge in the Forty-fourth Congress from 
Republican after Republican in the Senate Chamber; I heard it in this 
Honse from Republican after Republican. But at last there came for- 
ward a frank, broad, intelligent man, the present presiding officer of the 
Senate, JOHN SHERMAN, who confronted his party in the Senate and 
said it was idle to attack the Democratic party for any such vice, for 
it had been the practice of his own party during the whole time it was 
in power, and it had been the practice from the earliestdays, Theonly 
method of correction, in my judgment, is to prevent, on the part of any 
committee, legislation upon appropriation bills, and to give committees 


‘charged with legislation in reference to great matters of public interest 


the right to come before this House and have those great interests con- 
sidered. 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. BLOUNT. I ask to be allowed to go on a few moments longer. 
Mr. RANDALL. I ask thatthe gentleman be granted leave to do so. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 
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Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman from Georgia allow me to 
make a single statement before he resumes? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] a 
moment ago alluded to the large disparity in the amount of appropria- 
tions between the sundry civil bill for 1880 and that for 1886. I was 
not prepared at the moment to refer accurately to the figures whichin 
part explain that disparity. I find uponexamination that the sundry 
civil appropriation bill for 1880 did not contain, as passed, the usual 
appropriations for the expenses of the United States courts, which had 
been transferred that year to the legislative bill, the bill which had 
upon it the legislation with reference to United States marshals, the 
bill which failed that year, and was subsequently vetoed at the extra 
session of the Forty-sixth Congress. The amount thus transferred, 
accounting in part for the difference referred to, was $3,121,000. 

It should also be borne in mind that the sundry civil appropriation 
act for 1886 contained, as passed, enormous appropriations for public 
buildings. The Committee on Appropriations reported appropriations 
for such purposes to the amount of $1,794,719.84, to which the Senate, 
by amendments to which the House subsequently yielded, but with 
which the Committee on Appropriations had nothing to do, added in 
round numbers $2,200,000, making in all for these purposes $3,988,- 
319.84. 

Mr. BRAGG, Will the gentleman permit me to give figures showing 
the aggregate amount of the sundry civil bills for each year from 1880 
to 1886? 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly. 

Mr. BRAGG. They are as follows: 


23, 679, 575 44 
22, 299, 434 30 
26, 079, 251 49 


Mr. RANDALL. And almost invariably those increases were made 
in the Senate or in the House—rarely I think were they recommended 
by the Committee on Appropriations. The Appropriations Committee, 
with all their energy and determination, have been unable in many 
cases to resist ¢hese increases. But I admit there necessarily must be 
some increase of appropriation in consequence of the increasing popu- 
lation and the in ing business of the country. 

Mr. BRAGG. Does not the increase of appropriation for the Agri- 
cultural Department come from similar causes ? 

Mr. RANDALL, I do not know what Congress has to do with these 
various matters, such as education. I have never believed that Con- 
gress ought to have anything to do with education in the States. I 
believe that the system of education there can be sufficiently cared for 
by the States themselves. 

Mr. BRAGG. I spoke of appropriations for agricultural purposes, 
not for education. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I can not now speak otherwise than from memory, 
but my memory on this subject is pretty good. There has beena great 
increase in our sundry civil bills from the Forty-fourth Congress down 
to the present time. The exact figures I can not give. But I am not 
com ing in regard to the Committee on Appropriations. The gen- 


tleman from Pennsylvania says that the Senate has forced upon us in’ 


many cases these increases. This suggests to me another thought. I 
believe that the Committee on Appropriations, if they had no power to 
incorporate legislation in the general appropriation bills, could report 
every one of these bills at an early stage of the session, and we would 
not in the closing hours of every session be involved in a struggle with 
the Senate, that body saying, ‘‘ Give us legislation on an appropriation 
bill; give us this thing we have so frequently denounced or you shall 
not go home to your families. ”? 

I remember that in the dead hours of the night—at 2 o’clock in the 
morning—at the last session of Congress, when the majority side of this 
House time snd again refused appropriations of sums in Senate 
amendments which were designed to entangle this Government in re- 
lation to the Nicaragua Canal in treaty stipulations and other compli- 
cations—I say the effort was repeated time and againin the dead hours 
of the night, at 2 o’clock in the morning, when the House was so worn 
and anxious, that at last it yielded under physical exhaustion to the 
Senate, and that appropriation was forced uponit. So, sir, very much 
of that power which the Senate has over this House comes from the 
fact that the House bills do not get in at an earlier date, and they do 
not get in at an earlier date because so much legislation of a general 
character is placed upon them. 

Take, forinstance, atthe last session the Post-Office appropriation bill, 
and I ask the attention of gentlemen who were here at that time to the 
debate on that bill. We could have passed that bill in three hours if 
there had been no general legislation u it, but, on the contrary, the 
whole time was taken up, hour after hour and day after day, in dis- 
cussing the mode of com ting railroads for carrying the mails and 
the ratesof postage. And itwillbe found, if the RECORD is examined, 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 16, 


set the great bulk of the time taken up in discussion is taken up im 
t way. 

I believe, sir, not in taking these bills away from the committee, and 
for reasons I shall give hereafter, but I do believe in taking from that 
committee any right or privilege of putting a single thought upon any 
one of the appropriation bills in the nature of changing existing law. 
And I do believe at the same time, Mr. Speaker, in giving all proper 
legislative functions to the other committees, allowing them a hearing 
in this House the same as has heretofore been allowed to the Ways and 
Meansand Appropriations Committees of having the legislation reported 
by them fully and fairly considered ? 

Mr, ROGERS. Will the gentleman allow. me to call his attention 
for one moment to a statement of fact made by him which perhaps he 
might like to correct? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly, as I have no wish to mislead the House. 

Mr. ROGERS. Itis no misleading of the House; but the point to 
which I wish to call his attention is one of fact. The gentleman re- 
ferred to an appropriation of $2,000,000 forced upon the House for the 
Nicaragua Canal scheme. It was not for the Nicaragua Canal scheme, 
but it was in favor of subsidies to steamship companies for carrying the 


mails. 

Mr. BLOUNT. | I thank the gentleman for his correction. It was, 
as he states, for subsidies to steamship companies that the $2,000,000 
were forced upon the Post-Office appropriation bill. We were finally 
able to beat down the canal scheme, but we had to fight into the dead 
hours of the night before we could accomplish that result. These two 
propositions, one involving the Government in delicate foreign compli- 
cations, in treaties and stipulations, the end of which no man could 
foretell, the very secret of them still remaining a secret to this day, not 
having been communicated to Congress as yet, and the other an appro- 
priation of $2,000,000 as subsidies to steamship osm paues, kept all 
other legislation from the floor. That has been a trouble all the time, 
that we have been forced by the Senate just in that way to yield to 
these matters of general legislation placed in precisely a similar way 
upon the general appropriation bills, 

The House has indulged meand I will not abuseits patience. While 
I do not apprehend any danger of increased expenditures from the 
transfer of these bills, yet I contend the functions of the other com- 
mittees will rise in magnitude if you give them the right to report 
legitimate legislation with the right to have a fair hearing forit before 
the House. It will take up all the time they will have to spare to 
consider and mature the important matters properly coming before 
them. Then the time of the Committee of the Whole would not be 
required in the matter of compensating railroads by weight and space 
and speed, or to go into the testimony and innumerable calculations of 
experts. When the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads had 
reached a right conclusion they would have settled the trouble long 
ago instead of having this matter thrust upon the House by every ad- 
ministration. Such would have been the result if the Post-Office Com- 
mittee had been allowed to have a fair hearing before the House for the 
consideration of its reports. Give it thatwork, and it will have enough 
to engage its time and attention. 

And so you can take all these other committees, and when you have 
done that—that is, when you have given them the right to a fair hear- 
ing—instead of hasty legislation on appropriation bills, we should pur- 
sue the safe course of acting calmly and deliberately on proper reports 
indue season. I would not cripple those committees, but I would give 
them their full manhood in this House. It is not any little matter of 
appropriating a small sum for the Navy or the Post-Office service, as a 
large part of it is already fixed by law. I would permit the appropria- 
tions to remain with the Appropriations Committee. 

We will first take the deficiency bill. That is made up of amounts 
of money from the Naval Committee, the Post-Office Committee, the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and so on, all relating to the several 
De ents of theGovernment. In order to understand whether the 
deficiencies are correct or proper it is important for the Committee on 
Appropriations to qualify themselves by information coming from the 
Departments in relation to the expenditures provided for before they 
can determine intelligently in reference to those deficiencies. You 
must give them that bill or you will have a deficiency bill from every 
committee in the House, and that of itself will induce, in my judg- 
ment, the disapproval of any proposition to take that bill from that 
committee. 

Take the sundry civil bill, and it is made up of items relating to the 
several Departments. For instance, the dry-docks and many other 
items never go into the Navy appropriation bill, but are reserved for 
the sundry civil bill. The gentleman from Indiana has better illus- 
trated this than I can. That bill is made up very much like the defi- 
ciency bill, relating as it does to the business of the Government in the 
several Departments. 

The committee in charge of that bill must go over the whole ground. 
They must take up every one of these Department reports, and after 
examining them carefully to see what the public service requires, they 
are competent to frame the bill. Letall your bills be prepared in this 
manner, with the responsibility to the country which their formation 
imposes—for there is after all something more of responsibility on one 
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man than when the work is divided among three—and with no power 
to legislate, but with power alone to report how much shall be ex- 
pended, with the duty to take up all of the subjects relating to appro- 

iations found in the reports, and they will be better qualified, in my 
judgment, for that work than if they had any legislation of any kind, 
and better than another committee which is with legislation. 

I do not believe, Mr. Speaker, what has been said about the one-man 
power of the Committee on Appropriations, Take its legislation away 
and there is no power except that of appropriation. The gen 
from New York Parr. Hiscock] is reported here to have said that when 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations he had in his fist two 
bills and was invested with power to prevent important legislation o 
the sort the country desired. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, I did not say that. 
I said that I had forwarded legislation; that I had kept Congress in 
session until it certain bills. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, the gentleman says he kept those bills in his 
hand or kept Congress here until it had passedthem. Why, Mr. Speaker, 
is it quite certain that the House would not have passed those bills 
any way in spiteof the gentleman? But suppose one man can do that, 
and you give the power to nine appropriation committees in this 
House every one of them with the power to keep a bill in their pockets 
until you pass some other. 

The evil does not belong to the Committee on Appropriations alone; 
it may happen anywhere, and is vicious, no matter from whence it 
comes. But I do not believe the gentleman from New York exercised 
so much power as he thought. I think it very likely his associates on 
the Committee on Appropriations and the general sentiment of the 
House were on his side or he would not have dared it. 

Mr. Speaker, I have sought to do my simple duty in regard to these 
a. I b to find myself not in harmony with either one of 

reports. may be in error in my views as I have stated them 
here, but I am ible to my own conscience and to my constitu- 
ane and if I have done my duty in the expression of these sentiments 
on the floor I shall content myself with that. [Applause. ] 

Mr. STORM. Mr. § er, before proceeding with the discussion 
of this question I shall yield a portion of my time to my colleague 
from Philadelphia [Mr. KELLEY]. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania if he will 
yield for a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. KELLEY. Certainly I will. I shall esteem the motion most 
gracious at this hour of the day. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted until Tuesday, 
22d instant, to Mr. BURLEIGH, on account of important business. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HATCH (at 4 o’clock and 15 minutes p. 
m.), the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
under the rule, and referred as follows: : 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Papers relating to the case of Richard C. Ridg- 
way and others—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petitionof T. A. Bray, for retaining tariff on wool— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of Jacob Berg, for pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of the board of supervisors and many 
citizens of Antrim County, Michigan, asking for the survey of a navig- 
able connection between Torch Lake and Lake Michigan—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of Isaac Carleton, for relief—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Memorial of John T. Gray, praying the reference 
of his claim to the Court of Claims under act of March 3, 1883—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John T. Gray—to the same com- 

ittee. 


mi 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of S. N. Shuck and 59 others, citizens 
of Johnson County, Indiana, asking that the coinage of silver be not 
ere the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

y Mr. McOOMAS: Petitions of Michael J. Brown; of Owen Ardin- 

gori and of Emanuel Bomberger, for relief—to the Committee on War 

aims, 

Also, petition of Mary W. Craggs, George Clive, and Jos. B. Stollin- 
ger, for equalizing pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of Baker, McMillen & Co., of Akron, 
Ohio, and other leading manufacturers, against the restraints of trade 
some Pon e several States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEAL: Papers relating to the claim of H. H. Faulkner and 
Mary Woolee—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of Jonathan P. Hinshaw, for relief— 
to the same committee. 
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By Mr, RIGGS: Petition for the improvement of Saint Mary’s River 
and Hog Lake Channel—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of merchants of New Orleans in favor of the Eads 
ship railway—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of Maj. N. Vedder, for relief—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of John Moore, of Ilinois, for relief— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of James McCallen, for arrears of pen- 
sion—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ZACH TAYLOR: Petitions of Mrs. Jackey Armour; of Eras- 
tus T. Allen; of O. M. Alsup, administrator of Thomas B. Crenshaw; 
of Bettie L. Abington, widow of James B. Abington; of M. A. Gober; of 
Dixon 8. Boswell; of William J. Bishop; of Julia C. Baily, adminis- 
tratrix of Sylvester Baily; of John Bateman; of Richard L. Andrews, 
administrator of M. H. Battle; of J. J. Baily; of Robert H. Cleeve; of 
D. W. Caldwell; of Lucy E. Dowd, executrix; of H. C. Dacus, ad- 
ministrator of H. A. Dacus; of A. D. Neilson; of M. L. M. Edenton; 
of R. D. Frayser, administrator of Fletcher Lane; of D. A. Ferguson; 
of Willis Ferrell; of Elizabeth J. Finney; of Louisiana E. Green; of R. 
D. Goodwin; of Mark M. Harwell; of W. H. Hughey, administrator 
of Jacob Hughey; of Robert C. Hardwicke; of Henry T. Jones, admin- 
istrator of J. C. Anderson; of Harriet Jones, administratrix of John L, 
Jones; of James H. Johnson; of William Johnson; of R. D. Jordan, 
guardian of minor children of Claiborne Delsach; of William R. Kear- 
ney; of Elijah Kennon; of Ezekiel T. Keel; of William A. Lowery; of 
James P. Lowery; of Patrick G. Meath; of Pearson C. Montgomery; 
of John Morrison; of Thomas E. Moore; of E. P. McNeal; of B. M. 
Parham; of Robert J. Pirtle, administrator of James Toon; of Mary 
K. Rogers; of Leger Restle; of Alexander P. Rose; of John T. Strat- 
ton, Edgar McDavitt, and Samuel H. Dunscomb; of Mary Speed; of 
Mary A. Somerville, administratrix of Thomas T. Somerville; of Mrs. 
J. D. Scott; of Ellen Savage; of George W. Shearin; of George P. Shel- 
ton; of David H. Townshend, administrator of Oswell P. Newby; of 
Thomas L. Taylor, administrator of Andrew Taylor; of Margaret A. 
Tally, J. M. Tally, and H. A. Tally, heirs of Benjamin F. Tally; of 
Joseph I. Williamson; of Thomas H. Webb, administrator of Emily 
Ewell; of William H. Wood, administrator of George Wood; of Thomas 
H. Webb, asking compensation for property taken and used by the 
United States Army during the late rebellion—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 
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Prayer by Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


SENATOR FROM OREGON. 


Mr. DOLPH presented the credentials of John H. Mitchell, chosen 
by the Legislature of Oregon a Senator from that State for the term 
beginning March 4, 1885; which were read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The credentials will be placed upon 
the files of the Senate. The Senator-elect will please come forward and 
take the oath prescribed by law. 

Mr. MITCHELL advanced to the desk of the President pro tempore, es- 
corted by Mr. DOLPH, and, the oath prescribed by law having been ad- 
ministered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 


PATENT OFFICE ROOMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 1) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to use a 
portion of the contingent fund to fit up rooms for the Commissioner of 
Patents, 

The joint resolution was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask that the joint resolution may be read at length 
so that it will go in the RECORD, and then, having received its second 
reading, that it may lie on the table, and I shall ask to have it taken 
up and passed to-morrow. I think there will be no objection to it on 
the part of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The joint resolution will be read the 
second time at length. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
use so much of the contingent fund, not exceeding $600,as was appropriated by 
the act of March 3, 1885, for the use of the Interior Department as may be neces- 
sary to put in proper repair’the rooms in the Interior Department building 
shen S been assigned by the Secretary for the use of the Commissioner of 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will lie on the 
table for the present, 


REPORT OF COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
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tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, 

ee ae cade ee 
perintendent of the Coast and Geodetic , Showing the progress 
made in that work during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, accom- 


in compliance 


panied by a map illus the advance in the of 
the survey; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a communication from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting the petition of James E. Macklin, late 


second lieutenant Eleventh Infantry, praying for restoration to his origi- | i 


nal rank before dismissal in November, 1876; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of John Donnelly and other 

citizens of Bucks County, Pennsylvania, praying that a pension be 

ted to Magdalena Fonash, widow of John Fonash, late a private in 
Roace E, One hundred and fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teers; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present the petition of a committee formed by the 
Association of Union Soldiers who lost an arm or leg during the war 
of the rebellion, praying for such legislation in their behalf as will do 
equal justice to all. I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL presented a petition of citizens of Florida, praying the for- 
feiture of the land granted to aid in the construction of a railroad from 
Waldo to Tampa, in that State; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HOAR. Iamdirected by the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 9) to fix the day for the meet- 
ing of the electors of President and Vice-President, and to provide for 
and regulate the counting of the votes for President and Vice-President, 
and the decision of questions arising thereon, to report the same with- 
out amendment and recommend its passage. 

I give notice that I shall endeavor to call up the bill and ask its early 

ge by theSenate immediately after the measures which have alread. 
Seon (the amendment of the rules, the bill providing for the Presi- 
dential suecession, and the bill in regard to the salaries of Federal 
judges), shall have been disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will take its place on the 
Caiendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 484) to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to sell and convey certain premises in the city of Chicago, asked to 
be disc! from its further consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds; which was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 640) to perfect the military record 
of John C: Green, of Tennessee; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 641) to amend section 3255 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 642) to provide for warehousing fruit 
brandy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 643) to modify and re-enact an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to prevent the introduction of contagious or infectious 
diseases into the United States;’’ which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Select Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 644) for the better security of per- 
sons and greater facility of transportation on street railroads within the 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PAYNE introduced a bill (S. 645) for the relief of Mary E. Hop- 
kins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 646) to authorize the loca- 
tion of a branch home for volunteer disabled soldiers and Sailors in 
either of the States of Iowa, Minnesota, Nebraska, Colorado, or Dakota 
Territory; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 647) for the relief of F. Court- 
ney Cochnower; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 648) granting a pension to John K. 
Hummer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 649) for the relief of Ji M. Jones; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


y administratrix of Moses 8. McCord, 


wien eel 
referred to the Committee en Affairs. 
BS ee es 

gee ek te a (8. 652) pantings agaran to Dillon rani 
which was read twice by its title, and, with 


| referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also introduced æ bill (S. 653) Ft viva cee 


of the meaning of 
section 3 of the act of June 16, 1882, for the of Howard Univer- 
sity; Mih eon reed tries by iis tile, and TAEA to. tho Comunlstos 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 655) to amend sections 4693 and 
4695 of the Revised Statutes of the United States so as to extend the 
right of to steamboat-men and others acting under orders from 
United States officers; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. of New York, introduced a bill (S. 656) for the reliet 
of the heirs of Asa O. Gallup; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 657) for the relief of Thomas C. Elli- 
= which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


o also introduced a bill (8. 658) for the relief of Andrew Bridge- 
man; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 659) to encourage societies of the 
vieinage to erect monuments on the few important battle-fields of the 
Revolution yet unmarked; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (8. 660) to provide for the 
sale of the Cherokee reservation, in the State of Arkansas; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 661) for the relief of Lizzie E. McCord, 
deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 662) to the manu- 
Sakara a ee es ee army pur- 
and to provide heavy ordnance army war- 


aag hich was read twice by its title, Sieno to the Committee 
on Coast Defenses. 

_ He also introduced a bill (S. 663) to encourage the manufacture of 
steel for modern naval ordnance, armor, shafting, and other naval pur- 
poses, and to provide heavy ordnance ada; to modern naval war! 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Coast Defenses. 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 664) to provide for 
ee. judges for = i file, and, wi of rey Territory of Dakota; 
which was twice by its title, with 
referred to the Committee on the J —e ee 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (; | 665) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River at the city of Pierre, 
Dak.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 666) to create two additional 
land distriets in the Territery of Dakota, and to define the boundaries 
of the Deadwood land district, in said T: ; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 667) to amend section 2805 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States so as to allow oaths to be admin- 
istered by notaries public; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TELLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 668) for the relief of 
Charles DeArnaud; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 669) to provide for the issue of silver 
certificates on the deposit of standard silver dollars; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 670) to increase the pension of 
the widow of the late Commander T. A. M. Craven; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 671) making an appropriation for 
the purchase of the old Produce and the site bounded 
by Whitehall, Pearl, Moore, and Water streets, New York city, for army 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CALL (by request) introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 15) to pay 
the officers and employés of the Senate and House of Representatives 
their respective salaries for the month of December, 1985, on ths 21st 
day of said month; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 
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CONCURRENT OR OTHER RESOLUTIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘‘Concurrent or other resolutions”? 
are nowin order. The Chair will lay before the Senate the resolution 
submitted yesterday by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER], 
which was laid over under the rules. The resolution will be read. 

Mr. PLUMB. I desire to submit a resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution which was laid over 
yesterday, under the rules of the Senate, is now to be laid before the 
bod 


F: 

Mr.PLUMB. Isubmit that the proper construction of our procedure 
is that resolutions shall first be introduced, and that that order can not 
be orshould not be displaced under the rule by the consideration of reso- 
lutions introduced on a preceding day, which may exhaust the entire 
morning hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is advised that the prac- 
tice under the rule is directly the contrary, and that a resolution which 
was laid over under the rule must be presented at the call of the order 
of ‘‘concurrent or other resolutions.” ‘That, the Chair is advised, has 
been the custom of the Senate. 

Mr: INGALLS. Itis a custom that would be more ‘‘ honored in the 
breach than in the observance.” The request of my colleague is un- 
doubtedly correct, that the ruling should be such that resolutions could 
be offered immediately after the conclusion of the order for the intro- 
duction of bills, because unless that is the order, as he has suggested, 
a resolution coming up from the previous day for discussion may occupy 
the entire remainder of the morning hour, and no opportunity be offered 
for the introduction of resolutions. Resolutions offered to-day are not 
subject to debate. Upon any Senator objecting to their consideration 
they go over under therules and are printed. Therefore)I hope, if the 
rule willadmit of a double interpretation, that that one will be adopted 
which will facilitate the business of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro . The Chair asks the Secretary to read 
the rule under which the practice ert up. Asa matter of course 
the Chair will be very willing to orm to any rule that the Senate 
may prescribe. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


. “ Concurrent and other resol ate 
all which shall be received and disposed of in such order unless unanimous 
consent shall be otherwise given. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under thatrule the Chair is advised 
that the custom has been to first lay a resolution thus laid ovér under 
the rule before the Senate; but as a matter of course the procedure is 
subject to the disposition of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Has it not been the practice of the Senate to have pre- 
sented first the resolutions which are introduced in the morning and 
afterward to lay before the Senate the resolutions that came over? I 
have a very distinct recollection that at a former time there was some 
debate in the Senate as to whether resolutions which were laid over 
from the previous day came under this order at all, or whether there 
ees tase, be a calendar of resolutions and that they should go to the 

endar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The occupant of the chair can not 
answer the question from his own personal recollection, but he is ad- 
vised by the Chief Clerk that uniformly the rule has been adopted of 
es to the Senate resolutions laid over under objection in the 

instance. It is subject, however, to the disposition of the Senate. 
The Chair simply wishes to follow the rule. 

Mr. HOAR. A di ion came up in the Senate a year or two ago 
on that subject when the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] was 
in the chair. 

Mr. HARRIS. My recollection is that the uniform practice of the 
Senate since I have held a seat upon this floor has been to receive res- 
olutions offered during the morning hour in their order and before the 
consideration of resolutions offered upon a previous day, except per- 
haps during a period of the last two years i y when the then 
eas officer did first lay resolutions upon the Calendar before the 

mate. But it is very clear to my mind that the better practice is, 
and certainly there is nothing in the rules of the Senate that forbids 
it, to receive resolutions that Senators may desire to offer within the 
morning hour, and when that business has been concluded then to lay 
before the Senate the resolutions which have been offered on a previous 
day and laid over under objection. 

Mr. FRYE. There is not the slightest difficulty about receiving 
these resolutions by unanimous consent. Under the old rules the reg- 
ular formula on presenting bills was, ‘‘ Task leave to introduce a bill.” 
Under the new rules that is not necessary, because there is a rule pro- 
viding that bills shall be presented at such atime. All that a Senator 
has to do when this order is called is to ask leave to present a resolu- 
tion. The Chair will say, ‘‘There being no objection, the resolution 
es ere T do not think there is any practical difficulty 

ut i 
Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator see any difficulty in the rule as it 


stands in the Chair’s receiving theresolutions that Senators may choose 
to offer after the introduction of bills and joint resolutions? 

Mr. FRYE. Ido not; but if the Chair felt constrained by former 
rulings to adopt a different course all that the Senator from Kansas 
has to do is to say, ‘‘I ask leave to present a resolution.” 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes; but thatisnot the point. I do not want to in- 
troduceé the resolution by unanimous consent. I want to introduce it 
because I have a right to do it unless somebody objects. Therefore I 
hope we may have some exposition of the rule which will make it 
proper for a Senator rising in his place to offer a resolution because he 
is a member of this body and has a respectful resolution which he de- 
sires to offer. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask leave to move this order: 

Ordered, That until otherwise ordered the Chair shall with the call 


for resolutions to be newly offered before laying before the Senate resolutions 
which come over from a former day. 


The Senate can at any time rescind the order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that an order be made that before the resolutions which have 
been objected to on a previous day, and which lie over, shall be pre- 
sented to the Senate the call shall be made for ‘‘concurrent or other 
resolutions.” 

Mr. INGALLS and others. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If that is the pleasure of the Senate 
the Chair will so understand it, and wiil conform his conduct to that 
rule. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 


RAILROAD LAND-GRANT SETTLERS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. PLUMB. I offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is heretiy, veguen to 
furnish the Senate with the names of all settlers and a description of the odd- 
numbered sections of land settled upon by such settlers within the granted lim- 
its of each of the land-grant railroads in the State of Kansas prior to the defi- 
nite location of said roads; also the names of settlers and a description of the 
lands settled upon within the iodemnity limits of said roads prior to the selec- 
tion of such lands by the said railroad companies; also a description of lands 
claimed by said com ies and heretofore included within the granted and in- 
demnity limits of said roads, but which the records of the General Land Office 
show to be outside and beyond said limits, 


I ask for the immediate consideration of the resolution. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 


Ordered, That the pa in respect to the claim of Mrs. E. G. C. Abbott be 
taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


DAKOTA TERRITORY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further ‘concurrent 
or other resolutions” the Chair will lay before the Senate the resolu- 
tion submitted by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], 
which came over from yesterday. The resolution will now be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be, and they are hereby, instructed 
to inquire and report to the Senate under and by what authority a so-called 
State ure has been organized in the Territory of Dakota, if such a bod 
has been organized as al . and by what warrant or authority said Ads tf 
zation has proceeded to elect Senators to this body. And that said committee 
inquire further and zepo whether said organization is not calculated to a | 
about a conflict of authority prejudicial to the good order of said Territory a: 
demoralizing to the Territorial government legally organized and administered 
under the authority of the National Government, and that said committee 
have leave to report any special matter relating to the affairs of said Territory 
requiring or demanding the attention of Congress. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, ordinarily I should not deem it 
appropriate to discuss a resolution of inquiry, but the resolution pro- 

by the Senator from South Carolina suggests an inquiry into 
matters of which, as I shall presently show, the Senate is already fully 
advised; and, in the second place, it contains, by suggestion, a reflec- 
tion upon a body of the American people as patriotic, loyal, and law- 
abiding as any that are to be found within the limits of our National 
Government, not excepting those who abide under the palmetto trees 
of South Carolina. 

This resolution has already been the occasion of some newspaper 
discussion. A sample of the treatment that the people of Southern 
Dakota are receiving at the hands of the Democratic press of this coun- 
try I find in the issue of the New York World for to-day: 

The pogue South Dakota Legislature, now insession at Huron, has enacted the 
farce of electing two jud; Moody and Edgerton—United States Senators for 
the alleged State of South Dakota. This is one way, we presume, of forcing rec- 
ognition, buta poorer plan for breaking into the Union could hardly be devised— 

May I pause to suggest, Mr. President, that even this unfriendly 
critic takes notice of the difference between an attempt to break into 
the Union and an attempt to break out of it ?— 


in fact it is a question whether in setting up a bogus State government the 
impatient Territorial politicians are not ty of some sort of constructive 
treason. 


That, I take it, is the implication of the resolution which is now be- 
fore the Senate. I would not discourage, whether in the press of the 
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country or in any Senator here, a sensitive disposition toward treason. 
I think we can not too early take notice of incipient rebellion nor too 
severely condemn it when we have once fairly located it. 

But in addition to the distinction which I have already made in the 
interest of my Dakota fellow-citizens, that this attempt of theirs is an 
effort to break into the Union and not to break out of it, I shall under- 
take to show that it is respectful toward the Government of the United 
States in the manner of it, deferential to the Constitution and Govern- 
ment of the United States in every step of it, orderly, decent, and con- 
formable to precedents which the Senators on the other side of the Cham- 
ber at least ought to 3 

Mr. President, there is no need of a committee of inquiry. Itisnot 
necessary that we should look after facts or summon witresses. All 
that has been done by Dakota for the last six years in her efforts to 
secure at the hands of a reluctant Congress the recognition of the full 
rights of her hea as American citizens has been done in the light of 
open day. ere have been no conspiracies, no cabals, no midnight 
assemblages, no mustering of conspirators in the shadows of the wood. 

Let me very briefly review the history of the attempt of Dakota to 
secure admission as a State of the Union. Two questions are involved. 
First, the question of the division of the Territory upon the forty-sixth 
parallel or some otherconvenientline. The Legislatures of Dakota, in 
their annual assemblies, and theannual conventions of both of the great 
political parties in the Territory have for six years been representing 

y resolutions to Congress that the best interests of the people of that 
Territory require a division. Upon.the question of the right of South 
Dakota to ission as a State the Legislature, large popular conven- 
tions held in different parts of the Territory, and influential commit- 
tees of her ablest men have made their representations to the Congress 
of the United States. 

At the last onge the Senate passed an enabling act authorizing 
the people of ota south of the forty-sixth parallel to organize a 
State government. The measure received no attention from the House 
of Representatives. What has been done since that time? The Ter- 
ritorial Legislature of Dakota, made up of representatives from the en- 
tire Territory as now organized, an act authorizing the assem- 
bling of a constitutional convention for South Dakota, for the purpose 
of framing a constitution to be submitted to Congress as the basis of its 
crear cdg Union of 1e gapped This roy act a rn of 

mgress, a publicact passed by the Legislature and approved by its gov- 
ernor, I take it that neither the Senator from South Carolina bat ae 
other Senator here will desire to put a committee to the trouble of 
finding that law and brin it to his attention. 

What was done under the law? The members of the constitutional 
convention were chosen at a popular election, of which due notice was 

iven. A convention, consi of over one hundred delegates, assem- 

led on the 4th of September last at Sioux Falls, and set about framing 
a constitution for the proposed State of Dakota. Iam not sure whether 
there has been formally submitted to us the journal of the p: 
of that convention, thoug™ a copy of it is in my possession, but an en- 
and certified copy of the constitution adopted has been presented 
to the Senate through its presiding officer. 

What further steps were taken? That constitution provided that a 
Legislature should be elected and should assemble at Huron, or ata 
point designated by a popular vote as a capital for a new State, which 
was Huron, and that they should do certain things. 

In order that we may know exactly what the Legislature, whose ex- 
istence is questioned, whose assembly is called to our attention as a 
possible menace upon the national authority, was authorized by the 
constitutional convention to do, and that we may get the spirit of that 
convention in its relation to the Government of the United States, I will 
read the last section of the schedule attached to the constitution: 

Sec. 32, Nothing in this constitution or schedule contained shall be construed to 
authorize the lature to exercise any powers except such as are necessary to 
its organization, to elect United States rs, to provide and pass means and 
measures necessary, ey ae incident to admission to the Union, and 
to assemble and reassemble adjourn from time to time; neither to author- 
ize any officer of the executive or administrative departments to exercise any 
powers of his office except such as be prelimi: and incident to admission 


to the Union, nor to authorize any of the judiciary department to exer- 


cise any of the duties of his office until the State of Dakota shall have been reg- 


ularly admitted into the Union, except such as may be authorized by the Con- 
gress of the United States, 


There is the concluding section of the Dakota constitution. It con- 
tains the fullest recognition of the authority of the National Govern- 
ment. It stays the hands of each department of the new State govern- 
ment proposed to be organized until Congress shall recognize the work 
of the constitutional convention and by a proper law admit Dakota to 
an equal standing among the States. 

Mr. BUTLER. May [ask the Senator from Indiana by what author- 
ity that organization proceeded to the election of United States Sena- 
tors before Congress had acted upon the question? 

Mr. HARRISON. I will come to that presently, and I will show 
the Senate that Senators of the United States elected under precisely 
similar circumstances have stood at the door of the Senate waiting for 
admission until Congress had passed upon the question of the admis- 
sion of their States. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope the Senator will be eble to do that. 


Mr. HARRISON. The Senator has not read up on this subject or 
he would not have introduced this resolution. Whatever may have 
been the differences between the great politicians of the past there was 
practical unanimity among the Democratic politicians in the case of 
Tennessee, California, and Michigan as to the right of States to proceed 
as far as Dakota has proceeded. 

I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that while he is seeking in- 
formation and asking the Committee on Territories to inquire whether 
there is not danger that this formative and tentative State ization 
in Dakota may come into conflict with the national authority, this ve 
constitution in the section I have read, breathing the most thoroug! 
submission to theauthority of the General Government, has been author- 
itatively laid before this body. 

Mr. BUTLER. Where? I have never seen it, I must confess. In 
what form, let me ask the Senator? 

Mr. HARRISON. It was laid before the Senate in the form of an 
engrossed and certified copy of the constitution, presented by the Presi- 
dent pro tempore and referred to the Committee on Territories, of which 
the honorable Senator is a member. y 

Mr. BUTLER. At what time? 

Mr. HARRISON. Four or five days ago. 

Mr, BUTLER, I thought it had not been done very long. Certainly 
the Committee on Territories has had no meeting since that paper has 
been referred to it, that I remember. 

Mr. HARRISON, It has had no meeting at all at this session. It 
will assemble to-morrow for the first time. Iam to know that 
the Senator from South Carolina was ignorant of this provision in the 
constitution of Dakota when he framed his resolution, and I am willing 
to believe that if he had known that it was there he would not have 
su, such an inquiry, 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator is entirely mistaken about that. My 
resolution is one simply of inquiry, and I must express very great sur- 
prise that the opposition to it comes from the Senator from Indiana, 
who 1s chairman of the committee. 

Mr. HARRISON. Unless the Senator chooses to state it I can not 
understand the ground of his surprise; for I know nothing more appro- 
priate than that the chairman of the Committee on Territories, to whose 
care the appeal of the people of Dakota has come and been intrusted 
by a reference of the Senate, should meet at the very outset sneseniys 
to put upon them the stigma of having inau ted a movement 
hostility to the Government of the United States. I am not willing 
that it should wait until the committee can make inquiry and report. 
I think justice to them should be done now—at the earliest possible 
moment. 

Mr BUTLER. Mr President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senatoris entirely mistaken if he supposes that 
I intended to pes a stigma upon anybody. This form of resolution is 
one very usually adopted in the Senate, and is one of inquiry simply; 
and if it should turn out that it was a proper proceeding on the part of 
the people of Dakota nobody will be more gratified than myself. I there- 
fore think the Senator is working himself into a passion entirely unnec- 
essarily and charging me with purposes which certainly did not enter 
my mind. 

Mr. HARRISON. I am not in a passion. The Senator has never 
seen me in a passion or he would be able to discriminate. More than 
that, I am making no special charges; but I ask the Senator from South 
Carolina if any Senator had risen upon this floor and offered a resolu- 
tion directing a committee of this body to inquire whether some pro- 
ceeding taken in the State of South Carolina was not inimical to the 
Government and hostile and treasonable if he would not have resented 
it at the very outset? 

Mr. B ER. I think it very doubtful if I should, sir. 

Mr. HARRISON. I know the Senator better than he knows himself. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ithinkitvery likely that Ishould not have objected 
toit. That kind ofa resolution has been introduced in this body and 
has ; and I say to the Senator now and here, that if at any time 
in the fature he feels called upon to introduce a resolution of that kind 
he shall have my most cordial support. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I repeat, I know the Senator better 
than he knows himself. 

Mr. BUTLER. Possibly 

Mr. HARRISON. I know how often and with passion he has risen 
at the very faintest suggestion even of an election impropriety in the 
State of South Carolina—an accusation, of course, which could not pos- 
sibly carrry any weight with it, and yet he felt it necessary to meet it 
very promptly. 

Mr. President, I have shown that this State organization in all its 
departments, by the terms of the constitution adopted and under which 
only it can act, isstaid, and that its attitude here to-day is that of entire 
deference to the Constitution of the United States, of respectful submis- 
sion to the national authoriry, and one of entreaty to the Congress of the 
United States to do what is just and right for the semi-disfranchised 
people of that Territory. That is their attitude. Why move an in- 
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uiry ? They have laid all the facts before us; every step in the prog- 
eh the affair has been officially communicated to this body. 

But now, Mr. President, is there anything disorderly in the method 
which they have adopted? I have here in this same decument, the 
memorial which accompanies the copy of the constitution, addressed to 
the President and Congress of the United States, a respectful memorial, 
full of arguments and statistics in the interest of Statehood for Southern 
Dakota. Let us see how it begins: 

The people of that part of Dakota south of the forty-sixth parallel of north 
latitude, having adopted a constitution republican in form and taken the nec- 
essary preliminary measures toward o: izing a State government, now 
through their properly constituted nts present such constitution to the 
President and Con, of the United States, and confidently relying upon the 
rights which pertain to American citizens like circumstanced, respectfully but 
earnestly pray to be admitted asa State into the Union of States. 

Sc they come. The Senate is advised of their attitude, for this me- 
morial has been laid before the Senate; and yet we are asked to inquire 
whether the steps they have taken are not in derogation of the author- 
ity of the United States. 

Again, from the same memorial I read the concluding paragraph as 
I have read the introductory one: 

le of Dakota invoke these ranti let a stro in upon 
the infestios of which they complains by the peta fpina ; i ‘talline to 
give them precedent authority to o; ize a State government, and that Con- 
gress may see with clearer view the justness of their claims to admission. 

For the granting of the request herein your memorialists, the people of Da- 
kota, will ever pray. 

That is their attitude here, Mr. President. Butis the course pursued 
so unusual or unprecedented in the history of the admission of new States 
toour Union that it should have suggested the inquiry contained in this 
resolution? Does the Senator from South Carolina recollect the case of 
Tennessee ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Perfectly well, sir. 

Mr. HARRISON. Does the Senator remember that in that case 
there was no enabling act? Does the Senator recollect that the Legis- 
lature of Tennessee notified the General Government that on a partic- 
ular day the Territorial government in that Territory would cease? 
Does he remember that? Does he then also recall the fact that the 
Democratic party insisted upon the formality and regularity and pro- 
priety of the organization of the State of Tennessee? 

Mr.BUTLER. Oh, Mr. President, this is nota question of the Demo- 
cratic or Republican party. The Senator has been trying to give that 
direction to his observations from the time he took his position on this 
question. It is a matter of not the slightest consequence to me now 
what the Democratic policy in the past has been or what the Repub- 
Jican policy. I offered the resolution in perfect good faith, and to an- 
eer precisely what happened when Michigan applied for admission 
to the Union. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I do not think that there was any 
bad taste in that reference of mine, for while I hope the Senator and his 
colleagues can be brought to consider this question of the right of the 
citizens of Dakota to admission among the States upon the high plat- 
form of statesmanship and in the pure air of patriotism, it has unfortu- 
nately been so in the past that the divisions upon the question of the 
admission of Dakota in the Senate have been party divisions. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think that division has been brought about very 
largely by the instrumentality of gentlemen like the Senator from In- 
diana. ‘That is my opinion on that subject. I think they might have 
presented here a scheme fair and liberal and according to fair states- 
manship under which there would not be the slightest difficulty on the 
subject. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, there is hope in what the Senator 
has said, and I trust, as amember of the Committee on Territories, that 
the fair, just, andrighteous basis upon which Dakota may be admitted 
to her rights will be suggested by the Senator in committee, and that 
if a majority of his associates on the committee should disagree with 
him he will not content himself simply with opposing or criticising our 
scheme, but that he will promptly propose one of his own and put us 
to the test whether we are not ready to accept any fair bill on this 
question. 

Mr. BUTLER. Whatever might be my intention on that question, 
inasmuch as the Senator has assumed the entire championship of the 
people of Dakota, I prefer that he should make that suggestion. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ah, Mr. President, in taking that position the 
Senator retires, and he extinguishes that gleam of hope which shot up 
over the dark horizon when he made his first utterance. He declines 
to have anything to do with the people of Dakota. 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no. 

Mr. HARRISON. I have assumed no championship. I only wish 
it were conformable to the usages of the Senate that Dakota could speak 
for herself here. 

In the case of Tennessee—and I do not want to detain the Senate by 
much reading—I read from Hough’s American Constitutions: 

As a measure preliminary to State organization, a census was ordered July 
11, 1795, which returned a population of 66,650 free persons and 10,612 slaves, 
and an ression of the voters taken at the same time gave a return of 6,504 
for and against the formation ofa State ent. A convention elected 


for preparing a State constitution met at Knoxville, Jan 11, 1796, and the 
next day a committee of two from each county was appointed to prepare a con- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


stitution. A bill of rights was reported on the 15th, anda frame of eens 
on the 27th, by Daniel Smith, chairman of this committee. Their labors being 
completed, on the 6th of February an engrossed copy was readand passed. On 
the 19th an engrossed copy— 


And this I ask the Senator’s attention to— 


On the 19th an engrossed copy was forwarded to the President, with a noti- 
fication that on the 28th of March, at which time the Legislature would meet to 
act on the constitution, the temporary government established by Congress 
would cease. 

That was the attitude of Tennessee. They organized their constitu- 
tional convention, framed a constitution, assembled their Legislature, 
and sent their constitution to the President and Congress with a noti- 
fication that on a particular day the Territorial government of the 
United States would cease. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the Senator think that a proper way of getting 
into the Union of these States? 

Mr. HARRISON. No, Mr. President; I was only distinguishing be- 
tween this way of Tennessee and that of Dakota, showing how much 
mare conformable to good reason and propriety the proceedings in Da- 

ota are. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I understand the Senator to say that he does 
not approve of that method adopted by Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ido not approve of this message sent to Congress 
that the Territorial government would cease at a particular day. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the Senator approve of the method by which 
Tennessee was admitted? 

Mr. HARRISON. I approve it fully; it is according to established 
precedents, and, as I believe, to the Constitution, that the people of a Ter- 
ritory may assemble and o; ize a constitutional convention and a 
State government, and if they come with that organization and submit 
it to the judgment and approval of Congress and do not assert in it any- 
ing against the national authority, I say it is orderly and constitu- 
tio 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the Senator go further and state that that body, 
call it legislature, convention, or whatever you please, has a right to 
set up a government in conflict with the government maintained by the 
National Government in the Territory? 

Mr. HARRISON. I have been endeavoring to show the Senate that 
none such has been set up. There is no intention to set up a State 
wate eet of that sort. If itis attempted it will not meet my ap- 
prov: 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator if he would take the same 
position if the Territory of Utah were to form a similar organization 
and adopt the policy which seems to have been adopted by the Sena- 
tor’s friends in the Territory of Dakota? 

Mr. HARRISON. Whether I would take a similar position? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRISON. Precisely. 

Mr. BUTLER. Or any other Territory? 

Mr. HARRISON. Any Territory in the world; of course I mean 
appurtenant to the United States. But I reserve the power to Con- 
gress to act on their constitution and to decide whether the conditions 
are such that they should be admitted into the Union of States. 

Mr. BUTLER. But thisorganization goes a step furtherand assumes 
to legislate, to collect taxes, to elect judges—in other words, to exert 
all the functions of a complete State, as I understand. 

Mr. HARRISON. ‘The Senator is wrong, as the concluding section 
of the constitution must satisfy him, if he will reread it. They have 
collected no taxes. They have elected judges and Senators, and they 
have said to them all, ‘‘ You shall not exercise the functions of your 
offices in the smallest particular until Congress has approved the bill 
for our admission into the Union.” That is the distinction, I would 
say to the Senator. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then whatis the necessity for such a proceeding on 
the part of the people of Dakota? 

. Mr. HARRISON. It isa preparatory work. It is one of tworecog- 
nized ways. There have been twelve or thirteen instances in our history 
where States have been admitted without any enabling act, under a con- 
stitution formed by themselves by a popular movement and submitted 
to Congress. Itis just as orderly a method as the other, though we 
may have our preferences between the two. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to call the Senator’s attention to a pro- 
nunciamento which appears to have been issued by Mr. Hugh J. Camp- 
bell. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does theSenator from Indiana yield ? 

Mr. HARRISON. If it would suit the Senator as well when I get 
through the reading of the Tennessee case, I would rather get through 
that and hear what he has to say afterward. It breaks the connection 
of my remarks. 

I finish the extract from Hough’s American Constitutions: 


This notification, with accompanying documents, was received by the Presi- 
dent February 28 and laid by him before Congress on the Sth of April. 


I believe at that time Washington was President—I do not see the 
date here—but notwithstanding the announcement, which seems to be 
a little impolite if not revolutionary, that the Territorial government 
would cease at a particular time, it was not treated as a disrespectful 
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communication, but was by the President laid before Congress with 
the accompanying documents. 


The claims of the new State for admission were not recognized by all, but 
after an energetic discussion the bill became a law on the Ist of June, 1796. The 


rincipal grounds of opposition were, that the p ings had not been author- 
Ped by an enabling act of Congress; that the census, being taken by those most 
interested in showing a large return, might be liable to error, and that it be- 
longed to Congress alone to decide whether one or more States should be formed 
in the ceded territory, and to establish the time and manner of organization. The 
Constitution of 1796 was not submitted to the people for ratification. It was con- 
sidered by Mr. Jefferson— 

I call attention to his opinion as given here— 


. It was considered by Mr. Jefferson as the least imperfect and most republican 
of any that had then been adopted,and it remained in force without change 
nearly forty years. 

That is the history of the admission of Tennessee organized by a pop- 
ular movement calling a legislature into existence, notifying the Gov- 
ernment when they would put that State organization into force, and 
sending their message in the form I have described. They were ad- 
mitted by Congress as a State into the Union. 

The cases of Arkansas and Michigan are instructive, because the 
Senator from South Carolina will recollect that this was in the old slave 
days, when the States were paired for admission; when on the one hand 
there was opposition to the admission of a slave State and on the other 
opposition to the admission of a free State, and there was generally a 
good deal of convention and arrangement by which two were put to- 
gether, in order that the equality of the States, slave and free, might 
not be disturbed. Arkansas and Michigan were thus bunched for ad- 
mission. What was the case in Arkansas? Arkansas had no enabling 
act, and in discussing the question of the admission of Arkansas Mr. 
Adams, speaking upon that subject, expressed the same view as to the 
guarantees of the Louisiana treaty. May I stop right here and say 
that the people of Dakota are entitled not only to the benefit of the 
provision in the treaty with Louisiana, which expressly stipulated that 
this territory should be divided and organized into States, but they 
are also entitled to the guarantees and provisions of the ordinance of 
1787, which have by acts of Congress been extended over the territory 
west of the Mississippi River? 

Mr. BUTLER. Now, if it does not disturb the Senator, I should 
like to ask him a question in this connection. 

Mr. HARRISON. I pause for a question. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is there anything in the authority which he has 
just quoted which authorizes the citizens of South Dakota, as it is 
called, to carve out a part of that Territory and organize it into a State, 
and leave the remaining ion of the Territory unprovided for? 

Mr. HARRISON. There is nothing at all in the way of authority. 
There isnothing binding. The people of any part of an organized Ter- 
ritory of the United States may take these proceedings. They can not 
divide an established Territory without the sanction of Congress, but 
they can propose such a division just as well as they can propose any- 
thing else. 

Me. BUTLER. But I understand they have divided the Territory 
of Dakota and have assumed the functions of a State in one part of 
that Territory by an arbitrary line which they themselves drew with- 
out the consent of Congress, settling for themselves the boundary line 
of the State which they propose shall be admitted into the Union. I 
will ask now if the Senator can cite a single precedent in the history 
of this Government which authorizes any part of a Territory under 
the jurisdiction of the General Government to carve out a State to 
itself? 

Mr. HARRISON. The case of Michigan was just such a case. 

Mr. BUTLER. In the case of Michigan the controversy — 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Indiana 

jeld? 
3 Mr. BUTLER. One moment. I only desire to make one suggestion 
in that connection. In the case of Michigan the controversy was be- 
tween the State of Ohio and the State of Michigan and the State of In- 
diana as to the boundary lines; but the people of Michigan did not suc- 
ceed in the attempt to carve out a part of the Northwest Territory and 
say, ‘‘ This shall be the State of Michigan.’ Congress had something 
to say about that and did prevent it, and the State of Michigan was ad- 
mitted into the Union, as = Senator has bs payed by way or om 
mise, and only by way of compromise, or purpose of pre- 
Phe bloodshed and revolution. It was distinctly stated by the 
statesmen of that day that that was the object of their votes. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ihope there was no such grave contingency at that 
time as the Senatorsuggests; but I have in my hand Cooley’s work, en- 
titled ‘‘ Michigan,” in the ‘‘American Commonwealths” series. Let 
me read a paragraph to the Senator: 

At this time Michigan was enlarged by the addition of the territory west of 


the Mississippi and north of the Missouri, as far west as the Missouri and White 
Earth Rivers, and counties were laid out in that distant country. But the peo- 


ple were now in their desirefor State government. A census 
was ordered in Ww. showed that there were within that portion of the 
territory which by ordinance of 1787 was to constitute one of the five States 


87,278 ts, y more than were necessary to entitle it to admis- 
sion as a State in the Union under the compact. Congress was, therefore, me- 
morialized to ; and of 


Plianee the people west of Lako Michigan wereallowedtoname one of fheir 
Gun MEADOR fore Delasate in Uonateas, April, 1835, an election was held of 


delegates to a State convention for forming a State constitution, amd this con- 
vention met at Detroit in May and upon a constitution, which was sub- 
mitted to the people and approved by them in October. 

At the time Michigan took this step this outlying western territory 
was attached to her and partof her Territorial organization, as I under- 
stand and as this authority seems to show very clearly, and in organ- 
izing a State government Michigan did not undertake to organize for 
the whole Territory then known as Michigan Territory, but selected a 
portion of that Territory and organized for it a State government. 

I had begun to read an extract from John Quincy Adams, taken 
from Benton’s Thirty Years’ View. John Quincy Adams expressed 
the same views as to the guarantees of the Louisiana treaty—and I 
hope the Senator will bear in mind that this applies to Dakota—en- 
titling Arkansas to admission in spite even of her slavery, much as 
that Massachusetts statesman was opposed to the institution. John 
Quincy Adams was then the most decided opponent of slavery in the 
House, and he expressly declared that in his opinion not only the 
compromise of 1820 but also the Louisiana treaty forbade all opposition 
to the admission of Arkansas as a slave State. R izing the obli- 
gation of the provisions in the Louisiana treaty for subdividing that 
Territory and guaranteeing itadmission to the Union, John Quincy 
Adams overcame his repugnance to the admission of a slave State, and 
acted under what he believed to be his constitutional obligation. 

Mr. BUTLER. He was more honest than some of the modern states- 
men on that subject. 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, Mr. President; I was going to make that re- 
mark, but as the Senator himself has made it it saves me the trouble. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam glad I did. 

Mr. HARRISON. And we will each make the application. I know 
where I would lodge it. 

Mr. Adams’s words were: 

She [Arkansas] is entitled to admission asa slave State, as Louisiana, and Mis- 
sissippi,and Alabama, and Missouri have been admitted, by virtue of thatarticle 
in the treaty for the acquisition of Louisiana, which secures to the inhabitants 
of the ceded Territories all the rights, privileges, and immunities of the o: 
citizens of the United States; and stipulates for their admission conformably to 
that principle into the Union. 

2 = = + * a * 

It is written in the bond, and however I may lament that it ever was so writ- 
ten, I must faithfully perform its obligations.—Benton’s Thirty Years’ View, vol- 
ume 1, page 616, 

Mr. Hamer, of Ohio, in discussing this question, as reported by Mr. 
Benton, took this view of the subject: 


One of the principal objections urged against their admission at this time is 
that their dh ie ton have been lawless and revolutionary— 


Speaking of the two States— 


and that, for the example’s sake, if for no other reason, we should reject their 
application and force them to go back and do all their work over . Lean 
not assent to this proposan Two ways are open to rar Territory that de- 
sires to emerge from its dependent condition and become a State. Itmay either 
petition Congress for leave to form a constitution, and, when that 

sion is given, proceed to form it, and present the new State constitution for our 
approbation; or they may meet, in the first instance, form the constitution and 
offer it for our approval, 

There is no impropriety in either mode. Itis optional with Con at least 
to admit the State or rot, as may be thought expedient. If they wish to admit 
her, they can do it by two acts of Congress; one to authorize the formation of 
a constitution, and other to approve of it when made; or by one act, allow- 
ing the prayer of the petitioners to become a State, and ap ng of their con- 
stitution at the same time, This latter course is the one adopted in the present 
case, There is nothi aang: eres in it. Indeed, there is much to justify the 
Territory in its . Year after yearthey petitioned for leave to form a 
constitution and it was refused, or their application was treated with neglect. 

Wearied with 4 rege instances of this treatment, they have formed a con- 
stitution, brought it to us, and asked us to sanction it, and admit them into the 
Union. We have the authority to de this; and if their constitution is repub- 
lican we ought todoit. There is no weight inthis objection, and I will dismiss 
it without further remark.—Benton’s Thirty Years' View, volume 1, page 634. 


In that connection I wish to offer a brief extract from the speech of 
Mr. Buchanan on the Michigan case. I believe Mr. Buchanan was in 
charge of the bill for the admission of Arkansas, and Mr. Benton in 
charge of the bill for the admission of Michigan. Mr. Buchanan said 
upon the Michigan case—and I quote again from Benton’s Thirty Years’ 
View— 

I think their course is clearly justifiable; but if there is anything wrong or 


unusual in it, it is to be attributed to the neglect of Congress. 


That may be said here with equal force. 


For three years, they have been rapping at your door, and asking for the con“ 
sent of Congress to form a constitution, and for admission into the Union; but 
their petitions have not been heeded, and have been treated with neglect. Not 
being able to be admitted in the way npr ten oe they have been forced to take 
their own course and stand upon their ‘righ ts—rights secured to them by the Con- 
stitution and a solemn, irrepealable o) ance, They have taken the census of 
the Territory; they have formed a constitution, elected their o and the 
whole machinery of a State government is ready to be put in operation; they 
are only awaiting your action. Haying assumed this attitade, they now de- 
mand admission as a matter of right; they demand it asan actof justiceat your 
hands. Are they now to be repelled, or to be told that they must retrace their 
steps, and come into the Union in the way they at first sought to do, but could 
not obtain the sanction of Congress? Sir, I fear the consequences of such a de- 
—i Sap om an act of such injustice.—Benton’s Thirty Years’ View, volume 

, page 629, 

Upon the question of the admission of Arkansas the vote in the House 
of Representatives was 143 to 50; in the case of Michigan 153 to 45. 
In the case of Michigan there was an absolute overturning of the Ter- 
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ritorial government. They set up their State government; their State 
judges held courts; their governor assumed the executive fanctions of 
the State; their islature made laws, not during the first winter, for 
while they assembled that year they awaited the action of Congress, 
and did not assume to enter into general legislation; they did not put 
their State government into full operation in all its parts until Con- 
gress at that session refused to admit them to the Union. Then they 
did, and the Territorial government of Michigan was absolutely wiped 
out, and had no existence in fact as a de facto government. 

I believe the Territorial governor, or the secretary who was acting as 
governor, became State governor. 

It is worthy of remark that Andrew Jackson was President at that 
time. Andrew Jackson knew secession and nullification at sight, and 
he had the courage to proclaim against it. Butas to the State of Mich- 
i thongh all these steps were taken, there was no proclamation from 
the President of the United States, there was no suggestion that this 
was revolutionary; and when he transmitted to Congress the papers in 
connection with this case, so far as I recollect, there was no word of 
censure,“ ‘But Ido not propose to defend the action of Michigan in going 
so far as was donein that case. I would notsuggest to the good people 
of Dakota that they shouldattempt to set up any State government and 
put its officers in the exercise of their functions until they have received 
the sanction of Congress. 

Mr. President, I do not care todetain theSenatelonger. In the case 
of Oregon there was no enabling act. In the case of California there 
was no enabling act. The case of California is instructive, because as 
appears from a reference in Mr. Benton’s book the Senators were act- 
ually elected by the State Legislature, and were here waiting to be 
sworn in before Congress took action upon the constitution of the State 
of California and admitted the State. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator will pardon me a moment ? 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think he is taking an unnecessary amount of 
trouble, so far as I am concerned, in citing authority about which he 
and I certainly will not differ. There is one t on which I desire 
an investigation by the Committee on Terri and if it would suit 
him I should like to read an extract from what I styled a while ago 
the pronunciamento of Mr. H. J. Campbell, who seems to be the prime 
mover in this State organization. I should like to read it now and ask 
his opinion of it. 

Mr. HARRISON, I will not deny the Senator the privilege of read- 
ing it now if he wants to, though pesii little upon the order of 
my discussion. 

Mr. BUTLER. I certainly will not disturb the Senator, but here is 
what I understand Mr. Campbell to proclaim—— 

Mr. HARRISON. From what does the Senator read ? 

Mr. BUTLER. It is from a pamphlet prepared by ex-Chief-Justice 
P. C. Shannon, of the Eerie of Dakota. 


Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Shannon opposing the admission ? 

Mr. BUTLER. j Pemeeriacen I am not able to say upon that sub- 
ject. 
j Mr. HARRISON. I have not had the pleasure of seeing that pam- 
phlet. 


Mr. BUTLER. He is evidently opposing this so-called State organ- 
ization I judge from what he says. Mr. Shannon quotes Mr. Camp- 
bell to this effect: 

Mr. Campbell says 

“We have the Abioi ee meet in convention and to a con- 
stitution. The same being ratified by the we have the right to State 
officers, to provide our own courts, to and to manage our own af- 
fairs. Should the provisional organization 5i the General Govern- 
ment refuse to recognize the government provided by the people, such refusal 
would notin any degree affect the legality of that government. Should Con- 
gress delay the on of our representatives for the time being, that act 
would not take from us the privilege of governing oe here at home, 

* “Weare therefore in favor of i tabeni en v tate organization.” 

Further on down, Hugh J. Campbell offered ‘ta following resolution, 
which was unanimously adopted. 

Resolved— 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator inform me where that resolu- 
tion was offered; in what body? 

Mr. BUTLER. The pamphlet of Mr. Hugh J. Nese and 
of some convention at Yankton or Sioux Falls or some place. 

Mr. HARRISON. Perhaps the Beaten had better examine the pam- 
phiet and be able to locate the place and know whether it was in town 
meeting or in the constitutional convention. 

. BUTLER. I do not think it makes a particle of difference. 

Mr. HARRISON. Nor do I. It is simply the expression of Mr. 
Campbell’s views. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think a town meeting has about as much author- 
ity to do what has been done by the so-called legislature as the so- 
called legislature had to do what it has done. 

Now, if the Senator will allow me, I should like to read one other 
extract and ask if it meets his approbation; I read Mr. Campbell’s 
resolution: 

Resolved, That it is the roger? of the nra of Yankton County, and we so ad- 


vise the delegates t the u estioned and lawful 
Sight of the people of Datota, south of the forty-aixth hs paralial, to at once estab- 


lish for themselves a State constitution and a State government, and that we 
recommend the constitutional convention at Sioux Falls to submit to the peo- 
ple for election, at the same time that the constitution is submitted, a full list of 
offices [officers ?] for a complete State government, a State Legislature, anda 
Representative in Congress. 

That I understand to be the spirit behind this movement. Now I 
should like to ask the Senator if that meets his approbation. 

Mr. HARRISON. What force does the Senator himself give to the 
utterance of an individual who was connected with this movement in 
some popular convention or county meeting in advance of the assem- 
bling of the constitutional convention—what force does he give to that 
against the deliberate action, the unanimous action, of the convention, 
saying that that thingshould not be done? I never thought there was 
much force in bringing in a letter or a statement of some individual 
when the question is, What is the attitude of an organized movement 
which has expressed itself as this body has in the constitution sub- 
mitted? That is Mr. Campbell’s view. I repeat again that if Mr. 
Campbell or anybody else proposes, much as I sympathize with the 
heat and indignation and sense of injustice which the people of Dakota 
must feel at being kept out of the Union—I say much as I sympathize 
with them in all that, I would not advise them to put this State gov- 
ernment in force without the sanction of Con 

Mr. President, I will omit the extract to which I referred. Mr. 
Benton says that in the case of Mr. Gwin and Mr. Frémont, Senators 
from California, they were here waiting, and immediately after Con- 
gress acted upon the constitution which the people of California had 
adopted and admitted that State they were led to the desk of the 
President pro tempore and sworn in as Senators. They were here wait- 
ing to be sworn in as Senators from a State that was organized only by 

popular movement within itself, to which organization Congress had 
not spona any sort of sanction in advance. So then, Mr. President, I 
ude— 

ie McMILLAN. The Senator from Indiana will permit me to in- 
a him a moment? 

Mr. HARRISON. 


5 Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The State which I have the honor to represent 
was admitted to the Union without any previous enabling act; the 
State officers were elected before the State was admitted; Senators were 
elected—Democratic Senators—the Hon. Henry M. Rice and General 
James Shields; the first Senators from Minnesota were here, and wok 
their seats after the State was admitted; a Democratic State ticket was 
elected with General Sibley as the first governor of the State. The 
State was admitted without an enabling act or any authority from the 
General Government. 

Mr. BUTLER. Admitted into the Union without any enablingact? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Without any previous enabling act. 

Mr. BUTLER. Do I understand the Senator to say that Minnesota 
was admitted to the Union without an enabling act by Congress? 

Mr. McMILLAN. The people of Minnesota adopted a constitution 
and elected a compiea set of State officers and United States Senators. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from South Carolina does not un- 
derstand the Senator from Minnesota. An enabling act, technically 
so called, is an act passed in advance of holding a constitutional con- 
vention 


Mr. BUTLER. I understand that perfectly well. 
Mr. HARRISON. ‘The Senator says in the case of Minnesota there 


‘was no such act. 


Mr. BUTLER. Noauthority from Congress, in other words, to organ- 
ize a State government? 

Mr. HARRISON. None whatever until the people came here with 
their constitution and sanctioned it. I have not examined 
the precedent, but I have no doubt the Senator from Minnesota is right 
in what he says. 

I have just had it suggested to me—and that is the disadvantage of 
listening to extracts from a paper with which you are not familiar— 
that the resolution which the Senator from South Carolina has just read 
as having been offered somewhere by Mr. Campbell was offered in the 
constitutional convention of Dakota and was voted down. That being 
so, ought it to be used here? Iam informed that is the fact. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The resolution that was read by the Senator 
from South Carolina was presented at a meeting of the people of Yank- 
ton County. I wish further to call his attention to the fact that the 


language read as the language of Mr. Campbell is not his language, al- 
though it is attached to a pamphlet issued by Judge Campbell, but is 
an editorial from the aipe Dakotian, printed in Yankton, and the 


editorial article was published on the 29th day of May. Ihaveitin my 


hand. 

Mr. BUTLER. I simply read that extract from Mr. Campbell to 
show the animus by which he was actuated, stating at the time that I 
had been informed that Mr. Hugh J. Campbell, late of the State of 
Louisiana, was the prime mover in perfecting this organization in the 
Territory of Dakata, and was at the time, if I am not incorrectly in- 
formed, a United States district attorney; and it was he who swore in 
these so-called members of the Legislature. That was the purpose I 
had in reading it. 
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Mr. HARRISON. If I were inclined to impute motives I think I 
could find some evidence of unfriendliness toward Dakota in what the 
Senator has said. I haye shown him here what the convention said. 
I have shown him ao section, the last one in the schedule, unani- 
mously adopted, prohibiting the State government from exercising 
any of the functions of government until the State is admitted, and 
yet he comes here to say that he understands somebody who was a 
member of the convention said so and so, and that what he said is to 
be taken as the spirit of the convention rather than its official vote 
unanimously passed. 

Mr. BUTLER. I thought the Senator had been quoting from the 
opinions of gentlemen all the morning in vindication of his position. 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, Mr. President, but I have read opinions that 
were afterward crystallized by a majority vote inthe Senate and House 
of Representatives and became precedents. 

Mr. BUTLER. So have I, sir. It seems that the opinion of Mr. 
Campbell was crystallized by the organization of this Legislature. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator will himself recognize presently the 
unfairness of that, and I will not urge it further; that is, that the ex- 
pression of a single individual shall be brought here, and he shall say 
to the country and the Senate that that expression uncovers the springs 
and motives of this movement in this constitutional convention, though 
that expression is directly in the face and teeth of a deliberate article 
of the constitution unanimously adopted by that body. Isubmit there 
is no force in that sort of reasoning or su; ion. 

And now, Mr. President, to conclude—for I have detained the Senate 
longer than I intended—I thought at the outset, when this resolution 
was proposed and the character of comment to which I have alluded 
was going about the country, that instead of waiting for any inquiry 
by the Committee on Territories it was due to these people that I, as 
the chairman of that committee, should endeavor briefly to set before 
the country something of the precedents in this case, and also to make 
it apparent from the Constitution itself that the people of Dakota were 
proceeding in respectful deference to the Constitution and laws of the 
United States, 

Mr. President, unless there shall be further debate upon this ques- 
tion, I move the reference of the resolution to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that the Senator from Illinois desires to 
address the Senate on this question to-morrow. I movethat the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill known as the bill in regard to 
the Presidential succession. 

Mr. BUTLER rose. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not wish to interfere with the Senator from South 
Carolina if he desires to obtain the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was justgoing tosuggest to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts that if it is entirely agreeable to him I would prefer that the 
resolution for the present be not referred to the Committee on Territo- 
ries, as some observations may be submitted upon it. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood the Senator from Illinois not now in his 
seat desired to say something on this resolution, and would like to have 
it stand over until to-morrow for that p 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The tor from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of unfinished business. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRESIDENTIAL SUCCESSION. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 471) to provide 
for the performance of the daties of the office of President in case of the 
remoyal, death, resignation, and inability both of the President and 
Vice-President. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I should not venture to take any 
part in this debate at this stage of its consideration by the Senate when 
the subject has been so fully debated at previous sessions in the years 
1881 and 1882 if my interest inand my investigations into the subject 
had commenced with my acquaintance with the action and proceed- 
ings of the Senate. But having had occasion professionally heretofore 
to give a very thorough examination into the constitutional provisions 
and to the natural and necessary workings of the provisions one way 
and the other thatshould be adopted by Congress to meet the exigency 
which is now presented for its action, I have thought that it was on 
my part at least reasonable that I should present the views thus formed. 
It is quite true that they concur in result and the means by which the 
results of reasoning on the subject are reached with those that have 
been presented on one side and the other of this Chamber which ap- 
parently are to receive the assent of the majority of this body; and that, 
if it were the only consideration that should guide me, would lead me 
to interpose no interruption, even of a half hour’s consideration, of the 
action upon the bill. 

The amendment before the Senate relates exclusively, as lunderstand 
it, to that portion of the present bill which provides for the continuance 
in the discharge of the duties of the Presidency of the officers designated 
under this law in its preceding part who are to assume and execute those 
duties; and I should confine myself entirely to the latter branch of the 
subject were it not for the general considerations that in my mind have 
made it a necessary conclusion to me upon the text of the Constitution 


itself that the succession provided by this measure is not only entirely 
constitutional, which is admitted I believe on all sides, but is the only 
possible constitutional exercise of the very limited power that isaccorded 
by the Constitution to Congress, 

There are two general propositions, I think, which all students of 
the Constitution willadmit without question. One isthatin the frame 
of the office of President and its origin of authority from the direct ao- 
tion of the people in a channel marked out by the Constitution, the 
purpose plainly expressed and written all over the action of the Con- 
stitution in this very matter was that Con shall not participate 
either substantially or circumstantially in the election of the President 
of the United States. I then think it will be found generally im- 
pressed upon the Constitution, I would say imbedded in the Constitu- 
tion, that periodicity and accommodated and adjusted periodicity in 
all the action of the great departments of the Government except the 
judicial, is not to be treated as circumstantial or only of convenience 
and propriety, but that it enters into the very scheme by which the 
election of President by the people without the aid and without the 
control and without regulation by Congress possible was provided, and 
it carries with it that the President is to come upon the scheme of the 
election and this arrangement of periodicity with a concurrent and at- 
tendant action of the people on the other branches of election. I believe 
it is essential in the contemplation of the framers of the Constitution, 
I believe it is embraced in the firm provisions of the Constitution, that 
a newly elected President, as he is fixed upon a periodicity of four 
years, is to come into power and assume the reins of government with 
a concurrence of periodicity in the election of the lower House of Con- 


I believe therefore that the inference from the mere nomination of 
the period of duration is not the essential idea for the Presidency or for 
the lower House of Congress, It is thatwhen this whole frame of goy- 
ernment was launched into action and became the operative govern- 
ment of the people of the United States, it was understood by the 
framers and is written in the provisions of the Constitution that after 
the initial date of this periodicity was fixed, it was predetermined that 
it was not to be disturbed and that this synchronism of the action of 
the electors of President and the voters for the House of Representa- 
tives was not to be disturbed. 

But itis said that while all that isso in purpose and intent, and while 
the gravity and importance of that adjustment can not be disparaged 
and has not been di , yet there is no connection impressed in the 
Constitution in terms upon the actual calendar as established by our 
working system. Itis true that the Constitution of the United States as 
originally framed and under which the Government was set in motion 
does not refer to the 4th of March or any stated period as the initial step 
in the periodical rotation, but ever since the adoption of the twelfth 
amendment to the Constitution the 4th of March appears as one of the 
dates fixed in the Constitution that can not be changed in the matter to 
which that relates, however much you may certify the period of elec- 
tion otherwise. The twelfth amendment provides that the time and 
opportunity of the House of Representatives to intervene in the junct- 
ure prescribed for the election of a President is limited and determined 
by the succeeding 4th of March. The alternative presented by a fail- 
ure of the electoral colleges to present a President is devolved then, as 
we all know, upon a particular frame and adoption of the action of 


‘| that body upon the House of Representatives; and if that function is 


not observed and executed within a certain limit of time in electing a 
President of the United States, then an alternative arises for the action 
of the Senate, which then, but not before that period, can elect a Vice- 
President, and thus provide a successor for the term that is thus left 
vacant. 

And if the House of Representatives shall not choose a President, whenever 
the right of choice shall devolve upon them, before the 4th day of March next 
following, then the Vice-President shall act as President, as in the case of the 
death or other constitutional disability of the President. 

Under this periodicity that we have spoken of this firm line of de- 
markation between the liberty and power secured to the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the line upon which the Senate shall succeed with its 
authority the 4th of March is fixed; and if the calendar be disturbed 
by this new election of President then there may be an interval when 
the House will have a much longer period than was contemplated by 
the arrangement of this Government as fixed in the Constitution for ex- 
ercising its option of choosing or not choosing a President, and the Sen- 
ate will be left expectant in an indeterminate form for a very consid- 
erable time, for the Senate can not proceed to furnish a Vice-President 
who can take the place until the period within which the action of the 
House of Representatives is possible shall have expired. 

It is true that an inconvenience of this nature in the actual provis- 
ions of the law of 1792 regulating the period for election has not actu- 
ally arisen in practice; but the argument is that the Constitution meant 
to fix it, and did not leave it to Congress to determine whether there 
should be an accommodation to this circumstantial consideration; nay, 
it did not leave it to Congress to determine in the face of an exigency 
that they would provide, pro re nata, for the occasion, whether there 
should be an election or not. That would be by Congress an open 
breach in the main fortress of the Presidency, that the people should 
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maintain it entirely out of the interventionof Congress. Thatis broken 
down by the proposition that the Constitution left it open to Congress 
to determine whether or notan election should be held; and, if so,when 
and under what circumstances of date, under what circumstances of 
haste or of protraction, this election should be ordered. In other words, 
whatever general and wise law might be adopted that should ameli- 
orate the interruption of succession in the disturbance of the working 
of the Government as little as ible was fastened in the hands of 
Congress and was open to re or modification, and repeal or modi- 
fication in close proximity to and in the near actual contemplation of 
the political situation of the country as betweeen parties that should 
incline it to have an election or not have an election as an election 
would be favorable or not favorable to one or the other party of the 
country. I need not say that in these suggestions concerning political 
methods and political action of political men and political bodies I am 
not casting an aspersion upon either men or the constitution of the 
bodies. The bodies are political, the men are political, and the Con- 
stitution ized both these facts, and determined that the lines of 
the Presidency should be drawn free from, not open to, any circum- 
stantial invasion of the method for the establishment of the Presi- 


dency. 

Now, with these propositions, which I think must be recognized, 
let us see by recurring to the few clauses in the Constitution which 
have the least reference either to the original election of President or to 
the provision for the catastrophe by which the source of authority and 
the proceedings of election have been frustrated by the intervention of 
death or disaster or removal of the President or the Vice-President 
acting as President and being President—let us see whether there is 
anything in the actual provisions that interferes with or reducesin the 
least the proposition that Congress is not intended by the Constitution 
to meddle at all in the Presidential election. It will be found that so 
far from carrying such an impression as that the power was meant to 
be given, they show that it was carefully guarded against ex industria, 
So it is on every proper construction, legal and constitutional, of the 
narrowest and the best-defined power accorded to Congress when any 
exigency was supposed by irregular and undesired and unexpected de- 
rangements, Congress should need to be appealed to. 

In the first place, in regard to the election itself, as we all know, the 
President came independent of Congress, and as there might be some 
pretension and some necessity that circumstantial authority might be 
claimed by Congress and the claim might be enlarged by constitutional 
construction, the language is firm that— 


The a may determine the time of choosing the electors, and the day 
on which they s! give their votes; which day shall be the same throughout 
the United States, 


In other wo: the Constitution determines that the votes shall be 
cast on the same day. That the Constitution protects; and what does 
itsay about it? Merely that the time of choosing electors and the day 
of the electors’ voting may be regulated by Congress. There is the 
sole intervention possible to Congress in the election, and that firmly 
excludes every argument in favor of circumstantial arrangement or 
modification. 

There is but one other clause as to any power of Congress respecting 
the subject of the Presidency in its constitution, and that is for the con- 
current misfortune that shall attend the constitutionally elected Presi- 
dent and Vice-President. Now, notice here the equal apportionment 
and reservation in the Constitution, by which it was fixed in advance 
what could be accorded and what should not be in the power of Con- 
gress even in the especial contingency su, ed. If, instead of doubt- 
ing whether this or that conclusion may be inferred in clauses of the 
Constitution by its expression or by its limit of expression, constitu- 
tional lawyers and those charged with legislative action in obedience to 
the Constitution would submissively and carefully weigh what the wise, 
sagacious, circumspect, patriotic framers of the Constitution had in their 
minds and in their language had definitely expressed, thereby we should 
have much less of loose discussion about whether this or that might be 
found in the Constitution or in the acts of Congress. This body was filled 
with the purpose that Congress should not meddle with the origi 
constitution of tho Presidency. They had thrown every guard about 
that. They had precluded on all sides by insurmountable barriers that 
this protection of the Presidential source of authority should not be in- 
terrupted by Congress. They saw that their contrivance against the 
contingencies of life and health and of political disturbance leading to 
the action of Congress by impeachment and conviction might not always 
be effectual; and with all that in their minds they undertook to leave 
Congress to provide for this one emergency. They shaped it in every 
way they could shape it, leaving open only what they could not provide 
for; that is, an elective successor to fill a vacancy in a term. 

In the case of disability that should affect both the officers elected 
Congress may do what? It might be said that they might elect. It 
might be said that they might provide for an election. It might be 
said that the first officer of state should be authorized by Congress to 
assume the power. What did the Constitution say? ‘‘ Congress may 
by law, provide’’—provide what? Provide ‘‘declaring what officer 
shall then act as President,” and these words that I have read are the 
be-all and the end-all of what the Constitution has intrusted to Con- 


gress. ‘‘By law” it may ‘‘provide.”’ It can not wait to provide asa 
mere emergency for the occasion, treating it as they might desire, but 
“by law” it must be provided for, in which law the President of the 
United States must concur. It limits it by exclusive words in our lan- 
guage and in our law. ‘There is the distinction between announcing 
and enacting, between the power of selection and the power of declar- 
ing; and that was to carry out the purpose of the framers of the Con- 
stitution, that Congress should have by settled law (changeable, of 
course), which had received the concurrence of the President of the 
United States, power to declare ‘“‘ what officer shall then act as Presi- 
dent,” and then on that designation Congress exhausted the power; 
and the Constitution itself declares what the consequence be of 
that declaration, which is all that is open to Congress. 

Now the Constitution resumes its authority: “And such officer shall 
act accordingly’’—that is, discharge the duties of President—‘‘ until 
the disability be removed;’? which is one of the occasions for the action 
of Congress, and the other occasion, the alternative occasion, when the 
office is vacant, ‘‘or’’ in that case ‘‘a President shall be elected.” 
And when the Constitution stops there, and does not provide for Con- 
gress the right to determine whether there shall be an election or when 
there shall be an election, and the power of the Constitution asserts 
itself as disposing of the whole question, when Congress has made its 
declaration of the officer and the Constitution has prescribed what 
shall ensue, it is then fastened upon the power of the officer; that is, 
if he takes the place to perform the duties by reason of disability, the 
Constitution says he shall hold it for the disability. Doesany one pre- 
tend that Congress could order an election during atemporary disability, 
during a constitutional disability, whatever that may be? By no 
means. Here then is an exhausted power. It comes then to the al- 
ternative, the vacancy, however it may have occurred. There it pro- 
vides that the duties of the Presidency shall be executed until the elec- 
tion of a President; and what does that mean? It means an election 
that the Constitution provides for; it means what the framers of the 
Constitution knew and recognized as a condition that was to follow. 
That is, the whole frame of the periodicity of the Constitution, and 
that frame which protects the office against innovation from Congress 
is maintained in all and always. And you will find that all 
the mischiefs which have threatened and all the difficulties which have 
given rise to debate among eminent statesmen and eminent lawyers as 
to there being any doubt and therefore difficulty come from not reading 
the Constitution as meaning what the framers meant—meant by them 
intelligently—and what they were undertaking to provide for, what 
at least they meant to maintain, that whatever in the unforeseen vicis- 
situdes that should attend the life of a great nation might occur, they 
meant this principle at least should last, that Congress should not say 
whether or not there should be an election or when there should be 
one, but should do what? Exactly what the framers of the Constitu- 
tion did not undertake to do and did not feel themselves competent 
to do. 

They had made a reasonable provision for the vicissitudes of life; 
they had made a reasonable provision for the emergencies of political 
excitement by impeachment and removal. Unless there was a desig- 
nated succession by persons that were to proceed from the electoral 
college, unless there was to be, so tospeak, a provision of a num- 
ber of Vice-Presidents who would take the place in the failure of suc- 
cession (which was not reasonable and was not suitable), they had no 
choice but to leave in that emergency the situation to be provided for 
by Congress in the second, the third, the fourth, or the vacancy 
that might take place. But the moment you have acted in that direc- 
tion then the certainty is fenced in the frame of the Constitution, and 
the officer designated is intrusted with the execution of the powers 
that would have devolved on the constitutionally elected Vice-Presi- 
dent if he had succeeded to the Presidency. 

So then in my humble judgment, fortified by the views expressed by 
colleagues on this side and on the other side of the Chamber, fortified 
by commentary, fortified by the action and the argument of eminent 
successors to the framers in all the divisions of political parties on this 

uestion, I find at last that we simply wander into difficulties that our 

thers had left open to us as they thought, when by understanding the 
purpose of the Constitution we should have seen that no expatiation 
and no argument to meet these difficulties was imposed upon the wis- 
dom or the discretion of Congress. 

In case the Vice-President fails, under the vicissitudes named, to 
take his place, then the Constitution says what the consequence is to 
be. Here there are to be considered two subjects; first, whether it is 
desirable that the succession should be placed where since 1792 it has 
been lodged, but where it has never been exercised, in the President of the 
Senate or the Speaker of the House. I will not repeat any of the views 
of expediency, both of the higher and of the lesser weight in this mat- 
ter, when the vacation of office is created by a power higher than hu- 
man will; but I must submit that when one of the alternatives of va- 
cating the office depends upon the will of Congress in its two branches, 
then to say that the framers of this Constitution, who meant to keep 
hands off by Congress from the election and determination of the Presi- 
dency, in that event actually opened it to them to substitute a suc- 
cessor, one that was to emerge from their own body by their own elec- 
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tion, and was to take and fill the vacancy that had been created by the 
will of the two Houses of Congress—what say you of the wisdom of 
providing for one of these officers to succeed in the Presidency when 
the place was to be made for him by the impeachment of the House 
and the sentence of the Senate? Is that according to the circumspec- 
tion and the precaution of the framers of the Constitution? I appre- 
hend that I can readily satisfy you, as I have myself, that on the plan 
of the Constitution they left it not possible to either of the two Houses 
of Congress to allow the successor in the Presidential office named by 
Congress to take the place where Congress itself had been the accuser 
and judge to vacate it. 

Now was it not a very precise way used by the framers of the Con- 
stitution when they said that all Congress could do was todeclare what 
officer should fillthe place? Did they not mean an officerof the United 
States? They certainly could not name an oflicer of a State, much less 
an officer of a foreign state. An officer of the United States unques- 
tionably was meant; and then, having in their minds that Congress 
should not meddle with the constitution of the Presidency, they saw 
when they limited it to an officer of the United States that they ex- 
cluded a Senator and a Representative, because in the same Constitu- 
tion, using the same phrase, not pointed to any particular circumstance 
of this kind, there was this provision touching the question who could 
by possibility and who could not by possibility be an officer of the 
United States: 

And no person holding any office under the United States shall be a member 
of either House during his continuance in office. 

You have not only shut out the two Houses from meddling with the 
Presidency, but you have shut out the members of the two Houses from 
any possible succession, because they can not ever be officers of the Uni- 
ted States. Can it be supposed that the framers of this Constitution, 
so circumspect and so sagacious, left this loop-hole for the Presidency 
that you could vacate it yourselves and fill it yourselves ? 

I need not refer to the other clauses of the Constitution that have 
been insisted upon, and usefully and wisely, inthe argument. I think 
when I read this Constitution in these clauses I have a right to feel 
that the greatmen who framed it knew how to write it as wellas I know 
how to read it. 

Now lookat the difficulties. Let mesuggest one, that the President's 
office being vacated and the Vice-Presidency being vacant, then the 
President of the Senate or the Speaker of the House, as the present 
arrangement is, becomes the to di the duties. It is an 
annexation to this old and important position, no doubt, of President 
of the Senate or Speaker of the House, as the case may be; but if 
either of them stays here the Constitution has said he shall have no 
office and can not be chosen an officer. Then is the discharge of the 
duties of President a new office? That seems to be settled in the 
general judgment. What then does the present arrangement do with 
the decision, and I think the sound constitutional decision, that a 
Senator or a member of the House of Representatives is not within 
the impeachment clause of the Constitution? 

The President is named; the Vice-Presidentisnamed. Both of them 
are officers; and, ex industria and to guard against the notion that their 
dignity is such that they should not be included in the list of im- 
peachable officers, they are specially named. The only persons who are 
open to im t under the Constitution are the President, the 
Vice-President, and all civil officers. Military officers are not under 
it. No one who does not come within the designation of a civil officer 
is impeachable. The Senate having decided in Blount’s case in 1798 
that he was not open to im t, what is your constitutional posi- 
tion when you have got a Senator who is discharging as an annex 
to his office the duties of President? Is he open to impeachment? 
Ifso, how do you expose him to im ent? He is not named as 
President, he is not named as Vice- ident, but the duties are an- 
nexed to the place that he fills in the Senate as a member or in the 
House asa member. He is not open toim; ent in that capacity. 
Thus by this, which I must regard as a sedulous scheme departing from 
the precise line of the Constitution, you are actually involved in the 
condition of making a man not subject by the Constitution to impeach- 
ment execute all the offices and duties and powers of the President. 

I have said all that I need to say on the subject of the line of succes- 
sion. To my mind noone can support under this Constitution and the 
construction of it the deposit of this power in an officer only of the Sen- 
ate, and not of the United States; an officer only of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and not an officer of the United States, within the meaning 
of the Constitution. 

Now, in regard to what happens in case of a designation by Congress 
by law declaring the successor; then as to the question whether Congress 
can proceed any further and say he shall discharge it only so long—he 
shall discharge it only till this or that event or circumstance; he shall 
discharge it until an election that the Constitution has named or defined— 
let us look at that a moment. Let us see whether this is a technical 
construction of the language of this clause that I refer to. There are 
two conditions in regard to the situation of the Presidency where Con- 
gress may be called upon and has been empowered by the Constitution 
to act. 


I need not enumerate or further repeat the three conditions under 


which the office may be vacant—removal, resignation, death. 
a vacancy in the Presidency; that is one situation, and the circum- 


That is 


stances under which it arises need no further attention from me. But 
there remains another condition for the Presidency in which the office 
shall be full, constitutionally full, not to be touched at all. There is 
a President of the United States, but by the infirmities that attend all, 
great and small, an interruption of health, mental or physical incapac- 
ity occurs, creating a situation incompatible with the exercise of the 
duty the Constitution has reposed in him. Then is the naming of a 
successor exposed to any judgment or any rapacity to be exercised by 
the two Houses? No. ‘They can only name the officer to fulfill the 
duties during that disability (which is the antithesis of ability), to pro- 
vide for that case, which is an ordinary condition, not of deposition, 
not of possible impeachment, not of possible condemnation in the height 
of party excitement, but a disability from providential interference, 
recognized and submitted to; but Providence has not vacated the Pres- 
idency, and there must then be a substituted execution of the duties 
just as long as that disability shall last, never possibly to be interrupted 
by an election. 

Why, then, should we be so eager to understand that when there was 
a vacancy the framers of the Constitution were not satisfied to have the 

gress name a man who was fit, an officer, to take what was left of 
the term of the Presidency to be filled out? I do not understand why 
it can be supposed that the framers of the Constitution, having two al- 
ternatives laid before them and undertaking to provide by a disjunct- 
ive for the one and for the other, and neither of them has anything to 
do with Congress, Providence having struck its blow upon the Presi- 
dent, he still filling the office, allowed Congress to take charge of the 
vacancy by death or removal and make it possible to derange the 
synchronism of our whole scheme of government. 

Nay, more than that, sacred duty requires that it should not be con- 
strued to have been left at the option of Congress to say whether the 
office was vacated or not. They did not leave it for Congress declar- 
ing the officer, so that where they were satisfied with him they would 
repeal the law and not order a re-election or otherwise resort to an old 
law for an election and a successor, or you please that the two Houses 
of Congress or the people of the United States, if they should find out 
what did please them, could then order a re-election. No; let us un- 
derstand that this business of filling at the will of Congress the Presi- 
dency or omitting to fill it for this or that length of time is not cir- 
ss but is at the very bottom of the propositions of the Con- 
stitution. 

Mr. President, I think I have, however little they may be entitled 
to consideration, presented my views to the members of the Senate. 
For myself, I find here a statute to put on the book, if this bill is en- 
acted, that in both respects of succession and term of office of the suc- 
cessor is conformed to the absolute language of the Constitution and 
ase agi es pupone raga rs of its provisions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I quite agree with my distin- 
guished friend from New York [Mr. EVARTS] in the admiration he ex- 
presses for the wisdom and the sagacity and the foresight and the 
patriotism of the framers of the Constitution; but I do not agree that 
they attempted to withdraw from the States of this Union and from its 

e represented in Congress any connection that possibly could be 
withdrawn from the election of a President and Vice-President of the 
United States. On the con , the Constitution, as it explains itself 
to me in its plain language, d that in the very first contingency, 
in the very first step in an election of President and Vice-President 
after the States have acted, Congress is called upon to be an important 
actor and factor in the great drama of political government. 

The President of the Senate of the United States, be he a pre-exist- 
ing Vice-President or be he the daily choice of the members of this 
body, like our present President of the Senate, is to be the sacred cus- 
todian of the electoral votes. On a certain day thereafter he is to open 
and display those votes in the presence of both Houses of Congress, the 
political representatives and embodiment of the whole power of the 
States and of the people. Then the votes are to be counted and the 
result declared by somebody; it is not necessary to go into the ques- 
tion of how or with what effect here, because it does not touch the 
question we have now under consideration. 

Then I find that those wise and sagacious men provided that in casy 
of any failure of a choice as to the President the House of Representa- 
tives shall choose him; in the case of a failure of choice of Vice-Pres:- 
dent the Senate of the United States shall choose him; and if the House 
of Representatives shall not have elected a President then that Vice- 
President under the Constitution elected by the Senate becomes the 
Chief Executive of the nation. That is the Constitution as I read it. 
It is the Constitution as the very fathers who framed it, members of the 
First and Second Congresses many of them, understood it when they 
provided by the act of 1792, which we now to-day review and think 
was amazingly erroneous, that the President of the Senate of the United 
States, if there were one, or the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives of the lower House, if there were not a President of the Senate, 
for the time being should carry on the Government until a new Presi- 
dent should be elected. 

I repeat that in those very first Congresses, having inthem members 
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of the constitutional convention familiar with the whole tendency and 
irit and letter of the scheme, composed of men as wise and as patri- 
atic as the members of the convention who framed it, in the light of 


their then recent experience and discussions in the constitutional con- 
vention, in the eyes of all the people of the United States, proceeded 
deliberately, first in one session and then again in another (because it 
was not finally acted upon at once), with every one of these aspects of 
the question before them, discussed and suggested just as my learned 
and distinguished friend has discussed and suggested them—only of 
course not with the scholastic and forensic ability that he e- 
liberately determined that the Congress of the United States had the 
power under its Constitution not only to provide that the President of 
the Senate or the Speaker of the House should carry on the Govern- 
ment until an election could be had, but also to provide that a new 
election in the case of a vacancy in both these offices should be had im- 
mediately; and no man questioned—some one or two in the debate, I 
believe, as the old books tell us, hinted what my friend has so stoutly 
maintained now—that it was open to question whether a new President 
and Vice-President could be elected in a case of vacancy until the four 
years had come around; but the great drift of the debate, receiving the 
assent of everybody who divided as to where the practical choice should 
be as between the Secretary of State and the President of the Senate, 
with the consent of everybody dividing upon the questions, the great 
merit in that bill for such a contingency which might arise was that it 
provided for a speedy and immediate new election by the States and 
the people, as the Constitution provided, of a President of the United 
States. 

Were these men deluded? Did they not understand the scheme that 
they had just then framed and were putting into operation of their own 
Government? Were they not patrioticenough to believe that the great 
source of all power in the people and in the States formed by the peo- 
ple and composed of the people was to be resorted to at the earliest 
moment possible when their choice had failed of its due execution by 
a vacancy occurring in both these offices? They said so and they pro- 
vided so; and I repeat (because I wish to have it clearly understood 
what our fathers thought) that on every side, differing as the House of 
Representatives did y on the question of the practical choice be- 
tween the Secretary of State and the President of the Senate, on this 

uestion of an immediate election of a new President and a new Vice- 
esident everybody that it was the great merit and the chief 
merit and the safety of the scheme that this great power should not 
be devolved upon anybody longer than the possible necessities of time 
and circumstances should compel it. Here is the proof of it, here are 
the Annals of Congress, here are the Debates. I shall not take your 
time to read them over. 

Is it possible to suppose that our fathers who were so wise in fram- 
ing the Constitution became so ignorant and so dull the moment they 
undertook to execute it and to carry on the Government that they had 
so wisely framed? Had they exhausted all the intellect and the pa- 
triotism that pill aurea in framing an instrument which they had 
not capacity to erstand when they had once got it or the will to 
carry into execution a scheme of government for a free people? Ido 
not think so. 

It was suggested by two gentlemen, as my friend has to-day sug- 
4 , that neither the President of the Senate nor the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives was an officer, and then the Constitution 
which we both admire so much was read to those two gentlemen 
where it said that the Senate shall have power to choose a President 
pro tempore and their other officers—I may not quote the language 
exactly, but that is the substance of it—and those gentlemen were 
asked (just as is done in debates nowadays) to explain what that 
meant if it did not mean that the President of the Senate was an officer 
referred to, recognized, named in the Constitution of the United States. 

Whether you call him a civil officer, or a military officer, or a theo- 
logical officer, or whatever kind of officer, is not of the least consequence 
to this question. The Constitution had referred to him and named 
him as the holder of an office that the Constitution had itself author- 
ized to be created and had created and authorized the Senate of the 
United States to fill. There was an end of that debate then. 

The House of Representatives naturally (and human nature is the 
same to-day that it was almost a century ago and has been since this 
law has stood) thought that it was a scheme of the Senate to magnify 
its importance and to get the President of the Senate, being as they 
then understood, as we do now and as we have declared by formal reso- 
lution of this body, subject to the changing will of the representatives 
of the States from day to day if they choose to change—a scheme of the 
Senate to take the control of the Government into its own possession 
until a new election could be had; and so at first a majority of the 
House of Representatives adopted by four or five or six majority—a 
small one too—an amendment fixing, instead of the President of the 
Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives, the Secretary 
of State—precisely the measure that is now before us. 

Mr. HOAR. As far as it went. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As far asitwent. Isavetakinguptime. Yours 
is much better, to provide for further accidents, of course much better; 
but they substituted the Secretary of State by a small majority. They 


sent that bill to the Senate, no question arising on the other parts of 
the bill further than I have stated, in regard to the immediate new 
election, which everybody appeared to regard as indispensable to the 
true idea of republican and constitutional liberty. They sent it with 
that amendment to the Senate. The Senate disagreed. The House of 
Representatives on a reconsideration receded from their amendment and 
agreed to the provision as it stood in the Senate bill and as it stands 
to-day in the law, of the President of the Senate and the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives. 

I am not going to take up your time, sir, to discuss the practical 
question as to whether it is more convenient that the Secretary of State 
and so on or the President of the Senate should carry on the Govern- 
ment. I said all that I wish to say abont that yesterday, but I only 
desire to say in reply to my honorable friend from New York that so 
far as the scheme of the Constitution goes as explained and expounded 
by the men who made it at that time, not only in the constitutional 
convention but in the two Houses of Congress when immediately the 
question arose of the execution of these powers, they agreed on.all hands 
that it was within the competency of Congress and it was its imperative 
duty to provide that there should be an immediate election when va- 
cancies occurred; and I repeat that was without any essential dissent 
on any hand, however much the two Houses and the members of the 
two Houses may have disagreed as to the convenient practicability of 
having one officer or another officer hold the reins of Government until 
a new election could be had. Everybody agreed that one must be had 
and should be had at the earliest possible moment. 

That is the way the history of these transactions stands, and now for 
a century almost has stood that law which the fathers who made the 
Constitution enacted, when it was fresh in the minds of them all as to 
the purpose and spirit and intent of its letter and its scope and its 
scheme, that we now propose to hold has been an entire mistake, and 
that there is no competency under the Constitution to provide for elect- 
ing a new President if both the offices get vacant. I can not read the 
Constitution that way, Mr. President. If I am right in supposing that 
the Constitution of our country does authorize us to provide by law for 
a new election of President, then will any man who believes in a gov- 
ernment of the people deny that it is wise to come to a new election, 
as our fathers provided, as soon as it possibly may be done? 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I desire a single moment. To go to 
the constitutional argument, I do not consider because in the Con- 
stitution certain duties have been imperatively and definitively carried 
to this or that branch of Government it is an argument against the 
position thatthe framers of the Constitution and the Constitution itself 
did not intend to carry to the Houses of Congress any discretion in the 
exercise of their duties. 

In regard to the count of the Presidential vote, that is devolved on 
the Vice-President, we will say, without discussing what that means; 
but the Constitution puts it there. It did not leave it for Congress to 
put it there or withhold it, nor to qualify-it, nor to limit it. So, too, 
on the devolution upon the House of Re tatives it was defined 
and imperative both what they could do and when they could do it 
and how they could do it, and they did not act then as any portion of 
Congress in the instructions reposed upon Congress as Congress. It was 
to avoid calling the electoral colleges together again or to require a re- 
institution of an election that by a rough simulation to the electoral sys- 
tem and the source of the Presidency springing from the people it was 
devolved on the existing tatives in the House of Representa- 
tives as a convention of the States, in that form and by that action. 
Their quality in that action was not as members of Congress or under 
the powers conferred upon Congress. It was accepted and adopted as 
a convention of the States employed to do what Congress should not 
do, but which must represent the States by the people, and had re- 
cently been chosen within the term. 

Thus you will see my proposition is that whatever the Constitution 
reposes in to the Presidency it reposes within its own limits 
imperative and definite, and it is not open either to decline or to exert 
the power. The Senate’s President can not decline the count of the 
Presidential vote; the House can not decline the election of a President. 
I mean in obedience to the Constitution. All can disobey the Consti- 
tution. 

So, when we come here, Congress does not choose a Vice-President. 
It takes the office of Vice-President that holds only the aspect, so far 
as the Presidency is concerned, of expectancy provided by emergency, in 
order that Congress need not meddle with the succession so far, but he 
has also some duty and some function in the Government to preserve 
in the Senate. Then by the emergency that the Constitution can not 
provide for in the actual election of the third successor or the second 
successor, if you call the Vice-President the first, it says to the Senate, 
you may choose, as you havea right to choose, a President of your 
body, and you may then choose the Vice-President of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. EDMUNDS]. 

Mr. HOAR. Have the yeas and nays been ordered upon it? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The yeas and nays have been ordered. 
The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 3, line 1, it is proposed to strike out 
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‘sections’? and insert ‘' section;’’ in the same line, after ‘‘ one hundred 
and forty-six,” tostrike out ‘‘ one hundred and forty-seven, one hundred 
and forty-eight, one hundred and forty-nine, and one hundred and fifty;”’ 
and in line 4 to strike out ‘‘are’’ and insert ‘‘is;’’ so as to read: 

“ Sec, 3. That section 146 of the Revised Statutes is hereby repealed.” 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Lest there may be some Senators now present who 
were not here yesterday, I will explain ina single word that this amend- 
ment if to leaves the law to stand as it is now, providing for an 
early election of President and Vice-President of the United States in 
case both offices are vacant. The committee recommend to repeal the 
law so that upon whomever the administration of the office may devolve 
he will hold it until the expiration of the regular term. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I was paired with the 
Senator from California [Mr. MILLER], but yesterday I transferred the 
pair to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], and the pair 
of the Senator from New Jersey stands for the Senator from California, 
but I do not see the Senator’s colleague here. Perhaps I had better 
observe the pair and withhold my vote. I should vote ‘‘nay”’ if I 
were not paired. 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). Iam paired on all ques- 
tions with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. I should vote 
“í nay ” if he were here. 

Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN],who is detained from the 
Senate by sickness. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iseethatthe Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] 
is now present. I record my vote ‘“‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 37; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 
Aldrich, Hawley, Palmer, Teller, 
Blair, McMillan, Plumb, Vance, 
Cameron, Mahone, Sewell, Vest. 
Cockrell, Manderson, Sherman, 
Conger, Mitchell of Pa., Spooner, 
Edmunds, Morrill, Stanford, 

NAYS—37. 
Allison, Callom, Harrison, Pugh, 
ea Bastia, Tngall Saulsbu 

rry, n S, uisbury, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Jackson, Voorhees, 
Brown, Frye, Jonesof Akansas, Walthall, 
Butler, George, Logan, Wilson of Iowa, 
Call, Gibson, Maxey. Wilson of Md. 
Chace, Gorman, Mitchell of Oreg., 
Coke, Gray, Morgan, 
Colquitt, Harris, Platt, 
ABSENT—IS8. 

Bowen, Hampton, Miller of Cal., Sabin, 
Camden, Jones of Florida, Miller of N. Y., Sawyer, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Payne, = Van Wyck. 
Fair, Kenna, Pike, 
Hale, McPherson, Riddleberger, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Istated the other day that I was considering the 
question of the wisdom of moving as an amendment to this bill the pro- 
vision for regulating the count of the electoral votes, just as the found- 
ers of the Constitution in the First Congress provided the two schemes 
together then; but yielding to the opinion of gentlemen in whose judg- 
ment and good intentions I have the greatest possible confidence, I shall 
not offer that amendment. I merely make this explanation as show- 
ing why I do not. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and read the 
third time. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, it was not my intention, until the 
rejection of the amendment just acted on by the Senate, to make any 
remarks upon this bill. I should have voted in favor of the bill with 
that amendment, but I do not feel at liberty, with the amendment re- 
jected, to vote for the bill. 

I believe the people are at all times to be trusted with the choice of 
the Chief Magistrate of the nation. It isa principle which I as 
a very sacred one; and my confidence in the people of this country to 
choose their rulers is unabated. The framers of the Constitution in 
providing for the emergency which is contemplated by the proposed act 
provided expressly that the vacancy should exist only until a Presi- 
dent should be elected. I do not believe they intended that lan; 
to prevent the people from choosing a President at the first suitable 
occasion. 

The people have made no choice of a Secretary of State or ofany of the 
members of the Cabinet designated in the bill to discharge the duties of 
President. They have never had an opportunity of selecting in any 
way the officer who may be called to that responsible position; and yet 
the emergency may arise at the very commencement of a Presidential 
term, and during all the remainder of the term the duties of the Presi- 
dent of the United States are to be executed by a person who has not 
been chosen by the people of the United States, a person who is a mere 
appointee of the President, as one of his own counselors, I do not be- 


lieve that any danger can result to the institutions of this country by 
permitting the people to have the opportunity of selecting a President 
when an emergency of this kind shall occur, if it ever should occur. 

I am not at liberty, with the amendment rejected, to vote for the or- 
der of succession which is provided in the bill. I much er that the 
law as it exists shall remain upon the statute-book, and that the succes- 
sion shall not be changed. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I shall not enter upon a discussion 
of this bill. I withheld my assent from the thirdsection. I i 
a popular demand for some legislation upon this subject. I have not 
recognized any popular demand for the third section of the bill. Ido 
not believe the public attention has been called to it, and I am confi- 
dent it will not meet with public approbation. To meat least it is ob- 
jectionable. 

I do not share with some who have already spoken upon this subject 
the fear of a popular election. I am a believer in the doctrine that 
the oftener we go to the people, the source of power, the better it is 
for national affairs. I do not believe it was contemplated by the early 
founders of the Government that any person selected in the way these 
officers are to be selectedfshould di the duties of the executive 
office except for such a short time as might be n to secure a 
popular election; and because of the adoption of the third section by 
the Senate I shall be compelled to vote against the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, [voted for the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Vermont, and regret that it was rejected. But I 
see no constitutional objection to the bill as it stands, and there has 
been so much reproach, I might say justly, showered upon the Con- 
gress of the United States for neglecting to provide for the emergencies 
here contemplated that I am compelled to vote for a bill that I might 
criticise so that this reproach may no longer be jon pect upon us. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

The bill was passed. 

JUDICIAL SALARIES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the Sen- 
ate the next business in order, which is the proposed joint rules. 

Mr. HOAR. As I see that the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] is 
not present, I move to take up the next bill in order, the judicial salaries 
bill, allowing the joint rules to be laid aside informally. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill on the Calendar will 
be reported by its title. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 6) fixing the salaries of the several 
jndges of the United States district courts at $5,000 per annum, and 
for other p 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, and the pending question is upon the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Alabama Mr. MORGAN], which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as an additional section: 

Sec. 3. That the first section of I onl j 
hereafter appointed by and ha a aa nod ET ban mno 9S 

Mr. COKE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator will allow this bill to be disposed 
of in a few minutes, and not have it called up every day. 

Mr. COKE. Iam informed that the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Alabama will not be disposed of ina few minutes. Wehave 
a good deal of executive business, and I adhere to my motion. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas insists on 
his motion. 
Mr. HOAR. I hope it will be voted down. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Texas, that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will waive his motion for one moment, 
I merely wish to say that I su there would not be much further 
debate on the bill; but if there is to be debate on it, I understand it is 
the general desire of Senators on both sides of the Chamber to have an 
executive session, and therefore I shall not insist on the bill further. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Texas [ Mr. COKE] that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After forty minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened. 

JOINT RULES FOR THE TWO HOUSES. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask theSenate to resume the consideration of the reso- 
lution providing for a code of joint rules for the two Houses of Congress, 
so as to have it left as the unfinished business for to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution reported from the Committee on Rules proposing a code of 


joint rules. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 54 minutes p. wm.) 
the Senate adjourned. 
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EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS. 


The Senate Hating ordered the publication in the RECORD of nomi- 
nations to office by the President, beginning with the commencement 
of the present session, the following list is presented: 


Received the 10th day of December, 1885. 


George V. N. Lothrop, of Michigan, to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Russia, vice Alphonso 
Taft, resigned. 

Jabez L. M. Curry, of Richmond, Va., to be envoy extraordinary and 
orean plenipotentiary of the United States to Spain, vice John W. 

T, 

Charles Denby, of Evansville, Ind., to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotenti of the United States to China, vice John 
Russell Young, resigned. 

John B. Stallo, of Ohio, to be envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary of the United States to Italy, vice Anthony M. Keiley, 
resi 


les D. Jacob, of Louisville, Ky., to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States to the United States of 
Colombia, vice William L. Scruggs, resigned. , 

John E. Bacon, of Columbia, S. C., to be d’affaires of the 
sng States to Paraguay and Uraguay, vice Wi Williams, re- 
signed. 

Lambert Tree, of Illinois, to be minister resident of the United 
States to Belgium, vice Nicholas Fish, resigned. 

Boyd Winchester, of Kentucky, to be minister resident and consul- 
saree of the United States to Switzerland, vice Michael J. Cramer, 
resigned. 

Frederick H. Winston, of Chicago, Ill., to be minister resident and 
oi, ea of the United States to Persia, vice S. G. W. Benjamin, 
resigned. 

John E. W. Thompson, of New York city, N. Y., to be minister resi- 
pa and consul-general of the United States to Hayti, vice John M. 

gston, resigned. 

Wiliam A. , Of Louisiana, to be minister resident and consul- 
general of the United States to Bolivia, vice Richard Gibbs, resigned. 

Moses A. Hopkins, of Franklinton, N. C., to be minister resident 
and ean tig of the United States to Liberia, vice John H. Smyth, 
resigned. 

Walker Fearn, of New Orleans, La., to be minister resident and con- 
sul-general of the United States to Roumania, Servia, and Greece, vice 

Schuyler, resigned. 

D. Lynch Pringle, of South Carolina, to be secretary of the legation 
and consul-general of the United States to Guatemala, vice H. Remsen 
Whitehouse, resigned. 

Frederick 8. Mansfield, of Tyler, Tex., to be secretary of the legation 
of the United States to Japan, vice Gustavus Goward, sı ded. 

Joseph L. Morgan, of South Carolina, to be secretary of the legation 
of the United States to Mexico, vice Henry H. Morgan, resigned. 

John G. Lee, of Philadelphia, Pa., to be secretary of ‘aos lagna of 
the United States at Constantinople, vice William C. Emmet, trans- 
ferred to the consulate at Smyrna. 

James Fenner Lee, of Maryland, to be secretary of the legation of the 
United States to Austria-Hungary, vice William T. Strong, resigned. 

Christian M. Siebert, of New York city, N. Y., to be secretary of the 
legation of the United States to Chili, vice Clement Carpenters, sus- 

ded. 
E aA A. Dougherty, of Pennsylvania, to be secretary of the lega- 
tion of the United States at Rome, vice Edwards Pierrepont, deceased. 

Edward H. Strobel, of New York, to be secretary of the legation of 
the United States at Madrid, vice Dwight T. Reed, resigned. 

William W. Rockhill, of Baltimore, Md., formerly second secretary 
of the legation of the United States to China, to be secretary of the lega- 
tion at Peking, vice Chapman Coleman, transferred to Berlin. 

Henri Vignaud, of Louisiana, formerly second secretary of the lega- 
tion of the United States at Paris, to be secretary of the legation, vice 
E. J. Brulatour, ded. 

Charles Denby, jr., of Indiana, to be second secretary of the legation 
of the United States to China, vice William W. Rockhill, promoted to 
secretary of the legation. 

Augustus Jay, of New York, to be second secretary of the legation of 
the United States at Paris, vice Henri Vignaud, promoted to the office 
of secretary of the legation. 

Jacob Mueller, of Cleveland, Ohio, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Frankfort-on-the-Main, vice Ferdinand Vogeler, sus- 
pended. 

H. Clay Armstrong, of Auburn, Ala., to be consul-general of the 
United States at Rio de Janeiro, vice C. C. Andrews, suspended. 

Michael H. Phelan, of Saint Louis, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Halifax, vice Wakefield G. Frye, resigned. 

C. Meyer Zulick, of Tombstone, Ariz., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be governor of Arizona, vice Frederick 
A. Trittle, resigned. 

Alfred P, Swineford, of Marquette, Mich., who was designated dur- 


ing the recess of the Senate, to be governor of the District of Alaska, 
vice John H. Kinkead, ed. 

Edward A. Stevenson, of Boisé City, Idaho, who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be governor of the Territory of Ida- 
ho, vice William M. Bunn, resigned. 

Samuel T. Hauser, of Helena, Mont., who was designated during 
the recess of the Senate, to be governor of the Territory of Montana, 
vice B. Platt Carpenter, suspended. 

Edmund G. Ross, of Albuquerque, N. Mex., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be governor of New Mexico, vice 
Lionel A. Sheldon, whose term of office had expired. 

Strother M. Stockslager, of Corydon, Ind., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the te, to be Assistant Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, vice Luther Harrison, resigned. 

Frank Gordon, of Atlanta, Ga., who was designated during the re- 
cess of the Senate, to be principal clerk of the surveys in General Land 
Office, vice Oscar Hinrichs, suspended. 

John Hise, of Payson, Ariz., who was designated during the recess 
of the Senate, to be surveyor-general of Arizona, vice Royal A. John- 
son, suspended. 

Richard P. Hammond, jr., of San Francisco, Cal., who was eommis- 
sioned during the recess of the Senate, to be surveyor-general of Cali- 
fornia, vice William H. Brown, re agi 

James A. Dawson, of Denver, Colo., who was designated during the 
recess of the Senate, to be surveyor-general of Colorado, vice Norman 
H. Meldrum, ed. 

Maris Taylor, of Yankton, Dak., who was commissioned during the 
recess of the Senate, to be surveyor-general of Dakota, vice Cortez Fes- 
senden, whose term of office had expired. 

William D. Bloxham, of Tallahassee, Fla., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be surveyor-general of Florida, vice 
James F. McClellan, resi 5 s 

Joseph C. Straughan, of Fort Wayne, Ind., who was designated dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be surveyor-general of Idaho, vice Will- 
iam P. Chandler, suspended. 

Benjamin F. Ledbetter, of Summerfield, La., who was designated dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be surveyor-general of Louisiana, vice 
James Lewis, suspended. 

Benjamin H. Greene, of New Orleans, La., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be surveyor-general of Montana, vice 
John 8. Harris, whose term of office has ired. 

Jonathan F, Gardner, of Falls City, Nebr., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be surveyor-general of Nebraska and 
Towa, vice David F. Stephenson, resigned. 

George W. Julian, of Irvington, Ind., who was designated during the 
recess of the Senate, to be surveyor-general of New Mexico, vice Clarence 
Pullen, suspended. 

Richmond 8. Dement, of Lexington, McLean County, Illinois, who 
was designated during the recess of the , to be surveyor-general of 
the Territory of Utah, vice Frederick Salomon, suspended. 

John C. Thompson, of Harrodsburg, Ky., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be surveyor-general of Wyoming, 
vice John W. Meldrum, resigned. 

George A. Jenks, of Brookville, Pa., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be Assistant Secretary of the Interior, vice 
Henry L. Muldrow, appointed First Assistant Secretary. 

Henry L. Muldrow, of Starkville, Miss., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be First Assistant Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, to*fill an original vacancy. 

William E. McLean, of Terre Haute, Ind., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be first deputy commissioner of pen- 
sions, vice Calvin B. Walker, resigned. 

Joseph J. Bartlett, of New York city, who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be second deputy commissioner of pensions, 
vice Lewis C. Bartlett, resigned. 

Robert B. Vance, of Asheville, N. C., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be assistant commissioner of patents, vice 
Robert G. Dyrenforth, resigned. 

Leslie E. Brooks, to be postmaster at Mobile, in the county of Mobile 
and State of Alabama, in place of James E. Slaughter, suspended under 
the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

Eugene L. Brown, to be postmaster at Eufaula, in the county of Bar- 
bour and State of Alabama, in place of Henry C. Russell, resigned. 

L. R. Davis, to. be postmaster at Athens, in the county of Limestone 
and State of Alabama, in place of Thomas J. Lake, suspended under 
the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. 

Mary M. Force, to be postmaster at Selma, in the county of Dallas 
and State of Alabama, in the place of Henry Cochran, resigned. 

R. R. Hunley, to be postmaster at Talladega, in the county of Talla- 
dega and State of Alabama, in place of Robert A. Moseley, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

Samuel T. Thompson, to be postmaster at Birmingham, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Alabama, in place of Thomas U, Green, sus- 
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under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of 


the United States. 
William F. Avera, to be postmaster at Camden, in the county of 


Ouachita and State of Arkansas, in place of H 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revi 


States. 

Thomas H. Bayless, to be postmaster at eater gases Oxcegen 
stead and State of Arkansas, in place of Thomas M. Hum 

ed under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of 

the United States. 

William J. Fleming, to be postmaster at Fort Smith, in the county of 
Sebastian and State of Arkansas, in place of James K. Barnes, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

James T. Stuart, to be postmaster at Van Buren, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Arkansas, in the place of Alvis Smith, resigned. 

John W. Owens, to be postmaster at Jonesborough, in the county of 


ar oA State of Arkansas, in the place of J. Thomas Dowell, 


ae N. Major, to be at Redding, in the county of Shasta 
and State of California, in the place of James McCormick, ded 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 
Richard H. Piatt, to be postmaster at Napa City, gg county of 
Napa and State of California, in the place of George M. Francis, re- 
ed. 


sD. Sproul, to be postmaster at Chico, in the county of Butte and 
State of California, in place of John M. Ormsby, ed under the 
provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 
Russell D. Stephens, to be at Sacramento, in the county 
of Sacramento and State of California, in place of Christopher Green, 
suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 


of the United States. 
David Frakes, to be at Ouray, in the county of Ouray and 
State of Colorado, in the place of Albert Moore, resigned. 

Robert W. Speer, to be postmaster at Denver, in the county of Arap- 
ahoe and State of Colorado, in place of Robert Morris, suspended under 
the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. 

Benjamin R. English, to be postmaster at New Haven, in the county 
of New Haven and State of Connecticut, in the place of Nehemiah D. 
Sperry, whose commission expired March 10, 1885. 

William B. Hall, to be at W: ‘ord, in the county of 
New Haven and State of Connecticut, in the place of Leverett M. Hub- 
bard, resigned. 

John L. Lindley, to be at Ansonia, in the county of New 
Haven and State of Connecticut, in the place of Charles E. Bristol, re- 


ed. 
at Sioux Falls, in the county of 


A. Millen, suspended 
Statutes of the United 


illard P. Carr, to be 
Minnehaha and Territory of Dakota, in athe place of Ernest W. Caldwell, 
resigned. 

LD. Palmer, to be postmaster at Yankton, in the county of Yankton 
and Territory of Dakota, i in place of Wheeler S. Bowen, suspended under 
the provisions of section 1769 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. 

John H. Bewley, to be at Smyrna, in the county of Kent 
and State of Delaware, in place of William H. ed under 
the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. 

Harrison W. Clark to be postmaster at Jacksonville, in the county of 
Duval and State of Florida, in place of William M. Ledwith, ded 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. 

David W. Gwynn, to be postmaster at Tallahassee, in the county of 
Leon and State of Florida, in place of William G. Stewart, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

Benjamin Harrison, to be postmaster at Palatka, in the count: 
Panata ak State NS APSE Hy in place of Wesley C. Snow, resign 

James B. Blackwell, to be eae in iyne county of of 
Cobb and State of Georgia, in p lace of peadra Fletcher, 
under the provisions of peee 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the Taie 
ed States, 

Ker Boyce, to be postmaster at Augt og Soe Phage! of Richmond 
and State of Georgia, in place of Wi den, suspended under 
a provisions of section 1768 of the Revised, poran of the United 

@tes. 

H. H. Whitfield, to be postmaster at Hawkinsville, in the county of 

Pulaski and State of Georgia, in the place of William D. King, whose 


expired May 18, 1885. 
Charles G. to be at Lewiston, in the county of Nez 
Perces and irde of Idaho, in the place of Isaac N. Hibbs, resigned. 
Elijah T. to be ter at Knoxville, in the county of Knox 
and State of Illinois, in the place of Thomas B. Tate, whose commission 
ired October 15, 1885. 
. Corning Judd, to be postmaster at Chicago, in the county of Cook 


of 


and State of Illinois, in place of Frank W. Palmer, nded under the 
provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

James H. Richardson, to be postmaster at Quincy, in the county of 
Adams and State of Illinois, in the place of Michael Piggott, whose com- 
mission expired May 16, 1885. 

Clinton Rosette, to be postmaster at De Kalb, in the county of De 
Kalb and State of Illinois, in place of Aaron 8. Jackson, suspended un- 
ae the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

tates. 

D. Wilmot Scott, to be postmaster at Galena, in the county of Jo 
Daviess and State of Illinois, in place of James B. Brown, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

John F. Smith, to be postmaster at oer eek in the county of Stephen- 
son and State of Ilinois, in place of Smith D. Atkins, suspended under 
= provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

tates. 

Albert Snyder, to be postmaster at Arcola, in the county of Douglas 
and State of Illinois, in the place of Perry M. Moore, resigned. 

William Steiner, to be at Oak Park, in the county of Cook 
and State of Illinois, in the place of Edwin W. Phelps, whose commis- 
sion expired May 5, 1885. 

William D. Swail, to be postmaster at Belvidere, in the county of 
Boone and State of Illinois, in the place of Charles B. Loop, resigned. 

Edwin W. Callis, to be postmaster at e, in the county of 
Morgan and State of Indiana, in place of James G. ed 
rei the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

tates. 

Henry J. Feltus, to be postmaster at Bloomington, in the county of 
Montos and State of Indiana, in place of Joseph G. MePheeters, jr., 

ded under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of e United States. 

Daniel W. Krisher, to be postmaster at North Manchester, in the 
county of Wabash and State of Indiana, in place of Shelby Sexton, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

John B. Mitchell, to be postmaster at New Albany, in the county of 
Floyd and State of Indiana, i in place of Madison M. Hurley, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
Statutes. 

David Overman, to be master at Marion, in the county of Grant 
and State of Indiana, in the place of Jacob M. Wells, whose commission 
expired March 22, 1885. 


John T. Regan, to be postmaster at Terre Haute, in the county of 

Vigo and State of Indiana, in the place of Joseph O. Jones, whose com- 
mission expired May 4, 1885. 

John B. Ruger, to be. postmaster at La Fayette, in the county of Tip- 
pecanoe and State of Indiana, in place of John G. Sample, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the Unit- 
ed States. 

Patrick Cain, to be postmaster at Fort in the county of Web- 
ster and State of Iowa, in place of Nelson M. suspended under 
the provisions of section 1763 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. 

S. R. Davis, to be postmaster at Creston, in the county of Union and 
State of joe in place of Lowell C. Teed, suspended under the pro- 
visions of section Tes of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

L. H. Edwards, to be postmaster at Waterloo, in the county of Black 
Hawk and State of Iowa, in the place of W. H. Hartman, whose com- 
mission expired March 22, 1885. 


W. E. Lewis, to be postmaster at Chariton, in the county of Lucas 
and State of Iowa, in place of James H. Stewart, ed under the 
provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 


J. W. Sherman, to be postmaster at Osceola, in the county of Clarke 
and State of Iowa, in the place of Wallace G. Agnew, resigned. 

E. R. De Bray, to be postmaster at Clyde, in the county of Cloud and 
State of Kansas, in the place of Arthur Cornforth, 

G. B. Falconer, to be r at Minneapolis, in the county of 
Ottawa and State of Kansas, in the placeof William L. Harvey, whose 
commission expired March 22, 1885 

Thomas P. Fulton, to be postmaster at El Dorado, in the county of 
Butler and State of Kansas, in place of Alvah Sheldon, suspended under 
the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 


States. 
Frank T. io hed porine at Leavenworth, in the county of 
Leavenworth and Sta te of Kansas, in placeof John McKee, suspended 


under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

John Taliaferro, to be postmaster at Winchester, in the county of 
Clark and State of Kentucky, in p lace of Allen H. Sympson, suspended 
under the provisions of section "768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

Robert R. McBride, to be postmaster at Thibodeau, in the vat Aly of 
La Fourche and State of Louisiana, in place of Gus Bondreaux, s 

under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of of 
the United States. 
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me, to be 


Mary at Lake Charles, in the county of 
Calcasieu and State of Louisiana, in the place of William D. Mearns, 
who has left the State. 


Albert B. Page, to be postmaster at Houlton, in the county of Aroos- 
took and State of Maine, in the place of Eben Woodbury, whose eom- 
mission May 5, 1885. 

Saeko E Patines te be at Portland, in the county of 
Cumberland and State of Maine, in place of Clark H. Barker, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes ofthe United 
States. 

Timothy Shaw, jr., to be postmaster at Biddeford, in the county of 
York and State of Maine, in place of Esreff H. Banks, suspended under 
res provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

tates. 

Frank L. Thayer, to be postmaster at Waterville, in the county of 
Kennebec and State of Maine, in place of Willard M. 


suspended 

under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. 

Delance Young, to be at Auburn, in the of An- 


droscoggin and State of Maine, in the place of Henry Little, whose com- 
mission expired March 22, 1885. 

Alonzo L. Barry, to be postmaster at Port Deposit, in the county of 
Cecil and State of Maryland, in the place of Samuel A. Vannort, whose 
commission expired October 15, 1885. 

Bushnell Danforth, to be postmaster at Williamstown, in the county 
of Berkshire and State of Massachusetts, in place of Calvin R. Taft, 
suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

Thomas Ingalls, to be postmaster at Marblehead, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Knott V. Martin, 
resigned. 

James J. Oakes, to be postmaster at Southbridge, in the county of 
Woreester and State of Massachusetts, in of P| Henry Carpenter, 
suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

John L. Rice, to be postmaster atSpringfield, in the county of Hamp- | si 
den and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Edward B. Chapin, re- 
signed. 

Martin V. Meredith, to be at East Saginaw, in the county 
of Saginaw and State of in of William G. Gage, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

Frank A. Mitchell, to be postmaster at Menominee, in the county of 
Menominee and State of Michigan, in the place of James C. Sherman, 
whose commission expired March 22, 1885. 

Willard Stearns, to be postmaster at Adrian, in the county of Lena- 
wee and State of Michigan, in the place of Jerome H. Free, whose com- 
mission expired May 13, 1885. 

John Flynn, to be postmaster at Duluth, in the county of Saint Louis 
and State of Minnesota, in place of Joseph E. Knowlton, suspended un 
der the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

tates. 

Thomas Hall, to be postmaster at Preston, in the county of Fillmore 
and State of Minnesota, in the place of Bohan S. Loomis, whose com- 
mission expired May 16, 1885. 

8. N. Horneck, to be rat Detroit City,in the county of Becker 
and State of Minnesota, in place of Charles W. Dix, suspended under 
the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 


States. 

Benjamin F. Mackall, to be postmaster at Moorhead, in the coun 
of Sanh sE State alano cohol eggs James Douglas, 

el De Wolf, to be postmaster at Rochester, in the county of 

Olmstead and State of Minnesota, in place of Josepl E Wagener, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

Richard N. Hall, to be postmaster at Grenada, in the county of Gre- 
nada and State of Mississippi, in place of Mathew K. Mixter, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 


J. W. McMaster, to be postmaster at Hazelhurst, in the county of Co- 
piah and State of Mississippi, in the place of George T. Matthews, whose 
commission expired May 5, 1885. 

T. J. taken’ tis DADAR AE Macon, in the county of Noxubee 
and State of Mississippi, in the place of Jefferson B. Allgood, deceased. 

G. W. Thomas, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of Madison 
and State of Mississippi, in the place of Francis B. Pratt, whose com- 
mission expired May 17, 1885. 

Erskine P. Tini to be at Pierce City, in the county of 
Lawrence and State of Missouri, in of Thomas Carlin, ed 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

Homer Luce, to be i e, in the county of La 
Fayette and State of Missouri, in of John W. Endly, suspended 
trey ral AA the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 

John Shearman, to be postmaster at Monroe City, in the county of 


at 


Monroe and State of Missouri, in place of Benjamin H. H. Tucker, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

Richard J. Wickersham, to be postmaster Seoueprae in the county of 
Laclede and State of Missouri, in place of Charles M suspended 
Nate tke aE of OTA 1000 at ike Thornes Gia of the 
United States. 

C. E. Forbes, to be at Saint Paul, in the eounty of How- 
ard and State of Nebraska, in placeof Adelbert A. Kendall, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the- Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

William N. Hensley, to be postmaster at Columbus, in the county of 
Platte and State of Nebraska, in place of Henry J. Hudson, suspended 
PAN DO apace pase 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 

nited States. 


Jonathan N. Wise, to be postmaster at Plattsmouth, in the county 
of Cass and State of Nebraska, in the place of John W. Marshall, re- 
signed. 


George W. Crockett, to be postmaster at Concord, in the county of 
Merrimack and State of New Hampshire, in place of Ly H. Car- | 
roll, suspended under the provisions ef section 1768 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States. 

args Do ag weascesrP a ig ape wad Tbe oE T 
borough and State of New Ham in place of Mark R. Buxton, 
suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

Harriet F. to be postmaster at South Amboy, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of New Jersey, whose commission expired 
October 14, 1885. 

Charles Jenney, to be postmaster at Camden, in the county of Cam- 
den and State of New Jersey, in place of William T. , Suspended 
evs the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

tates. 


Delos L. Birge, to be postmaster at Oiopemtomae 1a- 1be uny of 
Ostego and State of New. York, in the place of Harvey I. Russell, re- 


signed. 

James D. Coreoran, to be postmaster at Rome, in the county of Oneida 
and State of New York, in the place of Gustavus M. Palmer, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

Charles E. , to be 


Dv Obey to be postmaster at Albany, in the county of Albany 
a e E glia gpa ara aac Craig, whose com- 


eon Ballston, in the county of 
Saratoga and State of New ek im place of Edward T. Grase, sus- 
ed under the provisions of section 1763 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

Charles E. Weeks, to be postmaster at Jamestown, in the county of 
Chautangua and State of New York, in place of Edgar P. Putnam, 
ded under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 

of the United States. 


Samuel A. Ashe, to be postmaster at Raleigh, in the county of Wake 
and State of North Carolina, in place of John Nichols, whose commis- 
sion expired May 19, 1885, 


Archibald H. Boyden, to be postmaster at Salisbury, in the county of 
Rowan and State of North Carolina, in place of James H. Ramsay, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of 


the United States. 

Matthias , to be master at New Berne, in the county of 
Craven and State of North ina, i of Edward A. Ri 
suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 


John A. Young, to be postmaster at Charlotte, in the county of Meck- 
lenburg and State of North Carolina, in place of William W. Jenkins, 
suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

W. H. H. Mellyar, to be postmaster at Cambridge, in the county of 
Guernsey and State of Ohio, in place of David D. Taylor, suspended 
under the provisions of section I768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

R. J. Piatt, to be postmaster at West Liberty, in the county of Lo- 
gan and State of Ohio, in the place of Charles E. Darlington, whose 
commission expires December 16, 1885. 

George W. Stratler, to be postmaster at Mansfield, in the county of 
Richland and State of Ohio, in the place of Thomas E. Douglas, whose 
commission expired March 22, 1885. 

K. Coffroth, to be postmaster at Somerset, in the county of Somerset 
and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Augustus C. Davis, re- 

Daniel W. Connolly, to be postmaster at Scranton, in the county of 


Lackawanna and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Edward C. 
Fuller, whose commission expired May 5, 1885. 


256 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 17, 


John Crull, to be at Marietta, in the county of Lancaster 
and State of Pennsylvania, in place of George H. Etla, ded un- 
= the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

tates, 

Ezra Evans, to be postmaster at West Chester, in the county of Chester 
and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of William Shields, deceased. 

George T. Gross, to be postmaster at Allentown, in the county of Le- 
high and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Robert Iredell, whose 
commission expired March 22, 1885. 

John B. Larkin, to be postmaster at Pittsburgh, in the county of Al- 
legheny and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of William H. McCleary, 


resigned. 

Peter A. Reed, to be at Tyrone, in the county of Blair and 
State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Francis M. Bell, whose commis- 
sion expires December 15, 1885. 

Benjamin F. Huger, to be postmaster at Charleston, in the county of 
Charleston and State of South Carolina, in the place of William N. Taft, 
whose commission expired May 6, 1885. 

Daniel C. Kirkley, to be at Camden, in the county of Ker- 
shaw and State of South Carolina, in the place of Edward H. Brooks, 
whose commission expired December 15, 1883. 

Frederick A. Schiffley, to be postmaster at Orangeburg Court-House, 
in the county of Orangeburg and State of South Carolina, in place of 
Alonzo Webster, suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States. 

H. Edwards, to be er at Cleveland, in the county of 
Bradley and State of Tennessee, in place of William 8. Tipton, whose 
commission expired May 5, 1885. : 

Jeptha M. Fowlkes, to be at Memphis, in the county of 
Shelby and State of Tennessee, in place of James H. Smith, apg or ree 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
Btates. 


George W. Martin,to be at Chattanooga, in the county of 
Hamilton and State of Tennessee, in place of Harry F. Griscom, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

John Slack,to be at Bristol, in the county of Sullivan and 
State of Tennessee, in place of William Mullenix, whose commission 
expired May 4, 1885. 

John H. Cochran, to be postmasterat Dallas, in the county of Dallas 
and State of Texas, in place of Lysander 8. i suspended under 
the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. 

Thomas R. Cocke, to be postmasterat Victoria, in the county of Vic- 
toria and State of Texas, in the place of William Billings, resi ; 

Howell Tatum, to be postmaster at Belton, in the county of and 
State of Texas, in place of John P. Osterhout, suspended under the pro- 
visions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

John L. Street, to be erat Park City, in the county of Summit 
and Territory of Utah,in the place of Albion B. Emery, whose com- 
mission expired October 24, 1885. 

Henry L. Kenyon, to be at Northfield, in the county of 
Washington and State of Vermont, in theplace of Jasper H. Orcutt, re- 


signed. 

William D. McMaster, to be postmaster at Woodstock, in the county 
of Windsor and State of Vermont, in the place of James H. Murdock, 
whose commission expired May 6, 1885. 

William A. Burke, to be postmaster at Staunton, in the county of 
Augusta and State of Virginia, in place of Samuel M. Yost, ded 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

Charles W. Button, to be r at Lynchburg, in the county 
of Campbell and State of Virginia, in place of Robert P. W. Morris, 
suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

L. W. Caldwell, to be postmaster at Warrenton, in the county of Fau- 
quier and State of Virginia, in place of William A. Pattie, ded 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. 

Bruce Gibson, to be postmaster at Winchester, in the county of Fred- 
erick and State of Virginia, in place of John H. Dean, suspended under 
the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. 

Mrs. Mary H. 8. Long, to be postmaster at Charlottesville, in the 
county of Albemarle and State of Virginia, in the place of Mrs. Mary 
H. S. Long, whose commission expired May 18, 1885. 

William H. Ritenour, to be postmaster at Harrisonburg, in the 
county of Rockingham and State of Virginia, in place of James Sulli- 
van, s' ded under the provision of section 1768 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States. 

John A. R. Varner, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the county of 
Rockbridge and State of Virginia, in place of Charles E. Deaver, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

Lloyd Reed, to be at Clarksburg, in the county of Har- 
rison and State of West Virginia, in place of Wilbur F. Richards, sus- 


pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

Nelson Bruett, to be postmaster at Jefferson, in the county of Jeffer- 
son and State of Wisconsin, in the place of William P. Forsythe, re- 


signed. 

Henry S. Howell, to be ter at Watertown, in the county of 
Jefferson and State of Wisconsin, in place of Justus T. Moak, whose 
commission expired March 22, 1885. 

Harvey C. Moore, to be postmaster at Brodhead, in the county of 
Green and State of Wisconsin, in place of Bela W. Beebe, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

George H. Paul, to be at Milwaukee, in the county of 
Milwaukee and State of Wisconsin, in place of Henry C. Payne, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of 


the United States. 
Samuel M. Smead, to be postmaster at-Fond du Lac, in pated 
uther- 


of Fond du Lac and State of Wisconsin, in place of Geo 
land, ded under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States. 

Albert C. Snyder, to be postmaster at Cheyenne City, in the county 
of Laramie and Territory of Wyoming, in the place of John W. Jones, 


Capt. John G. Walker, a resident of Iowa, to be chief of the Burean 
of Navigation in the Department of the Navy, with the relative rank of 
commodore, 

Capt. Montgomery Sicard, a resident of New York, to be chief of the 
Bureau of Ordnance in the Department of the Navy, with the relative 
rank of commodore. 

Commodore Stephen B. Luce, a resident of the District of Columbia, 
to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, from the 5th of October, 1885, vice 
Rear-Admiral F. A. Roe, retired. : 

Commodore John Lee Davis, a resident of the District of Columbia, 
to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, from the 30th of October, 1885, vice 
Rear-Admiral J. C. P. De deceased. 

Capt. George E. Belknap, a resident of New Hampshire, to be a com- 
modore in the Navy, from the 2d of June, 1885, vice Commodores J. 
Young, deceased, and J. C. P. De Krafft, promoted. 

Capt. David B. Harmony, a resident of Pennsylvania, to be a com- 
modore in the Navy, from the 23d of September, 1885, vice Commodores 
O. C. Badger, retired, and A. A. Semmes, deceased. 

Capt. Andrew E. K. Benham, a resident of New York, to be a com- 
modore in the Navy, from the 30th of October, 1885, vice Commodores 
S. B. Luce and J. L. Davis, promoted. 

Commander Albert Kautz, a resident of Ohio, to bea captain in the 
Navy, from the 2d of June, 1885, vice Capt. G. È. Belknap, promoted. 

Commander Alfred T. Mahan, a resident of New York, to be a cap- 
tain in the Navy, from the 23d of September, 1885, vice Capt. D. B. 
Harmony, promoted. - 

Commander George C. Remey, a resident of Iowa, to be a captain in 
the sed from the 30th of October, 1885, vice Capt. A. E. K. Benham, 
promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Benjamin P. Lamberton, a resident of Pennsyl- 
vania, to be a commander in the Navy, from the 2d of June, 1885, vice 
Commander A. Kautz, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander JohnSchouler, a resident of Massachusetts, to be 
a commander in the Navy, from the 8th of June, 1885, vice Commander 
Lewis Clark, deceased. 

Lieut. Commander Francis W. Dickins, a resident of Connecticut, 
to be a commander in the Navy, from the 23d of September, 1885, vice 
Commander A. T. Mahan, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander George F. F. Wilde, a resident of Massachusetts, 
to be a commander in the Navy, from the 2d of October, 1885, vice 
Commander F. Pearson, resigned. 

Lieut. Commander Charles H. Davis, a resident of Massachusetts, to 
be a commander in the Navy, from the 30th of October, 1885, vice 
Commander George C. Remey, promoted. 

Lieut. William W. Reisinger, a resident of the District of Columbia, 
to be a lieutenant commander in the Navy, from the 2d of June, 1885, 
vice Lieut. Commander B. P. Lamberton, promoted. 

Lieut. John C. Rich, a resident of Pennsylvania, to be lieutenant- 
commander in the Navy, from the 8th of June, 1885, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander John Schouler, promoted. 

Lieut. William T. Burwell, a resident of New York, to be lieuten- 
ant-commander in the Navy, from the 23d of September, 1885, vice 
Lieut. Commander F. W. Dickins, promoted. 

Lieut. John J. Hunker, aresident of Ohio, to bea lieutenant-com- 
mander in the Navy, from the 2d of October, 1885, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander G. F. F. Wilde, promoted. 

Lieut. Franklin Hanford, a resident of New York, to be a lieuten- 
ant-commander in the Navy, from the 30th of October, 1885, vice 
Lieut. Commander C. H. Davis, promoted. 

Lieut. Robert H. McLean, junior grade, a resident of New York, to 
be a lieutenant.in the Navy, from the 13th of July, 1884, vice Lieuts. 
D. G. McRitchie, retired, and William C. Gibson, promoted. 


Lieut, Oren E. Lasher, junior grade, a resident of New York, to bea 
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lieutenant in the Navy, from the 2d of March, 1885, vice Lieuts. C. 8. 


and Frank Courtis, promoted. 

Lieut. Howard 8. Waring, junior grade, a resident of Missouri, to be 
a lieutenant in the Navy, from the 2d of J une, 1885, vice Lieuts. E. W. 
Very, resigned, and W. W. Reisinger, promoted. 

Lieut. Frank E. Sawyer, junior AA a resident of Massachusetts, to 
be a lieutenant in the Navy, from the 16th of June, 1885, vice Lieuts. 
J. C. Rich, promoted, and J. D. Keeler, resigned. 

Lieut. Milton K. Schwenk, junior grade, a resident of Pennsylvania, 
to be a lieutenant in the Navy, from the31st of July, 1885, vice Lieuts, 
A. S. Dabney, retired, and oO. T. Nye, deceased. 

Lieut. William H. Schuetze, junior grade, a resident of Missouri, to 
be a lieutenant in the Navy, from the 2d of October, 1885, vice Lieuts. 
W. T. Burwell and John J. Hunker, promoted. 

Lieut, Thomas B. Howard, junior e, a resident of Illinois, to be 
a lieutenant in the Navy, from the 7th of November, 1885, vice Lieut. 
R. B. Peck, deceased. 

Bei namie Charles C. a resident of Tennessee, to be a lieutenant, 

unior ecg m the Navy, from the 2d of June, 1885, vice Lieuts. O. E. 
her and H S. Waring, junior grade, pro 

Ensign John T. Newton, a resident of New York, to be a lieutenant, 
junior grade, in the Na , from the 16th of June, 1885, vice Lieuts. H. F. 

ich, retired, and F. . Sawyer, promoted. 

Ensign Waldemar D. Rose, a resident of California, to be a lieuten- 
yk junior grade, in the Navy, from the 2d of August, 1885, vice Lieuts. 

Hotchkin, wholly retired, and F. Guertin. resigned. 

Ensign Charles F. Pond, a resident of Connecticut, to be a lieuten- 
ant, junior grade, in the Navy, from the 2d of October, 1885, vice Lieu- 
pe (junior grade) M. K. Schwenk and W. H. Schuetze, moted. 

Naval Cadets 8. Dana Greene, a resident of Rhode Island; Samuel 
W. Armistead, a resident of Virginia; George W. Stree treet, a resident of | — 
Wisconsin; Charles P. Eaton, aresidentof Wisconsin; John M, Elliott, 
a resident of Maryland; John B. Jackson, a resident of New Jersey; 
Charles E. Smeeting, a resident of New York; Benjamin F. Thurston, 


a resident of Indiana; George, a resident of Michigan; Frederick 
L. Cha a resident of is, and A. Field, a resident of 
M usetts—all graduates of the Naval Academy—to be ensigns in 


the Navy, from the 1st of July, 1885, to fill vacancies. 

(Such of the foregoing names of naval officers. as have not been exam- 
ined for , as required by law, to be subject to examination 
and to be found ualified before receiving their commissions. ) 

Lieut. Robert E. Impey, a resident of Ohio, to be a lieutenant com- 
mander eee , from the 1st of October, 1882, to fill an existing 

t 2, 
(This officer was nominated to the Senate on the 12th of October, 1881, 


to filla existing at that date, and was confirmed on the 22d of Oc- 
tober, 1881, subject to the examination required bylaw. When 
the vacancy occurred ‘was absent on duty abroad, and on his return 


was examined and failed to pass. Under section 1505 of the Revised 
Statutes he was suspended from rank for one year and granted re-exam- 


ination and was recommended for 

Passed Assistant Engineer W. Hall, a resident of New York, 
to be a chief engineer in the Navy), the 15th of February, 1885, vice 
a resident of P. 


a eae ci B. F. 
assed Assistant Pios À. 


Scot, lvania, 
to ten chief engineer in the Navy, from the 6th of July, 1885, Chief 
Engineer J. Q. A. Zeigler, deceased. 

p ear Aedotant eer John L. D. Borthwick, a resident of 
Pennsylvania, to be a chief in the Navy, from the 7th of Sep- 
tember, 1885, vice H. H. Stewart, retired. 

Passed Assistant Engineer William L. Nicoll, a resident of New 
York, to be a chief engineer in the Navy, from the17th of October, 1885, 
vice Chief Engineer J. Van Hovenberg, deceased. 

Assistant Engineer Frank H. Bailey, a resident of New York, to be 
a passed assistant engineer in the pga © from the 7th of October, 1884, 
VEO po t Engineers 8, L. Smith, resigned, and A. J. Ken- 
yon, prom 

Assistant Engineer L. Cathcart, a resident of Pennsylvania, to be a 
passed assistant engineer in the Navy, from the 24th of December, 1884, 
vice Passed Assistant Engineers J. Van Hovenberg, promoted, and S, 
Gragg, retired. 

Assistant Engineer George S. Willits, a resident of Pennsylvania, to 


be a passed assistant engineer in the Navy, from the Ist of July, 1885, 
vice Passed Assistant Engineers George W. ” Hall, promoted, an W. L. 
Bailie, retired. 

Assistant Engineer Walter F. Wo n, a resident of land, 


to be a passed assistant engineer in the Navy, from the 19th of J uly, 
1885, vice Passed Assistant Engineers J. A. Scot, promoted, and ©. H. 
Greenleaf, retired. 

Assistant Engineer William N, Little, a resident of Georgia, to be a 
passed assistant engineerin the Navy, from the 17th of October, 1885, vice 
— Assistant Engineers J. L. D. Borthwick and W. L. Nicoll, pro- 
mo 

Naval Cadets William J. Baxter, a resident of Ohio; Charles W. Dy- 
son, a resident of Pennsylvania; William F. Darrah, a resident of 
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Rhode Island; William C. Herbert, a resident of Pennsylvania, and 
Alexander 8. Halstead, a resident of Pennsylvania—all graduates of 
the Naval Academy—to be assistant engineers in the Navy, from July 
1, 1885, to fill vacancies. 

’ Such of the foregoing officers named for the Engineer Corps of the 
Navy as have not been examined for promotion, as required by law, to 
be subject to examination and to be reported qualified before receiving 
their commissions. 

Passed Assistant Surgeon John F. Breasford, a resident of Virginia, 
to be a surgeon in the Navy, from the 16th of J une, 1885, vice Surg. 
M. D. Jones, resigned. 

Ernest William Auzal, a resident of Pennsylvania, Andrew R. Went- 
worth, a resident of Maine, and Oliver D. Norton, a resident of Ohio 
to be assistant surgeons in the Navy, from the 22d of April, 1885, and 
Joseph Shafer, a resident of Virginia, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Navy, from the 12th of June, 1885, all to fill vacancies in that e. 

Captain and Assistant Quartermaster Horatio B. Lowry, Marine Corps, 
aresidentof Pennsylvania, to be quartermaster in the Marine Corps, from 
the 4th of May, 1885, with the rank of major, vice Maj. William B. 
Slack, retired. 

Capt. Richard 8, Cullom, Marine Corps, a resident of Indiana, to be 
captain and assistant quartermaster in the Marine Corps, from the 4th 
of May, 1885, vice Capt. H. B. Lowry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Francis H. Harrington, Marine Corps, a resident of the 
District of Columbia, to be a captain in the Marine Pgh from the 4th 
of May, 1885, vice Capt. R. 8. bullom, transferred to the general staff 


of the Marine og vie 
Second Lieut. James A. Turner, Marine Corps, a residentof Texas, 
to be a first lieutenant in that corps, from the 4th of May, 1885, vice 
First Lieut. F. H. Harrington, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Littleton W. T. Waller, Marine Corps, a resident of 
Mas, sy ia, to be a first lieutenant in that corps, from the 26th of Sep- 
1885, vice First Lieut. S. J. Logan, retired. 


Received the 14th day of December, 1885. 


John Goode, of Virginia, to be Solicitor-General, vice Samuel F. Phil- 
lips, resigned. 
Robert A. Howard, of Arkansas, to be Assistant Attorney-General, 
og tor Thomas Simons, resigned. 
of Pennsylvania, to be examiner of claims for the 

Department of State, vice Henry O’Connor, resigned. 

ohn C. Shields, of Michigan, to be chief- -justice of the supreme court 
of the Territory of Arizona, vice Sumner Howard, suspended. 


Bartlett Tripp, of Dakota, to be chief-justice of the ame court of 
the Terri Dakota, vice A. J. Seale id pede 

James B. Hays, of Wi -justice of the eee court 
of the Terri a Idaho, vice bc T. Morgan. 

Elisha Van , of Indiana, to bechief- yiera mon supreme court 
of the Territory ‘New Mexico, vice William A. Vincent, who was ap- 


pointed during a recess of the Senate to fill a vacancy caused by the 
ee of Samuel B. Axtel, and subsequently suspended. 
illiam H. Barnes, of Ilinois, to be associate justiceof the supreme 


court of the Territory of Arizona, vice William F. Sas 8 nded. 
William M. Merrick, of Maryland, to be associate ae of the su- 
preme court of the District of Columbia, vice Andrew Wylie, rated. 


William B. McConnell, of Dakota, to be associate justice of the su- 
Ler court of the Territory of Dakota, vice Sanford A. Hudson, term 

“Charles R. Pollard, of Indiana, to be associate justice of the supreme 
court of the Territory of Montana, vice John Coburn, suspen ded. 
William H. Brinker, of Missouri, to be associate SETAA of the su- 


preme court of the Territory of New Mexico, vice Joseph Bell, resigned. 
William F. Henderson, of Arkansas, to be associata] ustice of the su- 
preme court of the Territory of New Mexico, vice William B. Fleming, 


ed, he having been designated during the recess of the Senate to 
perform the duties of Stephen F. Wilson, suspended. l 
William G. Langford, of the Territory of Washington, to be associ- 
ate justice of the supreme court of the Territory of Washington, wee 
Semua C. Wingard, suspended, 

Lafayette Dawson, of Miss Missouri, to be United States judge for the ais- 
trict of Alaska, vice Edward J. Dawne, who was designated during the 
recess of the Senate to perform the duties of Ward McAllister, jr., sus- 
pended, and who was himself subsequently suspended. 

John D. Burnett, of Alabama, to be attorney of the United States 
pi thesouthern districtof Alabama, vice George M. Duskin, ded. 
W. House, of Arkansas, to be KEST, of the United States 
for e eastern district of Arkansas, vice Charles C. Waters, suspended. 
Henry W. Hobson, of Colorado, to be attorney of the United Si States 
for the district of Colorado, vice Andrew W. Brazee, suspended. 
John E. Carland, of Dakota, to be attorney of the United States for 
the Territory of Dakota, vice Hugh J. Campbell, suspended. 
James H. Hawley, of Idaho, to be attorney of the United States for 
the Territory of Idaho, vice Wallace R. White, term expired. 
Gustavus Yan Hoorebeke, of Illinois, to be attorney of the United 
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States for the southern district of Illinois, vice James A. Connolly, sus- 
ded. 


Laren E. Lamb, of Indiana, to be attorney of the United States for 
` the district of Indiana, vice Charles L. Holstein, suspended. 

Daniel O. Finch, of Iowa, to be attorney of the United States for 
the southern district of Iowa, vice John 8. Runnells, ag eg 

Timothy P. Murphy, of Iowa, to be attorney for the United States 
for the northern district of Iowa, vice M. D. O’Connell, resigned. 

William C. Perry, of Kansas, to be attorney of the United States for 
the district of Kansas, vice James R. Hallowell, resigned. 

John C. Wickliff, of Kentucky, to be attorney of the United States 
for the district of Kentucky, vice G. M. Thomas, term expired. 

George E. Bird, of Maine, to be attorney of the the United States for the 
district of Maine, vice Wilbur F. Lunt, suspended. 

Cyrenius P. Black, of Michigan, to Se acont attorney of the United States 
for the eastern district of Michigan, vice S. M. Cutcheon, resigned. 

Robert B. Smith, of Montana, to be attorney of the United States for 
the Territory of Montana, vice W. H. DeWitt, resigned. 

Owen T. Rouse, of Missouri, to be attorney of the United States for 
the Territory of Arizona, vice James A. Zabriskie, suspended. 

John 8. H. Frink, of New Hampshire, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of New Hampshire, vice Charles H. Burns, re- 
signed. 

William Dorsheimer, of New York, to be attorney of the United 
States for the southern district of New York, vice Elihu Root, resigned. 

Mark D. Wilbur, of New York, to be attorney of the United States 
for the eastern district of New York, vice Asa W. Tenney, suspended. 

Fabius H. Busbee, of North Carolina, to be attorney of the United 
States for the eastern district of North Carolina, vice W. S. O. B. Rob- 
inson, suspended. 

Hamilton C. Jones, of North Carolina, to be attorney of the United 
States for the western district of North Carolina, vice James E. Boyd, 
who was temporarily appointed by Chief-Justice Waite. 

Robert S. Shields, of Ohio, to be attorney of the United States forthe 
northern district of Ohio, vice E. H. Eggleston, suspended. 

Le Roy F. Youmans, of South Carolina, to be Apa of the United 
States for the district of South Carolina, vice Samuel W. Melton, term 
expired. 

eny W. McCorry, of Tennessee, to be attorney of the United 

States for the western district of Tennessee, vice W. F. Poston, sus- 
ded. 

WY hale B. Pearre, of Texas, to be attorney of the United States for 

the northern district of Texas, vice J. C. , Suspended. 

Henry C. Allen, of Virginia, to be attorney of the United States for 
the western district of Vi vice D. S. Lewis, suspended. 

Mottrom D. Ball, of V to be attorney of the United States 
for the district of Alaska, vice E. W. Haskett, suspended. 

John Catlett Gibson, of Virginia, to be attorney of the United States 
for the eastern district of Virginia, vice Edmund Waddill, suspended. 

Thomas Smith, of Virginia, to be attorney of the United States for 
the Territory of New Mexico, vice Joseph Bell, resigned. 

Arthur H. Keller, of Alabama, to be marshal of the United States 
for the northern district of Alabama, vice J. M. Hinds, suspended. 

Thomas Fletcher, of Arkansas, to be marshal of the United States 
for the eastern district of Arkansas, vice David B. Russell, suspended. 

William K. Meade, of Arizona, to be ere, the United States 
for the Territory of Ari vice Zan L. Tidball, suspended. 

Barton Atkins, of New ork, to be marshal of the United States for 
the district of Alaska, vice M. C. Hillyer, suspended. 

Charles M. Newlin, of Delaware, to te. marshal of the United States 
for the district of Delaware, vice H. H. McMullen, suspended. 

Daniel W. Maratta, of Dakota, to be marshal of the United States 
for the Territory of Dakota, vice Harrison Allen, resigned. 

Albert A. Wilson, of the District of Columbia, to be marshal of the 
United gece, for the District of Columbia, vice Clayton McMichael, 
resign 

John W. Nelms, of Georgia, to be marshal of the United States for 
the northern district of cong, vice John E. Bryant, io Unite 

Edward Campbell, jr., of Iowa, to be marshal of the United States 
for the southern district of Towa, vice Richard Root, resi 

Edward Hawkins, of Indiana, to be marshal Mr tha D sa Biatos for 
the district of Indiana, vice Robert S. Foster, term expired. 

Frederick H. Marsh, of Illinois, to be marshal of the United States 
for the northern district of Illinois, vice Alfred M. Jones, term expired. 

William C. Jones, of Kansas, to be marshal of the United States for 
the district of Kansas, vice B. F. Simpson, resigned. 

Andrew J. Gross, of Kentucky, to be marshal of the United States 
for the district of Kentucky, vice A. J. Auxier, 

Albert C. Gibson, of Louisiana, to be marshal of the United States 
He De Taga district of Louisiana, vice James C. Meeks, term ex- 
Pp 

Elijah Gates, of Missouri, to be marshal of the United States for the 
western district of Missouri, vice Joseph H. McGee, suspended. 

W. Lee Dinkins, of Mississippi, to be marshal of the United States 
ae southern district of Mississippi, vice William C. Raum, term ex- 
pired. 


Walter H. Bunn, of New York, to be marshal of the United States 
etc northern district of New York, vice C. D. McDougall, term ex- 
P 

Martin T. McMahon, of New York, to be marshal of the United States 
for the southern district of New York, vice Joel B. Erhardt, resigned. 

Van V. Richardson, of North Carolina, to be marshal of the United 
States for the eastern district of North Carolina, vice Joshua B. Hill, 
suspended. 

Romulo Martinez, of New Mexico, to be marshal of the United States 
for the Territory of New Mexico, vice A. L. Morrison, suspended. 

Henry C. Urner, of Ohio, to be marshal of the United States for the 
southern district of Ohio, vice Lot Wright, suspended. 

Elias M. Boykin, of South Carolina, to be marshal of the United 
Bintan a the district of South Carolina, vice Timothy J. Tuomey, sus- 
pen 

Wiliam L. Cabell, of Texas, to be marshal of the United States for 
the northern district of Texas, vice James A. McKee, suspended. 

Joseph J. Ivins, of Tennessee, to be marshal of the United States 
Drine eastern district of Tennessee, vice Thomas H. Reeves, term ex- 
pired. 

Thomas W. Scott, of Virginia, to be marshal of the United States for 
the eastern district of Virginia, vice Rutledge P. Hughes, resigned. 

Francis H. West, of Wisconsin, to be marshal ofthe United States for 
the eastern district of Wisconsin, vice Henry Fink, term expired. 

Columbus Sehon, of West Virginia, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of West Virginia, vice George W. Atkinson, term 


iiam E. Smith, of New York, appointed under a temporary com- 
mission during the recess of the Senate, to be Assistant Secretary of the 
, vice Charles E. Coon, resigned. 

Conrad N. Jordan, of New Jersey, appointed under a temporary com- 
mission d See eee ae eens PO Lami OF Re RN, 
States, vice Albert U. Wyman, resigned. 

James W. Whelpley, of New York, appointed under a temporary com- 
mission d the recess of the Senate, to be Assistant Treasurer of the 
United States, vice Edward O. Graves, resigned. 

William A. Day, of Illinois, appointed under a temporary commis- 
m gunng the recess of the Senate, to be Second Anditor of the Treas- 

vice Orange Ferriss, resigned. 

AE S. Williams, of Indiana, appointed under a temporary commis- 
cn w meee nee Se a tetas Atte als aie, 


vice Charles Beardsley, resigned. 

‘Anthony Ei Eickhoff, of New York, appointed under a temporary com- 
mission d the recess of the Senate, to be Fifth Auditor of the 
Treasury, vice De Alva S. Alexander, resigned. 

William S. Rosecrans, of California, appointed under a temporary 
commission during the recess of the Senate, to be Register of the Treas- 
ury, vice Blanche K. Bruce, resigned. 

Roswell A. Fish, of California, appointed under a temporary com- 
mission during the recess of the Senate, tobe Assistant Register of the 
Treasury, vice William P. Titcomb, 

John R. Garrison, of Virginia, appoi inted under a temporary com- 
mission during the recess of the Senate, to be Deputy First Comptroller 
of the Treasury, vice Jonathan Tarbell, resigned. 

Isaac H. Maynard, of New York, eppoi] undera temporary com- 
mission during the recess of the Senate, to be Second Comptroller of 
the Treasury, vice William W. Upton, resigned. 

Richard R. McMahon, of West Vi who was appointed under a 

temporary commission during the recess of the Senate, to be Deputy 
Second Comptroller of the , vice James S. Delano, resigned. 

John §. McCalmont, of Pennsylvania, ong under a temporary 
commission during the recess of the Senate, to be commissioner of cus- 
toms, vice Henry C. Johnson, resigned. 

Daniel M. Fox, of Pennsylvania, appointed under a temporary com- 
mission during the recess of the Senate, to be superintendent of the 
Mint of the United States at Philadelphia, i in the State of Pennsylva- 
nia, vice A. Loudon Snowden, resigned. 

Spruille Braden, of Montana, appointed under a temporary commis- 
sion during the recess of the Senate, to be assayer in charge of the 
United States assay office at ot ae amt in the Territory of Montana, vice 
Russell B. Harrison, 

Edmund W. Booker, of Als Alabama, appointed under a temporary com- 
mission during the recess of the Senate, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the district of Alabama, vice P. D. Barker, resigned. 

Asa Ellis, of California, appointed under a temporary commission 
during the recess of the Senate, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the first district of California, rice Chancellor Hartson, resigned. 

Alexander Troup, of Connecticut, appointed under a temporary com- 
mission during the recess of the Senate, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the district of Connecticut, vice Joseph Selden, resigned. 
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Andrew Welch, of Ilinois, appointed under a temporary conimission 
during the recess of the Senate, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the second district of Illinois, vice Lucien B. Crooker, resigned. 

Hunter Wood, of Kentucky, appointed under a temporary commis- 
sion during the recess of the Senate, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the second district of Kentucky, vice Edwin Farley, resigned. 

Francis S. Shields, of Louisiana, appointed under a temporary com- 
mission during the recess of the Senate, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the district of Louisiana, vice H. C. Minor, resigned. 

George N. Davis, of Mi appointed under a temporary com- 
mission during the recess of the Senate to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the fourth district of Michigan, vice Charles W. Watkins, re- 
signed. 

Cornelius Voorhis, of Missouri, appointed under a temporary commis- 
sion during the recess of the Senate to be collector of internal revenue 
for the fourth district of Missouri, vice David A. Stewart, resigned. 

William A. Beach, of New York, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the twenty-first district of New York, in place of James Armstrong, 
suspended. 

Americus Warden, of Ohio, appointed under a temporary commission 
during the recess of the Senate, to be supervising inspector of steam-ves- 
gels for the seventh district, vice John Fehrenbatch, resigned. 

Richard Sinnott, of Louisiana, appointed under a temporary commis- 
sion during the recess of the Senate, to be surveyor of customs for the 

rt of New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana, vice Pinckney B. 8. 

‘inchback, resigned. 

Stuart Taylor, of California, appointed under a temporary commis- 
sion during the recess of the Senate, to be naval officer of customs in the 
district of San Francisco, in the State of California, vice Bradley J. 
Watson, whose commission expired by limitation, May 6, 1885. 

Robert A. Thompson, of California, appointed under a temporary com- 
mission during the recess of the Senate, to be a i of merchandise 
in the district of San Francisco, in the State of California, vice J. G. 
Moore, deceased. 

Cornelius S. Schenck, of Oregon, appointed under a temporary com- 
mission during the recess of the Senate, to be appraiser of merchandise 
in the district of Willamette, in the State of Oregon, vice John P. Ward, 
resigned. 

Edward R. Pierce, of Maine, appointed under a temporary commis- 
sion during the recess of the Senate, to be appraiser of merchandise in 
the district of Portland and Falmouth, in the State of Maine, vice Sid- 
ney Perham, resigned. 

John C. Byxbee, of Connecticut, appointed under a temporary com- 
mission Goring the recess of the Senate, to be collector of customs for 
the district of New Haven, in the State of Connecticut, vice Amos J. 
Beers, whose commission expired by limitation, May 5, 1885. 

Benjamin R. Tate, of Connecticut, appointed under a temporary com- 
mission during the recess of the Senate, to be collector of customs for 
the district of New London, in the State of Connecticut, vice John A. 
Tibbits, whose commission expired by limitation, November 1, 1885. 

Walter Goddard, of Connecticut, appointed under a temporary com- 
mission during the recess of the Senate, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Fairfield, in the State of Connecticut, vice Julius 8. 
Hanover, whose commission expired by limitation, May 5, 1885. 

Richard L. Cropley, of the District of Columbia, appointed under a 
temporary commission during the recess of the Senate, to be collector 
of customs for the district of Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, 
vice J. Henry Wilson, whose commission expired by limitation, May 
17, 1885, 

Jacob E. Dart, of Georgia, appointed under a temporary commission 
during the recess of the Senate, to be collector of customs for the district 
of Brunswick, in the State of Georgia, vice Henry P. Farrow, resigned® 

Richard F. Dodge, of Maine, appointed under a temporary commis- 
sion during the recess of the Senate, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Salem and Beverly, in the State of Massachusetts, vice Charles 
H. Odell, whose commission expired by limitation May 6, 1885. 

Charles H. Call, of Michigan, appointed under a temporary commis- 
sion during the recess of the Senate, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Superior, in the State of Michigan, vice Charles Y. Osburn, 
whose commission expired by limitation November 1, 1885. 

Arthur D. Bissell, of New York, appointed under a temporary com- 
mission during the recess of the Senate, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Buffalo Creek, in the State of New York, vice Charles A. 
Gould, whose commission expired by limitation May 22, 1885. 

Edward L. Hedden, of New York, appointed undera temporary com- 
mission during the recess of the Senate, to be collector of customs for 
the district of New York, in the State of New York, vice William H. 
Robertson, whose commission expired by limitation June 28, 1885. 

Alpheus A. Hanscom, of New Hampshire, appointed under a tem- 
porary commission during the recess of the Senate, to be collector of 
customs for the district of Portsmouth, in the State of New Hampshire, 
vice Alfred F. Howard, resi 

Richard H. Arbuckle, of Pennsylvania, appointed under a temporary 
commission during the recess of the Senate, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Erie, in the State of Pennsylvania, vice Henry C. 
Stafford, resigned. 


John P. Robinson, of Virginia, appointed under a temporary commis- 
sion during the recess of the Senate, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Alexandria, in the State of Virginia, vice Jonathan H. Gray, 
whose commission expired by limitation May 22, 1885. 

Richard T. Rundlett, of Maine, appointed under a temporary com- 
mission during the recess of the Senate, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Wiscasset, in the State of Maine, vice George B. Sawyer, 
whose commission expired by limitation May 17, 1885. 

Madison Allen Lybrook, of Indiana, to be consul of the United States 
at Algiers, vice Archibald K. Brown, resigned. 

George B. Goodwin, of Boston, Mass., to be consul of the United States 
at Annaberg, vice George E. Bullock, resigned. 

William H. Moffett, of New Jersey, to be consul of the United States 
at Athens, vice De Witt T. Reiley, suspended. 

George W. Savage, of Rahway, N. J., to be consul of the United 
States at Belfast, vice Arthur B. Wood, ‘transferred to the consulate at 
Dundee. 

Wendell A. Anderson, of La Crosse, Wis., to be consul-general of the 
United States, at Montreal, for the British North American Provinces, 
vice Sergeant P. Stearns, suspended. 

William Slade, of Cleveland, Ohio, to be consul of the United States 
at Brussels, vice John Wilson, suspended. 

James Whelan, of New York, to be consul of the United States at 
Fort Erie, Canada, vice La Rue Peck, suspended. 

Charles Förster, of Indiana, to be consul of the United States at El- 
berfeld, vice Albert Rhodes, suspended. 

William W. Lang, of Marlin, Tex., to be consul of the United States 
at Hamburg, vice John M. Bailey, suspended. 

Robert E. Withers, of Virginia, to be consul of the United States at 
Hong-Kong, vice John 8S. Mosby, suspended. 

Nageeb $ . Arbeely, of Tennessee, to be consul of the United States at 
Jerusalem, vice Selah Merrill, suspended. 

Francis H. Wigfall, of Baltimore, Md., to be consul of the United 
States at Leeds, vice Alfred V. Dockery, suspended. 

Charles T. Russell, of Haddam, Conn., to be consul of the United 
States at Liverpool, vice Stephen B. Packard, suspended. 

M. J. Newmark, of San Francisco, Cal., to be consul of the United 
States at Lyons, vice Benjamin F. Peixotto, suspended. 

Wallace 8S. Jones, of Florida, to be consul of the United States at 
Messina, to fill a vacancy. 

Edward Camphausen, of Erie, Pa., to be consul of the United States 
at Naples, vice Frank G. Haughwout, rps peice 

Thomas E. Heenan, of Morris, Minn., to be consul of the United States 
at Odessa, vice George Scott, resigned. 

John Devlin, of Detroit, Mich., to be consul of the United States at 
Windsor, Ontario, vice Charles Ewers, suspended. 

Thomas R. Jernigan, of North Carolina, to be consul of the United 
States at Osaka and Hiogo, vice T. MeF. Patton, suspended. 

Alexander Bertrand, of Beekmantown, N. Y., to be consul of the 
United States at St. John’s, Quebec, vice Silas P. Hubbell, suspended. 

Pierce M. B. Young, of Georgia, to be consul-general of the United 
States at St. Petersburg, vice Edgar Stanton, resigned. 

Charles P. Kimball, of Chicago, Ill., to be consul of the United States 
at Stuttgart, vice Charles Einstein, suspended. 

Charles W. Wagner, of Kansas City, Mo., to be consul of the United 
States at Toronto, vice Walter E. Howard, suspended. 

Augustus M. Boyd, to be consul of the United States at Tuxpan. 

Matthew O’Brien, of Louisiana, appointed under a temporary com- 
mission during the recess of the Senate, to be supervising inspector of 
steam-vessels for the tenth district, vice George L. Norton, resigned. 

James A. Bayard, of Fort Pendleton, Md., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be secretary of Arizona, vice Hiram 
M. Van Arman, resigned. 

M. L. McCormack, of Grand Forks, Dak., who was designated dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be secretary of Dakota Territory, vice 
James H. Teller, suspended. 

George W. Lane, of Buffalo, N. Y., who was designated during the 
recess of the Senate, to be secretary of the Territory of New Mexico, 
vice Samuel A. Lasch, suspended. 

William B. Webb, of Washington, D. C., to be a commissioner of the 
District of Columbia, vice Joseph R. West, term expired. 

Alfred P. Edgerton, of Fort Wayne, Ind., to be Civil Service Com- 
missioner, vice Dorman B. Eaton, resigned. 

William L, Trenholm, of Charleston, 8. C., to be Civil Service Com- 
missioner, vice John M. Gregory, resigned. 

Dorman B, Eaton, of New York, to be Civil Service Commissioner, 
vice Leroy D. Thoman, resigned. 

John 8. Ward, of San Bernardino, Cal., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the Mission 
agency in California, vice John G. McCallum, resigned. 

William H. Black, of Montour, Tama County, Iowa, who was com- 
missioned during the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians 
of the Sac and Fox agency in Iowa, vice Oscar H. Mills, resigned. 

Robert L. Owen, of Vinita, Ind. T., who was commissioned d 
the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the Union agency 
in the Indian Territory, vice John Q. Tufts, resigned. 
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Elihu C. Osborne, of Gallatin, Tenn., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the P Paw- 
nee, Otoe, and Oakland agency in the Indian Territory, vice John W. 
Scott, resigned. 

Jesse Lee Hall, of La Salle County, Texas, who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the Kiowa, 
Comanche, and Wachita agency in the Indian Territory, vice Philemon 
B. Hunt, resigned. 

Frederick Hoover, of Jasper County, Indiana, who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the Osage 
agency, in the Indian Territory, vice Laban J. Miles, resigned. 

Charles H. Potter, of Homer, Dakota County, Nebraska, who was 
commissioned during the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the In- 
dians of the Omaha and Winnebago agency, in Nebraska, vice George 
W. Wilkinson, resigned. 

Joseph Emery, of Corvallis, Oreg., who was commissioned during the 
recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the Klamath agency 
in Oregon, vice Linus M. Nickerson, who has resigned. 

Truman H. Allen, of Oakland, Cal., who was designated during the 
recess of the Senate, to be pension agent at San Francisco, Cal., vice 
Henry Cox, suspended. 

Mrs. Marian A. Mulligan, of Chicago, Ill., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be pension agent at Chicago, Ill., 
vice Miss Ada C. Sweet, resigned. 

Charles A. Zollinger, of Fort Wayne, Ind., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be pension agent at Indianapolis, 
Ind., vice Fred’c Knefler, whose term of office has ired. 

Don Carlos Buell, of Kentucky, who was commissioned during the 
recess of the Senate, to be pension agent at Louisville, Ky., vice Robert 
M. Kelly, resigned. 

Benjamin F. Peach, jr., of Lynn, Mass., who was designated during 
the recess of the Senate, to be pension agent at Boston, Mass., vice Daniel 
W. Gooch, ded. 

Robert McKinstry, of Jackson, Mich., who was designated during 
the recess of the Senate, to be pension agent at Detroit, Mich., vice 
Samuel Post, suspended. 

Gilbert H. Bargar, of Coshocton, Ohio, who was designated during 
the recess of the Senate, to be pension agent at Columbus, Ohio, vice 
Allen T. Wikoff, nded. 

Frank J. Parke, of Union, W. Va., who was commissioned durin 
the recess of the Senate, to be principal clerk of the public lands in the 
General Land Office, vice Myron E. N. Howell, ed. 

Robert V. Yeakle, of Little Rock, Ark., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Little 
Rock, Ark., vice M. W. Gibbs, whose term of office had expired. 

Samuel C. Williams, of Querida, Col., who was commissioned during 
the recess of Sor pore ” giis mear of the land office at Del Norte, 
Col., vice Jo orn, jr., a 

C. F. M. Niles, of Garden City, Kans., who was designated during 
the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land officeat Garden City, 
Kans., vice Howell P. Myton, suspended. 

Thomas J. Butler, of Ri Bienville County, Louisiana, who was 
commissioned during the recessof the Senate, to be register of the land 
office at New Orleans, La., vice Chester B. Darrall, resigned. 

Michael J. Cady, of Bodie, Cal., who was commissioned during the 
recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Bodie, Cal., vice 
Hiram L. Childs, ap y j 

Charles aoe © Topeka, Kans., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Topeka, 
Kans., vice John Q. A. Peyton, resigned. 

Samuel Thanhouser, of Newton, Kans., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Gar- 
den City, Kans., vice Andrew J. Hoisington, resigned. 

August Peterson, of Albert Lea, Minn., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Worth- 
ar Minn., vice Christopher H. Smith, whose term of office had ex- 


z Charles R. Vann, to be postmaster at Saint Helena, in the county of 
Napa and State of California, in the place of George M. Lander, re- 


signed. 
Joseph Brelsford, to be at Onarga, in the county of Iro- 
quois and State of Illinois, in the place of James E. Owen, resigned. 
Erastus R. McKinney, to be at Lacon, in the county of 
Marshall and State of Ilinois, in the place of Leonard C. McMurtrie, 
resi 


State of Iowa, in the place of J. P, Early, whose 
December 20, 1885, 


DECEMBER 7, 


W. C. Clark, to be 
aoken and State of Kentucky, in the place of James H. Ashcraft, re- 
sign 

Thomas A. Carr, to be 
Knox and State of Maine, in the place of Henry A. Willis, whose com- 


at Paducah, in the county of Me- 


at Thomaston, in the county of 


mission expires December 16, 1885. 

James H. Covington, to be at Easton, in the county of 
Talbot and State of Maryland, in the place of Henry Shreve, whose 
commission expires December 20, 1885. 

Ransom Nutting, to be postmaster at Decatur, in the county of Van 
Buren and State of Michigan, in the place of John L. Harrison, whose 
commission expired October 14, 1885. 

Angelo E. Tower, to be at Ionia, in the county of Ionia 
and State of Michigan, in the place of A. H. Heath, whose commission 
expires December 20, 1885. 

John Foran, to be postmaster at Lambertville, in the county of Hun- 
terdon and State of New Jersey, in the place of Clark Pierson, whose 
commission expires December 16, 1885. 

Mary E. Simonson, to be at East Orange, in the county 
of Essex and State of New pene Abe the place of Stephen M. Long, 
whose m expires December 20, 1885. 

John A. Barry, to be poaa at Oswego, in the county of Oswego 
and State of New York, in the place of Charles R. Parkinson, whose 
commission expired October 14, 1885. 

W. W. Nichols, to be postmaster at Wellsville, in the county of Alle- 
gany and State of New York, in the place of Alfred 8. Brown, whose 
commission expires December 16, 1885. 

R. B. Gordon, jr., to be eee at Saint Mary’s, in the county 
of Auglaize and State of Ohio, in the place of Charles Hipp, whose 
commission expires December 15, 1885. 

Thomas Hubbard, to be postmaster at Bellefontaine, in the county 
of Logan and State of Ohio, in the place of Samuel E. Allmon, whose 
commission expires é 

Ringgold W. Meily, to be postmaster at Lima, in the county of Allen 
and State of Ohio, in place of George P. Waldorf, whose commission 
apos December 15, 1885. 

el J. Sherman, to be postmaster at Ashtabula, in the county of 
Ashtabula and State of Ohio, in ae of Joseph F. Sexton, whose 
commission expires December 20, 1885. 

James W. Talbott, to be at Middleport, in the county of 
Meigs and State of Ohio, in the place of George Womeldorff, whose 
commission expires December 16, 1885. 

John Haviland, to be postmaster at Phoenixville, in the county of 
Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John R. Dobson, 
whose commission expires December 21, 1885. 

M. S. Longaker, to be r at Pottstown, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, in the p of Alexander 
Malsberger, whose commission expires December 15, 1885. 

John G. Randall, to be 


postmaster at lestown, in the county of 
Bucks and State of P lvania, in the place of Thomas P. Miller, 
whose commission expires ber 20, 1885. 


Schall, to be postmaster at Norristown, in the county of Mont- 
gomery and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Robert Iredell, 
whose commission expires December 15, 1885. 

W. B. Colston, to be at Martinsburg, in the county of 
tine” f and State of West Virginia, in the place of George F. Evans, 


ig es Snyder, to be postmaster at Racine, in the county of Racine 
and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Norton J. Field, whose com- 
mission expires December 15, 1885. 


TO BE BRIGADIER-GENERAL. 


Col. John Gibbon, of the Seventh Regiment of Infantry, July 10, 

1885, vice Augur, retired from active service. 
INSPECTOR-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 

Col. Absalom Baird, Inspector-General, to be Inspector-General with 
the rank of brigadier-general, September 22, 1885, vice Davis, retired 
from active service, 

Capt. Henry J. Farnsworth, of the Eighth Regiment of Cavalry, to 
be inspector-general with the rank of major, September 22, 1885, vice 
Heyl, promoted. 

QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 

First Lieut. Francis B. Jones, regimental quartermaster Third In- 
fantry, to be assistant quartermaster with the rank of captain, April 
16, 1885, vice Smith, promoted. 

ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 

Second Lieut. Sidney E. Stuart, of the First Regiment of Artillery, 
to be first lieutenant in the Ordnance Department, August 6, 1885, vice 
Lyon, promoted. 

INSPECTOR-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 
Lieut. Col. Joseph C. Breckinridge, inspector-general, to be inspec- 


tor-general with the rank of colonel, September 22, 1885, vice Baird, 
appointed I eral with the rank of brigadier-general. 


Maj. Edward M. Heyl, inspector-general, to be inspector-general 


1885. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


261 


with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, September 22, 1885, vice Breckin- 
ridge, promoted. 
QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 

Maj. Charles A. Reynolds, quartermaster, to be deputy Deere re 
ter-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, April 9, 1885, vice 
Dana, retired from active service. 

Capt. Gilbert C. Smith, assistant quartermaster, to be quartermaster 
with the rank of major, "April 9, 1885, vice Reynolds, promoted. 


MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 

Lieut. Col. Thomas A. McParlin, assistant medical purveyor, to be 
surgeon with the rank of colonel, September 16, 1885, vice Campbell, 
"e Maj. Bernard J, D. Tewin, to be assistant medical 

surgeon, assis m purveyor 
with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, September 16, 1885, vice McPar- 
lin, promoted. 

Capt. Calvin De Witt, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with the rank 
of major, July 21, 1885, vice Bill, deceased. 

Capt. Benjamin F. Pope, assistant surgeon, to be serena, with the 
rank of major, September 16, 1885, vice Irwin, promoted. 


ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 
Capt. James W. Reilly to be major, May 9, 1885, vice Lyford, de- 


ceased. 

Sata Marcus W. Lyon to be captain, May 9, 1885, vice Reilly, 
promo’ 

First Lieut. Charles W. Whipple to be captain, May 9, 1885, hav: aring 
served aii years continuously as lieutenant ‘(section 1207, Re 
Statutes 

First Lieut. Andrew H. Russell to be captain, June 12, 1885, having 
served fourteen years continuously as lieutenant (section 1207, Revised 
Statutes). 

FIRST REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 


Lieut. Col. Nathan A. M. Dudley, of the Ninth Cavalry, to be colonel, 
June 6, 1885, vice Grover, d 

Capt. Henry Carroll, of the Ninth Cavalry, to be major, July 3, 1885, 
vice Green, promoted to the Second Cavalry. 


SECOND REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 
Maj. John Green, of the First Cavalry, to be lieutenant-colonel, July 
3, 1885, vice Alexander, retired from active service. 
Capt. Frank T, Bennett, of the Ninth Cavalry, to be major, June 6, 
1885, vice Brisbin, promoted to the Ninth Cavalry. 


THIRD REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 


First Lieut. Edgar Z. Steever, adjutant, to be captain, March 4, 1885, 
vice Simpson, w. promotion expired by constitutional limitation. 

Second Lieut. George H. Morgan to a first lieutenant, November 
26, 1884, vice Simpson, promoted. 


FIFTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 
First Lieut. Earl D. Thomas to be qapinin, April 1, 1885, vice Volk- 
mar, who resigns his line commission o: 
Second Lieut. Fred. W. Foster to bo fient lieutenant, April 1, 1885, vice 
Thomas, promoted. 
SEVENTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 
First Lieut. George D. Wallace to be captain, September 23, 1885, 
vice Nave, retired from active service. 
Second Lieut, Edwin P. Brewer to be first lieutenant, September 
23, 1885, vice Wallace, promoted. 
EIGHTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 
First Lieut. Harrison 8. Weeks, to be captain, April 4, 1885, vice Cara- 
her, deceased. 
= First Lieut. Henry W. Sprole, to be captain, July 23, 1885, vice Boyd, 
Second Lieut. Henry F. Kendall, to be first lieutenant, April 4, 1885, 
vice Weeks, promoted. 
Second Lieut. William A. Shunk, to be first lientenant, July 23, 1885, 
vice Sprole, promoted. 


NINTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 

Maj. James 8. Brisbin, of the Second Cavalry, to be lientenant-colonel, 
June 6, 1885, vice Dudley, promoted to the First Cavalry. 

First Lieut. Martin B. Hughes, to be captain, June 6, 1885, vice Ben- 
nett, promoted to the Second Cavalry. 

aut Lieut. Clarence A. Stedman, to be captain, July 3, 1885, vice 

oD pees to the First Cav: 

igre Lieut. George R. Burnett, to be first lieutenant, June 6, 1885, 
vic? Hughes, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Alton H. Budlong, to be first lieutenant, July 3, 1885, 
vice Stedman, promoted. 


TENTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 


Second Lieut. Millard F. Eggleston, to be first lieutenant, April 30, 
1885, vice Jouett, dismissed. 


FIRST REGIMENT OF ARTILLERY. 
Second Lieut. David Price, to be first lieutenant, July 1, 1885, vice 
Barber, resigned. 
SECOND REGIMENT OF ARTILLERY. 
Capt. William Sinclair, of the Third Artillery, to be major, April 6, 
1885, vice Elder, deceased. 
Second Lieut. Hamilton Rowan, to be first lieutenant, March 28, 1885, 
vice Hoyle, appointed regimental adjutant. 
THIRD REGIMENT OF ARTILLERY. 
First Lieut. William A. Kobbé, to be captain, April 6, 1885, vice Sin- 
clair, promoted to the Second Artillery. 
Second Lieut. George P. Scriven, to be first lieutenant, April 6, 1885, 
vice Kobbé, promoted. 
FOURTH REGIMENT OF ARTILLERY. 


Second Lieut. John T. French, jr., to be first lieutenant, September 
23, 1885, vice O’Brien, retired from active service. . 


FIFTH REGIMENT OF ARTILLERY. 

Second Lieut. William W. Galbraith, to be first lieutenant, September 
23, 1885, vice Curry, retired from active service. 

Second Lieut. Solon F. Massey, to be first lieutenant, October 31, 
1885, vice Morton, resigned. 

FIRST REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 

First Lieut. Matthew Markland, tobe captain, September 23, 1885, 
vice Lynde, retired from active service. 

Second Lieut. Lewis H. Strother, to be first lieutenant, September 23, 
1885, vice Markland, promoted. 

SECOND REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 

Maj. Joshua S. Fletcher, jr., of the Twenty-third Infantry, to be 
lieutenant-colonel, July 10, isss, vice Merriam, promoted to the Sev- 
enth Infantry. 

Capt. Edmund Butler, of the Fifth Infantry, to be major, October 
8, 1885, vice Smith, promoted to the Twentieth Infantry. 


THIRD REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
First Lieut. William Krause, to be captain, July 1, 1885, vice Kent, 
promoted to the Fourth Infantry. 
„First Lieut. William C. Bartlett, to be captain, September 12, 1885, 
vice Page, promoted to the Eleventh Infan 
Second Lieut. Arthur Wi Se frst lieutenant, March 26, 1885, 
vice Roe, appointed regimental 
Second Lieut. William C. Buttler, 1 to tobe first lieutenant, April 16,1885, 
ar iem sae who resigns his line commission only. 
mer Frank P, Avery, to be first lieutenant, July 1, 1885, vice 


ai 7 Tient William E. P. French, to be first lieutenant, September 
12, 1885, vice Bartlett, promoted. 


FOURTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
„Capt. Jacob F. Kent, of the Third Infantry, to be major, July 1, 1835, 
vice De Russy, promoted to the Fourteenth 3 


FIFTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. . 
a Lieut. Henry Romeyn, to be peters uly 10, 1885, vice Oven- 


to the Twenty-third Infan 
at Lieut. Theodore F. For uartemaster, to be 
Second Infantry. 


‘bes, regimental 
October 8, 1885, vice Butler, promoted to t 
d Lieut. Joseph M. oe Partello, to be first lieutenant, July 10, 
1885, vice Romeyn, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Thomas M. Defrees, to be first lientenant, October 14, 
1885, vice Thompson, appointed regimental quartermaster. 


SEVENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Lient. Col. Henry C. Merriam, of the Second Infantry, to be colonel, 
July 10, 1885, vice oe appointed brigadier- i i aa 
First Lieut. p be captain, ovember 14, 1885, vice 
Benson, AAA kon from pole 
Second Lieut. Daniel A. Frederick, to be first lieutenant, November 
14, 1885, vice Jackson, promoted. 
EIGHTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Second Lieut. John J. Haden, to be first lieutenant, April 8, 1885, 
vice O’Connell, resigned. 
TENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Lieut. Col. Henry Douglass, of the Fourteenth Infantry, to be col- 
onel, July 1, 1885, vice Clitz, retired from active service. 
ELEVENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Capt. John H. Page, of the Third Infantry, to be major, September 
12, 1885, vice Krause, deceased. 
First Lieut. John Whitney, to be captain, October 9, 1885, vice 
Kingsbury, retired from active service. 
Second Lieut. William H. Wheeler, to be first lieutenant, October 
9, 1885, vice Whitney, promoted. 
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THIRTEENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 

Capt. Duncan M. Vance, of the Sixteenth Infantry, to be major, 
June 28, 1885, vice Van Horn, promoted to the Twenty-fifth Infantry. 
FOURTEENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 

Maj. Isaac D. De Russy, of the Fourth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, July 1, 1885, vice Douglass, promoted to the Tenth Infantry. 
FIFTEENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 

First Lieut. Cyrus M. De Long, to be captain, September 23, 1885, 
vice Shorkley, retired from active service. 

Second Lieut. James A. Maney, to be first lieutenant, September 23, 
1885, vice De Long, promoted. 

SIXTEENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 

First Lieut. William V. Richards, regimental quartermaster, to be 
captain, June 28, 1885, vice Vance, promoted to the Thirteenth In- 
fan 


try. 
Second Lieut. Samuel W. Dunning, to be first lieutenant, July 1, 
1885, ‘vice Lassiter, appointed regimental quartermaster. 
TWENTIETH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Maj. Leslie Smith, of the Second Infantry, to be lieutenant-colonel, 
October 8, 1885, vice Layton, retired from active service. 
TWENTY-FIRST REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
First Lieut. Frederick H. E. Ebstein, to be captain, April 1, 1885, 
vice Burton, who resigns his line commission only. 
Second Lieut. Solomon E. Sparrow, to be first ‘lieutenant, April 1, 
1885, vice Ebstein, promoted. 
TWENTY-THIRD REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Capt. Samuel Ovenshine, of the Fifth Infantry, to be major, July 
10, 1885, vice Fletcher, promoted to the Second Infantry. 
Second Lieut. S. Allen Dwyer, to be first lieutenant, April 10, 1885, 
vice Pardee, 
TWENTY-FIFTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Maj. James J. Van Horn, of the Thirteenth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, June 28, 1885, vice Gentry, deceased. : 
TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS. 
Signal Corps. 
Sergt. James Mitchell, of the Signal Service, August 15, 1885, to fill 
an original vacancy. 
Sergt. Frank W. 7 Enis, of the Signal Service, August 15, 1885, to fill 


an original vacancy. 
Eighth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Charles W. Farber, Troop H, Eighth Calvary, August 15, 
endall, promoted. 
Tenth Regiment of Infantry. 
Sergt. Evan M. Johnson, jr., (who served under the name of James 
Scarlet), Company F, Tenth Infantry, August 15, 1885, vice Wooley, 
promoted. 


First Se 
1885, vice 


MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 
To be assistant surgeons with the rank of first lieutenant. 

Francis J. Ives, of New York, July 25, 1885, vice De Witt, pro- 
moted. 

William P. Kendall, of Massachusetts, August 12, 1885, vice Azpell, 
retired from active service. 

Edward R. Morris, of Indiana, September 17, 1885, vice Pope, pro- 
mat. CADET APPOINTMENTS. 


SEVENTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 
Class 


k. 
"12. Cadet Lorenzo P. Davison, second lieutenant in the Army, to date 


from August 28, 1885, vice Bellinger, transferred to the Fifth | 


Cavalry. 
The following cadets, graduates of the Military Academy, to besec- 
ond lieutenants in the Army, to date from June 14, 1885: 


CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 


Class 
rank. 


1. Cadet Joseph E. Kuhn, vice Zinn, promoted. 
2. Cadet William E. Craighill, vice Langpitt, promoted. 
FIRST REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 

. Cadet Willard A. Holbrook, vice Galbraith, promoted. 

. Cadet George L. Byram, vice W. C. Brown, promoted. 
SECOND REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 

. Cadet Robert E. L. Michie, rice Hoppin, promoted. 
FOURTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 


11. Cadet Robert A. Brown, vice Gale, promoted. 
21. Cadet Frank A. Cook, vice Huse, promoted. 


FIFTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 
14, Cadet John M. Carson, jr., vice Foster, promoted. 


SIXTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 
. Cadet Lewis M. Koehler, vice Glass, promoted. 
NINTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 


- Cadet Philip A. Bettens, jr., vice Parker, promoted. 
. Cadet James W. Benton, vice Burnett, promoted. 


TENTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 
. Cadet Herbert S. Whipple, vice Eggleston, promoted. 
FIRST REGIMENT OF ARTILLERY. 
Cadet Elmer W. Hubbard, vice Marsh, promoted. 
SECOND REGIMENT OF ARTILLERY. 


4. Cadet Cornélis De W. Willcox, vice Howard, promoted. 
6. Cadet Arthur F. Curtis, vice Gayle, promoted. 
. Cadet Charles F. Parker, vice Rowan, promoted. 


THIRD REGIMENT OF ARTILLERY. 

9. Cadet John D. Barrette, vice Woodward, promoted. 

. CadetJohn K. Cree, vice Scriven, promoted. 
FOURTH REGIMENT OF ARTILLERY. 

7. Cadet John C. W. Brooks, vice Springett, resigned. 
SECOND REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 

. Cadet Charles D. Towsley, vice Abercrombie, promoted. 

THIRD REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 


Cadet Haydn 8. Cole, vice Williams, promoted. 
. Cadet Henry P. McCain, vice Butler, promoted. 


FOURTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
. Cadet Austin H. Brown, vice Lovering promoted. 
FIFTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Cadet Edward R. Gilman, vice Miller, promoted. 
EIGHTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Cadet Samuel E. Smiley, vice Haden, promoted. 
NINTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Cadet Frank De W. Ramsey, vice Baxter, promoted. 
TENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
. Cadet Robert L. Bullard, vice Kirby, promoted. 


THIRTEENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
. Cadet Michael J. O’Brien, vice Davies, promoted. 
. Cadet William S. Biddle, jr., vice Goe, promoted. 
i wee Edward P. Lawton, vice Paddock, transferred to the Sixth 


18. 


BB oo 


SIXTEENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 


. Cadet Beaumont B. Buck, vice Thurston, promoted. 
. Cadet George I. Putnam, vice Newton, promoted. 


SEVENTEENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
8. Cadet Charles H. Muir, vice Chynoweth, promoted. 
TWENTY-FIRST REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
. Cadet Almon L. Parmenter, vice Patten, promoted. 
TWENTY-THIRD REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
29. Cadet Daniel B. Devore, vice Dyer, promoted. 
TWENTY-FOURTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
23. Cadet John Little, vice Leavell, promoted. ` 
25. Cadet George S. Cartwright, vice Ripley, promoted. 
TWENTY-FIFTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
37. Cadet William F. Martin, vice Glenn, promoted. 


Received the 16th day of December, 1885. 


ohn B. Christian, to be postmaster at Uniontown, in the county ot 

pay and State of Alabama, in place of James H. Houston, supended 

under the provisions of section P7638 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

George C. Clisby, to be postmaster at Montgomery, in the county of 

Montgomery and State of Alabama, in the place of Charles W. Buck- 


ke, er at Marion, in the county of Perry and 
State of Alabama, in the place of James F. Childs, resigned. 

Daniel Liddell, to be postmaster at Gadsden, in the county of Eto- 
wah and State of Alabama, in the place of Whitley T. Ewing, whose 
commission expired May 17, 1885. 

James W. Locke, to be postmaster at Greensborough, in the county 
of Hale and State of Alabama, in place of W. White Jones, ed 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

Benjamin L. Long, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county of 
Butler and State of Alabama, in place of James H. Perdue, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 
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John W. McAlester, to be postmaster at Florence, in the ae a 
Lauderdale and State of Alabama, in the place of William E. Har 
i ben e tchell, 

uben A. Mi to be postmaster at Opelika, in the county of 
Lee and State of Alabama, in the place of Isaac Heyman, whose com- 
mission expired April 23, 1884. 

(Mr. Heyman was reappointed October 18, 1884, but the nomination 

te Rucker Vien Sing, 

ames er, to be postmaster at Union § in the county 
of Bullock and State of Alabama, in place of J ak W. Raborn, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

William H. Wilds, to be postmaster at Tuscaloosa, in the county of 
Tuscaloosa and State of Alabama, in the place of J. R. Horner, resigned. 

C. S. Clark, to be postmaster at Tombstone, in the county of Cochise 
and Territory of Arizona, in the place of John P. Clum, resigned. 

William B. Alexander, to be postmaster at Pine Bluff, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Ar in place of Anthony A. C. Rogers, 
suspended under the provisions of Set m 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

Franklin D. Denton, to be postmaster at Batesville, in the county of 
Independence and State of Arkansas, in the place of John 8. Thomas, 
resigned. 

Richard B. Pulliam, to be postmaster at Eureka Springs, in the county 
of ace and State of Arkansas, in the place of John W. True, re- 
signed. 

George Beck, to be postmaster at Livermore, in the county of Ala- 
meda and State of California, the appointment of a for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
October 1, 1885. 

Albert O. Bristol, to be postmaster at Pasadena, in the county of Los 
sis and State of California, the appointment of a for the 
m e E by law, become vested in the President on and after 

pri 

Robert J. Chilton, to be postmaster at Santa Ana, in the county of 
Los ao and State of California, in the place of Charles E. French, 


resign 
Jacob Van de Grift, to be at Riverside, in the county of 
San Bernardino and State of California, in the place of Charles W. Wil- 


resigned. 

G. W. Jorres, to be at San Diego, in the county of San 
Diego and State of California, in the place of George D. Copeland, 
whose commission expired October 15, 1885. 

Edward A. Pueschel, to be postmaster at Bakersfield, in the county 
of Kern and State of California, in the place of Hiram A. Wickware, 
deceased 


William F. Roe, to be postmaster at Vallejo, in the county of Solano 
and State of California, in place of Frank A. Leach, suspended und 
provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

tates. 

Alfred R. Story, to be postmaster at Dixon, in the county of Solano 

and State of California, in the place of William Hall, 

W. J. Thomasson, to be at Gilroy, in the county of Santa 
Clara and State of California, in the place of Henry W. Briggs, whose 
commission expired March 22, 1885. 

John E. Ward, to be postmaster at Modesto, in the county of Stan- 
islaus and State of California, in of Walter F. Scott, who was 
previously designated, vice Theo. W. Ferry, 
visions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 

A. E. Buddecke, to be postmaster at Montrose, in the county of 
Montrose and State of Colorado, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after January 1, 1885. 

Thomas B. Crawford, ccioonn tet at Grand Junction, in the 
county of Mes and Stale of Colora in the place of Edwin Price, re- 
sign 

Matthew D. Crow, to be postmaster at Pueblo, in the county of 
Pueblo and State of Colorado, in the place of Irving W. Stanton, whose 


commission May 5, 1885. 
Charles C. Hathaway, to be at Del N in the county 


of Rio Grande and State of Colorado, in the place of William H. Coch- 
ran, resigned. 
Milton H. Huntress, to be postmaster at Breck in the county 


of Summit and State of Colorado, in the place of Samuel D. Wilson, 
resigned. 

Lyman Thompson, to be postmaster at South Pueblo, in the county 
of =a and State of Colorado, in the place of George B. Stimpson, 
resign 

Henry A. Bills, to be postmaster at Winsted, in the county of Litch- 
field and State of Connecticut, in the place of Henry L. Roberts, 


resigned. 

Charles R. Chapman, to be postmaster at Hartford, in the county of 
Hartford and State of Connecticut, in the place of Leonard A. Dick- 
inson, whose commission expired May 5, 1885. 

Christian T. Georgia, to be postmaster at Unionville, in the county 
of Hartford and State of Connecticut, in place of James D. Cooke 


er wc eh resigned. 


ded under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

Willis B. Isbell, to be postmaster at Westville, in the county of New 
Haven and State of Connecticut, in the place of George L. Finney, re- 
signed. 

Silas K. Montgomery, to be postmaster at Bristol, in the county of 
Hartford and State of Connecticut, in the place of Silas M. Norton, 


resigned. 
CE Mullen, to be postmaster at Putnam, in the county of 
Windham and State of Connecticut, in the place of Perry P. Wilsen, 


resigned. 

Marshall P. Ryder, to be postmaster at Plainville, in the county of 
Hartford and State of Connecticut, in the place of Edwin F. Tomlinson, 
whose commission expired May 5, 1885. 

Henry N. Wales, to be postmaster at Willimantic, in the county of 
Windham and State of Connecticut, in the place of James Walden, 
resigned. 

George D. Whittlesey, to be postmaster at New London, in the county 
of New London and State of Connecticut, in the place of William H. 
Tubbs, resigned. 

Burritt B. S Breed, to be postmaster at Lisbon, in the county of Ran- 
som and Territory ‘of Dakota, in the place of Richard D. Bigger, de- 


Cornelius Carr, to be postmaster at Woonsocket, in the county of 
Sanborn and Territory of Dakota, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after July 1, 1885. 

Francis G. Horton, to be postmaster at Ellendale, in the county of 
Dickey and Territory of Dakota, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after April 1, 1885. 

George T. Lashell, to be postmaster at Larimore, in the county of 
Grand Forks and Territory of Dakota, in the place of Lyman P. Good- 
hue, resigned. 

George J. Love, to be postmaster at Huron, in the county of Beadle 
and Territory of Dakota, in place of John Cain, suspended under the 
provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

Edward B. Miller, to be postmaster at Pierre, in the county of Hughes 
and Territory of Dakota, in place of Seth M. Laird, suspended under 
the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised. Statutes of the United 
States. 

John D. Pratt, to be postmaster at Ipswich, in the county of Ed- 
munds and Territory of Dakota, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said offices having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after July 1, 1885. 

Michael P. Slattery, to be postmaster at Bismarck, in the county of 
Burleigh and Territory of Dakota, in the place of Clement A. Louns- 


Thomas, to be postmaster at Watertown, in the county 
of Codington and Territory of Dakota, in the place of John I. Monka, 
whose commission expired October 15, 1885. 

Leonard Dozier, to be postmaster at Ocala, in the county of Marion 
and State of Florida, in the place of Benjamin C. Harter, resigned. 

C. C. Yonge, jr., to be r at Pensacola, in the county of Es- 
cambia and State of Florida, in the place of John , suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

-William S. Evans, to be postmaster at La Grange, in the county of 
Troup and State of Georgia, in the place of John C. Beall, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

Thomas Hardeman, to be er at Macon, in the county of Bibb 
and State of Georgia, in the place of William W. Brown, resigned. 

William Milner, to be postmaster at Cartersville, in the county of 
Bartow and State of Georgia, in the place of Jesse R. Wikle, resigned. 

J. C. Roney, to be postmaster at Americus, in the county of Sumter 
and State of Georgia, in place of William A. Black, suspended under 
the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. 

Benjamin E. Russell, to be postmaster at Bainbridge, in the county 
of Detar and State of Georgia, in the place of Jesse A. Wilder, re- 
signed. 

Y. G. Rust, to be postmaster at Albany, in the county of Dougherty 
and State of Georgia, in the place of Charles W. Arnold, resigned. 

Thomas J. Watt, to be postmaster at Columbus, in the county of Mus- 
cogee and State of Georgia, in place of Thaddeus C. Sturgis, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes ot 
the United States. 

Henry Bews, to be postmaster at Hailey, in the county of Alturas 
and Territory of Idaho, in the place ot H. Z. Burkhart, resigned. 

Charles A. Foster, to be at Bellevue, in the county of Al- 
a and Territory of Idaho, in the place of Erwin W. Johnson, re- 
signed. 

E. B. Williams, to be at Ketchum, in the county of Al- 
ont and Territory of Idaho, in the place of Henry F. Stewart, re- 
signed. 
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Samuel Berry, to be postmaster at Winchester, in the county of Scott 
und State of Illinois, in place of Mathew Brennan, suspended under 
the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. 


a the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
tates. 

Frank Shutt, to be postmaster at Litchfiel 
gomery and State of Illinois, in the place of William Campbell, re- 


in the county of Mont- 


Christian Blievernicht, to be postmaster at Elmhurst, in the county | signed. 


of Du Page and State of Illinois, in place of Jacob Gloss, whose com- 
mission expired October 14, 1885. 

George E. Blackstone, to be postmaster at Paxton, in the county of 
Ford and State of Illinois, in the place of Theodore M. King, whose 
commission expired October 15, 1885. 

Andrew Borders, to be postmaster at Sparta, in the county of Ran- 
dolph and State of Illinois, in the place of James D. Watson, whose 
commission expired May 20, 1885. 

Thomas J. Carroll, to be postmaster at Bunker Hill, in the county 
of Macoupin and State of Illinois, in place of Fenwick Y. Hedley, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

J. 8. Catherwood, to be postmaster at Hoopeston, in the county of 
Vermillion and State of Illinois, in the place of Dale Wallace, resigned. 

Michael W. Corbett, to be postmaster at Aurora, in the county of 
Bane and State of Illinois, in the place of Oscar B. Knickerbocker, 

eceased 


Martin V. Daggett, to be postmaster at Tuscola, in the county of 
Douglas and State of Illinois, in the place of Henry R, Ingraham, re- 
signed. 

John H. Golden, to be postmaster at Minonk, in the county of 
Woodford and State of Illinois, in the place of Melvin A. Cushing, 
resigned. 

Charles G. Hagnauer, to be postmaster at Highland, in the county of 

Madison and State of Illinois, in place of Louis Kinne, suspended under 

se provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
tates. 

John L. Handley, to be postmaster at Fairfield, in the county of 
Wayne and State of Illinois, in place of Thomas W. Scott, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, 

C. A. Hartmann, to be postmaster at Collinsville, in the county of 
Madison and State of Illinois, in place of Sarah H. Nelson, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. 

John Hartley, to be postmaster at Henry, in the county of Marshall 
and State of Illinois, in the place of Peleg S. Perley, resigned. 

Frank W. Havill, to be postmaster at Mount Carmel, in the county 
of ape and State of Illinois, in the place of Robert T. Wilkinson, 
resigned. 

Joseph F. Henderson, to be postmaster at Aledo, in the county of 
Mercer and State of Illinois, in the place of John M. McKinney, jr., 
whose commission expired May 5, 1885. 

William 8. Hervey, to be postmaster at Carlyle, in the county of 
Clinton and State of Illinois, in the place of Joseph W. Maddux, whose 
commission expired October 15, 1885. 

Edward M. Kinman, to be postmaster at Jacksonville, in the county 
of Morgan and State of Illinois, in place of John Gordon, ded 
aod the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

Charles T. Marsh, to be postmaster at Oregon, in the county of Ogle 
and State of Illinois, in place of Benjamin F, Sheets, suspended under 
the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. 

John W. Marshall, to be postmasterat McLeansborough, in the county 
of Hamilton and State of Illinois, in place of Charles M. Lyon, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of of 
the United States. 

Bazel D. Meek, to be postmaster at Eureka, in the county of Wood- 
ford and State of ‘Tllinois, in the place of Francis B. Jeanpert, resigned. 

Ambrose M. Miller, to be — at eran in the county of 
Logan and State of Illinois, in the Di of A. D. Cadwallader, whose 
commission expires December 20, 1 

George W. McMillen, to be at Mount Sterling, in the 
county of Brown and State of Illinois, in place of Jacob Friendlich, 
suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

William H. Newcomb, to be at Pana, in the county of 
Christian and State of Illinois, in the place of Joseph N. Patton, whose 
commission expired October 15, 1885. 

John P. Norvell, to be ter at Danville, in the county of Ver- 
milion and State of Illinois, in place of William R. Jewell, suspended 
under the provisions of sition 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

S. Barclay Radebaugh, to be postmaster at Urbana, in the county of 
Champaign and State of Illinois, in place of Francis M. Wright, sus- 
pended under the provisicas of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of 


the United States. 
Andrew J. Reddick, to be master at La Salle, in the county of 
y, Suspended un- 


La Salle and State of Illinois, in place of Dan. A. 


John D. Stevens, to be postmaster at , in the county of Han- 
cock and State of Illinois, in the place of W. H. D. Noyes, resigned. 

Henry F. Tallman, to be postmaster at Lanark, in the county of Car- 
roll and State of Illinois, in the place of Henry Foulds, resigned and 
sineé deceased. 

Joseph Vonnahme, to be ter at East Saint Louis, in the 
county of Saint Clair and State of Illinois, in the place of John B. Sik- 
king, resigned. _ 

George K. Yerington, to be at Girard, in the county of 
Macoupin and State of Ilinois, in the place of Albert G. Leigh, whose 
commission expired October 15, 1885. 

E. E. Waggoner, to be postmaster at Shelbyville, in the county of 
Shelby and State of Illinois, in the place of Samuel H. Webster, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

John D. Waterman, to be postmaster at Rockford, in the county of 
Winnebago and State of Illinois, in place of Thomas G. Lawler, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

William N. Martin, to be postmaster at Muscogee, in the county of 
Creek Nation and Indian Territory, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after April 1, 1885. 

Walter S. Armstrong, to be postmaster at Kokomo, in the county of 
Howard and State of Indiana, in place of Orlando A. Somers, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

M. A. Barnett, to be ter at Madison, in the county of Jeffer- 
son and State of Indiana, in the place of John W. Linck, whose com- 
mission expired May 18, 1885. 

E. Volney Bingham, to be postmaster at Mishawaka, in the county 
of Saint Joseph and State of Indiana, in the place of George C. Merri- 
field, whose commission expires December 15, 1885. 

Norval Blackburn, to be postmaster at Decatur, in the ater of 
Adams and State of Indiana, in the place of Shaffer Peterson, resi 

Michael Boland, to be postmaster at Fama, in the county of Dekalb 
and State of Indiana, in the place of George W. Gordon, suspended 
under the provisions of or 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

Benjamin P. Brown, to be postmaster at Franklin, in the county of 
Jokai n and State of Indiana, in the place of William M. Conner, re- 
sign 

Eli W. Brown, to be postmaster at Columbia City, in bow county of 
Whitley and State of Indiana, in place of John W Bak er, suspended 
tea ie the provisions of section 17690 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

tates, 

James C. Carlton, to be postmaster at Bedford, in the county of Law- 
rence and State of Indiana, in the place of Henry’ Davis, whose commis- 


sion expired yond 9, 1885. 

George W. Coo per, to be ter at Columbus, in the county of 
Bartholomew an a State of Indi in the place of Isaac T. Brown, 
whose commission expired May 9, 1 

H W. Cook, to be ter at Michigan City, in the county of 
La Porte and State of Indi in place of John H. Peters, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

A. B. Crampton, to be postmaster at Delphi, in the county of Carroll 
and State of Indiana, in the place of James M. Watts, resigned. 

Oliver 8. Dale, to be postmaster at Monticello, in the county of 
White and State of Indiana, in place of William J. Huft, ded 
bang the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the Uni- 

tates. 

James Elder, to be postmaster at Richmond, in the county of Wayne 
and State of Indiana, in place of Edwin D. Palmer, suspended under 
jee provisions of section P768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

tates. 

Joshua Ernest, to be postmaster at Sullivan, in the county of Sulli- 
van and State of Indiana, in place of Uriah Coulson, suspended under 
feri provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

tates. 

William H. Evans, to be postmaster at Princeton, in the county of 
Gibson and State of Indiana, in place of Erastus R. Pinney, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

Morman Fisher, to be postmaster at Huntingburg, in the county of 
Dubois and State of Indiana, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 


April 1, 1885. 
Hace Frey, to be postmaster at Angola, in the county of 


gang, 
Steuben and Stateo: Indiana, in placeof Francis Macartney, suspended 


1885. 
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under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

William P. Hale, to be postmaster at Peru, in the cm of Miami 
and State of Indiana, in place of George I. suspended under the 
provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

John M. Higgs, to be postmaster at Connersville, in the county of 
Fayette and State of Indiana, in place of John W. Ross, ed 
under the provisions of Section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

Francis M. Householder, to be postmaster at Noblesville, in the 
county of Hamilton and State of Indiana, in the place of James K. 
Fisher, ig we 

William Huber, to be postmaster at Lawrenceburg, in the county of 
Dearborn and State of Indiana, in place of ThomasJ. Lucas, ded 
— the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

tates. 

Juliette M. Jones, to be postmaster at Cambridge City, inthe county 
of Wayne and State of Tadina in place of Frank C. Mosbaugh, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

James E. Kackley, to be postmaster at Vincennes, in the county of 
Knox and State of Indiana, in the place of William D. Lewis, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

William Kaough, to be postmaster at Fort Wayne, in the county of 
Allen and State of Indiana, in the place of Frederick W. Keil, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

James W. Lauer, to be postmaster at Evansville, in the county of 
Vanderburgh and State of Indiana, in the place of Henry S. Bennett, 
suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. ; 

Mrs. Julia Loer, to be postmaster at New Castle, in the county of 
Henry and State of Indiana, in the place of Leander S. Denius, re- 
signed, 

Benjamin F. Louthain, to be postmaster at Logansport, in the county 
of Cass and State of Indiana, in the place of Edward N. Talbott, re- 
signed. 

uire L. Major, to be postmaster at Shelbyville, in the county of 
Shelby and State of Indiana, in place of Alfred P. Bone, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

William G. Morris, to be aster at Frankfort, in the county of 
Clinton and State of Indiana, in place of William H. Hart, ed 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 


United States. 

John Neff, to be master at Winchester, in the county of Ran- 
dolph and State of iana, in place of Charles E. Ferris, ded 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 


United States. 

W. H. Norton, to be at in the county of Elkhart 
and State of in the place of Alba M. Tucker, ed. 

John O’Donnell, to be at Mitchell, in the county of Law- 


7 

rence and State of Indiana, in the place of George Z. Wood, w 
mission expired May 9, 1885. 

John W. a be postmaster at Anderson, in the county of Mad- 
ison and State of Indiana, in the place of Stephen Metcalf, resigned. 

James E. Pinnell, to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county of 
Boone and Leue ele tates theplace oP pama Se reer resigned. 

Reynolds, to be postmaster at Plymouth, e county of 

ah and State of Indiana, in place of William M. Kendall, sus- 
pended under the provisions of on 1768 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

Robert M. Roberson, to be postmaster at Tipton, in the county of 
Tipton and State of Indiana, in place of Stephen Lowley, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 


com- 


United States. 
Thomas J. to be postmaster at Wabash, in the county of 
Wabash and State of Indiana, in the place of Daniel Sayre, whose com- 


mission expired May 5, 1885. 

Albert A. Sparks, to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, in the county 
of Posey and State of Indiana, in place of Charles J. Hovey, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

C. S. Stoy, to be postmaster at Butler, in the county of De Kalb and 
State of Indiana, in place of Miss Ida der, suspended under the 
provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

Frederick W. Verbarg, to be at North Vernon, in the 
county of Jennings and State of Indiana, in place of Walter S. Prather, 
suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

Robert E. Austin, to be postmaster at Tama City, in the county of 
Tama and State of Iowa, in place of Flavius J. M. Wonser, ded 
Marsi eei section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 


Jacob L. Bake, to be postmaster at Red Oak, in the county of Mont- 
gomery and State of Iowa, in the place of Elliot 8. Rogers, whose com- 
mission expired May 5, 1885. 

George W. Bell, to be postmaster at Webster City, in the county of 


Hamilton and State of Iowa, in place of John D. Hunter, ed 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

David M. Bossert, to be postmaster at Jefferson, in the county of 
Greene and State of Iowa, in the place of Justus M. Rhoads, resigned. 

Thomas Bowman, to be postmaster at Council Bluffs, in the county 
of Pottawattamie and State of Iowa, in place of Philip Armour, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. ` 

Annie Brennock, to be postmaster at Dunlap, in the county of Har- 
rison and State of Iowa, in the place of George W. Thompson, resigned. 

Charles E. Bronson, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the county 
of Delaware and State of Iowa, in the place of William C. Cauley, whose 
commission expired March 22, 1885. 

T. S. Brokaw, to be ter at Mount Vernon, in the county of 
Linn and State of Iowa, in the place of Simon H. Bauman, whose com- 
mission expired October 25, 1885. 

Sumner B. to be postmaster at Osage, in the county of 
Mitchell and State of Iowa, in place of Frank G. Atherton, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

Samuel M. Childs, to be postmaster at Atlantic, in the county of 
Cass and State of Iowa, in the place of Lafayette F. Mullens, resigned. 

C. C. Colclo, to be postmaster at Carroll, in the county of Carroll 
and State of Iowa, in place of Eugene R. Hastings, suspended for ill- 
ness, by his request. 

Eliphalet B. Crawford, to be postmaster at Sioux City, in the county 
of Woodbury and State of Iowa, in place of Edwin R. Kirk, ed 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

Charles Doerr, to be erat Fort Madison, in the county of 
Lee and State of Iowa, in the place of Charlie A. Lisle, resigned. 

A. L. Downard, to be r at Marengo, in the county of Iowa 
and State of Iowa, in place of Hamilton R. Crenshaw, suspended under 
ree provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

tates. 

Paul Dowlin, to be postmaster at Greenfield, in the county of Adair 
and State of Iowa, in the place of Ebenezer Spooner, resigned. 

John L. Etzel, to be postmaster at Clear Lake, in the county of Cerro 
Gordo and State of Iowa, in the place of Alfred D. Eldridge, resigned. 

Samuel B. Evans, to be postmaster at Ottumwa, in the county of 
Wapello and State of Iowa, in place of Au H. Hamilton, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

Harry C. Evans, to be postmaster at Bloomfield, in the county of 
Davis and State of Iowa, in place of A. H. Fortune, suspended under 
Sr provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

tates. 

E. D. Fenn, to be postmaster at Nevada, in the county of Story and 
State of Iowa, in the place of Thomas J. Ross, suspended under the 
provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 

John Finn, to be postmaster at Decorah, in the county of Winneshiek 
and State of Iowa, in place of Ansel K. Bailey, suspended under the 
provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

Patrick Gibbons, to be postmaster at Keokuk, in the county of Lee 
and State of Iowa, in place of Samuel M. Clark, ded under the 
provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

William B. Gillespie, to be postmaster at Traer, in the county of 
Tama and State of Iowa, in the place of John W. Hart, resigned. 

J. M. Gilliland, to be at Nashua, in the county of Chick- 
asaw and State of Iowa, in place of Joseph F. Grawe, under 
the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 


States. 
Russell J. Harrison, to be aster at Toledo, in the county of Tama 
of Mrs, E. L. Dillman. igned. — 


and State of Iowa, in the p , Tesign 
J. J. Hartenbower, to be at Sheldon, in the county of 


O’Brien and State of Iowa, in the place of Edward C. Brown, resigned. 

S. W. Hobbs, to be postmaster at Storm Lake, in the county of Buena 
Vista and State of Iowa, in place of Warner L. Vestal, ded under 
the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 


es, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of Linn 
and State of Iowa, in the place of H. Lizzie J. McClellan, resigned. 

Theodore W. Ivory, to be postmaster at Glenwood, in the county of 
Mills and State of Iowa, in the place of Thomas L. Stephens, resigned. 

T. M. Lynn, to be at Grundy Centre, in the county of 
—— and State of Iowa, in the place of Charles W. Reynolds, re- 
signed. 

P. D. Minick, to be postmaster at Villisca, in the county of Mont- 
gomery and State of Iowa, in the place of John M. Patton, whose com- 
mission expired October 29, 1885. 
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Joseph R. Ratekin, to be r at Shenandoah, in the county 
of Page and State of Iowa, in the place of H. P. Duffield, resigned. 

Abraham Rose, to be postmaster at Vinton, in the county of Benton 
and State of Iowa, in the place of John F. Pyne, resigned. 

William T. Sharp, to be postmaster at Brooklyn, in the county of 
Poweshiek and State of Iowa, in place of George Phillips, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

Parley Sheldon, to be postmaster at Ames, in the county of Story 
and State of Iowa, in the place of John Watts, resigned. 

Edward H. Thayer, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county of 
Clinton and State of Iowa, in the place of Charles H. Toll, resigned. 

A. D. Tinsley, to be postmaster at Sibley, in the county of Osceo 
and State of Iowa, in the place of Henry S. Brown, resigned. 

James F. Vogt, to be postmaster at Le Mars, in the county of Ply- 
mouth and State of Iowa, in place of James M. Emery, suspended under 
ae provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

tates. 

James V. Ward, to be postmaster at Cherokee, in the county of Chero- 
kee and State of Iowa, in the place of Robert M. Smith, resigned. 

Milton H. Westbrook, to be postmaster at Lyons, in the county of 
Clinton and State of Iowa, in place of Theron R. Beers, suspended 
Tonet the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

tates. 

D. C. West, to be postmaster at Perry, in the county of Dallas and 
State of Iowa, in the place of Lindsey Willis, whose commission ex- 
gp ir gae postmaster at Hamb th f Fre- 

ise, to a mburg, in the county o 
mont and State of Iowa, in place of Herman C. Coolbaugh, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

George S. Witters, to be postmaster at Ida Grove, in the county of 
Ida and State of Iowa, in the place of Charles N. Clark, whose com- 
missionexpired May 17, 1885. 

James P. Alcorn, to be at Kinsley, in the county of Ed- 
wards and State of Kansas, the appointment of a for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1885. 

Max J. Alwens, to be ter at Belleville, in the county of Re- 
public and State of Kansas, the appointment of a for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
July 1, 1885. 

Hattie P. Bain, to be postmaster at Great Bend, in the county of Bar- 
ton and State of Kansas, in the place of Edward L. Chapman, whose 
commission expired October 15, 1885. 

William Becker, to be postmaster at Marysville, in the county of 
Marshall and State of Kansas, in place of William H. Smith, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

Othniel Beeson, to be postmaster at Caldwell, in the county of Sum- 
ner and State of Kansas, in the place of Simeon Donaldson, whose com- 
mission expired October 15, 1885. 

William C. Butts, to be postmaster at Valley Falls, in the county of 
Jefferson and State of Kansas, in the place of Albert G. Patrick, re- 
signed. 

John R. Brunt, to be at Osage Mission, in the county of 
Neosho and State of Kansas, in the place of James S. Custis, resigned. 

Samuel T. Carrico, to be r at Harper, in the county of 
Harper and State of Kansas, in the place of James O. Graham, resigned. 

Colin Campbell, to be at Florence, in the county of Ma- 
rion and State of Kansas, in the place of William A. Stanford, resigned. 

Gottlieb Christ, to be postmaster at Sabetha, in the county of Ne- 
maha and State of Kansas, in the place of James F. Clough, whose 
commission expired May 17, 1885. 

Jno. F. Cottrell, to be postmaster at Fort Scott, in the county of 
Bourbon and State of Kansas, in the place of Thomas F. Robley, re- 
signed. 

. Benjamin F. Devore, to be postmaster at Independence, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Kansas, in the place of William T. Yoe, 
resigned. 

Frank W. Frye, to be postmaster at Parsons, in the county of Labette 
and State of Kansas, in the place of Samuel O. Fletcher, resigned. 

Joseph B. Fugate, to be rat Newton, in the county of Har- 
vey and State of Kansas, in place of Henry C. Ashbaugh, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 


States. 

Hugh V. Gavigan, to be postmaster at Columbus, in the county of 
Cherokee and State of Kansas, in the place of Matthew W. Coulter, re- 
signed. 

Charles Hardcastle, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of Ma- 
rion and State of Kansas, in the place of Francis Bower, whose commis- 
sion expired October 15, 1885. 

Samuel J. Hess, to be at Fredonia, in the county of Wil- 
son and State of Kansas, in place of Miles T. Cantrell, suspended under 
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the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. 


Robert W. Hill, to be postmaster at Jewell, in the county of Jewell 
and State of Kansas, the appointment of a postmaster for the said of- 
fice having, by law, become vested in the President on and after Octo- 
ber 1, 1885. 

J. P. De Jarnette, to be postmaster at Chetopa, in the county of La- 
bette and State of Kansas, in the place of James M. Cavaness, resigned. 

J. G. Johnson, to be postmaster at Peabody, in the county of Marion 
and State of Kansas, in the place of Bertine Pinkney, resigned. 

R. E. Lawrenson, to be postmaster at Junction City, in the county of 
Davis and State of Kansas, in the place of Frank Patterson, whose com- 
mission expired March 22, 1885. 

Ebenezer M. Lockwood, to be postmaster at Burlington, in the county 
of Coffey and State of Kansas, in place of Ansel D. Brown, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

Thomas R. Love, to be postmaster at Wellington, in the county of 
Sumner and State of Kansas, in the place of Joseph Y. Coffman, re- 
signed. 

Frank E. Martin, to be postmaster at Larned, in the county of Paw- 
nee and State of Kansas, in place of Timothy M. McCarthy, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

J. A. Mantey, to be postmaster at Mound City, in the county of Linn 
and State of Kansas, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
peer by law, become vested in the President on and after July 

, 1885. 

Justinian Mayberry, to be postmaster at Burlingame, in the county 
of Osage and State of Kansas, in the place of George W. Doty, whose 
commission expired May 5, 1885. 

Walter W. McGrew, to be postmaster at Eureka, in the county of 
peepee wa and State of Kansas, in the place of James W. Nicholas, 
T 

omas A. McCleary, to be postmaster at Medicine Lodge, in the 
county of Barber and State of Kansas, in the place of William D. Van 
Slyke, resigned. 

Clement Philbrick, to be postmaster at Halstead, in the county of 
Harvey and State of Kansas, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
April 1, 1885. 

F. M. Reamer, to be postmaster at Dodge City, in the county of Ford 
and State of Kansas, in place of N. B. Klaine, s ed under the 
provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

A. Rieder, to be postmaster at Anthony, in the county of Har- 
per and State of Kansas, in the place of Amasa S. Lindsay, resigned. 

George C. Rembaugh, to be postmaster at Winfield, in the county 
of Cowley and State of Kansas, in the place of Daniel A. Millington, 


resigned. 

George W. Sain, to be postmaster at Nickerson, in the county of 
Reno and State of Kansas, the appointment of a for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
October 1, 1885. 

B. J. Sheridan, to be postmaster at Paola, in the county of Miami 
and State of Kansas, in the place of Leslie J. Perry, resigned. 

Martin N. Sinnott, to be postmaster at Arkansas City, in the county 
of Cowley and State of Kansas, in the place of James C. Topliff, resigned. 

George M. Ufford, to be postmaster at Wa Keeney, in the county of 
Trego and State of Kansas, in the place of James W. Millard, resigned. 

Ethan Wait, to be postmaster at Kin , in the county of Kingman 
and State of Kansas, in the place of Clayton W. Myers, resigned. 

E. V. Wharton, to be postmaster at Yates Centre, in the county of 
Woodson and State of Kansas, the appointment of a for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
April 1, 1885. 

R. E. Cook, to be postmaster at Henderson, in the county of Hen- 
derson and State of Kentucky, in place of Harvey S. Park, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

A. H. Dudley, to be postmaster at Princeton, in the county of Cald- 
well and State of Kentucky, in the place of Robert M. Cravens, re- 
signed. 

Thomas M. Goodknight, to be postmaster at Franklin, in the county 
of Simpson and State of Kentucky, in the place of Joseph B. Harris, 


resigned. 

James Kennady, to be postmaster at dames in the county 
of Daviess and State of Kentucky, in the place of Lawson Reno, re- 
signed. 

James R. Marrs, to be ter at Danville, in the county of Boyle 
and State of Kentucky, in the place of Joseph 8. Linney, resigned. 

James H. McConnell, to be postmaster at Catlettsburg, in the 
county of Boyd and State of Kentucky, in the place of James S. Wood, 
suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

Samuel M. Peacock, to be postmaster at Lancaster, in the county of 
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Garrard and State of Kentucky, in the place of Hall Anderson, whose 
commission expired October 14, 1885. 

E. H. Porter, to be postmaster at Bowling Green, in the county of 
Warren and State of Kentucky, in the place of William E. Hobson, 


resigned. 

Augustine C. Respess, to be postmaster at Maysville, in the county 
of Mason and State of Kentucky, in the place of Morris C. Hutchins, 
resigned. 

G. R. Rodman, to be postmaster at Frankfort, in the county of 
Franklin and State of Kentucky, in place of James G. Hatchitt, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

R. C. § , to be at Madisonville, in the county of Hop- 
kins and State of Kentucky, in place of Ebenezer B. Frost, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

Henry F. Taylor, to be at Fulton, in the county of Fulton 
and State of Kentucky, in place of John F. Hall, suspended under 
the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. ; 

William W. Wathen, to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county 
of Marion and State of Kentucky, in the place of Adolph B. Hilpp, whose 
commission expired October 14, 1885. 

James D. Watson, to be postmaster at Mayfield, in the county of 
Graves and State of Kentucky, in the placeof John T. Happy, resigned. 

Samuel H. Buck, to be ter at New Orleans, in the county of 
Orleans and State of Louisiana, in place of Washington B. Merchant, 
suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

Isaiah Garrett, to be postmaster at Monroe, in the county of Ouachita 
and State of Louisiana, in the place of Julius Ennemoser, resigned. 

Carmelite C. Guilfoux, to be postmaster at New Iberia, in the county 
of Iberia and State of Louisiana, in the place of Charles Decuir, re- 


signed. 

WVilliam P. Hurley, to be postmaster at Rockland, in the county of 
Knox and State of Maine, in the place of George W. Kimball, jr., whose 
commission expires December 16, 1885. 

Lemuel B. Fowler, to be postmaster at A in the county of 
Kennebec and State of Maine, in the place of Joseph H. Manley, whose 
commission expired May 21, 1885. 

Nathaniel A. Swett, to be postmaster at Saccarappa, in the county 
of Cumberland and State of Maine, in place of James M. Webb, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

Henry Williams, to be postmaster at Frederick, in the county of 
Frederick and State of Maryland, in the place of Charles W. Miller, 
resigned. 

Tewi S. Fowler, to be postmaster at Chestertown, in the county of 
Kent and State of Maryland, in the place of William H. Hamilton, de- 
ceased 


Daniel C. Hopper, to be postmaster at Centreville, in the county of 
Queen Anne State of Maryland, in the place of William J. Hand, 
aie E A be mr sara pg PEPEE in the f 

Frank T. Spinney, to a county o. 
Middlesex and State of Masenchusetta, in the place of John H. Eames, 
resigned. 

oars C. Stark, to be postmaster at Hyde Park, in the county of 
Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Silas P. Blodgett, 
resigned. 

Aeth Watson, to be postmaster at Northampton, in the county of 
Hampshire and Stateof Massachusetts, in the place of Lorenzo W. Joy, 
whose removal for cause is hereby proposed. 

William L. Williams, to be postmaster at Melrose, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Susan E. East- 
man, ed. 

Edward McDonald, to be postmaster at Lenox, in the county of Berk- 
shire and State of Massachusetts, the appointment of-a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
a av Aches, to be postmaster at South Framingham, in th 

Jo . Lom the 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Wil- 
lard Howe, resigned. 

Simeon A. Jacobs, to be postmaster at Chicopee, in the county of 
Hampden and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Arthur F. Gay- 
lord, resigned. 

Albert A. Haggett, to be postmaster at Lowell, in the county of Mid- 
diaez aa State of Massachusetts, in the place of Edward T. Rowell, 
resign: 

Adrian Foote, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county of Middle- 
sex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of James H. Jones, de- 


Charles H. Adams, to be postmaster at Allegan, in the county of Al- 
legan and State of Michigan, in the place of George R. Stone, resigned. 

Charles A. Bowles, to be postmaster at , in the county of Al- 
legan and State of Michigan, in the place of Henry E. Botsford, whose 
commission expired May 5, 1885. 


Byron Bradley, to be postmaster at Reed City, in the county of Osce- 
ola and State of Michigan, in the place of James N. Crocker, whose 
commission expired October 14, 1885. 

James Blair, to be postmaster at Grand Rapids, in the county of Kent 
and State of Michigan, inplace of Heman N. Moore, suspended under 
the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. 

Cornelius S. Barrett, to be postmaster at Charlotte, in the county of 
Eaton and State of Michigan, in the place of Frank E. Leiter, resigned. 

A. W. Copland, to be postmaster at Detroit,in the county of Wayne 
and Stateof Michigan, in place of George C. Codd, suspended under the 
provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

Edward Duffy, to be postmaster at Ann Arbor, in the county of 
Washtenaw and State of Michigan, in place of Jerome C. Knowlton, 

ded under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

Timothy Killian, to be postmaster at Escanaba, in thecounty of Delta 
and State of Michigan, in place of Edwin P. Barras, suspended under 
Ho provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

tates. 

Samuel S. Lacey, to be postmaster at Marshall, in the county of Cal- 
houn and State of Michigan, in place of William R. Lewis, ded 
made the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

tates. 

William A, Lewis, to be postmaster at Evart, in the county of Osce- 
ola and State of Michigan, in the place of Joseph Sayles, whose com- 
mission expired May 5, 1885. 

Marshall P. Maxon, to be ter at Union City, in the county of 
Branch and State of Michigan, in the place of David G. Easton, re- 
signed. 

Henry H. Porter, to be postmaster at Dowagiac, in the county of 
Cass and State of Michigan, in the place of C. L. Sherwood, whose com- 
mission expires December 20, 1885. 

C. E. Ressegnie, to be postmaster at Ludington, in the county of 
Mason and State of Michigan, in the place of T. P. McMaster, resigned. 

James Russell, to be postmaster at Marquette, in the county of Mar- 
quette and State of Michigan, in place of Samuel M. Billings, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

Edwin S. Smith, to be postmaster at South Haven, in the county of 
Van Buren and State of Michigan, in the place of Charles Delamere, 
whose commission expired May 5, 1885. 

William Schermerhorn, to be postmaster at Hudson, in the county of 
Lenawee and State of Michigan, in the place of Edward J. Southworth, 


William W. Slawson, to be ter at Greenville, in the county 
of Montcalm and State of Michigan, in place of Elliot F. Grabill, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

Andrew J. Shak to be postmaster at Kalamazoo, in the county 
of Kalamazoo and State of Michigan, in place of Lyman M. Gates, 
suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

George P. Sanford, to be postmaster at Lansing, in the county of Ing- 
ham and Statejof Michigan, in place of Stephen E. Bingham, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 


States. 

George D. Stanford, to be postmaster at Grand Haven, in the county 
of Okana and State of Michigan, in the place of Samuel C. Glover, re- 
sign 

William W. Van Antwerp, to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Michigan, in place of William L. Seaton, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

John F. Wedow, to be at Marine City, in the county of 
Saint Clair, and State of Michigan, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after July 1, 1885. 

I. Parker Veazey, to be postmaster at Baltimore, in the county of 
Baltimore and State of Maryland, in the place ‘of Harrison Adreon, 
whose commission expired May, 6, 1885. 

James Delany, to be postmaster at Saint Peter, in the county of Nic- 
ollet and State of Minnesota, in the place of Joseph K. Moore, resigned. 

Alexander McKennon, to be postmaster at Crookston, in the county 
of Polk and State of Minnesota, in the place of Delos Jacobus, resigned. 

John R. Parshall, to be postmaster at Faribault, in the county of 
Rice and State of Minnesota, in place of Eden N. Leavens, whose com- 
mission ired March 22, 1885. Y 

Charles J. Strunk, to be postmaster at Shakopee, in the county of 
Scott and State of Minnesota, in place of Truman D. Strait, whose 
commission expired October 14, 1885. 

D. A. Sullivan, to be postmaster at Spring Valley, in the county of 
rimor and State of Minnesota, in the place of Benjamin F. Farmer, 
resign: 

William J. Whipple, to be postmaster at Winona, in the county of 
Winona and State of Minnesota, in place of Daniel Sinclair, suspended 
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under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. : 

John C. Wise, to be postmaster at Mankato, in the county of Blue 
Earth and State of Minnesota, in place of Louis P. Hunt, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. 

Wirt Adams, to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county of Hinds 
and State of Mississippi, in the place of George C. McKee, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

W. H. Brister, to be postmaster at Water Valley, in the county of 
Yalobusha and State of Mississippi, in place of B. G. Boothe, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

J. H. Brinker, to be postmaster at West Point, in the county of Clay 
and State of Mississippi, in place of H. H. Harrington, suspended under 
oi provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

tates. 

John §, Finley, to be postmaster at Holly Springs, in the county of 
Marshall and State of Mississippi, in the place of Mary H. Mahon, re- 


William Groome, to be postmaster at Vicksburg, in the county of 
Warren and State of Mississippi, in the place of John D. Tinney, whose 
commission expired October 15, 1885. 

Mrs. O. A. Hastings, to be postmaster at Port Gibson, in the county 
of Claiborne and State of Mississippi, in the place of Thomas Richard- 
son, whose commission expired May 5, 1885. 

Richard Holmes, to be postmaster at Natchez, in the county of Ad- 
ams and State of Mississippi, in place of William McCary, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

James C. Reed, to be postmaster at Corinth, in the county of Alcorn 
and State of Mississippi, in the place of Thomas D. Duncan, whose 
commission expired May 19, 1885. 

J. J. Shannon, to be ter at Meridian, in the county of Lauder- 
dale and State of Mississippi, in place of William M. Hancock, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

Samuel T. Bassett, to be postmaster at Richmond, in the county of 
Ray and State of Missouri, in the place of Lindell C. Cantwell, re- 
signed. 

waa Beall, to be postmaster at Rich Hill, in the county of Bates and 
State of Missouri, in place of George P. Huckeby, ded under the 
provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

William E. Black, to be ter at Gallatin, in the county of 
Daviess and State of Missouri, in place of Jehiel Tp, Day, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
a S Disk to be postmaster at Carthage, in th ty of 

eney, a in the county o 
Tiana anh State of Kfk aria place of Alonzo F. Lewis, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

John A. Collins, to be at Washington, in the county of 
Franklin and State of Missouri, in place of Daniel Q. Gale, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
T TATO. Reece: We MA Iani oh Fated Soi, tn the Or 

o i a oseph, e county o. 
Buchanan and State of Missouri, in the place of Frank M. Tracy, whose 
commission expired October 22, 1885. 

Thomas H. e, to be postmaster at Liberty, in the county of 

Clay and State of Missouri, in the place of William H. Robinson, re- 


signed. 
Chauncey W. Freeman, to be postmaster at Brookfield, in the county 
of Linn and State of Missouri, in place of James A. Arbuthnot, re- 


ed. 
nies S. Fulkerson, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the county 
of La Fayette and State of Missouri, in the place of Henry W. Turner, 
whose commission expired May 5, 1885. 

Samuel D. Garth, to be postmaster at Clinton in the county of Henry 
and State of Missouri, in the place of Isaac N. Jones, resigned. 

William Groesbeeck, to be postmaster at Independence, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Missouri, in the place of Cornell Crysler, whose 
commission expired May 5, 1885. 

Horatio S. Herbert, to be postmaster at Rolla, in thecounty of Phelps 
and State of Missouri, in the place of Hamilton E. Baker, whose com- 
mission expired May 18, 1885. 

M. Houston, to be postmaster at Harrisonville, in the county 
of Cass and State of Missouri, in the place of William T. Brison, de- 


Eli Hodge, to be postmaster at Columbia, in the county of Boone and 
State of Missouri, in the place of Henry N. Cook, whose commission ex- 
pired May 5, 1885. 

Charles W. Huggins, to be postmaster at Lamar, in the county of Bar- 
ton and State of Missouri, in the place of John B. Emery, resigned. 

William Hyde, to be postmaster at Saint Louis, in the county of 
Saint Louis and State of Missouri, in place of Rodney D. Wells, sus- 


pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

Thomas W. Locke, to be postmaster at Louisiana, in the county of 
Pike and State of Missouri, in place of William H. Purse, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statxtes of the 
United States. 

Louis Lowry, to be postmaster at Cameron, in the county of Clinton 
and State of Missouri, in place of Fred. M. Kimball, suspended under 
ae provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

tates. 

John Marens, to be postmaster at Hamilton, in the county of Cald- 
well and State of Missouri, in place of William A. Morton, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

Edmund P. Matthews, to be postmaster at Bowling Green, in the 
county of Pike and State of Missouri, in place of William J. Shepherd, 
suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

Enoch A. McLeod, to be postmaster at Palmyra, in the county of 
Marion and State of Missouri, in the place of Presley C. Lane, whose 
commission expired May 20, 1885. 

James S. McGee, to be postmaster at Paris, in the county of Monroe 
and State of Missouri, whose commission expired October 17, 1885. 

William H. Pipkin, to be ter at Springfield, in the county of 
Greene and State of Missouri, in the place of Edward R. Shipley, whose 
commission expired October 24, 1885. 

Edward D. Porter, to be postmaster at Joplin, in the county of Jasper 
and State of Missouri, whose commission ired October 24, 1885. 

Newton J. Price, to be postmaster at Neosho, in the county of New- 
ton and State of Missouri, in the place of James R. Woolfenden, whose 
commission expired May 16, 1885. 

Henry P. Renick, to be postmaster at Holden, in the county of John- 
son and State of Missouri, in place of William C. Smith, deceased. 

Francis M. Setzer, to be postmaster at Albany, in the county of 
Gentry and State of Missouri, in place of Adrian C. Case, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

Thomas M. Shelton, to be postmaster at Windsor, in the county of 
Henry and State of Missouri, in the place of Walter T. Glover, resigned. 

George M. Shelley, to be postmaster at Kansas City, in the county of 
Jackson and State of Missouri, in the place of Theodore S. Case, whose 
commission expired October 25, 1885. 

Benjamin B. Smith, to be postmaster at Chillicothe, in the county of 
Livingston and State of Missouri, in the placeof Eli J, Marsh, resigned. 

William H. Tatum, to be ter at pri ae in the county of 
Howard and State of Missouri, in the place of William C, Dewey, re- 


signed. _ 
James E. Watson, to be at Fulton, in the county of Cal- 
laway and State of Missouri, in place of David W. Ebersole, suspended 


under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

Charles J. Walden, to be postmaster at Fayette, in the county o1 
Howard and State of Missouri, in the place of M. S. Lake, resigned. 

John T. Wrinkle, to be postmaster at Plattsburg, in the county ot 
Clinton and State of Missouri, in the piace of Francis D. Phillips, 
whose commission expired October 24, 1885. 

Robertz P. Menefee, to be ter at Bozeman, in the county 
of Gallatin and Territory of Montana, in place of Edward C. Alder- 
son, suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, 

John , to be at Anaconda, in the county of Deer 
Lodge and Territory of Montana, the appointment of a postmaster for 
said office having, by Jaw, become v in the President on and after 
October 1, 1885. 


Hermon A. P ill, to be postmaster at Peterborough, in the 
county of Hillsborongh and State of New Hampshire, in the place of 
Wilbur E. Davis, whose commission expires December 16, 1885. 


John Van der to be postmaster at Matteawan, in the county 
of Dutchess and State of New York, in tao pisos of Abram Van Tine, 
whose commission expires December 16, 1885. 

Willard H. Tappan, to be postmaster at Baldwinsville, in the county 
of Onondaga and State of New York,in the place of William W. Perkins, 
whose commission expires December 11, 1885. 

Edward T. Best, to be postmaster at Neligh, in the county of Ante- 
lope and State of Nebraska, in the place of J. Jones Melick, resigned. 

Miss Caradora Clark, to be postmaster at Blair, in the county of 
Washington and State of Nebraska, in the place of Lozein F. Hilton, re- 
signed. 

Adam Fi m, to be postmaster at North Platte, in the county of 
Lincoln and State of Nebraska, in place of John E. Evans, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

John A. Frawley, to be postmaster at Stormsburg, in the county 
of Polk and State of Nebraska, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1885, 
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John S. Kittle, to nod pua at Seward, in the poet of Sew- 
ard and State of Neb , in the place of Charles E. Van Pelt, whose 
commission et May 5; 1885. 

Edward H. Krier, to aster at Plum Creek, in the county 
of Dawson and State of Nebraska, in the place of George Little, re- 


signed, 

Alvin S. Marsh, to be postmaster at Red Cloud, in the oam of 
Won and State of Nebraska, in the place of Manley B. itt, 
resigned. 

James Murray, to be postmaster at Fremont, in the county of 
Dodge and State of Nebraska, in the place of Hiram O. Paine, re- 
si 

A. Paxton, to be postmaster at Valentine, in the county 
of Cherry and State of Nebraska, the appointment of a T 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 


on and after July 1, 1885, 

Simeon Sawyer, to be tmaster at Fairmount, in the county of 
le a and State of Nebraska, in the place of Virgil A. Stuart, 
resign 

Alonzo P. Sharp, to be postmaster at McCook, in the county of 
Red Willow and State of Nebraska, the appointment of a 
for the said office tarag by law, me vested in the President on 


me Ftc se ba SS tS ior, in th ty of 

eo. é r at Superior, in the county o 
Nuekolis and Btate of Nebraska, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 


on and after July 1, 1885. 

Sanford L. Sturtevant, to be at Fullerton, in the county 
of Nance and State of Nebraska, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 


on and after April 1, 1885. 


George H. y, to be aster at Wilbur, in the county of 
Saline and State of Ne Brg the place of Horace Cole, whose 
commission expired June 16, 1884. 


Albert Watkins, to be postmaster at Lincoln, in the county of Lan- 
easter and State of Nebraska, in the place of Joseph MoBride, whose 
commission expired October 19, 1885. 

Forrest L, eedon, to be postmaster at York, in the county of 
Jae ue State of Nebraska, in the place of Lemuel J. Gaudy, re- 

gn 

F. E. Wilson, to be 


$r Bn place of James Irish, whose 
ey, to be at Ravenna, in the county of 
and State of Ohio, in the pue of Winfield S. Krake whose 

e ion nt at New York 


commission expires December 16, 

Franz Sigel, of New York city, to be pensi 
city, State of New a place of Charles R. Coster, who has re- 
signed, to take effect February 1, 1886. 

Albert B. Stearns, of Massachusetts, to be appraiser of merchan- 
dise in the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the State of Massa- 
chusetts, to succeed Robert K. Darrah, deceased. 

William D. Robinson, of New York, to be get pee inspector of 
steam-vessels for the ninth district, in place of Thomas Van Valken- 
burgh, suspended. 

George Hays, of Minnesota, to be su ae inspector of steam- 
Thean the fifth district, in place ofM Mark D. Flower, ded. 

David R. Asbury, of Missouri, to be pips ag asin Sime oe aged of steam- 
vessels for the fourth district, in place of Frank Burnett, suspended. 

William M. Daly, of Michigan, to be su: ising i tor of steam- 
vessels for the eighth district, in place of Joseph Cook, suspended, 


Irwin Dugan, of Kentucky, to be supervising tor of steam- 
vessels for the sixth district, to suc Silas 8. Garrett, deceased. 
Auguste Alers, of California, to be ial examiner of drugs, medi- 


cines, and chemicals in the district of San Francisco, in the State of 
California, in place of Charles Burrill, suspended. 

William G. Austin, of Louisiana, to be ial examiner of drugs, 
medicines, and chemicals in the district of New Orleans, in the State 
of Lonisiana, in place of Jacob E. Fitch, poe wagon 

Andrew H. Ward, of Massachusetts, to special examiner of 
drugs, medicines, and chemicals, in the district of Boston and 
Charlestown, in the State of Massachusetts, in place of P. Ambrose 
Young, suspended. 

Dennis J. Loughlin, of Pennsylvania, to be special examiner of 
drugs, medicines, and chemicals, in the district of Philadelphia, in 
the State of Pennsylvania, in place of William W. Lamb, suspended. 

James E. Tucker, of California, to be assistant appraiser of mer- 
chandise in the district of San Francisco, in the State of California, 
in place of William H. Grattan, suspended. 

aniel Z. Yost, of California, to be assistant appraiser of mer- 
chandise in the district of San Francisco, in the State of California, 
in place of Charles M, Leavy, suspended. 

James F. Griffen, of Louisiana, to be assistant appraiser of mer- 


chandise in the district of New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana, 
in place of A, Fortuné Riard, suspended. 

Valeton, of a be assistant appraiser of merchan- 
dise in the district of New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana, in 
place of Benjamin J. Morey, suspended. 

Russell D. Woodman, of Maine, to be assistant appraiser of mer- 
chandise in the district of Portland and Falmouth, in the State of 
Maine, in place of Franklin Sawyer, suspended. 

Ed Brown, of New York, to be assistant —— of mer- 
chandise in the district of New York, in the State of New York, in 
place of Merritt Wickham, suspended. 

David C. Halsted, of New York, to be assistant ps gi of mer- 
chandise in the district of New York, in the State of New York, in 
place of Joseph C. Rigi, nded 

Daniel J. Moore, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of mer- 
chandise in the district of New York, in the State of New York, in 
place of Edward S. Fowler, suspended. 

Edward Rowe, of New York, to be assistant ef aos of merchan- 
dise in the district of New York, in the State of New York, in place 
of Immanuel Auerbach tee 

Charles E. Scott, of New ork, to be assistant appraiser of mer- 
chandise in the district of New York, in the State of New York, in 
place of William H, Gregg, suspended. 

George H. Hoffman, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant appraiser of 
merchandise in the district of Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, in place of John A. Caldwell, ded. ; 

George R. Snowden, of Pi lvania, to be assistant appraise of 
merchandise in the district of Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsyl- 
yania, in place of William Gaw, jr., suspended. 

Thomas Beck, of California, to be appraiser of merchandise in the 
district of San Francisco, in the State of California, in place of George 

i m 


P. Léonce Bouny, of Louisiana, to be appraiser of merchandise in 
the district of New Orleans, in State of Louisiana, in place of 
Louis J. Souer, ded. 


George V. Brower, of New York, to be Fyre aaprsians, of mer- 
chandise for the port of New York, in State of New York, in 
place of Andrew J. Taty, ed. 3 

Nathan B. Gatchell, of New York, to be appraiser of merchandise 
in the district of Buffalo Creek, in the State of New York, in place 
of William Fleming, How tease 

Lewis McMullen, of New York, to be appraiser of merchandise in 
the district of New York, in the State of New York, in place of Alex- 
ander P. Ketchum, suspended. 

Nathaniel Newburgh, of Ohio, to be appraiser of merchandise for 
the port of Cincinnati, in the State of Ohio, in the place of Charles 
A. Santmyer, suspended. 

so . Poe, of Ohio, to be appraiser of merchandise in the dis- 
trict of Cuyahoga, in the State of Ohio, in place of Adam J. Begger, 
suspended. 

Joseph B. Baker, of Pennsylvania, to be appraiser of merchandise 


in the district of Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania, in place 
of Edward B. Moore, suspended. í 
John 8. r, of t ornia, to be collector of customs for the dis- 


trict of San cisco, in the State of California, in place of William 
H. Sears, nded. 

of Florida, tobe collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Key West, in the State of Florida, in place of Dennis Eagan, 


William A. Mahoney, of Florida, io be collector of customs for the 
district of Fernandina, in the State of Florida, in place of John W. 
Howell, suspended. 

Benjamin F. Jonas, of Louisiana, to be collector of customs for the 
district of New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana, in place of Al- 
gernon S. Badger, suspended. 

Samuel J. Anderson, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Portland and Falmouth, in the State of Maine, in place 
of Frederick N. Dow, suspended. 

Erastus Redman, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Frenchman’s Bay, in the State of Maine, in place of John D. 
Hopkins, suspended, 

David 8. Presson, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Gloucester, in the State of Massachusetts, in place of 
Fitz J. Babson, suspended. 

Leveritt Saltonstall, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the State of Massa- 
frre IN place of Roland Worthington, suspended. 

Isaac B. Poucher, of New York, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Oswego, in the State of New York, in place of John J. 
Lamoree, suspended. 

William Reed, of New York, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Champlain, in the State of New York, in place of Stephen 
Moffit, suspended. 

Charles H. Robinson, of North Carolina, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Wilmington, in the State of North Carolina, in 
place of Enos J. Pennypacker, suspended. 

John Cadwalader, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania, in place 
of John F. Hartranft, suspended. 
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Jobn a of Rhode Island, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Providence, in the State of Rhode Island, in place of 
Cyrus Harris, suspended. 

Theodore D. Jervey, of South Carolina, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Charleston, in the State of South Carolina, in place 
of Thomas B. Johnston, suspended. 

Charles F. Bailey, of Texas, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Corpus Christi, in the State of Texas, in place of Lovell H. 
Jerome, suspended. : 

Charles C. Sweeney, of Texas, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Galveston, in the State of Texas, in place of Adam G, 
Malloy, s' nded. 

Bradley Smalley, of Vermont, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Vermont, in the State of Vermont, in place of William 
Wells, suspended. 

Peter F. Cogbill, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Petersburg, in the State of Virginia, in place of James 
D. Bowie, suspended. 

Robert M. T. Hunter, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Tappahannock, in the State of Virginia, in place of Ben- 
jamin Upton, jr., suspended. 

Wyndham R. Mayo, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Norfolk and Portsmouth, in the State of Virginia, in place 
of George E. Bowden, suspended. 

Henry P. Kernochan, of Louisiana, to be naval officer of customs 
in the district of New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana, to succeed 
Andrew J. Dumont, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

Henry O. Kent, of Massachusetts, to be naval officer of customs in 
the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the State of Massachu- 
setts, in place of Daniel Hall, s nded. 

Silas W. Burt, of New York, to be naval officer of customs in the 
district of New York, in the State of New York, in place of Charles 
K. Graham, suspended. 

Henry B. Plumer, of Pennsylvania, to be naval officer of customs 
in the district of Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania, in place 
of Edwin H. Nevin, jr., suspended. 

Alexander M. Wallace, of Georgia, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Atlanta, in the State of Georgia, in p of William A. 
Pledg r, suspended. 

John T. Gathright, of Kentucky, to be surveyor of customs for the 

rt of Louisville, in the State of Kentucky, in place of John K. 

‘aulkner, suspended. 

Bion Bradbury, of Maine, to be surveyor of customs for the port 
of Porting, in the State of Maine, in place of Stanley T: Pullen, 
suspended. 

s 8. Beattie, of New York, to be surveyor of customs for the 

rt of New York, in the State of New York, in place of James L. 

nedict, suspended. 

Addison D. Cole, of New York, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Albany, in the State of New York, in place of John A. Luby, 
suspended. 

John M. Campbell, of Pennsylvania, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
George F. Leland, s nded. 

Al C. Egerter, of West Virginia, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Wheeling, in the State of West Virginia, in place of Albert 
H. Beach, suspended. 

Moses Neal, of Humboldt, Kans., who was commissioned durin 
the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the Sac sat 
Fox agency, in the Indian Territory, vice Isaac A. Taylor, resigned. 

Fletcher J. Cowart, of Troy, Pike County, Alabama, who was com- 
missioned during the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians 
of ee agency, in New Mexico, vice W. H. H. Llewellyn, re- 
sign 

Dolores Romero, of Ocaté, Mora County, New Mexico, who was 
commissioned during the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the 
Indians of the Pueblo agency, in New Mexico, vice Pedro Sanchez, 


resigned, 

Soani B. Kinney, of Boonville, Mo., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the 
Uintah agency, in Utah, vice Elisha W. Davis, resigned. 

E. L. Carson, of Abilene, Taylor County, T'exas, who was commis- 
sioned during the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians 
of the Ouray agency, in Utah, vice James F, Gardner, resigned. 

tnry E. Williamson, of Holly Springs, Miss., who was commis- 
sioned during the recess of the Nenat to be agent for the Indians 
of the Crow agency, in Montana, vice Henry J. Armstrong, resigned. 

Peter Ronan, of Saint Ignatius, Mont., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate (his term of office having expired), 
x be agent for the Indians of the Flathead agency, in Montana 

erritory. 

James McLaughlin, of Fort Totten, Dak., who was recommis- 
sioned during the recess of the Senate, when his former appointment 
ex sr lod be agent for the Indians of the Standing Rock agency, 
in Dakota. 

John W. Cramsie, of Fort Totten, Dak., who was recommissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, when his term of office had expired, 
to be agent for the Indians of the Devil’s Lake agency, in Dakota. 

James T. Gregory, of Ashland, Wis., who was commissioned dur- 


ing the recess of the Senate, to be nt for the Indians of the La 
Pointe agency, in Wisconsin, vice William R. Durfee, whose term of 
office expired May 5, 1885. 

Charles Hill, of Santee, Nebr., who was commissioned during the 
recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the Santee agency, 
in Nebraska, vice William H. Spaulding, declined, 

Thomas Jennings, of Shawano, Wis., who was designated during 
the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the Green Bay 
agency, in Wisconsin, vice Darwin P. Andrews, declined. 

John V. Summers, of El Dorado Springs, Mo., who was designated 
during the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the 
Quapaw agency, in the Indian Territory, vice William M. Ridpath, 
suspended. 

Thomas M. Jones, of Warrenton, Va., who was designated during 
the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the Shoshone 
agency, in Wyoming Territory, vice Sanderson R., Martin, suspended. 

Benjamin P. Moore, of New York city, who was designated durin 
the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the Colville 
agency, in Washington Territory, vice Sidney D. Waters, suspended. 

Timothy A. Byrnes, of Atlantic City, N. J., who was designated 
during the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the 
= agency, in Washington Territory, vice Robert H. Milroy, sus- 
pended. 

W. L. Powell, of Winchester, Va., who was designated during tho 
recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the Neah Bay 
agency, in Washington Territory, vice Oliver Wood, suspended. 

Henry R. West, of Woodsfield, Ohio, who was designated durin 
the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the Fort Pec 
agency, in Montana, vice Burton Parker, suspended. 

Israel Green, of Mitchell, Dak., who was designated during the 
recess of the Senate,to be agent for the Indians of the Sisseton agency, 
in Dakota, vice Benjamin W. Thompson, suspended. 

Charles E. McChesney, of Dakota, who was designated during the 
recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the Cheyenne 
River agency, in Dakota, vice William A. Swan, suspended. 

William W. Anderson, of Elizabethtown, Ky., who was designated 
during the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the 
Crow Creek and Lower Brulé agency, in Dakota, vice John G. Gas- 
mann, suspended. 

John B. McClane, of Salem, Oreg., who was designated during the 
recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the Grand Ronde 
agency, in Oregon, vice Patrick B. Sinnott, ended. 

Jason Wheeler, of Albany, Oreg., who was designated during the 
recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the Warm Springs 
agency, in Oregon, vice Alonzo Gesner, suspended. 

Bartholomew Coffey, of Salem, Oreg., who was designated during 
the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the Umatilla 
agency, in Oregon, vice Edward J. Sommerville, suspended. 

Mark W, Stevens, of Flint, Mich., who was designated during the 
recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the Mackinac 
agency, in Michigan, vice Edward P. Allen, suspended, 

John Bigelow, of New York, to be assistant treasurer of the United 
States at New York, State of New York, to succed Thomas C, Acton, 
whose term of office will expire on the 19th instant. 

Ernest P. Baldwin, of Mo., appointed under a temporary commis- 
sion during the recess of the ate, to be deputy first auditor of 
the Treasury, vice Henry K. Leaver, resigned. 

James Q. Chenoweth, of Texas, appointed under a temporary com- 
mission during the recess of the Senate, to be First Auditor of the 
Treasury, vice Robert M. Reynolds, resigned. 

Israel Lawton, of California, to be superintendent of the mint of 
the United States at San Francisco, in the State of California, in 
place of Edward F. Burton, suspended. 

Leonard Magruder, of Lonisiana, to be melter and refiner of the 
mint of the United States at New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana, 
in place of Frank F. Claussen, suspended. 

illiam Stapleton, of Colorado, to be melter of the mint of the 
United States at Denver, in the State of Colorado, in place of John 
S. Dormer, suspended. 

Allen Thomas, of Louisiana, to be coiner of the mint of the United 
States at New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana, in place of Fred- 
erick K. Jones, suspended. 

John W. Twi of California, to be assayer of the mint of the 
United States at San Francisco, in the State of California, in place 
of Oscar D. Munson, suspended. 

Posey 8. Wilson, of Colorado, to be assayer of the mint of the United 
States at Denver, in the State of Colorado, in place of Herman Silver, 
suspended. 

Henry F. Wild, of Idaho, to be assayer of the United States assay 
office at Boisé City, in the Territory of Idaho, in place of Norman 
H. Camp, suspended. 

Frank F. Claussen, of Louisiana, to be assayer of the mint of the 
United States at New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana, in place of 
William Christy Wilson, suspended. 

Robert P. Waring, of North Carolina, to be assayer and melter of 
the United States assay office at Charlotte, in the State of North Car- 
olina, in place of Calvin J. Cowles, suspended. 

Thomas H. Simms, of Arkansas, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the district of Arkansas, in place of Henry M. Cooper, suspended. 
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Robert Barnett, of California, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the fourth district of California, in place of Amos L, Frost, sus- 


pended. 

William B. Anderson, of Illinois, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the thirteenth district of Illinois, in place of Charles W. Pavey, 
suspended. 

Thomas Cooper, of Illinois, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the eighth district of Illinois, in place of Jacob Wheeler, suspended. 

Maurice Kelly, of Illinois, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the fourth district of Illinois, in place of Richard Rowett, suspended. 

William D. H. Hunter, of Indiana, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the sixth district of Indiana, in place of Horace McKay, 
suspended. ‘ 

August H. Kuhlemeier, of Iowa, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the fourth district of Iowa, in place of John W. Burdette, sus- 


pended, 

Thomas 8. Bronston, of Kentucky, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the eighth district of Kentucky, in place of William J. 
Landram, suspended. 

James F. Robinson, of Kentucky, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the seventh district of Kentucky, in place of Charles H. 
Stoll, suspended, 

Gabriel Montegut, of Louisiana, to be saperintendent of the mint 
of the United States at New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana, in 
place of Andrew W. Smythe, suspended. 

Charles H. Chase, of Maine, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the district of Maine, in place of Franklin J. Rollins, suspended. 

Frank J. Pratt, of Massachusetts, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the tenth district of Massachusctts, in place of Edward R. 
Tinker, suspended. 

John B. Malony, of Michigan, to be collector of internal revenue 
for ue first district of Michigan, in place of James H. Stone, sus- 
pended. 

Freeman Barnum, of Missouri, to be collector of internal revenue 
for me first district of Missouri, in place of Isaac H. Sturgeon, sus- 

ended. 
$ Samuel Klotz, of New Jersey, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the pan district of New Jersey, in place of Robert B, Hathorn, 
suspended. 

Robert Black, of New York, to be collector of internal revenue for 
ae first district of New York, in place of Rodney C. Ward, suspen- 


Isban Hess, of New York, to be collector of internal revenue for 
tho fvurteenth district of New York, in place of James W. Bentley, 
suspended. 

John A. Sullivan, of New York, to be collector of internal reve- 
nue for the second district of New York, in place of Marshall B. 
Blake, suspended. 

Samuel J. Tilden, jr., of New York, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the fifteenth district of New York, in place of James §. 
Smart, suspended. 

William H. Yarborough, of North Carolina, to be collector of in- 
ternal revenue for the fourth district of North Carolina, in place of 
Isaac J. Young, suspended. 3 - : 

William T. Bishop, of Ohio, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the in district of Ohio, in place of Clark B, Montgomery, sus- 
pended. 

James W. Newman, of Ohio, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the eleventh district of Ohio, in place of Marcus Boggs, sus- 
pended. à j 

Edmund A. Bigler, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the twenty-third district of Pennsylvania, in place of Sam- 
uel M. Jackson, su ed. 

John Dowlin, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the twenty-second district of Pennsylvania, in place of Frank P. 
Case, suspended. 

Frederick Gerker, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the first district of Pennsylvania, in place of William J. 
Pollock, suspended. 

Charles H. Henshaw, of Rhode Island, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the district of Rhode Island, in place of Elisha H., Rhodes, 
suspended. 
D. Frank Bradley, of South Carolina, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the district of South Carolina, in place of Ellery M. 
Brayton, suspended. 

Jonn T. Hillsman, of Tennessee, to be collector of internal revenue 
for Lone it pe district of Tennessee, in place of Archelaus M. Hughes, 
suspended. 

Robert M. Henderson, of Texas, to be collector of internal revenue 
for Pr oh district of Texas, in place of Webster Flanagan, sus- 
pended. 

Andrew L. Ellett, of Vi ia, to be collector of internal revenue 
for ie second district of Virginia, in place of Asa Rogers, sus- 
pended, 

George L. Spear, of Vermont, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the district of Vermont, in place of John C. Stearns, suspended. 

Joseph M. Morrow, of Wisconsin, to be collector of internal reye- 
nue for the sixth district of Wisconsin, in place of Leonard Lott- 
ridge, suspended, 


Alfred C. Parkinson, of Wisconsin, to be collector of internal reye- 
nue ere second district of Wisconsin, in place of Henry Harnden, 
mn 
ward C. Wall, of Wisconsin, to be collector of internal revenue 
for ae first district of Wisconsin, in place of Irving M. Bean, sus- 
nded. 
P Den A. Wells, of Wisconsin, to be. collector of internal revenue 
for the third district of Wisconsin, in plaee of Howard M. Kutchin, 
suspended, 

Thomas F. Cowing, of Fergus Falls, Minn., who was designated 
during the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at 
Fergus Falls, Minn., vice Bernt N. Johnson, suspended. 

John B. Webb, of La Crosse, Wis., who was designated during the 
recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at La Crosse, 
Wis., vice Henry Espersen, suspended. 

William Foxen, of Detroit, Mich., who was designated during the, 
recess of the Senate, to be regimer of the land office at Detroit, Mich., 
vice Adam E. Bloom, suspended. 

Winfield 8. Austin, of Seattle, Wash., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Van- 
couver, Wash., vice Frederick W. Sparling, whose term of office had 
expired. 

Robert C. McFarland, of Murray, Shoshone County, Idaho, who 
was commissioned during the recess of the Senate, to be register of 
the land office at Coeur d'Alene, Idaho, vice James E. Putnam, re- 
signed. 

Harlan Peftey, of Boisé City, Idaho, who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Boisé City, 
Idaho, vice Edward L. Curtis, resigned. 

Mark W. Sheafe, of Elk Point, Dak., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Water- 
town, Dakota, rice C. G. Williams, resigned. 

John G. Higgins, of Columbus, Nebr., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Grand 
Island, Nebr., vice Christopher Hostetter, resigned. 

Clate M. Ralstin, of Independence, Karis., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at 
Independence, Kans., rice Melville J. Salter, resigned. 

George W. Warner, of Mankato, Minn., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at 
bay Minn., vice Charles B. Tyler, whose term of office expired. 

Ralph N. Marble, of Duluth, ie who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Duluth, 
Minn., vice Guildford G. Hartley, resigned. 

William Smith, of Red Lake Falls, Minn., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at 
Crookston, Minn., vice John Cromb, whose term of office had expired. 

Stephen E. Thayer, of Wausau, Wis., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Wan- 
sau, Wis., vice Myron H. McCord, resigned. 

Emmett Horan, of Eau Claire, Wis., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Eau 
Caas; Wis., vice Alexander Meggett, whose term of office had ex- 
. William E. Russell, of Natchitoches, La., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at 
Natchitoches, La., vice Louis Dupleix, whose term of office had ex- 


ired. 
z James D. Stewart, of Jackson, Miss., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to þe register of the land office at Jack- 
son, Miss., vice Richard C. Kerr, whose term of office had expired. 

Edmund G. Shields, of Silver City, N. Mex., who was designated 
during the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at 
Las Cruces, N. Mex., vice John R. McFie, suspended. 

David Webb, of Covington, Ind., who was designated during the 
recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Salt fake 
City, Utah meagre Sita McMaster, suspended. 

dgar S. Wilson, of Jackson, Miss., who was designated during the 
recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Cheyenne, 
Wee vice Henry W. Rothert, suspended. 

hester H. Warner, of Colfax, Wash., who was designated during 
the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Walla 
Walla, Wash., vice Joseph Jorgensen, nded. 

James M. Adams, of Yakima, Wash., who was apr iry. during 
the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Spokane 
Falls, Wash., vice James M. Armstrong, suspended. 

Frank W. Beane, of Salt Lake City, Utah, who was designated dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Ox- 
ford, Idaho, rice August Duddenhausen, suspended. 

Samuel W. Langhorne, of Bozeman, Mont., who was designated 
during the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at 
Helena, Mont., vice Francis Adkinson, suspended. 

John 8. McFarland, of Chicago, Ill, who was designated during 
the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Huron, 
Dak., vice George B. Armstrong, suspended. 

William Bayard, of Pueblo, Colo., who was designated during the 
recess of the Senate, to.be register of the land office at Pueblo, Colo., 
vice Mark L. Blunt, suspended. 

Frederick A. McDonald, of Cross Keys, Oreg., who was designated 
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during the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land oflice at 
The Dalles, Oreg., vice Ezra L. Smith, suspended. 

Henry Rinehart, of Summerville, Oreg., who was designated dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at La 
Grande, eg hee Samuel O. Swackhamer, suspended. 

Joseph D. Bethune, of San Bernardino, Cal., who was designated 
during the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at 
Los Rn bing Cal vice Charles R. Johnson, suspended. 

Sylvester Hull, of Shasta County, Cal., who was designated dur- 
rom lage recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Shasta, 
Cal., vice John W. Garden, suspended, 

Samuel F, Burtch, of Papillion, Nebr., who was designated during 
the recess of the Senate, to be Ss gs of the land office at Valentine, 
Nebr., vice James Morris, suspended. 

William Neville, of North Platte, Nebr., who was designated durin 
the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Nort 
Platte, Nebr., vice Hanson M. Grimes, suspended. 

Frank Dale, of Wichita, Kans., who was designated during the 
recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Wichita, S., 
vice Richard L. Walker, suspended. 

William R. Brownlee, of Kingman, Kans., who was designated 
during the recess of the Senate to be register of the land office at 
Larned, Kans., vice William R. Brown, suspended, 

Henry C. Tipton, of Melbourne, Ark., who was designated during 
the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Harrison, 
Ark., vice John Murphy, suspended. 

William K. Ramsey, of Camden, Ark., who was designated during 
the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Camden, 
Ark., vice Samuel W., Mallory, suspended. 

William P. Christensen, of Olivia, Minn., who was designated dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Red- 
wood Falls, Minn., vice Everett P. Freeman, suspended. 

James Browne, of Las yee N. Mex., who was designated during 
the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Las Cru- 
ces, N. Mex., vice Samuel W. Sherfey, suspended. 

William M. Garrard, of Lawrenceville, Ill., who was designated 
during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at 
Cheyenne, Wyo., vice Walter 8. Hurlbut, suspended. 

John Montgomery, of Blackfoot, Idaho, who was designated dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Ox- 
ford, Idaho, vice Allen W. Eaton, suspended. 

Abram Hall, of Miles City, Mont., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Miles City, 
Mont., vice Charles H. Gould, resigned. 

Horatio S$. Howell, of Virginia City, Mont., who was designated 
during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at 
Helena, Mont., vice Zachary T. Burton, suspended. 

Ezra W. Miller, of Elk Point, Dak., who was designated during 
the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Huron, 
Dak., vice Robert Lowery, suspended. 

James McCluer Ellis, of Denver., Colo., who was designated dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Den- 
ver, Colo., vice Warren C. Willits, suspended. 

Charles A. Co ell, of Denver, Colo., who was designated during 
the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of re moneys at Del Norte, 
Colo., vice Charles A. Brastow, suspend 

Jonathan B. Kilbourn, of Pueblo, Colo., who was designated dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Pu- 
cblo, Colo., vice Michael H. Fitch, suspended. 

John T. Outhouse, of La Grande, Oreg., who was designated dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be receiver oa pabis moneys at La 
Grande, Oreg., vice George È. Curry, suspend 

John W. Leigh, of California, who was designated during the re- 
cess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at San Francisco, 
Cal., vice Charles H. Chamberlain, suspended. 

Wiliam H. Bickford, of Shasta County, California, who was des- 
ignated during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Shasta, Cal., vice Adolph Dobrowsky, prs pongo 

Samuel G. Glover, of Arlington, Nebr., who was designated during 
the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Valen- 
tine, Nebr., vice J. Wesley Tucker, suspended. 

Oliver Shannon, of North Platte, Nebr., who was designated dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of ponio moneys at 
North Platte, Nebr., vice John D. Seaman, suspended. 

John R. Thornton, of Hampton, Ark., who was designated during 
the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Camden, 
Ark., vice Alfred A. Tufts, suspended. 

John J. Hoge, of Boonville, Mo., who was designated during the 
recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Boonville, 
Mo., vice Patrick H. McNulty, suspended. 

Lawrence L. Aune, of Fergus Falls, Minn., who was designated dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of pale moneys at Fer- 
gus Falls, Minn., vice Jacob Austin, suspended. 

Colin F. MacDonald, of Saint Cloud, nn., who was designated 
during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at 
Saint Cloud, Minn., vice William B. Mitchell, suspended. 

Lioyd T. Boyd, of Waukesha, Wis., who was designated during the 


recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Bayfield, Wis., 
vice Currie G. Bell, suspended. 

J. Massie Martin, of Opelousas, La., who was designated during 
the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at New 
Orleans, La., vice Morris Marks, suspended, 

Wallace McLaurin, of Brandon, Miss., who was designated during 
the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Jackson, 
Miss., vice John T, Hull, suspended. 

Leigh O. Knapp, of Raton, Colfax County, N. Mex., who was com- 
missioned during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Santa Fé, N, Mex., vice William H. Bailhache, whose term 
of office had expired. 

Hugh C. Wallace, of Salt Lake City, Utah, who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Salt 
Lake City, Utah, vice Moses M. Bane, whose term of office expired. 

William T. Shaffer, of Evanston, Wyo., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Evans- 
ton, Wyo., vice Edgar 8. Wilson, declined. 

John O’Keane, Vancouver, Wash., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Van- 
couver, Wash., vice Albert O. Marsh, resigned. 

Henry C. Branstetter, of Boisé Cay, Taano, who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of publio moneys at 
Boisé City, Idaho, vice Malachi Krebs, whose term of office has ex- 
pired. 

Downer T. Bramble, of Yankton, Dak., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at 
Watertown, Dak., vice Henry R. Pease, whose term of office ex- 


pired. 

John Lafabre, of Chamberlin, Dak., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of publio moneys at Dead- 
wook, Dak., vice Edward P. Champlin, resigned. 

Ariel C. Jones, of Roseburg, Oreg., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the r thes be receiver of pubio og at Roseburg, 
Oreg., vice James C, rton, whose term of office had expired. 

illiam M. Townsend, of La Fayette, Oreg., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at 
Lakeview, Seg: vice Jerome Knox, resigned. 

Tyree H. Be , of Fresno City, Cal., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Visalia, 
Cal., vice Tipton Lindsey, whose term of office had rey 

John E. Budd, of Stockton, Cal., who was commissioned during the 
recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Stockton, 
Cal., vice Otis Perrin, whose term of office had expired. 

Thomas W. Tipton, of Brownville, Nebr., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at 
Bloomington, Nebr., vice Richard W. Montgomery, whose term of 
office had expired. 

Samuel L. Gilbert, of Winfield, Kans., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Wich- 
ita, Kans., vice James L. Dyer, resigned. 

enri W. Young, of Independence, Kans., who was commissioned 

during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at 

Independence, Kans., vice Henry M. Waters, resi b 

Scott, of Beloit, Kans., who was commissioned during the re- 

cess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Oberlin, Kans., 
vice Charles E. Chandler, whose term of office expired. 

Henry M. Bickel, of McPherson, Kans., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at 
Larned, Kans., vice Henry Booth, resigned. 

Andrew Quindley, of Little Rock, Ark., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at 
coed took; Ark., vice Charles E. Kelsey, whose term of office had 
expired. 

Alfred L. King, of Harrison, Ind., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Harrison, 
Ark., vice Absalom C. Phillips, resigned. 

William R. Edgar, of Ironton, Mo., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of ponio moneys at Ironton, 
Mo., vice George H. Crumb, whose term of office had expired. 

Martin D. cHenry, of Des Moines, Iowa, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Des Moines, Iowa, vice Henry M. Griffiths, deceased. 

Philip K. Wiser, of Mankato, Minn., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Tracy, 
Minn., vice John Lind, whose term of office had expired. 

Ole Christian Hals, of La Crosse, Wis., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at La 
Crosse, Wis., vice John Ulrich, resigned. 

Sylvester 8. Kepler, of Eau Claire, Wis., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of pes moneys at 
Eau Claire, Wis., vice Vincent W. Bayless, resigned. 

Matthew H. Maynard, of Marquette, Mich., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at 
Marquette, Mich., vice James M. Wilkinson, resigned. 

William C. Jordan, of Midway, Bullock County, Alabama, who 


was commissioned during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of 
ee oe at Montgomery, Ala., vice Algernon A. Mabson, re- 
sign 
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Received this 17th day of December, 1885. 
William L. Alden, of New York city, N. Y., to be consul-general of 
the United States at Rome, vice Samuel H. M. Byers, resigned. 
John M. Birch, of Wheeling, W. Va., to be consul of the United States 
at Nagasaki, vice Alexander C. Jones, suspended. 
Oscar Bischoff, of Topeka, Kans., to be coou of the United States 


at Sonneberg, vice George F. Mosher, Š 
Erhard Bissinger, of New York city, N. Y., to be consul of the United 
m, suspended. 


States at Beirut, vice John T. Robeso 

William J. Black, of New Castle, Del., to be consul of the United 
States at Nuremberg, vice G. Henry Horstmann, resigned. 

Benjamin F. Bonham, of Salem, Oreg., to be consul-general of the 
United States at Calcutta, vice J. A. Leonard, resigned. 

J. Harvey Brigham, of Louisiana, to be consul of the United States 
at Paso del Norte, vice Eugene O. Fechét, suspended. 

Preston L. Bridgers, of North Carolina, to be consul of the United 
States at Montevideo, to fill a vacancy. 

Edmund B. Briggs, of the District of Columbia, to be consul of the 
United States at Santos, vice William T. Wright, suspended. 

John Cardwell, of Austin, Tex., to be agent and consul-general of the 
United States at Cairo, to fill a vacancy. 

James U. Childs, of Farmington, Me., to be consul of the United States 
at Guelph, Canada, vice Harry P, Dill, suspended. 

William 8. Crowell, of Ohio, to be consul of the United Statesat Amoy, 
vice W. Elwell Goldsborough, suspended. 

Theodore W. Do of Bridgeport, Conn., to be consul of the United 
States at Quebec, vice John A. Wasson, suspended. 

Ferdinand F. Dufais, of New York city, N. Y., to be consul of the 
United States at Havre, vice John B. Glover, suspended. 

William C. Emmet, of New York, formerly secretary of the legation 
at Constantinople, to be consul of the United States at Smyrna, vice 
William E. Stevens, resigned. f 

Joseph Falkenbach, of Columbus, Ohio, to be consul of the United 
States at Barmen, vice Wolf; Schoenle, suspended. 

Benjamin J. Franklin, of Kansas City, Mo., to be consul of the United 
States at Hankow, vice Isaac F. Shepard, suspended. 

William A. Garesché, of Saint Louis, Mo., to be consul of the United 
States at Martinique, to fill a vacancy. 

Lewis Gebhard Reed, of Brooklyn, N. Y., to be consul of the United 
States at Barbadoes, vice Robert Y. Holley, suspended. 

Henry W. Gilbert, of Fort Montgomery, N. Y., to be consul of the 
United States at Trieste, vice F. W. Hossfeld, suspended. 

Warren Green, of Louisville, Ky., to be consul-general of the United 
State at Kanagawa, vice Thomas B. Van Buren, resigned. 

E. J. Hale, of Fayetteville, N. C., to be consul of the United States 
at Manchester, vice Albert D. Shaw, suspended. 

Albert N, Hatheway, of Hartford, Conn., to be consul of the United 
States at Nice, vice Thomas Wilson, suspended. 

Daniel W. Herring, of Purdy, Tenn., to be consul of the United States 
at Tegucigalpa, to fill a vacancy. 

William Hill, of Bloomington, Ill., to be consul of the United States 
at Port Sarnia, vice Samuel D. Pace, suspended. 

Joseph D. Hoff, of Keyport, N. J., to be consul of the United States 
at Vera Cruz, vice Bruno Tzschuck, suspended. 

Joseph B. Hughes, of Hamilton, Ohio, to be consul of the United 
States at Birmingham, vice Wilson King, ded. 

J. P. Imboden, of Georgia, to be consul of the United Statesat Yuscaran. 

Darius H. Ingraham, of Portland, Me., to be consul of the United 
States at Cadiz, vice Ernest L. Oppenheim, suspended. 

Henry M. Keim, of Reading, Pa., to be consul of the United States 
at Charlottetown, Prince Edward Island, vice Warren A. Worden, sus- 
pended. 

Edward D. Linn, of Victoria, Tex., to be consul of the United States 
at Piedras N , vice Bolivar J. Pridgen, suspended. 

Albert Loening, of New York city, N. Y., to be consul of the United 
States at Bremen, vice John M. Wilson, suspended. 

Gustavus Lucke, of Walpole, N. H., to be consul of the United States 
at Sherbrooke, Canada, vice Benjamin S. Parker, suspended. 

Beckford Mackey, of South Carolina, formerly consul at Rio Grande 
do Sul, to be consul of the United States at Nuevo Laredo, vice Stephen 
H. Smith, suspended. 

Henry F. Merritt, of Chicago, Ill., to be consul of the United States 
at Aix-la-Chapelle, vice George F. Lincoln, suspended. 

Joseph W. Merriam, a citizen of the United States, to be consul of 
the United States at Iquique, to be accredited to the Government of 
Chili, instead of Peru, as heretofore. 

J. L. McCaskill, of Brandon, Miss., to be consul of the United States 
at Dublin, vice Benjamin H. Barrows, ded. 

Owen McGarr, of Denver, Colo., to be consul-general of the United 
States in Ecuador, vice Horatio N. Beach, suspended. 

J C. Monoghan, of Providence, R. I., to be consul of the United 
States at Mannheim, to fill a vacancy. 

James M. Morgan, of South Carolina, to be consul-general of the 
United States, for the British colonies in Australasia, at Melbourne, vice 
O. M. Spencer, suspended. 
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James Murray, of New York city, N. Y., to be consul of the United 


States at Saint John, New Brunswick, vice Darius B. Warner, suspended. 

D. J. Partello, of the District of Columbia, to be consul of the United 
States at Dusseldorf, to fill a vacancy. 

Frank H. Pierce, of Hillsborough, N. H., to be consul of the United 
States at Matanzas, vice David Vickers, suspended. 

James W. Porch, of Saint Joseph, Mo., to be consul-general of the 
United States at the City of Mexico, to fill a vacancy. 

John H. Putman, of Chillicothe, Ohio, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Honolulu, vice David A. McKinley, suspended. 

Otto E. Reimer, of New York city, N. Y., to be consul of the United 
States at Santiago de Cuba, vice John C. Landreau, suspended. 

Frank W. Roberts, of Biddeford, Me., to be consul of the United 
States at Coaticook, to fill a vacancy. 

James M. Rosse, of Tarrytown, N. Y., to be consul of the United 
States at Three Rivers, Canada, vice Frederick F. Farmer, suspended. 

Victor A. Sartori, of Philadelphia, Pa., to be consul of the United 
States at Leghorn, vice Charles P. , Suspended. 

Jacob Schoenhof, of New York city, N. Y., to be consul of the United 
States at Tunstall, vice Edward E. Lane, suspended. 

Alexander H. Shipley, of New York, to be consul of the United States 
at Auckland, to fill a vacancy. á 

Jasper Smith, of the District of Columbia, formerly commercial agent 
at Nottingham, to be consul of the United States at Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne, vice Robinson Locke, resigned. 

John M. Strong, of New York, to be consul of the United States at 
Belleville, Canada, vice Frederick W. Prince, suspended. 

Peter Staub, of Knoxville, Tenn., to be consul of the United States 
at St. Galle, vice Emory P. Beauchamp, suspended. 

Richard Stockton, of New Jersey, to be consul of the United States 
at Rotterdam, vice John F. Winter, suspended. 

George C. Tanner, of Pparaunurg: 8. C., formerly consul at Te- 
guciga pa, to be consul of the United States at Chemnitz, vice Jehu 

. Parish, suspended. 

Francis H. Underwood, of Boston, Mass., to be consul of the United 
States at Glasgow, vice Bret Harte, suspended. 

William D. Wamer, of Charleston, 8. C., formerly consul at Dus- 
seldorf, to be consul of the United States at Cologne, vice Samuel 
Spackman, resigned, 

Thomas R. Welch, of Little Rock, Ark., to be consul of the United 
States at Hamilton, Canada, vice John F. Hazleton, suspended. 

Charles H. Wills, of Glymont, Md., to be consul of the United 
States at Managua, vice H. H. Leavitt, suspended. 

Arthur B. Wood, of New York, formerly consul at Belfast, to be con- 
sul of the United States at Dundee, vice Willard B. Wells, suspended. 

Bayless W. Hanna, of Crawfordsville, Ind., to be minister resident 
and consul-general of the United States to the Argentine Republic, 
vice Thomas O. Osborn, resigned. 

Charles L. Scott, of Monroe County, Alabama, to be minister resi- 
dent and consul-general of the United States to Venezuela, vice John 
Baker, resigned. 

William B. Webb, of Billings, Montana Territory, who was com- 
missioned during the recess of the Senate, to be secretary of the Ter- 
ritory of Montana, vice John S. Tooker, resigned. 

Nathaniel H. Harris, of Vicksburg, Miss., who was commissioned 
during the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at 
Aberdeen, Dak., vice Charles T. McCoy, resigned, 

George W. Glick, of Atchison, Kans., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be pension agent at Topeka, Kans., vice 
Nathaniel A. Adams, whose term of office expires December 19, 1885. 

Robert L. Taylor, of Johnson City, Tenn., who was designated dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be pension agent at Knoxville, Tenn., 
vice Henry R. Gibson, suspended. 

William W. H. Davis, of Doylestown, Pa., who was designated 
daring the recess of tho Senate, to be pension agent at Philadelphia, 
Pa., vice A. Wilson Norris, suspended. 

N. A. Wade, to be postmaster at Butler, in the county of Bates and 
State of Missouri, in the place of Omar D. Austin, whose commission 
expired October 17, 1885. 

ohn W. Crosby, to be postmaster at Milford, in the county of 
Hillsborough and State of New Hampshire, whose commission expired 
March 22, 1885. 

John J. Dudley, to be postmaster at Newport, in the county of Sul- 
livan and State of New Hampshire, in place of George W. Nourse, 
suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, 

Charles W. Howe, to be postmaster at Rochester, in the county of 
Strafford and State of New Hampshire, in place of Osmon B. Warren, 
suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States. 

William M. Hunnewell, to be postmaster at Exeter, in the county 
of Rockingham and State of New Hampshire, in place of George 8. 
Leavitt, suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States. 

Harry 8. Parker, to be postmaster at Farmington, in the county of 
Strafford and State of New Hampshire, in the place of William H. 
Hayes, resigned. 
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Fred. B. Bardon, to be tmaster at Madison, in the county of 
Morris and State of New Jersey, in the place of Edward C. Tunis, 
whose commission expired October 14, 1885. 

William H. Bennett, to be postmaster at Long Branch, in the 
county of Monmouth and State of New Jersey, in the place of Mat- 
thias Woolley, resigned. 

Thoinas G. Bunnell, to be postmaster at Newton, in the county of 
Sussex and State of New Jersey, in the place of William R. Matti- 
son, whose commission expired October 29, 1885, 

James J. Casey, to be postmaster at Weehawken, in the county of 
Hudson and State of New Jersey, in place of Sophia Marklein, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

George W. Evans, to be postmaster at Ocean Grove, in the coun 
of Monmouth and State of New Jersey, in the place of Henry B. 
Beagle, resigned. 

John Fothergill, to be Song poo at Perth Amboy, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of New Jersey, in the place of John F. Van 
Broek, whose commission expired October 24, 1885. 

Augustus W, Irons, to be postmaster at Tom’s River, in the county 
of Ocean and State of New Jersey, in the place of James W. Cow- 
perthwait, whose commission expired October 24, 1885. 

Jacob G. Van Riper, to be postmaster at Rutherford, in the county 
of Bergen and State of New aay in the P of William H. Ste- 
vens, whose commission expired May 16, 1885. 

Charles Rittenhouse, to ostmaster at Hackettstown, in the 
county of Warren and State of New Jersey, in the place of Robert 
Rushing, jr., whose commission expired May 5, 1885. 

William K. Vansciver, to be postmaster at Beverly, in the county 
of Burlington and State of New Jersey, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Eee. 
ident on and after April 1, 1885. 

Tranquilino Labadie, to be postmaster at Las Vegas, in the county 
of San Miguel and Territory of New Mexico, in the place of Serapio 
Romero, ne at . 

William A. Walker, to be postmaster at Albuquerque, in the county 
of Bernalillo and Territory of New Mexico, in the place of Thomas 
Hughes, resigned. 

omas H. Beal, to be postmaster at Hamilton, in the county of 
Mediaan and State of New York, in the place of Edwin W. Cushman, 
resigned. 

Charles A. Burke, to be = at Malone, in the county of 
Franklin and State of New York, in the place of William. H, Barney, 
whose commission expired October 15, 1885. 

Nicholas Best, to be master at Millerton, in the county of 
Datchess and State of New York, in the place of John H. Temple- 
ton, deceased. 

Ledett A. Bostwick, to be 
of Lewis and State of New 
resigned. : 

Horace S. Crittenden, to be tmaster at Glens Falls, in the 
county of Warren and State of New York, in the place of William 
H. Van Cott, whose commission expired May 5, 1 

George Donnalley, to be postmaster at Waterloo, in the county ef 
Seneca and State of New York, in the place of Luke Johnson, whose 
commission expired May 5, 1885. ° 

Henry Eldredge, to be postmaster at Union Springs, in the county 
of Cayuga and State of New York, in the place of Manson F. Backus, 
whose commission expired May 16, 1885. 

Docteur L. La Grange, to be postmaster at Port Richmond, in the 
county of Richmond and State of New York, in place of Thomas J. 
Butler, suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States. 

Ward Gregory, to be postmaster at Ithaca, in the county of Tomp- 
kins aoe State of New York, in the place of E. C. Van Kirk, re- 
sign 

David G. Hackney, to be at Fort Plain, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of New York, in place of Abram Hoffman, 
suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States. 

Jonah T. Howe, to be postmaster at Tramansb 
of Tompkins and State of New York, in place of 
resign 

James R. Howard, to be postmaster at Castile, in the county of 
Wyoming and State of New York, in the place of George H. Bush, 
whose commission expired May 6, 1885. 


ter at Lowville,in the county 
ork, in the place of Louis A. Scott, 


, in the county 
avid 8. Biggs, 


James M. Hub to be postmaster at Potsdam, in the county of 
Saint Lawrence and State of New York, in place of Geo R. C. 
Smith, suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised 


Statutes of the United States. 

Orlando Humphrey, to be aster at Nyack, in the county of 
Rockland and State of New York, in place of L. Christie, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

Charles H. Kavanaugh, to be tmaster at Waterford, in the 
county of Saratoga and State of New York, in the place of Joseph 
Harriman, whose commission expired March 23, 1885. 

Henry Kingsley, to be postmaster at Schoharie, in the county of 


pick aig and State of New York, in the place of Peter S. Clark, re- 
si > 
W. Lawrence, to be postmaster at Sing Sing, in the omnes 
of Westchester and State of New York, in the place of James Will- 
iamson, resigned. 

Jerome La Due, to be tmaster at Westfield, in the county of 
Chautauqua and State of New York, in the place of Frank A. Hall, 
whose commission expired March 23, 1885. 

Abram L. Mace, to tmaster at Walton, in the county of Del- 
aware and State of New York, in the place of Lewis Marvin, whose 
commission expired May 6, 1835. 

James F. Maybury, to be postmaster at Cortland, in the county of 
car one and State of New York, in the place of James A. Nixon, 


Robert J. McNally, to be postmaster at Keeseville, in the county of 
Essex and State of New York, in the place of H. C. Stevens, resigned. 

Otto R. Miller, to be postmaster at Brighton, in the county of Mon- 
roe and State of New York, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, Sy law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1885. 

Richard Mooney, to be tmaster at Rondout, in the county of 
Ulster and State of New York, in egy of Andrew N. Barnes, sus- 

under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

Andrew J. Odell, to be postmaster at Rhinebeck, in the county of 
Dutchess and State of New York, in place of John N. Cramer, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

Jacob Odell, to be postmaster at Tarrytown, in the county of 
Westchester and State of New York, in the place of Marcius D. Ray- 
mond, whose commission expired March 23, 1835. 

John Keyes Paige, to be postmaster at Schenectady, in the county 
of Schenectady and State of New York, in the place of John A. De 
whose commission expired May 18, 1885. 

uackinbush, to be ter at Mount Vernon, in the 
county of Westchester and State of New York, in place of Andrew 
Bridgman, suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States. 

Mrs. Amanda Quinlan, to be postmaster at Monticello, in the 
county of Sullivan and State of New York, in the place of Richard 
Oakley, resigned. 

Frank W. ers, to be postmaster at Norwich, in the county of 
recap and State of New York, in the place of James K. Spaul- 

ng, resi 

iri BYA jr., to be postmaster at Port Jervis, in the county 
of Orange and State of New York, in the place of Charles St. John, 


jr., resigned. 

George W. Sembler, to be Torone at City Island, in the count; 
of Westchester and State of New York, in the place of Jerome Bell, 
whose commission expired May 18, 1885. 

Andrew W. Smith, to be postmaster at Flushing, in the county of 
Queens and State of New York, in placeof John W. Rickey, resigned 

Henry Stowell, to be postmaster at Seneca Falls, in the county of 
Seneca and State of New York, in place of Stephen Weatherlow, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 


of the United States. 
to be postmaster at Saugerties, in the county 


Conrad F. Sany 
x Ulster and State of New York, in the place of Thomas Maxwell, re- 


William H. Swan, to be posaran at Mount Morris, in the county 
PAEA and State of New York, in the place of Hathorn Burt, 

Inal B. Treadway, to be postmaster at Port Henry, in the county 
of Essex and State of New York, in the place of Charles L. Palmer, 
whose commission expired May 6, 1885. 

Joseph H. Allen, to be tmaster at Durham, in the county ot 
Durham and State of North Carolina, in place of De Witt C. Mangum, 
suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States. 

Warren J. Barrett, to be master at Kinston, in the county of 
Lenoir and State of North Carolina, in place of William A, Coleman, 
suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States. 

J. A. Bennett, to be postmaster at Reidsville, in the county of Rock- 
ingham and State of North Carolina, in place of Richard H. Wray, 
suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States. 

T. B. Douthit, to be postmaster at Salem, in the county of Forsyth, 
and State of North Carolina,in place of Jacob Bleckenderfer, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

William M. Gay, to be postmaster at Wilson, in the county of Wil- 
son and State of North Carolina, in place of Mrs. Virginia Sharp, sus- 
pended under-the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
“ton on G voc to be t G bo h, in th 

. Gre , to master at Greensborou n the 
coun y of Guilford a State of North Carolina, in place of Jona- 
than D. White, suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States. 


1885. 


John H. Hill, to be r at Goldsborough, in the county of 
Wayne and State of North Carolina, in place of Hiram L. Grant, 
suspended under the provisions of section 1763 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States. 

William G. Lewis, to be postmaster at Sta’ in the county 
See nee Penne te RN OSD She plang ee ilas A. Sharpe, 
resigned. 

Oscar G. Parsley, to be postmaster at Wilmington, in the count 
of New Hanover and State of North Carolina, in puos of Edwin 
Brink, ended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States. 

Mrs. M. F, Pender, to be poene at Tarborough, in the county 
of Edgecombe and State o North Carolina, in place of Walter P. 
Williamson, suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States. 

James B. Smith, to be postmaster at Fayetteville, in the count 
of Cumberland and State of North Carolina, in place of Robert M. 
Orrell, suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States. 

Samuel H. Smith, to be postmaster at Winston, in the maT of 
Forsyth and State of North Carolina, in place of Wiley A. Wal er, 
suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Stat- 
eae Tas on ae espen N at Oxford, in th ty of G 

‘aylor, o: e county of Gran- 
ville and State of North Carolina, in place of Manly B. Jones, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

W. T. Weaver, to be postmaster at Asheville, in the county of Bun- 
combe and State of North Carolina, in place of Henry L. Gudger, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

Charles W. Roby to be postmaster at cpap in the county of 
Multnomah and State of Oregon, in the place of George A. Steel, 
whose commission expired October 21, 1885. 

George W. Bell, to be B gry at Cardington, in the county 
of Morrow and State of Ohio, in the place of Thomas C. Thomson, 


dece: 
C. 8. Brady, to be postmaster at Newark, in the county of Lickin 
and State of Ohio, in place of William ©; Lyon, senlnnk z 
William Clevenger, to be postmaster at Wilmington, in the county 
of Clinton and State of Ohio, in place of C. N. Browning, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1763 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, 
Robert W. Cowan, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county of 
Ashland and State of Ohio, in the plaçe of Alfred O. Long, resigned. 
J. P. Cook, to be postmaster at Kenton, in the county of Hardin and 
State of Ohio, in the place of Herman Sagebiel, resigned. 
Russell T. Dobson, to be postmaster at Bowling Green, in the at 
of Wood and State of Ohio, in place of Julius D. Bow 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
Oe Eisbe to be postmaster at Ironto: th f La 
pE riy, at Ironton, in the county o W- 
rence and State of Ohio, in place of S. Brady Steece, suspen: under 
br peoos of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 


Wilson W. Forney, to be panman at Leetonia, in the county of 
Columbiana and State of Ohio, in the place of Mathew E. Taggert, 


M. M. Gaunce, to be rat reagan the county of Greene 
and State of Ohio, in p. of Thomas G. Brown, suspended under 
Us Vea of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

Martin V. Gibson, to be postmaster at Upper Sandusky, in the 
county of Wyandot and State of Ohio, in place of J. F, Rieser, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
R UT O Haee, to ba t Napol in th ty of 

muel C., » postmaster at Napoleon, in the county o 
Henry and State of Ohio, in place of L, G. suspended under 
ae provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

tates, 

Winfield 8. Hammaker, to be postmaster at Findlay, in the count 
of Hancock and State of Ohio, in place of Eli J. De Wolfe, suspen 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
Taa Paer, + be postmaster at Jackson, in th ty of 

entry Ho , to r at Jackson, © county o: 
J: caine and State of Ohio, in the place of Bradford F, Holcombe ra: 
signe 

oseph S. Laughlin, to be postmaster at Sidney, in the county of 
Shelby and State of Ohio, in tha plane of Joseph E. Wilkinson, whose 
commission expired May 5, 1885. 

John W. Morris, to be postmaster at TH, in the county of Miami 
and State of Ohio, in the place of Frank M., Sterrett, resigned. 

L. P. Obliger, to be postmaster at Wooster, in the county of Wayne 
and State o Ohio, in the place of Peter C. Given, resigned. 

Cary T. Pope, to be r at Hillsborough, in the county of 
Highland and State of Ohio, in place of James W. Patterson, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

James I. Pritchard, to be postmaster at Nelsonville, in the count: 
Athens and State of Ohio, in the place of Jacob W. Frost, resigned. 
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F. 8. Reefy, to be postmaster at ss OE in the county of Lorain 
and State of Ohio, in place of Frank E. Bishop, resign 

Charles Rose, to be postmaster at Legan, in the county of Hocking 
and State of Ohio, in the place of F, S. Pursell, resigned. 

John C. Sceva, to be postmaster at Mechanicsburg, in the county 
of Champaign and State of Ohio, in the place of Thomas E. Shep- 
herd, whose commission expired May 5, 1855. 

Samuel L. P. Stone, to be postmaster at Urbana, in the county of 
Champaign and State of Ohio, in place of Samuel B. Price, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

Daniel C. Stearns, to be tmaster at Berea, in the county of 
Cuyahoga and State of Ohio, in place of William H, James, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1763 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

J. R. Thorne, to be postmaster at Piqua, in the county of Miami 
and State of Ohio, in place of La Roy 8. Jordan, suspended under 
re provisions of section 1763 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

tates. 

W. E. Touvelle, to be postmaster at Celina, in the county of Mer- 
cer and State of Ohio, in the place of John W. Dickman, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

Bartholomew Tristram, to be poime at Marion, in the county 
EEY and State of Ohio, in the place of Valentine Lapham, re- 
si 

Dasara A. Van Horn, to be postmaster at New London, in the 
county of Huron and State of Ohio, the appointment of ‘a 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after July 1, 1885. 

Gardner A. Wilder, to be postmaster at Circleville, in the county 
of Pickaway and State of Ohio, in place of H. E. Lutz, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

Jacob J. Zeller, to be postmaster at Ottawa, in the county of Put- 
most og State of Ohio, in the place of Thomas D. Campbell, re- 
si : 

. N. McCloud, to be postmaster at Marysville, in the county of 
Union and State of Ohio, in the place of Dwight Webb, Saras f 

Henry G. Ashmead, to be postmaster at Chester, in the county of 

Delaware and State of Pennsylvania, in place of John A. Wallace, 
ded under the provisions of section 1763 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States. 

Michael D. Baker, to be postmaster at Uniontown, in the county 
of ro and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Orin J. Sturgis, 
resigned. 

4. B. Bennett, to be postmaster at Pittston, in the county of Lu- 
zerne and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Jeremiah B. Shiffer, 
whose commission expired October 25, 1885. 

Henry 8. Benner, to be postmaster at Gettysburg, in the county 
of Adams and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John M. Krouth, 
whose commission expired May 5, 1885. 

David R. Boyer, to be postmaster at Tamaqua, in the county of 
Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Mary B. Mce- 
Guigan, whose commission expired May 5, 1885. 

Joseph K. Hogen to be postmaster at Wilkes Barre, in the county 
of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Albert 8. Orr, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

Thomas Chalfant, to be postmaster at Danville, in the county of 
Montour and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Charles W. Eck- 


man, resigned. . 

George A. Clark, to be postmaster at Bloomsburg, in the county 
of Columbia and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Daniel A. Beckley, 
suspended underthe provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States. 

Frank P. Crotzer, to be postmaster at Nanticoke, in the county of 
i and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John H. James, 
resigned. 

exander M. Dick, to be postmaster at West Newton, in the 
county of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
Harman D. Smith, resigned. 

James H. Dobbins, to be postmaster at Bellefonte, in the county 
of Centre and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John T. John- 
son, whose commission expired May 5, 1885, 

James D , to be postmaster at Bristol, in the county of Bucks 
and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of William B. Baker, whose 
commission expired March 22, 1885. 

J. E. Eichholtz, to be postmaster at Sunbury, in the county of 
Northumberland and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Jacob 
Rohrback, whose commission expired May 5, 1885. 

L. R. Erdice, to be postmaster at Brookville, in the county of Jef- 
ferson and State of Pennsylvania, in place of F. A. Weaver, suspended 
under the provisions of scction 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

J. H. Fulmer, to be postmaster at Muncy, in the county of Lycom- 
ing and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of George L. I. Painter. 
whose commission expired October 29, 1885. 

James G. Hasson, to be postmaster at X pessburg; in the county 
of Cambria aud State of Pennsylvania, in place of Edmund James, 
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suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States. 
William F. Harrity, to be ———— at vec gine the county 


of Philadelphia and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Henry S. Hui- 
dekoper, suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States. 

Frank Harvey, to be postmaster at Renovo, in the county of Clin- 
ton and State of Pennsylvania, in apr] of Newton Wells, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

George F. Herman, to be postmaster at Bethlehem, in the county 
of Northampton and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Owen A. 
Lukenbach, resigned. 

Isaac Horton, to be postmaster at North East, in the county of 
Erie ant State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Oscar W. Davis, re- 
signed. 

ames B. Hutchison, to be postmaster at Hazleton, in the county 
of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of James James, 
whose commission expired March 22, 1835. 

Samuel P. Kindt, to be postmastmer at Shenandoah, in the county 
of Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of James Wooley, 
whose commission expired May 5, 1885. 

Maurice Litsch, to be postmaster at Mahanoy City, in the county 
of Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Jacob L. 
Bricker, whose commission expired March 22, 1885. 

William McFarlan, to be postmaster at Downingtown, in the 
county of Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Richard D. 
Wells, whose commission expired October 14, 1885. 

James McKinney, to be postmaster at Susquehanna, in the count 
of Susquehanna and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Isaac W. 
Jones, whose commission expired March 22, 1885. 

James H. Moore, to be igor’ at Monongahela City, in the 
county of Washington and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
Chillion C. W. Hazzard, resigned. 

Augustus Owen, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of 
Brad o and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Allen M. Ayres, 
resigned. 

Elijah A. Parsons, to be postmaster at Towanda, in the county of 
Bradford and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Jackson P. Keeney, 
suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States. 

Frank H. Piatt, to be postmaster at Tunkhannock, in the county of 
Wyoming and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Hiram W. Bard- 
well, resigned. 

J. F. Rayen, to be postmaster at Sandy Lake, in the county of Mer- 
cer and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office haning, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1885. 

William C. Schultze, to be postmaster at Reynoldsville, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Til- 
ton C. Reynolds, resigned. 

Jacob B. Shale, to peaches at McKeesport, in the county of 
Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in the p of Samuel E. Ca- 
rothers, whose commission expired October 29, 1835. 

Henry E. Slaymaker, to be postmaster at Lancaster, in the county 
of Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania, in place of James N. Mar- 
shall, suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States. 

William Strohmeier, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county of 
Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of William H, 
Lieb, resigned. 

John Swan, to be postmaster at Allegheny, in the county of Alle- 
gheny and State of Pennsylvania, in place of John A. Myler, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

Joseph P. Taylor, to be postmaster at Du Bois, in the county of 
Clearfield and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Jesse E. Dale, 
resigned. 

Robert S. Wagner, to be postmaster at Bangor, in the county of 
Northampton and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Pres- 
ident on and after October 1, 1885. 

Alexander Wentz, to be tmaster at Mechanicsburg, in the 
county of Cumberland and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
Miss Catherine Singer, whose commission expired May 18, 1885. 

John McWilliams, to be postmaster at Coatesville, in the county of 
Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Francis G. Parke, 
whose commission expired March 22, 1885. 

Stephen S. Crittenden, to be postmaster at Greenville Court-House, 
in the county of Greenville and State of South Carolina, in the place 
of Mitchell K, Robertson, resigned. 

James E. Crosland, to be postmaster at Aiken, in the county of 
Aiken and State of South Carolina, in the place of Benjamin P, Chat- 
field, whose commission expired October 14, 1835. 

Wade H. Gibbes, to be postmaster at Columbia, in the county of 
Richland and State of South Caroliua, in the place of Charles M. 
Wilder, whose commission expired May 11, 1885. 

Charles W. Webb, to be postmaster at Andcrson Court-House, in 
the county of Anderson and State of South Carolina, in the paos of 
Mrs. Grace C. Cochran, whose commission expired May 19, 1885. 


W. R. Andrews, to be r at Union City, in the county of 
Obion and State of Tennessee, in place of William P. Richards, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

B. F. Cheatham, to be postmaster at Nashville, in the county of 
Davidson and State of Tennessee, in Tin place of William P. Jones, 
whose commission expired October 27, 1885. 

James M. King, to be postmaster at Knoxville, in the county of 
Knox and State of Tennessee, in the place of Oliver P. Temple, whose 
commission expired October 21, 1885. 

Thomas J. Lane, to be postmaster at Greeneville, in the county of 
Greene and State of Tennessee, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office arts by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1885. 

Henry Clay McLaurine, to be postmaster at Pulaski, in the county 
of Giles and State of Tennessee, in the place of John D. Lewis, whose 
commission expired October 15, 1885. 

William L. Norton, to be postmaster at Tullahoma, in the county 
of Coffee and State of Tennessee, in the place of George W. Davidson, 


resigned. 

Samuel W. Shields, to be postmaster at Morristown, in the count 
of Hamblen and State of Tennessee, in the place of John H. Tren y 
resigned, 

Frank White, to be postmaster at Murfreesborough, in the county 
of Rutherford and State of Tennessee, in the place of Reese K. Hen- 
derson, ns 

Willis H. Bates, to be postmaster at Denton, in the county of Den- 
ton and State of oan in the place of John B. Nicholas, whose com- 
mission expired May 20, 1885. 

Robert Burns, to be postmaster at Houston, in the county of Har- 
ris and State of Texas, in the place of Henry D. Johnson, whose 
commission expired October 15, 1885. 

H. T. Davis, to be master at Orange, in the county of Orange 
and State of Texas, the place of Lilburn C. R. Scott, confirmed 
seme! Ag 1885, but not commissioned. 

John W. Duncan, to be ter at Bonham, in the county of 
Fannin and State of Texas, in the place of Henry E. Taylor, resigned. 

Thomas A. Gary, to be master at Galveston, in the eounty of 
Galveston and State of Texas, in place of William H. Griffin, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

C. A. Gildea, to be postmaster at Brackettsville, in the county of 
Kinney and State of Texas, in the place of William W. Lambert, 
whose commission expired May 13, 1885. 

George A. er to be postmaster at Wichita Falls, in the 
county = Wichita and State of Texas, in the place of A. D. Acres, 
resigned. 

R. E. Harris, to be postmaster at San Angelo, in the county of Tom 
Green and State of Texas, in the place of William E, Ellis, resigned. 

Henry P. Howard, to be postmaster at San Antonio, in the county 
of Bexar and State of Texas, in place of James P. Newcomb, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

John O. Johnson, to be postmaster at Austin, in the county of 
Travis and State of Texas, in the place of Jacob C. De Gress, whose 
commission expired October 15, 1585. 

Fidelia Kilgore, to be postmaster at Longview, in the county of 
Gregg and State of Texas, in the place of John T. Kilgore, deceased. 

E. $: Rutherford, to be postmaster at Clarksville, in the county 
of Red River and State of Texas, in the place of Henry S. Sander- 
son, agg SReY 

John Snoddy, to be postmaster at Big Spring, in the county of 
Howard and State of Texas, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after July 1, 1885. 

John Q. Tabor, to be postmaster at Bryan, in the county of Brazos 
and State of Texas, in place of J. Allen Heren; suspended under 
the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 


tates. 
Andrew J. Ward, to be postmaster at Beaumont, in the county of 
Jefferson and State of Texas, in the place of George E. Vallade, re- 


signed. 

Dadiey C. Brown, to be postmaster at Brandon, in the county of 
Rutland and State of Vermont, in place of John L. Knight, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

Clark Holden, to be postmaster at Barre, in the county of Wash- 
ington and State of Vermont, in place of William A. Perry, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, 

W. L. Howard, to be postmaster at Fair Haven, in the county of 
Rutland and State of Vermont, in the place of Harris Whipple, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

George F. O. Kimball, to be postmaster at Vergennes, in the county 
of poaeen and State of Vermont, in the place of Hiram C. Johnson, 
resigu . 

George W. Morse, to be tmaster at Waterbury, in the vagy 4 
of Washington and State of Vermont, in the place of Justin W. 
Moody, resigned. 
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Charles C. Peck, to be postmaster at Middlebury, in the coun 
of Addison and State of Vermont, in the place of George Hammond, 
whose commission expired May 6, 1885. 

Jerome W. Pierce, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the county 
of Windsor and State of Vermont, in place of Loren B. Hurd, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

Lyman W. Redington, to be postmaster at Rutland, in the county 
of Rutland and State of Vermont, in place of Albert H. Tuttle, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

A. P. Bibb, to be postmaster at University of Virginia, in the 
county of Albemarle and State of Virginia, in place of Robert H. 
Fife, suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States. 

Mattie K. Chis to be postmaster at Hampton, in the coun 
of Elizabeth City and State of Virginia, in the place of Hunter 
Booker, resigned. 

William H. Cullingworth, to be postmaster at Richmond, in the 
county of Henrico and State of Virginia, in the place of George K. 
Gilmer, whose commission expired May 13, 1885. 

Oscar D. Derr, to be postmaster at Roanoke, in the county of Roa- 
noke and State of Virginia, in place of Alexander S. Asberry, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

Frank T. Forbes, to be aster at batgat renee eo in the 
county of Spottsylvania and State of Virginia, in place of Lawrence 
Taliaferro, suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, 

M. Glennan, to be postmaster at Norfolk, in the county of Norfolk 
and State of Virginia, in place of James W. Long, suspended under 
TR provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

tates. 

George R. Head, to be postmaster at Leesburg, in the county of 
Loudoun and State of Virginia, in place of Owen T. Holmes, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

William W. Herbert, to be ter at Alexandria, in the county 
of Alexandria and State of Virginia, in place of David A. Windsor, 
suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States. 

Alexander S. Haller, to be postmaster at Wytheville, in the county 
of Wythe and State of Virginia, in place of William F. Slater, sus- 
pended under the pronaions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

H. B. Linney, to be postmaster at Gordonsville, in the county of 
Orange and State of Virginia, in place of Joseph H. Yager, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

Thomas R. McDearman, to be postmaster at Danville, in the eounty 
of Pittsylvania and State of Virginia, in place of Algar M. Wheeler, 
suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States. 

John N. Shepherd, to be postmaster at Berryville, in the county of 
ee and State of Virginia, in the place of John W. Beemer, re- 
signe 

J. T. Burns, to be postmaster at Dayton, in the county of Columbia 
and stipes of Washington, in the place of William O. Matzger, 
resigned. 

Arthur D. Glover, to be postmaster at Olympia, in the county of 
Thurston and Territory of Washington, in place of James N, Gale, 
suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States. 

Daniel Stewart, to be postmaster at Walla Walla, in the county 
of Walla Walla and Territory of Washington, in the place of William 
Stine, whos commission expired October 18, 1885. 

Richard J. Ashby, to be postmaster at Charleston, in the county 
of Kanawha and State of West Virginia, in place of Alvaro F. Gib- 
bens, suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States. 

Patrick J. Rogers, to be postmaster at Piedmont, in the county of 
Mineral and State of West Virginia, in place of George T. Gosorn, 
suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States. 

Robert Simpson, to be postmaster at Wheeling, in the county of 
Ohio and State of West Virginia, in place of Hugh Sterling, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

John A. Bardon, to be postmaster at Superior, in the county of 
Douglas and State of Wisconsin, in place of Sidney E. Tubbs, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

James W. Beattie, to be postmaster at Marshfield, in the county of 
Wood and State of Wisconsin, in place of Edward S. Renne, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

Oscar F. Blakely, to be postmaster at ees in the county of 
La Fayette and State of Wisconsin, in place of Sylvester W. Osborne, 


suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Stat- 
ntes of the United States. 

William Brown, to be postmaster at Lake Geneva, in the county 
of Walworth and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Charles A. Noyes, 


resigned. 

Charles A. Burroughs, to be postmaster at La Crosse, in the county 
of La Crosse and State of Wisconsin, in place of Benjamin F. Bryant, 
suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United Saates. 

William H. Canon, to be postmaster at Merill, in the county of Lin- 
coln and State of Wisconsin, in place of Spencer Wiley, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

William N. Carter, to be postmaster at Viroqua, in the county of 
Vernon and State of Wisconsin, in place of Robert S. McMichael, 
suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States. 

Edward Van De Casteele, to be postmaster at De Pere, in the 
county of Brown and State of Wisconsln, in the place of Pembroke 
R. Proctor, Eee 

Drummond G. Craig, to be postmaster at Fort Atkinson, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Wisconsin, in place of Monmonth H. 
Ganong, suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States. 

John Dawe, to be postmaster at Edgerton, in the county of Rock 
and State of Wisconsin, in place of Edward A. Burdick, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. í 

Walter H. Dawley, to be postmaster at Antigo, in the county of 
Langdale and State of Wisconsin, in place of Henry Smith, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 


Charles B. Draper, to be postmaster at Oconomowoe, in the county 
of Waukesha and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Warham Parks, 
resigned. 


A, Everhard, to be postmaster at Ripon, in the county of Fond du 
Lac and State of Wisconsin, in place of Calvin H. Upham, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

William T. Mall, to be postmaster at Beloit, in the county of Rock 
and State of Wisconsin, in place of Chalmers Ingersoll, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

R. P. Hitchcock, to be postmaster at Tomah, in the county of Mon- 
roe and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Hiram 8. Beardsley, re- 


signed. 
Fenty C. Hunt, to be postmaster at Reedsburg, in the county of 
Sauk and State of Wisconsin, in place of John Kellogg, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

J.E. Jones, to be postmaster at Portage, in the county of Colum- 
bia and State of Wisconsin, in place of Charles C. Dow, suspended 
under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

James M. Keys, to be postmaster at Richland Centre, in the county 
of Richland and State of Wisconsin, in place of David G. James, sus- 
pended under the proyisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

Peter McCamley, to be postmaster at Grand Rapids, in the county 
of Wood and State of Wisconsin, in the place of George F. Witter, 
whose commission expired October 14, 1885. 

M. H. Mould, to be postmaster at Baraboo, in the county of Sauk 
and State of Wisconsin, in place of David E. Welch, suspended un- 
der the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

John Pepper, to be postmaster at Boscobel, in the county of Grant 
and State of Wisconsin, in the place of William E. De Lap, resigned. 

Adolph Piening, to be tmaster at Manitowoc, in the county of 
Manitowoc and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Charles Esslinger, 
whose commission expired March 22, 1885. 

Curtis Reed, to be postmaster at Menasha, in the county of Win- 
nebago and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Selden M. Bronson, 
whose commission expired May 5, 1885. 

Valentine Ringle, to be postmaster at Wausan, in the county of 
Marathon and State of Wisconsin, in place of Robert H. Johnson, 
suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States. 

Michael W. Ryan, to be postmaster at Medford, in the county of 
Taylor and State of Wisconsin, in place of Soloman H. Keeler, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

J. H. Donkersley, to be postmaster at Laramie City, in the county 
of Albany and Territory of Wyoming, in place of Charles W. Spauld- 
ing, suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States. 

John C. Friend, to be postmaster at Carbon, in the county of Car- 
bon and Territory of Wyoming, in place of Harvey T. Snively, sus- 
pended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, December 17, 1885. 


The House met at 12o0’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION, 


Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to have printed at this 
time, and that it lie on the table, a joint resolution proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States defining the office of Sec- 
ond Vice-President of the United States. 

The joint resolution was read at length. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not desire to object to the introduction of 
that proposition at this time, but as I have one that relates to the same 
subject, I would ask consent to have it go with the proposition of the 
gentleman from South Carolina. > 

Mr. DIBBLE. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I suppose that both of these proposi- 
tions when regularly introduced in the House would be referred to a 
committee of the House—the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Undoubtedly, that is the intention. 

Mr. TUCKER. And I see no reason why they should have preced- 
ence in this way over other measures that gentlemen want to intro- 
duce in the House. 

Mr. DIBBLE. The only object in view is to have the joint resolu- 
tion printed for the information of members of the House. 

Mr. TUCKER. Such matters can be printed when they are intro- 
duced ly under the call. 

Mr. RANDALL. Idid notmean to precipitate action upon the House 
in receiving and sig, bees matters, but since this has been intro- 
duced by the gentleman South Carolina, if it goes into print I ask 
the same privilege for a similar ition. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think we had better have the assembled 
wisdom of the House if we are to have it at all. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] ob- 
jects, and neither proposition is before the House. 


THE RULES. 


Mr. MORRISON. I call up the unfinished business. In doing so 
I would be glad to have some understanding as to the time when the 
general debate is to close. I ask unanimous consent that it be closed 
at 3 or 4 o’clock this afternoon. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois calls up for considera- 
tion the unfinished business, which is the of the Committee on 
Rules, and asks unanimous consent that the debate under the hour rule 
be closed at 3 o’clock this afternoon. 

Mr. CASWELL. I hope that will not be done. I have the impres- 
sion that there are sey gentlemen on this side of the House whose 
turn will come about the hour named, and who are very anxious to be 
heard. 

Mr. MORRISON. I have no objection to saying 4 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the t to have 
been made heretofore that after the debate under the hour rule shall 
have been concluded the debate under the five-minute rule as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole shall be allowed. 

Mr. CASWELL. That does not meet my objection. 

Mr. CANNON. Do I understand there is to be debate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole under the five-minute rule? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON] re- 
serves, as the Chair understands, the right to move the previous ques- 
tion on any amendment, 

Mr. MILLS. What is the proposition ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the proposition to have 
been made the other morning, and assented to by the gentleman from 
Illinois, that after the debate under the hour rule shall have concluded 
there might be debate under the five-minute rule on the clauses and 
amendments. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not understand the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois to cut off the five-minute debate at all. 

The SPEAKER. Nor does the Chair so understand. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to take this opportunity to make a state- 
ment as to my own relations to the time permitted. Yesterday in ask- 
ing an opportunity to be heard I found that my colleague [Mr. Storm] 
had precedence in the list at the Speaker’s desk, and it was suggested, 
as he desired to speak but a few minutes and as the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Lone] was to in his hour and said he wanted 
but ten minutes, there would be about half an hour forme. But cir- 
cumstances took such a course, my colleague not wishing to speak 
at so late an hour last evening and the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts being indisposed or having for some other cause left the Hall, 
that instead of being the third speaker in the hour I came to the front. 
It has been suggested to me within the last two or three minutes that 
it is expected two other gentlemen will speak within the hour. That 
was not my understanding. My understanding was that there were 
from twenty-five to thirty minutes to be taken out of the hour and I 


was to have the remainder. Under that arrangement I desire to speak; 
but I do not desire to speak with the understanding that I am to skip 
out at any point when it is thought convenient to let four other gen- 
tlemen come into the hour and take two-thirds of the thirty minutes 
given me. 

The SPEAKER. -The Chair, of course, has nothing to do with the 
arrangement which gentlemen on the floor may make among themselves 
as to the distribution of time. 

Mr. STORM. I wish to say it was understood this hour now run- 
ning for debate was given to those opposed to the report. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair so understood. 

Mr. STORM. When I was at the Speaker’s desk, in the presence of 
my colleague [Mr. KELLEY], I understood the Speaker to put my col- 
league down on the same side. I understand since that he propana to 
speak on the other side of the question. I do not think it fair for him 
to take away one-half of the hour allowed me to parcel out between 
ny and my friends in opposition to the view my colleague proposes 

e. 

Mr. KELLEY. IfI saidanything indicating the side of the question 
I was to speak upon, what I indicated was my strong desire to ma 
that provision which proposes to prohibit riders on appropriation bills, 
which have been the agency by which the powers belonging to the 
House have been absorbed by the Committee on Appana, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires tosay that when the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] wasasked by the Chair with a view 
to adistribution oftime which side he desired to speak upon, the Chair 
understood the gentleman to say he was opposed to one of the propo- 
sitions, which the Chair understood to be that one relating to the dis- 
tribution of appropriations; and as that has been the chief matter of 
controversy on the floor, the Chair put the name of the gentleman on 
the list as opposed to the report. 

Mr. KELLEY. Then I have been misunderstood, and I retire for 
the t and take such chance as I can hereafter to get the floor. 

. STORM. I will give my colleague fifteen minutes. 

Mr. KELLEY. Iam not disposed to enter into a scramble for the 
floor. Will my colleague agree that I shall have fifteen minutes after 
other gentlemen have spoken in the hour ? 

Mr. STORM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KELLEY, 1 right. 


COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, ORDE A IA E the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey, showing the progress made in that work during 
the last fiscal year; which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 


printed. 
THE RULES. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Storm] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. STORM. I yield a portion of my time to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lone]. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me we have practically settled 
the ‘‘ weightier matters of the law ” in this matter, and are in some dan- 
ger of thrashing too long the anise and mint and cummin. I am notat 
all certain that I can add anything to this debate except general sug- 
gestions. It does occur to me to say that there has been a good deal of 
emphatic declamation about propositions on which we are all agreed. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr, Hiscock] in his able speech of 
yesterday asked us whether we propose to submit to arule which robs a 
majority of Representatives of their rights, or whether we are willing to 
commit ourselves to the doctrine that a majority of the House can not 
be trusted. As I heard him repeat this over and over again, I almost 
felt that my liberties had been taken away, until on cooler reflection I 
remembered that not one man in the House would dare say a majority 
of the representatives of the people can not be trusted, and that not ten 
men in the House believe that a majority of the representatives of the 
people can notbe trusted. Shivers almost ran down my back as I list- 
ened to the peroration of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. WELLBORN] 
when he referred to the Siberian despotism of the Russian Czar and the 
blood and iron hand of Bismarcky and it was only on later reflection 
that I remembered we are American citizens, in no danger of becoming 
Russian serfs, and that nobody on this floor proposes that we should be 
brought to that condition. 

I agree with gentlemen here who demand the largest liberty for the 
people and the est parliamentary freedom for the representatives of 
the people. But I have also been taught that liberty is of little value 
except as it is regulated by law, and I have learned that general parlia- 
mentary rights are of little value except as they are regulated by nec- 

parliamentary rules. There is only one way in which we can 
have on this floor that ideal liberty which seems to be in some gentle- 
men’s minds; that is, by abolishing all parliamentary rules, by abolish- 
ing all committees with their preferences and their privileges, by abol- 
ishing all restrictions upon debate, all limitations of time, and remand- 
ing ourselves to the condition of a debating society. But nobody pro- 
pas to do that. Everybody recognizes that the necessities of publie 

usin 


ess require certain rules, certain preferences, in the transaction of 


ate” te ee ee 
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business. The gentlemen on this side of the Hall, before this Congress 
met, gathered in this Hall and nominated as their leader the gifted 
and distinguished gentleman from Maine[Mr. REED]. He was made, 
not a tyrant or a despot, but a parliamentary leader upon this floor. 
Great power was confided to him, power which he will use conscien- 
tiously and faithfully, but which also, from the necessity of the case, 
he will use to facilitate some business, to delay and defeat other busi- 
ness; and we shall probably at times fret under his direction and leader- 
ship. Indeed, we are constantly recognizing the necessity of trusts of 
power, and the true philosophy is not to destroy but to regulate them. 

The simple question before us at this time is whether, having agreed 
upon the reform measures that are n to cure abuses in our sys- 
tem of rules, we shall getuxther, and take from the Appropriations Com- 
mittee the bills which have heretofore been in its charge and distribute 
them among some eight or nine other committees; whether these bills 
shall be confided to one committee or distributed among a number, with 
the friction and delay thereby resulting, and also with the possibility 
of tyrannous combination; for the chairman of each one of these com- 
mittees will be bea leading member of the other side of the House, and 
combination can be used at any time to cause delay, to renew abuses, 
and if need be to obstruct the fortunes of the minority on this side of 
the House. 

I yield to no member in my criticism of the abuses under which we 
have been suffering. I find that that system of abuses arose under the 
revision of the rules which was adopted in the Forty-sixth Congress; 
and the general tendency now seems to be to slough off the shackles 
then imposed on us and go back to the freer and more generous system 
prevailing prior to that time. But going back to that time I find that 
under that better system the appropriation bills were not distributed 
among various committees but were left in the hands of the Appropri- 
ations Committee. So that, even if we go back to that better system, 
relieving ourselves from the fetters w the Forty-sixth Congress 
put upon us, we shall still preserve the system of giving jurisdiction of 
all the appropriation bills to the Appropriations Committee. That 
been the invariable practice from the ing of the Government; 
and the burden of proof rests upon those who claim that a change 
should be made, not upon us who say that no sufficient reason exists 


for making a change. 


What is the great evil under which we have been suffering? I was a | princi 


risen of the House. zore short session I was a member S ane 
mittee on Appropriati mt not to become w 
to it, certainly not Jo eck te teen eo to the extraordinary 
power that was in its hands and the abuse of that er which arose 
in its administration. On the contrary, I am heartily in favor of this 
revision which the Committee on Rules have placed before us, in its 
length and breadth, up to but not including this one point of distribut- 
ing the bills which have heretofore been entirely in the hands of the 
Appropriations Committee. The evil, if I may put it in one word, is 
that we were practically bound hand and foot so completely that sub- 
stantially there were only three classes of measures which could pass 
this House: First, those bills which were of such utter insignificance 
and so little account that by unanimous consent they were carried 
through, thereby entailing upon a member the humiliation of asking 
as a favor what as a Representative he ought to have the right to de- 
mand, and entailing upon the Chair the ungracious task of making 
preferences among us; second, those measures which were of such over- 
whelming necessity that although there was violent mM Steep yet if 
they could command a two-thirds vote they would go ugh under a 
m of the rules—and we know how very few there were which 
went throughin that way; third, those bills which, by the grace of the 
Appropriations Committee, were carried through in the form of riders or 
amendments to the general appropriation bills. 

Now, Ladmit just as cordially as is claimed by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Hiscock] that under that system the majority were 
deprived of their rights and at the same time evaded their responsi- 
bility—in short, that it was a complete system of how not to doit. The 
question is, What remedy then is necessary to cure just this evil but 
not any other? Iam not suffering from the despotism of the Czar of 
Russia; I am notsuffering from the tyranny of any xing bere, whether 
they be the kings of the Appropriations Committee, kings of the 
Ways and Means, or the kings of the Committee on Rules, but I want 
relief from just this difficulty of a bad system. I find it first in so 
amending our rules that every committee of the House shall have 
full, fair, and equal opportunity with every other committee to present 
its business to the House and to have a majority of the House deter- 
mine whether its measures shall become law or not. That is fair and 
that is right, and the revision now under consideration accomplishes 
ee zene so far as it can be accomplished and it has the hearty assent 
of us 

The second thing to do, and this is the key-note of the whole matter 
so far as the distribution of bills is concerned, is to shear the Appro- 
priations Committee of fess vestige of the power of enacting general 
legislation in the form of riders or amendments to appropriation bills, 
thereby absorbing and in the absence of other means of legislation act- 
ually controlling the action of the House. This evil is further aggra- 
vated by the fact that in the Senate an entirely different rule prevails, 


providing that no general legislation shall be pot in the form of a 


rider or amendment to an appropriation bill. effect is that the 
two branches are at this cross-purpose; one, the House, can practically 
only enact general legislation in the form of riders or amendments to 
appropriation bills, while in the Senate that is the one way in which 
no general jegislation is possible at all. This has resulted in differ- 
ences, in conferences, in delays to the last minute, in a finat agony, and 
in an ultimate delivery at which only the three nurses from either side 
are present and of which nobody knows anything until the genoral laws 
are published two or three months after the session ends. 

I agree to the enormity and wrong of that system, desire it should 
be rectified, and give my hearty support to the revision now under con- 
sideration in that it adopts the Senate plan, and takes away from the 
Committee on Appropriations the right to enact general legislation in 
riders on appropriation bills and as far as possible cures the evil. 

There is one step further necessary, because by delay in reporting 
these appropriation bills business is forced to the close of a session, and 
the condition of things I have described arises. I would therefore go 
further, and provide that the Committee on Appropriations in the short 
session should report all its bills by the 1st of February, and in the 
long session by the 1st of March. Do that and you will then have 
accomplished all you can do. I say all you can do, because no human 
ingenuity, Mr. Speaker, can put a bushel of wheat into a quart meas- 
ure. But so faras you can accomplish anything in preventing the evils 
before us the adoption of the two provisions which I have referred to 
in this revision and of this third rule, which is not in it, will do all 
that can be done. The business of the House can then be transacted 
more efficiently, committees will have an equal chance, individual 
members will have their rights as faras possible, a majority will deter- 
mine what the House shall do, and the Appropriations Committee will 
be shorn of its excessive power. 

So far so good. But I believe that here we should stop, restoring 
ourselves to the condition of things in the Forty-sixth Congress before 


has | the present rules were adopted. But, as often happens in the rush of 


reform, it is now proposed to go a step further, to take astep which I 
believe will lead to additional delay, to the friction of a half dozen 
committees, instead of the delay of one, to increase the expenditure 
of the revenue of the nation and to the violation of sound parliamentary 


inciple, 

If there is any parliamentary principle which has been well estab- 
lished it is the principle which has the authority of our best parlia- 
mentarians, whose names have been already cited in the course of the 
debate, which prevails in other countries and which has prevailed in 
ours from the very beginning. That principleis that the various mat- 
ters of legislation be referred to the various committees changed 
with their subject-matter for enactment into law; but that the appro- 
priation of money for carrying such enactments into execution shall he 
lodged in one general, large, central Committee on Appropriativus, 
which, in homely language, can cut the garment of Government expend- 
iture aceording to the cloth of its revenue. Formerly, as has been 
stated, this Committee on Appropriations embraced matters relating to 
revenue as well as to expenditure. As Mr. Garfield put it, it was di- 
vided into a Committee on Ways and Means and a Committee on a 
propriations, standing back to back, but preserving the unity of the old 


system. 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Massachusetts 


has ms 

Mr. LONG. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania to yield to me 
a few minutes a 

Mr. STORM. I will yield five minutes longer, 

Mr. LONG. But nobody has suggested that the Committee on Ap- 
propriations should be still further divided in its functions, until now 
comes the proposition not to establish eight or nine new appropriation 
committees, but—for, Mr. Speaker, we might just as well face the facts 
which are before the House and call things by their right names—to 
destroy, abolish, and annihilate the Appropriations Committee of this 
parliamentary body so far as the function of its responsibility for the 
general expenditures is concerned. 

It is proposed to leave it a Committee on Appropriations in name, but 
to destroy it so far as this, its responsibility for the expenditures for 
the Government, is concerned. To be sure, it is proposed to leave with 
that committee a half-dozen bills, but you take away from it six or 
seven of the most important appropriation bills, and everybody knows 
that a divided responsibility is no responsibility at all. 

The value of a central appropriation committee charged with all of 
the expenditures is not thatit contains better men, not that it contains 
more patriotic men, or that it contains more competent men, but that 
it is a committee responsible for all of the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment. For instance, suppose you give to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs the preparation of the naval appropriation bill, The Naval Com- 
mittee is equally patriotic, equally competent with the Committee on 
eo bi but the Nayal Committee has to do simply with affairs 

ating to the Navy Department. It is constantly in close alliance and 
sympathy with that Department. Itis responsible only for the expendi- 
tures of that Department. Its constant tendency is to carry out as far 
as it can the wishes, demands, and needs of that Department. I do 
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not say, Mr. Speaker, that in that case the Naval Committee would be 
no check upon the expenditures of the Naval Department, but I do say, 
and every man’s common sense so tells him, that that committee would 
be no such check upon expenditures as would one contral committee 
charged solely with all the expenditures of the Government, pressed on 
one side by the Naval Committee, on the other by the Committee on 
Military Affairs, in front by the Committee on Pensions, in the rear by 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and which was cutting 
the garment according to the cloth. 

Sir, reference has been made during the course of this discussion to 
the River and Harbor Committee, and some unjust things have been 
said. That committee is as good asanother committee—it is just as 
patriotic, just as competent. In 1882, however, that committee, then 
under the name of the Committee on Commerce, put $18,000,000 into 
the appropriation bill for the improvement of rivers and harbors—an 
unparalleled sum. Ido not propose, Mr. Speaker, to discuss that ap- 
propriation. I do not propose to say whether it was too much or too 
little. It met the disapproval of the President and the country and 
resulted in achangein the poia complexionof this House. Whether 
that bill was right or not I shall not undertake to say, but I stake my 
reputation upon this, that if the Appropriations Committee of this 
House, then under the control of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock], had had charge of the appropriations for rivers and harbors 
that bill would not have carried $18,000,000, I go further and say that 
if even the then River and Harbor Committee had had charge of the 
other general appropriations that bill would not have been $18,000, 000. 
I go still further, sir. We had last year a most excellent, able, com- 
petent, and patriotic Committee on Rivers and Harbors; at its head a 
man in whom we all have confidence, the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. WILLIS]. Their appropriation bill for harbors and rivers may 
have been well enough. Whether good or badI do not undertake now 
to discuss; but I stake my reputation upon the statement that if that 
committee had been making appropriations for all the other depart- 
ments of the Government, as by the ae s was entirely competent to 
do, its appropriations for rivers and harbors would have been from 20 
to 25 per cent. less than they actually were. In other words, the mo- 
ment you distribute your appropriations among various committees 
there comes an increase of expenditures. 

There is another question which lies deeper in this discussion than 
the question of this distribution of the appropriation bills. We are 
coming to a question of policy upon which we must declare ourselves. 
The gentleman from Texas is the only one on that side of the House 
who has touched the real issue. It touches the fiscal policy of the 
country. That question is this: The gentleman says that the proper fis- 
cal policy is not to ascertain what our revenue isand expend accordingly, 
but to find out first what our needs are, what the wants of the Depart- 
ments are, and then raise revenue accordingly. I do not believe the 
country is prepared for that policy. Ido not believe that prudent men 
act upon that principle in their business. A man with an income of 
$5,000 a year needs just as much and would enjoy just as much as Van- 
derbilt with his twelve millions a year, but he would be assigned to the 
mad-house if he should attempt to arrange his expenditure on the basis 
of Vanderbilt’s income. 

More than that. If we are to adopt that policy, if we are first to de- 
termine our expenditures and then raise money accordingly, the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY ] may well look foranxiety among 
the business men of the country as to the constant fluctuation of our 
revenue and tariff policy. Nobody would then know how much would 
be required this year or how much would be required next year. Un- 
doubtedly the truth lies between the two lines of policy. It is wise 
that we should be able to reckon on stable revenue laws, and that we 
should be able to count on about so much income for each year and 
regulate our expenditures accordingly. 

There lies this deeper question here than the mere distribution of 
these bills. It is a question whether this House is prepared to enter 
upon and whether the country demands that we should enter upon a 
more liberal expenditure of the public money. Put the question fairly 
and squarely in that way and I should be very much tempted to set 
my face in the way of liberal appropriations. But do not disguise the 
matter. Let us call things by their right names. This distribution of 
these bills means a policy of larger expenditure. Are you prepared to 
enter upon that, you on that side of the House who are now in power, 
or you on this side who are going to be in power? The country, I 
think, is not yet prepared for it. 

Let me refer to one other objection which has been made. The gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] referred to the dangers which 
arise from the concentration of power which these bills bring into the 
hands of the Appropriations Committee. I would like to ask him, by 
the way, in view of his long service as chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, whether he really believes—I think the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] put the same question—that the Committee on 
Appropriations can not do all the work these bills would entail upon 
them when they are shorn of anything in the way of legislation? I 
should like also to ask him whether he did not feel, when he was chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, and made a record which is 
very much to his credit for its economy and prudence, that the expend- 


itures were less than if the bills had been distributed to the various 
committees which do not share the responsibility for the whole expend- 
iture? 

But they tell us that if the power of these bills remains lodged in the 
hands of the Appropriations Committee the result will be its arbitrary 
exercise in order todefeat orinterfere with legislation. I recognize that 
danger. But I think you will overcome it if you adopt the rule I sug- 
gest, requiring the committee to report within a given time. But, sir, 
that danger inheres in the very necessity of the transaction of our busi- 
ness, ‘That danger arises either from the constitution and nature of 
the committee, or else from the make-up of its personal membership. 
If the fault is in the nature and constitution of the committee—if the 
fact that a committee has precedence in the reporting and considera- 
tion ofits bills gives that committee undue power to interfere with 
the transaction of the general business of the House, how do you cure 
that evil by giving the same power to six or eight other committees ? 
Instead of having one, you have six or seven despots. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. LONG. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. STORM] 
give me five minutes more? 

Mr. STORM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LONG. The Committee on Ways and Means has the same 
privilege, the same power. Does anybody suggest that we go into the 

mmittee on Ways and Means and distribute its bills; that we give 
its bills relating to the tariff on wools to the Committee on Agricult- 

or its bills with regard to the tariff on woolens to the Committee 
on Manufactures, and so on? The Committee on Rules is also a des- 
pot in this House, if you care to use that expression. It isacommit- 
tee which hasalmost absolutepower. Offeran amendment fora change 
of the rules, and, without discussion, without a word, it is referred to 
the Committee on Rules, who pigeon-hole it and control it. But does 
anybody desire to divide the duties of the Committee on Rules, to give 
part of its duties to one committee and another part of its duties to an- 
other committee ? 

Is the difficulty in the personnel of the Appropriations Committee ? 
If it is, Mr. Speaker, then, if you are satisfied of that and are backed 
up by the sentiment of the House to the same effect, change the per- 
sonnel of that committee. It is your duty to do it, if the personnel of 
that committee be the cause of delay and of interference with business. 
But the difficulty is not in the personnel of the committee. The gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] tells us that he himself, when 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, used the power which 
came to him by virtue of that position to interfere with public business 
and to facilitate the passage of certain bills. No fairer, truer man ison 
the floor, and if he would use his power in that way, other chairmen, 
whoever they may be, may be ex to useitin thesame way. And 
yet you are asked to distribute this power and give six or seven chair- 
men the right to use it to delay business? 

Mr. Speaker, we shall have gone far enough when we have secured 
the rights of the majority and when we have shorn the Appropriations 
Committee of its power to report general legislation, leaving with them, 
subject to this restriction, the general appropriation bills, not because 
they are more competent, but because their responsibility circles the 
whole limit of the expenditures of the Government, and results in less 
delay, greater economy, and, I believe, inthe maintenance ofa sounder 
parliamentary nui de We are flying from evils, I know. We shall 
probably, as always happens in such fly to some evils we dream 
not of; but let us not fly to evils thatstare usin the face. It is a first- 
rate thing to fill the reform bucket, but not to fill it to such an extent 
that it slops over. [Applause. ] 

Mr. STORM. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, it had not been my intention to 
trespass upon the time of the House in this discussion. But the ques- 
tions involved are so important and the House seems to be so much 
divided upon the propriety of the different propositions submitted, 
that I trust I shall be pardoned for asking theindulgence of the House 
for a few moments while I address myself to some of the features of 
this repor and the proposed changes in the rules. 

I will state in the beginning that I sympathize heartily with the de- 
sire manifested on all sides of the House to expedite business as far as 
possible, and to devise some means by which we can more efficiently 
transact legislation. The increase of the membership of committees I 
approve because of the increase of membership of the House since the 
present basis was adopted. 

To that portion of the report which looks to the taking up by the 
House of bills sent here from the Senate, and to the prevention of delay 
in considering bills which have been passed by that body, I give my 
most unqualified assent. There are many other features of the report 
of the committee to which I think we can giveour sanction. But there 
are two recommendations of that report which I am constrained to say 
it is not best, in my judgment, for us to adopt. No man appreciates 
more highly than I do the ability and fidelity of the committee to whom 
this question was submitted and who have made their report to us; but, 
after some experience here, I repeat that the two features to which I am 
about to call attention should not, it seems to me, be adopted. 
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In this discussion I am no defender of any committee or of any man 
on this floor; nor do I believe this is a question of confidence or want 
of confidence in the integrity and intelligence of members of this House. 
I believe that if you were to select the fifteen members best suited for 
the consideration of appropriation bills, and then take them out of the 
House, there would still be fifteen more to whom we could safely in- 
trust all those bills. Ay, more, if we were then to take out that second 
fifteen there would still be found fifteen, yes, thirty more, to whom we 
could intrust these subjects with assurances of fair and intelligent re- 
sults. I believe the members of this House are actuated by an honest 
desire to do whatever is best for their constituents and their country. 
It is a question merely of how most effectually to attain the best legis- 
lation. 

The first question is, Shall we have a committee supervising the ex- 
penditures of the Government and knowing what is to be appropriated 
to each department of the Government, or shall we distribute the bills 
to various committees, none of which can know what the others are 
going to appropriate? I shall oppose the distribution of these bills for 
the very same reason that I would oppose a proposition to divide the 
duties of the Committee on Ways and Means and distribute the tariff 
question to one commiftee and the internal-revenue question to an- 
other. All the sources from which you are to get your revenues ought 
to be within the knowledge and reach of a single committee which is 
to consider the raising of the revenue, In like manner, Mr. Speaker, 
when we come to appropriate, there should be one committee in 
of the matter knowing what is demanded in each department, so that 
if the revenues are not sufficient to meet all, they will know what 
should be given to each department and where cutting down can best be 
effected. e will suppose all the committees of appropriations organ- 
ized as contemplated by this amendment. What will any one commit- 
tee know of the line of policy to be pursued or the amount to be appro- 
priated by the others? Then, will not each committee, being onerated 
with the appropriations for one department only, tend inevitably to 
magnify that department and to increase expenditures? 

I do not question the integrity or intelligence of the committees to 
which it is proposed to refer these questions. Ihave very high regard 
for the men who served on them in the last three Congresses, of which 
I have been a member, Iwould trustthem fully, Anditmay be that 
the very committee to whom you would refer one of these questions 
could be intrusted with the whole business of appropriations. But I 
do not think that the spiking up of jurisdiction is going to result in 
any advantage to the House, but the contrary. I oppose this, not be- 
cause I favor placing power or position in the hands of any few men of 
the Houge, but because I believe to do otherwise will destroy that unity 
of design which should characterize the appropriations for the various 
departments. 

There has been a clamor for more time for the consideration of general 
business. To that I wish to address myself fora moment. I sympa- 
thize with that demand. No man would go further than I to obtain 
the expedition of the business of the House and time for the deliberate 
consideration of prec measures. But if it takes time for one commit- 
tee to report and discuss and pass these bills, by what reasoning, by 
what arithmetic will you show that eight times that number can do 
the work any more expeditiously? It can not be done; and I predict 
that if this report be adopted instead of asaving of time you will see a 
third more time taken in the consideration of appropriation questions 
than has ever been taken heretofore. There will be more speaking and 
more delay. 

But enough, as my time is brief, on that branch of the case. I wish 
next to call the attention of the House to what I think is even more 
injurious than the distribution of the appropriation bills—I mean the 
repeal of the third clause of the twenty-first rule, which was adopted 
when appropriations were at their highest pitch since the war, a clause 
of the rule which was adopted in the interest of economy, and which 
when carried out can only result in saving money to the people whom 
we represent upon this floor. 

The following is the section to be stricken out: 

Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto changing ex- 
isting law be in order, except such as, being germane to the subject-matter of 
the bill, shall retrench expenditures by the uction of the number and salary 
of the officers of the United States, by the reduction of the compensation of any 
person paid out of the Treasury of the United Stai or by the reduction of 
amounts of money covered by the bill: Provided, That it shall be in order 
further to amend such bill upon the report of the committee having jurisdiction 


of the subject-matter of such amendment, which amendment, being germane to 
the subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures. 


Members talk about not wanting to be tied to an appropriation com- 
mittee. Before you adopt this proposed revision of the rules, before 
you launch out upon a repeal of the third clause of the twenty-first rule, 
I wish to call attention to the fact that you will not only bind your 
committees but you will bind yourselves by the repeal. To-day, under 
the old rules, if a proposition is made to expend money which you think 
is not proper, you can offer an amendment on an appropriation bill to 
prevent it; but should you repeal the third clause of the twenty-first 
rule and any member of the House offer an amendment changing the 
law which cuts down a salary or abolishes an office which ought not to 
exist, you will see the point of order successfully made that it can not be 


done under the rule on an appropriation bill. The purse is power, an¢, 
should never be unconditionally surrendered. 

Now what spectacle have we presented? Under this revision, if 
adopted, members will observe by paying particular attention to that 
portion of the proposed rule which is in italics, and which I have not 
read, that you may offer amendments which change existing law and 
increase expenditure, but you can not offer any amendment which 
changes existing law and retrenches expenditure. 

Mr. MORRISON. Where do you find that? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I find it in that portion of the rule in italics, 
which gives to the committees the power to report for ‘‘ contingencies’? 
of carrying on the several departments of the Government. I believe 
a ‘‘contingent fund” is one not authorized by any particular law. I 
am glad my friend from Illinoisis giving his attention to what Iam say- 
ing. I know his fine ability and great integrity, and that he joins 
with all in a desire for the best rules possible. I wish his opinion on 
it. I believe if that is adopted without discussion now the chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole, before whom the question comes, would 
be the sole judge of the ‘‘contingencies’’ or the necessity for appropri- 
ations. I do not believe that was the intention of the committee. I 
wish to know whether it was or not. 

Mr. MORRISON. Of course it was not. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then I understand the gentleman from Illinois 
that the only object of that amendment is to authorize what is known 
as contingent expenses in the Departments. 

Mr. MORRISON, It is done under the present rule. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But it makes a provision for expenditure not au- 
thorized by law, and to that extent you might change existing law to 
increase, but not to diminish, expenditures. ' 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to state to the gentleman from Tennessee a 
fact which he perhaps overlooks, that at the time the rule was adopted, 
as far back as 1836, it was held by the chairman that an amendment 
increasing salaries was in order, and an amendment reducing salaries 
was not in order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iso understood the tleman from Indiana to 
state yesterday in the remarks which he then submitted. Iam glad 
to have the construction the gentleman from Illinois places on the 
pending proposition, that we can not authorize increase of appropria- 
tion under this provision. I thought it very important to have a con- 
temporaneous construction of the rule if adopted. 

Mr. Speaker, I think the twenty-third rule has done too much for 
the country to be abandoned now. Star-route plundering, extortionate 
charges for carrying mails on land-grant railroads, mistakes in arrears- 
of-pension act, improper use of troops at polls, have all been prevented 
by it. It would not be difficult to show that one hundred millions of 
money have been saved by it, and I oppose its repeal. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would have liked a few minutes longer to con- 
tinue my remarks and add some statistics in support of my statements, 
but as the time for debate is about up I will not insist. 

Mr. STORM. I can not yield longer without violating my promise 
to the gentleman from New Jersey, to whom I now yield for ten 


minutes. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I would not have the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania disappoint another. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, it is generally conceded that, owing to 
the congestive state of affairs so eloquently spoken of by the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. WELLBORN] greoa the rules will be modified 
so as to give relief in calling up bills for the consideration of the House. 
The only remaining question put to this side of the House is whether 
we shall have an increase in the expenditures of the Government. 
During the whole course of this debate the personnel of the Appropria- 
tions Committee has not been assailed; there is no charge that the Ap- 
propriations Committee has done anything but insist on an economical 
expenditure of the money of the people. 

ow I wish to ask if there is one man in the House who las not, 
during his whole public career, time and again gone before his people 
and preached retrenchment. It was not until the year 1874, ten years 
after the close of the civil war, that the Democratic party got control 
of this House; and how did it get control? Why, sir, by successfully 
impeaching the administration of affairs when in the possession of its 
opponents. Every gentleman on this side of the House, during the 
time the Democratic party was practically ostracised from the admin- 
istration of this Government, went before his people and preached to 
them that only under Democratic administration of this Government 
was it possible to secure economy of expenditure. 

The result of that successful impeachment, sir, of the party then 
controlling the Government was a tidal wave, and for the first time 
since the war between the States this House was given by an over- 
whelming majority to the control of the Democratic party. Shortly 
after we thus came in control the rules placed in the code established 
by this House were those which are to-day being assailed; and it was 
through the successful policy, through the unselfish devotion of this 
very Appropriations Committee, standing at the doors of the public 

, between the and those making raids upon it, that 
we have successfully held our own in public affairs. 
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I want to know, sir, what gentleman here will take upon himself 


the responsibility of saying by his vote after p: ing the doctrine of 
economy, retrenchment, and reform to the people of the United States, 
and preaching it successfully to get the control of Federal affairs, that 
the first action of the successful Democratic party under a Democratic 
administration shall be to take away their commissions, reduce to the 
ranks and disgrace the old guard who have protected the Treasury 
against raids from all sides. The t gentlemen who have staid 
the march of triumphant extravaganee and confederated greed are now 
to be taken from the watch-towers—gentlemen who, while opposing no 
legitimate governmental project, have protected the people’s money. 
There was no assailing of ‘‘uncrowned kings’’ when the Czars and 
Mikados of the opposition were in power. 

I was struck yesterday, Mr. Speaker, with a statement which was 
interjected into the remarks of the distinguished gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] then occupying the floor by the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Brace]. The tleman from Wisconsin con- 
fronted him with the expenditures of the Committee on Appropriations 
on the sundry civil bill for the years from 1880 to 1886, endeavoring to 
show that under their administration these appropriations had fluctu- 
ated; one year they would be increased several millions of dollars as 
compared with the previous year. Here are the gentleman's figures, 
and I give them only in round millions, leaving out the odd thousands: 
For 1880, $17,000,000; for 1881, $22,000,000; for 1882, $22,000,000; for 
1883, $25,000,000; for 1884, $23,000,000; for 1885,$22,000,000; and for 
1886, $26,000,000. 

With all the pressure from every de t of this Government, 
with all the pressure from within and without, that the expenditures 
of this vast concern called the Federal Government have not increased 
more than that within that number of years is something extraordi- 
nary. It should be printed in letters of gold and pnt upon the walls 
of this House as a lasting memorial to the granite integrity and ster- 
ling honesty of the gentlemen controlling the A riations Commit- 
tee. I venture the prediction, sir, that, if the affairs of this committee 
are disseminated, the gentleman from Wisconsin can not in the year 
1890 give the figures and show such uniformity in the a iations 
of this Government as is exhibited under the control of mmit- 


would take from it dishonestly or imprudently, and we are asked to 
follow the combined leadership of the gentleman from Illinois and the 
gentleman from Maine in making theassault. Itis an unnatural alli- 
ance, which we, on this side of the House, can not, in my opinion, safely 
follow. 

I remember well, Mr. Speaker, the old and elassical adage, ‘‘I fear 
the Greeks even when they come bringing gifts;’’ and Iam a little ap- 
prehensive when Isee the gentleman, who in the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress remained mute and dumb while these “‘ uncrowned kings,” as they 
have been designated, were dealing with the public Treasury of this 
country, now foremost in his zeal to break down the Appropriations 
Committee when the Democratic party is in power in the executive 
branch of this Government. I am extremely suspicious when I see the 
king himself of the Appropriations Committee in the Forty-seventh 
Congress, the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock], assail that 
committee now. When he occupied that position in the House him- 
self there was no voice of warning to the people who were being duped 
by the Committee on Appropriations; but the moment he finds us in 
the majority here, when the onerous responsibilities of government are 
upon us, he wants the Appropriations Committee broken down. And 
in such a crisis, in such a state of affairs as exists in this Chamber, it 

-is remarkable and most creditable to the and intelligence 
and the honesty of the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Lone] and my scholarly and statesmanlike colleague from New 
Jersey [Mr. PHELPS], who were advocating and upholding the Appro- 
priations Committee—I say it is creditable to their patriotism to find 
them taking the position theydo. Itshows, sir, that partisanship does 
not control honorable gentlemen in this House. It shows that there 
are men on the other side of this Chamber who believe that we are here 
to make rules of this House, which affect the whole law of the land 
and affect the people of this country, not for the benefit of a party but 
for the benefit of the people. I sincerely hope, not as a partisan or for 
any partisan advantage, but as one who believes in preserving the public 
funds, that this rule will not be adopted by the House. For necessary 
public works every dollar needed; not one cent for robbery and waste. 

But in order to excite gentlemen on this side of the floor the river 
and harbor bill has been brought into the discussion and the singular 
logic applied to it that those of us who are opposed to large appropria- 
tions for rivers and harbors are monopolists. I have never during my 
short career in the last Congress voted against any bill that curbed the 
power of railroads, and voted for all thatdid. I have on the other 


hand uniformly voted against river and harbor bills. Why? Wasit, 
Mr. Speaker, because I was opposed to making a canal at the Muscle 
Shoals inthe Tennessee River to improve navigation and lessen the cost 
of transportation? No, sir! Was it because I am opposed to legiti- 
mate improvements that are necessary and give employment to honest 
labor? No,sir! But because I was opposed to attaching to these nat- 
ural and legitimate projects, such as improving great rivers and har- 
bors, hundreds of little pirate craft with leave to float into the Treasury 
of the Government at the public expense. Ifmy time permitted there 
are one or two other considerations I would like very much to present. 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman from New Jersey allow me to 
ask him a question ? 

Mr. McADOO. I understand my time has almost expired. 

Mr. HATCH. I merely wish to ask the gentleman whether I un- 
derstood him correctly as saying that the gross amount of appropria- 
tions for the support of the Government were only $22,000,000. 

’ PE MORRUG: I was speaking of the appropriations in the sundry 
civi Ë 

The SPEAKER. The time allotted to the gentleman from New 
Jersey has expiređ. 

Mr. STORM. Mr. Speaker, I do not claim that our present system of 
House rules is perfect or even satisfactory, though it is only five years 
since they were revised by a very competent a experienced commit- 
tee. They can and ought to be improved. But the most important 
changes recommended by the present Committee on Rules are not, in 
my opinion, the changes the people of this country desire, 

Much has been said in this discussion about one-man power, and the 
undue influence of the Committee on Appropriations, and the embar- 
rassment we labor under by being trammeled by our present rules. 

These members want legislation ‘‘ made easy ’’ and their access to the 
public Treasury free from every impediment. I assert, Mr. Speaker, 
that the people demand no suchthingof us. ‘The personal importance, 
ambition, or convenience of members is not what the people are elamor- 
ing for. It is not the quantity but the quality of legislation that they 
are concerned about. They want every safeguard wn around the 
public Treasury that wisdom and prudence can suggest. This House 
is about entering upon an experiment fraught with t to the 
public interests and to the political party on this side of the ber. 

Has the past history of this committee been such as to warrant its 
pratical obliteration from the list of committees of the House? Has it 
not been for the last ten years the great protector of the public Treas- 
ury? Has it not compelled the practice of economy where it was not 
practiced before? Has itnot within that period saved to the tax-payers 
more than $100,000,000, and turned out of power one of the great po- 
litical parties of the country and put its opponents in power? 

The abandonment of this agency that has proved to be a safe and re- 
liable one for one which, to say the best, is of doubtful expediency, 
is not the part of wisdom. 

That the country which is least governed is the best governed is 
a maxim in strict accord with the idea of true civil liberty. That the 
world is too much governed is equally true, and is especially true of us 
under our dual system of State and National Government. The Con- 
stitution of the United States has given to avery few general 
powers of 1 tion. The great mass of legislative subjects has been 
reserved to States themselves. Under our modern idea that this is 
a paternal Government, and that it is the duty of the Government to 
do ot for everybody, a great deal of legislation is attempted that 
ought to find no place in our system. 

Nine-tenths of the bills introduced into this House have no business 
here. The members who offer them know it. They are offered with- 
out the least expectation that they will become a law. The great 
mass of claims are mostly stale or fraudulent, and are kept alive here 
by claim agents and lobbyists without the knowledge or consent of 
the claimants in many cases. Pension bills by the thousand are intro- 
duced, after they have been carefully and patiently examined by the 
Bureau of Pensions—a bureau established for the very purpose of de- 
termining the merits of this class of claims. And general bills—those 
relating to gasa legislation—are often reported fifty times in one 
Congress. when it is claimed that not 6 per cent. of the bills in- 
troduced are acted on, I think I may safely say that 6 per cent. is all 
that ought to be acted on. 

Rules of parliamentary procedure are framed not only to facilitate 
legislation, but to`protect the minority and the public Treasury. They 
ought to be framed before Congress enters upon the business of general 
legislation. They should be framed when the legislative mind is free 
from prejudice, feeling, or bias. Itis toolate when the ambition, greed, 
or prejudice of members is once excited. Great stress is laid on the 
assertion that weare ‘‘hampered ” by our “‘iron-elad’’ rules; they have 
been styled in this debate as a ‘‘dead hand.” Yet the chief value of 
these rules consists in the fact that they “hamper” just at the time 
when a hamper is necessary. 

In this discussion it has been repeated again and again that the ma- 
jority ought to do just what it pleases and when it pleases. Thatis the 
underlying thought running through the report of the majority of the 
committee. As an abstract proposition it may be true, but as applied 
to parliamentary law I deny it. And there are members of this House 
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favoring this change who will call on the gods to save them from the 
consequences of the change before this. Congress shall expire. Itisnot 
true as a to the most sacred rights of the 

Under the Constitution of the United States one-fifth of the mem- 
bers of this House can compel the other four-fifths to go on the record 
on any vote. A majority can not expel a member, however clear tlie 
guilt which disqualifies him to sit with honorable men. It takes two- 
thirds to overcome the effects of a Presidential veto. And no amend- 
ment can be made to that instrument unless two-thirds of Congress or 
two-thirds of the several States propose it; then it can not become a 
part of the Constitution until ratified by three-fourths of the Legisla- 
tures or conventions of the several States, so that nine of the smallest 
States in the Union can make any change of that instrument impossi- 


ble at present. 
Hereis “hampering” for you. For nearly a century we have been 
subject to “* ry? of our patriotic ancestors. No one now would 


Tesh dive kaiaa th dary thes these propositions are among the most 
important in our admirable Constitution, and illustrate the profound 
Unagcearigten ana a cane They foresaw the time when pas- 
sion would d the reason, when prejudice would usurp the judg- 
ment, and provided for the em cy. Let us imitate their wisdom. 
nisome af tha dase 6 would encounter in sailing by the 
isle of the sirens, filled the ears of his companions with wax, that they 
might not hear the sorcerous song of thesirens; he commanded that he 
aa ha bound by nario the mast of his ship, that he might not 
yield tothesameenchantingspell. Letusdolikewise; there are dangers 
ahead—the sorcerous isles of rivers and harbors, of service Paap eee of 
public buildings, and wild schemes for the 
and may we by the strong charge por pen crece, Sart gerni erpai 
yielding. “ Lead us not into temptation” should be our daily prayer. 
ou have seen the storm of passion sweep this Hall; you have 
seen it wrought into such a pitch of excitement that it refused to hear 
read a message from the President of the United States. 

Both political parties in this House for many years have respected 
the rights of the minority by a provision that not less than two-thirds 
of its members should suspend the rules. Yet I have seen the time 
when each of the great political parties, when in the majority, has felt 
“ hampered’? by the rule which thus the minority. 

I appeal to my political associates, upon whom new duties and respon- 
sibilities have been recently im Asa party we have entered upon 
a new era, which is to determine our future destiny. The people have 
trusted us because they mistrusted ouropponents. The latter refused 
to reduce superfinous taxation. Instead of leaving the surplus of reve- 
nues in the pockets of the le, they allowed them to remain in the 
Treasury, a tempting source of danger and extravagance. Asa party 
we have in the most_solemn manner pledged ourselves to lift this un- 
necessary burden from the shoulders of the tax-payers. 

Our President has honestly fulfilled his part of this pledge in his 


annual message. And are we, the directrepresentatives of the 
going to redeem our pledge? T AAVERE OE and 
in my judgment you can not redeem your pledge and keep faith with 


handed over to us an overflowing treasury; and shall we, without re- 
ducing taxation one cent, find ourselves at the end of this Congress 
with a deficiency? A lus of revenuesis bad; a deficiency is worse. 


The question of the distribution of the a isnotnew. It 
was thoro: y discussed in 1880, on a made by a very able com- 
mittee. a full discussion, this House preferred to stand by the 


old landmarks. Later, the same question was discussed in the Senate, 
with the like result. They declared that De EO A ee 
fiscal agency was essential to a wise economy in the appropriation of the 
nee revenues. That the division of its duties among seven or eight 
committees, ee re E TO ee ee 
lation, will not remedy, but enhance, the evils complained of. 

When you divide ility you diminish the sense of it. One 
hundred men will do what fifty will not, fifty will do what ten will 
~~? and ten will do what one will not, 

min: aeearan as atin Committee of this Hon a 
cetateaeen 0; ppropriations ouse. Every 
member of this House acquires his influence here by virtue of his nat- 
ural endowment, improved by study, by eorna and by his posi- 
tion on some committee of the House. The first twosourcesofinfluence 
are inalienable. This body can not deprive their possessor of them. 
Theinfluence and prominence due to his committee position can be taken 
away by the Speaker of this House. If the old committee has improp- 
erly used the powers which must necessarily belong to it, it is no reason 
for abolishing the committee, but for the removal of its members. The 
evil, instead of being remedied, is only intensified. For one ‘‘ boss” 
committee we are to have seven or eight little ‘‘ boss’? committees. 
Mr. Speaker, I do not like bosses, but if we must have them, give us a | till 
competent, honest, and intelligent one. Napoleon said he would pre- 
fer one poor general to a half-dozen good ones. I prefer one good leader 
O hay stop coats 

The SPEA Ten minutes remain of the time of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. STORM]. 

Mr. STORM. I yield the balance of my time to my colleague [Mr. 


KELLEY]. I had promised him fifteen minutes, but, as I have not 
ranan now to yield him, I hope there will be no objection to 


er entice. ria 

D» I hope the House will give me back the five minutes 
which my colleague gave me in its — and whieh he has taken 
back 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] 
is entitled to ten minutes. 

Mr. KELLEY. If I know myself I shall, so far as the limited time 
allowed me to discuss the questions before me will it, discuss them 
without or feeling. Iam, I believe, a conservative 
man, and my habit is to bear the ills I meet rather than to fly to those 
I know not of. Butpatienceand long suffering have made me feel that 
no rules which the majority of this House will adopt can be more op- 
pressive than those it is now to amend. 

The legislation of a demoeratic republic of fifty millions of people 
of at least ordinary intelligence ought to be the result of deliberation. 
Our legislation is not deliberate. It is never preceded by delibera- 
tion. It is done by a few selected members. The mass of the mem- 
bers of this House can learn what has been done and why it was done 
only after it has been done. I think, sir, the ills existing rules in- 
flict have been borne until they have become unendurable, and the 
House in duty to the country should emanci itself. 

Sir, it may be that the wisdom and of the House are con- 
centrated in a single committee thereof, but I do not believe it. I 
find m; oneof hundred and twenty-five chosen Representatives, 

who, I believe, present a fair average of the prosperous and intelligent 
men of their ve districts. If itis true that we need but fifteen 
men to determine what appropriations ought to be made, what exist- 
ing offices ought to be abolished or reduced in consideration under the 
plea of economy, and what laws ought to be repealed or enacted, why 
not our laws and save the pay of the other three hundred and 
ten ? If, sir, you have a better guarantee of integrity and in- 
telligence in the case of a committee of fifteen, operating, so far as the 
public is concerned, in the dark, with a at the door of the 
committee-room to prevent intruders from spying into the procedure, 
than you have with three hundred and twenty-five men, each directly 
responsible to an intelligent constituency, operating in the broadest 
electric light, with the representatives of the press eying them with the 
microscope and the telescope in order that every constituent may judge 
of the wisdom and integrity of their acte—if the secret committee offers 
the better guarantee I have miscalculated probabilities. 

I believe there would be a larger sense of responsibility and more 
careful legislation in the broad gaze of the country by three hundred 
and twenty-five members, each feeling his direct bility, than is 
now done by the Committee on Appropriations, and I that I am 
not saying personal or partisan. I am treating an old sore 
which I have probed time and again. 

In the Forty-second Congress the Committee on Appropriations was 
a Republican committee. The last day of the session was the 10th of 
themonth of July, and 12 o’clock had been fixed as the hour for adjourn- 
ment. Suffering from hemorrhages, and prostrate almost to the last 

I spent the evening before going from hotel to hotel and from 
lodging-house to lodging-house toawaken the eonsciences of the Repub- 
lican members of the House, and in pursuance of this labor when the 
House came together I moved to recommit to the committee of con- 
ference an appropriation bill upon which a force bill had been placed as 
a rider under circumstances that justified me in saying that in view of 
the circumstances under which that rider had been put there, in view 
of the promises made to the minority, that if they would yield the posi- 
tion by which they could filibuster ‘the session to its close the con- 
ference committee would abandon the force bill which had been put 
on in the Benate; thst in view of these efroumstances I felt justified. in 
saying that in my judicial career I had sentenced to hard labor men 
who did not better fulfill the provisions of the statute of Pennsylvania 
for the punishment of false than the majority of that com- 
mittee of conference had donein keeping that force bill there. 

an the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER. The ten minutes allowed to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania have expired. 

Mr. KELLEY. I have asked the House to give me the five minutes 
given me by my colleague in its presence and which were taken from 
me in its presence also. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the gentleman will be per- 
mitted to continue his remarks for five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. That is right; but I hope it will be five minutes 
after four when the general debate is closed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] ob- 

aa unless there be an understanding that the debate shall not close 
ve minutes past four. Is that the understanding? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KELLEY. Ishall not detain the House by quoting my lan- 
ind it in volume 91 of the Congressional G curious enough they will 

it in volume 91 of the Congressional Globe, which contains the 
of the second session of the Forty-second Congress, It is 
under the date of the 8th, but the incidents of which I speak occurred 
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on the 10th, for we had been in session on Saturday and Sunday, and 
instead of adjourning at 12 o’clock that day we adjourned at 8 o’clock 
that night, having freed ourselves and the majority from the reproach 
of having by false pretenses and deliberately false statements put a 
most objectionable rider upon an appropriation bill. 

I denounce the habit of admitting riders as a most fruitful source of 
legislative meannesses and frauds. Sir, it was in 1871, after this House 
had defeated in half a dozen forms a proposition to increase the pay of 
members and give them back pay, that so many of the members of both 
Houses who, upon general prepa were regarded as purists, came 
to feel themselves tainted and some of them to be so adjudged by their 
constituents. In the Senate, nobody knows how, a rider was put on 
an appropriation bill providing, among other things, foraslight increase 
of pensions; the amended bill came back to the House, and, under the 
plea that if we did not adopt it as amended we could not give $4 per 
month additional to each pensioner, we concurred in the amendment. 
Rather than deprive the pensioners of $4 each per month we agreed to 
take a few thousand dollars ourselves and to raise our pay from $5,000 
to $7,500 per annum, [Laughter.] 

There were those who let the money stand to their credit with the 

t-at-Arms untilthe gentlemen up there [pointing to the report- 
ers’ gallery] with their microscopes and telescopes had shown the coun- 
what had been going on; and then these conscientious gentlemen 
ed to return the money to the Treasury. But the Sergeant-at-Arms 
would not take it, as it had passed to their credit. Some of them con- 
cluded they would send it to religious, municipal, or benevolent bodies; 
one at least of the religious bodies asked: ‘Why do you give this money 
away?’ ‘‘ Well, we do not think we have a perfect titletoit.”” Then 
the reply in at least the instance referred to was, ‘‘ We do not want 
to receive that to which you doubt your own title; and so the consci- 
entious gentleman was compelled to keep the money. [Laughter. ] 
But for that rider some gentlemen who went to their graves feeling dis- 
graced and ofhers who could not bear to speak of the matter or to hear 
it spoken of would haye gone through the remainder of their lives 
proudly as they had walked before that bill was passed. Let us pro- 
hibit the possibility of such ious legislation. 

To avert inquiry or doubt, leave to say that I took that money 
and kept it; and the only threat I ever heard made against me in con- 
nection therewith was from’a constituent, who said that if I had not 
been man enough to vote myself just pay, or, having taken it, had at- 
tempted to convert itinto a matter of piety or philanthropy, he never 
would have voted forme again. [Laughter and applause.] I believed 
that I had earned the money; my constituents knew and said that I 
had; and with apparent unanimity they approved the act. 

The SPEAKER, The time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. KELLEY] has expired. 

Mr. KE Y. I was promised by the gentleman who is, I believe, 
to succeed me a brief on of his time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think we ought to have the rest of this state- 
ment by unanimous consent. 

Mr. LORE. Will five minutes be enough for the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

Mr. KELLEY. You promised me ten. 

Mr. LORE. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed for ten minutes in the 
time of the gentleman from Delaware [Mr. LORE]. 

Mr. KELLEY. On the 17th of April, 1879, in a controversy which 
will be found reported in volume 37 of the RECORD, again I defended 
the rights of the minority against the majority, when the Republican 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations and leader of the House 
insisted that for the minority to filibuster in order to prevent the put- 
ting of an obnoxious rider on an appropriation bill was to invoke revo- 
lution. I have indicated to gentlemen where they can find this de- 
bate if they wish to consider it; I shall therefore not detain the House 
by reading it. 

And now, when we are considering the revision of the rules, I ask 
that that may be done which, in the face of such influences, I have 
pleaded for fifteen years to have done by my own party—to give dig- 
nity to our legislation and to enable the people’s representatives to 
know what they are doing when enacting laws. They can not do this 
while the rules permit riders to be put upon appropriation bills; and 
while under these rules nolegislation can be effectively originated out- 
side of the Committee on Appropriations, unless it be a bill which will 
command unanimous consent or a stray bill that may get a two-thirds 
vote or a pension bill. Linclude pension bills, because we have forsev- 
eral years by special order remitted the whole subject of pensions to a 
committee who bring up their bills at sessions held one night in each 
week, when ten or thin gentlemen decide what soldiers may have 
pensions and what soldiers may not. 

Iremember that not a great while ago, when the chairman of the 
Pension Committee was from Pennsylvania, and the House had con- 
fided the business to that committee and the fewinterested gentlemen 
who might meet it once a week, a story got abroad that nosoldier who 
did not hail from Pennsylvania was getting a pension, or if one did 
it was by a system of log-rolling, when some member coming in at a 
night session and wanting a particular pension bill passed would ob- 


ject to other bills and demand a quorum until his point was yielded. 
So we find that there is no deliberation even on pension bills. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] expressed earnestly 
the hope that we would not interfere with the blessed privilege on the 
part of the Committee on Appropriations to apply riders proposing to 
reduce expenditures. 

Sir, I have a notion that the body of this House can tell whether a 
bill will reduce expenditures as well as the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole or the Speaker can on having a rider suddenly brought 
to his attention. In some cases plausible phraseology is adopted which 
gives a measure the semblance of reducing expenditures, while in fact it 
is punishing somebody or some class of employés who have incurred the 
displeasure of the gentleman who presents the proposition and says it 
will effect a reduction of expenditures. Thus by this provision the 
House executes private malice. There have, I firmly believe, been 
such cases. I do not charge any member of the committee or of the 
House with having done anything of that kind deliberately. But 
plausible cases have been presented and acted on, and we should pre- 
vent their recurrence by repealing the provision under which they may 
occur. Let rules permit the House to legislate deliberately, and mem- 
bers to understand what they are doing when acting upon appropria- 
tion bills. 

Gentlemen say if you send appropriations to committees having busi- 
ness in charge they will wait until the last days of the session, as the 
Appropriations Committee has done. Oh, no. If the Naval Commit- 
tee presents a bill for building ships it will want its bill to get through, 
and you will have the work proposed by its bill and the seheme of ap- 
propriation, so much for this year and so much for each year until the 
work shall have been completed. y 

The report of the committee proposes to systematize appropriations, 
to adapt them to the work in hand, How is it now, sir? Appropria- 
tions are made of little more than enough in one year to repair the 
waste of the past winter. The committee in charge of the work could 
tell how much would be required. The Committee on Appropria- 
tions makes up its mind it will make a good campaign document if it 
does not appropriate this year as much as it did last year, and so it 
cuts down a little here and a little there, and more here and more there. 
In the matter of annual appropriations for public buildings and grounds 
they are often wasted in repairing the work left unfinished and ex- 
posed to the weather during the interval. I believe, sir, wisdom anda 
just sense of economy, and above all the preservation of purity and 
honor in the story of our legislation, invite the adoption of the change 
of rules proposed by the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Delaware [Mr. LORE] has 
fifty-three minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. LORE. Mr. Speaker, the very best test of any system of rules 
or laws is the application of them and the experience we have had under 
them. Icame here a new member in the Forty-eighth Congress, and I 
may say, sir, the system of rules which we are now seeking to amend 
was then in operation, and the effect of that system, so far as I could 
learn, was legislative paralysis. It may be a strong term, but I will 
submit a very few facts and ask whether I speak correctly or not. 

We will all agree that rules, whether they be of a general parlia- 
mentary character or have been specially to meet exigencies 
of the body for which they are adapted, have for their single end 
the of just legislation. Now, sir, did our rules promote 
that just legislation? After the Forty-eighth Congress met the com- 
mittees were formed; they met in their respective committee-rooms 
day after day, week after week, working up the business which was 
committed to them by this House, and they reported to this House 
8,290 bills. They came from the respective committees, and they were 
consigned to the Calendars of this House, which became for them the 
tomb of the Capulets; most of them were not heard of afterward. From 
the Senate there were 2,700 bills. I will not of them. So far 
as the House is concerned, we did not act upon a tithe of the bills 
presented. There were less than 800 of the 8,290 which came under 
the supervision of this House that were finally acted upon. Then, sir, 
nine-tenths of the time of the committees of the Forty-eighth Congress 
was wasted. We met week after week, month after month, and la- 
bored over the cases prepared, and reported bills tothe House. They 
were put upon the Calendars and were there buried, to be brought in 
again and again in succeeding Congresses. 

That was the operation of the rules which we now seek to amend. 
There was very little general legislation passed by the Forty-eighth 
Congress that affected our people to any marked extent that was not in 
the shape of riders on appropriation bills. I think I will not be con- 
tradicted in this statement. Then this legislative paralysis operated 
not only by impeding the of the bills reported to this House, 
but absolutely deprived this House of its legislative functions to say in 

neral legislative bills what should be the policy of the country and 
what laws should or should not be adopted. 

Such general legislation came in the shape of riders upon appropria- 
tion bills; and how were they passed? I will ask gentlemen who were 
with me in the Forty-eighth Congress how these measures were passed. 
Why, sir, in a number of cases under a suspension of the rules; forced 
through the House with no opportunity for fair and full consideration 
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at the hands of the House in any respect. Someof these appropriation 
bills upon which the riders were fastened came in here in the closing 
hours of the session, and then, under a suspension of the rules, were 
forced ri the House. Why, I saw the distinguished gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] in the very closing hours of the 
Forty-eighth Congress standing there in front of the Speaker’s desk with 
all his masterful power ing the House of Representatives to pass 
the sundry civil bill in order to obviate the necessity of an extra session 
of Congress. Am I not justified in saying there was absolutely a legis- 
lative ysis prevailing in the Forty-eighth Congress? 

Am I speaking too strongly? Am I not fully warranted in the asser- 
tion by the facts? Why was it? It was not because the people did 
not want legislation. From one end of this land to the other there was 
a demand for legislation. The great commercial interests of the coun- 
try demanded a regulation of transportation on our great commercial 
highways ; the country demanded action on the Presidential succession, 
the building up of a navy, the fortification of our coasts, and I might 
enumerate measures that were demanded by public interests until they 
were piled up here to an appalling height. All of these came from the 
people, a they asked us for legislation. Itwas not,then,the fault of 
the people. 

I will ask whose was the fault? Was it the fault of the members of 
this House? I have seen them thronging that area in front of the 
Speaker’s desk asking to be recognized for the consideration of im- 
portant measures, but they were not i because under the 
Tules one man could say ‘‘I object,” and unless by unanimous consent, 
ion of the rules of this House, there would be no op- 


or, Mr. § 
the deliberations of this body in the Forty-eighth When- 
ever a parliamentary question was raised it was decided with a prompt- 
ness and impartiality that challenged alike the favorable comment of 
opponents as well as political friends. Then again I say, why this leg- 
samo pe paralysis? Why could nothing be done that the people de- 
manded? 

If the members of this House desired legislation, and if there was no 
fault in the promptness or the efficiency of the Speaker, why did we 
not secure needed legislation? I will submit to the members who were 
here in that Congress that the fault is chargeable to the system of rules 
which we are now asking the House to amend. 

Sir, if I were to select from mythology a fit type for the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the Forty-eighth Congress under that system of rules 
which paralyzed the power of the House, prevented the transaction of 
business, and centralized power in the hands of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee, I should take the classic fi of Laocoon and his two sons 
struggling and writhing in the folds of the serpents and hold it up a 
truesymbol. The rules operated in this way: Your bills were placed 
upon these Calendars, and then, unless by unanimous consent, you 
could neverreachthem. There was always some one in the House ready 
to object unless the measure was one of the utmost insignificance or 
lack of interest, a measure which nobody knew anything about and 
about which nobody cared anything; but whenever a matter of grave 
public interest came up, a matter which affected the interests of the 
people, there was always some man who raised his voice against it, and 
most potently, by the simple words, ‘‘I object,” and that was an end 
of the effort on the part of the House. 

There were certain days, it is true, in which we might come in un- 
der a suspension of the rules and reach matters of public concern, but 
so infrequent as to avail little. The Committee on Rules now ask us 
to amend the old rules in such way as will relieve us of the incubus 
that sat uponus. The amendments, as I understand them, work such 
changes as will relieve the last-named difficulty. It gives us one 
hour to call the committees for the purpose of considering such meas- 
ures as they may deem of public importance, or by which the public 
will be benefited. It lets the House have the opportunity to pass 
upon just and proper legislation. Another and a very important one 
is that when we are in Committee of the Whole House we can pass 
over a bill and take up the next one without the formality of rising and 
going back into the House, disposing of the question there, and then 
back into the Committee of the Whole again. This manifestly will 
greatly facilitate the transaction of business. 

Another amendment proposed by the committee strikes at the powers 
of the Committee on Appropriations, and has justly provoked criti- 
cism in the House. I allude to the amendment distributing the ap- 
propriation bills. Permit me to say, sir, that I am heartily in favor of 
that distribution. ` I do not yield to any man in this House in my re- 
gard and respect for members of the last Appropriations Committee or 
such a committee as you may see fit to create under your power in the 
present House, which I know will be wisely exercised. But I believe 
the distribution of these bills will effect a needed change in the policy 
and in the mode of administering the affairs of the House. And let me 
auggest some of the methods. In the first place, what is the proposi- 


tion? To distribute the appropriations bills among the committees of 
the House. Why, the Committee on Appropriations have heretofore 
adopted this very plan. Itconsisted of fifteen members. That commit- 
tee of fifteen is subdivided into five subcommittees of three, to whom, 
and to whom alone, is given the entire consideration of the subject- 
matter of the various bills which are reported to the House by this 
committee. 

Now we propose, instead of letting the Committee on Appropriations 
divide up these bills among their members, that this House shall divide 
the bills up among committees consisting of fifteen members each. Is 
it not better, considering the policy of our Government, that we should 
have fifteen members—wise, active, intelligent, zealous, particularly 
qualified for the special work—who may examine carefully and thor- 
oughly in their committee-room every bill that is presented to them? 
Are not fifteen men thus selected from this House better than three of 
a subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations to digest the naval 
appropriation bill or the Army bill? You have the benefit of the ex- 
perience of fifteen men. You diffuse the knowledge of the subject 
among those fifteen men. 

Let me ask you again, is it not in the very nature of things reason- 
able and just that fifteen men who have had the matter of the building 
up of the Navy as the one theme for their investigation during the en- 
tire session of Congress, who understand the needs of that branch of the 
Government, who know equally well what methods to adopt in order to 
economize in one place or to enlarge in another—is it not reasonable 
that in their hands the naval appropriation bill would receive the most 
intelligent consideration? It is only the men who understand the 
necessity that is laid upon the people for the enlargement of any par- 
ticular branch of our Government that can intelligently lop off in one 
place or enlarge in another. 

In giving the bill to fifteen men of equal intelligence instead of thesub- 
committee of three we are carrying out the identical oes Gey. riora 
by the Committee on Appropriations; but we doit through the Speaker 
of this House and the members of this House instead of h the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, whoever he may be. I 
submit that upon that point we shall gain not only in numbers but 
in that careful and thorough analysis and investigation of the subject 
that will enable these committees intelligently to frame laws to meet 
the necessities of the Departments in the subject-matters intrusted to 
their care. 

But there is another point, and it is one which has been mooted and 
considered in this House. Distribute these appropriation bills and 
take away the power of putting riders on them, and at once the ap- 
propriations cease to be a matter of much controversy either one way 
or another. They are simply the aggregation of theexpenses needed 
for any Department. There will be no contestabout them; they will be 
introduced one day and probably in two or three days will pass with- 
out opposition. The very subject of contention, the general legisla- 
tion, the riders you have attached to the respective bills, will be re- 
moved from them, and they will be passed without much difficulty. 

“Another advantage will be gained. The very rivalry existing be- 
tween these committees will promote legislation in this respect. It 
will secure earlier reports by the respective committees to this House. 
Having nothing to do with general legislation, havingsimply to receive 
the estimates from the respective Departments, which they formulate 
into shape and present, there will be no need of holding the bills off 
till the last hours of the session of Congress and then pressing them for 

under a suspension of the rules; but they will be introduced in 
due season, and there will be an opportunity for membersof this House 
fairly and fully to consider and discuss every provision of them. 

I am not afraid of the clashing that is so much apprehended by the 
gentlemen on this floor between these rival committees struggling to 
get precedence on this floor, and for this reason: Stripped of their riders, 
as these bills will be, there will be no necessity for struggling. They 
will come in in the ordinary methodical course of business. They will 
be passed as any other financial bill is passed, without much comment, 
unless they embrace some novel experiment, some new feature, or some 
topic like the creation of a navy or the coast fortifications, which in 
themselves become a matter of needed consideration. But they will be 
here early, the rivalry will not take place, and this House will be able 
to exercise one of its prerogatives which in the Forty-eighth Congress 
we had no power to exercise—it will have the opportunity of consider- 
ing the measures carefully and with ample time at their disposal. 

I submit on these grounds that the distribution of the appropria- 
tions among the several committees having the particular subject-mat- 
ters in charge is a wise and judicious thing. I see no other mode of 
getting out of this legislative labyrinth than by the thread of common 
sense and amendment which has been thrown into it by the Committee 
on Rules. By means of this we may get out of it. We want no shirt 
of Nessus investing this House. We mean tobe free. Thisnation has 
grown too large and this House too wise for that expedient. 

Nor am I afraid of the phantom that our friend from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] has with great and masterly, I may say with consummate, 
skill held up before other Congresses and this Congress. Like the ter- 
rific ghost of Banquo, it will not down, butis ever by hisside. Increase 
of the expenditures has been the argument that has been used again 
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and again. It is the one argument upon which opposition to the 
amendment of the rules rests. I will ask is there a basis for this ap- 
prehension? I am not afraid of a reasonable expenditure. I am 
sometimes afraid that in the intense zeal of the gentleman who sits at 
the door of the Treasury in this House he forgets there is another word 
in the English language, and that parsimony sometimes passes for 
economy. 

Seminary is wise; but it means the best use of the money to accom- 
plish an end. Itis not economy to take an estimate of $20,000,000, 
sent in by oneof the Departments, and pare it down $5,000,000, with- 
out any regard to the necessitiesofourGovernment. Thatis not the true 
method of reaching a justconclusion. I agree fully with the member 
from Texas [Mr. WELLBORN], that the test and the only reasonable test 
by which we are to measure our appropriations is the necessary wants 
of the Government in the ive Departments upon a strictly eco- 
nomical basis; and the American people will not be deluded by cries 
of ‘‘economy.’’ Whenever justly you ask them for the sum needed 
for any arm of the service they will respond with ready zeal and will 
not cavil over a small amount. 

I agree fully with the gentleman from Texas that the amount de- 
manded should be commensurate with the absolute needs of the respect- 
ive Departments. Why, sir, the subcommittee of the Committee on 
Appropriations receives the estimates from the Departments. Under 
the change proposed your committee of fifteen charged with the juris- 
diction of the particular subject will receive the estimates from precisely 
the same quarter. They will bring to the adjustment of the question 
the intelligence resulting from the inquiry of fifteen men during, per- 
haps, the entire session. Instead of the paring process of cutting down 
$20,000,000 to $15,000,000, or, vice versa, fag, Latium of $15,000,000 
to $20,000,000, the appropriations will be measured by the just wants 
of each respective Department. 

Iam not sure but that in the effort of some gentlemen on this floor 
to magnify the fiscal concerns of ,this nation we have forgotten that we 
have other and more important functions. While I would not in any 
way depreciate the necessity of Warching carenity and thoroughly the 
finances of our country, yet I submit the questions how we shall get 
money and how we shall spend money are not all that three hundred 
and twenty-five men are sent here for. There are other needs, 

This country of oursis broad; and I sometimes fear that the dwarfing 
of our legislation into the mere financial circle may have resulted in 
producing just the two classesof statesmen who in the past have grown 
as fungi on our body-politic: First, the class of men who imagine thata 
dollar when it isabout to be taken from the public Treasury, unless for 
their own districts, is about as large as the moon; and another class of 
men, whoever they may be, who would open up all the avenues to the 
Treasury and cause streams of gold and silver to flow out into the pockets 
of the people everywhere. But the happy and the true medium is be- 
tween these two classes of exaggerated statesmen. There are other 
matters in which we have an abiding interest besides simply the 
finances of the country. 

The suggestion has been made, “‘ Divide up these committees, and 
immediately you will have a system of log-rolling.”? But if you take 
away the right to place riders on appropriations bills, that system of 
log-rolling will be, to some extent, broken up. The committees hav- 
ing c of appropriations will have no need of log-rolling, because 
they will measure their appropriations by the exact demands of the 
Government, and when they ask only that which the Government 
needs the American people will give readily. 

But, sir, that objection has as its substratum an idea which I appre- 
hend no man is willing to place himself upon in this House; that is, 
either the mental imbecility or the moral untrustworthiness of the other 
members of this House. Accredit the remaining three hundred and ten 
members of the House with intelli with moral probity, and you 
may safely trust these measures in their hands. Log-rolling need no 
more preyailthen than under any other possible system. And, asa 
member on my right suggests, the very rules you are asked now to 
amend originated this practice of log-rolling. It is a fungus that grew 
upon legislative proceedings under them—an outgrowth of the system 
that is now hampering this House. 

I find that my time is rapidly passing, and, as there is another gen- 
tleman to speak in the hour, I will therefore say but a word in con- 
clusion. These amendments of the Committee on Rules commend 
themselves to me because they will open a door by which the younger 
members on this floor may have some opportunity to get before the 
House measures which their constituents are anxious to have consid- 
ered. Again, bear in mind that these amendments are recommended 
to the House bya committee embracing five old and experienced mem- 
bers—the Speaker and the distinguished gentlemen from Pennsyl- 
vania, from Illinois, from Maine, and from New York—five able and 
experienced men, who certainly ought to know something about legis- 
lation. They recommend four to one the change in these rules. Who 
are the wiser? If you test the question by experience and by numbers, 
apart from the argument, this committee stands four to one, and the 
members joining in the majority report are gentlemen of large experi- 
ence, of incorruptible integrity, and men possibly who know and are 
willing to take the consequences. 
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But suppose it did lead to a little enlargement of legislation and ex- 
penditure, would my friend from Indiana come here and wear his boy’s 
roundabout which he has outgrown and when he has come to man’s 
stature? Would he take his old coat split up the back like a lécust? 
No; but he would go to a tailor and have e and put on a new coat 
meeting his present necessities and growth. In 1789 $3,000,000 met 
all our national expenses; in 1884 it had grown to $300,000,000. If 
we grow our appropriations will grow; if we expand we will throw 
away our old clothes, and we will not let our progress in the future be 
blocked by moss-grown and unsuitable rules and regulations. I am 
in favor of adopting the course which wisdom suggests, and therefore 
shall support the proposed revision of the rules, 

Ri wiel yield the rest of my time to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 

TCH]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Harc] is 
entitled to twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I have listened with a good deal of in- 
terest to the entire discussion on the report of the Committee on Rules, 
and especially that portion of the debate sustaining the views of the 
minority. I have heard an immense number of predictions, a great 
deal of prophesying, to sustain the views of the minority, but I have 
yet to hear one single legislative fact stated in their support. There 
has been a great deal of talk about what will or may happen to the coun- 
try and this House. 

For the past few years we have had the opportunity to test the prop- 
osition presented by the Committee on Rules, and I challenge the gen- 
tleman from P: lyania [Mr, RANDALL] or any other gentleman sus- 
taining that minority report to present one single fact or number of facts 
to sustain him in the general assertion he makes in his report that the 
distribution of appropriation bills to committees having jurisdiction 0/ 
the subject-matters of those bills have resulted either in extravagance 
or increased appropriations, except increased as the bills reported to 
the House from the Committee on Appropriations have been increased 
on account of the growth and prosperity of the country. 

I shall occupy the few minutes of the time of the House allotted 
to me in presenting some dry statistics to be found on record. In the 
Forty-sixth Congress the Committee on Agriculture was charged for 
the first time with reporting the agricultural appropriation bill. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], in his remarks day be- 
fore yesterday in sustaining his minority report before this House, said 
nothing about the history of the five appropriation bills which that 
Committee on Agriculture had reported and which haye become laws 
by the action of the House and Senate. 

What are the facts? When the Committee on Agriculture in the 
Forty-sixth Congress was first given jurisdiction over the agricultural 
appropriation bill they found that under the fostering care, under the 
rules and principles of economy which had governed the Committee on 
Appropriations, there had been allowed to be built up by annual appro- 
priations three or four separate and distinct peripatetic commissions, 
which were charged to the Agricultural De t first in one form 
and then in another. The gentleman from Pennsylvania will remem- 
ber the grasshopper commission and the sugar-experiment commission. 

Mr. RANDALL. Not by me. 

Mr. HATCH. You wereonthe committee and you =p them alive. 
You need not shake your head at it; you are responsible for it as much 
as any member of the committee, whether you voted for it in commit- 
tee or not. You rememberanother commission located in the Treasury 
Department to keep up quarantine stations on the seacoast for animals 
imported into this country—all these gentlemen drawing magnificent 
salaries, with quartersin Washington, surrounded by a retinue of clerks, 
and nothing on the face of God’s earth to do except make a written re- 
port once in twelvemonths. The first thing the Agricultural Commit- 
tee did was to strike them down and ‘‘ wipe them out’ and concentrate 
the agricultural business of the country in the Department of Agricult- 


ure. 

That committee in the five years it has had of this bill has 
done more for the interest of agriculture than the Committee on Appro- 
priations has done for the last fifty years. The last bill reported by 
the Committee on Appropriations for the support of the agricultural in- 
terests of this country was in 1879, and amounted to $215,900. About 
sixty-five or seventy thousand dollars were appropriated outside of that 
to these extra commissions. The first bill reported by the Committee 
on Agriculture of this House was in 1880, for $212,000. in 1881, $264,- 
300, and in 1882 there were placed on that bill separate and special 
P< oy Ados amounting to$40,000, which made the bill for that year 

371,500. 


500. 

In 1883 we had $50,000 of special appropriations under the special rec- 
ommendation of the Commissioner and the President, and also $80,000 
for collecting agricultural statistics, which made the bill $487,080. In 
1884 the bill amounted to $428,140, including $80,000 again for the 
statistical division; in 1885, $677,690, including the amount of $150,000, 
which passed this House as an appropriation in the animal-industry 
bill, and which ought not to be c ble to the annual agricultural 
appropriation bill, and also $100,000 for the statistical division, which 
was strongly and earnestly urged by the Commissioner and approved 
by Congress. The bill creating a Bureau of Animal Industry was a 


1885. 


separate and distinct measure. It was brought before this House and 
after a consideration which extended over nearly thirty days was 
passed by the House. Afterward it passed the Senate and became a 
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ing an appropriation to the Bureau of Animal Industry of $100,000 and 
ucing the appropriation for the statistical division to $75,000. 
The tabular statement which I hold in my hand, and which I ask 


law. In the bill making appropriations for the fiscal year ending | leave to print without reading it entire, shows all the appropriations 
July 1, 1886, we reduced the aggregrate amounts to $598,438, includ- | to this Department proper from the year 1877 to 1886, inclusive. 


Department of Agriculture. 


Appropriations for fiscal years ending June 30— 


Objects of appropriation, 


i RBA 


Hp: 


Experimental “garden .. 
Museum ......c0.0.00000 

Furniture, cases, and repairs........0.0+. 
BORAT 

Invest gating. the history “of insects ... 
Examination of wooland animal 
Investigating the diseases of swine ...... 
Experiments in manufacture of sugar.. 
Reclamation of arid and waste lands. 
win on forestry... 


rere! HHRR 
2223 S888 
2883: 8888 


8888; 8888 
2888 8888 


ostage. 
Contingent expenses 
Improvement Sad i 
Bureau of Ani 
Silk-culture........ css 


Erecting build buildings for display o ot ng ngri 

cultural implements... A 
Tra S of 

lanta, Ga ........... 
Purchase, &. oi 
Erecting TN = 
Erecting ime seed division... 

a on husbandry of | 


seeereceesees 


bo arthye segregate wh, 
from 1877 to 1886, incl: 


rs. 5 Dollars. 
69, 200 00 | 79,500 00 |102,580 00 [127,640 00 921,376 96 
10,000 00 | 10,000 00 | 80,000 00 | 80,000 00 400, 000 00 
4,000 00 | 6,000 00 | 6,000 00 |*16,000 00 127,300 00 
72,000 00 | 80,000 00 | 80,000 00 | 75,000 00 795,000 00 
5,000 00 | 10,000 00 | 5,000 00 ]......-.....000 26,000 00 
7,000 00 | 7,000 00| 7,500 00] 7,500 00 67,750 00 
1,000 00 | 1,000 00 | 1,000 00 | 1,000 00 11,500 00 
5,000 00 | 4,000 00 | 6,700 00 | 6,000 00 49,700 00 
1,000 00 | 1,000 00 | 1,500 00 | 1,500 00 12, 000 00 
5, 000 00 | 20,000.00 | 20,000 00 | 20,000 00 135,000 00 
| 4,000 00 | 5,000 00 | 10,000 00 |.. | 19,000 00 
10,000 00 | 25,000 00 | 25,000 00 see} 105,000 00 
7, 500 00 | 35,000 00 | 25,000 00 n 67,500 00 
.| 20,000 00 | 10,000 00 | 20,000 00 I 60,009 00 
5,000 00 | 5,000 00 | 10,000 00 000 00 | 10,000 00 54,500 00 
4,000 00 | 4,000 00 | 4,000 00 000 00 | 4,000 00 40,000 00 
10,000 00 | 10,000 00 | 15,000 00 000 00 | 15,000 00 | 113,000 00 
5,000 00 | 8,000 00 | 8,000 00| 8, 750 00 | 8,000 00 72, 800 00 
EONS OE OO S vanes: 000 00 [100,000 00 | 250,000 00 
airs evcccese: 000 00 | 15,000 00 80,000 00 
000 00 | 30,000 00 55,000 00 
500 00 | 17,662 00 | 137,162 00 
452 00 96 


tte teeeenencecees | enmeeenenerestees| see eeenners carers | seeeweteees teeeee: 


* Including sugar experiments. 


So that the annualincrease in the agricultural appropriation bill dur- 
ing these five years has been less than that of other general appropria- 
tion bills for any Department of the Government that has been reported 
to thisHouse. Why, my friends, what do you think of the gentleman’s 
attack in this report upon this great industry of agriculture, that never 
had outside of these special appropriations over about $400,000 per an- 
num, when in a bill re rted by him at the last session of Congress, 
and which he asked the guna t pons under a suspension of the rules, 
there are two items, one for the World’s Industrial Exposition at New 
Orleans, La., $300,000, and the expositions at Cincinnati and Louisville, 
$20,000, or a total of $320, 000in twosingle items? And appropriated 
to what? Simply to a private enterprise, to a local enterprise; appro- 
priations that ought neverto have passed this House, in pipes hewn 
and which I steadily voted against forsix years. 

What is this Department of Agriculture and what does it represent, 
this great industry that costs between $450,000 to $500,000 per annum? 
What is it? Let me call the attention of the House to a few figures: 

ur tal ina moni 
erie Sie‘ tt ey wa A npcie face EEA 
For the last five years an average of 78.42 per cent these nsisted 
of agricultural products. The value of wheat exports for the last twenty-four 


Te ears was $1,600,000,000, and of flour $700,000,000. Since the warclosed 55,000,000 
les of cotton, valued at over $3,400,000. 000,” have been exported, 


have been sent abroad. The 
We 80,000,000 tons of 
to them a business 


000, expo. 

Great Britain taking about race eas of the whole, or $3,933,000,0 

For the ten years ended June 30, 1884, Great Britain took about 565,000 ,000 
bushels of wheat out of an export of 920,000,000 bushels; 31 000,000 of 59,000,000 
barrels of wheat flour; 445,000,000 of 640,000,000 bushels of Indian corn, ani 
$1,200,000,000 worth out ‘of $2,000,000,000 worth of cotton. Three-fourths of our 
exports areagricultural products, and of these England takes about two-thirds, 
or about one-half of the whole. 


This is the great industry of the country, and this is the number of 
our population engaged in and interested in it which gets from the 
Government in these annual bills the beggarly sum of about $500,000, 
az that has been increased to that amount by these special acts creat- 


ing the Bureau of Animal Industry for the protection of the live-stock 
of the country, and the $100,000 which we reduced in the last appro- 
priation bill to $75,000 for the Statistical Bureau. 

Now, I desire to call attention of the House to this record of facts. 
The first bill presented to the Forty-eighth Congress from the Commit- 
tee on PEAT of which I had the honor to be 
the House, having been ted previously, on the 4th day of April, 
1884. That bill consumed in this House about thirty-five or forty 
minutes in its consideration, but one single amendment having been 
offered to the bill as it came from the committee, and that by by Mr. 
Vance, of North Carolina, who moved to increase the seed ap 
tion from $75,000 to $100,000 on account of the increased sta 
of the House. When that bill was placed before the House on its final 
passage there were ayes 211, noes none. 

Not a pe vote in the House of Representatives was recorded 
against it, while we find recorded for it, ‘‘ay,’’ in the affirmative, the 
names of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. RANDALL] and that 
of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. Theyhad noobjection 
to that bill. They did not object to an item in it; if they did, they 
ought never to have voted for it. It passed the Senate almost unchal- 
lenged, and came back here with but two or three Senate amendments. 
The conference between the two Houses occupied but a few minutes, 
and it came back to the House and became a law. In the last session 
of Congress the bill was reported by the Committee on Agriculture, and 
passed the House with but one single vote in the negative and without 
a single amendment offered to it. It passed the Senate substantially 
in the same way. It passed both the House and the Senate unchal- 
lenged and uncriticised. Can the gentleman from Pennsylvania say the 
same of any appropriation bill that ever emanated from the Committee 
on Appropriations ? 

The fact of it is, that these bills had been so carefully considered 
by the Committee on Agriculture, that committee having such close 
relations with the Department of Agriculture, its individual members 
investigating and acquainting themselves with the working of every 
single division and bureau of that Department, that when this bill is 
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ected and presented here it commands the approbation of the 
ouse and passes without challenge. 

But that is an agricultural appropriation bill. It affects the great 
agricultural interests of the country, and there are certain gentlemen 
upon the floor of this House who, when they look at any measure and 
can not see in it increased revenues or protection to some manufacturing 
industry, will not support it. 

I claim that the distribution of these appropriation bills will result 
in no increased or extravagant expenditures, but, on thecontrary, that 
we will have economical, well-considered, and intelligent appropriation 
bills, and further than that, this House will have the opportunity of 
giving them consideration. I have nothing in the world to say, and 
do not propose to say anything, that can be construed into a reflection 
upon the personnel of the Committee on Appropriations. 

For some of the gentlemen on that committee I have the highest es- 
teem and the warmest attachment, but I do not believe it is 
in the power of any fifteen men that can be selected in this House to 
properly consider all these appropriation bills and to give the House 
the opportunity of considering them too. I do not believe that any 
fifteen men ofthis House are so very much larger, either intellectually 


or in any other way, than any other fifteen men in the House. The | eral 


fact is, since I became a member of the House of Representatives I have 
had more than one idol shattered. My experience is that these self- 
exalted great men of the House of Representatives grow small by de- 
grees and beautifully less as you get close to them. For the benefit of 
some of the younger members, the new members who are here for the 
first time, I want to relate some of my experience in these matters. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] and the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] sound the note of alarm. They say 
that there is great danger in trusting any other fifteen men in this 
House than the fifteen placed on the Committee of ee 
Well, I — to say that it is repr im ing t — inge- 
nuity of man can suggest a change to these rules, so as the appro- 
priation bills are concerned, that will not be for the better. It i ut- 
terly impossible to make a set of rules worse than the set of rules we 
have been working under for the last two Con, I witnessed a 
scene here in the concluding hours of the last Congress that ought to 
put every member of this House to shame who will by his vote in any 
way render it possible that that scene shall ever be repeated again. 

Let me give you the dates. Hereis a bill reported by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
on the 23d day of February, 1885. aoproptiaiing $22,200,177.22, and 
the House was asked on that late dayin e session, the session closing 
by constitutional enactment on the 4thof March, to pass that bill under 
a suspension of the rules; and not one single item, except the two ex- 
cepted in his original proposition, thatany member of this House could 
have the opprtunity of amending or proposing to amend. 

I do not care what may happen under this revision of the rules. A 
more vicious system of legislation can never be interjected into this 
House. The gentleman from Pennsylvania knows that on that last 
night, between sundown on the 3d of March and 12 o’clock on the 
4th of March, appropriation bills aggregating at least $50,000,000 or 
perhaps $100,000,000, passed this House without the opportunity of 
a single member having the chance to consider them or to offer an 
amendment. And, worse than that, the late President of the United 
States was compelled within a few moments of the end of his term to 
sign money bills sppsopeating out distributing nearly $100,000,000 of 
the people’s money without ever reading the titlesofthe bills. Hehad 
no opportunity of reget Deere he did not even know the titles 
of the bills which he signed, but simply signed them blindfold. But 
I give notice to the gentleman from Pennsylvania and this House, 
that unless I am wofully mistaken you have a President of the United 
States now whom you can not blindfold and make sign bills appropri- 
ating fifty millions of the people’s money without seeing their captions. 
(Applause. ] : aS 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Missouri has ex- 

ired. 
: Mr. HATCH. I understood I had thirty-three minutes and I have 
only spoken about twenty. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman was entitled to twenty-three min- 
utes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask that the gentleman’s time be extended. 

Mr. HATCH. I do not ask for an extension of time. The gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. MILLS] offered me five or ten minutes of his 
hour, and I ask the courtesy of having that time now so as to continue 
my remarks. 

Mr. RANDALL. Wheredoes the hour of the gentleman from Texas 
come in? 

The SPEAKER. The next hour will be occupied by gentlemen in 
opposition to the report. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CAs- 
WELL] has the floor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Iask that the gentleman from 
Missouri may have ten minutes additional time. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the time of the gentleman 
fiom Missouri will be extended for ten minutes. 

Several members objected. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair understands there is objection unless 
the time for closing general debate is extended. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. HATCH. I believe in the six years I have served in this House 
I have never failed to extend the courtesy I have now asked to every 
member that claimed it. I believe this is the first time in my Congres- 
sional life that I have asked the courtesy of an extension of ten min- 
utes, and I am exceedingly obliged to the kindness of the gentlemen 
who have refused it. 

Mr. CASWELL. I have not served long enough upon the Appro- 
priations Committee to merit any degree of censure I trust, but I have 
served long enough to understand that these charges and this arraign- 
ment of that committee which have been made here upon the floor of 
this House are to a extent unfounded and without justification. 

There is a great portion of that report which Iam not here to oppose; 
there are only two paragraphs in it to which I find objection; one is 
the distribution of the jurisdiction of the Appropriations Committee to 
several other committees; and the other is the readoption of that pro- 
vision which permits the Appropriations Committee to ingraft upon 
appropriation bills the contingent that may arise in the sev- 
Departments. So long as you retain that paragraph, so long you 
preserve the very cause of the mischief. 

If the other amendments proposed by this committee had been adopted 
six years ago we would not have found ourselves in the dilemma in which 
we are to-day. As has been often and correctly said by members in 
this debate, the great mischief arises not from any mi ent on 
the part of the Appropriations Committee, not from any excess of power 
that has been vested in them with reference to appropriations, but from 
this mischievous practice of ingrafting upon appropriation bills legisla- 
tion in its various forms. I want to declare my opposition to placing 
upon an appropriation bill any legislation at all. Sir, upon my theory 
tas Appripeiations Oonumnittes ahmia be. divented of all wuthoclts 0 
ingraft upon an appropriation bill and bring into the House any meas- 
ures of legislation. Are gentlemen aware of the extent of this mischief? 

Why, sir, the gentleman from Georgia who spoke yesterday in favor 
of the adoption of this report said that the great cause of the trouble 
here was the delay in presenting appropriation bills, and that this was 
owing to the legislation ingrafted upon them. I think he was right in 
his statement. Adopting the proposed amendment in this respect, we 
strike down this power of legislation on ap iation bills, and leave 
the Committee on Appropriations to ‘orm its legitimate functions; 
nothing more. My ideais that the le; ve committees of this House 
and the committee that metes out the money that is to execute these 
laws should be kept separate and distinct. 

We listened yesterday to a very eloquent speech of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. WELLBORN] upon the centralization of power. He seems 
to think that all power in this House under the rulesas they have ex- 
isted has been concentrated in the Appropriations Committee. I tell 
the gentleman I am opposed to the centralization of power as muchas 
he, and I presume every member on this floor is opposed to it. But, 
sir, his proposition would centralize in eight or ten committees of this 
House not only legislative authority, but the authority to propose ap- 
propriations to execute the yey laws they have framed. 

Gentlemen talk about the arbitrary power of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and the arbitrary manner in which it has been exercised. 
I wish to say to them that those charges are very much overstated and 
lack facts as a basis. Why, sir, we must place power in some of the 
departments of this House if we would carry on its business. I un- 
dertake to say that the Speaker of this House occupies a place which 
gives him more power than any other man this side of the Chief Execu- 
tive of the Government, and properly so; otherwise he could not ex- 
ecute the duties of presiding officer of this great body of men, who are 
here trying to transact the public business. So it is necessary that 
whatever committee may have charge of the appropriations for the Gov- 
ernment should have the right to present their bills and secure their 
passage in preference to other business; otherwise the whole machinery 
of the Government might be obstructed. 

Why, sir, if this committee is authorized simply to audit the ac- 
counts of the Governmentand prepare the appropriation bills—nothing 
more—it has less power than many of the other committees on this 
floor; and I do not understand what gentlemen mean when they speak 
of all the wisdom of this House being embodied in the Appropriations 
Committee. What occasion have they to make suchremarks? Why, 
sir, I presume there are gentlemen who have been members of the Ap- 
propriations Committee who could not perform the duties required 
upon the Judiciary Committee—who could not perform well the duties 
of a member of the Committee on Naval Affairs. But thatis no reason 
why we should say that the Judiciary Committee or the Naval Com- 
mittee embodies the wisdom of the House. The question is simply 
whether we shall preserve a finance committee who shall pass upon all 
the great appropriations of this Government and provide for its ex- 
penditures. The question is not one of personnel at all, but whether 
we shall maintain at the gates of the Treasury a committee specially 
authorized to examine the disbursements of the several Executive De- 
partments and see that they are kept within proper limits. 

Some gentleman says that the principal objection to this power which 
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the Committee on Appropriations has exercised is in the fact that they 
have without proper reason withheld from the House their appropria- 
tion bills. Isthattrue? Is there really any cause for that complaint ? 
I think not. My able friend from New York [Mr. Hiscock], in his 
eloquent speech of yesterday, confessed that on one occasion he exer- 
cised the power to hold back an appropriation bill. He confessed it 
partly in humiliation and partly in self-approval. Yet I undertake to 
say that his action on that occasion was perfectly justifiable, as all who 
were then here will remember. s 

The fact was simply this, that he held back the deficiency bill for 
the purpose of keeping here a quorum of the House; for on an appro- 
priation bill, upon which the yeas and nays were required under 
the rules, there must be a quorum voting or the bill would fail. He 
held back that appropriation bill, with the approval of most of the 
members here, for the purpose of retaining a quorum on this floor. 
But, gentlemen, there was another reason, which he did not mention, 
for his holding back that bill. I remember well that the Ways and 
Means Committee of this House had then under consideration before 
the Honse, and had had for many days, the revision of the tariff, and 
the Appropriations Committee had not the power to take the floor from 
them. That was a good reason why the gentleman did not present 
the bill. 

But, sir, if we turn to the record we will be greatly deceived as to 
the progress these appropriation bills have made from time to time in 
the House. Letusexamine the charge that the appropriation bills have 
been held back. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LONG] sug- 
gested the remedy of adopting a rule here in the short sessions that ap- 
propriation bills should be reported to the House by the Ist of Febru- 
ary and in the long sessions by the 1st of March. What is the fact? 
What has been the practice of these committees? 

Go with me to the Forty-seventh Congress, I find in the long ses- 
sion, which closed its labors on the 8th day of August, one bill was 
passed in January, two were passed in February, two in March, one 
in April, one in May, three in June, and two before the middle of July, 
leaving a full month of the session yet unexpired when the appropria- 
tion bills passed this House. Go with me to the second session. I find 


upon examination of the record before the holiday recess, before the’ 


20th of December, there were four of the great appropriation bills passed 
by this House, one on the 7th, one on the 9th, one on the 13th, and 
one on the 20th of December—all before the holiday recess. Dur- 
ing the time we have been here discussing these rules one-third of 
the great appropriation bills of the House had been passed through. 
Go with me further. During the month of January, namely, on the 
4th, 5th, and 13th, and on the 20th, in all five of these appropriation 
bills were passed prior to the 21st day of January. Here are nine of 
the great appropriation bills of this House which had been considered 
and passed through and sent to the Senate by the 20th of January, 
leaving only three for subsequent consideration. 

Then again on the 16th and 24th of February of the same session two 
of the remaining bills were passed, only one being held until the Ist 
day of March—the deficiency bill—which my friend from New York 
[Mr. Hiscock] so generously admits he held back for the purpose of 
showing to this House that the Appropriations Committee did haye 
some little authority. 4 

I ask if we should distribute these appropriation bills among seven 
or eight or ten committees is there any assurance that some of those 
committees would not for the same purpose hold back their bills until 
near the close of the session? Isit not only natural to suppose these 
committees, which have had before them a large amount of legislative 
duties, would hold back their appropriation bills until the close of the 
session, as they might wish to know the wants and necessities of their 
action in order they might be acquainted with the amount necessary 
to be expended for the execution of the laws reported by them for the 
action of the House? 

Suppose further that all these five committees should take the same 
view and postpone the reporting of their appropriation bills until the 
expiring days of the session, would we not have a grand family of con- 
fusion on this floor? Would it not be better to delegate this entire au- 
thority to one committee, whose duty it should be to report appropria- 
tion bills and nothing more? x 

Why, gentlemen of this House complain this committee has had the 
power, and it exercised it, to keep back the appropriation bills until the 
last hours of the session, and in the next breath they tell us it has ob- 
structed legislation during the whole session. Which of these state- 
ments is correct? Charges of this character seem to have taken hold 
of this House without parallel in the history of discussion. 

I remember day before yesterday when the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. GIBSON ] arraigned this Appropriations Committee for its neg- 
lect of the Navy, for its neglect of the great cities, and for its neglect of 
the commerce of the country. Hesaid to us, andit seemed to meet with 
approval, ‘‘ Why have you neglected to build up your Navy, why have 
you neglected to take care of your commerce on the high seas, why 
have you neglected to protect by your appropriations the great cities 
of the country??? Next comes the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock ], who lays down the rule that the Appropriations Committee 
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has no power to build a single new ship; that it has no power, as the 
rules exist, to inaugurate any new enterprise; that no appropriation can 
be reported unless authorized by previous law. 

The gentleman from New York further stated it was the duty of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs to inaugurate a system for building up a 
navy; that it was the duty of the Committee on Commerce to report 
legislation to revive our commerce; and that it was the duty of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs to report legislation in reference to all 
the circle of our diplomatic establishments. And then I say let them 
do that, and let the Secretaries of the different Departments send to 
the Committee on Appropriations their estimates and reports, and 
then, and not until then, would it be their duty to act. 

But what further? Why, my distinguished friend from Maine [Mr. 
REED], who by the recent action of this side of the House has been 
pl in the front rank, even the leadership of this House, and, if 
he is not within the bar of the House I shall regret it, for I want to 
call attention to the advice he is now givingus. After the strong ar- 
raignment made by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. GIBSON] 
of the Appropriations Committee for not violating the rules of the 
House and reporting bills for the building up of the Navy, for extend- 
ing the commerce and the protection of the cities, my distinguished 
friend said: 

I fully agree in the arraignment which the gentleman from West Virginia 
has made of the Committee on Appropriations which has left us without a for- 
tification, which has left us without a navy, which has in no respect responded 
tothe needs of the country. 

That is the indorsement which our distinguished leader gives to the 
House, to our side of the House, on this floor, and yet it would be in 
direct violation of the rules had the committee done so, as has been 
fully explained by the gentleman from New York and as shown by 
the rule itself. Why, sir, we may well pause and stop to see whether 
we are to crystallize a code of rules which will perhaps govern this 
House for the next fifty years upon such glittering generalities as that. 
Why, in the language of Bob In 1l, permit me to ask, What is this 
you are telling us? [Laughter.] We are arraigned here for not vio- 
lating the rules of the House, for not inaugurating a system of revival 
in the Navy, for not extending our commerce, for not building up our 
barracks, for not carrying on the different enterprises of this country 
in its great stride in growth and prosperity. Let meremind you, gen- 
tlemen, that it is the duty of these several law-making committees to 
furnish the law, and the Appropriations Committee will not, I think, 
be backward in appropriating money to execute the law. 

Mr. BINGHAM (from his seat.) They do not get a hearing. 

Mr. CASWELL. Why lay so much blame upon that committee? 
Strike down the authority under the present rules that govern this 
House, the privilege of presenting any kind of legislation upon their 
bills, and their work will be comparatively easy; their duties will be 
plain. Gentlemen talk about the committee being overwhelmed with 
labor while members who have watched the progress of this House for 
years will bear me witness that day after day we adjourn here because 
there is nothing to do or because the majority of the House do not care 
to proceed to the consideration of the business that would be in order. 

There is no kind of trouble, as has been shown you here, of passing 
the appropriation bills within the propertime. I have shown youthat 
four of them have been passed before the holiday recess and five more 
in the month of January following, and there is no occasion to say that 
that committee is so loaded down that it can not perform its duties. 
Why, sir, belittle its action by saying that the bills are submitted toa 
small subcommittee, who pass upon these great measures and report 
them to the House and have the management of them in the House 
and nobody else knows anything about it? 

Why single out the Appropriations Committee and make this charge 
against it? Experience will tell you that in every large committee of 
the House the work is divided up among subcommittees; and I tell you, 
should these appropriations be distributed to the several committees 
named in the report, they, too, will delegate them to subcommittees 
appointed for the preparation of the bills, and they will come in here 
and be reported in the same way. But do not understand me to say 
that it is done without the full knowledge of the whole committee. 
They examine it all in detail by the rules of the House. Theman that 
reports the bill, who has most investigated it, usually is the man who 
is entitled to the control of it upon the floor of the House. I say to 
you, Mr. Speaker, that the cause of all this complaint, inmy judgment, 
is without foundation. 

But, sir, while I am on the floor I desire to call the attention of 
the members of this House to another paragraph in that report. It is 
now proposed not only to distribute the jurisdiction of the Appro- 
priations Committee in the way indicated, but it is proposed to revive 
an old amendment and attach it to the rules, which I think will be 
fraught with much mischief. I call your attention particularly to that 
clause which they now propose and which ingrafts upon the rule, after 
forbidding legislation in various forms, the general provision, ‘‘and for 
the.contingencies for carrying on the several Departments of the Goy- 
ernment.” 

That was a rule that was adopted in the good old Democratic days of 
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Andrew Jackson in 1836, and has been followed until the Forty-fourth 
Congress, when it wasrepealed afteran unbroken line of precedents that 
under that ph, as it then existed, it was in order to move an 
amendment which should increase the salaries of officers of the Govern- 
ment. It never was controverted in any shape except in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole in the case of the ‘‘salary grab,” as it is termed, where 
by a bare majority, the committee voted against putting that construc- 
tion upon it, but doubtless they were influenced and guided largely by 
the enormous steal that was then ingrafted upon the bill. But, sir, 
Speaker after Speaker held that under that paragraph it was in order 
to propose legislation to increase the salaries of the officers of this Gov- 
ernment. Now they propose to ingraft upon the rules that govern this 
House that very dangerous clause. Why, sir, if I wanted to help the 
Democratic party out of power in this House I would support this 
measure, But I don’t think they want my help at this time. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Don’t you want to help them out? 

Mr.CASWELL. That may be, butI reservethatpoint. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Not by bankrupting the Government. 

Mr. CASWELL. I do not believe it is our policy to dethrone the 
Democratic party by assisting them in their blunders. Better let us 
do it, as we shall do it, by the correctness of our own example. I am 
not here to lay snares for any person or party or to dig the pit in which 
to bury those gentlemen on the other side. Rather let us build monu- 
ments to the happiness and prosperity of the great American people. 
But I want to say I believe it my duty to warn you gentlemen that 
while doubtless you are correct in saying that it was the operation of 
the rules under Republican gui and control in this House which 
was the cause of putting us out of power, the day may come when 
Providence or some unseen power will return it here for us to use for 
the same purpose. 

We will understand how easy it is to stretch our imagination as to 
why these gentlemen are for the first time supporting this revision of 
the rules. But I want to warn you that in adopting this paragraph 
which they proposa to put into the rules you enter upon a sea of dark- 
ness; you will be dependent wholly upon the construction the chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole may see fit to give you, and you 
PT cok tin Cocaine Gor Balok, whe di ingraft a paragraph 

as mmittee on es, why did you not i a 

so plain that we might read though werun? Why conceal the real in- 
terpretation of that rule? Is it because you covertly want to advance 
the interests of your own party by way of increasing the salaries now 
that you are in power? Ido not charge that. Ido not believe that 
was the purpose that actuated any member of that committee. Ihave 
too much respect for them to do so; but if they had cooly and delib- 
erately intended to enact a paragraph upon the rules to permit them 
to advance the salaries of their officers who are holding positions under 
this Administration they could not have taken a better step than they 
have taken. I warn them again that the people of this OmaT will 
not approve of such an act, and I am in favor of eliminating fog ke pio 
posed amendment from the rules. Otherwise I shall be pl 
support them. 

You remove that great Ay which we have had here since the Forty- 
fourth Congress into which all committee reports are dumped, if you 
please. Remove that from these rules and provide, as this revision 
will provide, that we may sometimes go to the Calendar of the House 


and take up measures for enactment. You will then have no cause to 
complain that the A; Committee are obstructing the legis- 
lation of this House. When you do that do you not saddle the blame 


on the wrong shoulders? It has been the practice here since the adop- 
tion of this rule for committee after committee to report its business 
and have it put upon the Calendar, where it is destined to slumber dur- 


ng the remainder of the Congress. 
t us remove that Pronn nr and let the Appropriations Commit- 
tee go on with the discharge of their proper functions relating to the 


financial business of the Government. Give them no power of legis- 
lation. Delegate that to the other great committees of the House. 
Keep these two elements separate. 

* I have great respect for the Committee on Rules, but it has unfor- 
ee RoS composed of different members from time to time, 
see rules which have done more to defeat legislation than the 

priations Committee. 

ir BROWNE, of Indiana. The Committee on App tions is 
the result of the Committee on Rules. The Committee on Pa ules made 
the Committee on Appropriations and gave it its powers. 

Mr. CASWELL. Let the reporting of appropriations be lodged in 
whosesoever hands it may, wherever there is found an appropriation 
bill there must be lodged in the committee having charge of it the 
power to move it at any time when the majority will ia but never 
without that consent. Only in that way can you insure its passage. 

Why, a, one would think, to listen tothisdiscussion, that there have 
been no laws passed in this Congress for many years. But notwith- 
standing the fact that thousands of bills have been reported and thrown 
eo this thstanding thay from which they could never be resurrected—not- 

rr Baand I see that during the last Congress there were 695 
hey 


Mr. BROWNE 3 of Indiana. The gentleman from Wisconsin does 
mət mean to say that that number of public bills were passed ? 


Mr. CASWELL. That is precisely what I mean. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Then the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. CASWELL. I think I am not, for I examined the statutes. 
The number of the last chapter shows that there were 695, and I could 
see no chapter omitted. In uae to that there were 850 bills of a 
private nature that passed al 

Mr. BROWNE, of peera Will the gentleman allow me for a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. CASWELL. Certainly; if I am in error I desire to be set right. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, Of the 996 bills which became laws in the 
last Congress 682, or nearly two-thirds of the whole, were of a private 
character, and of these 588 were pension bills. 

Mr. CASWELL. That may be true as regards the last session of 
Congress. For that session I think that is about true, and I ask my 
friend if he does not refer to the last session? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I refer to the last Congress. 

Mr. CASWELL, If you will take the Statutes at Large you will ~ 
find the last general chapter is the last of six hundred and ninety-five 
laws of a general nature; and you will find there were eight hundred 
and eighty and odd bills of a private nature. On examination I found 
a few numbers were skip) That is the result of my investigation. 
Perhaps Iam wrong. If I am I will take great pleasure in being cor- 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It is fair to state that I have read from 
an article prepared by the Journal Clerk of this House and printed in 
The Current, published at Chicago December 5, 1885. 

Mr. CASWELL. Well, Mr. Speaker, I have given the result of my 
own personal observation; and I freely invite every member on this 
floor to investigate for himself whether I am not correct in the figures 
I have given. 

But, Mr. Speaker, if we did not pass one hundred bills, it is not be- 
cause the Appropriations Committee has obstructed their passage; it is 
because bills have been buried upon the CaJendar, and under the rules 
of the House could not be taken up. I am glad to hail the day when 
we have before us an amendment which will permit us, after the morn- 
ing hour, to proceed to the Calendar and take up such bills as the com- 
mittee entitled to the floor may see fit to have considered for one or 
two successive days. 

But, notwithstanding this privilege, itis forthe interest of the House, 
it is for the interest of the Government, it isa matter of imperative 
necessity that sufficient time should be given to the Appropriations 
Committee to prepare their bills and have them considered in the 
House. Remember that at all times when they seek the floor for the 

of these bills it is within the power of the majority, if they 
wish, t6 prevent their consideration. Nothing is done against the will 
of the majority. 

I can not for my part see the reason for this grave arraignment of that 
committee. I can not see any reason why we should depart from this 
long-established precedent, indorsed by all civilized nations, which 
places the appropriations for the Government under the supervision of 
a single committee; and if this precedent be reversed I predict for this 
House confusion unparalleled in the history of our legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I am reminded that my time is passing, and I desire 
to yield a $ poruon to the gentleman from Kansas Mr. RYAN]. Inow 
yield to hith. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, how much of the hour remains? 

The SPEAKER. Seventeen minutes. 

Mr. RYAN. Ido not care to occupy the attention of the House for 
only seventeen minutes. In that time I could not say what I wish to 
say. Ifthe gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] has other friends 
to whom he may desire to yield the time, I will waive my right. 

Mr. CASWELL. ThenI yield the remainder of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY]. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I yield the time to the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. PHELPs]. 

papri g yae Tapn is oe ar ua accom- 
plishes some e are e issue simple. e all agree 
that the majority of the House ought to control its legislation and that 
the other amendments will accomplish this result. But when we come 
to the amendment which would arm five new committees with the 
power to report appropriation bills and with the privileges belongin oe 
that power and challenge the proposition with the questions, Wi 
dispatch business? Will it be without harm to the public eiai 
we get different answers, and so we reach diferent conclusions. But 
because this difference divides both sides of the House, it is a difference 
not of party but of conviction, and such a difference is one which ex- 
cuses and often rewards discussion. Only we, who oppose the distribu- 
tion of appropriations, can not claim that our objections are new. They 
are old, but they have not lost their strength. They have been used 
both in House and Senate whenever this proposition has been up, and 
used to defeat it. They have not been answered. Ido not believe they 
can be answered; and my belief turned to knowledge when the gentle- 
man from Maine looked respectfully at them, played on them with his 
wit, but refused to touch them with his reason. 

What are these objections? ‘The first is that it takes out of our par- 
liamentary system the only body whose duty it is to take charge of the 
appropriations as a whole. It removes the only body that supervises, 
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regulates,and controls the sum total ofexpenditures—the wholeamount 
of the appropriations. And the result is that we have nobody that 
knows, and what is worse nobody that cares, what these sums are. 
So there is no place where we can go to get this information and no 
place where we can go and place this responsibility. It is a system 
without a sun, a confederacy without a federal center, a union of states 
without a national government. 

But the friends of distribution say ‘‘ the responsibility will rest with 
the House, and all its members will be made—as they ought to be— 
responsible for this high duty.’? What kind of responsibility? Re- 
sponsibility grows by concentration; is weakened by dispersion. This 
responsibility, when shared by us will rest so lightly on the shoul- 
ders of each that it will exercise no ; and light as its weight is, 
each of us will toss it off with the jaunty assertion, ‘‘I voted with the 
committee.’’ - 

But while there will be nobody that knows and nobody that is re- 
sponsible for the whole amount of the appropriations, there will be no- 
body that can adjust and control the relations which the different ap- 
propriations made by these different committees shall bear to each other 
and to the income of the Government. 

There will be no equalizing board to fix these ratios. And the Goy- 
ernment, without anybody to know and equalize and control the total 
of its appropriations, will soon discover that its expenditures will out- 
run its income and that it is taking the first step on the road to bank- 
ruptcy. 

Another objection is the assurance that this new system of appropri- 
ations is pregnant at every point with tendencies and temptations to 
lavish expenditure. The new committeeman is assigned to his subject. 
He gives to the subject time and thought. Under the rules that gov- 
ern the human mind this devotion creates interest. He magnifies his 
subject—looks at it so earnestly that he loses sight of the other sub- 
jects about it, and conceives an exaggerated opinion of its relative im- 
portance. In the end he is conscientious in his conviction that this 
subject is the most important of any that engages the attention of Con- 


Next comes in the measure that shall developthis subject. He cre- 
ates or promotes the measure. Perhaps it gets his name—certainly his 
reputation and success areidentified with it—and he soon acquires, and 
for the same reasons, an ted opinion of the value of the meas- 
ure, and finally believes it to be the most important measure that can 
come before Congress. As if this was not enough to secure a generous 
appropriation, we have theinfluence of the Department, TheSpeaker, 
in selecting the member, considered his tastes and temperament in con- 
nection with the officials he would have to meet in the Department, 
and did right in doing so. The relations between the Department and 
the member become friendly and cordial, and he keeps the approbation 
of the Department when he makes generous provision for its needs. 

And asif this wasnotrunning the whole gauntlet of such temptation, 
when the committeeman comes out into the House he finds his fellow- 
members all working with zeal in their respective committees. He 
wants to do as well for his committee as they do for theirs, and a friendly 
contest is inaugurated, where victory is claimed by the one who does 
best for his committee; and that proposition, when inits sim- 
plest terms, is, get the largest appropriations. Under these circum- 
stances, can there be any wonder if the new system of appropriations 
should lead to extravagance? 

Generally before this point is reached in the ent the friends of 
divided appropriations ask, with more rhetoric force, ‘‘Are there 
only fifteen men in the House you can trust?’ And I answer promptly, 
‘There are three hundred and twenty-five. I trust the three hundred 
ana) tain Wasi e Aren atc erg TEN pene 
fifteen on a single committee of appropriations, and I would trust any 
other fifteen of our number; but I would not trust this fifteen on dif- 
ferent committees of appropriations, nor any other fifteen of us. The 
question is not the difference between different men, but the difference 
between the same men under different circumstances.” 

Now if you ask meif I do not think this is excessive power to be given 
to a single committee, I answer, ‘‘Yes;’? butI add: ‘‘This excessive 
power has to be placed somewhere, in some Pod; Kna, burgeresdheg 
all theory and practice heretofore, in a single body. no better re- 
pository has yet been discovered for it. Certainly this committee sug- 
gests none.” Andif you ask meagain, ‘‘Does D on prensa) poe 
tend to abuse?” I answer, ‘‘ Yes; ” farther by saying, “It not 
only tends, but does.” And if farther asked, “Do not these privileges 
tempt the fortunate fifteen to errorsin manners and in act??? Again I 
answer, ‘‘Yes;’? and add: ‘It not only tempts to but produces errors 
in manners and in fact.’? And then I insist that all this abuse and all 
these errors will not be nearly so harmful as the inevitable consequences 
of the change proposed. The old method offers the less of two evils. 
But with all the dangers that seem to be threatened by the proposition 
to distribute the appropriations, it does notseem to me it will help us to 
dispatch business. Take oursingle Committee of Appropriations. We 
have given it the right of way, and, to enable it to use its power, have 
exhausted our parliamentary skill to supply it with every weapon that 
would aid it to get its rights, and yet-—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New Jersey has 


expired. There are forty minutes of the time for general debate re- 
maining, of which the gentleman from Pennsylvania presenting the 
minority report is entitled to twenty. 

Mr. MILLS. has become of the hour I was to have? 

The SPEAKER. It has gone with the hours of many other gentle- 
men. After the gentleman from Pennsylvania has exhausted 
minutes the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON ] will have twenty 
minutes to close the debate. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, if the members of this House who 
have heretofore held position on the Appropriations Committee were to 
consult their own ease I do not doubt that they would yield up the duty 
that is proposed to be taken from that committee, in case they were se- 
lected again to #erve upon it, without a murmur. But there is agraver 
and more far-reaching effect in thé proposition as presented than the 
mere convenience of a member or his ability to perform labor. I knew 
always, asevery member who has ever served on that committee knows, 
that in the effort to resist undue appropriations we were engaged in a 
thankless task; but I never knew that there would be those in public 
stations who would rise on this foorand condemn a man or set of men 
who were engaged in the laudable purpose of saving from wasteful ex- 
penditure the public money. 

We meet condemnation, and that has been meted out here in Jarge 
measure. But I trust that the representatives of the people who here 
surround me will riseabove any feeling of bias. Iam quite aware that 
the p measures of many members have been interfered with by the 
rigid necessity of pasing appropriation bills before an adjournment 
could take place. And in theinstance that the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. HATCH] cites I will say itwas a great public exigency when 
I asked on this floor during the last session of Congress that the sun- 
dry civil bill might be passed under a suspension of the rules; and I 
never have had cause to regret that I asked an exception to be madein 
that instance. For, mark you, the issue at that time was between pro- 
vision before the adjournment for carrying on the Government after 
the 4th of March or a new administration with an extra session of Con- 
gress on its hands. I was willing to do anything to prevent an extra 
session. I believed that no greater peril could come to my party and 
no.greater wrong and injury could result to the country. - 

It has come to be the fashion in Congress that every proposition which 
does not meet with favor or does not secure a hearing has its defeat 
attributed to the Appropriations Committee. I will illustrate the in- 
correctness of that statement when I tell you that the Appropriations 
Committee at the first session of the Forty-eighth Congress, as shown 
by the record, in the consideration of their entire twelve bills, occupied 
but one-sixth of the time of the House; and very little more, if I in- 
eluded the printed speeches on the tariff, than was consumed by the 
tariff bill at that session. 

It has been suggested—perhaps not here but elsewhere—that the Ap- 
propriations Committee interfered with the consideration of revenue 
measures. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] states, as 
I think to his discredit, that upon one occasion to execute a policy he 
found it incumbent upon him to thrustin appropriation bills to accom- 

ish his end. I submit that as to the tariff, as to the river and harbor 

ill, as to the interstate-commerce bill, the Appropriations Committee 
never did interpose except when it was essential that Congress should 
pass appropriation bills prior to adjournment. 

The river and harbor bill took one-third as much time in the House 
in the session to which I allude as did the twelve appropriation bills. 
True, an appropriation bill has the right of way. It has the right of 
way properly. But it has not the right of way to the disadvantage of 
revenue measures. e measures have precedence by the rules, 
and have the first right to be considered. The Appropriations Com- 
mittee is a committee formed in my judgment only for the purpose of 
examination and recommendation to this body. It is by this body that 
the final voiceis to be given, and the Appropriations Committee could 
be halted at any moment if a majority of this House saw fit to stop it 
in its course of procedure. 

I have said that the Appropriations Committee from time imme- 
morial, or certainly during my experience in Congress, has brought 
upon itself complaints in every direction because of the fact that it 
does of necessity interfere with bills in the hands of other members. 
But it has never, so far as I haye known, departed from the estab- 
lished purpose, as I have stated. Let me make my lan plainer. 
If I understand the rule of the committee it always adopts for guid- 
ance in the conduct of its business the same course the Speaker does 
in the appointment of committees—it enforces the policy of its party. 
The policy which the Committee on Appropriations has adopted when 
under the control of this side of the House has been one of economy, 
And I fail to find anywhere in declarations either of national con- 
ventions or of conventions of my party in the several States an in- 
stance where that was not the principal and main enunciation of 
what we wanted to do if the people would intrust us with power. 

I was a little surprised yesterday, and I confess to some regret, 
when the gentleman from Texas [Mr. WELLBORN] in the discussion 
raised the question and indicated what is to come, in ay judgment, 
as the effect of the change of these rules. For myself I haye ina 
large de been educated in the same school of politics as the gen- 
tleman from Texas. The statement of the gentleman struck me with 
great surprise when I saw its significance and took into consideration 
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whence it came—the statement that we were about to enter upon a 
new departure as to the manner of making up appropriation bills. 

I came here during the war; I am not going to refer to what was 
my course of conduct daring that immediate period; but when the 
war was over I wanted that we should go straight back to a strict 
construction of the Constitution, permitting only that exercise of 
Federal authority which was distinctly given to us and reservin 
in every particular everything that belonged to the States. One o 
the propositions which I stated then, and have often stated since, 
was that I wished the Fedéral Government to do nothing in the wa 
of legislation that could be as well done by the State authority ; an 
if I was addressing a body composed of my fellow-citizens, I would 
deliberately say that I want neither the Federal ner the State au- 
thorities to do anything that could be as well or better done by the 
people in their immediate localities. 

I made the assertion that the war had produced two principal re- 
sults: it had abolished slavery, and it had put an end to the thought 
and doctrine of secession, ThereIstopped. Those ends having been 
accomplished, 1 wanted to rehabilitate the States in all their prior 
authority. The gentleman from Texas and I have both read the 
roe of the founder of the Democracy. Among those teachings 

have found Thomas Jefferson in substance declaring that there 
should be no money appropriated for any purpose unless in pursn- 
ee esate authority in the Constitution of the United States to 
that end. 

This doctrine, in my action as a member of the Appropriations 
Committee, has been my guide. If members of this House will but 
follow that rule there will be no need of controversy as to river and 
harbor bills; for who is there that would not vote for a river and 
harbor bill if it was brought within the purview of the Constitu- 
tion as construed by the Supreme Court of the United States, when 
it declared that a river, to be considered navigano, must be able to 
float a vessel of at least twenty tons burden? Itis not legitimate ap- 
propriations for rivers and harbors that anybody objects to, but the 
provisions outside of the Constitution of the United States which are 
put into such bills. We have no right to collect taxes to be distrib- 
uted in that way. 

Iremember very well an enunciation oï tne late candidate of gen- 
tlemen on the other side for President of the United States, when 
he propossd that the surplus funds in the Treasury of the Govern- 
ment should be distributed anong the States. What was the peo- 
ple’s response to that? It was that this Government possesses no 
power to take from the people of the United States taxes to be dis- 
tributed among the States; and a greater objection to such a system 
is that it would make, in my opinion, the States the vassals of the 
Federal Government, which they were never intended to be. 

The gentleman from Texas with great ability has given us the real 
issue involved in this controversy; for I can not for a moment bring 
myself to think that there is any individual bias or hostility toward 
those who have been members of the Appropriations Committee. He 
tells us that we must find out how much money is needed to be ex- 
pended—in other words, for what expenditures we shall be able to 
secure the concurrence of the two Houses—and then we must raise 
the revenue accordingly, This, to my mind, would lead to enlarged 
appropriations and a loose construction, and I think a most danger- 
ous departure from past practice. I agree it is in large degree in- 
volved in the propositions now before the House, but I did not ex- 
pect that either side of this House would be prepared to give sanction 
to such a declaration, I beg, therefore, that members will stop and 
consider what we are entering upon, 

I do not say that one set of men are abler than another, or possess 
more integrity of purpose than another. I have rarely seen the time 
when I even ventured to surmise that any man on this floor was 
actuated by any other than the purest motives, In resisting this 

roposition I act from a high sense of duty, because I believe that 
iy its adoption we would enter apon a dangerous field in the appro- 
priation of the public money. I hope no one will assume that I do 
not think my neighbor as good in every respect as I am, In fact I 
am inclined to believe that in my course here I oftentimes need 
the kindly judgment of my fellow-members, for I am frequently 
provoked to say things which upon mature judgment I might not 
say; but I do know that I have never uttered a word which would 
reflect at all, directly or indirectly, upon the motives or the integ- 
rity of any of my associates on this floor. At the same time I affirm 
with positiveness that to distribute these bills is to take from them 
that unity and harmony of action which are essential to the legisla- 
tion of every party in power thatit may meet the requirements of 
the pledges which placed it in power. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] - 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] is 
now entitled to the floor for twenty minutes. 

Mr. WELLBORN. Will the gentleman allow me one statement? 

Mr. MORRISON. Ihave given my time to a gentleman on the 
other side of the House. 

Mr. WELLBORN._ I desire but a moment. 

Mr. RANDALL. Have I no time to yield to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. WELLBORN]? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois is entitled to the 
fl 


oor. 
Mr. MORRISON. In consideration of the fact that the last hour 


occupied on the other side of the House was in opposition to the 
committee’s i i made by me, and in support of which I had al- 
ready spoken, I promised to give to the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. Burrows] the twenty minutes yet remaining for general debate. 
I now ask to take back two of them; and in these two minutes I 
desire to say that the assumption of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] that anybody finds fault with the Appropria- 
tions Committee, or any gentleman who has been a member of it, 
because it has helped to reduce expenditures, is largely gratuitons. 
Why, sir, our Chaplain without eyes has not followed his God more 
blindly than I have followed the Committee on Appropriations in 
every reduction it has proposed or attempted to ERTA in these last 
twelve years, 

Mr. RANDALL. And I hate to part with you now. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MORRISON. And the ese tee that you will part with me 
is equally gratuitous and unfounded. And the inference sought to 
be drawn by tita gentleman from Pennsylvania from the presenta- 
tion of the proposed amendments to the rules that anybody who has 
participated in making this report has for his purpose the increase 
of expenditures or that the adoption of this report will have that 
effect is altogether unwarranted. It has no fact to rest on and is 
assertion only. 

Mr, Speaker, I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman 
from Achigan (Mr. BURROWS]. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, it had been my purpose in the be- 
ginning to allude to some features of the report of the Committee on 
Rules which in this discussion have been entirely overlooked, but 
the limited time at my disposal compels me to confine my remarks 
to that portion of the report which has been the subject of the se- 
verest criticism, namely, the distribution of the appropriation bills. 

If there was no other reason for distributing the appropriation 
bills than to break the despotic power of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, that power, I grant you, which has molded the legislation 
of previous Congresses, I very much question whether the proposed 
amendment will accomplish that result, 

You only take from the Appropriations Committee half its power. 
You yet leave it armed with six great appropriation bills. You leaye 
with that committee still the power to control in no small degree 
the legislation of this House. I am not certain but you multi ly 
the difficulty by making it necessary to contend against the aid 
nations of seven committees instead of one, and I should be iuclined 
to agree with the —— from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY ] that 
we had better endure the ills we have than fly to others that we 
know not of. 

But I favor the distribution of these bills for other and, to my 
mind, weightier reasons. I believe in the distribution of these bills, 
first, because they will be better considered in committee ; and, sec- 
ond, because a larger number of the members of the House will be 
made familiar with their details, and the House itself better in- 
formed of their general character. 

Now, I affirm they will be better considered, because they will be 
placed in the hands of committees which have the subjects for which 
appropriations are required particularly in charge. To illustrate: 
The Speaker in making up the committees of this House will place 
on the Committee on Military Affairs gentlemen who haye had some 
experience in military matters, who have been in the Army and know 
something of the needs and hardships of the service, and in making 
appropriations for the support of the Army will have some regard for 
the comfort of the soldier in field and in camp. The Speaker in mak- 
ing up the Committee on Foreign Affairs will select, if there is a 
member of the House who has been in the foreign service, such a 
member to be placed on that committee. Will not that committee 
so constituted be better prepared to make the necessary appropria- 
tions for the support of the foreign service than the Committee on 
Appropriations? What I have said in relation to these two commit- 
tees may be affirmed in regard to all the others, And what, in a word, 
can be more appropriate than to place in the hands of committees 
which have special branches of the service in charge and constantly 
in mind the 1 dah po for their support? 

Then, too, it will from necessity make a larger membership of the 
House familiar with the details of appropriation bills. Every gen- 
tleman who has served on the Committee on Appropriations—and 
I have had that honor—knows how the appropriation bills are pre- 
pared in that committee. The Committee on Appropriations, let me 
say here, would not object to the distribution of the bills if, when 
prepared, they were to be reported back to the Committee on Appro- 
priations; but the real objection to this change is that it proposes 
these bills shall be reported directly to the House, and not to the 
Committee on Appropriations, for the Committee on Appropriations 
itself, from necessity, parcels out these bills or distributes them to 
subcommittees. I hold in my hand a list of twelve committees in 
the last Congress made up from the membership of the Appropria- 
tions Committee, to which were assigned the several appropriation 
bills. Let me call attention to them: 


Subcommittees of the Committee on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives of the Forty-eighth Congress. 
Legislative, executive, and judicial—Messrs, Holman, Hancock, 
and Cannon, 
Sundry civil—Messrs. Randall, Forney, and Ryan, 
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Army—Messrs, Forney, Townshend, and Keifer. 
Navy—Messrs. Hutchins, Randall, and Calkins (Long, second ses- 


sion). 
Post-Office—Messrs. Townshend, Holman, and Horr, 
Indian—Messrs. Ellis, Holman, and Ryan. 
Consular and diplomatic—Messrs. Burnes, Townshend, and Wash- 
burn. 
Pension—Messrs. Hancock, Follett, and Washburn. 
Military Academy—Messrs. Keifer, Forney, and Ellis. 
District of Columbia—Messrs, Follett, Hutchins, and Cannon. 
Deficiencies—Messrs. Randall, Burnes, and Calkins (Long, second 
session ). ; 
Fortifications—Messrs, Ellis, Hoar, and Hancock. 


These subcommittees, each consisting of three members of the 
Committee on Appropriations, take in c the bill assigned to 
them. Tuy formulate it in the quiet of their apartments, away 
from the full committee, and gentlemen who are interested in that 
particular appropriation are called and heard by the subcommittee. 

When the bill is formulated thus, itis reported to the full commit- 

tee. Itis then read, itis true, to the full committee, but the sub- 
committee is relied upon for all knowledge of the details of that bill. 
And outside of these three gentlemen composing the subcommittee 
and the chairman of the Appropriations Committee, who is supposed 
to be familiar with the details of all the bills—I say, outside of the 
subcommittee and the chairman of the Whole Committee, there is no 
general knowledge of the details of that bill. The subcommittee re- 
port the bill to the House, and the chairman of the subcommittee 
stands sponsor for it upon the floor of the House. If by accident the 
members of that subcommittee are not present when the bill is called 
up for consideration in Committee of the Whole, the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations asks that the consideration of the bill 
may be postponed until the members of the subcommittee, the gen- 
tlemen having it in charge, can be present. 
So, I say these bills are already distributed; and so, in conclusion 
on this point, instead of having three members familiar with the 
details of an appropriation bill, you will have under this distribu- 
tion Reopened a committee of fifteen members considering each bill 
item by item, and standing sponsors for it before the House. 

If the proposed modification is adopted and six of the appropria- 
tion bills are sent to six different committees, you will have, instead 
of eighteen members, ninety members of the House familiar with 
all the details of these six appropriation bills. 

One word about the objection to this part of the report. It is 
insisted that the distribution of these bills will increase expendi- 
tures. That is an asSumption. Bear in mind that all legislation 
upon appropriation bills is to be done away with, for we all agree 
upon that. The appropriations then must be made within the terms 
of existing law. How can there be then any serious increase of ex- 
penditures? But is the Committee on Appropriations the only com- 
mittee to be trusted in the matter of expenditures? Is there no 
spirit or purpose of economy with the majority now in power, out- 
side of the Committee on Appropriations and its former distinguished 
chairman? Are the apprehensions of the perpe to be thus early 
realized that the majority are here simply devoted to the ‘‘old 
and an appropriation,” and that there is no arm powerful enoug 
to beat back the hungry horde but that of the gentleman from Penn- 
P Mera Is that true? Is there no pilot of sufficient capacity on 
the other side of the Chamber to guide the affairs of this Administra- 
tion in safety over even undisturbed waters? Isthat to be conceded? 
I mistake very much the temper and character of the gentlemen com- 

osing the majority of this House if thus early they publicly con- 
ess their poe thas and profli gg? Rags apply for the appoint- 
ment of a g ian. [Laug ter.) ho doubts but that, if the 
gentleman from Indiana,'representing the fourth district [Mr. Hor- 
MAN], isat the head of a committee having in charge an appropriation 
bill, he will guard the Treasury with as much fidelity as the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania? 

But it is cited that the agricultural bill has been increased in the 
hands of the Committee on Agriculture, and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania filed his brief in advance of the argument to the ef- 


-fect that the appropriation had been increased for that Department. 


But that proves nothing. He must go further and demonstrate that 
the Committee on Appropriations would never have made that in- 
creased appropriation. Are you prepared to say you would not 
have voted $150,000 for the establishment of a bureau of animal 
industry? True, the appropriations have been increased, but they 
are not extravagant. The present Commissioner of Agriculture calls 
for the next fiscal year for an increase of $70,000 over what was ap- 
propriae for the present l year. So he commends what we 
ave done. Why, in the beginning the Department of Agriculture 
had an Spiropisaan of only $1,000, and for many years it fluctuated 
from $1 and nothing, and the whole Department for many years 
was a clerkship in the Patent Office. In 1862 it was made a Depart- 
ment of the Government, and for thirty-three years the total amount 
A the Fy aga made for it was less than two and a half mil- 
ions o. 
presens Commissioner of Agriculture, in an address delivered in 
hi less than a month ago, said that with $20,000 in his hand he 
coułd have arrested the spread of disease among the great herds of 


ollars. Itsexpenses were necessarily enlarged. While the | read 


Missouri, but instead of that it went on until it cost that State more 
than $2,000,000. 

Mr. Speaker, there is an economy that is extravagance. There is 
a parsimony that approachescrime. But they tell us that the Ways 
and Means Committee are looking to the resources of the Govern- 
ment, and we must have one committee—we must have one commit- 
tee looking toward expenditures as a corresponding committee with 
the Committee on Ways and Means, which committees must stand 
back to back, one looking one way and one the other. Let me ask 
is not the Book of Estimates in the hands of every member of the 
House? Do gentlemen suppose that all knowl of the resources 
of this Government and its needed expenditures is contained in the 
Committee on Appropriations] Is it not known to every member of 
the House that the estimated expenditures of this Government for 
ihe next fiscal year arè $340,000,000, and the estimated revenue only 
$315,000,000? yA not that well known? Why, sir, there would be 
no increased expenditures, for all must see what would immediately 
occur. The moment the bills are distributed the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations will confer with the chairmen of the 
several other committees having ec ge argon in charge; they will 
consult together and agree how much each bill should carry, in order 
to bring the expenditures within the resources of the Government. 

And now, sir, in conclusion a word. As my friend from Illinois 
said to the members of the House on this side; he cautioned the 
members of the House how they should vote on this question; let 
me caution yon also. There are many new members here; you do 
not know what these old rules will impose upon you. Let me say 
to this side of the House that the day of deliverance from the op- 
pression of the old rulesisathand. You understand what these old 
rules mean, and if you vote for them it is a self-organized tyranny; 
and if hereafter the chains gall do not complain; it is your deliberate 
act. [Applause. ] 

I trast, however, that this House will break these fetters, assert 
its manhood and its individual freedom, the freedom of the member- 
ship of this House, and adopt a code of rules which comports with 
the spirit of our institutions and the dignity and intelligence of this 
body, and enable the House of Representatives to meet in some slight 
d the expectations of an enlightened constituency. [Applause. ] 

he SPEAKER. According to the understanding had this morn- 
ing, debate under the hour rule is now closed and the Clerk will pro- 
ceed to read the report by clauses. If there be no objection the Clerk 
will read only those clauses which it is grapan to amend. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Iask whether the Speaker means that the Clerk 
shall skip those paragraphs which are proposed to be amended by 
thereport. Isuggest that amendments may be offered to paragraphs 
which the committee do not propose to amend. 

The SPEAKER, It may perhaps be as well then for the Clerk to 
read the whole. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[The amendments proposed by the committee are to omit the 
words in brackets and insert the words printed in italics. ] 

Resol: That the rnles of the House of Representatives in force at the close of 
the second session of the Forty-eighth Congress be the rules of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the Forty-ninth Congress, with the following amendments, viz: 

Rute I. 

a "Eis shall have OMAT control axoupt an provided by Talo oc low, of the Halt 

e © ve ne: con except as pro 6 or law, o e 
Ri (pet ede and “4 and 


of the House, and [ the disposal of] of the the unappro- 
riated rooms in that part of the Capitol assigned to the use o: the House until far. 
Ther order. E 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend Rule X as follows: 
Rue X. 


OF COMMITTEES. 

1. Unless otherwise specially ordered by the House, the Speaker shall appoin' 
atthe jarama inaandaa onal ngress, the: following standing committees, appoinh 

On Elections, to consist of fifteen members. 

On Ways and Means, to consist of thirteen members. 
i to consist of fifteen members. 
, to consist of fifteen members. 

On Banking and Currency, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Coinage, Weights, and Measures, to consist of [eleven] thirteen members. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to know whether it is the in- 
tention of the area harg charge of the report that when a 
clause is read by the Clerk and no amendment cffered it shall be 
understood that that clause is agreed to. 

Mr. MORRISON. That is my understanding. 

The SPEAKER. But of course a vote will be taken on the whole 


report. 

Arr. CANNON. The vote will be taken on the whole proposed 
substitute? 

The SPEAKER. Of course. All the rules of procedure of the 
House will be observed. 

The amendment last read was Sareea to. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I offer the following amendment: 


On page 2, line 20, strike out “fifteen” and insert ‘‘twenty-one;” so that it will 


“On Appropriations, to consist of twenty-one members.” 


I set very sn `` store by this amendment. But inasmuch as other 
committees have been increased, quite a number of them, and the 
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Committee on Appropriations is small, and, indeed, no larger than 

many other committees, it occurs to me as best that its number be 

increased to twenty-one. That is a good number, because it gives 

the proportion of about twelve of the dominant p to nine of the 

yt which has been the rule, I believe, hitherto on both sides of the 
ouse. 

There are twelve bills, and this change will give a larger scope for 
the distribution of bills between subcommittees. We all know all 
the work done in Congress by all the committees is first submitted 
to subcommittees. TheCommittee on Claims usually refers a bill to 
a subcommittee of one, and then the general committee passes on it. 

As I have said, I set very small store by this matter, but it occurs 
to me as proper that while we are increasing other committees we 
should also increase this one. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ffairs, to consist of thirteen members. 
On Mili: Affairs, to consist of thirteen members. 
On Naval to consist of [eleven] thirteen members. 
i Mr. HATCH. I offer as an amendment to the amendment the fol- 
owing : 
Add to line 27 the following: "and one Delegate ; ” so that it will read: 
“On Agriculture, to consist of fifteen Members and one Delegate." 


Mr. HOLMAN. That has been passed. 

Mr. HATCH. We have not passed the A rergantg' oo 

Mr. SPRINGER. I suggest to the gen from Missouri that 
there is a clause further on where representation of Delegates on 
committees is provided for. 

Mr. HATCH. I withdraw my amendment for the present. 

The amendment of the committee to line 30 was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to consist of fifteen members. ` 

On the Public Lands, to consist of (eleven) thirteen members. 

The amendment was to. 

The Clerk read as rch 


On Indian Affairs, to consist of [eleven] thirteen members. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On the Terri to consist of thirteen members. 

On Railways and to consist of [eleven] thirteen members, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Idesire to move an amendment to this clause, and 
also toa subsequent line; I propose to strike out the words ‘‘railways 
and,” so that this shall be a committee on canals. And further on, 
in line 44, I shall move to strike out the word “Pacific,” so that 

*there will be one Committee on Railroads and one Committee on Ca- 
nals. I pro now first to strike out the words ‘“‘railways and ;” 
so that it will read: ‘‘on Canals, to consist of thirteen members.” 

There is no use, it seems to me, for two committees on railroads. 
This House has something to do with those railroads which have re- 
ceived subsidies from the Government, but other railroads are merely 
State creations, and we have nothing to do with them except in so 
far as their business concerns interstate commerce, and over that 
commerce the Committee on Commerce has jurisdiction. Therefore 
I see no reason why railroads erally and canals should be in- 
trusted to the same committee, for it is well known to’every gentle- 
man on this floor that the railroads are o to the canals, and 
that the canals have nothing in common with railroads. Why, then, 
undertake to couple these inconsistent and warring elements in one 
committee? 

I hope this amendment will beagreed to. Imaysay, Mr. Speaker, 
that it has nothing specially to do with the Hennepin Canal [laugh- 
ter], because the committee asit will be constituted at any rate will 
have jurisdiction of the subject under the head of canals. e object 
is simply to separate these two subjects. But evenif the aapon 
tíon had relation to the Hennepin Canal, it would be an additional 
reason why the amendment should be adopted. Under a subsequent 
clause this Committee on Canals would have the right during the 
new morning hour which is provided for to call up from the Calendar 
of the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union any bill 
that it had previously reported. It would have this power at any 
rate, unless the Speaker, constituting the committee so as to repre- 
sent the railroads, should smother the canals, which I do not believe 
he intends to do, and which he did not do in the last Con : 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Whilemy colleague [Mr. SPRINGER] 
has said that his amendment has nothing whatever to do with the 
Hennepin Canal, I should be very glad to have this or some other 
rule of the House so amended that it would have something to do 
with that canal; and I now give notice that if this motion to amend 
shall be voted down, I will move to strike out the words ‘‘and ca- 
nals,” so that this committee will then be the Committee on Rail- 
roads exclusively, My reason for this proposition has been already 
indicated by my colleague, that there are no relations existing be- 
tween railroads and canals which make it consistent to confer juris- 
diction of these two subjects Sel be the same committee, for they are 
in fact hostile and antagonistic to each other. We have heard it 


stated during this discussion by gentlemen on both sides of the 
House that our rivers and water ways are the great regulators of 
railway charges and the means of securing cheaper transportation. 
We are voting millions of dollars every Congress to improve the Mis- 
sissippi River, the Tennessee River, the Alabama River, the Arkansas 
River, and various other rivers all over the country, even including 
the Big Sandy in West Virginia, for the express purpose of giving 
to the people increased facilities for Sheri ces and of keeping 
within reasonable limits the charges made by railroads for transpor- 
tation. 

During the ten years that I have had the honor of a seat in this 
House a t deal has been said about laws for regulating the 
charges of railroads, and it has been generally conceded by eminent 
gentlemen who have discussed the subject that nothing = effect- 


ually regulate railway charges and cheapen transportation as to give 
ine facilities for navigation by improving the water ways of 
this country. 


In England, unfortunately, the railroads of that country were given 
some years ago the control of the canals and water ways; and a few 
years ago the English board of trade, which, unlike our boards of 
trade, is a part of the executive administration of the government, 
resolved that the control of the canals and water ways of England 
and Ireland should be taken from the railroads; in other words, that 
the canals and water ways should be divorced from the railways, it 
having been found necessary to do so in order to cheapen transporta- 
tion even in that country, where there is a commission constituted by 
law with judicial powers conferred upon it for the regulation of rail- 
roads and for the purpose of preventing unjust discriminations and 
unreasonable charges. 

Now, I repeat what I said at the beginning of these remarks, that 
there are no relations existing between railways and canals which 
justify giving jurisdiction over subjects relating to them to the same 
committee; and the canals ought to be placed within the control of 
that committee which has jurisdiction over the rivers and other 
water bar i of the country. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MORRISON. I hope we shall now have a vote, and that the 
amendment of my colleague [Mr. SPRINGER] will be voted down. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Mr, Speaker, the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals has been in existence’ for years, and no harm, sa 
far as I know, has resulted from roe as | these two subjects under 
the supervision of a single committee. suggest it is very proper 
a ni canals should watch the railroads and the talizoade i A 
the canals. R 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I greatly agree with the expression 
used by my friend on my right that the Committee on Railways and 
Canals have given offenseto no one, because they have done nothing, 
I know that the bills introduced in this House, and which have been 
referred to it, have slept the sleep of peace from the time they werein- 
troduced until the time they were reported. They have remained on 
our Calendars without action. I distinctly remember that I reported 
a bill in favor of the Hennepin Canal. [Langhter.] That commit- 
tee made a unanimous report on the 10th of January, 1883, and it was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the ° 
Union, and when we adjourned if was number 20, the same that it 
was on the day it was i eke [Laughter]. Now what we say is 
this, that we are entitled to some little respect and attention; bat 
when we have tried for years to get that attention and respect through 
the channel of the Committee on Railways and Canals we have failed. 
Therefore, would it not be right for us to pursue some other and dif- 
ferent course? I was pleased, therefore, when the Speaker ruled at 
the last session of Congress that the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors had jurisdiction of the celebrated Hennepin Canal project. I 
believe it to-day, and I hope when presented at this session it will 
meet with no objection on that score. 

Will any gentlemen tell me there is no harmony between rivers, 
canals, and the improvement of rivers and harbors? Are they not 
all water ways? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Some of the streams for which appro- 
priations have been made by the River and Harbor Committee are 
not water ways in any sense of the term. [Laughter.] : 

Mr. MURPHY. Thatmay be true, but perhaps the gentleman him- 
self was the cause of it, I do not know how that may be; I do not 
say that he or I have not committed blunders or committed wrongs 
at times; but I will say this, that the water ways in my judgment 
ought all to be under one administration, because they are cognate to 
each other. They ought not to go to the Committee on Railroads 
when we know that railroads are hostile to water ways. And thatis 
why we desire this change. Then this conflict of jurisdiction would 
be removed. I hope and trust the House in considering this matter 
will give it that consideration it merits, and that when we present 
in the river and harbor bill, as we shall, a proposition asking for an 
appropriation for the Hennepin Canal there will be no technical ob- 
jection made against it as to the jurisdiction of the committee. 

panre the hammer fell. ] 

he question recurred on Mr. SPRINGER’s amendment, and there 
were—ayes 94, noes 103. 
So the amendment was disagreed to. 
Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
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ment was rejected; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I move to strike out the words 
“and canals.” In my former remarks I said that two years ago a 
motion had been made by the board of trade, which is part of the 
executive of the Queen’s Government, to divorce canals from rail- 
roads. I will read that resolution, and ask gentlemen to listen to it: 


That in order that commerce and agriculture may be able to take every advan- 
of the easily and cheaply worked traffic of the canals of Great Britain and 


‘oods and cultural 
ot railway Pn sen 


Cries of ‘Vote! Cire 

. WILLIS. I think the object of the House is to give to each 
sommittee something to do. e have now, and have had for 
many years, a committee known as the Committee on Railroads and 
Canals. So far as the subject of railroads is concerned, it is one 
branch of that committee which has been called upon to do but little; 
but the other branch is one which in past Congres has had ample 
work todo. If this Congress proposes to enter upon the work of 
constructing these canals, bills for which will be soon pending be- 
fore this body, it will require or ought to have a committee with 
entire jurisdiction over that subject. There are to-day great canal 
schemes which will be presented to this Con and which involve 
the expenditure of large sums of money, which deserve the fullest 
and amplest consideration by the representatives-of the people. There 
isa great canal proposed across the isthmus of Florida, and which 
was sought to be passed by the chairman of the committee on Rail- 
roads and Canals at the last Congress. It is r reeyri to connect the 
waters of the Atlantic with those of the Gulf of Mexico. There is 
another proposition, to connect the waters of the Chesapeake Bay with 
the Atlantic Ocean, A bill for that purpose was presented to the last 
Committee on Railroads and Canals, and was reported favorably to 
this House. It is proposo; also, to connect the headwaters of the 
Missouri River wi e headwaters of the Columbia River. It is 
proposed to cut across the isthmus of Michigan in two places and to 
construct two canals. 

There is another proposed, to cut across the isthmus of Michigan 
involving the construction of two canals. There is also one, and 
larger, to give us an interior line of navigation or water way, ex- 
tending from one end of the country to the other down the Atlantic 
coast. These are she ager which have been before the country 
for years, and they will be brought to the attention of this Congress. 
I submit, therefore, to gentlemen that they ought not to take away 
from that committee the only work that it has had or will Treya 
have to do in the present Congress. If that be done, it will be fol 
lowed by a proposition to im upon the River and Harbor Com- 
mittee identical work. Isay to the House, as a member of that 
committee in the last Congress, that it had then more work than it 
could do. That committee in the last House was occupied day in 
and day out by the subject of rivers and harbors alone, and then, 
even, its work was unsatisfac to some members of the House. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. § , I desire to say but a word for the 

urpose of supplementing what has been said by the gentleman from 
tucky who has just taken his seat. If the House determines to 
add to the duties to be performed by the Rivers and Harbors 
Committee, I want to tell those interested in the improvement of the 
navigable waters of the country that, in my judgment, there will 
never be another bill passed for that purpose; for, undoubtedly, we 
have all seen that when attempts are made to make reasonably lib- 
eral appropriations for the improvement of your rivers and harbors 
they were objected to by many gentlemen as extray. t. If we 
add to them the canal scheme, several of which have named 
by the ponement from Kentucky, and which will involve, neces- 
sarily, expenditure of many moons of dollars, it will simply 
load down that bill, and there be no possibility of passing ariver 
and harbor bill, no matter how important it may be to the country. 
So I su to the friends both of rivers and harbors and canals 
that if they desire work to be done in this direction they had better 
ony the two Po ease a separate, 

. MURPHY. Mr Speakon, T Aiie 10 submit only a word or 
two in connection with this subject. My examination of the his- 
tory of Congress in making appropriations for the construction of 
all canals that have been constructed by the aid of the Government 
of the United States since its organization leads me to a knowled 
of the fact that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors have aie 
the appropriations. I wish to call the attention of my friend for- 
merly the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors to the 
fact that the canal right in front of his door—I think it is called the 
Louisville and Portland Canal—received an appropriation of $250,000 
at the last session of Congress for its improvement. Now, there is 
the fact that every canal constructed by the United States, fifteen 
or twenty in number—the Saint Mary’s Canal in Michigan and all 
the others that have been constructed under Government aid—have 
been constructed by appropriations made by the Rivers and Harbors 
Committee, whether if was called the River and Harbor Committee 
or the Committee on Commerce. 


I have a statement here of the number of bills that have been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Railways and Canals in the Forty-fifth, 
Forty-sixth, and Forty-seventh Congresses. I believe there is also a 
summary statement of what action wastaken. Itseems thatin these 
three Congresses there were 107 bills referred to this committee, of 
which number 13 were reported from the committee, while 2 only 
of the whole number became laws. Now I ask, in behalf of our 
people, and I am frank to say that I have a little bit of interest in 
the Hennepin Canal, when we show that all of the canals have been 
arenas] which have been aided by the Government by appropri- 
ations which came from this Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
when we find that the Committee on Railways and Canals have only 
acted upon 2 bills of the 107 referred to them in the last three Con- 
roms, can we hope for any relief or remedy there? Why make a 

istinction; that is the question? If we do not demonstrate to the 
Rivers and Harbors Committee in this Congress as we did in the last 
that the proposition has merit, as a matter of course it will not re- 
ceive the attention it did receive; and I can not see why you are 
going to apply one rule to the Hennepin Canal and a different rule 
to all the others. 

Mr. REAGAN, Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of adding a 
a word in reference to the suggestion that all of the canals heretofore 
constructed with Government aid were constructed on reportsof the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. That was cre f trne, The 
Louisville and Portland Canal, the Sault Ste. Mary Canal on the 

at lakes, the Des Moines Rapids Canal, and the one on the Co- 
umbia River are instances of it. But it must be remembered that 
in each case it was a canal simply along the bank of a river to aid 
the natural navigation. There was no single one proposed for tho 
purpose of cutting a new water way through from water course to 
water course. These were simply auxiliary to the improvement of 
the natural water ways. 

Mr. MORRISON. Unless we can have a vote on the amendment 
I shall move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois demands the pre- 
vious question. 

The previous question was ordered ; and under the operation thereof 
the amendment of Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, was rejected, there 
being on a division 57 votes in the affirmative, negative not counted. 

Mr. BAYNE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that the amendment sent 
up by the gentleman from Pennsylvania has no relation to the clause 
under consideration. 

Mr. BAYNE. There is no clause under consideration, as I under- 


stand. 
The SPEAKER. There is. Does the gentleman desire to insert 
that provision in the list of committees? 


ž i 0. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the proposed amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 38 insert as follows: 
“On Amendments of the Constitution, to’consist of thirteen members.” 


Mr. BAYNE. If that proposition should prevail—— 

Mr. MORRISON. Which it will not. 

Mr. BAYNE. That may be; but if that proposition shall prevail 
I shall ask unanimous consent to place that committee on the list 
immediately after the Committee on the Judiciary, where its proper 
place would be. A committee of that character would be one of 
great dignity and importance and one which the experience of the 
members of this House will teach them it is necessary to have, if we 
desire to have propositions for amending the Constitution reported 
upon. All propositions and resolutions for amending the Constitu- 
tion have been referred heretofore to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and all those propositions have slept, as my friend from Iowa says, 
the sleep that knows no waking. The Committee on the Judiciary 
have never seen fit to report any of them. 

There should be some amendments made to the Constitution. There 
should be one, in my opinion, authorizing the election by the people 
of their postmasters and their marshals and their district attorneys 
and other officers through the country. 

A MEMBER. And their Senators. 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes. I agree to that. Their Senators should be 
elected by the people. 

There should be an amendment to the Constitution prohibiting 
special legislation. We have heard ever so much here about the 
Committee on Appropriations standing in the way of legislation. 
But I ask you how much more have your private bills stood in the 
way of legislation than the Committee on Appropriations? The 
Committee on me pF have had to bear the brunt of all sorts 
of attacks. But I say this Government is the only highly civilized 
government in the world whose courts are not open to its citizens, 
whose citizens can not go into its courts for the recovery of a right 
or the redress of a grievance. This Government ought to enact & 
constitutional amendment which will prohibit legislation by private 
bills, and should at the same time enact a broad law that will enable 
its citizens to go into its courts and have their rights and their re- 
dress. If that were done we would not have one-half of the struggle 
and the friction that there have been between contending bills. 

In the last Congress there were introduced over 11,000 bills. I 


have not made a calculation how many of those were private bills, 
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but probat there must have been 9,000 of those bills that were 

rivate in their nature. i have no place here and should not 

ave a place here; and if we followed the progress which has been 
made in the States—and many of the States have set us the example 
—we would incorporate a provision in the Constitution which would 
prohibit special wegialeticn and enable some competent committee to 
report some such law. You will never get it from your Judiciary 
Committee. The Judiciary Committee reports very little. I hope 
gentlemen will see their way to the creation of such a committee as 
I have proposed, whose membership and whose action will be honor- 
able and efficient in all respects. . 

[Here the hammer fell.) 

Mr. TUCKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] 
says the Committee on the Judiciary at the last session reported very 
little. They reported a great deal, and a great deal of their work 
died on the Calendar, as reports from other committees did. The 
gentleman is very anxions to have a separate committes to report on 
amendments to the Constitution, and complains that the Committee 
on the Judiciary did not report on any of the amendments which 
were referred toit. I will say, sir, that it was not becanse the Com- 
mittee on the Jadiciary did not consider the amendments, but be- 
cause they did not consider them fit to be made as amendments to 
the Constitution. 

Mr. Speaker, I know nothing in the world that the experience of 
members of the House will better sustain than the remark I am now 
going to make. Ifyou want to have a tinkering with the Constitu- 
tion of the United States create a committee especially for that pur- 
pose. I never knew a man or a committee to set up in a business 
that did not try to increase it. But, for God’s sake, let us have no 
tinkering with the Constitution of the country. The Committee on 
the Judiciary will consider fairly, if I am on it and if the gentlemen 
that were there last year are on it—will consider fairly all proposi- 
tions to amend theConstitution. But those amendments, which have 
become very frequent, which they do not consider fit to be made they 
will not report upon at all. I hope the proposition of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania will be voted down. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I think the chairman of the late Judiciary Com- 
mittee hasmadea mistake. [Cries of “Vote!” ‘“‘Vote!”] Lonly wish 
tosay oneword. I simply wish to correct a mistake the chairman 
of that committee seems to have made. When the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania stated he intended to pas his committee immediately 
under the Judiciary Committee he did not intend to be sat down 
upon. oye ai 

The SPEAKER, The question is on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

39. On Manufactures, to consist of eleven members. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move to strike out the clause which has just 
been read, and ask the House to indulge me for a moment. I had 
the honor to submit some amendments to the rules which went to the 
committee in charge of that subject. 

That proposition embraced the abolition of twenty-one commit- 
tees, standing and select, and the creation in their place of four new 
committees. One of the committees which I proposed to strike out 
was this Committee on Manufactures. I have been in Congress ten 
years and more, and I do not remember that during all this time this 
committee has ever done anything besides having a clerk and occu- 
pying a room assigned for its meetings, except reporting one single 

1 


Now, if it is the intention of this House to create committees in 
order to give some gentlemen clerks, and also rooms in the Capitol 
in which to transact their private business, then I want to have some 
more committees created; and I would like to have several of the 
committees divided so as to distribute this luxury more generally. 
Take for instance the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 
We have there room for three good committees. One might be a 
committee on coinage, with my distinguished friend from Missouri 
par. BLAND] as chairman, to look after the “dollar of our fathers.” 

hen a committee on weights might be constituted for the purpose 
of devising a uniform system of weights throughont the country ; 
and we might give to the Republican side of the House the chair- 
menelep of that committee by according that position to the distin- 
guished gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Warr]. [Laughter.] And 
we might fill up the committee with some of the ‘‘ heavy weights” 
of both sides of the House. Then we might have a committee on 
measures. We have four Taylors in the House; and they could take 
our measures, if you would give them a clerk and a committee-room. 
It seems to be popular to have plenty of committees; and if we want 
a committee on manufactures we certainly want a committee on 
measures. 

There are various other subjects to which I wish to call attention 
as we proceed in the consideration of this report; but at this mo- 
ment I desire only to urge that the Committee on Manufactures is 
utterly useless, and I hope we shall vote to abolish it. 

Mr. MORRISON. This report from the Committee on Rules has 
provided for no new committee. This committee is older than my 
colleague [ Mr. SPRINGER}. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido not say thatyou have provided for any new 
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committee; but I propose to get rid of some committees for which, 
as we know by experience, there is no business. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr, SPRINGER, it 
was not agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the report; and the proposed 
amendments, increasing to thirteen the membership of the Commit- 
tee on Mines and Mining, the Committee on Pacific Railroads, the 
Committee on Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River, the 
Committee on Education, and the Committee on Labor, were adopted. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out ‘‘eleven” and insert “thirteen,” so as to provide that the Committee 
on the Militia consist of thirteen members. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move toamend by striking out the clause pro- 
viding for this Committee on the Militia. In view of the vote on my 
last proposition, I do not expect that this motion will receive the favor 
of the House. But I had hoped that the Committee on Rules, in 
making this revision, would recommend getting rid of some of these 
useless committees. The Executive which the people of this country 
have elected and placed at the other end of the Avenue has insti- 
tuted governmental reform by dispensing with useless clerkships 
and in other ways stopping useless expenditures. I hope that this 
House will supplement the reforms of the Executive by abolishing 
some of these useless clerkships in the House of Representatives. 

Under the rules of the last House there were sixteen clerks to 
committees that had no public business to transact; and twenty-one 
rooms of this Capitol which were assigned to committees were in 
fact used for the transaction of the private business of their chair- 
men. I su this arrangement is to continue. It provides chair- 
manships for a number of gentlemen, and it farnishes them clerks 
and comfortable rooms for the transaction of their private business. 
The idea of having these numerous committees is so popular that 
geationten will hardly listen to an argument to abolish even this 

Jommittee on the Militia. I believe since I have been a member of 
this House that committee has never made a report on that subject. 

A MEMBER. Oh, yes; it made one. [Langhter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. One report my friend from Missouri states has 
been made in ten years. [Renewed deugntes:] Well, that report, if 
a proper one, was never passed by the House or enacted into law. 

f there is any business of the militia to transact it could go to the 
Committee on Military Affairs and there be better transacted. What 
I hope the House will do will be to get rid of some of the rubbish in 
these rules. 

Here the hammer fell. 1 

r. SPRINGER’S amendment was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 51 strike out “eleven” and insert " thirteen;" so it will read: "On Re- 
vision of the Laws, to consist of thirteen members.” 


Mr. SPRINGER.’ I move to strike ont that committee. It was 
created for the popa of preparing a codification and revision of 
the laws of the United States. It was created some time ago, and 
has accomplished the object for which it was raised, and since that 
time it has had no business to transact. Indeed there has been none 
which could properly come before it. s 

However, Mr. Speaker, I do remember on one occasion when my 
distinguished colleague from Shawneetown [Mr. TOWNSHEND] was 
a member of that committee, and being a new member and desir- 
ing to have something to do he introduced a bill to amend certain 
sections of the Revised Statutes, and had it referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revision of the Laws. When it was referred to that commit- 
tee and printed it was discovered that it related to the subject of 
the tariff. : 

Mr. MORRISON. Which of your colleagnes do you refer to? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Shawneetown [Mr. TOWN- 
SHEND]. Not my friend before me, because he was made chairman 
of the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Depariment, and 
was so offended by his assignment to that committee that he never 
called the committee together or appointed his clerk, much to his 
credit. 

But my colleague from Shawneetown desiring to do something, and 
supposing the committees of the House were created for that pur- 
pose, had a tariff bill referred to this Committee on the Revision of 
the Laws, of which he was chairman. It exasperated the Repub- 
lican side of the House, and the distinguished member from Ohio [ Mr. 
GARFIELD] led the fight on that side of the House. We did not get 
that business away from my coll e’s committee until after a strug- 
gle which lasted three days and which led to animosities which have 
never yet been extinguished. That committee was discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill, and it was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, where it might have gone in the first place. 

Now, as this committee was voted out of existence by the House, 
and as it never has had any business to do since I have been here, 
we can, I think, afford to drop it from our list. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PAYNE. I move to amend by inserting before the word 
“revision” ‘amendments to the Constitution and;” so it will read: 
“ Proposed Amendments to the Constitution and Revision of the Laws, 
to consist of thirteen members.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I was a member of this celebrated committee 
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during the last Congress. It met, was duly organized, and appointed 
a clerk, and that constituted most of its business during the session. 
By some hook or crook we got into our jurisdiction one little bill, 
introduced by a member of the committee and referred to it by the 
courtesy of the House. It was a bill to reduce the punishment for 
some offense under the internal-revenue laws. The committee, being 
an able-bodied committee of eleyen members—and I wish to say in 
all seriousness, from my association with the members of that com- 
mittee, it would compare favorably with the Judiciary or any 
other committee of this House [laughter]—labored earnestly and 
struggled over that amendment to the internal-reyenue laws for 
nearly five minutes, I think, and then unanimonsly reported the bill 
to the House, In the course of time that bill was taken up and 
duly considered, passed,and went to the Senate, and the Senate 

roposed various amendments to it and sent it back. I also had 
the honor to be on the committee of conference on that bill. The 
committee met the Senate committee and duly considered the amend- 
ments. That occupied full three minutes more of our time, and we 
came back into the House and presented a unaminous report and 
the bill became a law. So it will be seen that this is not altogether 
a useless committee [laughter], or was not in the last Con k 
But there is another thing the committee did or tried todo. After 
a session of mutual admiration we concluded that we were able to 

rapple with some of the subjects which had been referred to the 
Sormmitice on the Judiciary, and unanimously resolved to introduce 
a measure in the House in the shape of an amendment to the rules 
giving this committee jurisdiction over some matters which had been 
referred to the other committee, and I believe we appointed a cém- 
mittee to see the members of the Committee on Rules, or who were 
to visit the different members of that committee—well, I sup if 
they were members of the Appropriations Committee we would call 
them kings—we went to see the princes among the members of the 
House for the purpose of trying to find ont if we could not get a 
few crumbs falling from the table of the Judiciary Committee. 
(Laughter.] We introduced an amendment to the rules and sent it 
to the committe, and that was the last we ever heard of it, for it 
slept the sleep we have heard so much of this evening, the sleep that 
knows no waking. [Laughter.] 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I will take the floor 
and yield a foes to the gentleman from New York, if he desires to 
proceed. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gentleman from Iowa 
ape the floor and yielding his time to the gentleman from New 

or 
Mr. PAYNE. I thank the gentleman from Iowa for his courtesy. 
Mr. MORRISON. Are we to hear the other side of the debate on 
this amendment? 
The SPEAKER, Is there objection ? 
Mr. MORRISON, I have none. 
Mr. PAYNE. Now I am coming to the other side, Mr. Speaker 
borat af and the other side is on the amendment I have proposed 
ere, I think that this committee ought to have something to do, 
and I do not want the House to understand that I am trying to get 
this measure through for the purpose of petting on the Committee 
on the Revision of the Laws. I resign all claim here and now for 
senpa aimen, on that committee. ERSTE But I think there 
ought to be a committee that has sufficient time sufficiently well or- 

anized for the purpose of taking up and properly considering all of 
these proposed amendments to the Constitution of the United Statés. 
There have been some propositions introduced which ought to be 
considered not only by the Committee on the Judiciary, but by the 
whole House. Take, for instance, the proposition which has been so 
often made to give to the Executive the power to veto any single 
provision contained in an appropriation bill. We have had that pro- 
vision in the constitution of the State of New York for a number of 
years. It has manufactured considerable of timber for Democratic 
candidates for the Presidency, because some of our citizens have 
made their chief reputation through that amendment to the Consti- 
tution, and one at least has become President of the United States 
in consequence thereof, 

I say it would be a most salutary thing to enact into a provision 
of the Constitution a law allowing the ident to look over river 
and harbor appropriation bills to see whether there was in that bill 
some provision that needed to be stricken out before it became a 
law; to look over allof your sppropranon bills and to cut out those 
provisions that are a waste of the peoples iaoe; At least this is 
a matter that should have the careful attention of the Honse; and if 
the Committee on the Judiciary, as I understand its former chairman 
to say will properly consider all propositions for the amendment of 
the Constitution and agree to report none of them, I say then let us 
refer by this amendment of the rules to the Committee on the Revis- 
ion of the Laws, or some other committee which has the time to 
properly look into them, all matters of this character, and let it re- 
port to the House whether they are such as ought to be ingrafted 
npon the Constitution or whether they should be thrown aside. Let 
ns refer them to a committee which has time to report upon these 
matters, whether they report favorably or unfavorably upon them, 

I call for a vote on the amendment. [Applause.] 


The question was taken on the adoption of Mr. PayNr’s amend- 
ment. The House divided; and there were—ayes 83, noes 114, j 
So the amendment was not agreed to. 6 \ 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that there are no further 


amendments pro by the committee in that part of the report 
which relates to the list of committees, and unless there be some 
ntleman who desires to offer an amendment the Clerk will omit 

e reading of that part to save time. 

Mr. AD of Illinois. I think oe I may have misunder- 
stood the Speaker. Did I understand the Chair to say that if there 
are no further amendments the Clerk will report the next seria Fk 

The SPEAKER. There are no further amendments repo: by 
the committee, The Chair said that unless some gentleman desired 
to offer an amendment to some part of this clause the Clerk would 
omit the further reading of it to save time. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I desire to offer an amendment to line 79. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think the Chair has neglected to put the ques- 
tion on my motion to strike out the Committee on the Revision of 
the Laws. ' 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct. The gentleman from 
New York offered an amendment to the text, on which a vote was 
taken. The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois 
to strike ont the provision relating to the Committee on Revision of 
the Laws. 

The question was taken. The House divided; and there were— 
ayes 44, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I now move, in line 79, to strike out the 
word ‘‘seven” and insert “nine ;” so that it will read: 


On Accounts, to consist of ninc members. 


‘ 

Mr. MORRISON. Some members who were upon the Committee on 
Accounts in the last Con inform me that that committee is Kosir 
overworked. With the consent of the Committee on Rules I wi 
accept the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from INi- 
nois makes no objection; but it must be voted upon by the House. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


On Expenditures in the State Department, to consist of seven members. 

On Expenditures in the Treasury Department, to consist of seven members. 
On Expenditures in the War Department, to consist of seven members. 

On Expenditures in the Navy Department, to consist of seven members. 

On Expenditures in the Post-Office Department, to consist of seven members, 
On Expenditares in the Interior Department, to consist of seven members. 
On Expenditures in the Department of Justice, to consist of seven members, 
On Expenditures on Pablic Buildings, to consist of seven members, 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move to amend by striking out all of these 


special committees on expenditures from line 62 to line 77 and to 
insert in lien thereof as follows: 


On Pablic Expenditares, to consist of fifteen members. 


I propose to strike out eight committees on expenditures and insert 
one committee on l paniro expenditures, to consist of fifteen mem- 
bers. Ihave moved this amendment because I hope the House will 
adopt it, and as it is now so near the time of adjournment I hope 
the question will not be taken on this proposition until to-morrow. 
I will therefore yield to my colleague [Mr. Morrison] for a motion 
that the House do now adjourn. ‘ 

Mr. MORRISON. I have no objection to the adjournment at this 
time. I desire to suggest to gentlemen who have amendments to 
propose that if they will offer them this evening they will get them 
printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. HOLMAN. F presume there will be no objection to that. ji 

There was no objection. : ! 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to gentlemen desiring to 
offer amendments that if they will attach their names to their amend- 
ments and send them to the Clerk’s desk, so that it may be ascer- 
tained by whom they are offered, they will be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I wish to inquire whether it is under- 
stood that no amendments will be considered except those that are 
now sent in. 

The SPEAKER. That is not the understanding. This is simply 
an arrangement that those who have amendments read can have 
them printed in the Recorp. 

The following proposed amendments were sent to the Clerk’s desk: 

By Mr. TUCKER: 

Amend Rule XI, clause 4, so that it will read : 


* All bills regulating the jurisdiction of oera practice therein, and salaries 
ee fees of juges and officers connected therewith, to the Committee on the Ju- 


By Mr, HENLEY: 


Amend Rule XT, paragraph 49, by adding thereto the following: 
~ Provided further, The Public Lands Committee shall have leave to report at 
any time bills for the forfeiture of land grants.” 


By Mr. MILLIKEN: 


Amend Rule XI by inserting the following as clause 50: _ 
“It shal) be the duty of the committees having jurisdiction of the general ap- 
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or before the ist day of March in the ge aaa aaa peers 
Congress, to report general 


caer oie boa 
the lst day of February in the short session of the 
appropri e 

By Mr. HERBERT: . 

Insert after section 50 of Rule XI the following: 

“No reference of any bill to any committee which has not jurisdiction thereof 
by the previous of this rule shall confer any j ction on such com- 
titer: iA such reference shall have been made by a vote of the majority of 


the House.” 
After the words “contingent fund of the Honse,” in para, h 49 aune XI 
as proposed in the report of the ty of the committee, Tt the following: 
‘Any commission authorized by law to report by bill to the House shall have 
the eens to report such bill at any time for consideration, subject to the consider- 
ation of bills raising revenue, general appropriation bills, and bills for the im- 
provement of rivers and harbors." 


By Mr. CASWELL: 
Strike out of lines 252, 253, and 254, in Rule X XI, clause 3, the following: 
Departments of 


“And for the con cies for on the several e Gov- 
tingen carrying 
By Mr. Apams, of Illinois: 
Adil to clause 3, Rule XXT, the omak words: ‘‘Nor shall an ay provision 
eye, Sled sae Sa any general appropriation or in any 


amendment thereto. 


By Mr. Harkak: A 

Amendment to the third clause of Rule XXI: "Nor shall any Biom for the chan 
an existing law be in order in any such bill, except that provision for th: 
reduction of the number, salary, and compensation of officers and 
the United States shall be in order on any general 3} 
to the subject-matter of the bill.” 


By Mr. BOWDEN: 


1. Amend clause 10, Rule XI, by striking out the word ‘including. 

alg pt clause 11, Rule XI, by striking out the word «gmetad as also the 
words “ y 

3. Amen 


dc e XI, by striking out the word “incl: "8 
Amend XI, by striking out the word “including.” 
5. Amend clause XI, by striking out the word. Boo mene 


line thereof, the following clause, namely: “ And the appropriations for the differ- 
ent Lepartments of the not otherwise he: ‘ore for." 
By Mr. HAMMOND: 
bar Bap“ net amendments and 


Amend Rule XI, paragraph 3, by disagreeing 

Sa adding R Apei as to make the aopen P read as 
To r E of the revenue for the specs a ak the Ge ‘Government: to the 

Cotainicsun propriations; but no general legislation shall be in order on any 
general ap: bill nor as an amendment thereto; and no appropriation 
shall be reported in pone: Eitin bill Or Do da sedan as be ADNR 
thereto, forany pro nara whee ea authorized by law, unless in continu- 
ation of appropriations Sor suck publi wosks and objects ba 2x0 already in prog- 

By Mr. OATES: 

ro rename XI, To aens iE the word K rnin maline a onpage 11: 


tee ofa see wa shall not be considered 
either of accompanied by an affidavit showing newl: 
vered evidence in support of such claim which, with the evidence teary wh 
it was formerly considered, would prima facie entitle such claimant to 


Should the a apicopristion bills be left with the Committee on a 
prepriations, Mr. BLouNT offers to amend substantially as follows: 


The Committee Affairs shall have the same ring vtings oaks zepexting 
and having cnelbared bills in relation to organizing the partment 
the consular and diplomatic service as are accorded to the Committees on Appro- 


priations and Ways and Means. 

The Committee on Military Affairs shall have like privileges as to bills relating 
to the organization of the War Department or the Arm 

‘Lhe Committee on Naval Affairs shall bave like privileges as to bills relating to 
pes organization of the Navy Department, the Navy, additions of vessels to 

© same. 

The Post-Office Committee shall have like privileges as to bills phi: aan to the 
organization of the Post-Office Department, the transportation of the mails, and 
a ara rates of postage. 

Tie Committee on Indian Affairs shall have like privileges as to bills relating 


to the regulation of the Indian 

By Mr. Weaver, of Nebraska: 

In line 239, after the word “harbors,” insert the words “the Committee on 
Commerce, bills for the regulation of interstate commerce." 

By Mr. MURPHY: 


Amend rule XI, olaa 8, UDr an adding Pag mg " go that it will read: ‘To the im- 
os of rivers, har and canals, to the Committee on Rivers, Harbors, 
Amend section 17 by striking out “and canals.” 


By Mr. GALLINGER: 


Amend Rule XIL by inserting, after line 61, the following: 
“On the Public Health, to consist of eleyen members." 


By Mr. WORTHINGTON: . 


Amendment to Rule XXIV: 
* Members shall have the right to print remarks in the RECORD, w an. b- 
lic bili or resolution, at any time after it shall have been favorabl y topirii by » 
committee to the House, and before final action is taken upon it, but not there- 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the President pro tempore of the Senate had appointed 
Mr. MaNDERSON, Mr. HaWLry, and Mr. GORMAN members on the 


part of the Senate of the Joint Committee on Printing, under the 
provisions of section 3756 of the Revised Statutes, 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed a bill of the 
following title, in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 
A bill $s. 471) to provide for the performance of the dnties of the 
office of President in case of the removal, death, resignation, or ina- 
bility both of the President and Vice-President. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Toomas D. JOHNSTON, indefinitely, on account of serious 
illness in his family; and 

To Mr. DIxGLEY, indefinitely, on account of illness in his family. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was a to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 15 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and pra were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Petition nof 400 citizens of Wayne Town- 
g | Ship, Henry County, Indiana, for an amended pension law for soldiers 
of the war of 1861—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BYNUM: Papers relating to pension claim of Susan M. Con- 

the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of 110 citizens of Shelby County, Indiana, against the 
suspension of the coinage of the silver dollar—to the Committee op 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claims of Andrew W. Billings; 
of Rosanna Fiahiff; of Emma Hollway; of Louisa C. Beezeley; of James 
Kiley, and of Susan Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Papers relating to the claim of Michael Mul- 
holland, of Mississippi, for com: for seized and used 
by the United States military authorities at Memphis, Tenn., in 1863— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Memorial of Dinnitia W. Bates, for reference 
of claim to Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition for reference of the claim of the heirs of 

Henry Harrison, of T to the Court of Claims, for correction of mis- 
take of fact in decision of the Southern Claims Commission—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Memorials of 201 citizens of North Haven; of 150 
citizens of Booth Bay; of 75 citizens of Southport; of 38 citizensof Mon- 
hegan; of W.S. White and 30 others, of Hurricane Isle; and of 30 citi- 
zens of New Castle, in the State of Maine, protesting pans grime ee wo 
mission looking to an arrangement for the samaiesion of Canadian fish 
free of duty—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of 54 citizens of Matinicus, Me., for protection of the 
fisheries—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of the board of managers of the National Tem 
Society, officially signed, for a national commission of inquiry 
ouceming Ihe alcoholic liquor trafic—to the Select Committee on 
Alcoholic Liquor Trafic, 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: Petition of George E. Fell, M. D., to enact 
bill to establish the metric system of weights and measures in Govern- 
Dp Departments—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 


ae Mr. LITTLE: Petition of Almon Bradford and others, for refund- 
ing of bounties in certain cases to officers and soldiers of the late war, 
their widows and legal representatives—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


By Mr. LAFFOON: Petition for the relief of Houston L. Taylor—to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition for the relief of Terence and Joseph 
Byrne—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Memorial of J. S. Allen and 108 others, citi- 
zens of Bath, Mason County, Ilinois, paying Corro Congress to authorize 
unlimited coinage of the standard silver dollar, to issue silver certifi- 
cates in denominations of one, two, and five dollars, and to apply sur- 
plus reserve to payment of the national debt—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SOWDEN: Petition of Daniel A. Whitesell, late sergeant of 
Battery C, Fifth United States Artillery, for an increase of pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petitions of John T. Dowell; of heirs of 
Martha O. Ward; of Henry E. Wade; of Martha W. Taylor; of Eliza 
B. Yandell; of Thomas Polk, guardian of heirs ef Levi M. Todd, and 
of Edmund Taylor, executor of Howard Taylor, asking that their sev- 
eral claims be referred to the Court of Claims under act of March 3, 
1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petitions of Robert Quin; of P. L. Vernon, administratorof Rob- 
ert U. Vernon; of W. F. Tipler, and of J. J. Tharp, executor of R. R. 


Moon—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WORTHINGTON: Two petitions from Fulton County, Mi- 
nois, for pensions and half-pay for services in Black Hawk war—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
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SENATE. 


FRIDAY, December 18, 1885. 
Prayer by Rey. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
in 


ton. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report from Byt. Col. G. L. 
Gillespie, Corps of Engineers, concerning the damage done by thestorm 
of November 23 and 24, 1885, to the north and west sides of Governor’s 
Island, New York Harbor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is in doubt whether the 
communication should be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
or to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CONGER. This document relates to Governor’s Island, as I un- 
derstand, in the harbor of New York, which is controlled by the mili- 
tary. I judge that the communication should be referred in the first 
instance to the Committee on Military Affairs for consideration, and that 
if an appropriation be necessary they should report it back and have it 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The communication will be printed, 
and, if no objection is made, will be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, which the Chair is informed is the usual committee to 
consider such matters. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with sec- 
tion 3663 of the Revised Statutes, a plan and estimate of the cost of pro- 
tecting the roads and public buildings at Fort Canby, Wash., against 
the waters of Baker’s Bay; which, together with the accompanying pa- 

was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
printed. 
NORTH, CENTRAL, AND SOUTH AMERICAN EXPOSITION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has received a letter, ad- 
dressed to him as President of the Senate, which was evidently intend- 
ed for the Senate, and the Chair will ask that it be read. 

The communication was read, and ordered to lie on the table and to 
be printed, as follows: 

Tue NORTH, CENTRAL, AND SOUTH AMERICAN EXPOSITION, 
New Orleans, December 15, 1835. 


pongo Str: The Sone of management of the North, Central, and South Ameri- 

Gadang ee ion have Tuesday, , December 29 29, as American “ Congres- 

sional y," and all Sacer are penal A invited to be present upon that 
occasion. 

The leading object of the exposition is to develop more intimate commercial 
and social relations between the various nations of the three Am and itis 
earnestly hoped that Senators may favor us with their presence, thereby 
lend the weight of their influence to the promotion of this -g beeen der work, 


Very respectfully, 
8. B. McCONNICO, 
Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of residents of 
Jackson County, Indiana, praying that all soldiers of the late war be 
allowed pensions and that the limitation as to arrears of pension be 
removed; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of Merritt Lewis, late a private 
in Company K, Seventh Mi Cavalry, praying to be allowed a pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GRAY presented the petition of Anthony Reybold, a citizen of 
Delaware, praying to be reimbursed for money expended by him in rais- 
ing a sunken vessel for the benefit of the Government; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CALL presented the petition of Oliver Chamberlain, late surgeon 
of the Eighth Regiment Kansas Volunteers, praying the passage of a 
special act authorizin, pons Pension Office to place his name on the pen- 
sion-roll at the rate o per month, his present lower rating being 
caused by the section of the act of June 16, 1880; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of 105 citizens of Booth Bay, Me., 
protesting against any arrangement with Great Britain to admit Cana- 
dian fish free of duty; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Some days ago I introduced a bill (S. 298) for 
the relief of captains, pilots, engineers, and mates of steam-vessels, 
and it was referred to the Committee onCommerce. I now present to 
the Senate a brief prepared in that case explaining its provisions, and 
ask that that brief be received and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce to be considered in connection with the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be received and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


JULIA D. GRANT. 
Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. I am instructed by the Com- 


mittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 580) granting a 
pension to Julia D. Grant, to report it favorably, without amendment. 


I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the immediate 
consideration of the bill. 
Mr. INGALLS. Let the bill be first read at length. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length. 
The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, di- 
rected to Dae the name of Julia D. Grant, widow of ag ae ting hern 8. Grant, 
deceased, on t my! Seong ss and to pay her a a pension er peng life 
at the rate of $5,000 a year, from and after the 23d day of Say 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to Aa. i con- 
sideration of the bill? If not, the bill is before the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not desire to object and shall not object, but I 
ask the chairman of the Committee on Pensions if an act passed a year 
or two ago does not extend pensions to the widows of all deceased Presi- 
dents? 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. No, sir; I have no knowledge 


of any such act. 

Mr. HARRIS. There was an act, the Senator knows, passed a year 
or two ago under which certain widows of deceased Presidents were 
pensioned. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. My impression was that it was a general act and ex- 
tended to all widows of deceased Presidents. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. No, sir; it only applied to those 
then widows, the cases of Mrs. Garfield, Mrs. Tyler, and Mrs. Polk. 
That was in conformity with what had been done by Congress in the 
case of Mrs. Lincoln. This bill follows the others in every respect ex- 
cept that Mrs. Tyler had formerly been pensioned hy Congress at a lower 
rate, and the rate of pension in those cases was fixed to begin from the 
death of President Garfield. It is proposed to pension Mrs. Grant from 
the date of the death of her husband. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REPORTS ON IRON, STEEL, ETC. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Printing, reported the fol- 

lowing concurrent resolution, which was read: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives areas ee re 
ports of tests of iron and steel and other materials for Sanat ar made 
at the Watertown arsenal and transmitted to the Teener Songs rten penap of War 


on the 3d of December, 1884, and Ilth of December, 1885, be and that 
3.500 additional copies ‘of each i sich od printed ; of which 1,000 coy of each 
report shall be for the use of the 2,000 copies for the use of the House, 


and 500 copies for the use of the War Department. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The report for 1884, it will be seen, is provided for 
in the resolution. The Senate the usual resolution on the sub- 
ject a year ago, but it failed in the other House. Therefore the com- 
mittee now reports in favor of the printing of the reports for both years. 
oes. are valuable reports, valuable to the scientific and industrial 
worl 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the concurrent resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FRYE. I introduce a bill relating to the bureaus of the Navy 
Department. It is a very important bill, making radical changes. It 
is intended to prevent abuses in that Department, and I commend it to 
the consideration of the Naval Committee, to which I ask thatit may 
be referred after being twice read. 

The bill ( S. 672) to the bureaus of the Navy Department 
pn re SPT u title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 

Mr. FRYE. I also introduce a bill in relation to the 2 rps of 
the Army of the United States, and I commend it, as a bill o 
importance, to the consideration of the Committee on Military “tains, 
to which I ask that it may be referred after being twice read. 

The bill (S. 673) in relation to the departments of the Army of the 
United States was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 674) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Ellen M. Mitchell; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S, 675) for the relief of E. B. McPher- 
son, jr.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 676) for the relief of Mrs. Cath- 
erine E, Whitall; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (s. 677) for the relief of Seth Colvin; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 678) for the relief of Mary Hovrard Far- 
quhar; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 679) to provide for the establishment of 
evening schools in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by 
its title and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 680) for the relief of the heirs of the late 
William A. Burt, inventor of the solar compass adopted and used by 
the United States Government for fifty years in making the original sur- 
vey of the public domain; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 681) for the relief of Eunice Tripler, 
widow of Charles S. Tripler, late a surgeon in the United States Army; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 682) granting a pension to James 8. Don- 
ahue; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. be 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 683) granting a pension to Henry 
O. Hill; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 684) granting a pension to Amelia J. 
Gill; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 685) granting a pension to Mary Marsh; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 686) granting a pension to Charles N. 
Sebastian; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 687) ting a pension to Erik Peter- 
son; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM (by request) introduced a bill (S. 688) to authorize the 
reinstatement and retirement of Capt. T. J. Spencer as a captain of 
the United States Cavalry; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 689) concerning the Capitol build- 
ing and grounds; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CALL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 690) for the relief of 
Francis Denmead; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

- Mr. HAMPTON introduced a bill (S. 691) to make it unlawful for 
Senators or Representatives to recommend or solicit appointments to 
office; which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask that the bill be read at length. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 


Whereas additional legislation is necessary to carry out the intention of the 
tenth section of the act of Co! of the 16th January, 1883, entitled “An actto 
xogas and improve the civil service of the United States;™ and 

reas the menoin or soliciting P AEEY to office by Senators 
and ntatives is not only contrary to the spirit of the said tenth section, 
but also interferes seriously with the performance of their legislative duties: 


Now, therefore, 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniled States of 
America in Congress assembled, That it shall be a misdemeanor for any Senator 


or Representative of the Con of the United States to recommend or solicit 
directly or indirectly the appointment of any person to an office under the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, and thatany such Senator or Representative who 
shall be convicted of making such recommendation or solicitation shall be pun- 
ished by a fine of not more than $1,000 and not less than $500, one-half of which 
shall go to the person or persons upon whose testimony such conviction shall 
have been obtained, and the other half to the United States. 

Sec. 2. That whenever the appointing power shall call on a Senator or Re 
resentative for information touching an applicant for office he shall do so in 
writing, and such information as may be given shall be furnished in writing 
under the signature of such Senator or Representative, and shall be filed in the 
Department or bureau of the office at whose request it was furnished. 

Sec. 3. Nothing in this act shall be construed so as to forbid any Senator or 
Representative of the Congressof the United States from forwarding to the ap- 
aei a power any application for office that he may receive, but any indorse- 
ment he may make thereon shall relate only to the facts of the case or the char- 
acter of the applicant. 


Mr. INGALLS. Who introduced that bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. HAMPTON]. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I believe it is not retroactive, is it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis not for the Chair to state. The 
bill will be referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrench- 
ment. s 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 692) for the relief 
of the sufferers by the wreck of the United States steamer Ashuelot; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 693) for the relief of H. J. 
Simonson and others; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 694) for the relief of Lucinda Mce- 
Guire, of Memphis, Tenn.; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HARRIS. With the bill I present the petition of Mrs. Lucinda 
McGuire, asking compensation for the use and occupation of certain 
houses in Memphis, Tenn., from 1863 to 1865 by the United States 
Army. I move that the bill and petition be referred to the Committee 
on Claims. j 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 695) to incorporate 


the Washington Central Railroad Company; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 696) to regulate licenses in the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 697) to extend time of payment of spe- 
cial assessments, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 698) to prevent the unlawful inclosure 
of public lands; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 699) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to issue to George K. Otis duplicates of certain land- 
warrants lost while in the possession of the officers of the Government; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 700) for the relief of Madeleine 
Vinton Dahlgren, widow of the late Rear-Admiral John A. Dahlgren, of 
the United States Navy, and administratrix of his estate; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (S. 701) for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Peter Lyle, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 702) for the relief of the sufferers by 
the wreck of the United States steamer Tallapoosa; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S, 703) for the relief of William 
G. Budlong; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 704) defining sea-service; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 705) to extend letters patent granted 
to Charles H. Field; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 706) granting a pension to Robert Sher- 
idan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 707) donating condemned cannon to 
Tower Post No. 17, Grand Army of the Republic, of Pawtucket, R. I.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 708) for the relief of Stephen N. Smith; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 709) for the relief of the Citizens’ 
Bank of Louisiana; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 710) for the relief of the State National 
Bank of Louisiana; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 711) to establish the meaning of 
the word ‘‘month”’’ in the statutes of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COLQUITT introduced a bill (S. 712) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Augusta, Ga.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 713) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Missouri River at or near the city of Saint 
Joseph, in the State of Missouri, and to establish it as a post-road; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. BECK (by request) introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 16) for 
the relief of Mrs. Lizzie M. Phelps, widow of Hon. S. L. Phelps, late 
minister of the United States to Peru; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 

Ordered, That the papers pertaining to the claim of C. B. Bryan & Co., of 
Memphis, Tenn., be taken m the files and referred to the Committee on 
Claims, subject to the condition imposed by the rule. 


On motion of Mr. VOORHEES, it was 


Ordered, That the petitions and papers of Nicholas J. Bigley be taken from 
the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Ordered, That the papers in the claim of Sewell Coulson, and Porter, Harrison 
& Fishback, be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. HARRISON, it was 


Ordered, That tod paper in the case of F. Courtney Cochnower be taken from 
the files and referred to the Committee on Claims, : 

Ordered, That the Peni in the case of Dr. Delany Wiley be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Peter Lyle, deceased, be referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, no adverse report having been made. 
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On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the case of Maria E. Warfield be taken from the 
files of the Senate and sent to the Committee on Claims. - 
Ordered, That the rs in the claim of William R, Testerman be taken from 
the files and refe: to the Committee on Claims, 
On motion of Mr. CAMERON, it was 


Ordered, That the papers on the files of the Senate in the case of Jabez Bur- 
chard be taken therefrom and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


COIN DUTIES ON IMPORTED GOODS. 


Wr. BECK submitted the following preamble and resolution; which 


were read: 

Whereas the laws of the United States require that all duties on imported goods 
shall be paid in coin; and 

Whereas it is provided by section 3604 of the Revised Statutes that “The coin 
paid for duties on imported goods shall be set apart as a ial fund, and shall 
be applied as follows; First, to the payment, in coin, of the interest on the bonds 
and notes of the United States; second, to the purchase or payment of 1 per cent, 
of the entire debt of the United States, to be made within each fiscal year, which 
is to be set apart as a sinking fund, and the interest of which shall in like man- 
ner be applied to the purchase or payment of the public debt, as the 
of the p ejani shall, from time to time, direct; third, the residue to be paid 
into the Treasury :” 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed to inquire whether the 
laws above stated now are, or have heretofore been, obeyed; and if they have 
not, to report by bill, or otherwise, such measures as will secure their enforce- 
ment. 

Mr. BECK. I desire the preamble and resolution to lie on the table, 
and Ishall call them up perhaps on Monday, if it should be the pleas- 
ure of the Senate then to permit me to make some remarks in regard 
thereto. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the resolu- 


tion will lie on the table and be printed. 
ROOMS FOR COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay the rent of the buildin, leased by the Sergeant-at-Arms of the 
Senate and the Architect of the Capitol Extension, under the resolution of the 
Senate of July 5, 1884, from the Ist day of April to the 15th day of November, 
1885, inclusive, at the rate upon in the contract, and upon vouchers prop- 
RS Fonts beer by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Fund of 
the Senate. 


UNPAID CLAIMS FOR MOIETIES. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iam requested by a reputable attorney to offer 
this resolution, which he says is necessary in the consideration of cer- 
tain claims betore Congress: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the Senate 
what unpaid claims are on file in the Department for moieties or shares of pen- 
alties under the internal-revenue laws, claimed to have accrued under section 
179 of the act of June 30, 1864 (13 Statutes at , 305), as amended by the act of 
July 13, 1866 (14 Statutes at Large, 145), which was repealed by section 39 of the 
act of June 6, 1872 (17 Statutes at 256); stating the amounts recovered in 
each case, the collection district in which the penalties accrued, the causes of 
non-payment of said claims, and the amount required to be appropriated in case 
said claims should be deemed just and valid. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I give notice that on Monday next I shall 
ask the Senate to take from the table the resolution introduced by me 
on the 9th instant, directing the Secretary of the Interior to communi- 
cate to the Senate a copy of each rt made by the Government di- 
rectors of the Union Pacific Rail Company, on which occasion it is 
my purpose to submit some remarks to the Senate upon the subject. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further ‘‘ concurrent 
or other resolutions” the Calendar is now in order. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to take 
up the resolution in reference to the Territory of Dakota with a view 
of disposing of it. I see that it has been placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
asks the unanimous consent of the Senate to take up the resolution in 
respect to the Territory of Dakota. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. ' 

Mr. BUTLER. If in order to do so, I will yield to the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], who has a matter he wishes to dispose of. 

Mr. INGALLS. Iwas about to observe that unless the Senator from 
South Carolina is specially and personally anxious to proceed with that 
debate this morning I should like very much to ask the Senate to con- 
sider the bill (S. 335) to provide for protecting the interests of the 
United States in the Potomac River Flats, in the District of Columbia. 
I am quite sure that it will take but very little longer than will be 
necessary for the reading of the bill and it will readily be concluded 
before the close of the morning hour. 

Mr. BUTLER, I yield to the Senator from Kansas for that purpose. 


POTOMAC RIVER FLATS. 


Mr. INGALLS. I then ask unanimous consent that the Senate at 
this time consider Senate bill 335. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 335) to provide for protecting the in- 


terests of the United States in the Potomac River Flats, in the District 
of Columbia. Ae z 

Mr. INGALLS. I move to amend thesixth section, in line 6, by in- 
serting after the word ‘‘than”’ the words: 

Upon property in respect of which there is no claim adverse to the title of the 
United States, or— 

So as to read: 

That until the final decision of the matters hereinbefore in this act mentioned 
shall have been had, no moneys appropriated for the improvement of the Po- 
tomac River, the establishment of harbor lines in the District of Columbia, and 
the raising of the flats therein shall be expended otherwise than upon property 
in respect of which there is no claim adverse to the title of the United States, oc 
for the improvement of navigation in the said river. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary calls the attention of 
the Chair to the sixth line of section 3, where the word ‘‘ promises’? as 
printed should be ‘‘ premises.” It is a typographical error. 

Mr. INGALLS, t the change be made to correspond with the 


sense. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The correction will be made. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like toask the Senator who has 
of the bill if there is any right of appeal reserved, or whether the decis- 
ion of the supreme court of the District is to be final and conclusive ? 

Mr. RANSOM. By the fifth section of the bill the right of appeal to 
the Supreme Court of the United States is secured. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

DAKOTA TERRITORY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution submitted on a for- 
mer day by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] will now 
be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution of Mr. BuTLER, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be, and they are hereby, instructed 
to inquire and report to the Senate underand by what courage? A a so-called State 
Legislature has been organized in the Territory of Dakota, if such a body has 
been organized as all , and by what warrant or authority said organization 
Das ponse one: to elect Senators to this body. And that said committee inquire 
further and report whether said o ization is not calculated to bring about a 
conflict of authority udicial to the good order of said Territory, and demoral- 
izing to the Territo Egoweruzeess legally organized and administered under 
the authority of the National Government, and that said committee have leave 
to report any special matter relating to the affairs of said Territory requiring or 
demanding the attention of Congress, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I am glad that the Senator from South 
Carolina has introduced this resolution. It brings to my attention a 
matter which entirely escaped it the other day in the proceedings of the 
Senate, and which I am satisfied is one deserving the immediate and 
earnest consideration of every member of this body. The Senate, ac- 
cording to its record, now stands committed to the fact that there is a 
State in this Union, or at least in existence as a political body, known 
as the State of Dakota. Speaking for myself, I hadnevercontemplated 
any such’ assertion or admission; and when the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. HARRISON] the other day presented a memorial coming from cer- 
tain persons in that Territory, in the hurried reading of the Secretary 
it escaped me that it came from the official representatives of a State of 
which I had never heard except in the daily press. 

The constitution, so called, of this State of Dakota, a copy of which 
I have in my hand, appointed a certain body to act for the Stateand to 
represent it. The provisions of the constitution, which will be found 
on page 43 of this printed copy, provide that— 

Within ten days after such election the several boards of county canvassers 
provided by law for the canvassing of the results of elections, and the several 
ony boards provided for by this schedule and ordinance, of their several 
counties, shall either or both make and certify under oath, to the president of 
the State executive committee a true and honest return of the total number of 
votes cast for the constitution and against the constitution, of the number of 
votes cast for and against ** prohibition,” &c. 

= $ $ . . . s 


The president of the State executive committee shall receive all returns of 
the election transmitted to him as above provided, and shall preserve the 
same. Within twenty days after said election the president of said State ex- 
ecutive committee, together with such members of said committee as may as- 
semble with him, and with the secretary of the Territory, the chief-justice of 
the Territory, if they will soact, and with such other officers of the Territory 
as he may a e with him who F consent to act, shall canvass and com- 
pile the certificates and returns of such elections. 


Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator from Missouri name the section 
and article to which he is referring ? 

Mr. VEST. Iam referring to sections 19 and 20, page 43, of the so- 
called constitution of the State of Dakota. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Missouri please inform me 
what executive committee is there referred to? A committee of what? 

Mr. VEST. Of the State of Dakota, so called. 

Mr. HARRIS. How created? z 

Mr. VEST. Created by the convention which formed this so-called 
constitution, a body of gentlemen who have no official existence unless 
they get it from this convention, who came to the Senate as the repre- 
sentatives of a State, the State of Dakota, and who so style themselves 


The question is on agreeing to the 
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in a memorial which we received and referred to the Committee on 
Territories, and thereby gave sanction to their claim, indirectly, if not 
directly. For one, I enter my protest against any such assumption. 


The chairman of this committee is a gentleman not unknown to fame, 
Mr. Hugh J. Campbell, recently United States district attorney or Ter- 
ritorial attorney for the Territory of Dakota, a gentleman who in reeent 
events in the State of Louisiana distinguished himself as a partisan of 
the Hayes administration, and who was rewarded by appointment as 
United States attorney for the Territory of Dakota for his zealous and 
not overscrupulous efforts in behalf of Mr. Hayes. This gentleman, 
carrying his revolutionary principles to the Territory of Dakota, now 
figures as the chairman of this committee. He has published an ad- 
dress, 5,000 copies of which have been distributed over that Territory, 
asserting the monstrous and revolutionary doctrine that the State of 
Dakota exists by virtue of the vote of the people of that Territory with- 
out reference to Congress. 

Gentlemen upon the other side of this Chamber are fond of talking 
about rebellion, they are fond of talking of treason, they are fond of 
talking of assserting an authority within the domain of the United 
States against the National Government. I want to see now whether 
they favor this attempt against Congress, against the Administration 
which the people have chosen, to set up a State government, and at 
the head of this movement is a man who distinctly and emphatically 
declares in his address to the people that this government exists without 

to Congress and by virtue of the votes that were taken without 
the sanction of Congress. 

Mr. President, if it is not the truth, it ought to be discarded. If it 
is the truth, then Senators, without regard to party, should say whether 
this thing can be done in open day and in defiance of the Constitution 
and laws of the United States. 

Here is the memorial, which escaped my attention: 


Yaxsxton, DAK., December 7, 1885. 
To the honorable President of the Senate 
of the Congress of the United States, Washington, D. C.: 

Str: We, the State exeentive committee of the State of Dakota, in this behalf 
appointed by a constitutional convention of that part of the Territory of Dakota 
south of the forty-sixth parallel of latitude, have the honor to herewith trans- 
mit to you a certified copy of the constitution of the State of Dakota and of a 
onsite et from the eonstitutional convention to the President and Congress of 
the United States. We have also forwarded through the hands of Hon. BENJA- 
mrs Harrison, United States Senator, an engrossed and ce copy of the 
constitution for presentation to the Senate through the President thereof. Iam 
instructed on behalf of the constitutional convention of Dakota to request you 
to have the said memorial and constitution duly presented to the Senate of the 
United States for their consideration, and that the same be referred to the 
proper committee and upon as the application of said convention, for 
ae in behalf of the people of said State, for the admission of the State into the 

nion, 

Yours, respectfully, 
HUGH J. CAMPBELL, 
State Executive Committee, 
JOSEPH R. HANSON, 
P. BEEBE, 


©. 
JAMES A. WARE, 
STEPHEN G. UPDYKE, 
Committee. 


These gentlemen are here in the official character of the State execu- 
tive committee of the State of Dakota, and they are here in no other. 
They do not come here as private citizens; they come here asking 
recognition. I see by this morning’s paper that an ovation has been 
extended to Mr. Hugh J. Campbell by the Legislature, so called, of the 
State of Dakota, for his success in obtaining recognition of Statehood 
at the hands of the United States Senate, and that we are now by our 
action in referring these papers to the Committee on Territories estopped 
from ever after denying that any such State exists. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him fora 
moment? 7 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. PLUMB. Idonot ha to know Mr. Campbell, and the Sen- 
ator is giving him a great deal of gratuitous advertising; but, if he will 
permit me to say so, the ovation which he speaks of which has been 
given Mr. Campbell may serve, I think, to show that the yowe who 
gave it know Mr. Campbell better than the Senator himself does. 

Mr. VEST. Icare nothing for Mr. Campbell, oponen with duere- 
spect to him and his friends on this floor. Mr. Campbell is nothing to 
me; I never saw him; I never heard of him except in connection with 
the Louisiana matter, and when he appears again on the plains of Da- 
kota. I speak of his indorsement by the constitutional eonvention, so 
called, and his official character here before the Senate, and I have a 
right to do that without being subjected to the criticism of my friend. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘The Senator will permit me to say that I think he 
brought in the name of Mr. Campbell to cast odium upon him in that 
he had been in this movement to get into the Union. In view 
of that remark I imputed to it what I think every other person who 
heard it imputed to it. 

Mr. VEST. Iam notresponsible forthe apprehensionsor the deduc- 
tions of the Senator from Kansas, nor am I particular about.what conclu- 
sion he draws. Ispoke of Mr. Campbell because Mr. Campbell appears in 
connection with these papers. As to gratuitous advertising, he is wel- 
come to it if it will do him any good in his business, whatever it is, 


but he appears here as the chairman of this executive committee; in 
an address he receives an ovation for having obtained this recognition; 
and if these are not public events about which I, as a Senator of the 
United States, have a right to speak and upon which I can comment, 
then I had better leave this floor to my distinguished friend from 
Kansas. I propose to discuss Mr. Campbell so far as he comes here as 
the representative of this revolutionary movement, not personally, for 
I know nothing about him personally. He may be the purest man in 
all the domestic and personal relations that there is on this continent. 
I have nothing to do with that. I am discussing public events and 
public results, and I shall continue to do so notwithstanding the crit- 
icism that has been made. 

This ovation is very significant from the fact that Mr. Campbell, rep- 
resenting this movement, and at the head and front of it, has distinctly 
ayowed his revolutionary opinionsin the address to which I have alluded. 
Isay “revolutionary,” because they are opposed to the Constitution 
and laws of the United States, because they set up a government that 
can not exist except by the will of Congress, and if there is a Senator 
on this floor who holds the opposite opinion I want to hear from him. 
I want to know if there is any Senator here representing a sovereign 
State who will undertake to say now that this State government can 
exist except by the voice and will of Congress, and whether the doctrine 
is now to be asserted here directly or indirectly, incidentally or other- 
wise, that any set of gentlemen, however respectable in their personal 
relations, can assemble anywhere within our public domain and create 
a government and put it into operation and usurp the functions of sov- 
ereignity and come here and say they are not in open and direct viola- 
tion of the Constitution and laws of this Government. No talk about 
past events can deter me from making a legitimate argument as a lawyer 
and a member of this body. 

I do not propose to discuss now what has happened in the past, and 
Ishall not be induced to do it. Iam now under my duty as a Senator 
discussing passing events of the most pressing importance, and I thank 
the Senator from South Carolina for this resolution, because I believe 
that the deliberate and calm and earnest attention and action of this 
body will now prevent trouble. I have no doubt from the papers be- 
fore me, as I shall attempt to show the Senate, that the intent of these 
men in Dakota is, if Congress shall adjourn without admitting this 
State, that they will go on in defiance of the will of Congress to oper- 
ate a State government. I assert. here as a lawyer that the organiza- 
tion of any State government without the consent of Congress directly 
given is revolutionary. The Supreme Court of the United States and 
this body have over and over again declared that to be so. 

Now let us see what is the opinion of Mr. Campbell at the head of 
his committee—not his individual opinion but his official declaration 
as Suman of this State executive committee of the so-called State of 

ota. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator be good enough to announce to 
theSenate the document from which he reads and the page of it, so that 
we may follow him? 

Mr. VEST. Iread-an extract from an address issued by Mr. Camp- 
bell over his own signature to the people of Dakota. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is that the document? 

Mr. VEST. This is an argument by Judge P. C. Shannon. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ihave it in my hand. If the Senator will refer 
to the I shall be able to follow him. 

Mr. . The fourth page. 

The doctrine of the pamphlet is, that the people south of that line— 


The forty-sixth degree of latitude— 
by virtue of their population, their territory, their constitutional rights, and 
the inviolable guarantees of treaties, and the will of the people, are a d 
ought, without further delay, to form a State constitution and 
men! 

But if it be said that that is notan authoritative and official declara- 
tion of the purpose of these parties, I go now to an official address issued 
by this State executive committee to the people of Dakota under the 
sanction and by direction of the so-called constitutional convention, an 
address signed by Mr. Campbell, the chairman, and to which I call the 
attention of the Senate to show that every syllable of what I have 
charged is theabsolute truth. Mr. Campbell saysin this address issued 
under the sanction and direction of the constitutional convention: 

We speak advisedly when we say payor that in all directions the sentiment 
in favor of the admission of this part of Dakota— 

The Senator from Indiana will find this on the third page of the 
address to the people of Dakota, with the constitution of the State 
of Dakota adopted by the constitutional conyention— 

We speak advisedly when we say to you that in all directions the sentiment 
in favor of the admission of this part of Dakota as a State inte the Union has 

own stron, each year, until the demand from the people of the United 

tates that this act of justice shall be done is now almost universal. 

Almost all the great newspapers of the land, East as well as West, and even 
in California, are demanding that Congress shall admit Dakota, 

We do not believe that the pnd now in power can afford to antagonize the 
sentiment of justice on the part of the American people which is thus voiced by 
the press. We do not believe that the present national Administration will 
have the disposition so to do. 


[One thing is s if the two hundred and fifty thousand people of Dak: by 
4 full vote at the polls this coming November, Sdopt this constitution Spat cloak 


such men as will represent their wishes, and if the people of the new State, after 
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electing them, with the temper and firmness of American citizens, stand upon 
their rights eae the Constitution of the United States and support their State 
governmen 


Mark that langaage— 
“stand upon their rights under the Constitution of the United States and = 
r 


port their State government,” the people of the United States will r the 
attitude and will join with them in demanding their immediate admission. And 
one of two results will surely follow : either the immediate admission of the State 
of Dakota by the next Congress at its first session or the hurling from power of 
the Congress that thus abuses its power and defies the publie sentiment of the 
country. It is time that Congress ceases to trifle with the rights and interests of 
two hundredand fifty thousand citizens of the United States. 

We believe that your admission into the Union is a matter to be determined 
i you by your votes at this election. Ifa fuli vote is polled and your constitu- 
tion is adopted and your State government is el , no Congress and no ad- 
ministration will dare to so far defy public opinion as to deny your admission. 


But to remove any doubt about the meaning of this committee, let 
us read further : 

The ordinance of 1787 and the treaty with France, by which Louisiana was 
ceded to the United States, contained irrevocable guarantees to the people of 
this Territory of the right to form a State Government for themselves and be 
admitted into the Union as soon as their population and resources are sufficient 
for self-government. The ordinance of 1787 has been extended by Congres- 
sional enactment over Dakota by four successive statutes. The rights guaran- 
teed by that ordinance are matters of compact, which compact is stipulated in 
the ordinance to be forever irrevocable without the consentof the people of the 
Territory. The ablest lawyers and jurists of the country have united in declar- 
ing that the people of this Territory are parties to those compacts, and of right 
entitled to act upon them and demand their fulfillment. In addition to these 
compacts, the Constitution of the United States, as judicially interpreted by the 
Supreme Court, which interpretation has never been reversed by any subse- 
quent court, his guarant to the people of this Territory, as of all Terri- 
tories, the absolute right of self-government and Statehood whenever their 
condition, their population, their area, and their resources are sufficient to en- 
able them to govern themselves. 

These are constitutional and legal rights which Congress has no lawful power 
to set aside, and can only disregard, as Senator Harrison stated upon the floor 
of the Senate last winter, by “brute force.” 


Did the Senator from Indiana ever express upon this floor that these 
people or the people of any other Territory had the right to admission 
without the action and consent of Congress? Does the Senator say now 
or intimate that the language of this pamphlet is true that these people 
have that right, without regard to the action of either House of Con- 
gress or both collectively? I assert that the Senator from Indiana will 
not stand upon this floor and say that any State can so exist inside or 
outside this Union—— 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator does not need to state anything on 
that subject on his own authority, if he heard my words yesterday; and 
I say to him now that I hold, and have always. held, to the doctrine 
that a State can neither break into nor break out of this Union. 

Mr. VEST. Very good. Weare not talking about breaking out. 
That question is res adjudicata, and nobody is asking now to reopen 
it. Iam talking now about the transaction that is immediately press- 
ing on the Senate. This question is one not of breaking into or break- 
ing out of the Union, but breaking into Statehood without the consent 
of Congress, That is the proposition. I say that the Senate of the 
United States and the Supreme Court of the United States have de- 
clared in unmistakable tones over and over again that this can not be 
done. I know, as the Senator said yesterday, that there are precedents 
of States being admitted without enabling acts. When Tennessee was 
admitted she came to the Senate with two Senators elected and witha 
constitution creating a complete State government, but it was done 
under peculiar circumstances, because Tennessee claimed that by virtue 
of the cession of her territory made by North Carolina to the Union 
she was entitled —— 

Mr. HARRISON. But, Mr. President, she did not pass immedi- 
ately from the jurisdiction of the State the Senator has referred to. 
She passed into a Territorial condition under United States law before 
she became a State. 

= VEST. That does not touch the point I was making on that 
subject. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then there could have been no point in it. 

Mr. VEST. Well, I am not leaving that to the Senator. Heaven 
help me if he is to decide this argument. I am now appealing to this 
body and to the Senators here who have taken no such part in this de- 
bate or in this question as to be prejudiced one way or the other. It 
matters not whether it wasa Territory immediately ornot. The point 
I make is that Tennessee claimed the right to organize a State govern- 
ment because under the terms of the original cession of the Territory 
of Tennessee by North Carolina to the Federal Union the provision 
was placed in that cession that it should be immediately organized into 
a State. That was the claim, that was the condition, and upon that 
Tennessee claimed the right of Statehood. 

California was also admitted into the Union withoutan enabling act, 
and Michigan was admitted; but the history of the Michigan case, which 
has been appealed to time and again as a precedent for the actions of 
this so-called constitutional convention in Dakota, shows that Michi- 
gan was finally admitted upon the compromise of aquestion of bound- 
ary which almost resulted in civil war in 1836 between Ohio and Mich- 
igan. The proceedings of the Senate of the United States at that time 
develop the fact that the very question which is now pending in the 
resolution of the Senator from South Carolina before this body came up 
in regard to Michigan. 


A young gentleman of revolutionary proclivities, of considerable tal- 
ent, a daring—I will not say an adventurer, but a daring statesman 
was appointed when twenty years old to be Secretary of the Territory 
of Michigan, a Mr, Mason, descended from the Virginia Masons. He 
originated the idea in his young and boyish ambition of organizing a 
State government and pressing that government upon the Congress of 
the United States. He became the acting governor of the Territory in 
Jackson’s administration, and he issued the celebrated proclamation 
that if Ohio undertook to drive one solitary stake into the soil of Mich- 
igan he would call out the militia of the Territory and make war upon 
her. We allrecollect, who have given any attention to the matter, that 
General Jackson appointed two commissioners to visit the scene of hos- 
tilities, Mr. Rush and Mr. Howard, and these commissioners succeeded 
in allaying the intense excitement for a time. Michigan applied for 
admission under a State constitution, and with this Mr. Mason elected 
as governor; and the debates of the Senate show that the memorial pre- 
sented was exactly like this-memorial, and purported to come from the 
State of Michigan. Mr. William Hendricks of Indiana, the uncle of the 
late Vice-President, moved in the Senate a resolution which declared 
‘tin receiving this memorial ’’—— ` 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator give me the page again? 

Mr. VEST. Ifthe Senator wishes the exact language I will turn to 
it with pleasure. It is on page 26 of the pamphlet I have referred to. 

That this paper shall be considered in no other light than as a memorial com- 
ing from individual citizens of Michigan. 

It was presented, as this memorial here was presented, coming or 
purporting to come from a State; and the Senate of the United States 
after debate in which Mr. Webster, Mr. Calhoun, Mr. Clay, Mr. Benton, 
Mr. Buchanan, the greatest statesmen of that era, participated for days, 
and finally on a deliberate vote adopted the motion of Mr. Hendricks, 
and declared that this State of Michigan, so called, could have no legal 
or constitutional existence except by the will of Congress; and to-day 
that question is presented here. 

This memorial has been received and referred to a committee coming 
from a so-called ‘‘State executive committee ’’ when no such State exists 
under the Constitution or laws of the United States. Why, Mr. Presi- 
dent, if it be a State, if what they have done is justified by law and the 
Constitution, why do they ask for admission into the Union? TheCon- 
stitution of the United States provides that the highest act of sover- 
eignty on the part of a State shall be the election of two Senators, and 
yet these gentlemen meet upon the plains of Dakota at Sioux Falls or 
Huron, elect two gentlemen as Senators, two gentlemen from the State 
of Indiana—Mr. Moody, whose celebrated opinion declaring the Yank- 
ton bonds to be unconstitutional and illegal, we have heard, and Mr. 
Edgerton, who, I believe, held a seat in this body since I have been a 
member from the State of Minnesota, but both originally from the 
State of Indiana. These gentlemen are the elected Senators and are . 
coming to this body claiming to represent the sovereignty of a State, 
and this “State executive committee,” representing the same sover- 
eignty, puts this memorial before us! 

Mr. President, I say the Supreme Court of the United States have 
decided emphatically and distinctly that these proceedings are illegal, 
revolutionary, and void. I quote from the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States found on page 37 of the pamphlet to which 
I have alluded for convenience, although the printed reports of the 
Supreme Court contain the same. Mr. Justice McLean said in a case 
that went up from Michigan testing the constitutionality of what was 
known as the Mason State constitution: 

Now the conflict of power, in the case under consideration, is clear and dis- 


That was a case in which the so-called State Legislature under the 
so-called constitution had incorporated or given a charter to what was 
known as the Young Men’s Society in the State of Michigan, and the 
question was as to the legality of that act. The supreme court of the 
so-called State of Michigan, appointed by the so-called governor, Mr. 
Mason, decided the act to be constitutional, because if they had decided 
it unconstitutional they would have judicially cut their own throats, 
as that supreme court simply had its existence and being by virtue of 
the same authority which created this society; and no court composed 
of mortal men has ever yet been found that was capable of committing 
political or judicial suicide. Therefore they decided that this act was 
entirely constitutional, and that the State government had a legal ex- 
istence. The casecame tothe Supreme Court of the United States, and 
I read now an extract from their opinion. Justice McLean said: 

Now the conflict of power in the case under consideration is clear and dis- 
tinct. The two sovereignties of the State and the Territorial government can 
not existat the same time within the same limits. The Territorial government 
exists in full vigor until it is abolished by the admission of the State, There 


was, then, a direct and irreconcilable repugnance in the exercise of the sovy- 
bay power by the State so long as the Federal authority was exercised in the 
tory. < 


Now, sir,we have the anomaly presented by the Senator from Indiana 
of a Delegate in the other branch of Congress representing the Terri- 
tory of Dakota and two Senators representing the sovereignty of the 
State of Dakota knocking for admission at our doors. It is impossible, 
say the Supreme Court, that these two forms of government should ex- 
ist on the same soil; one must give place to the other; and I could stand 
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here until my strength was exhausted and produce to the Senate a pile 
of decisions from courts from the State of Ohio, from the State of Min- 
nesota, from the highest judicial authority in the State of Michigan, 
Judge Cooley, who in the fourth edition of his work on Constitutional 
Limitations declares that an enabling act is the only safe and constitu- 
tional method in order to enable a Territory to come into the Union as 
a State; and I declare here that no matter what may have been done 
in the case of other States under political pressure or excitement or 
necessity, the Congress of the United States can alone give Statehood, 
and the proper way in which it is given is through an enabling act, 
and the Senate so determined during its last session. 

Mr. President, look at the condition of this matter. The Senator 
from Indiana, the chairman of the Committee on Territories, prepared 
a bill entitled ‘‘An act to enable the people of that part of the Terri- 
tory of Dakota south of the forty-sixth parallel of north latitude to 
form a constitution and State government, and for the admission of the 
State into the Union on an equal footing with the original States, 
and for other purposes ’’—a carefully-prepared piece of legislation, dis- 
tinct and emphatic, and passed by this body by a large majority. I 
was a member of the Committee on Territories when this bill was pre- 

It was then thought necessary by the Senator from Indiana 
that this enabling act should go into effect in order to enable this Ter- 
ritory to become a State and to be admitted as a member of the Union. 
This bill the Senate and went to the House of Representatives, 
but the House failed to act upon it, and then these gentlemen in Da- 
kota, not willing to await the action of Congress, come together for the 
second time—because this is the second time they have attempted to 
organize a State—meet togetherat Sioux Falls in a so-called convention, 
adopt a constitution with powers in the Legislature equal to those of any 
other State Legislature in this Union, elect a governor and lieutenant- 
governor, all the officers of State, members of the House of Represent- 
atives, two Senators, and proclaim to the world that the State of Da- 
kota has come into existence notwithstanding the failure on the part of 
Congress to pass an enabling act to enable it to do so. 

Mr. President, in these assertions of sovereignty against the United 
States, what can be more sent, what can be more outrageous? We 
are told here it makes no difference whether you an enabling act 
or not, if the people say in so many words, ‘‘ We have a constitution, 
we have a State government under the will of the people, and all that 
is necessary is the presence of 250,000 freemen of ota to assert in 
thunder tones that they have made a State to enforce that mandate 
upon Congress.’? 

Aserious question has been presented here. For years there has been 
great conflict of opinion in that Territory as to the division of the Terri- 
tory. A portion of the people have urged that the Territory 
should be divided from east to west, and others from north to south. 
This convention took that question outof the hands of Congress and 
settled it themselves. They do not consult the people of Northern 
Dakota. For all practical purposes they disfranchise them; they ignore 
the action of the last Congress, in which it was proposed to pass an en- 
abling act for Southern Dakota under the name of the State of Dakota, 
and to organize a Territorial government in the northern part of it to 
be called the Territory of Lincoln; they take the whole thing into their 
own hands and pass upon the question of dividing the Territory, and 
then say to the world, ‘‘We defy the action of Congress, because we 
have spoken and our voice is supreme.” 

Mr. President, if this can be done, what becomes of many adjudica- 
tions of the Supreme Court of the United States, one made as late as 
the last term inthe Murphy case, that the Congressof the United States 
has absolute authority over the Territories to do with them as it pleases; 
that it can legislate directly for the Territories; that it can annul any 
act of a Territorial Legislature; that under the constitutional provision 
that Congress shall make all needful rules and regulations concerning 
tl. territory and other properiy of the United States they have the abso- 
lute, unquestioned, and sole right, if they choose to exercise it, of mak- 
ing any law they please, and that no State can exist there except by the 
will and by the enactment of Co ? If this can be done we have 
a state of anarchy and are outside of all constitutional limitations. I 
say that it is a very grave question and involving consequences of the 
most-serious kind in the subsequent history of this country. If this 
can be done, if this be the law, then the Constitution of the country 
which declares that no authority except that of a State can send Sena- 
tors to this body amounts to nothing; the decisions of the Supreme Court, 
which declare that we are to decide when a State shall come into exist- 
ence, are simply waste paper, nonsense, simply sound and fury, signify- 
ing nothi I shall offer to the Senate the following resolution—— 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri offer 
an additional resolution? 

Mr. HARRISON. Let it be read for information. I suppose itis 
aor only for that purpose, as there is another resolution before the 

ate. 

Mr. VEST. I understand—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the memorial from certain persons calling themselves the State 
executive committee of the State of Dakota, and irae i to the Committee on 


The proposed resolution will be read. 


Territories, shall be considered in no other light than as a memorial coming 
from individual citizens of the Territory of Dakota. 


Mr. HARRISON. Let the resolution be printed and go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it introduced as an independent 


resolution ? 
Mr. VEST. Yes, sir; independent entirely. 

uae PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be received and printed and 
id over. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, when Michigan elected two Senators in 
the very same way that Dakota has done here, and sent them to this 
body, and sent Representatives to the House of Representatives, they 
were not admitted into cither body. Neither body undertook to say, 
although party spirit then ran as high as it does to-day and even higher, 
that they were entitled to seats on either floor in their official capacity. 
The proceedings of the Senate, which I have examined, show that these 
two gentlemen were admitted asspectators upon the floor of the Senate, 
and the gentlemen elected as Representatives were admitted by the 
House of Representatives to the floor of the House, but not one lawyer 
could be found who asserted the right on the part of the Territory of 
Michigan to organize that State government and give it the power ofa 
State propria vigore. If it can be done in one instance it can be done 
in any, and the debates which were then had in regard to Michigan, 
extracts of which I have before me, show by an unbroken current of 
declaration that both parties on this floor united in the position which 
I maintain. For that reason I offer this resolution. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me to make an inquiry of him 
at this point? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not know of any one who claims that these men 
have a right to seats as Senators on this floor; I have never heard any 
such proposition; but I desire to ask the Senator in reference to the 
State of Colorado. Does he not remember that two men were elected 
by a Legislature purporting to be the Legislature of Colorado, and who 
were admitted here on the floor as spectators you may call them, and 
were here for two years, and thata bill passed Congress twice admitting 
that State into the Union, these Senators presenting themselves to be 
sworn in if the State was admitted, but the bill was vetoed by Presi- 
dent Johnson? The State was afterward admitted under a law of Con- 
gress, because the President at that time persisted in vetoing the bill, 
Does he not know that no Senator on either side pretended that that 
was a revolutionary proceeding merely because they claimed that they 
ought to be admitted? I did not hear any one talk abont it as a revo- 
lutionary y prosce ng: 

Mr. V. . Ifthe so-called State of Colorado had done as these men 
have done in Dakota, organized a State government, elected their offi- 
cers, proclaimed it a State, issued an address to the people declaring it 
to be a State without reference to the action of Con: I do not care 
what was done in the case of Colorado it was revolutionary if these facts 
existed. What is revolution? It issubv the constitutional gov- 
ernment of atountry; it is asserting a jurisdiction and authority in any 
portion of the public-domain antagonistic to the constitutional author- 
ity. What is the constitutional authority in regard to the Territories? 
The people of the United States by a written Constitution have given 
the right and the sole right to Congress to organize a State—I assert 
that proposition—to 0; izea State. If these gentlemen see proper to 
hold a barbecue or a picnic and pass resolutions that they are a Btate, 
that amounts to nothing. $ 

Mr. LOGAN. Ido not wish to enter into this discussion, for I am 
not on the committee, but I should like the proposition fairly stated. 
Does any one in the Senate claim that Dakota is nowaState? Do that 
people claim so themselves? By virtue of the very constitution they 
present to the Senate they do not claim that they are a State until itis 
agreed to by Congress. Because they use the term ‘‘State,’’ does that 
make them revolutionists against the Government, when they come to 
Congress and ask to be admitted as any other State has been heretofore ? 
Is that a revolutio proceeding? Is it not the right of the citizens 
of this country to petition Congress? Congress need not admit them, 
but certainly it is not a revolution against this Government merely for 
them to come as citizens and present their claim to the country asking 
that Congress shall pass upon their rights when they provide in the 
very constitution they submit that they are not a State until their State- 
hood is acknowledged by this Government. I do not think it is fair to 
treat them in that way, nor to try and arouse the country to the belief 
that there is a rebellion going on against this Government when there 
is no such intention. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Missouri will allow me a moment. 
As I offered the resolution I think it perhaps proper to say that I have 
not claimed or insisted that this action has gone itself to the extent of 
revolution. I maintain and I think my friend from Missouri main- 
tains that the tendency is toward revolutionary proceedings, that it 
threatens to bring about a conflict between the constitutional authority 
and an o ization which has no legal existence. That is the point I 


make, and that was the object in offering the resolution. “The Senator 
from Illinois is familiar with the history of the application of Michigan 
for admission into the Union, and he must recall that similar action in 
that Territory, as my friend from Missouri suggested, came very near 
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bringing on a bloody conflict with the people of Ohio and also of In- 
diana; and that is exactly what I desire to prevent here by anticipation. 

Mr. LOGAN. In response to the Senator from South Carolina I de- 
sire to say that I am not in any way suggesting what idea the resolu- 
tion may anticipate in the fature or what the results may be; but until 
the people of this bog a | set themselves up as a State organization 
and undertake to act as a State exercising the functions of a State gov- 
ernment you can not charge them with revolution, no matter what the: 
may call themselves. Terms are easily used. The fact that I may call 
myself by one name or another does not make it true. The fact that 
they in their petition call it aState does notmake ita State, and until 
they undertake to exercise the powers of Statehood they are in no wise 
in violation of the Constitution or revolutionists against it. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I interrupt the Senator for a moment with the 
consent of my friend from Missouri? 

Mr. VEST. I would rather go on. 

Mr. BUTLER. I simply want to put one question, and that is 
whether any other organization than that of a State can elect United 
States Senators? Is not that exercising the functions of Statehood? 
Is not the provision for the collection of taxes, and is not the provision 
for courts, exercising the functions of Statehood? If not, then I have 
misapprehended what constitutes a commonwealth. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will answer the Senator’s question. The election 
of Senators from a Territory does not make them Senators. 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely; They must come from a State. 

Mr. LOGAN. They make a proposition to Congress. If Congress 
accepts it, then they become Senators, but not until then. Territory 
after Territory has elected Senators and sent them here in advance of 
admission as a State, for what purpose? For the purpose of present- 
ing the claims of the people re the Congress of the United States, 
that their claims may be passed upon, and for no other purpose. If 
the Senate then says they are not! tors, they are not. They must 
be admitted; it must be a State before they can be admitted, as has 
been done heretofore in divers and sundry instances. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is but one instance that I remember. 

Mr. LOGAN, I do not wish to correct the Senator’s recollection of 

- history; but it has been done, and at the time it was done no one here 
or elsewhere thought that there was an act of revolution against this 
Government, but the notion was that they were acting as persons ap- 
pearing on the part of the Territory, presenting as petitioners their 
claim to the Government of the United States. 

Mr. VEST. Now, Mr. President, I prefer to let these people speak 
for themselves. Though I listen with much pleasure always to the 
Senator from Illinois, yet I take it that their written words and their 
official acts are worth more in this ent than his declarations as 
to what they mean; and permit me to say to the Senator, ing as 
to historical events, there never was but one case parallel with that of 
Dakota, and that was the case of the Territory of Michigan. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If the Senator from Missouri will allow me to 
correct him, I think the case of Minnesota is somewhat parallel to the 
present application of Dakota for admission. 

Mr. VEST. I dislike exceedingly to correct a Senator as to the his- 
tory of his own State, but I have recently read it. Minnesota had an 
enabling act. 

Mr. INGALLS. Kansas had not. š 

Mr. VEST. Ido not know how Kansas came into the Union. 
got in, broke in, somehow or other. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Missouri will permit me to 
correct him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DoLPH in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The State of Minnesota it is true had an ena- 
bling act to form a State government, and under it a constitutional con- 
vention was called. That body divided, and in fact there were two 
conventions held, and throughout the entire session they remained 
apart until at the close of the action of the conventions they came to- 
gether and adopted a constitution. Under that constitution, before 
action by Congress, in the fall before Congress met, a State ticket was 
elected from the governor down to the lowest State officer, and of those 
officers—I happened to he one of the district judges elected—Governor 
Sibley was elected governor of the State; a whole State ticket was 
elected and remained so, while the Territorial organization was still 
in existence, Governor Medary, of Ohio, being the Territorial governor. 

The State officers continued in office after being elected. e State 
was not admitted until the next spring, in May. Hon. Henry M. Rice 
and General James Shields were elected United States Senators for the 
State during the winter, and they were admitted in May when the 
State was admitted. 

Mr. LOGAN. They were elected before the State was admitted. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, sir; and if the Senator from Missouri will 
refer to the debates in the Congress of the United States he will find 
the position taken by Mr. Douglas, of Illinois, expressed in the strong- 
est terms pyre | the admission of the Senators elected prior to the 
admission of the State. The State was admitted under all those cir- 
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cumstances and the members of Congress elected in advance received 
in the House. We had elected three members of Congress, believing 
we were entitled to three. One of those was rejected on account of 
there not being sufficient population, and two were admitted to their 
seats, and the Senators were admitted at the same time to the Senate 
of the United States. 7 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator from Missouri will permit me, I should 
like to call his attention to another case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missonri yield 
to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Missouri thinks there is no case 
except that of Michigan which is on a parallel with this case of Dakota. 
I want to call his attention to the case of the admission of the State of 
Kansas. He professed some lack of knowledge of how Kansas got in. 
A few vacancies occurred about that time and we wanted a State or 
two to make up the quorum in the general list of States, and so Kansas 
gotin. It was admitted on the 29th day of January, 1861. On the 
very next day, the 30th of January, as the debate in the Globe before 
me discloses, the following occurred in the House of Representatives: 
F ple Grow. The member from the State of Kansas is present and ready to 

sworn in, 

Martin F. Conway, Re mtative from the State of Kansas, then a 
and took the usual oath jiannn the Constitution of the United sor i 

Mr. Conway had been here waiting on the proceedings of Congress 
for the admission of the State under the Wyandotte constitution for 
several months, and he served out the remainder of the term for which 
he had been elected; that is, the residue of the two years’ term. He 
had been elected at the time of holding the regular election for mem- 
bers of Congress in the States of the Union. The question was dis- 
cussed in this body also, and among the persons who discussed it very 
fully was one of the Senator's predecessors in this body, Mr. Green, of 
the State of Missouri, and as a general thing the Missourians about 
that time knew pretty well what was going on in Kansas, and if there 
was any chance to find a joint in the Kansas harness they found it. 
Mr. Green was a man who was quick of wit, I have been told, and I 
think the State of Missouri regards him now as one of the ablest men 
that ever held a seat on this floor from that State. 

Mr. HARRISON. There has been a succession in that line. 

Mr. VEST. What is that? - 

Mr. HARRISON. TheSenator from Kansas said that Senator Green 
of Missouri was distinguished for his wit. Isay that succession has 
been keptup. f 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Missouri spoke of the fact that part 
of the Territory of Dakota had been carved out, and the Senator from 
South Carolina commented on that fact as an evidence of the revolu- 
tionary character of these proceedings. When the constitutional con- 
vention of the State of Kansas came to fix the boundaries of that State, 
the new free State of Kansas, they took about two-thirds of the Terri- 
tory of Kansas. Instead of taking the entire Territory extending as it 
did from the Missouri River to the crest of the Rocky Mountains, they 
took the first fonr hundred miles of the east portion of that Territory and 
named that part in the constitution as the State of Kansas in case it 
should be admitted. 

Mr. Green, one of the Senators from Missouri, proposed to amend by 
making the larger boundary, and he made reference to what the Sen- 
ator quoted from H. J. Campbell as to the Louisiana treaty and the 
right to demand admission on account of the terms of that treaty. Mr. 
Green said: 


Mr. GREEN. I have but one word to myo reply. Itistrue, under the Louisi- 
ana treaty there was a stipulation that they should be admitted as States—and 
1 pressed this upon the attention of Congress two years ago—but the time was 
nevernamed, The circumstances under which they were to be admitted depend 
upon the sound discretion of Congress. It is also true that the Senator from Ili- 
nois takes an improper position when he says the people of are satisfied 
with these boundaries, and that he is willing to put in a portion of Nebraska if 
the people of Nebraska are so. Why,sir, when these Territories were organized 
there was a special provision put into the Territorial bill reserving the right to 
change the boundaries as we pleased. 


I speak of that to show that the question of the boundaries of the 
proposed State of Kansas were different from those of the Territory of 
Kansas, and that fact was specially referred to in the Senate; and yet 
that State was received in that turbulent time, when there was revo- 
lution cropping up around us; so he need not go far away off fora 
parallel case. No one ects | Suey that the people of Kansas had 
adopted a revolutionary p ing by reason of the fact that they had 
changed their boundaries, but it was freely conceded that they had a 
right to do it, and no one suggested that because they had (as they did 
at the time they adopted the constitution) elected a governor, lienten- 
ant-governor, and every State officer, including district judges and su- 
preme court judges, as Minnesota had done, they put themselves in a 
position of revolution to the General Government, nor that that followed 
because they had elected a member of Congress who was here waiting, 
cooling his heels in the anteroom of the House of Representatives, wait- 
ing for Congress to admit that State into the Union and ready to take 
his seat, as he did the very next day. Neither was that suggested as 
an evidence of the fact that the people of Kansas were in a state of rev- 
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olution; and it presents, as I think, a perfectly parallel case to that of 
the citizens of Dakota who are now asking admission here as a State 
by reason of the fact that they have agreed on certain boundaries and 
adopted a constitution to govern that particular territory. 

Mr. VEST. Well, Mr. President, I confess frankly that I really did 
not know how Kansas was admitted into the Union. I made an ex- 
amination as to the respective States that have been admitted from a 
Territorial condition, and I did not find any act of Congress for the 
admission of the State of Kansas. I say this with due deference to 
the statement of my friend from Kansas that the Missourians were and 
are very cognizant of the affairs of the State of Kansas. That is very 
natural. A large portion of our personal property found its way into 
that State and needed looking after from time to time; but let that be 
as it may, we have had no undue solicitude in regard to the affairs of 
Kansas, but only a friendly interest in her welfare. 

Now the Senator from Illinois says that revolution has never been 
charged as to the admission of these other States which have organized 
a State government and come here with elected Senators. No Terri- 
tory in this Union ever before came to Con, with sucha declaration 
as we find from the State executive committee of the Territory of Da- 


kota, 

Mr. HARRISON. Why, Mr. President, has the Senator in mind 
the declaration of the State of Tennessee which I read yesterday ? 

Mr. VEST. The people of Tennessee, I undertake to say, never 
openly declared that they could exist as a State without any action on 
the part of Congress. 

Mr. HARRISON. I read yesterday from Hough’s American Con- 
stitutions the message sent to the Senate and House of Representatives 
by the State organization that had been formed there, and it contained 
a notification that on a particular day named the Territorial govern- 
ment would cease and the State government would assume its powers. 

Mr. VEST, I understand that they did, but at the same time it 
was stated in the debates in Congress and by the representatives of the 
State of T that they made profert and offer of that constitution 
for the action of Congress. 

Mr. HARRISON. Is not that done here ? 

Mr. VEST. They thought they would be admitted as a State be- 
fore a certain day, and they undertook to hurry up the action of Con- 


Mr. HARRISON. I ask the Senatorif that profertis not made here 
in the constitution of the proposed State of Dakota, accompanied by a 
tful memorial, and whether the last clause of the constitution 
adopted there does not expressly stay the hands of her State officers 
until Congress acts. $ 

Mr. VEST. Yes, Mr. President, the Senator has anticipated my 
argument. Here is the declaration with which these persons come to 
Congress; I have read it before, and I will read it now in answer to the 
Senator from Illinois particularly. They do not come here and make 
a respectful profert of a constitution. They do not come and say, 
“ Here is our constitution; we ask you to recognize usas a State.” The 
whole issue in this case is, Does the power to make a State rest in Con- 
gress, or does it rest in a collection of individuals in a Territory? That 
is the whole of it, and we are bound to take one side or the other. I 
assert that this address declares that the State exists by virtue of their 
action and irrespective of any action had by Congress in the matter at 
all; either that or the English language has lost all significance. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator allow me to correct him? He 
is not reading from the memorial addressed to Co at all; he is 
reading from an address issued by this State executive committee to 
the people of Dakota. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRISON. Not from the memorial. I have the memorial 
if he wants to hear it. 

Mr. VEST. Iam reading an authoritative and official declaration, 
if such terms can be used in connection with this proceeding, from the 
recognized and organized State executive committee created by the con- 
yention that made this constitution. 

Mr. HARRISON. That may be true, but the Senator said he was 
talking of the attitudein which they adi themselyes to Congress. 
Their memorial to Congress is not what he is reading. 

Mr. VEST. With all due deference to the Senator that is an evasion 
of the whole argument. These men have put before the world their 
status in this case. They have set forth and crystallized in the form of 
an address to their own people their rights and their claims, and what 
are they? This is a public document, it is an official document. Is 
it necessary to thrust it on the desk of the Secretary of the Senate in 
order that we may take of it? It comes from that conven- 
tion, it comes from the only authority they recognize so far as State- 
hood is concerned. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator need not attempt to put me in the 
position of evading anything; I have not that habit in debate. I sim- 
ply corrected the Senator as to his description of the document, but he 
is entirely welcome to allhe can get out of that as an official document. 

Mr. VEST. I shall useit withoutany permission. What isthe lan- 
guage of this address put before the people of Dakota, and which they 
accept as the voice of that convention and which is their platform, so to 
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speak, in all this matter? They claim that they have the right to ad- 
mission into the Union whenever in their judgment they have sufli- 
cient population and resources to entitle them to becomeaState. These 
are constitutional and legal rights, they say, growing out of the ordi- 
nance of 1787. Ido not care what Mr. Green said about it or about 
the Louisiana purchase; I say the Supreme Court of the United States 
decided that, irrespective of the ordinance of 1787 or the purchase from 
Napoleon of the Louisiana territory, under the Constitution of the United 
States Congress and Congress alone can create a State or admit it into 
the Union. Congress can repeal any treaty; Congress can tear up any 
stipulation or condition in any cession of territory, and the very day 
that it becomes our territory the impress and stamp of the Constitution 
of the United States is put upon it and it is subject to such rules and 
regulations as Congress may make. Yet these men assert here and 
proclaim it officially— 

These are constitutional and | i ngress 
to set aside and can only fraka pany etn bong ae prirni open thn Bees 
of the Senate last winter, by brute force. 

That is, outside of the law, outside of the Constitution, like a set of 
ruffians and brigands we can take them by the throat, but if we doit, 
we do an illegal, an unconstitutional, and disgraceful act. I deny it. 
The power exists in Congress and Congress alone, and I say this pro- 
ceeding is revolutionary. It can be nothing else, for it is outside of 
the decisions of the Supreme Court and the decisions of the Senate. 

But I come now to the provision alluded to yesterday by the Sena- 
tor- from Indiana and to-day by the Senator from Illinois, which they 
say is the salve of this whole matter. This is St. Jacob’s Oil, that takes 
away all pain. Look at it. 

After they had organized a State government, elected their officers, 
provided for taxation, provided for schools, provided to restrict corpora- 
tions, done everything that is done under the State constitutions, as 
they say, of Pennsylvania and of Illinois, now here is the only solitary 
thing that looks toward any limitation of the powers of that State 
Legislature: 

Sec. 32, Nothing in this constitution or schedule contained shall be construed 
to authorize the lature to exercise any powers except such as are neces- 
sary to its organization to elect United States Senators, to provide and pass 
means and measures necessary preliminary and incident to admission to the - 
Union and to assemble and reassemble and adjourn from time to time; neither 
to authorize any officer of the executive or administrative departments to exer- 
cise any powers of his office except such as may be preliminary and incident to 
admi n tothe Union; nor to authorize any oficer of the judiciary depart- 
ment to exercise any of the duties of his ofice until the State of Dakota shall 
have been regularly admitted into the Union, except such as may be authorized 
by the Congress of the United States. 

What is this but a declaration of sovereignty, with a limitation on 
the powers of the Legislature? Here they exercise and provide for ex- 
ercising the highest attribute of sovereignty known to the Constitution 
of the United States, and that is the election of two Senators to repre- 
sent a State. But more than that, they provide that means may be 
provided by the Legislature to secure the admission of the State. What 
means? I take it money appropriated to pay the expenses of the State 
executive committee, with Campbell at his head, to come here and se- 
cure this Statehood for the people of Dakota. The judges are not to 
act, but they are still judges. The governor is not to act as governor, 
but still he sanctions certain measures that are necessary to secure ad- 
mission into the Union. It is a State outside the Union. Can sucha 
thing exist under our Constitution? What Senator here, even under 
the plea of the mad necessity of party, can assert such a principle as 
that? Why is it a State? 

The Senator from Illinois says it is a proposition. 
tion? That Legislature is now in session. It adjourns from day to 
day. Its receives its minister plenipotentiary and envoy extraordi- 
nary to the Congress of the United States as if he came from Austria 
or Germany. Mr. Campbell is received with plaudits from the gal- 
leries, loaded with bouquets, and receives the thanks of the Legislature 
of the State of Dakota for his extraordinary success in obtaining recog- 
nition at the hands of the Senate of this State executive committee of 
A — that exists only in the imagination of these gentlemen at Sioux 

I suppose, as a matter of course, what I may say avails nothing so 
far as actual results are concerned. I do not accuse my friends on the 
other side with wanting three more electoral votes. Oh, no; I do not 
ascribe to them any partisan feeling in this matter, although I have 
been placarded and blackguarded through all the press of that inter- 
esting and growing community called Dakota for having exercised my 
constitutional privilege in objecting to their Statehood, because I made 
objection to the admission of two States out of that Territory into the 
Union. The Rocky Mountain Banner of Freedom, the Prairie Courier, 
and the Yankton Almanac have lived almost for the last two years by 
attacking me, but I still survive and am able to make a ‘‘ few feeble 
remarks” in the same direction which tempted my first effort. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. : 

Mr. PLUMB. He hassaid a great deal about this State being out of 
the Union. ThatIcan understand; that I have heard something about 
before; but when he talks about our getting three electoral votes by 
reason of it I do not understand him. How are we going to get three 
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electoral votes in the electoral college of the United States from a State 
outside of the Union? 

Mr. VEST. I have seen many strange thi I do not know 
whether these people will undertake to give electoral votes in the next 
election or not. If they do, it will be about on a par with what they 
have done. They would have as much right to go to the electoral col- 
lege and cast three votes as they have had to organize a State govern- 
ment. I want them to pass through the ordeal other States have, the 
discriminating judgment of Congress. 

Mr. LOGAN, ey have done that, and you have voted it down 
twice. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not blame my friend from Illinois for his zeal in 
this matter. If I were disposed to be ill-natured I might say that he 
and theSenator from Indiana anticipated that these votes might become 
very essential in the future. 

Now, the Senator says we voted down the proposition. We have 
never voted it down. 

Mr. LOGAN. I know what has been done. 

Mr. VEST. ‘These people have never come here and proposed to 
bring in a State of Dakota composed of the whole Territory. They 
divided the Territory themselves without our consent, and when we 
undertake to show that it ought not be divided and that the popula- 
tion is not sufficient for any such scheme as this, then those of us who 
o it are told that we are partisans actuated by a desire to deprive 
thao people of their equal and constitutional rights in the Union ! 

Mr. LOGAN. Ifthe Senator refers to me in what he says about par- 
tisans I think he makes a mistake. He was the Senator who insinuated 
that persons might desire to get States in for the purpose of getting 
electoral votes. He ought not to insinuate that and then try to cast an 
aspersion on others that they were acting from isan motives. I said 
nothing about partisan motives, except that I referred back to the lan- 
guage that he had used, and said perhaps the same reason would apply 
for keeping out votes as would apply for getting them in. That wasall 
I said, and I said that in a low tone of voice. 

Mr. VEST. I make no assault on the Senator from Illinois. He is 
like myself. I make no pretensions to be an esthetic statesman. I 
suppose I am a politician. I fight for my party, and hope always to 
doso. I am perfectly satisfied with my party. It represents, I be- 
lieve, the sound constitutional theories of this Government. I never 
rose to that esthetic pedestal where I could not tell a friend from a foe. 
The Senator from Illinois has never been accused of that, nor have I. 
Therefore I meant nothing personal. I simply meant to say that if the 
members of this body, in view of the record which these people have 
made, now can undertake to say in view of their declarations that there 
is no ground here to believe that they are acting without regard to the 
will of the Congress of the United States, then I must conclude that 
some partisan feeling has entered into a discussion which should ad- 
mit of only the most impartial consideration and action. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr, President, I desire simply to take the floor. 
As the hour of 2 o'clock has arrived and there is other business, I 
will give way. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the joint resolution (S. R. 
1) filling existing vacancies in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian 
Institution. 

JOINT RULES FOR THE TWO HOUSES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the duty of the Chair to lay be- 
fore the Senate the unfinished business, which is the concurrent reso- 
lution concerning the joint rules for the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives. The pending amendment, moved by the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. INGALLS], will be read. b 

The CHIEF CLERK. In Rule IX, paragraph 2, line 8, after the word 
“agreed,” strike out ‘‘unless it becomes necessary to change the text 
in order to perfect the bill after amendment.” 

Mr. FRYE. Ido not think that amendment helps the rule at all; 
neither does it hurt it at all, and if the Senator who proposed it de- 
sires it, I have no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be read. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think upon reflection, after hearing the observa- 
tions made by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], perhaps the 
amendment should be modified so as to provide that conference com- 
mittees shall only make such changes in the text as are necessary to 
harmonize the bill with the amendments in language. That was the 
object I had in view, and I understand that all those who have spoken 
agree that that ought to be done, that the liberty of a conference com- 
mittee ought to extend no further than that. Therefore I will submit 
such a modification of my amendment as will bring about that result, 
changing the clause so that it shall read: 

Unless it becomes necessary to change the text in order to harmonize the text 
with the amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. I see no objection to that, and I think that will accom- 
plish all that the Senator desires. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The precise language of the amend- 
ment will be written by the Secretary and reported. 


Mr. FRYE. In the last line, clause 2, strike out the word “‘ perfect” 
and insert the word ‘‘ harmonize.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment as modified will be 
read. 

Mr. FRYE. Strike out the word “‘ bill,’’ in the same line, and in- 
sert the word ‘‘text,’”? and strike out ‘‘after’’ and insert “with” and 
also the word ‘‘the.’’ 

. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read as modified. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 9, after the word ‘‘to,’’ it is moved 
to strike out the words ‘‘ perfect the bill after” and insert the words 
“ harmonize the text with the ;’’ so as to read : 

Unless it becomes necessary to change the text in order to harmonize the 
text with the amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the whole part of the rule containing that subject 
be read as it will read if amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : i 

It shall not be in order for a conference committee to consider or include 
in their report matter on a subject not in dispute between their respective 
Houses; nor shall the committee change the text of a bill, joint or concurrent 
resolution, to which"both Houses have agreed, unless it becomes necessary to 
change the text in order to harmonize the text with the amendment, 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, that rule as now proposed makes a very 
serious change, as I understand it, in the parliamentary law in regard to 
conference committees, and one which in some important emergencies — 
one, particularly, where a measure was under the charge of my honor- 
able friend from Maine, himself and others—which may arise, would 
have been found very inconvenient and will be so found hereafter. 
That is, it prohibits a conference except upon mattérs where a dispute 
has already arisen between the two Houses. ji 

In the history of legislative bodies it is often found exceedingly con- 
venient to accompany an original proposition with a request for a con- 
ference committee, without waiting for a dispute, in order that a dispute 
may not arise. Suppose, with these joint rules in force, we were ap- 
proaching the end of a Congress instead of being at its beginning; sup- 
pose we were approaching some occasion when the existence of these 
joint rules should be found very important, we should send down an 
original proposition to the other House with a request for a conference. 
That is perfectly in order. It is just what the Senator from Maine did 
with one bill—I have forgotten now what it was, but something relat- 
ing to theshipping proposition, I think. Wemade a new amendment, 
and the question was discussed of his right to move a conference, but 
we sent down, on his motion, the proposition with an original request 
for a conference. — 

It seems to me this rule should be so modified as to limit the prohi- 
bition to dealing with matters not in dispute between the two Houses, 
only to measures where matters in dispute between the two Houses 
have been committed to committees of conference, that they shall not 
thenfgo beyond the borders of their jurisdiction and undertake to agree 
upon something out of their own head which has not been submitted 
to either of the two Houses. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the case to which the Senator from 
Massachusetts refers does not bear the interpretation he places upon it, 
and historically it does not sustain his position. The fact was that we 
passed a bill in this body, and when it was sent over to the House of 
Representatives we accompanied it with a request for a committee of 
conference. That is the only way. We can not ask a committee of con- 
ference on something that never has occurred. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. Allow me to recall the 
history. The House sent upa bill on some subject connected with com- 
merce, The Senator from Maine desired to annex te that bill a propo- 
sition originating here in regard to, if I recollect aright, the removal 
of certain taxes and burdens upon American shipping—pilot dues and 
other things. He desired to lose no time, in the first place, by having 
the House disagree and then the message come asking for a conference 
committee, and he desired in the next place to have the advantage which 
the right to report atany time of a conference committee in the House 
would givehis measure there. So he moved his amendment, which was 
an original proposition here, It was adopted, and then the Senate asked 
for a committee of conference. 

Mr. ete That amendment was first adopted in the Senate 
to the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly; but before the House had disagreed to it. 

Mr. INGALLS. Very true. 

Mr. HOAR. There was no controversy, therefore, between the two 
branches. In that debate it was clearly shown by precedents which 
were looked up and cited that you might within the parliamentary 
law ask for a conference committee when you sent down an original 
proposition. 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly; but that does not change the aspect of 
the case that we are now considering. The motion for a committee of 
conference was sent down with the amendment in advance for the pur- 
pose simply, as the Senator says, of obtaining a parliamentary advan- 
tage in point of time. It does not change at all the question that is 
involved in my amendment. It was merely the effort on the part of 
the Senate to get a parliamentary advantage. It can not be considered 
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in any way whatever as bearing upon the question whether or not con- 
ference committees ought to be limited to amendments that have been 
considered by either House, or whether they shall be at liberty to play 
whatever tricks they please with the text of bills that are submitted 
to them for consideration. 

Mr. HOAR. My remark was not addressed at all to the Senator’s 
amendment, which I agreeto. It has nothing todo withit. The Sen- 
ator misconceived it. I asked for the reading of the whole rule and 
then pointed out to the Senate the fact that the rule as drawn would 
change the parliamentary law so that the House never could ask for a 
committee of conference unless a dispute first had arisen. This is the 
language: 

It shall not be in order for a conference committee to consider or include in 
their report matter or subjects not in dispute between their respective Houses. 

You may have a conference in advance of disagreement. That is no 
part of the Senator’s amendment; the amendment does not affect that; 
that is in the original rule. It seems to me, therefore, that this rule 
should be so limited, not the part the Senator has moved to amend but 
the other part, as to prohibit them when a matter in dispute has been 
committed to them from going beyond it. $ 

Mr. INGALLS. Now take the case to which the Senator has just 
called my attention; had not a dispute arisen ? 

Mr. HOAR. No. 

Mr. INGALLS. Why? Whenever the Senate adopted an amend- 
ment to the House bill a dispute had arisen, and the only question was 
whether we should bring it to the attention of the House of Representa- 
tives by asking a conference committee before or after they had acted 
on the Senate amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. The dispute had not arisen parliamentarily until that 
amendment had gone down to the House and they had non-concurred 
in the amendment. But still, whether that be true or not in that case, 
it is very well settled, and will be very often found convenient, that 
we may do what was then done. We might pass an original bill on 
the last day of the session, and, knowing that if there were a day’s de- 
Jay the bill would be lost, we might desire to communicate to the Honse 
formally and officially the reasons that had governed us in the 
of the bill or resolution before the House acted upon itat all. That is, 
the object of the conference might be to prevent a dispute ever arising; 
and although that is a rare occasion in our American parliamentary 
history, it is something which may arise in very important cases, There 
is no earthly reason for tying up the parliamentary powers of the two 
bodies by prohibiting that. ; 

Mr. FRYE. I think the Senator is slightly mistaken. The bill to 
which he refers was a bill which came from the House, was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and by the committee amendments to it 
were reported, and when I reported it to the Senate and action was 
had I moved all of the recommendations of the Senate committee as 
amendments to the House bill. Then I moved a committee of confer- 
ence. A discussion arose on the point as to whether or not I could 
move a committee of conference, there being no dispute. The author- 
ities which I cited satisfied the presiding officer that I was right, be- 
cause under parliamentary rule a dispute has arisen the very moment 
an amendment has been made by one House to the other’s proposition. 
That is a parliamentary construction, and it was the construction given 
then. 

Now, if the Senator will observe, I have provided in this rale for 
exactly that case, which never before was provided for in a rule of the 
Senate, in the first clause: 

When a bill, joint or concurrent resolution, has passed one House and been 
amended in the other, itshall be in order to move a committee of conference. 

The whole struggle over that proposition of mine was on the question 
whether or not in parliamentary view I had a right to move a confer- 
ence, there having been an amendmentonly and no non-concurrence and 
no insistence, and the Chair decided according to parliamentary law, 
which is, that the moment an amendment is adopted by one House to a 
bill of the other, that moment a dispute commences between the two 
Houses, and concurrence or refusal to concur and insistence are not at all 
necessary to establish that position where a conference may be asked. 
Now under this rule I have so far amended the previous practice as to 
make provision for exactly that case where one House proposes an amend- 
ment. 

I desired to goone step further and to put into the rule that you might 
ask a conference on a bill sent originally from one House to the other 
House. I examined the authorities with a good deal of care, and could 
find in all only two occasions where it had ever been attempted in Con- 
gress, and I found on examining the authorities on parliamentary law 
that they were all against it, and I gave it up. I have made one ad- 
yance in this rule from anything that was ever done ina rule, that upon 
an amendment being offered you might call for a committee of confer- 
ence; and that was the case which I had exactly. 

Mr. HOAR. But the thing was put by the Senate, if I am notvery 
much mistaken; of course I shall defer to the recollection of my friend 
from Maine who had charge of that matter, but I feel quite confident 
that the Senate went on the ground that it was not necessary that a 


dispute should have arisen, and that you might ask fora conference in 
advance of a dispute. I move this amendment to the rale—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. There is one amendment pending to 
a part of the rule. 

Mr. HOAR. Let that be agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Let the amendment be read again. Ithink it requires, 
for good language, another amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. . The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 9, paragraph 2 of Rule IX, strike out 
ret “perfect” and insert ‘‘harmonize the text with; ” so as to 


It shall not be in order for a conference committee to consider or include in 
their report matter or subjects not in dispute between their respective Houses, 
nor shall the committee ge the textof a bill, joint or concurrent resolution, 
to which both Houses have agreed, unless it becomes necessary to change the 
text in order to harmonize the text with the amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask that the first two words, ‘‘ the text,” be stricken 
out and ‘‘it’’ substituted. 

Mr. INGALLS. Iam not entirely satisfied with the language that 
has beensuggested even yet. One of the great masters of human phrase- 
ology has suggested to me language that I think will be a great deal 
better, and that is to insert the words ‘‘ to conform the text to the. ” 
‘*Harmonize’’ isa vague word, with many significations, and I suggest 
that the amendment be “‘ to conform the text to the.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s amendment as modi- 
fied will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The proposed amendment is to strike out the 
words ‘‘perfect the bill after” and insert the words ‘‘conform the 
text to the;’’ so as to read: 

Unless it becomes necessary to change the text in order to conform the text 
to the amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Now,I move at the beginning to amend the second 
clause of article 9, after the word ‘‘ Houses,” in the fourth line, by 
inserting these words: g 

Whenever a matter in dispute between the two Houses is committed to a con- 
ference committee— 

Then, in line 5, strike out the words ‘‘a conference’’ and insert the 
word ‘‘ said;’’ so as to read: 

Whenever a matter in dispute between the two Houses is committed to a con- 
ference committee it shall not be in order for said committee to consider or 
pad in their report matter or subjects not in dispute between their respective 

ouses, 

That will prevent the rule from making, as it now does, an absolute 
prohibition of ever asking a conference committee on a matter which 
is not in dispute. 

Mr. FRYE. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 4, after the word ‘‘ Houses,” insert: 

Whenever a matter in dispute between the two Houses is committed to a 
conference committee. 

So as to read: 

Whenever a matter in dispute between the two Houses is committed to a con- 
ference committee, it shall not be in order for said committee to consider or 
ieciuae in their report matter or subjects not in dispute between their respective 

ouses, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. FRYE. Let the Chief Clerk read the whole clause as it will be 
after the amendment. I do not know that I got it exactly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

- TheCHIEF CLERK. In Rule IX, paragraph 2, line 4, after the word 
“t Houses,” insert: 

Whenever a matter in dispute between the two Houses is committed toa cons 
ference committee— 

So as to read: 

2. All committees of conference shall meet at the call of their chairman, and 
shall state verbally or in writing, as they may choose, the reasons for the actions 
of their respective Houses touching the amendment or amendments in dispute 
between the two Houses. Whenever a matter in dispute between the two 
Houses is committed to a conference committee, it shall not bein order for said 
committee to consider or include in their report matter or subjects not in dispute 
between their respective Houses, nor shall the committee change the text of a 
bill, joint or coneurrent resolution, to which both Houses have agreed, unless 
it becomes necessary to change the text in order to conform the text to the 
amendment, 

Mr. FRYE. Ido not like the repetition of the words ‘‘the text” 
there. š 

Mr. HOAR. That does not come into my amendment. That does 
not affect this matter at all. 

Mr. FRYE. That is true. Ido not see how the Senator’s amend- 
ment effects the purpose which he was seeking. 

Mr. HOAR. As the rule is now drawn it declares henceforth as a 
principle of parliamentary law for this Congress that it shall not be in 
order in either branch of Congress to ask for a conference committee 
unless a dispute has already arisen. In my judgment it is now within 
the parliamentary law to make that request. Certainly it can do no 
harm, and I desire to preserve that authority. The rule does not in 
the least affect in the case provided for by the Senator from Kansas 
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the original rule. It simply changes the phraseology, the sentence 
meaning exactly what it does now, so as not to include that case. That 
is all. 

Mr. FRYE. I have no objection to that. I fail to see how it does 
= = htest harm, even under my view of the rule. 

OAR. It does not, of course, do any harm. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no objection the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Nowif the President will have the Chief Clerk read the 
last three lines of clause 2, I want to change them. There are three 
repetitions of the words ‘‘ the text,” which seem to me offensive. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Nor shall the committee change the text oK a bill, joint or Leonean resolu- 
bray es penia both Houses have -less it becomes necessary to change 


Mr. FRYE. Now putin ‘‘it” instead of “the text;”’ so as to read 
‘becomes necessary to change it.’? 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the last line strike out “the text” and in- 
sert ‘‘it;’? so as to read: 

Unless it becomes necessary to change it in order to conform the text to the 
amendment, 

Mr. FRYE. ‘In order to conform it.” 

Mr. INGALLS. The words ‘‘change the text” might as well all be 
strickenout. Those words are not necessary to the sense. 

Mr. FRYE. Those four words may as well come out. ‘‘ Unless it 
becomes necessary in order to conform the text to the amendment” 


would be better. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine proposes 
to strike out the words ‘‘ change the text.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now recurs on the 
adoption of the popros ninth joint rule as amended. 

The rule was adop 

The PRESIDENT pre pro tem ipore. Are there further amendments? 

Mr. FRYE. The te as in Committee of the Whole has gone 
through with all the clauses of these joint rules. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on the adop- 
tion of the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has it been reported to the Senate? 

Mr. FRYE. It has not been reported to the Senate. It is necessary 
now to report it to the Senate with amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further amendments 
proposed the resolution will be reported to the Senate. 

The concurrent resolution was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. FRYE. Task that the vote on the amendments may be taken 


mos: PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. The Chair will 
put the question on the amendments in gross unless a separation be 
called for. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the concurrent resolution ye for joint rules. 

The resolution was agreed to + 


CHANGE oF NAMES OF BANKS, 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senate to consider at this time Senate bill 
No. 382, order of business 3, being a bill to authorize the Merchants’ 
National Bank of Little Rock, Ar ., to change its name to the First 
National Bank of Little Rock. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like, with the leave of my friend from Tenn- 
essee, to have the unfinished business, which is the district court bill, 
laid before the Senate. I will then consent that it be laid aside in- 
formally for any other business. I do not desire any action on it to- 


da; 

Nir. HARRIS. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill in order is the bill 
(S. 6) fixing the salaries of the several judges of the United States dis- 
trict courts at $5,000 per annum, and for other , pending which 
the Senator from Massachusetts yields to the r from Tennessee. 

Mr. HOAR. No, it is to be laid aside informally. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It is proposed that the pending bill 
be laid aside informally with a view to consider the next bill on the 
Calendar. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The bill (S. 382) to authorize the Merchants’ National Bank of Lit- 
tle Rock, Ark., to change its name to the First National Bank of Little 
Rock was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iask the Senator from Massachusetts to yield 
to me to have the next bill on the Calendar passed. It is a bill of the 
same character precisely as that just acted on, simply to change a 
bank’s name. 

-The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent to nid aside the pending bill with a view to con- 
sider Senate bill No. 126 


On 
-| Mitchell of Pennsylvana, Cullom, Pi 


no objection, the bill (S. 126) to change the name of the 
National oral Bank of W. of Winona was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. CAMERON. Iask to be relieved from service upon the Com- 
mittee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

The request was acceded to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Task the Senate to excuse me from further serv- 
ice upon the Committee on Mines and 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks to 
be relieved from further service upon the Committee on Mines and 
Mining. That will be considered as agreed to unless objection be 
made. 

Mr. CHACE. I ask to be excused from further service upon the 
Committee on Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island asks 
to be excused from further service upon the Committee on Claims, 
That request will be considered as agreed to if there be no objection. 
How shall the vacancies be filled? 

Several SENATORS. By the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will be so ordered if there be no 
objection; and the Chair appoints the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCH- 
ELL] to fill the vacancies upon the Committee on Claims, the Commit- 
tee on Mines and Mining, the Committee on Railroads, and the Com- 
mittee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard. 


COMMITTEES. 


The committees as now arranged are as follows: 
STANDING COMMITTEES. 


On Agriculture and rabast earns Miller of New York (chairman), Blair, 
Plumb, Van Wyck, Sawyer, George, Fair, Gibson, and Jones of Arkansas, 

On A} ions—Messrs. Allison (chairman), Dawes, Plumb, Hale, Mahone, 
Beck, krell, Call, Gorman, and Logan. 

To Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate—Messrs. Jones of Ne- 
= chairman), oy gH and Vance. 

ivil Service and Retrenchment—Messrs. Hawley (chairman), Dawes, Mitch- 
ell Hert rhb adr Miller of California, Pike, Voorhees, Walthall, Wilson of 
Maryland, and Berry. 

On Claims—Messrs. Pike (chairman), Hi Dolph, Spooner, Jackson, Fair, 
Jones of Arkansas, Gra ry and Mitchell ‘of Ores 

On Coast Defenses—Messrs. Dolph bof Oregon. Cameron, Sewell, Hawley, 
Maxey, McPherson, and Fair. 

On merce—Messrs. McMillan (chairman), Jones of Ea Ny Conger, Frye. 
Miller of New York, Dolph, Cameron, Ransom, Coke, Vest, Gorman, Jones of 
Florida, and Kenna, 

On the District o ; Brene neg pem Ingalls (chairman), D nrg; Pike, 
Palmer, Miller of ifornia, Harris, Vance, Brown, and B. 

On Education and Labor—Messrs. Blair (chairman), anona Miller of New 
York, Bowen, Palmer, Call, Pugh, Payne, and Walthall. 

On Engrossed Bills—Messrs. Saulsbury (chairman), Call, and Allison. 

On Enrolled Bills—Messrs. Bowen (chairman), Sabta,and Colquitt. 

On Epidemic Diseases—Messrs. Harris (chairman), amrpton, Eustis, Sewell, 
Spooner, Stanford, and Berry. 

To Examine the Several Brahh of the Civil Service—Messrs, Sabin (chairman), 
Cullom, Allison, Hampton, and Gray. 

On Expenditures of ic Paean A Cullom (chairman), Harrison, Plumb, 
Platt, Beck, Kenna, and Gibson. 

On 'Finance—Messrs. Morrill (chairman), Sherman, Jones of TETOS sane 
Aldrich, Miller of New York, Voorhees, Beck McPherson, Harris, and 

On Fisheries—Messrs. Palmer (chairman), Sewell, Dawes, Stanford, Morgan, 
Harris, and Gray. 

On Foreign Relations—Messre. Miller of California Scena Sherman, Ed- 
munds, Frye, Evarts, Morgan, Brown, Saulsbury, and Payn 

the Improvement of the Mississippi River—Messrs, Van Wyck (chairman), 
€, Cockrell, George. and Eustis. 
On Indian Affairs—Messrs. Dawes (chairman), Ingalls, Harrison, Bowen, Sabin, 
Matori Morgan, Hampton, and Jones of Arkansas. 

On the Judiciary—Messrs. Edmunds (chairman), Ingalls, McMillan, Hoar, Wil- 
son of Iowa, Evarts, Pugh, Coke, Vest, and Jackson. 

On the Library—Messrs, Sewell (chairman), Hoar, and Voorhees. 

On Manufactures—Messré. Riddleberger (chairman), Sabin, Mitchell of Penn- 
sylvania, Stanford, Colquitt, Butler,and Walthall, 

On Military Affairs—Messrs. Logan (chairman), Sewell, Cameron, Harrison, 
Hawley, Manderson, Cockrell, Hampton, Camden, and Walthall. 

On Mines and Mining—Messts. Teller (chairman), Jones of Nevada, Van Wyck, 
ir son Fair, Camden, and Mitchell of Oregon. 

Naval Affairs—Messrs. Cameron (chairman), Hale, Eee Riddleberger, 
Stanford, McPherson, Jonesof Florida, Butler, and Blackbu 

On Patents—Messrs. Platt (onata), Mitchell of Pennaytrania Chace, Teller, 
Camden, Jones of Arkansas,and Gra 

On Pensions—Messrs. Mitchell of Pounsylv ania (chairman), Blaff, Van Wyck, 
r = Sewell, eecreens Camden, Colquitt, and Payne. 

Offices and Post-Roads—Messrs. Conger (chairman), Sawyer, Wilso: 
otlows: Mahone, Chace, Maxey, Saulsbury, Colquitt, and Wilson of Marylan 

Oa Printing— Messrs. Manderson (chairman), Hawley, and Gorman. 

On Private Land Claims—Messrs. Ransom (chairman), Colquitt, Eustis, Ed- 
munds, and Evarts. 

On Privileges and Elections—Messrs. Hoar (chairman), Frye, Teller, Evarts, 
Saulsbury, Vance, Pugh, George, and Logan. 

On Public Buildings and Grounds—Messrs. Mahone (chairman), Morrill, Stan- 
ford, Spooner, Jones of Florida, Vest, and Camden. 

On Public Lands—Messrs, Plumb (chairman), Blair, Van Wyck, Dolph, Teller, 
Morgan, Cockrell, Walthall, and Berry. 

On Railroads—Messrs. Sawyer (chairman), Hawley, Sewell, Sabin, Cullom, 
Brown, Kenna, George, Blackburn, Eustis, and Mitchell of Oregon. 

On the Revision of the Laws of the United States—Messrs, Wilson of Iowa (chair- 
man), Piatt, Hale, Kenna, and Wilson of Maryland. 

On Revolutionary Claims—Messrs. Jones of Florida (chairman), Coke, Pugh, 
MeMillan, and Chace. 
On Rules—Messrs. Frye (chairman), Sherman, Ingalls, Harris, and Blackburn. 
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On Territories—Messrs, Harrison) ion) apip Fiat, Conger, Cullom, Mander- 


son, Butler, Jones of aa Nor Seopa; sed 
“ie Transportation Mosses, Al Aldrich p ras Mander- 
m, Palmer, Cullom, Ginecn. Vest, Call, Butler, and Mitchell of Oregon. 


SELECT COMMITTEES, 


To Investigate Condition of Potomac River Front of Washington—Messrs, Me- 
Pherson pope nn), Ransom, Go: Conger, Sabin, Manderson, and Spooner. 
To make Provision for taking the Tenth and ascertaining the Results reof— 
ee Hale (chairman), Morrill, Sawyer, Wilson of Iowa, Coke, Jackson, and 


To Inquire into all Claims of Citizens of the ee tof 

rea ae aaa Maxey (chairman), Beck, Hoar, Harrison, and Wilson of 
rylan 

On Woman Suffrage—Messrs. Cockrell (chairman), Fair, Brown, Blair, Palmer, 


Chace, and Bowen. 

On Additional Accommodations the Library | irs rans na sini Voorhees 
(chairman), Butler, Gibson, Morri raed Miller of 

To Inquire as tothe Capacity of Steel-producing Works inthe the United Statee—Bfesars. 
Hawley ‘Setar Aldrich, Morgan, Butler, and Sewell. 

On Tra Railroad between the several States—Messrs. Cullom (chair- 
man), Platt, Miller eae New York, Gorman, and an Sapa 


Consider the Prac of Reduction of "Em ees of Senate— 
Messrs. Allison (chairman), Platt, Plumb, Miller of Now we eae A Harris, 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it 
adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PATENT OFFICE ROOMS. 


Mr. PLATT. Iask that the joint resolution of the House which 
was laid on the table yesterday be taken up at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut 
moves that the joint resolution received yesterday from the House of 
Representatives be now taken up for consideration. 

The motion was agreed to; and the joint resolution (H. Res. 1) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to use a portion of the con- 
tingent fund to fit up rooms for the Commissioner of Patents was read 
twice and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PLATT. A single word of explanation, Mr. President. The 
Commissioner of Patents has been assigned to different rooms in the 
building of the Interior Department, and it becomes necessary to fit them 
up and repair them. The Secretary of the Interior and also the Com- 
missioner of Patents think that the power exists now to take from the 
contingent fund the sum necessary for that purpose, but the Comp- 
troller of the Treasury has.doubts about it, and so they request that 
this resolution may be passed. I think there is no necessity for refer- 
ring it to a committee. I will ask, however, that 2 single amendment 
may be made; that is, after the word ‘‘necessary,” in line 7, to insert 
the words tela kad: ;” so as to read: 

s may t up and put in proper repair the rooms in the Inte- 
rae foeda buildi in st ag A 

The amendment was agreed to 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment wasordered to be engrossed and the joint resolution 
to be read the third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 


JUDICIAL SALARIES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The lar order is the bill (S. 6) 
fixing the salaries of the several judges of the United States district 
courts at $5,000 per annum, and for other purposes, the pending ques- 
tion being on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 39 minutes p, m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, December 18, 1885. 


The House metat12o0’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. H. 
MILBURN, De D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


REGENTS OF THE SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker’s table for present consideration Senate joint resolu- 
tion No. 1, filling existing vacancies in the Board of Regents of the 
Smithsonian Institution. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, after which the 
the Chair will ask for objections. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, &c., Thatthe existing vacancies in the Board of Regents of the Smith- 
sonian Institution of the class “other members of Congress” shall be filled 
by the as ip lta of John Maclean of New Jersey, Asa Gray of Massachu- 
— er i ox pee of Peunsylvania. and the nf oka of Montgomery C. 

Mei: e iF of of Washington, vice William erman, whose term has ex- 
pi and who is no longer a citizen of Washington, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

There was no objection. 

ahe joint resolution was read three times, and passed. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GOVERNOR’S ISLAND, NEW YORK, 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report of the damage by 
storm to Governor’s Island, New York Harbor, and asking an appro- 
priation for continuing the sea-wall around the island; which was 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


FORT CANBY, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting detailed estimates of the cost of protecting roads 
and public buildings at Fort Canby, Washington Territory, against the 
waters of Baker’s Bay; which was laid on the table, Rsi ordered to be 
printed. 

3 THE RULES. 

Mr. MORRISON., I call up asa privileged question the unfinished 
business. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois calls up the report 
of the Committee on Rules. The question is upon an amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, from line 62 to line 77, the following : 

**On Expenditures in the State Department, to consist of seven members; 

“On Expenditures in the Treasury De; t, to consist of seven members; 

* On Expenditures in the War Department, to consist of seven members; 

“On Expenditures in the Navy Department, to consist of seven members; 

“On Expenditures in the Post-Office Department, to consist ofseven members; 

“On Expenditures in the Interior Department, to consist of seven members; 

“On Expenditures in the Department of Justice, to consist of seven members; : 

“On Expenditures on Public Buildings, to consist of seven members,” 


and insert as follows: 
“On Public Expenditures, to consist of fifteen members.” 


Mr. SPRINGER. I have moved to strike out these various commit- 
tees and create one committee consisting of fifteen members. My ob- 
ject is not to destroy any imaginary good that these committees might 
produce if allowed to exist, but it is to bri the responsibility of mak- 
ing these investigations within such a number of members as will in- 
sure some work being done by the committees. 

I also have in view the saving of the public funds. I have been a 
member of Congress for ten years, and my observation with regard to 
these committees is that in nearly all cases, after their appointment, 
organization, and the election of a clerk, the committees practically 
cease to exist, and nothing further is done. We have been payi 
about $25,000 a year for clerks to these committees, which ee 
amount to $250,000 in the last ten years for clerkships to committees 
that have done no work, except in a few cases to which I shall refer. 

I hold in my hand indices showing the reports of these committees 
during the last two Congresses, which may be taken as a sample of the 
work generally done by these committees on Departmental expendi- 
tures. With one or two exceptions these indices show simply the ap- 
pointment of the committee and the authorization of a clerk to it; and 
there the record stops. The exception is in the case of the Committee 
on Expendituresin the Department of Justice, of which during the last 
Congress I had the honor to be the chairman. That committee made 
several reports, and was engaged very industriously, as all a 
who were members of the committee will testify, in the wor 
toit. But with this exception none of these committees during oaths 
last Congress or the preceding Congress, or for any number of years 
within my recollection except during the Forty-fourth Congress, made 
any reports whatever. 

Mr, ADAMS, of Illinois. Will my colleague allow me a question? 

* Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. is it not the purpose in forming these 
committees that they shall stand ready for the occurrence of such a ne- 
cessity for investigation as did arise in the last Congress in the case of 
the particular committee of which my colleague was chairman? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That was the intention, I have no doubt; and I 
propose that we create one committee which will be a good one and 
will stand ready to do this work, a committee consisting of fifteen mem- 
bers, which can be divided into subcommittees, and can no doubt per- 
form any work that may be required by any emergency in the future. 
But if there should arise hereafter some extraordivary occasion for in- 
vestigation, I have no doubt the House would promptly respond by cre- 
ating a special committee for that purpose. 

Mr. PETERS. The gentleman says he would like to have ‘‘ one good 
committee.” I hope he does not mean to intimate that these other 
committees have been bad. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, no; I mean nothing of the kind. The gen- 
tleman may, if he chooses, indulge in reflections of that kind, but I 
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do not. Iam talking about useful committees as distinguished from 
committees that have no work to do. 

I believe that this proposition is in the interest of economy. During 
the last ten years it has cost $250,000 to pay the clerks to these useless 
committees. The President hasset us an example of economy; I hope 
this House will respond to it by cutting off some of the useless ex- 
penditures of this body. - It is for this purpose and to secure more effi- 
cient service that I have moved this amendment. I hope it will be 
adopted. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, I trust the motion of my colleague 
[Mr. SPRINGER] will not prevail. It is based, as is every other prop- 
osition made here in opposition to the report of the committee, chiefly 
upon the assumption that it will result in iling, limiting, or cut- 
ting down expenditures of public money. My colleague [Mr. SPRING- 
ER] refers to the expense that is to result trom the employment of 
clerks to these committees, which he says ought not to have clerks. 
Why, sir, I remember in the last Congress, when my colleague was the 
chairman of one of these committees, one clerk was not enough for 
him; so important was his committee that he had to have two. He 
asked for them and they were voted to him. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I beg the gentleman’s on; I had but one. 

Mr. MORRISON. Two. It is so repo: in the Directory. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Allow me to suggest that the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the War Department in a former Congress made the in- 
vestigation that resulted in articles of impeachment against the then 
Secretary of War, General Belknap. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That was in the Forty-fourth Congress. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But it answers the gentleman’sstatement that these 
committees have nothing to do. 

Mr. MORRISON. I was about to say, Mr. § , that these com- 
mittees constitute the eyes, the ears, and the hands of the House. In 
fact, I believe it was claimed in some cases, when they were making 
their investigations, that they also constituted the nose or noses of the 
House, for they were called ‘*sm: committees.” [Laughter.] Be 
that as it may, a great deal of good has resulted from the work done by 
them, and I am sure they should not and will not be abolished. Dur- 
ing the late canvass especially, and in fact in all our recent Democratic 
canvasses, we have heard it proclaimed everywhere, at least wherever a 
Democratic speech was made, that we wanted to see or “‘look at the 
books.” Now we are in possession and have an opportunity to see the 
books; and I hope we shall not begin by closing our eyes and refusing 
to look at them. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Ihope you willnot. You will havesome 
books of your own in a few years that you will need to look at, and 
there ought to be committees of this kind for that purpose. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We had these same committees in the last Con- 
gress; there is nothing new in this proposition to continue them. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, in the last Congress the work of the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice was very effect- 
ive. It made clear to the whole country that great abuses existed in 
that Department. In the investigation which it made it had the sym- 
pathy and aid of the chief of that Department, Attorney-General Brew- 
ster. All these other committees on itures in the various De- 

ents will no doubt, if continued now, have the sympathy in every 
case of the head of the i Department. If there is any truth 
whatever in the charges we made during the last canvass that abuses 
have crept into all the Departments of this Government, we ought cer- 
tainly to stand ready to investigate them by every means in our power. 
These committees existed heretofore when the Republicans were in 
power, not only in this House, but when they had the Presidency. 

Now, since they have gone ont of power and we have come in, I 
not see that the Republicans can afford to vote against the continuance 
of these committees, which existed when they had control of the House 
as well as the administration. Todo so would be to confess that they 
are afraid of the investigation. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. One committee can do it all. 

Mr. HERBERT. No, onecommittee can notdoit all. One commit- 
tee could not have done seven times as much work as the Sp com- 
mittee did in the last It is absolutely impossible, and if 
these committees shall have anything at all to do, and I believe they 
all will, they will have their hands full. Already, under the Interior De- 
partment, in the matter of geodetic surveys, abuses most ou 
have been exposed by investigations instituted by that Executive De- 
partment of this Government. Let this House stand ready to second 
all such efforts. Letusnottieour hands. Letus not take away from 
ourselves the means of exposing and correcting these abuses. Those 
were the reasons that actuated the Committee on Rules in perpetuating 
these several committees, and they ought to be sufficient, in my judg- 
ment, with this House to induce it to sustain the Committee on Rules 
in its recommendations. This is not the time to make the reform, if it 
shall be one, which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] insists 


upon. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to say, in reply to the 
gentleman from Alabama, that he need not appeal to the Republican 
side of this House to vote to abolish thesecommittees. We do not propose 


any such measure; but, on the contrary, it comes from the Demo- 
cratic side of this House. It is true that when the Republican party 
were in power there was little necessity for any such committees, but 
the prospect now is that they will be useful in the future, and we are 
therefore all going to vote to continue them. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. REAGAN. If these several committees, Mr. Speaker, are use- 
less, it must be because they have neglected to perform the duties ap- 
pointed to them by the rules. Let us look at the duties assigned to 
them. They are as follows: 

34. The examination of the accounts and expenditures of the several Depart- 
ments of the Government, and the manner of keeping the same ; the economy, - 
justness, and correctness of such expenditures; their conformity with appro- 
Bovernmest againat aain ded extavagint aemadey. relrenchiseut,’ Uso ar 
forcement of the payments of moneys due to the United States; the economy 
and accountability of public officers; the abolishment of useless offices; the re- 
duction or increase of pay of officers, shall all besubjects within the jurisdiction 
of = staat standing committees on the public expenditures in the several De- 
partm: 

If these committees will perform faithfully what they are authorized 
by the rules to perform I know nothing which will tend more to cor- 
rect administration, toward economy in expenditures, and to a correc- 
tion of the abuses which for a long time have crept into the operations 
of the Federal Government. 

If one committee should attempt to do this it would be found to be 
impossible to go through all the Departments. Any one committee that 
will di the duties pointed out by this provision in any one ot 
the Departments of the Government will find ample labor and ample 
employment and it may render to the Government valuable service. 

I am informed these committees have existed since 1816. There have 
been within the last eight or ten years some investigations made by 
these committees. The fact that their duties may have been neglected 
is no argument against the utility of the committees, but it should be 
understood those who are appointed to perform the duties of these com- 
mittees will be expected to perform their duties with fidelity to the 
House and to the country. 

Besides, there are no clerks allowed to these committees. Ifan emer- 
gency shall arise requiring a clerk it could be provided. So there is no 
additional expense incurred. 

With three hundred and twenty-five members in this House there is 
ample material for all the committees provided by the rule and ample 
work for all of those committees if they shall di the duties as- 
signed to them. Therefore I trust the amendment of the gentleman 
from Illinois will not be adopted, but that these several committees will 
be continued. - 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The question, Mr. Speaker, is whether this 
work can be better done by a number of smaller,committees or by one 
large committee. Iam inclined to agree with the gentleman who has 
submitted the proposition, that it would be better to have one large com- 
mittee on expenditures than to have a number of small committees. 
A large committee could be divided into subcommittees, and that is 
the practice in the British Parliament, just as the Appropriations Com- 
mittee is divided into subcommittees. After that Committee on Appro- 
priations had recommended its appropriations then here would come 
in another committee to look after the expenditure of that money. I 
believe that one committee taking all the Departments, inquiring into 
all the expenditures, following them up—a committee having the power 
to do so, and a committee intended to exercise that power not only in 
this House but in future Houses—would be more efficient than a num- 
ber of smaller committees. I am therefore in favor of the proposition 
submitted by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, the fact is, these committees on expendi- 
tures in the several Departments are not allowed clerks under the rule 
except by the report of the Committee on Accounts, which has to be 
approved by the House itself. So that the whole subject is under the 
control of the House, and not a single solitary dollar of expense will 
be added by the continuation of these committees except under special 
order of the House itself. $ 

Mr. SPRINGER. Which always follows. 

Mr. HILL. You wanted two or three last Congress, and you got them 
because you asked for them and because the House thought you ought to 
hayethem. Thatis the fault ofthe House and not the fault ofthe rules. 

I dislike to hear members quote the rules of the British Parliament 
as a precedent for the action of this House. That Parliament would 
do better, Mr. Speaker, to follow our example. I am opposed to fol- 
lowing the example of the British Parliament, or that of any other 
monarchical form of government on the faceof theearth. Let them 
follow ours. 

As has been remarked by the gentleman from ‘l'exas on my right 
(Mr. REAGAN], the time may come when these committees may be 
useful even if there is nothing for them todo now. Why then abolish 
them when they areaccompanied by noexpense? Ifthere is work todo 
they can report it to the House, and ask the authority of this House to 
enable them to do that work, and that is all there isofit. I hope the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois will not prevail. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move the previous question upon the amend- 
ment. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I hope my colleague will yield to me to make a 
single correction. 

Mr. MORRISON. Very well. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The committee of which I was chairman in the 
last session of Congress had a clerk and a m . The messenger 
may have been put in the Directory as a clerk, but the resolution under 
which he was appointed called him a messenger, and he was a messen- 
ger, although sometimes he acted as a clerk, and was an exceeding use- 
ful man. Further, let me say, that committee had use for both these 
officers the whole session. Ido not think that any committee of the 
House sat more hours or did more hard work than did that committee. 
But that was the only one of these committees named here that did 
any work; and hence I was of opinion that one committee, that had 
work to do, would succeed in doing more business than the whole lot 
of these committees together. 

Mr. MORRISON. 1 now demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the amendment of Mr. SPRINGER was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Clause 2. He shall appoint all select committees which shall be ordered by the 
House from time to time. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment to this 
clause. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of the second paragraph of Rule X, line 86, insert; 

“The jurisdiction of said committees shall be as p: bed in the rules or laws 
and resolutions ordering select committees, but no general legislation shall be 
in order.on any general appropriation bill, nor as an amendment thereto; and 
no appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill or be in 
order as an amendment thereto for any expenditure not previously authorized 
by law, unless in continuance of appropriations for such public works and ob- 
jects as are already in progress.” 

Mr. HAMMOND. Ip to incorporate that provision as a part 
of the rule just read after the list of committees, in line 86, and before 
we come to the consideration of Rule XI, in which we will have a con- 
test over the distribution of the powers of the House among the com- 
mittees, that being the rule that prescribes the powers and duties of 
the committees. 

It is well, Mr. Speaker, that we should understand whether the ap- 
propriations committees of this House will have power longer to put 
general legislation upon their bills or not. If they have that power, 
gentlemen may vote in one way who would occupy a different position 
if the power was taken away from them. I think it is proper, there- 
fore, to define in advance the jurisdiction, or the want of it, of these 
various committees. The amendment which I have sent to the desk 
regulating the jurisdiction of the committees is almost exactly that 
reported by the Committee on Rules, except that it leaves out the 
words ‘‘and for the contingencies for carrying on the several Depart- 
ments of the Government,’’ ag prescribed in Rule XXI. 

Mr. MORRISON. Ihave no objection to the gentleman making a 
statement or offering an amendment, but I desire to save the point of 
order that this does not belong to this part of the resolution before the 
House and is not in order in this section. 

Mr. HAMMOND. After I have offered an amendment and spoken 
for five minutes upon it it is too late for the gentleman to make the 
point of order. But there is no A spot of order such as the gentleman 
suggests, nor was any point of order reserved. 

Mr. MORRISON. The point of order I make is that it is not ger- 
mane here. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is a matter for the House to 
determine in what part of the report it will insert any particular pro- 
vision. Although the Chair may agree that it doesnot harmonize with 
the general tenor of the reportat this point, it is a question for the House 
to decide. 

Mr. MORRISON. I insist if it in at all that it shall go in in 
connection with the section to which it properly belongs. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The natural thing is to find out in advance 
whether this or the other side intends to retain the power to keep riders 
on appropriation bills ornot. If they do, one course of conduct may be 
necessary. If they do not, quite a different course may be necessary, 
and therefore I hope that the House will agree to come to a vote at once 
upon this most important question; and when I say at once I do not 
mean without debate, but I mean without ng, the question until 
we shall have reached the consideration of Rule XXI, after all the 
other adjustments of the duties of committees have been made, for it 
may be that if that delay be had, then what gentlemen suppose obtain- 
able now may not be within the grasp of the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Task to have the amendment again reported. 

The amendment was again read. ‘ 

TheSPEAKER. The question ison agreeing to the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that this question had 


better be deferred to the point in the report of the committee where it 
can be properly considered. The proper policy would seem to be, 
when we reach that point, to consider it where the amendment is ger- 
mane to the subject-matter, and we can then take it up and consider it. 

I believe there is no doubt but that the rule covers it as reported, 


but if it be necessary to make it stronger I shall be in favor of making 
it stronger. Still I see no connection that it has with the present sub- 
ject which will not permit it to be deferred to that point. 

There is one question which has been debated on this floor at great 
length; and I fancy, sir, that under the amendment now offered there 
is acovert attempt to obscure that question. I prefer to meet that ques- 
tion fairly when it is presented, and I am opposed to any amendment 
of the rules at this time which shall have the effect to obscure it. 

Mr. MORRISON. Unless the gentleman from Georgia consents his 
amendment shall come at the appropriate place I shall move to lay it 
on the table. 

The SPEAKER. That can not be done; an amendment can not be 
laid on the table. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Itoccursto me, Mr. Speaker, that we should have 
a fair opportunity to vote upon this question of whether we are to have 

ereafter riders upon appropriation bills. 

Mr. MORRISON. You will have that opportunity. 

Mr. McKINLEY. It occurs tome we ought to have that opportunity 
now and that we ought to adopt the amendment of the gentleman from 
Georgia, whether we distribute the appropriation bills or continue those 
bills with the Appropriations Committee. It does seem to meif we are 
to meet this question fairly we ought to be itted to vote upon it 
before we reach the question of the distribution of the bills, 

Mr. HAMMOND. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] 
has said this amendment had better come in its order. He 
thinks that perhaps there is something covertin it. Iappeal to those 
who know me in this House to sustain me in the assertion that I do 
nothing covertly. My purpose is plain. Itis to find out in the be- 

inning, before these additional avenues to the Treasury shall be ed, 
ow far these several appropriation bills may carry general legislation. 
I want to know when the flood comes how high it must rise before I vote. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to say this to the gentleman, that as far as 
this side of the House is concerned he will find usa unit—every man of us. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Why not vote it now? 

Mr. HISCOCK. And I say that also to the gentleman from Ohio, 
there will be no division on this side of the House in voting for a prop- 
osition at the right and proper time to eliminate all legislation from 
appropriation bills. 

r. MCKINLEY. Let us make our record now. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have the right to say that precipitating the amend- 
ment at this time was intended to obscure another question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I cannot see how voting upon this proposition will 
obscure anything. It proposes what the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Hiscock] admits is correct, that no matter whether these bills 
are distributed or whether they remain with the Appropriations Com- 
mittee there shall be no legislation upon appropriation bills. What 
can be obscured by that declaration ? 

Does not this proposition remove any obscurity? Does it not leave 
the question clear from any other as to whether or not the approprigg 
tion bills are to be separated? And will not the House be better able 
to reach a conclusion by a direct vote upon this proposition than it will 
be by taking the order in which these several propositions will be 
brought to us as presented inthis report? I trust we shall be allowed 
to have a vote now. There can be nothing covert in this proposition. 
Take the vote now and when you approach the other questions you 
will approach them absolutely free to act. I believe now is the time 
that this vote should be taken. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed a bill (S. 580) granting a pension 
to Julia D. Grant; in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 


THE RULES. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I think it is unfortunate that my 
friend from Georgia has thought proper to present this subject at this 
time, but I do not know what action the House may think proper to 
take, and I desire to offer an amendment to the pending proposition. 
I therefore offer as a substitute that which I send to the desk. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman from Indiana yield to me for a 
moment? o 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to say I was under a wrong apprehension 
when I stated my impression that the pending propositions related only 
to the question whether there should be legislation on appropriation 
bills. I find it does involve other questions. 

The Clerk read Mr. HOLMAN’s proposed substitute, as follows: 


No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be in 
order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously authorized 
by law, unless in continuation of spproprinione for such public works and ob- 
jects as are already in progress, and for the contingencies for i ie on the 
several De ents of the Government; nor shall any provision changing ex- 
isting law in order upon any general appropriation bill, or be received as an 
amendment thereto; but provisions or amendments for the direct reduction of 
the number, salary, and compensation of officers and employés of the United 
States shall be in order ona general appropriation bill if germane to the subjecte 
matter-of the bill. 


Mr. HISCOCK. Is that offered now as an amendment? 
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The SPEAKER, It is offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HoLMAN] now on the floor as a substitute for the proposition of the 
gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to inquire whether it is in order at this 

int? 

The SPEAKER. Asa substitute for the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Georgia it is in order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. At 
what point is it proposed that the amendment of the gentleman from 
Georgia shall come in ? 

The SPEAKER. After line 86. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, it will be observed that the proposi- 
tion I submit takes the rule as reported by the Committee on Rules 
in exact terms, including the words ‘‘and for contingencies for carrying 
on the several Departments of the Government,” It retains those 
words and adds the language which I desire the Clerk to read again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Nor shall any provision changing existing law be in order upon any appro- 
priation bill or be received as an amendment thereto; but provisions or amend- 
ments for the direct reduction of the pinoa and compensation of officers 


salary, 
and employés of the United Il be in order on a general appropriation 
bill if germane to the subject-matter of the bill. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the language incorporated in the rule 
by the committee, ‘‘ and for the contingencies for carrying on the sey- 
eral rl yeep f the Government,” makes it the same as the old rule 
adopted in 1836, and manifestly opens a very wide door, unless by a 
subsequent provision you impose a clearrestriction. It is for this pur- 
pose I have offered these additional words. I certainly hope that the 
power of the House to reduce, on any bill to which the matter is ger- 
mane, the number and salaries of officers of the United States will not 
be taken away. If these bills are to be distributed, let each of the 
committees having charge of appropriation bills exercise this power. 
I hope that no gentleman will object tothe House retaining this power 
of retrenchment on proper bills. 

I apprehend that in the absence of a severe restriction the words in 
italics, reported as an addition to this rule, would be found mischiev- 
ous to the last degree, because the history of this clause, which was 
contained in the old rule, must become ultimately, from the necessity 
of the case, a portion of the rule; and when originally adopted asa 
part of the old rule it was adopted avowedly for the purpose of allow- 
ing the increase of salaries. It was so decided at the beginning, and 
so decided up to the time of the passage of the famous salary measure, 
which resulted in the adoption of the rule that it is now sought to 
abrogate, the’vital part of which will be retained if the proposition I 
have submitted as an amendment be adopted. 

Mr. MORRISON. I wish merely to say that this proposition does 
not properly come in at this point; and therefore I hope it will be voted 
down, that it may come up in its regular order. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That is the actual fact about the situation. 
The ger:tieman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] is undoubtedly correct, 
and, as all of us will bear witness, nobody suspects him of any meth- 
ods that are unsuitable. 

Mr. HAMMOND. That may be true, except as to the vice-president 
of the other side. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Itissomething I should say almost anywhere. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The gentleman did not understand my remark. 
I said the gentleman’s suggestion was probably true except as to the 
vice-president of that side, who has said he did 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I do not understand the allusion. I desire 
simply to remark that while the gentleman from Georgia has said the 
truth in to his intentions and his duties toward this House, 
nevertheless, like all of us, he is perfectly willing to avail himself of 
any fair and honorable parliamentary strategy; and his object in press- 
ing this matter now is to disarrange the order of affairs. In the report 
of the committee this matter is in its proper place and regular order; 
and it is perfectly a t from the discussions in this House what 
will be the result of the vote. Everybody must understand precisely 
what is going to be done. Now the object of putting this proposition 
forward is to make some confusion in members’ minds on this subject. 
It seems to me perfectly plain that the proper method of procedure for 
us is to take up the matter in its regular order, as proposed in the re- 
port of the committee. I therefore hope, for my part, that this propo- 
sition will be voted down for the prenn, in order that it may be met 
and voted upon by the House in language which, in my view, would 
be more suitable for accomplishing the object which the gentleman 
from Georgia, in common with myself, undoubtedly has in view. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, the object of “the gentleman from 
Georgia” and that of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Eol are very 
different. To a certain extent we agree, but ata particular point we 
separate, he taking seven or eight roads and I trying to keep one, after 
we shall have determined what to do. If the power belongs to nine 
committees it will be a greater evil to add to that power than if it be- 
longs to one. So it will bein proportion to the number of committees 
to which it may be distributed. This House can not know untila 
vote has been taken on it in what form the prohibition against riders 
may be made. There are various propositions, and gentlemen differ as 


to the verbiage of such restriction when it shall come in, and therefore 
I insist before we undertake to handle the question of distribution at 
all we ought to know where we are going. And if this is a mere ob- 
jection to form or place, I admit that it is according to the report of the 
Committee on Rules, and I thought I had made myself plain that Ihave 
been eae that report from the beginning to the end. [Cries of 

Vote!” 

Mr. REAGAN. Idesire to make this one explanation. I favor the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana and will vote for it when 
it is reached in proper order, but I shall vote against all these amend- 
ments until the proper time has been reached. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw my substitute. 

The question then recurred on Mr. HAMMOND’S amendment; and it 

i to. 


was disagreed to. 
_ Mr. HAMMOND. Ioffer the following amendment, to come in after 


line 86: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by inserting at the end of the second paragraph of Rule X, at the end 
of line 86, the following paragraph : 

3. The jurisdiction of said committees shall be as prescribed in the rules or 
laws and resolutions ordering select committees. But no general legislation 
shall be in order on any general appro; tion bill noras an amendment thereto, 
and no appropriation shall be repo! in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, for any pes not previously author- 
ized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such works and ee 
as are already in progress and for contingencies for carrying on the seyeral De- 
partments of Government. 


Mr. HAMMOND. That is like the amendment which has just been 
voted upon, with the addition of the words ‘‘and for the contingencies 
for carrying on the several Departments of the Government,” which 
are printed in the bill in italics. 

Mr. MORRISON. I hope it will be voted down. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY rose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentlemen who filed 
their amendments last evening to be printed in the RECORD that it is 
necessary to offer them upon the floor at the proper time; thatis tosay, 
when the clause to which they arein order shall be reached. The amend- 
ment sent up by the gentleman from Floridais toRule XTV, which we 
have not yet reached. P 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Iwill reserve my amendment then until we 
reach Rule XIV. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

RuLE XI. 
POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES. 

All propos 1 lation shall be referred to the committees named in the pre- 
ceding rule, as follows, namely: Subjects relating— 

1. to the election of members: to the Committee on Elections; 

2. to the revenue and the bonded debt of the United States: to the Committee 
on Ways and Means; 

3, to ADOPEN the revenue for the support of the Government, as herein 
provided, viz: for legislative, executive, and judicial expenses; for sundry civil ex- 
penses; for fortifications: for the District of Columbia; for pensions; and for all de- 
ficiencies : to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out, inline 106, commencing with 
the word ‘‘as’’ and concluding with the word “‘ deficiencies,’’ in line 109. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the words whichit is proposed 
to strike out— 

As herein provided, viz: for legislative, executive, and judical expenses; for 
sundry civil expenses; for fortifications; for the District of Columbia; for pen- 
sions; and for all deficiencies. s 

Mr. HAMMOND. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. | Is the motion of the gentleman from Ilinois in 
order? Is not the question on concurring in the particular amend- 
ment of the Committee on Rules? 

The SPEAKER. The report of the committee is one entire propo- 
sition, but gentlemen have a right to a division in taking votes on it. 
The gentleman proposes an amendment to the report of the committee 
by striking out the words indicated, which the Chair thinks is proper. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

‘ae SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Would it be in order to offer to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois an amendment giving to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs the same privilege in relation to the organization of the 
State Department and the diplomatic service which is accorded to the 
Committee on Ways and Means and the Committee on Appropriations; - 
and to the Committee on Military Affairs the same privilege in relation 
to the organization of the War Department and the Army, and to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs like privilege as to bills relating to the 
naval establishment and the organization of the Navy Department? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Georgia 
that when he gets the floor in his own right it will be in order to offer 
that amendment at the proper place, Clause 49 of Rule XI is the one 
which prescribes the duties of committees as to the manner of making 
theirreports. While theamendment would be more proper there than 
here, still it will bein order hereif the gentleman thinks proper to offerit. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I am constrained to call attention to 
a remark made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] day 
before yesterday, I believe, and which is published in the CONGRES- 
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SIONAL RECORD of the 17thinstant. Isend the RECORD to the Clerk’s 
desk to be read where I have marked it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Hiscock. Take my own experience with reference to those bills. I had 
the power; I grant it. And when I had it I did not bring in those billsearly; I 
tthat. I could have done so if Ibad desired. But what did Ido? I held 
k the | tive and sundry civil bills until away in July to force this House 

to pass the little internal-revenue bill and to pass the Tariff Commission bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. There was a little log-rolling. 

Mr. Hiscock. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MORRISON. log-rolled with you? 

Mr. Hiscock, I did it on the ground I have stated, and I nr if you will ex- 
amine the RECORD you will find that on the floor of this House I distinctly 

roclaimed my intention and policy tothe country. My action was not covert. 

t was taken boldly and ly. Whether I ought to have had that power 
or not, perhaps, sir, is questionable. Since I had it I chose to exercise it. And 
I believe in that particular case it was wisely exercised. 

Mr. CANNON. All who heard the remarks which have just been 
read by the Clerkin the House of Representatives were profoundly struck 
with it. Indeed I may say throughout the length and breadth of the 
country it created a profoundimpression. Thenext morning there was 
nearly a column article in the New York Tribune in reference to it, 
from which article I read a short extract. After speaking of Mr. His- 
COCK’s very able speech—and it was an able speech—the writer of that 
article proceeded to say, among other things, as follows: 

To Mr. Hiscock, who was for two years chairman and for four years a mem- 
ber of the Appropriations Committee, the House to-day became indebted for a 
searching ex: re of the arbitrary methods of that committee, and also for a 
Sie ecah was ths DCA eoeta ons dniversd sinus LDS ADELS tiaras is 
remembered what most of the other speakers seemed to have forgotten—the 
necessity of enlightening the one hundred and thirty-five new members respect- 
ing the evils from which the House has suffered in the past and the importance 
of convincing them that the changes proposed will facilitate business and pro- 
mote orderly legislation. 

I can say that in the remarks which the gentleman from New York 
made the House got the impression, which I believe still remains, 
that the gentleman from New York as chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations in the Forty-seventh Congress did have the power to 
withhold these bills by virtue of that chairmanship and did have power 
to control the business in this House; that hence it was an unsafe power, 
and that he was a shining example of its arbitrary use. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CANNON. I have buta few moments. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I only want to ask the gentleman if he does not 
believe that every member of the Forty-eighth Congress has the same 
opinion without being informed by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. CANNON. Ah, the gentleman insists on asking a question 
when I have but five minutes, but I will inform him before I get 
through. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ROWELL took the floor and by consent yielded his time to Mr. 
CANNON. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, under the rules of the House the 
highest question of privilege is the right of a member to a seat, which 
comes from the Elections Committee. Under the rules of the House 
the next question of privilege is the consideration of revenue bills, com- 
ing from the Committee on Ways and Means; and next the general ap- 
propriation bills, in the order of which I speak, the majority of this 
House always having the power to control its business under its rules. 
Now, then, I want to say to the House and to thegentleman from New 
York, who can correct me if I set down aught in error, in the Forty- 
seventh Congress we, the Republicans, commenced with a bare major- 
ity of 2. We had one hundred and forty-nine members and we can- 
cused frequently. We had a caucus committee, of which I had the 
honor to be a member along with the gentleman from New York him- 
self, I believe, and others. He was the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations and I was a member of that committee. There wasa 
majority of Republicans, barely a majority, in the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress, first session, and that majority concluded to pass important meas- 
ures—the Edmunds bill, touching the Mormons; reports of the Com- 
mittee on Elections for the of seating members of this House 
who had been duly elected to the House but kept out of their seats by 
improper returns; and to do that we had to so amend the rules as to 
prevent filibustering; also to pass what was known as the little reve- 
nue bill, decreasing taxation some $25,000,000, and to extend the char- 
ters of the national banks by general legislation. All these were mat- 
ters considered by the Republican caucus, and it is an open secret to 
every member on this side of the House that it was determined in cau- 
cus that no bills of any kind should obstruct these matters of legisla- 
tion, 

In pursuance of the determination of the House, or of the majority of 
the House in this matter, the gentleman from New York then in charge 
of the Committee on Appropriations did pursue the course pointed ont 
as the organ of that committee, and i g through the committee 
as the voice of the majority- of the House of Representatives (not the 
voice of the gentleman from New York) indicated. And, Mr. Speaker, 
there is nobody that knew it better than did he; for while I have not time 
to read what he said upon that occasion—I wish I had—I have the re- 
marks of the gentleman before me, his able speeches made in July and 
August, 1882, in the House, in which he speaks of this action and avows 


that it was had not as the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, but as all the Republican majority of this House at that time, as 
my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] and the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED], the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY], and 
every other member on this floor who was a member of the Forty- 
seventh Congress on this side of the House, knows as the action of that 
Republican majority. : 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has two minutes of his time re- 
maining. 

Mr. CANNON. I would have been glad, sir, had further time been 


accorded tome, but I can not under the discussion allowed by the rules ` 


hope to extend the time. I will, however, if there be no objection, in- 
corporate the remarks of the gentleman from New York in my remarks 
to show what the facts were to which I now refer. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the statement of the gentleman from New York 
made the other day as it found a lodgment in the minds of the mem- 
bers of this House, when punctured by the spear of fact, when you 
leave the domain of romance, fades like the baseless fabric of a vision. 
There is no man in this House of greater ability than the gentleman 
from New York, in wy opinion; none for whom I entertain a higher 
respect, none more able when he keeps within the domain of fact and 
out of the domain of romance. I do not complain because the gentle- 
man from New York changed his opinion touching the distribution of 
these bills since the Forty-sixth Congress, when he voted against the 
proposition, as shown by the record. Sir, he had a right to change. 

But after the gentleman rose yesterday and corrected his speech in 
one matter and did not correct it in this I felt it to be my duty in the 
interest of fair play to call the attention of the House to these facts. 
And now, sir, I insert in the RECORD, in pursuance of notice given, a 
part of the speech of the gentleman from New York, made at the close 
of the Forty-seventh Congress, while he was chairman of the Appropria- 
tions Committee, as follows: i 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I may be pardoned for saying a word in reference to the 
late day at which the appropriation bills have been presented to the House. 
This has been a long an rious session ; and, sir, it has not been the inten- 
tion of the committee of which I have the honor to be the chairman to crowd its 
mad shi berate bills upen the attention of the House to the exclusion of other 
publie business. We have recognized the fact that we came here not alone to 

Lin +s, scapes bills to support the Government and enable it to discharge 
Rs vi us functions and duties, but that the country had the right to demand 
of us certain general legislation of great lic benefit, and thatit was our duty 
rather to hold baek the appropriation bills that such eral legislation might 
have consideration than to force the appropriation bills upon the House to the 
exclusion of that 1 tion if that usion would result in its defeat. 

It was the duty of this iy Nosed to reapportion the members of Congress to 
the various States, The last C np esd failed in that great constitutional duty. 
It was a matter which we were to dispose of. The Constitution imposed it upon 
us. Ittook time; it took consideration. It received the considera- 
tion at our hands; and a bill was perfected and passed with which I believe the 
whole country is satisfied. 

Another important question has claimed the attention of Congress, the revision 
of thetariff. For years there has been an effort to in some way the cus- 
toms duties. The Forty-fourth, the F -fifth, and the Forty-sixth Congresses 
failed in all efforts in that direction, un it seemed to be the settled sentiment 


from it; but we have at least answered the 
legislation should be had. 
shall not go through with all the various matters which have occupied the 
attention of this Con ; but there are one or two others to which I will refer, 
The Pacific coast has been for years a; by Chinese immigration. The ques- 
tion within what restrictions or limits the Chinese should be allowed to immi- 
te to this country other Congresses had confronted as we confrontedit. We 
lieved a policy should be determined upon and the subject be removed from 
polities; that the people of the Pacific States and of the whole country, however 
the question might be determined, would be better off if it were settled. This 
Con has considered and disposed of that question. 
It is removed from politics. It has ceased to be a disquieting influence in the 
communities on the fic coast. 


à if 
ing the institution ; that it was under the protection of the Federal Congress. It 
had increased, it had strengthened until as an ulcer in our social and pancen 
system it was ized and abhorred by every Christian community through- 
out the length and breadth of the land. 

There came to us in the Forty-fifth and Forty-sixth Congresses a) Is from 
our constituents to destroy and do away with offense to our ci ion, yet 
those appeals were denied. This Congress, sir, has answered the of 
Christian constituencies. It has perfected the legislation which we believe will 

the institution of Mormon, the Mormon hierarchy, as a political force 
and political body. Appropriation bills were not against that legisla- 


believed it was hachicrp fc an American Congress before it disposed of its 
before its last 
members to their seats. 


el 
We believed every constituency had the right of representation = the floor 


nal 
district should be the one to represent it, 
We encountered great delay, but still we did consider these matters and ques 
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We ‘aia Republican dispose of them, and at the first, 
asa pariy 
sessio: ession of ( athe ying the full salary bo! an 
a ” 
testant and the contestee without regard to our own Tights or the rights of con- 
uert 


le could not 
This House We have given to it all the time needed for debate, 
complished this, if our shall be roved by the Senate. We have re- 


ons 
moved from the people taxation to the AN of $25,000,000 a year at least. 
ap grasa of the charters of the banks were about 


that time to 
provide lation on the su that it was the business of a Republican Con- 
gress not to pass appropriation bills, adjourn, and go home, but to devote itself 
to the business interests of the country,and that was one question w. 
demanded our closest attention. 


be well for him, to his credit I 
mean,andIam willing to have his expression forever in my remarks, 
I must beg the on committee for ha: taken up so much of its 


e bill as of the details of 
those a, questions which have been 


I now move that 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not know what is the object of my colleague 
in moving this amendment. He has not stated it in his remarks, I 
presumed he desired to make a personal explanation. I desire to move 
an amendment to the amendment that I may speak to the question on 
its merits. My amendment is to strike out the words indicated in the 
amendment of my colleague and to insert*after the word ‘‘ Govern- 
ment’’ the word “‘except;’’ so that it will read: 

‘To appropriations of the revenue for the support of the Government except 
as herein provided. 

The object of my amendment is that the bills shall not be enumer- 
ated, but a DEd that the appropriations for the support of 
the Government be left to the Committee on Appropriations ‘‘ ex- 
cept as herein provided.” 

The legislative and executive bill and also the sundry civil bill, which 
are mentioned here, contained in them numerous items for the support 
of the Army and the Navy and the Post-Office Department, and relat- 
ing to foreign affairs and Indian affairs. I hold in my hand the law 
passed at the last session upon these ve subjects; and it will be 
seen that after page of the sundry civil bill is devoted to appro- 
priations for the sig arabe the Navy and the support of the Army and 
the support of the ian Bureau. In a subsequent part of this report 
these subjects are referred to other committees. The enumeration of 
bills mentioned in this part of the report refers the same subjects to the 
Appropriations Committee. The result of this will be confusion worse 
confounded when the respective committees bring in their bills upon 
these subjects. 

As stated by the gentleman from Indiana a day or two ago, the sundry 


civil bill has up from year to year to its present enormous pro- 
portions from having been merely a little bill to correct some omissions 
in the other bills. It is now composed entirely of those items for the 
support of the Government which might be putin any other of the bills 


of the House without any detriment to the public se: orany marring 
of the harmony of these propositions. It is well known to gentlemen 
that a few years ago, when the sundry civil bill was about to be de- 
feated, and when it was defeated, just before the adjournment of Con- 
gress on the 4th of March, one of the committees of conference deliber- 
ately took page after page out of the sundry civil bill and put it in the 
legislative and executive bill in order to save those clauses; and that 
bill was passed, the sundry civil bill having been defeated. 

The proposition as it now stands reported from the Committee on 
Rules refers item after item, line after line, relating to the same subject, 
to two different commit and it will result in the greatest confusion 
when we come to consider these matters in Committee of the Whole on 
the reports of separate committees. 

The proposition which I had referred to the Committee on Rules pro- 
vided that two subjects should be referred to the respective committees; 
that all the subjects relating to foreign affairs and the Post-Office De- 
partment and the Army and the Navy should be referred to the com- 
mittees having charge respectively of those branches of the service. 
This would require a recasting of this report, but it would secure har- 
mony and perfect consistency in the apportionment of the duties of the 
several committees. . 

Mr. BLOUNT. I offer an amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. Two amendments are now pending. The Chair 
will recognize the gentleman from Georgia at the proper time. The 


Chair understands the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER] strikes out the word ‘‘as.”” 


Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir. The proposition is to insert the word 
“except”? before the word ‘‘as;’? so that it will read ‘‘except as 
herein provided.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman then offers his amendment asa 


There | substitute for the amendment of his colleague [Mr. CANNON]? 


Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 
The SPEAKER. And the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
to strike out the words which follow. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Idonot know whethermy e desires to have 
his amendment voted on or not, as he did not speak on his amendment. 

Mr. SPEAKER. The first question is on the amendment that the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] offers as a substitute for 
that of his colleague [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that it be again reported, that it may be 


The amendment of Mr. SPRINGER, offered as a substitute, was again 


read. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwould like to know if it would be in order to offer 
an amendment to the substitute of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER]. 

The SPEAKER. It would. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Toavoid confusion I will withdraw m 
= present, and allow the vote to be taken on the am: 


eague. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I offer as an amendment to the amendment what I 
send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs shall have the same privileges in reporting è 
and having considered bills in relation to organizing the State Department ps. 
the consularand diplomatic service as are accorded to the Committees on Appro- 
priations and Ways and Means. 

The Committee on Military Affairs shall have like privileges as to bills relat- 


iog to the Reo reape ofthe War Pan (yee or the Army. 
he Committee on Naval Affairs have like privileges as to bills relating 
to s organization of the Navy Department, the Navy, and additions of vessels 


to same. 
The Committee shall have like privileges as to bills relating to the 
rea, meg yea Post-Office Department, transportation of the ioe fe and 


y oga rates of i 
e Committe on In: Affairs shall have like privileges as to bills relating 


to the regulation of Indian 
Mr. BLOUNT. Gentlemen have asked me why I have offered this 
proposition. It will be observed I do not undertake to prescribe what 
are all the subjects of consideration of the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
or the Committee on Foreign Affairs, or the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, of the Post-Office Committee or of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs; but my object is this: bigs) ek gies ofthe gentleman from Jlli- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] is to give all the aj Sra bills to the Commit- 
tee on gM ert pry The difficulty been heretofore that by rea- 
son of the inability of the several committees having relation to the De- 
partments to have a hearing upon this floor the Committee on A: 
Se repre aR to take charge of a very large part of the 
egislation of this House. This created infinite discontent on the part 
of sacs’ committees of the House and has produced unwise and 
hasty legislation. 
in, sir, I think it ought to be in the 
this House other than the Committee on Appropriations to bring for- 
ward propositions relating to the organization of the Army or Navy ot 
the United States, to the organization of the War Department, or any 
other t, or the organization of the consular and diplomatic 
service, the reorganization of which has been recommended by the Sec- 
retary of State. Subjects of this kind we should be enabled to bring 
forward under the privileges contemplated by myamendment, the ob- 
ject of which is to give precedence on these special subjects, and none 
others, to these several committees in order that these great branches 
of the public service shall not be subordinated to less important ques- 
such as those of claims, &c. I trust that the House will see 
fit to agree to this p tion as an amendment at least to that of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON}; and when that shall have been 
done we shall be in better condition to determine whether these bills 
shall or shall not be distributed. 
Mr. CANNON. I will withdraw my amendment, and the gentleman 
from Georgia can offer his as a direct proposition. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I offer the amendment of the gentleman from Mi- 
nois coupled with the amendment which I have sent to the desk. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Let the proposition be read as it now stands. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Dlinois withdraw his 
amendment. 
Mr. CANNON. Ido. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I renew it, modified by the addition of the propo- 
sition I have sent to the Clerk’s desk. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia moves to strike out 
in the report the words which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
As herein provided, viz: For legislative, executive, and judicial expenses; for 


sundry civil expenses; for fortifications; for the District of Columbia; for pen- 
sions; and for all deficiencies. 


substitute 
ent of my 


wer of some committee or 
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The SPEAKER. The 
the words just read and to insert what the Clerk will now read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


gentleman from Georgia moves to strike out 


The Committee on Foreign Affairs shall have the same privileges in report- 
ing and having considered bills in relation to the organization of the State De- 
partment and the consular and diplomatic service as are accorded to the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations and Ways and Means, The Committee on Military 
Affairs shall have like privileges as to bills relating to the organization of the 
War Department or the Army. The Committee on Naval Affairs shall have 
like privileges as to bills relating to the organization of the Navy Department 
and Navy and the addition of vessels to the same. The Post-Office Committee 
shall have like privileges as to bills relating to the o ion of the Post- 
Office Department, transportation of the mails, and regulating rates of postage. 
The Committee on Indian Affairs shall have like privileges as to bills relating 
to the regulation of the Indian tribes, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I have reoffered the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois (he having withdrawn it) because I was 
not willing that the House should be brought now to a direct vote on 
the proposition whether or not these bills should remain with the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. For one, I am not willing for them to re- 
main where they are unless something shall be done giving to other 
committees of this House the right to report important legislation in- 
stead of allowing all such legislation to remain practically under the 
control of the Committee on Appropriations as heretofore. 

Mr. HENLEY. Mr. Speaker, I think it must be obvious to the 
House that the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. Brount] would be in its effect almost entirely destructive of the 
value of the privilege which he proposes to confer upon these various 
committees; in other words, he proposes to give to so many different 
committees the privilege of reporting their bills at any time that the 
value of the privilege is very largely impaired. The amendment is, I 

submit, at variance with the whole idea upon which this scheme of rules 
reported by the committee is predicated. It is conceded by the com- 
mittee that there is a certain character of legislation so important that 
it is necessary it should be enacted in preference to all other business, 
in order that the Government may be carried on; hence the Committee 
on Appropriations and a few other committees have been heretofore 
accorded the privilege of reporting at any time. Now, the gentleman 
from Georgia proposes to give this privilege to innumerable othgr com- 
mittees—I do not know how many are enumerated in the amendment. 
Everybody can see the effect: Why, sir, one of the most convincing 
points made the other day by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoL- 
MAN] in his argument against the alteration of these rules was that 
this privilege as already extended was so large as to make it impossi- 
ble in some cases to enact legislation of the utmost importance; and he 
instanced bills coming from the Committee on Public Lands. I hope, 
therefore, that this amendment will be defeated. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to say a word in reply to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. HENLEY]. He says that the extension of this privi- 
lege of reporting at any time, as proposed by me, would create infinite 
confusion. Why, sir, upon any of these reports when presented the 
question of consideration may be raised, and a majority of the House 
may refuse to consider them. I ask no more than that these commit- 
tees in relation to important matters confided to their charge shall have 
the privilege of asking this House whether it will consider them— 
whether questions involving the organization of our diplomatic service, 
our Army, our Navy, and various important Departments of the Gov- 
ernment shall have a hearing; that is all. 

Mr. HENLEY. Mr. Speaker, of course it is important that these 
committees should have a hearing; it is important that every com- 
mittee should have a hearing. The question to be determined in the 
wise discretion of this House is, Which of these committees should be 
specially privileged? The gentleman from Georgia proposes to give 
this privilege to so many committees that the value of the privilege 
would be annihilated. That is the difficulty. - 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, the proposition submitted by the gentle- 
man from Georgia is the only one presented which provides for bringing 
legislation hereto besubmitted to the will of this House. Alltheclamor 
here has been to the effect that the majority should rule upon all ques- 
tions of legislation. The difficulty, it is claimed, has been that the 
majority could not rule, because the measures reported by its commit- 
tees could not be brought before the House. The proposition of the 
gentleman from Gorga provides simply for bringing these important 
measures before the House and letting the majority of the House deter- 
mine what action shall be had in tothem. If this rule prevails 
there can never be any such criticism justly made as has been made 
heretofore, that a majority of this body can not control its legislation. 

So far as the other proposition is concerned, namely, whether one or 
more appropriation committees shall be constituted by this body, per- 
sonally I care nothing. I regard it, however, as most pernicious that 
you divide the responsibility among several committees of the House 
to distribute the revenues of the country. I think, Mr. Speaker, we 
shall ascertain by experience we have made a departure which we 
ought not to have made. The experience of our own Congress for 
nearly a hundred years, the experience of the legislative bodies of 
nearly every State in the Union, and the experience of nearly all the 
civilized nations of the earth is against it. 

Much has been said about the abuse of the power of the Committee 


on Appropriations. Why, sir, those supply bills must be passed in 
order that the Government may move pong its ordinary way. You 
can not bring forward one of those bills that you do not antagonize 
some other subject; the question is which shall be taken up, and the 
House has the power to determine whether it will consider the ap- 
propriation bill or some other subject. Usually the good judgment of 
the House prevails in favor of an ea! i ep bill because of the para- 
mount necessity of passingit. And all this clamor about the abuse of 
the power exercised by that committee is uncalled-for, to say the least, 
of it, and scarcely any foundation in truth to justify it. 

I was sorry to hear my friend from New York [Mr. Hiscock] who 
was the able chairman of the Committee on Appropriations in the Forty- 
seventh, Con come in here and confess to the country that he had 
held the appropriation bills of that committee in his own hands to force 
certain legislation through that House. 

The fact is, Mr. Speaker, he is at fault in his memory. Every single 
solitary bill that he referred to, together with certain other measures, 
was regarded by the party which he represented here on that commit- 
tee as important legislation. It was their will—the will of the ma- 
jority—that that committee should not antagonize that important leg- 
islation with any appropriation bill if it could possibly be avoided, 
and he simply obeyed the will of the majority. He tells us that he 
withheld these appropriation bills until away in July that the tariff- 
commission bill might pass, together with the little internal-reyenue 
bill. Both of them had the right of way against any appropriation 
bill in this House. Besides, sir, the tariff-commission bill passed the 
House on the 6th day of May, and he could not have held these bills 
back away in July to let a bill pass which had a ee the 6th 
day of the previous May. The other bill, the in -revenue bill, 
was reported to this House as early as March, more than four months 
before he reported his sundry civil appropriation bill, and that internal- 
revenue bill could have been at any time the committee in charge 
of it desired to bring it up if the House desired to pass it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Allow me to ask the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. RYAN] a question. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. Certainly. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Did the gentleman from New York, chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, hold the power in his hand to ex- 
ecute the wish of the caucus by holding those bills back? 

Mr. RYAN. He never had the power as so the majority of the 
House. I wish to say that any chairman of any mh ad com- 
mittee who would come into this House and say to this House and to 
the country, ‘‘I will not bring in the appropriation bills—the supply 
bills to keep this Government running—until you pass some specific 
legislation,” would so offend the House, would so offend propriety, 
would so offend the country that he would merit and would possibly 
receive a prompt and severe rebuke. 

It has always been in the power of the House to control its own mat- 
ters. You do not propose to remedy any of these things of which you 
complain by any of the rules youhave brought forward. You propose 
to clothe eight committees with the same power, with the same tempta- 
tion and capacity toabuse it. You multiply eightfold the very evils of 
which you complain. 

[Here the hammer fell.] , 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I may reply briefly to these criticisms 
which have been made upon me by my old colleagues of the Appro- 
priations Committee. It may be that I arrogated to myself too mach 
when IsaidI didit. I am willing that should be modified and changed 
and made to read that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. RYAN] most ably seconded me in 
doing it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RYAN. And, you might add, every Republican member of the 
House at that time. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Putit that way—that the majority of the House 
seconded you. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Putit, if you please, in that way, that the majority 
of the House aided me indoingit. Iwas backed by the Republican party 
in doing it, I admit that I was the organ of the Republican party in 
doing it. It was not done by my little hatchet alone. [Laughter.] 

What I was discussing the other day was this—what I was illustrat- 
ing was the power placed in one committee, either, if yon please, through 
its chairman or any other accredited agent—illustrating its power for 
good or evil to control legislation and protract the session of the House. 
That was what I was intending to do, and I doubt if the country mis- 
understood me, and I doubt if any member on the floor misunderstood 
me. The question is not as to differences of opinion between members 
on the floor, but whether the power to coerce a minority, whether this 
vast power should be exercised anywhere by any committee. It was 
against that I was making my argument. 

Perhaps too often when we are placed in prominent positions where 
we are the organ of our party we assume great consequence to ourselves. 
But the fact that the Appropriations Committee has had great power 
and assumed to itself to control and regulate the action of the House 
was what I was intending to illustrate and against which I was making 
my argument. ‘That is all I wish to say in reply to the remarks of the 
gentleman from Illinois and the gentleman from Kansas. 
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Now, that is all I wish to say in reference to the strictures of the 
gentleman, but I desire to add a single word now in reference to the par- 
ticular proposition which has been presented by the gentlemen from 


Georgia and now pending. There is such a thing as making confusion 
worse confounded on this floor. There is such a thing as putting it 
into the power of a minority to prevent action on the part of a major- 
ity. You can carry the rule too farin your attempt to give a majority 
wer. I say, then, if you adopt the amendment to the rules peed 
y the gentleman from Georgia its logical effect will be to enable a 
minority on this floor to constantly exhaust the time of the House by 
questions of consideration, by raising questions whether this bill or 
that or the other shall receive consideration first. Between these 
committees your whole time will be exhausted by questions of consid- 
eration. Now, we did not believe that it was right or that it would 
facilitate the public business to extend these committees and their 
privileges with reference to the of appropriation bills. 

But we have done this, we have put into the rules a provision for a 
morning hour for the consideration of business from committees, and 
have provided that if their business is not finished in that hour it goes 
upon the Calendar as unfinished business, and as unfinished business 
is entitled to consideration whenever you go to the Calendar appertain- 
ing to that particular class of business. I say to all gentlemen of the 
House that so far as any ost ean be formulated in these rules for 
facilitating the business of the House in my judgment you can not im- 
prove upon that which has been reported here by the majority of the 
Committee on Rules. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, seated immediately in my front is the 
chairman of the Committee on the Public Lands of the last Congress, 
and I invite his attention particularly to what I am going to say. In 
mya sf poreon from Georgia, if I did not mistake his re- 
marks, he said that upon a question of consideration in the Forty-fifth 
Congress the Public Lands Committee had been voted down. I wish 
to state in response to that, upon the responsibility of my own recol- 
tection as well as upon the recollection of one other member of the 
Committee on the Public Lands, that that committee never was voted 
down in that Congress except by the Appropriations Committee. I do 
not want the idea to go to the country that the Democratic party with 
40 majority on this floor had taken the position that it would consider 
other matters of legislation in preference to the forfeiture of unearned 
land grants. 

A word now in response to the gentleman from Georgia upon his 
amendment. These rules, as reported by the committee, propose the 
zreation of five additional privileged committees. The amendment of 
my friend from Georgia contemplates the creation of five more commit- 
tees. If, then, the proposition of my friend from Georgia shall be 
adopted, you simply increase the number of those committees to ten, 
with equal powers and right of way, and all these committees are to go 
before the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

Sir, I hope the Democratic party in this House with its 40 major- 
ity will not embark in any legislation through amendments of the 
rules or otherwise which will degrade the Public Lands Committee; 
certainly not at least as long as the question of the forfeiture of the 
poe lands is a live question before the people of this country. But 

t has been said that this is another way by which you can elevate these 
committees which have in charge subjects of important legislation of 
which the gentleman from Georgia speaks. My opinion is, after some 
twoyears’ experience on this floor, that the way to accomplish that pur- 
pose is to take all general legislation away from the Appropriations 
Committee and force it upon the other committees on this floor, and 
then we can go to the Calendars, that ought in the transaction of our 
business here to be like the dockets of a court, and take up the busi- 
ness in regular order that may be upon them and dispose of it in ac- 
cordance with the views of the majority of the House. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. BARKSDALE, Mr. Speaker, the pending paragraph is the 
Aaron rod of all this controversy. I shall support the majority re- 

port just asit is, and trust that its friends will keep their lines unbroken 
and adopt it as it came from the committee. I submit, sir, that there 
has been an infinite amount of irrelevant discussion introduced into the 
consideration of the question. Partisan politics, personalities, crimina- 
tions and recriminations, all tending to inflame the passions and to pre- 
vent judicial impartiality. It might well be asked, ‘‘ What business 
have they here at such an hour as this?” 

Now, sir, the considerations that properly enter into the discussion 
of this question are these: Will the distribution of the powers of the 
Committee on Appropriations tend to salutary, intelligent, and econom- 
ical legislation? Will it secure to this House its right for supremacy 
over legislation which it is called upon toenact? Why, sir, tostate the 

` propositions is to answer them. A committee appointed by the Speaker 
with reference to the aptitude and fitness of its members is presumed 
to be more competent to deal with the business of the department to 
- which it pertains than any other committee. The physician who makes 
a diagnosis of a disease is more capable of prescribing for it than any 
amount of skill outside. 

Take the Committee on Naval Affairs, for example. As I have said, 

it is appointed by the Speaker with direct reference to the aptitude of 


its members for that branch of the service. And will you tell me they 
are less competent to deal with the affairs of the Navy and to prescribe 
the amount that is needed to maintain it than any other committee, 
however able? And so with every other committee which has to deal 
with the affairs of the Government. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I should like to be allowed a few minutes 


more. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask that the tleman be permitted to con- 
tinue his remarks for the time he has indicated. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. To devolve upon the Committee on Appropri- 
ations the duty of reporting every appropriation bill is to impose upon 
it a task which it is not capable of performing satisfactorily. The re- 
sult will be, as it has been heretofore, that bills will be reported at the 
close of the session, and members will be compelled to choose between 
the alternative of adopting items which they do not approve or of re- 
jecting the whole, and thus forcing an extra session withall its attendant 
burdens upon the Treasury. 

It has been well said that the House of Representatives is the great 
master body of the legislative department of the Government. Its 
Representatives come directly from the people. There are no middle- 
men between them and the real sovereigns of the land. The clause of 
the Constitution which devolves upon it the sole power of originating 
revenue bills attests the high mission to which it was appointed by 
the venerated framers of that instrument. It is the business of the 
Ways and Means Committee to provide the necessary revenue. It is 
the business of the House to disburse it wisely and economically for the 
maintenance of the Government. To vest this power in a single com- 
mittee is to violate the true theory of the Government, and places upon 
the shoulders of this House an Old Man of the Sea to fetter its energies 
and obstruct it in the performance of its functions. I trust it will as- 
sert its rightful prerogative and throw off the incubus. 

Mr. MORRISON. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman does not yield me five minutes it 
is not worth while for me to take the floor. 

Mr. MORRISON. I will yield the gentleman from Georgia five 
minutes before demanding the previous question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will not take up time in discussing whether the 
Committee on Public Lands or the Committee on Appropriations occu- 
pied the most time during the last session. The Committee on Appro- 
priations did not take more than one-sixth of the time of this House, 
and conceding that the Committee on Public Lands occupied more time, 
that committee reported important legislation, and by reason of the 
privilege given them important bills through the last House, 
and for doing so it claimed and deserved great credit. But how were 
they able todo so? By the very proposition I now offer. 

Mr. RYAN. It never was done before. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It never was done before till the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands got that privilege, and it did the country good service. I 
want to give other committees like powers, and Iam ready if gentle- 
men in this House have important bills such as were presented in the 
last Congress—I am willing to give them an opportunity of having 
those bills considered. I would give this privilege so as to have the 
opportunity of having some of those great measures considered here 
rather than we should be left as we have been in prior Congresses. You 
have tried heretofore the method of leaving important legislation to 
on appropriation bills and the result has been that the other commit- 
tees have no privileges. You have forced this legislation on the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, They have taken jurisdiction because of 
the disposition of the House that they should exercise it, and the House 
has accepted the usurpation because it was in the line of their will. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. May I ask the gentleman from Georgia a 
question? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I do not understand you to intend by your 
amendment to double the number of privileged committees, but to ex- 
tend certain privileges to certain committees. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is all I propose to do. 

Mr. HENLEY. Does not that double the number of privileged 
committees ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understood the gentleman who preceded 
the gentleman from Georgia to intimate that this proposition looks to 
doubling the number of privileged committees. 

Mr. ROGERS. That is precisely what it does. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not like to have all these gentlemen answering 
for me. I will read my proposition that the House may see what it is: 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs shall have the same privileges in report- 
ing and havi considered bills in relation to organizing the State Department 


and the cons and diplomatic service as are accorded to the Committees on 
Appropriations and Ways and Means, 


And so with the other committees. I designate specifically what me 
can do. I do not undertake to define generally what they may do. 

select certain important measures that they may report and have con- 
sidered by this House. And one of the reasons l have for inserting here 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs was because the consular service has 
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not been reorganized since the Forty-third Congress. The condition of 
the commercial relations with foreign countries is such that the Secre- 
tary of State has seen fit to make special recommendations with refer- 
ence to the reorganization of the consular and diplomatic service, and 
I want the Committee on Foreign Affairs to have the right to come here 
and submit its propositions. 

[Here the hainmer fell. ] 

Mr. MORRISON. I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of 
the amine from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], which will be again re- 
port 

The amendment was again read. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was not agreed to. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I call up now the amendment of which I gave 
notice, and which is printed on page 298 of the RECORD. 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 


Amend Rule XI, paragra; . Ginnares posed 
and then adding thereto so pa Ar hy 9y the Eee ones aie 

“3. Toappropriation of the revenue for the support of the Government; to the 
Committee on Appropriations; but no general legislation shall be in order on 
any general appropriation bill nor as an amendment thereto; and no appropri- 
ation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be in order as an 
amendment thereto, for any expenditures not previously authorized by law, 
unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and objects as are 
already in progress,” 

Mr. HISCOCK. At what point does the 
amendment shall come in? 

The SPEAKER. In clause 3 of Rule XI, the same clause already 
underconsideration. The gentleman’samendment in the form in which 
it has been read pro to di to the amendments of the com- 
mittee. It should really be to strike out those words and insert what 
has been read. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Yes, sir; that is the proper form. 

TheSPEAKER. The fs from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] is 
entitled to the floor upon his amendment. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, the objection made to this propo- 
sition when presented before was that it was then out of place; that it 
anticipated something which the committee had disposed of at another 
point. The House has just consented to hear argumentand to vote upon 
a proposition of my colleague [Mr. BLOUNT] about the right of way of 
several committees, although that question is treated in lines 232 to 
243 inclusive of this report, we now being upon page5. I take it, there- 
fore, that the point as to this proposition not coming in at the right 
place will not now be urged. Having arrived at the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, we are now Captain boreceepe its jurisdiction. I therefore 
hope that those gentlemen who before urged no other objection to this 
proposition than that it was out of place will now recognize that it is 
offered in the right place and will vote for it. 

I wish to correct what I have been told was too broad a statement 
made by me this morning when I said it was known that I was fight- 
ing this report. I stated distinctly when I made my first observations 
on this subject that I was not opposed to the report in any particu- 
lar except the division of the Appropriations Committee. I did say 
that I wished to prevent ‘‘riders’’ on appropriation bills, but that I 
believed the report of the committee did not use apt words for that 

urpose. If you will look at the report of the committee on page 11, 
Rule XXI, you will observe that the provision reported forbids no rider 
except riders making appropriations. It does not forbid general legis- 
lation on appropriation bills at all. Under this rule as reported by the 
Committee on Rules you may on an appropriation bill organize a new 
court or change all the laws of the land, provided you make no appro- 
priation therefor. Hence I have provided in the first clause of my 
amendment that there shall be no general legislation on any appro- 

riation bill, either in the original report or by amendment thereto. I 

ope we shall now, have a test as to the sentiment of the House on 
the subject of riders on appropriation bills. 

Mr. HERBERT. I desiré to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Georgia to the clause at the beginning of Rule XI: 


All the peopoess legislation shall be referred to the committees named in the 
preceding rules, as follows. 


gentleman propose this 


That language is very broad, and it would include legislation of the 
kind to which the gentleman refers. I submit that the object of the 
gentleman’s amendment is provided for in the report of the commit- 
tee 


Mr. HAMMOND. Let me explain. When a member proposes a 
bill it is referred to the committee having jurisdiction of the proposi- 
tion; but the committee in reporting it may embrace in it any prop- 
osition they deem proper, unless there be a rule declaring they shall 
not do so. ; 

Mr. HERBERT. The language ‘‘all proposed legislation” is broad 
enough to coverany proposition, whether it comes by way of bill or by 
way of a proposed amendment. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Then the report of the committee is utterly nuga- 
tory; for they have tried to make a restriction in this respect, although 
they have not gone far enough. 

Mr. HERBERT. ‘They have by the words I have quoted. 


Mr. HAMMOND. Why then put in the twenty-first rule at all? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Imove to amend the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Georgia by adding the words ‘‘ and for such con- 
tingent expenses as may be necessary for carrying on the several De- 
partments of the Government.” 

This is a modification of the phraseology of the amendment pro- 
posed to Rule XXI by the committee. One word, Mr. Speaker, re- 
specting the proposition of the gentleman from Georgia, which I most 
heartily support. I believe in the principle involved in the amend- 
ment, which is that, first, we should take from the Appropriations 
Committee all power of legislation; and, secondly, we should keep 
from the legislative committees the power of appropriation. The wise 
practice of legislative bodies for centuries has shown that appropriation 
and legislation do not properly go together. The correct principle is 
to keep them apart. A committee charged with the preparation of 
legislation is not a proper committee to determine upon appropria- 
tions required by such legislation. There is a principle involved here 
which I think it is not safe to depart from. I therefore most heartily 
support the proposition of the gentleman from Georgia, and simply 
offer this amendment because it seems to be agreed that the power 
must be left with the committee to report appropriations for contingen- 
cies not provided for by previous law. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio, from the fact that the words ‘‘ for con- 
tingencies for carrying on the several Departments of the Govern- 
ment” have had put upon them by previous constructions and decis- 
ions in this House an interpretation which I think the House does not 
want to carry into our newrules. I wish to call the attention of 
members to the proceedings of the House of Representatives of Feb- 
ruary 24, 1873, when General Butler, of Massachusetts, offered that 
celebrated amendment known as the ‘ grab.” I desire the 
Clerk to read the decision of the chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole on a point of order raised upon that amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Cuarmmay. The history of the last clause of the rule, “and for the 
contingencies for carrying on the several departments of the Government,” is 
this: Some Lagi Sage years ago, when the rule existed without that clause, 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means offered an amendment in- 
creasing the compensation of custom-house officers. The point of order was 
raised that the amendment was not in conformity to existing laws, and that 

int of order was sustained. The next day the chairman of the Committee of 

Vays and Means moved this additional clause as an amendment to the rule, 
and it was adopted by the House for the pur, of making it in order for him 
to move to increase the compensation of officers of customs. From that day 
till the present session of Congress the ruling under that rule has been uniform. 
Some seven years ago, while the present occupant of the chair happened to be 
in it in the Committee of the Whole, the gentleman from Indiana {Mr. Hor- 
MAN] rai the same point of acer Recap this same history of the rule wes pras 
ng 


sented to the committee. The decision of the Chair at that time, correspo! 


with that which he now makes, was sustained by the Committee of the Whole, 


The Chair is aware that upon two oecasions during the present session the 
Committee ofthe Whole have overruled the Chair in making this decision. Since 
that, however, the Committee of the Whole has sustained the Chair in the same 
decision, The Chair has no doubt whatever that it is in conformity to the rules 
ofthe House. Therefore, so far as this amendment provides for increasing offi- 
cial compensation or salaries now fixed by law, the Chair rules it in order. 
From that decision the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] appeals. 

Mr. Begarry : I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was not agreed to ; there being ayes 33, noes not counted. 

Mr. WILLARD : I desire to inquire of the Chair whether hig ruling goes to 
the extent of affirming that a ace may be permanently increased by a pro- 
vision of law. I supposed the ruling only went to this extent: that an appro- 

ion for paying a salary for the next year could be increased. 

The CHARIMAN: The Chair rules it isin order to fix an increase of salary; but 
he does not rule that it will not be within the power of Congress to diminish it. 
Dassen bith, Shall this decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the com- 
mittee? 


The question being taken, it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 92, nays 29. 
So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to add to the proposition as it now stands 
the following—— 

The SPEAKER. There isan amendment pending and an amend- 
ment to that amendment, and one must be disposed of before another 
can be received. 

The question recurred on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. WARNER] to the amendment of the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. HAMMOND]. x 

Mr. ADAMS, of Ilinois. I desire to oppose the amendment, and it 
is simply for the purpose of informing the House of the exact question 
as it is in my mind now before the House. If I understand the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Georgia it is to exclude the power of leg- 
islation on appropriation bills, and thereupon to include all appropria- 
tion bills in one committee. 

Mr. HAMMOND. No; Idonot. My real desire is to leave the appro- 
priation bills where they are. 

The SPEAKER. That is what the amendment does. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. That is my meaning. 

Mr. HAMMOND. There are two propositions in mine. 
strike out and one is to insert. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I understand the gentleman from Georgia 
does not accept the theory of the dispersion of the appropriation bills, 
but that he couples with his motion that there shall be no dispersion # 
proposition that there shall be no legislation on appropriation bile 1 


One is to 
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agree that questions shall be made clear, and I have already sent in last 
night an amendment which I suppose will be considered when that 
of the rules shall be reached. I believe a majority of the House 
is in favor of the distribution of the appropriation bills for reasons in- 
dependent of considerations arising from riders on appropriation bills; 
but I also believe if the appropriations shall be distributed still a large 
majority of this House is in favor of any proposition keeping off legis- 
lation on appropriation bills; and therefore when we come to that part 
of the rules, even if appropriations shall be distributed, I shall then 
offer my amendment to cut off legislation from appropriation bills. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I withdraw my amendment for the present. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I offer the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Norshall any provision changing existing law be in order on any general appro- 
priation bill or be received as an amendment thereto, but provisions or amend- 
ments for the direct reduction of the number, salary, or compensation of officers 
and employés of the United States shall be in order on a general appropriation 
bill if germane to the subject-matter of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish tosay a word on that amendment. I think 
this subject is well understood by the House. I think the House is 
not inclined to favor legislation on appropriation bills, judging from the 
expressions of this amendment. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
HAMMOND] has certainly guarded these bills from general legislation 
with great care. I trust the House will not object to the question of 
preventing some degree of retrenchment in the one possible form in 
which it can come before this House. I take it if you reduce offices 
and salaries it would be done on appropriation bills. I am willing to 
confine general legislation, so that I trust gentlemen around me will 
not misapprehend the fact that so far as any reform in the Government 
is to be brought about it must be brought about in this way. 

Mr. MORRISON. Rule XI, under consideration, is the rule relating 
to the powers and duties of committees. As this report is presented the 
clause under consideration involves the question whether appropriation 
bills areto be distributed. Somuch ofthe clanseas relates to the extent 
or manner of distribution has been read and is well understood. The 
proposition of the gentleman from Georgia, with the amendment pro- 
posed to it, couples together what in the report is kept apart—that is, 
the question of what committee shall have jurisdiction of appropriation 
bills and the question as to whether such committee shall not only have 
the power to appropriate money but also to incorporate new legislation 
into bills making appropriations required by law. In this report of the 
Committee on Rules these are presented as separate questions. One 
proposition is proi in Rule XI, and provides for the distribution of 
appropriation bills, and the other in Rule XXT, relating to or prevent- 

g legislation on appropriation bills. 

The effect and purpose of the proposition of the gentleman from 
Georgia is to couple them all together, with the view of weakening (at 
least that is the purpose) the -proposition to divide the ap riation 
bills. I trust it will be voted down, and that the appropriation bills 
will be distributed when we come to Rule XXI, in which this question 
is provided for in the old rules, and we will then decide whether we 
are to have new legislation on appropriation bills, and if so what it is, 
what its nature and character shall 

Mr. McKINLEY. Irise to favor the amendment of the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] and to op the amendment of the 
gentleman frem Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. In this proposition, Mr. 
Speaker, is involved the whole question, and the real fight might just 
as well be had here as when we reach Rule XXI. In my judgment 
the chief trouble has been with the power of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee to pass general legislation as riders upon their bills; and the im- 
mense power that that committee has had in this House is not acquired 
from the fact that they have twelve appropriation bills committed to 
their charge or five or ten appropriation bills committed to their 
but comes from the fact that they can legislate upon their money bills, 
bills which are necessary for the running of the Government and with- 
out which the Government can not proceed; that they use these bills, 
the passage of which is indispensable to the conduct of public busi- 
ness, as a vehicle for general legislation. 


Now, I think if you deprive the Committee on se sleeper of the- 


power to legislate for this House by riders much of the evil complained 
of will be removed and we will have auar procedure and promote 
the legislation of the country. The reason of the great importance of 
that committee in the past has been because every member of this 
House and every other committee of this House if they desire any leg- 
islation for the good of the country or for their constituents were driven 
to the Appropriations Committee as the only practical way to secure for 
their measures consideration and action. They were compelled to go 
to that committee and beg their favor because there was no way to ap- 
peal to the deliberate judgment of the House, and it is because that 
committee has had the power to legislate, not because it has the power 
to bring in all or a part of the appropriation bills, that has given them 
such weight and authority and tyranny in this House, preventing other 
committees from securing the consideration of the House upon impor- 
tant public measures committed to their charge. If you give to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs the right to come in here and propose all 
original legislation touching the Navy, the right to the Post-Office Com- 
mittee to do the same covering post-office matters, the right to the 


Military Committee to bring in a bill concerning the military establish- 
ment or any changes thereto, and prevent the Appropriations Commit- 


tee from proposing any new or original legislation—I say if you do 
that, then each of these committees will be restored toits proper dignity 
and its legitimate sphere. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me ask the gentleman, if that is done, what 
will be the status and dignity and power of the other committees? 
Mr. McKINLEY. We have not been troubled at all in the past by 


them. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. No, and they will not have power to trouble the 
House in the future if this is adopted. 

Mr. McKINLEY. We have now many committees that never have 
disturbed and never will disturb the House, and it is not proposed by 
this revision to give them any new power or clothe them with addi- 
tional jurisdiction. : 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I hope they will not all be put in chancery on 


‘account of their modesty. 


Mr. McKINLEY. You hope they will not be putin chancery on ac- 
count of their modesty! Sodo I. Why, if anythingisreferred to your 
committee, bring it in and change the rules of the House soas to have 
consideration for it; and I say that if you take from the Committee on 
Appropristions the power to legislate, then every committee having con- 
trol of subjects-matter of legislation great or small submitted to them 
will be able to have a hearing in this House. To my mind that is the 
real objection and the most serious objection to our present rules. 
Speaking from a minority standpoint, I do not care, Mr. Speaker, how 
soon the present majority of this House shall change the rules or how 
soon it shall distribute the power of appropriation among the com- 
mittees of the House, but they shall never have my vote to distribute 
them unless such distribution is necessary to rid us of what I regard 
as the most pernicious system in our code of rules to-day, the power 
to legislate upon appropriation bills. .I do not sympathize with the 
sentiment so prevalent in certain quarters, notably among some of my 
own party friends, that because we are in the minority and the Demo- 
cratic party are in the majority, that it is good policy for us, good policy 
for the Republicans, to help the majority to enact rules which every- 
body admits will lead to extravagance. 

Mr. MORRISON. Oh, no. Nobody admits it. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Nobody admits it? Why, it is admitted all 
over the House, The distinguished leader on your side of the House, 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], admits it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Oh! he would admit it. 

Mr.McKINLEY. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, who for twenty 
years has occupied a conspicuous place on this floor, who has stood in 
the very forefront of Democracy, who knows his party and his party 
friends better than any other man in this country, who knows their 
tendencies and their purposes, comes here and ap to us, the mi- 

th Lamas of the House, to put on the brakes and help to keep his party 
friends out of the Treasury. [Laughter.] y 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania said the other day, and he said it 
feelingly, as an appeal to this side of the House, ‘‘ Help! save them from 
themselves!’ 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LONG took the floor, and by consent yielded his time to Mr. 
MCKINLEY. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I can not resist that feeling appeal. 
I can not resist it coming as it does from such a source, for, I repeat, if 
there is a man in this country to-day who knows the desires and pur- 

of the Democratic party it is the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
Mr. RANDALL], for he has been with them and of them, and when he 
says all this means extravagance I must believe him. 

Mr. BINGHAM. He was with us in the last Congress. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Yes, and we were glad to have him with us. We 
were glad to have him help defeat the Morrison tariff bill. Is that the 
reason that gentlemen occupy the position they do on this side of the 
House? Is that to be the meaning of this vote? Ifitis, then let us 
vote down this proposition to distribute the bills; and I say to this side 
of the House if it is to punish the gentleman from Pennsylvania be- 
cause he helped us defeat that bill it is hardly a sound reason. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, no; that is not the reason. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I say if that is the reason, that he helped us to 
defeat that bill which would have destroyed the industries of this coun- 
try, then I ask what is the position of the gentleman and those who 
are in accord with him ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Our position is Judge KELLEY’s position, and not 
that of his colleague [Mr. RANDALL]. 

Mr. Mo Y. Judge KELLEY can speak for himself. 

Mr. BINGHAM. He has done so. 

Mr. McKINLEY. We recognize him as our leader on the question 
of protection, one whom I have always gladly followed. But the gen- 
tleman shall not lead me away from the legitimate discussion of this 
question. 

AsI was saying a moment ago, the gentleman from Georgia, agen- 
tleman in whom I have the highest confidence, who is always conserva- 
tive and always conscientious, told us the otherday that a ped now 
in the ascendant in the country, was on trial; that they been kept 
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from the knowledge of Governmental affairs and that they were neces- 
sarily green. And then he said he was afraid to try this experiment. 
I tell you it is wise, it is good statesmanship to ay beg gentlemen 
on that side to keep up the barriers, from the start. tis the part of 
a wise minority, to preserve the dam at the head of the stream lest you 
may not be able to erect it at the foot. 

Mr. REED, of Maine (in his seat). Dam them altogether. [Laugh- 
te 


r.] 
Mr. McKINLEY. My friend from Maine says ‘‘dam them alto- 
gether.” I repeat his remark, soas to give him the benefit of it in the 
Recorp. [Laughter.] He has been trying to do that for six or eight 
years in the House but has not succeeded. The party still comes up 
iling. [Applause.] My fellow-citizens [laughter]—I beg pardon, 
I thought from the applause I must be addressing my fellow-citizens. 
But, Mr. Speaker, there is another thing I want to say in this connection. 

If the committee in the past having had charge of all these appro- 
priation bills have acted as a check upon jobbery and upon waste and 
upon extravagant public expenditures, and all admit it has, in God’s 
name we need that check now when the Democratic party has taken 
control of this Government. If we ever needed it we need it now 
against the wild projects and visionary schemes which will find advo- 
cates in this House. And especially do we need it, Mr. Speaker, in 
view of the fact that the first official message of the President of the 
United States announces to this House and to the country the astound- 
ing fact that the estimated revenues of the next fiscal year are $24,000,000 
short of the estimated expenditures for that year. The Lord knows, 
if economy was needed in the past it is needed now with a threatened 
deficit. Oursurplus that we left you will disappear. Wecan not save 
that, but we can do our utmost to prevent a large deficit. [Applause]. 

| Here the hammer fell] 

Mr. HAMMOND. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The form in which I drew the amendment in 
the printed proposition is to disagree to the proposed amendment of 
the committee and to add after that certain words, The Speaker sug- 
gested that the proposition should be to strike out and insert. I de- 
sire to ascertain whether after a proposition to strike out and insert, 
which is indivisible, shall be voted upon’ it will then be in order to 
strike out the words supplied by the report of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. It will. The proposition now is tostrike out cer- 
tain words and add certain other words. The proposition merely to 
strike out would be a different proposition. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I will a further question. To get a direct 
vote without coupling the two things together, may I not modify my 
suggested amendment at this time by an amendment merely to strike 
out, stating it is my purpose to follow that with the other proposition ? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman can do that if the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] will also withdraw his amendment for the 

resent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will do so. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Then I move tostrike out the words supplied by 
the committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us hear that read. This, as I understand, 
presents the real test. 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 


Strike out the words: 

“As herein oe. viz: for 1} lative, executive, and judicial ex ; 
for sundry civil expenses; for fortifications; for the District of Columbia; for 
pensions; and for all deficiencies.” 

So that it will read : 

“3. Toappropriation of the revenue for the supportof the Government: tothe 

Committee on Appropriations.” 


Mr. HAMMOND. This will leave the committees precisely as they 
are, the Committee on Rivers and Harbors having their bill, the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture having their bill, and the Committee on Appro- 
priations all the others. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to make a suggestion to the gentleman 
from Georgia. Toaccomplish what he has stated, and which I consider 


the real test, he had better retain these words, ‘‘ except as hereinafter |. 


rovided.’? 
i Mr. HAMMOND. I have no objection to that; but that gets us 
again into the trouble of striking out and inserting, which is an indi- 
visible motion. 
Mr. MORRISON. The amendment as now offered presents the 
question of the division of the appropriations, whichis really the living 


uestion. 
z Mr. RANDALL. I think we had better have the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there were— 
ayes 55. 

The SPEAKER. There having been no previous vote, the Chair is 
unable to determine whether the affirmative is sufficient to order the 
yeas and nays. Those opposed to ordering the yeas and nays will rise. 
[After beginning to count the negative vote. ] Evidently more thanone- 
fifth have voted in the affirmative, and the yeas and nays are ordered. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will the Chair state the ee 
of the 


The SPEAKER. The amendment is to strike out that part 
report which provides for the distribution of the appropriations, 


F Mr. REED, of Maine. Those in favor of the distribution will vote 

no. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition will be again read. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Irise to a question of order. 

Mr. HATCH. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana rises to ask a question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isit proposed to strike out the words ‘‘as herein 
provided?” I suggest that they ought not to be stricken out. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The words proposed to be stricken ont are the 
designation of icular bills. 

Mr. MO ON. The effect of which will be to leave all the appro- 
priation bills with the Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. HAMMOND. re the river and harbor bill and the bill 
making fd age for the Agricultural Department. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the proposition may be again read. 

The Clerk again read the pro’ amendment. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative, there 
being—yeas 70, nays 227, not voting 27; as follows: 


YEAS—70. 

Atkinson, Foran, Little, Romeis, 
Bennett, Forney, Long, Ryan, 
B : n, Mahoney, Scott, 
Burnes, Green, R.S. Martin, Shaw, 
Butterworth, Hall, McAdoo, Skinner, 
Campbell, Felix Hammond, McKinley, Sowden, 
Candler, Harmer, MeMillin, Spriggs, 
Cannon, Harris, Merriman, Storm, 
Caswell, Hemphill, Morrill, Strait, 
Clements, H erson, J.S. Neal, oe 
Cobb, erbert, Payson, Taylor, 1. 
Compton, Hires, Perry, Taylor, J. M, 
Cowles, Holman, Phelps, Turner, 
Dargan, Hopkins, Pideock, W: orth, 
Ely, ackson, Pindar, Warner, A. J. 
Ermentrout, Ketcham, dall, White, A.C. 
Everhart, La Follette, Reid, J. W. 
Fleeger, Lehlbach, Richardson, 

3 NAYS—227. 
Adams, G. E. Dunham, Landes, Rowell 
A Jd. Dunn, Lanham, Sadler, 
Allen, O. H. en, Lawler, Sawyer, 
Allen, J.M. Eldredge, Libbey, Sayers, 
Anderson, C.M, Ellsberry, Lindsiey, Scranton, 
Anderson, J. A. Evans, re, Seney,. 
Baker, Farquhar, Loutitt, Singleton, 
Ballentine, Felton, Lovering, Smalls, 

ur, Findlay, wowry, Snyder, 
Barksdale, Fisher, LORN Spooner, 

es, Ford, arkbam, Springer, 

5 Frederick, Matson, Stahlnecker, 
Bayne, Fuller, vs fast A Steele, 

5 Gallinger, McComas, Stephenson, 
Belmont, pen AA or pe Stewart, Charles 
Bingham, G s McKenna, - St. Martin, 
Bian Gibson, C. H. mao Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Bland, Gibson, Eustace Mil s Stone, W. J., Mo, 
Bliss, Gilfillan, Miller, Struble, 
Blount, lass, Milliken, Swinburne, 
Bound Glover, ilis, Tarsney, 
Boutelle, off, Mitchell, Taulbee. 
Brady, Green, W.J. Moffatt, ; Taylor, È. B. 
Bragg, Grosvenor, Morgan, Taylor, Zach, 
Breckin: C.R. Grout, Morrison, Thomas, J. R. 
Breckinridge, WCP. Guenther, Morrow, Thgmas, 0. B. 
Browne, Hahn, Murphy, Thompson, 
Brown, C. E. Hale, eece, Th morton, 
Brown, W. V Halsell, Negley, Til n, 

3 Hanback, Nelson, Tow. $ 
Bunnell, Hatch, Norwood, Trigg, 
Burrows, Hayden, Oates, Tucker, 
Bynum, Haynes, O Donnell, Van Eaton, 
Cabell, H A O'Ferrall, Van Schaick, 
Caldwell Henderson, D. B. ’ Hara, Viele, 
Campbell, J. M. Henderson, T.J. O'Neill, Charles Wade, 
Campbell, J. Henley, O'Neill, J.J. Wait, 
Carleton, Hepburn, Osborne, Wakefield 
Clardy, erman, Outhwaite, ard, J. H. 
Cole, Hewitt, Owen, Ward, T. B. 
Collins, iestand, Parker, Warner, William 
Comstock, Hill, Payne, Weaver, A. J. 
Conger, Hiscock, Peel, Weaver, J. B. 
Cooper, Holmes, Perki Weber, 
Crain, Houk, Peters, Wellborn, 
Croxton, Howard, Pettibone, est, 
Culberson, Hutton, Pirce. Wheeler, 
Curtin, Irion, Plumb, White, Milo 
Cutcheon, James, Price, Whiting, 
Davidson, A.C. Johnson, F. A. Ranney, Wilkins, 
Davidson, M, Jo n, o n, Willis, 
Davis, Jones, J. H. ,T. B, Wilson, 
Dibble, Jones, J.T, Reese, Winans, 
Dockery, King, Ri Wise, 
Dorsey, Kleiner, Robertson, Wolford, 
Dougherty, Laffoon, Rockwell, Worthington 
Dowdney, Laird, Rogers, 

ABSENT—27. 
Aiken, Cox, Johnston, T. D. Sessions, 
Arnot, Crisp, Kelley, Seymour, 
Boyle, Daniel, Le Fevre, Stewart, J. 
Brumm. Davenport, Muller, Stone, E. F, 
Burleigh. Dawson, Pulitzer, Symes, 
Campbell, T. J.  Dingley, Rankin, oodburn 
ings, tt, Rice, 


So the amendment of Mr. HAMMOND was not agreed to. 
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During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. VIELE. Idesiretoannounce that my colleague, Mr. MULLER, 
is detained from the House by sickness. 

Mr. GEDDES. My colleague, Mr. LE FEVRE, is unavoidably absent 
attending the funeral of a friend. He wished me to say that if present 
he would vote ‘‘no” on this proposition. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. My colleague, Mr. ARNOT, is sick and 
unable to be here. If present, he would vote ‘no.’ 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. BOYLE with Mr. DINGLEY, on all political questions, and on this 
question until Tuesday next. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. Crisp, on the question of the 
distribution of the appropriation bills as recommended by the Cammit- 
tee on Rules. Mr. STEWART would vote in the affirmative and Mr. 
Crisp in the negative. 

Mr. Hitrr with Mr. PULITZER, on all political questions until De- 
cember 22; also on Mr. MoRRISON’s report to amend the rules. Mr. 
Hirr would vote for the report; Mr. PULITZER against it. 

Mr. BuRLEIGH with Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts, on questions of 
amendment to the rules reported by the Committee. Mr. BURLEIGH 
would vote for the report; Mr. STONE against it. 

Mr. CRISP. By the announcement of the pairs I observe that Iam 
paired with the gentleman from-Vermont [ Mr. STEWART], and I there- 
fore withdraw my vote. But the statement read from the Clerk’s desk 
as to our respective votes is not what it was designed to be. The form 
of this vote is perhaps different from that anticipated by the gentleman 
from Vermont. He would vote ‘‘ay’’ upon the proposition to adopt 
the report of the Committee on Rules and I would vote ‘‘no.’’ There- 
fore on the vote just taken his vote would have been ‘‘no,’’ and mine, 
were I permitted to vote, would be ‘‘ay.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I now ask a vote upon the amendment proposed 
by me as printed on page 298 of the RECORD. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to clause 3 these words: 

“ But no general legislation shall be in order on any general appropriation bill 
nor as an amendment thereto; and no appropriation shall be reported in any 
general appropriation bill, or be in order as an amendment thereto, for any ex- 
penditures not previously authorized by law, unless in continuation of appro- 
priations for such public works and objects as are already in progress.” 


Mr. HISCOCK. It seems to me we had better vote on this amend- 
ment when we reach that point in the report of the committee to which 
it is applicable. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Very wel. I have now no reason for pressing 
itat at this point. I desired a vote on the other proposition. I with- 
draw the amendment for the present. 

Mr. HOUK. I move to amend by striking ont in the paragraph un- 
der consideration the words ‘‘for pensions.” I offer this amendment 
with the view of submitting, when we reach clause 27, a proposition 
to give to the Committee on Invalid Pensions the right to report the 
pension appropriation bill. It strikes me that no committee can be so 
well prepared to perfect and report the appropriation bill on this sub- 
ject as the committee that has gone through and digested all the legis- 
lation requiring such Sera to be made. 

This committce (and I will say, by way of parenthesis, the vote just 
taken clearly indicates it is the will of the House of Representatives to 
distribute the labor of this body and give to each committee all that 
comes within its proper sphere)—this Committee on Invalid Pensions 
has proved itself, I think, under the circumstancesin the past a very 
careful committee. It enters upon no legislation and enacts no law 
until after it has examined into all its bearings and ascertains precisely 
what amount it will draw from the Treasury—how much money it 
will take to carry that law into execution. But it does seem to me if 
it is proper, and the House has just voted that it is, for the Military 
Committee to make up the appropriation bill for the War Department 
and the Post-Office Committee the bill for the Post-Office Department, 
that it is pre-eminently right for that committee, which has gone down 
into the groundwork of every enactment involving the question of in- 
valid pensions, to make up the bill necessary to carry ont the provis- 
ions which it has enacted or been instrumental in bringing before this 
House to be enacted by, as I conceive, having more knowledge than it 
is possible for the Appropriations Committee to acquire after the legis- 
lation has first been effected. They have to retrace—go over and look 
into every question which has been examined by the committee per- 
fecting legislation on that subject. I will say that I make this speech 
gratuitously and make this motion in the same way, because I do not 
want or intend to be on that committee. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, there is a great deal of force in the 
proposition that the pension bill stands by itself That observation was 
made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania or by my colleague from In- 
diana, and therefore it very properly may be taken from the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, rather than some others which are to be taken 
from that committee. But there is more force in the proposition that 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions has already more than it can pos- 
sibly do. It is certainly the observation of this louse that that com- 
mittee, which had more than one-third or nearly one-third of the bills 
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which were introduced into the last Congress, has as much as it can pos- 
sibly do. - 

Besides that, the matter of appropriation bills is something which will 
sufferin the hands ofone committee in this House, because the past shows 
that every single dollar which has been asked by the Commissioner 
of Pensions has been given by every Congress. So that there is no ques- 
tion about it. Besides that, with the overwhelming sentiment in the 
House in favor of doing away with general legislation on appropriation 
bills, there will be little to which the Invalid Pensions can ingraft in 
the way of legislation on appropriation bills, It would be of no value 
to pensioners, and therefore I think the motion of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, a former colleague on the Committee of Pensions, ought not 
to prevail. 

The question was taken, and Mr. HouK’samendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I desire to offer an amendment in the 
interest of economy. After the word ‘‘ pensions,’’ in line 108, add the 
words ‘‘the improvement of rivers and harbors.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, the object of this amendment is apparent, I think, to 
every gentleman in this House. I first desire by the amendment to 
place river and harbor appropriations among the general appropriation 
bills. The result will be that committee will not have the power to 
propose general legislation. It can not therefore, by a mere ruling of 
the Speaker, propose to turn dry land into a water way, and then appro- 
priate money for its construction. In other words, in order that I may 
erystallize the point, I would not permit the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, or any other committee of the House, to appropriate money for 
the construction of the Hennepin Canal until the representatives of the 
people determined that a Hennepin Canal should be made. I would 
remit the appropriations for the improvement of rivers and harbors to 
the condition of our public buildings bill. We donot allow the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds to bring in a measure for the 


construction of a hundred independent public buildings and in the 


same measure propose to appropriate in a lump for them all, There is 
as much intimate relation between the Federal court-house in the city 
of Pittsburgh and the City Hall in the city of Washington as between 
the improvements of the Missouri River and the improvements in New 
York Harbor. If we desire to escape the enormous appropriations which 
have at times been proposed by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
and adopted by this House we will have to adopt some measure by 
which the Congress of the United States will resolve that the work 
shall be done before there shall be an appropriation made for its com- 
pletion. 

I remember when it was proposed to create the River and Harbor 
Commmission and send itout for the purpose of ascertaining what with 
propriety might be done toward the improvement of the Mississippi 
River and to propose to the Congress of the United States the plans upon 
which it might be done, I said then that the work of that commission, 
its propositions, its plans, the methodsof its improvement, would never 
be submitted to the Congress of the United States to be adopted or re- 
pudiated by it. What is the result? They proposed to confine the 
waters of the Mississippi River within bounds by wire screens and wil- 
low branches and incorporated the proposition on an appropriation bill, 
and they have since that time proceeded year after year to squander 
millions of the people’s money in an undertaking which has resulted 
in no permanent good to the commerce of the Mississippi River. 

Give these to the Appropriations Committee; provide by the rules that 
that committee, as the House will provide, shall not have the power of 
general legislation, and put your riverand harbor bill beside your public 
buildings, and before the Congress of the United States are called upon 
to pass an appropriation for the improvementof New York Harbor let it 
first resolve that it shall be according to plans and specifications that 
shall be submitted to it by the proper engineer departmentof the Gov- 
ernment or @ proper committee which may be organized for that pur- 
pose.and from which it may receive a report. 

The question being taken on the adoption of the amendment pro- 

by Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, it was rejected. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Iam astonished that there are so few 
economists in the House. How did my friend from the fourth district 
of Indiana vote? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to move an amendment to this clause, to 
strike out the words ‘‘and provide for deficiencies.’ I do not under- 
stand why the Committee on Rules should have given all deficiency 
bills to the principal Committee on Appropriations while the appropria- 
tions for the respective Departments are in subsequent provisions re- 
ferred to separate committees. It seems to me that every committee 
should keep up its own deficiencies. 

Now, the Committee on Military Affairs is, by a subsequent clause, 
which I think will be adopted by the House, as indicated by the last 
vote, given power to report appropriations for the support of the mili- 
tary arm of the Government, and if that committee should fail to sup- 
ply enough funds for that purpose then the Committee on Appropria- 
tions is to take jurisdiction of the whole subject in order to know why 
the Committee on Military Affairs failed to supply a sufficient amount 
of money torun that branch ofthesubject. They mustascertain wherein 
that committee has failed to appropriate in whole or in part; it must 
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look over the whole work of all of the other committees and see whether 
they have left out something that ought not to have been left out or 
put in something that ought not to have goneintothebill. Idonot sce 
much improvement in the work of the Committee on Appropriations. 

My object in a revision of these rules was to relieve that committee 
from the burdens which had been imposed upon it. But this provision 
in this report requires them to go still further, and go over the work of 
these other committees and see whether deficiencies coming up from 
time to time are properly deficiencies or not. I do not see why we 
should make this committee do that work. 

It seems to me it would be much more in accordance with the eter- 
nal fitness of things, if not in accordance with the report of this com- 
mittee, if the deficiencies of every committee should be provided: for by 
a report of the committee itself, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the amendment of my 
colleague. I accept the significance of the vote which has been lately 
taken, not because I want to but because I haveto. I still am of the 
same opinion that under the rules of this House heretofore, so to speak, 
we have had war and pestilence; and I say to gentlemen around me 
that by and by they will come to me and say before this Congress 
closes its session that the amendments to these rules have brought war, 
pestilence, and famine with them. [Laughter.] 

Having stated that much, I want to say that I may be mistaken about 
this; each one must act according to his own opinion; but the vote just 
taken shows the fuct that the Committee on Rules, with you at the 
head, Mr. Speaker, are to be sustained—and the vote was taken on the 
vital proposition—and that this report is to be adopted. While I will 
say that there is no argument in favor of the distribution of these bills 
in part that does not legitimately run to their distribution in full— 
public buildings and grounds appropriations to Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, deficiency estimates to be scattered among the 


appropriate committees, pension bills to that committee, and so on—. 


yet I stand ready, Mr. Speaker, as this experiment is to be tried, in 
good faith to let, so far as my vote is concerned, its friends provide the 
details, and no one will be more gratified than myself, if the scheme 
shell prove a snecess. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. You surrender, then? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; I surrender because I am compelled to sur- 
render, But I will say further to my friend from Pennsylvania, if per- 
chance his constituents should call him to account for the vote given 
to-day he can come to me and I will give him a clean bill, because I 
believe he is mistaken and does not understand it. [Laughter.] 

The question being taken upon Mr. SPRINGER’s amendment, it was 
rejected. 

‘Lhe Clerk read as follows: 

8. To the improvement of riversand harbors: to the Committee on Rivers and 
Tiarbors; and the Committee on Rivers and Harbors shall have the same privi- 
lege in reporting = mak propriations for the improvement of rivers and 


ing ap) 
harbors as is accorded to the Committee on Appropriations in re gen- 
eral appropriation bills. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, before me in the printed 
report what seems to be clause 8 ends with the word “‘harbor,’’ the 
balance having a line drawn through it. 

The SPEAKER. That is as the committee reports it to the House. 
It is recommended that that portion be stricken out. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I move to concur in the report of the 
committee by adding after the word “‘harbor’’ the words *‘ except to 
makeappropriations for the improvement thereof;’’ so that it will read: 

To the improvement of rivers and harbors: to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, except to make appropriations for the improvement thereof. 

Mr. MORRISON. That has just been voted down. 

The amendment of Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, was not agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIS. AsI understand, the amendment offered by the com- 
mittee is now pending. 

TheSPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. WILLIS. Before it is voted upon I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Dlinois whether it is intended by the provisions in lines 
238 and 239 to give the Committee on Rivers and Harbors the same 
privilege as is given by the clause here proposed to be stricken out. 

Mr. MORRISON. It does. It gets the same power in the section 
authorizing appropriations. j 

Mr. WILLIS. That is right. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The Clerk read sections 9 to 14. 

The amendments proposed by the committee were agreed to nem. con. 

The Clerk read the fifteenth section, as follows: 


15. To the relations of the United States with the Indians and the Indian 
tribes, including appropriations therefor: to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Mr. THROCKMORTON. I offer the amendment which I send to 
th: desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


. Jn line 145, insert between the word “therefor” and the words “ to the Com- 
mittee = — Affairs” the words “also the consideration of Indian depre- 
da‘ion claims." 


M.. THROCKMORTON. Iam aware that at the conclusion of the 


last paragraph of Rule XXI the amendment proposed by the commit- 
tee makes this provision: 

No bill for the payment or adjudication of any private claim against the Gov- 
ment shall be referred, except by unanimous consent, to any other than the fol- 
abate a Epean committees, viz: To the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to the 
Committee on Pensions, to the Committee on Claims, to the Committee on War 
pees to the Committee on Private Lend Claims, and to the Committee on Ac- 
coun 2 

I desire to call the attention of the House to the fact that some or 
most of the claims in relation to Indian depredations are not claims 
against the Government, and hence they would be considered by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, There are other claims arising out of the 
Indian depredations which are not provided for by the treaties with 
the Indians, and these would be claims agninst the Government. My 
object is that the Committee on Indian Affairs shall consider and re- 
port on claims for Indian depredations, whether they be claims against 
the Indian fund provided by the treaties or claims against the Govern- 
ment. There are various tribes with whom there are no treaties pro- 
viding for reclamations against them. 

Mr. NELSON. If the-object of this amendment is to give the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs the authority to pass on depredation claims 
and report bills for their payment, I will say the committee has already 
that power. If it is the design of this amendment to allow the incor- 
poration of depredation claims in a general appropriation bill, that 
power ought not to be given {o the committee. Itis a dangerous power, 
and the Committee on Indian Affairs ought not to be permitted to bring 
in any claim in the nature of a depredation claim or any private claim 
into & general appropriation bill. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. That is not the object. As the rule now 
is, claims arising from Indian depredations are referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, but appropriations for them are not incorpo- 
rated in the Indian appropriation bill. The object of this amendment 
is, that the Committee on Indian Affairs shall consider and report upon 
the propriety or impropriety of paying these Indian depredation claims 
that are provided for by treaty between the Indians and the Govern- 
ment and report them separately. And there are claims which are 
not provided for by treaty but which arise from depredations by Indians 
which would be just claims against the Government; and the object 
of my amendment is that the committee may consider both those pro- 
vided for by treaty and those not provided for, but not that they shall 
put them on appropriation bills. 

Mr. NELSON. I say again, if I understand the gentleman from 
Texas correctly, this amendment ought not to be adopted. The Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs already has the general power to investigate 
and report by bill all these claims. It has that general power, and that 
power is ample and sufficient. If anything more is intended by this 
amendment in addition to that, such additional power should not be 
granted and this amendment should be voted down. 

I say this from the experience I have had in the last two years on 
that committee, that one of the greatest dangers it encounters is from 
the host of depredation claims, and no power should be given to the 
committee to report those claims beyond the power it already has. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. The gentleman from Minnesota does not 
understand the object of my amendment. As I have already stated, 
there are claims arising against the Government for depredations by 
the Indians that these rules would exclude from thatcommittee. There 
is a portion of those claims which is left in the hands of the committee 
as provided by this proposition; but thereare other claims which would 
be excluded by the amended rules and would be referred to the Com- 
mitteeonClaims. And any man who knows the great number of claims 
before that committee knows that these claims for Indian depredations 
never could be reached by it. 

Mr. LAIRD. The district I have the honor to represent was a few 
years ago on the frontier, and there is a large number of claims in the 
hands of citizens who suffered depredations from the savages. As I 


-understand the amendment of the gentleman from Texas its object is 


to confer on the Committee on Indian Affairs the power to adjust these 
claims and to report appropriations for them where they do not affect 
anything except the annuities coming to these Indian tribes and does 
not involve an appropriation of money de novo from the Treasury. Is 
that the idea? 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Yes, sir; but it goes further. There are 
certain claims for depredations by Indians not provided for by treaty, 
and the rule as proposed to be amended seeks to take the consideration 
of these claims from the Committee on Indian Affairs and to give it to 
the Committee on Claims. I think sound judgment requires that all 
these claims arising from depredations by Indians against. the tribal 
funds or against the Government should be considered by the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. LAIRD. I certainly agree with the gentleman from Texas. 
The amendment ought to prevail. [Cries of “Vote!” “Vote!”] I 
am ready for the vote. 


The question being taken, the amendment was not agreed to; there 
being—ayes 30, noes not counted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the Committee on Rules 
has proposed no further amendment to Rule XI until the forty-ninth 
clause is reached. Unless some gentleman desires to offer an amend- 
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ment to the other portions of the rule the Chair will direct the Clerk 
to read clause 49. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


“The following-named committees shall have leave to report at any time on 
the matters herein stated, viz: the Committee on aresegar the right of a 
member to his seat; the Committee on Ways and Means, on bills raising reve- 
nue; the committees having jurisdiction of appropriations, the general appro- 
priation bills; the Committee on Rivers and im; 
of riversand harbors; the Committee on Enrolled Bills, axeaiiad bills; the 
Committee on Printing, on all matters referred to them of prin: 


Mr. HERBERT. I move to amend by inserting in this paragraph, 
between lines 243 and 244, these woes ‘è 

Any commission authorized by law to report by bill to the House shall have 
leave to report such bill at any time, and sr ne the same up for considera- 
tion as provided in the fifth clause of Rule Vv. 

This amendment, I believe, has the approval of the Committee on 
Rules. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let us understand the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. There are two commissions authorized by law to 
report by bill to this Co This amendment will give those com- 
missions the privilege of reporting their bills at any time and of call- 
ing up their reports in the morning hour. 

Mr. MORRISON. Withoutsuch a provision those committees would 
have, under the rules, no opportunity to report. 

The SPEAKER, They are not called as committees. 

Mr. REAGAN. What are the commissions? 

The SPEAKER. There is one on ordnance and one on the geologi- 
cal and geodetic surveys. 

The amendment of Mr. HERBERT was agreed to. 

Mr. COBB. I move the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

Insert after the word “ harbor,” in line 232, the words ‘*‘ Committee on Public 
Lands, bills fur the forfeiture of land grants to and other corporati: 
bills preventing ulation in the public lands, and bills for the Asi oigna 
the publie lands for the benefit of actual and bona fide settlers. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I think members will at once see the im- 
portance of this amendment, which simply embodies what was a spe- 
cial rule of the House in the last Congress. Thisquestion of the public 
lands is perhaps one of the most important upon which we are called 
to legislate, and it is becoming more important every year. Under 
this amendment, as will be observed, the Committee on Public Lands 
will have the right to report at any time bills for the forfeiture ofland 
grants to railroad or other corporations—meaning, ofcourse, where such 
grants have not been properly earned under the law. It provides, fur- 
ther, for the reporting of bills which loo to the protection ofthe public 
domain and its reservation for actual bona fide settlers. Every one 
familiar with our public Jand system is aware of the depredations and 
frauds committed by parties who seek to procure the public lands for 
speculative purposes instead of for homesteads. Ourpublic lands are 
steadily and rapidly diminishing in area. It therefore becomes im- 
portant, I submit, that the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
these questions of great public magnitude are referred, should hare 
right of way in this House for their legislative measures. 

I will not take up time by going into details with reference to the 
manner in which our publie domain is being despoiled. It is not nec- 
essary for me to discuss now the land-grant question and the 
of Congress taking up that question and determining what lands now 
unjustly held by railroads as against settlers should be forfeited. Every 
member here understands as well as I the im ce of these matters. 
I trust, therefore, that this amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. MORRISON. I hope the amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. HENLEY. I want to draw the attention of this House to the 
fact before we come to a vote on the proposed amendment, that the 
Forty-eighth Congress almost unanimously adopted a rule offered by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] embodying this identical 
proposition—that is, making bills forfeiting Remain dar grants to 
railways bills of a privileged character. 1 wish also to draw the at- 
tention of the House to this other still more important fact, that since 
the adoption of that rule by the last House two national conventions 
have assembled and with all conceivable solemnity pledged themselves 
this thing should be done. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, to vote in op- 
position to the proposed amendment of the gentleman from Indiana I 
conceive would be nothing less than infidelity to those pledges. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to state that in the propositions I sub- 
mitted to the House, and which were referred to the Committee on 
Fyles, there was one which substantially made this precise addition to 
the rules. Iam glad that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. COBE] 
the former chairman of the Committee on Public Lands has renewed 
his proposition as an amendment to the rules, and I hope that the Com- 
mittee on Rules will not regard such amendments as being in antag- 
onism to the proposition which they have reported, but will allow the 
House to assist them in making what must be considered as valuable 


additions. This certainly is one, and, as the gentleman from Indiana 
has stated, it is in accordance with the vote cast by the House in the 
last session of Congress with unprecedented unanimity, and which 
gave the Committee on Public Lands the same privilege which this 


amendment proposes to give it. It is in accordance with the pledges | 


of our party to the people and in accordance with the vote of the Dem- 
ocratic majority in this House in the last Congress when we gave this 
committee the same power. I hope there will be a departure from the 
uniform proceeding heretofore made upon amendments, so that this 
provision may be allowed to go into the rules. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I trust the motion will be adopted. 
I think there will be no more important subjects before Congress than 
those embodied in the proposition of my colleague, that the Committee 
on Public Lands should have the right and privilege of the most favored 
committees to report and have considered bills for the purpose which 
he has indicated, to protect the public domain and reclaim the forfeited 
grants. Itis a subject growing more important every hour as your 
great public domain disappears in vested estates. I call the attention 
of the House to the fact that at the opening of the last Congress the 
proposition giving this committee these powers was adopted I be- 
lieve with only 6 assenting votes on a yea-and-nay vote. The subject 
is more urgent now than then. I again repeat that I hope the propo- 
sition will be adopted. The highest public interests demand it. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. 8 er, if we commence by giving this priv- 
ilege of report or special right to all, or so many, of these committees, 
they will all be privileged, all be placed upon an equal footing, and we 
will then never get tothe end of anything. Weshall then beas ifnone 
were privileged. When this proposition was presented in the last Con- 
gress as a separate proposition or privilege I voted for it. I shall vote 
for it again, and have no doubt a large majority of the House now as 
then will vote forit when it comes before us for consideration as a sep- 
arate measure, and therefore I insist it shall not be allowed to go into 
this report as a part of a ent code of rules. 

Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lona] may be satisfied with the government of this country by the 
Committee on Appropriations—so may the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] and the gentlemen from New Jersey and from 
New York. There are some reasons for this not found in the exalted 
patriotism and intelligence of those gentlemen. One is the head and 
others members of that committee. In judging of the weight which 
should be given to the opinions of these gentlemen, it is just to con- 
sider their relation to the money appropriated by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. While the center of population of the United States has 
passed a thousand miles westward from the Atlantic coast, the center 
of appropriations and itures of public money will be found on a 
line drawn from this Capitol through the city of Philadelphia to Boston 
by way of New York. 

To my mind the despotism of the Committee on Appropriations, as 
constituted in the last Congress, is in keeping with the domination 
which the East has exercised over the West, since there has been a West. 
The East has colonized the West, and Eastern men in the West have 
keptalive a prejudice for the East, which has colored Western thought 
and action for generations. The representatives of the West come here 
to find the important places on the committees that shape the legisla- 
tion of the nation, filled by men of the East, and they are forced to pay 
tribute even in the passage of laws to the domination of the older States. 
Admitting that the East is mother to the West, is it not time that 
we declared, not a sectional but a legislative, ind: ‘ence; time that 
we realized that we had reached our majority, and have a right to think 
and act for ourselves? 

In no way can we more effectually do this than to break down the 
despotism of this committee, composed for the most part of men whose 
sectional sympathies are all against us, and some of whom are either 
ignorant, or, worse, indifferent to the development of the great West. 
It may be answered that this is a sectional viewof the question. Pos- 
sibly so; but is it not as defensible for a Western man in behalf of 
justice to the West to rebelagainst the tyranny of an Eastern committee, 
as it is for that committee, in behalf of Eastern ignorance (of the West), 
and self-interest, to continue to dwarf the powers of Congress and para- 
lyze the development of the whole country? We are moving on; you 
are standing still. You are developed; we are developing; you are 
cautious, conservative; we audacious, progressive; and from the re- 
ciprocal action and reaction of the forces we represent must and will 
come the harmony of good laws. 

Thus far in the progress of the debate the Committee on Appropria- 
tions stands with the failure to give the country a navy, and 
provide fortifications for the Atlantic frontier. An unpatriotic omis- 
sion truly, but still subject to the negative defense that the omission 
has not cost the country one dollar of treasure or one drop of human 
blood. Their failure to provide against prospective dangers by the con- 
struction of a navy and coast defenses, is an injury to our national pride 
which so far in no wise imperils the property or person of a single 
American citizen. 

So much for the failure of this committee to permit national legisla- 
tion looking to the protection of the East from prospective danger. How 
has the West at their hands? In the ‘Territories of New Mexico 
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and Arizona a war of extermination has raged since the adjournment 
of the last Congress, and continues to-day. Geronimo and his band of 
Chiricahua Apaches, breaking from the San Carlos agency in May 
last, have murdered overan hundred defenseless settlers and destroyed 
hundreds of thousandsof dollars’ worth of property and driven millions 
from investment in that region of unexampled mineral richness. 

The unchecked outrages of this band of savages have struck a blow 
at the development of these Territorics from which they will not re- 
cover in a half score of years. Unless this Congress wishes to see a 
commentary upon this day’s work written in the blazing homes and mur- 
dered and mutilated bodies of the pioners of Arizona and New Mexico, 
let them take at least one bill from this committee and give it into the 
hands of some committee that has time to so consider and act upon the 
Indian question as to control these and all other Indians or kill them. 

We of the West do not ask this in vengeance of the numberless out- 
rages of which this section has been the victim—outrages as often 
chargeable to the ignorance or indifference of Congress as to the mur- 
derous savage. We ask it in the name of mercy to both the savage and 
the pioneer. 

Let the government of these cut-throat Apaches be placed in the 
hands of a committee, a majority of whom shall be from the West or 
Southwest. Put no man on that committee from east of the Alleghany 
Mountains, unless he is in favor of the prosecution of these murderers 
of mothers and babes or is willing to see them colonized cn Cape Cod 
or Beacon Hill. 

We want this business in the hands of a committee who, from ex- 
perience, will know enough to protect both the Indian and the white 
» man; and the only protection of the white man lies in justice to the 
red man. 

The cause of Indian wars in most cases comes not from the misman- 
agement or rascality of agents or the encroachments of border men, but 
from the lying contracts of the Government, miscalled treaties. 

Whenever the a of the United States, to secure the peaceable re- 
lease of lands held by Indians and their removal to some reservation, 
commonly selected because no white man can live upon it, promises 
the Indian a home where game is plenty and, in addition to this, all 
the blankets he wants and all the provisions he can eat, the Indian 
has not learned that the written, and not the spoken word controls. He 
listens, believes, and is turned loose upon a gameless desert. His ap- 
peal for provisions is answered by the treaty which binds the Govern- 
ment in writing to give him onerationa week. Heasks for more; the 
agent truthfully tells him he has no more. The Indian says, ‘‘ But the 
Great Father promised me all I wanted to eat if I would come here.” 
The agent tells him that it makes no difference what the Great Father 
said; heisnot bound by that, butonly by what was written—the treaty. 
Treaty, indeed! ‘Treaty with ehildren having the destructive powers 
of men, multiplied by centuries of savagery ! 

The Indian asks to leave the reservation to hunt for food, not for 
fan, and is told that if he does he violates the treaty and will be killed. 

What answer is to be made to this being, fearless as the eagle, mad- 
dened with hunger, and stung to fury by deceit? ' 

Whatanswer, gentlemen of the East, gentlemen of the Appropriations 
Committee, you of the humane society, seated in the soft-cushioned 
seats of authority, defended by distance from the stealthy blow and 
brutal death? 

Your answer is, let him work as others work! Ay, he does work; 
his tools are the knife, the hatchet, and the gun; his fields the homes 
of those who are the forerunners of a great nation’s power, who, trust- 
ing to the parchment promises of protection to life and property, have 
gone out to find a road and blaze the way for civilization. 2 

Let this business go into the hands of men who have time to think 
and feel; nren who know enough to know that an Indian will fight be- 
fore he will starve; men just enough to realize that if this Government 
takes from an Indian his lands and game, the implication is that it will 

ive him in return food enough to eat and clothing for his nakedness, 

t there be no more lying contracts. Let this Government make 
gisprg naples, Rise pe with the Indian and then keep them. 

Let it be erstood that the Indian can not live on the sympathy 
of humane societies. With him it is bread, or bloody reprisal upon all 
that comes in his way. Do not mix education with starvation. Feed 
him atthe same time that you teach him. Give him the ration of asoldier, 
appropriate for him as you do for the Army, and then if he does not keep 
his contract of peace, kill him; and the conscience of all mankind will 
approve the act. See that the Indian is properly fed, then disarm and 
dismount him, and visit with punishment as if for murder any man who 
provides him with arms or horses. Give him a few cattle and sheep, a 
good range, and cupidity will civilize him. 

Do this, and you take the menace of death from the pioneers of the 
West and give wings to the development of these Territories, destined, 
in Bod judgment, to outstrip Colorado and California in the race for 
w 5 

Mr. Speaker, Iam aware that the Committee on Appropriations will 
meet this proposition with the answer that it is not economical: 

Which is preferable, economy of human life or of money? As the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] pregnantly remarked buta 
moment ago, ‘‘ There is an economy that is criminal.” If we can not 
save both, which shall we save, the dollar or the man? 


The Committee on Appropriations last year scaled the estimates of 
the Indian Bureau $1,500,000 and upward. That bureau asked for 
nearly eight millions and got six millions. ; 

‘The House will take notice that during this debate, in the face of 
the boast by the Committee on Appropriations, that the Departments 
had money enough, the proceedings were interrupted by the reading 
of a message from the President calling our attention to the dangerous 
deficiency in the appropriations for the support of the northern Chey- 
ennes. 

This is not the only instance of a failure of the supplies during the 

year. In several cases, notably that of the Mescalero Apaches 
and the Southern Utes, supplies not provided for by existing law have 
been furnished to prevent hostile outbreaks. 

The Territories are practically helpless here; they have no vote in 
this Congress. Any failure on our part to deal fairly and generously 
with them is obnoxious to that principle of natural justice which com- 
mands us to protect the weak. 

Any economy, falsely so called, which turns loose the western savage 
upon the western settler is a disgrace to this House and an outrage upon 
American civilization. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from z ennai ania [Mr. RANDALL] ar- 
gues danger to the country from the distribution of the appropriation 
bills to seven committees, because since the Committee on Agriculture 
was empowered to report appropriations for the Department of Agricult- 
ure the appropriations for that Department have increased. The ap- 
propriations for that Department have increased since 1880. So have 
all the appropriations for all the Departments of the Government. The 
appropriations in the gentleman’s own State and in that of the other 
great economist from Indiana[ Mr. HOLMAN } haveincreased also, The 
gentlemen do not complain of the increase that comes home to them! 
Is it the idea of the gentlemen that the public money expended west 
of the Mississippi River is wasted and that spent east is saved 7 

Is it patriotic to spend millions on public buildings in Pennsylvania 
and criminal to expend a little more than half a million on agriculture 
in the West? 

We submit, Mr. Speaker, that the test is not whether the appropria- 
tions for agriculture have increased, but whether they ought to have 
increased. Never before the year 1885 have the appropriations for 
agriculture equaled or exceeded $500,000, and those of 1885 would not 
have equaled that sum but for the creation of the Bureau of Animal 
Industry, which took $150,000 of the appropriation in 1885 for the Agri- 
cultural Department, and $100,000 of that appropriation in 1886. 

The average annual appropriations for the Agricultural Department 
from its creation to 1880 were $84,634.37 per year, and the total ex- 
penditure from its creation to that year amounted to $3,216,114.37. 
‘There was appropriated for the support of the military and naval es- 
tablishment of this Government in 1877 the sum of $50,117,824. The 
appropriation for agriculture in the same year was $174,686. That is, 
there was appropriated for defense in a time of profound peace two hun- 
dred and eighty-six times as much as there was for production.. I do 
not say that this was too large an appropriation for national defense, 
but I do say it was infinitely too small an appropriation for agriculture. 

The census of 1880 shows that, practically, one-half of the population 
of the United States Jive by agriculture, and the new contribution 
which they annually add makes possible the material prosperity of the 
whole country. ; 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] complains of the 
increase of agricultural apporpriations. I invite not only his but the 
attention of this House to the amounts appropriated in aid of agricult 
ure in that same year, 1877, by other governments. 


AUS Ghd DUROry. e e E E TTO O $5, 495, 125 
France, for agriculture and COMMerce-.--------------- 20, 534,410 
Protea see fica A eS Be RETR ES Ue ee 2, 612, 340 
Italy, for agriculture and commerce_-~-.---~-. -------- 2, 715, 995 
Russia, for agriculture and public lands__-.---..-------- 14, 826, 184 
Great Britain 0 Se A nas 795, 590 
BWOUGN foe a es ence ened nada ecemeony asta 651, 737 
United States (as before stated) ....-----.-------------- 174, 686 


The Kingdom of Sweden, with twenty-one times less area and less 
than one-twelfth the population of the United States, appropriates more 
than three times as much toward the promotion of her agricultural in- 
dustries than does this country; and this, too, with an area scarcely 
as large as the State of Texas, and a population less than the State of 
New York. 

Mr. Speaker, there is one item in the appropriation complained of 
that I wish to refer to briefly; that is the item of $250,000 for the es- 
tablishment of a bureau of animal industry, having for its object the 
protection of domestic animals from contagious diseases. The gentle- 
man [Mr. RANDALL] says this is a wasteful appropriation. 

Two hundred and fifty thousand dollars too much? 

Mr. Speaker, had the Forty-eighth Congress had the courage 
and intelligence to have appropriated at least four times as much for 
this purpose it would have resulted in the saving of millions. 

Does the gentleman recall the German, French, and (practically) 
English embargo on American meats? Theseveral States of the Union 
might better have appropriated and expended a million dollars each 


1885. 
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than have suffered the loss which has fallen upon this country since 
1880 in this one item alone. 
Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania realize that disease has cost 
aloss (direct and indirect) which scales $100,000,000 during that period? 
The losses to my own State (Nebraska) in the last year from conta- 


gious diseases of swine alone amount to $2,445,778. - 

The United States has 40,000,000 head of horned cattle; Great Brit- 
ain has 7,000,000 head. With her 7,000,000 head of horned cattle 
that country has sustained an annual loss of $6,000,000 per year from 
pleuro-pneumonia in her herds. If that disease gets rooted in 
this country we may look forward to an annual loss of from $60,000,- 
000 to $70,000,000, and this disease when once disseminated can not 

, be stamped out except by the destruction of the herds. Pleuro-pneu- 
monia has already appeared in nearly half the States of the Union, and 
as it can not be successfully grappled with by the States,owing to their 
limited jurisdiction, it must be controlled, if controlled at all, by the 
General Government through Con, 

The value of the herds of horned cattle of the United States is given 
at $1,200,000,000, and when the gentleman from Pi lvania remem- 
bers that this amount represents the present earnings an ble future 
profits of one-half the population of this country he will hesitate to 
complain of the paltry appropriation of $250,000 expended in defense 

of this vast property from the encroachments of disease. The gentle- 

man is never tired of asking Congress to protect the labor of his great 

State from the ruinous competition of the pauper-paid labor of Europe. 

We have been patriotic enough to stand by him, believing it to be 
American to even suffer some in our individual interests rather than to 
become an obstacle to the prosperity of our wage-working countrymen 
of the East. Youask us to protect your labor against poor pay. We 
ask you to protect our property againstdestruction. For twenty-five 
years we have ae, that we would protect you. Can you now af- 
ford to answer that you will not protect us? The question is so plain 
that the wayfaring man, though from Pennsylvania, can no more af- 
ford to say no, than the wayfaring man, though a fool, can afford to say 
there is no God. 

Hon. H. G. Davis said in his place in the Senate of the United States, 

in January, 1881: 

From the time of the landing at Jamestown and Plymouth Rock the Ameri- 
can farmers have always constituted the advance and the largest part of 
that grand army of progress and liberty which, in its triumphant march in the 
face of dangers, trials, privations, and the cruelty of the po has gradually 
subdued forests, rivers, and climbed mountains, until civilization, society, 
churehes, schools, and happy homes have been established from ocean to ocean 
and from the lakes to the Galt. 

‘The American farmers have laid the foundations of an empire®on this conti- 
nent destined largely through their efforts, virtues, industry, courage, and de- 
votion to free government surpass in substantial glory, grandeur, wealth, 
proses: and prosperity all the nations of this world and the achievements of 


Our liberties were cofiquered and our Constitution made mainly by farmers, 
and to them, in any and every t crisis, we must look for the safe-keeping 
and protection of both. Asa rule the agricultural classes have always been de- 
voted to yp mony and good order, and the friends of established society and 
the enemies of disorder, wrong, change, violence, and unjust revolation; they 
constitute the reserve forces of conservatism in all governments, particularly in 
ours. 

The collection of large populations in commercial centers, by depleting the 
country, has a dangerous tendency. It isin the cities and these great centers 
that PAA pope nds, trades unions, centralization, and consolidation are 
born, fostered, and best flourish, while in the agricultural districts the tendency 
is in the opposite direction. 5 

General Jackson, in his fourth annual message to Congress (Decem- 
ber, 1832), says: 

The wealth and strength of a country are ite Popoh; and the best part of 
the population are the cultivators of the soil, ependent farmers are every- 
where the basis of society and the true friends of liberty. 

Washington, in a letter to Sir John Sinclair, said: 


I know of no pursuit in which more real and important service can be ren- 
samas to any country than by improving its agriculture and its breed of useful 
ani s. 

Washington, in his eighth message to Congress, said: 

Itis not to be doubted that, with reference either to individual or national wel- 
fare, agriculture is of primary importance. In proportion as nations advance 
in population, and other circumstances of maturity, this truth becomes more 
apparent, and renders the cultivation of the soil more an object of public patron- 
age. Institutions for promoting it grow up, supported by the public purse; and 
to what object can it be dedicated with greater propriety ? 


Mr. Speaker, in the light of the wisdom of the Father of his Country, 
and the strength of one ofits grandest defenders, Andrew Jackson, is 
it not safe to say that upon the protection and elevation of agriculture, 
and its accompanying productive industries depends, to a great extent, 
not only the prosperity of the country but the stability of the Govern- 
mentitself? ‘The most prosperousnationsof the earth foster agriculture 
by appropriations of money from the public treasury, and find it a 
paying investment. 

The time has come when the intelligent producers of this country 
should demand at the hands of their representatives the substantial 
recognition of the fact that the productive industries form the basis of 
national wealth, and that this fact be recognized by extending to them 
fostering care, support, and protection commensurate with their im- 

ce. 


Mr. Speaker, there is another question of great moment to the 
country which I have the honor to represent and to the country west 


of the Missouri River, and for that matter to the entire country. On 
the 3d of ae 1885, the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
issued the following order: 

SUSPENSION OF ENTRIES, 


Final action in this office upon all entries of the public lands, except Parae 
cash entries, and such scrip locations as are not dependent upon acts of settle- 
ment and cultivation, is s ded in the following eri namely: 

All west of the first guide meridian west in Kansas. All west of range 17 
west in Nebraska. The whole of Colorado except land in late Ute reservation. 
Allof Dakota, Idaho, Utah, Washington, New Mexico, Montana, Wyoming, and 
Nevada, and that portion of Minnesota north of the indemnity limits of the 
Northern Pacific Railroad and east of the indemnity limitsof Saint Paul, Min- 
neapolis, and Manitoba Railroad. 

In addittion, final action in this office will be suspended upon all timber en- 
tries under the act of June 3, 1878; also upon all cases of desert-land entries, 

W. A. J. SPARKS, Commissioner. 

APRIL 3, 1885. 


As ap by the report of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, the number of pre-emption entries made during the year was 47,- 
946, which he says would cover 7,671,360 acres of land. The number 
of homestead entries made during the year is placed at 50,877, embrac- 
ing an area of 7,415,885 acres. The number of pre-emption entries un- 
acted upon under the operation of the foregoing order at the close of 
the fiscal year was 32,374, and the number of homestead entries un- 
acted on was 28,811—making a total of settlers’ claims unacted on of 
61,185, which would represent 9,789,600 acres of land. 

‘The Commissioner states that final proof was made in 22,066 of the 
50,877 homestead entries, but does not state that patents issued in any 
of such cases, It is fair, therefore, to presume that no patents haye 
issued to any of the 22,066 homesteaders who have made final proof. 
This would give 5,530,560 acres to add to the 9,789,600, making a to- 
tal of 13,320,160 acres of homestead and pre-emption land suspended. 

To any one conversant with the land laws of the United States, itis 
known that any homesteader or pre-emptor of the publiclands, having 
complied with the laws as to settlement and improvement of the tract 
taken by him, can make final proof on the sameat the expiration of six 
months, and on the paymentof theminimum or double minimum price, 
as the case may be, receive a final receipt for the land, which final re~ 
ceipt, under the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States 
and the decisions of the State supreme courts, has always been treated 
as absolute title, and would be treated so now but for this order, which 
operates as an im ent of title, as well as an impeachment of the 
good faith of the 84,251 settlers making the settlements and proof 
thereof, 

As the report of the Commissioner relates to the 30th of June, 1885, 
all of the persons who had made entries by that time would now be 
entitled to make final proof and receive their final receipts for these 
lands, if they could show, as most can, compliance with the law as to 
settlement and improvement. This would make the number of home- 
stead and pre-emption settlers on the public domain of the United States 
now entitled to patent, or to claim patent, as shown by the report, 
84,251—that is, 84,251 persons, heads of families, representing at a fair 
estimate a population of 252,753 persons, under the ordinary operations 
of the law entitled prima facie to an absolute title to 13,320,160 acres 
of land, and now deprived of their rights by the order cited. 

But for this order the Government would have received from the sale 
of these lands to these settlers the sum of $16,650,200; this being at the 
minimum rate of $1.25 per acre for the 13,320,160 acres of land *‘hung 
up’ under the order, and the settlers would under fair circumstances 
have beenable to procure credit on these same lands of from $16,650,200 
to apy pret over and above the sum paid tothe Government. This 
sum if so raised by mortgage of the lands is necessary and would be 
used by the settler in making life on the claim possible during the 
winter and providing seed for the spring planting. 

In the face of this order the settlers can not, so far as my knowledge 
raise a cent on their lands, In this connection I beg to submit 
as a part of my remarks a letter addressed to myself, written on the 
15th of this month from aconstituent 1,600 miles away; the writer is an 
intelligent man, located in the heart of the agricultural district in Ne- 
braska, which is affected. 


Dear SIR: The actions and xalinga 
issuing of patents as affecting deeding and mo 
will almost depopulate Southwest Nebraska unless it is reversed. 

The idea of prohibiting people from obtaining money enough to live on while 
to improve this “Great American ” appears to me most 
e effect of the whole matter will be to force the homesteaders to 
and go back 
to the densely populated East; and of course the lands will fall into the hands 
of the cattle syndicates, 

It would look very much like this was the intention of the Commissioner “to 
a man upa tree;” but the more charitable view to take of the case is that 
Commissioner Sparks has never lived, with a wife and half dozen ragged chil- 
dren, in a sod house for four or five years trying to prove up on a homestead, 
and knows but little of the effect of his rulings. 
Sincerely yours, 


of Commissioner Sparks in regard to the 
ng land on final receipis 


they are trying 
ridiculous. T 
sell their claims for whatever they can get and leave the country 


The order in question, it will be noticed, applies to all lands west 
of the first guide meridian west, in Kansas, and all west of range 17 
west in Nebraska. An examination of any map of those States will 
show that the suspension affects fully one-half of the area of each ot 
those States named. More than this, the order, it will be observed, 
operates to withdraw from settlement all the lands in the United States 
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available for settlement in the States and Territories west, southwest, 
and northwest. All the Jands owned by the Government now being 
sought for settlement by the people, except those in the south, are 
practically unavailable to the people wanting homes. 

It must be borne in mind that millionaires do not migrate to Ne- 


braska, Kansas, or Colorado. The people that go there go much as 
the first settlers came to the colonies in the old time. They bring 
neither gold nor silver. They are without resources; their only prop- 
erty is their willingness to work. Their wealth isin the future. They 
are surrounded by no splendor except that of hope. They are sus- 
tained alone by the faith of things not seen. 

In the light of the extraordinary consequences of evil to the present 
and future of the States and Territories affected by this order, it be- 
comes pertinent to inquire upon what authority of law and what war- 
rant of fact this wholesale slaughter of the rights of 252,753 citizens of 
this country is based? The authority of law is raised by construction, 
by implication, and that is raised by what is called evidence furnished 
by the published report of eighteen special agents who are relied 
upon to impeach the sworn evidence of 83,251 claimants and 166,502 
disinterested witnesses, and who must have sworn for them, and in addi- 
tion to this the official finding of the trusted local land officers of the 
Government, 

Some of the evidence (reports) of the special agents would seem to 
commend itself to the ridicule of all reasonable men by statements of 
this kind: 

I give it as my opinion that in Kansas, Nebraska,and Dakota the rt proportion 
is 90 per cent, to 10 per cent. of bona fide and possibly successful cultivators. 

Here the gentleman is speaking of timber-culture claims, and, on the 
strength of this opinion of a man hired to hunt down these settlers of 
the frontier, an order issues suspending not only timber-culture pat- 
ents, but all patents. When before, withthe approval of civilized 
men, was the opinion of an informer taken as ground for the suspension 
of the due course of law? No one from the West, that region which 
has suffered most from the aggressions of the Janded corporations, but 
will sympathize with the Commissioner in his effort to protect the 
public domain from the encroachments of the corporations of all kinds, 
whether cattle kings, so called, or railroads. 

We do not object to the suspension of timber-culture entries or to the 
suspension of any entry of whatever kind whenever a specific charge of 
fraud is made against thatentry. We do protest against a cloud 
cast upon the honest claims of settlers on the agricultural lands of Ne- 
braska and other States and Territories by the dust raised by eighteen 
spies whose official heads hang upon the slender thread of the caprice 
of anadministration mad with reform, and a Department which believes 
itself laboring with a mountain of fraud, which seems to breathe an at- 
mosphere of suspicion, and which appears more than willing to see in 
the sweat-stained face of the Western settlera masked and contemptible 
scoundrel, intent on robbing the people of their great patrimony, the 
public land. 

Does not this Congress understand that in Nebraska, where every 
hundred and sixty acres of agricultural land is worth from $500 to 
$1,000 as soon as patented, and where there are from five to twenty 
claimants for every claim; where every man has the right to contest 
any entry, fraud npon m the public domain is an impossibility? Does 
it not occur to the honorable Commissioner that he is doing in these 
States and Territories, where the land is valuable for agriculture, the 
very thing that the land-grabbers and thieves want done? 

This order makes it impossible for an honest settler to raise a dollar 
on his final receipt; failing in this he must abandon the land, or stay 
on it and starve. The result is plain, he is compelled to sell, to sac- 
rifice for almost nothing what has cost him the torture of long toil 
to get; his claim is “‘ gobbled’? by the land shark, the cattle syndi- 
cates, and he is sacrificed toa special agent who rides through the region 
of ‘‘suspected lands” in a and writes lurid reports of crimes 
and shames that smack of the sensational, that ought no more to be 
received as evidence of the character of the homesteaders than the il- 
lnstrations in the Police Gazette ought to be received as evidence of the 
eee morality of New York. 

, these men are poor—good proof they are not rascals. 

os ae not prepared for a siege, much less can they withstand for 

the fire of all the official batteries. They have some rights as 

Sard ; they are not wholesale liars. Men do not commit per- 
jury by the undred thousand. 

This order covers half a continent. Men do not sin by the conti- 

nent—they do not attempt to take an empire by perjury. Men are 
not punished geographically, or condemned by million without 
their day in court. The reasonable doubt which saves the wretch 
trembling for his life, ‘“‘ the presumption of innocence’’ which guards 
us all, speaks for these menand demands that the heel of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior be taken from the neck of these settlers. 

Let the power which has been too long trusted with the Committee 
on Appropriations be taken from them and given toa committee which 
will take the time to see and know for itself before it will permit a 

great Department of this Government to be prostituted through impo- 
Eton on the one hand or credulity on the other into an engine of op- 
pression. Give the power of this Department into the hands KRES 


mittee who will remember that the presumptions of law do not change 
with a change of administration. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The objection to the adoption of the amendment, 
it seems to me, is this, that the more committees to which we give the 
right of way the more confasion we will have on the floor. One will 
be antagonizing the business of another, and we will use upan immense 
amount of time in voting which shall have the right of way. 

I undertake to say that the Committee on Public Lands will in this 
as it did in the last Congress meet with no successful opposition to hav- 
ing all the time assigned to it which it may want for this purpose. It 
has been the uniform practice to give them that time whenever they 
wanted it. 

In the rule as we have it, in the morning hour they can report their 
bills, and when they are up for consideration, if at the end of that hour 
they shall be unfinished they can go upon the Calendar of unfinished 
business. And it seems to meif they have that right with other com- 
mittees it is all they can ask for, when we know the practice has been 
in the past, as no doubt it will be in the future, to give them such time 
as they may desire for the consideration of their business. 

Mr. MORRISON. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 126. 

So (no further count being demanded) the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Irise for the purpose of moving an amendment 
to Rule XI by inserting the following as clause 50— 

Mr. HAMMOND. Let me offer a verbal amendment before the 
amendment of the gentleman from Maine is taken up. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I have no objection. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move to amend by inserting in line 239, after 
the word “‘harbors, ” the words “‘including appropriations therefor. ” 
In every other place where there is a provision for an apeeenes bill 
the words ‘‘including appropriations therefor ” is inserted in the rule. 
Their omission at this place might mislead, and so by the ‘neertinel of 
the words I have indicated it will be provided that it is not only the 
purpose to empower the committee to provide for the improvement of 
rivers and harbors, but also to make the appropriations therefor. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will state that the construction 
upon these words as they stand in another rule of the House has al- 
ways been that $ they apply to appropriations for the improvement of 
rivers and har 

Mr. HAMMOND. I understand that; but itcan do no harm, as we 
are now preparing a code of rules, to put those words i in, lest some chair- 
man hereafter in construing the rules shall deem that there exists 
ground for ahother construction. 

The SPEAKER. The clause of the rule which gave the right of 
consideration under the old rule uses this exact language. 

Mr. HAMMOND. But that was when it had other words in con- 
nection with it which have subsequently been stricken out. 

The SPEAKER. No; the Chair thinks the gentleman is mistaken. 
The construction has always been that it conferred the right of appro- 
priation. 

Mr. HAMMOND. If there is no special occasion for it I shall with- 
draw the amendment in order to save time. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the reading. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before passing to another subject I wish to offer 
an amendment at this point. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert by adding to line 243 the following: 
“The wee ewer having authority to report appropriations, and other com- 
mittees having of the subject-matter thereof, may at any time after 
the morning ng hour reporti bills involving but notmaking appropriati: 
visions of which rench expenditures.” 


Mr. SPRINGER. The object of that amendment is to enable the 
Committee on Appropriations, which are now to be deprived of the 
privilege of incorporating general legislation upon appropriation bills, 
to bring their economical legislation into the House as a privileged 
matter in another shape, so that we can put provisions for the retrench- 
ment of expenditures in one bill and money propositions in another 
and take them together to the Senate, so that we may still have the 

ivilege, which has heretofore been enjoyed by the House, of legis- 
fnting i in the interest of economy whenever the majority of the House 
desires to do so. 

We will not be permitted to place them upon appropriation bills 
hereafter, and I hope that another avenue will be opened quite as broad 
and quite as good and convenient, so that we can legislate hereafter in 
the interest of economy. 

The question being taken, the amendment proposed by Mr. SPRINGER 
was not agreed to. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I now call up the amendment which I have sent 
to the desk to be inserted as an additional clause, to be known as clause 
50 of Rule XI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


It shall be the duty of the committee having jurisdiction of the general appro- 
en oe ene ee eens Oe in the long or on or before the 

ako d < eens in the short session of Congress to report the general appro- 
pi m s. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say but a word in ex- 


ons the pro- 
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planation of my purpose in introducing this amendment. I suppose 
that every member of this House has, among a thousand others, two 
purposes in view: one to have an opportunity to call up such legisla- 
tion as he believes to be necessary; and another, the opportunity to un- 
derstand the legislation upon what he is voting. Now, I will not dis- 
cuss the question of the use that has been made by the Committee on 
Appropriations of its power in the past. That has been all pretty well 
gone over. My friend upon my right [Mr McKINLEY], whom I do 
not now see in his seat, stated a short time ago that one of the greatest 
abuses was the power in the hands of the Appropriations Committee to 
legislate. That I acknowledge. But, Mr. Speaker, one of its other 
great abuses is its power to obstruct legislation by withholding the 
bills upon appropriations to the end of the session, and then use them 
asa club to knock out the propositions and measures of every other 
committee that may come up before the House or the country demands 
the passage of. I desire, sir, that there shall be some time in the ses- 
sion, some period when these appropriation bills shall have been passed, 
when we will have an opportunity of discussing other matters of legis- 
lation withont the power on the part of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, or any other committee that has the right of way in this Honse, 
of putting its garrote around our necks and choking us off. 

There is another in view, as I stated, and that is that the 
members of the House should have one opportunity to understand the 
legislation that we are called to vote upon. These supply bills are 
great bills; they are matters of great consequence. Ido not think that 
the Committee on Appropriations in their discussions in the House have 
belittled their consequence in that respect, Butitis a matter of great 

rtance to every member of the House to be able to understand the 
bills before he votes upon them. But as a rule they do not come here 
until toward the close of the session—too late for consideration. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman from Maine yield to me fora 

tion? Will he accept an amendment to his proposition that 
they shall report the bills within thirty days after the general estimates 
are submitted to them? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I have no objection to that. I only desire to fix 
some period when they shall come in. 

But a word, sir, further. Iask gentlemen what opportunity did we 
have in the Forty-eighth Congress to understand these matters? Why, 
the sundry civil bill came into this House almost at the end of the ses- 
sion, so that there was not time even toreadit. It was passed through 
the House under a suspension of the rules, just as a mother would make 
a boy shut his eyes and open his mouth to take physic, and nobody 
except God himself, and possibly the Committee on Appropriations, un- 
derstood what on the earth or in the heavens above was in that 
bill. Then we had , in the vacation, ample time in which 
we could sit down and look over the bill and see what laws we had been 
passing in that hasty manner for the people of this country. I believe 
that every man in this House owes it to himself, owesit to his constit- 
tency, owes it to his country, that he should vote to give himself an 
opportunity to examine this important legislation before he is called 
upon to vote upon it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ROCKWELL. This is the same proposition as was advanced 
yesterday by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lona}, who was 
on the Committee on Appropriations of the last Congress. The gentle- 
man from Massachusetts admits that last session we were bound hand 
and foot, that matters were so bad that only three classes of measures 
could be passed: 

1. Insignificant bills; 

2. Bills the overwhelming necessity for which could command a two- 
thirds vote; and 3 

3. Bills passed by the grace of the Appropriations Committee. 

He says relief is desired from this difheulty, and the claim is made 
that a needed relief comes from the additional changes proposed, 
namely: 

1. A morning hour for committees; 

2. By depriving the committee of the power of annexing general 
legislation on appropriation bills; and 

3. Through this amendment. 

I can not with this claim. The whole question divides itself 
into theidea of, first, the one-man power; and, secondly, the distribution 
of responsibility. 

The difficulty with the present system is this: It gives power to the 
Committee on Appropriations to crowd out other business, no matter 
how important, and to practically make the House take up what the 
chairman of that committee prefers, for no one wishes to antagonize or 
vote down appropriation bills. They must be 

The real diffitulty will not be met by leaving the present power with 
the committee. e practice has grown up, on one pretext and an- 
other, to hold the bills over until such time as the committee from the 
actual situation of affairs holds the power. 

Two objections are made to the distribution of this power among the 
other existing committees: First, extravagance; second, the possibility 
of a combination of those committees being formed causing danger and 
delay. Itisclaimed thata divided responsibility willincrease expenses; 
that the House in the Committee of the Whole, with the advice of these 


committees, can not ‘“‘cut the garment to the cloth.’’ The fallacy 


‘of this argument has been ably met by the gentleman from Michigan. 


This is a reflection upon the ability and good judgment of the House 
and the Representatives whom the people have chosen. 

The argument of the gentleman from Massachusetts that the combi- 
nation of these committees will cause danger and delay is easily met. 
Ifthereis danger from the combination of several committees, how much 
more danger and delay may arise when the power is lodged, as it now 
is, in one committee ? z 

Itis urged in defense that other committees have despotic power. 
The Committee on Ways and Means and the Committee on Rules are 
cited. The former may possibly report one bill to Congressin a session, 
but the Appropriations Committee has thirteen. That the Committee on 
Rules has great power and privileges is true, but if is also true that 
the duties of that committee have been so satisfactorily performed that 
nobody wishes to deprive them-of that power. 

However strong the arguments may seem, the real question at issue 
remains, Shall the majority dictate practical legislation, or by giving 
thirteen appropriation bills to one committee practically place in the 
power of that committee, under the rules, the control of legislation? 

The country wants the House so to shape its rules that public mat- 
ters shall as far as possible have a hearing and consideration. The re- 
port of the majority of the committee looks toward that end, and the 
recent vote indicates that such action will be taken. This course is 
conservative, and meets the approval of many of the best and most ex- 
perienced parliamentarians. i 
` The proposed amendmentof the gentleman from Maine will not work 
practically and will notaid in the solution of the problem. These bills 
can not be prepared in the time he suggests, or if prepared would still 
lie over till late in the session. 

The real difficulty now is not so much that the appropriation bills 
are reported late as that the power practically residing in the committee 
when they are reported is liable to misuse. 

Mr. MORRISON. I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair wishes to ask the gentleman from Maine 
[ Mr. MILLIKEN] whether he desires a vote to be taken on his amend- 
ment as it was read at the desk, or whether heaccepts the modifications 
proposed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I have no objection to accepting the modifica- 
tions by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. CANNON. Iask my colleague [Mr. MORRISON ] before he in- 
sists upon the previous question to allow me two minutes, if the gen- 
tleman from Maine accepts that modification. 

Mr. MORRISON, I will yield to my colleague for two minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment as proposed to be modified will 
be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend Rule XI by inserting the following : 

“50. It shall be the duty of the committce having jurisdiction of general ap- 
oer bills to report the same within thirty days after the estimates are 
recely x 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to say that with that modification gentle- 
men can see at once the foolishness of the proposed rule. It would 
either work great harm to the House, if enforced, or would stand a 
dead letter. The general estimates for most of these bills are now in 
the document-room, and have been ever since the commencement of 
the session, and your thirty days will have expired almost before the 
committees are announced. I undertake to say that it is absolutely 
impossible to do this thing. Thedeficiency bill, for example, can not 
be made up with any propriety in the long session before the 1st day 
of June or the Ist day of July, because you do not know what de- 
ficiencies have to be provided for. 

Mr. MILLIKEN and Mr. BAYNE rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has demanded the 
previous question. 

Mr. LOWRY. I ask the gentleman to withdraw his demand for a 
moment that I may offer an amendment. 

Mr. MORRISON. I do not want this proposition to be amended 
because I want the whole of it beaten. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question being taken on Mr. MILLIKEN’s amendment, it was 
not agreed to. 

Mr. LOWRY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add the following proviso : 
“Provided, That the committees having jurisdiction of appropriations shall re- 
pas all general appropriation bills at the first session of Congress within sixty 
ays and at the second session within forty days after the commencement of 
the respective sessions,” 


Mr. LOWRY. I have no disposition, especially in the present tem- 
per of the House, to enter upon any general discussion of this propo- 
sition, but I desire to call the attention of the House to the fact that 
the objection to the proposition of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
MILLIKEN] mainly lay, in my jndgment, in the fact that it would have 
proven inoperative. Such has been the previous experience of this 
House, there having been in former Congresses a si rule to that 
proposed by the gentleman from Maine. 


Deeks sie cae 
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By the terms of this proviso the exercise of the privilege of report- 
ing at any time is made conditional on the committee having charge of 
general appropriation bills reporting in a given time. I am indifferent 
with reference to the period of time that shall be prescribed in thé 
event of the House ing with me in the propriety of theadoption 
of this amendment; but it does appear to me the experience of the 
House is to the effect that it is extremely desirable the appropriation 
bills shall be reported at such a period of the session as shall afford 
sufficient time for their consideration. We all remember that some of 
the most important appropriation bills were reported at the very close 
of the last session of Congress. And it would be mere repetition on 
my part to refer to the fact that has been so often referred to here, that 
when those bills were acted upon by this House but a very small pro- 
portion in numbers of members of this body were cognizant of what 
was contained in the bills themselves. 

I might cite by way of illustration some instances of the effect of re- 
porting bills at that late period, but I will not extend the discussion. 
Either the entire membership of this House must see the desirability 
of having such a provision inserted in connection with this amendment 
or they must be satisfied that under the changes of the rules that have 
been already provided for the difficulty will no longer exist. 

Mr. MORRISON. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question being taken on agreeing to Mr. Lowry’s amendment, 
there were—ayes 10, noes not counted. 

So the amendment. was not agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested: e 

A bill (S. 126) to change the name of the National Bank of Winona; 

A bill (S. 335) to provide for protecting the interests of the United 
States in the Potomac River Flats in the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (3. 382) to authorize the Merchants’ National Bank of Little 
Rock, Ark., to change its name to the First National Bank of Little 
Rock. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with an 
aniendment, in which the concurrence of the House was réquested, the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 1) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
use a portion of the contingent fund to fit up rooms for the Commis- 
sioner of Patents. ‘ A 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a resolu- 
tion, in which theconcurrence of the House was requested, for printing 
the report of tests of iron and steel and other materials for industrial 
pur made at the Watertown arsenal and transmitted to the Sen- 
ate by the Secretary of War. 


THE RULES. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I desire to call up the amendment 
which I sent up last evening, and which is printed in the RECORD. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 239, after the word harbors,” insert the words "the Committee on 
Commerce, bills for the regulation of interstate commerce.” 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, no committee, in my 
judgment, should have greater privilege to have speedily considered 
any bill that may be presented by it than the Committee on Commerce, 
such bills as have for their object the regulation of interstate commerce. 
There is no kind of legitimate business in the United States the pros- 
perity, stability, and character of which would not be greatly improved 
and rest upon a more permanent basis if some honest, wholesome, and 
well-considered legislation could be had at the hands of the Congress 
of the United States regulating railroad transportation. Foreign com- 
merce sinks into insignificance when compared with the interstate com- 
merce carried on through the railroad system of the United States. 

All our foreign commerce exports and imports amounts annually to 
only one thousand five hundred millions, while our internal commerce 
amounts to fifteen thousand millions of dollars. 

We may build the Hennepin Canal and improve the navigable rivers 
and continue to make an annual expenditure of from fifteen to twenty 
million dollars a year for the benefit of commerce, yet it will remain a 
fact that nine-tenths of all commercial business will continue to be done 
by the railroads; and so long as the Congress of the United States, the 
only power that can regulate commerce between the States, shall delay 
action in this important matter so long will it continue to be a fact that 
a few of the great railroad managersof this country are exercising more 
power in levying and collecting taxes from the industries of this country 
than Congress and all the State Legislatures combined. 

No regularity in these assessments, like assessments and taxes levied 
and collected according to law. Think of it—a power resting in the 
hands of a few men to say, at any time without notice or other condi- 
tion save the will of the managers of the trunk lines, that charges for 
carrying a bushel of grain to the market shall be advanced 2, 3, or 5 
cents per bushel, not because it costs or is worth more to carry the grain 
after than before the advance of rates, but because they can do these 
things arbitrarily and without notice and without reason, and some- 


times because of capitalization of increased values, which means 
water, which water is, under what is known as good ment, re- 
quired to make the same return as the honest capital which has gone 
into the enterprise. 

Mr. Speaker, at the last session of the Forty-eighth Congress the 
United States Senate appointed a committee to investigate the sub- 
ject of interstate commerce and make report at the present session. I 
have not yet seen the report, but am in the ion of the answer of 
F. B. Thurber, of New York, to certain questions propounded by the 
committee, and as the answer of Mr. Thurber touching ‘‘the reason- 
ableness of the rates now charged by such corporations for local and 
through traffic”? is so comprehensive and shows so fully the system of 
overcapitalization whereby dividends are paid upon watered stock, 
which capitalization and the dividends are extorted fron honest indus- 
tries—I say that the answer of Mr. Thurber is so comprehensive and 
yet so brief upon this and kindred subjects that I ask that the same 
be read and printed in the RECORD. ” 


To the honorable the Select Committee of the United States Senate on Interstate Com- 
merce; 

Referring to the questions contained in your circular of April 10, the under- 
signed respectfully submits the following views bearing upon this subject, and 
as far as possible in the order of the subdivisions therein contained : 

"1. As rds ‘the best method of preventing the practice of extortion and 
eane discrimination by corporations en; in interstate commerce,’ ™ 

We need first a specific prohibition of practices generally admitted to be 
wrong, together with an executive to see that the Jaws are executed. Laws 
without a police force, or a police force without laws, are equally useless. 

“2. As to ‘the reasonableness of the rates now charged by such corporations 
for local and through traffic."”’ ; 

Rates as a whole on interstate traffic are now lower than ever befure and in 
some cases unreasonably low, but in certain sections, and on certain kinds of 
traffic, rates are still excessive and unjust discriminations pervade the entire 
system. 

In considering the subject, * What isa reasonabie rate?” we are constantly 
brought face to face with perhaps the greatest difficulty and one of the greatest 
wrongs connected with the whole subject, namely, fictitious capitalization, 
Professional promoters have overloaded our railway system with watered stock, 
and have imposed upon the practical arate $ men of this country, who operate 
these great highways, the impossible task of earning dividends upon this mass 
of fictitious capital and at the same time satisfying the public, Having thus 
overcapitalized our Sana porion system they endeavored by combination to 
enforce rates which would yield dividends upon the entire mass of capital. 
This in turn has stimulated the building of parallel lines, which in many cases 
were not needed, and in times of commercial depression like the present their 
pools and combinations break d.wn and they appeal to the national Govern- 
ment for legislation to enforce their agreements upon each other and enable 
them to tax the commerce of the country to sustain these fictitious values. 

A good illustration of how excessive capitalization operates as a mort 
upon the industry of the country, and as a machinery for concentrating weal 
in few hands wherever the power exists to impose rates for transportation 
which will yield dividends on watered stock, is found in the following table, 
showing what the dividends have amounted to (with interest compounded an- 
nually) on the $17,000,000 of watered stock put into the New York Central and 
Hudson River Railroad in 1867-’68 by the Vanderbilt management: 


Watered stock issued in 1867 and 1863 by the New York Central and Hudson River 
Railroad, $47,000,000, 
Pera on this watered stock at 8 per cent, for the year 1869, $3,760,000 


). 
greene on 1869 dividend at 7 per cent., $263,000; with 1870 dividend, $3,700,000, 
Interest on $7,783,000 at 7 per cent., $544,000; with 1871 dividend, $3,760,000, 


$12,087,000 (1871). 

Interest on $12,087,000 at 7 per cent., $846,000; with 1872 dividend, $3,700,000, 
$16,693,000 (1872). 

Interest on $16,693,000, at 7 per cent., $1,168,000; with 1873 dividend, $3,760,000, 


$21,621,000 (1873). 
eb wo at 7 per cent., $1,513,000; with 1874 dividend, $3,760,000, 
cine io at7 per cent., $1,882,000; with 1875 dividend, $3,760,000, 
EEDA re A Sgt ld 7 per cent., $2,277,000; with 1876 dividend, $3,760,000, 
nterest on $38,573,000 at 7 per cent., $2,700,000; with 1877 dividend, $3,760,000, 
s Tnterest on $15 083,000 at 7 per cent,, $3,152,000; with 1878 dividend, $3,760,000, 
Interest on $51,945,000 at 7 per cent., $3,666,000; with 1879 dividend, $3,760,000, 


,000 (1879). 
PIAN ‘ 341,000 at 7 per cent., $4,153,000; with 1880 dividend, $3,760,000, 


Interest on 

$67,254,000 (1880). 

‘onan ons Eo at 6 per cent., $4,035,000; with 1881 dividend, $3,700,000, 

seinterest on $78,019,000 at 6 per cent., $1,502,000; with 1882 dividend, $3,760,000, 
Interest on 963,311,000 at 6 per cent., $1,933,000; with 1883 dividend, $3,760,000, 


a point which 
then existin, 


from his communication to the Hey‘ 

such capitalization. The Baltimore an 
tration of a different policy. It hax exacted enormous sums from the public in 
excess of liberal dividends, and employed them in extending and improving its 


*In 1884 the rate of dividend was reduced to 7} per cent., which on the 
$47,000,000 of water amounts to but $3.525,000 instead of $3,760,000, which is the 
amount at the rate of 8 per cent.; an in 1885 the dividend, ow to the compo 
tition of the West Shore Railroad, has been still farther Podno, 


- 
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road, but it has not capitalized this increase of value, and the estimated value 
of its “surplus” now exceeds $17,000,000. In other words, it has exacted from 
the public the capital necessary for an enormous extension of its lines, but it has 
had the decency not to capitalize this sum and make the people pay dividends 
upon their own capital thus . Railroad men claim that rates bear no 
relation to capitalization. I admit that where they are governed by competi- 
tion they do not, and this is why I so strenuously advocate holding fast to the 
sheet-anchor of competition, because without it the railroad companies would 
practically own the country. Indeed, it would be better than ownership, for 
with the machinery of Government invoked to sustain rates which would pay 
dividends upon a fictitious capitalization they would be able to tax most of the 
profit an of production and commerce without the trouble or responsibility of 
ownership, 

In view of this immense overcapitalization of our entire railroad system, we 
should consider with great cantion any proposition which would confer the 
power upon existing railroad corporations to enforce rates which would yield 
satisfactory dividends to them.as it would necessarily impose corresponding 
burdens upon the industries of the country. Again, the cost of constructing rail- 
ways has declined enormously in many respects, and it is hard to see why the 
owners of railroad property should be allowed to continueto make profits based 
upon the original cost of their property when owners of other propers have to 
base theircharges upon present valnes. This isillustrated by the following letter 
which appeared in the New York Tribune of March 3, 1885: 

“RESTRICTION OF COMPETITION, 
“ To the editor of the Tribuno: ` 

“Sir: I see that your columns are open to the ‘ no competition’ railroad peo- 
ple, and thinking you might be able to assist me, I present my case. 

“Tam the only retail dealer in drugs and medicines in this pees and have 
been in business for almost twenty years. I am a good eitizen, keep sober, pay 
my taxes, and endeavor to support our little church in order that the cause of 
the Lord may spread and flourish. ‘The stock of goods in my store has cost me 
about $20.090 (though I frankly admit it could to “ree f be replaced for less than 
$10 000): A few days ago a stranger came to our little town and looked around 
a while and then went GAARA To-day he returned, and I find he has bought a 
store and putin a stock of drugs (about $10,000 worth, and it is as good as mine, 
which cost $29,000), and openly announces that he will‘ run me out,’ Now 
what I want you to dois this: Present a bill to the Legislature and get them to 
restrict competition in regard to drugstores; and, p'ease you, Mr, Editor, get the 
bill passed as soon as possible, for the welfare of myself and family and of the 
little church depends upon it. [think the action of that opponent of mine isan 
outrage on vested rights. (He is ‘a common, miserable thief.’ He doesn't pay 
as large a tax as I do, he has no family to sypport as I have, and, worst of all, he 


never goes to church, 
“JONATHAN WIFFLETREE, 
“ Deacon in the Church. 
* PUMPRINVILLE, N. Y., Feb. 26, 1885." 


If our railroad system had not been thus overcapitalized it might, and proba- 
bly would, be expedient to legalize pooling contracts and establish a system of 
maximum and minimum rates which would be fair alike to the pap cand to 
the railroads. No one can deny. or wishes todeny, the great benefits conferred 
upon the human race by the inventors who have given us these modern high- 
ways, but it is the inventors, and not the financial freebooters who have ob- 
tained control of them, that are entitled to our thanks. In sections where the 
Jaw of competition does not work—and this is true of most local traftic, and of 
through traffic in large sections of our country—excessive and unequal charges 
have been arbitrarily levied, and the carrier, always an important factor in com- 
merce, bas Absorbi the protits and substancealike of the producer, the shipper; 
and the consumer. Never in the history of the world have we scen such enor- 
mous accumulations of wea'th suddenly acquired by any class as we have seen 
in this country during the last quarter of a century through the carrier thus 
taxing all other classes in the community, Within twenty-five years the Van- 
derbilt. estate has grown from $5,000,000 to over. $200,000,000, Within the same 
time the Central Pacific quartet have, it is estimated, extorted from the public 
more than #250,000,000, Twenty-five years ago =< Gould was not rated even 
asa single millionaire, Within two years heexhibited to an admiring up 
of Wall street friends railroad securities estimated worth from $50,000,000 to 
$75,000,000, and it was announced that this was only a portion of his gains. The 
men connected with our transportation system who are rated at $10,000,000 
and upward are too numerous to mention, and by fnr the greater portion of this 
has becn accumulated within twenty years. Yetrailroad men, when confronted 
with these facts, meetthem with the assertion that rates are reasonable; that 
the transportation of this country is done cheaper than any other country in 
the world, and that a majority of all the railroads of the country are unre- 
munerative to their owners. It is true that wherever water competition pre- 
vails rates are reasonable, and, fortunately for the people of the United States, 
a large portion of our bonasi thus favored. It is also true that, where excess- 
ive rates have unduly stimulated the building of competing lines of railroad. 
for a time excessive competition has resulted in unreasonably low rates, but 
this has usually been followed by combination, with an advance in rates to the 
other extreme. 

This brings us to the consideration of question 3: 

" Whether publicity of rates should by required by law; whether changes of 
rates without public notice should be prohibited, and the best method of secur- 
ing uniformity and stability of rates.” 

am of the opinion that publicity of rates should in all cases be cn bps by 
law ; that changes should not be porne without reasonable public notice; 
and that these requirements would be the best methods of securing uniform- 
ity, if not stability, of rates. Both of these provisions were prominent feat- 
ures in the Reagan bill, but were opposed by the railroads as impracticable 
because it wasalledged that they would give an undue advantage to Canadian 
lines, but, like most of the railroad arguments in dealing with the publie, this 
was specious and misleading, for the reason that our would still pos- 
gess and exercise the same power over Canadian lines to prevent the cutting of 
rates which they now possess, namely, the fear of r iation, which is con- 
stantly exercised by railroad lines in forcing competitors to observe an 
echedule. Where one road cuts under an agreed schedule it is the custom of an- 
other road to at once reduce rates so low that the cutting road is forced sooner 
or later to restore and live up to the schedule of rates. and the American roads 
could hold this whip over their Canadian rivals as well after the ofsuch 
a law as before, the only difference being that if five days’ notice should be 
required of American roads before a change of rates they would be ata disad- 
aantage for that period only. 

“4, The advisability of establisiuhg a system of maximum and minimum 
rates for the transportation of interstate commerce.” 

1 do not think that this is advisable or practicable at present. The various 
States within their borders can regulate their local rates in this manner with suc- 
cess,as has been shown by the experience of the State of Georgia. But, for the 
present, Ido not think this necessary on interstate commerce, Our water lines, 
if properly sustained and developed, will do much to secure reasonable rates 
overn Hro exiens of our territory ; and if pooling combinations are prohibited 
there will be but little necessity for fixing a maximum, while in order to give 
railroads the remedy of retaliation mentioned in the previous section it would 
not be advisable to fix a minimum rate. 


"5. The elements of cost, the conditions of business, and the other factors that 
should be considered in fixing the tariffs on interstate traffic.” 

This isanswered by the discussion of the preceding section. 

“6, Should any system of rebates and drawbacks be allowed; if so, should 
such transactions be regulated by law and subject to official inspection or ap- 
proval, or should they be entirely prohibited?” 

I believe that they should be entirely prohibited. Publicity of rates would be 
of little use if they could be nullified by secret agreements, and there would be 
no occasion for secret agreements if all railroads doing an interstate business 
were reqaies to observe their public tariff of rates. Under present conditions 
I would leave railroads free to make any tariff they choose, with the qualifica- 
tion that their rates should be reasonable and public, and for substantially a 
like service the same to all. Intheevent ofan unreasonable rate being charged, 
power should be lodged with a board of commissioners or elsewhere to, upon 
proper application, reduce said rate. Rebates are now the favorite form of dis- 
crimination and should be entirely prohibited, 

"7. Should pooling contracts and agreements between railroads doing an in- 
terstate business be permitted, orshould a d be entirely prohibited by law? If 
they should be regulated by law, would it Be sufficient to require the terms of 
suc ments to be made public and subject toofficial approval?” 

I believe that pooling contracts should be entirely prohibited, but railroads 
would naturally agree upon the public tariff between common points. These 
tariffs might be made subject to the approval of a board of commissioners, as 
the French railroad tariffs are made subject to the approval of the minister of 
publie works; but they should not be made legally binding, because in that 
case the freedom to make lower public rates, which is now a safeguard against 
extortion, would be abridged or abrogated. Railroad men now excuse pooling 
contracts by claiming that they prevent discrimination as between shippers; 
but this object would be reached by compelling railroads, under adequate pen- 
a to observe their public rates, This was well provided for in the Reagan 


"8, Should provision be made by law to secure to shippers the right to select 
the lines and parts of lines over which their rey eye shou d be transported ?” 

Unquestionably, This is one of the rights o 
has arbitrarily overridden. 

“9. By what method can a uniform system of rates for the transportation of 

ngers soo freights by all corporations engaged in interstate commerce be 
t secured? 

By publicity of rates and holding all roads to a rigid observance of same as 
hereinbefore advocated. 

“10. Should corporations engaged in interstate commerce be permitted to 
cha a lower proportionate rate for a long than for a short haul? Does the 
public interest uire any legislation on that subject?” 

I think that railroads should be permitted to charge a lower proportionate 
rate for a long than for a short haul, bnt that this should not be carried so far 
as to charge more for ashorter than for a longer distance in the same direction. 
Railroad men plausibly argue that where water competition exists they should 
be peopinoa to do this, but as in other matters there must be some principle of 
action established, and the occasional hardships which would be experienced 
under this rule should not be permitted to justify the serious evils which haye 
heretofore existed from this cause. As for instance, where points in Utah and 
Nevada, 500 or 1,000 miles this side of San Francisco, were charged double the 
rates that were charged for hauling goods through to San Francisco. The 
theory upon which this was done was, they were charged the through rate to 
San Francisco and the local rate from Sun Francisco back to their destination, 
although in point of fact this work was not done, and thereis no rule of law by 
which a common carrier can justly be permitted to do such things, 

In the past it has been generally conceded that railroad companies onght to 
be allowed to charge as much more for the transportation of small shipments 
as it cost them more to transport such shipments compared with larger on 
but there is another view to this question which has great weight. A railroa 
is both a public highway and a common carrier, doing business by virtue of a 
public franchise, in granting which the vote of the small a er was as 

tent as that of the large shipper,and therefore the right of a citizen on the 

ighway comes in to limit the operation of the law of wholesale and retail 
which applies in private transactions, The railroads are performing a dele- 
gated function of the State, and,in my opinion,should be required to act to- 
ward shippers as the State would act. Upon this point the views of Mr. Will- 
iam H. Vanderbilt, of the New York Central, and Mr, Jewett, late president of 
the Erie road. as expressed in f letter to the Hepburn legislative committee, are 
important. They say (see testimony, volume 1, e 37): 

“That it is the primary duty of the State to furnish ‘ highways,’ whether 
they be the road, the canal, the turnpike, or the railroad, the State alone having 
the right of ‘eminent domain,’ . 

“ That this duty has been complied with by the State in most of these ways, 

" That, for prudential and other reasons, the State of New York preferred to 
engage the services and capital of her citizens to do what was her duty to do, 
granting them certain powers under certain limitations and restrictions, which 
are made part of the contract between these * citizens’ and the State. 

“The State places such ‘citizens’ in her place to perform her duties,and for 
this a spt clothes them with the imperi ht of "eminent domain’ so far 
as may be required to perform the duty devoly ing upon them, 

“Such ‘citizens’ so placed have a right to the fullest  ehenaigens of the 
State, and to be protected against any laws that the State would not pass ifsuch 
property of ‘citizens’ had been built by the State itself, and further, such * citi- 
zens’ should be pro! against any legislation that would lessen the value 
of property so obtained by its ‘citizens’ by reason of their contract with and 
their bai nag to take the place of the State in the performance of one of its 
highest duties. 

“The railway company thus holds, in its relation to the State: 

“ First. Its position asa substitute for the State under the powers and limita- 
tions of the law; and 

"Second. The right of pecuniary recompense and of ample protection of 


the shipper which the carrier 


property. 

nihe writers of the (citizens’) address look upon the railway company as for 
pecuniary profit only, and ignore their position as created to perform the duty of 
the State, taking the risks of investments, of management, &c.. upon themselves. 
The railroad companies thus havea higher claim than the ordinary corporation 
can have Spon the State, ' . 

"The ordinary corporation is organized for the special pecuniary profit of its 
shareholders, the profitof the public being secondary. The railway corporation 
is organized primarily for the benefit of the people of the State, and the pecuni- 
ary consideration is secondary, but necessary to induce the citizens of the State 
to assume the performance of the duty of the State. This assertion is true, and 
is in the essence of the grant by the State of its powers.” 

The same gentlemen, in their testimony before the Hepburn committee, advo- 
eated that a car-load should be the unit beyond which no lower rate should be 
made, and Mr, Albert Fink, the pool commissioner, testified before the same com- 
mittee as follows (see report, page 65): 

“It is sometimes oraed that railroad companies should grant lower rates on 
large shipments upon the same principle that wholesale merchants can sell 
cheaper than retail merchants. The same reasons why wholesale merchants 
can sell cheaper than retail merchants do not apply to the case of large or 
small shipments on railroads, when we have reference merely to car-load mor 
ments. The cost of retailing merchandise is much greater than the cost of se 
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ing it in large quantities. It requires a different kind of an establishment, 
larger warehouses in comparison with the goods stored, more clerks, longer 
time to sell the same quantity of goods, slower returns, &c. 
“In the case of shipments on railroads in less than car-loads, the cost will be 
ter than full car-load shipments—not always, but asa rule. Cars can not 
fully loaded when a number of small shipments are made, which have to be 
unloaded at different stations. After unloading one shipment at an interme- 
diate station the train has to proceed with the smaller load, but without reduc- 
ing expenses in proportion. It is therefore proper that the shipper should pay 
the additional cost. There is good ground for discriminating between small 
and large shipments. Bat when shipments are made by the car-load, where it 
is merely a question of one or more car-loads, no additional cost is incurred by 
the railroad company. 

“\Whether these shipments are made by one or by many shippers, it costs the 
same. It costs no more to ship car-loads of freight between two stations of a 
railroad whether they belong to one shipper or to ten shippers, whether one man 
ship ten car-loads or ten men ship one car-load each. ere is no ground for 
discriminating in favor of the largg shipper. Any discrimination made in his 
favor is entirely arbitrary. 

*'There is no rule, no principle on which it can be established or defended. All 
arbitrary discrimination works injustice to others, 

“Take a flour-mill producing ten car-loads of flour a day, and alongside of it 
atthe same station a mill producing only a car-load, The railroad oomo 
decides that it pive to tee JETESE T a rebate of 25 cents a barrel. This of itself 
constitutes a fair profit. 

“The large mill can undersell the small mill in any market in which they are 
competitors. It can sell at cost and make 25 cents per barrel fit, when the 
other mill, if it wants to sell at all, mustsell without ao profit atall. This leads 
to breaking up of the small establishment, and the railroad company is the in- 
strument through which it is accomplished, 

“A common carrier bas no right to make itself a party to such transactions, 


Moreover, it is not to its advantage to do so. This policy of d nation pre- 
vents the employment of small capital, and prevents the building up by slow de- 
capitalists can afford to carry on 


the industries of the country. Only 1 
njeo and they are not always to be found. From small beginnings, if prop- 
erly fostered, large enterprises are built up. The larger manufacturers enjoy 
already sufficient advantages over the smaller, Being able to produce cheaper, 
ey do not require the aid of railroad companies tostill further discriminate in 
their favor.” 

Alsoat page 155 ofthe exhibits: 

“The practice of making special contracts with some shippers—the larger 
shippers generally—at lower than rates, eee hemp i the nr cea rates 
to all other shippers, constitutes one of the most unjust d minations, Itis 
practiced to a great extent. The rates of transportation between two points 
should be the same to all shippers. 

“The payment of rebates, or drawbacks, by which means their unjust dis- 
criminations are practiced, should be forbidden.” 

It will be noticed that Mr. Fink advocates adistinction between car-load rates 
and those of smaller quantities, but in practice the west-bound pool for several 
years, while able to enforce its mandates, made no distinction between car-load 
shipments and smaller quantities. It is evident that it costs but little, if any, 
more for a car-load of freight composed of a dozen different shipments going to 
the same place than if composed of but one shipment, and the public certainly 
under such circumstances ought to have the benefit of the aggregate thus 
ony pe While it ay hase just that parts of car-loads oe poe more than 
full car-loads, yet the Government in transporting the mails es a single let- 
ter for one citizen at the same rate it a for carrying one thousand letters 
for another citizen. It is probable that if State was the carrier, as suggested 
by Messrs. Vanderbilt and Jewett, the same rule would be observed, and the 
practice of the west-bound pool show that when it suits their convenience rail- 
roads can and do operate upon this principle. It is the departure from this prin- 
ciple which bas built up most of the comm: monopolies in this country. The 
Standard Oil Company is a case in point, of which the Hepburn committee say 
in their report, 42: 

“ Your committee were unable to ascertain the exact relations of these difer- 
ent organizations, owing to the refusal of several members of the Standard Oil 
Company subpeenaed as witnesses to obey the subpoena, and the refusal of those 
who did attend to answer our questions; but succeeded in establishing the fact 
that 90 or ot ost cent. of all the refiners of the country act in ‘harmony’ with the 
Standard Oil Company, and that they ship 95 per cent. of all the oil of the coun- 
try j Snare arnis — anda own TRE: Pip aga ec pagent ih dard is but 
an insi cant portion ecaggregate cap’ o m ons on, 
whose business and transactions are of such a character that its members de- 
clined giving a history or description of it, lest their testimony be used to con- 
vict them of a crime. (See testimony of Messrs. Bostwick, Archbold, Roge: 


Ts, 
&e)."’ 

The great coal companies furnish similar illustrations. Our forefathers abol- 
ished the laws of primogeniture and entail in order to prevent the evil of carl i 
accumulation of wealth in few hands. As railroads have been he pene in the 
post. they have been the most potent force to nullify this principle, which I be- 

ieve to be a beneficial one, and which should be followed as far as possible. 
There should be no concessions allowed to large shippers, except such as hris ipt 
sent the actual difference in expense in han large shipments. Ce ly 
no higher limit should be established than the unit of a car-load, as mentioned 
by Mr. Fink, and I believe that the welfare, both of the public and the railroads, 
would be ultimately subserved if rates were made uniform without regard to 
quantity. But if any concessions are made, there should be none beyond the car- 
load unit, and all such concessions should be as public as the rates themselves. 

12, Should corporations engaged in interstate commerce be required to 
adopt a uniform system of accounts?” 

Within certain limits 1 believe they should, but that these limits should be 
prescribed by the commission hereinafter mentioned, and the same answer ap- 
plies to aap orgies 13, as to annual reports to the Government, which should un- 
doubtedly be required. 

“14. In making provisions for securing cheap transportation, is it or is it not 
important that the Government should develop and maintain asystem of water 


routes?” 

It is of the t importance, and this is penap more forcibly illustrated 
by the following quotation from the report of the burn committee : 

* New York possesses the key to the situation in the Erie Canal. While the 
committee made no attempt to investi the relation of the railroads to the 
canal, and sought to lessen their labors by avoiding this question, the canal, like 
Banquo's ghost, would not down; we were com to meet it at every potas 
and turn of the investigation. The cost of water transportation from Chicago 
to New York is the base line upon which railroad rates are determined and fixed 
throughout the country. The rates, by agreement of the eee railroads of 

country, from all points in the West tothe seaboard, are m a certain per- 
centage of the Chi rate (testimony, pages 3001-3004). Thus Cincinnati is 
87 per cent. of the Chicago rate; Saint Louis, 116 per cent. ; Kansas City, 146 per 
cent. ; pares ee r cent. ; Cleveland, 73} per cent., ete. There remains for 
the railroads to this additional act of justice and see that the rates from points 
in the State of New York to the city of New York are made a proper percentage 
of the Chicago rate.” : 

Mr, B A msuorr ary page 2840) says : : 

* State holds within its grasp the great controller of the freight rate within 


upon railroad extortion, 


its borders, to wit, the canal; there is not a town that is not affected more or 
less within this whole State, from the extreme northeast to the extreme south- 
west corner of it, by the canal policy and rates of this State.” 

“Mr. Fink, a recognized authority on railroad matters, testifies (testimony, 
pago 530) that whenever a reduction is made in the rail rate from Chicago to 

ew York, occasioned by lake and canal competition, that that reduction ex- 
tends to Louisville, Nashville, and Savannah. 

“It extends to every part of the country, I might vag to-day, when they 
charge 10 cents or 12 cents a hundred from Chicago to New York, the steam- 
ship lines from here to Savannah take up that freight and carry it for 15 cents 
from here to Savanvah, making a rate from Chicago to Savannah of 25 cents; 
the regular rate from Chicago to Savannch by railroads may be at the same time 
50, 60, 70, or 80 cents; they have to come down and conform to the water rate; 
the rate in Savannah determines again the rate in Atlanta; Atlanta is perhaps 
the most interior of all towns in the country, and generally gets the highest rates 
on that account; they carry their freight for nothing, from Chicago to New York 
almost, and then from here by water to Savannah, and then carry the short dis- 
tance from Sayannah upto Atlanta themsel ves—that is 200 miles—and the other 
rail lines that work from Chieago to Nashville, Louisville, Chattanooga, and At- 
lanta, have simply to conform to the rates that the steamship lines and the rail 
lines from Chicago and New York make; thus the lake navigation and canal 
navigation regulate the rates of the whole country, you may say, from Canada 
down to the Gulf.” 

“Mr. Vanderbilt, in his seiman attached equalimportance to the canaland 
regarded it as an important factor in the commerce of the State and country. 

“The maintenance of our trunk canal shonld engage the earnest solicitude of 
the State. Nothing could be more prejudicial to the interests of the city of New 
York, or the State asa whole, to permit their efficiency to be impaired or 
hen usefulness compromised.” 


develo: 


Lb afropen tor will vote mill- 
ect them, but when it comes 


insist upon the extension and im- 
provement of ourcountry's water ways? France has just entered upon the con- 
struction of a comprehensive system of canals designed to furnish water compe- 
tition to the chief sections of that country, In England, where the canals have 
been largely bought up by the railways andd ed or closed, as has been done 
to some extent in this country, the principal commercial organizations are now 
advocating the re-establishment of the canals, on an improved basis,as a check 
Our ca: connecting the great lakes with the ocean, 
which are really national highways, ought to be as much a recipient of the na- 
tional bounty as the isolated trout streams, bayous, and petty harborsfor which 
liberal appropriations are provided each year in the river and harbor bill. A 
comprehensive system of improving our principal water ways should be under- 
taken upon a scale which will enable steam. the motive power of the 
world, to be advantageously used, and thus reduce the cost of water tra rta- 
tion in the aged g rtion that the same motor has reduced the cost of trans- 
portation on lan: f France can expend $300,000,000 in constructing a system 
of ows how much better can the United States afford to undertake the same 
wor! 

“15, In what manner can legislation for the regulation of interstate commerce 
be best enforced? Should a commission, or other State tribunal, be established 
to carry out the provisions of any law Congress may enact ?” 

Undoubtedly such a tribunal should be established. I can not better empha- 
size this than by the following extract from the report of the railroad commis- 
sion of the State of Georgia for the year 1881, which says: 

“ Prior tothe act of 1879 the common-law right of the citizen to be protected 
ee extortion and unjust discrimination existed in its full force; but the rem- 

y for its violation was wholly inadequate, Practically the citizen had no 
rights, though his theoretical right was ample and complete. 

“The rights of the railroad companies were well defined enough, and their 
remedies also were adequate, being in theirown hands. It was ir capacity 
for abusing their powers which was not sufficiently held in check, 

* The remedies of the citizen.—In the very nature of the case, the citizen stood 
at such a disadvantage that hisrights weremerely nominal. Toillustrate: se 
pose him to receivea on which the actual freight charge was $1.50,whi 
ajust and reasonable rate would be but$l. Whatcouldhedo? Usually he could 
not wait, but must pay the $1.50 under protest—and bring suit afterward, if he 
thought it worth his while for the half-dollar overcharge. But could he afford 
to do this? His interest in the matter would not warrant the eee 
costs, fees, witnesses, the discussion of the principles and facts involved,as to 


one case would be settled after all. next A parce! d be 75 
ents, worth but 50, and the 25 cents would involve a new suit. Practically he 
was obli; to submit. Were it a merchant who overcharged him, he would 
transfer trade to another house. But in dealing with the railroad he is 
dealing usually with a monopoly, unless at a com ng point—and now even 
at such a point by reason of ing—and so he was remediless. A ika. masas 
Seo — Á settle but a Hapi case—one class, one distance—scarcely any 
ple š 
Proce was the attitude of the citizen. Consider next the attitude of the rail- 
road prior to the act of 1879. 

“Jt had a la interest in results. Instead of 50 cents multiplied by 1 (the 

citizens’ interest), the railroad had 50 cents multiplied by 1,000 or 100,000 as its in- 
terest. It would have also ample experience, and the best legal talent already 
engaged and and waiting, and all the experts favorably inclined. 
“So unequally were the parties matched, that in the whole history of the 
State there has been (so far as we remember) not one single case of a suit by a 
citizen to enforce this common-law right—and but one to enforce even a statu- 
tory right for an overcharge. In that case the charter of the railroad, in express 
terms, limited the rates, yet the railroad fixed its rates beyond the chartered 
limit—printed them and collected them, and was checked by this suit. 

“A e rkable commentary on the absolute worthlessness of rights without 
remedies. 

“ The consciousness of this huge disparity between the parties is the trea- 
son why juries lean toward the weaker side, aera asa rae r) all this, how- 
ever—un the sum involved was large, say a suit for life or limb or injury— 
the party aggrieved would not enter into so formidable a controversy, even with 
the sympathy of the jury in his favor. 

“ Indeed the case was not prepared for jury trial. As well turn a jury lvoso 
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into a great pile of copartnership or bank books to strike a balance, as into the 
complex principles and fs iavolved in rates of freight without some report 
like that of a master in chan as the basis of decision. Now all this has been 
in Jarge measure remedied by the act of 1879,and adequate provision made also 
for such a report, so that the parties can stand on a level. 
“JAMES M. SMITH 
“CAMPBELL WALLACE, 
“SAMUEL BARNETT, 
“ Commissioners. 
“R. A. BACON, Secretary.” 


Your committee will, I am sure, pardon me for the extensive quotations I have 
made from various authorities, and especially from the report of the Hepburn 
committee. This committee, appointed by the Legislature of New York in 
1879, occupied nearly wn bed months in a thorough examination of the subject 
under consideration, taking some five thousand pages of testimony, and their 
report is generally acknowledged to be one of the ablest presentations of this 
difficult subject which has yet been placed before the public. While it was only 
instituted for the purpose of defining the relations between the railways of our 
own State and the public, the investigation necessarily took in much that a 

lied to interstate commerce, which must be my excuse for quoting liberally 
Som their report. After considering various defects in the general relations of 
railroads to the publie the committee say (page 7): 

“The mistake was in not providing proper safi rds to protect the public 
interestand hold the roads to a strict accountability for their transactions. Thus, 
through the laxity of our laws and the want of governmental control (measure- 
ably excusable, considering the unforeseen bilities of railroad development 
at the time of the enactment of those laws, but no longer pardonable in the light 
of the evidence herewith submitted), have crept in those abuses hereafter men- 
a glaring in their proportions as to savor of fiction rather than actual 

tory. 

After considering these abuses at length the committee say (page 69) : 

“ Now, as to the necessity for some lation to protect the public, see testi- 
mony of Mr. Rutter, pages 453-54, where he testifies that he serves the stockhold- 
ers only, and only regards the public interest to make it tributary to the interests 
of the stockholders. 

“ Mr. Vilas (testimony, pages 414-15) testifies to the same controling motives, 

“ Mr. Blanchard, after describing a railway officer as subject to three practical 
tribunals—irst, the president of the road; second, the law as laid down affect- 
ing transportation; and third, the unwritten law of commerce—says: 

«Tt has been our policy in this matter, while keeping within the statute law, 
as far as I knew it, or had occasion to know it, that wherever this public unwrit- 
ten law came into contact with the interests of the shareholders, Í believed it to 
be my conscientious duty to decide in favor of the shareholder; I knew of no 
claim that the papsi aana etA Pes interests had u me as a railroad officer, so 
long as I was within the written law, to concede its views in the matter of rates 
and in the management of our traffic.’ 

“Tn the joint letter (testimony, page 47), Messrs. Vanderbilt & Jewett say: 

“That the ma rs of a railroad company desire to make all the money 
they can for their clients, and to do this they have constantly before them the 

uestion what rate within their chartered limits will an article bear that will yield 

e largest protit and at the same time stimulate its production.’ 

“The marked importance which is here attached to Reoping. within the law 
emphasizes the carey, Panto law, for governmental control. The railroads 
have already confessed necessity for jon and supervision 1 aa 
them from the disastrous consequences of their own acts—acts of own 


80 ao they get better rates and make money. The possibility of combinin: 
practica 


have to distrust the ex 
the most potent railway kings, will never consent to; and this brings us to the 
embarrassing question of what shall be done.” 
: a 64 the report says: 
“ We have seen what infractions our railroads make upon the spoaren 
rules of justice; and yet let the State propose to make a eral rule or law and 
they immediately produce some remote exception, and insist that it argues the 
injustice and unwisdom of such a law.” - 
On page 71 of their report the committee say (pages 71-77): 


“ RECOMMENDATIONS. 


“The question we are called upon to consider is as broad as commerce, and 
commerce is king with the whole world for vassals. It has kept pace with prog- 
ress and grown with civilization. It extends its blessings and its burdens alike 
to the remotest hamlet. The cost of transportation enters into what we eat and 
what we wear, that which preserves and nourishes our physical nature and that 
which administers to our spiritual. It enters into the necessities of life and is 
equally potent in determining our luxuries, Though it only affects certain in- 
dustries and ccrtain interests directly and perceptibly, its influence is equally 
potent in all the ramifications of society. The problem of transportation is an 
unsolved one, and from its very nature must ever remain so. Each generation 
must determine for itself. The constantly shifting conditions which surround 
it, the ever-changing clements that enter into it, the continual offerings which 
genius contributes to cheapen and facilitate transportation, present an ever- 
shifting phase to this kaleidoscopic question, calling for an ever-vary! solu- 
tion. The telegraph, the steel rail,the improved motor, the Atlantic and 
kindred causes, have revolutionized and are continually revolutionizing com- 
merce. The tariff of a dozen years ago seems extortion in the light of present 
charges. Called from various pursuits to consider this question, we were natu- 
rally embarrassed by its magnitude and the vital interests involved; and now, 
at the point of su ng remedies for the wrongs proven to remedies in 
themselves not difficult of suggestion, we are confronted with practical difficul- 
ties of a very embarrassing nature. 

“The jurisdiction of this State is too limited. Proxies, watered stock, annual 
reports, and other matters within our State limits, are within our control and 
should be fully and ary & regulated. The New York Central is the only road 
engaged in the ca. of freight to and from the West wholly within our juris- 
diction. The Erie is a New York corporation, but runs through three tes 
and has its eastern ter#.inus in a foreign State. Even the port of New York, 
that contains the city of our pride and oursolicitude, is not wholly within ourcon- 
trol. The eastern borders of her harbor are marked by the coast ofa foreign 
State. Thirty-four per cent. of New York's business is done by powerful rivals 
of our own roads that tap the granarics of the West by the shortest and most di- 
rect route. We might enact laws that would drive the business from our own 
roads without improving the condition of affairs in this State. Indeed, such a 
wii pr tro aggravate matters, for the interests of these rival roads center in 

cities, 

“We might cripple the p: ity of New York; we might enact laws that 
would build up Jerse og Bos transfer the legitimate growth of New York to 
the Jersey coast. It is as imperative that such consequences be avoided as it is 


that present wrongs be redressed. While the laws of commerce ignore political 
divisions Adnin i our jurisdiction is circumscribed by the limits of the State of 
New York. 

“States divided by navigable waters, which are everybody's highway, present 
borders which the two systems of traffic must respect 'and the breaking of bull 
and terminal expense incidental thereto is unavoidable; but theartificial line of 
the surveyor, marking a political Honada: though it may determine where a 
man shali yote or pay his taxes, least of all lines has neither breadth nor thick- 
ness in determining the currents of trade. Whatever prominence may be at- 
tached to State individuality and State rights, in a commercial sense we are 
eminently a nation, and the sooner that fact is recognized the better it will be 
for our commerce, Thero is not the slightest reason why the Liverpool mer- 
chant should not buy his grain, graded, in Kansas City, by cable, and have it 
placed along side the dock at Liverpool with but one intermediate handling— 
the transfer from car to vessel at the seaboard. In the close competition of the 
present age transportation must be cheapened to that extent, and it were absurd 
to ex produce to be handled at New York for the sake of enabling those who 
handle it to make a profit. The point of production will seek the point of con- 
sumption by the cheapest and quickest ronte, and kings and parliaments are 

werless to prevent, The complaint that New York makes as to the loss of 
Pbbing trade, Chicago must make and Saint Louisalso. Certainly, a percentage 
of the complaints lodged against railroads is duc to the inexorable laws of trade. 
Congress, with power commensurate with our territorial limits, in conjoint ac- 
tion with the States, can regulate this matter. Under the Federal Constitution 
Congress may late interstate commerce, while the State only can regulate 
that within their borders. 

“The ns, gear noes of jurisdiction is em ized by the peculiarities of our 
geographica position, The Baltimore and Ohio and Pennsylvania Railroads 
reach New York city by lighterage and ferry from the Jersey coast withoutany- 
where coming within our jurisdiction. The Erie road has thirty-five points of 
actual contactand competition with other roads ree. page 2845). Many 
of these points of contact are with roads leading to Philadelphias and Baltimore. 
The New York Centra! has nine points of actual contact with roads running or 
connecting through to Philadelphia and Baltimore. Many of these ro atpeea 
roads are foreign corporations, running but a few miles within this State, and, 
therefore, could be controlled by absolute law to but a limited extent. 

* Rates ought not to be secret; but to go to the extreme urged by some, and 
compel the publication and posting of rates at all stations within this State, and 
prescribe a fixed period that all rates must be before they could go into 
effect, a rule that would be eminently just and proper could it be enforced gen- 
erally throughout the country, would not only give notice tothe public, but also 
to all competing roads. And at all points of con’ there are many along 
the Erie and Central also—Pennsylvania and New Jersey roads could make their 
rates just enough lower to get the business and take itto ee or Balti- 
more or even to New York over their lines. For instance, the Delaware, Lack- 
awanna and Western, in fixing athrough rate from Oswego or Utica to New York, 
can comply with any requirement the lature may enact, until they get to the 
State line, and then, unrestricted as they are in Pennsylvania and New Jersey, 
could vary their rates so as all the while to place our own State roads at a dis- 
advantage; this road, which is a Pennsylvania corporation, might publish its 
rates at all New York stations, and, for instance, charge 25 cents per 100 cwt. from 
Osw: to the State line and nothing from there to Jersey City, Theline being 
a continuous one it would make no difference to its srera A whether the charge 
was located upon a portion of its line or the whole of it. The same may be said 
of the Northern Central running from Canandaigua to Baltimore, and the samo 
of the Buffalo, New York and Philadelphia running from Buffalo to Philadel- 
phia, and others. Our railroads should be forbidden to make secret rates and 
compelled to treat all shippers alike, but the propriety of compelling the publi- 
cation of rates and the publication of all proposed changes is a matter for your 
serious consi n. £ 

“Your committee made an earnest effort to ascertain the cost of mta- 
tion and the relation of the cost of and local traffic, The best informa- 
tion that we could obtain does not enable us to su the enactment of any 
fixed ratio between State and extra State points, neither are we able to suggest 
the enactment of any fixed ratio between different points within this State. A 
thoron, on of all the evidence adduced upon this subject, and of the 
subject itself;induces the conviction that the passage of whatis popularly termed 
a pro rata freight law would be prejudicial to the interests of the public. The 
experience of Western States in this direction ought to be a warning and a sat- 
isfactory reason for declining to bring this subject into the field of | ion in 
thisState. While there are certain general propositions that may wi ropriety 
be laid down by the Legislature for the control of traffic managers in the adjust- 
ment of rates, within whose general rules there must be permitted an el 
of management and freedom to exercise judgment and d; on upon the ever 
varying questions that constantly t themselves for action, as a principle of 
railroad management, no more should be on small shipments than on 
large shipments proporne than the additional cost of handling. 

“A proper unit of shipment should be fixed. Thepractice of charging more for 
a short haul than for a long haul should be forbidden; the granting of unequal 
or preferential rates should be forbidden; the making of secret rates and the 
giving of drawbacks and rebates forsuch purpose should be forbidden; and your 
committee are of the opinion that the Legislature may safely go to this extent 
without infringing the proper discretion and elasticity of management which 
JaA rapran ting rye nie pN withoutdriving the business from our 
own State to the rival roads of other States, without driving the commerce 
from our own cities to rival cities, and without in theslightest degree infringing 
or compromising the vested rights of railroad property. Your committee there- 
fore ep ise | their report with proposed } 
above evils and the evils of the proxy system; designed to remove the defects 
in the law requiring an annual report to the State engineer and surveyor so that 
said report shall disclose a full and complete history of the year’s transactions 
of the road, both financial and otherwise; designed to remove those provisions 
of law whereby it is possible to issue bonds convertible into stock, convert them 
into stock, and place the stock upon the market, all in one transaction, as was 
notably done during the Fisk and Gould admin ion of the Erie, and which 
may be done at any time for the purpose of obtaining or maintaining control 
ofa road; amending the law in 1869, and still in force, which permits 
any two railroads upon consolidation to fix their capital stock at any amount, 
or, in other words, to infuse any amount of water into it; amending that pro- 
vision of law which provides for issuing stock by railroads so as to give to the 

n publicity and require, preliminary thereto, the consent of the public 
through its proper officers; and designed to prevent discriminations upon like 
and Papermate seyr yoo res cn i x of A 

“The ness of transportation requires the greatest freedom men 
ofany business extant. This is manifest to the most casual observer. The dif- 
ficulty and the danger of imposing cast-iron regulations upon our railroads, es- 
Daniy in view of the fact that they would apply toour railroads only, leaving 
their competitors free and untrammeled, compel us to inquire what other means 
orinstrumentality may be made effective in obtaining the redress which the pub- 
lie seek and to which they are entitled. Certainly, a railroad, in order to be suc- 
cessfully managed and prosperous in the whirlpool of competition of the present 
time, must be ran by brains and not by legislation, and the reforms in railroad 
management must come through railroad managers by means of a public press- 
ure brought to bear upon them. The claim given prominence by Mr. Depew, 
that railroads in ing the interest of their stockholders will regulate them- 
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selves, would have more force were it not painfully apparent that railroads are 
not always ran in the interest of the stockholders (and the interest of abiopars 
must be considered). During recent years the ent and the stock hold- 
ing interest of the New York Central have been identical, and that road has 
been conducted with the best of economy and with exceptional ability, but ac- 
cording to Mr. Depew himself under prior ments the interests of the 
stockholders were disregarded in various ways. of railroad directors 
frequently represent but a small share of the stockholding interest, and under 
the temptations which our railroad system holds out have in the past frequently 
ee their own interests to the detriment of the trust which they repre- 
sented, 

“ It seems to your committee that the wrongs that exist may be ameliorated, 
if not corrected, by introducing into the determination of these questions a pub- 
lic element which shall give to the public interest a consideration which the evi- 
dence shows it does not now receive; and to that end we recommend a commis- 
sion, to be composed of three individuals, with power of investigation and rec- 
ommendation. 

“ The claim recently put furth through the press by Mr, Vanderbilt, that, in case 
of a commission, the commission must either own the railroads or the railroads 
own it, presupposes an absolute hostility between the interest of the rail- 
roads and the public, which, in the judgment of this committee, does nut or, at 
Jeast, should not exist; and also a degree of venality on the part of public offi- 
cials which a judicious executive will easily avoid, ‘The prosperity of our State 
is inseparably connected with the prosperity of our railroads. Aud in eontend- 
ing for commercial supremacy and the control of the traffic of the West and 
Southwest, with their constantly growing power in questions of commerce and 
of government, public aud railway interests will be identical aud their efforts 
must be united. This emphasizes the necessity of immediately correcting the 
mahal railway management in this State, in order that all interests may be 
united. 

“A commission, to be properly constituted, should, as does the English com- 
mission, give a representative to the railroads as well as to the public. One of 
the commissioners should be a man thoroughly familiar with the business of 
railroading, one of recognized ability and a recognized authority upon such 
questions; another should be a representative of the commercial interests of the 
city of New York, and another should represent the interests of the interior of 
the State; and one of the three should possess legal training. 

“With a commission thus constituted. composed of men of recognized ability 
and unquestioned integrity, who should devote to this vast question their espe- 
cial consideration and entire attention, it seems to us it would be alike profita- 
ble to the public and tothe railroads, By means of their powers they could 
bring railroad management into the scrutiny of the public, and subject it to 
the influence of that most powerful of all motors forthe correction of evil—pub- 
lic opinion. This will afford to the public a tribunal to whom they can appeal 
for a redress of grievances, easily and without expense: whereas now the only 
redress is to be had in a legal controversy with a powerful corporate interest, 
If wrongs should be practiced or attempted, the commission, by investigation, 
could bring them to light, and the restraining effect of possible or probable ex- 
posure of improper management would, in itself, be a powerful conservator of 

ublic interests. Commissions have been tried in many other States of the 
Bnion, and from their long continuance itis to be presumed that they have 
worked satisfactorily and beneficially there. While we easily foresee that au 
opropper constituted commission, composed of dishonest and incompetent 
men, would be alike a curse to the railroads and to the publte, yet the necessity of 
enforcing a proper relation of these vast interests to the petite and holding 
them to a proper accountability, and especially in view of our State govern- 
ment as at present constituted, your committee are of opinion thatthe example 
of other States and other countries in respect to a commission may with pro- 
priety and with profit be copied by us. Your committee have suggested reme- 
dies for the prominent evils discovered. The very limited time since our testi- 
mony was in print has not enabled us to review the whole field of legislation 
with the thoroughness desired, but the testimony submitted and the wisdom of 
the Legislature will suggest such remedies as we have omitted to specify.” 

While the foregoing recommendations were made as applying to the rail- 
roads of the State of New York, it will be observed that they embody the essen- 
tial principles that should govern in interstate commerce, namely: first, pub- 
licity of rates ; second, prohibition of preferential rates; third, prohibiting draw- 
backs and rebates; fourth, that no more should be charged on small shipments 
than the additional cost; fifth, that charging more for a short haul than for a 
long one should be forbidden: sixth, declining to legalize pooling; seventh, 
establishing a board of commissioners to see that these laws are enforced, and 
to investigate complaints and see that justice is done as between shippers and 
carriers, (I also believe that actions in the United States courts with penalties, 
as provided in the R n bill, are necessary in a country of such a vast area 
as ours.) The leading features of these recommendations were included in the 
bill known as the New York anti-discrimination, bill, which, however, was de- 
feated in our Legislature 4 the money and influence of the railroads, com- 
bined with that of favored shi These were rallied 


capital 
was under Cnoi Wa the danger of in- 


of uenci — 


the pen be wise or not, the means taken to crush it out are reprehen- 
abie By i admission of one of the leading opponents of the measure, 
crowd aroun 


committee to-day was made up of men who are the 
They could not refuse nor neglect to 


been disobeyed an ed, e railroads would not object to a national 
commission with limited powers, to act ash buffer between them and public 
opinion, and the dan is that such a law willbe and that they will con- 


should embody the peu g proviions Sane the commissioners should be given 
segoa power and be paid salaries as high as railroad companies pay for simi- 

r talent, 

That these reforms, if real and genuine, will be opposed alike by the rail- 
roads and favored shippers, experience in New York and other States shows, 
Eloquent advocates, both in and out of Congress, will endeavor to show that 
the proj remedies will work more harm than the evils which exist. Fa- 
vored localities and favored shippers will honestly and earnestly endeavor to 
show this, but the welfare of the many should prevail over that of the privi- 
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leged few, and the Congress which grapples with and provides a remedy for 
the great wrongs known to exist wili be a memorable one in the history of this 


country? 
F. B. THURBER, New York. 


The facts stated by Mr. Thurber seem to me to be a complete and 
full argument that ought to leave no doubt in the mind of any mem- 
ber on this floor as to his duty in giving the subject of interstate com- 
merce a preference in the business that may come before this House. 

One-half of all the laboring people of this country are engaged inag- 
riculture, and more than any other industryis agriculture subject to 
and under the absolute control of railroad management, and there will 
be no satisfactory settlement of this question until the Congress of the 
United States shall pass a just and reasonable law regulating the com- 
merce between the States carried on by the railroads, The annual 
product in bushels of the different kind of grain in the United States 
is ubout 3,000,000,000, and an unjust exaction of 1 cent per bushel 
takes away from the farmers of this country $30,000,000. 

Even conceding that freight rates may be reasonable at times, yet 
it is important they should be made public and not be subject to con- 
stant change. 

Mr. MORRISON. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

ae question being taken on the amendment, there were—yeas 71, 
noes 95. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 28 members voting there- 
for—not one-fifth of the last vote. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend Rule XXT, by inserting after the word “ progress” the words “and 
for the contingencies for carrying on the several Departments of the Govern- 
ment,” and by striking out the following clause: 

“ Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto changing ex- 
isting law be in order, except such as, being germane to the subject-matter of 
the bill, shall retrench expenditures by the uction of the number and salary 
of the officers of the United States, by the reduction of the comipensation of any 
person paid out of the Treasury of the United States,or by the reduction of 
amounts of money covered by tue bill: Prorided, That it shall be in order fur- 
ther to amend such bill upon the report of the committee having jurisdiction of 
the subject-matter of such amendment. which amendment, being germane to the 
subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures.” 

So as to make the rule read as follows: 

“No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously author- 
ized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and 
objects as are already in Gg ANa for the contingencies for carrying on the 
several Departments of the Government.” 


Mr. MCCOMAS. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. I desire 
to know whether, under this clause as proposed to be amended, it will 
be in order at any time for any member to move to amend an appro- 
priation’ bill by striking out any sum of money proposed to be appro- 
priated and inserting a less sum. In other words, I wish to know 
whether this clause will allow the amplest opportunity for amend- 
ments saniat sums of money proposed to be appropriated by an ap- 
propriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think it is his province to de- 
cide in advance questions of construction which may arise under these 
rules. He is called upon to decide such questions only when presented 
in the course of the proceedings of the House. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I now offer, and ask the Clerk to read, 
an amendment of which I gave notice and which is printed on page 
298 of the RECORD. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to clause 3, Rule XXT, the following words: “Nor shall any provision 


ing ex g law be in order in any general appropriation bill or in any 
amendment thereto.” 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. The purpose of this amendment is to avoid 


any controversy that might otherwise arise in regard to the meaning 
and effect of this rule. The fact that there is such controv 
brought to ourattention time and again during the course of the debates 


in this House. The Committee on Rules have simply struck out “‘ the 
Holman amendment,” so called, and have restored, word for word, I 
think, the precise rule which prevailed in the Forty-third Congress. 
As there was controversy in that Congress in reference to the meaning of 
this rule, there will be such controversy aguin if it be readopted now 
without the amendment which I propose. ‘he ‘‘Holman amendment’? 
isa prohibition of legislation upon appropriation bills; but to that pro- 
hibition there are subjoined certain exceptions. ; 
Ifthe Committee on Rules had stricken out these exceptions, and 
left the first part of the amendment standing, there would be, I think, 
no question as to its construction. But they havestricken out notonly 
the exceptions but the general prohibition, leaving the subject without 
any rule to govern it. If this question be left to general parliamentary 
law, there is no parliamentary law excluding legislation from appro- 
priation bills. $ 
That there is a division of opinion in the House on this subject is 
clear. One of my colleagues said the other day that when the ‘‘ Hol- 
man amendment” was adopted a ‘‘ Pandora’s box” of evil was opened. 
He must have meant that before this amendment was adopted it was 
not in order to legislate upon an appropriation bill. But the gentle 
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man from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN] have informed us that prior to the Forty-fourth Congress 
legislation on appropriation bills was of frequent occurrence. 

Ro far as I am concerned I agree with the gentleman from Indiana 
and the gentleman from Texas, and I do not know why we should not 
settle the controversy if we can foreclose it by a written rule. If we 
adopt this rule the decision unquestionably will be against all legisla- 
tion on appropriation bills. 

Ihave only to add as to the necessity of this amendment that the de- 
cision when it comes to be made will not be made by the Speaker of 
the House but by some chairman of the Committee of the Whole. We 
do not know who he will be nor which way his views willincline. He 
may be governed by Mr. Garfield, Senator Hoar, and my colleague 
from Ilinois, and if'so he will decide one way; or he may be governed 
by the great name of my friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] or that 
of my friend from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], and if so he will decide the 
other way. Let us foreclose the question altogether, and let us settle 
it by a written rule, so that no decision of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole depending on some unwritten tradition of the 
Forty-third Congress will enable any of us to evade it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I desire to offer the amendment I have laid on 
the table as a substitute for the pending proposition. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


But no general legislation shall be in order on any general appropriation bill 
nor as an amendment thereto; and no appropriation shall be reported in any 
general appropriation bill, or be in order as an amendment thereto, for any ex- 
penditures not previously authorized by law, unless in continuation of appro- 
priations for s public works and objects as are already in progress. 


Mr. HAMMOND. It will be plain that my substitute covers a lit- 
tle more ground than that of the gentleman who has just taken his seat. 
His would forbid appropriations for works in p My substitute 
covers the whole ground, and as I have been heard on it already, I will 
not further take up the time of the Honse. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Does not the gentleman's substitute also 
eover the first part of the rule? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Certainly it does. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. A substitute for the whole? 

Mr. HAMMOND. That is what I said; it is offered as a substitute 
for the pending proposition; that is, the rule and his amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe a further substitute is now in order. 

The SPEAKER. An amendment to the substitute is in order and 
the gentleman may offer it in the form of a substitute for it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will offer it in that form—as a substitute for the 
amendment, ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 

No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously author- 
ized by law, unless in continuation of priations for such public works and 
objects as are already in progress, and forthe con! cies for carrying on the 
several Departments of the Government. Nor shall any vision bank 
existing law be in order upon any general appropriation bill or be received as 
an amendment thereto, but provisions or amendments for the d reduction 
of the number, salary, and compensation of officers and employés of the United 
States shall be in o! 
ject-matter of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I trust the House will indulge me 
even at this late hour with an opportunity to point ont the direct effect 
of this amendment. It embodies the words of the rule as reported by 
the Committee on Rules. It also embodies the words of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois, which is a part of the former rule 
heretofore in force. Then it adds these words: 

But provisions or amendments for the direct reduction of the number, salary, 
and compensation of officers and employésof the United States shall be in order 
on à general appropriation bill if germane to the subject-matter of the bill. 

Gentlemen will see that it is confined, first, to a direct reduction, 
not indirect; and secondly, toa reduction of salaries and numbers alone 
of officers and employés. It is confined to just that narrow I 
wish to avoid this cry against legislation and yet leave to the House 
some power for reform, and I trust the House will go at least to that 
extent, Itsimply creates and retains the power to reduce the number 
and salaries of employés in the only manner that experience demonstrates 
it can be done—on appropriation bills; nothing more, 

Mr. HISCOCK. So far as the reduction of employés is concerned, 
either in number or salary, in any branch of the Government, the com- 
mittee having the bill in charge has full jurisdiction. Asto that there 
is no question. They have the power originally under the statutes, 
and I presume the gentleman will not controvert my proposition, to 
add to the number of clerks or to increase their compensation or to 
reduce their number or compensation. That is the case now. He 
seeks to go further than that. He seeks to take jurisdiction of an ap- 
propriation bill and reduce the salaries of officers under the general 
see To that I object. 

itis necessary or proper that the salary of any public officershould 
be reduced, do not let Te be done onthe general appropriation bill that 
is brought in here and considered. Do not attempt to force it upon 
the House by saying you shall reduce this salary or the appropriation 
bill shall not ThatiswhatLobjectto. I objecttoa ition to 
bring in legislation which may change salaries, and of course means 
that the salaries will be the salaries of officers; and it is a matter in 


on s general appropriation bill if germane to the sub- 


which I shall probably have no personal interest; but I do not believe 
it should be put into the power of any committee with ap- 
propriating to force this House, at the peril of losing the bill, to reduce 
salaries in accordance with the recommendations of that committee. 

Mr. RYAN. Let me ask the gentleman aquestion. Is not the rule 
under which we have heretofore operated framed so as to permit just 
that very thing? Does it not permit a reduction of salaries, as well as 
the other—the reduction of officers? 

Mr. HISCOCK. So far as the salaries of clerks are concerned, yes; 
but so far as the salaries of officers, under general statutes, are con- 
cerned, I apprehend, no. 

Mr. RYAN. I ask the gentleman farther, if the provision by which 
a former Congress voted this back pay or salary grab was not under 
that identical rule? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Under the identical rule as proposed here? 

Mr. RYAN. As reported by the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ido not know how that may be. I know that if 
there is any authority for legislation of that kind it is cured by the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS], and 
which I hope will be adopted. What I am in favor of is the elimina- 
tion of all legislation from these bills, - 

But there is another point in connection-with this subject to which 
I desire to say a word, When you once commence to amend, after a 
bill has been brought in here to the Houseand the House has jurisdiction 
over the bill and the legislation which it proposes then you scarce know 
where the privilege of amending may be extended or to what point it 
may go. It is to depend on the mind of the person, whoever he may 
be, who is chosen chairman of the Committee of the Whole. { 

Now, I do not propose to have a chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole say—for such will be the effect of it—how much jurisdiction a 
committee may have over aparticular subject. - Eliminateitall from the 
bill; and this rule, as I said before, giving all these committees ample 
opportunity to get their special legislation before the Ho will per- 
mit them to bring it in, and then after bringing in a bill to sal- 
aries, if it be adopted, let them make the appropriations in accordance. 

Mr. MILLS. If the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana is 
adopted, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the greater part of the work 
done by the Committee on Rules will have been donein vain... The ob- 
ject in the main, as I understand it, of the Committee on Rules in re- 
vising this system of rules was to distribute the work and confine com- 
mittees to the discharge of the duties belonging to them and for which 
they are created. ' ae ; 

In other words, the proposition here is to make each committee of 
the House equal to the other committees, . It requires the Committee 
on Appropriations to attend to appropriations solely, and the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to attend to the judicial affairs of the country, 
the Committee on Military Affairs to military matters. But now, after 
having gone so far, the gentleman from Indiana invites us to let him 
open the bars and get into the field, and all our work which has been 
accomplished so far will have been in vain, He says his amendment 
only relates to the number of officers of the Government and their sal- 
aries. - Why, Mr. Speaker, I remember at the last session of Congress 
when the Committee on Appropriations—not the Tariff Committee, but 
the Committee on Appropriations—brought in a bill with a provision 
reorganizing every one of our customs distri They thought it a 
matter over which they could take jurisdiction and economize, The 
Committee on Ways and Means was absol ignored, and we had a 
fight here on the floor of the House whether the Committee on Appro- 
priations should assume jurisdiction of that subject or whether it should 
remain with the Committee on Ways and Means to reorganize the cus- 
toms service as recommended. If an amendment is to be adopted by 
which the Committee on Appropriations can put a sponge upon the Ju- 

Committee and blot it out as a parliamentary body, why then 
they can send the Committee on Military Affairs to Van Dieman’s Land, 
and any other committee of the House to sheol or any.other country, 
when once you give them the power which this amendment would confer 
upon them. [Laughter.] > If you help them strike at an officer, then 
tuy can strike at a whole subject over which that officer is appointed; 
and if we intend to carry out the policy adopted here, or which has been 
recommended by the committee in this reformation of the rules, let us 
confine each committee closely within the limits of its own jurisdiction 
as we shall define it. iaka ; 


- l 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say in answer to what has 


been said but a very few words, I think during the last twenty years 
not abill can be found reported to this House, or any provision of a 
bill, reducing the salaries or the number of public employés as an in- 
dependent measure which became a law. I speak with some confi- 
dence on this point. For the period of twenty years, confined indeed 
to the last ten, every reduction that has been made, every approach 
made to economy in the salaries of officers or in public employments, 
unless in some exceptional cases, has been made through the instru- 
mentality of an a riation bill. This measure I propose confines 
the power of the House in legislating on appropriation bills, as I see 
nothing more can be hoped for, to the simple contracted—I think im- 
properly restricted—power of reducing the number of public employés 
and their salaries; nothing more. $ 
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Why, sir, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] reminds me of a 
very interesting fact. Two years ago—more than two years ago—when 
a great citizen of New York was at the head of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, under the last administration, he reported to Congress that there 
was necessity, in his opinion, for the reorganization of the customs dis- 
tricts, by which a reduction of about half a million dollarsa year might 
be made in expenditures in the collection of the customs revenues. 

I admit that the Committee on Appropriations, after waiting pa- 
tiently for the action of some other committee, did try to carry out 
that recommendation of the Republican Secretary of the Treasury, did 
try upon an appropriation bill to reduce your expenditures to the ex- 
tent of half a million of dollars in conformity with that recommenda- 
tion in a single branch of the service. I admit all that. Was there 
anything in that to justify condemnation? Would it have done injury 
to the public service? Did it matter from what committee it came? 

Every gentleman who has been in the House for any considerable 
period knows that if there has been the abolition of a single office or 
the reduction of a single salary it has been through one of these ap- 
propriation bills. Can you not trust the various committees that have 
charge of these bills—the Committee on Military Affairs, the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, the Committee on the Post-Offices, the Committee 
on Naval Affairs—you have invested with power to control appropri- 
ation bills. Can you not trust these various committees to make re- 
ductions on the appropriation bills, the only bills that will become 
laws? No appeal, I trust, is necessary to the gentlemen around me 
who are receiving every day from their constituencies demands that the 
extravagance incident to a great war and an inflated currency not yet 
remedied shall be reformed. It is absolutely necessary that the ex- 
tent of the powers of legislation shall be such as to it the accom- 
plishment of such a result unless a new policy is intended. Certainly 
we can not hesitate to confer on these various committees having charge 
of the subject the power of reducing the number of officers where neces- 
sary, or the amount of salaries, where the salaries are found excessive, 
unless we intend to abandon all efforts at reform, and take the Govern- 
ment as we find it, as needing no improvement at our hands. 

Mr. MILLS. The argument of the gentleman from Indiana is to the 
effect that if there is a committee of this House which the Committee 
on Appropriations thinks is not discharging its duty the Committee 
on Appropriations can take the business which belongs to that commit- 
tee as a subject of legislation and report it to this House. It is true, 
as stated by the gentlemen and as was stated before by myself, that 
the of the Treasury did report that the customs districts 
could be changed and a large saving made to the Government. The 
Committee on Ways and Means appointed a subcommittee of which I 
was chairman, ar EWO grb na sag fs O T cao 

the matter with a view to preparing a bill to report to the House, 
ena T fonnd this to be the state of the case: There had been simply 
drawn iiaes on the surface of the map in this district here, this dis- 
trict there, and this district over yonder. When I looked at the dis- 
tricts I found that they had no reference to commercial points. There 
was one in Virginia which looked very pretty on the map, but when the 
people of Virginia came and complained, ‘‘ You have changed our com- 
mercial point and assigned it toa place where the railroad does not termi- 
nate,” and when I reported that fact to the Secretary of the Treasury 
and invited his investigation he referred me to the bureau man, and the 
bureau man admitted that he had made a mistake because he had known 
nothing as to the railroad. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Did you not also find that in that report theSec- 
retary had made a mistake, and that the result, if it had been carried 
out, would have been simply to cripple theservice and make no saving 
to the Government ? a 

Mr. MILLS. I found out it was a work so large that we had to in- 
vestigate and continue our investigation, and we could not in one ses- 
sion reconcile all conflicting interests and bring in such a bill as ought 
to have been brought in. 

Mr. MORRISON. Until this debate I have always understood that 
the main purpose of the power to enact or put legislation on appropri- 
ation bills was to force the other branch of the national Legislature to 
agree to some reductions reducing the cost and expenseof administra- 
tion. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] now tells us that 
no bill has been reported by any committee other the Committee 
on A iations to reduce any of these itures. “Why, sir, is 
this the fact if it is a fact? It is because and only because we had 
assumed here on the authority of our Appropriations Committee that 
the legislative body at the other end of the Capitol, in the interest of 
their own friends, then holding all the offices, would resist these reduc- 
tions; and therefore the Committee on Appropriations has been allowed 
to have complete and absolute control of the subject. I insist again, 
as I have already, the Senate is not going to stand in the way of our 
reducing the compensation of our own officials. If the necessity or 
justification for such legislation ever existed it no longer exists. 

As to the words inserted in clause 3 of Rule XXI, authorizing appro- 
priations for contingencies, you will find in every general appropria- 
tion bill which has come from the hands of the Committee on Appro- 


priations in the last ten years a considerable eua rppeopiiatd for con- 
tingencies unauthorized by any law—not reducing” itures but 
often increasing them—and without any rule under which it might be 
done. And I violate no trust or committee secrets when I say it was 
at the instance of the Speaker this much-criticised clause was inserted, 
in order that tbat which before had been done without a rule and in 
violation of existing rules might be done in conformity with the rules 
only for necessary contingencies. 

I have no objection, nor has any member of the Committee on Rules, 
to having that clause stricken out. And further, in order to make this 
more secure against the possibility of increased expenditure, I am will- 
ing for myself that the proposition of my colleague from Illinois [ Mr. 
ADAMS], which is perhaps more definite in prohibiting legislation on 
appropriation bills, may be adopted. Nor have I any objection to the 
proposition of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND]. Either 
will do what the Committee on Rules sought to accomplish. I trust, 
therefore, if the report is to be amended it will be amended by one or 
the other of these propositions, and that the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Indiana will be voted down. Either the amendment of my 
colleague [Mr. ADAMS] or that of the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 
HAMMOND] will be entirely acceptable, but that of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] keeps alive the old mischief and again 
opens the way to confusion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman permitme to make aninquiry ? 

Mr. MORRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How does he pro to accomplish the object of 
reducing the number of employés or the amount of salaries if he shuts 
off every opportunity to make amendments on the only bills reasonably 
certain to become law? 

Mr. MORRISON. I shut off nothing—no opportunity. Why, sir, 
any of these committees having charge of any particular Department, 
service, or branch of the public werent they find that the expend- 
itures are extravagant and beyond what is just and right, beyond 
what the public service requires, more than reasonable compensation, 
will have the right to bring in a bill to meet the case. The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr, COBB] has just secured for the committee of which 
he was the head in the last Congress the right to report at any time. 
If he, or some other head of the committee, should find that the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, or other officer or employé 
in that branch of the public service, is receiving more money as com- 

tion than he ought to have, it will, under that privilege, be the 
duty of the Public Lands Committee to reporta bill to ent off or reduce 
such compensation. When any such bill is presented here and passed, 
is there a member of this House who honestly believes that any Sen- 
ator of the majority will stand in the way of such reduction? Not 
one. Why should they? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I predict that if you set up this barrier against 
economy there will not be the reduction of the salary of a solitary em- 
ployé of the Government. 

Mr. MORRISON. Thereisno “‘barrier.”” The gentleman assumes 
that nobody is going to serve the public and the public interest but a 
member of that committee of which he has been so long an important 
beer en cord 5 

Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. MORRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The gentleman has said he is willing that either 
the amendment of his colleague or my amendment should be adopted. 
I desire to call his attention to the fact that the amendment of his col- 
league omits certain words which mine retains—the words ‘‘ unless in 
continuation of appropriations for such public works and objects as are 
already in progress.’ The gentleman does not desire to have those 
words left out, does he? 

Mr. MORRISON. Oh, no. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Then the gentleman is in favor of my proposi- 
tion as embodying all that should be included. 

Mr. RYAN and others, -That is right. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman m Thelanguage with 
reference to contingencies for the various Departments is in the propo- 
sition which I have submitted. 

Mr. HAMMOND. But itis not in mine. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly not; and there would be the trouble. I 
have taken the rule just as reported by the Committee on Rules, have 
added what was proposed by the gentleman from Illinois, which was 
part of the old rule, but have added the proposition allowing the re- 
duction of salaries and the abolition of unnecessary offices. That is 
all—nothing more. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘Vote!?’] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to support briefly the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Horaran]. This proposition does not 
authorize a committee to bring in 4 rider upon an appropriation bill, 
but simply allows the committee to report, or members of the House 
to propose, amendments reducing directly the number and pay of officers 
and employés of the Government. It simply allows this House, when 
the iation bills are before it, to determine how much compen- 
sation shall be given to the officers of the Government and how many 
officers we shall have. 
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It is well known to the country, and I hope it will be better known 
to this House when we come to consider the appropriation bills than 
it seems to be now, that our present President and heads of the De- 
partments have shown the necessity for a large reduction in the number 
and pay of officers and employés of the Government. We ought tosup- 
plement the wise economies of this Democratic administration by leg- 
islation looking to such reductions. This isall that the amendment of 
the distinguished gentleman from Indiana contemplates. I hope that 
this Democratic majority will not now give up every opportunity that 
has heretofore been afforded to the Appropriations Committee in refer- 
ence to the reduction of the expendituresof the Government. We have 
surrendered much; we have given away almost everything to the other 
side. I hope we shall now reserve to ourselves the privilege of bring- 
ing about something in the way of reform and economy. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, if we had not had some experience 
under this proposition of the gentleman from Indiana I might agree 
with him as to its necessity and efficacy. But for several years, under 
a rulc authorizing what the gentleman proposes, almost every Com- 
mittee on Appropriations has come in here with propositions to increase 
the salaries of somebody in the Departments. That has been the prac- 
tice. I remember, for instance—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does my friend say this rule would allow that? 

Mr. BLOUNT. No, sir; but you will do it in spite of the rule, as 
you have done. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, under that rule, in a legislative ap- 
propriation bill which I have now in my mind, the salaries of the 
assistant or deputy commissioners of patents were increased. There 
have been a number of such increases, The theory of the rule is very 
beautiful, but—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend knows very well that any such increase 
would under the rule be subject to a point of order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, I know it; yet, notwithstanding that fact, 
such provisions were reported in these bills and passed time and again. 
I do not believe in giving to that committee any such authority. It 
has been abused. Sir, it has been hinted sometimes that persons who 
were favorites of gentlemen on the Committee on Appropriations had 
had their salaries increased. I do not believe in being misled by a 
proposition which on its face is exceedingly fair. We have suffered 
from this abuse. I think it better that there should be no increase of 
salaries in this way. 

Now, I am not di to take the position of my friend from Indi- 
ana a while ago, that there is no other committee that will look after 
economy in this respect. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh! I did not say that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But the gentleman said in reference to the reorgani- 
zation of the employés in the customs service that the Committee on 
Appropriations found nobody else would do it, and they took it up. 
I am afraid they will find themselves in that condition all the while. 
I am therefore opposed to this proposition. 

There is an additional reason against the proposition—the greater 
temptation that there may be at the present time for such things as I 
have referred to. This side of the House is in the majority. It has 
the control of the administration. The important employésare in the 
several Departments. We shall be constantly tempted, and a thousand 
fold more than we have ever been before, to violate this rule and to 
abuse these provisions, as we have done under this rule in the past. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, Ithink that is a very remarkable view 
to take of this question. A positive rule to allow only reduction of 
salaries and reduction of the force of public officers my friend from 
Georgia is afraid will be taken advantage of to enlarge the force of em- 
ployés and the compensation which is paid to them. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What I am afraid of is that you will not.obey the 
rule any more in the future than you have in the past. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That may be, the rule may be violated; but I sub- 
mit, sir, that is no argument against the rule itself. And if under a 
rule designed for the express purpose of reducing the expenses of the 
Government—if under such arule there has been still further increase 
of salaries and of the number of employés, can this House afford to 
run the risk of adopting a new code of rules in which no opportunity 
for reduction either of salaries or the force of employés is permitted ? 

Mr. HERBERT. Let me ask the gentleman from Indiana a ques- 
tion right here. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certuinly. 

Mr. HERBERT. Isit not a fact that the number of employés gen- 
erally isnot fixed by law at all? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Asa general thing. 

Mr. HERBERT. But that it depends entirely upon appropriations 
made in appropriation bills. If the committee appropriates money for 
them, very well; and if not, very well. You have without this rule 
for which you contend the power then either to increase or to decrease 
the salaries and the number of employés. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HERBERT. Then if you have, this discussion it seems to me 
is procecding with an entire misunderstanding of the facts. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Within certain limitations that is correct. There 
are many clerks in the Departments the body of them not provided for 
by law except as to classes upon the appropriation bills. The great 
body of employés in every branch of the public service is provided for 
by classifications, but the great body of officers is provided for by law. 
You can on appropriation bills refuse to make an appropriation, but 
that does not abolish the office, but leaves it still standing. 

Mr. HERBERT. It is only the highest officers and not the great 
body of employés to which that refers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The great body of offices. I never expected to be 
called upon to urge on this side of the House a proposition like this— 
a necessary rule if reforms are to be made. I am asking simply the 
opportunity should be left to reduce what we have claimed heretofore, 
that the public service was overburdened with unnecessary offices, that - 
we should be permitted to offer propositions to reduce their number, 
which we have insisted was more than the public service required, and 
toreduce a multitude of salaries which we have pronounced to be un- 
necessarily large. 

There is nota stump, sir, in this whole land from which has not rung 
out the denunciations of Democratie orators that these expenditures 
were greatly beyond what the people ought to endure. Isit now pos- 
sible that this House intends deliberately to set up a barrier against 
every attempt to retrench expenditures? 

Mr. MORRISON. It is only in the imagination of the gentleman. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And that, too, when we are occupying these scats 
under and by virtue of a platform demanding economy and reform in 
the administration of this Government? Atthis early moment’are we 
to go back upon that platform? 

Gentlemen talk of a new departure, new theories of political action. 
I shall not believe until it occurs, if it must occur, that this Demo- 
cratic House will enact an impregnable barrier against all efforts to 
carry out the pledges we have made to the people and on the strength 
of which we occupy these seats. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will my friend from Indiana allow me to ask him 
a question, and that is whether he has no hope in any other committce 
than his own? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not speaking of any committee. I am on no 
committee. I never indulge in personal allusions or personal prefer- 
ences in debate. Iam speaking simply of the effect of these rules on 
all committees. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I did not mean it in any personal sense. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Norhavel referred toany committee. I hayeserved 
on many of the committees in this House, and have found them all: com- 
posed of able and efficient members. I claim nothing more for the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations than for any other committee in this House. 

You have sent these appropriation bills by your vote to different 
committees. Why not then trust those committees with the power 
to restrict the expenses of the Government in the several departments 
placed under their control. As the rule came from the Committee on 
the Rules it opens the door for increase in expenditures by increase of 
salaries at least. That very rule, so far as the last clause is concerned, 
has been through all the years it was in force so interpreted—was de- 
signed for the express purpose of enabling the House to increase sal- 
aries on appropriation bills, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MORRISON. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, I understand the only difference between 
my proposition and that of the gentleman from Georgia consists in this, 
that if my proposition is adopted then the following words will be a 
part of the rule, ‘‘and for the contingencies for carrying on the several 
departments of the Government; and that if his proposition is adopted 
those words will not be a part of the rule. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois demands the previous 
question. DN 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Well, I desire to say simply this, that so 
far.as the words in italics are concerned I would be glad to be permit- 
ted to modify my proposition by moving to strike out that part of the 
report of the Committee on Rules, that is to say, that part providing 
for “‘contingencies for carrying on the several departments of tlre Gov- 
ernment,” and add the words printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Isuggest to the gentleman from Illinois that 
he allow the House to have a vote upon the first proposition, and then 
take the other up after we have disposed of that. 

Mr. CASWELL. I have submitted and had printed in the RECORD 
a motion to strike out the very words to which the gentleman from 
Illinois refers. 

Mr. MORRISON. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL, It is understood that this provision applies to ap- 
propriation bills, no matter where they are. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands. 

The first question is on the amendment of the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN], which the Clerk will again report. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I ask for the yeas and nays upon the adoption of 
that amendment, 
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The yeas and nays were not ordered, 40 members only voting in fa- 
vor thereof and 162 against. 

Mr. RANDALL, Mr. HOLMAN, and others demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. MORRISON were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported 57 in the affirma- 
tive and 203 inthe negative. So (the affirmative being more than one- 
fifth of the whole) the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Indiana, on which the yeas and nays have been or- 


dered; and the Clerk will call the roll. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 69, nays 205, not vot- 


ing 50; as follows: 


YEAS—69. 
Allen, J.M, Gibson, C. H., McMillin, Springer, 
Ballentine, Glover, McRea, form, 
Barnes, Green, R. 8., Merriman, Swope, 
Barry, Green, W. J., Neal, Taulbee, 
Beach, H: es, Taylor, J. M. 
Burnes, Hemp, Peel, Throckmorton, 
Caldwell Henderson, J.S. erry, Tillman, 
Campbell, F. Henley, ideock, Townshend, 
Clements, Hiestand, Pindar, Turner, 

ý Holman, Randall, Ward, T. B. 
Cole. Howard, igan, Warner, A. J. 
Cowles, Laffoon, Reid, J. W. Wheeler, 

; Le Fevre, Richardson, Willis, 

5 Lowry, Scott, Wilson, 
Dowdney, Mahoney, Shaw, Worthington, 
Ermentrout, Matson, Skinner, 

Ford, McAdoo, Sowden, 
Forney, McCreary, Spriggs, 
NAYS—205. 
Adams, G. E. Ellsberry, Lanham, Rowell, 
S Ely, S Lawler, Ryan, 
Allen, 0. H. Evans, Leblbach, Sadler, 
Anderson, J. A, ver Lindsley, Sawyer, 
Atkinson, Farquhar, Little, Sayers. 
Baker. Felton, Long, Scranton, 
Barksdale, Fisher, Lore, Seney, 
Dayne, Fleeger, Loutitt, Sessions, 
Belmont, Frederick Lovering, Smalls, 
Bingham, Fuller, Lyman, Snyder, 
K Gallinger, arkham, Spooner. 
Bland, eddes, Martin, Stahlnecker, 
Blount, Gibson, Eustace McComas, Steele, 
Bound, Glass, McKenna, Stephenson, 
Boutelle, Goff, McKinley, a 
y, Grosvenor, Millard, Stone, E. B. 
rou Miller, Stone, W. J., of Ky. 
Breckinridge, C.R. Guenther, Milliken, Stone, W.J., of Mo. 
Breckinridge, WCP.H: ills, Strait, 
Browne, T. M, Halsell, Mitchell, Struble, 
Brown, C, E. ond, Moffatt, Byenes, 
Brown, W. W. Hanback, Morgan, ylor, I. H. 
Buchanan, er, Morrison, Taylor, Zach, 
Buck, Hatch, Morrow, Thomas, J. R. 
Bunnell, Hayden, Murphy, Thomas, O. B, 
Burrows, aynes, eece, Thompson, 
Butterworth, Heard, Negley, Trigg, 
num, ps Henderson, D. B. n, Tucker, 

l, Henderson, T, J. Norwood Van Eaton 
Campbell, J.M, Hepburn, O'Donnell, Van Schaick, 
Campbell, J. E. Herbert, O' Ferrall Viele, 
Cannon, Herman, Hara, Wade, 
Caswell, Hewitt, O'Neill, Charles Wadsworth, 
Catchings, Hill, O'Neill, J.J. Wait, 
Clardy, Hires, ene Wakefield. 
Collins, Hiscock, Outhwaite, Ward, J. H. 
Comstock, Holmes, Parker, Warner, William 
Pan ai Hopkins, yne, Weaver, A. J. 

D, ouk, Perkins, Weaver, J. B. 
Croxton, Hutton, ters, Weber, 
Curtin, Jackson, Pettibone, Wellborn, 
Cutcheon, ames, ree, West, 
Davidson, Johnson, F. A Plumb, White, A.C. 
Davidson, R. H.M. Johnston, T. J. rice, White, Milo 
Davis, Jones, J. H. manner. Whiting, 
Dockery, Kelley, j Wilkins, . 
Dorséy, K " ¢ Winans, 
ney ceo King, Riggs, Wise, 

Dun > Kleiner, n, Wolford. 
Dunn, La Follette, Rockwell, 
Eden, Laird, rs, 
Eldredge, Landes, Romeis, 

NOT VOTING—50. 
Aiken, Cooper, Hahn, Pulitzer, 
Anderson, C. M. Cox, Hall, Rankin, 
Arnot, Culberson, Hitt, Rice, 
Barbour, Daniel, Irion, Seymour, 
Bennett, Davenport, Johnston, T. D. Singleton, 
Bliss, Dawson, ones, J. Stew . 
Boyle, Dne; Zabe, ~ Sanu 

mm, Dingley, ybury, winburne, 
Burleigh Findlay, Morrill, Tarsney, 
Cam bell, T.J. Foran, Muller, Taylor, E. B. 

er, n, Owen, Woodburn, 
Carleton, Gay, Payson, 
Compton, Phelps, 


So thé amendment was not agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. WEAVER, of 
reading of the names was dispensed 

The following additional 

Mr. DAwson with Mr. 


irs were announced: 
ORRILL, 


Iowa, by unanimous consent, the 
with. 


Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. Payson, for the rest of the day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] as a snbstitute for that of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS], which the Clerk will again 
report. 

The amendment was again read. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 65. 

Before the negative vote was announced, 

Mr. HAMMOND. It seems preferable that the other side shall pass 
it; therefore I am perfectly willing to allow them that privilege. 

So the amendment was rejected. i 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS], which will be reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

Amend clause 5, Rule XXI, as follows: 

“5. All bills for improvement of riversand harbors, and for the establishment 
or change of post-routes, shall be delivered to the Clerk, as in the case of peti- 
tions and memorials, for reference to na aoe riate committees.” 

Amend Rule XXI by inserting the following asclause 6: 

“No bill for the paymentor adjudication of any private claim against the Gov- 
ernment shall be referred, except by unanimous consent, to any other than the 
following-named committees, viz: To the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
the Committee on Pensions, to the Committee on Claims, to the Committee on 


War Claims, to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and to the Committee 
on Accounts.” 


Mr. EVERHART. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to Rule XXI, as clause 7: 

* No vote shall be taken on the adoption of any conference committee report, 
or on the final nog of any amended bill or joint resolution, before said re- 
port, bill, or resolution shall have been printed for the use of the members, 
And this rule shall be suspended, not by a two-thirds vote, as provided for the 
suspension of other rules, but only by unanimous consent,” 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Rete XXIII. 

Amend clause 4, Rule XXIIT, as follows: 

“4. In Committees of the Whole House business on their Calendars shall be 
taken up in lar order, except bills for raising revenue, general appropria- 
tion bilis, and bills for the ca po Soar of rivers and harbors, which shall have 

lence, and when objection is made to passing over any bill or proposition, 
the committee shall thereupon rise and report such objection to the House, 
which shall decide, without debate, whether such bill or proposition shall be 
considered or laid aside for the present; whereupon the committee shall resume 
its sitting without further order of the House,” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to call the attention of my colleague [Mr. 
Coss] to the fact that the Committee on Public Landsis not placed in 
the same relation to the business here as other committees. I suggest 
that the bills reported by the Committee on Public Lands should be 
included in the exception. 

Mr. COBB. I will move to amend the clause so as to include bills 
reported by the Public Lands Committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes the gentleman desires to have 
precedence for the same measures as are included in the other amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; measures relating to the forfeiture of land 


rants. 

j The SPEAKER. The Chair willstate to the gentleman from Indiana 
that bills relating to forfeited land grants do not go into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COBB.. Thatistrue. I will withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I see that there is a slight change here between 
the proposition which was referred to the Committee on Rules and the 
proposition as reported by the Committee on Rules in this respect: 
When objection is made to the consideration of a bill under the rule as 
reported by the Committee on Rules— 

‘The committee shall thereupon rise and report such objection to the House, 
which shall decide without debate whether such bill or proposition shal! be con- 
sidered or laid aside for the present. 

I desire to strike ont the words ‘‘shall thereupon rise and report 
such objection to the House, which;’’ so that it will read: 


The committee shall decide without debate whether such bill or proposition 
shall be considered or Jaid aside for the present. 


That is the form in which the proposition was referred to the com- 
mittee. And it seems to meif you are to transact any business in Com- 
mittee of the Whole this amendment is necessary. If every time the 
objection is made you have to go back into the House where a yea-and- 
nay vote can be called and filibustering can be resorted to, it isimpossi- 
ble a committee can ever reach any bill if a minority of the Houseis op- 
posed to it. Itseems to meall our arrangements for transacting busi- 
ness would be nullified if you require the committee to rise and report 
the objection to the House, where filibustering could begin and all pro- 
ceedings with reference to the bill could becutoff. Ihope the amend- 
ment will be adopted as originally reported by my colleague [Mr. 
MORRISON]. It seems to be in consequence of some omission and ac- 
cident that it has not been rted back. 

Mr. MORRISON. There been no omission. My colleague is 
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correct as to what was introduced. The committee thought differently 
and that the proveen should stand as in the old rule. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam sorry that all that rigmarole is to be per- 
petuated, of the Committee of the Whole jumping up and going back 
and in and out every minute. I had hoped that we would have got rid 
of some of that rubbish. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Irenew the amendment. I want to draw the at- 
tention of the House to the report of the Committee on Rules in the 
line of the remarks of my colleague from the Springfield district [Mr. 
SPRINGER]. I would also like to call the attention of my friend from 
Maine, of the Committee on Rules [Mr. REED], who in former sessions 
and in this, by his able remarks on this rule, has made a convert of me 
completely on this subject. 

I want to say, as I understand this rule and its operation heretofore 
and as to what its operation will be in the future, that as it now is pro- 
posed to be adopted there is more delay by far in it than there isin any 
other provision that has been talked about or advocated or believed in 
by gentlemen who have discussed these rules for the last two or three 
days. I submit if we are to have peace and harmony, and if everybody 
is to have his legislation done in a minute and a half after he wants it 
accomplished, we had better adopt the original proposition of my col- 
league [Mr. MORRISON] and reject this recomm tion of the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I have had the pleasure of describing to the 
House this interesting performance referred to by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. I take back nothing that I have said on 
that subject. Personally I desired to modify our rules so as to meet 
this suggestion of the gentleman, but it was thought not advisable by 
other —— todo it. Idid not insist sapon it, because the relief 
which I proposed to provide in the set of rules which I submitted to 
previous has been provided for in another way. 

My plan was toallow members acting under the direction of their com- 
mittees to go to the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole and take 
up any bill by name. The method now proposed by the Committee 
on Rules is that during the morning hour now provided for—the morn- 
ing hour for action—any committee may be allowed to call up, with- 
out regard to its order as reported, any bill, not only bills upon the 
House Calendar, which contain no appropriations of money, but also 
bills upon the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, which do appropriate money. It is only when we go to the 
Committee of the Whole, outside of the moring hour and by a vote of 
the House, that we shall take up bills in their order upon the Calendar. 

It will be seen that under these circumstances the method of pro- 
cedure will be less cumbersome and less objectionable than when we 
had no morning hour for the consideration of bills and the House had 
no right to go into the Committee of the Whole to take up a particular 
bill. Still I must say I fully agree with the idea of the gentleman from 
Illinois that the procedure which he would abolish is cumbersome. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. SPRINGER, there 
were—ayes 61, noes 73. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Sees next amendment proposed by the Committee on Rules was read, 
as follows: 


In Rule XXIV, clause 1, strike out the word “joint” before the word “ resolu- 

lions ;"’ so as to make the clause read as follows: 
“1, Each Monday morning during a session of Congress, immediately after the 
of the last day’s silting has been read and approved, 


Journal of the proceedin; 
the Speaker shall call the States and Territories in alphabetical order for 


bills and resolutions for printing and reference without debate, on which call 
joint and concurrent resolutions and memorials of State and Territorial Legisla- 
tures may be presented and appropriately referred, and on thiscall only resolu- 
tions of inquiry directed to the heads of the Executive Departments shall bein 
order for reference to appropriate committees, which resolations shall be re- 
ported to the House within one week thereafter.” 

Mr. BURROWS. I wish to inquire whether it was the intention of 
the Committee on Rules that the presentation to the House of execu- 
tive communications and Senate messages upon the Speaker’s table 
should be omitted on Mondays? 

Mr, HISCOCK. In the next clause of the rule the presentation of 
such business for reference to appropriate committees is provided for. 

Mr. BURROWS. But there seems to be a conflict between the two 
provisions. This clause provides that on each Monday morning, im- 
mediately after the reading of the Journal, the Speaker shall call the 
States and Territories. The next clause provides that ‘‘ after the Jour- 
nal is read and approved each day the Speaker shall lay before the 
House for reference ” executive communications and also bills, resolu- 
tions, &c., from the Senate. z 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state, with the permission of the 
House, that in clause 2 of this rule, which will be next read, the words 
“except Monday”? should be inserted, in line 307, after the words ‘“‘each 
day;’’ otherwise these two rules would require two different things to 
be done on Monday immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. BURROWS. It appears to me that such an amendment is nec- 


The proposed amendment to clause 1 was to. 
Clause 2 of Rule XXIV, as proposed by the Committee on Rules, was 
read, as follows: 
After the Journal is read and approved each day, the Speaker shall Jay before 
XVII 22 


the House, for reference, messages from the President, reports and communi- 
cations from the heads of Departments and other communications addressed to 
the House, and also such bills, resolutions, and other messages from the Senate 
as may have been received on the previous day. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to inserting in this clause after 
the words ‘‘each day” the words ‘‘except Monday?’ This amend- 
ment seems to be necessary in order to prevent an apparent conflict in 
the rules; and if there be no objection it will be inserted. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Will it not be necessary also to make a 
change in the language at the close of the clause—‘‘ on the previous 
day?’ There might be on the Speaker's table the accumulation of two 


days. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes the rule would be construed 
as meaning the previous legislative day—the day when the House was 
last in session. 

There being no objection, the proposed amendment was agreed to 

Thenext amendment proposed by the Committee on Rules was read. 
as follows: 

In clause 3, Rule XXIV, strike out the words “ Journal is read and approved,” 
and insert " business on the Speaker’s table has been disposed of;” so as to 
make the clause read : 

“3. On all days other than Monday, as soon as the business on the 8 
table has been disposed of, and on all Mondays (except the first and third in each 
month) after the call of States and Territories, there shall be a morning hour for 
reports from committees, which shall be appropriately referred an 
and a copy thereof mailed by the Public Printer to each Member and De z 
and the Speaker shall call upon each standing committee in lar order and 
then upon the select committees; and if the whole of the hour is not consumed 
by this call, then it shall be in order to proceed to the consideration of other 
business as hereafter provided; but if he shall not complete the call within the 
hour, he shall resume it in the succeeding morning hour where he left off.” 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

“ Insert, as clause 5 of Rule XXIV, the following: 

After the morning hour shall have been devoted to reports from committees 
(or the call completed), the Speaker shall again call the committees in 
order for one hour, upon which call each committee, on being named, shall have 
the right to call up for consideration any bill reported by it on a previous da: 
on either the House or Union Calendar. And whenever any committee 
have occupied the said hour for one day, it shall not be in order for such com- 
mittee to designate any other proposition for consideration until all the other 
committees shall have been called in their turn; and when any proposition 
shall have occupied two hours on this call it shall thereafter n on the Cal- 
endar as unfinished business and be taken up in its order: Provided, That 
when the hour herein prescribed shall expire while the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union is considering a bill the said committee 
shall rise without motion therefor.” 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It does not seem quite clear from the 
phraseology of this provision whether it will give a committee the right 
to call up more than one billif the first bill called up does not consume 
the hour. I suggest this point, so that the intention of the committee 
may be made plain. 

A MEMBER (to Mr. WARNER, of Ohio). Move an amendment. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I move to amend by inserting after the 
words ‘‘any bill” the words ‘‘or bills.” 

The SPEAKER. Under this provision each committee will have 
one hour in which to call up bills. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If that is the understanding. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That will be the inference from the last 
clause. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: j 

6. After the hour under the preceding clause shall have been occupied, it shall 
be in order to proceed to the consideration of the unfinished business in which the 
House may have been engaged at an adjournment and at the same time each 
day thereafter, other than the first and third Mondays, until d of; and it 


shall be in er to proceed to the consideration of all other unfinished busi- 
ness whenever the class of business to which it belongs shall be in order, 


Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to know what the effect of this rule will be 
in reference to the business of the Committee on Public Lands, I eall 
the attention of the gentleman from Illinois to the fact that it does not 
seem to be clear afteran hour has been given to a bill and it has gone to 
the Calendar it will have priority. It seems to me that committees 
authorized to report at any time should have priority. Motions will 
be in order as at present to go into committee. It might be possible 
under these rules that bills reported from that Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands might go to the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Bills forfeiting public lands? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. If they do not make appropriations or grants of 
land they do not go there necessarily. 

‘The clause as read was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


7. Unfinished business, if any, having been disposed of, motions shall be in 
order as follows: 

First. That the Honse resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union to consider, first, bills raising revenue and general 
appropriation bills, and then other business on its Calendar, 

Second. To proceed to the consideration of business on the House Calendar. 

Third. On Friday of each week, after the morning hour, it shall be in order 
to entertain æ motion that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House to consider business on the Private Calendar; and if this motion 
fail, then publie business shall be in order as on other days, 


Mr. WILLIS. I move after the words “general appropriation bills,’? 


er's 
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in line 364, to insert ‘‘bills for the improvement of rivers and har- 
bors;’’ so it will read: 

First. That the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union to consider, first, bills raising revenue and general 
appropriation bills, bills for the improvement of rivers and harbors, and then 
other business on its Calendar. 

Mr. MORRISON. This is the old rule. These are simply trans- 
positions, and because other clauses were inserted these came lower 
down. They are the old rules, word for word. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will make no 
objection to my amendment. 

Mr. MORRISON. Ido make objection. These rules are the same 
as they were before. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. These rules give the same power as before. 

Mr. WILLIs’s amendment was rejected; and section 7, as read, was 
agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend Rule XXVI as follows: 

“Route XXVI. 

“Friday in every week shall be set apart for the consideration of private busi- 
erie ee determined by a two-thirds vote of the members present 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the committee is to strike out 
the words ‘‘ by a two-thirds vote of the members present and voting” 
and in lieu thereof to insert ‘‘by the House.” 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not see the necessity for that rule at 
all with the preceding clause. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to amend the report of the committee by 
adding to Rule LIV the following: 


Bills of a private character heretofore printed by order of cither House shall 
ange bs en printed, unless it appears that all printed copies have been ex- 
usted, 


If that rule be adopted it will result in saving from forty-five to fifty 
thousand dollars. It provides that bills of a private character hereto- 
fore printed by order of either House shall not be again printed unless 
it appears that all printed copies have been exhausted. 

The amendment was di to. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask to turn back to line 313, on page 14, and 
strike out the words ‘‘asmay have been received on the previous day ’’ 
and insert ‘‘as may have been received on preceding days;’’ so it will 
read: 


2. After the Journal is read and approved each day, the Speaker shall lay be- 
fore the House, for refere messages from the President, reports and commu- 
nications from the heads of ts and other communications addressed 
to the House, and also such bills, resolutions, and other messages from the Sen- 
ate as may have been received on the previous day. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think that is necessary. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes; I think the gentleman’s suggestion isa good 


one. 

The SPEAKER. Instead of reading ‘‘such bills, resolutions, and 
other m from the Senate as may have been received on the pre- 
vious day,’’ that it shall read ‘‘as may have been received on previous 
days.” 

Mr. MORRISON. That was proposed by the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. There is no objection to it. 

The amendment was agreed ta. 

Mr. MORRISON demanded the previous question on the adoption of 
the report as amended. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. If the previous question be ordered would that 
preclude amendments to other portions of the rules? 

The SPEAKER. The other rules are not inserted in this report. 

Mr. MORRISON. But it adopts the old rules. 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. It seems to me the motion does carry with it 
the adoption of the other rules, ? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. MORRISON. Ordering the previous question carries with it the 
other rules. - 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the report of the Committee on Rules as amended was adopted. 

Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ADJOURNMENT FOR THE HOLIDAY RECESS. 

Mr. MORRISON. I desire to call up the resolution providing for 
the adjournment for the holidays. 

Mr. BEACH. Does that require unanimous consent? 

Mr. MORRISON. I ask that the resolution be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That when the 
two Houses adjourn on Yy, December 22, 1885, they stand adjourned until 

y, January 5, 1886. 

Mr. MORRISON. I ask that that be 
day, December 21,’’ instead of ‘‘ Tuesda; Bii 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move to amend by inserting “Saturday, the 
19th.’ 


so as to read, ‘‘ Mon- 


DECEMBER 18, 


Mr. KELLEY. The Senate has adjourned until Monday, and can 
not take action upon that. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Then I withdraw the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Illinois, asnow modified, which provides 
for an adjournment from Monday next until Tuesday, January 5. 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. Speaker, is that resolution debatable? 

The SPEAKER, It is. 

Mr. BEACH. I would like to be heard for a few moments. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman for that 


purpose. 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. Speaker, I have always looked upon this holiday 
recess as a childish proceeding, discreditable to the House and detri- 
mental to the public interest, and ever since I have been here I have 
invariably opposed it. My opposition in the past, however, has been in 
vain, and I have no hopes now of any better success and I do not care 
to repeat the ents I have advanced on former occasions, but I 
deem it my duty to call the attention of members briefly to a single 
ne ga they proceed to vote upon this resolution. [Cries of‘‘ Vote!” 

ote! 

A very grave responsibility rests upon this House. The death of the 
Vice-President has given rise to a feeling of great disquietude through- 
out the country. There is a broadcast fear, which I rejoice to notice 
is not partisan in its nature, that in the event of the death of the Presi- 
dent a crisis might arise which would shake not only the political but 
the business circles of the country to the center. 

When we consider the uncertainty of human life and the vast inter- 
ests that dı d upon the life of our Executive,'is it not time for us to 
pause and formulate some legislation which will effectuate the will of 
the people as expressed at the polls a year ago last November? Should 
not the Democratic House go as far in this direction as the Republican 
Senate? We are in the second week of the session and as yet nothing 
has been done in this House to perpetuate the Democratic administra- 
tion which the people after twenty-five years of Republican rule have 
called into power. The Administration is Democratic to-day, but how 
may it be to-morrow ? : 

The morning papers of to-morrow may tell us that the President is 
dead and the Republican President of the Senate has taken the oath 
of office as President of the United States. Should such a condition 
of things be allowed to exist? The Republican Senate, with a broad 
patriotism which does it honor, says no. What say we? Nothing— 
simply nothing. We propose to take a recess of two weeks and leave 
this vital question until our return. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote !’’ ‘‘Vote !’?] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I claim that it is our duty to sit in these seats 
until this question of the Presidential succession is settled, so far as it 
is in the power of this House to settle it. Until it is settled there 
should be no adjournment whatever. A vast responsibility rests upon 
= members of this House, and I for one shall vote against this reso- 

ution. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRISON moved to -reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, it is obvious that we can do no 
business to-morrow and will adjourn on Monday. It would relieve a 
great many gentlemen living at adistance from the capital who desire 
to go home if we can get consent that on to-morrow we may introduce 
bills as on Monday, and I ask unanimous consent that there be a call 
of States to-morrow for that purpose. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I move that when the House adjourn 
to-day it be to meet on Monday next. Evidently we will do no busi- 
ness to-morrow. [Cries of “No!” ‘‘No!’?] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

The House proceeded to divide. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to make perhaps not exactly a parliament- 
ary inquiry, but to ask if it is not probable that there may be some 
further amendments to these rules in reference to the creation of select 
committees, which business can be transacted to-morrow if the House 
is in session; and if we adjourn on Monday, unless the Speaker desires 
it, it may interfere with the constitution of the committees. 

Mr. MORRISON. That is the object of our working to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the Committee on Rules 
has under consideration the propriety of the reappointment of certain 
of the select committees of previous Congresses. The Committee on 
Rules will have a meeting to-morrow, and hopes to make a report to 
the House before the recess and have the question disposed of, so as to 
know what committees are to be provided for. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I did not intend by my motion to inter- 
fere in any manner with the business to be transacted. I supposed that 
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there would not be anything done to-morrow in view of the fact that 
objection was made to the introduction of bills. I thought it likely 
that many members who had business in the Departments would have 
an opportunity to-morrow to attend to such business, so as to be pre- 
to start for their homes on Monday. But as it seems that the 
ouse may transact some business of importance on to-morrow, then I 
ask permission to withdraw my motion. 
There was no objection. 


PENSION TO MRS, GENERAL GRANT. 


Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, the Senate to-day by unanimous con- 
sent passed a bill to place the widow of General Grant upon the pen- 
sion-rolls, and I am requested to ask unanimous consent of this House 
that that bill may be passed to-day. It is the usual bill, giving $5,000 
a year to Mrs. Grant during the remainder of her natural life. The 
same sum has been given to widows of ex-Presidents of the United 
States heretofore, and I ask unanimous consent that it may be taken 


from the Speaker’s table and put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill, after which the 
Chair will ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be il enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place the name of Julia D. Grant, the widow of the late Ulysses S, Grant, 
deceased, on the pension roll, and to pay her a pension during her natural lifeat 
the rate of $5,000 a year from and after the 23d day of July, A. D. 1885, 
ares SPEAKER. Is there objection to present consideration of the 

ill? : 

There was no objection. 
The bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, read three times, and 


passed. 

Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
papa; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I now renew my appeal to the House, 
that we may have unanimous consent for the introduction of bills to- 
morrow. This will give the Clerk the whole time until after the ad- 
journment to make up the record. And I wish to say that the condi- 
tion of my affairs at home, on account of sickness, is such that I would 
like to have an rtunity to-morrow of introducing some bills which 
I desire very much to have introduced. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think the House can take up the Presi- 
dential succession bill. 

2 Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. We can do that to-morrow or we can 
. do it now. 

Mr. PETERS. I would remark that it is in the knowledge of those 
who were members of the last Congress that the introduction of bills 
ne took two days. We can not get through on Monday if we begin 
it then. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] asks 
ena pts consent that to-morrow be set apart for the introduction of 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Not to interfere with the Presidential suc- 
cession bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Indiana ? 

Several members objected. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. DAVID- 
50N, of Alabama, until the 10th of January, 1886. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. LAIRD to extend 
in the RECORD his remarks made during the discussion of the report 
on the rules. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 6 o’clockand 15 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRADY: Petitions and papers in the case of John B. Ege, 
of Petersburg, Va., for pay of printing materials and use and occu- 
pancy of building by the United States military forces during April, 
May, June, and July, 1865, at Petersburg, Va., after he had taken 
RRR of allegiance to the United States—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Memorial of Nancy Black, widow of Allen 
Black, praying the reference of her claim to the Court of Claims under 
act of March 3, 1883—to the same committee. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of heir of Matilda Chase, deceased, for 
wood, &e., taken for army use near Annapolis, Md., during the war of 
1861, and stated at $8,950—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petitionsof W. A. Allison; of Josiah Baker; of Joshua 
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Baker; of John J. Burrow; of J. B. Bradberry; of L. R. Burwell; of Zach- 
ariah Bryant; of James Cook; of Paul C. Crafton; of J. W. Crafton; of 
Isaac W. Coppedge; of J. C. Ferris; of G. H. Ramsey; of C. E. Robert- 
son; of Mrs. MarthaS. Scales, widow of James H. Scales; of J. L. Trim- 
ble; of William Erwin; of L. K. Gillespie, heirof John C. Gillespie; and 
of W. W. Hutchison, administrator of Gillim Jackson; of N. J. Heath- 
cock; of W. H. Holmes; of Stephen S. Hale; of J. T. Peck; of George 
E. Rust; of William P. Posey; of John A. Roe; of J. A. Roe; of James 
E. Wood, of Gibson County, Tennessee; of James E. Wood, of Tren- 
ton, Tenn.; of Eloe A. Harper; of George W. Sims; of Z. C. Nolen; of 
Richard Hill, and of trustees of Humboldt Female College, in Gibson 
County, Tennessee, asking compensation for property taken by the 
United States Army during the Inte war—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GIFFORD : Memorial from the people of the proposed State 
of Dakota, praying for admission into the Union of States, also accom- 
panying papers, consisting of a certified copy of the constitution of 
the proposed State and certified copy of the journal of the convention 
which framed said constitution—to the Committee on Territories. 

By Mr. E. F. STONE: Petition of Frank Dalton, for correction of 
error in his account—tothe Comniittee on Post-Offices and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Memorial of the Tennessee State Teach- 
ers’ Association, asking national aid to education—to the Committee on 
Education. 

Also, petition of steamboatmen, asking the refunding license tax—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of John Kelly, of Alleghany County, 
Virginia, for property taken by or furnished to the Army of the United 
States for their use during the war of 1861, in Alleghany County, Vir- 
ginia, and stated at $9,408.15—to the Committee on War Claims. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, December 19, 1885. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 


REPAIRS IN PATENT OFFICE. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I ask unanimons consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the joint resolution (H. Res. 1) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to use a portion of the contingent fund to fit up 
rooms for the Commissioner of Patents. It has been returned to the 
House with an amendment by the Senate, which is merely verbal. I 
ask concurrence in the Senate amendment. «i 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

In line brow tas word “necessary,” insert the words “to fit up and;" so 


that it will 

“That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized to use so 
much of the contingent tnana ex ing $600, as was appropriated by act of 
fthe Interior Department as may be necessary to fit 


March 3, 1885, for the use o 
up and put in proper repair the rooms in the Interior Department buildin 


which have been-assigned by the Secretary for the use of the Commissioner oi 
Patents.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the Senate amendment ? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. > 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NORTH, CENTRAL, AND SOUTH AMERICAN EXPOSITION. 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair submitsacommunication received from 
the president of the North, Central, and South American Exposition, 
with the request that it be laid before the House. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Tue NORTH, CENTRAL, AND SOUTH AMERICAN EXPOSITION, 
New Orleans, December 15, 1885, 


DEAR Sim; The board of mai ent of the North, Central, and South Amer- 
ican E: ition have Ss esday, December 29, as “American Congres- 
sional Day,” and all m of the House are respectfully invited to be present 
that occasio: 


n. 
object of the ex 


ition is to develop more intimate commercial 
and social relations between 


various nations of the three Americas, and it 
IS earn hoped that members of the House may favor us with their presence, 
aoa, ar y lend the weight of their influence to the promotion of this impor- 
work, 
Very respectfully, 
Hon. J. G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that the exposi- 
tion at which the members of the House are invited to be present is 
one of vast importance to the people of the United States. An oppor- 
tunity will be afforded to meet with representatives from all the gov- 
ernments of Mexico and Central and South America. Exhibits will 


S. B. McCONNICO, President. 


be found there from nearly all those states as well as from all the States 
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of the Union. I trust the members of the House will avail themselves 
of the opportunity of mingling with the people from those countries,of 
witnessing the development made in their commerce and their trade, 
and of studying the means by which we may bring about closer com- 
mercial relations between the governments on this continent. 

I have been authorized by the secretary of the exposition to state to 
the House that arrangements are now being made which will afford 
an opportunity of securing transportation for the members of the House. 
I will further say it is not the intention of the managers of the expo- 
sition to seek any further aid from Congress. They have already re- 
ceived very liberal help from Congress. Itis simply a continuation of 
the exposition of last winter. 

The communication was laid on the table. 


COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following as the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills: Mr. NEECE of Illinois, Mr. SNYDER of 
West Virginia, Mr. FISHER of Michigan, Mr. MOREA of Arkansas, 
Mr. HOLMES of Iowa, Mr. PERKINS of Kansas, and Mr. ALLEN of 
Massachusetts. ° 

PRESIDENTIAL SUCCESSION. 


_ Mr. FINDLAY. Iask unanimous consent to take up, and pass as 
it came from the Senate, the bill (S. 471) to provide for the poem 
ance of the duties of the office of President in case of the removal, death, 
resignation, or inability both of the President and Vice-President. 

The Clerk having read the title of the bill, 
. The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. FINDLAY] that the House take up for present 
consideration this bill? 

Mr. MORRISON. I object, for the present. 
aed I dislike to object to the present consideration of 

The SPEAKER. It has been objected to by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Morrison]. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I understood that the gentleman from Hlinois has 
objected only to its immediate consideration. 

Mr. MORRISON, Yes, sir; only until I make a report from the 
Committee on Rules. 

Mr. FINDLAY. ‘That was my understanding. 


SELECT COMMITTEE. 


Mr. MORRISON. § present, from the Committee on Rules, the re- 
port which I send to the desk, and ask its adoption. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The following-named select committees of the House for the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress are hereby created, namely: 

The Committee on,the Election of President and Vice-President, to consist of 
thirteen members, to which shall be referred all propositions touching the elec- 
tion and tenure of office of President and Vice-President, the count of the elect- 
oral votes, and the succession to the office of President. 

The Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, to consist of thirteen mem- 
hee ta Php shall be referred all propositions touching the civil service of the 

nited States. 

The Committee on American Ship-Building and Ship-Owning Interests, to con- 
sist of thirteen members, to which shall be referred all propositions relating to 
American ship-building and ship-owning interests, with authority to investigate 
the causes of the decline of the American foreign carrying trade. 

The Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic, to consist of eleven members, 
to which shall be referred all propositions touching the alcoholic liquor traffic. 

The Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics, to consist of seven members, to 
which shall be referred all propositions relating to the ventilation and acoustics 
of the Hall of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. MORRISON. Thesespecial committees, with others, existed in 
the last and some former Congresses. This proposition omits, I believe, 
three special committees of the last Congress. Unless some member 
objects or wants to speak upon the report, I move its immediate adop- 
tion. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iask that the Clerk read again the clanse of this 


report with reference to a select Committee on American Ship-Build- 


ing. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on American Ship Building and Shi wrong, Interests. to 
consistof thirteen members, to which shall be referred i proves tions relating 
to American ship-building and ship-owning interests, with authority to inves- 
tigate the causes of the decline of the American foreign carrying trade. 


Mr. REAGAN. Thisis, Lbelieve, one of the select committees raised 
during thelast Congress. The duties assigned to it belong appropriately 
to the Committee on Commerce; and I do not see the necessity for this 
select committee. Its creation will cause some trouble about the refer- 
ence of bills and the jurisdictionover them. The river and harbor bill 
having been taken from the Committee on Commerce, it was not neces- 
sary further to abridge its jurisdiction by taking away the class of sub- 
jects committed to this select committee, and I hope the House will 
refuse to agree to the creation of this committee. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move the previous question on the adoption of 
the report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand whether tiie gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] submitted a motion to strike out the 
clause of the report to which he has referred. 

Mr. REAGAN. ‘That was my intention. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Why not have a separate vote on each clause? 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right to demand a separate 
vote. 
That 


Mr. SPRINGER. Let us have a division of the question. 
does not interfere with the previous question. 
The SPEAKER. It does not; and it will accomplish the purpose 


of the gentleman from Texas. 
Mr. GAN. Iask a separate vote on the adoption of the clause 
wiich has just been read. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. If the House will permit me to say a word —— 
The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order except by unanimous con- 


sent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think consent ought to be given. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to allowing the gentleman from 
Maine to make a statement? ‘The Chair hears none. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I did not catch the purport of the observa- 
tions of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] until this moment; 
and in the absence of my colleague [Mr. DINGLEY], who has given 
very special consideration to the subject which will be committed to 
this special committee, and whose appearance upon the floor in connec- 
tion with this subject will be remembered by all the members of the last 
House, I think, in justice to him, I should say that he regards it as very 
important that this committe should be continued in order to finish the 
work which it has so well begun. I sincerely hope the House will not 
strike this from the list of special committees. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The clause of the report authorizing the appointment of a select com- 
mittee on American ship-bnilding and ship-owing interests (on which 
a separate vote was demanded by Mr. REAGAN) was to. 

The clause authorizing a select committee on the alcoholic liquor 
traffic (on which a separate vote was demanded by Mr. SPRINGER) was 
agreed to; there being—ayes 113, noes 13. 

No other separate vote being demanded, the question was taken on 
agreeing to the reportof the Committee on Rules; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
Hg agrena to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

e table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF DIGEST. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I desire to offer the following resolution: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed and bound for the use of the House 2,500 copies 
of the Digest for the present session. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, in explanation 
of that, that the printing of this Digest is provided for by the act of 
March 3, 1877, and this merely fixes the number, Thatnumber until 
the last Congress was always 2,000, but upon the enlargement of the 
membership of the House the number was increased to 2,500 copies. 

Mr. REAGAN. I donotsee the necessity of printing so large anum- 
ber of this book. We should, in my judgment, try to abridge thé print- 
ing ordered by the House instead of enlarging it. That subject of print- 
ing has come to be a serious matter. It is costing a great deal more 
than it was supposed it ever would cost. I hope we shall in the future 
cease to indulge in such extravagance. I move to amend by making 
the number 1,500 instead of 2,500 copies. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. REED, of Maine moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRESIDENTIAL SUCCESSION. 


Mr. FINDLAY. I call up Senate bill No. 471, to provide for the per- 
formance of the duties of the office of President in case of the removal, 
death, resignation, or inability both of the President and Vice-Presi- 
dent. . 

Objection was made on this side of the House to the original offer, 
but as I anderstand it that was for a temporary purpose. There was 
objection on the other side of the House, but I understand it is not to 
be seriously pressed. If it is, we wish to know from which side of the 
House the objection comes. I ask unanimous consent to pnt the bill 
which I have indicated upon its passage, regarding it as the most im- 
portant bill before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland asks to take up by 
unanimous consent the bill which he hasindicated. Is there objection ? 

Mr. PETERS. Yes; I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest to thegentleman from Maryland that on 
Monday next the motion will be in order to suspend the rules, so that 
this bill may be considered before the holiday recess. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I so understand; and in response to the gentleman's 
suggestion I give notice that I will make that motion to suspend the 

| rules and pass the bill on Monday next. 
NATIONAL BANK OF WINONA, 
Í 


Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. I ask by unanimous consent tc take up 
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for present consideration the bill (S. 126) to change the name of the 
National Bank of Winona. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. BEACH. I have no special objection to this particular bill, but 
I have a general objection to this class of legislation. In the last Con- 
gress I introduced a bill giving the Comptroller of the Currency power 
to change the names of these national banks, and I will object to all 
these ed bills until that general bill has been considered and dis- 
posed of. } 

PAYMENT OF EMPLOYES. 

Mr. HILL, by unanimons consent, introduced joint resolution (H. 
Res, 2) to pay the officers and employés of the Senate and House of 
Representatives their respective salaries for the month of December, 
1885, on the 21st day of said month; which was read a first and second 
time. 

The joint resolution, which was read, provides that the Secretary of 
the Senate and Clerk of the House of Representatives be authorized 
and instructed to pay the officers and employés of the Senate and House 
of Representatives, including the Capitol police, their respective salaries 
for the month of December, 1885, on the 21st day of said month. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed 


Mr. HILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolu- 
tion was ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS. 


Mr. HAMMOND. As the House will adjourn on Monday and the 
list of States can not be-called in one day, I ask we begin the call of 
States for the introduction of bills to-day, and I hope there will be no 
objection. „= 

r. LOWRY. I object. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Allow me then, as I am on the floor, to make a 
personal request. - I desired to avoid doing so. I am advised this 
morning of serious illness in my family, and as I shall leave to-day 
for home, I ask by unanimous consent I may submit certain bills 
without waiting for the regular call. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is all right. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I hope the same privilege will be accorded 
to my friend from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE], who stated last night as a 
reason for asking unanimous consent that he would be called home be- 
cause of illness in his family. 

There was no objection, 


GEORGIA WAR CLAIM. 


Mr. HAMMOND introduced a bill (H. R. 1) to require the payment 
in cash to the State of Georgia of $35,555.42, appropriated for said State 
by an act to refund to the State of Georgia certain money expended by 
said State for the common defense in 1777, approved March 7, 1883; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move the bill be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. It wiil be referred to the Committee on War 
Claims when appointed. 

Mr. HAMMOND. It went to the Judiciary Committee before, and 
has been twice reported on by that committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. But the rule has since been changed. 

The SPEAKER. There is a rule which prohibits the going of any 
of those claims to any other than claims committees, except by unani- 
mous consent. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on War Claims when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. i 

REMOVAL OF PROSECUTIONS, STATE TO UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. HAMMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 2) to amend section 
643 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WAR TAXES. 

Mr. HAMMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3) to prevent the claim 
of the war taxes under the act of August 5, 1861, and acts amendatory 
thereof, by the United States, as set-off against States having claims 
against the General Government; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TAX ON ALCOHOL. 

Mr. HAMMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 4) to authorize the 
withdrawal from distillery warehouse, without tax, of alcohol and 
other spirits to be used in manufacturing and preparing drugs, medi- 
cines, and chemicals; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


NANCY JOHNSON LONSDALE AND OTHERS. 


Mr. HAMMOND (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5) for 
the relief of Nancy Johnson Lonsdale, Betty Erwin Brockett, and Laura 


G. Johnson, heirs at law of E. P. Johnson, deceased; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

3 MARY $S. STONE, ADMINISTRATRIX. 

Mr. HAMMOND (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6) for the 
relief of Mary 8. Stone, administratrix; which wasread a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE T. REEVES. 

Mr. HAMMOND (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 7) forthe 
relief of George T. Reeves; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered-to be printed. 

EBENEZER T. WHITE. 

Mr. HAMMOND (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 8) for 
the relief of Ebenezer T. White; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN J. HART. 

Mr. HAMMOND (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 9) for 
the relief of John J. Hart; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TIMOTHY D, LYNES. 

Mr. HAMMOND (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 10) to 
appropriate money to pay the claim of Timothy D. Lynes, of Georgia, 
for to seized during the war; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MICHAEL KRIES, 

Mr. HAMMOND (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 11) for 
the relief of Michael Krics, of Fulton County, Georgia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

RANDOLPH PEYTON. 

Mr. HAMMOND (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 12) for 
the relief of Randolph Peyton; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committce on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 3) 
proposing an amendment tothe Constitution of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on 
the Election of President and Vice-President, and ordered to be printed. 

CARACAS AWARD. : 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 4) referring the controversy between the United States and Vene- 
zuela in respect to the award of Caracas of 1868, to the President; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MEXICAN WAR PENSION. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 13) granting 
pensions to soldiers of the Mexican war, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MARTIN L. BUNDY. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 14) for the 
relief of Martin L. Bundy; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

; JOHN A. HUNT. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 15) granting 
a pension to John A. Hunt; which was read a and second time, 
referred to the Committe on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NANCY L. RIBBLE. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 16) granting 
a pension to Nancy L. Ribble; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PENSIONS WAR OF 1812. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 17) increas- 
ing the pensions of the surviving officers, sailors, and enlisted and 
drafted men of the war of 1812; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 18) granting 
arrears of pensions to persons pensioned by specialact; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DAVID C. PAULLUS. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 19) forthe 
relief of David C. Paullus; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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ERNEST BEECHNER. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 20) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of War to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Private Ernest Beechner; which was read a first and second 
econ ge oe Bas Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
prin 

DAVID M. WINKLE. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 21) for the 
relief of David M. Winkle; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES WINDER. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 22) for the 
telief of Charles Winder; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CAPITOL AND SOUTH WASHINGTON RAILWAY. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 23) to au- 
thorize the Capitol, North O Street and South Washington Railway Com- 
pany to extend its lines, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES MOSS. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 24) for the 
relief of James Moss; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Important business is demanding my attention 
at home, and I ask unanimons consent to present a few bills at this 
time. 


Mr. LOWRY. I object. 


IMPORTATION OF GLASSWARE. 


Mr. PAYNE. Early in the week my colleague [Mr. BuRLEIGH] 
offered a resolution, the consideration of which was objected to at that 
time by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison]. I understand 
that that gentleman now withdraws his objection. Iask unanimous 
consent to call it up now. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resol That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, directed to 
tranamit to this House such information as he possesses, including So of all 


port of New York of certain 
ment of the same, 


Mr. PAYNE. I desire to offer an amendment, to insert the words 
“if compatible with the public interest.” 

Thé SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

Mr. COX. I object. - 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the resolution is not before 
the House except for reference. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask that it be referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be so referred when the com- 
mittee is appointed. 

PAGE AT THE CLERK’S DESK. 


Mr. ROGERS, I desire to call up the resolution which I offered a 
few days ago and which is now on the Speaker’s table. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk be authorized to employ Harry Blair Smith as a 
at the Clerk’s desk in the Hall, and pay him at the rate of $2 per day, out of the 
contingent fund of the House, until further ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to the resolution being referred 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] ob- 
jects to the present consideration of the resolution. It will be referred 
to the Committee on Accounts, when appointed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PERKINS. I think it must be the desire of all members that 
Congress should take its recess on Monday next. If we do that, it is 
necessary that we should have more than Monday for the introduction 
of bills, if anything like so many are introduced this session as were 
introduced at the commencement of the Forty-eighth Congress. For 
that reason I renew the request for unanimous consent that States and 
Territories be now called for the introduction of bills and resolutions. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous con- 
sent that States and Territories be called to-day for bills and resolu- 
tions. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I object. The committees have not yet 
been appointed, and you are not to gain anything by this course, except 
that it may appear in the RECORD as if some members were more vig- 
ilant than others. 

Mr. RANDALL, I suggest to the gentleman from Ohio that to al- 


low the introduction of bills to-day will be a very great convenience 
to many members. The motive is not that they may appear in the 
RECORD, but it is to enable them to get away. 

Mr. PETERS. I desire to state that if the Presidential succession 
bill can be brought up and considered in this House to-day and de- 
bated as a bill of that dignity and character should be debated, I will 
withdraw my objection to its present consideration. Mysole reason for 
making the objection to-day was that I did not believe a bill of that 
character should be passed through this House without that considera- 
tion which it merits; and being opposed to the principle of the bill, I 
felt it my duty to object to its consideration. But Ido not object toits 
being taken up and debated, and if we can finish the debate upon the 
bill during the day it can then be passed. I make thisstatementnow 
because I see from the temper of the House we will not be able to in- 
troduce bills to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state, if the bill is taken up it 
will be considered of course under the rules of the House, which allow 
debate unless the previous question is ordered by the House. What 
the purpose is of the gentleman who has the bill in charge the Chair 
can not say. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to understand how much time the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] would desire for debate. Per- 
haps he will state at what time he would be willing that the previous 
question shall be moved. Ifso, we can take up the bill with that un- 
derstanding. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman who has asked unanimous con- 
sent to take up the bill is not now present to make any arrangement 
about it, and the Chair does not know his purpose. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The House can make the arrangement. No 
doubt the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. FINDLAY} will agree to any 
reasonable arrangement. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Kansas state how much 
time he desires to debate this bill? 

Mr. PETERS. Why, Mr. Speaker, I am not prepared to discuss the 
provisions of the bill, and I did not make the objection with the desire 
to have anything to say upon it. I do not know that any member on 
this side of the House—perhaps none on that—is ready to discuss the 
subject. ButI think there are some questions involved in the bill that 
should be discussed. I do not believe in the principle involved in the 
bill; yet, us I said, I am not prepared to go into a discussion of the bill 
to-day, and I would not like to make any arrangement as to time. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Say one or two hours. 

Mr. LOWRY. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LOWRY. I wish to inquire whether next Monday, being the 
third Monday of the month, is not, under the rules we have adopted, a 
day when motions to suspend the rules will be in order ? 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules the States and Territories will be 
called every Monday for the introduction of bills, &c. ; but after that 
call, on next Monday, motions to suspend the rules will be in order. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If Iam the only one objecting I will very 
cheerfully withdraw my objection to the call of States to-day for the 
introduction of bills. 

Mr. RANNEY. If the gentleman withdraws it I will renew it. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I knew a large number of gentlemen were 


opposed to it. 
Mr. FINDLAY. Mr. Speaker, for the third time I call up the Sen- 
ate bill providing for the performance of the duties of President in 


case of the inability, death, or resignation of the President and Vice- 
President; and understanding this to be a time to make the motion 
and not to make a speech, and regarding the passage of this bill as 
much more important than any speech that can be made by any man 
on this floor, I move that we put the bill immediately on its passage. 
I would like to understand from my friend from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] 
on the other side whethet he still presses his objection to the imme- 
diate consideration of the bill. : . 

Mr. GOFF. I would like to know whether this bill is any more 
important now than it was at the last session of Congress when it was 
here. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Itis just as important now as it was then. 

Mr. GOFF. The other side of the House then opposed its consider- 
ation altogether. Now the gentleman from Maryland makes an appeal 
to the House that it is important the bill should be considered imme- 
diately. 

Mr. FINDLAY. All I have to say to the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. GorF] is, that if the House made a mistake then it is 
no reason for making a mistake now. 

Mr. GOFF. No; the circumstances are changed now. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Very well; I understand that ‘‘circumstances do 
alter cases,” and wise men are governed by circumstances. 

The aoe Objection seems to be made to the consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. There is an opportunity now, thanks to the 
action of the House yesterday, for the transaction of business in regular 
order; and there is no occasion for stampeding the House with any bill, 
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even though it be a bill which is pretty sure to meet the unanimous 


support of the entire blican side of the House in the future as it 

has in the past. Let us have business conducted regularly and in some 

sensible way. There is nopublic exigency that demands such a vocifer- 

ous display of patriotism as has been exhibited by gentlemen who were 
to this bill last session. 

r. FINDLAY. Will the gentleman from Maine indicate what 
tiie the other side of the House desires for the the discussion of this bill 
or what p he would see followed with reference to it? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. It is not any part of my business to furnish 
t programmes” for the House. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FINDLAY. Well, I did not suppose it was any part of the 
gentlemen’s business; but he seemed to be taking a very earnest and 
active part in this discussion; and I want to say to him, in the spirit 
of perfect courtesy, that if he will indicate how much time he wishes 
for the discussion of this bill and what the object is with reference to 
its discussion I shall not stand in the way of any such discussion. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I suppose the proper course would be to re- 
fer this bill, likeall others, toa committee; and the moment the commit- 
tee reports jit I have no doubt it will receive the approval of the House. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Then the gentleman wanis the bill referred, as I 
understand, and wants the delay incident to the reference. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Not at all. 

Mr. FINDLAY. ‘That is what I do not want. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Iam not seeking delay or anything of that 
prahy So soon as the Speaker appoints the committees the bill can go 
right on. 

Aa EE Objection is made to the present consideration of 
the bill. : 

Mr. MORRISON. If this bill is up for consideration—— 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. MORRISON. If the bill is before the House I move its refer- 
ence to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not before the House. It is on the 
Speaker's table. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I believe the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. BUTTER- 
woes withdrew his objection to the call of States for the introduction 
of bilis. 

The SPEAKER. He did; but the objection was immediately re- 
nowa by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RANNEY] and other 

emen. 

Mr. LOWRY. I move, then, that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. TUCKER. Iask the gentlemanto withdraw that motion for a 
moment. 

Mr. LOWRY. I withdraw the motion temporarily for the purpose 
of allowing the gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. TUCKER] to introduce a 


proposition. 
C. H. MANN. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention of the 
House to the fact that one of its employés, who at the last session was 
employed as a messenger in the press reporters’ gallery, has been unin- 
tentionally placed in a position where he can receive no pay from the 
5th of March to the first Monday of the present month, and I ask for 
the reading of a proposition to the House authorizing him to be paid. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let it go the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is suggested the matter should go to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. It is so well understood that it is hardly neces- 
sary. This gentleman was put on furlough when the Doorkeeper died, 
so he was not properly appointed. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the joint resolution which it 
is proposed to introduce. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 5) aarre i the a payment of C. H. Mann, messenger 
o the reporters’ 


Eesol Èc., — eae Check of the House agri he is hereby, authorized to 
y to 0. H. Mann the Sere Poors in the act making appro} ons for 
tive, executive, and judicial expenses for the fiscal year ing June 30, 

ie as E aeaenees in the reporters’ gallery from July 1 to io Desens ber 7, 1885, 

Mr. REAGAN . The clerk of the Committee on Commerce, who has 
an annual salary, resigned to accept a clerkship under the President 
just at the adjournment of Congress. I had no authority to appoint 
his successor because Congress had ceased to exist, and if I had, in my 
judgment it would have been unjust to the Government to tax ‘it fora 
clerk for whom there was nothing to do. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will consent to let the joint resolution go to the 
Committee on Accounts when appointed. 

There was no objection, and it was read a first and second time, and 
so referred. 

WIDOW OF LEANDER A. ROBB. 


Mr. BINGHAM, by unanimous consent, submitted a resolution di- 
recting the payment out of the contingent fund of the House to the 
widow of Leander A. Robb, late an employ é of the House; which was 
referred to the Committee on Accounts. 

DEPARYMENT OF JUSTICE. 
Mr. TUCKEP. Task by unanimous consent to submit for present 


consideration the bill which I ask to be read as well as the papers ac- 


companying it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill making an appropriation Stee eee Department of 
Be it enacted, &c., 


That to enable the RAA Yat to employ additional 
clerical force in the De ent of haw and for the purchase of furniture 
necessary for the building of that De ment to facilitate the examination and 
preparation of French spoliation claims to be submitted to and considered by 
the Court of Claims, $8,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the 


same cen tp appropriated out of any ores egy the ry not otherwise ap- 
propriated, wn oe the warrantof Attorney-General, Allactsand 
parts of acts p a eider erewith be, and the same are hereby, This 


act shall take effect from the passage thereof. 


je r i OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., December 18, 1885. 

Sır: It has been assigned to me to resist on behalf ety the Government the 
prosecution of the ** French spoliation ™ claims in the Court of Claims underthe 
act Sopran January 20,1885; but this Department has not afforded me the re- 

n facilities or assistance | necessary tothe prompt and proper discharge of 
that da duty ; norcan it do so,as Iam informed and believe, withont authority from 
vor, Sigel Petitions haye been filed in 535 cases up to this date and they are 
Sone ly coming in ; and with most of them accompanying papers have also been 
filed. I have copies of the pa: in each case separately jacketed, and have been 
promised a press by the chiel clerk in which to put them, but have no suitable 
Since to put the pene 

My colleagues, Messrs. Dewees and May, engaged with other matters, and my- 
self are all crowded into one room, and it is not infrequently necessary for some 
one of us to take depositions there for want of room elsewhere. 

I need nut suggest to Aste that the presence of attorneys and witnesses and in 
the midst of the loud talking incident to taking testimony is not a suitable place 
for the careful examination and consideration of legal questions and the prep- 
aration of important cases 

In some of these French spoliation cases the printed record on the part of the 
claimants at this time aggregates twenty printed pages,each page of which 
must be carefully read and considered. From the best Ciormetion T have there 
wili be in all about 1,500 of these claims submitted to the court. 

The liability of this Government to pay the valid claims upon the Govern- 
ment of France contemplated by the act referred to involves the consideration 
or two treaties prior in point of time to January 1, 1800, and four treaties since 


Ta Sesc 

rge accumulation of papers, bearing on these Taniou is on file in the 
Skato e a some of them in the French langua; 
piae arkong gives it out that it has not sufficient force to do the neces- 
sary copying, o or peg oa 

To pcre ety and copies of these petitions and accompanying papers as 
they come in, to examine claimants’ pleadings and proofs, to hunt up and pick 
out matters for defense, which may, and probably will, require persoual inspec- 
tion of papers in the State Department, to superintend the taking of such testi- 
mony in different States as some of the claimants desire to have taken, to carry 
on the necessary correspondence incident to the conduct of the defense, to pre- 

a request for finding and brief for the defense in each case, and to argue 
orally before the court questions of novelty and difliculty as they may arise and 
to “resist all claims praene under this gct by all proper legal defenses,” as re- 
quired oie Congress—all this, I respectfully submit, is more work than any one 
man can do, 

I to suggest that WOOT may have charge of the defenso in these cases 
have a separate room. should have the aid of at least one enerzetic 
competent ant powan and t that ion should be made for increased as- 
sistance as cases accumulate and the work increases. 

The claimants in these cases are naturally anxious to have them d of 
as soon as may be, and I have sought by diligent labor to mature a line of de- 
— and to apap eg ragan cases carly Avon e ensuing aS wi Pa perg w 

this may necessary, i ngress shal ve any ef at all, 
that it be given before the holiday recess. 

I bave honor to be, yours, very respectfi uly, 


B. WILSON, Assistant Attorney, 

Hon. A, H. GARLAND, Allorney-General. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Al through the last Congress—— 

Mr. DUNN. Regular order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE (continuing) —— the Democratic side of this House 
professed to be investigating what they proclaimed to be the extrava- 
gance of the Department of Justice. I think this can wait until Mon- 
day next. 
mc EA spt Does the gentleman object to the consideration of 

ill ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has objected to its introduction. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I object toits consideration, except in accordance 
with the regular order of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not before the House. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

On motion of Mr. HEMPHILL, to Mr. DIBBLE, for five days, on ac- 
count of sickness in his family. 

On motion of Mr. WHEELER, to Mr. SADLER, until January 5, 1886. 

And Soen om motion of Mr. HOLMAN (at 1 o'clock and 12 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition for the improvement of the harbor of 
Atlantic City—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CASWELL: Petition of Delilah Knill, for widow’s pension 
—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DUNN; Petition for the relief of Jean Louis Legavé—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of Sewell Coulson, and Porter, Harrison & Fishback, 
for legal services—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition for relief of Leander M. Phirk—to the same committee. 
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Also, memorial of John P. Moore, praying reference of his claim to 
the Court of Claims under act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

Also, a petition, asking an amendment to an act making appropria- 
tions for the naval service, and for other purposes—to the Committee on. 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition for the relief of John F. Trentlen—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of Nancy Tuck, of Tennessee, asking com- 
pensation for property taken and used by United States Army during 
the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Pre re petition of John H. Edwards for relief—to the Committee on 
aims. 

Also, petitions of Jane Woodrough; of Elmira L. Brogden, and of 
Agnes J. Whicker, asking for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of Elizabeth Rogers, asking compensation for property, 
taken and used by United States Army in the late war—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. ” 

Also, papersrelating to the claim of William M. Henry, Company E, 
First Tennessee Cavalry—to the same coramittee. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of James A. Demastus, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John Nay, of West Virginia, for a pension on ac- 
count of wounds received while serving as a scout—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of Permelia B. Wanocks, for relief— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of F. Hiram Nichols, of Atlanta, Ga., for property 
taken by the Army of the United States in 1864—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of Silas O. Howe, surviving partner of 
W. T. Pate & Co., for relief—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Henry W. Smith, surviving partner of T. and J. W. 
Guf & Čo., of Aurora, Ind., for relief—to the same committee. 

By Mr. IRION: Petition of J. Madison Wells, for property seized by 
the Army of the United States in Louisiana, and stated at $446,578— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the heirs of Joseph Benillotte, for : property taken at 
Alexandria, La., in 1864, by the Army and Navy of the United States, 
and stated at $153,548.25—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Mary E. Barrow, of Louisiana, for stores and sup- 
plies taken from her at Bayou Sara, during the war of 1861, by the Army 
of the United States for army use, and stated at $58,850—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Petition of Lieut. Col. David B. Muzzey and 
GO others, survivors of the storming column or ‘‘ forlorn hope,” organ- 
ized at Port Hudson, La., under General Order No. 49, Department of 
the Gulf, June 15, 1863, asking that the medal therein promised as 
recognition for their services in volunteering for the same may now 
be granted them by Congress—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. T. B. REED: Petition of Sophronia Witham, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of J. D. Spurgeon and 265 others, asking 
pension law for soldiers of the late war—to the same committee. 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: Petition of James Shaahan, for increase of 
pension—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of William Gannon, for pension—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, petition of Walter McCarty, for increase of pension—to th 
same committee, : 

Also, memorial of wholesale grocers of the city of Milwaukee, rela- 
tive to the proposed changes in the tariff on imported sugar—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. and A. Hiss, to purchase the Portage Lake Har- 
bor—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of Andrew Barton, praying for relief—to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WORTHINGTON: Petition of the Women’s Silk Culture 
Association of Illinois and the Northwest—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Also, petition of wholesale rs of Peoria, Ill, with reference to 
tariff duties on sugar—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Isaac Mann, for pension—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, December 21, 1885. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State, recommending the passage of an act 


granting Joseph Rawicz, United States consul at Warsaw, Russia, per- 
mission to accept decorations from the Russian Government; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with the river and harbor act ap- 
proved July 5, 1884, reports of engineer officers as to the bridges and 
other obstructions that interfere with navigation; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was, on motion of Mr. CoNGER, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Board of 
Trade of Cleveland, Ohio, praying the purchase by the United States of 
the Portage Lake and Lake Superior Ship-Canal; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of John G. Kennedy, and others, citi- 
zens of Washington, D. C., praying for the adoption of certain meth- 
ods to secure cheaper and superior gas for fuel, power, and light; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr, MAXEY. I present the petition of the National Association 
of Veterans of the Mexican War, by their president, J. W. Denver, and 
theirsecretary, A. M. Kenaday, praying that a pension may be granted 
to the surviving soldiers of that war and the widows of those who are 
deceased. I-move that the petition, with the accompanying papers, be 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and I wish to say that this be- 
ing an association of old men, highly table, who served their 
country well, I should be glad that the petition be printed for the use 
of the Senate, not in the RECORD, but as a document. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Texas asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to print a petition with reference to 
pensioning the soldiers of the Mexican war. That order will be made 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to say that when statements on the other 
side of the Chamber are made on the presentation of papers we can 
not hear anything on this side. They should be by the Chief 
Clerk, so that we may understand them. 

Mr. MAXEY. I stated the substance of the petition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan asks 

that the matter be more clearly stated. 

Mr. CONGER. I simply say that in the noise I could not even hea 
the subject-matter of the petition. ` 

Mr. MAXEY. The petition I have presented is that of the National 
Association of Veterans of the Mexican War. ‘The purpose of it is to 
secure a pension to the surviving soldiers of that war, and to the wid- 
ows of those who are deceased. I said that the petition was that of a 
highly respectable body of citizens, who have served their country well 
and are old men, and I asked that it be printed, not in the RECORD, 
but for the use of the Senate as a document. It embodies a great many 
important facts. I will state that I do not introduce a bill to accom- 
pany the memorial for the reason that the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. 
GEORGE] has already presented and had referred a bill on that subject, 
but the petitioners present the form of a bill which they ask may be 
considered by the Committee on Pensions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and the order to print will be made unless 
objection be interposed. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, presented a petition on behalf of the Wich- 
ita, Caddo, and affiliated tribes of Indians,'praying for such legislation 
as will authorize the President of the UnitedStates to make an agree- 
ment with them in regard to certain matters of complaint that they 
have; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CALL presented the petition of J. C. Tilson and other citizens 
of Polk County, Florida, praying the forfeiture of land granted by 
Congress to the State of Florida for the construction of a railroad from 
Amelia Island to Tampa Bay, Florida, and that the settlers upon such 
lands may be allowed to enter them under the homestead or pre-emp- 
tion laws; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. BUTLER presented the memorial of the d jury of the west- 
ern district of South Carolina to the presiding judge of the United States 
district court, favoring the erection of a public building in the city of 
Greenville, 8. C.; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. LOGAN presented resolutions adopted by the Millers’ State As- 
sociation of Illinois, favoring the passage of a bill regulating interstate 
commerce; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by George H. Thomas Post, 
No. 5, Grand Army of the Republic, Chicago, Il., and a petition of 
Acker Post, No. 21, Grand Army of the Republic, Saint Paul, Minn., 
praying Congress to purchase a picture of General George H. Thomas, 
painted by a member of the former post; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of Philander C. White, of Con- 
cord, Mass., late a private in Company D, Fourteenth Regiment New 
Hampshire Volunteers, praying for arrears of pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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He also presented a petition of the Louisiana Education Society, 
praying temporary national aid to the public schools; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Harriette R. Shattuck, presi- 
dent of the National Woman’s Suffrage Association, and other citizens 
of Massachusetts, praying Congress to submit to the States an amend- 
ment to the Constitution which shall secure the ballot towomen; which 
was referred to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the petition of Theophilus Fisk Mills, 
sculptor, of Washington, D. C., praying compensation for a plaster 
mold of the face and measurements for an equestrian statue of the 
late General J. A. Rawlins; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Library. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I am instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred the bill (S. 10) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, in reference to bigamy, and for other purposes,” approved March 
22, 1882, to report the same favorably and without amendment. I 
give notice that immediately after the holidays, which I suppose we 
a attend to first, I shall endeavor to ask the Senate to act upon the 

Lil. 

Sone auth ek pro tempore. The bill will be placed upon the 
Calendar. ; 

Mr. JACKSON. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 133) to fix the salary of the judge of 
the district court of the United States for the district of Indiana, to re- 
port it adversely and ask its indefinite postponement, as we have already 
reported from that committee a general bill covering the case. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Whatis the bill? 

Mr. HARRISON. Iwill explain to my colleague that it is a bill in- 
troduced by me increasing the salary of the judge of our district to 
$5,000. The Committee on the Judiciary have reported a general bill 
raising the salaries of all district judges to $5,000, and therefore this 
bill may be disposed of. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is satisfactory. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill 
will be considered as indefinitely ned. 

Mr. HOAR. I am instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (8. 3) to establish a uniform of 
bankruptcy throughout the United States, to rtan original bill on 
the subject. It is substantially the bill referred to the committee, but 
I report it in the form of an original bill. 

The bill (S. 714) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy through- 
out the United States was read twice by its title. 


ae PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 
Mr. HOAR. It would not of course be worth while to attempt to 


bring up the bill to-day, but I give notice that as soon as it is possible 
after the holidays I shall ask the Senate to consider it. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 580) granting 
a pension to Julia D. Grant. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendment of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 1) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Interior to use a portion of the contingent fund to 
fit up rooms for the Commissioner of Patents. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a concur- 
rent resolution providing that when the two Houses adjourn on Mon- 
rag gs 21, 1885, they stand adjourned until Tuesday, January 
5, 1886. 

The message also announced that that House had passed a joint reso- 
tion (H. Res. 2) to pay the officers and employés of the Senate and House 
of Representatives their respective salaries for the month of December, 
1885, on the 21st day of said month; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. VAN WYCK introduced a bill (S. 715) to provide for the sale of 
a part of the reservation, situate in the State of ek oti of the Winne- 
bago tribe of Indians, and for other purposes ; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indians Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 716) to establish an additional land 
office in the State of Nebraska; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 717) to provide for the organization of 
all that part of the territory of the United States now known as the In- 
dian Territory and the “Public Land Strip’ into a Territory, to be 
known as the Territory of Oklahoma, to provide a temporary govern- 
ment for the same, for the allotment of homesteads to the Indians in 
severalty, and to open unoccupied lands to actual settlers ; which was 
read twice by its title. 7 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iask that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Territories. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That reference will be made if there 
be no objection. 
oe DAWES. The bill should go to the Committee on Indian Af- 
TS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 


the reference of the bill to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. I suppose the proper reference for the bill would 
be to the Committee on Territories, as it provides for a Territorial gov- 
ernment for that Territory, a part of which has some lands belonging 
evidently to the United States. 

Mr. DAWES. The question whether those lands belong to the 
United States has always been referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs heretofore, and upon that they have made reports at several 
times. The question whether the Indian Territory should be thus in- 
vaded and in the center of it a Territorial government formed it seems 
to me should be considered by the Committee on Indian Affairs. Ido 
not see why the Committee on Territories should take charge of the 
Indian reservations. If they are to do so, it will relieve the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs of a very large share and a very difficult and la- 
borious part of their duty, and it had better be surrendered at once 
and not by piecemeal. 

No element of consideration enters into the propriety of the passage 
of such a bill (of course I express no opinion about that propriety) 
which does not belong exclusively to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
There is the relation of that Territory to the Indians, the Indians to 
the Territory, the title which the Indians claim to have in the Terri- 
tory, and the effect of a Territorial government upon the Indians there, 
to whom it was by treaty set apart and by a treaty covenanted with 
the United States to be forever theirs. Why should the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to whom the matters of the Indians have been committed 
heretofore, be relieved of the subject, and the Committee on Terri- 
tories take charge of it simply because the word ‘Territory’? hassome 
application to that committee, while the subject-matter belongs exclu- 
sively to the Committee on Indian Affairs? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts move to refer the bill to the Committee on Indian Affairs? 

Mr. DAWES. I make that motion, but I do not want to antagonize 
the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Neither do I desire to antagonize the Senator 
from Massachusetts, of course. I have no choice about the matter. I 
presumed that it was a clear case, and therefore it might be as well 
that the bill should go to the Committee on Territories. 

I will say to mya that the bill carefully provides for the rights 
of the Indians. ere is no attempton the part of the bill, nor would 
there be on the part of any committee of the Senate, to strike down 
the Indians in their rights. The object was to get a solution of this 
vexed question, which must be solved in some way. That is impera- 
tively demanded. I merely introduced the bill and suggested its refer- 
ence to the Committee on Territories for that reason. I have no sort 
of objection to a reference to the Committee on Indian Affairs, but I 
thought possibly it might go into the hands of the Committee on Terri- 
tories, who can not be so much overburdened as the Committee on Indian 
Affairs; but still if the Committee on Indian Affairs will take charge 
of it and make a speedy report to the body, I shall be satisfied. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not mean to criticise the bill or the motive of the 
Senator from Nebraska. I only suggested the peculiar relations of all 
that question to the Indians and to the matters which the Committee 
on Indian Affairs have under consideration. If the Senator does not 
object, I hope the bill will be referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 


Mr. VEST. I wish simply to remark, to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts particularly, that there have been several of these bills in- 
troduced and they have always gone to the Committee on Territories. 
I do not belong to either committee. I am not now upon the Commit- 
tee on Territories and I am not upon the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
but there have been within my recollection some five or six of these bills 
introduced in the Senate and they have always gone, withoutexception, 
to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. DAWES. I would inquire of the Senator from Missouri, from 
his knowledge of the peculiarities of the question, whether he does not 
think the Committee on Indian Affairs ought—I do not know whether 
they are quite capable of it—to considerall the matters connected with 
that Territory ? 

Mr. VEST. I heard only imperfectly the title of the bill. As I 
caught it from the reading, it is a bill to organize a government in the 
Indian Territory. 

i ni DAWES. A government with special reference to Oklahoma, as 
it. 

Mr. VEST. That has been the nature of the bills that have hereto- 
fore been introduced. As a matter of course they embrace, you might 
say, two distinct ideas. One is the formation of a Territorial govern- 
ment and all the details as to organization, and the other is as to pro- 
viding for the rights of the Indians who are already in ion there. 
The question may be said then to be one a part of which should go to 
the Committee on Territories and a part to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs; but the primary object being the organization of a Territory the 
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Senate has heretofore always sent such bills to the Territorial Commit- 
tee. Of course nobody will guenon the ability of the distinguished 


chairman nor of any member of the Committee on Indian Affairs to deal 
with the question. I only in the interests of public business as 
to the precedents which the has established. 


Mr. DAWES. I have no desire to shrink from the question of estab- 
lishing a Territorial government in the Indian Territory. My own opin- 
ion about it is that it must come in some way or other. It is a matter 
which has arrested the attention of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and has impressed itself very much of late upon the attention of the 
committee; but there are so many things connected with the future of 
the Indians in that section, which can not be ignored in any Territorial 

vernment possible there, that I do think thatif the Committee on In- 
Sian Affairs are to be held responsible at all for what is done with the 
Indians they should have caang of that matter. 

Mr. CONGER. Isuppose only object of the Committee on Ter- 
ritories is to take charge of the Territories of the United S' to pro- 
vide for their o tion, and recommend measures of law for their 
government. That is what the committee were appointed for. But if 
there is an Indian in sucha Territory the bill must go to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, apparently. 

Mr. DAWES. The Territory of the United States, if the Senator 
will allow me—— 

Mr. CONGER. Ina moment; the Senator has made his remarks. 
Now there is hardly a Territory in the United States but what has a 

many Indians in it, and if the rule should apply in this case it 
should in regard to the management of all Territorial questious. My 
impression is that it would be a thing to keep this succession of 
bills in regard to the Indian Territory before the Committee on Terri- 
tories, because they have had charge of the examination of them for 
ears. I do not see that it conflicts at all with the question which the 
tor from Massachusetts proposes; but itis a doubtful question, and 
with all humility I might say for the Committee on Territories that 
they may not be able to cope with the Indian question which is involved 
in it, and I have no particular desire for myself, and I do not know that 
the chairman of that committee has, to take even what belongs to it 
if the Committee on Indian Affairs desires to encroach upon its juris- 
diction. The subject has been for ten or fifteen years before the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs and the Committee on Territories in one way 
and another, and there has been‘no action as yet; and I was very happy 
to learn by the remarks of the distinguished chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs that they had thought a little about the subject 
and were willing to take charge of it. In that view I make no objec- 
tion to the proposed reference. 

Mr. MAXEY. I wish to say, in addition to what the chairman of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs has said, that under a resolution of the 
Senate the Committee on Indian Affairs were instructed toinquire what 
legislation, if any, was necessary in regard to the relations between the 
United States Government and the Indians, and in the discharge of 
that duty went into that country, the chairman himself and myself 
among others, and made a very thorough investigation with a view to 
determine what legislation was . The committee, therefore, 
supplied itself, by direction of the Senate, with the proper information, 
as I think, at least as I hope. 

In respect to the Indian Territory I beg to say that it is sui generis. 
It does not bear the same relation to the United States as any other 
Territory whatever, and I think the proper committee to look into the 
affairs connected with the Indian Territory isthe Committee on Indian 
Affairs. So I think the reference ought to be to that committee. 

` The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will bereferred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Afairs, there be no objection. The Chair hears 


none, 

Mr. MAXEY introduced a bill (S. 718) for the relief of Francis Gil- 
beau; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Claims, 

e also introduced a bill (S. 719) for the relief of Thomas F. Pur- 
nell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
per, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 720) for the relief of Albion S. 
Keith, late of the United States Navy; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 721) to establish a national live- 
stock highway and to promote commerce in live-stock between the 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 722) for increase of pension to 
Mrs. E. M. Boggs; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 723) for the relief of Julius A. Kaiser; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 724) granting a pension to Charles E. 

į which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 725) for the relief of Maj. G. W. Candee, 


paymaster United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and, 
Tin ere papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Ps 

He also introduced a bill (S. 726) granting a pension to Theodore M. 
Piatt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. . 

He also introduced a bill (S. 727) granting a pension to Lona S. Fitz- 
gerald; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 728) authorizing the removal ot 
the statue of Maj. Gen, John A. Rawlins from its present location to 
a site to be selected by the Secretary of War; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 729) for the relief of Rear-Admiral 
Carter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 730) for the relief of E. W. Crozier, 
executrix of the last will and testament of Dr. C. W. Crozier, of Ten- 
nessee; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 731) for the 
relief of the estate of C. M. Briggs, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 732) for the relief of 
Silas F. Feild, one of the sureties on the bond of John G. Halliburton, 
deceased, late marshal of the United States in and for the eastern dis- 
trict of Arkansas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 733) for the relief of Edward Fitzgerald, 
trustee of the Catholic church at Fort Smith, Ark.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 734) for the relief of the 
estate of William Wright; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 735) granting a pension to 
Ma: tC. Bupp; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the onise on Pensions, 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 736) granting a ion to 
James D. Remy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 3 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (8.737) for the relief of Prairie County, 
Arkansas; which was read twice by its title, and reférred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 738) for the relief of James Clifford; 
which was read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 739) for the relief of James H. Hamil- 
ton b which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 740) for the relief of Pryor N. Lea; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 741) for the relief of J. H. T. Main; 
bet was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

He also introduced a bill (S.742) for the relief of the heirs of the 
late John Rogers, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 743) for the relief of Mrs. Martha 
Vaughn and the legal representatives of Mrs. Louisa Jackman; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


Mr. MCPHERSON introdued a bill (S. 744) for the relief of the offi- 
cers and crew of the United States steamer Monitor who participated 
in the action with the rebel iron-clad Merrimac on the 9th day of March, 
1862; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 745) for the relief of Betts, Nichols & Co. ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 746) for the relief of Lauman & Kemp; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 747) for the relief of Capt. Andrew W. 
Johnson; which was'read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 748) for the relief of Joseph E. Moore; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. PAYNE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 749) for the relief of 
R. G. Huston & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 750) to amend and enlarge the 
act approved June 18, 1878, entitled ‘‘ An act to provide for the distri- 
bution of the awards made under the convention between the United _ 
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States of America and the Republic of Mexico, concluded on the 4thday 
of July, 1868;’’ which was read the first time by its title, and ordered to 
lie on the table. ` 

Mr. BROWN introduced a bill (S. 751) for the erection of a public 
building at Columbus, Ga.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 752) to authorize suits in certain cases 
therein named; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BROWN. _ As the bill relates to certain claims for property taken 
during the war, I move thatit be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 753) to provide for the sale of 
the old site of Fort Brady, Michi and for a new site and the construc- 
tion of suitable buildings thereon; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 754) for the relief of R. H. Shrop- 
shire; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 755) to provide for the establishment of a 
postal telegraph system; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PIKE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 756) for the relief of 
the Greensburg Limestone Company, W. W. Lowe’ & Co., and John L. 
Scanlon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 757) granting a pension to Helen 
Plunkett; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 758) for the relief of Jacob 
Dundore; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. STANFORD introduced a bill (S. 759) for the relief of George 
C. Parkinson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 760) for the relief of Fred. E. Brooks; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 761) granting a pension 
to William Webster; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 762) to prevent 
obstructive and injurious deposits within the harbor and adjacent waters 
of New York city by dumping or otherwise, and to punish and prevent 
such offenses, and other provisions in connection therewith; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 763) for the erection of a public 
building at Sioux City, Iowa; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 764) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to issue to George K. Otis duplicates of certain land-warrants 
lost while in the ion of the officers of the Government; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. TELLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 765) for the relief 
of the heirs of John S. Fillmore, deceased ; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 766) for the relief of Fran- 
cis Denmead ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 767) for the relief of John 
Leathers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 768) for the relief of George 
A. Jaeger; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 769) to provide for the removal of the 
Southern Ute Indians from Colorado; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 770) relating to lands in Colorado lately 
occupied by the Uncompahgre and White River Ute Indians; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, x 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 771) to provide for the erection ot 
a public building in the city of Dover, in the State of New Hampshire; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 772) to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Nashua, in the State of New Hampshire; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 773) granting a pension to M. Louise 
Butler; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 774) for the relief of Frances McNeil 
Potter; which wasread twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 775) granting arrears of pen- 


sion to Timothy Kibby; which was read twice by itstitle, and, withthe 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 776) granting arrears of pension to 
Catharine Lanigan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 777) to increase the efficiency of the Army 
of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 778) to equalize the bounties of soldiers, 
sailors, and marines of the late war for the Union; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 779) for pensioning prisoners of war 
who were confined in confederate military prisons during the late war; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 780) to regulate appointments in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States; which was read twice by 
its title, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 781) granting a pension to 
John T. Sayers; whieh was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill S 782) an = fee! of Jacob Swofford; 
which was read twice by its title, and, wi e accompanyin pers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. OR 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 783) granting a pension to D. B. 
Randall; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 784) granting a pension to William A. 
Griffin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 785) granting a pension to George Ham; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 786) granting a pension to James C. 
Ledbetter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 787) granting a pension to Reuben Far- 
num; which was read twice by its title, and referred fo the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 788) granting a pension to John L. Bruce; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 789) granting a pension to John 8. Will- 
iams; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 790) granting a pension to Jesse C. Os- 
good; which was read twice by its title, and referredto the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 791)  Aaperipygeal pasion to George W. 
De Motte; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 792) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Miner Ellis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 793) for the relief of Louis Coon; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to che Committee on Military 


He also introduced a bill (S. 794) for the relief of A. H. Von Luett- 
witz; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 795) amencatory of an act to incorpo- 
rate the Columbia Railway Company; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 796) for the relief of Benjamin 
F. Landis; which was read twice by its tide, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (8.797) œ provide for the study of 
physiology and hygiene and the effect of intoxicating, narcotic, and 
poisonous substances upon life, health, and welfare by the pupils inthe 
public schools of the Territories and of the District of Columbia, and 
in the Military and Naval Academies; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Eduration and Labor. 

Mr. BLAIR. A like bill has alrecdy been introduced by myself 
several days ago. This bill, however, is introduced by request of tem- 
pee societies, and especially the Woman’s Christian Temperance 

nion, they having been instrumental in securing its passage substan- 
tially in this form in fourteen of the States already; and they desire to 
be heard by the committee and by Congress, and to press the passage 
of the bill in this form. E a 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 798) br the relief of M. H. Collins; 
which was read twice by its title, and ieferred to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Mr. RANSOM introduced a bill (S. 799) providing for the erection 
of a public building at Winston-Salem, N. (.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildipgs and 
Grounds. 
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Mr. PLUMB introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 18) for the relief 
of the Kansas City, Fort Scott and Gulf Railroad Company; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


CASE OF A, M. KEILEY. 


Mr. VEST introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 17) relating to the 
appointment of Anthony M. Keiley as envoy extraordinary and min- 
ister plenipotentiary to Austria-Hungary; which was read the first 
time at length, as follows: 


Whereas the correspondcce between the Governments of the United States 
and Anega, which has been transmitted to the Senate by the Presi- 
dent, shows that Hon. Anthony M. Keiley, of Virginia, was, on April 29, 1885, 
appointed envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to Austria-Hun- 

that on y 9, 1885, the Government of the United States was officially 
eelifed by the Government of Austria-Hungary that “the position of a foreign 
envoy wedded to a Jewess by civil marriage would be untenable and even im- 
possible in Vienna,” and on August 4, 1885, the Government of Austria-Hungary 
declared its determination not to receive Mr. Keiley as envoy extraordinary 
and minister plen: i from the United States. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of resentatives of the United States in vee ped 

|, That the position assumed by this Government and the principles 
affirmed in said correspondence by the Secretary of State meet with our un- 


qualified a; bation. R j ’ 
The Co tution of the United States provides that "no religious test shall 
ever be required as a q ion to any office or pubuc trust under the United 


States;" and, whilst sincerely anxious to maintain friendly relations with Aus- 
tria-Hungary and all other governments, the people of the United States deny 
the right of any foreign government to assert against any citizen of this coun- 
try aoan for office by reason of his religious belief or that of his 
family. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, itis my purpose, unless some other sug- 
gestion should be made by a member of the Senate, to move the refer- 
ence of this resolution, together with the President’s message trans- 


mitting to the Senate this ndenċe, to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. I ask the indulgence of the te to make one or two re- 
marks before I make that motion. 


I take it for granted that if Senators have not read the correspond- 
ence they have had their attention attracted to it by the wide discus- 
sion in the public press upon the subject. 

I prefer that the resolution should go to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, because there seems to be a difference of statement between 
the Government of Austria-Hungary and that of the United States in 
regard to the understanding of the correspondence as it progressed. 

In April Jast,as the Senate is very well aware, Mr. Anthony M. 
Keiley, of Richmond, Va., was appointed by the Government of the 
United States envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to the 
Government of Italy, and on the 3d day of April, I believe, that ap- 
pointment was confirmed by the Senate. So soon as notice of the ap- 
pointment reached the Government of Italy the Government of the 
United States was notified through the Italian minister in this city 
that for personal reasons the appointment of Mr. Keiley was not ac- 
ceptable to the Kingdom of Italy, and it was stated in a perfectly frank 
and courteous manner that in 1871, ata public meeting in the city of 
Richmond, Mr. Keiley had made statements in regard to Victor Eman- 
nel, the father of the present reigning king in Italy, King Humbert, 
which statements were exceedingly offensive to his son, who is now 
upon the throne. These statements were made in a public speech by 
Mr. Keiley in regard to the occupation of Rome by Victor Emanuel, 
the virtual imprisonment of the Pope in the Vatican, and the depriva- 
tion of all his civil power. It is not my purpose to discuss that ad- 
dress of Mr. Keiley or the subject-matter of it. He is a member of 
the Roman Catholic Church, and spoke, as a matter of course, from a 
standpoint which I do not occupy. 

That was reported in the public press and conspicuously in 
the New York Herald. Itreached the Kingdom of Italy, and the re- 
sult, to make a summary 0? the whole matter, was thatthe State De- 
partment of the United States recognized the right of the Government 
of Italy to object to the reception of Mr. Keiley as a minister, and on 
the 28th of April Mr. Keiley, on his own motion, resigned as minister to 
Italy. 

Immediately afterward, m the 29th of April, he was appointed min- 
ister plenipotentiary and enyoy extraordinary to Austria-Hungary, and 
the Austrian minister was notified of his appointment. On the 7th 
day of May Mr. Keiley with his family sailed from the port of New 
York, and on the 8th day of May the minister of Austria-Hungary 
transmitted to the Secretary of State a telegram received from Count 
Kalnoky, the minister of foreign affairs for Austria-Hungary, in these 
words: 

VIENNA, May 8, 1885. 

leni i Š 
pasture frou AIDA 
choice, 


We regret the nomination of Mr, Keiley as minister 
BES Garena real to the imperial court and his sudden 
as here, too, like in Rome, prevail scruples against this 

Please direct in the most friendy way the attention of the American Govern- 
ment to the generally existing diplomatic practice to ask previously to any nomi- 
nation of a foreign minister the agrément (consent) of the government to which 
he is accredited. ' 

You are therefore requested tc earnestly entreat them that the newl; 
nated minister may not reach Vienna before our confidential consentto 
nation has taken place. 

The position of a foreign envoy wedded to a Jewess by civil marriage would 
be untenable and even impossbie in Vienna. 

COUNT KALNOKY. 


It will be noticed from this telegram that two positions are assumed 
by the Government of Austria-Hungary through its accredited minis- 


nomi- 
nomi- 


ter of foreign affairs. One is that the custom prevails in diplomacy 
of obtaining the agrément or consent of a foreign government before 
sending a minister near its court. The second is that the position of 
a foreign minister wedded by civil marriage to a Jewess is impossible 
and untenable in the city of Vienna, in that kingdom. 

Mr. Bayard, the Secretary of State, promptly responded to this com- 
munication by stating in the first place (and I shall not read his letter 
at length) that no such practice as that of securing first the consent of 
a foreign government obtained in this country. The Secretary of State 
denied emphatically in his reply that any such practice had obtained 
in this country as first obtaining the consent or agrément, as it is 
termed in diplomacy, of any foreign country to the accredited minister 
near its court, and he further states that upon an examination of all 
the precedents in the State Department no such instance has been found. 
To dispose of that position now it is only necessary to say that subse- 
quently Count Kalnoky withdrew that assertion and admitted that 
the United States were not bound by a precedent which had obtained 
only upon the Continent and in European countries. 

Mr. HOAR. May I inquire of the Senator from Missouri whether 
he is informed that Austria has ever asked such an assent from us first? 

Mr. VEST. I only say, and I quote from the letter of the Secretary 
of State, that he has found no such case; that he examined critically 
and closely the files of the State Department, and no such practice in 
any single instance has ever obtained in this country. We have ac- 
credited our ministers without consulting or notifying the government 
near whose court they were sent. 

As I stated before, Count Kalnoky subsequently withdraws, I will 
not say that pretense but that assertion, and admits that the United 
States has never followed such a practice, and that it obtained only in 
European countries. 

But as to thesecond point made in the communication from the Gov- 
ernment of Austria-Hungary, it permeates and pervades the entire cor- 
respondence; it is affirmed directly and indirectly, over and over again 
to the end of the correspondence, namely, that the Government of Aus- 
tria-Hungary can not receive Mr. Keiley because in plain language he 
is ‘‘ wedded toa Jewess by civil iage,” and his position would 
therefore be ‘‘ untenable and even impossible in Vienna.’? 

Without reading the correspondence at length, for I do not seek to 
detain the Senate, I call attention to the a ce for the first time, 
June 11, 1885, of any additional reason besides that which I have read. 
Then Baron Von Schaeffer communicates officially to the Government 
of the United States a statement, Mr. Bayard in the mean time, as 
Secretary of State, I should say had distinctly and emphatically stated 
to the Government of Austria-Hungary that with the constitutional 
provisions existing in this country, with our traditional history, and 
with the unanimous and unbroken sentiment of our people upon the 
subject, the Government of the United States could not accede to the 
proposition or admit it for an instant that any citizen of the United 
States could be deprived really of an office to which he had been ap- 
pointed by this Government, by reason of his religious opinions or 
those of any of his family; that it was the duty of this Government to 
state to the world that the corner-stone and foundation of our repub- 
lican institutions was religious liberty to the largest extent; and when 
they assigned as a reason for refusing an American citizen otherwise 
acceptable and otherwise qualified to a position of honor, trust, or 
profit, it was an attack upon the principle on which our Government 
was based and we intended to meet it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I shall be glad if what I conjecture shall turn out 
to be true—— 

Mr. TELLER. There is so much noise in the Chamber that itis al- 
most impossible to hear either of the Senators. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will please come to order 
and suspend conversation in the Chamber. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I got an impression from hastily reading the cor- 
respondence that probably the Austrian Government did not mean to 
say that there was any legal or high political ‘objection to Mr. Keiley 
because of his having married a Jewess, but to intimate that socially 
it would be very disagreeable to him. Is not that justified by the cor- 
respondence.? 

Mr. VEST. I was about to refer to the point advanced by the Gov- 
ernment of Austria-Hungary, and I will come to it in a moment. 

In reply to the assertion of Mr. Bayard that this Government would 
not permit the Government of Austria-Hungary to make this objection— 
because, as a matter of course, it was simply a protest—Baron Von 
Schaeffer informed Mr. Bayard that he was instructed by his govern- 
ment to enter into no discussion on the subject of religious toleration, 
that the Government of Austria-Hungary permitted entire liberty of 
conscience, and then for the first time appears the allegation to which 
the Senator from Connecticut has referred, that the meaning of the 
Government of Austria-Hungary was that the position of an American 
minister who was wedded to a Jewess by civil iage would be such 
as to deprive him of all social influence and diplomatic consideration 
at the court of Austria-Hungary. 

In Austria-Hungary, as well as in the United States, the constitution grants 
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entire liberty to all forms of religious worship. Our objections to Mr. heer het 
appointment as minister of the United States to the imperial court are foun 
upon want of pole tact evinced on his part on a former occasion, in conse- 
quence of which a friendly power declined to receive him, and upon the cer- 
tainty that his domestic relations } mig rhoas that reception of him by Vienna so- 
ciety which we judge desirable for the representative of the Uni States, 
with which power we wish to continue the friendly relations existing between 
the two Governments. 


Mr. President, it is very obvious that, with the indirection of diplo- 
matic correspondence and assertion, the Government of Austria~Hun- 
gary simply means to say that any gentleman who has married a 
Jewess can not obtain the position to which he is entitled in the court 
of Austria-Hungary or the society of Vienna, which is precisely the 
same thing, by reason of that marriage; that position has never been 
abandoned from the beginning to the end of the correspondence; it is 
the salient point throughout the whole; and subsequently acting upon 
that reason the court of Austria-Hungary rejected Mr. Keiley. These 
are substantially the facts as they appear from the correspondence. 

I do not propose to detain the Senate by elaborating the questions of 
international law which are involved in this matter. ‘They are very 
plain and very simple. If the Government of Austria-Hungary had 
simply contented itself with saying that it had personal objections, as 
did the Government of Italy, to Mr. Keiley, then the Government of 
the United States, acting as it did in the case of Italy, would have rec- 
ognized the right of ANBO to have made the objection, and 
Mr. Keiley would have resigned, as he subsequently did resign, and as 
he had before resigned the Italian mission. But when the Government 
of Austria-Hungary put its rejection of Mr. conv 4 on the ground that 
his wife entertained certain religious opinions, this Government was 
bound, in my judgment, by its constitutional provisions, by its tradi- 
tions, and by the opinions of its people to assert respectfully but firmly 
to that foreign government that we can not for one instant admit the 
justice of any such objection to an American citizen. 

Ispeak frankly and perhaps earnestly because the great political leader 
in whose doctrines I believe,in whose public life I feel an especial pride, 
is peculiarly the author of the doctrine of religious toleration in the 
United States. It is a singular fact, but nevertheless a fact, that, out 
of the thirteen colonies which achieved independence from the British 
Crown, prior to the revolution there were but three that admitted lib- 
erty of conscience to its fullest extent, and those three colonies were 
Rhode Island, Maryland, and Pennsylvania. In the others there were 
statutes for a number of years of a stringent—I was about to say bar- 
barous—character, including Virginia and some of the Southern States, 
against the right of any citizen to worship God according to the dic- 
tates of hisown conscience, but he was compelled toabide by the dictates 
of the established church. Mr. Jefferson,in his autobiography, written 
when he was seventy-seven years old, gives a graphicaccountof the condi- 
tion ofaffairsin Virginia when he returned after writing the Declaration 
of Independence. He found the established church with a licentious 
clergy, who were simply adjuncts of the great houses where high play 
and old Madeira rewarded complaisant ministry. 

The first act of Mr. Jefferson when he left the Continental Congress 
and became a member of the Virginia house of burgesses, was to 
attack the doctrine of the union of church and state, and assert the 
fullest right of freedom of conscience and religious opinion. In his 
autobiography, written when he was seventy-seven years old, as I have 
stated, he says this was the most terrible struggle of his long and 
eventful career. Against him were united all the t families of 
Virginia, almost without exception, and, more than all, the established 
church, with its ministers and laity, who resented his attack upon 
church and state as a sacrilege and as a personal outrage upon them- 
selves. So terrible was the struggle that the enmities which it engen- 
dered pursued Mr, Jefferson through life and assailed his memory 
after death. Jefferson had been a member of the house of burgesses 
of Virginia, of the Continental Congress, governor of Virginia, min- 
ister to France, Secretary of State, Vice-President and President of the 
United States; but in the epitaph written by his own hands, to be placed 
upon the stone that marked his grave, were only the words: ‘‘ Here was 
buried Thomas Jefferson, author of the Declaration of American Inde- 
pendence and of the statute of Virginia for religious freedom, and father 
of the University of Virginia;’’ and if there be one of these great achieve- 
ments greater than the other, it was that which gave to every freeman 
upon this continent the right to bend his knee to the God of his own 
adoration in his own way. ‘This principle, attacked now in this cor- 
respondence, is, as Mr. Bayard has properly said, sacred to every Ameri- 
can citizen and the corner-stone of our institutions. Iam glad that the 
Department of State has assumed this position, and I sincerely hope 
that it may receive the indorsement of both Houses of our national Con- 


Now, sir, I move the reference of this joint resolution, together with 
the message of the President and accompanying papers, to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think this correspondence and this whole occurrence 
illustrates more perfectly and fully what we accomplish by what we 
call our diplomatic service than anything else which has recently taken 
place; and I am unwilling that this resolution shall go to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations without briefly calling attention to it. 

I think myself that there is no question of religious liberty whatever 


involved here. I think the key to all this situation is found in the 
letter of Baron Schaeffer to Mr. Bayard of the 11th day of June and the 
letter of Mr. Bayard to Mr. McLane, in which he himself interprets, I 
think, this whole discussion very correctly, of the date of May 27. 

In the first place, Austria is the neighbor of Italy. Italy having de- 
clined to receive Mr. Keiley, Austria said in substance it would be an 
unneighborly act to receive him as minister; and in addition to that it 
was stated that because he had married a Jewess Vienna society would 
not receive him; andas Mr. Keiley’s duties there would be wholly social, 
and as he could not get into society unless the Austrian Government 
took him in under its wing, and as it could not properly undertake 
this, and thereby do violence to the social code of Vienna, it therefore 
advised that he be left at home. Vienna society would not receive 
him, and his position would therefore necessarily be hampered and dis- 
agreeable, and they thought on the whole he had better not go there; and 
I think so too. 

That that is the whole of it, appears from the letter of Mr. Bayard 
of the 27th day of May to Mr. McLane, in which he makes himself, I 
think, the only satisfactory interpretation of this whole correspondence. 
He is directing Mr. McLane to interrupt the progress of Mr. Keiley 
toward the Austrian dominions, and goes on to say: 

The Austrian minister communicated Mr. Bayard’s note to his government 
and nothing further had been heard from him. It was not understood that the 
Austrian Government distinctly refused to receive Mr. Keiley for the reasons 
stated, but it holds out the threat of social ostracism, which would make the po- 
sition of the minister painful and perhaps untenable, 

It was purely and solely and only, according to Mr. Bayard on the 
27th of May, a social question. That is exactly what it remains now; 
and itis a social question, because the only duty performed by our min- 
ister at the Austrian court, as I presume also the sole and only duties 
of our minister at any court, are social duties. I am glad, therefore, 
that this case has arisen, not because a good man has been deprived of 
the salary of a office, but because the attention of the country has 
been called to the fact that we pay a large sum of money to keep up a 
service which is purely ornamental. I say ‘‘ornamental;’’ I can not 
even say so muchas that. If what I have heard about the attire of the 
people whom we send abroad, and their general performance at the 
various capitals to which they are accredited be true, then, to ‘‘my un- 
tutored vision,” I should think they were not even ornamental; cer- 
tainly they would not be edifying west of the Mississippi River. In 
the letter of Baron Schaeffer to Mr. Bayard of the 11th of June the mat- 
ter is set out distinctly as follows: 

In Austria-Hungary, as well as in the United States, the constitution grants 
entire liberty to all forms of religious worship. 

Nothing can be more emphatic than that. I believe that to be true, 
and that is stated for the purpose of setting forth distinctly that no 
religious question was involved in this refusal to receive Mr. Keiley. 

Baron Schaeffer continues : 

Our objections to Mr. Keiley’s appointment as minister of the United States 
to the imperial court are founded upon want of political tact evinced on his part 
ona gates oceasion, in consequence of which a friendly power declined to re- 
ceive za 

In other words he had made such utterance as would make his pres- 
ence offensive at Rome, and Austria, desiring to keep on the good side of 
Italy and remain in that neighborly frame of mind which the conti- 
guity of their borders iani enforced, did not want to receive him 
and thought it best he should not come— 


and upon the certainty that his domestic relations preclude that reception of 
him by Viennasociety which we judge desirable for the representative of the 
Uni States, with which power we wish to continue the friendly relations 
existing between the two governments. 

In other words, in plain English, Mr. Keiley was appointed to per- 
form some social duties about the court of Vienna, and he could not 
do these unless the Austrian Emperor should receive him at the ‘‘draw- 
ing-rooms’’ at which the nobility and others of social standing are re- 
ceived, because the people who have that standing would not associate 
with Mr. Keiley. ‘This seems, of course, a little bit harsh in this coun- 
try, where there is no social distinction of the kind here set up—except 
at one hotel, I believe, at Saratoga. I think there is perhaps at Sara- 
togaa hotel where a social distinction of this kind is recognized; but as 
ageneral rule it is not recognized, and it seems a little hard generally. 
I am told, too, that some gentlemen who have come over on this side 
in an official capacity, with domestic relations which were not of a kind 
that were in vogue anywhere in this country, except possibly in the 
limited area of the Salt Lake Valley, have felt a little bit put out that we 
did not think well of those social relations; and there have been some 
intimations, I have understood, at timesrather plain, that persons who 
came in that way could not be-expected to participate, very extensively 
at any rate, in the social ordinances of Washington. 

I think, with the Senator from Missouri, the reason was not a very 
good one—that is to say, judging it ina large way; but the reason was 
not what Mr. Bayard argued so strenuously and so very well, and 
nothing could have exceeded the ability of the disquisition which he 
has put forth in this correspondence upon the subject of religious liberty, 
in which I entirely coneur; but it is wide of the mark. No such sub- 
ject appears in the correspondence in any way, exceptas he himszlf put 
it in, t 

But I am reminded that I have heard some of my legal friends say 
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at times that there is very often a good decision founded upon a very 
poor reason. 

Shortly after this Mr. Keiley was appointed to Italy, and inanticipa- 
tionof his going adinner was given him at Richmond, at which he made 
a speech which was reported in the newspapers, and the last time I saw 
it it was made the subject of acartoonin an Administration illustrated 
newspaper. Solam warranted in assuming that the report which I 
saw in more than one newspaper was correct. In that speech Mr. Kei- 
ley is reported as saying in the way of defending himself against what 
was then in the air as having been alleged against him by the Italian 
Government that he had substantially said of the Italian Government 
what he now said of the American Government, and that was that it 
was a government that was founded upon a gross and bloody violation 
of public right. Mr. President, when I read that I could not help 
thinking that that was not the kind of a person that ought to represent 
the American Government anywhere, even in a drawing-room, even at 
what my friend the other day felicitously described as a picnic. Cer- 
tainly if anybody is going abroad to represent the sovereignty, the power, 
the purposes, whatever they may be, social or political, of the Amer- 
ican Government, he ought to be a man who has nosuch opinion as that 
about the Government whose commission he bears; and so I would have 
said if I had been asked to decide this question myself as an individual, 
that while the Austrian Government had alleged a very poor reason, and 
one which by the lights I have aboutit seems entirely insufficient, that 
is to say, that this man had married a Jewess and consequently could 
not get in the society of the Austrian capital, I should have said that 
back of all that decision perhaps was a very good one, because as I be- 
lieve he was not a proper person to represent this Government at Aus- 
tria or elsewhere. 

So when the Committee on Foreign Relations come to consider this 
question, as I hope they will, I trust they will give careful consideration 
to the question whether we need any minister at the Austrian court or 
not. I hope it will be found that this whole diplomatic service, which 
costs us a great deal of money, is an antiquated and totally unneces- 
sary appendage, and recommend to the Senate that it shall be dis- 

with in toto. Iam not aware that the wheels of Government 
have moved with any less celerity and freedom from friction since Mr. 
Keiley was rejected by the Austrian Government, or that we have had 
during the very exciting times that have occurred in that neighborhood 
during the last few months any loud ery for anybody to represent 
American interests there during the Servian, Bulgarian, and Roumelian 
complications. Those countries haye been contending by force of arms, 
and yet there has never been a suggestion, even from the exporters of 
American petroleum, or from any other source I have ever heard of, 
that an was lacking in the representation which our Government 
had in that neighborhood. 

I hope also the committee will go a little further and consider whether 
or not this controversy has not proceeded upon a false basis, whether, 
in fact, there is any foundation for any controversy whatever; and in 
the next place and fundamentally whether or not Mr. Keiley, or a man 
professing the sentiments which he is said to have uttered at Richmond 
on the occasion I have referred to, is a proper person to represent this 
Government anywhere abroad, or at home either, for that matter, esti- 
mable as he may be, and as I have no doubt he is. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Kansas be kind enough to cite 
me the letter to Mr. McLane? 

Mr. PLUMB. It is found on page 11 of this correspondence, Exec- 
utive Document No. 4, at the bottom of the page, telegram No. 6, Mr. 
Bayard to Mr. McLane, dated Washington, May 27, 1885. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no objection the reference 
will be made. The joint resolution will be considered read the second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

HOLIDAY RECESS. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Under the rule I ask the Chair to lay before the 
Senate the resolution of the House of Representatives on the subject of 
adjourning for the holidays. I think it will be a convenience to the 
gentlemen of the other House to know what the action of the Senate is. 

The PRESIDENT pro re. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives, which will be 


read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That when the 


Pros Ifouses adjourn ot ponon December 21, 1885, they stan 'adjourned until 
esday, January 5, 1 
The PRESIDENT; pro tempore. The question is upon concurring in 
the resolution of the House of Representatives. 


The resolution was concurred in. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. EVARTS, it was 
ower That the pepr on the files of the Senate with Senate bill bys Forty- 
th Congress, be en from the files of the Senate and referred to the Com 

ttee on Finance. 

On motion of Mr. HALE, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of L. Madison Day be withdrawn from 
the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims, there having 
been no adverse report thereon. 


On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania, it was 


Ordered, That the pepas in the case of Richard C. Ridgway on the files of the 
— be referred Committee on Claims, no adverse repost haying been 
made, 


On motion of Mr. CONGER, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in connection with Senate bill providiug for the sale 
of the Fort Brady military reservation, in Michigan, be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on er Affairs, 

On motion of Mr. TELLER, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of J. J: Rockafellow be withdrawn from 
the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Ordered, That the papers in the case of Horace A. W. Taber be withdrawn 
from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Ordered, That the papers in the case of William M. Keightley be withdrawn 
from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. MAXEY, it was 

Ordered, That the cee onto on file relating to the claim of the legal representa- 
tives of Francis Guil be withdrawn from the files and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, it was 

Ordered, That the pa) in the case of James Crutchett on the files of the Sen- 
ate be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 


Ordered, That the pa in to the bill for the relief of Rear-Admiral 
Samuel P. Carter be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Ordered, That the papers in respect to the claim of Henry S. French be with- 
drawn from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


STORES AND SUPPLIES OF NAVY DEPARTMENT, 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to inform the Senate 
whether the Navy Department — lied with the provisions of section 2 of the 
mre eke psn pel act of August 5, 1882, requiring an account to be taken of the 

and ee pars er several bureaus of the if, to de: 
a an appraisement to be made of such stores and supplies; and, i 
scribe the manner in which such account and appraisement were mad 
whether any part of the requirement of the law was not complied with, soa 
whether or not the account and appraisement constituted an inventory of the 
stock on hand at the time they were made. 


COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. CULLOM. Iasked a week ago for an extension of time in which 
the Select Committee on Interstate Commerce could make its report. 
I expected to be able to report to-day, but on account of one of the mem- 
bers of the committee being called home we have not yet quite con- 
cluded the rt, and I therefore ask that the committee be continued 
until the 15th of January, within which time it shall have leave to 
make its report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois asks the 

consent of the Senate to extend the time of a certain report 
until the 15th of January next. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the order is made. 


ALLOWANCE OF PENSION CLAIMS. 


Mr. HARRISON submitted the following resolution and asked for 
its present consideration: 

Whereas it is stated in substance in the last annual report of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions that under the administration of his predecessors, or some 
of them. in that office, other tests than those of the law were ap ak pe to appli- 

cations for ion, and te that applicants were required to show, in addition to 
service in the araia submission to and support of a party before’ pensions were 
anima; That the Committee on Expenditures of Public Money is hereby 
directed to inquire into said statements and to report the facts to the Senate. 
Said committee is authorized to send for persons and papers and to employ a 
stenographer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it lie over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the resolu- 
tion lies over. 

PAY OF EMPLOYES. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the House 
joint resolution relative to the pay of the employés of the two Houses for 
the present month. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 2) to pay the officers and employés of the Senate and 
House of Representatives their respective salaries for the month of 
December, 1885, on the 21st day of said month; which was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask for the present consideration of the joint reso- 
lution. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the joint resolution. Is 
there objection ? 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate. without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
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Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 5) authorizing payment of C. H. Mann, m to the report- 
ers’ gallery; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled billsand joint resolutions; and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: ; 


A bill (S. 580) ting a pension to Julia D. Grant; 
A bill (S. 118) for the relief of Alexander R. Lawton, of the State 
of Georgia; 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 1) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to use a portion of the contingent fund to fit up rooms for the Com- 
missioner of Patents: and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 1) filling existing vacancies in the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 


CUSTOMS FRAUDS AT NEW YORK. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance are hereby authorized and directed 
by themselves, or by a subcommittee, to investigate the frauds and abuses al- 
leged to exist in the collection of the customs revenue of the Government at the 
port of New York, especially the subject of undervaluations of imported mer- 
chandise and the reappraisement of the same at said port; and that said com- 
mittee, or subcommittee, have power to pursue such investigation and take 
testimony at such times and places as they may deem proper, to send for per- 
sons and papers, to administer oaths, and compel the attendance of witnesses ; 
and shall report the result of their investigation to the Senate, with recommenda- 
tions as to what changes, if any, should be made in the customs laws in order 
to prevent frauds in the importation of merchandise and in the collection of the 
revenue from customs, 2 

C. H. MANN. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 5) authorizing payment of C. H. Mann, 
messenger to the reporters’ gallery, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. ALLISON. That relates, I understand, to a correction of an ap- 
propriation made last year for an employé of the House of Representa- 
tives. It seems to be their own matter, and I suppose the Senate should 
consent to it; therefore I ask that the joint resolution be put upon its 


passage. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read for information. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read at length. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of the United States marten 
an ie 


in Congress et That the Clerk of the House of Representatives 

hereby is, authori and directed to pay to O. H. Mann the salary provided for 
in the “act making appropriations for legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses for the fiscal year ending June 30,1885,” for the messenger in the re- 
porters’ gallery, from July 1,to December 7, 1885, inclusive. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there any explanation? : 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not examinedit, but a member of the House 
spoke to me about it. I ask that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am under the impression from reading the de- 
bates in a place elsewhere that there is a question whether this gentle- 
man is to have double pay or something of that kind, he having been 
appointed in another department. While I entirely agree that in ordi- 
nary cases each House should regulate such little matters for itself, I 
think this had better be referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is proposed to refer the resolution 
to the Committee on Appropriations. That order will be made if there 
be no objection. - 


NEW ORLEANS COTTON EXPOSITION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a report, together with accompanying documents, made 
to me by the board of mai ent of the World's Industrial and Cotton Cen- 
tennial Exposition held at New Orleans from December 16, 1884, to May 31,1885. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

Washington, December 21, 1885. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the question of printing the accompanying 
documents be referred to the Committee on Printing for examination. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message and accompanying doc- 
uments will be referred to the Committee on Printing. 
RAILROADS THROUGH INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 
Į transmit herewith a communication of 17th instant from the 


Interior, submitting, with accompan 
ent made b 


Secretary of the 
ying papers, adraught of a bill to acceptand 
an agreem the Pah-Ute Indians, and granting a right of way 
to the Carson and Colorado Railroad Company through the Walker 
vation, in Nevada. 


matter is presented for the consideration and action of Co’ 
GROVER 


ver reser- 


ELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 21, 1885. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 


message from the Presidentof the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs: 

To the Senate and House of Representatires; 

I transmit herewith a communication of the 17th instant from the Secretary of 
the Interior, submitting, with socompmying papers, a draught of a bill granting 
aright of way to the Jamestown and Northern Railroad Company through the 
Devil's Lake Indian reservation, in the Territory of Dakota. 

The matter is presented for the consideration and action of Congress. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXxcuTIvVE Mansion, December 21, 1885. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication of the 17th instant from the Secretary 
of the Interior, submitting, with accompanying papers, a report of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs concerning the failure of the Utah and Northern Railroad 
Company to compensate the Indians upon the Fort Hall reservation, in Idaho, 
for lands taken and used in the construction of their line of road crossing the 
reservation from north to south. 

‘The subject is recommended to the early attention and action of Mas ghee 


GROVER CLEVE 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, December 21, 1885. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid beforethe Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


The subject is ceed for tne naiderati d action of Co: 
su! or e CO) jon and a on Ol 5 
eaea CLEVELAND, 


GROVER 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 21, 1885. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate.and Hotse of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication of the 15th instant from the Secretary of 
the Interior, submitting, with accompanyin 


ry 

g „adraughtofa bill to accept 
and ratify an ent made with the an EmTe tribes and bands of Indians 
occupying the 


akima reservation, in Washi: n Territory, for the right of 
way of the Northern Pacific Railroad across said reservation, &c. 
he matter is presented for the consideration and action of oy 
SVELAND. 


GROVER CL 
EXecuTive Mansion, December 21, 1885. 
TRESPASSES ON INDIAN LANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : ` 

pa nee a a rms eee oe 
n! , L 

bill to amend pase tA 2148 of the vised Statutes Pe the United Staten, relating 

to trespasses upon Indian lands, 

The subject is one of great importance, and is commended to the early and 

gress. 


favorable action of Con, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 21, 1885. 


TIMBER DEPREDATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
m from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed: i 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication of 15th instant from the Secretary of the 


Interior, submitting, with accom in on the subject, a draught ofa 
bill to amend section 5388 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating 
to timber depredations upon lands reserved or purchased for military, Indian, or 
other purposes, &c, 

This is an important subject, and is commended to the early attention of Con- 


gress, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MAwssion, December 21, 1885. 


CALIFORNIA MISSION INDIANS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the acompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives? 
Interiors KAER wth AOST ATIINA papers OOA the sidack strane ots 
bill for the relief of the Mission Indians in California. 7 . 

The subject is presented for the action of Congress. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 21, 1885. 
DECEASED KICKAPOO INDIANS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
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erien from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication of 15th instant from the Secretary of the 
Interior, submitting, with aryl carpet papers upon the subject, a draught of 
a bill “to provide for the settlement of the estates of deceased Kickapoo Indians 
in the State of Kansas, and for other purposes,” 

The matter is presented for the favorable consideration of Con 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, December 21, 1885. 
TERRITORY OF DAKOTA. 


Mr. BECK. I call up the resolution submitted by me on the 18th 
instant and I ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Kentucky on the 18th instant is before the Senate and 
will be read. 

Mr. HARRISON. Do I understand that the Senator gave previous 
notice of a desire to address the Senate at this time on this resolution? 

Mr. BECK. I desire to address the Senate in regard to it now, as I 
gave notice on Friday that I should. 

Mr. HARRISON. . I had expected this morning that the resolution 
in relation to the action of the people of Dakota would come before 
the Senate again for discussion, and had prepared to submit more re- 
marks upon that subject in response to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest], but as the hour of 2 o'clock has been nearly reached now, the 
only time I could claim a right to use for the discussion of the subject, 
and as I understand the Senator from Kentucky has given previous 
notice of his intention to go on and I can not with propriety inte 
an objection after 2 o’clock, I desire to suggest to the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] that the resolution offered by him and also the 
resolution offered by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] 
both be referred to the Committee on Territories. ‘The Senator from 
South Carolina has expressed to me his acquiescence in that disposition 
of his resolution. 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection. 

Mr. HARRISON. ‘Then after the recess that committee will no 
doubt be ready to bring the subject before the Senate in the form of 
some bill that will offer for discussion the whole subject-matter, and 
not simply the single phase of it which has been presented.in this pre- 
liminary discussion. While I preferred to proceed now that the re- 
marks of the Senator from Missouri are fresh in my mind, I yield to the 
stress of circumstances this morning and propose that disposition of 
these resolutions. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not desire to discuss these resolutions, but I pro- 
pose at some favorable time to add my mite to the historical part of 
this debate by a reference to the circumstances under which Oregon was 
admitted to the Union; but, inasmuch as Congress is about to adjourn 
now until the 5th of January, I shall not ask to submit what I desire 
to submit at this time, but will take occasion to do so when the resolu- 
tions are reported back or when some bill is reported to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana asks 
unanimous consent that the resolutions respecting the Territory of 
Dakota be referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. HARRISON. The two resolutions—that of the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] and that of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
BUTLER]. 

ihe FKESIDENT pro tempore. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none, and that order is made. 


JUDICIAL SALARIES. 


Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Kentucky permit me to make a 
suggestion which I suppose will be for his convenience and that of the 
Senate? I understand the Senator from Kentucky proposes to address 
the Senate to-day. 

Mr. BECK. I do. 

Mr. HOAR. I have charge of the pending measure, the unfinished 
business, which is the district court salary bill. As I suppose it will 
hardly be worth while to take that up after the Senator has proceeded 
with his remarks, I should like to have unanimous consent now that 
that salary bill may be the unfinished business on the morning after 
the holidays, as it is to-day, and then let it go over so that it shall not 
be in the Senator’s way at 2 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimons consent that the bill to which he refers (S. 6), fixing 
the salaries of the several judges of the United States district courts 
at $5,000 per annum, and for other purposes, be considered as the un- 
finished business at the meeting of the Senate on the 5th of January 
next. Ifthere be no objection, that order will be considered as agreed 
to. The Chair hears no objection. > 


COIN DUTIES ON IMPORTED GOODS. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the following resolution, 
submitted by Mr. BECK on the 18th instant: 

Whereas the lawsof the United States require that all duties on imported goods 
shall be paid in coin; and S 

Whereas it is provided by section 3694 of the Revised Statutes that ‘The coin 

id for duties on impo: goods shall be set apart as a special fund, and shall 


applied as follows: First, to the payment, in coin, of the interest on the bonds 


and notes of the United States; second, to the a permease of 1 per 
cent. of the entire debt of the United States, to be made wi each fiscal year, 
which is to be set apart as a sinking fund, and the interest of which shallin like 
manner be ane to the game or payment of the public debt, as the Secre- 

of the , from time to time, direct; third, the residue to be 


easury shal 
paid into the Treas: an 
Resolved, i the Committee on Finance be instructed to inquire whether 


; and if they 


the laws above stated now kp Po have heretofore, been obe 
otherwise, such measures as will secure their en- 


have not, to report by bill, or 
forcement, 

Mr. BECK Mr. President, no man will deny that the laws passed by 
Congress are as imperative on the highest executive official as on the 
humblest citizen, whether they approve them or not. Iventure to as- 
sert that no man will contend that the laws recited in the preamble to 
the foregoing resolution either arenow or haye for many years past been 
obeyed. All sorts of excuses may be and have been offered for their 
violation, still the fact remains that the laws of the Jand have been dis- 
regarded by our executive officers, and the legislative power has been 
subordinated to the will of men whose duty it is tosubmit to them and 
to execute them as they exist. They have no right to decide whether 
a law is good or bad, politic or impolitic; so long as itis law they must 
be compelled to render implicit obedience to it. They have officially 
informed Congress for years past that they neither require coin to be 
paid for duties on ns BE goods, nor do they set apart the coin or its 
equivalent so received as a special fund to pay the interest on our pub- 
lic debt, or to procure bonds for the sinking . Onthe contrary, they 
admit that as the existing laws do not coincide with their views of what 
is politic they disregard them.. I deny their right to do so, because I 
believe many of the evils the country is now afflicted with grow out of 
the disregard of the plainest provisions of law by our Treasury officials. 
I have no faith in the remedies which are now and have for past years 
been proposed for the evils bec Gas, to exist. That the country is 
not as prosperous as it ought to be I admit, but I insist that the remedy 
is not to be found in striking down our silver epee or the currency 
based upon it, but rather in requiring our public itors to take it as 
the law and the contracts they required us to make demand. 

I do not propose to find fault with much that is recommended by our 
executive officers; indeed, upon all questions, except that of co 
and the panas of our public debt, I heartily indorse what they ad- 
vise. No tary of the Treasury ever, in my opinion, expressed 
more enlightened views in regard to our present system of tariff taxa- 
tion than the present Secretary, and I assume that he has but elabor- 
ated the views of the President. No more intelligent and statesmanlike 
message, ane it as a whole, has ever emanated from the Executive 
Mansion since I have taken part in public affairs; but I disagree with 
the President and his officials as to the management of our currency and 
our coinage, and I propose, respectfully but plainly, to state the reasons 
why, and to poiht out the remedy I recommend as a substitute for 
changes proposed in the message and official reports. 

I believe that it can be demonstrated that gold and silver coin, and 
the paper representatives of both, stand on an absolute equality before 
the law, and that three-fourths of our present troubles grow out of the 
refusal of our officials to pay the money received at our custom-houses 
to onr public creditors in the manner and for the purposes prescribed 
by the laws of the United States. Therefore I have recited these laws, 
which are plain and simple, in the preamble; and in the resolution have 
asked the Committee on Finance to tell the Senate whether they have 
been executed or not; and if not, to report measures which will secure 
their enforcement. -I admit that even when that is done other combin- 
ations must be broken up before we can become a prosperous commer- 
cial people, but as all measures for tariff and tax reform must be origi- 
nated at the other endof the Capitol, I am content to await the action 
taken there, being confident that the Executive is in full sympathy 
with all proper efforts in that regard. 

There can be no dispute as to the fact that there must be something 
wrong in the management of public affairs when the ports of great na- 
tions like Germany, France, Austria, and other countries are arbitrarily 
closed against our cattle, hogs, and other food products, without, as 
the President teils us in his message, ‘‘present prospect of reasonable 
change.’ It is not a healthy condition of things when wheat, hogs, 


and other farm products, debarred from foreign markets in retaliation. 


because of our protective tariff, sell at home for prices which will barely 
pay the cost of production. As to them certainly protection does not 
protect. The great American agricultural industries, which give em- 
ployment to more than half of the workers for wages, whose welfare is 
held up (properly so) as the highest aim of legislation, and whose prod- 
ucts constitute at least 80 per cent. of our exports, receive no real con- 
sideration here, and are not even ranked among the industries of the 
country over which Congress is asked or expected to throw its protect- 
ing arm. 

These great interests are the unorganized, unequipped, and therefore 
neglected militia, whose strength can not be brought to bear with halt 
the efficiency of a single regiment of thoroughly armed veterans, fight- 
ing for special interest. This is illustrated here and now by the zeal 
everywhere displayed by the combinations of bankers and bondholders 
and their able and well-paid press to maintain their bonds at a premium 
of 24 per cent., or rather to increase heard yar to 30 or 40 per cent. 
at the expense of the alréady impoveri masses of tax-payers. It 
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seems as though it was thought to be the duty of Congress to see to it 
that the rich should be made richer by making the poor poorer. Why 
should we be in hot haste to strike down our silver currency for fear of 
a fall in our outstanding bonds below 24 per cent. premium? Havethe 
representatives of the people any interest in maintaining, far less in in- 
creasing, the premium on bonds bearing 4 per cent. interest beyond 24 
per cent., when we must soon become the purchasers of them at any 
premium, or else contract our currency at ruinous rates by locking up 
in the Treasury all our surplus revenue, as reduction of taxation seems 

to be impossible, by the passage of laws which will still further depre- 
ciate the prices of farm products, now so low that producers can not raise 
them and pay wages to their laborers on which they can live? 

When fat hogs sell at 34 cents a pound, and other things in proppr- 
tion, when all the world is combining to exclude our agricult prod- 
ucts from their markets in retaliation against our protective system, 
which prohibits our farmers from buying what they must have with 
the proceeds of what they must sell, unless they pay 46 per cent. on 
theaverage more than they are offered them for, in order to enrich a few 
organized combinations of manufacturers, who seek no markets abroad 
and refuse to sell their products in competition with so-called paupers 
with whom the farmers must compete, our condition is not satisfac- 
tory. = ’ 

But I agree that the Senate can not inaugurate measures to relieve 
the country from oppressions of that character; therefore I propose to 
seek relief in the treatment of our circulation, not by set a it, 
but by extending its usefulness. The present crusade against silver 
is only another evidence of the audacity of the organizatioris of wealth; 
they have always secured all they demanded, however unjust their de- 
mands; they have succeeded in alarming the President and the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury as they have done several preceding administra- 
tions; they threaten to use the power which our laws give them over 
our currency, of withdrawing from circulation among the people and, 
if need be, from the country the gold they control, and thus deran; 
even if ruin follows, the business of the people. Every concession in- 
creases their audacity and adds to their power. A stand must be made 
somewhere hy the representatives of the tax-payers, or an absolute sur- 
render of all the monetary interests of the country into their hands 
must follow. A mere reference to the past legislation of Congress on 
this subject proves what I say. When it was first asserted, in 1868, 
by the bondholders, as the time approached when the United States 
could lawfully pay off the 5-20 6 pee cent. bonds, and when the out- 
standing principal of the public debt exceeded $2,600,000,000, that the 
honor of the country demanded that the principal as well as the inter- 
est on the bonds should be paid in gold or silver coin, a ery of indig- 
nation was raised all over the land against such a demand by all honest 
disinterested men. 

They were told, and told truthfully, that all the bonds they held had 
been purchased with legal-tender notes at par; that for each $100 in 
greenbacks they paid to the Government they had received a bond 
for $100, bearing 6 per cent. interest, payable in gold or silver coin; 
that the greenback when they exchanged it for the bond was only worth 
50 cents on the dollar in coin, and that it was an outrage in the face of 
the contract they had made, with the privileges given to many of them 
in addition as national bankers to have currency issued for them to loan 
out on the security of theirfbonds equal to 90 per cent. of the bonds de- 
posited, to demand that the principal of their bonds should be paid in 
coin. They knew—everybody knew—that the claim was false. The 
legal-tender notes had and continue to have an indorsement on their 
back that ‘‘This note shall be receivable at its face value for all debts, 
publie and private, except interest on the publie debt and customs 
dues,” so that there could be neither doubt nor dispute either as to the 
law or the fact. Nobody denounced the impudent demand of the bond- 
holders more emphatically than the present presiding officer of the 
Senate (Mr. SHERMAN]. He said in his letter to a friend in 1868: 


Dear SR: I was pleased to ge Tips your seas rsonal interests are the 
same as yours; but, Pitce Ion I do not intend rif srie nee Sepa My con- 
struction of the law is the result of careful Satan and I feel quite sure an 
impartial court would affirm it, if the case could be tri poser pein a court. send 
you my views as fully stated in a speech. Your idea is, that propose o 

poaae or violate a promise when we offer to redeem the u principal pa aait 


if fink the bondholder violates his promise when he refuses to take the — 
kind of money he paid for the bonds. If the case is to be tested by law, I 
right; if it¢s to be tested by Jay Cooke's advertisements, Iam wrong. X hato 

repudiation, or anything like it, but we ought not to be deterred from doing 

at is right by fear of undeserved me e 

If under the law as it stands the holders of the five-twenties can only be paid 
in gold, then we are repudiators if we propose to pay otherwise. If the bond- 
holder can legally demand only the kind of money he paid, then he is a repudi- 
ator and extortioner to demand money more valuable than he gave. 


Truly yours, 
JOHN SHERMAN. 


Every word he said was true, and remains true to this day. The 
pledge is on the back of every greenback now that it shall te receiy- 
able, at its face value, for every debt, publie and private, except interest 
on the publie debt and customs dues. The men who demanded more 
were repudiators of the public faith and credit, as he truthfully and 
indignantly said: Mr, Stevens, then the leader of his party, denounced 
their claim still more fiercely, and threatened to abandon his party 


XVII——23 


and join the Democracy, even with ‘‘Frank Blair” on the ticket, rather 
than countenance such an outrage on public decency. 

The subsequent legislation by Congress only proves the truth of 
Macaulay’s observation that if large pecuniary interests were concerned 
in denying the truth of the attraction of gravitation that most obvious 
of physical facts would be strongly and ably disputed. 

It seems to me that any set of men who would deny the fact that the 
Sony tender note, indorsed as it was and is, which had purchased the 
bonds at its face value should be received again by the bondholder in 
payment of the principal of the obligation he held, would not hesitate 
to deny the truth of the attraction of gravitation. . 

Yet these men not only denied it, but in 1869 procured the passage 
of an act of Congress, against the vote and protest (I am happy to say) 
of every Democrat in both Houses, declaring that the principal of the 
bonds should be paid in coin—in gold and silver coin, as both arenamed. 
Legal-tenders were only worth 50 cents on the dollar in coin when the 
bonds were bought; they were worth from 66 to 70 cents when this act 
was passed. ‘The act wassimply legalized robbery. The bondholders 
and their attorneys in and out of Congress knew it, and knew that no 
court would sustain such a law. The indorsement could neither be 
erased nor sworn off the back of the legal-tender note, and nobody could 
plead ignorance either of the law or the fact that it was to be received 
at par in payment of the principal of all our bonds. 

Therefore they caused the act of July 14, 1870, to be passed, extend- 
ing the time of payment, reducing the interest, and exempting the new 
bonds in express terms from all taxation, State, Federal, or municipal; 
and to prevent all mistake or misapprehension as to ‘the character, 
quality, and weight of the money in which payment of the new bonds 
should be made, they caused to be printed on each bond as part of its 
obligation, *‘thatit shall be paid in coin of the standard value prescribed 
by law on the 14th of July, 1870. The present gold and silver coin 
are both of the standard value prescribed by the law of July 14, 1870, 
and were then as now both full legal-tenders for all our obligations. All 
the bonds that mature in 1892 and 1907, amounting to about$1,000,000,- 
000, stand to-day unchanged, and payableas required by the act of 1870. 
The remnant of those payable now have changed, the interest has 
been lowered, and the time extended, but the same provisions govern 
them, and the same conditions are written out as part of the contract 
inallof them. Let me read. Inscription on face of bonds of the 5 per 
cent. funded loan of 1881: 


This bond is issued in accordance with the visions of an act of Con; 
entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt, approved July 
14, 1870, amended by an act erred angry! 20, 1871,” and is redeemable at 
the pleasure of the United States after the first ne of May, A. D. 1881, in coin of 
the standard value of the United States on said July 14, 1870, with ‘interest in 
such coin from the day of the date hereof, at the A of 5 per cent, per annum, 
payable ey BY: on the Ist day of February, M: wy; August, and November, in 
each year. The principal and inher araarangh ire e payment of all taxes 
and duties ofthe United States, as well as from taxation in any form by or cater: 
State, municipal, or local authority. 

Extract from face of United States 4 per cent. bond: 


“ This bond is issued in accordance with the A phage arch of an act of Congress 
entitled “An act to authorize the refundin the National Debt,” approved 
July 14, 1870, amended by an act approved January 20, 1871, and is redeemable 
at the pleasure of the United States after the Ist day of July, A. D. 1907, in coin 
of the standard value of the United States on said July 14, 1870, with interest in 
such coin from the day of the date hereof at the rate of 4 per cent. per annum, 
payable “beens f on the Ist day of October, Jani , April, and July in each 
year. The principal and interest are exempt from t e payment of all taxes or 
Juties of the United States, as well as from taxation in any form by or under 
State, municipal, or local authority. 

In the face of these facts it is simply absurd for anybody to assert 
that they are payable in gold alone, or that the tax-payers of the coun- 
try are under any obligation, express or implied, either to demonetize 
or stop the coinage of the silver dollar, which is of thestandard valuere- 
quired by theact of July 14, 1870, or to increase its weight thirty, forty, 
or any other number of grains, because England, to whom we have 
ignominiously surrendered the carrying trade of this oniy ad © and the 
world, with her 200, 000,000 0fserfsin Indiaand elsewhere, and German: 
after extorting $1, 000, 000, 000 of gold from France, have combined £ 
the interest of their money-changers to depreciate silver, or put up the 
market price of gold 20 per cent. 

If the gold mines of California and Australia had continued to pro- 
duce abundantly, and the Comstock lode and the Leadville mines 
not produced silver, so that the market value of the two metals as 
bullion in London had been reversed, the ent could be made 
quite as plausibly that the silver dollar was the constitutional unit of 
value in 1870, which the bondholders have a right to demand. 

There isnotan outstanding obligation of the United States, nor of any 
State, municipality, corporation, or individual which can not be legally 
and honorably discharged by the payment of the present standard silver 
dollar. What right has Congress to deprive the debtor of that right by 
adding more silver to the coin than he agreed to pay, or by stopping its 
coinage sothat he can notobtainit? Itisas palpable a violation of acon- 
tract to increase the obligation of the debtor asit is toimpair or reduce the 
standard value of the coin which the creditor stipulated in his contract 
should be paid to him, “When Congress has once coined money and reg- 
ulated the value thereof, and contracts are based upon it, the right to 
pay according to its terms can not rightfully or justly be taken from the 
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people, and Senators and Representatives who deprive them of that 
right will have unpleasant explanations to make tothe men whose bur- 
dens are increased«by their vote. It ‘is simply an attempt to repeat 
the legislation of 1869, and the same pretenses are made now that were 
made then. An honest dollar for the laboring man was then, as now, 
-held up as the patriotic object of those who repudiated the greenback, 
as higher wages to labor is claimed to be the prime object of all the 
patriotic combinations of monopolists and machine-owners, who tax us 
all 46 per cent. under the present protective tariff and yet hire the 
cheapest pauper labor they can import. It is the wolf guarding the 
lamb, the spider the fly, and the hawk the sparrow. 

I propose to test this question in the light of the facts furnished us by 
our Treasury officials. Weare, of course, as good judges of the value of 
the facts they furnish and as competent to draw correct conclusions from 
them as they are. The last report from the Treasury Bureau of Sta- 
tistics, relative to our foreign commerce for the fiscal year 1885, proves 
that there is no such condition either in our trade or exports of metals, 
whether of coin or bullion, as to render it necessary to strike down our 
silver coinage. It shows (page 1) that our total exports for 1885 were 
$726,682,946, and for 1884, $724,964,852, while our total imports for 
1885 were $577,527,329, and for 1884, $667,697,693. 

It will thus be seen that while the value of our exports in 1885 ex- 
ceeded those of 1884 our imports were more than $90,000,000 less. 
The same report shows that for 1885 our exports of gold were $8,477,892, 
and for 1884, $41,081,957, or over $32,000,000 less for the last fiscal 
year than for the year before. Our exports of silver for 1885 were $33,- 
750,633, and for 1884, $26,051,426, or nearly $8,000,000 more last year 
than the year before, while ourimports of gold last year exceeded those 
of the year before nearly $4,000,000. These facts falsify the clamor 
that gold is fieeing from our country, and proves that all the (pretended) 
evils of a single depreciated silver standard are myths. 

Nor is it true that our silver eoin has iated since July, 1870, 
when tested by any other standard than the market value of bullion in 
London. 

The report above referred to (pages 5 and 6) gives the New York or 
export prices in currency of the commodities which constituted over 80 
per cent. of our exports, nearly all agricultural products in 1870 and 
1885; from which it will be seen that the silver dollar, which it has 
become fashionable to malign and denounce in aristocratic circles, will 
now purchase from 25 to 30 per cent. more of all that the toiling millions 
of this country labor to produce, and of all that men need money to 
obtain, than it would in July, 1870. To avoid all dispute as to these 
facts I quote the lan of the report, as follows: 

The following table shows the annual average export price in cur- 


rency of the articles of domestic product named and for the years indi- 
cated: 


Year ending June 30— 


1870. 1885. 

90 92.5 $0 54.0 
1 28.9 86.2 
611.2 4 89.7 
23.5 10.6 
Leather ....00.cc0e sosse 23.5 19.8 
Mineral oils, refined. 30.5 08.7 
Bacon, hams.. 15.7 09.7 
MINTO EENE P NV EE 0 ...006 16.6 07.9 
Park, G02600 RR E NO voscoy 13.2 06.3 
Boef, salted... ceaccossovcccsoveccosesscsccresocsnecsecn soss ossen AO issin 07.3 07.5 
Butter. DO Pana 29.3 16.8 
Cheese oe Disease = it 

Egg»... OZEN. n É $ 
Starch 08,2 04.0 
Sad dO... 12.6 06.4 
Tobacco, sovesenscsenoseesveseeetse sesses seencesssusosenssecesoons AOne IL 3 09.9 


In the face of these oficial facts and figures as to our trade, and ex- 
ports and imports of gold and silver, and the comparative purchasing 

wer of the silver dollar now and in 1870, I repeat: Why should it 

stricken down, or its purchasing power further increased 20 per cent. 

by adding 40, 50, or any other number of grains to its weight? In 
other words, why should every producer and debtor have to give 20 
per cent. more of the products of his labor to obtain either a new silver 
dollar or gold coin with which to pay his debts than he does now, 
when he is already paying his obligations according to the terms of 
his contract in a coin which will procure for its owner much more of 
all he needs than it would in1870? Itis only another phase of the con- 
stant struggle of the rich to grind the face of the poor, ard of the fa- 
vored few to enrich themselves by class legislation. 

While no one can deny that every obligation of the United States 
and every contract within our own borders can be di honora- 
bly with the present silver dollar, we are told that our foreign obliga- 
tions and relations are such that gold will be at a premium very soon, 
and we will be on a basis of degraded silver at once if we do not in- 
crease the weight or stop the coinage of silver; that all Europe is hor- 
rified at our stupidity or dishonesty, or both. Even England, whose 


gold is said to be used so freely to buy Senators and Representatives to 
vote for revenue tariffs against protection to monopolies called Ameri- 
can industry, is held up now by the gold monometallists as an example 
worthy of all imitation; her financial policy is lauded as the perfec- 
tion of human wisdom. Fortunately the official reports overthrow all 
the reckless assertions of the gold worshipers. The Register of the 
Treasury (see report for this year, page 4), shows that out of $1,071,- 
460,262 registered bonds of the United States outstanding only $11,- 
927,900, or a little over one-tenth of 1 per cent. is held abroad, andof 
those which can be paid before 1892, foreigners hold only $34,150, 
which is less than the interest on the money now lying idle in the 
Treasury for one day.at 3 per cent. per annum. . 

These facts coupled with the fact that our exports of goods exceeded 
our imports $130,000,000 this year, and ourimportsof gold exceeded our 
gold exports $18,213,804, an amount greatly exceeding all our bonds 
held abroad, settle the question. ‘The falsity of the clamor about for- 
eign complications or gold premiums is made too apparent for any sen- 
sible man to be deceived by it. 

The press is filled with articles day by day which seek to make peo- 
pe believe Sa other nations taye ceased O; and that we 

one are stu! y persisting in forcing it upon this country after it 
has been abandoned everywhere else. £ i of 

I propose to disprove these allegations by officially stated facts. The 
Director of the Mint in his last report shows (pages 131, 132) that for 
the year 1884 the world’s production of gold was $95,292,569; of silver 
$115,147,878; and that $99,459,240 of gold was coined, while the coin- 
age of silver last year amounted to $90,039,443, of which the United 
States coined $23,991,756 of gold, and $28,534,866 of silver. Other na- 
tions, therefore, coined in 1884 $61,504,577 of silver, showing that we 
are far from being alonein the coinage of that metal. England coined 
$3,204,824 of silver last year and $6,201,517 the year before, to add to 
her stock which has been accumulating for generations; while she has 
coined silver for India in the last three years to the value of $68,234,000. 

The workers for wages in England to-day get their pay in silver coin, 
and the question is never mooted by them as to the comparative bullion 
value of the silver and gold coin of that country. Even Germany, not- 
withstanding she pretended to have demone silver twelve years 
ago, coined in 1882 $6,407,157 of it to add to her vast stock on hand; 
her laborers are paidin it now. Nocomplaint is made anywhere, here 
or in Europe, about silver coin except by the holders of our bonds, who 
seek to increase largely the purchasing power of gold, or, which is the 
same thing, reduce the value of all our 25 to 50 per cent. 
below its present value when tested by single standard of gold, 
which they claim shall be paid by us to them and to them alone. They 
do not seck to establish the single gold standard, they say; they are bi- 
metallists. They agree that silver is a legal tender for all debts and ob- 
ligations of the Government, except those held by them. It is good 
enough to pay the laborer, the soldier, the sailor, in short, all who work 
for the United States, but they insist that it is dishonest in us to 
it to them, although their bonds and obligations all show on their ed 
that it is a legal tender in payment of them all so long as it is coined 
of the standard value fixed by law, July 14, 1870, as it is now and 
always has been. 

Our dollar is more valuable than that coined by most of the other 
leading nations, France included, theirs bearing the relation of 15} to 
1 with gold, while ours is 16 to 1. I need not repeat in detail what 
the official reports show in regard to the gold, silver, and paper currency 
of the several countries. It is sufficient to prove by them that while 
the difference in the market value of gold and silver in London oper- 
ates to degrade their silver coin more than it does ours, France and 
other countries maintain their silver and paper in all transactions, pub- 
lic and private, at par with gold under far greater difficulties than we 
rA contend with, no matter from what standpoint the comparison 
is e. 

The Comptroller of the Currency is his last report, page 26, says: 


From infi 
the United States to France, it appears that notes of the Bank of France are 
le at sight, either in gold or silver 5-franc 
er denominations being 


ion amounted to 2,786,051,930 francs, the bank holding at that time 
cash amounting to 2.265,636,853 franos, of which 1,162,987,434 francs was gold and 
1,102,649,419 francs silver. 


It will be observed that the Bank of France alone holds more silver 
coin than the total silver coinage of the United States. Up to July1, 
1885, we had only coined 203,000,000 of silver dollars. Thesilvercoin 
in the Bank of France, at five francs to the dollar, amounts to $220,- 
529,884, or over $17,500,000 more than our total coinage. How many 
millions more are in the hands of her people I am not advised—more, 
perhaps, than are held by the Bank of France, yet they are all a full 
legal tender and all as good as gold. France is little more than two- 
thirds as large as the State of Texas; her internal trade and commerce 
is a mere bagatelle compared with that of this almost boundless con- 
tinent; her population is not two-thirds as large as ours and far less 
enterprising; her foreign commerce is much smaller than ours; goldcan 
be transported from the Bank of France in Paris to the Bank of Eng- 
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land in London in a few hours; they are not as far apart as New York 
and Washington. Whyis it notdone? Whyis she not brought to the 
so-called degraded silverstandard? Five more years of coinage of silver 
at the present rate will not bring ours up to hers either in volume or 
proportion to gold. Simply because her officials and her public credi- 
tors sustain her silverand do not repudiate it nor seek to itas 
ours have done for years. past and still continue to do in violation of 
the plainest provisions of Jaw. 

As I haye stated in the preamble to my resolution, our customs dues 
are made payable in coin, and section 3694 Revised Statutes provides 
that— 
and shall bs applied an fellows; Flesh, fo tee POENTA Sots of Soe Teano ot 
the bonds and notes of the United States; second, to the purchase or pay. 
ment of 1 percent. of the entire debt of the United States, to be made wii 
each fiscal year, which is to be set apart as a sinking fund,&c.; * * + third, 
the residue to be paid into the Treasury. 

No Secretary of the Treasury can mistake his duty under that law; 
no public creditor can complain when the interest on his bond is paid 
in the coin which is set apart as a special fund, first for the payment 
of the interestdne to him. Yet millions, hundreds of millions, have 
been paid for duties on imported since 1878 in silver coin and 
Silver certificates, which is only a convenient form of handling silver, 
as the coin they represent is ours when the certificates are paid to us; 
yet not one dollar, so far as I am advised, has ever been paid in silver 
as interest on the public debt or in the purchase of a single bond for 
the sinking fund, though it has been i as a coin which con- 
stituted the special fand created by law by its acceptance in payment 
of duties on imported goods. The public creditors have unjustly de- 
manded gold for the interest on their bonds without any semblance of 
right, and every Secretary of the T. has ed the law and 
acceded to their demands. Our officials have thus aided and abetted 
the organization of the most powerful body of capitalists in the United 
States against silver coinage; men who control the currency of the 
country and hold the obligations of all its business concerns; men who 
can inflate or contract the circulating medium on which all our com- 
mercial transactions depend; men who hold $737,742,850 of bonds of 
the United States maturing in 1907, on which they now demand a pre- 
mium of 24 per cent., and seek by striking down silver still further to 
increase their premiums. 

They hold also $250,000,000 of our bonds payable in 1892, which they 
seek to enhance the value of even beyond the 12 per cent. prenttum 
they now command. These men control boards of trade, chambers of 
commerce, and the best talent of the press; they can crush all who are 
in debt if they dare to dissent from or object to the demands they make; 
the reports of their conventions and speeches are laid before us with a 
parade and semblance of authority equal to the report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury or the message of the President. 

I shall not be surprised if they dominate this Congress, but it will 
be after I have entered my protest against it and have given to the 
country my reasons for so pro’ 

If the managers of the finances of had treated her silver coin- 
age asour officials have ours she would have been prostrated, financially, 
at the feet of England and Germany long ago. 

Why have the holders of the dishonored trade-dollar been impor- 
tuning Congress for years to give them in exchange for it a standard 
dollar containing 4124 grains, while it contains 420? Simply because 
one is a legal tender and will pay the debts of its owner, and the other 
will not. Yet tested by the bullion value the trade-dollar is worth the 
most. When our Treasury officials yielded to the clamor of the bond- 
holders and violated the law by admitting their right to refuse silver 
received at the custom-house in payment of the interest or principalof 
their bonds, they degraded our standard silver dollar by depriving itof 
its most important function asa legal tender; and now, having captured 
the executive branch of the Government, the bondholders and their at- 
torneys are besieging Congress to enforce their demand for gold alone 
in the settlement of theirclaims, all law, justice, and equity to the con- 
trary notwithstanding, by striking down the silver of standard 
value of July, 1870, which they then demanded and inserted in the 
face of every bond they hold as one of the coins in which the bonds 
should be paid. It is hard to do justice to their audacity in temperate 
language; I hardly think I am equal to the task, and will not attempt 
it. I can, however, get the facts before the people. 

The last report of the Treasurer, page 35, shows that the receipts at 
me New York custom-house for the fiscal year 1885, were paid as 
follows: 


United States legal-tender notes... $36, 161, 000, or 28.9 per cent. 
United States gold coin._..-..-.---- , 544,000, or 1.2 per cent. 
United States gold certificates... 42, 779, 000, or 34.1 per cent. 
United States silver certificates... 44, 660, 000, or 35.6 per cent. 
United States silver coin-......--._- 158, 000, or 0.1 per cent. 

TOUS oes asus nena eee 125, 302, 000, or 100 per cent. 


It is fair to assume that the payments at the other custom-houses 
were made in substantially the same character of money. It will be 
observed that more of the customs dues were paid in silver and silver 


certificates than were in gold and gold certificates; all of itis by 
law a special fand which can not legally be paid or covered into the 
Treasury till the interest on the public debt is paid out of it, and the 
bonds for the sinking fund are or redeemed. 

These, together, required about $108,000,000, yet not a dollar of sil- 
ver has been so applied; it is paid into the Treasury and held there, 
and a clamor is raised that it can not be again got-into circulation. If 
the law was obeyed and the bondholders required to take the same pro- 
portion of silver dollars that the Government receives through its cus- 
tom-houses, the bondholders would have no difficulty in getting them 
all into circulation; and when it is made their interest to maintain and 
support the silver they own we would hear no more about its being dis- 
honest money. ‘The Secretary says (page 14 of his report) that the bal- 
ance in the Treasury has been increased from the 4th of March, 1885, 
to the 1st of November, 1885, $58,053,702.27, yet there has been no 
reduction of the interest-bearing debt (and that is the only debt that is 
a burden on tax-payers) since November, 1884, certainly not since 
March, 1885. The monthly reports show $194,000,000 of 3 per cent. 
bonds then outstanding and precisely the same amount in November. 

How is the surplus silver coin to, get out of the Treasury if the 

to pay it out forinterest and refuses to call in the bonds 
which are now payable? 

There is no more effectual or pernicious method of contracting the 
currency than by collecting by taxation a large sum in excess of the 
needs of an economically inistered Government and locking it up 
in the Treasury. Every dollar needlessly taken from the tax-payer 
wrongfully deprives him of that much capital which he needs and la- 
bored to obtain, and when it is locked up the circulating medium which 
all the people want is wrongfully withheld fromthem. The thief who 
steals and squanders an unneeded surplus locked up in the Treasury 
vaults would inflict less injury on the country and its business if the 
money he stole was put in-circulation, than a Secretary who holds and 
hides in vaults currency which the people want, and refuses to use it 
to pay the debts, especially interest-bearing debts, which the men who 
own this money owe. It is easy to raise a clamor about a surplus, but 
it will be more difficult to explain to the people why such vast amounts 
of the money they have been so heavily taxed to furnish is lying idle 
in the overloaded Treasury vaults, and they deprived of its use, while 
interest is running against them on bonds which can be and ought to 
be paid. The idle money when paid ont for interest on bonds would 
at once be released and restored to circulation. 

Speaking of circulation, we are constantly told that there is now a 
great abundance of it outstanding; indeed, we are officially advised 
that the legal-tender notes and the silver certificates should all be 
withdrawn—I presume because of the superabundance of currency. 
Let us look for a few minutes at the effect of these recommendations, if 
carried out, and see how far these certificates are now used as currency. 

It was the avowed purpose of the advocates of both gold and silver 
certificates, and I was one of them, to furnish a safe, convenient paper 
currency, every dollar of which could be used just as the coin paid for 
it could be, and which would be secured by the deposit of an equal 
amount of coin in the Treasury. No better security could be asked 
or given. It was not thought desirable to have the coin of either 
metal exposed to the risk of loss or reduction of value by the abra- 
sion which necessarily accompanies its active use. The rta- 
tion of both was known to be dangerous and expensive; all the ex- 

and risk, as well as the deterioration of the coin, was avoided 
= the use of the paper substitutes, while the United States were sure 
to be amply compensated for all the expenses incurred for vaults, cus- 
todians, and everything else. “ 

We—I mean by we all the people—received a coin dollar for every 

per dollar issued. We only pay out the coin on the paper brought 

to our agents. All of it that is lost or destroyed by fire, flood, or 
the thousand accidents that all transitory things are subject to, is our 
gain. We had experience in operations of that sort, and knew that 
they were profitable. Forty-five millions of dollars of fractional cur- 
rency was issued. We afterward called it in for cancellation, and we 
now know that$15,000,000, or one-third of it, has been lost or destroyed. 
We made $15,000,000 out of that issue, as we received full considera- 
tion for the whole amount issued. Weonly redeem such national-bank 
notes as are returned; and the amount now known to be lost is so great 
that the Comptrolleris devising all sorts of ingenious plans in his report 
to get it away from us for the benefit of the banks. None of them lost 
any of it. The people who borrowed it or worked for it, after the banks 
got value received for it, were the sufferers; yet the Comptroller wants 
it all for the banks. I expect they will getit. They have as much 
right to it as to have their interest and principal paid in gold alone or 
= rea silver pae omi I have no idea that $300,000,000 of 

e ,000,000 of greenbacks charged in the reports as outstanding 
could be returned if they were called in to-day. All lost is clear profit 
to the Government. It is a sufficient answer to all the clamor about 
expense and vaults that the coin is preserved from loss and from abra- 
sion, and that our gain from the loss of the outstanding paper, if it is 
kept in denominations in which it will circulate, as it onght to be, will 
amply compensate the United States for all the expenses of its safe-keep- 
ing. 
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The object we all had in view by keeping in actual use paper substi- 
tates for gold coin to the extentof the coin deposited has been grossly 
perverted. The coin is locked up, and four-fifths of the certificates is- 
sued are of such high denominations that they are of no sort of use as 


currency. 

The Treasurer’s report, page 23, shows that on the 30th of June, 
1885, the outstanding gold certificates amounted to $137,760,860, of 
which all but $33,360,000 were in denominations of $500 and upward, 
more than $55,000,000 of them being for $10,000 each. It is obvious 
that the people get no benefit in the form of currency when bills or 
certificates exceed $100. 

The Director of the Mint, on page 29 of his report, speaking of these 
paper substitutes, says: ‘‘As these certificates represent coin in the 
‘Treasury, which coin can only be used in their redemption, they really 
form apart of the active coin circulation of the country.’ The Director, 

haps, did not know that $55,000,000 of them were for $10,000 each, 
as it would be absurd to speak of such notes or certificates as forming 
part of our active circulation. ; 

The Treasurer’s report (page 24) shows that on June 30, 1885, silver 
certificates amounting to $139,901,64G were outstanding, and that 
$103,758,091 were in ten and twenty dolllar bills, in about equal propor- 
tions. None were higher than $1,000; so that theonly real currency fur- 
nished to the people in the shape of certificates is that based on the de- 
posit of silver coin. Yet the dollars so deposited are held up as useless 
incumbrances, performing no function of value, and all our officials 
join in the crusade against them and the certificates that represent 
them, and Congress to withdraw the one and stop the coinage of 
the other. I $ not propose to do either unless better reasons are given 
why it should be done than any I have yet seen or heard. I would, 
however, amend the law so that no certificate should be of a higher 
denomination than $500, and not more than 25 per cent. of the amount 
outstanding at any time should be of denominations higher than $50. 
The legal-tender notes, too, are attacked. It seems as though every 
form of currency which costs nothing and enriches nobody is condemned. 

It is assumed that the Government has no right to use its own credit 
or to furnish any part of the currency the people need. Legal-tender 
notes are denounced as a forced loan, as rag-babies, shinplasters, in- 
deed every opprobrious epithet has been hurled against them by those 
who insist that they must be vested with the sole right to issue cur- 
rency to loan at a profit to themselves, and to dictate through their or- 

ization how much or how little it is most profitable to them to keep 
circulation. But the people and their representatives have so far 
sustained the greenbacks, and while they have always been repudiated 
to the extent that they could not be legally paid at the custom-houses 
for duties on imports, and that is the law now, over $47,000,000 of them 
were received for duties last year in New York alone by executive or- 
ders in plain violation of law. The majority of the Senate refused last 
yearto make them receiveable for duties, and yet we permit $47,000,000 
of them to be so received. I have a bill now before the Finance Com- 
mittee making it legal to receive them for customs dues, as I believe 
they ought to be; yet I insist that no executive officer ought to be al- 
lowed to do an in violation of law, or to be placed in a position 
in which he feels authorized or compelled to disregard it. 

Congress by the act of May 31, 1878 (see Statutes at Large, volume 
20, 87), made an effort to retain what was then left of the legal- 
tender notes, and to preserve them in such shape that they would be 
currency in the hands of the people. We provided, in substance, that 
whenever legal-tender notes are received at the Treasury from any 
source they shall not be retired, but shall be reissued and paid out 
again and kept in circulation, and that new notes of the same denom- 
ination of those returned because too much mutilated for use shall be 
issued in their stead. It is obvious that Congress did not intend to 
allow any increase of the denomination of the legal-tender notes above 
what existed when that act was passed; yet the table on page 20 of the 
Treasurer’s report shows that bills of the denomination of $500 have 
increased in the last year nearly $10,000,000, while those of smaller 
denominations have been y decreased. : 

There can be but one p in this attack all along the line on 
e except gold and national-bank notes, and that is to trans- 
fer to the holders of our bonds absolute power over the currency, which 
means over the business of the country. 

The report of the Comptroller of the Currency develops that 
perhaps, more plainly than the others. After insisting that Congress 
should repeal the tax on circulation, give up the profit made on the 
lost bank notes, or put it into a safety fund with other things for the 
benefit of the banks, he adds, on page 18: Š 

Such legislation would have the effect of maintaining bank-note circulation, 
and prevent its being superseded by Government issues, which an authority as 
high as Al der ton has said “are of a nature so liable to abı and it 
may even be affirmed so certain of abused, that the wisdom of the Govern- 
ment will be shown in never trusting itself with the use of so seducing and dan- 
gerous an experiment.” á $ 

I assume that it is too clear to admit of debate, mo matter what Mr. 
Hamilton or anybody else said, that a circulating note, in any form, 
properly secured, is as good when issued by the Government as a like 
note would be when issued by a corporation created by the Government 
and secured by a Government bond; and hardly anybody but the Comp- 


troller or a bank attorney would venture to assert that the Secretary of 
the Treasury is not as likely to be honest and careful of the public in- 
terest in maintaining and keeping the necessary amount of circulation 
afloat for legitimate business purposes as bank presidents would be, who 
are under no obligation to consult the public welfare, but, as the pri- 
vate interests of their stockholders demand, may contract or expand 
their issues as the one course or the other best subserves their private 
ends regardless altogether of the public weal; indeed, they are apt to 
be enriched when they can most surely oppress the masses. 

Yet, in the face of his claim that all other circulation is unsafe, the 
Comptroller shows that the decrease in national-bank circulation in 
the last three years amounts to over $48,000,000, and says that it would 
have decreased $25,000,000 more if the of the Treasury had 
not come to their reseue by refusing to use the money at his command 
in the purchase of the 3 per cent. bonds on which their circulation 
is based; in other words, the people have lost over $2,000,000 of interest 
and the bankers have made $6,000,000 on loans by the operation. The 
Comptroller shows very clearly why the bondholders are so anxious to 
get clear of the silver dollar; they fear that the premium on their bonds 
will fall if they are paid in whole or in part in silver. But he stated 
the whole case so clearly that I will read, on page 15 of his report: 

It will be seen that the banks held on November 1, 1854, $155,604,400, and on 
November 1, 1885, 920,650, of 3 percents under the act of Jul 12, 1882, pay- 
able at the pleasure of the Government. The epee Aa the Commer, dur- 
ing the year ending November 1, 1883, paid $105,631,150, and during the year 
ending November 1, 1884, $105,970,450 of the public debt. ' In the latter year 3 
aaiye only were called. No bonds were called for the —— ending Novem- 

r 1, 1885. ing upon the theory that the public debt would, during the 
year ending November 1, 1885, continue to be reduced by the payment of 3 per 
cent. bonds, and that this reduction would occasion the reinvestment of trust 
and other funds invested in threes, and cause a greater demand for and conse- 
quent increase in the price of 4 per cent. bonds to a point at which it would be 
more —— for the national banks to sell them, the Comptroller estimated 
in his last annual report to Congress, that unless legislation should be secured 
enabling the banks to issue curreney at a fair profit, circulation would be re- 
duced at the rate of at least $40,000,000 per annum. It is believed that this esti- 
mate would have been substantially correct had the Government continued dur- 
ing 1885 to call and pay the 3 per cent. bonds as rapidly as during the two previ- 


ous years. 

The reduction of circulation of national banks during the year ending No- 
vember 1, 1885, for reasons other than the call of bonds by which it was secured, 
was greater than anticipated. The causes which have led to this result are 
small profit remaining to national banks on circulation after paying the tax of 
1 per cent. per annum imposed by the Government; reduction in the rates of 
interest throughout the country, occasioned by the abundance of money in the 
financial centers; and, doubtless, uneasiness maps 3 certain of the bankers of 
the coun as to the outcome of the increase of silver in the Treasury, such 
increase i: ing that ly the inlerest on the public debt, and even some portion 
of the principal, might be paid in standard silver dollars, and that Government 
bonds might thereby become depreciated in foreign markets, which would un- 
peraan A affect their price in this retry td The credit and standing of this 
country is deservedly high, and it is not believed that the people desire either 
the principal or interest on the bonded debt of this country to be paid in any- 
thing but gold coin or its equivalent. 


I think the Comptroller makes it clear that the country can not af- 
ford to rely for its circulation on national-bank notes. He asserts that 
the bankers will surrender their circulation and sell the bonds upon 
which it is based, regardless altogether of the public needs, whenever 
they can make more money by selling the bonds than they can by loan- 
ing the circulation. We all know that to be true. 

Can Congress afford to vest absolute power over the contraction and 
expansion of the circulating medium which regulates all our transac- 
tions exclusively in the hands of men who gamble with it for private 
gain without any sort of public responsibility ? 

I think not; yet, if we retire the greenbacks and the silver certifi- 
cates, as our oflicials advise us to do, we will have no currency butna- 
tional-bank notes left, which they can expand or contract at pleasure. 
Nobody pretends that in the reduction of these notes from $324,000,000 
in November, 1882, to $276,000, 000 in November, 1885, the public inter- 
ests or needs were for a moment considered. 

I desire to state with great distinctness that I am not making war on 
bondholders or national banks or bankers. I voted to renew their char- 
ters, to repeal all taxes on their capital and deposits, and will cheer- 
fully vote for any and all measures to add to their usefulness, 
either by increasing their circulation to par with the bonds deposited, 
or, if it can be done with justice to their competitorsin business, reduce 
or repeal the tax on their circulation. But I would require them to take 
thesame coins, both goldandsilver, thatall other creditors ofthe Govern- 
ment receive. I shall always oppose the grant or recognition of any 
superior rights or privileges in them or in the obligations they hold over 
those of other citizens. I would divorce them from polities, and deprive 
them of power to control or influence legislation by contracting or ex- 
panting or by threatening to interfere with our currency, as was done 
when they obtained President Hayes’s vetoon a memorable occasion. I 
would require them to obey the law and receive the coin which we take 
at the custom-house and set a as a special fund for their security 


and payment. When we say by law, as we have done, that ‘no na- 
tional banking association shall be a member of any clearing-house in 
which such (silver) certificates shall not be receivable in the settlement 
of clearing-house balances,” I would forfeit the charter of any bank 
that dared to disobey the law, as I would fine and imprison any officer 
of any of them who would certify checks when the funds were not actu- 
ally in the bank at the time. 


1885, 


In short, no set of men should be allowed to exercise privileges pro- 
hibited by law, nor have rights given to them in to the character 
and quality of the coin in which their debts be paid which are 
denied to all other equally meritorious creditors; and no set of men 
should ever have power to regulate or control, as their private interests 
may be affected, the currency or the business of the people. If that 
power is yielded or conceded to them, with legal-tender notes and silver 
certificates withdrawn and gold paid to them, and to them alone, for 
their interest and bonds, Congress would be powerless to resist any 
demands our bondholders and bankers might make. I know their 
power and appreciate the adroitness with which they can have their 
claims presented, Even the President in his message has been induced 
to say that up to the present time only about $50,000,000 of the silver 
dollars we have coined have found their way into circulation. He modi- 
fied that statement by showing that a large amount of silver certifi- 
cates were outstanding. ` 

But the press of the country has taken up the first statement, leav- 
ing out all the qualifications, and parade it before the country as con- 
clusive evidence that too much silver has already been coined, and that 
all of it isan incumbrance except about $50,000,000. They utterly 
ignore the fact which the official reports show that at the close of the 
last fiscal year, June 30, 1885, out of a total coinage of $203,000,000, 
$140,000,000 in round numbers was in active circulation in the form of 
silver certificates, in addition to the coin in the hands of the people, of 
which certificates $44,660,000 was paid to the Government for customs 
dues during the last fiscal year at the port of New York alone—more than 
was paid in gold and gold certificates combined. Why is not the coin 
represented by these certificates as much in active circulation as if it 
was passed from hand to hand as often as the certificates are? I ask, 
is it fair to complain of the silver held in the Treasury as being expen- 
sive and useless, under such circumstances, and yet not utter one word 
of complaint in regard to over $137,000,000 of gold coin locked up, at 
the same time and in the same way, represented by the same sort of 
certificates, mostof them ina far less usefulform? Ifourofficials would 
unlock the Treasury vaults and pay our interest-bearing debt with the 
money they are complaining of being overwhelmed with they would 
be doing their duty more satisfactorily than by the course they are now 
pursuing. . 

The President says: 

A special effort has been made by the Secretary of the Treasury to increase 
the amount of our silver coin in circulation. 

Let him make one more effort and pay out the $60,000,000 or $75,- 
000,000 he received for customs dues, and which he has no use for, in 
payment of interest and in the redemption of the bonds now redeem- 
able, and the ordinary expenses of the Government will keep the vaults 
reasonably clear of all, not represented by certificates or bills, which 
the people have a right by law to demand on making a deposit of coin. 
No public creditor other than the bondholder has ever complained 
when payment is made to him in silver or silver certificates. l] other 
creditors are entitled to the same consideration as the holders of our 
bonds. We as a tax-paying people are not interested in keeping our 
bonds 24 per cent. above par when we must soon buy them with our 
surplus revenues, 

I may observe here that silver certificates are now and have always 
been a popular currency. 

The Treasurer in his last report, page 24, says: 

The issue of silver certificates by Treasury officers in the South and West 
for gold coin deposited with the assistant treasurer at New York, under De- 


AADA circular of September 18,1880, was discontinued in January last. 
he amount which had been issued in that manner to the date named was 


730,500. 
The Treasury order referred to reads thus: è 


“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, SECRETARY'S bale 
* Washington, D. C., 18, 1880. 

“ Until farther notice the United States assistant treasurer in New York will 
pay out at his counter standard silver dollars or silver certificates in sums of $10, 
or oe hirer yar thereof, in exchange for like amounts of gold coinor gold bull- 
ion deposited with him. 

“Upon ony yen es by the Treasurer of the United States in this city of an origi- 
nal certificate of — issued by the United States assistant treasurer at New 
bb oy that has been deposited with him fold coin or gold bullion 
in the sum of $10, or any multiple thereof, payment of a like amount in stand- 
ard silver dollars or silver certificates at the counter of any United States assist- 
ant treasurer designated by the depositor will be ordered. 

“JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary.” 
The Treasurer of the United States in his report to Congress dated 
November 1, 1880, says: 

‘The demand for silver certificates under the circular of the Department dated 
September 18, 1890, authorizing their exchange for gold coin and bullion, has 
been quite extensive at New Orleans, Saint Louis, „and Cincinnati, and 
there were paid out at these points an pon) the month of ber $3,485,000 in sil- 


ver certificates for an equal amount of gold coin deposited in the subtreasury in 
New York. 


And in December, 1881, the Secretary of the Treasury in his report 
says: Á 


The Department has issued silver certificates at the several subtreasury offices 
m a de tof gold coin in like amount with the assistant treasurer at New 


ork, and through this mean: have been issued for nearly all the 
silver held by the Treasury. These certificates amount to about $66,000,000 and 
are now outstanding. 


That condition of things doubtless rendered the following order nec- 
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essary, as all or nearly all the silver céin in the Treasury was repre- 
sented by outstanding silver certificates: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, SECRETARY'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., November 1, 1881. 


Until further notice the exchange of silver certificates for gold coin deposited 
at the office of the United States assistant treasurer at New York will be sus- 
Fy seach aan Sere” circular No. 75, of September 18, 1880, is hereby modi- 

i H. F. FRENCH, 
Acting secretary. 

Subsequently this restriction was removed for a time and over $80,- 
000,000 of silver certificates were taken principally by the people of the 
South and West in exchange for gold coin. The privilege was finally 
withdrawn in January, 1885. I ask in view of these facts how it can 
properly be charged that the people will not use the silver coinage, 
that they are hoarding gold, that the depreciated paper will soon greatly 
impair the purchasing power of the poor man’s wages, and that we are 
on the verge of a financial crisis unless we bring all our transactions at 
once to a gold basis? 

It must not be forgotten that all the gold coin deposited for silver 
certificates became at once the property of the United States; it was 
not held in the Treasury for their redemption. An equal amount of 
silver coin took its place for that purpose at once. Men who owned 
gold all overtheSouth and West, in Louisville, Indianapolis, Nashville, 
and other places, as well as those cities named in the report, sent their 
coin at their own expense to the assistant treasurer in New York in 
order to have silver certificates delivered to them for use as currency 
at home. Yet duringall that time the bullion value of gold in London 
was at least 15 per cent. more than silver, and the country was bein 
periodically alarmed, and Congress advised by our officials that old 
was leaving the country, that silver was a degraded standard of value, 
and that its coinage must be stopped or its weight increased or ruin 
would speedily be upon us because of its depreciation in the London 
market. i 

The facts I have stated overthrow all the speculations of the theorists. 
Our business men gladly exchanged their gold coin for silver certifi- 
cates and did not aek any better security for the paper they took than 
the silver dollar deposited in the . So far from hoarding gold 
because of its greater bullion value in a foreign market, they sent it to 
a distant depository to get the paper we are advised is dishonest money 
because it is depreciated 15 or 20 per cent. below gold in London. I 
have thus imperfectly outlined the reasons why I can not sustain at this 
time a policy which seeks to withdraw either our legal-tender notes, 
the silver certificates, or stop the silver coinage, and I see no propriety 
in increasing the weight of our silver coin beyond the standard value 
fixed by law in July, 1870, under and by which all our outstanding 
bonded indebtedness is ated. I am convinced that we can no 
longer look with safety to the national banks to furnish the country 
with a stable currency.’ 

I insist that every creditor of the Government is by law entitled to 
be paid in the same coin, and that our Treasury officials should be re- 
quired to pay silver as well as gold when received for customs dues to 
our bondholders, as they do to all others who have legal demands upon 
the Treasury; that done there will be no need, at least for years to 
come, to strike down silver in any form. The country is now red 
from a long period of depression. Al railroad securities recently fel 
50 per cent. on the average in eighteen months. Wheat, cotton, cat- 
tle, hi all farm products, are even now so apses that they leave 
no profit to the producer, even after he pays the lowest wages for which 
he can obtain labor in their production. Foreign nations are closing 
their ports against our leading exports and throwing all obstacles pos- 
sible in the way of our commerce. 

Our carrying trade is gone and is in the hands of our foreign com- 
petitors. We need to use all our resources of both gold and silver, and 
their paper representatives, to enable us to regain our lost prestige 
and to develop our resources in the most economical way. Contrac- 
tion, or destruction of any part of our means is, in my judgment, fatal 
to our laboring and especially to our debtor classes. So believing, I 
am opposed to it. 

Mr. President, I will only add that I have no interest in the silver 
question other than my conviction in regard to the best interest of the 
country, I never owned a dollar’s worth of stock, directly or indi- 
rectly, in any silver or other mine. The people I represent here are 
not specially interested init. We are in the central portion of this 
great continent, and our prosperity depends on the prosperity of every 
section. If hereafter I ascertain that I am wrong, and that the public 
good requires me to change my views, I hope I will have the courage 
to do so, and state the reasons therefor as frankly as I have given the 
reasons for my present convictions, 

Mr. MORRILL, Mr. President, this seems to be a very elaborate as- 
sault upon the Secretary of the and the President of the United 
States. If the resolution should pass, I take it it would be an expres- 
sion of want of confidence in this Administration. I is Se that the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky should represent the Secretary of the Treasury as 
being little better than a common thief, and allege that the President 
of the United States and the Secretary together have been bought up 
by the bondholders. But as it is probable that no Senator upon the 
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left is prepared at the present time to enter into a defense of the Ad- 
ministration, I will move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask the Senator to yield to me. 

Mr. MORRILL. I yield to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, on Friday last I gave notice 
that I would to-day—— ~ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the question on the adop- 
tion of the resolution offered by the Senator from Kentucky the Sen- 
ator from Iowa asks—— 


UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. On Friday last I gave notice that I should 
ask the Senate to-day to take from the table a resolution submitted by 
me on the 9th of December, and stated that it was my purpose to sub- 
mit some remarks to the Senate touching the subject-matter of that 
resolution; butinasmuchas the day has p so far into the later 
hours I will not ask that action be taken now, but give notice that on 
the reassembling of the Senate on the 5th of January I shall ask that 
that resolution be taken up for the purpose indicated. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the en- 
rolled joint resolution (H. Res. 2) to pay the officers and employés of 
the Senate and House of resentatives their ve salaries for the 
month of December, 1885, on the 21st day of said month; and it was 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


FLORIDA PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent to submit at this time a reso- 
lution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, ‘That a special committee of five Senators be, and are hereby, ap- 
poousa who shall be, and are hereby, charged with an investigation of all al- 
unlawful, unauthorized, or fraudulent appropriations of the public lands 
fogod United States in the State of Florida, to the detriment of actual settlers, 
rehasers for cash, or of the United States, under the sev- 


mittee with a com t clerk Raunas the office of Public a And that they 
have AET SS R to send tor persons and and to emplo; ras 6 a stenographer. 
And that said committee evidence 


ey. once ord to the Senate en by them and 
their recommendations on 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, in offering the resolution it is not my 
intention to make or suggest either directly or indirectly any 
against any official either of the Federal vs the State Horen, 
There have come to me in the past twelve months numerous letters in 
which it has been alleged that there have been improper dispositions 
of the public lands of the United States in Florida to a large extent; 
and for the purpose of doing justice to the people who have made the 
charges as well as to allow an opportunity for refutation on the part of 
those who may be connected with them, I have thought it right to ask 
that the matter may be investigated by the Senate. 

There has been a very large amount of the public lands of the United 
States appropriated under the several acts of Congress within the last 
few years, and there have been very great complaints on the part of 
homesteaders and other settlers of interference with their rights under 
the law by the locations that have been made. I think the subject is 
of sufficient importance to have the matter investigated by the Senate, 
and upon conference with members of the Committee on Public Lands 
they have some of them suggested to me that it would be better if it 
were done by a special committee of the Senate than by that committee, 
who are already charged with various im t bills. 

If there be no objection to the adoption of the resolution I will ask 


cag its + consideration. 
Mr. MORRILL, It should be referred, 
Mr. OAR. Is there legal authority in the Senate to direct the Inte- 


rior Department or a bureau in it to furnish a clerk for the use of the 


Senate? 
Mr. CALL. Ido not know in regard to that. It t be made a 
ty in that re- 


simple request if the Senator thinks there is any di 
t. 

P HOAR. Ido not propose to interfere with the Senator’s reso- 
lution, but I should think he had better give the committee the ordi- 
nary authority to appoint a clerk, and then if the chairman of the com- 
mittee wants a clerk of special skill he can make the arrangement with 
the proper Department. Certainly we have no such authority as to 
direct the Department to furnish a clerk. 

Mr, CALL. I shall have no objection to amending the resolution 
by inserting the word ‘'request,’’ but it was suggested to me by the 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior that there are some very well quali- 
fied clerks there who are familiar with the subject. 

Mr. HOAR. I should object to having either of them as I am at 
present advised. I think the ordinary authority of a committee to 
appoint a clerk should be put in, and then the chairman can make any 

ment with a particular Department to furnish him a clerk that 
is lawful and proper. 


Mr. CALL. I accept the suggestion, and ask the Secretary to amend 
the resolution by striking out that portion of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Florida will consent to have 
the resolution referred to the Committee on Public Lands. I haveread 
with some interest the report of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, and if I recollect correctly he does not confine his statements re- 
specting the publiclands to the State of Florida, but rather extends his 
comments to various portions of our country and intimates that there 
has been in divers places and in numerous States a misappropriation of 
the public domain through land grants and other violations of the 
homestead, pre-emption, and various other laws. 

While I do not object to any investigation with reference to Florida, 
it seems to me that the resolution should go to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands and be reported back from that committee, so that if neces- 
sary the scope of theinvestigation may go beyond the State of Florida. 

I know that a great many years ago there were numerous land grants 
made to the State of Florida for railroad purposes. I am not aware 
that there have been any recent grants made to that State, but I sug- 
gest to the Senator that the resolution should go to the Committee on 
Public Lands, from which committee it can be reported back in an 
acceptable form. 

Mr. CALL. I will ask the Senator if it would not meet his views to 
have the other States included in the resolution fora special committee. 
The only object I have in asking for a special committee is that it may 
have time to devote itself to the subject. I understand that the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands have their time very much occupied with 
many important matters already before it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itseems to me that the resolution itselfshould go to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and then with the knowledge they have 
upon the subject and with the information they have derived from va- 
rious sources they may wish to enlarge the scope of the inquiry or they 
may not think it necessary; I do not know. 

Mr. CALL. I suggest to the honorable Senator that while I shall 
not be very importunate for a special committee, the Committee on 
Public Lands are engaged almost all their time; and will be at this ses- 
sion, in hearing various representatives of different railroad corporations 
on the subject of the forfeiture of railroad land grants, and that they 
will have very little time to devote themselves to this subject. I have 
no objection to an amendment of the resolution so as to include all 
other States. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator misunderstands me. I do not wish to 
have this subject examined by the Committee on Public Lands, but 
aniy that the Committee on Public Lands shall report whether it is 

to raise a special committee for the purpose; in other words, 

that the resolution shall go to the Committee on Public Lands and be 
reported back with such recommendation as that committee may see fit 
to make. That is my idea in regard to a special committee; or if the 
Committee on Public Lands can undertake the investigation, it seems 
to me wiser and better that they should make it. They must have a 
large amount of information upon the general topic, and indeed the in- 
vestigations of the committee arein the very direction indicated by the 
Senator from Florida in many respects; that is, as to public lands in- 
cluded in railroad land grants. I only ask a reference of the resolution 
to the Committee on Public Lands. It seems to me that it ought to 
be referred to the committee. 

in offering the resolution to send up 


Mr. CALL. It was m pu 
and have read a number of letters from a of character and 
consideration asking that some angen pi be taken. The subject is 
of necessity one which will require proof and investigation into 
each individual case. I do not know that there is are before the 
Committee on Public Lands or accessible to them beyond these letters 
making statements in individual cases which haye come to me, some 
of which I ask the consent of the Senate to publish in the RECORD as , 
part of my remarks. I shall not detain pops pitts Pion. Am 

I do not undertake to say that there is any truth in these statements, 
but only state that there have been complaints from men of great 

ility and character, stating the facts in individual cases. If 
there is any truth in the statements, then there is & subject upon whfch ~ 
Congress should take some action, but the proof of the fact whether 
there is or not remains to be discovered by this p committee. 

There is nothing now before the Committee on Public Lands, and 
there can be nothing .accessible to them until they send for witnesses 
and examine them as to specific statements in each icular case. 

For that reason I should prere aspecial committee, though I should 
have no objection tọ their being charged with the inquiry into every 
other State where other statements of like character may be made if 
the Senator will not object toit. Ifhe does, I shall of course accept 
whatever order the Senate may make in the 

Mr. PLUMB. [Is the resolution before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not before the Senate except by 
unanimous consent. The Senator from Florida asks the unanimous 
consent of the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the tesolution. 
Is there objection ? 

Mr. MORRILL. I think it ought to go to the Committee on Public 
Lands before it is considered here. 

Mr. PLUMB. Before that is done—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is not before the Sem 
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_ arene unanimous consent. Is there objection to its present con- 
sideration 

Mr. MORRILL. I have no objection to its being referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, but I think that committee ought to decide 
whether the investigation should be made by aspecial committee and 
whether it should apply to Florida or include the whole country. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Vermont as objecting to the further consideration of the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 


of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT The Senator from Florida asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to print in the RECORD certain letters 
to which he has referred. Is there objection? ‘The Chair hears none, 
and that leave will be granted. A 


The letters are as follows: 


ORLANDO, ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA, November 16, 1885. 
Sir: Some time last June I wrote your Department relative to applications 
ngressional act 


of ran 
21 s0 


svanipani overflowed, informing your Department thatsome of them, from per- 

sonal know 

lands, and near i 
I did not w 


of ranges rags es 32, and 33 east. 1 then inquired what measures were 


officials, 
p as State selec- 
tions as soon as parties can be secured to purchase them from the State. Canit 


lators? 

If your Department will promptly answer this letter, by advancing the corre- 
spondence to the head of the list, I may be able to wa Arabiaa a apinaa 
information, should your Department deem it adv: le to be further informed. 

I now aver,as I did in June last, that these lands as one body should not be 
' pua State and the opportunity taken away from those who desire to 

estead them under the national laws before searching pete De had by 
ved as §i selections, 


you: t; andif any have already been appro an 
order should promptly issuc, pending further inquiry. 
Awaiting your early „Iam, 
Yours, very yı 
A, B. LONGAKER, 


ORLANDO, November 23, 1885. 
My Dear Sim: I regret that I did not meet you during your late stay in and 
visit at Orlando, I have lately been agen and pros 
vard, an: 


ed 

swamp and overflowed; and I understand that the United States land in Man- 
atee and Monroe has been applied foras State land. Thisregion [have traveled 
over during the last six mon and find much of it high and dry, and which 
ought not to be tted to be selected as State lands, 

therefore you to interest yourself to prevent these lands from ting 
away from hom r3, who ought to be secured the exclusive right to e- 
st them; atall events they should not be taken from the United States Gov- 
ernment to get into railroad and other monopolies, 


Very truly yours, 
È A. G. ROBERTS. 
Hon, W. CALL. 


WiıLDwooD, FLA., August 4, 1885. 
HONORABLE Sre: I, as a citizen of Hernando County, Flo havin, 
eiaa AOT OOIT 


Reddick’s Station, Marion County, Florida, 
In conclusion, I remain, 
Yours, very respectfully, 


Hon, WILKINSON Catt, 
United States Senate, 


OWEN BOYLE. 


Dave Crry, FLA., June 13, 1885. 
DEAR SIR: I write you this to show you how the actual settler has been treated 
by the Yulee Com My father-in-law, P. M. Alexander, and my- 
self settled upon this land, believi we would get it at Government 
by one H. N. Bratton, who is a son-in-law of J. L. 


Now, when these lands were advertised for sale I wentup to securemine. When 
I got there I was informed by one Ricord, who is an employé of the company, 
that my land was sold. I then appealed to Mr. Wailes, and he told me that he 
would make everyt! sa! tory. A 

Mr. W. B. Clarkson then told me that his cousin, James L. Clarkson, had 
bought the property to befriend my father-in-law, P. M. Alexander, Ithen told 
him if that was the case I would relinquish to H.M. Bratton, which I did. On 
my return home I got my father, J. J. Thrasher, to borrow the money at 12 per 
cent. and go and pay Mr. Bratton, which he did, and had Mr, Bratton to order 
the company to make him the deed. Now Mr, Bratton told my father that the 
company made him pay $5 peracre fortheland. My father, believing the state- 
ment, paid the money; but when the deed comes it only calls for $4 per acre. 
It also comes accompanied with the following letter from W. B. Clarkson in 
way of explanation: 


J.J. THRASHER, Hatton, Fla. : 

My Dear Sm: Asagentfor my cousin, J. L. Clarkson, and following his in- 
structions, I inclose herein your deed from F. R.& N. Go: for 80 acres land in 
section 21,T. 25, R.21. My cousin paid $5 per acre, as follows: $i to the company 
and $1 peracre for securing land in advance. The price was marked at $5 per 
acre, and would have cost you just that much had you bought yourself; but I 
succeeded in reducing the price to $ per acre, which, with the charge as above, 
raised the price to $5 per acre, as before. I hold receipt to show this. So then 

ou only pay what you would have had to P if you had bought it yourself. 
make th A pieg to show why J. L. C. charged you $5 peracre; ‘tis what 
he himself paid. 
“Very truly, yours, 


Hon. WILKINSON CALL, 
Jacksonville. 

I then wrote Mr. Wailes a letter, telling him what W, B. Clarkson had writ- 
ten my father, and asked him if the statement was a true one, and if the rate of 
my land was not $2.50 per acre instead of $5 per acre, and the following is his 
reply. You will see that he doesnot answer a single question Iasked him to: 


“Dear Sm: Replying to yours of 3d instant, I would state that the southeast 
quarter of section 21, T. 25 S., R. 21 E, was relinquished by you December 4, 
1884, to Henry N. Bratton for value received,and in accordance with said re- 
linquishment we sold the land to Mr. Bratton, and not to Mr. W. B, Clark- 
son, as your letter states. Mr. Clarkson also informs us that he has never 
bought any land of us for you, We can not see, therefore, that you have any 
cause ak complaint oe the company or against Mr. Clarkson, 

“Yo respect 
Pt “S. I. Wartes, D. O. 


“Per STANFORD." 


“W, B. CLARKSON.” 


“Mr, C. B, Dane Cun Fla.” 


Now, sir, what am Ito do? Shall I fold my hands and silently submit to this 
outrage, because I am notable to take any p: ings against them? Ican but 
cry to Heaven, because I know there is no law to protect a poor man, use 
he has no money to law with. 

I do not think that there is hardly a settler in this country but what would 
gladly take the amount he has paid out for these lands with the value of his im- 
ponosi added on, and kick the dust from his feetand leave the State. They 

ve made appeals after ap to the Government for protection against this 
company, but alas! it was all in vain, and nearly every one of thesettiers to-day 
is in a state almost equal to ry itself. They are like a helmless ship atsea 
without compass or rudder, atthe mercy of every wind and wave, for they know 
of no power that they can appenl to for prétection. 

I tell you, sir, that the time is not far distant when the poor people of this 
country will be forced to resort to desperate means for the protection of their 
families and themselves against these unprincipled corporations that would rob 
them of the last vestige they had and cause their children to beg bread. 

If you willonly stand up to the settler you will long be reme red and never 
forgotten by the good peor of Hernando County, Florida. - 

Hoping to hear from you soon, I remain, most veer ss 
C. B. THRASHER, 


N. B.—i would write to the press, but do not know of a paper that would pub- 
lish without pay: You can use this any way you please. Ifyou think there is 
Se r me to recover my money please write me how to proceed. 

o 


ur friend, OB 
. B. THRASHER, 


DADE Crry, FLA., July 7, 1885. 
Senator CALL: 


DEAR Sm: About February, 1882, I wrote a letter to A. T. Williams, railroad 
land commissioner of what was known as the ‘* Yulee” railroad lands, making 
application for the east one-half of northeast one-quarter of section 15, T. 258., R. 
21 EB., and I received a pagel ec that their lands lying in 6 miles of railroad 
1 which was mapped on the Washington line, would be sold toactual settlers 
at $2.50 per acre, and farther than 6 miles at $1.25 per acre, From this consider- 
ation I madeimprovement and settlement in March following, and have resided 
on it continuously ever since. Now my Jand is appraised at $10 per acre, and 

, as they (the railroad company), say for railroad purposes, Jama r 
man with a large family, and am not able to pay so much, and would not haye 
settled known I would have had to pay so much. Iam not able t pay so 
much, and will have to leave my place if I can not getit for less. I write to you 
for your advice and see if you can not induce the company to let me have it at 
aay tie erica have troalad the people, Chey on 

he way the rai compan ve people, they are now, except 
the land speculators, who boughs their lands much less than the actual settlers 
who have bought, are praying for Con to declare the lands forfeited and 
subject them to homestead entry. But few settlers have paid up for their lands, 
and many have not paid any, because they are not able, and the speculator will 
get them if there is no redress. 
Respectfully, 


P. 8.—Please to write meas soon as possible. 


J. J. ROGERS, 


LEESBURG, SUMTER COUNTY, FLORIDA, October 9, 1885, 
Sm: Yours of the 22d ultimo to hand and contents noted. Allow me to thank 
mestead matter. 


thought he had better do it, as the railroad was claiming it. I hope the home 
stead settlers will be protected in their on Sy and property and not let the rail 
road corporation swindle them out of th: ms must be held 
in check as well as individuals. 
Aine THOMAS ©, LANIER, 
Hon. W. CALL, 


Washington City, D. C, 


w call 
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BROOKSVILLE, FLA., May 22, 1884. 
DEAR Sin: Our county and other parts are much troubled at the course of 
the Yulee railroad officials. They are now selling their lands—their unearned 
lands, as we think—without cricara d more than a mere shadow of a riglit. 
For the people to be thus wantonly robbed of their money and in many 
their lands also is certainly a frand punishable by law. WiN you please answer 
and give us your opinion on the subject. Will you give us your undivided sup- 
port in Congress to help rid the country of so many fraudulent railroad officials, 
and have the lands thrown back as Government land, and thereby greatly benefit 
the masses and add more to your already fair-won fame as an honest promul- 
gator of the rights of the people? 
N. A. WILLIAMS. 


Hon. WILKINSON CALL. 


Z SUMTER County, FLORIDA, October 19, 1885. 

Dear Sim: I respectfully lay before your honor my complaint concerning my 
land. I can notget any satisfaction about it from Gainesville. Ihave been eg 
on it eyer since 1883, My father owned it in the date of 1880. Ilived with him 
and helped him cultivate and improve ituntil I married, and in the date of 1883 
I bought itand built on it, and sent my proof of this by two others, besides my 
own oath, I sent my money, $18, with my affidavit and application for the cast 
half of the northwest quarter of section 1l, and the east half of the southwest 
quarter of section 2, township 21 south of range 24 east, and they rejected it; 
and then I sent $50 to enter the northeast quarter of the northwest quarter of 
rection 1}, township 21 south, of range 24 cast, and it was refused, and fheir excuse 
was that it was railroad reserved land. And now Mr. King claims that he has 
bought it from the railroad company, and I want you to instruct me how to 
manage to homestead or enter, or whether I can get it or not. If I can getit 
please instruct me; and if yos want to see their letters, all you have got to do is 
to let me know and I will send them to you atonce. I can prove all of this if 
you want me to, Please send me full instructions how todo and what to doand 
nllaboutit. Iam entiQed to a homestead and I want it. Where I am living my 
improvement is here. Iam the only man that ever has lived on this land. 
want you to do all you can towards it, for lam a mighty r man, andldon't 
want to lose it and have it took away by speculators. have got about six 
acres of hummock land cleared and under a good fence and a dwelling-house 
and corn-crib, If you can get it, all right; I will be more than glad. 

Please let me hear from you soon, to Exeter, Sumter County, Florida. 
Piease let me hear from you at once. 

Yours, respectfully, 


Hon, WILKINSON CALL, 
Washington, D. C. 


JOHN REVELS. 


CRYSTAL RIVER, FLA., May. 
DEAR Sim: In a former letter I gave you voy of a letter from D, M. Coffman, 
United States timber agent, which was as follows—(date March 18, 1885, from 
United States land office at Gainesville, Fla.) : 


“My Dear Sr: On my return here I found thatthe land you live upon belon 
to the State, or rather did belong to it, but now belongs to a Mr. Ham, of Jack- 
sonville, but he has offered me one-half interest init, which I will buy Saturday, 
and then some time next week I will write youagain. We want about ten acres 
cleared up right away, and then you can have some of the land or pay for your 
improvements, 

“ Your friend, 
“D, M. COFFMAN, 

“Mr, OLIVER SHRIVER, 

“ Crystal River, Fla.” 


I wrote to D. C. Wilson, esq., of Tallahassee, who replies, "I found that the 
lands in question do not now, and never did, belong to the State. Their status 
is as follows: ‘They were United States lands, and were selected by John A. 
Henderson, of this place, in 1884,and are comprised in his selection, List 18. 
‘These lands have not as rt been patented to the State. I called on Colonel 
Henderson, and he says that by application to him before patent is issued to the 
State, be will sell them at State prices to actual settlers in preference to an: ae 
ulators.”” Under date of April 23,1885 (also from Gainesville land office, ii- 
man writes as follows: ' 


“My DEAR SIR: I failed to make trade with Ham, but he will be down himself 
soon. The land you asked me to look after down the river belongs to a man by 
the name of Hatton, in Missouri. Hatton seems to have bought a good many 
lands down there. I will probably be down ina few weeks. Ham says when 
he gets everything in shape he ge you a good job of clearing, bably 
forty or fifty acres, at $12 an acre. You will give my kindest re to Mrs. 
Shriver and the children, also to and Carroll. Will say this to you, that 
you must not be uneasy as to yourself or family on account of Ham's purchases, 


While I can ey you no definite Snero abd at will not be the loser orinjured 


in any way, but, to the contrary, you be benefited by the purchase. 
“Your friend, 
“D, W. COFFMAN, 
“Mr. OLIVER SHRIVER, 
“ Crystal River, Fla. 


* P, S.—Tell Mr. Carroll Iam ready to purchase the Sullivan land whenever he 
gays to the commissioner that he releases it.” 


This needsno comment, Neither Ham nor Dutton could have purchased any 
of these lands, and it is clear that it is a confederacy, probable with connivance, 
if not the tive aid of the officials of the Gain 


. “ GAINESVILLE LAND OFFICE, December 11, 1884, 
“Sim: Inclosed find map of township 19south, range 16 east, boat yourorder 
of 23d ultimo. I have made you a $3 ——as per money forwarded. I can fur- 
nish oe witha area showing land for $1 per to p. 


y, 
: “L, A. BARNES, Register. 
“Mr. S, A. GILMORE, 
** Crystal River, Fla,” 
“OFFICE or S, I. WAILES, LAND COMMISSIONER, 

*t Gainesville, January 30, 1885. 
“Dear Str: I am in condition to inform you that lots 4, 7, and 8, section 10, 
township 19 south, range 16, can be pure at the Government price, which 
is $1.25 per acre, These lots contain 138.49 acres; at the price named the go 
chase-money would amount to $198.02, which you can send me and I will see 
that you get your deed forthe land. If the Johnson en is canceled it will 


relieve the conflict with the State, and the lots can be p from the rep- 
Pania de of said Serres Let me hear from you, 
ie y respectiu 
S IAN te “A. N. HAM, 


“S, A. GILMORE, Esq. 
“Cedar Key, Fla. 


“ Orrice OF $. I. WAILES, 
“ Gainesville, February 15, 1855, 
“ DEAR SIR : Did you receive my letter of July 30, 1885, about the price of lots 4, 
7, and 8, section 10, township 19south, range l6east. Iinformed you by letter that 
the land could be purchased at Government price ($1.25 per acre). There are 
ee orate which would amount to $198.02. Let me know whether or not you 
wi o buy. 


“Very trul, 
idiot “A.W. HAM. 
"S, A. GILMORE, Esq., 
“Cedar Key, Fla. 
“ OFFICE OF S. I. WAILES, 

“ Gainesville, March 7, 1885, 
“Dear Sir: lamin ag r of yours of 28th ult.in to lots 4.7, and 8, sec- 
6east. The price named is the lowest price 


tion 10, township 19, ran 
fixed for said lands, IfI can be of any service to you in locating the improve- 
ments, &c., let me know; or if you desire other plats of the same I will attend 
to your matter until a deed is secured for the sum of $10. ‘This is a small fee, bu 

under the circumstances I will not charge more. Please let me hear from you. 


PEIE, “A, N. HAM, 


“8S. A, GILMORE, ae 
redar Yey.” 


The next is from the Gainesville land office, March 23, 1885: 

“ DEAR SIR: i t Apea 15th instant, I would state that Alexander 
Johnson's hom ‘0. 14116, conflicts with State selections. Should Mr. Jobn- 
son relinquish his homestead it could not be entered by any one while it con- 
flicts with State oi get 

pi y., 


“S, A. GILMORE, Esq., 
“Cedar Key.” 


So it appears that Mr. Ham promised Gilmore what he could not perform, with 
what pu is not very clear, but that he and D, M. Coffman intended, and in- 
tend, to cheat Shriver out of his patentisenough. Shriver entered a pre-emption 
upon his tract, lot 6, section 26,and lot 7, m 25, T. 19, R. 16, but was unable to 
raise the money when the timetame to redeem it. Henow hasthemoney. He 
has lived upon it continuously,and is still upon it. 

Respectful 


ly, 


Ilon. WILKINSON CALL, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 


“L, A. BARNES, Register.” 


E. W. PERRY, 


EXECUTIVE OFFICE, 
Tallahassee, Fla., December 12, 1885, 

Dear Senator: I have received copy of a communication from you to the 
honorable Commissioner of Public Lands at Washington of date November 19, 
1885, in which you inform the Commissioner that you have reason {to believe, 
from information given to you by persons of pearl g ebaracter, &c., that there is 
an extensive and organi. system of fraud practiced in connection with the 
land office in Gainesville in the appropriation of the public lands of the United 
States for the benefit of ulators and to the detriment of actual settlers, 
whereupon you request t there shall be no further approvals by the Land 
Department of selections from the State until Congress $ meet and this sub- 
ject receive full investigation, and that you will ask for a committee of investi- 
gation on the subject when Congress shall convene. 

If there is any reason to suspect fraud or crookedness of any kind, either on 
the part of those representing the United States or on the part of those who in 
the past have represented or who now may be representing the State in the 
matter of swamp lands, to which I understand your communication refers, I beg 
to assure you of my willingness to heartily co-operate in such investigation as 
will discover the wrong and in such steps as will repair any injury that may 
have resulted therefrom. 

I am totally in the dark as to the grounds of suspicion beyond what I can 

ther from your communication to the Commissioner, but from that I would in- 

er that there must be suspicion against parties other than subordinates of the 

United States Government; for if not, I infer from the high character of the present 
officials of the Interior Department and the public confidence in their integrity 
and honest purpose to put down all crookedness in the administration of pub- 
lic interests you would have first applied to that Department for the investiga- 
tion before bringing the matter to the attention of Congress. 

If I am right in my inference that your information gives grounds for sus- 
picion against any who have represented the State or are now doing so in the 
matter of determining what lands passed to the State by the act of 1850 as 
swamp and overflowed lands, am I asking too much in asking to be furnished 
with the facts upon which such suspicions are based, as I feel as much interest 
in straightening out crookedness, if any, on the part of those representing the 
State in that matter or any other as you or Congress can possibly feel, 

As to those representing the United States, I can not readily see how there 
could be “an extensive and orania system of fraud practiced in connection 
with the land office in Gainesville,” such asto lead to a suspension ofall farther 
approval by the Interior Department of selections of swamp and overflowed 
Jands under the act of 1850, unless the State’s representatives are in some way 
implicated; and if so I desire it to be distinctly understood that I am anxious to 
c0-0) in nvestigation a thorough one, whether it be made by 

a View of lan DAEN tearprecons Lost Des 
of the resen n 
nited States Government) or wherever pont however it may 
proper that such investigation should be made, 
ery truly, yours, 


Hon. WILKINSON CALL, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. - The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. CALL. e Senator from Vermont consents to withdraw his 
motion, I understand, 

Mr. MORRILL. I withdraw the motion for the purpose of having 
the resolution referred to the Committee on Public 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont with- 
draws his objection to the present consideration of the resolution with 
a view to having it referred. 

Mr. PLUMB. I renew the objection. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from Kansas to withdraw the objee- 
tion and allow me to have the resolution referred. 

Mr. PLUMB. Allright. I wish one moment, however, to say by 


E. A, PERRY. 


way of explanation that this question I think the Senator from Florida 


. 


1885. - 


somewhat mistakes. Certainly everything in relation to public lands 
that has been made the subject of any complaint is or may easily be 
brought to the attention of the Secretary of the Interior. If the re- 
ports made there indicate that there is a defect in the law, then of 
course Congress ought to act; but that it should ever go into the gen- 
eral discussion or investigation of individual cases of entry throughout 
the entire country is absolutely physically impossible. 

I should be glad to have the case which the Senator from Florida 
makes presented to some committee, or to the Senate, or to the coun- 
try, or anything of that kind which might meet with his views, but I 
think he is somewhat mistaken in regard to the scope which the inves- 
tigation necessarily would take; and not for the purpose of enlarging 
the duties of the committee of which I happen to be chairman, but 
simply that this matter may be undertaken with a perfect knowledge 
of what it will undoubtedly bring forth I think myself the resolution 
ought to go to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. CALL. I understand the Senator from Kansas does not object 
to a reference of the resolution to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PLUMB. No, notatall. I withdraw the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is moved that the resolution be 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. If there is no objection 
the motion will be considered agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before the matter is disposed of I should like to call 
the attention of the Senator from Florida to his suggestion to print in 
connection with what he has said certain correspondence bearing upon 
the subject. Before the consent is given without objection I should 
like to inquire of him the nature of the correspondence, whether it is 
of a character which if not replied to would be defamatory to indi- 
viduals officials, or others. . 

Mr. CALL. Not at all; there are no charges in reference to any in- 
dividuals or officials, either State or United States. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I have no objection to the printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thatorderhas already been entered. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. MORRILL.. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After forty-two minutes spext in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened. 


MICHIGAN RAILROAD LANDS. 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands: 


Whereas by act of Congress approved June 3, 1856, there were granted to the 
State of Michigan certain lands to aid in the construction of railroads mentioned 
therein, among others for a line from Marquette to Ontonagon and from the 
two last named places to the Wisconsin State line; and 

Whereas the State of Michigan conferred said grant from said points to the 
State line upon two companies, known as the Ontonagon and State Line Rail- 
rond Company, and the Marquette and State Line Railroad Company, which 
said companies, or their successor, so located their respective lines as to leave 
common or overlapping limits near the State line at the Brulé River; and 

Whereas by joint resolution of Congress approved July 2, 1862, the paes 
of the State were authorized to construct and build the said road to State 
line upon another and different route, and said State was authorized to receive 
and was granted a like quantity of land upon said new line upon consideration 
of a surrender and release to the United States of the lands previously granted 
and certified to her upon said original lines, which surren and release was 
duly made by said State and other lands along the new line certified to her in 
lieu thereof; and — 

Whereas the United States is largely interested pore in its right under 
the law to the benefit of competition in the sale of such of said lands as may not 
be covered by lawful claims of pre-emption or homestead settlers, which lands, 
so subject to public sale, are said to aggregate several millions of dollars in 
value: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, requested to in- 
form the Senate what is the exact present status of said lands, both odd and even 
sections, as shown by the records of his De ent; whether, since the passage 
of the joint resolution of 1862, any of said lands, either odd or even sections, 
within the so-called common limits, have been reoffered at public sale or in any 
manner restored to private entry by executive order; also, what, if any, sales of 
said lands have been made at private entry, when and to whom, and wh 
patents have issued upon any of the same, and when and to whom so issued; 
also what, if “7 pre-emption or homestead settlers’ claims are now shown to 
be in conflict with such private entries, together with the names of such settlers 
and Sareh pap of the land claimed, and whether any of such claims have been 
prosecuted to final proof and payment, and if so for what land and by whom; 
also wnt, if any, action been had or taken in cases of such oris 
now being taken therein by the General Land Office or Department of the In- 
terior; also, whether any of these claims have ever been examined upon the 
ground and reported upon by any special agent or agents of the Land Office. 
and if so to transmit copies of said reports to the Senate; also, whether any of 
such lands are being stripped of timber, and if so wf whom, and what, if any, 
measures have n taken to stop such waste pending the final disposition of 
the question of title. 


Mr. CONGER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned to Tuesday, January 5, 1886. 


EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS. 
Received this 2ist day of December, 1885. 
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 


Zach. Montgomery, of California, to be Assistant Attorney-General, 
vice Joseph K. McCammon, resigned. 
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ASSOCIATE JUSTICES. 


William W. Porter, of California, to be associate justice of the su- 
preme court of the Territory of Arizona, vice Daniel H. Pinney, sus- 
pended. 

Louis K. Church, of New York, to be associate justice of the supreme 
court of the Territory of Dakota, vice Sewatd Smith, suspended. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 


William H. Denson, of Alabama, to be attorney of the United States 
for the northern and middle districts of Alabama, vice George H. Craig, 
suspended. 
® Monti H. Sandels, of Arkansas, to be attorney of the United States 
for the western district of Arkansas, vice William H. H. Clayton, sus- 


ded. 
P Montfort 8. Jones, of Louisiana, to be attorney of the United States 
for the western district of Louisiana, rice Milton C. Elstner, resigned. 
Charles Parlange, of Louisiana, to be attorney of the United States 
for the eastern district of Louisiana, vice A. H. Leonard, suspended. 
George N. Baxter, of Minnesota, to be attorney of the United States 
for the district of Minnesota, vice D. B. Searle, resigned. 
J. Bomar Harris, of Mississippi, to be attorney of the United States 
for the southern district of Mississippi, vice Luke Lea, suspended. 
Charles B. Hawry, of Mississippi, to be attorney of the United States 
for the northern district of Mississippi, vice Green C. Chandler, sus- 
nded. 
mt Pillow, of Tennessee, to be attorney for the United States for 
the middle district of Tennessee, vice Andrew J. McLain, suspended. 
James C. J. Williams, of Tennessee, to be attorney of the United 
States for the eastern district of Tennessee, vice James M. Meek, sus- 


nded. 

Rudolph Kleberg, of Texas, to be attorney of the United States for 
the western district of Texas, vice Andrew J. Evans, suspended. 

John E. McComb, of Texas, to be attorney of the United States for 
the eastern district of Texas, vice Asa E. Stratton, jr., suspended. 
* William H. White, of Washington Territory, to be attorney of the 
United States for the Territory of Washington, vice John B. Allen, sus- 

nded. 
ERARA K. Delany, of Wisconsin, to be attorney of the United States 
for the castern district of Wisconsin, vice Gerry W. Hazelton, suspended. 

Anthony C. Campbell, of Wyoming, to be attorney of the United 
States for the Territory of Wyoming, vice John A. Riner, resigned. 


UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 


William W. Allen, of Alabama, to be marshal of the United States 

for the middle and southern districts of Alabama, vice Joseph H. Speed, 
ded. 

John Carroll, of Arkansas, to be marshal of the United States for the 
western district of Arkansas, vice Thomas Boles, suspended. 

William C. Bird, of Florida, to be marshal of the United States for 
the northern district of Florida, vice Joseph H. Durkee, resigned. 

Herman G. Weber, of Illinois, to be marshal of the United States for 
the southern district of Illinois, vice John R. Tanner, suspended. 

William M. Desmond, of Iowa, to be marshal of the United States 
for the northern district of Iowa, vice George D. Perkins, suspended. 

Reuben B. Pleasants, of Louisiana, to be marshal of the United States 
for the eastern district of Louisiana, vice J. R. G. Pitkin, suspended. 

David R. Waters, of Michigan, to be marshal of the United States 
for the western district of Michigan, vice James Monroe, resigned. 

James M. Liddell, of Mississippi, to be marshal of the United States 
for the northern district of Mississippi, vice Joseph L. Morphis, sus- 


ded. 

Pe Robert S. Kelly, of Montana, to be marshal of the United States for 
the Territory of Montana, vice A. C. Botkin, suspended. 

George W. Miller, of Pennsylvania, to be matshal of the United States 
forthe western district of Pennsylvania, vice James S. Rutan, suspended. 

James H. Freeman, of Tennessee, to be marshal of the United States 
for the western district of Tenn: vice M. T. Williamson, suspended. 

Richard B. Reagan, of Texas, to be marshal of the United States for 
the eastern district of Texas, vice James G. Tracy, suspended. 

John Robinson, of Vermont, to be marshal of the United States for 
the district of Vermont, vice William W. Henry, resigned. 

Samuel L. Graham, of Virginia, to be marshal of the United States 
for the western district of Virginia, vice J. G. Watts, suspended. 

Thomas J. Hamilton, of the Territory of Washington, to be marshal 
of the United States for the Territory of Washington, vice Jesse W. 
George, suspended. 

Thomas J. Carr, of Wyoming, to be marshal of the United States for 
the Territory of Wyoming, vice Gustave Schnitger, suspended. 


DIRECTOR OF THE MINT. _ 

James P. Kimball, of Pennsylvania, to be Director of the Mint, in 
place of Horatio C. Burchard, removed; and the reasons for such re- 
moval are herewith communicated to the Senate, pursuant to the 
statute in such case made and provided. 

ASSISTANT TREASURERS OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Samuel H. Brooks, of California, to be assistant treasurer of the 
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United States at San Francisco, Cal., to succeed Nathan W. Spaulding, 
whose term of office has 

James T. Healy, of Illinois, to be assistant treasurer of the United 
States at Chicago, Ill., to succeed John L. Beveridge, ed. 

Samuel Flower, of Louisi to be assistant treasurer of the United 
States at New Orleans, La., in place of P. Felix Herwig, suspended. 


COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


John W. Causey, of Delaware, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the district of Delaware, in place of Beriah Watson, suspended. 

Renssalaer Stone, of Illinois, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the first district of Dlinois, in place of Joel D. Harvey, suspended. 

George A. Wilson, of Illinois, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the fifth district of Illinois, in place of Howard Knowles, suspended. 

Thomas Hanlon, of Indiana, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the seventh district of Indiana, in place of William W. Carter, resigned. 

John O. Henderson, of Indiana, to be collecter of internal revenue 
for the ace district of Indiana, in place of Thomas M. Kirkpatrick, 

William C. Thompson, of Iowa, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the second district of Iowa, in place of John W. Green, suspended. 

Byron Webster, of Iowa, to be collector of internal reyenue for the 
third district of Iowa, in place of James E. Simpson, suspended. 

Nelson F. Acers, of Kansas, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the district of Kansas, in place of John C. Carpenter, suspended. 

Attilla Cox, of Kentucky, to be collector of internal revenue for the 
fifth district of Kentucky, in place of Lewis Buckner, suspended. 

George H. Davison, of Kentucky, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the sixth district of Kentucky, in place of John W. Finnell, re- 
signed. 

eBben F. Pillsbury, of Massachusetts, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the third district of Massachusetts, in place of Charles W. 
Slack, deceased. 

Adolph Bierman, of Minnesota, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the district of Minnesota, in place of William Brickel, suspended. 

Robert W. Banks, of Mississippi, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the district of Mississippi, in place of James Hill, suspended. 

Charles E. Hasbrook, of Missouri, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the sixth district of Missouri, in place of Philip Doppler, suspended. 

Calvin Page, of New Hampshire, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the district of New Hampshire, in place of Henry M. Putney, sus- 

nded, 

Per hone M. Ferrell, of New Jersey, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the first district of New Jersey, in place of William P. Tatem, sus- 
pended. 

Matthew H. Vanderveer, of New Jersey, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the third district of New Jersey, in place of Culver Barca- 
low, suspended. 

Archibald Skillman, of Nevada, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the district of Nevada, in place of Frederick C. Lord, suspended. 

Christian J. Knecht, of Ohio, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the sixth district of Ohio, in place of George P. Dunham, suspended. 

John H. Farley, of Ohio, to be collector of internal revenue for the 
eighteenth district of Ohio, in the place of Worthy S. Streator, sus- 

ded. 
Pon: Whiteaker, of Oregon, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the district of Oregon, in place of John C. Cartwright, suspended. 

John T. McGonigle, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of internal reve- 
nue for the ninth district of Pennsylvania, in place of Andrew J. Kauff- 
man, suspended. 

Charles B. Staples, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of internal reve- 
nue for the twelfth district of Pennsylvania, in place of Edward H. 
Chase, suspended. 

Frank "Schlandecker, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the nineteenth district of Pennsylvania, in place of Jacob F. 
Walther, suspended. 

Samuel B. Cooper, of Texas, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the first district of Texas, in place of William H. Sinclair, suspended. 

George M. Helms, of Virginia, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the fourth district of Virginia, in place of John B. Raulston, suspended. 

Hambleton Sheppard, of Virginia, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the sixth district of Virginia, in place of William E. Craig, sus- 

nded. 

P ohn T. McGraw, of West Virginia, to be collector of internal reve- 
nue for the district of West Virginia, in place of Samuel P. McCormick, 
suspended. 

LIEUTENANTS IN REVENUE SERVICE. 


Lieut. Henry B. Rogers, of Michigan, to be a first lieutenant in the 
reyenue service of the United States, to fill a vacancy. 

Lieut, John W. Howison, of Pennsyl is tobe alt lieutenant in 
the revenue service of the United States, 

Lieut. Daniel P. Foley, of the DAA pf Columbia, w to be a second 
lieutenant in the revenue service of the United States, in place of Sec- 
ond Lieut. John W. Howison, to be promoted. 


Lieut. William E. Reynolds, of the District of Columbia, to be a 
second lieutenant in the revenue service of the United States, in place 
of Second Lieut. Henry B. Rogers, to be promoted. 

Lieut. Charles A. Barnes, of the District of Columbia, to be a third 
lieutenant in the revenue service of the United States, in placeof Third 
Lieut. Samuel Howard, promoted. 

Lieut. Johnstone H. ’ Quinan, of the District of Columbia, to bea 
third lieutenant in the revenue service of the United States, in place of 
Third Lieut. Worth G. Ross, promoted. 

Lieut. Byron L. Reed, of the District ot Columbia, to be a third lieu- 
tenant in the revenue service of the United States, in place of Third 
Lieut. C. C. Fengar, promoted. 

Lieut, Kirtland W. Perry, of New York, to be a third lieutenant in 
the revenue service of the United States, in place of Third Lieut. George 
A. Cook, promoted. 


ASSISTANT ENGINEERS IN REVENUE SERVICE. 


Engineer Charles W. Beckwith, of Connecticut, to be a first assistant 
engineer in the revenue service of the United States, to fill a vacancy. 

Engineer Oliver P. TERA SA Maine, to be a first assistant engineer 
in the revenue service of the United States, in place of First Assistant 
Engineer W. H. Warren, whose resignation has been accepted. 

Engineer Charles F. Coffin, of Maryland, to he a first assistant engi- 
neer in the revenue service of the United States, in place of First As- 
sistant Engineer Alexander L. Churchill, promoted. 

Engineer David McC. French, of Vi inia, to be a first assistant en- 
gineer in the revenue service of the United States, to fill a vacancy. 

Engineer Herbert W. Spear, of Massachusetts, to be a second assist- 
ant engineer in the revenfie service of the United States, in place of 
Second Assistant Engineer David McC. French, to be promo’ 

Engineer Harry L. Boyd, of Maryland, to be a second assistant en- 
gineer in the revenue service of the United States, in place of Second 
Assistant Engineer Charles F, Coffin, to be promoted. 

Engineer Philip Littig, of Maryland, to be a second assistant engi- 
neer in the revenue service of the United States, in place of Second 
Assistant Engineer James T. Keleher, who has been promoted. 

Engineer Robert B. Higgins, of Maryland, to be a second assistant 
engineer in the revenue service of the United States, in place of Sec- 
ond Assistant Engineer Oliver P. Remick, to be promoted. 

Engineer Wilmer Church, of New York, to be a second assistant en- 
gineer in the revenue service of the United States, in place of Second 
Assistant Engineer Thomas T. Hall. 

Engineer Richard W. Champlain, of Pennsylvania, to be asecond as- 
sistant engineer in the revenue service of the United States, in place 
of Second Assistant Engineer Charles W. Beckwith, to be promoted. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Willis G. Clark, of Alabama, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Mobile, in the State of Alabama, to succeed Joseph W. Burke, 
resigned. 

John E. Grady, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the district 
of Apalachicola, in the State of Florida, in place of Seth M. Sawyer, 
ed. 


S 

jE ra McGuire, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Pensacola, in the State of Florida, in place of John M. Tarble, 
suspended. 

Anthony F. Seeberger, of Illinois, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Chicago, in the State of Illinois, i in place of Jesse Spalding, 
suspended. 

William T. Carrington, of Louisiana, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Teche, in the State of Louisiana, in place of James R. 
Jolly, suspended. 

William L. Bancroft, of Michigan, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Huron, in the State of Michigan, in place of William Hart- 
suff, s 

Dudley oO. Watson, of Michigan, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Michigan, in the State of Michigan, in place of David Mce- 
Laughlin, suspended. 

Adelard Guernon, of Minnesota, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Minnesota, in the State of Minnesota, in place of Joseph 
Bookwalter, suspended. 

Horace B. Moore, of Minnesota, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Duluth, in the State of Minnesota, in place of Vespasian Smith, 
suspended. 

Theophilus M. Favre, of Mississippi, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Pearl River, in the State of Mississippi, in place of Will- 
iam G. Henderson, suspended. 

Oliver Kelly, of New Jersey, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Perth Amboy, in the State of New Jersey, in place of Milton A. 
Edgar, suspended. 

James Tilton, of New Jersey, to be collector of customs for ‘the dis- 
trict of Great Egg Harbor, in the State of New Jersey, in place of John 
Price, suspended. 

Clother H. Vaughn, of New York, to be collector of customs for the 
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district of Sag Harbor, in the State of New York, in place of William 
Lowen, suspended. 

William F. Howland, of North Carolina, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Beaufort, in the State of North Carolina, in place of 
Alexander C. Davis, suspended. 

John A. Richardson, of North Carolina, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Pamlico, in the State of North Carolina, in place of 
Thomas A. Henry, suspended. 

John Flanagan, of Oregon, to be collector of customs for the Southern 
district of Oregon, in the State of Oregon, to succeed Chandler B. Wat- 
son, resigned. s 

John Hobson, of Oregon, to be collector of customs for the district of 
Oregon, in the State of Oregon, to succeed John D. Merryman, whose 
term of office has expired. 

William J. McKinnie, of Ohio, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict best Cuyahoga, in the State of Ohio, to succeed George W. Howe, 
resi i 
Sane W. Richardson, of South Carolina, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Beaufort, in the State of South Carolina, in place of 
George Holmes, suspended. 

B. Huger Ward, of South Carolina, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Georgetown, in the State of South Carolina, in place of 
Henry F. Heriot, suspended. 

Joseph J. Cocke, of Texas, to be collector of customs for the district 
of Brazos de Santiago, in the State of Texas, in place of James O. 
Luby, suspended. 

Joseph Magoffin, of Texas, to be collector of customs for the district 
of Paso del Norte, in the State of Texas, in place of William A. Say- 
lor, suspended. 

Otto L. Threlkeld, of Texas, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Saluria, inthe State of Texas, in place of Francis A. Vaughan, 
suspended. 

Baker P. Lee, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for the district 
of Yorktown, in the State of Virginia, in place of Henry de B. Clay, 

ded. 

George G. Savage, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Cherrystone, in the State of Virginia, in place of George Foy, 

ded. 


suspen 

Herbert Foote Beecher, of the Territory of Washington, to be col- 
lector of customs for the district of Puget Sound, in the State of Oregon 
and the Territory of Washington, to succeed Albert W. Bash, whose 
term of office has expired. 

Conrad Krez, of Wisconsin, to be collector of customs for the district 
of Milwaukee, in the State of Wisconsin, in place of Ahira W. Hall, 
suspended. : 
SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Daniel O. Barr, of Pennsylvania, to be surveyor of customs in the 
district of Pittsburgh, in the State of Pennsylvania, to succeed John 
F. Dravo, whose term of office has expired. 

August M. Kuhn, of Indiana, to be surveyor of customs for the port 
of Indianapolis, in the State of Indiana, to succeed John R. Leonard, 
whose term of office has expired. 

Richard D. Lancaster, of Missouri, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Saint Louis, in the State of Missouri, in place of Charles M. 
Whitney, suspended. ; 

James Burns, of Missouri, to be surveyor of customs for the port of 
Hane ny in the State of Missouri, in place of Robert C. Crowell, 
suspended. 

George Frank Bayles, of New York, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Port Jefferson, in the State of New York, to succeed Sidney H. 
Ritch, whose term of office has expired. 

Thomas F. Donvan, of New York, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Patchogue, in the State of New York, in place of Edward T. 
Moore, suspended. 

Frank L. H. Phillips, of New York, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Greenport, in the State of New York, to succeed William Z. 
King, resigned. 

Joseph 8. Gillespie, of Tennessee, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Chattanooga, in the State of Tennessee, to succeed Joseph L. 
Gaston, whose term of office has i 

George A. Hessen, of Tennessee, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Memphis, in the State of Tennessee, in place of T. F. Cassels, 
suspended. f 

Leon Trousdale, of Tennessee, to be surveyor of customs for the port 
of Nashville, in the State of Tennessee, in place of James M. Kerche- 
val, suspended. 


REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 


James R. De Remer, of Pueblo, Colo., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Leadville, 
Colo., vice Septimus J. Hanna, whose term of office has expired. 

Thomas B. Davis, of Lincoln, Nebr., to be register of the land office 
at ees Nebr., vice Charles W. Pierce, whose term of office has ex- 
pired. 


David H. Hall, Eureka, Nev., to be register of the land office at Eu- 
reka, Nev., vice Fred. C. Hinckley, whose term of office has expired. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


R. W. Hutchins, of Eureka, Cal., to be receiver of public money at 
Humboldt, Cal., vice John K. Dollison, who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate but declined the appointment. 

F. M. Ziebach, of Yankton, Dak., to be receiver of public moneys at 
Yankton, Dak., vice Joseph G. Chandler, resigned. 

William O. Mille, of Eureka, Nev., to be receiver of public moneys at 
Eureka, Nev., vice Harvey Carpenter, resigned. 


INDIAN INSPECTOR, 


Morris A. Thomas, of Baltimore, Md., who was designated during 
the recess of the Senate, to be an Indian inspector, vice Henry Ward, 
suspended. 

f INDIAN AGENTS. 


8. S. Patterson, of Newton, Iowa, to be agent for the Indians of the 
Navajo agency in New Mexico, vice James H. Bowman, resigned. 

Robert L. Leatherwood, of Charleston, N. C., to be agent for the 
Indians of the Eastern Cherokee Indians in North Carolina, vice Julius 
L. Holmes, resigned. 


FIRST ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 


Adlai E. Stevenson, of Illinois, to be First Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, vice Malcolm Hay, resigned. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Thomas W. Newton, to be postmaster at Little Rock, in the county 
of Pulaski and State of Arkansas, in the place of Rollin A. Edgerton, 
whose commission expired December 20, 1885. 

. Isaac W. Horton, to be postmaster at Bethel, in the county of Fair- 
field and State of Connecticut, in the place of Amos Woodman, re- 


signed. 

William H. Miller, to be postmaster at Meriden, in the county of 
New rit and State of Connecticut, in the place of Erwin D. Hall, 
resign 

Joseph S. Williams, to be postmaster at Mystic Bridge, in the county 
of New London and State of Connecticut, in the place of John A. Rath- 
bun, whose commission expired December 20, 1885. 

William P. Baird, to be postmaster at Mount Carroll, in the county 
of Carroll and State of Illinois, in the place of Richard J. Thompkins, 
deceased. 

Willis S. Grimes, to be postmaster at Batavia, in the county of Kane 
and State of Illinois, in the place of Edward 8. Smith, whose commis- 
sion expired December 15, 1885. 

Edwin 8. Hawley, to be postmaster at Hyde Park, in the county of 
Cook and State of Illinois, in the place of Goodrich Q. Dow, whose 
commission expired December 15, 1885. 

Charles Kelley, to be postmaster at Effingham, in the county of Ef- 
fingham and State of Illinois, in the place of Samuel N. Scott, whose 
commission expired December 15, 1885. 

William A. Mehan, to be at Mason City, in the county of 
Mason and State of Illinois, in the place of Wells Corey, whose com- 
mission expired December 20, 1885, 

William Osman, to be postmaster at Ottawa, in the county of La 
Salle and State of Illinois, in the place of William E. Bowman, whose 
commission expired December 20, 1885. 

Thomas Philpot, to be postmaster at Macomb, in the county of Me- 
Donough and State of Illinois, in the place of J. B. Venard, whose 
commission expired December 20, 1885. 

Henry Sharer, to be ter at Mount Morris, in the county of 
Ogle and State of Illinois, in the place of Oliver H. Swingley, deceased. 

Samuel S. Kemp, to be postmaster at Maywood, in the county of 
Cook and State of Illinois, in the place of Orren H. Benson, whose com- 
mission expired December 15, 1885. 

Sidney B. Stout, to be iter at Vandalia, in the county of Fay- 
ette and State of Illinois, in the place of Hector S. Humphrey, whose 
commission expired December 15, 1885. 

John Warner, to be postmaster at Peoria, in the county of Peoria and 
State of Illinois, in place of Washington Cockle, suspended under the 
provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

George E. Young, to be postmaster at Amboy, in the county of Lee 
and State of Illinois, in the place of Henry E. Badger, whose commis- 
sion expired December 20,1 885. 

Oscar B. Harriman, to be postmaster at Hampton, in the county of 
Franklin and State of Iowa, in the place of Stephen M. Jones, whose 
commission expired December 20, 1885. i 

A. B. Keith, to be postmaster at Denison, in the county of Crawford 
and State of Iowa, in the place of J. Fred Meyers, whose commission ex- 
pired December 16, 1885. 

William T. Smith, to be postmaster at Oscaloosa, in the county of 
Mahaska and State of Iowa, in the place of Charles Leighton, whose 
commission expired December 16, 1885. 


364 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 21, 


Joseph N. Bell, to be postmaster at Shelbyville, in the county of 
Shelby and State of Kentucky, in the place of Camden W. Ballard, 
whose commission expired December 28, 1885. 

William S. Hagar, to be postmaster at Richmond, in the county of 
Sagadahoc and State of Maine, in the place of AbnerC. Spaulding, whose 
commission expired December 16, 1885. 

Henry H. Gilpin, to be postmaster at Eikton, in the county of Cecil 
and State of Maryland, in the place of Palmer C. Strickland, whose 
commission expired December 16, 1885. 

William G. Goldsmith, to be postmaster at Andover, in the connty 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of William Marland, 
whose commission expired December 20, 1885. 

Samuel Henderson, to be postmaster at Mount Ayr, in the county of 
Ringgold and State of Iowa, in the place of W. A. Reger, resigned. 

Timothy Leary, to be postmaster at Waltham, in the county of Mid- 
diésex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Samuel O. Upham, 
whose commission expired December 20, 1885. 

Reuben Noble, to be postmasterat Westfield, in the county of Hamp- 
den and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Merritt Van Deusen, 
resigned. 

Isaac W. Bush, to be postmaster at Howell, in the county of Living- 
ston and State of Michigan, in the place of Charles E. Bearman, whose 
commission expired December 15, 1885. 

William J. Edwards, to be postmaster at Niles, in the county of Ber- 
rien and State of Michigan, in the place of E. J. Bonnie, whose com- 
mission expired December 20, 1885. 

Patrick H. McGarry, to be postmaster at Stanton, in the county of 
Montcalm and State of Michigan, in the place of C. C. Miller, whose 
commission expired December 20, 1885. 

Pred. A. Stebbins, to be postmasterat Mount Pleasant, in the county 
of Isabella and State of Michigan, in the place of Charles E. West- 
lake, whose commission expired October 14, 1885. 

William R. Crockett, to be postmaster at Nevada, in the county of 
Vernon and State of Missouri, in the place of Hiram L. Tillotson, re- 
signed. 

Frank H. Daniells, to be postmaster at Franklin Falls, in the county 
of Merrimack and State of New Hampshire, in the place of Walter Bur- 
leigh, whose commission expired December 20, 1885. 

Leonard B. Holland, to be postmaster at Walpole, in the county of 
Cheshire and State of New Hampshire, in the place of Ransom L. Bell, 
whose commission expired December 20, 1885. 

William M. Kimball, to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county of 
Grafton and State of New Hampshire, in the place of Alpheus W. 
Baker, resigned. 

Mark F. Nason, to be postmaster at Dover, in the county of Straf- 
ford and State of New Hampshire, in the place of Joshua Varney, 
whose commission expired December 20, 1885. 

Orville A. Manville, to be postmaster at Whitehall, in the county of 
Washington and State of New York, in place of John F. Clark, whose 
removal for cause is hereby proposed. . 

William F. Plaisted, to be postmaster at Sandy Hill, in the county of 
Washington and State of New York, in the place of Ira E. Locke, whose 
commission expired December 20, 1885. 

William Archinal, to be ter at Canton, in the county of Stark 
and State of Ohio, in the place of Augustus Vignos, whose commission 
expired December 16, 1885. 

eorge Haumesser, to be postmaster at Wauseon, in the county of 
Fulton and State of Ohio, in the place of William Meeks, deceased. 

David A. Stark, to be postmaster at Delaware, in the county of Del- 
aware and State of Ohio, inthe place of Arehibald Lybrand, jr., whose 
commission expired December 20, 1885. 

Samuel H. Smith, to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county of Ches- 
ter and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Miss Margaret R. Thomp- 
son, whose commission expired December 15, 1885. 

R. R. Dashiell, to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county of Madi- 
son and State of Tennessee, in the place of George K. Foote, whose 
commission expired October 15, 1885. 

N. B. Johnson, to be postmaster at Weatherford, in the county of 
Parker and State of Texas, in place of N. B. Johnson, whose commis- 
sion expired December 21, 1885. 

R. J. Humphrey, to be postmaster at Poultney, in the county of Rut- 
land and State of Vermont, in the place of Henry T. Hall, resigned. 

Felix W. McGettrick, to be postmaster at Saint Albans, in the county 
of Franklin and State of Vermont, in the place of Benjamin D. Hop- 
kins, resigned. - 

Newton 8. Barus, to be postmaster at Fairmont, in the county of 
Marion and State of West Virginia, in the place of Thomas’ Reed, 
whose commission expired October 14, 1885. 

James V. N. Sonn, to be ter at Evansville, in the county of 
Rock and State of Wisco in the place of James R. West, whose 
commission expired December 16, 1885. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


John Bigelow, of New York, to be assistant treasurer of the United 
States at New York, State of New York. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, December 21, 1885. á 


The House metat 12 0°clock, m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate was received by Mr. Sympson, one of its 
clerks, announcing the adoption of joint rules of the Senate and House 
of Representatives; in which concurrence was requested. 


TESTS OF IRON AND STEEL, ETC. 

The SPEAKER. In compliance with the statutes the Chair will 
lay before the House the following concurrent resolution for printing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ix THe SENATS OF THE UNITED Srarzs, December 18, 1885, 

Resolced by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the reports 
of tests of iron and steel and other materials for industrial purposes made at the 
Watertown arsena! and transmitted to the Senate by the Se of War on 
the 3d of December, 1531, and lith of December, 1835, be printed, and that 3,500 
additional copies of each report be printed; of which 1,000 copies of each report 
shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and 500 copies for the use of the War Department. 


Attest: 
ANSON G. McCOOK, Seeretary. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Printing, and or- 
dered to be printed. : 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a joint resolution (I. Res. 
1) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to use a portion of the con- 
tingent fund to fit up rooms for the Commissioner of Patents; when 
the Speaker signed the same. 


IMPORTATION OF CERTAIN GLASSWARE, 


Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, some time in the week last past the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. BuRLEIGH] offered a resolution asking 
for certain information from the Treasury Department in relation toan 
importation or invoice of Bohemian glass by a New York merchant. 
Not knowing exactly the purpose of the inquiry, I objected to the con- 
sideration of the resolution, and which was afterward referred. On 
examination I became satisfied the resolution has for its purpose the 
correction of some abuses that ought to be corrected, and will I think 
help to that end. I therefore ask unanimous consent that the resolu- 
tion be now considered by the House, and to do which it will be nec- 
essary to discharge the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the resolution is not now 
with the Clerk of the House. Will the gentleman state where it is ? 

Mr. MORRISON. It was ordered to be referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means when formed. I ask now that it be brought into 
the House and passed. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read from the Journal the resolu- 
tion to which reference is made by the gentleman from Illinois, after 
which the Chair will ask for objections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, directed to 
transmit to this House such information as he possesses, including copies of all 
official documents and correspondence on file in his Department, PIa pa tothe 
importation from Bohemia, in July last, by L. Lehman, of New York, into the 
port of New York, of certain glassware, and to theappraisementand reappraise- 
ment of the same, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BEACH. I have an amendment to suggest to this resolution; 
that the word ‘‘ requested ” be substituted for the word ‘directed,’ 
where it occurs in the resolution. 

Mr. MORRISON. We donot use the word ‘‘ request’? in communi- 
cations of this kind with the heads of Departments. The word used 
is the one always employed in like cases. 

Mr. BEACH. Then I withdraw the amendment, which I offered 
under the impression that this was not in the customary form. 

The SPEAKER. It is in the usual form of such resolutions. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was agreed to; and also moved that the nrotion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


C. H. MANN. 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, Iask consent of the House to allow me 
to withdraw an objection to a resolution which was submitted by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] on Saturday. The resolution 
to which I refer was one relating to the compensation of the messenger 
to the reporters’ gallery. Since that objection was made I have ascer- 
tained that he did not occupy the position I supposed he did, and I 
therefore withdraw the objection. 

TheSPEAKER, The gentleman from Texas, who objected on Satur- 
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day to the consideration of a resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Indiana with reference to the compensation of the messenger to the re- 
pexters’ gallery, now desires to withdraw the objection and asks unani- 
mous consent that the Committee on Accounts, to which the resolution 
was to be referred when appointed, be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of said resolution, and that it be brought back into the House 
for immediate action. $ 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was referred to the Committee on Accounts, and 
if there be no objection I ask that that committee be discharged from 
its further consideration and that it be taken up for immediate action 


by the House. 
The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, after which ob- 
jection will be asked for. 


The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res, 5) authorizing the payment of C. H, Mann, messenger 
to the reporters’ gallery. 
Resolved, &c., That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized to 

y to 0. H. Mann the salary provided in the act making appropriations for 

ive, executive, and ju expenses for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
pa = messenger in the reporters’ gallery from July 1 to December 7, 1885, in- 

The SPEAKER. _Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the joint resolution? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COX. I would like to ask what is the necessity for the passage 
of this resolution. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no necessity, except that the messenger is 
not able to receive his pay without it. I presume the difficulty re- 
sults from the circumstance of the death of the Doorkeeper during the 
vacation. Such I have understood to be the case. 

There being no objection, the joint rosolution was ordered to be en- 

for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
Jaid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TEMPORARY APPROPRIATION, DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent of the 
House to introduce and put upon its passage the bill which I send to 
the desk. ° 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill making an appropriation of gaoaey for the relief of the Department of 
ce. 


Be it enacted, &c., That to enable the Attorney-General to employ additional 
clerical force in the Department of Justice, and-for the of furniture 
necessary for the building of that Department to facilitate the examination and 
preparation of French liation claims to be submitted to and considered by 
the Court of Claims, $8,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to be drawn upon the warrant of the Attorney-General. All acts 
and parts of acts inconsistent herewith be, and the same are hereby, repealed, 
This act shall take effect from the passage thereof. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand the request of the 
gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. HERBERT. I will state the facts very briefly. On Saturday 
last a letter was received and read to the House from an assistant at- 
torney of the Department of Justice addressed to the Attorney-General, 
containing a recommendation and request for an appropriation to meet 
a temporary necessity which is fully set forth in thatletter. This bill 
is in compliance with his request. It provides for only $8,000. If 
any gentleman desires to hear it aa I will ask that the letter be read 
for the information of the House. Unless some such desire is expressed, 
I ask unanimous consent for the immediate passage of the bill. 

Mr. COBB. I ask that this resolution be referred to the proper com- 
mittee. It is an appropriation that ought to be looked into. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Indiana objects. 

Mr. HERBERT. Then I ask consent that it be referred to a special 
committee of three, to be appointed by the Speaker, with authority to 
report without delay. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama that the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] on Saturday 
last introduced this bill and asked its immediate consideration, but ob- 

jection was made, and therefore, as the Chair was informed, it was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HERBERT. That committee can be discharged from its farther 
consideration by unanimous consent. l 

Mr. GOFF. That isa mistake. This bill was not referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HERBERT. I understood that the objection made on Saturday 
would not be renewed to-day. - 

The SPEAKER. But it has gone tothe Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GOFF. It was not referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The gentleman from Virginia withdrew it. 

Mr. HERBERT. Then I shall change the form of my request and 
ask that the Committee on the Judiciary be discharged from its further 
consideration. If the gentleman from Indiana will withdraw his objec- 
tion I will put the request in that form. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say simply, in reference to 
this communication from the Attorney-General’s Office, that it has been 
the custom heretofore for the Departments to send in special communi- 
cations in relation to such matters, and they have uniformly been sent 
to the Committee on Appropriations to investigate and make provision 


for them. I do not see any reason for any difference in this respect. 

Mr. HERBERT. If the gentleman will listen to the reasons con- 
tained in the letter to which I have referred he will see that the cir- 
cumstances of this case are special, 

Mr. BLOUNT. They are always special. 

The SPEAKER. Thesubjectis not before the House, objection hav- 
ing been made. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WAIT. I ask unanimous consent to offer a resolution. 
“Mr. HENLEY. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The order isdemanded, which is the callof 
States and Territories for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions 
for reference to the appropriate committees when appointed. Under this 

ka 

Mr. WAIT. Itrust the gentleman from California will withdraw 
his objection. I only want to refer this resolution to the Committee 
on Accounts. . 

Mr. HENLEY. The gentleman can do that under the call, which is 
the regular order. 

Mr. WAIT. This 
and joint resolutions. 

_ The SPEAKER. The Chair was about to state that under the 
amended rule not only bills and joint resolutions but concurrent res- 
olutions and simple resolutions of the House will be in order under this 


resolution is different in its character from bills 


call; also memorials and joint resolutions from State and- Territorial 
Legislatures for reference only. The call begins with the State of Ala- 
bama. i : 


VACATION OF PATENTS. 
Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. 25). to provide a mode of 
vacating patents in certain cases; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS, MARSHALS, ETC. 


Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. 26) relating to the com- 
pensation and duties of United States attorneys, marshals, and com- 


“missioners, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 


me. 

Mr. HERBERT. I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House the bill belongs to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 

Mr. HERBERT. It relates to a matter of which I think the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary has jurisdiction. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Last session this bill was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 

The SPEAKER. The clause defining the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary isa general clause; whereas the clause defining 
the jurisdiction of the Committee on Expenditures in the Department 
of Justice is special, and enumerates various subjects over which it 
shall have jurisdiction; and the fees and compensation of public offi- 
cers is one of these subjects. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the De- 
partment of Justice, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM F. MARTIN. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama (by Mr. HERBERT), introduced a bill (H. 
R. 27) to pay William F. Martin, of Mobile, Ala., the value of one hun- 
dred half-boxes of tobacco illegally seized and sold by the collector of 
internal revenue at New Orleans; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. k 

DISTRICT JUDGE, ALABAMA. 


Mr. JONES, of Alabama (by Mr. HERBERT), also introduced a bill 
(H. R. 28) to provide for the appointment and com tion of a dis- 
trict judge for the southern district of Alabama; which was read a first 
and second tinte, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MOBILE DOCK COMPANY. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama (by Mr. HERBERT), also introduced a bill 
(H. R. 29) for the relief of the Mobile Dock Company; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MOBILE DEPOSIT SAVINGS ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama (by Mr. HERBERT), also introduced a bill 
(H. R. 30) for the relief of the Deposit Savings Association of Mobile, 
Ala.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BIRMINGHAM, ALA. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (H. R. 31) for the erection of a public 

building at Birmingham, Ala.; which was resA a first and second time, 
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referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and or- 
deréd to be printed. . 
PUBLIC LANDS IN ALABAMA. 

Mr. MARTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 32) to amend an act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act to exclude the public lands in Alabama from the opera- 
tion of the laws relating to mineral lands,” approved March 3, 1883; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER K. SHEPARD. i 

Mr. MARTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 33) for the relief of Alex- 
ander K. Shepard; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


INDEXING AND SALE OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. y 

Mr. MARTIN also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 6) provid- 
ing for the indexing and sale of public documents; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

, BRIDGE ACROSS THE COOSA. 

Mr. FORNEY introduced a bill (H. R. 34) to authorize the East and 
West Railroad Company of Alabama to maintain a bridge across the 
Coosa River; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM L. WHITLOCK. 


Mr. FORNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 35) to refund to William 
L. Whitlock, of Alabama, taxes illegally collected as income taxes ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MES. M. I. DONAHOE AND OTHERS. 


Mr. FORNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 36) for the relief of Mrs. 
M. I. Donahoe, J. A. Henry, and others; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CHANGE OF RANK. 

Mr. FORNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 37) to change the rank 
of an officer on the retired-list of the Army ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ALFRED HEDBERD. 

Mr. FORNEY also mirgon a bill (H. R. 38) for the relief of Alfred 
Hedberd ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

J. G. FELL AND OTHERS. 

Mr. FORNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 39) for the relief of J. 
G. Fell, Edward Hoopes, and George Burnham; which was read a first 
and second time, referred io the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

OSCAR EASTMOND AND JAMES W. ATWILL. 

Mr. BURNES (by Mr. FORNEY) introduced a bill (H. R. 40) for the 
relief of Oscar Eastmond and James W. Atwill; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. BURNES (by Mr. Forney) also introduced a bill (H. R. 41) to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at or 
near the city of Saint Joseph, in the State of Missouri, and to establish 
it as a post-road; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

UTAH EXPEDITION. 


Mr. BURNES (by Mr. FORNEY) also introduced a bill Œ. R. 42) 
referring to the Court of Claims the claims for property seized by Gen- 
eral Johnston on the Utah ition; which was read a first and second 
meneame io the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
print 

SUITS AGAINST RECEIVERS OF RAILROAD COMPANIES. 


Mr. BURNES (by Mr. FORNEY) also presented a joint and concur- 
rent resolution of the General Assembly of the State of Missouri, in- 
mracang the Senators and requesting the Representatives to procure 
national tionauthorizingreceiversof railroad com) 7a pie ust 
by Fed courts to be sued in local State courts an preserve the 
right of trial by jury in such suits; which was referred ag the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 


MISSOURI WAR DEBT. 


Mr. BURNES (by Mr. FORNEY) also presented a joint and concur- 
rent resolution of the General ‘Assembly of the State of Missouri, in- 
structing the Senators and requesting the tatives to support 
the earns Brace of a commissioner on the part of the United States to 
investigate and audit the war debt of the State, as contemplated by 
section 52 of the constitution of said State; which was referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
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SUSPENSION OF SILVER COINAGE. 

Mr. BURNES (by Mr. FORNEY) also presented a joint and concur- 
rent resolution of the General Assembly of the State of Missouri, im 
structing theSenators and requesting the Representatives to vote against 
and use all honorable means to defeat a bill to suspend or stop the coin- 
age of silver money; which was referred to the Committee on Doinage; 
Weights, and Measures. 

SURVIVING UNITED STATES SOLDIERS OF THE MEXICAN WAR: 

Mr. BURNES (by Mr. FORNEY) also presented a joint and concur- 
rent resolution of the General Assembly of the State of Missouri, in- 
structing the Senators and requesting Representatives to favor the pas- 
sage of an act giving pensions to surviving soldiers af the United States 
in the war with Mexico; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

PROTECTION OF BOTTOM LANDS IN MISSOURI. 

Mr. BURNES (by Mr. FORNEY) also presented a joint and concur- 
rent resolution of the General Assembly of the State of Missouri, me- 
morializing Congress for an appropriation or appropriations for the pro- 
tection of the bottom lands in the southwestern portion of said State 
from annual inundation from the Mississippi River, Saint Frances River, 
and other sources; which was referred to the Committee on Levees and 
Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

LEVEE IN MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. BURNES (by Mr. FORNEY) also presented a joint and concur- 
rent resolution of the General Assembly of the State of Missouri, me- 
morializing Congress foran appropriation for the construction of a levee 
on the west side of the Mississippi River from Clarksville, Mo., through 
the counties of Pike, Lincoln, and Saint Charles, to the mouth of the 
Missouri; which was referred to the Committee on Levees and Improve- 
ments of the Mississippi River. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I desire, at the request of General 
BRAGG, of Wisconsin, who can not be here, to introduce a bill for him. 

Mr. DUNN. I shall have to object to that, Mr. Speaker. When 
the State of Wisconsin is called I shall have no objection to any member 
present introducing a bill for any Representative of that State who 
may be unable to be here; but I can not consent that the State shall be 
taken out of its regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the request of the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] is not granted. 

SUPPORT OF COMMON SCHOOLS, 


Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. 43) to aid in the tempo- 
rary support of common schools; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Education, and ordered to be printed. 

BUREAU OF MILITARY STATISTICS. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 44) to create a bureau 
of military statistics and information; which was read a first and second 
oe cree to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
prin 

COURTS OF APPEAL. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 45) to establish courts 
of appeal, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
oo) a to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
prin 

PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS OF TIPPECANOE CAMPAIGN. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 46) granting pensions 
to the officers and soldiers of the Tippecanoe campaign of 1811 and to 
their surviving widows; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on aten and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS IN INDIAN WARS. 


Mr. WHEELER also introduced bill (H. R. 47) granting pensions 
to the soldiers who served against the Indians in 1817, 1818, and 1823; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SURVIVORS OF THE BLACK HAWK WAR. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 48) granting pensions 
to the surviving soldiers of the Black Hawk war; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SURVIVORS OF INDIAN WARS. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 49) granting pensions 
to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1835 to 1842; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

SURVIVORS OF THE MEXICAN WAR. 

ee ee a inoino b ee ee ons 
to the survivors of the Mexican war; which was read a first second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WAE OF 1812. 
Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 51) amending the laws 
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granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CIVIL-SERVICE REFORM. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 52) to amend an act to 
regulate and improve the civil service of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. J 

RESTORATION OF ARMY OFFICERS. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 53) to authorize the 
President to restore officers to the Army in certain cases; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS OF STATES. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 54) to adjust the claims 
of theStates against the United States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RECORDS OF THE WAR OF THE REBELLION. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 55) to provide for the 
printing of additional copiesof the Records of the War of the Rebellion; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

REFUND OF COTTON TAX. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 56) to provide for re- 
funding to the several States certain sums of money which were col- 
lected {rom persons residing in said States as a tax upon cotton; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. j 

SAINT LOUIS, ALABAMA AND ATLANTIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 57) to grant the right 
of way over the public lands in Alabama and to grant lands to said 
State in aid of the Saint Louis, Alabama and Atlantic Railroad, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and gecond time, referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ROME AND DECATUR RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 58) to grant the right 
of way over the public lands in Alabama to the Rome and Decatur 
Railroad Company from Rome, Ga., to Decatur, Ala., on the Tennessee 
River; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT HUNTSVILLE, ALA. 


Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 59) for the erection of 
a public building at Huntsville, Ala.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS OF PHYSICIANS. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 60) to compensate 
physicians for services rendered an order of the United States 
court of the northern district of Alabama; which was read a first and 
see Haa; referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. : : 

BENJAMIN M. SIMPSON. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 61) for the relief of 
Benjamin M. Simpson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
sone the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN J. BROWN. : 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 62) for the relief of 
John J. Brown; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DR. JOHN B. READ. 

“Mr. WHEELER also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 7) in re- 
lation to the claim made by Dr. John B. Read against the United States 
for the alleged use of projectiles claimed as the invention of said Read 
and by him alleged to have been used pursuant to a contract or 
ment made between him and the War Department and for which no 
compensation has been made; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. : 

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


Mr, WHEELER also presented a concurrent resolution to amend the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate and House of Representatives 
adopted January 2, 1874, directing the Congressional Printer to furnish 
the Senate and House of Representatives with the CoNGRESSIONAL 
RECORD; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


ESTATE OF WILLIAM TINDER. 
Mr. WHEELER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 63) for 
the relief of H. B. Wilson, administrator of the estate of William Tin- 


der, deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. MARY RINGGOLD ARCHER. , 

Mr. WHEELER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 64) grant- 
ing arrears of pension to Mrs. Mary Ringgold Archer; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CAPT. ALLEN L. ANDERSON. 

Mr. WHEELER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 65) to place 
the name of Capt. Allen L. Anderson on the retired list of the Army; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS L. ROSSER. 

Mr. WHEEER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 66) to re- 
move the political disabilities of Thomas L. Rosser; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. - 

FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] withdraws his objection to the request I have 
heretofore made to be allowed to introduce a bill for the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] who is unavoidably absent. À 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I object. 

Mr. WHEELER. Then [introduce it as my own bill, stating that 
I do so introduce it in behalf of General BRAGG, of Wisconsin, and by 
his request. 5 
Mr. WHEELER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 67) for the 
relief of Fitz-John Porter; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM P. CHAMBLISS, 
Mr. WHEELER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 68) for the 
relief of William P. Chambliss; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PACIFIC .RAILROAD. 

Mr. DUNN introduced a bill (H. R. 69) to- amend an act entitled 
“An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from 
the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Govern- 
ment the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,” ap- 
proved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and 
also an act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first- 
mentioned act; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 


RAILROAD AND TELEGRAPH LINE TO PACIFIC OCEAN. 

Mr. DUNN also introduced a bill (H. R. 70) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to aid in the construction of 
a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific 
Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, 
military, and other purposes,’ approved July 1, 1862,” approved July 
2, 1864; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF TONNAGE DUTIES. 

Mr. DUNN also introduced a bill (H. R. 71) to repeal the tonnage 
duties upon ships and vessels of the United States and upon certain 
foreign vessels; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF OBSTRUCTIONS TO NAVIGATION. 

Mr. DUNN also introduced a bill (H. R. 72) to provide for the re- 
moval of obstructions to the free navigation of the navigable waters of 
the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

* MINERAL LANDS. 

Mr. DUNN also introduced a bill (H. R. 73) to exclude the public 
lands in Arkansas from the ion of the laws relating to mineral 
lands; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, HELENA, ARK. 

Mr. DUNN also introduced a bill (H. R. 74) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Helena, Ark.; which was read a first and sècond time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

JAMES CLIFFORD. 

Mr. ROGERS introduced a bill (H. R. 75) for the relief of James Clif- 
ford; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. . 


CLAIM AGENTS AND PENSION ATTORNEYS. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 76) relating to claim 
agents and attorneys in pension cases; which was read a first and second 
“na ene to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
prin 
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CHEAPER TELEGRAPHIC CORRESPONDENCE. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 77) to secure cheaper tele- 

graphio correspondence; which was read a first and second time, re- 
erred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BUILDING AT FORT SMITH. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 78) to provide fora build- 
ing for the use of the Federal court, post- office, internal-revenue, and 
other civil offices, and a United States jail, in the city of Fort Smith, 
Ark.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PRYOR N. LEA. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 79) for the relief of Pryor 
N. Lea; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MONEY-ORDER SYSTEM. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R; 80) to provide for the 
deposit in the Treasury of the receipts of the money-order system and 
for the payment of its expenses out of appropriations; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET B. HARWOOD. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 81) granting a pension to 
Margaret B. Harwood; which was read a first and second time, referred 
tothe Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES H. HAMILTON. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 82) forthe relief of James 
H. Hamilton; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

J. H. T. MAIN. 

Mr. ROGERS alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 83) for the relief of J. H. T. 
Main; which wasread a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN ROGERS, DECEASED. 
Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 84) for the relief of the 
heirs of John deceased; which was read a first and second time, 
referred te the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 
_ JOHN D. ADAMS. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 85) for the relief of John 
D. Adams; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ZEB. WARD. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 86) for the relief of Zeb. 
Ward, of Little Rock, Ark.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PAY OF DISTRICT JUDGES, UNITED STATES. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. m aag the pay 
of the district judge of the United States for the western district of Ar- 
kansas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. È 88) regulating the pay of 
the district judges of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PETER NOLAN. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 89) for the relief of the 
heirs or legal representatives of Peter Nolan; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee oi War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ETHAN A. AND EDWARD YV. ‘DEUELL. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 90) refi to the Court 
of Claims the claim of Ethan A. and Edward V, Deuell; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee’ on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DAVID DICKSON AND OTHERS. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced so bill (H. R. 91) for the relief of David 
Dickson and others; which was read a first and second time, referred 

to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United States, in writing, was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


SILAS FEILD. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 92) for the relief of Silas 
Feild, one of the sureties on the bond of John G. Halliburton, deceased, 
late marshal of the United States in and for the eastern district of Ar- 
kansas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DANIEL FITZGERALD. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 93) for the relief of Daniel 
Fitzgerald, trustee of the Catholic church at Fort Smith, Ark.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES D. RENNY. 

Mr. ROGERS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 94) granting 
a pension to James D. Renny; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARGARET C. BUPP. 

Mr, ROGERS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 95) EEE 
a pension to Margaret C. Bupp; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARIAN F. HAYNIE. : 

Mr. ROGERS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 96) for the 
relief of Marian F. Haynie; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


F. E. FOLSOM. 
Mr. ROGERS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 97) granting 
a pension to F. E. Folsom; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES SUPPLE. 

Mr. ROGERS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 98) granting 
a pension to James Supple; which was read a first and second time, 
EERS to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
prin 

WILLIAM W. BURNS, 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 99) for the relief of Will- 
iam W. Burns; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LUCY ANN AND ALLEN G. LEE. 

Mr. ROGERS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 100) for the 
relief of Lucy Ann Lee and Allen G. Lee; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ALONZO H. KENT. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 101) granting a pension 
to Alonzo Hayward Kent;.which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


KANSAS CITY AND GULF RAILWAY. 

Mr. PEEL introduced a bill (H. R. 102) to grant to the Kansas City, 
Fort Scott and Gulf Railway Company a right of way through the In- 
dian Territory, and for other p ; Which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

: WILLIAM J. GAMBLE. r 

Mr. PEEL also introduced a bill (H. R. 103) for the relief of William 
J. Gamble; which was read a first-and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL DIAL. 
Mr. PEEL also introduced a bill (H. R. 104) for the relief of Samuel 
Dial; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SAINT LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY. 

Mr. PEEL also intodneed a bill (H. R. 105) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to granta right of way for a railroad and telegraph line through 
the lands of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians to the it Louis and 
San Francisco Railway Company, and for other purposes;’”? which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HOMESTEADS AND PRE-EMPTIONS. 

Mr. PEEL also introduced a bill (H. R. 106) to repeal an act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act to provide additional regulations for homesteads and pre- 
emptions of the public lands,” approved March 3, 1879; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIAS B. MOORE. p 

Mr. PEEL also introduced a bill (H. R. 107) for the relief of Elias 
B. Moore; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. PEEL also introduced a bill (H. R. 108) to pay George W. Phil- 
lips, of Madison County, Arkansas, for property taken from him by 
the United States Army in the late war; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed, 
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E. J. WOOLUM. 


Mr. PEEL also introduced a bill (H. R. 109) to pay E. J. Woolum 
for carrying United States mails from Blue Mountain, Ala., to Rome, 
Ga., in 1865, by order of the military authorities of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES CROWELL. 


Mr, PEEL also introduced a bill (H. R. 110) to pay Charles Crowell 
for property taken from him by the United States Army during the late 
war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARION D. STEEL. 


Mr. PEEL also introduced a bill (H. R. 111) to pay Marion D. Steel 
for property taken from him by the United States Army during the late 
war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be Diei 


PRICE OF PUBLIC. LANDS IN ARKANSAS. 

Mr. PEEL also introduced a bill (H. R. 112) to graduate the price of 
the public lands in the State of Arkansas, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committes on the Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PACIFIC AND GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY. 


Mr. PEEL also introduced a bill (H. R. 113) to grant to the Pacific 
and Great Eastern Railway Company the right of way through the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PRODUCERS OF TOBACCO, 

Mr. PEEL also introduced a bill (H. R. 114) to allow producers of 
tobacco to sell the same in the leaf, hand, or twist without internal- 
revenue restriction or tax; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS. : 

Mr. PEEL also introduced a bill (H. R. 115) to amend section 2, 
chapter 137, Statutes at Large, ofan act entitled ‘‘An act to determine 
the jurisdiction of the circuit courts of the United States and to regu- 
late the removal of causes from State courts, and for other p id 
which was read a first and sécond time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ALBERTINE COCKRUM. 


Mr. PEEL also introduced a bill (H. R. 116) for the relief of Alber- 
tine Cockrum; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MOUNTAIN MEADOW MASSACRE, 


Mr. PEEL also introduced a bill (H. R. 117) donating 320 acres of 
public land to each of the survivors of the Mountain Meadow massacre 
and each of the 1 heirs of any one killed in such massacre; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

J. M. HOBBS. 


Mr. PEEL also introduced a bill (H. R. 118) for the relief of J. M. 
Hobbs; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. ; 

GEORGE H. PETTIGREW. 

Mr. PEEL also introduced a bill (H. R. 119) for the relief of George 
H. Pettigrew; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES R. BERRY. 

Mr. PEEL also introduced a bill (H. R. 120) to refund illegal inter- 
nal-revenue taxes collected of James R. Berry as late auditor of the 
State of Arkansas; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

$ JASPER J. HENRY. 

Mr. PEEL also introduced a bill (H. R. 121) for the relief of Jasper 
J. Henry for a horse killed while acting as guide to the First Arkansas 
Cavalry Volunteers in the late civil war; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. i 

JUDICIAL DISTRICT IN ARKANSAS. 

Mr. PEEL also introduced a bill ve R. 122) to create a new judicial 
district in the State of Arkansas, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


* JABEZ CHAMBERLAIN. 


Mr. PEEL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 123) for the re- 
lief of Jabez Chamberlain; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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JOHN SHIRLEY. 

Mr. PEEL (by request) also introduced a bill is R. 124) for the re- 
lief of the estate of John Shirley, deceased; which was a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. - 

J. T. DICKSON. 


Mr. PEEL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 125) granting a 

pension to J. T. Dickson; which was read a first and second time, re- 

ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JAMES H. COWAN. 

Mr. PEEL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 126) to place 
James H. Cowan on the roll of the Arkansas volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. LOWELL. 

Mr, PEEL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 127) to place 
William J. Lowell on the rolls of the Arkansas volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

` JAMES FANNING. 

Mr. PEEL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 128) to amend 
the military record of James Fanning; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PROTECTION OF HOMESTEAD SETTLERS. 

Mr. MCRAE introduced a bill (H. R. 129) to protect homestead set- 
tlers within railway limits, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 2291 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. MCRAE also introduced a bill (H. R. 130) to amend section 2291 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
` . CLAIMS OF THE STATE OF ARKANSAS. 

Mr. MCRAE also introduced a bill (H. R. 131) for the adjustment of 
claims of the State of Arkansas against the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT TEXARKANA. > 

Mr. MCRAE also introduced a bill (H. R. 132) to provide for the erec- 
tion of an interstate public building at the city of Texarkana; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

; REFUND OF COTTON TAX. l 

Mr. MCRAE also introduced a bill (H. R. 133) to refund to the pre- 
ducers the tax collected by the United States on raw cotton in the years 
1863 to 1868, inclusive, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SUPPORT OF COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. MCRAE also introduced a bill (H. R. 134) to aid in the estab- 
lishment and temporary support of common schools; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Education, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

JACOB BERG. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 135) 
for the relief of Jacob Berg; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LIZZIE E. M’CORD. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
136) for the relief of Lizzie E. McCord, administratrix of Moses 8. Mc- 
Cord, deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. È 
; WILLIAM WRIGHT. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
137) for the zope of the estate of William Wright; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SALE OF THE CHEROKEE RESERVATION, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
138) to provide for the sale of the Cherokee reservation, in the State of 
Arkansas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

WILSON G. GRAY. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
139) for the relief of Wilson G. Gray; which was read a first and second 
mint referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered tobe . 

ted. 
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RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 


140) to grant the Kansas and Arkansas Valley Railway Company the 
right of way through the Indian Territory, and for other 

which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIM OF ARKANSAS AGAINST UNITED STATES. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
141) for the adjustment of the claim of the State of Arkansas agai 


the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMON SCHOOLS. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, also introduced a. bill (H. R. 
142) to aid in the establishment and temporary support of common 
schools ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education, and ordered to be printed. 


BUILDING FOR LIGHT-HOUSE BOARD. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas (by request), also introduced a 
bill (H. R. 143) to erect a building for the use of the Light-House Board 
at Washington; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


CABLE ELECTRIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas (by request), also introduced a 
bill (H. R. 144) to incorporate the Cable Electric Railway Company of 
the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 


printed. 
LIGHT-HOUSE sepia 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas (by req rowel introduced a 
bill (H. R. 145) to authorize the creation Of an an eda light-house 
district; which was read a first and second time, acer ia ANA coe 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas (by request), also introduced a 
bill (H. R. 146) to enable 'the Light-House Board to increase the num- 
ber of the light-house districts òn the Western rivers and making ap- 
propriation therefor; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


Mr. HENLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 147) to deelare forfeited cer- 
tain lans granted to aid in the construction of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad, and for other purposes; which was read a first andsecond time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 148) to declare forfeited 
certain lands granted to the Southern Pacific Company by the 
act of Congress approved July 27, 1866; which was read a firstand sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee.on the Publie Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 149) to declare forfeited 
certain land grants to aid in the construction of a railroad from Port- 
land, in Oregon, to the Central Pacifice Railroad in California; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PROCEEDS OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 150) granting to the State 
of California 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of the sales of public lands 
in said State; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


ACCOUNTS IN THE INDIAN SERVICE. 


Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 151) to authorize the 
adjustment of certain accounts in the service; which 
wan read IE nad O ie, retired to the Comanities on Cintas, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REIMBURSEMENT OF STATES. 


Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 152) to reimburse the 
several States for interest paid on war loans, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SUPPRESSION OF INDIAN HOSTILITIES IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 153) to reappropriate the 
ed balance heretofore appropriated by Congress for the sup- 
pression of Indian hostilities in the State of California; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


and ordered to be printed. 
PRICE OF LANDS IN CALIFORNIA. 
Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 154) to establish the 
. price of certain lands in the State of California; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 155) for the relief of the 
State of California; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
; | the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 156) to enable the State 
of California to take lands in lieu of sixteenth and thirty-sixth 
sections, found to be mineral lands; which was read a first and second 
snes page to the Committee on the Publie Lands, and ordered to be 
prin z i 

PRINTING OF CONSTITUTION AND STATUTES. 

Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 157) to print the Con- 
stitution of the United States and amendments thereto with the United 
States Statutes at every session of Congress; which was read a first and 
pasate he referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be 
prin 

KLAMATH INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 158) to restore the Kla- 
math Indian reservation to the public domain; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. HENLEY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 159) to ad- 
just claims of owners of lands within the limits of the Klamath Indian 
reservation; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

VOID ENTRIES OF PUBLIC LAND. 

Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 160) amendatory of an 
act entitled “An act for the relief of certain settlers on public lands, and. 
to provide for the repayment of certain fees, purchase-money, and com- 
missions paid on void entries of public lands,” approved June 6, 1880; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

: REFUND OF MONEYS. 

Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 161) prescribing the 
proof to be made on application for the refund of moneys paid for lands 
erroneously entered; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES MURPHY. 

“Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 162) for the relief of 
Charles Murphy; which was read a first and seeond time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN WAR CLAIMS. 


Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 163) to reimburse the 
States and Territories for money heretofore used and expended by them 
in the su ion of Indian hostilities; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DIRECT TAX. 

Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 164) to credit and pay 
to the several States and Territories and the District of Columbia all 
moneys collected under the direct tax levied by the act of Congress ap- 
proved August 5, 1861; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the J udiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


KLAMATH INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 165) to restore the Kla- 
math reservation to the publie domain; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DESERT-LAND SETTLERS. 

Mr. HENLEY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 166) for the 
relief of settlers under the desert-land act; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and- or- 
dered to be printed. 

BRANCH SOLDIERS’ HOME, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 167) to provide for the 
establishment of a branch soldiers’ home in the State of California; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SAILORS’ HOME, SAN FRANCISCO. 

Mr. HENLEY also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 8) author- 
izing the city of San Francisco to relinquish to the State of California 
title to certain property for a sailors’ home; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

J. M. HOGAN. 

Mr. LOUTITT introduced a bill (H. R. 168) for the relief of J. M. 
Hogan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BEET-ROOT ALCOHOL. 

Mr. McK ENNA introduced a bill (H. R. 169) to exempt from tax- 

ation alcohol distilled from the molasses made in the manufacture of 
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beet-root sugar; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMANDER HENRY GLASS, U. S. NAVY. 

Mr. MCKENNA also introduced a bill (H. R.170) to carry into effect 
the recommendation of the board of admirals convened under the 
joint resolution approved February 5, 1879, in the case of Commander 
Henry Glass, United States Navy; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHINESE. 

Mr. MORROW introduced a bill (H. R. 171) supplementary toand 
amendatoryof an act to execute certain EEA E AE relating to 
the Chinese, approved May 6, 1882, as amended by an act to amend 
said act approved July 5, 1884; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION, 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 172) to provide for the 
designation of certain commissioners in the circuit court of the United 
States to hear and determine certain casesof alleged restraint of liberty 
under acts of Congress relating to the restriction of Chinese immigra- 
tion and to provide a system of procedure in such cases; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. : - 


CHINESE TREATY STIPULATIONS. 
Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 173) to provide for the 
incurred in enforcing the provisions of the act to execute cer- 
tain treaty stipulations eeey de Chinese, approved May 6, 1882, and 
the amendment thereto; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, SAN FRANCISCO. 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 174) to authorize the 
purchase of a site for a building for a post-office, court-house, and other 
offices in San Francisco, Cal.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PRODUCTION OF FRUIT BRANDY, ETC. 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 175) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act relating to the production of fruit brandy, and to punish 
. frauds connected with the same,” approved March 3, 1877; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. . 

AMENDMENT OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. . 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 176) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to amend the laws in relation to internal revenue,” ap- 
proved May 28, 1880; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


RETAIL LIQUOR DEALERS, ETC. 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 177) to amend section 
3244 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EXEMPTION OF FRUIT BRANDY. 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 178) to amend section 
3255 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RESIGNATION OF JUDGES OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 179) to amend section 
714 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


APPEALS TO SUPREME COURT. 
Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 180) to amend section 
764 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


EXCHANGE OF MUTILATED SILVER COIN. 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 181) providing for the 
exchange of worn, defaced, clipped, punched, or otherwise mutilated 
silver coin of the United States of smaller denominationsthan one dollar 
for new or unworn subsidiary silver coins, at designated places and 
under certain conditions; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred tothe Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RELEASE OF CERTAIN PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. MORROW (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 182) to re- 
linquish the interest of the United. States in certain lands to the city 
and county of San Francisco and its grantees; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE A. NORTON. 
Mr. MORROW (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 183) for the 
relief of George A. Norton; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferrred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


; WILLIAM D. SPRAGUE. 

Mr. MORROW (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 184) for 
the relief of William D. § ; Which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FRED. E. BROOKS. 

Mr. MORROW (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 185) for the 
relief of Fred. E. Brooks; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


A. J, BARNES. 
Mr. MORROW (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 186) for 
the relief of A. J. Barnes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE C. PARKINSON. 
Mr. MORROW (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 187) for 
the relief of George C. Parkinson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. FELTON introduced a bill (H. R. 188) to forfeit the unearned 
lands in California granted or claimed to have been granted to the At- 
lantic and Pacific Railroad Company “‘ to aid in the eonstruction of arail- 
road and telegraph line from the States of Missouri and Arkansas to the 
Pacific coast,” and to restore the same to settlement, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


DUTY ON PLUMS, PRUNES, ETO. 

Mr. FELTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 189) to increase the duty 
on plums, prunes, and raisins; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RELIEF OF CERTAIN EMPLOYES, LIGHT-HOUSE ESTABLISHMENT. 

Mr. FELTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 190) for the relief of cer- 
tain employés and others in the twelfth United States light-house 
district; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, LOS ANGELES, CAL. 

Mr. MARKHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 191) providing for the eree- 
tion of a public building at Los Angeles, Cal.; which was read a first 
and second ti referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and to be printed. 

NEW JUDICIAL DISTRICT, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. MARKHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 192) to detach certain 
counties from the United States judicial district of California and create 
the United States judicial district of Southern California; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MISSION INDIANS, CALIFORNIA. : 

Mr. MARKHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 193) for the relief of 
the Mission Indians in the State of California; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered. to be printed. 

PUBLIC PARK, PAGOSA SPRINGS, COLO. 

Mr. SYMES introduced a bill (H. R. 194) to establish a public park 
at Pagosa Springs, Colo.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

BRANCH MINT, DENVER. 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 195) to provide for coinage 
atthe branch mint at Denver, Colo. ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HENRY H. STUTSMAN. 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 196) granting a pension to 
Henry H. Stutsman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

À ROYAL M. HUBBARD. 
Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 197) for the relief of Royal 


M. Hubbard; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM M. KEIGHTLEY. 


Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 198) for the relief of Will- 
iam M. Keightley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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HORACE A, W. TABOR. 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 199) for the relief of Horace 
A. W. Tabor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRIETTA H. COLE, 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (H. R. 200) for the relief of Hen- 
rietta H. Cole; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. ` 

SECTION 4742 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. MITCHELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 201) to amend section 
4742 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to Revolu- 
tionary pensionsand for other purposes; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LEMUEL ADAMS. 

Mr. MITCHELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 202) for the relief of 
Lemuel Adams; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS BUTLER. 

- Mr. MITCHELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 203) for the relief of 
Thomas Butler; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. F. P. GARDNER. t 

Mr. MITCHELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 204) for the relief of 
Mrs. F. P. Gardner; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

OFFICERS OF UNITED STATES ARMY. 

Mr. MITCHELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 205) for the relief of 
certain officers of the United States Army; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. x 

CHARLES WATERHOUSE. a 

Mr. MITCHELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 206) for the relief of 
Charles Waterhouse; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. EUNICE 8. NICHOLS. 

Mr. MITCHELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 207) for the relief of 
Mrs. Eunice S. Nichols; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

: EVALINA P. LOW. 

Mr. MITCHELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 208) for the relief of 
Evalina P. Low; which wasread a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GRADUATES OF MILITARY ACADEMY. 

Mr. MITCHELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 209) to 
provide for assignments of graduates of the Military Academy to duty in 
certain cases; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF PAUL NOYES. 

Mr. MITCHELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 210) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Paul Noyes, deceased; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. ` 

ROBERT CORNELL WHITE. 

Mr. MITCHELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 211) for 
the relief of Robert Cornell White; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ALFRED G. HATFIELD. 

Mr. MITCHELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 212) for 
the relief of Alfred G. Hatfield; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH H. POTTS. 
Mr. MITCHELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 213) 
` granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. Potts; which was read a 
frst and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 
ADMINISTRATOR OF JOHN W. DEAR. 


Mr. MITCHELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 214) for 
the relief of the administrator of the estate of John W. Dear, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

: JOHN LEATHERS. 

Mr. MITCHELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 215) for 
the relief of John Leathers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

s ARTHUR L. FISH. 
Mr. MITCHELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 216) for 


the relief of Arthur L. Fish; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
HEIRS OF PETER DELLA TORRE. 

Mr. MITCHELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 217) for 
the relief of Frank Della Torre and Susan F. Della Torre, heirs of Peter 
Della Torre, deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. MITCHELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 218) to 
confirm a certain private land claim in the Territory of New Mexico; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY F. POTTS. 

Mr. MITCHELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 219) for 
the relief of Mary F. Potts; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on: Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM WHEELER HUBBELL. 

Mr. MITCHELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 220) to 
determine the rights of William Wheeler Hubbell and the United 
States, respectively, therein stated; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM E. WOODBRIDGE. 

Mr. MITCHELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 221) for 
the relief of William E. Woodbridge; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH E. HOLROYD. 

Mr. MITCHELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 222) for 
the relief of Mrs. Sarak Elizabeth Holroyd, widow and administratrix 
of the estate of John Holroyd, deceased; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPT. HENRY H. HUMPHREYS. 

Mr. MITCHELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 223) for 
the relief of Henry H. Humphreys; which. was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE H. PLANT. 

Mr. MITCHELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 224) for 
the relief of George H. Plant; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DANIEL CONNOLLY. 

Mr. SEYMOUR introduced a bill (H. R. 225) granting a pension to 
Daniel Connolly; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARTHA E. TURNEY. 

Mr. SEYMOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 226) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Martha E. Turney; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGET ROACH. 

Mr. SEYMOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 227) granting a pen- 
sion to Bridget Roach; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES ROACH, ' 

Mr. SEYMOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 228) for the reljef of 
James Roach; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. E. A. BENHAM. 

Mr. SEYMOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 229) for the relief of 
Mrs. E. A. Benham, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Henry H. Benham, de- 
ceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NANCY E. DAY. 

Mr. WAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 230) for the relief of Nancy E. 
Day, administratrix of James L. Day, deceased; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WATERMAN CLIFT. 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 231) for the reimbursement of 
Waterman Clift, of Mystic River, Conn., for property destroyed in the 
late war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE O'DONNELL. 
Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 232) for the relief of George 


O’ Donnell; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


W. R. BENNETT AND OTHERS. 


Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 233) for the relief of Will- 
iam R. Bennett, John Eldridge, and William G. Dewey; which was 


1885. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


373 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. S 


JAMES CALER. 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 234) for the relief of James 
Caler, of Stamford, Conn. ; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MAJ. JAMES BELGER. 


Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 235) for the relief of Maj. 
James Belger; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 236) amending the laws 
granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 237) amending-the pension 
laws, and restoring pensions to widows of soldiers taken from them by 
second marriage, on death of or of divorce from second husband; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

TELEGRAPHIC OPERATORS DURING THE WAR. 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 238) for the relief of tele- 
graphic operators during the war; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ALEXANDER MACK. 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 239) granting a pension to 
Alexander Mack, late captain of the maintop, United States Navy; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

STANDARD SILVER DOLLARS. 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 240) to suspend the coinage 
of standard silver dollars; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

CLAIMS OF OWNERS OF PRIVATE DIES, 


Mr. LORE introduced a bill (H. R. 241) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to adjust, settle, and pay to the owners of private dies 
the balance of commissions due them; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES V. WISE. 


Mr. LORE also introduced a bill (H. R. 242) for the relief of Charles 
V. Wise; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

A LIGHT-HOUSE ON DOG ISLAND, FLA. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, introduced a bill (H. R. 243) making 
an appropriation for the erection of a light-house on Island, Fla. ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF ARVAH HOPKINS. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, also introduced a bill (H. R. 244) to 
provide for the payment to the legal representatives of Arvah Hopkins 
of the rent of certain property in Tallahassee, Fla., for the use of the 
Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING IN TALLAHASSEE, FLA. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, also introduced a bill (H. R. 245) for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Tallahassee, in the State of 
Florida; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

IMMEDIATE TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS, 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida (by request), also introduced a joint 
resolution (H. Res. 9) in relation to the immediate rtation of 
dutiable goods; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint res- 
olutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

a A bill (S. 118) for the relief of Alexander R. Lawton, of the State of 


eorgia; 

A bill (S. 580) granting a-pension to Julia D. Grant; and 

Joint resolution (S. R.-1) filling existing vacancies in the Board of Re- 
gents of the Smithsonian Institution. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I send to the desk a bill which I introduce by 
request of my colleague [Mr. DOUGHERTY], who is absent on account 
of the illness of a relative. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, JACKSONVILLE, FLA. 
Mr. DOUGHERTY (by Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida) introduced a 


bill (H. R. 246) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to erect a 
public building in the city of Jacksonville, Fla.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Publie Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS TYNS. 

Mr. TURNER introduced a bill (H. R. 247) granting a pension to 
Lewis Tyns; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY GEE. 


Mr. TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 248) for the relief of 
Henry Gee; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE M’DONALD. 

Mr. TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 249) for the relief of 
George McDonald, administrator of the estate of E. McDonald; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT AUGUSTA, GA. 


Mr. BARNES introduced a bill (H. R. 250) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Augusta, Ga.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and or- 
dered to be printed. i 

JOHN B. ROBERTS. 

Mr. BARNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 251) for the relief of John 
B. Roberts, postmaster at Sandersville, Ga. ; which was read a first and 
peene. time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN D. MUNNERLYN. 

Mr. BARNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 252) for the relief of 
John D. Munnerlyn; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

; BERNARD RICE, . 

Mr. BARNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 253) for the relief of 
Bernard Rice, of Georgia; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


STEAM RAILROADS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HARRIS (byrequest) introduced a bill (H. R. 254) to define the 
routes of steam railroads entering the city of Washington and District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, COLUMBUS, GA. 

Mr. HARRIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 255) for the erection of 
a public building at Columbus, Ga.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committeeon Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN WALKER. 


Mr. HARRIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 256) for the relief of John 
Walker, postmaster at Butler, Taylor County, Georgia; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MARK MILLER. 

Mr. CANDLER introduced a bill (H. R. 257) for the relief of Mark 
Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JASPER N. MARTIN. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 258) for the relief of 
Jasper N. Martin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH WOOD. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 259) for the relief of 
Elizabeth Wood; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced the passage, without amendment, of joint resolution (H. Res, 2) 
to pay the officers and employés of the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives their respective salaries for the month of December, 1885, on 
the 21st day of said month. 

It further announced agreement in concurrent resolution of the House 
that when the two Houses adjourn on Monday, December 21, 1885, 
they stand adjourned until January 5, 1886. 

MARGARET 8. FAIN. 


Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 260) for the relief of 
Margaret 8. Fain; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMBROSE CHEWNING. 
Mr, CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 261) for the relief of 
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Ambrose Chewning; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
G. D. MULLINS. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 262) for the relief of G. 
D. Mullins; which was read a first and.second time, referred to the 
Committee’ on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GREEN D. MULLIN. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 263) for the relief of 
Green D. Mullin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HANNAH SIMS. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 264) for the relief of 
Hannah Sims; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY E. CHUMLY. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 265) for the relief of 
Mary E. Chumly; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DICY D. FOWLER. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 266) for the relief of 
Dicy D. Fowler; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WESLEY JONES. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 267) for the relief of 
Wesley Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to ke printed. 


HIRAM A, DARNELL. 
Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 268) for the relief of 
Hiram A. Darnell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SANFORD A. PINYAN. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 269) for the relief of 
Sanford A. Pinyan, late a private in Str eg Pas RS KOON O 
gia Infantry Volunteers; which was first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT M’CUTCHEON. 
Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 270) for the relief of 
Robert McCutcheon; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


VALINCIA HUTCHINSON. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 271) for the relief of 
Valincia Hutchinson, widow of Curtis C. Hutchinson; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ALBERT MOSELEY. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 272) for the relief of 
Albert Moseley; which was read a first second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NEWTON COKER. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 273) for the relief of 
Newton Coker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. MORRIS. 

Mr. CRISP introduced a bill (H. R. 274) for the relief of John A. 
Morris; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM D. STEWART AND OTHERS. 

Mr. CRISP also introduced a bill (H. R. 275) for the relief of Will- 
iam D. Stewart and others, heirs at law of James Stewart, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MISSOURI PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Mr. CRISP also introduced a bill (H. R. 276) to amend an act entitled 
“An act toamend an act entitled ‘Anact to aid in the construction of a 
railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, 
and to secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, 
and other purposes,’ approved July 1, 1862,” approved July 2, 1864; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M. LOWRY. 
Mr. CLEMENTS introduced a bill (H. R. 277) for the relief of James 


M. Lowry, of Whitfield Peg Georgia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


RUFUS BARKER. 
Mr. CLEMENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 278) for the relief of 


Rufus Barker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
T.. H. TRIPLETT. 

Mr. CLEMENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 279) for the relief of 
T. H. Triplett, postmaster at Dalton, Ga.; which was read a first and 
peoa s; referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSEPH DAVIS. 

ifr. CREMENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 280) granting a pen- 
sion to Joseph Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on "Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SETTLEMENT OF CERTAIN RAILWAY ACCOUNTS. 

Mr. CLEMENTS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 281) to 
provide for the settlement of accounts with certain railway companies; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WALTER WADSWORTH. 

Mr. CLEMENTS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 282) for 
the relief of the estate of Walter Wadsworth; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

COMPENSATION OF UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS, MARSHALS, ETC. 

Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 283) relating to compensa- 
tion and duties of United States attorneys, marshals, and other court’ 
officials, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Jus- 
tice, and ordered to be printed. 

OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE WITH GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 284) concerning offi- 
cial correspondence with the Departments of the Government; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

RETIREMENT OF CERTAIN OFFICERS. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 285) to enable officers 
of the Army who were promoted for gallant and services 
in the war of the rebellion to be retired with the rank and full pay of 
the grade to which they were so promoted; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PROMOTION AND RETIREMENT. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 286) to facilitate pro- 
motions, and retire from actual service, u their own application, 
officers of the Army who served during the war of the rebellion as 
general officers of volunteers; which was ed a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

B. H. GRIERSON. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 287) to correct and 
complete the record of Col. B. H. Grierson, United States Army; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BOYNTON LEECH, 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 288) for the relief of 
Boynton Leech, late lieutenant in the United States Navy; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES H. CAMPBELL, 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 289) to restore Charles 
H. Campbell to the rank of captain in the Army; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

L. S. ENSEL. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 290) for the relief of 
L. 8. Ensel; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE H. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 291) granting a pension 
to George H. Campbell, late lieutenant-colonel of the One hundred and 
sixth Illinois Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

IDA DAVENPORT. 


Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 292) granting a pension 
to Ida Davenport, widow of William Davenport, late provost-mar- 
shal United States volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
Sanyal to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
prin: 


ELIZA J. H. TOMLIN. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 293) for the relief of 
Fliza J. H. Tomlin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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3 JOHN CHILDERS. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 294) for the relief of 
John Childers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CALVIN L. KNICK. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 295) granting a pen- 
sion to Calvin L. Knick; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL CLARY. 


Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 298) ting an in- 
crease of pension to Daniel Clary ; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JORDAN RICHARDSON. > 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 297) granting a pen- 
sion to Jordan Richardson; which was read a first and second time, 
zered to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
p THOMAS JEFFRIES. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 298) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas Jeffries; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD D. M’KINNEY. 


Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 299) granting a pen- 
sion to Richard D. McKinney; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. . 

JACOB LUCAS. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 300) for the relief of 
Jacob Lucas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LORENZO DURHAM. 


Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 301) for the relief of 
Lorenzo Durham; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PATENTS FOR RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 10) sus- 
pending issues of patents of lands which have been granted to aid in the 
construction of railroads and proceedings affecting the titles to such lands 
until Congress otherwise directs; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENTS TO CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 11) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution in reference to the election 
of President and Vice-President of the United States and members of 
Congress; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select 
Committee on the Election of President and Vice-President, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 12) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution prohibiting special legislation; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

BALANCES OF UNITED STATES INDEBTEDNESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER also submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, referred to the Committee on Expendituresin the Department of 
Justice, and ordered to be printed: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, respectfully 
aire pr bepress wn ea by orto thee TANCA Beaton, os chiara. 
by the books of the Treasury, on the 30th day of June, 1885. 

AMENDMENT OF RULES, 


Mr. SPRINGER also submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, referred to the Committee on Rules, and ordered to be printed: 
Resolved, That Rule XXXVI be amended by adding thereto the following as 


clause 3: 
“The representatives of daily newspapers resi atthe capital may be ad- 
ror Delegate for such ad- 


mitted by the Speaker, upon the request of any Mem 
mission, to the members’ corridor and rooms in the rear of the Speaker's chair, 
under such regulations as he may from time to time prescribe.” 


MONUMENT TO LATE VICE-PRESIDENT HENDRICKS. 

Mr. LAWLER introduced a bill (H. R. 302) for the erection of a 
monumentin Indianapolis, Ind., tothe memory of Thomas A. Hendricks, 
late Vice-President of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SCIENCE OF SPELLING. 

Mr. LAWLER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 303) to test 
and try the science of spelling; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Education, and ordered to be printed. 

ADMIRALTY LAW. 
Mr. LAWLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 304) to amend the ad- 


miralty law; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. LAWLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 305) to constitute eight 
hoursaday’s work forall laborers, workingmen, and mechanicsemployed 
by or on behalf of the Government of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Labor, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that there is more im- 
panera attached to this bill than to any other yet introduced in this 

‘ouse—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). The Chair will in- 
form the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LAWLER] that it is not in order 
to make remarks upon the merits ofa bill at this stage. 


GEORGE SCHNEIDER. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 306) grant- 
ing a pension to George Schneider; which was read a first and second 
ora e tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN K. MANNON. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, also introduced a bill oer R. 307) 
granting a pension to John K. Mannon; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

. MARY SULLIVAN. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 308) 
granting a pension to Mary Sullivan; which was read a first and second 
hee rer fi to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 


COMMISSIONERS OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 309) to 
establish a board of commissioners of interstate commerce, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

L. MADISON DAY. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Ilinois, (by request) also introduced a bill 
(H. R. 310) for the relief of L. Madison Day; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ALEXANDER HALL. 

Mr. RIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. 311) to increase the pension of 
Alexander Hall; which was a and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. ~ 

MARY S. AND SARAH BATES. 

Mr. RIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 312) to place on the pension- 
rolls the names of Mary 8. and Sarah Bates; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

CHARLES C. WHITESIDE. 


Mr. RIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 313) for the relief of Charles 
C. Whiteside; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES T. DODSON, 

Mr. RIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 314) for the relief of James 
T. Dodson; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe ~ 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R. 315) to organize the 
Territory of Oklahoma and consolidate certain Indian tribes under Ter- 
ritorial government, and for the establishment of a court; also to allot 
lands in severalty among the Indians, and for other purpoges; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories, and ordered to be printed. 

MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 316) ting pen- 
sions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican War, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. . 


PENSIONERS OF THE CREEK AND OTHER WARS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 317) granting pen- 
sions to the soldiers and sailors of the Creek, Florida, and Black Hawk 
wars, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to he printed. 


PENSIONS OF WIDOWS AND MINOR CHILDREN. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 318) increasing the 
pensions of widows and minor children and dependent parents to $12 a 
month; also providing that the fact of the enlistment and muster into 
the service of a soldier shall be prima facie evidence of soundness at the 
time of enlistment, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
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second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 
BOUNTY LANDS FOR SOLDIERS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 319) granting bounty 
lands to soldiers of the late war; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Publie Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

H. W. HUBBARD. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 320) for the relief 
of Hiram W. Hubbard; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LIEUT. JAMES M. BLADES. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 321) granting an 
increase of pension to-Lieut. James M. Blades, of Company H, Sixth 
Illinois Cavalry Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PHILIP TRAMEL. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 322) granting a pen- 
sion to Philip Tramel; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES TRIMBLE. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 323) granting a pen- 
sion to James Trimble; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

W. H. WEAVER. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 324) granting a 
pension to W. H. Weaver; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHARINE WATERS, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a. bill (H. R. 325) granting a 
pension to Catharine Waters, mother of Thomas Waters, deceased, late 
steward of the steamer Benefit; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARQUIS T. DAVIS, . 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 326) for the relief 
of Marquis T. Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELECTION OF SENATORS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 13) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States provid- 
ing for the election of Senators by the votes of the people of the States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


AMERICAN CUSTOMS UNION. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res, 14) 
requesting the President to invite the co-operation of the governments 
of American nations in securing the establishment of free commercial 
intercourse among those nations and an American customs union; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


AMERICAN EXHIBITION AT LONDON. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND (by request) also introduced a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 15) concerning an American exhibition to be held in London, 
May, 1886; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to say in regard to this last resolution 
that I have introduced it by request, not desiring to commit myself to 
its terms. 

MAIL TRANSPORTATION ON RAILROADS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, requested to in- 
form this House, if not incompatible with the public interest, what, if any, 
changes should be made in the law regulating compensation to railway compa- 
nies for carrying the mails; and if any additional authority or facilities are nec- 
essary to enable him to make a thorough and satisfactory examination of this 
subject, he is also requested to inform this House what means will be required 
for that purpose. 

NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 327) to enable na- 
tional banking associations to increase their capital stock and to 
change their names or locations; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ARNO VOSS. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Ilinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 328) for the 
relief of Arno Voss; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHNSON S. PRALL. 
Mr. ADAMS, of Ilinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 329) for the 
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removal of charge of desertion against the record of Johnson S. Prall; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CATHARINE LANIGAN. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 330) grantin 
arrears of pension to Catharine Lanigan; which was read a first an 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PATRICK FLYNN. 

Mr, HITT (by Mr. ADAms, of Illinois) introduced a bill (H. R. 331) 
for the reliefof Patrick Flynn; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and -ordered to be printed. 


i FREDERICK J. BRAENDLE. 

Mr. HITT (by Mr. ADAMs, of Illinois) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
332) for the relief of Fréderick J. Braendle; which was read a first and 
pec time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EXTRATERRITORIAL JURISDICTION OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. HITT (by Mr. ADAMs, of Illinois) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
333) to provide for the exercise of the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
United States in po out of their territory and dominion, and to re- 
peal the Revised Statutes from section 4083 to 4130, inclusive; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LAND TITLES IN ILLINOIS. 
Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 334) granting 
the title of the United States to certain lands to the county of Ran- 
dolph, in the State of Illinois, on certain conditions; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


LIENS ON REAL ESTATE. 
Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 335) regu- 
lating liens on real estate created by judgments rendered by the United 
States circuit and district courts in the several States and Territories; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


> PENSIONS. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 336) granting 

a pension to all United States soldiers and sailors of the late war of the 
rebellion who served thirty days or were in any engagement therein, 
and to the widows of all soldiers who are deceased; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 337) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to certain classes of pensioners therein men- 
tioned; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARINE CORPS. 
Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also.introduced a bill (H. R. 338) to reg- 
ulate appointments and promotions in the staff of the Marine Corps; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


RETIREMENT OF NAVAL OFFICERS, 


Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 339) authoriz- 
ing the voluntary retirement of certain officers of the United States Navy 
who have rendered conspicuous services in battle or who have served 
thirty years in the Navy; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PAY OF GRADUATES OF THE NAVAL ACADEMY. 
Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 340) to 
equalize the pay of graduates of the Naval Academy; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 
PENSIONS. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 341) granting 
pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 342) to equal- 
ize bounties of soldiers of the war of the rebellion; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

THREE JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, ILLINOIS. i 

Mr. THOMAS, of Ilinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 343) to di- 
vide the State of Illinois into three judicial districts, and to provide for 
holding courts therein; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
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SEMINARY OF QUEBEC. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, alsointroduced a bill (H. R 344) concerning 
certain lands in the State of Illinois ceded by France to the Seminary 
of Quebec, and to indemnify the grantee therefor; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


OFFICERS AND CREW OF THE MONITOR. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 345) for the 
relief of the officers and crew of the United States steamer Monitor, 
which participated in the action with the rebel iron-clad Merrimac on 
March 9, 1862; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

STEAMBOAT NEW ERA NO. 5. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 346) to au- 
thorize the payment of prize-money to captors of the steamboat New 
Era No. 5 and cargo; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MOLLIE B. WALDO. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 347) granting 
a pension to Mollie B. Waldo; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER M. HAGLER. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 348) granting 
a pension to Peter M. Hagler; which was read afirst and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ABRAHAM COVER. 
Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 349) granting 
a pension to Abraham Cover; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES F. F. WALLACE. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 350) granting 
a pension to James F. F. Wallace; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY BARROW. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 351) for the 
relief of Mary Barrow; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WARREN J. BURGESS. 
Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 352) granting 
a pension to Warren J. Burgess; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PHILIP HAHN. 
Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 353) for the 
relief of Philip Hahn; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN N. MATTHEWS. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 354) for the 
relief of John N. Matthews; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A. B. AGNEW. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Ilinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 355) granting 
an increase of pension to A. B. Agnew; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LUCINDA BARRETT. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 356) granting 
a pension to Lucinda Barrett; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
SAMUEL W. HESTER. 
Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 357) granting 
a pension to Samuel W. Hester; which was read a first and seco 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 
CAROLINE HIGGERSON. 
Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 358) granting 
a pension to Caroline Higgerson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JAMES P. COWENS. 
Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 359) for the re- 
lief of James P. Cowens; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SUSAN D. REYNOLDS, 
Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 360) forthe re- 
lief of Susan D. Reynolds; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be-printed. 


ESTATE OF GILBERT PARRIGIN. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 361) for the re- 
lief of the estate of Gilbert Parrigin; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPT. T, J. SPENCER. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 362) for the re- 
lief of Capt. T. J. Spencer; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES H. ADAMS, 


Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois (by request), also introduced a bill (H. R. 
363) for the relief of Charles H. Adams; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM F. WILSON. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 364) for the re- 
lief of William F. Wilson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

POLYGAMY. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res, 
16) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
in relation to polygamy; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE TAX ON SPIRITS. 


Mr. WORTHINGTON introduced a bill (H. R. 365) to amend the 
internal-revenue laws so as to tax all fractional parts of a gallon of dis- 
tilled spirits; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

CONVICT LABOR ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 366) to prevent 
the employment of convict labor in the preparation or manufacture of 
materials for public buildings and supplies in the Departments; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Labor, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, ILLINOIS. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 367) to amend 
section 536 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the 
division of the State of Illinois into judicial districts, and to provide 
for holding terms of court of the northern district at the city of Peoria; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, PEORIA. 


Mr. WORTHINGTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 368) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘ An act to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing in the city of Peoria, in the State of Illinois, approved July 9, 
1882;”? which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC MANN. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 369) grantinga 
pension to Isaac Mann; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE C. JAMESON. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 370) granting a 
pension to George C, Jameson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


€HARLES G. SMITH. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 371) increasing 
the pension of Charles G. Smith; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

: JOSEPH REVE. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 372) granting a 
pension to Joseph Reve; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES A. BUCK. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 373) granting a 
pension to James A. Buck; which wasread a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TESTS OF IRON, STEEL, ETC. 

Mr. PAYSON introduced a bill (H. R. 374) for the appointment of 
a commission of experts for the testing of steel, iron, and other build- 
ing material; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Manufactures, and ordered to be printed. 

COURT OF APPEALS. 


Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 375) to establish a court 
of appeals; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

LANDS FOR HONORABLY DISCHARGED SOLDIERS. 
Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 376) granting lands to 
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honorably discharged soldiers of the United States Army in the war of 


the re ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


RESTORATION OF CERTAIN PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 377) to restore all lands 
held in indemnity limits for railroad and wagon-road companies, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


MISSOURI PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 378) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to aid in the construction of arailroad and telegraph line 
from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Gov- 
ernment the use of the same for postal and other purposes, approved 
July 1, 1862,” approved July 2, 1864; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to 
be printed. 

REPEAL OF TIMBER-LAND ACT. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 379) to repeal the timber- 
land act of June 3, 1878; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF PRE-EMPTION LAWS. 


Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 380) to repeal all Jaws pro- 
viding for the pre-emption of the public lands, the lawsallowing entries 
for timber-culture, the Jaws authorizing the sale of desert lands, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


FORFEITURES OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 381) to forfeit the un- 
earned lands granted to the Atlantic Pacific Railroad Company to 
aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the States 
of Missouri and Arkansas to the Pacific coast and to restore the same 
to settlement, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
rinted. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 382) to declare forfeited 
a t of land in aid of the Girard and Mobile Railroad, in Alabama; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 383) to declare a forfeit- 
ure of certain lands ted to the State of Alabama in aid of the Mem- 
phis and Charleston Railroad; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. ‘ 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 384) to declare a forfeit- 
ure of certain lands granted to the State of Alabama to aid in the con- 
struction of the Savannah and Albany Railroad, and to enforce the same 
by judicial proceedings; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 385) to declare forfeited 
certain lands granted in the State of &c.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 386) to declare a forfeit- 
ure of certain lands granted to the State of Louisiana to aid in the con- 
struction of railroads, &c.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 387) to declare forfeited 
certain lands granted to the State of Mississippi to aid in the construc- 
tion of railroads, &c.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 388) to declare forfeited 
certain lands granted to the State of Mississippi to aid in the construc- 
tion of railroads, &c.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 389) todeclare a forfeiture 
of certain lands granted in aid of certain railroads ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 390) to declare a forfeiture 
of certain lands granted to aid in the construction of the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 391) to declare forfeited 
certain lands granted to the State of Michigan to aid in the construc- 
tion of a railroad from Ontonagon to the Wisconsin State line, &c.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 392) declaring forfeited 
dertain grants of land made to certain States to aid in the construction 

if railroads; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
S»mmittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


DUTIES ON SUGAR. - 
Ar. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 393) to reduce the duties 


on sugar; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


DUTY ON LUMBER. 


Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 394) to place lumber on 
the free-list; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


LUCRETIA M. LARKIN. 


Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 395) pong a pension 
to Lucretia M. Larkin; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 17) to 
amend the Constitution of the United States to permit the President 
to vetoitemsin general appropriations bills; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. , 

REPORT OF PUBLIC LANDS COMMISSION. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 18) for the 
further distribution of the report of the Public Lands Commission; 
which was read a first and second time, réferred to the Committee on 
Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD STEVENS. 

Mr. HOPKINS (by Mr. Payson) introduced a bill (H. R. 396) for 
the relief of Edward Stevens; which was read a first and second time, 
ify to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ADULTERATIONS OF BUTTER, ETC. 

Mr. HOPKINS (by Mr. Payson) also introduced a bill (H. R. 397) 
to amend title 35, entitled ‘‘ Internal Revenue,” of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY AND THOMAS WASHBURN. 

Mr. EDEN introduced a bill (H. R. 398) for the relief of Henry 
Washburn and Thomas Washburn, of Fayette County, Illinois; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD D. M’KINNEY. 

Mr. EDEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 399) granting a pension to 
Richard D. McKinney; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY G. CONRAD. 
` Mr. EDEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 400) granting a pension to 
Henry G. Conrad; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN E. LEWIS. 

Mr. EDEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 401) ting a pension to 
John E. Lewis; which was read a first and Beal, pre referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC K. YOUNG. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (H. R. 402) for the relief of Isaac K. 
Young; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM T. SHERWOOD. 

Mr. PLUMB also introduced a bill (H. R. 403) for the relief of Will- 
iam T. Sherwood; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM B. RICH. 

Mr. LANDES introduced a bill (H. R. 404) for the relief of W. B. 
Rich; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN MILLER. 

Mr. LANDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 405) for the relief of 
John Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ARCHIBALD HUNLEY. 

Mr. LANDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 406) for the relief of 
Archibald Hunley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ADIS ISRAEL HEBREW CONGREGATION. 


Mr. WARD, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 407) for the relief 
of Adis Israel Hebrew congregation in the city of Washington; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

S. B. BALDWIN. : 

Mr. WARD, of Illinois, also -introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
19) for the relief of Silas B. Baldwin, late colonel Fifty-seventh Regi- 
ment Illinois Infantry Volanteers; which was read a first and second 
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time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
Tinted. 7 
; FORFEITURE OF LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. NEECE introduced a bill (H. R. 408) to declare certain lands 
heretofore granted in aid of the construction of railroads forfeited to 
the United States for not complying with their charters, and to open 
the same for settlement, and protecting the rights of settlers thereon, 
and where lands have been conveyed in violation of law, or the con- 
veyance thereof has been procured by fraud, to recover the same or the 
value thereof; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 409) granting pensions to 
widows and children of all deceased officers, soldiers, and sailors of the 
Mexican war and the late war of the rebellion; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


PAY OF GOVERNMENT EMPLOYES UNDER THE EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 410) to pay the employés 
of the Government wages hitherto withheld in violation of the eight- 
hour law; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 4 

ADAM CURRY. 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 411) to rerate kad grape 
of Adam Curry; which was read a first and second time, refi to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARSHALL WILLARD. 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 412) granting a pension to 
Marshall Willard; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE SCHAEFER. 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 413) granting a pension to 
George Schaefer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

D. B. CLARK. 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 414) granting a pension to 
Daniel B. Clark; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM CONDON. : 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 415) granting a pension 
to William Condon; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY PARKER, 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 416) granting a pension 
to Mary Parker; which was read a first and second ina anei to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. SHANKS. 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 417) granting a pension 
to George W. Shanks; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. SAUNDERS, 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 418) granting a pension to 
John W. Saunders ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

T. M. MERRITT, 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 419) granting a pension to 
T. M. Merritt; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ZEBULIN PARKER. 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 420) for the relief of Zebu- 
lin Parker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

J. B* SCUDDER. 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 421)'granting a pension to 
Jesse B. Scudder; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

J. H. BAYLES. 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 422) for the relief of Joseph 
H. Bayles; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

J. MOYNIHAN. 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 423) granting a pension to 
Jeremiah Moynihan; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GILES ©. HAWLEY. 


Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 424) to amend the military 
record of Giles C. Hawley and place his name on the pension-roll; which 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
EDMUND T. CLINE. 


Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 425) granting a pension to 


Edmund T. Cline; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
A ELIZABETH A. ROBBINS. 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 426) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth A. Robbins; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS T. SMITHERS. 


Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 427) for the relief of 
Thomas T. Smithers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES W. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 428) for the relief of James 
W. Davidson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HARRY M’ELHINNY. 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 429) granting a pension 
to Harry McElhinny; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL WILLIAMS. 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 430) granting a pension to 
Daniel Williams; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT J. BAUGNESS. 


Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 431) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Robert J. Baugness; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Afairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PROMOTION OF THRIFT, ETC. 

Mr. NEECE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 432) granting 
lands to aid in the establishing of an endowment. for services by which 
thrift may be premoted and citizens aided and assisted to save and 
preserve themselves from the economic impotence and dependence in- 
volved in their lack of the material factors to make available their per- 
sonal produetive capabilities; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 433) taning the time for 
the presentation and payment of ms against the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC LANDS FOR ACTUAL SETTLERS. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 434) to limit the disposal 
of public lands adapted to agriculture to actual settlers under the pro- 
aa of the homestead laws, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 

Mr, HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 435) to declare thé for- 
feiture of certain public lands heretofore granted to aid in the construc- 
tion of certain rai ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


PURITY OF ELECTIONS. 


Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 436) to maintain the 
purity of the ballot-box, prevent bribery and corruption in elections 
and appointments, and penisi ped ury for the violation of its provisions; 
which was read a first and time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


BOUNTIES. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 437) to equalize the 
bounties of soldiers who served in the late war for the Union; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 
Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 438) in relation to claims 


against the United States; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT MADISON, IND. 


Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 439) to provide for the 
erection of a public building for the use of the post-office and other 
Government offices at the city of Madison, in the State of Indiana; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
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NEAL MEGINLEY. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 440) ting a pension 
to Neal Meginley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

KATE AMANN. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 441) granting a pension 
to Kate Amann; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HARRIET M’LEASTER. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 442) granting a pension 
to Harriet McLeaster; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SUSAN WOOLLEY. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 443) granting a pension 
to Susan Woolley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES, 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 444) to amend section 
3336 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PEOPLE’S NATIONAL BANK, LAWRENCEBURG, IND. 


Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 445) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to issue a duplicate certificate of deposit to 
the People’s National Bank of Lawrenceburg, Ind.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CAPT. JOHN BURKHART. 


Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 446) for the relief of 
John Burkhart; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JACKSON SHADDAY. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 447) granting a pension 
to Jackson Shadday; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NEWTON DAY. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 448) granting a pension 
to Newton Day; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN P. T. DAVIS. 


Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 449) for the relief of 
John P. T. Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD GRANTS, ETC. 

Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. 450) repealing all laws granting 
public lands to certain railroad companies and to certain States for 
the benefit of said railroad companies, and declaring the right and in- 
terest of said railroad companies and States in said land forfeited, 
and also declaring said lands to be a part of the public domain, subject 
to homestead, pre-emption, and sale, as other public lands belonging 
to the United States, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SETTLERS ON RAILROAD LANDS. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 451) for the relief of settlers 
on lands granted in aid of railroads; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. > 

REPEAL OF PRE-EMPTION AND TIMBER-CULTURE LAWS. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 452) to repeal all laws pro- 
viding for the pre-emption of public lands and the laws allowing en- 
tries for timber-culture; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

FORFEITURE OF ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC RAILROAD GRANTS. 


Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 453) to forfeit the lands 
granted to the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the 
construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the States of Mis- 
souri and Arkansas to the Pacific coast, and to restore the same to set- 
tlement, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
: EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 454) to equalize the boun- 
ties of soldiers who served in the late war for the Union; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WORN SILVER COIN. 


Mr. COBB alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 455) providing that all silver 


coin of the United States which is worn or defaced by ordinary usage 
only shall be hereafter received by the Governmentand paid for in per- 
fect coin at its face or original value at all places where it is now re- 
ceived and paid for at bullion value; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 
and ordered to be printed. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. COBB algo introduced a bill (H. R. 456) providing for paying 
the cost of surveying lands granted in aid of the construction of the 
Northern Pacific Railroad and to subject the same to taxation; which 
was read a first and second time, referred tothe Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

a HUBBARD H. SMITH. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 457) for the relief of Hub- 
bard H. Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

FEMALE NURSES. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 458) for the payment of fe- 
male nurses during the war; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MAGDALENE BULLOCK. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 459) for the relief of Mag- 
dalene Bullock, widow of Robert M. Bullock; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. . 

GEORGE B. HESS. 
* Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 460) for the relief of George 
B. Hess; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DEXTER GARDNER. 


Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 461) for the relief of Dexter 
Gardner; which was read a first and sccond time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FORFEITURE OF UNEARNED LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 20) to prevent 
the Secretary of the Interior from issuing patents for lands granted by 
the United States to aid in the construction of railroads or other im- 
provements where the said railroads or other improvements have not 
been completed within the time fixed in the act making said grants; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


MICHIGAN LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. COBB also submitted a resolution requesting the Secretary of the 
Interior to furnish the House of Representatives with certain informa- 
tion in regard to lands in the State of Michigan and requesting him 
to withhold the issuing of patents therefor until action is had by Con- 
gress; which was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 
2) to pay the officers and employés of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives their respective salaries for the month of December, 1885, 
on the 21st day of said month; when the Speaker signed the same. 


HENRY H. DENTON. 


Mr. OWEN introduced a bill (H. R. 462) granting a pension to Henry 
H. Denton, a soldier of the United States Army in the late war; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PATENT RIGHTS. 

Mr. OWEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 463) to limit the jurisdic- 
tion of United States courts and to protect the innocent purchasers of 
patent rights; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

“ROBERT M’ ALEXANDER. 


Mr. OWEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 464) granting a pension to 
Robert McAlexander, a soldier of the Union Army in the late war; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, LOGANSPORT, IND. 

Mr. OWEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 465) to provide for the pur- 
chase of ground and the erection of a public building for the post- 
office and for other uses at Ind; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 


. THOMAS C. KNIGHT. 


Mr. OWEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 466) granting a pension to 
Thomas C. Knight, a soldier of the Union Army in the late war; which 
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was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
RESTRICTION OF ALIENS AND OTHERS TO PUBLIC LANDS. 
Mr. OWEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 467) to restrict to aliens and 


foreign corporations and companies the ownership of public lands and 
of any Jand in the Territories; which was read a firstand second time, 
zomea to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. $ 
EFFICIENCY OF UNITED STATES INFANTRY. 

Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. 468) to increase the efficiency 
of the infantry branch of the Army; which was read a first and second 
cares passat og Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MIAMI INDIANS OF INDIANA. a bt 

Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 469) to reimburse the 
Miami Indians of Indiana for moneys improperly taken from them; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 5 

Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 470) to equalize the 
bounties of soldiers, sailors, and marines; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ARREARS OF PENSION. 
_ Mr, STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 471) to amend section 2 
of an act making appropriations for the payment of the arrears of pen- 
sions granted by aet of January 25, 1879, and for other pur- 
poses, approved March 3, 1879; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
MARY YOUNG. 

Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 472) for the relief of Mary 
‘Young; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM BOONE. _ 

Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 473) granting a pension 
to William Boone; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM B. BAKER. 

Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 474) granting a pension 
to William B. Baker; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES P. JOHNSON, 

Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 475) for the relief of James 
P. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM B. REYNOLDS. 


Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 476) forthe relief of Will- 
iam B. Reynolds; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FIRST NATIONAL BANK, WABASH, IND. 

Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 477) to authorize the in- 
erease of the capital stock of the First National Bank of Wabash, Ind. ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN HOLLINS M’BLAIR. 

Mr. STEELE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 478) for the 
relief of John Hollins McBlair; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 479) to extend the bene- 
fits conferred by section 1219 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CAPT. ALEXANDER M’CREARY. 

Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 480) for the relief of Capt. 
Alexander McCreary, One hundred and first Indiana Volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GRANT OF CERTAIN LANDS, INDIANA. 

Mr. LOWRY introduced ‘a bill (H. R. 481) releasing to the State of 
Indiana the title of the United States to certain lands in said State; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

APPLICATIONS FOR PENSIONS, 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 482) repealing all limita- 
tions as to the time within which meritorious applications for pensions 
may be filed; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to te printed. 


DUTIES ON BOOKS. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 483) to repeal the import 
duties on German and French books used in educational institutions; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

5 JAMES B. WHITE. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 484) for the relief of James 
B. White; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS M. M’DONALD. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 485) for the relief of Fran- 
cis M. McDonald; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS DEEMS. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 486) for the relief of Lewis 
Deems; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

` ELMER WYATT. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 487) granting a pension 
to Elmer Wyatt; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ADAM STERNBERG. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 488) granting a pension 
to Adam Sternberg; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE OTIS, 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 489) to restore the name 
of George Otis to the pension-roll; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM A. WARD. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 490) increasing the pen- 
sion of William A. Ward; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SILAS B. JOHNSTON, . 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 491) for the relief of Silas 
B. Johnston; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and erdered to be printed. 

ANN CRAIG. : 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 492) granting a pension 
to Ann Craig; which was read a first and second time, relazi to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE KOPE. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 493) for the relief of George 
Kope; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSIAH DUKES. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 494) granting a pension 
to Josiah Dukes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY C. MURRAY. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 495) granting a pension 
to Mary C. Murray; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN F. BETHEL. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 496) granting a pension 
to Benjamin F. Bethel; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM MAXHEIMER. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H; R. 497) granting a pension 
to William Maxheimer; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH T. ERWIN. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 498) granting a pension 
to Joseph T. Erwin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE ALCOTT. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 499) for the relief of 
George Alcott; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM P. PATRICK, 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 500) for the relief of Will- 
iam P. Patrick; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SCHOOLS OF MEDICAL PRACTICE. 

Mr. LOWRY (by request) also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 

21) relative to schools of medical practice in the United States and to 
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the graduates thereof; which was read a first. and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
COMPILATION OF COMMITTEE REPORTS. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 22) author- 
izing the preparation of a compilation of the reports of the committees 
of the Senate and House of Representatives; which was read a first and 
= referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 501) to equalize 
the bounties of soldiers who served in the late war for the Union; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, LA FAYETTE, IND. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 502) for the pur- 
chase of asite and the erection of a public building thereonin thecity of 
LaFayette, Ind. ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to beprinted. 

JULIUS A. KAISER. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 503) for there- 
lief of Julius A. Kaiser; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs; and ordered to be printed. 

ANNA KLESSINGER. i 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introdueed a bill (H.'R. 504) granting 
a pension to Anna Klessinger; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSEPH J. LEWIS. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 505) granting 
a pension to Joseph J. Lewis; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELEANOR T. BROOKBANKS AND OTHERS. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 506) for the 
relief of Eleanor T. Brookbanks and others; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DAVID BRYAN. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 507) for the 
relief of David Bryan; which was read a first and second time, referred. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LOUISA WHITE. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 508) granting 
a pension to Louisa White; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL BAKER. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 509) granting 
apension to Samuel Baker; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL AYERS. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 510) for the 
relief of Samuel Ayers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

: OTIS S. STAFFORD. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 511) granting 
a pension to Otis S. Stafford; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. MARTIN. ; 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 512) granting 
a ion to G W. Martin; Sah RRi AD 

erred fo the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY BAGLEY. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 513) granting 
a pension to Mary Bagley; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES W, HETRICK. , 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced ‘a bill (H. R. 514) for the 
relief of James W. Hetrick; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALTHEA A. FRASNER. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 515) granting 
a pension to Althea A. Frasner; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
PATRICK W. KENNEDY. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 516) for the 
relief of Patrick W. Kennedy; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


CAPT. PETER J. WELSCHBILLIG. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 517) to.rerate 
the pension of Capt. Peter J. Welschbillig; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on” Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. , 

ANNA M. SMITH. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 518) granting 
a pension to Anna M. Smith; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSEPH VAN ARSDEL. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 519) granting 
a pension to Joseph Van Arsdel; which was read a first and second 
Pae Taat bo tio Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM N. CLIFT. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 520) forthe re- 
lief of William N. Clift; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

2 ELI CONNER. r 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 521) for the 
relief of Eli Conner; which was read a first and second time, referred 
tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL MOOBE. _ 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced bill (H. R. 522) for the re- 
lief of Samuel Moore; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS R. BRUNER. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 523) for the re- 
lief of Thomas R. Bruner; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DANIEL H. ROSS. 
Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 524) granting 
& pension to Daniel H. Ross; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
ROBERT C. M’KEE. 
Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 525) to restore 
Robert C. McKee to the pension-roll; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 


be printed. 
ANNA HOLLIKOH. 


Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 526) for the 
relief of Anna Hollikoh; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM PIKE. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 527) for the 
relief of William Pike; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A : SILAS QUACKENBUSH. a 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 528) for the re- 
lief of Silas Quackenbush; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. BALDWIN AND OTHERS, 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 529) for the 
relief of George W. Baldwin, Charles L. Baldwin, and Dora Thompson; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

: LARKIN F. ROBERTS. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 530) granting 
a pension to Larkin F. Roberts; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BOUNTIES. 

Mr. KLEINER introduced a bill (H. R. 531) to extend the time for 
the payment of additional bounty, as provided in the acts of Congress of 
July, 1866, and July, 1876, as applied to soldiers of the United States 
in the late war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CRAWFORD BROWN. 

Mr. KLEINER also introduced a bill (H. R. 532) for the relief of 
Crawford Brown; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS FERGUSON. 

Mr. KLEINER also introduced a bill (H. R. 533) for the relief of 
Thomas Ferguson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MOVEMENT OF VESSELS, ETC. 
Mr. KLEINER also introduced a bill (H. R. 534) to amend certain 
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provisions of chapter 4, neS of the Revised Statutes, relating to the 
movement of vessels and the landing of and personal 
which was read a first and second time, to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
CHARLES SPENCER. 
Mr. KLEINER also introduced a bill (H. R. 535) for the relief of 


Charles Spencer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY AYRES. 


Mr. KLEINER also introduced a bill (H. R. 536) for the relief of 
Henry Ayres; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Cominittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DAVID H. ELIES. 


Mr. KLEINER also introduced a bill (H. R. 537) for the relief of 
David H. Ells; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS, 


Mr. KLEINER also introduced a bill (H. R. 538) a 
to the surviving soldiers of the he Mesia, Florida, na pprap: fed smaa 
which was read a first and second APAA ts a 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN G. EIGENMAN AND JOHN BIEDENKOPF. 

Mr. KLEINER also introduced a bill (H. R. 539) for the relief of 
John G. Ei and John Bi , on account of moneys illegally 
collected from them by the sale of a distillery; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PENSIONS, BOUNTIES, ETC. 

Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. 540) to repeal the acts of lim- 
itation as to the of pensions; whichw as read s first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 541) to equalize the boun- 
ties of. all soldiers who served in the late war for the Union; which was 
Sar EEEE ager he referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to pe panes: 

Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. 542) prescribing a rule 
of evidence in pension eases; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to thie Committee on Invalid Pensions,and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 543) to amend the pen- 
sion law; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE IN GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 


Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 544) granting leave of 
absence to employés in the Government Printing Office; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and 
ordered to be printed. ` 

PENSIONS. : 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R: 545) to increase the pen- 
sions of widows and dependent relatives of deceased soldiers and sailors; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid P and ordered to be 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 546) relating to special 
examinations in pension cases; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

3 Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 547) to provide for the 
appointment of a commission to investigate the question of revising the 
pensiun tp which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
MONUMENT TO GENERAL JAMES SHIELDS. 


Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 548 548) for the erection ot 
a monument to the memory of General James ; which was read 
a first and second time, refered to the Committee on the Library, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ENOCH GOSS. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 549) granting a 
to Enoch Goss; which was read a first and second time, 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, Sad pleme te ba sete 

ADAM GASTON. 


Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 550) to restore to the 
pension-roll the name of Adam Gaston; which was read a first and 
second tiene, Teteezed 0 The: Commi ion on Invalid Pensions, and or- 


dered to be printed. 


to the 


RHODA DANE. 


Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 551) peed prieg be sa pension 
to Rhoda Dane; which was read a first and second 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be comune 
JOHN T. HAMMANS. 
Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 552) to increase the pen- 


sion of John T. Hammans; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM J. SUFFALL. 


Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 553) granting a pension 

to William J. Suffall; which was read a first and second referred 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
SUSAN SINGLETON. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. Eo granting a pension 
to Susan Singleton; which was reata first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WALTER W. WELTY. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 555) to inerease the pen- 
sion of Walter W. Welty; which was read a first. and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGET SHERLOCK. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 556) granting a pension 
to Bridget Sherlock; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL W. TRACEY. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 557) granting a pension 
to Samuel W. Tracey; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FRANKLIN P.. BURGET AND OTHERS. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 558) ting a pension 
to Franklin P. Burget, William Burget, and Lydia A. Burget; whieh was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM ALLEN. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 559) granting a pension 

to William Allen, late of Company C, Third Indiana Volunteers (war 
with Mexico); which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

_ JAMES A. HANGER. - 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 560) for the relief of John 
A. Hanger; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JESSE M. JONES. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 561) for the relief of Jesse 
M. ‘Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES E. MACKLIN. 


Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H, R. 562) for the relief of 
Second Lieut. James E. Macklin; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
prin 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF GIDEON WALKER. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 563) for the relief of the 
representatives of Gideon Walker, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN LOOKABAUGH. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 564) for the relief of John 
Lookabaugh; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN FLETCHER. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 565) for the relief of John 
Fletcher; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTION OF POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 23) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States soas to pro- 
vide for the election of postmasters by the people; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

M. W. HOVEY. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of. Indiana, introduced a bill (H.R. 566) granting a 
pension to M. W. Hovey; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. LITTLE. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 567) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary A. Little; which was read a first and second time, 

referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

: as N. GARD. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of also introduced a bill (H. R. 568) grant- 
ing a pension to Jacob N. Gard; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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POST-OFFICE BUILDING, INDIANAPOLIS, IND. 
Mr. BYNUM introduced a bill (H. R. 569) appropriating $45,000 for 
the improvement of the porone building in the city of Indianapolis, 


Ind. ; which was read a and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
E. P. THOMPSON. 

Mr. BYNUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 570) for the relief of E. 
P. Thompson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ROSANNA FLAHIFF. 

Mr. BYNUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 571) for the relief of Ro- 
sanna Flahiff; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW W. BILLINGS. 

Mr. BYNUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 572) for the relief of An- 
drew W. Billings; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

_ SUSAN M. COYNER. 

Mr. BYNUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 573) for the relief of Su- 
san M. Coyner; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER CURRAN. 

Mr. BYNUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 574) for the relief of Pe- 
ter Curran; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

KATE L. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. BYNUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 575) for the relief of Kate 
L. Campbell; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LOUISA C. BEEZELEY. 

Mr. BYNUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 576) for the relief of Louisa 
C. Beezeley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES KILEY. : 

Mr. BYNUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 577) for the relief of 
James Kiley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EMMA J. HOLLOWAY. 

Mr. BYNUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 578) for the relief of Emma 
J. Holloway ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to.be printed. 

SUSAN JONES. 

Mr. BYNUM alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 579) forthe relief of Susan 
Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FLORA SKINNER. l ; 

Mr. BYNUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 580) for the relief of Flora 
Skinner; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BYNUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 581) for the relief of Lewis 
Bitlick; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


j - JOHN B. TALGE. 
Mr. BYNUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 582) granting a pension 
to John B. Talge; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LONA 8. FITZGERALD. 


Mr. BYNUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 583) for the relief of Lona 
S. Fitzgerald; which was read a first and time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 
Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 584) to provide for 
the organization of that part of the territory of the United States now 
` known as ‘'The Indian Territory” and the ‘‘Public Land Strip” into 
a Territory to be known as the Territory of Oklahoma, and to provide 
a temporary government for the same, for allotment of homesteads to 
the Indians in severalty, and to open unoccupied lands to actual set- 
tlers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 585) to estab- 
lish at the seat of Government an Executive Department to be known 
as the tment of Labor, with a Secretary of Labor, who shall be 
at the head thereof; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT, PENSION LAWS. 

of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 586) to define 
the time when ions granted under the inyalid-pension laws of the 
United States take effect; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
REPEAL OF CERTAIN DUTIES, 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 587) to admit 
free of duty sawed boards, pes, deals, laths, pickets, palings, and 
shingles; which was read a and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAL TELEGRAPH. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 588) to enlarge 
the postal facilities of the United States by the establishment of a pos- 
tal telegraph; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

- COINAGE OF SILVER DOLLARS. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 589) to pro- 
vide for the free and unrestricted coinage of the silver dollar; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

; ISSUE OF SILVER CERTIFICATES. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 590) to pro- 
vide for the issue of silver certificates on the deposit of standard silver 
dollars; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT OF PUBLIC DEBT. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
24) instructing the Secretary of the Treasury to apply the lawful money 
now in the Treasury to the payment of an equal amount of the inter- 
est-bearing public debt; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. t 


ELECTION OF UNITED STATES SENATORS. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
25) ) proposing an amendment to section 3, article 1, of the Constitution 
of the United States, so as to provide for the election of United States 
Senators by a vote of the people in the several States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

> BALLARD PAVEMENT COMPANY. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
591) for the relief of the Ballard Pavement Company; which was read 
a first and second time, referred tothe Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LIABILITIES OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
592) to define the liabilities of the District of Columbia under certain 
executed contracts; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

LIMITATION IN PENSION CASES, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 593) to remove 
the limitation in n cases, and for other ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SALARIES OF UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT JUDGES. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 594) fixing 
thesalaries of the several judgesof United States district eourts at $5,000 
per annum; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 595) grant- 
ing pensions in certain cases; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

; J. K. OTIS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 596) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue to George K. Otis the dupli- 
cate of certain land-warrants lost while in the possession of officers of 
the Government; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

INCREASE OF CERTAIN PENSIONS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 597) to ex- 
tend the benefits of the act of March 3, 1879, and the act of March 3, 
1885, to certain pensioners whose disabilities are caused by amputation 
and increasing the rate thereof, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

DISTRIBUTION OF STATUTES AND CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 598) te 
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provide for the distribution of the Statutes of the United States and the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to designated incorporated bodies, institu- 
tions, and associations within the several States and Territories; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. HONORAH MALONEY. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 599) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Honorah Maloney; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ANNA DEGGENDORF. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 600) 
granting a pension to Anna orf; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ALONZO V. RICHARDS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 601 
sanea a pension to Alonzo V. Richards, second lieutenant Si 

rps, United States Army; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. ANN D. W. EICHMAN. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 602) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Ann D. W. Eichman; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. . 

MARY HERON. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 603) for 
the relief of Mary Heron; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


W. H. MORHEISER. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 604) for the 
relief of W. H. Morheiser; which was read a first and second.time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WIDOWS AND ORPHANS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 605) for 
the relief of widows and orphans residing in the District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


STATUE OF GENERAL J. A. RAWLINS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 606) an- 
thorizing the removal of the statue of Maj. Gen. John A. Rawlins from 
its present location to a site to be selected by the Secretary of War; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JANNET E. B. SMITH. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 607) grant- 
ing a pension to Jannet E. B. Smith; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LAKE MICHIGAN AND MISSISSIPPI RIVER CANAL. 


Mr. MURPHY introduced a bill (H. R. 608) to provide for the con- |` 


struction of Lake Michigan and Mississippi River Canal, and to cheapen 
transportation; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Railways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MURPHY. I want it understood that there is no prejudice 

arising by reason of that reference. 
CONVICT LABOR. 

Mr. MURPHY also introduced a bill (H; R. 609) to prohibit the em- 
ployment of convict labor or the product of the same; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Labor, and or- 
dered to be printed. - 

+ PROOF IN PENSION CLAIMS. 

Mr. MURPHY also introduced a bill (H. R. 610) to regulate proof 
in pension claims; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES FARLEY., 

Mr. MURPHY also introduced a bill (H. R. 611) for the relief of 
James Farley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS S. BROOKS & CO. 

Mr. MURPHY also introduced a bill (H. R. 612) for the relief of 
Thomas S. Brooks & Co.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHARINE COLLINS. 

Mr. MURPHY also introduced a bill (H. R. 613) for the relief of 
Catharine Collins; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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GEORGE J. KRAUSE. : 

Mr. MURPHY also introduced a bill (H. R. 614) for the relief of 

George J. Krause; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


EVANS, NICHOLLS & CO. 

Mr. MURPHY also introduced a bill (H. R. 615) for the relief of 
Evans, Nicholls & Co.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

E. H. SHROPSHIRE. 

Mr. MURPHY also introduced a bill (H. R. 616) for the relief of 
R. H. Shropshire; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

J. W. HUBBERT. 
Mr. HEPBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 617) granting a pension to 


J. W. Hubbert; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES MORGAN. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 618) granting a pen- 
sion to James Morgan; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT F. H. GOODE. 

Mr, HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 619) granting a A set 
sion to Robert F. H. Goode; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT GRAY. 3 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 620) granting a pen- 
sion to Robert Gray; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Í GEORGE W. MILLS. 

Mr.‘HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 621) for the relief of 
George W. Mills; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

W. A. LEMASTER. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 622) for the relief of 
W. A. Lemaster; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN 8. RAWLINS AND EUGENE W. SQUIRES. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 623) for the relief of 
Benjamin S. Rawlins and Eugene W. Squires; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. : 

WILLIAM E. WARD. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 624) for the relief of 
William E. Ward; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL P. GLENN. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 625) granting a pen- 
sion to Samuel P. Glenn; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MINTON PRALL. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 626) granting a pen- 
sion to Minton Prall; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL K, WRIGHT. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 627) for the relief of 
Daniel K. Wright; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS BROCKETT. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 628) for the relief of 
Thomas Brockett; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN KENNEDY. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 629) for the relief of 
John Kennedy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM A. GRAHAM. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 630) for the relief of 
William A. Graham; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions and ordered to be printed. 

REV. ERASTUS LATHROP. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 631) for the relief of 
Rey. Erastus Lathrop; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS WILLIAMS. 
Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 632) for the relief of 
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Thomas Williams; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MAJ. G. W. CANDEE. 
Mr. HEPBURN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 633) for the 
relief of Maj. G. W. Candee; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN DEFENBAUGH. 
Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 634) granting a pen- 
sion to John Defenbaugh; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CONSTITUTION FOR DAKOTA. 

Mr. FREDERICK (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 635) to en- 
able the people of Dakota Territory to form a constitution; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territo- 
ries, and ordered to be printed. 

REBELLION RECORDS. 


Mr. FREDERICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 636) for the reissue 
of the first five volumes of the Records of the Warof the Rebellion, with 
the issue of nine additional copies to each member of the Forty-ninth 
Congress, as per act of August 7, 1882; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES LANG. 

Mr. FREDERICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 637) granting a pen- 
sion to James Lang; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT J. GILLESPIE. 

Mr. FREDERICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 638) granting a pen- 
sion to Robert J. Gillespie; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW J. ELLIOTT. 

Mr. FREDERICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 639) granting a pen- 
sion to Andrew J. Elliott; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TITLE OF SETTLERS ON DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 

Mr. HOLMES introduced a bill (H. R. 640) to quiet title of settlers 
on the Des Moines River lands in the State of Iowa, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PRISONERS OF WAR. 


Mr. HOLMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 641) for the pensioning 
of prisoners of war who were confined in confederate military prisons 
during the war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT DODGE. 


Mr. HOLMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 642) for the erection of a 
public building at Fort Dodge, Iowa, which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. : 

AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATION 

Mr. HOLMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 643) to establish agricult- 
ural experiment stations in connection with the colleges established 
in the several States under the provisions of the act approved July 2, 
1862, and the acts supplementary thereto; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MATHIAS PEDERSEN. 

Mr. HOLMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 644) for the relief of 
Mathias Pedersen; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

d LEWIS M. LINN. 

Mr. HOLMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 645) granting a pension 
to Lewis M. Linn; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS M. COMMUCK. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill ( H. R. 646) granting a pension to 
Thomas M. Commuck; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 


Mı. CONGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 647) to increase thepen- 
sions of soldiers and sailors who have been permanently and totally dis- 
abled; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

W. H. SOLLADA. 

Mr. CONGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 648) granting a pen- 
sion to W. H. Sollada; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH M’LAREN. 

Mr. CONGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 649) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth McLaren; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CHARLOTTE D. CROCKER. 

Mr. CONGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 650) granting an increase 
of pension to Charlotte D. Crocker; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

FOURTH REGIMENT IOWA VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. CONGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 651) for the relief of the 
volunteers of the Fourth Regiment of Iowa Infantry; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. . 

ARREARS OF PENSION. 


Mr. FULLER introduced a bill (H. R. 652) to amend an act making 
appropriations for the payment of the arrears of pensions granted by 
act of Congress approved January 25, 1879, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FORFEITING RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. STRUBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 653) forfeiting a part of cer- 
tain lands granted to the State of Iowa to aid in the construction of 
railroads in that State, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, SIOUX CITY, IOWA. ç 

Mr. STRUBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 654) for the erection of 
a public building at Sioux City, Iowa; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M’CALLEN. 


Mr. STRUBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 655) amending an act 
entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to James MeCallen;” which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT OF ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. LYMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 656) to amend section 2 of an 
act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the payment of the 
arrears of pensions granted by act of Congress approved January 25, 
1879, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1879, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM RANDALL. 

Mr. LYMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 657) granting an increase 
of pension to Wi ‘n Randall; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FRANCIS W. HALDEMAN. 

Mr. LYMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 658) for the relief of 
Francis W. Haldeman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GRANT TO COUNCIL BLUFFS. 

Mr. LYMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 659) to grant to the cor- 
porate authorities of the city of Council Bluffs, in the State of Iowa, 
for public uses, a certain lake known as Honey Creek Lake; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

SOUTHERN KANSAS RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 660) to grant the right of way 
through the Indian Territory to the Southern Kansas Railway Com- 
pany, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FORT SELDEN MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 661) granting the right of 
way through the Fort Seden. military reservation in New Mexico to 
the Rio Grande, Mexico and Pacific Railroad Company; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 


Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 662) to provide for the ap- 
pointment of commissioners to ascertain and report losses sustained by 
citizens of the United States by reason of Indian depredations; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 663) to amend section 2 of 

an act making appropriations for the payment of the arrears of pensions 
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granted by act of Congress approved January 25, 1879, and for other 
purposes, approved March 3, 1879; which was read a first and second 
time, ate to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CLAIMS OF CERTAIN CITIZENS OF KANSAS. 


Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 664) to authorize the ap- 
pointment of a commissioner and the settlement of the claims of certain 
citizens of Kansas named therein; which was read a first and second 
time, f€ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 665) to equalize the boun- 
ties of soldiers and others who served in the Jate war for the Union; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS FOR HORSES, ETC. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced:a bill (H. R, 666) to extend the time for 
the filing of claims for horses and equipments lost by officers and en- 
listed men in the service of the United States, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RANK OF CERTAIN RETIRED OFFICERS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 667) to fix the rank of cer- 
tain retired officers of the Army; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. TA 

JOHN GARAHTY. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 668) for the relief of John 
Garahty; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BERNARD CARLIN. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 669) granting a pension to 
Bernard Carlin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


RIO GRANDE, MEXICO, AND PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 670) to authorize the Rio 
Grande, Mexico and Pacific Railroad Company to purchase certain 
lands, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committeeon Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS H, SOWARD. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 671) for the relief of Thomas 
H. Soward; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIJAH CRUDGINGTON. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 672) for the relief of Elijah 
Crudgington; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. MORGAN. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill GS R. 673) for the relief of Will- 
iam H. Morgan; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to. be printed. 

MRS. P. E. BROADDUS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 674) granting a pension to 
Mrs. P. E. Broaddus; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL HENRY. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 675) for the relief of Samuel 
Henry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. $ 

T. N. M’CLURE. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 676) granting a pension to 
T. N. McClure; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNIE M. BRODERICK. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 677) granting a pension to 
Annie M. Broderick; which was a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID W. BOUTWELL. 


Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 678) granting a pension to | 


David W. Boutwell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
EXTENSION TERRITORIAL LAWS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 679) to extend the laws of 
the United States over certain unorganized territory south of thé State 
of Kansas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

REBECCA J. LOWRY. 
Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 680) granting a pension to 


Rebecca J. guardian; which was read a first and second time, 
serene aa a Sharing bak mak Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, 
JOHN B. CHILDS. 
Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 681) granting a pension to 
John B. Childs; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN T. RYMAN. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 682) for the relief of John 
T. Ryman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

F ROBERT R. HUGHES. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 683) for the relief of Robert 
R. Hughes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES DYE. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 684) to grant a pension to 
James Dye; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELI W. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 685) to grant a pension to 
Eli W. Campbell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN G. SHAWBELL. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 686) to grant a pension to 
John G. Shawbell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PHILIP HOFELD. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 687) to rerate the pension of - 
Philip Hofeld; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JACOB SNOVELY. 
Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 688) for the relief of Jacob 
Snovely; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SECTION 2139, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 689) to amend section 2139 
of the Revised Statutes in regard to the sale of intoxicating liquors to 
Indians; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


EDWARD FENLON. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 690) for the relief of Ed- 
ward Fenlon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

: DR. LEWELLEN AND A. G. DAVIS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 691) for the relief of Dr. 
Lewellen and Anthony G. Davis; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DR. LEWELLEN. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 692) for the relief of Dr. 
Lewellen; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. r 

WILLIAM B. KEITH. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 693) granting a pension to 
William B. Keith; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

S. N. WOOD. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 694) for the relief of S. N. 
Wood; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (H. R. 695) to provide for the sale 
of the lands belonging to the Prairie Band of Pottawatomie Indians in 
Kansas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS OF KANSAS CITIZENS, 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 696) authorizing the 
settlement of claims of certain citizens of Kansas therein named; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC A. MEYER. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 697) for the relief of 
Isaac A. Meyer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PHILIP D, CAMPBELL. 
Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 698) granting a pension 
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to Philip D. Campbell; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
y KICKAPOO RESERVATION IN KANSAS. 

„Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 699) for the sale of the 
Kickapoo diminished reservation in Kansas; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

M. A. BICKERDYKE. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 700) granting a pension 
to M. A. Bickerdyke; which was read a first and second time, referred 
+e the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. MARY B. KENNEY. 
Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 701) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Mary B. Kenney; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was not agreed to; there being ayes 33, noes not counted. 


JOHN F. BRUNER. 
Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 702) granting a pension 
to John F. Bruner; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


RATING OF INVALID PENSIONS, 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 703) to establish a uni- 
form grade of rating for invalid pensions and to abolish all distinc- 
tions on account of rank in pensions hereafter granted; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN DUBACH,. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 704) granting a pension 
to Benjamin Dubach, dependent father of Adolph Dubach, late of Cap- 
tain Fleming’s company, Tenth Kansas Volunteers; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

INCREASE OF PENSIONS TO WIDOWS. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 705) to provide for an 
increase of pension to widows of soldiers in the war of the rebellion; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. : 


SAMUEL W. ROBINSON. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 706) granting a pension 
to Samuel W. Robinson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

J. R. MARTIN. 


Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 707) for the relief of J. 
R. Martin, late postmaster at Perry, Kans.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. T s 

JAMES M'DONALD. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 708) granting a pension 
to James McDonald; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM D. MATTHEWS. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 709) for the relief of 
William D. Matthews; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

KICKAPOO ESTATES. 

Mr. MORRILL also introdùced a bill (H. R. 710) to provide for the 
settlement of the estates of the Kickapoo Indians in the State of 
Kansas, and for other ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS O'LEARY. 

. Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 711) granting a pension 
to Francis O’Leary; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Coinmittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ATCHISON, KANS. 
Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 712) forthe erection of 
a public building at Atchison, Kans; which was read a first and sec- 
-ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM 8. THATCHER. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 713) for the relief of 
William S. Thatcher; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CORNELIUS W. KEIFER. 
Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 714) for the relief of 


Cornelius W. Keifer; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
TUNIS J. ROOSA. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 715) granting a pension 
to Tunis J. Roosa; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC WELCH. 


Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 716) granting a*pension 
to Isaac Welch; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CAPT, W. D. MORRISON. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 717) increasing the pen- 
sion of Capt. W. D. Morrison; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

_ PENSIONS ACCORDING TO DISABILITY. 

Mr. FUNSTON introduced a bill (If. R. 718) to pension all honor- 
ably discharged persons of the Army or Navy according to disability; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


INCREASING THE EFFICIENCY OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. FUNSTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 719) to increase the 
efficiency of the Army; which was read a first and second time, referred 
te the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

L. J. WORDEN. 

Mr. FUNSTON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 720) for 
the relief of L. J. Worden; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN PREWITT. 

Mr. FUNSTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 721) to place the name 
of John Prewitt on the pension-roll; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Commitee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PORTER B. HEWITT. 

Mr. FUNSTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 722) granting a pension 
to Porter B. Hewitt; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN CAPTIVES. 

Mr. FUNSTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 723) for the relief of 
women and children who were captured by hostile Indians; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 2 

JOHN B. Ross. 

Mr. FUNSTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 724) to place the name 
of John B. Ross on the pension-roll; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY ANN PERKINS. 

Mr. FUNSTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 725) to pension Mary 
Ann Perkins; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE BARRETT. 

Mr. FUNSTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 726) to place thename 
of George Barrett on the pension-roll; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, 

NANCY E. MORRIS. 

Mr. FUNSTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 727) to place the name 
of Nancy E. Morris on the pension-rolls; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ABRAHAM WESTFALL. 

Mr. FUNSTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 728) to place the name 
of Abraham Westfall on the pension-rolls; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

FREDERICK MARSHALL. 

Mr. FUNSTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 729) to place the name 
of Frederick Marshall on the pension-roll; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

NEW YORK INDIAN LANDS IN KANSAS. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 730) to provide for the sale 
of certain New York Indian lands in Kansas; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. ' 

WILLIAM H. HEISTER, 


Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 731) granting a pension 
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to William H. Heister; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN H. ATCHISON. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 732) granting a pen- 
sion to John H. Atchison; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. LAURA M. CHEEK. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 733) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Laura M. Cheek; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committe on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

OXLEY JOHNSON. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 734) granting a pension 
to Oxley Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NICHOLAS W. BARNETT. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 735) for the relief of 
Nicholas W. Barnett; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID M. LOGAN, 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 736) for the relief of 
David M. ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

N. M. MILLER. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R.'737) granting a pension 
to N. M. Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAINT LOUIS, BAXTER SPRINGS AND MEXICAN RAILWAY. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 738) granting the right 
of way through the Indian Territory tothe Saint Louis, Baxter Springs 
and Mexican Railway Company, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LANDS TO INDIANS IN SEVERALTY. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 739) to provide for the 
allotment of lands in severalty to the United Peorias and Miamis of 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

H. L. NEWMAN. 

Mr. PERKINS alsointroduced abill (H. R. 740) for the relief of H. L. 
Newman; which was read a firstand second time, referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. CUSHMAN. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 741) for the relief of 
George W. Cushman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE MAXWELL. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 742) for the relief of 
George Maxwell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A. L. DICKERMAN AND OTHERS. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 743) for the relief of A. 
L. Dickerman and others, which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HOLDEN COOK. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R.-744) granting a pension 
to Holden Cook; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

F. C. BULKLEY. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 745) for the relief of F. 
C. Bulkley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

J. W. BENNETT. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 746) ting a pension 
to J. W. Bennett; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
ihe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ISSUE OF DUPLICATE LAND-WARRANTS. 


Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 747) authorizing the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office to issue land-warrants for 120 
acres of land to the holder of warrant No. 51456, with certain provis- 
ions and upon certain conditions; which wasread a firstand second time, 
sect to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. k 

UNITED STATES COURT, INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 748) to establish a 
United States court in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


HOMESTEAD SETTLEMENTS, INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 749) to’open to home- 
stead settlement certain portions of the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSIAH MOOSA. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 750) granting a pension 
to Josiah Moosa; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

s MRS. REBECCA ADAMS. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 751) for the relief of 
Mrs. Rebecca Adams; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES SMITHPETER. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 752) granting a pension 
to James Smithpeter; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHADSEY BROTIIERS. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 753) for the relief of 
Chadsey Brothers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JURISDICTION UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 754) to limit the juris- 
diction ot the circuit and district courts of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

EASTERN AND WESTERN BANDS OF CHEROKEE INDIANS. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 755) to refer claims of 
the Eastern and Western Bands of the Cherokee Indians to the Court 
of Claims; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ALLOTMENT OF LANDS IN SEVERALTY. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 756) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to allot lands in severalty to Indians; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

KANSAS CITY, FORT SCOTT AND GULF RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. PERKINS (by request) also introduced a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 26) for the relief of the Kansas City, Fort Scott and Gulf Railroad 
Company; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

JANE CAPTAIN. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 757) for the relief of 
Jane Captain; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER HARPER. 


Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 758) granting a pension 
to Alexander Harper; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HIATT & CO. 


Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 759) for the relief of 
Hiatt & Co.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 


Mr. HANBACK introduced a bill (H. R. 760) to remove the limita- 
tion of payment of arrears of pension, and for other purposes ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID F. HOOD. 


Mr. HANBACK also introduced a bill (H. R. 761) for the relief of 
David F. Hood; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY A. HUDSON. 


Mr. HANBACK also introduced a bill (H. R. 762) for the relief of 
Henry A. Hudson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MISSOURI PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. HANBACK also introduced a bill (H. R. 763) to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph 
line from the Missouri River to the Pacific- Ocean, and to secure to the 
Government the use of the same for postal, military, and other pur- 
poses,” approved July 1, 1862, also to amend an act approved July 2, 
1864, and also an act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of 
said first amended act, to provide for a settlement of the claims grow- 
ing out of the issue of bonds to aid in the construction of said railroads, 
and to secure to the United States all indebtedness of the companies 
therein mentioned; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 
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RELIEF OF SAILORS FROM CHARGE OF DESERTION. 

Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. 764) to relieve certain sailors 
from the charge of desertion; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

INCREASE OF PENSION. 


Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 765) giving to honorably 
discharged soldiers and sailors of the rebellion under disability from 
gunshot wounds equal to loss of an arm or leg increased pension; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 766) giving to the honor- 
ably discharged soldiers and sailors of the rebellion increased pension 
for loss of limbs; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DISABLED SOLDIERS. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 767) granting a pension 
to all disabled soldiers and sailors ing more than three months in 
the war of the rebellion; which was a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


INCREASE OF PENSION. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 768) to increase ed po- 
sions of all widows and minor children of soldiers and sailors of the 
wor of the rebellion; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WICHITA AND ARKANSAS VALLEY RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 769) ted re the right of 
way through the Indian Territory to the Wichita Arkansas Valley 
Railroad Company, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

NATIONAL ARBITRATION. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 770) to regulate inter- 
state commerce through anational court of arbitration; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

i TERRITORY SOUTH OF KANSAS. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 771) to extend the laws of 
the United States over certain ized territory south of the State 
of Kansas; which read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PERSONS KILLED BY RAILWAY ACCIDENTS. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 772) to pay dependent 
relations of persons killed by accident engaged in the railway mail serv- 
ice, and to compensate for injuries received; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PENSIONS AT FIFTY-FIVE YEARS. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 773) granting pensions to 
all hongvably discharged soldiers and sailors of the war of the rebellion 
who are now or may hereafter become fifty-five years of age; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MILITARY POSTS, KANSAS. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 774) making an appro- 
priation for the purchase of two sites and for the erection thereon of 
two military posts on the southwestern frontier of Kansas; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BANKS. 


Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 775) forthe relief of John 
Banks; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS G. BARTON. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 776) to increase the pen- 
sion of Thomas G. Barton; which was read a firstand second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK BOTTJER. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 777) granting a pension 
to Frederick Bottjer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REBECCA BURCH. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 778) for the relief of Re- 
becca Burch, widow of a soldier of the Revolution; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. : 
ELIZA J. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 779) for the relief of Eliza 
J. Campbell; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN C. CLARK. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 780) for the relief of John 
C. Clark; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

B. J. DREESEN. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 781) granting a pension 
to B. J. Dreesen; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT M. FORSYTHE. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 782) to increase the pen- 
sion of Robert M. Forsythe; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY FONES. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 783) for the relief of Henry 
Fones; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY D. GREWELL. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 784) granting a pension 
to Henry D. Grewell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM 8S. HALL. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 785) for the relief of Will- 
iam 8. Hall; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY HEGWER. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 786) for the relief of Henry 
Hegwer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELKANAH HUDDLESTON. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 787) for the relief of El- 
kanah Huddleston; which was read a and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed: 


JEPTHA HORNBECK. 
Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 788) granting a pension 


to Jeptha Hornbeck; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ORREN D. LEMERT. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 789) for the relief of Or- 
ren D. Lemert; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AUSTIN B. LYNCH. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 790) granting a pension 
to Austin B. Lynch; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN F. LEWIS. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 791) to restore John F. 
Lewis to the rank of first lieutenant, Twenty-first United States In- - 
fantry, and place him on the retired-list; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DAVID M’KINNEY. z 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 792) granting a pension 
to David McKinney; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT E. MAGOFFIN. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 793) granting a pension 
to Albert E. Magoffin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

D. M’ ARTHUR. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 794) for the relief of D. 
McArthur; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID MORROW. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 795) for the relief of 
David Morrow; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LEVI H. NARON. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 796) granting a pension 
to Levi H. Naron; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. NELSON. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 797) granting a pension 
to William H. Nelson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN O'CONNOR. 
Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 798) for the relief of 
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Stephen O’Connor; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
J. W. PATTERSON. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 799) for the relief of J. 
W. Patterson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH A. PORTER. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 800) granting a pension 
to Joseph A. Porter; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM L. ROSE, 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 801) for the relief of Will- 
iam L. Rose; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AUGUST SCHINDLER. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 802) granting a pension 
to August Schindler; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ADAM J. SHANER. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 803) granting a pension 
to Adam J. Shaner; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES D. VERNAY. 
Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 804) granting an increase 
of pension to James D. Vernay; which was read a first and second 
orm patie the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


JAMES A. UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 805) to increase the pension 
of James A. Underwood; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AUGUST WEIDE. 


Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 806) to provide forthe pay- 
ment of arrears of pension to August Weide, of Ellenwood, Kans., late a 
private in Company B, Ninth Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers; which was 
read a first second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Mr. Speaker, being satisfied that my State can 
not be reached underthis call to-day, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. [Cries of ‘‘No!’’ “No!” *‘Divide!’?] 

The SPEAKER proceeded to put the question; but before the vote 
was taken the demand for a division was withdrawn. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that we ought 
to have an ing about this matter. Ifit is proposed that we 
shall go through with the presentation of bills without the necessity 
of members remaining, it may as well be soannounced. If wedo not 
purpose to go through with the call, itis not quite fair to members 
whose Statesare far down on the list, some of whom would like to go 
away, but who desire to stay if the call is to goon. Perhaps the best 
way would be to have an understanding that the bills can all be pre- 
sented, but that no other motion will be in order except a motion to 
adjourn when we get through. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. If that is the understanding, there will be no 


difficulty in getting on. 
Mr. TUCKER. I would Mr. eg Pay in connection with 
what has been said by the gen from Mai [Mr. REED], that at 


5 o’clock a recess may be taken until 7. It is desirable, I think, that | pensi 


there should be some intermission in the arduous labor of calling out 
the titles of the bills. 
Several MEMBERS. No! no! Go on! 

Mr. TUCKER. I have no objection to going on, so far as I am con- 


cerned personally. 

Mr, McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I am sure that we who have re- 
mained here up to this time are all very anxious to introduce our bills, 
veh asap move that each member be allowed to hand his bills to 

e Cler 

The SPEAKER. That can only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think, Mr. Speaker, we ought to proceed as 
we have been proceeding, with the understanding that no businessshall 
be in order except the introduction of bills. am informed by the 
gentlemen at the Clerk’s desk that they would prefer to go on without 


a@recess. 

The call of States was then resumed and bills were introduced as 

follows: i 
MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 

Mr. WOLFORD introduced a bill (H. ®. 807) granting a pension to 
soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war; which was read a first and sec- 
opune, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
prin 


HEIRS OF MICHAEL O'BRIEN. 

Mr. WOLFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 808) for the relief of 
the heirs of Michael O’Brien; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


W. N. BOTTS. 

Mr. McCREARY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 809) for the 
relief of W. N. Botts; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGKICULTURE. 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 810) for the estab- 
lishment of a Department of Agriculture and to authorize the appoint- 
ment of Secretary of Agriculture; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BAPTIST CHURCH AT CRAB ORCHARD. 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 811) for the relief of 
the trustees of the Baptist church at Crab Orchard, Ky.; which was 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN 8. BOSWELL. 


Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 812) for the relief of 
John 8. Boswell, of Anderson County, Kentucky; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

i A. W. GILBERT. 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 813) for the relief of 
A. W. Gilbert; which was read a first and se@ond time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES ALLEN. 


Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 814) for the relief of 
Charles Allen; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF JOHN PATTON. 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 815) for the relief of 
the heirs at law of John Patton, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JAMES C. MATHERLY. 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 816) for the relief of 
James C. Matherly, assignor of John Pierce; which wasread a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

W. F. SCOTT. 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 817) for the relief of 
W. F. Scott; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN 8. KENDRICK. 


Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 818) for the relief of 
John S. Kendrick, executor of Amanda Egan, deceased; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ALDERSON T. KEENE, 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 819) for the relief of 
Alderson T. Keene; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. THEODORA M. PIATT. 
Mr. McCREARY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 820) to 
on Mrs. Theodora M. Piatt, widow of Capt. Benjamin M. Piatt, 
assistant adjutant of volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
SAMUEL M. GAINES. 

Mr. HALSELL introduced a bill (H. R. 821) for the relief of Samuel 
M. Gaines; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. WHEELER. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 822) for the benefit of 
William H. Wheeler; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES W. BIVENS. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 823) for the benefit of 
Charles W. Bivens; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. MASSEY. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 824) for the relief of 
John H. Massey; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SILAS H. CLARK. 
Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 825) for the relief of 
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Silas H. Clark; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
N. G. ALEXANDER. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 826) for the benefit of 
N. G. Alexander; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

: JONN E, RENO. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 827) for the benefit of 
John E. Reno; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIS E` ARNOLD. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 828) for the benefit of 
Willis E. Arnold; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL E. CARPENTER. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 829) for the benefit of 
Samuel E. Carpenter; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

J. W. EWING. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 830) to provide for ex- 
tension of letters patent for medical compound to J. W. Ewing, assignee 
of M. R. Garsam, administrator of C. H. Mitchell, deceased; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, 
and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS B. GOSSOM. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 831) for the relief of 
Thomas B. Gossom, administrator; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


D. E. DOWNING. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 832) for the benefit of 
D. E. Downing; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES BOREN. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 833) for the relief of 
James Boren; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. LANDON. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 834) for the relief of 
John A. Landon; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

8. J. READ. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 835) for the benefit of 
8. J. Read; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL STOVAL. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 836) for the relief of 
Daniel Stoval; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EDGAR PAINE. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 837) for the relief of 
Edgar Paine; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY A. SEBELL AND OTHERS, 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 838) for the benefit of 
Henry A. Sebell and others; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES F. EWING. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 839) for the relief of 
James F. Ewing; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALGERNON 8. WALKER. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 840) for the relief of 
Algernon 8. Walker; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES FOSTER. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 841) for the relief of 
James Foster; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SEBASTIAN HEETER. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 842) for the relief of 
Sebastian Heeter; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
he Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PHILIP HACK. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 843) granting a pension 

to Philip Hack; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. * 
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R DANIEL T. FERGUSON. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 844) granting a pension 
to Daniel T. Ferguson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SUMPTER & CHRISTIAN. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 845) for the relief of 
Sumpter & Christian; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL V. BALLARD. 

Mr. HALSELLalso introduced a bill (H. R. 846) granting a pension 
to Samuel V. Ballard; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions and ordered to be printed. 


FRANKLIN COUNTY SEMINARY. 
Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 847) for the relief of the 
Franklin County Seminary; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES W. HERNDON, ADMINISTRATOR. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 848) for the relief of 
James W. Herndon, administrator; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

J. H. SHORT. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 849) granting a pension 
to J. H. Short; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NANCY ANN PROFFITT. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 850) for the relief of 
Nancy Ann Proffitt; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CALVIN MEANS. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 851) for the relief of 
Calvin Means; which was read a first and seeond time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be přinted. 

‘ W. A. M’ELWAIN. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 852) for the relief of 
W. A. McElwain; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSHUA E. LOGAN. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 853) for the relief of 
Joshua E. Logan; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

W. P. HENDRICKS, 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 854) for the relief of 
W. P. Hendricks; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM L. HUDSPETH. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 855) for the relief of 
William L. Hudspeth; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. WILLIMAN THURMAN. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 856) for the relief of 
Mrs. Williman Thurman; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CUMBERLAND PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH, RUSSELLVILLE, KY. 


Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 857) for the relief of the 
Cumberland Presbyterian church, of Russellville, Ky.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LUCY J. MITCHELL. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 858) granting a pension 
to Lucy J. Mitchell; which was read a and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ALLEN COUNTY COURT-HOUSE, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill se R. 859) for the relief of the 
Allen County court-house, Kentucky; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RUSSELLVILLE AND LOGAN COUNTY AGRICULTURAL ASSOCIATION, 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 860) for the relicf of the 
Russellvilleand Logan County Agricultural and Mechanical Association; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JEREMIAH CLINE. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 861) granting a pension 
to Jeremiah Cline; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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BENJAMIN H. COURSY. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 862) for the relief of 
Benjamin H. Coursy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

M. B. W. CAMP. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 863) for the relief of 
M. B. W. Camp; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A. DRAIN. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 864) for the relief of A. 
Drain; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ASBURY DAWSON. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 865) for the relief of 
Asbury Dawson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, BOWLING GREEN, KY. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 866) for the purchase of 
asite and the erection of a public building thereon in the city of Bow- 
ling Green, in the State of Kentucky; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS SCALA. 

Mr. HALSELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 867) for 
the relief of Francis Scala; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, FRANKFORT, KY. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 868) 
appropriating money for the completion of the public building at Frank- 
fort, Ky.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


EASTERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF KENTUCKY. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H, R. 
999) to establish the eastern judicial district of Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JURISDICTION OF UNITED STATES COURTS IN KENTUCKY. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
870) to te civil, criminal, and penal jurisdiction of circuit and 
district courts of the United States in the district of Kentucky; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. : 

NANCY ANN PROFFITT. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 871) 
for the relief of Nancy Ann Proffitt; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. . 

T. J. HARDIN. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
872) for the relief of T. J. Hardin; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN M. VILEY. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
873) for the relief of John M. Viley; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HARRY J. TODD. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
874) for the relief of Harry J. Todd, late keeper of the Kentucky peni- 
tentiary; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

D. W. PRICE. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
875) for the relief of D. W. Price; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANÇOIS FOURNIER. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
876) for the relief of the legal representatives of François Fournier; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SIGMUND LUSCHER. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
877) for the relief of Sigmund Luscher; which was read a first and sec- 
ond — referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
prin ; 

ST. ANDREW’S LODGE, CYNTHIANA, KY. 
E, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 


Masons, of Cynthiana, Ky.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM H. GRAY. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
879) for the relief of William H. Gray; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MRS. ANNIE B. LEWIS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
880) for the relief of Mrs. Annie B. Lewis; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

GEORGE TAYLOR. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
881) for the relief of George Taylor; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


C. W. KING. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
882) granting a pension to C. W. King; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

JAMES M’GONNELL. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
883) granting a pension to James McGonnell; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

J. H. R. CALDWELL. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
884) granting a pension to J. H. R. Caldwell; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS D. TERRY. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
885) granting a pension to Lewis D. Terry ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

NANCY COONS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
886) for the relief of Nancy Coons; which was read a first and second 
ite epi to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS S. DUVALL. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
887) granting a pension to Thomas S. Duvall ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS C. ISGRIG. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
888) for the relief of Thomas C. Isgrig; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

J. W. SOUTH. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
889) for the relief of J. W. South; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM ASHMUT. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
890) for* the relief of William Ashmut; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

NEAL SARY. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
891) for the relief of Neal Sary; which was read a first and second times 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


P JOHN H. CHILES. 

*Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
892) for the relief of John H. Chiles; which was read a first and second 
ee mea to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LAFAYETTE ADERY. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
893) for the relief of Lafayette Adery; which was read a first and sec- 
ond her: referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. ~- 

ELIZABETH CARSON. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
894) for the relief of Elizabeth Carson; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 


Mr. BRECKINRIDG 
878) for the relief of St, Andrew’s Lodge, No. 18, of Free and Accepted | printed? 


| ~ 
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WILLIAM N. ROBB, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R 
895) for the relief of William N. Robb; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN JONES. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
896) for the relief of John Jones; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF ANDREW F. M’MILLIN. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H, R. 
897) for the relief of the heirs at law of Andrew F. McMillin, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed . 

ESTATE QF JOEL C. FRAZIER. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
_ 898) for the relief of the estate of Joel C. Frazier, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed, 
A. 8. BLOOM. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 899) 
for the relief of A. 5. Bloom; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SUPPORT OF COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 900) to aid temporarily in the 
support of common schools; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Education, and ordered to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL FROM DISTILLERY WAREHOUSE. 


Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 901) to authorize the with- 
drawal from distillery warehouse without tax of alcohol and other 
spirits to be used in industrial pursuits; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. . 
SUBTREASURY, LOUISVILLE, KY. . 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 902) to establish a su 
treasury at Louisville, Ky.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS FOR SURVIVORS OF MEXICAN AND INDIAN WARS. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 903) granting pensions 
to survivors of the Mexican and Indian wars; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

COMMERCE AMONG THE STATES. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 904) to regulate com- 
merce among the States; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

RESTRICTIONS ON TERM OF OFFICE. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 905) to repeal the sections 
of the Revised Statutes restricting the term of certain officers to four 
years, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PARTITION OF LANDS. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 906) authorizing the par- 
tition of certain lands in Louisville, Ky., belonging jointly to John 
Echols and the Government of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. ° 

W. J. TAPP & CO. + 
Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 907) for the relief of W, 


J. Tapp & Co.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the | 


Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
M. E, COCHRAN. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 908) granting a pension to 
Margaret E. Cochran; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. ` 

HENRY 8. COHN. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 909) granting a pension 
to Henry S. Cohn; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

KATE WILHARLITZ. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 910) granting a pension 
to Kate Wilharlitz; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered.to be printed. 

MRS, ANN SHEFFIELD. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 911) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Ann Sheffield; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed 


ELIZABETH GEOSTESPHAN. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 912) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Geostesphan; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

D. Q. ROUSSEAU. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 913) for the relief of D. 
Q. Rousseau; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. FANNY S. CONWAY. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 914) for the relief of Mrs. 
Fanny S. Conway; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN FINZER & BROTHERS. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 915) for the relief of John 
Finzer & Brothers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

` THEODORE SCHWARTZ. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 916) for the relief of Theo- 
dore Schwartz; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY S. COHN. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 917) for the relief of Henry 
S. Cohn; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GILBERT A, PHILIPS. 


Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 918) granting a pension 
to Gilbert A Philips; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

; KATE WILHARLITZ. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 919) granting a pension 
to Kate Wilharlitz; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF K. A. MILLER. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 920) granting relief to 
the heirs of K. A. Miller, deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CLARA L. PREUSS. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 921) granting a pension 
to Clara L. Preuss; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JUDICIARY DISTRICTS IN KENTUCY. 


Mr. TAULBEE introduced a bill (H. R. 922) to divide the State of 
Kentucky into two judicial districts; which was read a first and second 
Serr SO apie to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

e CUDBERTH STONE. 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 923) for the relief of Cud- 
berth Stone; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES STONE. 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 924) for the relief of 
James Stone; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RACHAEL NICKELL. 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 925) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An actgrantinga pension to Rachael Nickell;’’ which was read 
a first and second time, referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES STONE. 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 926) granting a 
to James Stone; which was read a first and second time, refi 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CUDBERTH STONE. 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 927) granting a pension 
to Cudberth Stone; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS A. THORNBERRY. 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 928) granting a pension 
to Lewis A. Thornberry; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

G. W. FRALEY. 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 929) granting a pension 
toG. W. Fraley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered. to be printed. 

LEWIS C. DILS. 
Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 930) for the relief of 


ion 
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Lewis C. Dils; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
ANDREW HOWARD, SR. 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 931) for the benefit of 
Andrew Howard, sr.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. : 

T. J. PITZER. 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 932) for the relief of T. 
J. Pitzer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER FRANCESCO. 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 933) giving a military 
record to Alexander Francesco; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES W. MINNIX. 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 934) granting a pension 
to Charles W. Minnix; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES T. CASKEY. 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 935) giving a military 
record to James T. Caskey; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military irs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 936) granting a pension 
to James T. Caskey; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 4414 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 937) to amend 
section 4414 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


MARINE HOSPITAL AT PADUCAH. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 938) author- 
ing the construction of a marine hospital at Paducah, Ky.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 3360 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 939) to re- 
peal section 3360 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. ; 

JOHN M. HIGGINS. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 940) for the 
relief of John M. Higgins, of Caldwell County, Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

HESTER V. BLACKBURN. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 941) grant- 
ing a pension to Hester V. Blackburn; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LIEUT. JAMES MORTON. 

Mr. WADSWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. 942) granting a pen- 
sion to Lieut. James Morton, of Greenup County, Kentucky; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH T. DUKE. 

Mr. WADSWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 943) for the relief 
of Sarah T. Duke, widow of Capt. John M. Duke, deceased; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY JANE CONRAD. 


Mr. WADSWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 944) for the relief 
of Mary Jane Conrad, widow of James. Conrad, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

$ JOHN FREW STEWART. 

Mr. WADSWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 945) for the relief 
of John Frew Stewart, guardian of the minor children of James Lewis; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMANDA JACOBS. . 

Mr. WADSWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 946) for the relief 
of Amanda Jacobs, widow of Thomas Sexton; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


LILBURN E. TABER. 
Mr. WADSWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 947) for the relief 
of Lilburn E. Taber; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


P. 0. COLLINS. 

Mr. WADSWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 948) for the relief 
of P. O. Collins; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT MAYSVILLE, KY. 

Mr. WADSWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 949) for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of Maysville, Ky.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. VAN EATON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to, only 10 voting therefor. 

Mr. BAYNE. It is evident that we can not get through the call of 
States to-night. I move, therefore, that we take a recess until to- 
morrow morning at 10 o'clock. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, no!’’] At that time 
we can continue the introduction of bills. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

HEIRS OF MAURICE GRIVOT. 

Mr. ST. MARTIN introduced a bill (H. R. 950) for the relief of the 
heirs of Maurice Grivot; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH E. RAMSAY. 


Mr. ST. MARTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 951) for the relief of 
Sarah E. Ramsay, widow in community, and Anna E. Wagner, sole 
heir of G. Alexander Ramsay; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CONGRESSIONAL TERMS. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. 952) establishing the 
time when the terms of Congress shall begin and end and when Con- 
gress shall meet; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

RED RIVER COMMISSION. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 953) to provide for 
the creation of the Red River Commission, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL CEMETERY, PINEVILLE, LA. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 954) making an ap- 
propriation to construct a road and approaches from Pineville, La., for 
the national military cemetery near that town; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

COMMERCE OF RED RIVER VALLEY. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 955) to promote the 
commerce of the Red River Valley, in Louisiana; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BAYOU PIERRE, IN NORTHWESTERN LOUISIANA. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 956) to remove the 
raft from Bayou Pierre, in Northwestern Louisiana; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EQUIPMENT OF PASSENGER AND FREIGHT STEAMERS. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 957) to amend sec- 
tion 4480 of the Revised Statutes for the better equipment of steamers 
carrying passengers and freight; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. LIZZIE D. CLARKE. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 958) 
for the relief of Mrs. Lizzie D. Clarke, of New Orlean’; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. MORSE. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 959) for the relief 
of George W. Morse; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

J. R. M'’GOLDRICK. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 960) for the relief 
of J. R. McGoldrick; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FANNIE M. WELLS AND IDA F. WELLS. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 961) for the relief 
of Fannie M. Wells and Ida F. Wells; which was read a first and second 
peepee to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 

nted. 

r MARY T. HICKMAN AND OTHERS. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 962) for the relief 
of Mary T. Hickman and others; which was read a first and second 
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time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be | Jacob Wakeman; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


printed. 
MRS. EREZIA GUNNEY. 


Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 963) for the relief 
of Mrs. Erézia Gunney; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY J. CLOUD. 


Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 964) for the relief 
of Mary J. Cloud; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LAURA P. MADDOX, DECEASED. 


Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 965) for the relief 
of the heirs of Laura P. Maddox, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

THOMAS L, TERRY. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 966) for the relief 
of Thomas L. Terry; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


T..- ALONZO WALKER AND AUGUSTA C. TODD. 


Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 967) referring the 
claim of T. Alonzo Walker and A C. Todd for proceeds of cotton 
to the Court of Claims for adjudication; which was read a first and 
second tiie, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

STATE NATIONAL BANK OF NEW ORLEANS. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 968) for the relief 
of the State National Bank of New Orleans, formerly Louisiana State 
Bank; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY SHANNON, ADMINISTRATRIX, ETC. 


Mr. BLANCHARD (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 969) 
for relief of Mary Shannon, administratrix, &c.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO CONSTITUTI®N. 
Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 27) 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States in re- 
to reciprocity treaties affecting the revenues; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the J ndin, and 
ordered to be printed. 
PREVENTION OF YELLOW FEVER. 


Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 28) 
providing for the investigation of the discovery claimed to have been 
made in Brazil and Mexico of a prophylactic against yellow fever by 
the inoculation of attenuated virus, the methods pursued, and their 
effectiveness in protecting the u against yellow fever infec- 
tion; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


RECORDS OF LOUISIANA. 


Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 29) 
asking for the return by the Federal Government of all papers, books, 
or records relating to the military history of the State of Louisiana dur- 
ing her existence as a French colony, a Spanish colony, and an Amer- 
ican Territory; also all papers and records relating to the war of 1812, 
the Florida war, the war with Mexico, and the war with the States— 
all or mostof these papers, the property of the State of Louisiana, hav- 
ing been removed to Washington by the Federal authorities when the 
capitol at Baton Rouge, La., was baie’ by the Federal forces Decem- 
ber 28, 1862; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Mjlitary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


OF MYRA CLARK GAINES. 
Mr. HAHN introduced a bill (H. R. 970) for the relief of the heirs 
of Myra Clark Gaines; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SUITS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. HAHN alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 971) to authorize suits against 
the United States, to rescind contracts for the sale of land, and to in- 
demnify purchasers when the titles have failed, and to restore certain 
lands to their original owners; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY SHANNON. 

Mr. HAHN also introduced a bill (H. R. 972) for the relief of Mrs. 
Mary Shannon, widow and administratrix of the estate of Joseph R. 
Shannon, deceased, and to provide for the payment of the loss of the 
steamboat A. W. Quarrier; which was read a first and second time, re- 
erred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB WAKEMAN. 


Mr. HAHN also introduced a bill (H. R. 973) granting a pension to 


the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, MONROE, LA. 

Mr. KING introduced a bill ola 974) for a public building at 
Monroe, La.; which was read a and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

MEETING OF ELECTORAL COLLEGE. 


Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. 975) to fix the day for the 
meeting of the electors for President and Vice-President and to provide 
for and regulate the counting of the votes for President and Vice-Presi- 
dent, and the decision of questions arising thereon; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Law Respecting 
Election of President and Vice-President, and ordered to be printed. 

JUDICIAL SYSTEM UNITED STATES. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. 976) to increase the judicial 
force of the United States and to prevent delays in the administration 
of justice in their courts; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Cemmittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

NAVY-YARD AT ALGIERS. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. 977) to establish a navy- 
yard and depot of supplies on the Mississippi River at Algiers or at 
some point between Algiers and Port Eads; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on ’ Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. 978) to amend an act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act to provide for the appointment of a Mississippi River 
Commission for the improvement of said river from the head of the 

near its mouth to its headwaters,” approved June 28, 1879; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River, and ordered to 
be printed. 

TEMPORARY SUPPORT OF COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. 979) toaid in the temporary 
support of common schools; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT CARTER. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. 980) for the relief of Robert 
Carter; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS D. ALLEN. 


Mr. KING (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 981) for the re- 
lief of Lewis D. Allen; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


TOBIAS G. RICHARDSON AND- OTHERS. 


Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. 982) for the relief of Tobias 
G. Richardson and Albert Baldwin, testamentary executors of the suc- 
cession of Cora A. Slocomb, Ida A. Richardson, and Caroline A. Urqu- 
hart; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LEVEES OF THE MISSISSIPPI. RIVER. 


Mr. KING also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 30) calling for 
a report upon the conditions of levees of the Mississippi River, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. ` 

Mr. CURTIN. Mr. Speaker, it is very evident that we can not con- 
clude the call of States to-night. A recess might accommodate many 
members, but it is not likely that a recess could be arranged now. 
desire, therefore, to suggest that by unanimous consent it shall be un- 
derstood when we again meet on the 5th of January we will commence 
the call of States where we leave off to-night. It would take ten hours 
to get through now. 

Mr. TUCKER. If it is agreed by unanimous consent that we shall 
continue the call of States where it is left off here, there can be no 
difficulty in the world in the way. But if we adjourn npw, under the 
resolution which has been adopted by both Houses, the day when the 
House will again assemble is not that fixed by the rules for the call of 
States, and precedence is accordingly given to those bills which have 
been already introduced. 

Mr. CURTIN, By unanimous consent it can be done in the way I 
sty ; that is to say, when the House assembles after the recess on 
Theale, January 5, the call of States shall be continued from this 


Poe SPRINGER. And continue from day to day until all of the 
States are called. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. We have been already five hours 
in the call of States, and have not gotten one-third of the way through 
the list. 

Mr. CURTIN. 


It cannot be completed to-night. 
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The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. BOUTELLE and others objected. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I move that the House take a re- 
cess until 8 o’clock. We have occupied already five hours in the call 
of States and Territories, and I believe it will be impossible in less than 
ten hours more to get through the call. 

The question being taken on the motion for a recess, it was not 
agreed to. 

ENDOWMENT OF LOUISIANA STATE UNIVERSITY, ETC. 


Mr. IRION also introduced a bill (H. R. 983) to increase the endow- 
mentof the Louisiana State University and Agricultural College; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion, and ordered to be printed. i 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT OPELOUSAS, LA. 


Mr. IRION also introduced a bill (H. R. 984) to provide for the con- 
struction of a public building at ousas, State of Louisiana; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


LOUISIANA STATE UNIVERSITY. 


Mr. IRION also introduced a bill (H. R. 985) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to transfer the United States barracks at Baton Ronge, 
La., to the Louisiana State University and Agricultural and Mechani- 
cal College at said place for educational purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. : 

FOG-SIGNALS AT MOUTH OF MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. GAY introduced a bill (H. R. 986) providing for the establish- 
ment of fog-signal light-ship and lights off the mouth of the Mississippi 
River, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


EDWARD G. W. BUTLER. 


Mr. GAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 987) for the relief of Edward 
G. W. Butler from political disabilities; which was read a firstand sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I make the point of order that busi- 
ness can not p a quorum not being present. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has no knowledge of the absence of a 
quorum. No vote has been taken to develop such a fact. 


LEHMAN, HAYEM & TAYLOR. 


Mr. GAY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 988) for the re- 
lief of Lehman, Hayem & Taylor; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CURTIN. I think the proposition which I made a short time 

will now be acceded to. If we adjourn now and resume the work 
of introducing bills on the 5th of January we can then finish it in order 
and gentlemen who have bills to introduce and whose States have not 
yet been called will have the same opportunity of introducing their bills 
as they have now. It is evident there is nota quorum present. I again 
submit my proposition and will restate it. Itisthat when weadjourn 
to-night it shall be understood, by unanimous consent, that when this 
House meets again on the 5th of January the call of States for bills 
shall commence where it closes at the close of this sitting. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to include also in his request the proposition that the call of 
States, when resumed on the 5th of January, shall continue from day 
to day until completed. 

Mr. CURTIN. Yes, sir; that is part of my proposition. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Pennsylvania renews his re- 
quest for unanimous consent that when the House reassembles on the 
5th of January next the call of States and Territories shall be resumed 
where it is left off to-day, and that it be continued from day to day 
until completed. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and itis 
so ordered. 4 h 
. Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion to adjourn, the Chair desires 
to lay before the House certain messages from the President of the 
United States. 

There was no objection. 

CHICAGO; MILWAUKEE AND SAINT PAUL RAILROAD. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was read, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication of the 17th instant from the Secretary of 
the Interior, submitting, with the accompanying papers, a draught of a bill to ac- 


ceptand ratify an agreement made by the Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians, and to 
grantarightof way for the Chicago, Milwaukee and Saint Paul Railway through 
the e Traverse reservation, in Dakota. 

The subject is presented for the consideration and action of Con: 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 21, 1885. 
NEW ORLEANS EXPOSITION. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which, with the accompanying doc- 
uments, was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a report, together with accompanying documents, mado 
to me by the board of management of the World’s Industrial and Cotton Cen- 
tennial Exposition, held at New Orleans from December 16, 1884, to May 31, 1885. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 


MANSION, 
Washington, December 21, 1885. 
AGREEMENT WITH PAH-UTE INDIANS, ETC. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which, with the accompanying docu- 
ments, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication of the 17th instant from the Secretary of 
the Interior, submitting, with erm seg eyes 3 papers, adraught ofa bill toaccept 
and ratify an agreement made by the Pah-Ute Indiahs, and granting a right of 
way to the Carson and Colorado Railroad Company through the Walker 


reservation, in Nevada, 
The matter is presented for the consideration and action of eee: 
CLEVELAND. 


GROVER 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, December 21, 1885, 
JAMESTOWN AND NORTHERN RAILROAD, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message; 
which, with the accompanying documents, was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 
a Sere serei a re ad the 17th og Wg patient nd 
e Interior, submitting, with accompanying a ofa granting 
the right of way to the ‘Jamestown and ina papera a ranpe tota DiD through 
the Devil's Lake Indian reservation, in the Territory of Dakota. 
The matter is presented for the consideration and action of toy Ser 


GROVER C. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 21,1835. 
UTAH AND NORTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which, with the accompany- 
ing documents, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication of the 17th instant from the Secretary of 
the Interior, submitting, with reyt wget Aion pers, a report of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs concerning the failure of the Utah and Northern Railroad 
Company to compensate the Indians upon the Fort Hall reservation, in Idaho, 
for lands taken and used in the construction of their line of road crossing the 
reservation from north to south. 

The subject is recommended to the early attention and action of one 

3 AND, 


GROVER CLEVELAND 
Executive Mansion, December 21, 1885. 
TRESPASSES UPON INDIAN LANDS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which, with the accompanyin, 
documents, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and order 
to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication of 15th instant from the Secretary of 
the Interior, ener fone rE with accompanying Japos upon the subject. a draught 
of a bill to amend section 2148 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, re- 
lating to trespasses upon Indian lands, 

The subject is one of great importance, and is commended to the early and 
favorable action of Congress, 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 21, 1885. 
ADJUSTMENT OF FISHERY QUESTION. 


Mr. REED, of Maine, by unanimous consent, presented the follow- 
ing memorial; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD: 


Resolutions of the Portland Fishing Exchange on the appointment of commis- 
sioners to adjust differences in regard to the fisheries with Great Britain. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 

Whereas we who are interested -in the fishing industry of the United States 
look with alarm upon the opening of the fishery question with the Government 
of Great Britain with to the admission of fish caught by British subjects 
free from duties into the United States, and being satisfied to have the present 
situation of the fishing interest remain where itis; and 

Whereas we believe that the appointment of any commissioners or any legis- 
lation to adjust differences would be disastrous to our fishing interest, as Great 
Britain has no privile; she can grant as an offset to the great advantages 
which would be derived through the free access to our markets with the pro- 
ductions of their fisheries; and 

Whereas we are willing to forego any advantages which Great Britain may 
offer us as an offset for our free market for her fizh: Therefore, 
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missioners to treat with Great Bri 
oe to the Congress of the United States to 
p usupon the same footing as other ind 


COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following mem- 
bers of the Joint Committee on Printing upon the part of the House: 

Mr. BARKSDALE of Mississippi, Mr. REID of North Carolina, and 
Mr. FARQUHAR of New York. 


WITHDEAWAL OF PAPERS. 
Mr. LEHLBACH, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
_ draw from the files of the House the petition for increasing duties on 
pearl buttons, presented January 12, 1885, by Mr. Fiedler, of New Jer- 
sey, and referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
CLAIMS, 


Mr. McMILLIN. With the consent of the gentleman from West 
Virginia who has made the motion to adjourn, I desire to introduce a 
bill which relates to claims already passed upon at the Treasury De- 
partment and should receive early consideration. 

There being no objection, 

Mr. McMILLIN introduced a bill (H. R. 989) for the allowance of 
certain claims reported by the accounting officers of the United States 
Treasury Department; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

The motion of Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, that the House ad- 
journ, was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes 
p. m.) the House, in pursuance of concurrent resolution, adjourned 
until Tuesday, January 5, 1886. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of Henry McWilliams, praying the ref- 
erence of his claim to the Court of Claims under act of March 3, 1883— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers in the claim of Peter Veitz—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BEACH: Memorial of Alexander Finlay, surviving partner 
of Shaw & Finlay, for the payment of $11,156.98, with interest from 
December 26, 1862, from the moneys of the Geneva award—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Memorial of Louisiana Educational Society, 
asking for the passage of what is known as the Blair educational bill— 
to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of Bertha M. Timoney, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. C. R. BRECK DGE: Papers in the claims of Rachel 
Hudgens, widow of Basil B. Hudgens; of Thomas Watkins; of William 
McCrosby; of Sarah Case, administratrix of George Case; of John A. 
Wallis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of David Shoemaker, of the District of 
Columbia, for 20 acres of timber taken for army use, stated at $2,240— 
to the same committee, 

By Mr. BYNUM: Petition of J. W. Conner and others, for relief— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDWELL; A bill for continuing the improvement of Cum- 
berland River, in Tennessee and Kentucky—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, papers in the claim of Frederick Smith—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, petition of heirs of James W. East asking to be reim- 
bursed for money taken from him by United States forees—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petitions of Martha A. Stevens; of B. B. Taylor; of Samuel Ceas; 
of Thomas Chadwell, administrator of E. H. Childress; of Cummings, 
Doyle & Co, and Doyle & Co., and of George W. Twidwell, for reli 
to the same committee. ý 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petitions of Hester A. Weitinger, widow of 
John Weitinger; of John A. Mosteller and Elizabeth A. Mosely, ad- 
ministrators of Andrew Mosteller, deceased; of David Murdoch; of 
Floyd 8. Hudgins, asking compensation for property taken and used 
by United States Army during the war—to the same committee. 

Also, a bill making an appropriation for continuing improvement of 
the Coosa River, in Georgia and Alabama—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of the citizens of the District of Colum- 
bia, asking that the price of gas be 50 cents per 1,000 feet to consumers, 
and that former petitions to Congress be transferred from files of former 
committees of the House to the present Congress—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, memorial of Mrs. Mary Mortimer Semmes, widow of Commo- 
dore Alexander Semmes, for a pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of C. R. Robinson and 61 others, for 
silvercoinageand other purposes—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. CURTIN: Petition of citizens of Allegheny County, Pennsyl- 
vania, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of Augustus Bowman and others, 
for reduction of cigar manufacturers’ bonds—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, pétition of cigar-makers of eighth Congressional district, Berks 
County, Pennsylvania, for abolition of internal-revenue and reduction 
of manufacturers’ bonds—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Henry Blitler and others, citizens of Berks County, 
Pennsylvania, asking for modification of internal-revenue laws—to the 
same committee. 

Also, petition of R. Anthony and 500 others, soldiers of the late war, 
asking for the passage of an act granting each honorably discharged 
soldier, sailor, and marine 160 acres of land—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of Louisiana Educational Society, 
praying for national aid to education—to the Committee on Educa- 
tion. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Memorial of sugar-dealers and others, of Balti- 
more, Md.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FREDERICK: Petition in behalf of Andrew J. Elliott, a sol- 
dier of the Mexican war of 1847 and 1848—to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. C. H. GIBSON: Petition of Cornelia Jones, of Montgomery 
County, Maryland, for 800 bushels of wheat and straw of same, taken 
for army use, and stated at $2,000—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of First Reformed church of Sharpsburg, Washington 
County, Maryland, for rent of church for hospital during the war of 
1861, and for other property taken, stated at $806.22—to the same com- 
mittee. l 

By Mr. EUSTACE GIBSON: Petition of Samuel K. McClurg, ad- 
ministrator of Samuel McClurg, late of Greenbrier, W. Va., for pay- 
ment for stores and supplies taken for army use, and stated at $7,700— 
to the same committee. ; 

By Mr. HALSELL: Papers accompanying bill for benefit of W. H. 
Wheeler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to claim of D. E. Downing, of Monroe County, 
Kentucky—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of At- 
lanta, Ga., for opening the Tennessee River from the Ohio to Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HATCH: Joint and concurrent resolution of the Thirty- 
third General Assembly of the State of Missouri, memorializing Con- 
gress for an appropriation for the protection of the bottom landsin the 
southeastern part of the State of Missouri from annual inundations from 
the Mississippi Riverand othersources—to the Committee on the Levees 
and Improvement of the Mississippi River. 

Also, joint and concurrent resolution of he Thirty-third General As- 
sembly of Missouri, memorializing Congress for an appropriation for 
the building of a levee on the west side of the Mississippi River from 
the city of Clarksville, Mo., to the mouth of the Missouri River—to the 
same committee. 

Also, joint and concurrent resolution of the Thirty-third General As- 
sembly of Missouri, instructing the Senators and requesting the Repre- 
sentatives in Congress from said State to procure legislation authoriz- 
ing receivers of railroad companies appointed by Federal courts to be 
sued in local State courts and preserve the right of trial by jury in 
such suits—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, joint and concurrent resolution of the Thirty-third General As- 
sembly of Missouri, asking Congress to provide for the auditing and 
adjusting the war debt of Missouri—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, joint and concurrent resolution instructing the Senators and re- 
questing the Representatives of said State to favor the passage of an act 
giving pensions to the surviving soldiers of the Mexican war—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, joint and concurrent resolution of the Thirty-third General As- 
sembly of Missouri, instructing the Senators and requesting the Rep- 
resentatives in Congress from said State to vote against and use all 
honorable means to defeat the passage of the Buckner bill to suspend 
the-further coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Petition of George Sneider, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Emma Sanger and others, citizens of Amboy, Ill., 
praying thata pension be granted to Louis H. Sanger—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of citizens of Arrow Rock, Mo., relating 
to the improvement of the Missouri River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of Ebenezer L. Lee, son and heir of 
Thomas H. Lee, praying the reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims under act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. HOUK: Petition of the Tennessee State Teachers’ Association, 
asking national aid to education—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. KING: Bill toappropriate $25,000 to examine into the methods 
proposed for the prevention and cure of yellow fever—to the Select 
Committee on the Public Health. 

Also, bill appropriating $4,000,000 for the improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, bill appropriating $150,000 for the improvementof the Ouachita 
River, Louisiana—to the same committee. 

Also, bill appropriating $25,000 for the improvement of the Bayou 
d@’ Arbonne, Louisiana—to the same committee. f! 

Also, bill appropriating $30,000 for the improvement of Bayou Bar- 
tholomew, Lonisiana—to the same committee. 

Also, bill appropriating $30,000 for the improvement of the Tensas 
and Macon Rivers, Louisiana—to the same committee. 

Also, bill appropriating $25,000 for improvement of Bouff River, 
Louisiana—to the same committee. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Papers relating to the bill for the relief of Er- 
genmon & Budenkopf—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Charles Spencer—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Coalville, Tex., in regard 
to silver coinage, the issuance of coin certificates, &e.—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Bill authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri Riser at or near Council Bluffs, Iowa, and to make the 
same a route—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, bill authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River at or near Kiethsburg, Ill., and to establish the same as a 

route—to the same committee. 

Also, bill to authorize the construction of bridges across the Illinois 
River in the State of Illinois, and the Des Moines River in the State 
of Iowa, and to establish the same as post-routes—to the same com- 
mittee, 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petitions of George Thomas of Hy; of Ezra M. 
Thomas; of George E. Stonebraker; of George E. Stonebraker, admin- 
istrator of Christian Stonebraker, praying that their claims be sent to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of Eugenia D. Potts, for pay for cot- 
ton sold and destroyed—to the same committee. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: Bill appropriating $400,000 to continue the im- 
provement of the Camberland River by locks and dams—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McRAE: Memorial of Alexander Davis, of Arkansas, for 
relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Abner M. Ward, guardian of Willie 
F. Ward, for a pension—to the Committe on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Josiah B, Snell, for pension—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Josiah Wardwell, for the removal of mark of deser- 
tion against Hiram F. Wardwell from United States steamship Shenan- 
doah—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of M. A. Whitaker, widow of Eli Whit- 
aker, deceased, and of Wily E. Blount, praying the reference of her 
claim to the Court of Claims under act of March 3, 1883—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Papers in claim of M. W. Young—to the same 
committee. f 

By Mr. MORROW: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., relative to the California and Oregon Railroad—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of the Sacramento (Cal. ) Board of Trade forthe same 
purpose—to the same committee. 

Also, resolution of the Board of Trade of San Francisco, Cal., asking 
attention to the restoring navigability to the Sacramento and San Joa- 
ie Rires and their tributaries—to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 

Also, petition of A. J. Barnes, formerly Indian agent in the State of 
Nevada, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition for Congress to grant to the city and county of San 
Francisco certain Jand adjoining the Pueblo land of said city—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. NEAL: Memorial of Robert B. Crowder, late assistant sur- 
geon Third Tennessee Mounted Infantry, for relief—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 3 

Also, memorial of John B. McGhee, administrator of Ann E. Mc- 
Ghee, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of James W. Roulston, praying the reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the same committee. ~ 

Also, memorial of Hartford Motherly, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in the claim of William Clift—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 
Also, petition of Elizabeth M. Johnston, for payment for supplies fur- 
nished United States Army—to the same committee. 


By Mr. NEECE: Petitions of Thomas Marsh and others; of O. E. 


Wold and others, and of J. B. Danforth and others, citizens of Illinois, 
relating to coinage of silver, &c.—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. OHARA: Petition of Edward H. Barnum and Mary A. Rus- 
sell, heirs of Charles H. Barnum, for reference of their claim to the Court 
of Claims under act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War 
Claims. A 

By Mr. PARKER: Resolutions of the Legislature of the State of 
New York, asking for the settlement and payment of claims on account 
of the soldiers of 1812—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of 200 citizens of Benton and Washington 
Counties, Arkansas, for right of way through the Indian Territory to 
the Kànsas City, Arkansas and Fort Smith Railway Company—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Memorial of Mary Mortimer Semmes, widow of 
Commodore Alexander A. Semmes, praying for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REAGAN: Petition of E. K. Bearden and 20 others, citizens 
of Texas, for the continued coinage of silver, and other purposes—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. T. B. REED: Petition of Mrs. Hannah B. Hutchins, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, five petitions of citizens and business men of Maine, namely: C. W. 
Belknap & Son and 25 others, of James B. Jones and 35 others, of 
Hanson B. Joyce and 53 others, of Sidney Watson and 24 others, of 
Charles A. Dyer and 57 others, against the admission by treaty or leg- 
islation of Canadian fish free of duty—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Petition of the Louisiana Educational Society, for 
Federal aid to common schools—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of the heirs of Mrs. Maria A. Reinhardt, 
for compensation for property taken and used by United States Army 
during the war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Peter Nolan—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of W. E. Alexander, guardian of John 
A. Shaw, minor heir of Joseph B. Shaw, deceased, praying the refer- 
ence of his claim to the Courtof Claims under act of M 3, 1883— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Petition of Jeremiah McCarty, for arrears of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition for relief of George C. Ellison, 
asking for reimbursement of costs and expenses in certain judicial pro- 
ceedings—to the Committee on Claims. s 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of John Wolf and 100 others, of Gra 
County, Indiana, asking an amendment to the general pension laws 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SYMES: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Col- 
orado, asking that Congress pass a bill creating a public park at Pagosa 
Springs—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition of James C. Rudd, for rent of building 
in Owensburg, Ky., for post-office in that place, stated at $3,500—to the 

“Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Papers in the claim of Robert Brown—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, memorial of the Tennessee State Teachers’ Association, asking 
national aid to education—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Petitions of William Rogers, of John Q. Bel- 
ville, and of Lusetta Spicer, for special-act pensions—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. = 

By Mr. VAN EATON: Petition of Daniel Singleton, asking compen- 
sation for property taken and used by the United States Army during 
the war—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, papers in the claim of A. H. Gardner—to the same committee. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Petition of Clallam County, Washington Ter- 
ritory, for an appropriation of $75,000 for constructing a military road 
from Dungenness to Neah Bay—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Henry R. Crosbie, asking for reimbursement of his 
expenditures in the matterof the disputed claim between Great Britain 
and the United States with regard to the island of San Juan—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of 211 citizens of Washington Territory, for an appro- 

riation for Gray’s Harbor, in said Territory—to the Committee on 
ivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WAIT: Petition of Alexander Mack, late captain of main- 
top, United States Navy, for restoration of pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of George C. Arrington, for pay for 
a seized by United States Government—to the Committee on War 

ims. 

Also, petition of Mrs. C. L. Robinson, for relief—to same committee. 

By Mr. WISE: Letter of Appomattox Assembly of Knights of Labor, 
Virginia, asking that some steps be taken to mitigate the evils and 
unnecessary hardships in the present methdd of conducting cotton- 

mills—to the Committee on Labor. 
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TUESDAY, January 5, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Monday, December 21, 1885, was 
read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with section 
1136 of the Revised Statutes, plans and estimates for the erection of a 
building at Willets Point, New York, for the use ofthe engineer battalion; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of Navy, transmitting, in response to a resolution of December 21, 
1885, certain information regarding an inventory of stores at the navy- 
yards; which, with the accompanying papers, was, on motion of Mr. 
HALE, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CREDENTIALS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the credentials of John W. 
Daniel, chosen by the Legislature of Virginia a Senator from that State 
for the term beginning March 4, 1887; which were read and ordered 
to be filed. 

DEATH OF GENERAL M’CLELLAN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents a communica- 
tion from W. B. Franklin, president of the National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers, Hartford, Conn., notifying the Senate of the death 
of General George B. McClellan, which event caused a vacancy in the 
board of sree oo of that institation. 

Mr. ED. DS. I move that the communication be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Robert Noble, 
late of Company A, Nineteenth Regiment of Maine Volunteers, pray- 
ing to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. ; 

He also presented the petition of Joel M. Sugg, of Hobart, Logan 
County, Arkansas, praying for a modification of the laws relating to 
military bounties; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
‘Affi 

He also presented a petition of the Mahoning Valley (Ohio) Wool- 
Growers’ Association, praying for an increase of duty on wool; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Sarah A. Kelley, of Honesdale, 
Wayne County, Pennsylvania, widow of Horace Jackson Kelley, late 
of Company E, One hundred and seventy-seventh Pennsylvania Regi- 
ment, praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. . 

Mr. CALL presented a petition of merchants of New York city, and 
a petition of cigar manufacturers of Tampa, Fla., praying that the town 
of Tampa may be made a portof entry; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I present a resolution adopted by the Burling- 
ton County Board of Agriculture, of New Jersey, calling attention to 
the message of the President wherein he refers to the restrictions upon 
the importation of our pork into France and other coutitries, and favor- 
ing legislation by Congress in order to have such restrictions removed. 
I move that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented a resolution adopted by the Burlington 
County Board of Agriculture, of New Jersey, favoring such legislation 
as will elevate the office of Commissioner of Agriculture to the dignity 
of a Cabinet position; which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Burlington County 
Board of Agriculture, of New Jersey, favoring the enactment of such 
laws as will prevent the transmission of such contagious diseases as. 
pleuro-pneumonia among cattle, &c.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. INGALLS. I present a petition numerously signed by citizens 
of the city of Washington, praying for the passage of a bill extending the 
route of the Capitol, North O Street and South Washington Railway 
Company. The petition is accompanied with certain papers,and I move 
that they, together with the petition, be referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE presented the memorial of N. H. Powers, Ambrose White, 
and others, citizens of Maine, remonstrating against any legislation 
providing for the free admission of the products of British or Dominion 
fisheries; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. VEST presented the petition of L. L. McCormick and other citi- 
zens of Jasper County, Missouri, praying for such legislation as will 
place the coinage of silver on an equality with the coinage of gold; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly of 
Oregon, praying that an appropriation be made for agricultural experi- 
ments in connection with agricultural colleges; which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of Olcott Post, No. 
522, Grand Army of the Republic, Milford, N. Y., praying for the re- 
peal of certain pension laws; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the petition of J. H. Peterson and 
127 other citizens of Iowa; the petition of John Watts and 141 other 
citizens of Iowa; and the petition of J. A. Smith and 171 other citizens 
of Iowa, praying for the passage of an act of absolute forfeiture of the 
unearned lands within the limits of the grant to the Sioux City and 
Saint Paul Railroad Company; which were referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of ex-Union soldiers of Lanoke, 
Ark., praying for the enactment of a law granting the amount of boun- 
ties to commissioned officers which was refunded on account of receiv- 
ing such commission; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affai 

He also presented a petition of ex-Union soldiers, praying for the re- 
peal of the limitation act regarding pensions; which was referred to th 
Committee on Pensions. s 

He also presented the petition of citizens of Plattsburg, N. Y., 
praying that a pension be granted Patrick A. Cal late a private 
in the First Regiment Massachusetts Heavy Artillery; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of William B. Cloney, late gunner’s 
mate in the United States Navy, praying to be allowed an increase of 
pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Clark County, Illinois, 
praying for the passage of a bill to pension all surviving prisoners of 
war of the late rebellion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a brief prepared by an attorney in sup- 
port of the bill (S. 292) for the relief of the heirs of colored soldiers 
who served in the war of the rebellion. I move that the brief be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs for consideration in con- 
nection with the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented additional papers to accompany the petition of 
Elizabeth O’Callaghan, of Boston, Mass., praying legislation in relation 
to certain books lost by her in the mails; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also prre the petition of Henry Mealsman, late private in 
Company I, Tenth Regiment United States Infantry, praying that his 
pension be rated at $24 per month from November, 1880, to August 7, 
1884; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


WYOMING TERRITORIAL LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 


Mr. HARRISON. Iam directed by the Committee on Territories, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 602) to legalize the election of the 
Territorial Legislative Assembly of Wyoming, to report it favorably, 
without amendment; and I ask for the present consideration of the 
bill, if the Senate will indulge me for a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed with the consideration of 
the bn at this time. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I reserve the right toobject if the bill takes much 
time, because I wish to get up the Utah bill. I haveno objection ta 
this being considered if it takes no time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not desire to detain the Senate. I shall 
briefly state the history of this matter. 

In 1880 Congress an act providing for an apportionment for 
legislative purposes in Montana, Idaho, and Wyoming, the apportion- 
ment to be made by the governor and some other of the Territorial 
officers designated. That apportionment was made in Wyoming, and 
the Seventh Legislative Assembly met under that apportionment and 

an apportionment bill, which was limited in its effects to the 

ighth Legislative Assembly, which succeeded. Now, the Ninth Legis- 
lative Assembly has been elected upon that apportionment without any 
contest or chico in the Territory and is about to assemble. The 
question has been raised before the Auditor of the Treasury whether, 
in the absence of an apportionment act by the Legislative Assembly, 
he can recognize and pay the expenses of the Legislative Assembly 


which convenes in a few days—I think on the 9th of this month. 
Under these circumstances there is nothing to do but to appeal ta 
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Congress to legalize the apportionment., I understand there is no ob- 
jection to the measure in any way. Itis necessary in order that the 
Legislature may assemble under the forms of law and that the moneys 
appropriated may be expended to defray their expenses. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PLUMB (by request) introduced a bill (S. 800) to authorize Dr. 
C. E. Price, assistant surgeon United States Army, to receive pay for 
discharging the duties of physician to the Hoopa Valley Indian reserva- 
tion, such services having been performed at the request of the proper 
officers of the Interior Department; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 801) to pay the Delaware 
Indians the amount ascertained to be due them for the value of their 
lands taken for the right of way over their allotted lands by the Leaven- 
worth, Pawnee and Western Railroad Company, or their successors, 
in the State of Kansas, under the provisions of the treaty of May 30, 
1860; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 802) to pay the Delaware 
Indians the amounts ascertained to be due them for stock under the pro- 
visions of the fourteenth article of the treaty of July 4, 1866; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 803) granting increase of 

nsion to James D. Verney, late of the Eleventh Regiment Illinois 
Fanat Infantry; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 804) to grant to the Kansas 
City, Fort Scott and Gulf Railway Company a right of way through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 805) for the relief of the Inter- 
national Navigation Company; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 806) granting a pension to Mary"B. 
Holmes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORRILL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 807) for the relief of 
Frank A. Page; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 808) granting a pension to Joseph 
McGuckian; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 809) grantinga pension to Richard Rig- 
gles; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 810) granting a pension to Charles J. 
Esty; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 811) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan 
Gilman, widow of Pliny R. Gilman; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 812) granting a pension to Mrs. E. A. 
Benham; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 813) granting a pension to Miss Rebecca 
Miller, daughter of General James Miller, of the war of 1812; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 814) granting a pension to Mrs. Adaline 
M. Putnam; which was read twice by its title, and, with, the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 815) regulating the appointment of as- 
sistant naval constructors; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 816) to give the right of trial by jury 
to claimants of seem under the laws of the United States whose ap- 
plications have been rejected by the Secretary of the Interior on appeal 
from the decision of the Commissioner of Pensions; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 817) to provide for the erection of a mon- 
ument to the memory of Abraham Lincoln; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 818) to provide for the erection of a mon- 
ument to the memory of Ulysses 8. Grant; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. PIKE introduced a bill (S. 819) for the relief of Rachael J. 
Floyd; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. . 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (by request), introduced a bill (S. 820) for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Chauncey M. Lockwood; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 


XV II——26 


Mr. PLATT (by request) introduced a bill (S. 821) for the relief of 
James M. Willbus; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 822) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Interior to pay the pension allowed to Nancy Titus, deceased, 
mother of Josiah C. Titus, late first lieutenant of Company D, Sixty- 
second Regiment Illinois Volunteers, to George Titus, the dependent 
father of said soldier; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 823) granting a pension to Capt. Elihu 
Jones; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 824) granting a pension to Mrs. Ida 
Davenport; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 825) granting an increase of pension to 
Mohammed Kahn, otherwise John Ammahoe; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 826) granting a pension to Charles W. 
Beeman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 827) granting a pension to George Clark; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 828) for the relief of A. P. Cunning- 
ham; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 829) to facilitate promotions throughout 
the Army by retiring from active service upon their own application 
officers of the Army who served in the war of the rebellion; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. CULLOM. I may be allowed to state that I am inclined to 
think a bill similar to this has been introduced in the Senate before; 
but as it is accompanied by the petition of a large number of officers of 
the Army praying for its passage, I introduce the bill and move that it 
be referred, with the accompanying petition, to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 830) for the retirement of certain 
officers of the Navy of the United States; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 831) forthe relief of GeorgeS. Storrs, 
of Texas; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JACKSON introduced a bill (S. 832) to define and regulate the 
jurisdiction of the courts of the United States; which was read twice. 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 833) to increase 
the pension for loss of both arms, or both legs, or the sight of both 
eyes, or other injuries resulting in total helplessness; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 834) for the relief of Will- 
iam Henry Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 835) for the relief of the 
Continental Fire Insurance Company, the Eagle Fire Insurance Com- 
pany, the City Fire Insurance Company, and the Commercial Mutual 
Insurance Company, all of New York city; the Western National Bank, 
the Merchants’ National Bank, and the Maryland Fire Insurance Com- 
pany, of Baltimore, Md.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 836) for the relief of Will- | 
iam M. Shimmins and George H. McPherson; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMDEN introduced a bill (S. 837) for the relief of Catharine 
E. Lurty; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 838) granting an increase of pension to 
General B. F. Kelly; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VANCE. Lintroducea bill, which Iask to have committed to the 
tender mercies of the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

The bill (S. 839) to repeal chapter 27 of acts of 1883 relating to civil 
service, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. MAXEY introduced a bill (S. 840) for the relief of H. J. T. 
Moss; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 841) conferring military rank on 
telegraph operators in the military service; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 842) providing for the adjustment of 
accounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight- 
hour law; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 843) granting a pension to Elise Burki; 
nen was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 844) creating a commission whose duty 
it shall be to inquire into and report upon the material, industrial, and 
intellectual progress made by the colored people of this country since 
1865, and making appropriations for the same; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 845) for the relief of telegraph operators 
during the war; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (8. 846) to establish a national uni- 
versity; which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. INGALLS. Task that the bill may lie on the table and be 
printed. I shall take occasion, subsequently, to submit some observa- 
tions on the bill, and shall then ask its reference to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table for the 


present. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 847) to divide the State of 
Kansas into two judicial districts, fixing terms of court, and for the 
appointment of judges and other officers therein; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 848) to amend the law in the District of 
Columbia in respect of the devise of real estate; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 849) to authorize the Rio Grande, Mex- 
ico and Pacific Railroad Company to purchase ten acres of land on the 
Fort Cummings military reservation in New Mexico; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 850) for the relief of Thomas M. Hachett; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 851) to amend the charter 
of the Metropolitan Railroad Company; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 852) to provide for eight 
magistraies for the District of Columbia, who shall have civil and crim- 
inal jurisdiction as herein provided; to define the jurisdiction, powers, 
and functions of said magistrates; and to abolish the police court and 
office of justice of the peace in and for said District; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 853) granting a pension to Reuben 
Crowday; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 854) granting a pension to Frederick 
Bottjer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, 

He also (by request) introduceda bill (S. 855) for the relief of David 
Armstrong; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. PAYNE introduced a bill (S. 856) to provide for the erection of 
a public building in the city of Dayton, Ohio; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 857) granting a pension to 
Dudley B. Branch; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 858) granting a pension to Sampson 8. 
Skirvin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

* He also introduced a bill (S. 859) granting a m to Charlotte 
O'Neal; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

e also introduced a bill (S. 860) granting an increase of pension to 
John N. Runyan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 861) granting a pension to John B. 
Skaggs; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 862) granting a pension to Matilda Ann 
Wiley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 863) to set apart a certain tract of land 
lying on the Colorado River of the West, in the Territory of Arizona, as 
a public park; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

.Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 864) to grant a pension to Mrs. 
Martha F. Woodrum; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 865) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah E. Wil- 
lard; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 866) to pay the citizens of for 
supplies audited by Philo Callender; which was read twice by its title, 


and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 867) to amend section 714 of the Re- 
vised Statues; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (by request), introduced a bill (S. 868) to 
provide for two additional associate justices of the supreme court of 
Dakota, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 869) to provide for the bringing of suits 
by citizens of the United States against the Government thereof in cer- 
tain cases; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The bill relatesto a matterin which the 
Committee on Claims is peculiarly interested, and I should be glad to 
have that committee pass on the bill first, and then, if it is deemed 
proper to have it considered by the Committee on the J udiciary, arefer- 
ence to that committee may be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Claims, if there be no objection. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 870) to provide that where any rail- 
road property is taken into the possession of any United States court, 
and the said railroad shall not have been completed, the net earnings 
of said railroad shall be applied to the completion of thesame; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 871) for the forfeiture of the land granted 
to the State of Florida for the construction of certain lines of railroad 
in that State; which was read twice by its, title and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 872) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to purchase alot in the city of Jacksonville, Fla., for military purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 873) for the retirement of judges of the 
district or cirenit courts of the United States on account of disability; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 874) for the establishment of a seacoast 
telegraph line to Jupiter Inlet, Florida, and a signal station; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 875) for the relief of the heirs of John 
S. Sammis, of Florida; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 876) to require the claims of the sub- 
jects of Spain and the citizens of the United States arising under the 
treaty of 1819 to be submitted to some foreign government, and that 
the President of the United States be authorized, with the consent of 
the Kingof Spain, to select such umpire; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BROWN introduced a bill (S. 877) for the relief of Robert H. 
Anderson, of the State of Georgia; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BROWN. The bill is intended to remove the political disabili- 
ties of General Anderson. I have here his petition, which I desire to 
present also, and move that it be referred, with the bill, to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 878) to amend the act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to authorize a retired-list for privates and non- commis- 
sioned officers of-the United States Army who have served for a period 
of thirty years or upward,’’ approved February 14, 1885; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 879) for the relief of A. G. 
Shaw; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (S. 880) grant- 
ing the right of way to the Sehuylkill River East Side Railroad Com- 
pany through the arsenal and naval asylum grounds at Philadelphia; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Mili Affuirs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 881) for the relief of Abram G. Hoyt; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 882) to equalize the pay of graduates of 
the Naval Academy; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 883) to provide for the compul- 
sory education of Indian children; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 884) to enable the State of Colorado to 
take lands in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections within In- 
dian reservations; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 885) to relieve the State of Colorado 
from charges on accountof ordnance stores furnished the State and Ter- 
ritory; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. z 
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Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill E 886) to substitute silver dollars, 
in part, in the placeof gold coin and currency, in several reserved funds 
held in the Treasury; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 887) for the relief of Will- 
iam H. Whiteside & Co., of Camden, Ark., or their assignees; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 888) for the relief of Martin E. Smith; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 889) for the relief of the Protest- 
ant Orphan Asylum of Natchez, in the State of Mississippi; which was 
tead twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 890) to enlarge the powers and duties of 
the Department of Agriculture; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 891) granting a pension to 
Geriah Collins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
He also introduced a bill (S. 892) 

e in a bi 892) granting a pension to David Me- 
Kinney; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 893) granting a pension to John T. Pen- 
nington; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill ge for the relief of Nathaniel Mc- 
Kay, George M. Clapp, George W. Lawrence, Snowden & Mason, and 
the executors of Donald McKay, the Atlantic Works, Jeremiah Sime- 
son, Curtis & Tilden; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
nie SHERMAN 1 arna ill (S. 895) 

iz in a bi 895) granting a pension to 
Rachel Fleming Cellar; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
‘o He also introduced a bill (3. 896) J 

e introduced a bi 5 granting a pension to Joseph A. 
Martin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

RERE ERRERA bf pe peril Seeds the relief of John Kouns; which 
was twice by its ti wit accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, rë 

He also introduced a bill (S. 898) granting a pension to William A. 
Penfield; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 899) granting a pension to 
Thomas G. Newman; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
“ecole Sh 9o 

e in a bill (S. 900) granting a pension to William R. 
Blevins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 901) to grant the Astoria and Win- 
nemucca Railroad Company the right to construct bridges over navi- 
gable water courses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 902) confirming to W. S. Byers & Co. 
rink right to take ig a sree yam the _— River, on the Uma- 

illa reservation, in tate of Oregon, for manufacturing purposes; 
Swick: walk: Sek PE DYA Midd; Mee AA 16. thie OOTO tie 
Mr. VANCE trod (i directing 
x introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 19) directi ies 
of the official letter-books of the executive A aliden of the State of 
North Carolina to be farnished tosaid State; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 20) authorizing 
the preparation of a compilation of the reports of committees of the 
Senate and House of Representatives; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HOAR (by request).introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 21) de- 
rere | the pee y of <r UER in DN of volunteer service; 
which was twice by its title, wi accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military’ Affairs. iE ý 

Mr. CALL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 22) authorizing the 
Postmaster-General to pay increase in salaries of postal clerksof railway 
mail service, classes 4 and 5; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

PRINTING OF BANKRUPTCY BILL AND INDEX. 


Mr. HOAR. On the last day before the holiday vacation I reported by 
direction of the Judiciary Committee a bill (S. 714) to establish a uni- 
form system of bankruptcy throughout the United States. An index to 
that Lill has been prepared by the clerk of the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, which it will be very convenient for Senators to have. I 
Jay before the Senate a copy of the bill with the index, and move that 
the bill be reprinted, with the index, for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That request will be considered as 
agreed to if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

; PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. PLATT, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the case of James M. Willbur be withdrawn from 


the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims, there being no 
adverse report. 


On motion of Mr. MORRILL, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Frank A. Page be withdrawn from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. GEORGE, it was 


Ordered, That the pertaining to the claim of the Protestant Orphan 
Asylum of Natchez, Miss., be taken from the filesand referred to the Committee 
on Claims, there having been no adverse report there 


upon, 
On motion of Mr. PIKE, it was 
Ordered, That the papers now on file in the claim of the Greensb; 
Company, W. W. Lowe & Co, and John L. Scanlon be taken there: 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, there being no adverse report, 


SPANISH CLAIMS UNDER FLORIDA TREATY. 


Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed: 


Resolved by the Senate, That the President ofthe United States be, and is hereby, 
requested to submit the demands of the Spanish Government for carrying into 
effect the treaty of 1819 for the cession of Florida and the payment of claims aris- 
ing under said treaty to the arbitration of some foreign government, to be se- 
lected by him, as umpire between Spain and the United States; and that the 
payment of said claims be referred to the decision of said umpire, who shall be 
chosen with the consent of the Government of Spain. 


THE COLUMBIA RIVER. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Whereas the Columbia Riveris, with the exception of obstructions at the Cas- 


‘cades, distant from its mouth 160 miles, for a distance of about 5 miles, and fur- 
ther obstructions at The Dalles, distant from its mouth 220 miles, for a still 


Limestone 
m and re- 


greater distance, navigable for large-draft steamers from the sea toa point in-. 
land distant 1,032 miles, with tributaries aggregating over 300 additional miles ot 
navigable waters; and 

Whereas a canal and locks are now under process of construction by the 
United States Government around such obstructions at the Cascades; and 

Whereas said Columbia River and its navigable tributaries drain an extent of 
country unsurpassed in agricultural, grazing, and mineral productiveness, capa- 
ble of producing from sixty to eighty millions of bushels of wheat annually, an 
area of country in geographical extent equal to one-twentieth of the entire area 
of the United States, as large as Germany or France, and over one-fourth of the 
area of South America; and 5 

Whereas the commerce of that vast and fertile region is increasing with mar- 
velous rapidity, the custom-house statistics showing that in the year 19334 403 
vessels out of the mouth of the Columbia River for foreign and domestic 
ports with valued at $15,600,000, as against 63 vessels in the year 1399 
with cargoes valued at $4,181,352, while the tonnage over the bar at the mouth 
of the Columbia for the year ending September 20, 1855, was 869,945 tons; and 

And whereas it is alleged that freight charges on wheat from The Dalles to 
Portland, Oreg., a distance of 83 miles, are now 12 cents per bushel of 6) pounds, 
and from Wallula, Wash.,to Portland, Oreg.,a distance of 214 miles, 18 cents per 
bushel, and all other freight charges, it is alleged, are in equal enormous pro- 
portions ; 

And whereas it is alleged such freight charges are exorbitant and ruinous to 
the ge co and as it is further alleged that the real remedy for this evil is in 
freeing the Columbia River and its navigable tributaries from obstructions to 
navigation, and that this work is essentially national in its character: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard 
be, and it is hereby, instructed to inquire into these all grievances both as 
to their existence and the proper measures of relief, and also as to the impor- 
tance of the speedy completion of the canal and locks at the Cascades of the Co- 
lumbia and the means proper to be adopted to overcome the obsiructions to 
navigation at the Dalles of the Columbia, and to report by bill or otherwise at 
the earliest practicable period, 


FISHING RIGHTS UNDER TREATY OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. FRYEsubmitted the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secret: of State be, and he hereby is, requested, if not 
incompatible with the public interest, to transmit to the Senate any and all cor- 
respondence and information in the custody of the State Department relative 
to the extension of certain fishing rights and privileges under the treaty of 
Washington from July 1, 1855, to January, 1836. 


EXTENSION OF EXTRADITION TREATIES. 


Mr. HOAR. Iask for the adoption of the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to take measures for revising and 
extending the extradition treaties now existing between the United States and 
foreign countries, soasto secure the return to United States of persons guilty 
of embezzlement and other breaches 


Mr. President, I suppose the Senate will be unanimous in its desire 
that some proper treaty provisions should be made to secure the return 
to the United States of persons who have been guilty of what by the 
law of nearly all our States is larceny, or tantamount to larceny, the 
embezzlement by cashiers of banks and other persoris to whom funds 
are committed in trust, or who haye access to them, who find an asylum 
in foreign countries, especially in Canada. But as it may be desired 
possibly on reflection to couple some other matters with the resolution 
before it is adopted, I shall for the present move its reference to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WASHINGTON STREET-CAR LABOR, ETC. 


Mr. VAN WYCK submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Education and Labor be directed to i 
how many hours are exacted per day from men and boys in the employ of the 
street car or othercorporations in the District of Columbia; whether, in the judg- 
ment of the committee, the labor so demanded is unreasonable and inconsistent 
with former acts of Congress; and, if so, to report by bill or otherwise what 
remedy is necessary. 
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DELAWARE INDIAN CLAIMS. 
Mr. PLUMB sabmitted the following order; which was agreed to: 


Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate request the Chief Clerk of the House 
of Representatives to send to the Senate the papers in the matter of the claims 
of the Delaware Indians for the value of their lands taken for the right of way 
over their allotted lands by the Leavenworth, Pawnee and Western Railroad 
Company, and for the amounts ascertained to be due them for stock under the 
provisions of the fourteenth article of the treaty of July 4, 1866. 


STATUE OF JAMES A. GARFIELD. 


Mr. SHERMAN (Mr. HALE in the chair). I desire, before submit- 
ting a resolution, to have read a communication from the governor of 
the State of Ohio. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HALE in the chair). The com- 
munication will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

STATE or Outro, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF GOVERNOR, 
Columbus, December 10, 1885. 

Sır: I have the honor to inform you that, in acceptance of the invitation con- 
tained in section 1814 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, the State of 
Ohio, in pursuance of an act of its General Assembly, has caused to be made by 
the sculptor Carl H. Nichaus, and placed in the old Hall of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, in the Capitol of the United States, in the custody of the Architect 
of the Capitol, a marble statue of that illustrious and lamented citizen of Ohio 
James A. Garfield, late President of the United States. 

This work is now presented to the Congress of the United States as one of the 
statues contributed by the State of Ohio in pursuance of this invitation. It is 
hoped that it may be found worthy of acce ce and a valas a fit contri- 
bution from this State to the United States, in whose service President Garfield 
passed so much of his life and whose chief executive officer he was at the time 
of his death. 

Very respectfully, 
GEO. HOADLY, 
Governor of Ohio. 
Ton. JOHN SHERMAN, 
resident of the Senate of the Uniled States, 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. SHERMAN. In connection with that communication I submit 
concurrent resolutions. 

The concurrent resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the thanks 
of Congress be presented to the governor, and through him to the ple, of 
Ohio for the statue of James A. Garfield, whose name is so honorably dentified 
with the history of that State and of the United States. 

Resolved, That this work of art is accepted in the name of the nation, and as- 
signed a place in the old Hall of the House of Representatives, already set aside 
by act of Congress for statues of eminent citizens; and that a copy of this reso- 
lution, signed by the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives, be transmitted to the governor of the State of Ohio, 

The Senate, by unanimou3 consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lutions. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. President, in selecting from among the illus- 
trious dead of the State of Ohio the two most worthy to be represented 
by marble statues in the old hall of the House of Representatives, it 
seemed to the General Assembly of that State appropriate, first of all, 
io choose the statesman, soldier, and President whose brilliant life and 
tragic death have made his name ‘‘familiar as a household word,” not 
only in every part of our country, but threughout the civilized world. 
His recent presence among us, his conspicuous services in the House of 

_Representatives, the impressive ceremonies in this Capitol which within 
five brief years attended his inauguration as President of the United 
States, his long and patient suffering under a mortal wound by an assas- 
sin, the eloquent words of his nearest friend, uttered in the presence of 
nearly every member of this body and within the Hall where both had 
gained their highest fame, make the duty assigned me seem superfluous. 
Still it may not be amiss to accompany the acceptance of the statue of 
James A. Garfield with a brief statement of the grounds for the affection 
and respect with which his memory is held by the people of Ohio. 

He was, in every sense, a self-made man, blest, it is true, in spring- 
ing from a line of hardy and industrious farmers of Puritan stock, who 
depended only upon themselves and their God. Yet the early life of 
young Garfield was a constant struggle with poverty. By the death of 
his father when an infant he, the youngest of four children, was left 
under the care of his mother in possession of a farm of thirty acres, 
mostly covered by primeval forest, in a then new and sparse settlement 
of Northern Ohio. He had to suffer the discipline of hard daily labor 
and enforced economy. In this respect he was not different from the 
great majority of his neighbors, who, like himself, found the healthy 
and vigorous training by labor in early life the best preparation for the 
mental as well as the physical tasks of later life. Even as a lad he 
never forgot that it was his duty to learn as well as to labor. There 
was in those days no easy road to learning, but, availing himself of the 
intelligent tuition of his mother and occasional schools in his neigh- 
borhood, and always imbued with the love of study, he made rapid 
progress, and early in life became a teacher as well as a student. He 
was not satisfied with this, but, saving his scanty pay for labor in the 
harvest-field and in many varied manual employments, he attended 
the seminary at Chester and the college at Hiram, and finally at Will- 
jams, Mass., where, in a broader field and greater competition, he 
gained the honors of his class. . His education did not end here, for he 
returned to the Hiram Institute as professor of lan and soon 
became its president. The result was that before he entered upon his 


publie life he was a thoroughly educated man, not merely in the les- 
sons of the school and the college, not merely in literature and science, 
but also, by extensive reading and study, inall the historical and polit- 
ical questions of the day, in the development of which he was to take 
so active a part. All this varied learning was ground into him and 
fitted for use by his experience as a laborer, a teacher, a preacher, a 
professor, and president of a college. 

When he entered public life in 1859, at the age of twenty-eight, 
a member of the senate of Ohio, he was well equipped for all the great 
duties that were to fall upon him; but, not content with this, while 
apte bg Senator he studied law and was admitted to the bar. 

At this period of his life came the great tragedy of the civil war. His 
heart and soul and every fiber of his body was enlisted in the Union 
cause. His speeches at that time were models of the persuasive elo- 
quence that distinguished him in his later years. He was chiefly instru- 
mental in raising and preparing for service a regiment of Ohio infantry, 
of which he became colonel. 

In the two years he remained in the military service he distinguished 
himself and was promoted for gallant services in battle to the rank of 
brigadier and then major-general. I do not regard his service in the 
Army asanything more than an honorable episode of his active life, for 
others gained greater distinction and rendered more important services, 
but he did demonstrate his ability to lead and command men, to inspire 
the confidence of his superior officers, and to show on several important 
battle-fields his personal courage. À 

His military services were chiefly important in giving him informa- 
tion as to the wants and organization of the Army that became useful 
to him and to the Union cause when applied in Congress in framing 
laws for the increase and government of the Army. 

His enduring fame will chiefly rest npon what he did during the 
period of eighteen years as a member of the House of Representatives. 
While he was in the field, and without an effort or wish on his part, he 
was elected as a Representative in Congress from a district in North- 
eastern Ohio which had been represented for nearly half a century by 
Elisha Whittlesey and Joshua Giddings. It was as their successor that, 
during nine consecutive Con from 1863 to 1881, he made that 
record which is the great glory of his life. 

What an infinite variety of subjects, what magnitude of detail and 
results, what immense sums and difficult problems were acted upon by 
him, no one can tell who has not examined his share of the record of 
the proceedings of Congress. These events are too fresh in the minds 
of those who hear me, many of whom have also been active in these 
busy scenes, to make it necessary for me to measure and gauge the 
value of his services, compared to that of any one of his colleagues; but 
Ido not now recall any from among his distinguished compeers who 
will not frankly say that in variety of duty, in labor and care and ear- 
nest effort in his speeches and in action, no one of all can be said to 
have been his superior. 

Many of his speeches may be regarded as models of effective eloquence. 
They presented frankly the arguments on the topic under debate, but 
always were enriched by apt metaphor, by illustrations drawn from 
other topics, by poetical or classical quotations. Even his impromptu 
speeches display the rich storehouse of learning from which he drew 
his inspiration. Courteous in manner, and rarely, if ever, trenching 
on the rules of order, he often expressed in a single sharp sentence or 
phrase the whole argument that silenced his opponent. He was always 
a ready speaker; ready promptly to reply to an argument of an adver- 
sary without waiting to cull his phrases or arrange his order of battle; 
ready, whatever was the subject-matter of debate, whether finance, 
war, reconstruction, or a graceful tribute to a friend; ready, even at the 
spur of the moment, to resist and check the hasty judgment of his 
friends or his constituents, or all combined. 

In principle he was in every sense a patriot. No narrow limit con- 
fined his allegiance, but the whole country was the object of his love. 
He did not favor any section, but freely extended the bounties of Gov- 
ernment to every part. He was a lover of liberty, of freedom in its 
broadest sense, not only of the person, but of thought and of speech. 
Though a member of the Disciple Church, he was catholic in his char- 
ity for all Christian denominations. He was a strict guardian of the 
public faith, pledged either to a citizen, a soldier, or a creditor. When 
that faith seemed to be impaired by the long suspension of specie pay- 
ments, he was as earnest as any in demanding the fulfillment of a na- 
tional duty, and rejoiced as much as any in resumption. A striking 
example himself of the benefits of education, he favored every measure 
to extend and enlarge the scope of both State and national aid to edu- 
cation. He was a Republican, not in the narrow sense of personal ad- 
vantage, but because he believed that party could best advance the 
honor and prosperity of our whole country, and of every part of it. 

During his last term in Congress he was elected by the General As- 
sembly of Ohio as a memberof this body. No one can doubt that had 
he entered upon thisservice he would have greatly added tohis reputa- 
tion as an orator and a statesman, already established by eighteen 
years’ experience in the House. This was his cherished hope and am- 
bition, frankly expressed to his personal friends, justified by his phys- 
ical and mental condition and training, in the prime of manhood, his 
early and later struggles behind him asobstacles safely overcome, with 
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hope and health and strength all pointing in the future to a long life 
of honor and usefulness. . 

Within a few monthsafter the election of General Garfield as Senator, 
and before the commencement of his term, the Republican national 
convention of 1880 met to select a candidate for President of the 
United States. Divided and distracted in its choice, it turned to him 
asits standard-bearer, and he was elected President by the unquestioned 
majority of the electoral college and of the people. He entered upon 
the discharge of the great duties of this office. He met and overcame 
the first waves of contention and disappointment which are inevitable 
at the beginning of any administration, and hopeful and confident, at 
the moment when his life was most fall of promise, when he was start- 
ing to visit his alma mater and to encourage by his example and great 
success the youthof that college, he was mortally wounded. He ended 
his hopes and: his life, for, though he lingered months and days, it was 
with torture infinite. 

The people of Ohio, among whom he was born and bred, placed his 
image in enduring marble in the silent senate of the dead, among the 
worthies of every period of American history, not claiming for him to 
have been the greatest of all, but only as one of their fellow-citizens, 
whom, when living, they greatly loved and trusted, whose life was 
spent in the service of his whole country at the iod of its test 
peril, and who, in the highest places of trust and power, did his fall 
duty as a soldier, a patriot, and a statesman. 

I move the adoption of the resolutions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
concurrent resolutions submitted by the Senator from Ohio. 

The resolutions were agreed to nem. con. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that he had, on the 26th day 
of December, 1885, approved and signed the following bills and joint 
resolution: 

z An act (S. 118) for the relief of Alexander R. Lawton, of the State of 
eorgia; : 

An act (S. 580) granting a pension to Julia D. Grant; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 1) filling existing vacancies in the Board of 

Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. > 


COIN DUTIES ON IMPORTED GOODS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS and Mr. GRAY addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I presume my friend from Delaware has a reso- 
lution to offer. I rose to move the consideration of a bill. Igive way 
to the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, if it is the pleasure of the Senate I shall 
move to-morrow or some other early day—to-morrow if it is agreeable 
to the Senate—to take up the resolution offered by the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck] on the 18th of December, pending the considera- 
tion of which the Senate adjourned for the holidays. I now give notice 
to that effect. My purpose is to submit some remarks on that resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. BECK. As the Senator from Delaware proposes to call up the 
resolution I offered, I should be glad to know what is the status of it. 
I think it is still before the Senate. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL] made a motion that I did not hear at the time, and I did 
not quite understand its effect when I saw it in the REcoRD—a motion 
of reference. 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution of the Senator from 
Kentucky is upon the table and a motion is pending to refer it to the 
Committee on Finance. That motion has not been acted on. 

Mr. BECK. That leaves it in a proper shape to be called up. I 
was not sure about that, and hence my inquiry. May I be allowed to 
call the attention of the Senator from Vermont to a remark he made? 
I ask if after looking over what I said the other day he does not now 
feel that it was a somewhat harsh remark which he made in regard to 
what I said? 

Mr. MORRILL. I takepleasure in saying that I did misunderstand 
the Senator in his reference to the President of the United States and 
the Secretary of the Treasury where he used the words: 


‘The present crusade against silver is Only another evidence of the audacit 
of the organizations of wealth; they have always secured all they demanded, 
however unjust their demands; they have succeeded in alarming the President 
and the Secretary of the Treasury. 


I understood the Senator to use a much rougher word than “ alarm- 
ing,” and I take pleasure in saying now that I did an injustice to the 
Senator so far as that was concerned. 

In relation to another part of the reference that I made I stated this: 


Iregret that the Senator from Kentucky should represent the Secretary of the 
Treasury as being little better thana common thier 


The precise language used by the Senator from Kentucky was this: 


The thief who steals and squanders an unneeded surplus locked up in the 
vaults would inflict less injury on the country and its business if the 
money he stole was put in circulation than a Secretary who holds and hides in 
vaults currency which nue poopie want and refuses to use it to pay the 
especially interest-bearing debts, which the men who own this money owe. 


It seems that the Senator from Kentucky did not refer to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury personally as a thief, but merely represented that 
in his policy he was inflicting greater injury than the thief who should 
steal money and put it into circulation. 

Mr. BECK. I knew the Senator from Vermont would do me justice 
when hisattention wascalled tothe matter. I did not hear his remarks 
the other day. Iheard him move to gointo executive session. Iknew 
he desired to take up the question of Mr. Bigelow’s confirmation, which 
was thought to be of importance at the time; but he spoke in a low 
tone, and I did not know what he said about me until I saw it in the 
RECORD after we adjourned. I only desire to say now that I made no 
personal attack on the President or the Secretary of the Treasury or 
anybody else; but I intended to say that the effect of looking up the 
surplus money in the Treasury would be quite as well illustrated, or 
perhaps more forcibly, if, instead of supposing a thief had stolen it, I 
had said a cyclone or a tornado had come and blown away all the vaults 
of the Treasury and scattered the money to the winds and the people 
should have gathered it up and put it in circulation, it would have been 
better than to keep it locked up. That was all I intended td say. I 
believed it then, and Idonot know but that I believe it now, though it 
is a rather strong form of expression. I only desired to make the record 
correct. 

ALLOWANCE OF PENSION CLAIMS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to proceed to the consideration of Senate 
bill No. 10. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before the Senator submits that 
motion it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished 
business, pending which the Senator from Vermont—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The unfinished business does not come up until 2 
o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a resolution lying over that 
comes up under the rules at the close of the call for resolutions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I thought as it was after 1 o’clock I was entitled 
to make my motion; but I will not insist on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read, after 
which the Chair will entertain the motion. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. HARRISON 
December 21, 1885, as follows: 


Whereas it is stated in substance in the last annual report of the Commissioner 
of Pensions that under the administration of his predecessors, or some of them, 
in that office, other tests than those of the law were applied to applications for 

nsion, and that applicants were required to show, in addition to service in the 
held, submission to and support of a party before pensions were granted: There- 

fore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures of Public Money is hereby di- 
rected to inquire intosaid statements and to report the facts to the Senate. id 
sonmi is authorized to send for personsand papers and to employ a stenog- 
rapher. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask the Senator from Indiana to allow that reso- 
lution to go over this morning because of the absence of his colleague, 
who, I chance to know, desires to submit an amendment to the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. HARRISON. I make no objection under the circumstances. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over if there 
be no objection. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 10. 

The motion was agreed to. 


POLYGAMY AND AFFAIRS IN UTAH. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 10) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend section 5352 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States in reference to bigamy, and 
for other purposes,” approved March 22, 1882. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is a misprint in line 5 of section 8. It 
reads ‘‘votes.’? It should read ‘‘voters.’’ I ask to have that cor- 
rected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HALE in the chair). The cor- 
rection will be made if there be no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is another misprint in line 3 of section 18. 
The word ‘‘offices’? should be “‘ officers.”’ } 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The correction will be made if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Insection 16, line 4, I wish to move a mere amend- 
ment of phrase to make the meaning a little clearer. I move to insert 
after the word ‘‘corporation” the words *‘ mentioned in the preceding 
section,’’ so as to read: 

That it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General of the United States to cause 
such proceedings to be taken in the supreme court of the Territory of Utah as 
shall be proper to dissolve the said corporation mentioned in the preceding sec- 
tion and poy the debts and to dispose of the property and assets thereof accord- 
ing to law, &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In section 20 there is either a misprint or a cler- 
ical error at the end of line 1. The word ‘‘commits’’ should read 
“commit,” to make it grammatical. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That correction will be made if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the bill by striking out the seventh 
section. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves to amend the bill by striking out section 7, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Src. 7. That it shall not be lawful for any female to vote at any election here- 
after held in the Territory of Utah for any public purpose whatever, and no 
such vote shall be received or counted or given effect in any manner whatever ; 
and any and every act of the governorand lative Assembly of the Territory 
Pd Utang ong for or allowing the registration or voting by females is here- 

Mr. HOAR. I approve the purpose of this bill, and I approve the 
method by which the bill seeks to effect its purpose, with theexception 
of the seventh section. Itseems tome that that is a violation of sound 
legislative principle. It is an undertaking to put into the statutes of 
the United States a deprivation of a certain class of persons, described 
by a class, of a right of suffrage which they now enjoy, because of the 
assumption or presumption that persons belonging to that class will en- 
tertain and act upon certain opinions. 

If Congress propose to say that no Mormon, no person who is a Mor- 
mon in religious belief or who entertains the opinion in regard to the 
Jawfulness of plural marriages which the Mormonsentertain, should be 
permitted to vote, that is one thing; but that is a thing which this bill 
does not undertake todo. We deal with certain conduct and punish 
it, but nowhere in our legislation so far as I am aware will be found 
any attempt to say that a man of any mere opinion except as it finds 
effect in act shall be punished eitheras a criminal or by the deprivation 
of political privileges. We do not, therefore, undertake to say to the 
male Mormon, to the man, you shall be deprived of political privileges, 
either of holding oflice or of voting, because of your opinion in regard to 
this pestilent heresy, as we deem it, which is so opposed to the purity 
of the marriage relation on which all our institutions depend; but the 
bill does undertake to say that to women. 

Now, if Congress in passing this bill into legislation chooses to say 
that woman su. shall not exist in any Territory of the United 
States, that also, whether it is to be approved or disapproved, is intel- 
ligible, and it rests upon an opinion which those who do not share it 
can at least understand. But it does not do that. On the contrary, 
woman suffrage exists in the Territory of Wyoming and the Territory 
of Washington, and the testimony of the most thoughtful and careful 
observers is that it is a great succéss. The remarkable testimony of 
Governor Warren, late governor of the Territory of Wyoming, and of 
Chief- Justice Green, one of the ablest, most conscientious, and most 
highly respected jurists of the country, a man who would be an orna- 
ment to any bench, whether the Supreme Court of the United States or 
any other, is in favor of the success of the experiment in the Territory 
of Washington, in its effect upon legislation, upon politics, and upon 
the administration of justice. 

Now if we do not think so, and if we choose to say that in no Terri- 
tory. of the United States shall suffrage by women be permitted, let us 
say so fairly and frankly and honestly; but, refusing to occupy that 
ground, saying that whatever may be the opinion of the individual 
members of Congress as to the wisdom of woman suffrage as a policy 
it is a thing to be left to the pone of the Territories and the people 
of the States as a matter which comes within the domain of local self- 
government, even in the Territories over which we exercise a certain 
supreme legislative control—saying that as a general rule, it seems to 
me that we ought not to undertake to violate that principle in dealing 
with the Mormons in Utah. 

This bill and the act to which it isan amendment go far enough ina 
good many directions to suggest a prey anxious inquiry whether it 
does not step over the line which fairly should bound the exercise of 
legislative authority over the Territories. Ido not think that it crosses 
that line. I think that the author of this bill has judged with great 
sagacity, is right in the pelief that so far as the powers lodged in Con- 
gress can be exercised withqut passing that line, their exercise is im- 
peratively required and demanded at our hands in reference to this great 
menace to the purity of republican institutions and the purity of the 
marriage tie itself; and I have no criticism to make, but the criticism will 
be made elsewhere that we have gone up to the limit and if the limit 
were more remote we would go up to that limit. But I can not see 
and I have not heard any logical statement which would justify the in- 
troduction of this section into the bill. You are saying that a woman, 
if she be anti-Mormon if she ‘agree in opinion with the author of this 
bill in y particular or with every Senator who shall vote forit, she 
being now clothed by a lawful exercise of the authority of the people ot 
that Territory with the right of suffrage, shall be deprived of it, merely 
because it is expected or anticipated that some other woman, if she have 
the right of suffrage, will exercise it in a manner detrimental to the 
public interest and contrary to the opinion of the persons who exercise 
the law-making powers here. It seems to me that is a violation of the 
sound and fundamental principles of legislation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock has arrived 
and it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the un- 
finished business, which is the bill (S. 6) fixing the salaries of the sev- 
eral judges of the United States district courts at $5,000 per annum, 
and for other pu: k 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to proceed with the consideration of this 
bill, No. 10. We can finish it in a little while. 


Mr. HOAR. I should prefer, and I have no doubt it will be quite 
as agreeable to the Senator from-Vermont, that this matter should pro- 
ceed by unanimous consent so that the other bill may hold its place. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihave no objection to that. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the other bill will not be prejudiced in the Sen- 
ate by supposing it will take a long while. It really has not occupied 
the attention of the Senate any great while, and can soon be disposed of. 

Mr. VEST. If itis agreeable to the Senator from Vermont I wish 
this Utah bill to go over until to-morrow. I had no idea that it would 
come up to-day. I do not know whether I shall debate it at all, but 
asa member of the Judiciary Committee I can not give my consent 
to all its provisions. As a matter of course if the Senator deems it 
proper to press the bill now, a majority vote can do it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. IfI can have an understanding that we can get it 
up to-morrow immediately after we are through with the morning busi- 
ness, and get on with it and stick to it, I certainly should not object; 
but I should like the unanimous consent of the Senate to occupy four 
or five minutes in reply to my friend from Massachusetts before the bill 
goes over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Vermont asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to lay aside informally the pending 
business with a view to proceed with the consideration of the bill taken 
up on his motion. Is there objection?. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. After I have said the little I have to say, I shall 
not object to my friend from Missouri having the bill go over until to- 
morrow, with the understanding and expectation that we shall get on 
with it then. 

I wish to say in reply to the Senator from Massachusetts that section 
7 of this bill is proposed without regard to what his opinions or mine 
may be on the propriety of extending the suffrage to women, and, so 
far as I am concerned, whenever the women of the United States or of 
any one of the States, a majority of them, desire to have the suffrage, 
they will get my vote to have it, either in the State of Vermont or 
wherever else I may be located. I think it depends, as it ought to de- 
pend, upon the general sense that our wives and sisters and sweethearts 
have of what their political duty is and how they can best fill up their 
duty toward society; and when they come to the opinion that society 
will get on better and that they will get on better by entering into the 
political field,-instead of confining themselves to the field in which they 
are now employed, they will have my aid in obtaining that result. 

Now, I do not think this provision violates any principle such as the 
Senator from Massachusetts seems to suppose. The women of Utah 
have not now the lawful right of suffrage in the sense of a final and com- 
plete law, for the suffrage law of Utah, like every other law of Utah, 
by the very organic act that creates it only continues to exist until 
Congress choose to say no. The Territorial laws of Utah are passed 
subject to the disapproval of Congress. This is one of those laws. 
Therefore we are not invading any vested right, if you can call a po- 
litical right a vested one, in resorting to this legislation. Of course 
that is quite a different question from the intrinsic propriety; but as 
it regards the violation of any principle in respect to taking away an 
existing right, we do not violate that principle at all, because we could 
take away the whole government of the Territory, and as to every 
Territorial law it is expressly provided in the organic act that it shall 
hold until disapproved by Congress. Now it is proposed that Con- 
gress shall disapprove of this Territoriallaw. The ground upon which 
it goes as a matter of propriety, aside from the principle I have stated, 
issimply this: Itis set forth in very few words, but I believe very truly, 
in the memorial which was presented to Congress in 1883 on the sub- 


ject of Mormonism, as it is called, in Utah, the union of church and 


state, the absolute autocratic hierarchy that controls the whole affairs of 
that Territory as distinguished entirely from anybody’s religious belief. 
In the course of this memorial, which was sent up to us by the Territorial 
central committee of the liberal party of Utah, representing all the op- 
ponents of this system that exists there—I am not now speaking about 
religious beliefs but the practical system—on this topic they say this, 
speaking of this hierarchy: 

It confers on women the suffrage, and then forces her to use it under the lash 
of its priesthood to perpetuate their power and her own degradation. 

It is to relieve the Mormon women of Utah from the slavehood of 
being obliged to exercise a political function which is to keep her in a 
state of degradation, itis to diminish the voting power of this hierarchy; 
and so far as I know and have heard—and I may say with modesty that I 
know a good deal and have heard a great deal more concerning the state 
of things in Utah—there has been no instance in which any anti-polyg- 
amy woman in Utah has raised her voice against this provision, which 
has now been proposed for nearly two years. I believe it safe to say, 
therefore, that what are called the Gentile women in Utah and that 
part of the Mormon women who do not believe in polygamy and do not 
practice it are willing and desirous that Con should assist in re- 
ducing the voting power of this hierarchy by depriving all the women 
in that Territory of the right to vote for the time being, until we can get 
society restored to its proper and normal condition; and then, if the 
people of Utah desire to have women vote, certainly they will not re- 
ceive any opposition from me. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it seems to me that the Senator from 
Vermont takes a rather remarkable fashion, looking at it as a matter of 
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legislative principle, to accomplish his result. He says now that the 
women there are likely to vote a certain way under the influence of the 
priesthood, and therefore he leaves the right of suffrage in the priest- 
hood and takes it away from the women! I can not now any better, 
after having listened to the ingenious explanation of the Senator from 
Vermont, understand upon what principle of legislative action he justi- 
fies the saying that every Mormon man in the Territory shall have the 
right of suffrage, but a certain class of voters whose he would 
not undertake to interfere with by Congressional legislation, whether 
he approves it or not, shall have a privilege with which they are now 
vested by law taken from them, because he thinks they will be led to 
vote the wrong way by the influence of others, the class to whom he 
leaves it. 

Why, Mr. President, just apply this to any other class of the com- 
munity. The feeling in this country fifteen or twenty years ago in 
many quarters of it would have found expression quite as strong and 
decided as that of this memorial, that the voters belonging to the Cath- 
olic Church exercised their right of suffrage under the influence of their 
religious leaders, a charge which you will find running through all the 
debates of the English Parliament for the last fifty years that the Irish 
movements there, political and otherwise, were due to the control of the 
priesthood; but I never yet heard that there, still less on this conti- 
nent, did anybody propose to take away the vested right of suffrage from 
a class otherwise entitled to it because he attributed a certain political 
ascendency or a certain political influence to another class in whom he 
left the right. Why does not the honorable Senator from Vermont come 
out and say frankly that no Mormon, no man who believes in plural 
marriages, no Mormon elder, no teacher in that church shall be clothed 
with the suffrage? But leaving it to them he undertakes, as I said be- 
fore, to deprive persons, without regard to their belief in Mormonism, 
without regard to their marriage relations, Gentiles and Mormons alike, 
of this right. ; 

The Senator from Vermont says also that it is not correct to speak of 
it as a right ofsufirage, that it is a privilege enjoyed under a law over 
which Congress has the veto power. It seems to me, with due defer- 
ence to the Senator from Vermont, that where the existing law has 
created a certain privilege which hasa legal right to be enforced in the 
way that species of legal right is enforced elsewhere by law, and it ex- 
ists to-day, it is none the less a legal right because there is some superior 
paramount authority that has power to interfere and repeal the law or 
disapprove it. It is the law until Congress acts, and it is just as much 
a vested right to-day in everybody who exercises it as any right of 
property acquired under legislation over which the veto power of Con- 
gress hangs. It is just as much a right of suffrage as the right of 

of any American citizen whatever in any State or Territory, 
male or female, that may be abridged or ab by constitutional 
changes—constitutional changes in the State subject to the limitations 
in the United States Constitution, and constitutional changes 
in the United States Constitution without limit. I suppose that if it 
were undertaken to attach a property qualification of a thousand or ten 
thousand dollars for the right of suffrage by a constitutional amend- 
ment, it would be an argument we should hear, in addition to the ar- 
gument on the policy of the change on its merits, that it was a depri- 
vation of American citizens of an existing right. It seems to me this 
is subject to the same criticism. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. Presidetit, my friend from Massachusetts in- 
quires why I do not come out frankly and say that I want to deprive 
a Mormon of the right of voting because he believes in certain things 
that I believe to be criminal. I do come out and say that I am 
not in favor of anything of the kind. This bill and the bill that pre- 
ceded it and other bills that very likely will follow this until the prac- 
tice of polygamy is extirpated and it is admitted to bea dead and gone 
thing, are not based upon the idea of in any manner interfering with 
the opinions or beliefs of anybody. This bill deals with conduct and 
states of fact, not opinions, faiths, or beliefs; and as to woman suffrage, 
it deals not with opinions of priests or people in the sense in which that 
term is usually understood. 

The situation there is unique. These plural wives and the persons 
under the control of that hierarchy are under an entirely different in- 
fluence and control from that which affects the females or the males in 
the Roman Catholic Church, or in the Episcopal Church, or in the Meth- 
odist Church, or in any other church. It comes nearer to a state of 
serfdom, as these gentlemen, from- every one of the counties in Utah 
composing this central committee of the whole body of the people there 
opposed to polygamy, including Mormons among those who are opposed 
to it, state; and, therefore, because the case is unique, we deal with 
the fact, and we will try to get the political power into the hands of 
those who are opposed to the practice of polygamy by diminishing the 
voting powers of that hierarchy. That is all there is toit, and itis en- 
tirely different from the nature of a vested right of property. My 
friend says that under the laws of Utah a property right acquired under 
a statute of that Territory which had not been approved by Congress 
would be just-as much the subject of being destroyed by an annulment 
by Congress of that Territorial act. I quite disagree with my learned 
friend. A property right acquired under a statute has then gone be- 
yond the reach of that statute and has sej itself from it. A 
political right or a civil right which depends upon conventional ar- 


rangements is acontinuingone. Wedo not pro 
that the women of*Utah have done hitherto. 
that for the time being they shall not vote any more. It does not dis- 


to annul tho voting 
e only propose to say 


turb any vested right, unless it is a vested right in a Territory to vote 
according to the Territorial law when Congress has not yet approved 
that law, but now proposes to disapprove it. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from Vermont now avows, 
it seems to me, very clearly the precise purpose which appeared to me 
so opposed to sound principle. He has said, if I understood him cor- 
rectly—and if I misquote him I shall be glad to be corrected—that he 
proposes to get the political action of that Territory into the hands of 

who are opposed to the practice of Mormonism by the destruc- 
tion by national legislation of a certain political influence. Well, now, 
I say that, whether the crime aimed at is murder or treason or larceny 
or any other of the grossest or most destructive or odious of crimes 
known to the experience of mankind, no legislative body in a free con- 
stitutional country ever before avowed such a purpose, and no legisla- 
tion can ever stand as a general principle upon such a purpose. I can 
not put into words a proposition which seems to me, with the very 
great and profound respect I have for its author, more repugnant to 
constitutional principles, more repugnant to American principles, more 
repugnant to the principles of free and civilized self-government, than 
to say that a legislative body is entitled to undertake to get the politi- 
cal influence of a certain State or body politic subject to its control 
against something which it dislikes or considers wrong or repugnant by 
aiming its legislation, not at crime, not at act, but at the exercise of 
political influence or the exercise of political suffrage. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, in common with many, perhaps, who 
believe as I do upon the question of woman suffrage, I have from the 
initiation of this anti-Mormon legislation felt averse to saying anything 
about that subject in connection with polygamy; and so it has gone on 
under the supposed necessity that in this legislation the right of women 
to vote as recognized in that Territory should be struck down, and we 
have kept silent. The original bill, which I think was introduced and 
in the Forty-seventh contained this same provision or _ 
substantially this provision. It was objected to; I objected to it my- 
self; but the Senate overruled the objection made by myself and others, 
and the bill passed, including this provision, it being asserted then, as 
in the last Congress, that unless this provision was contained in the bill 
the whole legislation would be nugatory. In other words, it was claimed 
that the right to vote as exercised by Mormon women was the real cit- 
adel of the Mormon power. And so, in order that the law itself might 
not be inefficient, and it being the universal desire of the Senate that 
the evil should be struck down, silence was in a certain sense imposed 
on those who opposed this provision. 

But now the success of the law seems to be assured; the extirpation 
of the evil under the legislation which has been enacted appears to be 
rapidly taking place. It is a question whether any further exercise of 
legislative power on the part of Congress is called for, whether it be 
judicious, whether the power of the National Government as against 
the rights of individuals, the alienable rights of man, has not been 
asserted and exercised so far as it may safely be with reference to the 
preservation of the rights of mankind under our Government in the 
future. Notwithstanding this provision that women shall not vote in 
the Territory of Utah, it is a fact that every legislator or nearly every 
legislator in the Legislature of that Territory is a Mormon to-day. 
The striking down of the right of women to vote has not affected the 
result of elections in the Territory, and you have a Mormon Legislature 
there to-day. Whatever has been accomplished by the courts in the 
extirpation of the evil has been done ngtwithstanding you have there 
in the Territory precisely the same obstacles to meet and to contend 
with as in former times before this legislation existed at all. That is 
a demonstration that this clause striking at woman suffrage is not nec- 
essary, and therefore its original insertion in the bill was not really 
justified by the exigency of the case. 

Now comes this bill asking for further and still severer legislation, 
if possible, than any which has hitherto taken place. If Iam not mis- 
taken as to the historical facts I have stated here, it is wholly utineces- 
sary. It is the assertion of a principle offensive to many Senators and 
a very large number of the people of the United States of both sexes, 
without any necessity whatever; and I ask you, Mr. President, and 
the Senate and the honorable Senator who has charge of this bill why 
he needs to insist upon this offensive provision. It does him no good. 
The evil is passing away as rapidly as he can ask it to or as he can ex- 
pect it to; and this section might as well be dropped. : 

Now, sir, with reference to the suggestion of the honorable Senator 
from Vermont that he is in favor of the exercise of the right of suffrage 
by women when all the women wantit, is that any sound principle upon 
which he can base the assertion and existence of aright? Were men to 
wait until the sex was unanimous ia conferring the right of suffrage be- 
fore an individual of the sex had a right to claim it? Is it a principle 
of republicanism that a majority of the men in this country are to say 
whether or not I shall exercise the right to vote? If thereisone woman 
in this land who wants to have and who already possesses the right to 
vote, how is it within our power or within the scope of justice that we 
assert that she shall doso no longer? So the principle upon which the 
Senator bases his action in reference to the conferring of the right of 
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suffrage is altogether too narrow ; it is unrepublican ; it is simply a des- 
potism in form and in principle. 

Mr. President, if the reason given for this section is a good one at 
all, there is no possible reply, and none has been made—and if it were 
possible to make one the honorable Senator from Vermont could do it— 
to the position of the Senator from Massachusetts that men who be- 
lieve and vote the same way should be deprived of the same right. If 
it is a good cause to deprive a woman who has now the right of vot- 
ing that she votes to uphold polygamy, it is equally a good cause to 
deprive the men in that Territory of the samé right; and the necessity 
is the same because it is demonstrated by the previous operation of 
the lawthat there are men enough there without the women to choose 
a Legislature favorable to polygamy and adverse to an execution of 
this law. The Senator does not seem to have any ground either of 
principle or necessity, as it appears to me, for insisting on this clause 
which is so offensive certainly to myself and to a great many others. 

While I am on my feet there is one other suggestion which Ishould 
like to make in reference to this bill. It is not a matter of such im- 
portance as would lead me to oppose its final haps, but at 
the same time I am unable to compel the assent of my judgment to the 
` provision in the eighth and ninth lines of the first section of the bill 
which confers the power of compelling the husband or wife of a person 
accused ‘‘to testify in such proceeding, examination, or prosecution, 
without the consent of the husband or wife, as the case may be.” It 
seems to me that there is no occasion for invading all the fundamental 
common law rights that we have supposed to be important and which 
have built up and strengthened the institutions of society for a thou- 
sand years. There is great danger, itseems to me, that in dealing with 
this evil, which is now passing away, we may assert doctrines that 
will trouble us in the future. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, I believe it is understood 
that this measure is to go over by commonconsent until to-morrow. I 
therefore, in accordance with notice heretofore given, desire to ask the 
Senate to take up by unanimous consent a resolution introduced by me 
on the 9th day of December, in order that I may in pursuance of such 
notice submit some remarks to the Senate on that subject at this time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator from Iowa suspend that for a 
moment? Iwish to say a word in reply to my friend from New Hamp- 
shire and then I shall let the bill go over. 

Mr. WILSON of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihave nothing to add at this time in regard to 
the voting question, but I wish to say to my friend from New Hamp- 
shire that I think on reflection he will be satisfied with the provision 
in the first section of this bill regarding the husband or wife testifying 
in a case of bigamy, &c., against the other. The committee thought— 
I believe all of us thought—that it was perfectly analogous to the uni- 
versal rule that has existed for a greaf many years in all courts of jus- 
tice, authorizing the husband or wife to testify ina criminal prosecution 
against the other where the offense was an offense against the person 
or intrinsic rights of the party concerned, and that being so I think my 
friend from New Hampshire will see that it falls fairly into that class 
of cases, and that the wife who is most grossly and wickedly wronged 
in a case of bigamy should not have her mouth sealed when in a case 
of simple whipping she would be authorized to come into court and 
send her husband to jail. . 

I now consent that the bill may go over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over under the rules. 


UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I now ask that the resolution referred to 
be taken up in order that I nħy submit some remarks to the Senate 
in pursuance of the notice already given. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the bill in relation to the 
count of the Presidential vote, the Senator from Iowa moves the adop- 
tion of a resolution which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. WILSON, of 
Iowa, December 9, 1885, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, directed to com- 
municate to the Senate a copy of each report made by the Government directors 
of the Union Pacific Rai Company, from date of first appointment of such 


directors to the present riers 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, the purpose of this resolu- 
tion is to put the Senate in possession of each and all of the reports that 
have been made by the Government directors of the Union Pacific Rail- 
road Company, in order that they may be printed in convenient form for 
use when we eome to the consideration of measures touching the relations 
existing between that company and others embraced in the Pacific sys- 
tem and the United States. ‘That these relations have reached a stage 
when some legislative action concerning them must be taken is clearly 
evidenced by facts which transpired in this body during the Forty-eighth 
Congress. ‘The bills which were introduced by the then Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Garland] (now Attorney-General of the United States), 
by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], by the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]; the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN 
Wyck], and perhaps others, clearly indicated the gravity of the junct- 
ure that had then been reached in the relations indicated. Some of 
those* bills were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary of this 


body, andit very carefully considered the subjects of which they treated, 
and made report recommending definite action thereon. Some of those 
bills have been reintroduced during the present session of Congress; 
and, doubtless, others relating to the same subject will be presented for 
the consideration of the appropriate committees and for the action of 
the Senate. Ido not doubt that the reports to which this resolution 
refers will be of value to us when we come to consider the general sub- 
ject of the relations existing between the Government and the group of 
railroad companies composing the Pacific system. This is my reason 
for presenting the resolution now before the Senate. But before ask- 
ing a vote on it, I desire to submit to the Senate some observations per- 
tinent to the reports to which it refers, and also relative to the general 
subject to which they and the bills I have mentioned refer. 

Mr. President, at the first session of the Forty-eight Congress the 
House of Representatives passed a bill ‘‘toamend anactentitled ‘An act to 
aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri 
River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the 
same for postal, military, and other purposes,’ approved July 1, 1862; also 
toamend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an act approved May 7, 
1878, both in amendment of the first-mentioned act.” When this House 
bill was communicated to the Senate it was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. After due consideration the committee reported it back 
to the Senate with an amendment in the nature of a substitute, accom- 
panying it with an elaborate report in writing, concluding with a recom- 
mendation that the amendment be adopted and the bill On the 
30th day of January, 1885, the Senate, on the motion of the Senator 
from Massachusetts [ Mr. HOAR], proceeded to consider the bill, and the 
Senator submitted some observations explanatory of the bill and amend- 
ment. In the introductory part of his remarks he said: 

su rh 
Pacitie Railroad. o called, the Une connecting the Eastern States AL point which 
was then the western extremity of compact settlement, in 1862, with the Pacific 
Ocean. Congress intended, for reasons which are very familiar and which are 
stated in the report, to make a great railroad line from east to west, which should 
be situated among the railroads of the country, having a relation to the transpor- 
tation of traffic, freightand passengers, east and west, something like that which 
the gh rent and Missouri Rivers had north and south, and which they are ta 
have in the future when all the land on their banks is filled with cities, farms, 
and compact settlements. That was intended to bea great, well-endowed, soly- 
ent, independent line, which would be beyond the reach of stock-jobbers or 
porsona who were ambitious to use it for speculative ends, and which would 

to the commerce of the country a relation like that of the Mississippi River 
or of New York Harbor. 

This isa correct statement of the purpose of Congress, and which the 
act of July 1, 1862, was designed to effect, and possibly no single fact in 
the legislative history of this country more sharply defines our won- 
drous progress than does the enactment of that law. Only thirteen 
years had elapsed since a committee of the House of Representatives 
of the Congress of the United States had made a report to that body on 
the proposition of Asa Whitney to construct a railroad from Lake Michi- 
gan tothe Pacific Ocean, in consideration of certain aid to be granted to 
him by the Government of the United States. The report was pre- 
sented to the House on February 20, 1849. It was wholly adverse to 
the scheme. It treated it as one entirely unworthy of serious consid- 
eration. To read that report now one is led to wonder how the public 
men who joined in it came to have so little knowledge of, and faith in, 
our country as they evinced. They seem to have had none of that in- 
tuition which induced the pioneers to make their ventures in the West; 
and the report which they made can now be exhibited as one of the 
curious creations of American statesmanship. 

But its assumed demonstration of the utter impracticability of the 
scheme was accepted as complete by the House; the measure was de- 
feated, and the statesmen of that day congratulated themselves that 
they had served their country well and put an end to a folly stupen- 
dous. And why should they not have been happy andcontent? For 
when we turn to the report we find most weighty reasons given in sup- 
port of its conclusions. An exhaustive examination of the subject had 
brought the committee to the judgment that such a railroad was wholly 
impracticable; that a considerable part of the line was too high above 
the level of the sea; that the snowfall over great districts, which it 
would have to traverse, could but prevent its operation; that such a 
road would need a large supply of fuel and there was none to be had 
on the line; that a large proportion of the country through which it 
was proposed to build it was a “‘ perfect waste;”’ that it could have of 
local traffic but little, and of through business practically none; that it 
was preposterous to expect to secure for such a road either passengers or 
freight passing between China, Japan, India, Europe, and this coun- 
try or other portions of the world; that the annual expense of operat- 
ing such a road would exceed allof its earnings—in short, that in each 
and every feature, from beginning to end, inside and out, the whole 
thing was the dream of an impracticable man; and Congress would 
have none of it and put upon it the seal of its disapprobation and was 
contentedly satisfied with its work. 

Thirteen years by, and in their movements evolved conditions 
which so perfectly refuted all of the statements, speculations, and ridic- 
ulous conclusions of that report that Congress placed on the statute- 
book of the country the act of July 1, 1862, for the purpose of effecting 
the object so well stated by the Senator from Massachusetts in the 
words I have quoted from his speech in explanation of the bill we were 
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then considering; and thus we come to see how important it is to con- 
sider the possibilities of a given case as well as to study its present and 
apparent facts. But in this we must not give too much credit 
to the Thirty-seventh Congress over the Thirtieth, for the former came 
near making a mistake which in point of the public interest might have 
been as serious as the years passed on as was the misconception of the 
latter of the facts and possibilities of the case with whichit dealt ridicu- 
lous. 

When the bill which became the act of July 1, 1862, was reported 
from the committee which formulated it to the House of Representa- 
tives, it provided for a charter of incorporation in perpetuity, and with- 
out reservation of power in Congress to change it. Being then a mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives, it did not seem to me that so great 
power should be given without limitation; and so, when the bill came 
up for consideration, I said: 

If this bill shall there will be conferred upon this corporation an im- 
mense power, and it will be not only a commercial power but also a political 

wer in this Government. The amountin lands and bonds that we propose to 

onate to this corporation—for it really amounts to that—for the purpose of en- 
abling it to build this road will give it immense importance and power, And 
for the purpose of holding a more decided check upon the organization, I would 
amend the last section of the bill so as to retain in Congress the reserved rights 
to repeal this act and take away from the company all the right, privileges, and 
franchises hereby conferred. 1 think that is a check which should be retained 
by the Government upon a corporation ofthis magnitude, It is our duty toguard 
the people nst any such concentration of power as a corporation of this mag- 
nitude would possess uncontrolled by any check of the law-making power upon 
them.—Congressional Globe, second session Thirty-seventh Congress, bage 170. 

The result was a modification of the bill reserving the power to ‘‘add 
to, alter, amend, or repeal’’ the act. But for this reservation of power 
theact of May 7, 1878, commonly known as the ‘“ Thurman act,” could 
not have been enacted and enforced. That act expressly provides in the 
last section thereof: 

That each and every of the provisions in this act contained shall severally and 
respectively be deemed taken and held as in alteration and amendment of said 
act of 1862 and of said act of 1864, respectively, and of both of said acts. 

And the Supreme Court of the United Statesin the sinking-fand cases, 
in which it held the Thurman act constitutional, said: 

Congress not only retains, but has given special notice of its intention to retain 
full and complete power to make such alterations and amendments as come 
within the just scope of legislative power. 

And but for this reservation of power we would now be powerless to 
enact and have enforced any such legislation as was attempted during 
the Forty-eighth Congress. For it matters not what opinions we may 
hold relative to the power of Congress to amend, alter, or repeal special 
charters, we know what the Supreme Court has decided in that regard, 
and that to the courts we must look for the enforcement of the laws 
that Congress may enact. 

The Thurman act was well intentioned and has done some in 
respect of protecting the public interests. But I think a mistake was 
made in the theory of that act. I think that the sinking fund should 
have been established for the benefit of the Government. Thesubject 
had been considered and reported on by the Government directors of the 
Union Pacific Railroad Company before Judge Thurman moved in the 
matter. From 1869 to 1878 I was a member of the Government branch 
of the directors of the company, and it so pleased my colleagues to im- 
pose on me the duty of preparing the reports which we annually made 
to the Secretary of the Interior. We gave definite study to the subject 
of a sinking fund, and presented a scheme for one in our report for 1876, 
and again treated of it more elaborately in the one for 1877, from which 
I quote as follows, namely: 

Th ed by the Gov. t direct in thei rt for th 
seein believe To ba a prnsticse one wile i paopiad: hasten abestaily a 
full return to the Government of every dollar of its investment in the road, 
That plan differs from all others that have been pro; d by the company in 
two important respects: It proposes to retain the one-half transportation and 5 
par cent, modes of payment now provided for, and a termination of the sink- 

ng fund at the maturity of the bonds, and security for the remainder due and 
unpaid at that time, the same to be discharged at the rate of not less than one- 


tenth per annum, A further consideration of the subject has led the Govern- 
ment directors to the conclusion that the said plan can be modified to some ex- 


tent without being unduly burdensome to the company in the conduct of its 
affairs, and shorten the time for the full reimbursement of the Government. 
aae rary teria of bonds issued to the company by the United 


$27, 236, 512 00 
49, 026,000 00 
Total at maturity of bonds........... ssenssssse sesse . 76,262,512 00 
Presuming that the United States will receive 
judgment on the basis of its claim in the pending 5 
per cent. suit, and estimating upon like basis 5 per 
cent. of net earnings from commencement of suit 
to June 30, 1877, the Government will receive from 
that source to said date about........ EP RL TRAP NE SS $2, 250, 000 00 
And will have paid to said date by one-half trans- 
Ptah ar MOOG asosa iecccscsvvcserspassevddsest pasecconensyoodte ow 4,273,705 30 
ie Bi Seta DE EEIN SEE ESAE E S .„ 6,523,705 30 
Leaving a total remainder d E E E E EA 69,738, 806 70 


Estimating the annual average arising from half transportation 
and 5 per cent., on the basis claimed by the Government in the 
pending suit for the remainder of the term at $1,000,000, we have 


& total from these sources of... EROT N A S A ESA 20, 000, 000 00 
Leaving a balance due the Government at the maturity of the 
PRI ss nas S E A TNS ecb tepessvvscis sacbese . 49,738,806 70 


How can the payment of this large amount be provided for? It will not be 


due, under the law as construed by the S 


reme Court, until the maturity of 

the bonds, when there will also be due the ortgage bonds, amounting to 
$27,232,000, or a total of $77,070,806.70. 

This is asum beyond possibility of payment in money without refunding at 

date of maturity. And theadditional practical fact exists that the the first-mort- 

ce of the Government lien. The holders of the first- 


of $40,418,256.86 and leave still due the Government $9,320,549.84. 
could be discharged either by the plan suggested in the report of last year, or 
by the simple operation of the half transportation and 5 per cent, of net earn- 
ings, as erat at by law. The adoption of sucha plan of adjustment as is 
here outlined by the Government and the company, with the approval of Con- 
gress, would render the payment of the principal and interest of the bonds ad- 
vanced by the Government absolutely certain. It would be useless to exact 
more than the company can perform; and it is not unjust to require so much as 
it can comply with without embarrassing its affairs and depriving the owners 


of the pro y of a fair return in form of dividends on the capital invested. It is 
believed that the company can accept and perform the plan here presented. 
The net earnings for the year ending June 30, 1877, Were......--.-1-+. $8,317, 091 58 
Annual interest, first-mort; bonds, is s.. $1, 633, 920 
Annual interest, sinking-fund bonds, is. 1,146, 080 
Annual interest, land-grant bonds, is 586, 180 
Annual interest, ge bonds is ..... 182, 320 
Six per cent, dividend on capital stoc 2, 205, 738 
mated Shei yinig ocd psig to roroa from eae 
transportation an per cent, of net earnings... . 1,000, 
——— 6, 754, 238 00 
Leaving a balance over for contingencies, extraordinary better- 
SINGING GE OC E PEENI EE E EE I AE AEN IE spiasnt vasaros 1,562, 853 58 


The company’s statement of earnings on account of Government earnings for 
June 30, 1877, namely: 


the year endin; is as follows, 

For troops. $218, 272 67 
For mail... 709, 955 00 
For freight .. 402,756 42 
Total... „ 1,330, 984 09 

Of this amount the Government is entitled to retain one-half for its 
reimbursement, under existing IAW...........1ccsersseeseressceovessernes canoes 5 , 492 O4 

Amount of 5 per cent. of net earnings for the year, as hereinbefore 
RTAROD ...wccecovececenusncenvavovsde sanece niasscovsceonteran sveced dupbonascsoesseus anne ge 329, 240 91 
994, 732 95 
This is within a fraction of the foregoing estimate of the yearly average for 
the next twenty years. But the account, as charged up for the transportation 


of the mail, rests upon a basis not agreed to by the Government, and the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury will doubtless reduce the amount to 
an allowance considerably below the claim of the company. A full statement 
of the controversy between the Government and the company is given in the 
report of the Government directors for the year 1876. If, from any cause, 
estimated average aforesaid should be exceeded, the result will be advantageous 
to the Government, as it will more s; ily receive its reimbursement. The 
increase in the business, both for the Government and the general public, which 
will as certainly come in the future as it has in the past, will surely maintain 
the average stated. 


This scheme, had it been adopted, would have extinguished the Gov- 
ernment lien at maturity of the longest térm bonds issued to the com- 
pany. But some objected that Congress had no right to appropriate 
the revenues of the company in this way, and insisted that the first 
mortgage bondholders would object and restrain such an application of 
the funds which should go to them. They had no ground for such 
objection, and could not have interfered with the sinking fund. The 
property subject to the lien of the first mortgage was ample to secure 
the bonds, the interest on them was regularly paid, and the holders 
could have no ground of complaint while such conditions should con- 
tinue to apply. A fund thus created for the benefit of the Government 
would have made it the interest of the managers of the com to 
provide for the payment of interest on the first mortgage Pink ag for a 
default in that respect would have endangered their own personal and 
private interests in the company and its affairs. It would have caused 
them to be more circumspect in applying the fands of the company to 
other enterprises, and might have enforced a reform in the ent 
of its affairs, which was frequently urged by the Government directors. 

As early as 1872 the Government directors called the attention of 
the Secretary of the Interior to the diversion of the fands of the Union 
Pacific Company to other enterprises, and in their report for 1877 re- 
marked upon the subject as follows, namely: 


Upon the subject of the nid extended by the Union Pacific Company to other 
bay ge the Government directors, in their report for 1873, remarked: 

“With regard to the advances which the Union Pacific Company has made in 
aid of the roads mentioned, we can but repeat what we said in our report of 
1872: ‘We do not question the wisdom of a policy which tends to secure to the 
trunk line the business which the said several roads may command. It could 
not well afford to have said business diverted from it. The policy, however, 
should be so ordered as not to interfere with whatever present or future claim 
the Government may have for reimbursement.’ The ability of the company to 
make the advances referred to shows that it could have returned more to the 
Government than it has, and raises the question of the power of the company 
to divert its means into channels not authorized by the law.” 

The total advances made, and the companies aided, appear in the following 
table and those in last year’s report: 

Investment in Summit County Railroad Company: $131,500 bonds; 622 shares 
full-paid stock; 2,759 shares assessable stock, and valuable coal-lands, Esti- 
mated value and cost, $60,000, 


Colorado Central Railroad has been aided to the extent of....... weve $1,610,497 86 
Credits secured by Union Pacific Railroad Company.. .sesessssssessessee 767,156 20 
Balance, without interest....... caseseecnevacessbacesubecsveebeins séeebseckeos S13, 341 66 


eat avast a 
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The investments in the Utah Central, Utah Southern, and Utah Northern 
Companies have not been trda e ers, og ge year, and remain as stated 
in che report of the Government directors for the year ending June ante 

not yet 


constructed, and the country will supply it with a large local busin 

the Colorado Central are the most im- 

ponaos of the roads aided. These, and the Utah Northern, are reported quite 
liy in tho reports of the Government directors for the years 1872, and 


t date. 
Aid to other roads is in contemplation by the company; one to the Black Hills 
n, and one to secure the business of Montana. The Government directors 
ieve that this policy of the company should at all times be held subordinate 
to its obligations to the United States, 

If the Government had given due attention to the information thus 
furnished by its directors, and Congress had availed itself of the re- 
served power to alter, amend, or repeal the charter of the company by 
the enactment of provisions of law regulating such uses of the means 
of the corporation, and requiring the delivery to it of the securities rep- 
resenting the diverted funds, the peril of public loss on account of the 
bonds issued in aid of the construction of the main line of road would 
not now be near so great as it is. But nothing was done by Congress, 
and thecompany went on with its own policy until, as shown by the 
report of the Government directors for 1854, it has invested its money 
in and extended its credit to twenty branch lines, aggregating some 
2,825 miles, and holds bonds of the several companics amounting to a 
total of $22,299,000, and of their stock $33,020,700, against an 
gate of bonds issued by the several corporations of $41,399,000, and of 
stock $41,465,100; and concerning these securities the said report re- 
marks as follows, namely: ` 
sintell to be baka ASOINI ana wet BIETA ox ITOSONA Uy tua covepesy: 

a w r 
except in three or four sarraie selene at rh Ped sea ces. Pe a OER oat 

Is not this a most significant and pregnant fact? And does it not 
su that a corporation which can hold as its own property, un- 
pledged and unhypothecated, $55,319,700 of the securities of other 
companies could have done more than it has toward meeting its pe- 
cuniary obligations to the Government, and that it might very well 
have met proMptly the requirements of the sinking fund act of May 7, 
1878, and that, too, without obstructing its administration by the in- 
terposition of every technicality the ingenuity of its counsel have been 
able to invent? And does it not further suggest that a present exer- 
cise of the reserved power of Congress to amend, alter, or repeal the 
charter of the company might well be had for the better security of the 
Government in a manner very different from that by the bill 
reported during the last Congress, and that, too, without placing at 
any eps Js hazard the interests of innocent holders of the proper se- 
curities of the Union Pacific Company? 

Another subject vitally connected with the best interests of the com- 
pany and, consequently, closely allied with the Government’s pecu- 
niary risk in connection therewith, attracted the attention of the Gov- 
ernment directors early in the series of years of my service in that ca- 
pacity. This was the localization of the executive management of the 
company and its road. We gave close study to the subject, and in our 
report for 1872 embodied the following observations, namely: 

The heads of eral departm ich — rintend ral 
frei; ht agent, y Ags not sae to comme the fi ayaman Haei manag jat sahat ag 
to them, and if they did each have quite enough to do in his respective de- 
partment without looking after duties that to the executive powers of 
the company. The executive power is held in New York and Boston, Those 
clothed it seldom visit the line of the road. While this remains the case 
there will continue to be that lack of information relative to,and grasp of the 
facts and data concerning, the real sources of business from which the greater 
proportionate increase — should be derived, which now forms aps 
ground of complaint. Itisone thing to eer e ugh business of this line, 
to care for the general financial interests of the company,and handle and care 
for its securities on the market; but it is quite a different thing to the 
sources of its local traffic, and to develop them into prenderam ia eams of 
revenue, Theformer can be done in New York and Boston. The latter can only 
be accomplished on the line by officers clothed with official executive power. 
We are not disposed to be captious. We have no desire to tread upon even debat- 
able grounds. We have no suggestions to make tending to deprive the stock- 
holders of the railroad company of their just and proper powers; but it seems 
to us a duty, in view of the great pecuniary interest Government has in the 
road,and benefit which may accrue to it and all concerned to suggest that 
sin countoay, co; tet IAI OR ty DANAA TRIDU KERNA SAEY tie peor: 
tical executive management of the Union Pacific Railroad to the field of its local 
operation, 

In the report of 1873 we again urged attention to this subject in lan- 
guage which I here quote, namely: 

The safety of the Government's investment depends on the future of the 
road; and we can not urge too strongly that some means be devised for a local- 
ization of the executive power of the com y. Once this is effected, a multi- 
tude of obstacles which now retard and o ct the development of business 
throughoutall of the vast region of country would disappear, for it needs but an 
acquaintance with them by persons charged with the responsible executive 
power of the company for them to be removed out of the way. 

Again, in our report for the year 1874, we gave further expression to 
our views as follows, namely: 

We do not hesitate to reaffirm the opinion expressed in former reports of 
the Government directors, that the Union Pacific Railroad, with a localized 
busin ment, with proper and sufficient power, can be made to meet 


ess 
all of the liabilities which rest upon it, including ev dollar which the Gov- 
ernment has invested in it. 


ery 
Our study of the road, of its ability to develop 


business in the country through which it passes and in regions tributary to the 
line, and of the possible increase in volume of through traffic, both do- 
mestie and fyreign, only confirm us in the belief that the road can be made to 
pay in the est sense that its obligations may require. 


And in concluding that report we said: 
As a national ab nr pm we believe that the Union Pacific Railroad, with our 


— penn effected, y. 
We leave the results with those who, under the existing laws of Congress and 
such amendments as may be enacted, have the power to direct us in our duties. 


Still nothing was done in the matter of remedying this great defect 
in the company’s affairs, either by the action of the corporation itself 
or by means of additional legislation by Congress, and the Government 
directors, in their report for 1884, refer to this subject, and after quot- 
ing from the report of 1872, as already read by me, proceed to comment 
as follows, namely: 

Strange as it may appear in the light of su uent events, these suggestions 
were in no wise acted upon until in 1884, when the very results predicted were 
discovered to have occurred in the extremely unsatisfactory condition of the 
company’s affairs. Policies had been inaugurated, acts directed, and purposes 
accomplished which had not had the sanction of the local management, while 
the element of intelligent “ local executive power and authority reposed on the 
line of the road’ was wanting. So largely, if not entirely, because of the ab- 
sence of that mutual familiarity with the actual concerns and requirements of 
the road, which it was the duty of the executive as well as local management 
to have had, practices been permitted to grow up which a conscientious, 
efficient, and well-informed directory should haye prevented—practices of in- 
calculable detriment eventually to the road. 


I do not doubt, and no one who from personal contact with the con- 
ditions and carefal study of the facts involved has come to an under- 
standing of the case can doubt, that an enforcement of the policy out- 
lined in said reports, but which we, as Government directors, had no 
power to effect, would have placed before us results very different from 
those which we are now considering. Every man of practical business 
experience, especially in theline to which this case belongs, will at once 
admit this proposition, and concede the correctness of the observations 
which I have quoted from the reportof 1872; and when Senators come 
to consider the foregoing relation of facts, sis Boles not wonder that the 
Government directors came to believe that they might with propriety 
remark concerning the inattention accorded to their suggestions. This 
they didin the report for the year 1877, and which closed the series pre- 
pared during my several terms of service as a Government director. 
Inthat report we made the following observations touching this matter, 
namely: 

All or part of the Government directors have made at least annual visitations 
of the entire linc of the road, They have made annual reports tothe 
of the In r, in which they have endeavored to give full expositions of the 
road, its condition, of improvements needed and of improvements made, of the 
things possible to be realized from it, of the policies of the company, of contro- 
verted questions both as to accounts and management of the property of the 
company, of disagreements as to the construction of the laws governing the re- 
lations and determining the rights of the Government and the company. 

Indeed, it may safely be stated that not a question of controversy between 
the Government and company has escaped mention in one or more of the re- 
ports. The reports from 1871 down to and including the one for 1876, and exclu- 
ding the present one, reduced to print in the ordinary executi entform, 
would cover nearly or quite one hundred and fifty pages. They are filled with 
information in general and in detail, derived, in great part, from personal con- 
tact with the subjects treated of, and made with a purpose to have t as exact 
as such documentscan be made. The filing of these reports has been, practical- 
ly, their end. In many instances important recommendations have been made, 

ith a view to the better management of the property, its business and affairs. 
They have rested with the reports. 


I regret that these reports in some convenient form are not now in 
the ion of Senators; for if they were each of you would find that 
the characterization given to them in the quotation I have just read is 
fully sustained by their contents. And this constitutes one of the 
reasons why I desire the adoption of the resolution now before the Sen- 
ate. Those reports are n to a full comprehension of the case on 
which we may be called to legislate. They will cast no little light on 
the various questions and movements which have evolved present com- 
plications. 

Mr. President, it may be said that this is all of the past. This is 
most true; but I want the Senate and the country to see how many 


warnings there are in that past concerning the possible happenings of 


the very facts involved in the case which we are soon to consider. I 
agree that we must now take it as we find it, and that no demonstra- 
tion of the mistakes or neglects of the past can change the case as we 
now have it. Iagree that we have a hard case to handle, and yet it 
does not discourage me. The Thirtieth Congress, as I have shown, mis- 
understood the caseit had in hand. The Thirty-seventh Congress came 
near launching a perpetual charter without any reservation of power 
to alter, amend, or repeal the same. The first case we laugh at asone 
of the curious misconceptions of public men of the possibilities of the 
country whose fortunes were committed to their care. The second, 
happily, was avoided, and we hold the power in our hands which was 
the instrument of that avoidance. Let us be sure that we understand 
our case. Is it a hopeless one except through the operation of some 
such instrumentality as some of the bills in the Forty-eighth Congress 
provided? Suppose we take first the worst possible phase of the case 
and look at it. This would come from default of the companies on 
their first-mortgage bonds, a foreclosure and sale without action by the 
Government to redeem therefrom. What would be left to the Gov- 
ernment in that event? Nothing as a direct method for a return ofits 
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investment except the reservation contained in the tenth section of the 
act of July 2, 1864, which is in these words, namely: 

And the lien of the United States bonds shall be subordinate to that of the 
bonds of any or either of said companies hereby authorized to be issued on their 
respective roads, property, and equipments, except as to the provisions of the 
sixth section of the act to which this act is an amendment, iman riere trans- 
mission of dispatches and the transportation of mails, troops, munitions of war, 
supplies, and public stores for the Government of the United States. 

This exception was put in the billon my motion in the House of Rep- 
resentatives on June 22, 1864, and the section to which it relates is the 
sixth of the act of July 1, 1862, which reads as follows, namely: 

That ee aoe aforesaid are ete ae the condition that said company 
shall pay said bondsat maturity, and keep said railroad and ph line 
in repair and use, and shall at all times transmit dispatches over said line, and 
transport mails, troops, and munitions of war, supplies, and public stores upon 
said railroad for the Government whenever uired to do st Hore Can 
ment thereof, and that the Government shall at all times have the preference in 
the use of the same for all the purposes aforesaid (at fair and reasonable rates of 
ares, not to exceed the amounts paid by private parties for the same 
kind of service); and all compensation for services rendered for the Government 
shall be applied to the payment of said bonds and interest until the whole amount 
is fully paid. 

This is limited to one-half of the compensation for services rendered 
to the Government by section 5 of the said actof June 2, 1864, and con- 
stitutes the only direct result to the Government in return for its grant 
of aid in the event of a foreclosure such as I have indicated. Beyond 
this the return to the Government would come from those incidental 
sources having relation to the transportation of the mails, troops, sup- 
plies, &c., which undoubtedly would be very considerable. As an il- 
lustration of this I may cite a statement contained in a letter of the 
Quartermaster-General of the Army, communicated to the House of 
Representatives on January 31, 1873; by the Secretary of War. In 
this letter there was given 2 calculation of the saving to the Govern- 
ment by reason of the construction of the Union Pacific Railroad fora 
period commencing July, 1866, and ending in January, 1873. The 
statement is as follows, namely: 

At this average rate, the estimated cost of transportation of the freight moved 
by the Union Pacific Railroad, including express charges as shown above, during 
e time commencing July, 1866, and ending January 28, 1873, would be as fol- 

ows: 


Rate per 100 pounds per 100 miles, railroad rates................cecseeseenee $0 40} 
Rate per 100 pounds per 100 miles, wagon rates... 

Actual cost of freight at railroad rates. 

Estimate of cost at wagon rates........« 


Showing a total estimated cost for moving the troops and supplies 
by stage and wagott Off)..............cssssescrscsseorspsmsosssesesonecenesconeee sn 
Total actual cost by railroad... 


Estimated difference 
equivalent to about 66 per cent. 

The Postmaster-General also sent a communication to the House of 
Representatives, in which he stated that for the years 1867 to 1872, in- 
clusive, the Government had paid tothe railroad company for the trans- 
portation of the mails $1,156,138.73, and that had the road not been 
constructed it would have paid, for the same service over the routes 
merged into this one, for the same time, $1,799,718.28. This is a say- 
ing at the rate of $107,263.25 per annum if calculated on the basis of 
pounds transported by stage, and he continues his comparison as fol- 
lows, namely: 

It should be borne in mind that the mail service by the railroad route be- 
tween the Missouri River and the Pacific coast is raene eA superior to the 

revious service. Under the contracts which expired in 1868 the schedule time 

or a trip from Atchison, Kans., to San Francisco, Cal., was sixteen days for 
eight months, from April to November inclusive, and twenty-four and a half 
days the residue of the year. - By the railroad route the time the year round is 
less than four and a half days. The ave: amount of matter conveyed in the 
mails overland before the pica pte of railroads was less than a thousand 
pounds per day, the paper mainly forwarded via Panama in conse- 
quence of the exaction of prepaid letter- 
between the western boundary of Kansas and the eastern boundary of Califor- 
nia, under the fourth section of the act of March 25, 1861; now, that section hav- 
ing been repealed from September 30, 1868, by the act of June 25, 1868, the whole 
letter and paper mails are carried overland, averaging, in March, 1870, on the 
Union Pacific Railroad, 6,376 pounds per day, and on Central Pacific 5,308 
pounds per day, 

Extending these calculations for the period of thirty years, the term 
for which the subsidy bonds issued by the Government run, the inci- 
dental gain would just about equal the bond account. And so it ap- 
pears that in the worst state of the case that cau happen the appropri- 
ations for the Government service will be much less per annum in the 
respect indicated, even though no direct return comes to the Treasury 
after the date of the supposed foreclosure, and this shows that the worst 
position in which the Government can be placed will not be wholly 
void of compensation; and, doubtless, while this comparative statement 
is confined to the Union Pacific Company, it may be taken as substan- 
tially representing the results which would come from an application 
of the rule to the other subsidized companies in the Pacific system. 
But this is no extenuation for it or them in any case or time in which 
by fair, just, and proper action in the management of the business in- 
volved the contract with the Government could have been performed. 

Mr. President, there isone way by which this worst case can be avoided. 
The principal of the United States bonds issued to the several com- 
panies included in the Pacific system to aid in the construction of their 
respective roads is $64,613,000. A like amount of first-mortgage bonds, 


rates on such matter conveyed 


haying precedence of the Government’s lien, was issued by the com- 
panies. Defanlt on the latter would cause a foreclosure of the first 
mortgage. Thereis now no provision of law whereby the Government 
may protect itself if such a juncture should transpire. Such provision 
should be made. This may be done by the enactment of such a Iaw as 
was proposed in the bill reported from the Committee on the Judiciary 
of this body during the Forty-eighth Congress. Such a law would 
enable the Government to meet the exigency of a foreclosure of said 
first-mortgage bonds by paying off the senior lien, and taking such other 
steps as might be necessary to protect itself. 

Under such a law there would exist the possibility of a Government 
ownership of the entire Pacific system of railroads. This, in myjudg- 
ment, would assure the reimbursement of the Government; for, with 
such a contingency confronting them, not only the companies included 
in the Pacific system would set themselves about devising means to 
avoid the impending possession of their roads by the Government, but 
every other railroad company in the United States would takea lively 
interest in preventing the realization of such a result. They would 
all understand that with this system of roads in Government owner- 
ship the problem of the regulation of interstate commercial transporta- 
tion would be solved more speedily and perfectly than it can be done 
inanyother way. Such a systemof railroads, so managed as to be inde- 
pendent of the combinations, pools, and discriminating manipulations 
which vex the business of the country, would enforce reforms in ourtrans- 
portation methods most difficult toreach by our ordinary legislative and 
judicial modes of action. The men who the railroads of the 
United States understand this thing perfectly. An independent line in 
private or corporate control is not allowed to remain in that condition 
for any considerable length of time. It must combine to succeed, or 
fight and be wrecked. As an independent line it is a competitor, and 
is not a recognized factor in our system of railway management. This 
works harm to the general business interests of the country in two ways. 
It prevents legitimate competition and induces the construction of un- 
necessary roads for mere purposes of speculation. Theso-called *‘ Nickel 
Plate’’ road was built for sale rather than for legitimate operation. Its 
promoters knew that the existing lines would not allow it to enter and 
remain in the field of competition with them, and so it was built forsale. 
It was not needed for the purposes of legitimate business, and so it was 
used to force a sale of itself that money might go into the purses of those 
who projected it; and the burden to our inland commerce was unneces- 
sarily increased to the extent of the capital put into its construction. 

Numerous instances of this kind have occurred, and will be repeated 
until some masterful factor shall enter the field with power to command 
a stop to such practices. Such a factor may appear in the provisions 
of a law for the regulation of interstate commerce; but it may, and 
doubtless will, require time, experience, and amendment to enable it 
to overcome the obstacles which will be placed in its way. The rail- 
way managers know how to manipulate such a case with some assur- 
ance of success; but they will all admit that such a system of roads as 
the Pacific group embraces, in the absolute independence of government 
ownership and control, would at once unhorse them and force its own 
terms. Hence, if Congress can be brought to the resolution to provide 
for the contingency which I have suggested, and enact alaw for the re- 
demption of said roads from the lien which stands paramount to the one 
which the Government holds, the reimbursement of the amount due and 
to become due to it will thereby be assured. No other result will ever 
be permitted to transpire by those who own and control the railroads 
of the United States. In my opinion, we have this case in our own 
hands; but we will not resolve it by the passage of any bill which does 
= embrace the features of possible redemption and Government own- 
ership. 

Mr, President, suppose my judgment in the respect stated should 
prove to be at fault, and that my prediction should not be verified, 
what would result? An ownership of the roads by the Government. 
What would come of this? A certain, conservative, and permanent ad- 
justment of the transportation question. This would be worth its cost. 
I would not stay our efforts in the mean time to effect results such as 
are contemplated by the bills relative to the regulation of interstate 
commerce which may be brought to the consideration of this body. 
Let those efforts go on and accomplish all they may; for at best much 
time must and years be counted before this crowning act of all, 
should it at last be needed, can be reached. I can but hope that it may 
never be needed, for I do not take kindly to measures looking to Gov- 
ernment assumption of business which may well be done by private 
individuals or by corporations under authority of and in obedience to 
law. But it seems to me that among the supreme questions demand- 
ing resolution by the law-making power of this nation there stands in 
the very front rank the one which embraces the transportation interests 
of the country. 

It may be that the complications which attend the relations of the 
Government with the railroad companies included in the Pacific sys- 
tem will point the way to our ultimate deliverance, and this seems so 
probable to me that I'shall be inclined to oppose any legislation chang- 
ing those relations as they exist under the present laws unless the modi- 
fications proposed include the elements of redemption from present 
paramount liens and possible ownership by the Government of the Pa- 
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cific system of roads, Iam notatallinclined to be unnecessarily harsh 
with these companies, nor to needlessly harm innocent holders of such 
of their securities as are junior to the lien of the Government on the 
properties. But these corporations have the means within their 
eommand to place themselves in better relations with the Government. 
Especially can the Union Pacific and Central Pacific do this. Assets 
created by a diversion of their means and credit beyond their legiti- 
mate powers are in their possession, and these they can use to better 
assure the claims of the Government without in the slightest degree 
bringing harm to themselves or endangering the interests of innocent 
holders of their securities, and until they manifest a better spirit and 
a more conservative purpose in the matter of their obligations to the 
Government, I prefer to hold possession of such power as we now have 
over them, and reserve the possibilities which I believe the case in- 
volves for such action as the exigencies of the future may demand. 

Now, Mr. President, if there be no Senator who desires to speak to 
the resolution, I should like to have it passed, in order that the reports 
which it calls for may be communicated to the Senate at the earliest 
practicable day. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution. - 

Mr. HOAR. Let the resolution be reported again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 


The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Kamar Land the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, directed to com- 
municate to the Senate a copy of each report made by the Government directors 
of the Union Pacific Railroad Company from date of first appointment of such 
directors to the present time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


ROUND VALLEY RESERVATION IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore Before that question is put the Chair 
will lay before the Senate a message from the President of the United 
States. 

The message was read, and referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed, as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication of the 19th ultimo from the Secretary of 
the Interior, submitting, with accompanying papers in relation thereto, adraught 
of a bill “ to provide for allotments of lands tn severalty to the Indians residing 
upon the Round Valley reservation, in the State of California, and granting pat- 
ents therefor, and for other tay ape 

The matter is presented for early consideration and action of Congress. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 5, 1886. 
JUDICIAL SALARIES, 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to inquire of the Chair whether the judges 
salary bill stands as the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business is the bill 
fixing the salaries of the several judges of the United States district 
courts. The Chair will lay it before the Senate as the unfinished busi- 
ness. The bill will be read by its title. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 6) fixing the salaries of the several 
judges of the United States district courts at $5,000 per annum, and 
for other purposes. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HALE. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
cration of executive business. After one hour and seventeen minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock 
and 52 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS. 
Received this 5th day of January, 1886. 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE. 

Orlando W. Powers, of Michigan, to be associate justice of the supreme 

court of the Territory of Utah, vice Philip H. Emerson, resigned. 
SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM-VESSELS. 

James Curran, of Maryland, to be supervising inspector of steam-ves- 

sels for the third district, in place of John Meushaw, suspended. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Wiley J. Tinnin, of California, to be surveyor of customs for the port 
of San Francisco, in the State of California, in place of John M. Morton, 
suspended. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


John J. Higgins, of Mississippi, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Natchez, in the State of Mississippi, in place of Joseph B. 
O’Brien, designated in place of Anselum Neuberger, suspended, during 
the recess of the Senate, and who himself has since resigned. 


CONSULS. 
anu M, Jewett, of Malden, Mass., to be consul of the United States at 
vas. 
Willis Y. Patch, of Bangor, Me., to be consul of the United States 
at St. Stephen, New Brunswick, to fill a vacancy. 
William H. McArdle, of Mississippi, to be consul of the United 
States at San Juan del Norte, vice William A. Brown, suspended. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Andrew J. Hill, to be postmaster at Hot Springs, in the county of 
Garland and State of Arkansas, in the place of Isaac W. Carhart, whose 
commission expired December 20, 1885. 

Susman Mitchell, to be postmaster at Visalia, in the county of Tulare 
and State of California, in the place of Lloyd V. Nanscawen, whose 
commission expired December 20, 1885. 

R. E. Goodell, to be postmaster at Leadville, in the county of Lake 
and State of Colorado, in place of Carlyle C. Davis, whose removal, for 
cause, is hereby proposed. 

Marie Hollingsworth, to be postmaster at Silverton, in the county of 
San a uan and State of Colorado, in the place of Thomas Chestnut, re- 
signed. 

G. G. Shaver, to be postmaster at Cafion City, in the county of Fre- 
mont and State of Colorado, in the place of James W. Bolby, whose 
commission expired December 20, 1885. 

Edward C. Brownell, to be postmaster at Moodus, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Connecticut, in the place of L. D. F. Gates, the 
appointment of a postmaster for the office having, by law, become vested 
in the President from and after July 1, 1885. 

D. W. Northrup, to be postmaster at Middletown, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Connecticut, in the place of Bartlett Bent, whose 
commission expired December 20, 1885. 

Joseph Dunham, to be postmaster at Geneseo, in the county of Henry 
and State of Illinois, in the place of Solon Kendall, whose commission 
expired December 15, 1885. 

Miles J. Finlen, to be postmaster at Streator, in the county of La 
Salle and State of Illinois, in place of Francis M. Ryon, suspended un- 
der the provisions of section 1763 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. ž 

John C. George, to be postmaster at Dwight, in the county of Liv- 
ingston and State of Illinois, in the place of Homer A. Kenyon, whose 
commission expired December 20, 1885. 

Daniel W. Gould, to be postmaster at Moline, in the county of Rock 
Island and State of Illinois, in the place of L. E. Hemenway, whose 
commission expired December 15, 1885. 

James Haines, to be postmaster at Pekin, in the county of Tazewell 
and State of Illinois, in the place of Richard D. Smith, whose commis- 
sion expired December 20, 1885. 

Thomas Hennebry, to be postmaster at Braidwood, in the county of 
Will and State of Illinois, in the place of Robert Huston, resigned. 

Robert McNeil, to be postmaster at Rock Falls, in the county of 
Whitesides and State of Illinois, in the place of James Pettigrew, whose 
commission expired December 20, 1885. 

John Westermeier, to be postmaster at Carlinville, in the county ot 
Macoupin and State of Illinois, in the place of Cyrus T. Prouty, whose 
commission expired December 20, 1885. 

William H. Bennett, to be postmaster at Bluffton, in the county of 
Wellsand State of Indiana, in the place of Samuel J. Keller, resigned. 

Denis Eagan, to be at Liberty, in the county of Union 
and State of Indiana, in the place of Charles W. Stivers, resigned. 

James F. Elder, to be postmaster at Richmond, in the county of 
Wayne and State of Indiana, in the place of James Elder, deceased, 
who was appointed November 9, 1885, in the place of Edwin D. Palmer, 
suspended under the provisions of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

John R. Smith, to be postmaster at Kendallville, in the county of 
Noble and State of Indiana, in the place of James Nellis, whose com- 
mission expired December 20, 1885. 

H. P. Albert, to be postmaster at Stuart, in the county of Guthrie 
and State of Iowa, in the place of W. P. Moulton, whose commission 
expired December 16, 1885. s 

A. P. Cramer, to be postmaster at Avoca, in the county of Pottawat- 
tamie and State of Iowa, in the place of Jonas B. Blake, resigned. 

Thomas H. Lantry, to be postmaster at Algona, in the county of 
Kossuth and State of Iowa, in the place of Robert H. Spencer, resigned. 

Albert E. Nau, to be postmaster at Pittsburg, in the county of Craw- 
ford and State of Kansas, in the place of Augustus J. Georgia, resigned. 

Camille Mollère, to be postmaster at Donaldsonville, in the county of 
Ascension and State of Louisiana, in the place of Louis Leforte, whose 
commission expired December 20, 1885. 

Ai J. Rowe, to be postmaster at Norway, in the county of Oxford 
and State of Maine, in the place of Alonzo J. Nevers, whose commis- 
sion expired December 30, 1885. 

Philip E. Brady, to be postmaster at Attleborough, in the county of 
Bristol and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Abijah T. Wales, 
whose commission expired October 14, 1885. 

Isaac Collins, to be postmaster at Adams, in the county of Berkshire 
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and State of Massachusetts, in the place of John E. Mole, whose com- 
mission expired December 20, 1885. 

Charles C. Cressy, to be postmaster at Gloucester, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of David W. Low, 
whose commission expired December 20, 1885. 

John H. Hamlin, to be postmaster at Eaton Rapids, in the county of 
Eaton and State of Michigan, in the place of H. M. Hamilton, whose 
commission expired December 20, 1885. 

Joseph L. Richards, to be postmaster at Buchanan, in the county of 


Berrien and State of Michigan, in the place of L. P, Alexander, whose 
commission expired December 20, 1885. 
Francis Baasen, to be postmaster at New Ulm, in the county of Brown 


and State of Minnesota, in the place of Joseph Bobleter, whose com- 
mission expired December 15, 1885. 

George L. Phillips, to be postmaster at Bethany, in the county of 
einige and State of Missouri, in the place of James M. Simms, re- 
signed. 

William A. Wight, to be postmaster at Moberly, in the county of 
Randolph and State of Missouri, in the place of William Firth, resigned. 

W. T. MeGinnis, to be postmaster at Minden, in the county of Kear- 
ney and State of Nebraska, in the place of John W. Gordyn, resigned. 

John F. Walsh, to be postmaster at Humboldt, in the county of 
ter ten and State of Nebraska, in the place of Edgar S. Norton, re- 
signed. 

Akar W. Bronson, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county of 
Oneida and State of New York, in the place of Benjamin F. Libbey, 
whose commission expired December 20, 1885. 

Millen T. Hill, to be at Gowanda, in the county of Catta- 
raugus and State of New York, in the place of B. G. Hill, resigned. 

Calvin 8S. Stowell, to be postmaster at Olean, in the county of Catta- 
raugus and State of New York, in the place of Wilson R. Page, whose 
commission expired December 20, 1885. 

Julius Wasserman, to be postmaster at Amsterdam, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of New York, in the place of William J. Kline, 
whose commission expired December 20, 1885. 

D. C. Hill, to be ter at Painesville, in the county of Lake and 
State of Ohio, in the place of Jonathan F. Scofield, resigned. 

T. W. Long, to be postmaster at Cardington, in the county of Morrow 
and State of Ohio, in the place of George W. Bell, resigned. 

William R. Dawson, to be postmaster at Tidioute, in the county of 
Warren and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of James C. Long, whose 
commission expired December 20, 1885. 

A. J. Greenfield, to be postmaster at Oil City, in the county of Ve- 
nango and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Fid Bishop, whose 
commission expired December 20, 1885. 

Julian Field, to be postmaster at Fort Worth, in the county of Tar- 
rant and State of Texas, in the place of Belle M. Burchill, whose com- 
mission expired October 19, 1885. 

R. L, Jemmings, to be postmaster at Marshall, in the county of Har- 
rison and State of Texas, in the place of William C, Pierce, whose com- 
mission expired October 24, 1885. 

Mrs. L. 8. McPherson, to be postmaster at Sherman, in the county 
of Grayson and State of Texas, in the place of John Donaldson, whose 
commission expired December 20, 1885. 

James E. Shepard, to be postmaster at Brenham, in the county of 
Washington and State of Texas, in the place of John W. Hacksworth, 
whose commission expired December 20, 1885. 

William C. Browe, to be postmaster at Salt Lake City, in the county 
of Salt Lake and Territory of Utah, in the place of John T. Lynch, 
whose commission expired December 20, 1885. 

Frederick W. Childs, to be postmaster at Brattleborough, in the 
eounty of Windham and State of Vermont, in the place of Charles H. 
Mansur, whose commission expired December 20, 1885. 

Harvey M. Brown, to be postmaster at Columbus, in the county of 
Columbia and State of Wisconsin, in place of John Swarthout, whose 
commission expired December 16, 1885. 

Joseph Osthelder, to be postmaster at Sheboygan Falls, in the county 
of Sheboygan and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Charles A. Spen- 
cer, Tesigned. 

A. W. Weisbrod, to be postmaster at Oshkosh, in the county of Win- 
nebago and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Henry B. Harshaw, whose 
commission expired December 15, 1885. 


NOMINATION WITHDRAWN. 


John G. Lee, to be secretary of the legation of the United States at 
Constantinople. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 5, 1886. 


The House met at120’clockm. Prayer by theChaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
Paton Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of Monday, December 21, 
Mr. LORE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dispense with 


the reading of so much of the Journal as relates to the introduction and 
reference of bills and joint resolutions. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk then resumed and concluded the reading of the remainder 
of the Journal, which was approved. 

Mr. NICHOLAS MULLER, a Representative-elect from the State of 
New York, appeared, qualified, and took his seat. 


JOSEPH RAWICZ. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
State, transmitting letters of Joseph Rawicz, United States consul at 
Warsaw, Poland, and recommending the passage of a bill granting him 
permission to accept certain decorations conferred by the ian Gov- 
ernment; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and . 
ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL MAIL-ROUTES, ETC. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, transmitting reports of mails established, of additional 
allowances made to contractors, of curtailments in the service, of pay 
of contractors, and of all contracts for mail equipments for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1885; which was referred to the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Post-Office Department, and ordered to be printed. 

: REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS, 


The SPEAKER also, in accordance with the rules, laid before the 
House bills of the Senate of the following titles for reference, namely: 
A bill (S. 126) to change the name of the National Bank of Winona; 
which was referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency; $ 
A bill (S. 471) to provide for the performance of the duties of the 
office of the President, in case of the removal, death, resignation, or ina- 
bility of both the President and Vice-President; which was referred to 
the Select Committee on the Election of President and Vice-President; 

A bill (S. 335) to provide for protecting the interests of the United 
States in the Potomac River Flats, in the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 382) to authorize the Merchants’ National Bank of Little - 
Rock, Ark., to change its name to the First National Bank of Little 
Rock, Ark. ; which was referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

JOINT RULES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate resolution adopt- 
ing joint rules of the two Houses; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Rules, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. KING 
for six days and to Mr. OATES for four days, on account of important 
business, 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, by unanimous consent, 
leave was granted to withdraw from the files of the House the petition 
and all papers of Mrs. James H. Reynolds, widow of James H. Rey- 
nolds, a sutler in the Seventy-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teers, no adverse report having been made thereon; and also to with- 
draw from the files of the House the petition and all papers in the 
claim of Dr. W. S. Hancock, late of the Seventy-eighth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers, there being no adverse report. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House, made by unani- 
mous consent, the Chair will now proceed to call the States and Ter- 
ritories for the introduction and reference of bills and resolutions. 

LUCIEN GOYAUX. 

Mr. GAY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 990) for the relief of 
the estate of Lucien Goyaux; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ABOLITION OF CERTAIN SHIPPING FEES, ETC. 

Mr. DINGLEY (by Mr. REED, of Maine) introduced a bill (H. R. 991) 
to abolish certain fees for official services to American vessels and to 
amend the laws relating to shipping commissioners, seamen, and own- 
ers of vessels; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Inter- 
ests, and ordered to be printed. 

AMOS L. ALLEN. 


Mr. DINGLEY (by Mr. REED, of Maine) also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 992) for therelief of Amos L. Allen; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HOMESTEAD SETTLEMENTS. 

Mr. DINGLEY (by Mr. REED, of Maine) also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 993) to reserve the public lands of the United States for bona fide set- 
tlers under the homestead laws; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DRAWBACKS. 
Mr. DINGLEY (by Mr. REED), of Maine) also introduced a bill (H. 
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R. 994) to allow drawbacks on articles manufactured wholly or A aed 
of materials imported equal in amount to the duties paid on such ma- 
terials when such articles are exported; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PRIVATE LIGHTS AND BUOYS. 

Mr. DINGLEY (by Mr. Rexp, of Maine) also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 995) prohibiting the establishment of private lights and private 
buoys, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

: EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. DINGLEY (by Mr. REED, of Maine) also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 996) providing for the adjustmentof accounts of laborers, workmen, 
and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law; which was read afirst 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. i 

MRS. MARY BENTON. 

Mr. DINGLEY (by Mr. Rerp, of Maine) also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 997) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Benton, widow of a soldier ot 
thewarof 1812; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EBENEEZER ITAGGETT. 

Mr. DINGLEY (by Mr. REED, of Maine) also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 998) for the relief of Ebeneezer Haggett; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PILOTAGE. 

Mr. DINGLEY (by Mr. REED, of Maine) also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 999) relating to pilotage; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship- 
owning Interests, and ordered to be printed. 

ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 

Mr. DINGLEY (by Mr. REED, of Maine) also introduced a bill (H. 
- R. 1000) providing for a i on the subject of the alcoholic 
liquor traffic; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Select Sones on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FREDERICK W. RUGGLES. ` 

Mr. DINGLEY (by Mr. REED, of Maine) also introduced a bill ee 
R. 1001) for the relief of Frederick W. Ruggles; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SAMUEL D. BAILEY AND OTHERS. 

Mr. DINGLEY (by Mr. REED, of Maine) also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 1002) for the relief of Samuel D. Bailey and others; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF IMPORTED LIQUORS. 

Mr. DINGLEY (by Mr. REED), of Maine) also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 1003) granting the consent of Congress that State laws may apply 
to the sale of imported distilled and fermented liquors in the same 
manner as to liquors of domestic manufacture; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CONVICT LABOR. 

Mr. DINGLEY (by Mr. REED, of Maine) also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 1004) to prohibit the letting of Government work to contractors 
emp'oying convict labor; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES NOTES OF SMALL DENOMINATIONS. 

Mr. DINGLEY (by Mr. REED, of Maine) also introduced a joint 
resolution (H. Res. 31) requiring the printing, preparing, and issuing 
of United States notes in small denominations insufficient amounts to 
supply the public demand; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ATAA to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE S. HUNT & CO. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, introduced a bill (H. R. 1005) for the relief 
of George S. Hunt & Co.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PHINNEY & JACKSON. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1006) for the relief 
of Phinney & Jackson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

; DUDLEY HALL & CO. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1007) for the relief 
of Dudley Hall & Co. ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

VICTOR BEAUBOUCHER. 
Mr. REED, of Maine, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1008) forthe relief 


of Victor Beauboucher; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN A. DARLING. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 1009) for the relief 
of John A. Darling; which was read a firstand second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAPANESE INDEMNITY FUND. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1010) to amend 
an act entitled “‘An act in relation to the Japanese indemnity fund,’’ 
approved February 22, 1883; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY COMPANY, CANADA. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1011) for the relief 
of the Grand Trunk Railway Company of Canada; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REPORT OF POLAR EXPEDITION TO LADY FRANKLIN BAY. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, also introduced a resolution for printing 4,000 
copies, with the necessary illustrations, of the report of the international 
polar expedition to Lady Franklin Bay, Grinnell Land, by First Lieut. 
A.W. Greely, Fifth Cavalry, United States Army, acting signal officer; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

.Mr. BOUTELLE introduced a bill (H. R. 1012) relating to pensions; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT IOULTON, ME, 

Mr. BOUTELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1013) to provide for 
the erection of a public building at the town of Houlton, Me.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


FORT SULLIVAN MILITARY RESERVATION, EASTPORT, ME. 


Mr. BOUTELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1014) granting the 
Fort Sullivan military reservation to the town of Eastport, Me., for a 
public park; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIG OLIVE FRANCES. 


Mr. BOUTELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1015) for the relief of 
the owners and officers of the brig Olive Frances, and others on board said 
brig; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGES ACROSS THE ST. JOHN AND ST. FRANCIS RIVERS. 

Mr. BOUTELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1016) for the construc- 
tion of bridges across the St. John and St. Francis Rivers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF MEN OF THE NAVY, ETC., CHARGED WITH DESERTION. 

Mr. BOUTELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1017) to relieve certain 
appointed or enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps from the 
of desertion; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHTS ON ISLANDS IN MOOSEHEAD LAKE. 


Mr. BOUTELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1018) for the erection 
of beacon lights on the islands in Moosehead Lake; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CAPT. RODNEY C. BARKER. 

Mr. BOUTELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1019) for the relief of 
Capt. Rodney C. Barker; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. BOUTELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1020) to settle and 
adjust the claims of any State for expenses i by it in defense 
of the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

E. I. SMALLS. 

Mr. BOUTELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1021) granting a pen- 
sion to E. I. Smalls; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY E. BAKER. 

Mr. BOUTELLE also introduced a bill (H, R. 1022) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary E. Baker; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS J. KNOWLES. 
Mr. BOUTELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1023) granting a pen- 


sion to Thomas J. Knowles; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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AURELIA F. ROBBINS. 

Mr. BOUTELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1024) granting a pen- 
sion to Aurelia F. Robbins; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. STEVENS. 

Mr. BOUTELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1025) granting arrears 
of pension to George W. Stevens; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PORT OF ENTRY AT MOUNT DESERT FERRY, ME. 

Mr. MILLIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. 1026) providing for thees- 
tablishment of a port of entry at Mount Desert Ferry, in the town of 
Hancock, State of Maine; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


EXTENSION AND REPAIR OF PUBLIC BUILDING, BELFAST, ME. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1027) for the exten- 
sion and repair of the public building at Belfast, Me.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

EMERY 8. WARDWELL. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1028) for the relief of 
Emery 8. Wardwell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JEFFERSON SAVAGE. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1029) for the relief of 
Jefferson Savage; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM COLLINS. i 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1030) for the relief of 
William Collins; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A WILLIE F. WARD. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1031) granting a pen- 
sion to Willie F. Ward; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSIAH B. SNELL. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1032) granting a pen- 
sion to Josiah B. Snell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF WILLIAM PITCHER AND OTHERS. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1033) for the relief of 
the heirs of William Pitcher, Axel Hayford, Samuel Otis, and George 
B. Fergusson ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BANGS, BROWNELL & CO. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1034) for the relief of 
Bangs, Brownell & Co.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CONDEMNED CAST-IRON CANNON. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1035) to donate con- 
demned cast-iron cannon to the citizens of Waterville, Me.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

: STURGIS, LOMBARD & CO. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1036) for the relief of 
Sturgis, Lombard & Co. ; which was read a and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

: JOHN W. KANE. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1037) for the relief of 
John W. Kane; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER M’CABE. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1038) for the relief of 
Peter McCabe; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. n 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1039) to donate con- 
demned cast-iron cannon to Thomas H. Marshall Post, No. 41, Grand 
Army of the Republic; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS 8. HOPKINS. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1040) for the relief of 
Thomas 8: Hopkins; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


2 ARBITRATION AND PEACE. 
Mr. MILLIKEN also presented resolutions of the Legislature of the 


State of Maine in favor of arbitration and peace; which were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
INDIANS. 
Mr. MILLIKEN also presented resolutions of the Legislature of the 
State of Maine relating to United States appropriations for Indians; 
which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


MARYLAND AND VIRGINIA FREE SHIP-CANAL. 


Mr. FINDLAY introduced a bill (H. R. 1041) to provide for thecon- 
struction of the Maryland and Virginia Free Ship-canal as a means of , 
military and naval defense snd for commercial purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

STEAMSHIP CAROLINE MILLER. 

Mr. FINDLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1042) to provide for an 
American register for the steamship Caroline Miller, of Baltimore, Md. ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Commit- 
tee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ISAIAH DOWLING. 

Mr. FINDLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1043) for the relief of 
Isaiah Dowling, retired assistant surgeon, United States Navy; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M. M’CLINTOCK. 

Mr. FINDLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1044) for the relief of 
John M. McClintock; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. The indorsement on this bill indicates a reference 
to the Committee on Ways and Means; but under the new rule it mnst 
go to the Committee on Claims. For the guidance of members in indi- 
cating the reference of their bills the Chair will cause the Clerk to read 
clause 7 of Rule XXI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ernment shall be referred, pt 

following-named committees, viz: 
the Committee on Pensions, to the Committee on Claims, to the Committee on 

War Claims, to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and to the Committee 
on Accounts. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EDMUND WOLF. 

Mr. FINDLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1045) for the relief of 
Edmund Wolf; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

j MAJOR MICHAEL P. SMALL. 

Mr. FINDLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1046) for the relief of 
Maj. Michael P. Small, commissary of subsistence, United States 
Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY MORTIMER SEMMES. 

Mr. FINDLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1047) granting a peu- 
sion to Mary Mortimer Semmes, widow of Commodore Alexander A. 
Semmes, United States Navy; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LEVI HERTZOG. 

Mr. FINDLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1048) for the relief of 
Levi Hertzog; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DECLINE OF AMERICAN COOPERAGE INTERESTS. 

Mr. FINDLAY also submitted the following resolution; which was 

referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
| printed: 
! Resolved, That the ttee on Ways and Means be, and it is hereby, in- 
| structed and directed to uire into the causes of the decline of American coop- 


erage interests, and of our rand shipping interests connected therewith, as 
heretofore riaiglon bins in the trade with the Island of Cuba, and to report by bill 


or otherw: 
FORECLOSURE IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. 1049) to regulate the fore- 
closure of mortgages and deeds of trust in the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
triet of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN JOSEPH BRADSHAW. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1050) for the relief of 
John Joseph Bradshaw; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CRIMINAL CODE FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1051) to provide a crimi. 
nal code for the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
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INSURANCE IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1052) to provide for 
regulating the business of insurance in the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 7 

WAR CLAIMS. 


Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1053) to afford further 
relief to loyal citizens of States not in rebellion for property taken by 
the Army of the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

: ADULTERATION. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1054) to prevent the 
adulteration of food and drugs; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


POST-OFFICE SAVINGS-BANK, 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1055) to establish a post- 
office savings-bank as a branch of the Post-Office Department; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAL TELEGRAPH. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1056) to establish a 
postal telegraphic system in the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

REDEMPTION OF TRADE-DOLLARS. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1057) to authorize the 
redemption of trade-dollars of United States coinage; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, and ordered to be printed. 

NOXIOUS AND DANGEROUS MEDICINES. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1058) to prevent the use 
of United States mails to advertise noxious and us icines; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH ROMISER. i 

Mr. MCCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1059) to grant a pen- 
sion to Joseph Romiser; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN T. WALSH. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill era 1060) granting a pen- 
sion to John T, Walsh; which was read a and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH M. SHEARER. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1061) for the relief of 
Sarah M. Shearer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ERNEST H. WARDWELL. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1062) for the relief of 
Ernest H. Wardwell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCES M. LAMBERT. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1063) for the relief of 
Frances M. Lambert; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be ‘printed. 

WILLIAM H. KRANTZ. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1064) granting a pen- 
sion to William H. Krantz; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 33) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

MONUMENT TO FRANCIS SCOTT KEY. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 34) provid- 
ing for the erection of a monument at Frederick, Md., over the grave of 
Francis Scott Key, the author of the Star-Spangled Banner; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Library, 
and ordered to be printed. - 

WAR CLAIMS OF MARYLAND AND VIRGINIA, 


Mr. COMPTON introduced a bill (H. R. 1065) to provide for paying 
certain advances made to the United States by the States of Maryland 
and Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

POTOMAC AND CHESAPEAKE FREE SHIP-CANAL. 

Mr. COMPTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1066) to provide for 

tts preliminary surveys and 'ocation of the Potomac and Chesapeake 


Free Ship-canal; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on-Railways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 
LABORERS AT NAVAL ACADEMY. 

Mr. COMPTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1067) for the relief of 
certain laborers, workmen, and mechanics heretofore and at present em- 
ployed at the United States Naval Academy at Annapolis, Md.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY MORTIMER SEMMES. 

Mr. COMPTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1068) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Mary Mortimer Semmes, widow of the late Commodore 
Alexander A. Semmes, United States Navy; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 5- 

ILEIRS OF HENRY LEEF, DECEASED. 

Mr. SHAW introdu ced a bill (H. R. 1069) for the relief of the heirs 
of Henry Leef, deceased, owner of the bark Maria Theresa, illegally 
seized by Alexander H. Tyler, consul of the United States at Bahia, 
Brazil; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SOPHIA CHAMBERS. 

Mr. COLE introduced a bill (H. R. 1070) granting a pension to So- 
phia Chambers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM B. MUSE. 

Mr. COLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1071) for the relief of the 
heirs of William B. Muse; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

WILLIAM WEDDINGFIELD. 

Mr. COLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1072) to amend the act ap- 
proved February 26, 1885, granting a pension to William Wedding- 
field; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EMILY J. FARDY. 

Mr. COLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1073) for the relief of Emily 
J. Fardy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MERCHANTS AND MINERS’ TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. 

Mr. COLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1074) for the relief of the 
Merchants and Miners’ Transportation Company of Baltimore, Md.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS D. BROOKS. 

Mr. COLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1075) for the relief of Lewis 
D. Brooks; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL LIFE-SAVING STATIONS. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (H. R. 1076) establishing additional 
life-saving stations on the sea and lake coasts of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

REPLACING UNSERVICEABLE ORDNANCE. 

Mr. LONG also introduced a bill (H. R. 1077) for replacing unservice- 
able ordnance issued for the militia of the States and Territories; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

TENURE-OF-OFFICE ACT. 

Mr. LONG also introduced a bill (H. R. 1078) to repeal the tenure-of- 
office act; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 

ANN J, EATON, ADMINISTRATRIX. 

Mr. LONG also introduced a bill (H. R. 1079) for the relief of Aun J. 
Eaton, administratrix; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL MONUMENT, PLYMOUTH, MASS. 

Mr. LONG also introduced a bill (H. R. 1080) in aid of the national 
monument at Plymouth, Mass. ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

ADMISSION TO FLOOR—HEADS OF EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 

Mr. LONG also introduced a bill (H. R. 1081) to provide that the 
principal officer of each Department may occupy a scat on the floor of 
the House of Representatives; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. BICKERDYKE. 

Mr, LONG also introduced a bill (H. R. 1082) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Bickerdyke; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


417 


FRANCIS H. KIRMAYER. 

Mr. LONG also introduced a bill (H. R. 1083) granting a pension to 
Francis H. Kirmayer; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

; ALICE 8. HOLBROOK. 

Mr. LONG also introduced a bill (H. R. 1084) granting a pension to 
Alice 8. Holbrook; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ALBION S. KEITH, 


Mr. LONG also introduced a bill (H. R.1085) for the relief of Albion 
&. Keith, late a naval cadet in the United States Navy; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN DOLAN. 


Mr. LONG (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1086) for the 
relief of John Dolan; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AGNES W. AND SARAH J. HILLS, 

Mr. LONG (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1087) for the 
relief of Agnes W. and Sarah J. Hills; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ANGELIA M. MANNING. 

Mr. LONG (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1088) granting 
a pension to Angelia M. ing; which was read a and second 
time, SA to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered tobe 
print 

ABBY L. BURBANK. 

Mr. LONG (by request). also introduced a bill (H. R. 1089) granting 
a pension to Abby L. Burbank; which wasread a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

©. R. SYKES AND JOHN CURREY. 
Mr. LONG (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1090) to con- 


firm the title to certain lands in the Territory of Arizona to Charles P. |- 


Sykes and John Currey; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LAURA A. TURNER. 

Mr. LONG (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1091) for the 
relief of Laura A. Turner; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

_PUBLIC BUILDING AT WORCESTER, MASS. 

Mr. RICE introduced a bill (H. R. 1092) for the erection of a public 
building at Worcester, Mass.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

BRITISH BARK CHANCE. p 

Mr. RICE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1093) for the re- 
lief of owners, officers, and crew of the British bark Chance; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ELLA E. GIBSON. 

Mr. RICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1094) granting a pension to 
Ella E. Gibson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invatid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY. 

Mr. RICE also introduced a bilt (H. R. 1095) authorizing the con- 
straction of a buil for the accommodation of the Congressional Li- 
brary; which was a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 


Mr. LOVERING introduced a bill (H. R. 1096) granting pensions for 


services in the Army and Navy of the United States during the war of 


the rebellion; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 1097) for the adjust- 
ment of accounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under 
the eight-hour law; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

POST-OFFICE BUILDING AT LYNN, MASS. 

Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 1098) for the erection 
of a post-office building at Lynn, Mass.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

NAVAL HOSPITAL AT CHELSEA, MASS. 
Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 1099) providing for 
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sale of the naval hospital at Chelsea, Mass.; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JANE N. DEVEREUX. 

Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 1100) granting a pen- 
sion to Jane N. Devereux; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HORACE TRASK. 


Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 1101) restoring the 
name of Horace Trask to the pension-roll; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ELBRIDGE SMITH. 

Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 1102) granting a pen- 
sion to Elbridge Smith; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MABELLE R. BULKLEY. 

Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 1103) granting a pen- 
sion to Mabelle R. Bulkley; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH SULLIVAN. 

Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 1104) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Sullivan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JULIA CASSIDY, 

Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 1105) granting a pen- 
sion to Julia Cassidy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY B. CARLL. : 

Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 1106) for the relief of 
Mary B. Carll; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AUGUSTA M, RICHARDS, 

Mr, LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 1107) granting a pen- 
sion to Augusta M. Richards; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. . 

MARGARET COFFEE. 

Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 1108) granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret Coffee; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. BARRY. 

Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 1109) ting a pen- 
sion to John H. Barry; which was read my arena, veh referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN FLYNN. 
` Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 1110) granting a pen- 
sion to Stephen Flynn; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
CHARLES DOUGLAS. 

Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 1111) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles Douglas; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN PIERCE. 

Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 1112) granting a pen- 
sion to John Pierce; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WALTER S. HAYNES. y; 

Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 1113) granting a pen- 
sion to Walter S. Haynes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL B. JENNESS. 

Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 1114) granting a pen- 
sion to Daniel B. Jenness; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BETSY M. MURRAY. 

Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 1115) granting a pen- 
sion to Betsy M. Murray; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ORPHAN CHILDREN OF DENNIS OWENS. 

Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 1116) granting a pen- 
sion to the orphan children of Dennis Owens; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN OWENS. 
Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 1117) granting a pen- 
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sion to John Owens; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WAR SERVICES OF SOLDIERS NOW IN TITE ARMY. 


Mr. LOVERING (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1118) to 
recognize the war services of Union soldiers now serving in the regular 
Army of the United States; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


A UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. COLLINS introduced a bill (H. R. 1119) to establish a uniform 
system of bankruptcy throughout the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


BURDENS ON AMERICAN MERCHANT MARINE. 


Mr. COLLINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1120) to amend the tenth 
section of the act to remove certain burdens on the American merchant 
marine; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select 
Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 3013 REVISED STATUTES, 


Mr. COLLINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1121) to amend section 
3013 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMISSIONERS OF ALABAMA CLAIMS. 

Mr. COLLINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1122) relating to the 
Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EVIDENCE TO QUIET TITLES. 

Mr. COLLINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1123) in relation to evi- 
dence to quiet titles; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed, 


_ POSTAGE ON SECOND-CLASS MAIL MATTER. 

Mr. COLLINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1124) regulating the rates 
of postage on second-class mail matter at letter-carrier offices; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF THE FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF NEWTON, MASS, 


Mr. COLLINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1125) for the relief of the 
First National Bank of Newton, Mass.; which was read a and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JEANETTE GUINEY. 

Mr. COLLINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1126) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jeanette Guiney; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN R. FARREL. 

Mr, COLLINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1127) for the relief of John 
R. Farrel; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

©. W. MERRILL. 

Mr. COLLINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1128) for the relief of C. 
W. Merrill; which was read a first second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL J. BYRNES. 


Mr. COLLINS also intròduced a bill (H. R. 1129) to increase the 
perona Daniel J. Byrnes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
erred totheCommittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


STATUS OF CERTAIN MEDICAL OFFICERS, UNITED STATES ARMY. 


Mr. COLLINS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 34) defin- 
ing the status of certain medical officers in the Army; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION, 

Mr. COLLINS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 35) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CASTLE ISLAND, BOSTON HARBOR. 

Mr. COLLINS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 36) author- 
izing the President of the United States to permit the occupancy of 
Castle Island, in Boston Harbor, by the municipal authorities of Bos- 
ton; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Gounds, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH CALLAGHAN. 

Mr. COLLINS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1130) for the 
relief of Elizabeth Callaghan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM R. BOAG, 
Mr. RANNEY introduced a bill (H. R. 1131) for the relief of Will- 
iam R. Boag; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MARINE SIGNAL BOARD. 


Mr. RANNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1132) to establish a board 
by the name of “‘ the Marine Signal Board of the United States,” with 
a view of having adopted a code and system of marine light and fog 
signals and regulating the same; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


SARAH J. HILLS. 


Mr. RANNEY also introduced a bill (H. R, 1133) for the relief of 
Sarah J. Hills; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT AND FOG SIGNAL AT CASTLE MILL, R. I. 


Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (H. R. 1134) to establish a light and 
fog signal at Castle Hill, R. I.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEW BEDFORD, MASS, 


Mr. DAVIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1135) providing for the 
erection of a public building at New Bedford, Mass.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES E. BOLLES. 

Mr. DAVIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1136) granting a pension 
to Charles E. Bolles; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BILLS OF LADING 

Mr. DAVIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1137) to make bills of 
lading conclusive evidence in certain cases; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. DAVIS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 37) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY E. FILLEBROWN. 

Mr. ELY introduced a bill (H. R. 1138) to increase the pension of 

E. Fillebrown; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
M. H. COLLINS. 

Mr. ELY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1139) for the relief of M. H. 
Collins; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM FIELD. 

Mr. ELY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1140) granting a pension to 
William Field; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. ELY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1141) to regulate and improve 
the civil service of the United States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LYDIA HADLOCK. 

Mr. HAYDEN introduced a bill (H. R. 1142) granting a pension to 
Lydia Hadlock; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED GUN-CARRIAGES, 

Mr. HAYDEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1143) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to deliver to Somerville Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Somerville, Mass., four condemned gun-carriages, to be used 
for monumental purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PRIVATE LIGHTS. 

Mr, STONE introduced a bill (H. R. 1144) prohibiting the establish- 
ment of private lights, &c.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS, 

Mr. STONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1145) to authorize the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury to pass upon certain claims; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


MARIA N. PARKER. À 

Mr. STONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1146) granting a pension 

to Maria N. Parker; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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SAMUEL BROOKINGS. 

Mr. STONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1147) granting a pension to 
Samuel Brookings; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARIA E. A. B. NOWELL. 
Mr. STONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1148) granting a pension to 
Maria E. A. B. Nowell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ANDRE THISSELL. 
Mr. STONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1149) granting a pension 
to Andre Thissell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CATHARINE E. COFFIN. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. uo) 
granting a pension to Catharine E. Coffin; which was read a first 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LIEUT. WILLIAM P. RANDALL, UNITED STATES NAVY. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (H. R. 1151) authorizing the Presi- 
dent of the United States to appoint Lieut. William P. Randall a lieu- 
tenant-commander on the retired-listof the Navy; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS, ELLEN S. TOLMAN. 

Mr. ALLEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1152) for the relief of Mrs. 
Ellen 8. Tolman; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SPRINGFIELD PORT OF DELIVERY. 


Mr. ROCKWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 1153) to establish a port 
of delivery at Springfield, in the State of Massachusetts; which was 
read a first antl second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, SPRINGFIELD, MASS. 


Mr. ROCKWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1154) providing for 
the erection of a public building at Springfield, Mass.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

LUMBER ON THE FREE-LIST. 

Mr. ELDREDGE introduced a bill (H. R. 1155) to put all kinds of 
lumber on the free-list; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ALVIRA A. RIGGS. 

Mr. ELDREDGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1156) granting back 
pay to Alvira A. Riggs; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

J. L. DIVINE. 

Mr. ELDREDGE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1157) 
granting a pension to J. L. Divine; which was read a first and second 
time, pene to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LOCAL INSPECTORS, MICHIGAN DISTRICT. 

Mr. CUTCHEON introduced a bill (H. R. 1158) to amend section 
4414 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, fixing the compen- 
sation of local inspectors of hulls and boilers in the Michigan district; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL LIGHT-HOUSE DISTRICT. 

Mr. CUTCIIEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1159) to authorize the 
creation of an additional light-house district; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

EMERGENCY FUND, INDIAN TRIBES. 

Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1160) to create an 
emergency fund for the benefit of Indian tribes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

INCREASE OF PENSION. = 

Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1161) to increase the 
pensions of widows and orphans of soldiers and sailors, and for other 
purposes; which read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

; CIVIL SERVICE. 


Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1162) to reform the 
civil service and to preserve the constitutional distinction between leg- 
islative and executive duties by the organization of a bureau of civil 
appointments; which was-read a first and second time, referred to the 

ripe Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be 
printed. 


GRANT OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1163) granting pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the United States in the late war 
who have attained the age of sixty-two years and whoare disabled from 
gaining a livelihood or who are dependent; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MILITARY RECORD OF ORLANDO B. WILCOX. 

Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1164) to complete 
the military record of Orlando B. Wilcox, late colonel of the First 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry and brigadier-general of volunteers, and 
to give him pay in accordance with his completed record; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

INCREASE OF PENSION. 

Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1165) to increase the 
pensions of soldiers and sailors who have suffered amputation of an 
arm oraleg; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CLINTON SPENCER. 

Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1166) to increase the 
pension of Clinton Spencer, late captain First Michigan Infantry Vol- 
unteers, for loss of right leg and injury to left arm; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

a JAMES A. BATES. 

Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1167) for the relief 
of James A. Bates, captain and brevet lieutenant-colonel, United States 
Army, retired; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM B. ROWE. 


Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1168) for the relief of 
William B. Rowe, late a surgeon of Company A, Ninth Michigan Vol- 
unteer Cavalry ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CORNELIUS M. HADLEY. 


Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1169) for the relief of 
Cornelius M. Hadley, late a surgeon of Company F, Ninth Michigan 
Volunteer Cavalry ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PAYMENT OF BOUNTY. 


Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1170) to provide for 
the payment of a bounty of $100 to soldiers and enlisted men in the 
military service of the United States under the act of July 22, 1861, 
and who were discharged by reason of surgeon’s certificate of disability 
or for promotion before the expiration of two years, and who have not 
received $100 bounty ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. A 


MUSTER AND PAY OF CERTAIN OFFICERS, ETO. 


Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1171) to amend anact 
entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the muster and pay of certain officers 
and enlisted men of the volunteer forces,” approved June 3, 1884; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANKLIN THOMPSON. 

Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1172) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of Franklin Thompson, alias S. E. 
E. Seelye; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CAPT. EDMUND G. FECHET. 

Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1173) to correct the 
record of Capt. Edmund G. Fechét; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELVIRA BLISS SHELDON, 

Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1174) granting a pen- 
sion to Elvira Bliss Sheldon; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MRS. HARRIET CLIFFORD. 

Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1175) to increase the 
pension of Mrs. Harriet Clifford; which was read a first and second 
ar Ne act to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
prin 


CALVIN H. FRENCH. 

Mr. CUTCHEON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1176) 
granting a pension to Calvin H. French; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 
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WILLIAM J. BARKER. 
Mr. CUTCHEON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1177) 
grantinga pension to William J. Barker; which was was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


CHARLES W. RODECKER. 
Mr. CUTCHEON (by request) also introduced a bill (ĦA. R. 1178) for 
thereliefof Charles W. Rodecker; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF CHARLES B. SMITH. 


Mr. CUTCHEON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1179) for 
the relief of the heirs of Charles B. Smith, deceased; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


JACOB STEED, 


Mr. CUTCHEON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1180) 
ting a pension to Jacob Steed, late a private in Company A, Third 
Regiment ot Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


ANDREW LAFFERTY. 

Mr. CUTCHEON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1181) for 
the relief of Andrew Lafferty, of Muskegon County, State of Michigan; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MORGAN THOMPSON, 


Mr. CUTCHEON (by request) alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 1182) grant- 
ing a pension to Morgan Thompson, late of Company H, Nineteenth Wis- 
consin Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ALANSON ‘WOODWORTH. 

Mr. CUTCHEON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1183) 
granting a pension to Alanson Woodworth, late of Company G, Second 
Michigan Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN GARDNER. 

Mr. CARLETON introduced a bill (H. R. 1184) granting a pension 
to Stephen Gardner; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EMMA H. FISH. 


Mr. CARLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1185) for the relief of 
Emma H. Fish; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, SAINT CLAIR, MICH. 

Mr, CARLETON also introduced a bill (H. R, 1186) to provide for 
the erection of a public building for the use of the post-office and other 
Government offices at the city of Saint Clair, in the State of Michigan; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, ROMEO, MICH. 


Mr. CARLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1187) to provide for 
the erection of a public building for the use of the post-office and other 
Government offices at the city of Romeo, in the State of Michigan; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings.and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, MARINE CITY, MICH. 


. Mr. CARLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1188) to provide for 
the erection of a public building for the use of the post-office and other 
Government offices at Marine City, in the State of Michigan; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, LAPEER, MICH. 

Mr. CARLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1189) to provide for 
the erection of a public building for the use of the post-office and other 
Government offices at the city of Lapeer, in the State of Michigan; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 4492 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. CARLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1190) to amend sec- 
tion 4492, title 52, of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT MOUNT CLEMENS, MICH. 

Mr. CARLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1191) to provide for 
the erection of a public building for the use of the post-office and other 
Government offices at the city of Mount Clemens, in the State of Mich- 
igan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
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SAMUEL W. HAMILTON. 


Mr. MAYBURY (by Mr. CARLETON) introduced a bill (H. R. 1192) 
for the relief of Samuel W. Hamilton; which was read a first and sec- 
ond une, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MRS. EUNICE TRIPLER. 


Mr. MAYBURY (by Mr, CARLETON) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1193) for the relief of Mrs, Eunice Tripler, widow of Charles S. Trip- 
ler, surgeon United States Army; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CLAIMS AGAINST GOVERNMENT, 

Mr. MAYBURY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1194) for the judicial finding of law and facts in cases of claims against 
the Government, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARGARET KILROY. 


Mr. MAYBURY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1195) granting a pension to t Kilroy; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FREE LUMBER. 


Mr. MAYBURY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced g bill (.1. R. 
1196) to admit lumber of all descriptions into the Territories of the 
United States free of customs duties; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FREE SALT, LUMBER, ETC. 

Mr. MAYBURY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1197) to provide for the entry of ores of iron, lead, copper, and zine, 
also of bituminous coal, salt, and lumber at all ports of the United 
States free of customs duties; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LEWIS ABEAR. 

Mr. MAYBURY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1198) granting a pension to Louis Abear, late a private in Company H. 
Fifth Michigan Volunteer Cavalry; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARGARET M’CRICKETI. 


Mr. MAYBURY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1199) granting a pension to Margaret McCrickett, widow of Michael J. 
McCrickett; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


EMPLOYMENT OF ALIENS AS ENGINEERS, ETC. 


Mr. MAYBURY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1200) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the employment 
of certain ‘aliens as engineers and pilots,’ approved April 17, 1874; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY HOWARD FARQUHAR. 


Mr. MAYBURY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1201) for the relief of Mary Howard Farquhar; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF W. A. BURT. 

Mr. MAYBURY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1202) for the relief of the heirs of the late William A. Burt, inventor 
of the solar compass adopted and used by the United States Govern- 
ment in making the original survey of the public domain; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD HAWLEY & SONS. 

Mr. MAYBURY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1203) for the relief of Richard Hawley & Sons; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

OVERFLOWED LANDS IN MICHIGAN. 

Mr. MAYBURY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1204) setting apart the marsh and overflowed or shallow-water lands 
in and bordering upon Saint Clair, in the State of Michigan, for a na- 
tional shooting and fishing resort or reservation; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS DETROIT RIVER. 

Mr. MAYBURY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1205) for the construction of a bridge across the west channel of the 
Detroit River, to connect Bell Isle Park with the mainland; which was 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


421 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 
LICENSE FEES. 

Mr. MAYBURY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 38) requesting the Attorney-General of the United States 
to examine and report to Congress the license fees collected in the sev- 
eral States and Territories and discriminating against non-residents; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMERCIAL RELATIONS WITH CANADA. 

Mr. MAYBURY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 39) requesting the Secretary of State to report to Con- 
gress the action of the Government under the provisions of the act 
approved June 19, 1878, relative to commercial relations with the Do- 
minion of Canada; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MAYBURY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 40) for renewal of commercial relations with the British 
possessions in North America; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


EDWARD W. M’GINNIS. 

Mr. MAYBURY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1206) for the relief of Edward W. McGinnis; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

EDWARD BYRNE. 

Mr. MAYBURY (by Mr. CARLETON) introduced a bill (H. R. 1207) 
for the relief of Edward Byrne; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIM, NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. MAYBURY (by Mr, CARLETON) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1208) to confirm a certain private land claim in the Territory of New 
Mexico; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MAJ. WILLIAM M. MAYNADIER. 

Mr. MAYBURY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced-a bill (H. R. 
1209) for the relief of Maj. William M, Maynadier, a paymaster in the 
United States Army; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM H. CROOK. 

Mr. MAYBURY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1210) for the relief of William H. Crook; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BASIL MORELAND. 

Mr. MAYBURY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1211) for therelief of Basil Moreland; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EGBERT THOMPSON. 

Mr. MAYBURY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1212) for the relief of the legal representatives of Egbert Thompson, 
deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. ne > 

GEORGE A. IAEGER. 


Mr. MAYBURY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1213) for the relief of George A. Iaeger; which was read a first and sec- 
ond ame, referred to the Committee on War C!='ms, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FRANCES DENMEAD. 


Mr. MAYBURY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced a bill (H. H. 
1214) for the relief of Frances Denmead; which was read a first and 
tee time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

; MARCUS A. RENO. 

Mr. MAYBURY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1215) for the relief of Marcus A. Reno; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. MARY M’INTOSH. 


Mr, MAYBURY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1216) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary McIntosh, widow 
of Lieutenant McIntosh, Seventh Cavalry, United States Army; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES MILLINGER. 
Mr. MAYBURY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1217) for the relief of James Millinger; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, an: ordered to be 


printed. 


MARIA V. BROWN. 

Mr. MAYBURY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1218) for the reliefof Maria V. Brown, assignee; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MRS. ELIZA E. HEBERT. k 

Mr. MAYBURY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1219) for the relief of Mrs. Eliza E. Hebert, widow of Jules J. Hebert, 
deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS STATEN ISLAND SOUND. 

Mr. MAYBURY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced a bill (H. R, 
1220) to authorize the construction of a bridge across Staten Island 
Sound, known as Arthur Kill, and to establish the same as a post-road; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES COURTS AT SAGINAW, MICII. 


Mr. TARSNEY (by Mr. CARLETON) introduced a bill (H. R. 1221) 
to provide for holding the terms of the circuit and district courts of 
the United States for the eastern district of Michigan at East Saginaw, 
in said district; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF SECTION 4453 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. TARSNEY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1222) to repeal section 4458 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF CAPTAINS, PILOTS, AND MATES ON STEAM-VESSELS. 

Mr. TARSNEY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1223) for the relief of captains, pilots, and mates on steam-vessels; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

PUBLIC BUILDING, EAST SAGINAW, MICH. 

Mr. TARSNEY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1224) for the erection of a public building at East inaw, Mich. ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

EVIDENCE IN PENSION CASES. 

Mr. TARSNEY (by Mr. CARLETON) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1225) to regulate evidence in certain cases in the Pension Office of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

‘ CULTIVATION OF SUGAR. 

Mr. O’DONNEBL introduced a bill (H. R. 1226) to repeal the duty 
on sugar and provide for the payment of a bounty for the cultivation 
of sugar in the United States of America; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and or- 


; dered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, JACKSON, MICH. 

Mr. O’DONNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1227) to provide for 
the construction of a public building at Jackson, in the State of Michi- 
gan; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

HARRY B. AND GRACE A. HARRINGTON. 

Mr. O’DONNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1228) granting a pen- 
sion to Harry B. Harrington and Grace A. Harrington; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. Š 

FREEMAN W. HOWE. 

Mr. O'DONNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1229) granting a pen- 
sion to Freeman W. Howe; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA CAMPBELL. 

Mr. DONNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1230) granting a pen- 
sion to Eliza Campbell; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 

ELIJAH BOTTOMLEY. 

Mr. O'DONNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1231) granting a pen- 
sion to Elijah Bottomley; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

; GEORGE W. BOWKER. 

Mr. O’DONNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1232) granting a pen- 
sion to George W. Bowker; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT MARQUETTE, MICH. 


Mr. MOFFATT introduced a bill (H. R. 1233) to increase the appro- 
priation for the erection of a public building at Marquette, Mich.; 
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which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
DELBERT DORMAN. 

Mr. COMSTOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 1234) for the relief of Del- 
bert Dorman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES KENNEY. 

Mr. COMSTOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 1235) for the relief of 
James Kenney; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FELIX M’KITTRICK. 


Mr. COMSTOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 1236) providing for 
the payment of the claim of Felix McKittrick; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT GRAND HAVEN, MICH. 


Mr. COMSTOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 1237) to provide for 
the erection of public buildings at Grand Haven, Mich.; which wasread 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


TIMBER-CULTURE. 


Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 1238) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to encourage the growth of timber on the Western prairies,” 
approved June 14, 1878; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


SETTLERS ON RAILROAD LANDS. 


Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1239) for the relief of set- 
tlers on railroad lands; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1240) to reduce the price 
of public lands within railroad limits; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1241) relating to the pub- 
lic lands and to provide for the classification and ition of the pine- 
timber lands belonging to the public domain; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

. SWAMP LANDS IN MINNESOTA. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1242) for the relief of cer- 
tain settlers on swamp ta; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 


MILITIA. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1243) to amend section 1661 
of the Revised Statutes, making an annual appropriation to provide 
arms for the militia; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Militia, and ordered to be printed: 

GEORGE STORRS. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1244) for the relief of 
George Storrs; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF SHAKOPEE, MINN. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1245) to authorize the in- 
crease of the capital stock of the First National Bank of Shakopee, Minn. ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

SIOUX WAR, MINNESOTA. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1246) for the relief of cit- 
izens who were engaged in the suppression of the Sioux Indian war in 
Minnesota in 1862; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ISABELLA H. SILVEY. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1247) granting an increase 
of pension to Isabella H. Silvey; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY M. TAYLOR. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1248) for the reliefof Mary 
M. Taylor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET T. RYAN. 
Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1249) forthe relief of Mar- 


tT. Ryan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Commies on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES R. BLAIR. 
Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, introduced a bill (H. R. 1250) for the re- 
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lief of Charles R. Blair; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
EDWARD PENDERGAST. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1251) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Edward Pendergast; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EUGENIA A. SMALLEY. 

Mr, WHITE, of Minnesota, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1252) 
ing a pension to Eugenia A. Smalley and her children; whi 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL BANK OF WINONA. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1253) to 
change the name of the National Bank of Winona; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY HOFF. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1254) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Hoff; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC MOORE. 
. Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1255) grant- 
ing a pension to Isaac Moore; which was read a first and second time, re- 


_ | ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES HEALY. 
Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1256) for the 
relief of James Healy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. ASLANG O. STUGO. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1257) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mrs. Aslang O. Stugo; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

H. K. BELDING. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1258) for 
the relief of H. K. Belding; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ABIGAIL WEYMOUTH. ` 

Mr, WHITE, of Minnesota, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1259) grant- 
ing a pension to Abigail Weymouth; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FIRST NATIONAL BANK, MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 

Mr. GILFILLAN introduced a bill (H. R. 1260) to authorize the in- 
crease of the capital stock of the First National Bank of Minneapolis, 
Minn., not to exceed $2,000,000; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HENRY A. PAUS. 

Mr. GILFILLAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1261) for the relief 
of Henry A. Paus; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN COOK. 


Mr. GILFILLAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1262) for the relief of 
the estate of John Cook; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JARED D. WHEELOCK. 


Mr. GILFILLAN (by request) also introduced æ bill (H. R. 1263) 
granting a pension to Jared D. Wheelock; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GEORGE F. ROBERTS. 

Mr. GILFILLAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1264) for the relief of 
George F. Roberts, administrator of the estate of William B. Thayer, 
deceased, surviving partner of Thayer Brothers, and others; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES D. WOOD. 

Mr. GILFILLAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1265) for the relief of 
James D. Wood; which was reada first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
A message in writing was received from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries, announcing that the President had approved and 
, December 21, 1885, joint resolution (H. Res. 2) to pay the officers 
and employ és of the Senateand Houseof Representatives their respective 
salaries for the month of December, 1885, on the 21st day of said month, 


1886. 
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and that he had approved and signed, December 26, 1885, joint resolu- | second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 


tion (H. Res. 1) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to use a por- 
tion of the Interior fund to fit up rooms for the Commissioner of Patents. 
EXTENSION OF FREE LIST. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (H. R. 1266) to place hemp, manila, 
sisal grass, and all thread, twine, rope, and from the same on 
the free list; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, TWO HARBORS, MINN. 

Mr. NELSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1267) relating to the con- 
struction of alight-house at Two Harbors, Minn. ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, DULUTH, MINN. 

Mr. NELSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1268) to provide for the 
construction of a public building in the city of Duluth, Minn.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


RED LAKE INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. NELSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1269) in relation to the 
Red Lake Indian reservation, ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DAM ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. NELSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1270) to authorize the 
Mississippi Water Power and Boom Company, of Brainerd, Minn., to 
construct a dam across the Mississippi River; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

NORTHERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT, MINNESOTA. 

Mr. NELSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1271) to establish the 
northern judicial district of Minnesota; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

BASIL H. BEAULEIU. 

Mr. NELSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1272) to refer the claim 
of Basil H. Beauleiu and others to the orko paige by wo vermecagic 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL J. BROWN. 


Mr. NELSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1273) for the relief of 
Samuel J. Brown; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES L. KASSON. 

Mr. NELSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1274) granting a pension 
to James L. Kasson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM TURYILLE. 

Mr. NELSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1275) granting a pension 
to William Turville; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN WADDAMS. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD introduced a bill (H. R. 1276) for the relief of 
John Waddams; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHANNA RABERLE, 

Mr. WAKEFIELD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1277) for the relief 
of Johanna Raberle; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANN BIRD. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1278) granting a 
pension to Ann Bird AR gh DO CEng Se. wre which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the ittee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DARIUS M. SEAMAN. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1279) granting a 
pension to Darius M. Seaman; which was read a first and second time, 
Teferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
FERRY ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1280) to authorize 
Frank W. Hunt to erect and maintain a ferry across the Missouri River 
at the military reservation of Fort Buford, Dak.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

JOHANNA PAUL AND ANNA KABERLA. 

Mr. WAKEFIELDalso introduced a bill (H. R. 1281 a 

sion to Johanna Paul and Anna Kaberla; Meats was hp i on 


to be printed. 
WILLIAM L. SLOAN. 
Mr. WAKEFIELD alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 1282) granting a pen- 
sion to William L. Sloan; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES D. HATCH. 
Mr. WAKEFIELD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1283) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles D. Hatch; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


OFFICERS’ ACCOUNTS. 

Mr. WAKEFIELDalso introduced a bill (H. R. 1284) tocontinue the 
act to authorize the settlement of the accounts of officers of the Army 
and Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ELI WEBB. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1285) for the relief 
of Eli Webb; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ANGELINE BROMAGHIN. 


Mr. WAKEFIELD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1286) granting a 
pension to Angeline Bromaghin, of Janesville, Minn.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

GULF AND SHIP ISLAND RAILROAD. 


Mr. BARKSDALE introduced a bill (H. R. 1287) to extend the time 
for building the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad in the State of Missis- 
sippi, and continuing the land grant for the same; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

COINAGE OF STANDARD SILVER DOLLARS. 

Mr. BARKSDALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1288) to remove the 
restrictions on the coinage of the standard silver dollar imposed by 
the act of February 28, 1878, and to coin the same on the same condi- 
tions ibed for gold; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


' 


UNPAID WAR TAXES. 

Mr. BARKSDALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1289) to prevent the 
unpaid war taxes under the act of August 5, 1861, and acts amenda- 
tory thereof from being held as set-offs against the States having claims 
against the General Government; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 

Mr. BARKSDALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1290) granting pen- 
sions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. BARKSDALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1291) to repeal sec- 
tion 4 of an act approved March 3, 1883, providing for and limiting 
the investigation of claims against the United States by the Court of 
Claims; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. KATE MILLER. 


Mr. BARKSDALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1292) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Kate Miller, widow of Joseph H. Miller; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN CLEARY. 

Mr. BARKSDALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1293) for the relief of 
John Cleary; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN F. JONES. 

Mr. BARKSDALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1294) for the relief 
of Benjamin F. Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM EVANS. 

Mr. BARKSDALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1295) for the relief 
of William Evans; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and’ordered to be printed. 

JOHN L. LAKE, JR. 

Mr. BARKSDALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1296) for the relief 
of John L. Lake, jr.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CORRESPONDENCE OF W. VAN MURRAY. 
Mr. BARKSDALE also submitted a resolution to ingnire into the 
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expediency of purchasing the diplomatic correspondence of William 
Van Murray for the use of the Congressional Library; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library. 

CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY. 

Mr, SINGLETON introduced a bill (H, R. 1297) authorizing the 
construction of a building for the accommodation of the Congressional 
Library; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I want unanimous consent that the diagram ac- 
compaoying the bill and showing the proposed location be printed 
with it, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

EXPENSE OF PUBLIC PRINTING, ETC. 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1298) to reduce the ex- 
pense of the public binding and printing, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing, and ordered to be printed. 

L. B. F. CHAMPION. 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1299) for the relief 
of L. B. F. Champion; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PASCHAL D. HAMMACK. 
Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1300) for the relief 
of Paschal D. Hammack; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HELEN LOGGINS. 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1301) for the relief of 
Helen Loggins, administratrix; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILEY A. PULLIN. 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1302) for the relief 
of Wiley A. Pullin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL HERD. i 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1303) for the relief 
of Samuel Herd; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES G. GILMER. 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1304) for the relief 
of Charles G. Gilmer; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM F. HARALSON. 


Mr. SINGLETON also intioduced a bill (H. R. 1305) for the relief 
of William F. Haralson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


A MARGARET CHAMPION. 
Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1306) for the relief 


of Margaret Champion; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JULIA A. THOMAS, ADMINISTRATRIX. 


Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1307) for the relief 
of Julia A. Thomas, administratrix of Josh G. Greer, deceased; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TURNER BABBITT. 


Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1308) for the relief 
of Turner Babbitt; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES H. JOHNSON. 
Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1309) for the relief of 
Charles H. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


T. J. DENSON, ADMINISTRATOR. 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1310) for the relief of 
T. J. Denson, administrator of the estate of George W. McCabe; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC HARALSON. 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1311) for the relief of 
Isaac Haralson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCES E. GIBSON. 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1312) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Frances E, Gibson; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 


L. B. F. CHAMPION. 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1313) for the relief of 
L. B. F. Champion; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

W. H. WALLACE, ADMINISTRATOR. 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1314) for the relief of 
W.H. Wallace, administrator; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANKLIN SESSIONS, 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1315) for the relief of 
Franklin Sessions; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RUTH SUMMERS, ADMINISTRATRIX. 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1316) for the relief of 
Ruth Summers, administratrix; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE C. HARPER. 


Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1317) for the relief 
of George C. Harper; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER P. STEWART. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (H. R. 1318) for the relief of Alex- 
ander P. Stewart from disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT D. FORT. 

Mr. MORGAN also introduced a bill (H. R, 1319) to increase the 
pension of Robert D. Fort; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH D. HERROD. 

Mr. MORGAN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1329) for 
the relief of Sarah D. Herrod; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and orderedto be printed. 


AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATIONS. 


Mr. ALLEN (by Mr. MorGan) introduced a bill (H, R. 1321) to 
establish agricultural experiment stations in connection with the col- 
leges established in the several States under the provisions of the act 
approved July 2, 1882, and of acts supplementary thereto; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS KILLEEN. 

Mr, MORGAN (by request) introduced a bill og R. 1322) to place 
the name of Francis Killeen on the ion-roll; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printe.. 

WILLIAM KILLEEN. 

Mr. MORGAN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1323) to 
place the name of William Killeen on the pension-roll; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF JOHN C. THOMPSON, DECEASED. 

Mr. MORGAN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1324) for 
the relief of the estate of John C. Thompson, deceased; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

THOMAS D. FRENCH. 

Mr. CATCHINGS introduced a bill (H. R. 1325) for the relief of 
Thomas D. French, of Vicksburg, Miss.; which was read a first and 
secon = time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MRS. ROWENA CLARKE. 

Mr. CATCHINGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1326) for the relief 
of Mrs. Rowena Clarke, of Mississippi; which was read a first and sec- 
ond ee referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LOUISA 0. LOVELL AND OTHERS. 

Mr. CATCHINGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1327) for the relief of 
Louisa O. Lovell and others; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT VICKSBURG, MISS. 

Mr. CATCHINGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1328) to provide a 
building for the use of the United States courts, post-office, customs 
offices, and internal-revenue office at Vicksburg, Miss.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committce on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF HARPER P. HUNT, DECEASED. 

Mr. CATCHINGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1329) for the relief of 

the heirs of Harper P. Hunt, deceased; which was read a first and sec- 
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ond time, referred to the Committce on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


MARTIN TAYLOR. ‘ 

Mr. CATCHINGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1330) granting a pen- 
sion to Martin Taylor; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensicrs, and ordered to be printed. 

MADELEINE VINTON DAHLGREN, 

Mr. VAN EATON introduced a bill (H. R. 1331) for the relief of 
Madeleine Vinton Dahlgren, widow of the late Rear-Admiral John A. 
Dahlgren, United States Navy, and administratrix of his estate; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JULIA A. NUTT. 

Mr. VAN EATON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1332) for the relief 
of Julia A. Nutt, widow and executrix of Haller Nutt, deceased; whiclr 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY M. ST. JOHN. 

Mr. VAN EATON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1333) for the relief of 
Mary M. St. John; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committec on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JANE JONES. 

Mr. VAN EATON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1334) for the relief 
of Jane Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB MASSIER. 

Mr. VAN EATON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1335) for the relief of 
Jacob Massier; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE OVER BAYOU BARNARD, MISS. 

Mr. VAN EATON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1336) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge over Bayou Barnard, in the State of Mississippi; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PROTESTANT ORPHAN ASYLUM, NATCIIEZ, “MISS. 

Mr. VAN EATON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1337) for the relief of 
the Protestant Orphan Asylum of Natchez, in the State of Mississippi; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MILTON S. SIRK. 

Mr. VAN EATON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1338) for the relief of 
Milton S. Shirk; which was read-a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CASIMER SUFFEZYNSKI. 

Mr. VAN EATON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1339) for the relief of 
Casimer Suffezynski; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

W. J. POITEVENT. 

Mr. VAN EATON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1340) for the relief of 
W. J. Poitevent; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
_ Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL CEMETERY, NATCIIEZ, MISS. 

Mr. VAN EATON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1341) to construct a 
road to the national cemetery at Natchez, Miss.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. POITEVENT. 

Mr. VAN EATON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1342) for the relief 
of William J. Poitevent; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FREE LUMBER. 

Mr. DOCKERY introduced a bill (H. R. 1343) to exempt from cus- 
toms duties all timber and lumber used in the construction of houses, 
fences, ships, steam-vessels, barges, and other boats; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

. WILLIAM H. H, GILLESPIE. 

Mr. DOCKERY also introduced a bill (H. R, 1344) granting a pen- 
sion to William H. H. Gillespie; which was read a first and second 
time, Aig’ to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. . 

NATHANIEL H. BLAKELY. 

Mr. DOCKERY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1345) granting a pen- 
sion to Nathaniel H. Blakely; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT A. HEWITT. 

Mr. DOCKERY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1346) restoring to the 

pension-roll the name of Robert A. Hewitt; which was read a first and 
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second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
ALEXANDER EVANS. 

Mr. DOCKERY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1347) granting a pen- 
sion to Alexander Evans; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PERNEITA HENDLEY. 

Mr. DOCKERY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1348) for the relief of 
Pernetta Hendley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM R. PRICE. 

Mr. DOCKERY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1349) for the relief of 
William R. Price; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF J. J. GALTNEY, DECEASED. 

Mr. DOCKERY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1350) for the relief of 
thé heirs of J. J. Galtney, deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ANDREW J. FULLER. 

Mr. DOCKERY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1351) to restore to the 
pension-roll the name of Andrew J. Faller; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid: Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ISAAC CHENOWETH. 

Mr. DOCKERY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1352) granting a pen- 
sion to Isaac Chenoweth; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMITTEE CLERKS. 

Mr. DOCKERY also submitted the following resolution; which was 

referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts be, and it is hereby, authorized and 
directed to designate the committees which,in the judgment of the said com- 
mittee, should be allowed clerks for the proceed Congress under the legislative. 
judicial, and executive appropriation bill for the year ending June 39, 1886, and 
report to the House without delay for its action thereon, 


JOUN HOW, INDIAN AGENT. 


Mr. DOCKERY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1353) for the relief of 
the estate of John How, Indian agent, and his sureties; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

CLERK POST-OFFICE COMMITTEE. 


Mr. DOCKERY also submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the clerkship of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads be, and the same is hereby, declared an annual clerkship, with compen- 
sation of $2,000 per annum, and that the Clerk of the House is hereby autho. 
to pay the clerk of said committee out of the contingent fund for the present ses- 
sion compensation at the aboye rate. 


BUCKNER BILL. 


Mr. DOCKERY also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Missouri, relating to legislation to defeat the Buckner bill to 
suspend the further coinage of silver; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

FEDERAL RECEIVERS. 

Mr. DOCKERY also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Missouri, relating to legislation authorizing receivers of rail- 
road companies appointed by Federal courts to be sued in local State 
courts and preserve the right of trial by jury in such suits; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. . 

PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS OF MEXICAN WAR. 


Mr. DOCKERY also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legisla~ 
ture of Missouri, favoring the passage of the bill giving pensions to the 
surviving soldiers of the Mexican war; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

MISSOURI WAR DEBT 

Mr. DOCKERY also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Missouri, requesting legislation for the auditing and adjusting 
the war debt of Missouri and providing for the appointment of a com- 
missioner for determining the same; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

RODNEY D. WELLS. 

Mr. GLOVER (by Mr. DockEry) introduced a bill (H. R. 1354) for 
the relief of Rodney D. Wells; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER KUMPF. 

Mr. GLOVER (by Mr. Dockery) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1355) 
for the relief of Peter Kumpf; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES CUSTOM-HOUSE AT KANSAS CITY, MO. 
Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 1356) making 
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an appropriation for the extension and enlargement of the United States 
custom-house at Kansas City, Mo.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1357) au- 
thorizing the Court of Claims to hear and determine certain claims; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ASSIGNMENT OF RETIRED OFFICERS, UNITED STATES ARMY. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1358) au- 
thorizing the assignment of retired officers, United States Army, to cer- 
tain duties; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HOMES FOR INDIANS, ETC. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1359) to 
provide homes for Indians and for the distribution of certain surplus 
lands; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1360) to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at some 
aecessible point within ten miles below and five miles above the city 
of Kansas City, Mo.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

NIVA D. GWYNNE. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1361) grant- 
ing a pension to Niva D. Gwynne; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

M. B. MOSELY. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1362) for 
the relief of M. B. Mosely; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M. ROBESON. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1363) for 
the relief of the legal representatives of John-M. Robeson, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS TO TELEGRAPH OPERATORS. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1364) for 
the relief of telegraph rs during the war; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES BRICE. s 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1365) for 
the relief of James Brice; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BOGGS & ALLEN. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1366) for 
the relief of Boggs & Allen; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS G. NEWMAN. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1367) to 
place the name of Thomas G. Newman upon the pension-roll; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

- MARGARET BLAKE. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1368) for 
the relief of Margaret Blake; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE H. PERKINS. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1369) grant- 
ing a pension to George H. Perkins ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LYDIA A. MAGILL. 
Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1370) for the 
relief of Lydia A. Magill, administratrix of the estate of John C. Ma- 
ill, deceased ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
mimittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN A. 8. TUTT: ~ 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 1371) for the 
relief of the heirs of John A. S. Tutt, deceased ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SWAMP AND OYERFLOWED LANDS. 

Mr. HEARD introduced a bill (H. R. 1372) to extend the provisions 

of an act approved March 2, 1855, entitled, ‘‘An act for the relief of 


purchasers and locators of swamp and overflowed lands, and for other 
purposes ;’’ which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


* INTEREST ON WAR LOANS. 


Mr. HEARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1373) to reimburse the 
several States for interest paid on war loans, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MISSOURI HOME GUARD. 
Mr. HEARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1374) to authorize the 
of War to furnish certificates of the discharge of certain mem- 
bers of the Missouri Home Guard; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 
i AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATIONS. 

Mr. HEARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1375) to establish agricult- 
ural experiment stations in connection with the colleges established 
in the several States and Territories under the provisions of an act ap- 
proved July 2, 1862, and an act supplementary thereto; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, SEDALIA, MO. 

Mr. HEARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1376) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public buildingin the city of Sedahia, in the State of Missouri; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


MISSOURI WAR CLAIMS. 


Mr. HEARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1377) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the to cause to be examined certain vouchers filed or 
to be filed by theState of Missouri, or heragentoragents, forsumsclaimed 
to be due from the Government of the United States on account of pay- 
ments made by said State since A pril 22, 1882, to the officers and enlisted 
men of her militia forces for military services rendered to the United 
States in the suppression of the rebellion, as evidenced by the proper pay- 
rolls heretofore filed with, examined and accepted by, the Government of 
the United States, and to report to Congress; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ALFRED HEAD. 

Mr. HEARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1378) for the relief of Alfred 
Head; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EUGENE WELLS. 

Mr. HEARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1379) for the relief Eugene 
Wells; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Militarv Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


W. G. WEAR. 


Mr. HEARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1380) for the relief of W. 
G. Wear; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH M. PILKINGTON. s 
Mr. HEARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1381) for the relief of Joseph ` 
M. Pilkington; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARIA E. WARFIELD. 
Mr. HEARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1382) for the relief of 
Maria E. Warfield; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


- MISSOURI JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 1383) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to divide the western district of Missouri into 
two divisions, and to prescribe the times and places of holding courts 
therein, and for other purposes,” approved January 21, 1879, so as to 
divide the western district of Missouri into three divisions, and to pre- 
scribe the times and places for holding courts therein, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SUITS AGAINST RECEIVERS, ETC. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1384) to au- 
thorize certain suits in the courts of a State against receivers or other 
trustees appointed by the circuit courts of the United States in certain 
cases, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES CIRCUIT COURTS. ` 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1385) to de- 
termine the jurisdiction of the circuit courts of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
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THOMAS N. LOYD. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri (by request), also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1386) granting a pension to Thomas N. Loyd; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SAMUEL CONES. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1387) for the 
relief of Samuel Cones; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HARMON CONLEY. 
Mr. STONE, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1388) forthe 


relief of Harmon Conley; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ACCOUNTS OF ARMY OFFICERS. 

Mr. WADE introduced a bill (H. R. 1389) to provide for the settle- 
ment of the accounts of officers of the Army who served during the war 
of the rebellion; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

J. J. GIDEON, 

Mr. WADE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1390) for the relief of J. J. 
Gideon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SPRINGFIELD, MO. 


Mr. WADE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1391) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in Springfield, Mo.; which was read a 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

8. 8. ROBINSON. 

Mr. WADE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1392) to restore the name 
of S. S. Robinson, late of the Sixteenth United States Infantry, to the 
Army, and place him on the retired-list; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LEYI KOONTZ, 

Mr. WADE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1393) for the relief of Levi 
Koontz; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

>- W. B. ADCOCK. 

Mr. WADE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1394) for the relief of W. 
B. Adcock; which wasread a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

V. L. WIGGINS. 

Mr. WADE also introduced a bill (H: R. 1395) to pension V. L. Wig- 
gins, late private of Company F, Fourth Illinois Cavalry Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTIN KIRK. 

Mr. WADE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1396) for the relief of Mar- 
tin Kirk, late private in Company E, Eighth Regiment Missouri Cav- 
alry Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BENNETT D. BAILEY. 

Mr. WADE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1397) for the relief of Ben- 
nett D. Bailey, First Arkansas Cavalry Volunteers; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SILAS 8. WHITE. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, introduced a bill (H. R. 1398) to grant 
a pension to Silas 8. White; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PHEBE MARTIN. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, also introduced a bill (H.R. 1399) 
granting a pension to Phebe Martin; which was read a first and second 
time, pi to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ALBERT COTTON. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1400) to 
relieve Albert Cotton from the charge of desertion; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BEATRICE, NEBR. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1401) for 
the erection of a public building at the city of Beatrice, Nebr.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS AT NEBRASKA CITY. 
Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1402) to 


printed. 


provide for the holding of the terms of the district and circuit courts 
of the United States at Nebraska City, Nebr.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

_ JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN NEBRASKA. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1403) to 
divide the State of Nebraska into two judicial districts; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. > 
FILING OF TRANSCRIPTS OF JUDGMENTS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1404) 

iring transcripts of judgments obtained in the United States courts 
to be filed with county officers having charge of judgment records in 
certain cases; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
ANDREW M. JORDON. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1405) 
granting a pension to Andrew M. Jordon; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

SIMMONS W. HARDEN. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1406) 
granting a pension to Simmons W. Harden; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

EXTENSION OF PROVISIONS OF ACT OF JUNE 10, 1890. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1407) to 
extend the provisions of the act of June 10, 1880, entitled ‘An act to 
amend the statutes in relation to the immediate ‘transportation of du- 
tiable goods, and for other purposes,’’ to the port of Omaha, State of 
Nebraska; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

WALTER NELSON. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1408) for 
the relief of Walter Nelson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JEREMIAH BUFFINGTON. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1409) 
granting a pension to Jeremiah Buffington; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on "Pensions, and ordered to be 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. | 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1410) de- 
claring the time the costs of surveying, selecting, and conveying should 
have been paid by the railroad company under the Pacific railroad 
acts, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI NEAR NEBRASKA CITY. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1411) to 
amend an act authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Mis- 
souri River opposite to or within the corporate limits of Nebraska City, 
Nebraska, approved June 4, 1872; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

INSTRUCTIONS TO JURIES IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1412) to 
provide that judges of the United States circuit and district courts shall 
reduce their instructions to juries to writing in all States wherein by 
the laws thereof State judges are required so to do; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF SETTLERS ON THE PUBLIO DOMAIN, NEBRASKA. 

Mr. LAIRD introduced a bill (H. R. 1413) for the relief of settlers 
and purchasers of lands on the public domain in the States of Nebraska 
and Kansas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FORFEITURE OF LANDS FOR RAILOAD AND TELEGRAPH LINES. 

Mr, LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1414) forfeiting to the United 
States all lands heretofore granted by Congress in aid of the construc- 
tion of railroad or telegraph lines upon which the cost of surveying, 
selecting, and conveying have not been paid, as required by Jaw; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ACQUISITION OF PROPERTY BY ALIENS. 


„Mr. LAIRD introduced a bill (H. R. 1415) to prevent the acquisition 
of property by aliens, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


GEORGE S, COMSTOCK. 
Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1416) forthe relief of George 
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S. Comstock; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES BAINTER. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1417) for the relief of James 
Bainter; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

% HENRY MARTIN. 

___ Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1418) for the relief of Henry 
Martin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MOSES FULLINGTON. É 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1419) granting a pension 
to Moses Fullington; which was read a first and second time, referr 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. . 

WESLEY MONTGOMERY. ; 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1420) for the relief of Wes- 
ley Montgomery; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN C. MONROE. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1421) to rerate the pension 
of Stephen C. Monroe; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JUDGMENTS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1422) requiring transcripts 
of judgments obtained in United States courts to be filed with county 
officers having charge of judgment records in certain cases; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PROOF IN PENSION CASES, 


Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H.R. 1423) regulating the proof 
required in certain pension cases, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. i 

JOHN H. WHITAKER. 


Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1424) forthe relief of John 
H. Whitaker, guardian; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DELIA G. WEBBER. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1425) granting a pension 
to Delia G. Webber; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PATSEY JACKSON. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1426) granting a pension to 
Patsey Jackson, widow of the late James 8. Jackson, brigadier-general, 
United States Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

OFFICERS OF VOLUNTEER ARMY. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1427) for the relief of cer- 
tain officers of the volunteer army, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN F. POPE. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1428) to confirm the title 
of Benjamin F. Pope to his office of assistant surgeon in the Army of 
the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN NEBRASKA. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1429) to provide for the 
holding of a term of the district and circuit courts of the United States 
at Hastings, Nebr.; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID STONECYPHER. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1430) for the relief of David 
Stonecypher; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF HOSPITAL STEWARDS. A 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1431) to equalize the pay 
of hospital stewards of the Army with that of other officers of likè rank; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. TIBBITS. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1432) for the relief of W. 
H. Tibbits; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES H. HOLT. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1433) for the relief of 
Charles H. Holt; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT HASTINGS, NEBR. ? 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1434) for the erection of a 
public building at Hastings, Nebr. ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE $. FISHER. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H; R, 1435) to reimburse George 
S. Fisher for losses sustained by fire in Japan, November 26, 1866; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

INFANTRY BRANCH OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1436) to increase the effi- 
ciency of the infantry branch of the Army; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. ¢ 
BRANCH SOLDIERS’ HOME. 


Mr. LAIRD aiso introduced a bill (H. R. 1437) to authorize the lo- 
cation of a branch home for volunteer disabled soldiers in either of the 
States of Iowa, Minnesota, Nebraska, Colorado or Dakota Territory, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LIMITATION OF ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1438) to remove the lim- 
itation in the payment of arrears of pensions; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee ou Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. i 

DANIEL M’ALPIN. 


Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1439) for the relief of Dan- 
iel McAlpin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN BENSON. 
Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1440) granting a pension 
to John Benson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


EDWARD HILL. 


Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1441) granting increase of 
pension to Edward Hill, late of the Sixteenth Michigan Volunteer In- 
fantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TWO NEW CAVALRY REGIMENTS. 


Mr. LAIRD also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res, 41) author- 
izing the President of the United States to raise two regiments of vol- 
unteer cavalry in the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona to sup- 
press Indian hostilities therein; which was read a first and second time, 
referred -to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AGRICULTURAL LANDS. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 42) request- 
ing the Commissioner of the General Land Office to furnish certain in- 
formation to Congress concerning the suspension of the issuance of pat- 
ents to lands taken by settlers thereon pursuant to law, and requiring 
that officer to pass to patent all agricultural lands taken pursuant to 
law against which no contest is pending or against which no specific 
charge is proved or pending; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

LAND-GRANT RAILROADS. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 43) directing 
the-Secretary of the Interior to require all land-grant railroads to file a 
release of lands covered by the terms of their grants before taking other 
lands in lieu thereof, and for other p ; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

EDWARD W, M’GINNIS. 


Mr. LAIRD (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1442) for the 
relief of Edward W. McGinnis; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE A. IAEGER. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1443) for the relief of George 
A. Iaeger; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD BYRNE. 


Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1444) for the relief of Ed- 
ward Byrne; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY M’INTOSH. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1445) granting an increase 
of pension to Mrs. Mary McIntosh; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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FRANCIS DENMEAD, 


ADDIE L. MACOMBER, 


Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1446) for the relief of Francis | Mr. GALLINGER (by Mr. Haynes) also introduced a bill (H. R. 


Denmead; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARCUS A. RENO. 
Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1447) for the relief of Mar- 
cus A. Reno; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ADDITIONAL LAND OFFICES. 

Mr. DORSEY introduced a bill (H. R. 1448) to establish two addi- 
tional land offices in the State of Nebraska; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HENRY B. JAY. 

Mr. DORSEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1449) to remove the charge 
of desertion from military record of Henry B. Jay; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES B. SIGNOR. 

Mr. DORSEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1450) for the relief of 
Charles B. Signor; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

OTTO SCHITTLER. 

Mr. DORSEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1451) granting a pension 
to Otto Schittler, late assistant surgeon One hundred and twenty-ninth 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second 
time, pets to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

D. 0. ADKINSON. 

Mr. WOODBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 1452) for the relief of D. 
O. Adkinson, postmaster of Virginia City, Nev.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN H. KINKEAD AND OTHERS. 

Mr. WOODBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1453) referring to 
the Court of Claims for adjudication the claims of John H. Kinkead, 
Samuel Sussman, and Charles O. Wood; which was read a first and 
So time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELECTION OF SENATORS. 

Mr. GALLINGER (by Mr. HAYNES) introduced a bill (H. R. 1454) 
to amend section 14 of the Revised Statutes of the United States con- 
cerning the election of Senators; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


LYSANDER II. CARROLL. 

Mr. GALLINGER (by Mr. HAYNES) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1455) for the relief of Lysander H. Carroll; which was read a first and 
baru se time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LYDIA A. NELSON. - 

Mr. GALLINGER (by Mr. Haynes) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1456) granting a pension to Lydia A. Nelson; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EDWARD B. HOLT, 

Mr. GALLINGER (by Mr. HAYNEs) al® introduced a bill (H. R. 
1457) granting an increase of pension to Edward B. Holt; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


NATHANIEL W. DAVIS. 

Mr. GALLINGER (by Mr. Haynes) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1458) granting a pension to Nathaniel W. Davis; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

M. LOUISE BUTLER. 

Mr. GALLINGER (by Mr. HAYNES) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1459) granting an increase of pension to M. Louise Butler; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES H. ORDWAY. 


Mr. GALLINGER (by Mr. Haynes) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1460) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. Ordway; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. R 

LISETTA W. SPAULDING. 


Mr. GALLINGER (by Mr. HAYNES) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1461) granting a pension to Lisetta W. Spaulding; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


1462) granting a pension to Addie L. Macomber; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. : 

DANIEL MARCY. 

Mr. HAYNES introduced a bill (H. R. 1463) directing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to refand money wrongfully paid for duties on imports 
by Daniel Marcy; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID WEBSTER. 

Mr. HAYNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1464) for the relief of 
David Webster; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TELHGRAPH OPERATORS DURING THE WAR. 

Mr. HAYNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1465) for the relief of tele- 
graph operators during the war; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD Woop. 

Mr. HAYNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1466) regulating the re- 
tired pay and allowances to Richard Wood, United States Marine Corps; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committtee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, DOVER, N. H. 

Mr. HAYNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1467) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Dover, in the State of New 
Hampshire; which was a first and second time, referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN P. DAVIS. 

Mr. HAYNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1468) increasing the pen- 
sion of John P. Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LOIS HOLT. 

Mr. HAYNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1469) granting a pension 
te Lois Holt; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN E. LITTLE. 

Mr. HAYNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1470) granting a pension 
to John E. Little; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW J. HILL. 

Mr. HAYNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1471) increasing the pen- 
sion of Andrew J. Hill; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY MURPHY. 

Mr. HAYNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1472) granting a pension 
to Mary Murphy; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY CARR. 

Mr. HAYNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1473) granting a pension 
to Mary Carr; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY G. COLBY 

Mr. HAYNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1474) granting a pension 
to Mary G. Colby; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET FLAHERTY. 

Mr. HAYNES alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 1475) granting a pension 
O MOTERA ADIT telat RNA EA a Fergie 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH H. ADAMS. \ 

Mr. HAYNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1476) granting a pension 
to Joseph H. Adams; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRAUDULENT ENTRIES ON PUBLIC DOMAIN, 

Mr. McADOO introduced a bill (H. R. 1477) to prevent frandulent en- 
tries on the public domain and to preserve the same for actual settlers 
in good faith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

VOTERS AND OFFICERS IN TERRITORIES, i 

Mr. McADOO also introduced a bill (H. R. 1478) to prevent certain 
saree d from voting at elections or holding office in the Territories of the 

nited States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

ALIENS ON PUBLIC LANDS. | 

Mr. McADOO also introduced a bill (H. R. 1479) to prevent aliens 
other than buna fide settlers from owning or leasing or using for grag, 
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ing purposes lands in the Territories of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
JOSEPH E. MOORE. 
`- Mr. MCADOO also introduced a bill (H. R. 1480) for the relief of 
Joseph E. Moore; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ANN LOCKWOOD. 


Mr. MCADOO also introduced a bill (H. R. 1481) for the relief of 
Ann Lockwood; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
SURVIVORS OF THE CUMBERLAND. 


Mr. McADOO also introduced a bill (H. R. 1482) to provide suita- 
ble medals for the survivors of the officers and crew of the United States 
sloop-of-war Cumberland; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ELECTION OF PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. McADOO also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 44) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States for uni- 
formity as to the day for choosing Presidential electors, and forbidding 
the voting for any other officers save Representatives in Congress at 
said election of President and Vice-President; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Select Committee on the Election of 
President and Vice-President, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT PATERSON, N. J. 

Mr. PHELPS introduced a bill (H. R. 1483) for the erection of a 
public building in Paterson, N. J.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HANNAH STEVENTON. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1484) to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Hannah Steventon; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. A. B. ALEXANDER. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1485) for the relief of 
Mrs. A. B. Alexander; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BATTLEFIELDS OF THE REVOLUTION. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1486) to encourage soci- 
eties of the vici to erect monuments on the few important battle- 
fields of the Revolution yet unmarked; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WASHINGTON’S HEADQUARTERS AT MORRISTOWN, N. J. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 45) to en- 
large and improve Washington’s headquarters, at Morristown, N. J.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

PROTECTION OF FISHERIES. 

Mr. HIRES introduced a bill (H. R. 1487) for the protection of fish- 
eries on the Atlantic coast; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, CAMDEN, N. J. 

Mr. HIRES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1488) for the erection of a 
public building at Camden, N. J.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BENRY R. PIERSON. 

Mr. HIRES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1489) granting a pension to 
Henry R. Pierson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMY STANTON. 

Mr, HIRES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1490) for the relief of Amy 
Stanton; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH CURRIDEN. 

Mr. HIRES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1491) for the relief of Joseph 
Curriden; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES BUTLER. 

Mr. HIRES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1492) ting a pension 
to James Butler; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES ON TOBACCO. 


Mr. BUCHANAN introduced a bill (H. R. 1493) repealing the inter- 
nal-revenue taxes upon tobacco and the various manufactures thereof; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
CHARGES AGAINST PERSONS IN THE CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1494) to afford per- 
sons in the civil service of the United States an opportunity to inspect 
charges which may be filed against them and to reply thereto, and for 
other p ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1495) creating a De- 

partment of Agriculture; which was read a first and second time, re- 


ferred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 


AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATIONS. 

Mr, BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1496) to establish ag- 
ricultural experiment stations in connection with the colleges estab- 
lished in the several States under the provisions of an act approved July 
2, 1862, and of the acts supplementary thereto; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on A griculture, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RETIREMENT AND RECOINAGE OF THE TRADE-DOLLAR. 

Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1497) for the retire- 
ment and recoinage of the trade-dollar; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 
and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF NAVAL RECRUITS FROM THE CHARGE OF DESERTION. 

Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1498) extending the 
provisions and benefits of the act approved August 7, 1852, entitled “An 
act to relieve certain soldiers of the late war from desertion,’’ to cer- 
tain naval recruits serving in the sajd war; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF SECTION 4718 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1499) to amend sec- 
tion 4718 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHANGING NAME OF THE PORT OF LAMBERTON. 

Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1500) changing the 
name of the port of Lamberton, in the district of or pay re. N. J., 
to the port of Trenton, in said district; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. l 

WILLIAM DALTON. 

Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1501) referring the 
claim of William Dalton tothe Courtof Claims; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILBUR F. COGSWELL. 

Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1502) for the relief 
of Wilbur F. Cogswell, late assistant engineer, United States Navy; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

d GEORGE T. DUDLEY. “2 

Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1503) for the relief 
of George T. Dudley; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. ROSE. f 

Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1504) 
sion to John W. Rose; which was read a first and secon 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 

WILLIAM DERMODY. 

Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1505) granting a pen- 
sion to William Dermody; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M’ANNY. 

Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1506) | pram ober 
sionto James McAnny; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ADJUDICATION OF PENSION CLAIMS. 

Mr. BUCHANAN also submitted the following resolution; which 

was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 


| Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be, and they are hereby, in- 

structed to inquire into the causes of the great delay in the adjudication of claims 
| for invalid pensions; that they bave power to send for persons and papers, and 
| to report by bill or otherwise. 


. DRAWBACKS ON SUGAR. 
Mr. BUCHANAN also submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 
Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, directed to 


ting a pen- 
time, referred 
be printed. 
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imported since 
reon, and a state- 


ment of the 
drawbacks, an 
refunded prior to the date when the ta: e 
together with copies of all communications on file in his Department in relation 
to drawbacks on sugar and filed since July 1, 1883. 


OLIVER VAN BILLIARD, 

Mr. PIDCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 1507) for the relief of Oliver 
Van Billiard; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARCUS A HAMILTON. 

Mr. PIDCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 1508) for the relief of 
Marcus A. Hamilton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM P. VAN GORDEN. 

Mr. PIDCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 1509) for the relief of 
William P. Van Gorden; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PEARL BUTTONS. 

Mr. LEHLBACH introduced a bill (H. R. 1510) to amend the cus- 
toms-revenue laws relative to pearl buttons; which was read a first and 
second time, teferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

SIDNEY R. SMITH. 

Mr. LEHLBACH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1511) for the relief of 
Sidney R. Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SUSAN ©. MANDEVILLE. 


Mr. LEHLBACH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1512) granting arrears 
of pension and pension to Susan C. Mandeville; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CONVENTION BETWEEN UNITED STATES AND MEXICO. 

Mr. HEWITT introduced a bill (H. R. 1513) to carry into effect a 
convention between the United States of America and Mexico signed 
on the 20th day of January, 1883; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

UNIFORM STANDARD OF VALUE. 

Mr. HEWITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1514) tosecure a uniform 
standard of value; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

PURCHASE OF FOREIGN-BUILT SHIPS. 

Mr. HEWITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1515) amendatory of title 
48 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, so as to authorize the 
purchase of foreign-built ships by citizens of the United States for use 
in the foreign-carrying trade; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

i WIDOW OF COMMANDER T. A. M. CRAVEN. 

Mr. HEWITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1516) to increase the pen- 
sion of the widow of the late Commander T. A. M. Craven; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

GIFTS TO THE FRENCH BENEVOLENT SOCIETY. 

Mr. HEWITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1517) to admit free of 
duty gifts to the French Benevolent Society of New York; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

A. A, LOW & BROTHERS. 

Mr. HEWITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1518) for the relief of A. 
A. Low & Brothers; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). This bill will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, not tothe Committee on Ways and 
Means as indicated by the indorsement. 

Mr. HEWITT. Itisa billrelatingto the national debt. It provides 
for the payment of a missing bond; and under the practice of the House 
and the well settled rule (I do not think the new rule applies to the 
case) all questions relating to the national debt should go the Committee 
on Ways and Means. The bill has been twice favorably reported to the 
House from that committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that it must go 
to the Committee on Claims, unless it be otherwise referred by unan- 
imous consent. 

Lista! wasreferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
prin 

BOUNDARY BETWEEN NEW YORK AND NEW JERSEY. 

Mr. HEWITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1519) to approve and 
confirm the agreement entered into by the States of New York and 
New Jersey concerning the boundary line between said States extend- 


ing from the Hudson River to the Delaware River; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SALE OF NEW YORK POST-OFFICE SITE. 


Mr. HEWITT also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 46) confer- 
ring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to consider and determine the 
equitable interest of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of New 
York in the money realized by the sale of the post-office site in the city 
of New York; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY F. BLAKE. 


Mr. HEWITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1520) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary F, Blake; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PURCHASE OF PROPERTY FOR ARMY PURPOSES. 


Mr, HEWITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1521) making an appro- 
priation for the purchase of the old Produce Exchange’ building, and 
the site bounded by Whitehall, Pearl, Moore, and Water streets, New 
York city, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 


RICHARD OULAHAN, 


Mr. HEWITT also introduced a bill (H. R..1522) for the relief of 
Richard Oulahan, late first lieutenant of the One hundred and sixty- 
fourth Regiment New York Volunteers; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


OVERVALUATION OF AUSTRIAN FLORIN. 


Mr. HEWITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1523) to refund excessive 
duties caused by extraordinary overvaluation of the Austrian florin in 
the year 1878; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill under the new rules will go 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HEWITT. TheChairisof course well informed, but atthe same 
time this mattér was submitted to the House by the State Department, 
and originally went to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and was then 
transferred to the Committee on Ways and Means on the ground that 
it affected the valuation of the Austrian florin, which was a matter in 
which the Committee on Ways and Means was concerned and not the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. It will sound in the repayment of an 
amount of money if it is allowed. J 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the new rule 
under which the bill goes to the Committee on Claims. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


7. No bill for the payment or adjudication of any private claim against the 
Government shall be referred, except by unanimous consent, to any other than 
the following-named committees, : To the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to the Committee on Pensions, to the Committee on Claims, to the Committee 
on War Claims, to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and to the Commit- 
tee on Accounts, 

Mr. HEWITT. This is a bill to refund some $40,000—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the terms of the new rule it 
must go to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HEWITT. I think it should be a case of unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the reference of 
the bill to the Committee on Foreign Affairs? 

There was no objection, and the bill was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. : 


PORT CHARGES, ; : 

Mr. HEWITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1524) making appropria- 
tions for the purchase of the work entitled ‘‘ Port charges and require- 
ments on vessels in the various ports of the world, with tables of moneys, 
weights, and measures of all nations, and a telegraphic code for masters, 
owners, and ship-brokers, by Theodore Hunter and Jarvis Patten,” 
for the use of United States consuls that are stationed at seaports, and, 
through said consuls, for consultation of American ship-masters Visiting 
those ports; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That bill seems toappropriate money. 

Mr. HEWITT. It should go to the Committee on Commerce or the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that it 
should go to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HEWITT. That is my own view. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

NEW YORK, LAKE ERIE AND WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. HEWITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1525) for the relief of 
the New York, Lake Erie and Western Railroad Company; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. HEWITT. It arises out of post-office questions, but will involve 
the payment of money, and I suppose will have to go to the Committee 
on Claims under the new rules, 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes; and not to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

ast bill was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


THOMAS THACHER.’ 

Mr. HEWITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1526) for the relief of 
Thomas Thacher; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RETAIL DEALERS IN FERMENTED LIQUORS. 

Mr. HEWITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1527) to amend para- 
graph 5 of section 3244 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF MERCHANDISE. 

Mr. HEWITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1528) to amend certain 
sections of the Revised Statutes relating to the assessment of duties on 
withdrawals of merchandise from warehouse; which wasread a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. > 

PUBLIC BUILDING, HUDSON, N. Y. 

Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 1529) for the erection of a 
public building at Hudson, N. Y.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MERCHANTS’ NATIONAL BANK, POUGHKEEPSIE, N. Y. 

Mr. KETCHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1530) for the relief of 
the Merchants’ National Bank of Poughkeepsie, N. Y. 

The SPEAKER upro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the proper 
reference of this bill is to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WILKINS. This bill has been before the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency heretofore, and that would seem to be the proper ref- 
erence now. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. It appearsto be a claim, and under the 
new rule must go to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WILKINS. It is not a claim of such a nature as would require 
its reference to that committee. Ido not understand that the rule is 
changed in this particular. Itis not a claim against the Government. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands this, however, 
to be the issue of a claim. 

Mr. WILKINS. But it is not such a claim as the rule contemplates. 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

W. H. GIFFORD. 

Mr. KETCHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1531) granting a pen- 
sion to W. H. Gifford; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NEWTON A. CALKINS. 

Mr. KETCHAM also introduced a bill m R. 1532) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Newton A. Calkins; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REOPENING DECISION COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. KETCHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1533) to open and set 
aside an order of the Court of Claims canceling a portion of a judgment 
against the United States remitted through mistake as to the facts in 
regard to the same by claimant to the United States, and to refer the 
- matter to the Court of Claims for such further action as said court shall 
find to be just and equitable; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM REYNOLDS. 

Mr. KETCHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1534) for the relief of 
the heirs of William Reynolds; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

COLUMBIA RAILWAY COMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. KETCHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1535) amendatory of 
an act to inco te the Columbia Railway Company of the District of 
Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW BRIDGEMAN. 

Mr. KETCHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1536) for the relief of 
Andrew Bridgeman; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WASHINGTON CENTRAL RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. 
incorporate the W: Railroad Company; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 
IMPROVEMENT MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 
Mr. KETCHAM (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1538) to 
make the Lake Borgne outlet, to improve the low-water navigation of 


(by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1537) to. 
Central Rai 


the Mississippi River from New Orleans, La., to Cairo, Ill., and inci- 
dentally to reclaim and protect the valley lands of the Mississippi River 
and tributaries from overflow without levees; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Levees and Improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River, and ordered to be printed. 


SALE OF UNITED STATES LANDS, WALLABOUT BAY. 


Mr. BLISS introduced a bill (H. R. 1539) providing for the sale of 
the navy-yard and United States naval hospital land on and near 
Wallabout Bay, in the city of Brooklyn, N. Y.; also providing for the 
sale of a portion of said land to the city of Brooklyn for market pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

APPOINTMENTS AND PROMOTIONS, MARINE CORPS. 

_Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1540) to regulate appoint- 
ments and promotions in the staff of the Marine Corps; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DAVID L. BRAINARD AND OTHERS. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1541) for the relief of David 
L. Brainard and others, non-commissioned officers and privates of the 
Greely Arctic expedition; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REFUND OF CERTAIN CLAIMS OF PORT WARDENS. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1542) in relation to refund- 
ing certain sums claimed by port wardens; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARGARET KEARNS. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1543) granting a pension to 
Margaret Kearns; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EXTENSION OF LETTERS PATENT. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1544) authorizing William 
Lewis and William H. Lewis to make application to the Commissioner 
of Patents for the extension of their patent for new and useful photo- 
graphic plate-holders; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printesl. 

EDWARD HART. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1545) to increase the pen- 
sion of the widow of the late Naval Constructor Edward Hart; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS H. ELLISON. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1546) for the relief of Francis 
H. Ellison; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD B. LANSING. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1547) for the relief of Ed- 
ward B. ing; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELLEN CRYMBLE. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill E R. 1548) for the relief of Ellen 
Crymble; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM CLABAUGH. 

Mr. BLISS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1549) to pro- 
vide for the issue to William Clabaugh of bonds of the District of Co- 
lumbia on account of the M street bridge acròss Rock Creek, in the city 
of W: nm; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE K. OTIS. 

Mr. BLISS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1550) for the 
relief of George K. Otis; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Snakes on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLISS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1551) for the 
relief of G K. Otis; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES CALER. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1552) for the relief of James 
Caler; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SARAH CARTER. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 1553) for the 
relief of Sarah Carter; which was read a first and second time, referred 


to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN N. TROOK. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1554) 
for the relief of John N. Trook, administrator of William Hughes, de- 
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ceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HARRIET P. BLAKE. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1555) 
for the relief of Harriet P. Blake; which was read a first and second 
time, Sean to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JACOB MAYER. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1556) 
granting a pension to Jacob Mayer; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DAVID W. JONES. 

Mr. BURLEIGH (by Mr. Jounson, of New York) introduced a bill 
(H. R. 1557) for the relief of David W. Jones; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

FRANCIS DANIELS. 

Mr. BURLEIGH (by Mr. JOHNSON, of New York) also introduced 
a bill (H. R. 1558) for the relief of Francis Daniels; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FORDYCE FOSTER. 

Mr. BURLEIGH (by Mr. Jounson, of New York) introduced a bill 
(H. R. 1559) for the relief of Fordyce Foster; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EVALINE A, WHITE. 

Mr. BURLEIGH (by Mr. Jounson, of New York) introduced a bill 
(H. R. 1560) for the relief of Evaline A. White; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REFUND OF DUTIES. 

Mr. BEACH introduced a bill (H. R. 1561) to refund duties upon goods 
on shipboard when the tariff actof March 3, 1883, went into effect; which 
was read a first and second time. 

Mr. BEACH. Iask that this bill be referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it should go to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BEACH. A similar bill went to the Committee on Ways and 
Means in the last Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rule has been changed since then, 
and the Chair, having examined this bill, finds that clearly it should go 
to the Committee on Claims. It is a bill for the payment of money—for 
the refunding of taxes alleged to have been illegally paid. 

Mr. BEACH, If that is the proper reference I have no objection. 

ahel bill was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PREFERENCE FOR SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 

Mr. BEACH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1562) to amend section 
1754 of the Revised Statutes so as to give honorably discharged soldiers 
and sailors a preference in publie appointments; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Sery- 
ice, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. BEACH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1563) authorizing the Comp- 
troller of the Currency to c the names or locations of national 
banks and to increase the capital stock thereof; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PHEBE SAUNDERS. 

Mr. BEACH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1564) granting a pension 
to Phebe Saunders; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN WALLER. 

Mr. BEACH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1565) to reimburse John 
Waller, late postmaster at Monticello, N. Y., for moneys expended in 
carrying the mails; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EDGAR BRODHEAD. 

Mr. BEACH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1566) for the relief of Edgar 
Brodhead; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PHILIP JACOBS. 


Mr. BEACH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1567) granting a pension 
to Philip Jacobs; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NATHANIEL TAYLOR. 
Mr. BEACH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1568) granting a pension to 
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Nathaniel Taylor; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, NEWBURG, N. Y. 


Mr. BEACH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1569) for the erection of a 
public building at Newb N. Y.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SPECIAL LEGISLATION AND LEGISLATION ON APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. BEACH also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 47) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States so as to pre- 
vent special legislation and prohibit legislation on appro riation bills; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


CONSTITUTIONAL LIMITATION ON CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED 
STATES. 

Mr. BEACH also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 48) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States so as to raise 
astatute of limitation upon claims against the Government; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A VETO ON SEPARATE ITEMS IN APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. BEACH also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 49) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States so as to give 
the President power to veto one or more items in appropriation bills; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

UNIFORM MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE LAWS. _ 

Mr. BEACH also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 50) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States so as to estab- 
lish uniform laws on the subject of marriage and divorce; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

AGAINST LOANING THE PUBLIC CREDIT. 

Mr. BEACH also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 51) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States so as to pre- 
vent the giving or loaning of the public property or credit in aid of pri- 
vate or corporate enterprise; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, ROCHESTER, N. Y. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (H. R. 1570) to increase the appro- 
priation for the erection of a public building at Rochester, N. Y.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


TITLE TO CERTAIN LANDS ON SAGINAW BAY, MICH. 

Mr. BAKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1571) to quiet and confirm 
the title to certain lands on Saginaw Bay, in the State of Michigan; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERSTATE-COMMERCE COMMISSION. 

Mr. BAKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1572) to create an inter- 
state-commerce commission and to regulate its powers and duties; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

BUREAU OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 

Mr. BAKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1573) providing for the es- 
tablishment of a bureau of public documents; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered 
to be printed. A 

SARAH L. BRAGG. . 

Mr. BAKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1574) granting a pension 
to Sarah L. Bragg; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH KAHLER. 

Mr. BAKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1575) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Kahler ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS ALLCOCK. : 

Mr. BAKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1576) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Allcock; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on- Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ERIE AND OSWEGO CANALS. 

Mr. WEBER (by Mr. BAKER) introduced a bill (H. R. 1577) for the 
permanent eh peel of the Erie and Oswego Canals and to secure 
the freedom of the same to the commerce of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 
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PENSIONS TO DEPENDENT PARENTS. 


Mr. WEBER (by Mr. BAKER) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1578) re- 
lating to claims for pensions by dependent parents; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

AMY A. LEWIS. 

Mr. WEBER (by Mr. BAKER) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1579) 
for therelief of Amy A. Lewis; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


. EMILY B. BAKER. 

Mr. WEBER (by Mr. BAKER) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1580) 
for the relief of Emily B. Baker; which was read a first amd second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JANE PENLEY. 

Mr. WEBER (by Mr. BAKER) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1581) 
for the relief of Jane Penley; which was read a first and second ores 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Tensos, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELEANOR C. BANGHAM. 

Mr. WEBER (by Mr. BAKER) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1582) 
for the relief of Eleanor C. Bangham; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

NICHOLAS J. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. WEBER (by Mr. BAKER) also introduced a bill ae . R. 1583) 
for the relief of Nicholas J. Campbell; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printéd. 

MRS. AURELIA C. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. WEBER (by Mr. BAKER) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1584) for 
the relief of Mrs. Aurelia C. Richardson; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. d 
MARGARET COLBATH. 

Mr. WEBER (by Mr. BAKER) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1585) for 
the relief of Mrs. Margaret Colbath; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on ‘Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM KINNEY. 

Mr. WEBER (by Mr. BAKER) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1586) for 
the relief of William Kinney; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS, CHARLOTTE A. STEWART. 

Mr. WEBER (by Mr. BAKER) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1587) for 
the relief of Mrs. Charlotte A. Stewart; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM W. BUSH. 

Mr. WEBER (by Mr. BAKER) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1588) for 
the relief of William W. Bush; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


NEWTON 0. BAKER. 
Mr. WEBER (by Mr. BAKER) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1589) for 
the relief of Newton O. Baker; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TIMOTHY PAIGE, 
Mr. WEBER (by Mr. BAKER) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1590) 
for the reliefLof Timothy Paige; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on valid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES MURRAY. 
Mr. _ WEBER (by Mr. BAKER) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1591) 
for the relief of James Murray; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SARAH A. VAUGHN. _ 

Mr. WEBER (by Mr. BAKER) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1592) for 
the relief of Sarah A. Vaughn; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH MANZ. 

Mr. WEBER (by Mr. BAKER) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1593) 
for the relief of Sarah Manz; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT OF DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 1594) to allow 
all duties on imports to be paid by certified check on any national bank 
duly organized under the laws of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Iam in some doubt whether this bill 


should go to the Committee on Waysand Means or to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does not relate to the amount of 
duty to be paid, but only to the manner of payment—the currency in 
which payment shall be paid. The Chair thinks it should go to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Ithinkit should properly go to the Ju- 
diciary Committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The jurisdiction of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee is general, while that of the Committee on Banking and Currency 
is special. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REGISTRATION OF STEAMSHIPS. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1595) to au- 
thorize the registration of certain steamships as vessels of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


LIABILITY OF VESSEL-OWNERS. 


Mr. ADAMS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1596) to 
amend section 4289 of the Revised Statutes of the United States rela- 
tive to the limitation of the liability of the owners of vessels; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to he printed. 

ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS BY NOTARIES PUBLIC. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1597) to 
amend section 2805 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, so as 
to allow oaths to be administered by notaries public; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the J udiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


DANIEL W. LEE & CO. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1598) for 
the relief of Daniel W. Lee & Co.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1599) to 

establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United States; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


MONUMENT TO GENERAL GRANT. 


Mr. DOWDNEY introduced a bill (H. R. 1600) for the erection and 
completion of a monument to the memory of the late General Ulysses S. 
Grant in the city of New York; which was read a first and second 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Mr. DOWDNEY. I prefer that it go to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. I ask unanimous consent for that reference. 

There being no objection, the bill was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS STATEN ISLAND SOUND. 


Mr. BELMONT introduced a bill (H. R.1601) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Staten Island Sound, known as Arthur 
Kill, and to establish the same as a post-road; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

YACHTS. 

Mr. BELMONT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1602) ree | the Re- 
vised Statutes relating to yachts; which was read a first second 
time, referred to the Select Committee on American Ship-building and 
Ship-owning Interests, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTY ON WORKS OF ART. 

Mr. BELMONT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1603) to abolish the = 
criminating duty on works of art the production of American and of 
foreign artists; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on i Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. L. M. PHELPS. 

Mr. BELMONT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1604) for the relief of 
Mrs. L. M. Phelps, widow of Hon. 8. L. Phelps, late United States min- 
ister to Peru; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE BRANDRETH. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 1605) for 
the relief of George Brandreth, special administrator; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT YONKERS, N. Y. 


Mr. STAHLNECKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1606) for the 
erection of a public building at Yonkers, N. Y.; which was read a first 
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and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and | list, description, or other representation between residents of the sev- 


Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
ELIZABETH FLEMING AND OTHERS. 


Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H.R. 1607) for the relief 
of Elizabeth Fleming, Frances E. Robinson, and Margaret Johnston; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. r 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BROOKLYN, N. Y. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1608) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘ An act for the erection of a public building at Brook- 
lyn, N. Y.,” approved June 12, 1882; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS SHANNON. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1690) grant- 
ing a pension to Thomas Shannon; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FRANCIS L. DALLON. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1610) for 
the relief of Francis L. Dallon; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REVENUE TAXATION. S 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1611) to 
amend section 4 of the act entitled ‘‘An act to reduce internal-revenue 
taxation, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1883; which was 
read ‘a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF AUGUSTINE DE YTURBIDE. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1612) to au- 
thorize the United States district court for the northern district of Cali- 
fornia to proceed in the case of the executors and heirs of Augustine 
de Yturbide, deceased, appellants, against the United States, appellees, 
and hear and determine the same on its merits; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. A 

STEAM-BOILER INSPECTOR FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1613) to 
amend an act creating the office of steam-boiler i r for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

BANKRUPT LAW. 


Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1614) to repeal 
chapter 160 of the laws of 1878, entitled ‘‘An act to repeal the bankrupt 
law,” approved June 7, 1878; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMERCIAL TRAVELERS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. ` 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1615) to re- 
lieve commercial travelers from license tax in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES A. WHALEN. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1616) for the 
relief of James A. Whalen; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE H. LAURENCE. 


Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1617) for the 
relief of George H. Laurence; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARINE HOSPITAL AT THE PORT OF NEW YORK. 

Mr. JAMES introduced a bill (H. R. 1618) to establish a marine 
hospital at the port of New York; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. . 

BILLS OF LADING. 

Mr. JAMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1619) to regulate the forms 
of bills of lading and the duties and liabilities of ship-owners and others; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

JEANNETTE EXPLORING EXPEDITION. 

Mr. JAMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1620) to fix and determine 
the date of the decease of those who perished in the retreat from the 
wreck of the exploring steamer Jeannette, in the Arctic seas; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REGULATION OF COMMERCIAL SALES BETWEEN THE STATES. 


Mr. JAMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1621) to regulate commer- 
cial sales of goods and merchandise by samples, catalogue, card, price- 


eral States and Territories; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
PRISON LABOR. 7 
Mr. JAMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1622) to prohibit any offi- 
cer, t, or servant of the Government of the United Statesof America 
from hiring or contracting out the labor of prisoners incarcerated for 
violating the laws of the Government of the United States of America; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Labor, and ordered to be printed. 
JESSE H. STRICKLAND. 


Mr. JAMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1623) to muster Jesse H. 
Strickland as colonel of cavalry into the service of the United States, 
and to pay him for his services from January 30, 1863, to March 31, 
1864, inclusive; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CATHARINE BAUR. 

Mr. JAMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1624) for the extension of 
letters patent to Catharine Baur, widow of Julius Baur; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS M’NEIL POTTER. 

Mr, JAMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1625) for the relief of Francis 
McNeil Potter; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SOLOMON SPITZER. 


Mr. JAMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1626) for the relief of the 
heirs of the late Solomon Spitzer; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ANNIE BAGLEY. 


Mr. JAMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1627) granting a pension 
to Annie Bagley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Sehate had passed a bill of the following title, in which 
concurrence of-the House of Representatives was requested, namely: 

A bill (S. 602) to legalize the election of the Territorial Legislative 
Assembly of Wyoming. 

Also, that the Senate had a concurrent resolution tendering 
the thanks of Congress to the governor and the people of the State of 
Ohio for the statue of James A. Garfield and accepting the same; in 
which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested. 


CONTINENTAL FIRE INSURANCE AND OTHER COMPANIES. 


Mr. JAMES also introduced a bill (H, R. 1628) for the relief of the 
Continental Fire Insurance Company, the Eagle Fire Insurance Com- 
pany, the City Fire Insurance Company, and the Commercial Mutual 
Fire Insurance Company, all of New York city; the Western National 
Bank, the Merchants’ National Bank, and the Maryland Fire Insur- 
ance Company, of Baltimore, Md.; which was read a first and second 
time. 

Mr. JAMES. This bill has for its object authority and directing 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to open up some refanding ac- 
counts where double taxes have been paid by these parties, and should 
go to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But under the new rule all such sub- 
jects must be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JAMES. It seems to me thatas it directs the Internal Revenue 
Commissioner to open up these claims it should go to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It provides for the payment of a sum 
of money; it is a claim upon the Government, and under the new rules 
it must go to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill was so referred, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES CAIN. 7 

Mr. MAHONEY introduced a bill (H. R. 1629) for the relief of 
James Cain, late a captain in One hundred and fifty-eighth New York 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPT. DOMINICK LYNCH. . 

Mr. MAHONEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1630) to increase the 
pension of the widow of the late Capt. Dominick Lynch, United States 
Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. JULIA 8. FINNEY. 

Mr. MAHONEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1631) to increase the 

pension of Mrs. Julia S. Finney; which was read a first and second 


vere Regge to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
prin 
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JAMES M. WILLBUR. R 

Mr. MAHONEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1632) for the relief of 
James M. Willbur; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS H. LAWRENCE. 

Mr. MAHONEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1633) for the relief of 
Thomas H. Lawrence; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET A. CASWELL. 
Mr. SWINBURNE introduced a bill (H. R. 1634) for the relief of 
+ A. Caswell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
SARAH B. JACKSON. 


Mr. SWINBURNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1635) for the relief 
of Sarah B. Jackson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS ©, ELLISON. 


Mr. SWINBURNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1636) for the relief 
of Thomas C. Ellison; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MEXICAN PENSIONS. 

Mr. VIELE introduced a bill (H. R. 1637) granting pensions to the 
soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MRS. JULIA DENT GRANT. 

Mr. VIELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1638) granting the franking 
privilege to Mrs. Julia Dent Grant; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM RUTHERFORD. 


Mr. VIELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1639) for the relief of Will- 
iam Rutherford; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. GETTY. 

Mr. VIELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1640) to place Col. George 
W. Getty, retired, on the retired-list of the Army with the rank and pay 
of a brigadier-general; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

J. W. A, NICHOLSON, 

Mr. VIELE also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 52) to author- 
ize J. W. A. Nicholson, a rear-admiral in the United States Navy, to 
accept certain decorations and presents from foreign governments; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

AUGUSTUS BARNES. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. 1641) for 
the relief of Augustus Barnes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ALLOTMENT OF INDIAN LANDS, NEW YORK. 

Mr. SESSIONS introduced a bill (H. R. 1642) to allot the lands of 
the Seneca Nation of Indians in New York; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

INCREASE OF PAY FOR CERTAIN DISABILITIES. 

Mr. SESSIONS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1643) to allow certain 
soldiers and sailors in the United States service increased pay where 
they have lost both eyes, both arms, both legs, or who are totally disa- 
bled; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

‘A. BROOKS FLETCHER. 

Mr. SESSIONS also introduced a bill (H. R., 1644) to pay A. Brooks 
Fletcher for letter-boxes furnished the post-office at Jamestown, N. Y.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SALARIES OF UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGES. 

Mr. SPRIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. 1645) to make the salaries of 
the several judges of the district courts of the United States $5,000 per 
annum; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice, and ordered to 
be printed, 

CHARLES W. LAMBERT. 

Mr. SPRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1646) to amend the mili- 
tary record of Charles W. Lambert; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JULIA STOKES. 


Mr. SPRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1647) granting a pension 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 5, 


to Julia Stokes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH AURAND. 
Mr. SPRIGGS alsé introduced a bill (H. R. 1648) for the relief of 
Elizabeth Aurand; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. ; 


PHEBE H. MEECH. 
Mr. FARQUHAR introduced a bill (H. R. 1649) granting a pension 
to Phoebe H. Meech; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SARAH MANZ. 
Mr. FARQUHAR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1650) for the relief 


of Sarah Manz; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ROSINA HEINEMAN. 2 
Mr. FARQUHAR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1651) for the relief 
of Rosina Heineman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FRANCES HASENZAHL. 
Mr. FARQUHAR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1652) for the relief 
of Frances Hasenzahl; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. PINDAR introduced a bill (H. R. 1653) for the payment of 
claims of postmasters and late postmasters, adjusted under the act ap- 
proved March 3, 1883; which was read a first and second time, ‘referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK G. MIX. 

Mr. PINDAR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1654) for the relief of 
Frank G. Mix; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM W. WEBB. 

Mr. PINDAR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1655) for the relief of 
William W. Webb; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the:Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN ©. ELLSWORTH. 

Mr. LINDSLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 1656) for the relief of John 
C. Ellsworth; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK $. DOIG. 

Mr. LINDSLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1657) for the relief of 
Patrick S. Doig; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL E. M’LEAN. 

Mr. LINDSLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1658) for the relief of 
Daniel E. McLean; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


EXPLORING STEAMER JEANNETTE. 

Mr. LINDSLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1659) for the relief of 
the survivors of the exploring steamer Jeannette, and the wives and 
children of those who perished in the retreat from the wreck of that 
vessel in the Arctic seas; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


E. HOFFMAN AND M. A, PARLIMAN. 

Mr. LINDSLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1660) granting pen- 
sions to Elizabeth Hoffman and Mary Ann Parliman; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET A. JOHNSTON. 

Mr. LINDSLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1661) granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret A. Johnston; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CATHARINE SCHOONMAKER. 

Mr. LINDSLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1662) granting a pen- 
sion to Catharine Schoonmaker; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY L. MYERS. 


Mr. LINDSLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1663) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary L. Myers; which was read a first and second time, referrred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

P., J., AND K. BLACKWELL. 

Mr. LINDSLEY also introduced abill (H. R.1664) granting a pension 
to Peter Blackwell, John Black well, and Kate Blackwell; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 
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OLIVER P. CARPENTER. 


Mr. LINDSLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 1665) granting a pension to 
Oliver P. Carpenter; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE BARLOW, 
Mr. LINDSLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1666) for the relief of 


George Barlow; which was read a first and second time, referred to the | J 


Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


BONDS OF CIGAR MANUFACTURERS, 

Mr. MERRIMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 1667) to amend section 
3387 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to bonds of 
cigar manufacturers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


TRIAL OF CUSTOMS-REVENUE CASES. 

Mr. MERRIMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1668) to provide a 
better system for the trial of customs-revenue cases; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. : 

BUREAU OF TRANSPORTATION. 

Mr. MERRIMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1669) to establish a 
bureau of transportation in the Department of the Interior; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. i 

OBSTRUCTIONS IN NEW YORK HARBOR, 


Mr. MERRIMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1670) to prevent ob- 
structive and injurious deposits within the harbor and adjacent waters 
of New York and to punish and prevent such offenses, and other pro- 
visions in conneetion therewith; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC P. TICE. 


Mr. MERRIMAN alw introduced a bill (H. R. 1671) for the relief 
of the administrators of Isaac P. Tice, deceased; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. $ 

ERIE CANAL. 

Mr. MERRIMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1672) to provide for 
the permanent improvement of the Erie Canal and for maintaining the 
same free to the commerce of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM M. SHIMMINS AND G..H. M’PHERSON. 

Mr. MERRIMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1673) for the relief of 
William M. Shimmins and George H. McPherson; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM WOLFF. 

Mr. MERRIMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1674) for the relief 
of William Wolff; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


TAX ON OLEOMARGARINE. 
Mr. PARKER introduced a bill (H. R. 1675) to tax the manufacture 
and sale of oleomargarine; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


EXPORTATION OF IMITATED BUTTER AND CHEESE. 

Mr. PARKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1676) to regulate the ex- 
portation of articles made in imitation of butter and cheese; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, 
and ordered to be printed. 


COUNTING THE VOTE FOR PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. PARKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1677) to fix the day for 
the meeting of the electors of President and Vice-President, and to 
provide for and regulate the counting of the votes for President and 
Vice-President and the decision of questions arising thereon; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on 
the Election of President and Vice-President, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY N. HUGGINS. 

Mr. PARKER also introđuced a bill (H. R. 1678) for the relief of 
Henry N. Huggins; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM JACKSON. 

Mr. PARKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1679) for the relief of 
William Jackson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT NELSON. 


Mr. PARKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1680) for the relief of 
Robert Nelson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM HICKS, 


Mr. PARKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1681) for the relief of 
William Hicks; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


_ Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
ourm. 
Several MEMBERS. No! no! 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted Mr. WHEELER 
on account of sickness. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. MORROW obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House papers relating to the claim of E. L. Brown, 
presented May 3, 1884, by Mr. Rosecrans, of California, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


COMMUNICATION FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER) laid before the House 
the following executive communication; which wasreferred to the Com- 
mittee’ on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication of the 14th ultimo from the Secretary of 
the Interior, submitting, with accompanying Bg in relation thereto, a 
draught of a bill to provide for allotments of lands in severalty to Indians resid- 
ing upon the Round Valley reservation, in the State of California, the 
patents therefor, and for other purposes, The matter is presented for 
consideration and action of Congress. 


ting 
e early 


GROVER CLEVELAND, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 5, 1886. 


INTERNATIONAL FISHERIES COMMISSION. 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the RECORD the remonstrance of Nathaniel Atwood and 654 others, 
citizens of Provincetown, Mass., against the appointment of an inter- 
national fisheries commission. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. DAVIS. Then I will have it referred in the usual manner— 
through the box. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The question ison the motion toadjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to, there being—ayes 35, noes 120. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHARLOTTE, N. C. 

Mr. BENNETT introduced a bill (H. R. 1682) to make an appropria- 
tion for the erection of a United States court-house and post-office in 
the city of Charlotte, N. C.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

INTERMABRIAGE OF WHITE AND NEGRO RACES. 

Mr. BENNETT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1683) to prevent the 
intermarriageof the whiteand negro races in the District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. BENNETT also introduced a bill (H. R.1684) to authorize terms 
of the circuit court of the United States for the eastern judicial district 
of North Carolina at the city of Wilmington, in said. district; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. > 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WILMINGTON, N. C. 

Mr. BENNETT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1685) to provide for the 
erection of a building for the accommodation of the post-office, custom- 
house, court-rooms, and other Government offices in the city of Wil- 
mington, in the Stateof North Carolina; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PURCHASE OF ARMS FOR STATES, 

Mr. BENNETT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1686) to repeal certain 
provisions of the act approved March 3, 1875, relating to the purchase 
of arms for the use of the States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed, 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEW BERNE, N. C. 

Mr. CHARA introduced a bill (H. R. 1687) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public buildingin the city of New Berne, in the State of North 
Carolina; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

: COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. O’HARA also introduced a bill (H. R. 1688) to aid in the estab- 
lishment and temporary support of common schools; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Education, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


DEPOSITORS IN FREEDMAN’S BANK. 


Mr. O'HARA also introduced a bill (H, R. 1689) to reimburse the de- 
positors of the Freedman’s Savingsand Trust Company for losses incurred 
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by the failure of said company; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


RESTAURANTS, ETC., IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. O'HARA alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 1690) regulating restaurants 
and other public places in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


EDWARD H. BARNUM AND MARY A. RUSSELL 
Mr. O'HARA also introduced a bill (H. R. 1691) for the relief of Ed- 
ward H. Barnum and Mary A. Russell; which was read a first and second 
time, referred tothe Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FURNIFOLD MERCER. 
Mr, O’HARA also introduced a bill (H. R. 1692) for the relief of 
Furnifold Mercer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM L, PALMER. 
Mr. HARA also introduced a bill (H. R. 1693) for the relief of 
William L. Palmer; which was read a and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN D. THORNE. 


Mr. O’HARA also introduced a bill (H. R. 1694) for the relief of John 
D. Thorne; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GARRETT C. MOYE. 


Mr. OHARA also introduced a bill (H. R. 1695) granting a pension 
to Garrett C. Moye; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


REAPPRAISEMENT OF TRANSPORT BOAT PLANTER. 


Mr. O’HARA also introduced a bill (H. R. 1696) auth a re- 
appraisement of the steam transport boat Planter, captured by Robert 
Smalls, and fora distribution of proceeds thereof; which was read a 
first and second time. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The reference indicated on the back 
of this bill is the Committee on Naval and under the rules of 
the last House this bill was so referred. But by the new rules the bill 
properly goes to the Committee on War Claims, as it provides for a re- 
appraisement with the view to the payment of a large amount claimed 
by the party. 

"Mr. OHARA. I ask unanimous consent that the bill go to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

There being no objection the bill was so referred, and was ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ASHEVILLE, N. C. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 1697) 
to provide for the erection of a public maneng at Asheville, N. C.; 
which was read a first and second time, refe to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

á PENSIONS. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1698) granting pensions to soldiersof the Mexican war; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. : 

SALT FREE OF DUTY. 

Mr, JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1699) to admit salt free of duty; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 


REPEAL OF INTERNAL-REVENUE ACTS. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1700) to repeal the internal-revenne act and acts amendatory thereof; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ANSON B. SAMS. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1701) granting a pension to Anson B. Sams, of Madison County, North 
Carolina, and to place his name on the pension-roll; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. ; 

DANIEL LUCAS. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1702) granting arrears of pension and increase to Daniel Lucas; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JOSEPH WILLIAMS. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1703) granting a pension to Joseph Williams; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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WILSON RICE. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1704) for the relief of Wilson Rice; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

“W. P. PAYNE. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1705) for the relief of W. P. Payne; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MARY TOWNSEND. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1706) to grant arrears of pension to Mary Townsend; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ELIJAH P. HENSLEY. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1707) granting a pension to Elijah P. Heusley; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN MINGUS. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1708) for the relief of John Mingus; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. HETTY MARTIN. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1709) for the relief of Mrs. Hetty Martin, and to adjust the account of 
the late J. G. Martin, assistant quartermaster, United States Army; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

T. J. PAYNE. P 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1710) for the relief of T. J. Payne; which was read a first and second 
Sas my erm to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. ; 

GEORGE C. HAYNIE. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1711) for the relief of George C. Haynie; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ABOLITION OF FEES, ETC. 

Mr. COWLES introduced a bill (H. R. 1712) toabolish fees and per- 
quisites of United States district attorneys, marshals, clerks, commis- 
signers, and deputy marshals, and provide salaries for the same; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Department of Justice, and ordered to be printed. 


BRANDY FROM FRUIT. 
Mr. COWLES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1713) to allow the free 


distillation of brandy from fruit; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 


‘printed. 


ABOLITION OF INTERNAL-REVENUE SYSTEM. 

Mr. COWLES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1714) to abolish the in- 
ternal-revenue system and repeal the tax on distilled spirits; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 


ABOLITION OF INTERNAL-REVENUE FEES, ETC. 

Mr. COWLES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1715) to provide salaries 
for collectors of internal revenue and repeal the laws allowing fees, 
commissions, and allowances to the same; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treas- 
ury Department, and ordered to be printed. . 

JOSEPH ©. HOGAN. 

Mr. COX introduced a bill (H. R. 1716) for the relief of Joseph C. 
Hogan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

: MILITIA. 

Mr. COX also introduced a bill (H. R. 1717) for the special and uni- 
form instruction of State militia; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Militia, and ordered to be printed. 


COMPENSATION OF MARSHALS AND DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. 


Mr. COX also introduced a bill (H. R. 1718) fixing the compensation 
of United States marshals and district attorneys; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Department of Justice, and ordered to be printed. - 

INTERNAL-REVENUE TAX ON SPIRITS. 

Mr. COX also introduced a bill (H.R. 1719) to change the methods 

of collecting the internal-revenue tax on spirits; which was read a first 
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and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. : 
REPEAL OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 1720) to repeal 
the laws known as theinternal-revenue laws; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

TAX UPON TOBACCO, ETC. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1721) to 
repeal the law imposing an internal-revenue tax upon tobaceo and upon 
spirits distilled from fruits, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON FRUIT SPIRITS. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1722) to 
abolish the internal-revenue tax upon Spui distilled from apples, 
peaches, or other fruits; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


DESTRUCTION OF ILLICIT STILLS. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1723) to 
abolish the statute allowing seizing officers to destroy forfeited-stills and 
distilling apparatus, and requiring such officers to remove the forfeited 
property to a place of safe storage; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DISTILLERIES OF TEN GALLONS OR LESS. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1724) to 
allow whisky distilleries of ten gallons or less production per day to be 
operated as now provided by law for the operation of brandy distilleries; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, WINSTON-SALEM, N. C. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1725) 
for the erection of a public building at Winston-Salem, N. C.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

. AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1726) to 
aid in the establishment and temporary support of common schools; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Education, and ordered to be printed. 

J, J. PETREE AND OTHERS. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R, 1727) for 
the relief of J. J. Petree and others from payment of special tax; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

KERNERSVILLE MANUFACTURING COMPANY. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1728) for 
the relief of the Kernersville Manufacturing Company; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the ittee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. D 

MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1729) 
granting pensions to soldiers engaged in the war with Mexico; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW M. HOLDERBY. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1730 
granting a pension to Andrew M. Holderby; which was read a first 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

R. D. HAY. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H.-R. 1731) 
for the relief of the heirs of R. D. Hay; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LIEUT. JOHN F. STEWART. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1732) for 
the relief of the heirs of Lieut. John F. Stewart; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES L. CARDWELL. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1733) for 
therelief of James L. Cardwell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DUTY ON SUGAR AND MOLASSES. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1734) to | mi 


repeal the duty on sugar and molasses; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 


-for relief—to the Committee on Clai: 


DUTY ON SALT. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1735) to 
admit the importation of -salt free of duty; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

DUTY ON STEEL RAILS. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1736) to 
reduce the import duty on steel rails; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire whether it was 
not understood that the introduction of bills should go on to-day and 
from day to day hereafter until all the States and Territories shall 
have been called ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair). The Chair 
is informed that such was the order. If there is doubt the Chair will 
cause the order to be read again. 

Mr. DUNHAM. There being no doubt that under the order this 
business can go on to-morrow, and the clerks having now as much as 
they can possibly do to get up the record to-night, I move that the 
House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the order 
is a continuing one, and that the call of States will be proceeded with 
after adjournment to-day when the House again meets. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wish to make an inquiry of the Chair 
as to whether the order will be continued so as to allow gentlemen who 
were unavoidably absent when their States were called to introduce 
bills for reference after the call of States shall have been concluded? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can only state that such has 
been the custom. After the call of States is concluded it has always 
been the custom heretofore to permit gentlemen, who were absent when 


their States were called to introduce bills for reference 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Iask unanimous consent that that be 
made a part of the order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas asks unan- 


imous consent that at the conclusion of the call of States and Territories 
for the introduction of bills gentlemen who were absent when their 
States were called may then be permitted to introduce their bills. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it isso 
ordered. The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. Dorat] that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was to. 

And accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. > 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALLENTINE: Petition of Asbury Parkes, for the refer- 
ence of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

Also, petition of Joseph C. Anthony, for reference of his claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

Also, papers in the claim of Asbury Parks and of Thomas S. Fogg— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of James E. Holmes, for the reference 
of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of J. E. Brissey, asking compensation for loss of his 
wife by reason of failure of United States Government to repair a 
bridge in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, papers in the claim of John Q. Larmon, Joseph L. Harley, and 
Thomas P. Sparks, and in claim of Rose A. Cameron, administratrix— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claims of May A. Conard, widow of John 
W. Conard; of Absalom Kiley; of George Cooper; of George H. Wen- 
ner; of Oliver G. Butts; of E. J. Co ; of Samuel W. George, jr., 
and of Francis M. Brabham—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARKSDALE: Petition of Mrs. Kate Miller, widow of Joseph 
Miller, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Thomas B. Magruder, of Claiborne County, Mis- 
sissippi, for compensation for property taken and used by the United 
States Army during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper relating to claim of Mrs. Nancy Mitchell, for property 

to the same committee. 

Also, paper relating to claim of Susan Flowers, widow of J. G. Flow- 
ers, asking reference of claim to Court of Claims—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Perot papers relating to claim of Reuben Collins—to the same com- 


By Mr. BAYNE: Paper relating to the claim of Capt. W. J. Kountz 
ms. 
Also, paper relating to claim of the sufferers by the explosion at 
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United States arsenal at Pittsburgh, Pa., September 17. 1862, for re- | Also, a bill making an appropriation for continuing work on the jet- 


lief—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolution of the select and common councils 
of Philadelphia, Pa., relative to the establishment of a nautical school 
at the port of Philadelphia—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Grocers and Importers’ Exchange of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., asking an extension of the United States Signal Service 
in the interests of commerce and agriculture—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Memorial of the American Public Health 
Association and of the Board of Health of the United States for the 
appointment of a commission to investigate the declared discovery of 
inoculation of yellow fever and the protection afforded against that 
disease—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By. Mr. BOUND: Petition of William H. Weaver, of Harrisburg, Pa., 
Jate postmaster at Marysville, Pa., for the passage of a law granting 
him redress for the illegal sale of his property by officers of the United 
States—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of citizens of Lebanon, Pa., praying that a pension be 
granted to Elizabeth Light, widow of Elias R. Light, captain of Com- 
pany B, One hundred and seventy-third Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Papers relating to the claim of Ella J. Small, 
for a pension—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BRADY: Copies of Senate and House reports of the Forty- 
fourth, Forty-fifth, and Forty-seventh Congresses in favor of L. Madison 
Day—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of H. O. Maraman, for 
payment of stores and supplies furnished United States troops—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Memorial of the Grocers and Importers’ 
Exchange, of Philadelphia, praying for the extension of the United 
States Signal Service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Papers relating to the claims of Joseph Rym- 
arkiewisez; of John Bradley; of Sallie Burch, administratrix of Ander- 
son Burch, deceased; of D. W. and Mina H. Glassie and Joseph C. 
Nash; of A. H. Buchanan; and of John L. McMillan, executor of Dr. 
B. N. Carter, deceased—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claims of J. H. Adams and of W, A. 
and Adelicia Cheatham—severally to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Papers relating to the claim of Celia A.Grove, 
for supplies—to the Committee on War Claims. > 

Also, papers relating to claim of Hester F. Neeley—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, papers relating to claim of Ann Worthington—to the same com- 

ittee 


mittee. 

Also, a bill to infprove and preserve the harbor of Greenville, Miss.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petitions of William D. Wilson, of Vicksburg; of Thomas S. 
Redd, of Washington County, and of A. Undetwood, o Bolivar County, 
Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of R. S. and G. W. Woodbury, of Issaquena County, 
Mississippi, for reference of their claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. COLLINS:. Petition of the Metropolitan Steamship Com- 
pany and 27 other steamship lines and marine insurance companies, 
for an appropriation for the removal of the ** pper Middle Shoal,” in 
Boston (Mass. ) Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, petition of John Storer Cobb and 165 others, citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, for the repeal of the act of July 12, 1876, commonly known 
as the ‘‘Comstock act’’—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Jacob Weber and 185 others, seamen, sailing from 
ports in the United States, for the repeal of section 10 of the act ap- 
proved June 26, 1884, known as the ‘‘Dingley shipping act’’—to the 
Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. CURTIN: Petition of James Millinger, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Hiram J. Steinbarger, late private Company K, 
One hundred and thirty-first Pennsylvania Volunteers, that charge of 
desertion against him be removed—to the Committee on Military Af- 


Ts. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Remonstrances of fishermen, owners of fishing ves- 
sels, and others interested in the fishing business, of Chatham, of Or- 
leans, of Wellfleet, of Truro, of Sandwich, and of Provincetown, Mass., 
against the appointment of an international fisheries commission—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Charles G. Rodman, in favor of an amendment to the 
act granting arrears of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Dukes County, Massachusetts, for the 
improvement of the harbor at Mennamsha—to the Committee on Riv- 
ersand Harbors. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of the city 
of Charleston, S. C., asking the building of a new revenue cutter, to be 
stationed at Charleston, 8. C., for South Atlantic service, in place of 
United States revenue cutter McCollough, now unseaworthy, and in 
favor of Signal Service—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


ties in Charleston Harbor, South Carolina, to beimmediately available— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill making an appropriation for the preservation and con- 
tinuation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other 
purposes—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of banks, bankers, merchants, and business men of 
Charleston, S. C., praying the immediate repeal of the law requiring 
the coinage of not less than two millions of silver per month—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, concurrent resolution of the Legislature of South Carolina, 
favoring repeal of 10 per cent. tax on circulation of banks chartered 
under State laws—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of William R. Herron, of Charleston, S. C., for payment 
of services as superintendent of custom-house property in that city— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DUNN: Papers in the claims for the reliefof Mary E. White- 
head, Nannie C. Metzger, and Henry C. and Minnie E. Clements, heirs 
of Alexander G. Clements, deceased; of Thomas A. Moore, of Osceola; 
of Robert E. Hale, of Lee County; of Elis Diamond, of Phillips County; 
of Benjamin F. Wallace, of Poplar Grove; and of Elizabeth B. Higgins, 
Joel Higgins, and Brand Higgins, of Phillips County; of James M. 
Garet; of Arkansas County, Arkansas—to the Committee on War 

ims. 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: Application of Mrs. Aloisa A. Riggs for back 
pay on account of death of herson, William D. Riggs, of second com- 
pany of Twenty-seventh Michigan Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELY: Petition of John L. Brown and others, for the relief of 
Chaplain Charles M. Blake—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of Henry R. Anthony and 500 
others, soldiers of the late war, asking relief—to the Committee on Pub- 
lie Lands. 

Also, petition of citizens of Berks County, Pennsylvania, praying 
that a pension be granted to Mahlon Weston and Mary Ann Weston— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of Mrs. Mary Kerr, for a pension—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of Joseph G. Cummins, late post- 
master at Media, Pa., for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Officeand 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Petition of Frederick C. Miller, owner of steam- 
ship Caroline Miller, for the passage of a law giving the said vessel an 
American register—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of veterans of the late war, for the relief of the widow 
of Wesley Hartlove—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, memorial of Isaac Dewling, retired, assistant surgeon of the 
United States Navy, for relief—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Tobacco Board of Trade of Baltimore, concern- 
ing an increase of the duty on leaf-tobaceo—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

By Mr. FORNEY: Papers relating to claim of Napoleon B. Leeth, 
of Broomtown, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, papers relating to claim of George Wester, of Cherokee County, 
Alabama—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to claim of Clara, widow of James Pinkston, of 
Cherokee County, Alabama—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to claim of Francis A. Harwell, of Cherokee 
County, Alabama—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to claim of Robert A. Clark, of Alabama—to 
the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to claim of John Rolater, of Alabama—to the 
same committee. S 

Also, papers relating to claim of Rhoda Ewing, of Alabama—to the 
same committee. 

Also, papers relating to claim of John Edwards, of Alabama—to the 
same committee, 

Also, petition of Susan E. Scroggins, of Cherokee County, Alabama, 
for reference of the claim of Leacy Kirk, of Alabama, to the Court of 
Claims—to the same committee. : 

Also, petition of William Drew, of Cherokee County, Alabama, for 
reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Malinda Angle, of Cherokee County, Alabama, for 
reference of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to claim of John Helms, of Alabama—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of A. H. Noyes, for an additional jus- 
tice of the supreme court of Dakota, to be assigned to North Dakota— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the settlers on the Fort Randall military reservation, 
for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GILFILLAN: Petition and papers relating to the claim of 
George F. Roberts, for relief—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GLASS: A protest of citizens of Gates, Tenn., against further 
= tions for the improvement of the South Fork of the Forked 
Deer River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
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By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition from citizens of Dubuque, 
Iowa, for the restoration of Janet E. B. Smith to the pension-roll—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HEWITT: Petition of F. A. P. Barnard and others, i in favor 
of changing the name of the United States Naval Observatory—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HERMAN: Petition of Louis Belfils, for relief on account of 
property destroyed on the Isthmus of Panama—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Christine Edson, widow and personal representative 
of John Geisel, deceased—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petitions of John A. Dean and 130 others, of Coquille city, 
and of George Bennett and 26 others, of Coos County, Oregon, for ad- 
ditional appropriations to continue jetty now in course of construction 
at mouth of Coquille River, Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of Board of Trade of Portland city, Oreg., for appro- 
priation to continue works of improvement now in progress on Colum- 
bia River—to same committee. 

Also, petition from settlers on Sluslaw River, Oregon, in mass meet- 
ing assembled, for aid in improving Sluslaw Bay—to same committee. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of 80 citizens, tobacco-growers of Jo. Daviess 
County, Illinois, for legislation protecting tobacco-growers—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Papers in claim of Emanuel Mason—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. IRION: Papers relating to the claim of Alfred Duplantier— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JAMES: Memorial of Garrett Erkson, for the improvement 
of navigation on the Mississippi River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Papers relating to claim of Daniel Murphy—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to claim of V. F. Gorvissen—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: Petition of the pearl-button manufacturers 
of the United States, for an increase of duties on pearl buttons—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Papers in claim of William H. Crook, for relief— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ST. MARTIN: Papers relating to the claim of G. Alexander 
Ramsay—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MAYBURY: Petition of Sarah D. Tomlinson, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition and resolutions of Tobacco Board of 
Trade of Baltimore—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McKENNA: Resolution of Board of Trade of Sacramento, Cal- 
ifornia, to extend to January 1, 1888, the time when shall lapse to the 
Governnient the unconfirmed portion of the land grant to the California 
and Oregon Railroad Company—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Petition of John B. Watson and 21 others, citizens 
of Bradley County, Arkansas, urging national aid to public schools—to 
the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. MERRIMAN: Petition of cigar manufacturers of New York 
city, for the amendment of section 3387 of the United States Revised 
Statutes’relating to cigar manufacturers’ bonds—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of E-L. Lee, son and heir of Thomas H. 
Lee, asking reference of claim to Court of Claims—to Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLS: Paper relating to the claim of H. F. Durham—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: Petition of Charles Wacehoa, for relief—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers in claim of Thomas Butler—to the Committee on Inya- 
lid Pensions, 

By Mr. MOFFATT: A bill to provide for the construction of a new 
lock in Saint Mary’s Falls Canal and the continuance of work in the 
Hay Lake Channel of Saint Mary’s River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of H. L. Hawkins, for bounty—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to claim of Allen E. Anderson, of Claiborne 
County, Mississippi—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to claim of Henry J. Byers, of Panola County, 
Mississippi—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to claim of J. W. Cansey, of Alcorn County, 
Mississippi—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Mrs. R. C. A. Falconer, of Clark County, Mississippi, 
for compensation for cotton—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to claim of John A. Gwin, of Marshall County, 
Mississippi—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of William P. Ivie, of Benton County, Mississippi, 
for compensation for stores taken—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of James H. Knox, ‘of Marshall 
County, Mississippi—to the same committee, 


Also, papers relating to claim of George W. Mifileton, of Monroe 
County, Mississippi—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Edmond Morrow, of Benton County, Mississippi, 
for compensation for property taken—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Jeremiah H. Morgan, of Benton County, Missis- 
sippi, for compensation for stores taken—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Emmet Y. Parham, of Benton County, Mississippi, 
for compensation for stores taken—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to claim of Willis J. Moran, of Benton County, 
Mississippi—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to claim of Joseph N. Moran, of Benton County, 
Mississippi—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to claim of Daniel T. Saunders, of Benton 
County, Mississippi—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to claim of C. O. Spencer, of Benton County, 
Mississippi—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to claim of Francis Wave—tothe same commit- 
tee. 

Also, petition of E. Partee and others, of Tate County, Mississippi, 
for national aid to education—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. NELSON, a bill providing for an examination and survey of 
the Red River of the North, from Moorhead to Fergus Falls—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill for the examination and survey of the Red Lake River, 
Minnesota, from Grand Forks to Red Lake Falls—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, petition of Farmers’ Alliance, of Grant County, Minnesota, 
asking that manila and sisal grass be placed on the free-list—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Memorial of John A. Wagner, asking 
for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Elizabeth J. Clampitt, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Rebecca Marchant, for a pension—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of William Bryant, of Huntsville, Ark., to 
have his claim for property taken by the United States Army referred 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PHELPS: Joint resolution of the State of New Jersey, rela- 
tive to penal colonization in Alaska—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

By Mr. PETERS: Resolution of association of ex-soldiers who have 
lost a leg or anarm, asking for increase of pension to soldiers so disa- 
bled—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, affidavit of D. McArthur in support of claim—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, papers referring to claim of David McKinney—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Also, affidavit of August Weide, in support of his claim for arrears 
of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Prairie Grove Post, No. 124, G. A. R., Kansas 
Center, Kansas, in regard to pensions—to "the same committee. 

Also, affidavit in support of increase of pension for Thomas G. Bar- 
ton—to the same committee. 

ee affidavit in the claim of John Banks—to the Committee on War 
Claims. - 

Also, petition of Hon. G. D. Thomas and 600 others, citizens of South- 
ern Kansas, for a military post at Kiowa, Kans.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, letter of Hon. J. C. Black, Commissioner of Pensions, stating 
that a pension was granted to Rebecca Burch—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Henry Higmer—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Also, petitions of Governor John A. Martin and other State officials 
of Kansas and of citizens of Comanche County, Kansas, for military 
no on Kansas border near New Kiowa—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petitions of Furney Jones; of Sallie A. Tru- 
grate; of A. M. Cloud, administrator of Benjamin F. Cloud, and G. W. 
Margraves, administrator of Absalom Robinson, of Claiborne County, 
‘Tennessee, that their several claims be referred to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of the trustees of the town of Bloom- 
field, and the trustees of the Bloomfield Lodge No. 57, A. Y. M,, for 
reliei—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Papers relating to public building at FortSmith, 
Ark.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, papers relating to claim of Lucy A. Lee—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to claim of W. N. Burns—to same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claims of James H. Hamilton and of 
Pryor N. Lea—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claims of Zeb Ward, of F. E. Folsom, 
and of James Clifford—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, memorial of the merchants of Little Rock, Ark., touching the 
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fisheries along the Canadian border—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of John P. Holloway and others, praying that certain 
license fees paid by them to the United States Government be refunded 
to them—to the same committee. 

Also, papers in the claim of Bishop E. Fitzgerald, of Little Rock, 
Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Paper relating to claim of Jacob Lucas—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to claim of Frederick Klor—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. E. F. STONE: Petition of citizens of Gloucester, Mass., for 
a survey of their harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Missouri: Resolutions of O. P. Morton Post, 
No. 14, Department of Missouri, G. A. R., of Joplin, Mo., for the pas- 
sage of the amended Mexican pension bill which was pending in the 
Forty-eighth Congress—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Harmon Conley, of Joplin, Mo., for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STORM: Memorial of the Grocers and Importers’ Exchange, 
of Philadelphia, Pa., for the extension of the Signal Service—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 3 

By Mr. SWINBURNE: Petition of Mrs. Margaret Kempf, for in- 
crease of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Papersrelating to the claimsof E. A. French; 
of A. Thompson, administrator of John N. Barnett; of John A. Barnes; 
of E. A. Collins, administrator of W. P. Collins; of John Deaton; of 
Alfred Gardner; of J. G. McFarlane; of Louisa Meriweather; of John 
B. Inman; of John Willett; of Jerre R. Wright, administrator of Nancy 
Wright; of Isaiah Sweat; of Archibald Thomas, and of William R. 
Collier—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petition of business men of Memphis, 
Tenn., praying for the suspension of coinage of silver—to the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of merchants of Memphis, Tenn., for the abolition of 
duties on fish—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: Petition of citizens of Bowie, Tex., ask- 
ing national aid for education—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition of G. I. George and 62 others, ex-sol- 
diers, of Illinois, for the passage of a law allowing persons entitled to 
pensions to draw arrears of pensions from date of discharge—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of Mrs. Marion Twiggs Meres and co- 
heirs of D. E. Twiggs, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VAN EATON: Petition of Julia A. Nutt, widow and execu- 
trix of Haller Nutt, deceased, for relief—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of M. V. Dahlgren, widow of the late Rear-Admiral 
Dahlgren—to Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. T. B. WARD: Two petitions of citizens of Tipton and Hamil- 
ton Counties, Indiana, praying that a pension of $8 a month be granted 
to all soldiers and sailors who served a period of sixty days inthe Army 
or Navy of the United States in the late war—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Morton Post, No. 1, G. A. R., for the enactment of 
a law granting pensions}to soldiers and sailors for service in the late 
war—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WILLIAM WARNER: A bill making an appropriation to 
continue the improvement of the Missouri River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. : 

Also, petition of Lydia A. McGill, administratrix of John C. McGill, 
deceased, for balance due on contract with Commissary Department 
for beef furnished the Army in 1862—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. A. J. WEAVER: Petition of Phebe Martin, for a pension—to 
i aes von weil of Albe Co from the charge of 

Also, petition for ief o. rt Cotton from the c of de- 
action es the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of sil- 
ver upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates 
of one, two, and five dollars, the same being made alegal tender; that 
one and two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public 
debt be paid as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose theidle 
surplus now in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, anfl Measures. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Of citizens of Georgia. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Of citizens of Ionia County, Michigan. 

By Mr. CONGER: Of citizens of Woodward, Iowa. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Of citizens of Harrison County, Missouri. 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: Of citizens of Litchfield, Hillsdale County, 
Michigan. 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSON: Of citizens of Fountain County and of 
Montgomery County, Indiana. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Of citizens of Quincy, Branch County, and of 
citizens of Battle Creek, Michigan. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Of citizens of Elk and Chautauqua Counties, of 
citizens of Labette County, and of Crawford County, 


By Mr. PETERS: Of citizens of Galva and of citizens of Harper 
County, Kansas. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Of citizens of Texas. 

By Mr. RYAN: Of citizens of Kansas. 

By Mr. J. B. WEAVER: Of citizens of Washington Territory; of 
citizens of Pennsylvania; of Calhoun County, Texas; of citizens of 
Illinois; of citizens of Kansas; of citizens of Ohio; of citizens of Iowa; 
of citizens of Wisconsin; of citizens of Missouri; of citizens of Oregon; 
of citizens of Massachusetts; of citizens of West Virginia; of citizens of 
New Jersey; of citizens of New York; of citizens of Michigan. 

By Mr. WILSON: Of citizens of Marion County, West Virginia. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 6, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before $e Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with section 3663 
of the Revised Statutes, plans and estimates for the construction of a- 

ent wharf at Fort Monroe, Va. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication, with the ad- 
conipanying papers, except the maps, willbe printed. The question of 
the printing of maps has usually been referred to the Committee on 
Printing. That course will be taken if there be no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with section 
3663 of the Revised Statutes, plans and estimates for the construction 
of a school building and barracks at Fort Leavenworth, Kans. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that this communication is accompanied by a number 
of maps, the printing of which probably would delay the printing of 


the communication along time. Therefore the question of printing the ` 


maps will be referred to the Committee on Printing if there be no ob- 
jection, and the communication will be referted to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, recommending provision for comfortable 
quarters for the keeper of the Yorktown Monument; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


S. 5. BROWN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
communication from the Postmaster-General in reply to a resolution of 
December 8, 1885, in regard to 8. S. Brown, of Maine, uring the re- 
moval and appointment of postmastersin thatState. What disposition 
shall be e of the communication? It will be read if it is desired. 

Mr. HALE. I should like to have the communication of the Post- 
master-General read. The list that accompanies it need not be read. 
Then I wish to call the attention of the Senate for a few moments to the 
subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE OF THE Foseates Case 
December 28, 1835, 


To the Senate of the United States: 
I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, on the lith day of December in- 
stant, of an attested copy of the following resolution of the Senate, namely: 
“IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, - 
is 9, 1885, 


“ Whereas it is alleged that S. S. Brown, a citizen of theState of Maine, has 
been largely instrumental in procuring the removal of certain ers in 


said State and the appointment of other ns to serve in their stead; and 
“Whereas it is further alleged that said Brown has written to parties whose 
intment he has procured as aforesaid letters in form and substance like the 
following, to wit: 
“WASHINGTON, D. C., , 1885. 

“* DEAR Sir: I have secured your appointment as rapar T at your place. 
Your papers will be sent ina day or two. If you feel like sending a small sum 
to help defray the expense of attending to our Maine matters you may do so. 

“S a — to the above address, 

= pectfully, yours, 
“8S, 8. BROWN.’ 

“ Therefore, 


“ Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and is hereby, tofurnish to 
the Senate a list of the post-offices in Maine and the names of the persons re- 
moved and of those appointed rs of the same where the said S, S. 
Brown has favorably recommended the same or indorsed the applications there- 


for. < 
“ Attest: 


“ ANSON G. McCOOK, 
“ Secretary.” 

And in response thereto to state that the said Brown indorsed the several pe- 
titions of numerous citizens for the removal of the postmasters at East Vassal- 
borough and North Vienna,in Kennebec County; at Naples, in Cumberland 
County, andat North Shapleigh, in York County, in the State of Maine, and in 
no other case discoverable after careful n or known to any officer of 
the Department; but that all removals in that State during my incumbency of 
this office were based upon special representations by citizens of the bry argh 
localities, including the four above named; and also that, in point of af- 
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firmed on my knowledge, so far as my nal attention given tothe 
action taken, and on the RNR a the First Assistant P 

for the residue of the statement, the appointments ofall tobe 

ters in the State of ne, during the period mentioned, have been made upon 


That, however, many such petitions for appointment have been presented 
through the mediation of, and sometimes indorsed and sometimes favorably re- 
commended by, S. S. Brown, as chairman of the Democratic State central com- 
mittee of Maine ;.and herewith accompanying I transmit a list of all post-oftices 
in that State from which the — have been removed during the period 
aforesaid, with the names of the removed and of the newly appointed postmas- 
ters, where any i rsement or recommendation by said wn has been made 
or appears on any petition or communication presented in fayor of such appointed 


ee ee WM. F. VILAS, 
Postmaster-General. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, before this communication shall be sent 
toa proper committee I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the 
important subjects-matter contained in it. 

Everybody realizes that within the last half-dozen years there has 
been in the country a growing sentiment with reference to the conduct 
and management of the civil service of the Government. Ideas upon 
this subject have taken root with the people, and have found form and 
expression through the press, through the platforms of the great polit- 
ical parties, and indeed in the every-day utterances of men. It has 

* become more and more the belief of the American people that the civil 
service of the Government should be for the good of all. It is a civil 
service paid for by all, and therefore should benefit all. The growth 
of the belief that appointments to office should not be merely a reward 
of party service or personal service has undoubtedly been marked; and, 
above all, men have become convinced and the country has desired that 
the civil service should be a pure service. Now, in order that there 
shall be a pure civil service in the United States, it must inevitably 
have a pure foundation. There must be no taint of and sale 
about the distribution of patronage, because if that taint be found then 
it will infect the whole service. 

All parties have recognized this. It has found expression in their 
platforms, both Republican and Democratic. 

There has been in the State of Maine, which I have the honor in part 
to represent here, a remarkable condition of affairs within the last six 
months. That is a State where there are no great centers of pai 
There is but one considerable custom-house in the State, and that not 
of the largest grade or rank. There are in the whole State but few 
great offices of emolument and trust to invite able men as candidates 
for filling them. There is none of the paraphernalia of the great busi- 
ness of the Land Office, its registration and all of the force necessary to 
carry on that department of the Government. The great Bureau of 
Internal Revenue has little, almost no representation in the State, there 
being a single district with a collector, with no great Day and a ve 
small clerical force, for but little is collected. are but thirty- 
seven Presidential appointments to post-offices in the State; but scat- 
tered over its entire territory, ramifying everywhere, are the fourth-class 

post-offices, numbering several hundreds. Out of about nine hundred 
of these ffices ps a hundred outside of the larger towns and 
the few cities range in value to the incumbent from $200 to just within 
$1,000 per year, and the rest are far below this and insignificant in point 
of com tion. 

But, Mr. President, there is no Department of the Government that 
comes so near to the people of the State of Maine as does the Post-Office 
Department its representatives in the fourth-class postmasters. 
They do the business of the public; they are intrusted with its mails 
and to a great d with the people’s secrets, and nowhere is found 
so much interest in having a good and pure service as in this Depart- 
ment of the Government. 

When the administration of President Cleveland came into power it 
found this situation in the State of Maine: The incumbents of these 
small post-oflices were attending to their duties aud no complaint was 
made. They were generally Republicans undoubtedly. Along course 
of power in the Republican party had resulted not universally, not en- 
tirely, but in a large majority being Republicans. 

I wish to say here now that I make no appeal for these men who 
have been removed. The letters that I have received calling attention to 
the scandals that have brought disreputeon this branch of the service in 
the Stateof Mainedo not come from Republicans; they do not come from 
men who have been removed from oftice. I want tosay here that the Re- 
publicans who have been holding office heretofore have expected to goout 
butin a “decent and orderly”! fashion. Their belief in the wants and 
necessities and clamor of Democratic partisans has been so great that 
they never expected to be kept long in office, I speak not for them, but 
in the interest of political morality. 

The Administration proceeded cautiously with reference to the large 
post-offices and but few changes have been made in the State. The 
President maintained a conservative attitude, and while he was beset 
by constant delegations from the State of Maine to make a clean and 
general sweep of the Presidential post-offices he declined, and but few 
removals were made. 

But, as er colleague knows and as I know, the situation in the State 
outside of the great offices was soon found to be this: A village upon 

Š j 


me the coast with a good postmaster performing his duty, with Democratie 


aspirants for the office, as they had a right to aspire, who had secured 
the favor of their fellow-citizens by petitions for a removal and appoint- 
ment, would wake up on some bright morning in the summer and find 
thatanew man had been appointed whom nobody wanted, whom neithez 
Democrat nor Republican desired to fill the piace, who was objectionable 
to the patrons of the office. At once the question arose, how had thia 
been done, and the further question arose whether this was civil-servico 
reform and a purification of the service. 

Somewhere in the interior, a little town with a post-office paying 
$200 or $300 a year would join unitedly, Democratic and Republican, 
for the appointment of a Democrat of character and standing, and the 
papers would be presented or sent to Washington, and the morring 
mail would bring the announcement that another man for whom nobody 
was supposed to have signed had been appointed postmaster. And so it 
went on from week to week, the ax constantly falling, but the source of 
the decree by which the ax fell being a mystery to the people in the 
several post-office districts where the change had been made. 

Soon inquiry was directed as to how thishad been. Deputations vis- 
ited the Democratic candidates for Congress in the districts, who told 
them they knew nothing. They visited the Democratic candidate for 
governor, who is a citizen of my town, who told them that he knew 
nothing. Attention was then called to the fact that the chairman of 
the Democratic State committee, Mr. S. S. Brown, who is mentioned 
in the resolution, had. left his home in Waterville and his practice or 
law there, had shut up his office, and had come to Washington to attend 
to the distribution of patronage under the civil-service-reform admin- 
istration of the Government. 

That called further attention to the fact that when the Democratic 
party in Maine found itself face to face with the distribution of patron- 
age, it discovered that the old and conservative forces of that party were 
not equal to the occasion; and when the Democratic State committee 
met, in view of the distribution of patronage in the State, the old chair- 
man was left out, and this new man, Mr. S. S. Brown, substituted in 
his place. As I shall show presently, he discloses the purposes and the 
doings of the meeting where he was directed to take charge of certain 
Maine patronage. 

When it was found that this one-man power was working in this man- 
ner, in many eases without regard to the representation of the several 
communities affected, when it was discovered that here was the source 
of removals, a great indignation arose throughont the State. I began 
to get letters, as I said, not from Republicans, but from Democrats. A 
prominent Democrat, not in my own State but who visits it in summer 
and has become interested in a locality where a postmaster has lately 
been removed, says in a letter to me: 

The removal of the perenne conor indorsements sufficiently strong, as 
was said to mein the 's office, 
a Cabinet‘officer), under the circumstances, was simply 
be exposed and the blame put where it belongs. 

Another letter says of a candidate who was not appointed : ‘* His lo- 
cation was in the right place, and he had the indorsement of the Demo- 
cratic member of the county of the Democratic State committee, and is 
a reliable man, but he was set aside by Brown, and a candidate who 
went to Washington with money in pocket was appointed. Another 
says: 

She sent a petition— 

Referring to the candidate who was put in— 

She sent a petition of this office. The remainder of 
her petitioners, or nea We— 

The people— 

ve ta by eighty-four, of office, an: 
yet se has had wa appointmen sent ‘her contrary regardai ain ponte 
feel outraged and wi patron office. 

I could go on reading these complaints for an hour, and I know that 
my colleague, and perhaps every member in the other House from the 
State, has just such complaints as these, which were made until it be- 
came a universal scandal and aroused the indignation not only of Re- 
publicans but of good conservative Democrats. Under these circum- 
stances, when I came here at the beginning of the session, one of this 
man’s letters, which he had written to one of the parties for whom he 
had secured an appointment, was handed to me, and I deemed the sub- 
ject of sufficient importance for Congress and the American people to 
call for information. This was the letter on which my resolution was 


by three patrons 
y all, live miles away. 


Wasutnctron, D. C., —, 1885. 


Dear Str: I have secured your appointment as postmaster at your place. 


Your pa will be sent in a day or two. Ifyou feel like sending a sum 
to help defray the expenses of attending to our Maine matters you may do so. 
My mail comes to the above address, 


= ee ; S. 8. BROWN. 


I made that the basisof a resolution calling for information from the 
ent. What I sought to obtain was entire and exhaustive in- 
formation as to Brown’s connection with these appointments, as to his 
solicitations for the same, and of appointments made where he had 
recommended them; and the Department’s answer has just been read, 
signed and sent here by the Postmaster-General. Fh ta itis 
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the following list of four Presidential 
mended the change, and eighty-seven fourth-class offices: 


t-offices where Brown recom- 


List of post-offices in Maine, called for by the resolution of the Senate of 
December 9, 1885, with the names of the postmasters removed and of 
the persons appointed instead. 


PRESIDENTIAL. 


Person appointed. 


Timothy Shaw, jr. 
.| N. A, Sweet. 
Frank L. Thayer. 


sess] J. M. Corbett. 
.| Winfield S. Trest. 
.| John H. Coombs, 
.| Walter B. Irish. 
.| W.P. Brigham. 
„| Orlando N. Smith, 
.| Miles F. Doney. 
.| Elai R. Marchand. 
.| Mrs, T. A. Parker. 
.| J. B. A. Farrell. 


: napp., 
.| T. Arthur Paul, 
d| W. man, 
.| A.J. Norton. 

.| T. N. B. Holt. 


-à . Harriman, 
Benjamin F. Small. 

.| Ella M. Benson. 

„| Theron E. Doe. 

.| Charles W. Mower. 


«| H. Whittier. 
.| Annie M. Craig. 
.| S. H. Morrill. 


3 Re i rge e. 
Monson ... th is .| Charles M. Coombes, 
Bowdoin Centre... a k | M: 

Bowdoinham ..... 
Parker's Head... 
Brighton. 
Cambri 


East Madiso’ charles F. T. Mrs, H ©. Moore. 
Pittsfield . F. M. Ireland............. 4 i 
.| James S. Huxford.. 


..| Alexander Black... š 
| HL B. Rir .| James R. Tabor. 

.| Jennison Grant, 
James Robbins.' 


1 Commission held. 


As I said in the beginning, of the large number of fourth-class post-. 
offices in the State, numbering in all several hundred, perhaps one hun- 
dred of them are important enough to make it an object to hold the 
place, the pay ranging from $200 up to nearly $1,000. Of this class 
of about one hundred—lI only speak approximately, not exactly—over 
eighty are found in that list. It isa part of the patronage of the 
Post-Office Department in the State of Maine; and undoubtedly, as is 

= : 


suggested, if the letters sent out and the statements of citizens of Maine 
can be depended upon, there are hundreds of others where the appoint- 
ment was proc at little places where nothing appears upon the rec- 
ord, for there has been almost a general sweep in this branch of the 
Post-Office Department in Maine, aside from the Presidential appoint- 
ments, which fall under the scrutinizing eye of the President and the 
Postmaster-General, The Republicans have gone out and the Demo- 
crats have come in. 

Asto the answer to the resolution of inquiry which the Senate passed, 
I have no complaint to make against it. It has followed the terms of 
the resolution and has technically answered it; and the Postmaster- 
General also states that all these appointments where Brown had rec- 
ommended them were made not because he recommended them, but 
because they were backed up by petitions. I acquit the Postmaster- 
General of any knowledge of this man’s performances. He comes to 
that official armed with the indorsements of the Democratic party of 
the State of Maine. He was its committee’s chairman, and the com- 
mittee had sent him to Washington to manage this business, and it was 
not strange that the Postmaster-General turned this subject-matter 
over, as he did largely, to the First Assistant, and that that assistant 
depended largely upon the representations of Mr. Brown. They were 
ignorant, we will presume, of his ways and of his methods, but the 
party at home knew it, and the citizens in Maine knew it, and the 


‘| whole State was scandalized by it. 


We do not learn from this reply in how many cases there were differ- 
ent petitions, like some that have been alluded to in the letters which 
I have read, where a small number asked for the ad pothgnnanes of a cer- 
tain Democrat, and he was indorsed by Brown and the appointment 
made, when ten times or twenty times as many asked for the appoint- 
ment of another Democrat. Of that we have no knowledge. The 
Postmaster-General has sent us no information upon the crucial ques- 
tion whether or not the wishes of the people who patronized these 
offices were considered. We have no account of the visitations and 
solicitations of this man at the Post-Office Department, or how he held 
aloft there the authority given by his party and the committee of his 
party, upon which he based this infamous system of brokerage in pub- 

ie anes That is not disclosed by the answer of the Postmaster- 
General. 

But Mr. Brown himself avows this control. Driven at last to bay, 
with the newspapers commenting upon it, with a resolution of the Sen- 
ate hanging over his head, with an indignant people aroused against 
him, from the retiracy and seclusion of a sick-bed, on the 10th day ot 
December last he sends to the public probably the most remarkable ex- 
culpatory letter that the annals of modern political literature have dis- 
closed. I shall put the whole letter, giving him the benefit of it, into 
the RECORD, to accompany my remarks, so that nobody shall say that I 
have in any way misrepresented this man. He begins: 

To the Editor of the Argus— 

A Democratic paper at Portland, Me.— 

Dear Str: For more than two weeks I have been confined to my bed with an 
attack of pneumonia. To-day is the first time I have been able to sit up lon, 
enough to write to you. Some three or four days ago I first became aware ot 


what was being telegraphed from Washington about me, under the inspiration 
of J. P. Bass. 


So that this communication, this emanation is not a hurried one, but 
is the result of careful reflection and thought. 

The story comes Iam “blacklisted” there because of the fact that certain 
gentlemen have seen fitto pay me for expenses incurred in securing the fourth- 
class post-offices: So far as the blacklisting business is concerned I care but 
little about that, but be it true or false, time brings all things to light, and I am 
content to wait, but I don’t want to stand ina false light among my own ac- 

uaintances and friends, and hence I write this letter to you andask you to pub- 
lish it in the Argus, the only Democratic daily in our State. 


Let me read some of the statements of the manner in which patron- 
age is disposed of under the ruling powers in the State of Maine. 

He says: 

Sometime in the early part of last summer our Democratic State committee 


determined that it was important as a political influence to have our fourth- 
class post-offices filled with Democrats as soon as we could have them. 


I have found nothing in the civil service resolution of any party’s 
platform that reads precisely like that. 


We then agreed— 


It was a harmonious compact— 


We then agreed among ourselves by vote thatso far as this class of officers was 
concerned each member of the committee in his own county should examine 
into cases in his own county, find out what was the wish of the local Democracy 
as to persons to be appelons and recommend the person for postmaster whom 
the Democrats receiving mail at the various offices wanted, 


The Republican patrons of the office were excluded. Iam not much 
surprised at that. 


And each member of our committee was to respect that recommendation, and 
I was requested, as of the committee, to indorse the papers of such 
pesona and use cn Sepia to secure their appointment. I have been t g 
or the last six months to discharge tbat duty. I visited Washington three times 
in the discharge of this duty prior to July. On these several trips I had paid 
out over $300, but had accomplished but little, because the Administration was 
not willing to do anything for us. But in July I secured quite a large number 
of appointments. 


The Postmaster-General does not say that Mr. Brown secured any. 
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Mr. Brown says that he did; and from that day the gateway was open 
and the appointments were made to the extent that the list indicates. 

The subject of expense necessarily incurred in this work was discussed by our 
committee at the time and several times since, and it was the unanimous opinion 
that the persons who received the appointments— 

Let Senators listen to this. This is giving the deliberation of the 
State committee of the Democratic party of the State of Maine— 
should be called upon to contribute each his part of the expense. When I se- 
cured the appointments in July I notified by letters a few persons of the fact of 
their i aeneg jane ay efforts, and suggested if they felt to contribute 


um to e expense it would be evr gar © responded and 
some did not. On reflection it seemed to me a little undignified to call in this 


manner for these expenses, and since then I have asked no one to contribute 
toward this aoe 

It seems that Mr. Bass has picked up some of these letters and now has them 
on exhibition in Washington. Ifhe thinks this a dignified proceeding and one 
nyt will redound to his lasting benefit he is welcome to all he can make out 
o 
I have done the best I could to put Democratsintooffice. Ihave had no clients, 
Ihave done nothing that Iam aware of that in Lao degree es of office 
brokerage, but have received the pa; of such dates as have been sent to 
me and such as I have found on file in Washington pe indorsed by the 
members of my committee and other leading Democrats eir several coun- 
ties and tried to secure their appointment. The amount ofactual work formed 
by me in answering letters, explaining about giving all sorts of in- 
formation can not be well appreciated. I have abandoned my law business for 
six months and paid out at least $200 more than I have received. If some one 
else will now e hold and do the balance of this work—for I believe fully in 
giving the Democrats all the post-offices—I will be content. 

y, yours, 
8. S. BROWN, 

Chairman of the Democratic State Committee of Maine. 


Mr. President, this is ‘‘ reform” with a vengeance; this is ‘‘ purify- 
ing the public service;’’ this is ‘‘ cleansing the Augean stables;’’ this is 
“í turning the rascals out;’’ this is ‘securing a non-partisan service!’ 
Let Senators reflect for a moment upon the proposition that men who 
are appointed to office shall be assessed for the expenses attendant upon 
that ry “ghewiger Does any Senator know where the line would be 
drawn? The whole brokerage business is not even thinly disguised. 
Let any y proceed upon that presumption that men appointed to 
office 1 be assessed for obtaining the office, then you have got every 
source of patronage polluted and the service is debauched and destroyed. 
And this man was empowered, as he says, by his party to do this. 

It is due to fairness to say that several old Democratic members of 
the State committee deny ennome that Brown was given such 
powers; but that he acted by the general direction of the committee 
there is no reason to doubt. 

Why, Mr. President, Senators will remember three years ago when the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] and I and others vexed this body 
for days with our contention over a resolution which he submitted 
calling for an investigation where voluntary contributions had been 
requested from men in office, a committee of the Republican party 
did what had been done by both parties for years: it sent out circulars 
asking men in office if they were willing to contribute something to the 
legitimate expenses of the campaign; and the Senator from Kentucky 
introduced aresolution demanding an investigation and denouncing the 
. act in the severest terms; and the chairman of the Republican commit- 
tee, who had sent out these circulars, doing no more than others had 
done, doing no more than I had done when chairman of that committee 
in previous years, found the whole newspaper press of the country upon 
his back, and his name was coined into a new word expressing improper 
levies upon men in office in the way of assessments. 

Mr. President, that was a thing of the pet pra importance compared 
with this of assessing men, who are appointed, to pay the expenses of that 
appointment. That, it may be, muddies the water; this poisons the 
fountain. ‘This selling and marketing of public office has been the sign 
and accompaniment of corruption and corrupt parties for all the ages. 
Shakespeare puts the reproach of ‘‘an itching palm” into the mouth 
of the incorruptible Brutus where he denounces the venal Cassius— 

He sold his offices to undeservers, 


Mr. President, there is one thing more with this that will make en- 
tire havoc of political morality. When youadd to the bargaining and 
selling of public places one other thing, the perversion, the thwarting, 
the denial, the debauching of the suffrage, then political honesty may 
cry aloud in the streets. When that condition of affairs has set in with 
the American people then you have an evil so colossal that civil-service 
boards and examinations for promotion and appointment are ‘‘ mere 
leather and pruvella;’’ they do not begin to touch the evil; and here 
we are confronted, in my own State at any rate, by this condition of 
things. Itis the firsttime in the history of that State that anything of 
this kind has appeared. 

The Republican party has not been by any means a perfect party; it 
has not always succeeded in getting the best men to hold its offices, but 
in twenty-four years of the administration of that party of the General 
Government with the patronage of the State of Maine in its hands, with 
a Senate to confirm always with the exception of two brief years, I 
have never heard the charge made that a public office had been sold and 
marketed for money, whether under the guise of paying for expenses or 
paying for maintaining a brokerage in public office; and no man in the 
State of Maine, or out, I venture to say, has heard of it. Ido not know 
whether this infamous system has extended to other States. I do not 


know what the process has been there. I do not know whether State 
committees have taken charge in other States of patronage, and have 
beat at the doors of the President and the doors of the Departments, 
demanding that their fiat shall be carried out as to appointments. I 
do not know how it has been done in other States. I asked the other 
day arrold employé of the House of tatives, whom I had known 
in former years of my service there, if a good many members had been 
here during the summer. ‘‘ Yes, sir,” he said, ‘‘never so many; mostly 
Democrats.” He said: ‘‘I do not think that the Indiana Democrats 
have left hereatall. It appeared as though each was afraid somebody 
else would get ahead of him, and they have been here.” 

Mr. VOORHEES. Allow me to say to the Senator from Maine—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Doesthe Senator from Maine yield ? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Allow me to say tothe Senatorthat he wask 
ing company at that time with a man who did not tell the truth. 
Whether that has been his misfortune in to other branches or 
this discussion or not I do not know; but I to know that the 
statement which he has just entertained the Senate with is absolutely 
untrue. 

Mr. HALE. I amonly giving the statemént made to me by an em- 
ployé of the other House; and I was going to say that if the Indiana 
delegation did—and I do not care whether they did or did not remain 
here on the ground to control patro: it was an infinitely better way 
than it was toselect a man, as the Democratic State committee of Maine 
did, and send him on with concentrated power to distribute the patron- 
age of the Government among the people of the State of Maine; andit 
the Senator from Indiana, putting aside his characteristic modesty in 
such matters, consented atthe solicitation of his people to remain here 
in Washington and to help advise the President and the heads of De- 
partments, a better result would have come out of it, I am sure, than re- 
sulted in the State of Maine. 

Now, the question is, What shall be done in this case? Iam not par- 
ticular. The papersshould go toa proper committee, perhaps that upon 
civil service, as the case touches the great question which is committed 
to that committee, and a further investigation, if need be, made; but I 
care not whether itis done or not. Thatletter by the chairman of the 
Democratic State committee of the State of Maine, citing his authority, 
giving the discussion upon which it was confided to him, and what he 
did and his intending to exact assessments from men for whom he had 
secured appointments to cover expenses, tells the whole story. Noin- 
vestigation can go beyond that. The man seems to be color-blind as to 
what is or is not political morality. He would not be of that impor- 
tance that he is excepting as the representative of the organization that 
sent him here. 

Mr. President, I have not called up this matter because I care about 
one of these offices. As I have said, the Republicans of Maine are not 
dependent upon them. They made gallant fights years ago when they 
had no patronage, and expect to do it again and to continue to battle 
for the cause and for the principles of the Republican party; and I trust 
it will not be seen that their numbers have been lessened by the loss 
of patronage. They expect under these clamorous demands of the Dem- 
ocratic party to go out of office, but they expect to do it decently and 
orderly, and it is a shame to my State that the system of brokerage in 
public office should have been—I will not say inaugurated there, for I 
do not know whether it was inaugurated there or not, but that it 
should have been set up and carried out in this fashion. And when I 
ask for the exposure of this, I do it not in the interest of any man who 
has lost his place; no man upon whose neck the ‘ax has fallen has solic- 
ited my intervention; but the facts furnish such an example of the in- 
sincerity of the cry of civil-service reform, of regarding the wishes of 
the people, and of getting pure men from pure sources and upon exam- 
inations into thé public service in proper ways, that I deemed it fitting 
to bring it before the Senate. I have asked the exposure in the interest 
of the people of Maine, including the Republican party and the honest 
conservative Democracy of Maine, and they are numbered by thou- 
sands, who to-day are shocked and indignant at what has been done by 
the leaders of their party. 

Ido not know what will become of this man. I have little or no 
acquaintance with him; I know but little about him or his anteced- 
ents before this, except in one marked case of our State history, and 
that is not to his credit; but there he stands, sir, to-day with the in- 
dorsement of the Democratic party for the Stateof Maine. He is still 
chairman of its committee that manages its campaigns and represents 
the party before the people. I have heard of no attempt at deposing 
him, but, whether deposed or not, the people of the State of Maine will 
remember him and will girdle him as a tree is girdled, sothat his power 
for evil will cease for the future. Iam willing to commit him to the 
mercies of people of the State of Maine. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it would be sufficient answer to the Sen- 
ator from Maine in his extraordinary speech if it were simply an- 
nounced—and that announcement would meet the assent of every intel- 


‘ligent person here—that in the nature of things it is impossible that 


the President of the United States or the heads of the Departments in 
an administration just coming into power, or which has been for aterm 
in power, should know the qualifications and merits or demerits of ap- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


446 


. JANUARY 6, 


plicants for local office in the respective States. If my own personal 
convenience and comfort were alone concerned, and I will frankly say 
that if I could have my own way in regard to the distribution of patron- 
age, I would make it a misdemeanor for any Senator or Representative 
to approach the Departments or the President to solicit office. But it 
has obtained as a practice in this Government that this thing showld be 
done, and the people who send us here have come to believe that it is 
the common law of politics that Senators and Representatives should 
solicit for their friends offices of an administration which they have 
helped to place in power. 

The Postmaster-General has simply availed himself.of the only in- 
strumentality which could in the nature of things give him information 
in regard to offices in the State of Maine. Was that Postmaster-Gen- 
eral to go to the two Senators from Maine, his political opponents and 
decided partisans? Was he to go to the representation of the State in 
the other House, men who belong to a party antagonistic to his own? 
He could only go to the instrumentality or agency or representative 
nearest to him in the party towhich he belonged; and with due respect 
to the Senator from Maine it is cant, miserable political cant, to talk 
of anything else being done in regard to this patronage under the cir- 
cumstances which’ surrounded that State. It has always been done. 
The Senator seems to have discovered, he thinks, some new and strange 
abuse which has come into vogue since the present Administration. 

Mr. President, let me state on my own personal atesa oi I 
am prepared to bring the papers here at any instant to prove from their 
signers, from irrefragable testimony what I say—the State of Missouri 
had a solid Democratic delegation in the last Congress and every dis- 
trict in that State was represented by a Republican, the referee of the 
Administration, who said what persons should obtain office and what 
should not. I have seen, and they are now on file in the Post-Office 
Department, applications for office from the respective districtsin Mis- 
souri referred to Mr. So-and-so, the referee in such cases. 

Further than that, I assert the fact of my own personal knowledge 
and my colleague’s that men remained in this city from the State of 
Missouri, Republicans, by the year, month, and day, with no other 
business here but to distribute the patronage of that State. More than 
that, sir, I know from my personal knowledge, and can substantiate it 
from the papers on file, that it was urged as an argument against an} 
man in the Republican party applying for office that he had the friendly 
feeling of my colleague or myself, and the written indorsement can be 
found there to-day: ‘* This man is indorsed by VEST and CocKRELL;’’ 
therefore he is unfit to hold office under the Government! 

The Senator from Maine has just discovered that that is a new abuse. 
Sir, I congratulate him on his new-born zeal for civil-service reform. 
In the administration of General Grant $25,000 was appropriated to pay 
for the services of a civil-service commission, and gentlemen were 
appointed. After one year, certainly before the end of two, the appro- 
priation was withdrawn; and although that distinguished President, 
soldier, and statesman called repeatedly in his messages upon a Repub- 
lican Congress to appropriate the pittance of $25,000 to preserve the 
life of civil-setvice reform, not one cent could be obtained! His suc- 
cessor in office, Mr. Hayes, made the same appeal, and without any re- 
sult. His successor in office, General Garfield, made the same appeal, 
and not a dollar wcs appropriated. President Arthur made the same 
appeal in his inaugural message, and not one cent could be had until 
after the election of 1882, at which the Democratic party swept the coun- 
try, when it was all at once discovered that civil-service reform was the 
great panacea for all the evils that afflicted the body-politic. Not until 
the people at the polls had spoken did the Republican party come to the 
relief of the public press; and that too, sir, when the Pendleton bill had 
been reported from the Committee to Examine the Several Branches of 
the Civil Service, and for months had remained in this Chamber with- 
out notice on the of the dominant party in the Senate. Itremained 
here without notice, and had no more chance for than I have to 
earry this Capitol away now in the palm of my hand but for the elec- 
tions of 1882. Then the Republicans picked up the bill and passed it, 
and said ‘‘it is our savior, let us burn incense on its altar.” 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri with all his 
ingenuity shall not twist and distort the main issue here. That the 
wholesale removal of competent and faithful officials and the substi- 
tuting in their place of Democratic partisans is a violation of every pledge 
of civil-service reform is undoubtedly the fact; but that is not the pene- 
‘rating, corrupting, and destructive practice that I mainly call atten- 
tion to here. That itself is bad enough as the representation of pro- 
fessions that are made to be broken, of promises that are given never to 
be kept; but that is little, as I said before, in comparison with this great 
colossal evil that will destroy the public service by selling and market- 
ing public offices. That the Senator has not touched upon. Ihave, and 
I have said that in twenty-four years, with all the mistakes and errors 
germane to human life which the Republican party may have committed, 
no charge of this kind has been made in my State. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me a word? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. I inadvertently neglected to state what I do now state, 
that when my colleague and myself, from the repeated practice which 
obtained in the State of Missouri under the Republican administration, 


undertook to find how certain gentlemen could remain in this city to 
manage the patronage in the State at their own expense, we never were 
able to find a letter from them, because they were acute and finished 
politicians, but we did find conclusive proof that in certain localities 
where certain appointments had been made money had béen raised by 
the parties who were appointed. Wecould not, in the nature of things, 
find evidence that this money had been directly paid; but it is safe to 
assume, and I believe, and I think I could convince the moral judgment 
of any one acquainted with the facts, that these gentlemen from Mis- 
souri did not remain here from day to day and month to month at their 
own expense from a patriotic desire to properly distribute the public 
patronage. : 

Mr. HALE. Well, Mr. President, if the Senator found that condi- 
tion in his State, or had reason to suspect it, he should havedone what 
I have done. It was in this case no piece of good luck in finding a let- 
ter of this man demanding pay for his services in procuring office, but 
it was impossible to escape these letters; they went broadcast through- 
out the State, and therefore I have called attention to the subject; and 
the Senator from Missouri ought to have called attention to anything 
of that kind, because this is a matter that rises above party. 

I assume that no Senator here would wish for a moment that in his 
own State the public places should be the subject of brokerage. If 
that contamination has reached the Senate—and I know that it has 
not—then the disease is too far gone for remedy. I do not believe that 
it has. I believe in pillorying the men who have set afloat this infa- 
mous system. I meant to say, and with the leave of the Senate I will 
incorporate it in my remarks, that certain members, old Democratic 
members, of the State committee deny that this man was given this 
authority by the committee, or that they ever knew that he was au- 
thorized to make assessments npon men appointed at his intervention. 
It is proper that I should say that ont of dames to those gentlemen. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, happening to be out fora moment, 
perhaps looking after theinterest of some honest man who wants a place 
under the Government and has a right to ask for it, I did not hear the 
letter of the Postmaster-General when it was read at the desk. Con- 
sequently, when I came in and found a Senator on the floor making an 
hour speech, I sent to the desk for the letter and obtained it and have 
read it. I wanted to know what this wasall about, and I find anissue 
of the immense proportions disclosed by this communication that three 
Presidential postmasters in Maine have*been changed by this Admin- 
istration and several more of the fourth-class persuasion. I find also 
the statement by the Postmaster-General that the name of Mr. S. 8. 
Brown—whoever or whatever he may be is unknown to me—is found 
upon the recommendations on which four changes were made, including 
the three Presidential offices. Why, sir, when I heard the Senator from 
Maine wailing his grievances here, I thought that Maine had been flooded 
with political blood, that there had been wholesale decapitation, that 
the guillotine had worked everywhere even up into the little village 
so poetically described as under the fringe of the dark forest. Instead 
of that it does not seem to me thaf there has been enough of change 
in the State of Maine to answer the demand which the American people 
made last fall when they decreed that the administration of this Gov- 
ernment should be changed and putin other hands. Letussee how the 
Postmaster-General presents this question. After reciting the resolu- 
tion heretofore adopted by this body, the Postmaster-General proceeds 
to say: 

That the said Brown indorsed the several petitions of numerous citizens for 
the removal of the postmasters at East Vassalborough and North Vienna, in 
Kennebee County— 

Two— 
at Naples, in Cumberland County— 


Three— 
and at North Shapleigh, in York County, in the State of Maine— 


Four in all— 
and in no other case discoverable after careful examination or known to any 
officer of the Department. 

I have heard small questions, which were magnified into important 
ones, designated as a great cry over a small amount of wool. Wehave 
had it here in an eminent degree. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator mean to let it go that that is the ex- 
tent of the intervention of this man Brown, as shown by the letter of 
the Postmaster-General ? ; 

Mr. VOORHEES. I mean to let it go that those are the four posi- 
tions wherein he joined other numerous recommendations for changes, 
three of which were Presidential and one not. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. VOORHEES. No. I will correct what you think is my mis- 
take; but it is not my mistake. Of course he took part in changes 


affecting minor offices. I am glad tounalyze the grievances of the Sen- 
ator from Maine wherein Brown has done so much wrong, first as to 
three Presidential post-offices and one other that is designated here 
| by the Postmaster-General. Then the Postmaster-General proceeds to 
say that in other cases he recommended changes. -No doubt about 
that. How many fourth-class postmasters have suffered the tortures 
of political execution up in Maine I do not know. I sympathize with 
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them. It has been a long time since any of that political family suf- 
fered in thatway. On our side of the Chamber we are used to it. We 
know how to behave under dangers of that kind perhaps better than 
the other side, but after a little time is past-I think they will learn 
also. [Laughter.] I hope so, at least. . 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator from Maine makes a grievance as 
to a person in his State. It may be thatall his points are well taken. 
Iam not hereto challenge the of his arraignment of Mr. Brown. 
I kow nothing of Mr. Brown. If he has done what the Senator from 
Maine charges him with the Senator has done a public duty and a favor 
to the Democratic party, which he did not intend, by exposing him. 
I hope that all such people will be promptly brought to condemnation 
and contempt. Whether these accusations are just or not, I say I re- 
mit to that locality up yonder where the Senator says he will be girdled 
by the people; but I do humbly protest, Mr. President, that it seems 
to me the Senate of the United States has become a meeting not much 
larger than often frequents a cross-roads when we have to listen to such 
grievances in regard to fourth-class post-offices and the like up in the 
State of Maine. Does the Senator from Maine suppose that he can make 
an impression upon the country that the Democratic party sympathize 
with practices like those he charges upon this man Brown? 

The Senator, I think a little forgetful, saw fit to base a statement on 
some informer’s false information that the whole delegation from In- 
diana had pretty much camped here during thesummer-time. I think 
I was away from this capital more than the Senator from Maine. Iwas 
in distant courts and at distant places and at my home from the time 
of the adjournment until a little while before we met again. Some of 
my colleagues in the other House came here and went away. Some 
did not come atall. But for all that we have done we will stand re- 
sponsible before our people and here in the Senate and House. 

I do not know that I quite agree with my eloquent and gifted friend 
from Missouri upon one point. I may bemadeof more patient clay than 
he is. Iam willing to trust and help those people who have helped 
me, and I have but little respect for a man—I mean tio personal appli- 
cation to anybody—who is not. At any rate I go my rounds; I help 
the people who put this Administration in power to hold office under 
it, believing solemnly with all the great exponents of the Democratic 
party from Jefferson and Jackson down that when the people proclaim 
theirdesire for a change in the administration of their Government they 
expect the head of that administration and those whom he calls around 
him to administer this Government through friendly hands by friendly 
hearts and friendly minds. There is not a business man within the 
hearing of my voice who would employ in any subordinate capacity those 
who did not wish him to succeed. those who did not wish him business 
prosperity; and I proclaim but the universal experience of parties and 
of nations when I say that that principle applies to them as well as to 
business of a less public nature. 

Mr. VEST. I hope my friend from Indiana will permit me to say 
one word. I understand the Senator; and I think we shall have no 
misunderstanding when we understand each other. I was unfortunate 
inmy expression if I did not convey the, idea that if I consulted my own 

mal convenience and comfort I would make it a misdemeanor fora 
Senator or Representative to solicit patronage. I meant to say that. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes, the Senator did say it. 

Mr. VEST. [always work for my people. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I know that, and none do more so. These ob- 
servations that I make are made with my entire friendliness and with 
perfect respect to the other side of the Chamber. You gentlemen have 
acted upon the principle I have laid down ever since you have been in 
pry and you would do it again to-morrow (and you know it) if you 

the power. I am willing for civil-service reform to have all the 
fair chances to which it is entitled. I was not for the present law. I 
do not think its workings have justified those who were for it or con- 
demned my opposition. I make no opposition now to it. I hope that 
it will advance the public interest if it is possible for it to do so; but 
holding these views I, recurring to the Senator from Maine, must pro- 
test against being held responsible for what has, perhaps improperly, 
taken place in his State. 

Mr, HALE. Mr. President, I move that the communication and 
papers be referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrench- 
ment. - 

Mr. LOGAN. Before that is done I desire to say a word. I donot 
wish to enter into this discussion, for my friend from Maine is per- 
fectly competent to take care of himself and his State; but I desire to 
cal] the attention of the Senator from Missouri to one fact which I 
think he overlooked in his statement in reference to President Grant 
and i’resident Hayes and President Garfield having called upon Con- 
gress to appropriate money that the commission might proceed under 
the law of civil-service reform, as it is termed. Does he not remember 
that the Congress of the United States from 1874, I believe up to the 
present time, has never been really in the hands of the Republican 
party? Does he not remember that the appropriation bills coming 
from the House of Representatives to be agreed to by the Senate of the 
United States were in the hands of the Democratic party, who refused 
to appropriate money for any such purpose? For one Congress during 
this whole time the Senate was in the hands of the Democratic party. 


I only mention this to eall the attention of the Senator to the fact 
that the country may understand this proposition and not be led to be- 
lieve that the Republican party had power to continue the commission 
and appropriate money for it when the refusal was made by those in 
control of Congress, being the party opposed to the then existing ad- 
ministrations. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the Democratic party has never controlled 
the Senate butonce, and that was daring two years, in all the time since 
1861. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is very true, but it has controlled the other 
House. P 

Mr. VEST. Exactly. 

Mr. LOGAN. I take it that the Congress (which includes both the 
House and the Senate) has never been entirely in the hands of the Re- 
publican party from 1874 or 1875 to the present time. One time when 
you might say it was in the hands ofthe Republican party the Senate 
was really in the power of Mr. Davis, who had the casting vote in the 
Senate of the United States. If Mr. Davis voted with the Democratic 
party it had a majority of one. Really never since that time I men- 
tioned, during Grant’s administration, Hayes’s administration, and the 
Garfield administration, has the Congress of the United States been in 
the hands of the Republican party so that they could control legis- 
lation. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, if tlie Republican party had such an ex- 
ceeding love for civil-service reform as is now manifested here, if they 
considered the necessity for civil-service reform so immediate and over- 
reaching, it is very remarkable that the Senator from Illinois and other 
distinguished Senators on the Republican side who had places here did 
not attempt to amend the appropriation bills in that regard when they 
came from the House of Representatives without any such appropri- 
ation within their limits. Ihave never yet heard of this question being 
mooted here. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ifthe Senator will allow me, I will not state it as a 
fact, because the Senator to whom Lalluded is absent now, but I think 
on an examination of the records it will be found that the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] did make the proposition in this body. But 
I did not call the attention of the Senator to this fact for the purpose 
of discussing whether the Republican party was in favor of the civil- 
service-reform law or not. I only called his attention to the fact that 
he might correct, if he chose to do so, the statement which he made that 
the Republican party never supported the administration when it asked 
for these things. I called his attention to the fact that they could not 
do it because they were notin power. Thatisall. Thequestion who 
was for the civil-service-reform law as it exists is not a question that I 
desire to enter into at this time. 

Mr. VEST. With aview to historical accuracy in this matter, I ask 
the Senator from Illinois if it is not the fact that from 1881 to 1883 his 
party held both branches of Congress? 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Forty-Seventh Congress. 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly they did. 

Mr. VEST. ‘Then there was an era in which the Republican party 
could have enacted this law if they wished—from 1881 to 1883. But 
there is another remarkable fact—— 

Mr. LOGAN. I made an inadvertent admission when the Senator 
said the Republicans held both branches of Congress from 1881 to 1883. 
I desire to correct the statement. They did not. The Republicans 
held the House of Representatives. The Senate was Democratic for one 
term; afterward it was a tie, with the vote of Senator Davis on the 
Democratic side, giving them a majority of 1. 

Mr. HOAR. TheSenator will pardonme. The vote of Senator Davis 
on the Democratic side made a tie. 

Mr. LOGAN. I beg pardon; that is true. 

Mr. HOAR. Voting with us, he made our majority two. 
lation could be passed without the assent of Mr. Davis. 

Mr. VEST. I will ask the Senator, then, who controlled the com- 
mittees of this body during that time? They were controlled by the 
Republican party. But further than that, every one of the committees 
was in charge of the Republican party during the time I have named. 
I recollect that I took my seat here in March, 1879. For two years we 
held the Senate with Mr. Thurman, of Ohio, as President pro tempore ; 
and after that the committees, the legislative power of this body, 
passed into the hands of the Republican party. But in addition—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator pardon me on a mere matter of fact? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will remember thatin the session of which 
he speaks the Senator from Delaware, Mr. Bayard, now Secretary of 
State, was elected by the Democratic party President pro tempore. He 
held the office a single day, I think, but it may have been two days. 
Then it seemed to Mr. Davis, of Illinois, a most eminent gentleman, 
that a good arrangement would be to have the Republicans hold the 
committees and the Democrats hold the offices of the Senate. That was 
done, and Mr. Davis, who was an Independent, was elected President - 
pro tempore by the Republicans, Mr. Davis announcing in his inaugural 
address that that was a tribute by the Republican party to the inde- 
pendent position which he occupied in the politics of the country. Now, 
in regard to the matter of the organization of the committees, the Re- . 
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publicans had the Senate by two votes, including Mr. Davis’s. In the 
matter of the offices we could have made no change, because Mr. Davis’s 
vote with the Democrats would have made a tie. 

Mr. VEST. I recollect very distinctly the transaction to which the 
Senator from Massachusetts alludes. I recollect very distinctly that 
the Senator from Ilinois—— 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me one further sentence. As 
I have made this suggestion about the facts, I do not wish to be under- 


stood as claiming for a moment that the Republican , Whether in 
the majority or minority during those years, was in favor of the appro- 
priation for the Civil Service Commission. Neither was. The 


cause was a growth, a reform, and it was intended to reform-abuses 
which, while they had begun under the Democratic party from Jack- 
son and Jefferson down, had been increased under the Republican $ 
and it was a reform which made its way slowly in the minds of both 
parties; but it is equally true that both Yolitical. parties in the country, 
the Republican party leading the way and the Democratic party follow- 
ing it, have now placed in their platforms and public professions the 
doctrine of adhesion to the principle of divesting the civil service from 
penaa; and I suppose the Senator from Missouri will notquestion that. 
e profession of the letter of acceptance, the inaugural address, and 
the m of President Cleveland, and the utterances of President 
Hayes and President Grant are all in favor of it. . 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I repel the assertion of the Senator from 
Maine taunting the Democratic with insincerity in its professions 
of admiration of civil-service reform as compared with its practice, and 
I have the right to refer that Senator to the record of his own party, 
showing that in its platform for more than twelve years it professed zeal 
for civil-service reform, that all its Presidents from General Grant on 
had specially recommended an appropriation for civil-service reform,and 
still that they had ps aen these appeals; and never until they were 
defeated in 1882 did they manifest any disposition to take this subject 
up and deal with it. I assert now that the Democratic party have not 
since 1861 held the legislative power of this country. We have had the 
House without the Senate; and we have had the House and Senate with- 
out the President; but from 1881 to 1883 the Republican party held 
both Houses of Congress together with the Presidency. 

As I was about to say, ex-Senator Davis was nominated for President 
protempore by my distinguished friend from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN]. Irec- 
ollect it very distinctly, and I take it for granted that soeminent a Re- 

ublican as my friend would never have put in the chair, in the lineal 

ine of succession to the Presidency, any gentleman who was not per- 
fectly sound on civil-service reform. I take that for granted. It is 
true that President Cleveland and President Grant made like profes- 
sions in favor of civil-service reform. It is not for me now to defend 
the Administration. I express simply my own personal sentiments as 
a member of the Democratic party. 

President Cleveland has undertaken, in my judgment honestly and 
conscientiously, to carry out every scintilla and iota of the principles an- 
nounced in his letter of acceptance and, as he understands, in the plat- 
form of the Democratic party. Of that I have no question. He has 
made appointments which were not acceptable to large numbers of Dem- 
ocrats; but if there is one complaint that has come up from the Demo- 
cratic party more than any other it has been that he has not made 
enough; and it is astonishing to me to hear intimation from any portion 
of this Chamber, or at least from the opposite side of the Chamber, that 
President Cleveland has not conformed to every particle of the pledges 
which he made to the people of the United States prior to his election. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the papers be printed and referred to the 
Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the communication be referred to the Committee on Civil Service and 
Retrenchment, and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Board of 
Trade of Portland, Oreg., praying sufficient appropriations for the Sig- 
nal Service to enable it to continue work and enlarge its sphere of op- 
erations; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of 80 soldiers and 102 citizens 
of Ripley County, Indiana, praying the enactment of a law placing on 
the pension-rolls the names of all honorably discha: soldiers and the 
widows of those who are dead; which was refe to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the petition of Professor Joseph Echteler, 
of Hoboken, N. J., praying the repeal of duties on works of art; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of John Moore, late private Fifty- 
eighth Indiana Veteran Volunteers, praying to be allowed a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Joseph F. Wilson, of Peoria, IN., 
praying indemnity for costs and other expenses in litigating title to 
certain lands in the State of Indiana; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. CALL presented the petition of F. Bauer, J. O’Neal, and other 
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citizens of Warri 
to the State of Florida of a portion of the naval reserve adjoining the 
navy-yard at Pensacola, Fla.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of clerks in the Railway Mail Service of 
the United States praying to be placed on an equal footing with other 


Fla., praying the cession by the Government 


clerks in Government employ as compensation and leaves of ab- 
sence; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the petition of J. B. Morrison and 
10 other members of the Allen W. Miller Post, No. 328, Grand Army 
of the Republic, and 20 other citizens of Iowa, praying for the pas- 
sage of an act granting a ion tothe heirs of Daniel J. Strunk, latea 
private in Company G, d Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of F. W. Myerand 103 other citizens 
of Iowa, praying that the land laws be so amended that none but citi- 
zens of the United States can acquire title to public lands; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented the petition of W. T. Walker and 111 other citi- 
zens of Iowa, praying the passage of an act of absolute forfeiture of the 
unearned portion of the land grant to the Sioux City and Saint Paul 
pani ge Company; which was referred to the Committee on Public 

Mr. EVARTS presented a resolution adopted by the Chamber of Com- 
merce of New York favoring legislation ing the merit and value 
of the corrugated-iron life-car and other appliances connected with life- 
boats invented by Joseph Francis; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I present a petition of the United Labor League 
of America, praying for the promotion of Lieut. Gen. Philip A. Sheri- 
dan to the position of a full General of the Army. It consists of but 
three pages, and I ask unanimous consent to have the petition printed 
in the RECORD and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The petition was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
pee E to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Petition of the United Labor League of America, uesting the promotion of 

Lieut. Gen. Philip A. Sheridan to the position ‘of full General of the Army. 

WASHINGTON, D. O., January 5, 18386. 

Ata meeting of the United Labor League of America, held in Washington, D, 
C., on the 27th day of December, 1885, it was resolved that— 

Whereas Lieut. Gen. Philip A. Sheridan, was mainly instrumental in striking 
the final blow which crushed the great rebellion, and compelled the surrender 
of General Robert E. Lee, as the records of the war will show ; and 

Whereas we consider he is justly entitled to the rank, title, grade, honor, and 
emolument of General of the Army just as much as the other two great captains, 
Grant and Sherman, upon whom Congress conferred that distinction for emi- 
nent services during the Jate war, but in our opinion not any more eminent or 
more useful to the nation, or more practical in their final results, than those ren- 
dered by Lieut. Gen, Philip A. Sheridan. His brilliant achievements in the Shen- 
andoah Valley and at nchester, Va., have rvediy won for him the so- 
briquet of the Orlando” of our armies, He was the only general in our late 
war who repeated history; and who by his own prowess, quickness oE cu 
tion, military skill, personal magnetism, and power to inspire men with confi- 
dence in his superior ability to command them in a terrible emergency, rushed 
onto the field of battle at Cedar Creek, Va.; halted and wheeled around a flee- 
ing, demoralized, and a defeated army ; and he then and there fought the battle 
over again on that same day, and changed an ignominious defeat into the most 
glorious victory of the war. 

This victory won from General Grant the unmistakable language that it had 
Po gece os pag see with what he always thought him to be, one of the ablest 
o nerals."” 

cneral Meade, in a dispatch to General Grant, speaks of it thus: ‘To achieve 
such results, after having met the reverse he describes, is one of the most bril- 
liant feats of the war.” 

President Abraham Lincoln says, on September 20, 1864: 

“I have just heard of your great victory. God bless you all, officers and men, 
Strongly inclined to come down and see you.” 

On October 22, 1864, President Lincoln writes to him as follows: 

“With great pleasure I tender to you and your brave army the thanks of the 
nation and my own personal gratitude for the month’s operations in the Shen- 
andoah Valley, and especially for the splendid work of October 19, 1864.” 

Therefore, in consideration of the above, 

Resolved by the United Labor League of America, That for those eminent, meri- 
torious, highly commendable, and almost unexampled military (exploits) serv- 
ices to his country and to the cause of human freedom throughout the whole 
civilized world we tfally request, as the sovereign representatives of the 
workingmen of Am who are the law-making power, that Congress pass a 
special bill conferring the rank, title, honor, and emolument of General of the 
Army of the United States upon Lieut. Gen. Philip H. Sheridan, a bill similar 
to that already passed conferring the same rank, title, honor, and emolument 
on Generals Grant and Sherman for similar services. 

All of which we respectfully submit for your careful consideration and favor- 


able legislative action. 
JOHN POPE HODNETT, 
President and Founder United Labor League of America, 
Jons C. PURCEL, 


Secretary United Labor League of America, 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BLAIR. I am directed by the Committee on Education and 
Labor, to whom was referred the bill (S. 194) to aid in the establish- 
ment and temporary support of common schools, to report it back, rec- 
ommending an amendment by striking out the thirteenth section, and 
as amended recommend its passage. Individual members of the com- 
mittee reserve the right to be heard in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Ca}- 
endar. 
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Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 208) for the relief of Alexander Swift & Co., partners, and 
Alexander Swift & Co. and the Niles Works, repo it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 16) for the relief of Sallie Jarratt, executrix of Gregory Jarratt, 
deceased, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
aud submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 506) for the relief of Emerson Etheridge and William B. 
Stokes; and ey 

A bill (S. 7) making appropriation for the relief of the First National 
Bank of Newton, Mass. 

Mr. DOLPH submitted the views of the minority of the Committee 
on Claims upon the bill (S. 506) for the relief of Emerson Etheridge and 
William B. Stokes; which were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were referred 
the following bills, asked to be discharged from their further consider- 
ation and that they be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads; which was a to. 

A bill (S. tat for the relief of B. F. Rockefellow; and 

A bill (S. 314) for the relief of William M. Keightley. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 22) for the relief of Martin and P. B. Murphy; and 

A bill (S. 178) for the reliefof Tobias G. Richardson and Albert Bald- 
win, testamentary executors of the succession of Cora A. Slocomb, Ida 
A. Richardson, and Caroline A. Urquhart. : 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 767) for the relief of John Leathers, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GIBSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 903) for the relief of 
Peter Kiveney; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 904) to divide the State of Kansas 
into two judicial districts fixing terms of court, and for the appoint- 
ment of judges and other officers therein; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR. I introduce a bill which I desire to have read in full 
by the Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The bill (S. 905) fixing the time for the meding of Congress was read 
the first time by its title and the second time at length, as follows: 

Be il enacted, &c., That the Deng of Congress in the year 1886, and in every 
second year thereafter, shall be on the first Monday in October, and that in the 
year 1857, and in eyery second year thereafter, it shall be on the second Monday 
of November, ' 

Mr. HOAR. I should like at this time, as that is a very important 
matter, to say that I think it is clear, it must be conceded by all Sen- 
ators, that the business of the country has grown to such an extent that 
it is impossible to do justice to the great public interests in our charge, 
especially at the second session of a Congress, within the time which is 
now appropriated to the meetings of Congress by our existing law, and 
we must at least add two months to the second session of each Con- 
gress, and that it would be more convenient also to have the long ses- 
sions begin earlier in the autumn and leave off earlier in the summer; 
but it is quite likely that some other arrangement than that proposed 
in the bill will be found to meet the judgment of Con I merely 
introduce the bill, without committing myself to its details, to bring 
the subject before the appropriate committee. I move that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 906) to regulate the powers and 
duties of the board of trustees of the Industrial Home School of the 
District of Columbia in respect to infant wards and scholars, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 907) for the relief of William 
Gardner; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mitte on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BECK (by request) introduced a bill (S. 908) for the relief of A. 
H. Herr; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Cont- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. MAHONE introduced a bill (S. 909) for the relief of H. H. Sib- 
ley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims, ‘ 

He also introduced a bill (S. 910) for the enlargement, improvement, 
and completion of the public building now being erected at Harrison- 
burg, Va.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
inittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr, GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 911) to prevent contraction in the 
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currency and to increase the circulation of silver and silver certificates; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 912) to increase the pension of Ann 
Leddy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 913) granting to G. W. Hendry, his heirs 
or assi; of sections 15 and 22, township 31 south, range 25, in 
the district of lands of Gainesville, in the State of Florida; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 914) granting a pension to Will- 
iam H. Weaver; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 915) granting -a pension to Mary 
A. Orcutt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, introduced a bill (S. 916) to provide for 
the retirement of Brig. Gen. Rufus Ingalls (retired) as a major-general 
of the United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. In that connection I present the record 
of General Ingalls’s service to be referred with the bill to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That referencé will be made. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 917) for the relief of James H. 
Smith, late postmaster at Memphis, Tenn.; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 918) for the relief of Charles A. 
Sibley, guardian of Lloyd M. Stevens; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 919) to revive and continue in 
force an act approved June 23, 1870, entitled ‘‘Ah act to authorize the 
settlement of the accounts of officers of the Army and Navy;’’ which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MANDERSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 920) to confer 
brevet promotion on officers of the United States Army particularly 
distinguished by heroic actionin Indian warfare, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. : 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 921) to provide for the muster 
into service of Martin V. Miller as second lieutenant Company E, Seven- 
tieth New York Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 922) for the relief of Joseph F. 
Wilson; which was read twice by its: title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. . 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 923) prep. the Secre- 
tary of War to remove the charge of desertion from the record of Private 
Ernest Beechner; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 924) granting a pension to Ellen Shea; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 925) to grant Dearborn Park, in the city 
of Chicago, to said city for the use and benefit of public and benevolent 
institutions; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 926) for the relief 
of the legal representatives of the late James Monroe, a lieutenant- 
colonel in Virginia State Line during the war of the Revolution, and 
President of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think Iam justified in saying that my vote has 
always been against the passage of any such bill, and always will be. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let me say in relation to that bill that I made a 
report asa member of the Committe on Revolutionary Claims, by which 
it was shown that Mr. Monroe never was a colonel in Virginia; that he 
went home from the army at the direction of General Washi m to 
raise a regiment in Virginia, failed to raise it, and went back to study 
law with Thomas Jefferson. * 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (S. 927) to ex- 
tend the benefits of the act approved March 3, 1879, and the act of 
March 3, 1885, to certain pensioners whose disabilities are caused by am- 
putation, and increasing the rate therefor, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 928) for the relief of Pearson C. 
Montgomery, of Memphis, Tenn. ; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr, GIBSON, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to claim for the relief of the Citizens’ Bank 
of Louisiana be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Ordered, That the papers in the claim of Peter Keyerney be taken from the filea 
and referred to the Committee on Claims, 
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DEATH OF VICE-PRESIDENT HENDRICKS. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I beg theindulgence of the Senate for a moment 
to give notice that on Wednesday, the 20th of this month, after the morn- 
ing business has been transacted, I will, with the permission of the Sen- 
ate, call up the resolutions pending before this body expressive of the 
sense of the Senate on the death of the late Vice-President, Thomas A. 
Hendricks, and shall ask for their consideration at that time. 


STATUARY IN FRONT OF CAPITOL GROUNDS. 


Mr. MORRILL. I offer the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be, and hereby 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of placing statues of Columbus 
and of La Fayette near the western front of the Capitol Groenda: one upon the 
circle at the intersection of Pennsylvania avenue, and the other upon the circle 
at the intersection of Maryland avenue; and also further to inquire as to the 
propriety of a removal of the Naval Monument to a new site, and report by bill 
or otherwise. 

Let me say, Mr. President, that perhaps the highest naval authority 
in the country is strongly in favor of a new site for the Naval Monu- 
ment, which is open to some objections on account of its size and some 
other objections in relation to it as a proper monument for the place 
where it now is. It has seemed also to many others that these twin 
circles at the foot of the Capitol Grounds ought to be occupied by some 
monument of historic interest, something of a national character. At 
all events it has seemed to mea matter of sufficient importance to be 
worthy of consideration and investigation by the appropriate committee. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Being in hearty sympathy with the resolution 
offered by the Senator from Vermont, he will not take it amiss in me to 
congratulate him upon his somewhat tardy conversion to my views in 
regard to the removal of that graveyard statuary which has looked us 
in the faceso long, as we come up Pennsylvania avenue; and I am glad 
also that the high naval authority he has spoken of has concluded to 
reconsider his position in that regard. I think with the Senator from 
Vermont that those two approaches to the Capitol should be utilized 
with statuary indicating great historical events and keeping in remem- 
brance great historical personages. I hope the resolution will pass. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


DISTRICT METROPOLITAN RAILWAY COMPANY. - 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iask for the adoption of the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the ponm of the Metropolitan -Railway Company, in the 
District of Columbia, be, and he hereby is, directed to furnish the Senate asworn 
statement of the amount of their capital stock, the amount of their bonded and 
floating indebtedness, the amount of their gross and net earnings, the amount of 
their operating expenses, and the amount of dividends paid annually since June 
30,1878; also why said railway company has not made the annual report re- 
quired by the act of 1864 incorporating said company. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to inquire whether that is not an un- 
usual resolution, proposing to require the president of a private cor- 
poration to make a report of the affairs and condition of that company. 
It is true the company is incorporated by Congress; but is it not un- 
usual to inquire of the president himself? Ought not the information 
to be obtained in some other mode than by an inquiry of the president 
of a private corporation ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. In answer to the Senator—— 

Several SENATORS. Let the resolution be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be again read. 
Unanimous consent is asked for its present consideration. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Inanswer to the Senator from Delaware I would 
state that this has been done by the United States Senate. A resolu- 
tion precisely in this form has been adopted before, so that the most 
sacred rule of precedent has been followed. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I think it is a bad precedent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that it lie over. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I think that it had better go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution lies over under the 
rule. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Nebraska to allow the reso- 
lution to be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Not just now, thank you. 


INDIAN MILITARY EDUCATION: 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: : 

Resolved by the Senate, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be instructed to 
inquire and consider whether a wise policy in the civilization of the Indian re- 
quires the establishment of a school west of the eager! > River, based on the 
principle of the military enlistment, instruction, and discipline of Indian 
youths and young men, with a view to qualifying them for service in the Army 
of tae Veen ee and that said committee have leave to report by bill or oth- 
erwise. 

BILLS OF FORTY-EIGHTH CONGRESS, = 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That the Publie Printer be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed 
to bind duplicate sets of bills and resolutions of the Forty-eighth Con , said 
bills and resolutions to be furnished him from the files of the Senate ent- 
room, and the volumes, when bound, to be kept there for reference, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, if it be in order, I ask that Order of 
Business No. 13 on the Calendar, the resolution of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Beck], introduced on the 18th of December, be taken up 
for consideration. j 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware moves 
to proceed to the consideration of a resolution which will be read. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Delaware proceeds now, when the 
hour of 2 o’clock arrives it will be necessary to lay the unfinished busi- 
ness, which is the judges’ salary bill, before the Senate. I desire to ask 
unanimous consent that that judges’ salary bill may stand as the un- 
finished business on Monday nextasitstands now. That willsaveany 
interference with the Senator; and I also have a cold, which would make 
it rather inconvenient for me to address the Senate on the subject of that 
bill to-day. I ask unanimous consent—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 0’clock having arrived, 
the Senator from Massachusetts asks consent that the pending bill (S. 
6) fixing the salaries of the several judges of the United States district 
courts at $5,000 per annum, and for other purposes, be postponed until 
Monday at 2 o'clock. 

Mr. HQAR. That it stand as the unfinished business on Monday 
next at 2 o’clock as it stands to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That the bill stand as the unfin- 
ished business on Monday next at2 o'clock. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If I correctly understand the Senator from Dela- 
ware he does not expect action of the Senate further than his making 
remarks on the subject he asks to have taken up. Then I wish to say 
that when his matter shall have been concluded, I shall ask the Senate 
to proceed with the consideration of Senate bill No. 10, the Utah bill, 
as was understood yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is proper that the Chair should 
state that other Senators have given notice of a desire to discuss the 
resolution, but perhaps not to-day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishall not object. to the Senator from Delaware, 
who has desired to address the Chair, going on now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We shall see what happens when he concludes. 

Mr. BECK. Ihave been requested by several gentlemen to ask that 
no vote be taken on the resolution until they shall have had a chance 
to be heard. So I hope there will be no vote taken after this speech is 
made, because other gentlemen desire to be heard. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I understood the Senator from Vermont ob- 
jected to the debate goingon. I desire to follow the Senator from Dela- 


ware, and I do not know but that the Senator from Vermont objected _ 


to any further discussion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The fact is that I was objecting because the bill 
about Utah went over yesterday atthe requestof the tor from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vest] with an understanding (which I admit does not bind 
anybody who was not present) that we should go on with it to-day, and I 
think it is more important to the public interest than a discussion of 
the silver question. I yielded to the Senator from Delaware from an 
universal and good courtesy of this body that a Senator who is, as we 
say, new in the Senate and desires to address the body, shall be heard 
at any time unless the Capitol is burning down or something of that 
kind; and so I hope my friend from New Jersey will not think it un- 
kind in me to ask that we finish up the Utah bill as we probably can 
in an hour or two. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. In myown case I would like to state to the Sen- 
ator from Vermont that circumstances beyond my control will require 
that I shall absent myself from the Senate for several days, and if it will 
not interfere materially with the business of the Senate I should like 
to say what I have to say (which will be very brief) this afternoon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well, we shall see about it after the Senator 
from Delaware concludes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware has the 
floor on {he pending resolution. 

Mr. GNAY. I ask that the resolution be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The resolution will be read. 


COIN DUTIES ON IMPORTED GOODS. 


The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. Beck, Decem- 
ber 18, 1885, as follows: 


Whereas the laws of the United States require that all duties on imported goods 
shall be paid in coin; and 
Whereas it is provided by section 3694 of the Revised Statutes that “‘ The coin 
id for duties on imported goods shall be set a asa fund, and shall 
applied as follows: First, to the payment, in coin, of the interest on the 
bonds and notes of the United States; second, to the purchase or payment of 1 
per cent. of the entire debt of the United States,to be made within each fiscal 
year, which is to be set apart as a sinking fund, and the interest of which shall 
y like manner be applied to the purchase or payment of the public debt, asthe 
Secretary of the Treasury shall, from time to time, direct; rd, the residue to 
be paid into the Treasury :" 

‘solved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed to inquire whether 
the laws above stated now are, or have heretofore been, obeyed; and if a 
have not, o report by bill, or otherwise, such measures as will secure r 
enforcemeni 


Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, Ishall vote for this resolution. Butas 
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I shall do so for reasons very different from those avowed by the dis- 
tinguished Senator who offered it, I feel that I owe it to myself, and 
also to him (whose right to leadership on this side of the Senate I gladly 
recognize), to state as briefly as I may the views that I hold on the 
general question of the continuance of the coinage of the silver dollar. 
I know that any attempt now to fully discuss the silver question, so 
called, will be to thrash over again the straw of the exhaustive and able 
debate that attended the passage of the act of 1878. But there are some 
salient points of the question that may profitably be reconsidered in 
the light of the experience gained in the eight years that have come 
and gone since that law went into effect. 

If I correctly understood the drift of opinion in and out of Congress 
when the remonetization of silver was being discussed, there were two 
classes of advocates of the proposition. The first were those who clam- 
ored loudly for the unlimited coinage of the silver dollar at a ratio to 
gold of 16 to 1, because at that ratio the silver dollar was worth 8 to 10 
per cent. less than the gold dollar, and who boldly avowed their desire 
for a cheap dollar, and, as they said, the cheaper the better. These 
were largely stragglers from the routed army of paperinflationists, those 
who were for fiat money pure and simple, and back of whom was the 
small but compact, intelligent, and well-organized body whorepresented 
that ‘‘large pecuniary interest’ in the production of silver which 
Macaulay describes in the passage quoted by the Senator from Kentucky, 
and who were ready to dispute the law of the attraction of gravitation, 
or any equally well established economie law, if such interests were 
concerned in their so doing. i 

To the dangerous dogmas of this class I know the Senator could not 
subscribe. The power to create values by legislative fiat would be as 
resolutely denied by him’as other economic heresies which he has so 
often and so ably combated. 

The second class was composed of those who believe that bimetal- 
lism was indispensable to a proper settlement of our monetary affairs, 
and that an equivalency in the values of gold and silver could be estab- 
lished and maintained by law. To the conservative and intelligent ad- 
vocates of this doctrine in this body we owe the modification of the 
Bland bill, and the fact that we are not yet compelled to struggle with 
all the evilsof a depreciated monometallicsilver currency. By their ac- 
tion ‘‘free coinage” of the silver dollar was eliminated from the bill, 
and the number of dollars coined each month was restricted. 

Undoubtedly, if the silver dollar had been admitted to the free coin- 
age provided for in the bill as it came from the House, we should long 
ago have had the experience that every man who owed a hundred dol- 
lars would have bought ninety, eighty, or seventy dollars’ worth of sil- 
ver, and taking it to the Mint, would have received back one hundred 
silver dollars, wherewith to discharge his debt. And gold would long 
since have taken its flight to more hospitable lands. We would then 
have seen Gresham’s law in full operation, a depreciated and depreci- 
ating silver would have taken the place of the more valuable gold coin, 
prices of commodities would have risen, while lagged in the rear, 
and all the uncertainties, distress, and disorder which are the results of 
a depreciated and fluctuating currency, would have come upon us, and 
come tostay. Theonly class who would have profited by the situation, 
if we except those who would have reaped the doubtful advantage of 
paying off $100 of debt with seventy or seventy-five dollars’ worth of 
silver, would have been the money-changers and gold gamblers of Wall 
street; whose oceupation would have returned again, to help increase 
the general demoralization. z 

Now, as far as I can gather from the debate in the Senatein February, 
1878, these dangers attendant on a free coinage of a depreciated silver 
dollar, with unlimited legal-tender power, were appreciated. But the 
advocates of the bill as amended by the Senate seemed to think that 
these dangers would be avoided by the restriction of the coinage, and 
by giving the profits or seigniorage to the Government instead of to the 
holder of the bullion, and by the provision for obtaining an interna- 
tional consensus to a bimetallic standard. The object aimed at by 
most of the leading advocates of the bill was the concurrent circulation 
of the two metals, gold and silver—a bimetallic currency. 

The Senator from Kentucky said (I quote from the RECORD of Feb- 


ruary 15, 1878): 
I believe in obtaining the est amount of gold and silver coin, and paper 
based on such gold meh bape I believe that Eae Eai make the 


silver coin of the same standard that it was when it was demonetized, and put it 
in the same position where it wasthen, it will bear the same relation to gold coin 
that it did then, 

Well, Mr. President, the relation it bore then was abont 1 per cent. 
above gold. But the purpose of the Senator, whether mistaken or not 
in his notions as to the possibility of accomplishing it by the bill under 
discussion, was the laudable one of producing an equivalency between 
gold and silver, and restoring io silver the value which he and others 
believed had been lost by its demonetization. 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who had charge of the bill 
as it came from the Finance Committee, in the very able and instructive 
speech with which he closed the debate said: 


Now,if we plant ourselves firmly in favor of the policy of the utilization of 
silver, we take measurably the place of Germany in this regard, because by our 
own | lation from 1534 to the time of absolute demonetization we banished sil- 
ver, and if we restore it we shall require very nearly as much silverin circulation 
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as Germany haslostby demonetization. And theequilibrium inthevalneof sil- 
ver as compared with gold will be rapidly restored, 
Then he goes on to say: 

But this bill proposes not only that we shall do this, but that we shall invite 

e other nations who favor the use of silver to join us in fixing a uniform ratio 
between the two metals; and if that is done, as I believe itcan be very soon, if 
a concurrence of those nations shall take place, then it will be buta brief period 
until the restoration of silver will be complete and absolute, 

And again: 

This amendment contemplates that a sufficient number of nations will join to 
create such a demand for silver as will keep the commercial and mint value of 
the two metals at par with other at the ratio fix 

In the same debate the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES] said: 


My own opinion isthat at the relation of 16 tol eighteen months will not have 
elapsed before silver will be back at its old place where it stood before demone- 
tization took place, at 2 or 3 cent, above gold, and that it will be the metal 
that will be excluded from the country.—Record, volume 7, Part II, Forty-fifth 
Cong., page 1051. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] said: 


The theory on which I shall vote for the dollar of 412} grains is, that it will be 
worth 100 cents in gold, and if that dollar is worth 100 cents in gold, the bullion, 
via free coinage, will spring up to par with the coined dollars.—Record, page 

I think his reasoning was fallacious, but I have read enough to sup- 
port the assertion that the avowed and laudable purpose with which 
the bill was, for the most part, advocated in the Senate, was to produce 
concurrent circulation of gold and silver, and the reasons given by the 
distinguished Senators whom I have cited are all based on an expecta- 
tion entertained and that the remonetization of silver, as pro- 
vided for in the amended bill, would restore silver to an equivalency 
with gold at the old ratio of 16 to 1. 

So, then, the measure for the remonetization of the 412]-grain silver 
dollar, while it was at a discoont of about 8 per cent. as compared 
with gold, was, so far at least as the action of the Senate was concerned, 
tentative. It was not intended to drive out gold by a cheapet metal, 
but to restore and maintain an equivalency of value of 16:1. It could 
not have been otherwise than tentative. It was a most important step 
in the monetary history of the country, and it had to be taken in the 
dark. The region before us was pathless and untrodden, and illumined 
by no lamp of experience. No precedent for the action proposed could 
be adduced, for it was absolutely the first time that any government of 
modern times had undertaken to issue de novo a coin at less than its 
supposed bullion value. I do not, of course, regard as a precedent the 
attempt made in England in times hardly modern to raise a public 
revenue by debasing the coin, although it is uncomfortably near to 
being a prototype of the bill of 1878. 

AsI have said, the hope was freely indulged and the confident predic- 
tion made on all hands that theremonetization of silver would restore it 
to par with gold within a short time after the passage of the act—eighteen 
months, said the Senator from Nevada; and it was this hope and this 
expectation, based by some on the mere effect that the greater demand 
for silver would produce, by others on that combined with what they 
thought would be the probable success of the international scheme pro- 
vided for in the bill, that were held up all through the debate by the 
leading advocates of the bill to allay the fears of those who did not be 
lieve it was possible by Congressional enactment or otherwise to estab- 
lish a code of economic laws that were to be operative in Americaalone. 

And now that these hopes have been disappointed, these expectations 
unrealized, was it not eminently a wise and patriotic thing for the Pres- 
ident to do, nay, was it not his highest duty, to call the attention of 
Congress to the facts and express to them the apprehensions which he 
shared with many thoughtful and disinterested men that a continued 
coinage of the silver dollar of 412} grains, without any co-operation from 
the other civilized countries of the world, would in the near future 
bring us to a coin circulation of silver alone, take from the pockets of 
the people the more valuable gold, and replaceit with the cheaper silver, 
raise the price of commodities, and permanently defeat the avowed ob- 
ject of the bill of 1878—the establishment of a bimetallic currency of 
silver and gold? 

Silver, which was to have been brought back to its old relation to 
gold, has steadily fallen in value until the dollar worth 92 centsin 1878, 
is worth less than 80 to-day. And there is apparently no hope of pres- 
ent relief by France and the Latin Union, England, or Germany con- 
senting to bear a portion of our burden. Were ever the honest predic- 
tions and arguments by which men were persuaded to any course of 
action so utterly falsified? All the reasons which seem to have been 
potential in passing this bill have failed; and yet now we are asked by 
some to reverse the maxim and maintain the law though the reason for 
it has ceased. Passionate invective against bondholders can not raise 
the price of silver a farthing in the bullion markets of the world. Pay- 
ment of the public debt in silver (which must soon come if this law is 
to continue) will not better thesituation a particle. It can only hasten 


the catastrophe, which we should seek to avoid, of placing us on a 
monometallic basis. 

The burden of the argument of the Senator from Kentucky the other 
day was that the bondholder was demanding a different dollar from that 
which rewarded the toil of the laborer, and that the action of the Treas- 
ury was a discrimination in his favor, I fail tosee itin that light. The 
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bond requires payment in coin, and gold coin is as legal for payment as 
silver. But I understand that the action of the Secretary E intended 
to avoid a hastening of the time when silver shall replace gold until 
Congress shall have an opportunity to decide whether it is wise to take 
the risk of relegating our currency to the standard of an eighty-cent 
dollar. His action, in my opinion, is calculated to promote, and not 
defeat, the avowed object of the act of 1878. 

If the gold dollar and silver dollar are at present, owing to the legal- 
tender quality of the latter and its limited coinage, equivalent, who has 
arighttocomplain? The silver dollar paid to and used by the masses 
of the people is now precisely the equivalent in value of the gold dol- 
lar paid the bondholder. And because the effort is made to maintain 
a little longer that equivalency, the Senator from Kentucky has drawn 
away our attention from the real question which confronts us, namely, 
how to maintain the concurrent circulation of both silver and gold, to 
the alleged rapacity of the bondholders as a class. 

Now, ÍI am not here to defend them. All economic Jaws are founded 
on the oneness of human nature, and the desires and appetites of men 
will lead to the same results when the conditions are the same. Men 
will seek their own advantages and their own interests, whether they 
be owners of bonds, or of gold mines, or of silver mines. I want no 
privilege for any class. I am neithera bondholder or the son of a bond- 
holder; but I donot want to see the money in the hands of the people 
cheapened for the sake of paying the bondholder in such cheapened 
money, and I repeat the question, if up to the present time a silver dol- 
lar and a gold dollar are exactly equal, who has the right to complain 
if the public creditor is paid in either, so long as he is not paid more 
dollars than his bond calls for ? 

This question of the currency and of the standard of values is not a 
question between the bondholder and the people of the United States. 
If we are to have a silver standard, then I want to see the public ered- 
itor paid in the same coin that I am compelled to receive; but aslongas 
I and all others can obtain a silver or gold dollar indifferently in ex- 
change for our Jabor or our property, I am not disturbed that the bond- 
holder can do the same thing. I shall hope to see in the response to 
this resolution from the Finanee Committee a better defense of the 
course pursued by the Secretary of the Treasury than Ican make. Now 
I wish to be done with the bondholder; his relations to the question of 
the expediency of continuing the coinage of 80 cents’ worth of silver 
into a legal dollar areirrelevant, and are only broughtto the front with 
the effect, if not the purpose, of obscuring the true issue, which is, can or 
can not the present situation of silver and gold equivalency be main- 
tained with the continuing uninterrupted flow of overvalued legal-ten- 
der silver dollars from the mints, 

Let us see, It is certain that the predictions and hopes of the ad- 
vocates of the bill of 1878 as to the rise in the value of silver to follow 
its remonetization have not been fulfilled, nor has that other more rea- 
sonable hope as to co-operation of European governments been realized, 
Upon what other grounds were the high hopes of those who expected 
to achieve bimetalism based? It will not do, as the Senator from Ken- 
tucky has sought to have us, to reassure ourselves because the silver 
dollar is to-day exchangeable for the gold dollar, It proves nothing to 


say, as the Senator has said over and over again in his speech, that the_ 


silver dollar will purchase as much to-day as the gold dollar, and 30 
per cent. more of many commodities than it would in 1870. That is 
solely because it has not yet parted company with gold. 

The rising tide of silver has not yet risen quite high enough to over- 
flow the barriers that were enacted against it by the Senate amendment 
to the bill of 1878, providing a limited though compulsory coinage, and 
giving to the Governnient the difference between the bullion value and 
the mint value of the dollar. But Ido not see what comfort can be 
given to those who, living near by, fear the overflow of a reservoir into 
which a steady and constant stream is flowing by telling them that their 
dwellings are still dry, unless some precaution is at the same time taken 
to have the water turned off when the reservoir is full. Yet this is ex- 
actly what the Senator from Kentucky has been doing, in laberiously 
arguing that because the reservoir is not yet quite full it never can be 
full, because the silver dollar has not yet overwhelmed the country to 
the point of driving out gold, it never will. He-points triumphantly 
to the purchasing power of the silver dollar as compared with gold, yet 
denounces the efforts of those who are trying to keep it what it is. 

When the atmosphere has absorbed moisture to the point of satura- 
tion the rain must fall, and when the capacity to absorb the light- 
weight silver dollar in the various uses and demands of business and 
trade is exhausted the storm must come. The fact is that, owing to 
its restricted coinage and the seigniorage therefor going to the Govern- 
ment, the silver dollar has performed the office largely of a subsidiary 
coinage. For that purpose I want to keep it, because only go can we 
have under present conditions a himetallic currency, Gold remains, 
and will continue to remain, tle most desired and desirable standard 
the world over. No civilized country that I know of has or desires a 
silver standard or single silver currency. The most that is claimed by 
the advocates of silver is the desirability of a double standard of silver 
and gold, so that gold for the larger transactions and silver for the 

er may make a wider basis for a metallic currency. 

We can always have a gold and a subsidiary silver coinage. The re- 


verse of this is, of course, impossible. If gold is supplanted by silver, we 
have silver alone. From 1850 to 1862 we were on a gold basis. At the 
ratio of 16 to 1 gold was overvalued and as the cheaper of the two 
metals became the sole standard, but we still had a subsidiary silver 
coinage, and I have never seen recorded or heard uttered any dissatis- 
faction with that state of things. In fact, everybody was satisfied. The 
gold standard kept us in easy relation with the whole commercial 
world. We were not under the necessity of paying the cost of produc- 
tion of the commodities we exported at an enhanced price in one metal 
tosell ata lower price in another. And asarecent writer on this period 
says: 

So well did the situation satisfy all demands that the question of gold and 
silver dropped out of the public mind. 

The act of 1853 regulated the subsidiary silver coinage so that it should 
not be undervalued with respect to gold, but took no notice of the sil- 
ver dollar which had ceased to circulate, and advisedly acquiesced in 
and accepted the single gold standard which then obtained. Then it 
was, as pointed out by the writer to whom I have referred, that by this 
act of 1853 the double standard was abandoned in the United States and 
the silver dollar practically demonetized. And now when that most 
distinguished bimetalist and eminent Frenchman, Mr. Henry Cernuschi, 
has given his opinion to the people of the United States that bimetal- 
ism can not be achieved by any one country alone, when every country 
in Europe has ceased the coinage of silver, except to supply the demand 
for subsidiary coinage, why should we be driven into difficulties that 
all other countries are seeking to avoid ? 

France would gladly get rid of the ‘‘hump”’ of her silver legal ten- 
der, and has long ago stopped its coinage. 

Do the business interests of the country need expansion of the cur- 
rency? The locked-up millions in Treasury vaults and banks tella 
different story; and if they do, shall we increase the money of the coun- 
try available for enterprise and the employment of labor by driving out 
of it nearly six hundred millions of gold coin? 

I fear, Mr, President, that some of the advocates of the act of 1878 
have shifted their ground; that they now view with complacency the 
prospect of our being placed on a single silver standard; that that large 

cuniary interest which this so-called debtor class, or some of them, 
nave in sealing their debts, that larger and more direct pecuniary in- 
terest which the owners of silver mines have in maintaining a market 
for their silver in the public Treasury, kave separately or together pro- 
duced through its press the effect which Macaulay describes and to 
which I have before alluded. ' 

Although I did not intend to again refer to the payment of the pub- 
lic debt, it occurs to me in this connection to say that when under the 
present condition of coinage the Government pays a debt in silver dol- 
lars, it then has scaled that debt by the amount of the difference be- 
tween the price paid for the bullion it has bought and the mint value 
of the dollars it has paid. In other words, it is in a position less cred- 
itable than a private debtor would have been if there had been free 
coinage of the silver dollor—it has bought its own overdne paper at a 
discount. Private morality will notsanction that, and I doubt whether 
public morality can stand unshaken byit. It is not the high standard 
of individual conduct held up by Divine wisdom for our imitation when 
the man ‘‘ who sweareth to his own hurt and changeth not” is declared 
especially blessed. I know the Senator from Kentucky would govern 
himself by that standard of morality and would not knowingly con- 
tribute to making a lower public standard. 

There is another view of this question which should certainly com- 
mand attention, and that is, that the act of 1878 having failed to raise 
the price of silver, if a continued coinage of silver dollars at the present 
ratio to gold, is persisted in, till their accumulation causes gold to 
disappear, and with it gold prices; we will then have had forced upon 
the country a practical silver monometallism by an act that was passed 
with the avowed object of establishing a bimetallic currency. Now, 
does not good faith to the country require that we should call a 
halt and suspend the coinage of silver dollars until the people have 
had an opportunity to exercise an option as to whether there shall be 
a gold or silver standard of values in this country? Let the question 
be fairly presented to Congress, and discussed there and in the press, and 
let it be deliberately determined whether we will settle down on agold’ 
basis, such as we have now, with gold prices, or give up all the advan- 
tages of the present situation and take the risk at this time of reviving 
business and renewed commercial activity, of descending to the basis of 
an 80-cent dollar, thereby scaling all debts, public and private, 20 per 
cent. and enhancing all prices at that rate. I, for one, protest against 
this denial to the people of the right and opportunity to decide for 
themselves this question so vital to their prosperity and well-being. 

But as it is said by many of the advocates of the cheap dollar that the 
interests of a large class, to wit, a so-called debtor class, demands the 
lowering of the standard of values, it may be well to inquire who com- 
pose this debtor class that is represented as appealing to Congress for 
a depreciated coin in which it may pay its debts, and whose menacing 
cohorts are sometimes invoked to drive from their convictions those who 
believe that economic laws no more than natural laws can be violated 
with impunity; that the philosopher’s stone has not yet been discovered 
by whose touch 80 cents in silver can be transmuted into 100 cents in 


1886. 


gold. This class isnot composed of the toiling millions of our country 
whose week’s or month’s wages are the reward of honest labor of hand 
or brain. These, as has been often shown, are the great creditor class 
of the country, if we are to have classes at all in this matter. 

No men are so interested in preserving the purchasing power of the 
dollar which is to reward their industry as they. Each day, each week, 
each month they are the creditors of the capital that employs their 
labor. If I could reconcile myself to the idea of speaking for a class at 
all in a matter which concerns the welfare and p: ity of the whole 
country, I would appeal to Senators that the dollar ofthe laborer, which 
to him is not a thing for gambling or speculation, but is the measure of 
the amount and quality of the food, the clothing, and the shelter that 
he can provide for his family, the basis of his home and his happiness, 
should be the best possible dollar; the dollar which, when translated, 
means the largest amount of those comforts which money can buy. I 
want his dollar to be as good in every Se sa and mtean as much of the 
good things of this life, as the dollar of the bondholder. 

But, Mr. President, the laboring men of this country, the tens of mill- 
ions dependent on agriculture, and the other millions whose wealth is 
their daily toil, are not the debtor class whose interests are so loudly 
championed. 

They are largely those who have embarked in speculative enterprises, 
those who have bo land for which they could not pay, and who, 

roperly enough—I do not mean to cast reproach upon them—have 
Tooked to the fature for a profit which would largely exceed the savings 
that could be made from the fruitsof years of industry. It is the 
ulative hopeful class, many of whom are ‘‘ making haste to be rich,” and 
are impatient of any delay in their race for fortune. 

Now that these men, or some of them, should see a present advan- 
tage in scaling the debts they have incurred, and repaying only 80 per 
cent, of the borrowed capital with which they have sought to become 
capitalists themselves, I can readily imagine—but they do not appeal 
very strongly to my respect or my sympathy when they seek to accom- 
plish this object by legislation which in my opinion is to affect dis- 
astrously the prosperity of 60,000,000 of people. Ifa lowering of the 
standard of values brings a temporary benefit to some, it must also 
bring a corresponding injury to others, so that there is no resultant 
advantage in that view alone. But that is not the whole story; the 
manifold evils that arise from the uncertainty and confusion of values; 
the want of confidence, and demoralization in all business operations 
that are sure to follow in the wake of a disturbed standard of future 

yments—the impairment of credit, public and private,will be a 

heavy price to pay for ‘‘compliance with the demands ” of this import- 
unate class, 

Credit is the great instrument of modern civilization, and it will not 
do to trifle with it. Its purchasing power every day transcends that 
of all the gold and all the silver and all the paper that ever is at one 
time in circulation. Itis that which builds our railroads and opens our 
mines and fans into a flame the fires of a thousand industries. It walks 
hand in hand with sound finance, stable values, and an unfluctuating 
currency. Its conditions are peace, good government, and public faith; 
that uberrima fides which is the soul of commercial prosperity. The 
want of confidence in the future, which is sure to be bred of unstable 
values and a fluctuating currency, destroys it. 

Ido not believe that the class I have described, as a whole, desire 
this. There may be some, but surely not all, whose notions of public 
and private obligation are so obscured by the sophistries that have been 
woven around this question that the simple truths and axioms of mone- 
tary economics no longer have a meaning for them. . But God forbid 
that thisclass, be it great or small, should ever so influence public opin- 
ion that as a people we shall be willing to abandon the path of honor 
and of safety. ə 

And now, Mr. President, in view of the present monetary situation, 
in view of the fact conceded on all hands, that the value of silver has 
steadily fallen since the act of 1878, that that act has disappointed the 
hopes of its friends, and has not enhanced the price of silver, as they 
said it would, and has, instead of advancing us on the road to bimetal- 
lism, made possible in the near future a monometallism of silver, that 
no progress has been made in persuading foreign nations to agree with 
us in the establishment of a common ratio between the two metals, I say 
in view of all thisshould we not heed the caution given us by the Presi- 
dent and stop for a time the coinage of the overvalued silver dollar in 
order that we may at least have a breathing spell to see whither we are 
drifting? ‘There is no demand for these dollars in trade or business. 
Our present currency is abundant for the wants of both. Their con- 
tinued coinage threatens us with a change from the gold standard of 
values, and there is no evidence of a desire on the part of the people for 
this. The dangers honestly apprehended from a continuance of this 
silverstream may bereal. I believethattheyare. The suspension can 
hurt no legitimate interest, except silver mining, and I doubt if it will 
hurt that. I desire to see silver kept in circulation with gold, and shall 
do all that I can to accomplish that end. I believe that our best hope 
for a consensus with the countries of Europeas toan international equiv- 
alency between silver and gold, that will establish free coinage of both, 
lies in our suspension now of the coinage under the act of 1878. 

At all events let us try to reconcile our honest differences of opinion 
in the common interest of all. We areall embarked on the same voy- 
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age, on thesame wide ocean, debtor and creditor, bondholder and honest 
toiler for aday’s wages; and whether we encountershipwreck and storm, 
or are borne sion gales over summer seas to a peaceful haven, 
one fate awaits us all. Í sincerely trust that no priđe of opinion on 
either side of this question will prevent that calm and di ionate 
action that becomes the representativesof agreat, an intelligent, and 
honest people. 

Believing that the report of the Finance Committee will vindicate the 
wisdom and legality of the course pursued by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, I shall vote for this resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Senate bill No. 10. [A pause.] I yield to the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. 

Mr. PUGH. I desire to address the Senate on the resolution of the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], butit is a matter of no material- 
ity with me on what day I do so. Iam ready to proceed now, but the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] has informed the Senate 
of his desire to leave the city this evening, and I give way to him to 
ask that the consideration of the resolution be continued, and give no- 
tice to the Senate that after the disposition of the Utah bill, reported 
from the Judiciary Committee, of which I am a member, and which I 
favor, and agree with the chairman of the committee as to its impor- 
tance, I shall call up the resolution of the Senator from Kentucky with 
the view I have indicated. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I may not be able to add much 
to the value of this debate, and as the issue is confined to a single ques- 
tion, I need not add much to its length. 

In ycarescre J this discussion I shall assail no man’s motives, nor 
waste the time of the Senate in vindicating myown. I have no mines 
of gold or silver, neither bank stock, nor Government bonds, nor any 
interest which takes issue with my duty. 

On the 4th of March last was terminated, for four years at least, the 
reign of a political party which had held uninterrupted control in this 
Government for a quarter of a century. It points us with pride to two 
great events in its history: With having successfully terminated the 
greatest civil war of which history makes any mention; with having 
paid in gold fully one-half the war debt, reducing in a like amount the 
annual burden of what remained, and so continuing to pay the obliga- 
tions of the Government to the very end. 

The administration of the Government to-day is in other hands. A 
rival political organization which for the same quarter of a century had 
struggled in vain for the mastery has at last its chosen Executive at the 
head of the Government. ‘The President at the very moment when a 
crisis in our monetary affairs was imminent, in the performance of his 
constitutional duty, sent his first message to Congress—a paper com- 
mended greatly for the wisdom of its recommendations, Finding the 
gold reserve in the Treasury, hitherto employed to pay the principal 
and interest of the Government obligations, gradually and steadily 
diminishing, and the silver dollars, which are receivable for customs 
just to the extent to which they are used by importers instead of gold, 
returning to the Treasury, it became only a question of time when the 
reserve would be changed from gold to silver and of necessity payments 
thereafter be made in silver. “Prompted alike by considerations of 
honesty and good policy, he sent his message to Congress recommend- 
ing the suspension of the silver coinage. 

The Treasury Secretary, in the honesty and simplicity of his nature, 
believing that more misery was often caused by bad dollars than by bad 
government, sought to adhere, and did adhere, to the plan of gold pay- 
ments, or deferred payments, until Congress could again meet and op- 
portunity be given to save the country from a single silver standard, 
has been held up to the country as violating the law, and made the sub- 
ject of investigation by a committee of this Senate. 

I am now fully convinced that whatever has been said, and so well 
said, by the honorable Secretary of the Treasury, that not another syl- 
lable need be uttered, or may hereafter be said by the President, Cabi- 
net Minister, Senator, or private citizen touching the suspension for all 
time, or for any given period of time, of the act authorizing forty-eight 
millions and decreeing twenty-four millions’ worth of silver dollars an- 
nually from the mint, that the operation of the act in question will not 
be crippled by this Congress. 

It seems inevitable that the representatives of the sovereign people 
are determined to see their present system of finance die a natural 
death before they will have recourse to another. 

Whatever may happen to the standards, we should deal frankly 
with each other and with the people. That the operations of the 
Treasury before and since the change in administration had been and 
are now directed solely to the maintenance and continance of the gold 
standard of payment will not by me be denied. The illegal issue of 
silver certificates by the Treasury upon the deposits of gold coin, which 
certificates were redeemable in silver coin then in the Treasury, is to 
be taken as a note of alarm, if not a flag of distress. Moreover, as this 
gold was mainly supplied by the merchants and bankers of New York 
giving gold to strengthen the Treasury reserve in exchange for silver 
certificates intended for circulation, whatever the law may say of it, it 
will scarcely do to say that the circulation of the silver certificate was 
not increased by it. 

Again, the exchange recently made in one block of several millions— 
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giving fractional silver coin (not needed by the banks) to the banks 
for gold (needed by the Treasury) to the Treasury to continue the gold 
standard of payments pending anticipated action by Con ds 
to show that even now the Treasury can not carry this burden alone, 
and further shows who its supporters have been. - Whether or not fur- 
ther aid will be needed, and, if needed, may with safety be given, it is 
for Congress to answer. 

Complaint is made of the slowness of the machinery which shoots 
the silver dollars from the mint into the pockets of the people without 
even waiting to consider how few the pockets open to receive them. 

The United States has become a vast and complicated ma- 
chine. What with seven distinct kinds of circulation of varied power, 
to wit: gold and silver coins with full power, and then the fractional 
coin, gold -and silver certificates with limited power, Treasury notes 


and national-bank notes, differing with each other and every other | has 


named in power, and therefore limited in quantity to the uses they can 
be put as circulation, forbids any attempt to regulate the circulation by 
statute law, and that no disturbance in the affairs of trade may result 
the exercise of a wide discretion must be given the Secretary of the 
Treasury. So well has this discretion been used by the present Secre- 
tary that, notwithstanding the retiring Secretary of the Treasury pre- 
dicted ‘‘ we would be forced to silver payments in sixty days,’’ the gold 
reserve has increased from sixteen millions to forty-eight millions, and 
there are more silver dollars in circulation than ever before. 

The present Secretary of the Treasury needs about as much and the 
same character of defense for what he has done, and is doing, as did 
Secretary Windom in 1881—in the one case saving the honor as in the 
other case the money of the country—when, without shadow of law or 
other direction by Congress, he proceeded to change the interest burden 
of the bond, thus saving many millions to the Government. A certain 
Senator considered such action unwarranted and an insult to 
He had prepared a great speech on the subject, and informed a brother 
Senator he was awaiting opportunity to deliver it. ‘‘Then, sir,” was 
the good-natured reply, *‘ you are only waiting a chance to make an ass 
of yourself.” It is needless to say the speech was not delivered, and 
the Senator afterward became convinced the action of the Secretary 
was wise. 

If coinage be now suspended the silver dollar may be kept on a par 
with the gold dollar, both acting as a measure rather than as a me- 
dium of exchange. The vast inery of the clearing-house in New 
York, which exchanges a thousand millions of property each week, re- 
quiring in ‘he openkan less than 3 per cent. of cash, shows how little 
of cash is needed in modern barter, the measure of exchange being uni- 
form and stable. Nothing can be more abhorrent to the interest and 
ideas of society than widely differing standards, whether of value, ex- 
tension, or quantity. The moment they cease to be uniform and sta- 
ble all the operations of barter are greatly confused or brought to a 
stand. To illustrate: A standard measure for milk in Philadelphia 
contains 43 quarts. A standard measure for milk in New York con- 
tains 40 quarts. With the measures of value as varying as the meas- 
ures of quantity, it would require a rare facility for translation to de- 
termine relatively at a given time the market price of milk in the two 
places, less than 90 miles apart. In the opinion of the best financial 
minds in this and other countries we have now reached a point in sil- 
ver coinage beyond which, owing to monetary changes and conditions 
elsewhere, it is unsafe for us to go. I quote Cernuschi, the distin- 
guished scientist and bimetallist. In 1876-77 he visited this country 
in the interest of silver remonetization, which was effected in 1878: 

In October, 1885, Mr. Cernuschi says: 

So ‘ongas the bimetallic treaty proposed in 1881 by the United States and 
France is not accepted either England or by "Germany not one silver five- 
franc piece should be coined by , not one silver dollar should be coined by 


the United States. In no form, under no pretext, should silver currency be in- 
creased either in France or in the United States. i 


“There is here no chance for refining upon the meaningof words; no 
opposing of records to reason; no appealing from the wisdom of the pres- 
entto thatof the past. The wisdom of to-day is often the ignorance of 
to-morrow, and Cernuschi frankly admits its truth.” 

Twenty-four million dollars worth the amount for a year now yields 
thirty million dollars in coin; and if silver should fall until the metal 
in a dollar is worth but 70 cents, and the Mint be directed to coin 
the maximum amount (both of which events, except we stop now, are 
likely to happen—the latter inevitable), to wit, forty-eight million 
dollars’ worth, it would add about seventy milli annually to our 
stock of silver dollars. Why inevitable? It being only a question of 
time when the specie reserve shall be changed from gold to silver, and 
payments made for principal and interest of the Government bonds by 
the Treasury in silver, the silver will begin to drive out the gold from 
circulation. Prices will then be changed to suit the silver standard, 
and the maximum quantity will be issued to the public. The needs 
for any particular kind of curreney can not be a need created by law, 
but one regulated by the demands of trade and commerce; and the in- 
creasing quantity of the silver dollars then, too great for the needs cre- 
ated by law, will cause them to accumulate in the banks and in the 
hands of merchants who can dispose of them only at their intrinsic 
bullion value. When the Treasury can no longer retain a gold basis, 


then the public must take care of themselves. It is asked why the 

two h millions now coined have not produced the result just 

described. ‘‘In the first place, they are limited in quantity, compared 

with the use to which they can be put.” ‘‘ They can not enter into cir- 

— only as they are sent forth from the Treasury in payment of 
nes. 

“The Government has not forcibly paid out silver, but has left its ac- 
ceptance to the option of the Government creditor ’’—and notone-fifth of 
the dollars coined have at any onetime been in actual circulation. Both 
the silver dollar and its representative, the certificate, by the act of 1878 
were made receivable at the custom-house. The certificates or silver 
dollars to-day paid out of the Treasury are sent back to the Treasury 
to-morrow through the custom-house, and this tes as a daily re- 
demption of the silver dollar. Under such conditions the silver dollar 
remained at par with gold, and will remain at par with gold until 
more is forced upon the circulation than is necessary for such uses. The 
standard silver dollar bears the same relations to good money as does 
the fractional currency, and both will depreciate if issued in unnecessary 
quantities. In the language of Professor Laughlin, whom I freely quote, 
Ps legal power conferred upon them by law can save them from this 

ate. 

By continuing to coin the minimum or twenty-four millions you are 
forced to the maximum or forty-eight millions per annum. Whenever 
the financial community is convinced that the law is not to be sus- 
pended or repealed, that we are to be forced to silver payments, that 
the interest and principal of the public debt are to be paid in silver, 
gold will retire from circulation in accordance with the law of Gresham, 
the truth of which has been proven by the experience of three centu- 
ries, which is ‘‘that bad money drives out money; but that good 
money can not drive out bad money.” In other w the relatively 
cheaper medium of exchange will be retained in circulation, and the 
relatively dearer one will disappear. 

The universal hungry demand of nearly all our great commercial 
rivals for gold with which to reform their currency will draw our gold 
to them, and the silver displaced by our gold will gravitate to our 
Treasury, the only visible market. They will have no use for silver; 
we will have no use for gold. Whenever the outflow of gold exceeds 
the silver decreed to take its place, contraction with all its dire calami- 
ties is sure to follow. The outflow of gold might at first be slow; or 
on the other hand it might be very rapid. It is not so much the lesser 
evil we now suffer, but the greater evil we must ultimately expect to 
suffer, that guides capital with as much certainty as the laws of gravi- 
tation. Capital, always timid from past reverses, like time and tide, 
waits for no man. The national banks, which now furnish a large 
proportion of our circulating medium, would in self-preservation assist 
greatly in the inevitable contraction—in short, anticipate it. They 
would surrender circulation, redeem and take in gold the premium 
upon the bonds pledged to make good their notes, and bank, if at all, 
upon the issues of the Treasury or the Mint. From these two causes 
alone, to say nothing of the hoarding of gold by private citizens, the 
effect upon our industries would be frightful. 

To fill the void thus created we could only look to the Mint; silver 
dollars from the Mint, or possibly paper promises redeemable in silver, 
if at all, from the Treasury. Not alone the forty-eight million dollars’ 
worth as the law now limits, but enough dollars to save the debtor class 
from impending bankruptcy, must besupplied. This for a time would 
create an abnormal demand for silver and thus relieve other nations 
now seeking relief from the load they carry, and which our necessities 
would make us only too glad to accept. This accomplished, we have 
reached a point from which we can not recede. Instead of two-metal- 
lism, which we now have, and with prudence to a certain degree may 
be able to maintain, we are launched upon the sea of silver monomet- 
allism and in commercial transactions pay tribute to England as India 
does now. 

To prevent contracts being made payable in gold (which at this mo- 
ment is being done extensively), and thus assist the debasement of our 
own coin, the gold unit of value must needs then be disgraced toa 
silver unit of value, and the gold dollar, which now keeps its short- 
legged, infirm, and limping associate on the track, will cease to run. 
Again, all history teaches that with a currency of an uncertain and 
fluctuating value as ours must needs become, it tends to stimulate 
speculation and consequent expansion until we float on to wealth and ° 
happiness without any thought of the future. The floods of specula- 
tion continue to gather strength, and the mound is swept away with a 
sudden fury which shakes the very foundations of society and spreads 
monetary ruin over a wide field of civilized life. 

$ EXPERIENCE, 

If the knowledge which experience gives is any guide in the affairs of 
men, the continuance of silver coinage in this country at this time will © 
make silver the only standard of value, the only coin currency in use. 

A former Secretary of the Treasury, in commenting upon the laws of 
coinage, most appropriately says: 

If the slight error in the ratio of 1792 prevented gold from entering into circula- 
tion for forty-five years, and the slight errorin 1834 brought gold into circulation 


and banished silver until 1553, how more certainly will an error now of 5 per 
cent. cause gold to be exported and silver to become the sole standard of value, 
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Let it be remembered that from 1492 to 1834 gold was rated fifteen 
times more valuable than silver; from 1834 to 1873 (when the coinage 
was suspended) gold was rated sizteen times more valuable, and at no 
time between 1792 and 1873 did the variation of real value of the two 
monetary metals differ greatly from the relative legal value, and yet 
we were never able to maintain the two metals in continuous, simul- 
taneous, and healthy circulation with each performing its office as 
money. In those days the power ‘‘to coin money” im likewise 
the duty ‘‘to regulate its value.” Nothing else but equivalence in the 
two forms of the monetary unit could retain both; this was the object 
diligently sought, but not secured because the relatiye ratio here 
fixed was not the relative ratio fixed by other coinage countries. Since 
the remonetization of silver in 1878 gold has been twenty-one times 
more valuable than silver, and remains at about that ratio to-day. 

In 1878 not a state in Europe dared open its mint tosilver; at which 
very period of time we began to coin and have since steadily continued 
the coinage of about thirty millions per year, and with but one result— 
that of debasing the currency of a country without even protecting the 
silver industry. The mints of Europe closed to silver; silver is there 
no more than a merchandise without monetary power—and to con- 
tinue longer its coi here means that all monetary communication 
between Europe and the United States is to cease; that we must return 
to barter although abolished between the nations many thousand years 
ago; but for us it would be barter without valid ratio or scale of valaa- 
tion in exchange. 

COMMERCE. 

We have heard much of our decaying and decayed American commerce. 
When you descend from a gold to a silver standard you drive the last 
nail into its coffin, and no more will be seen of it save its sheeted specter. 
In the commercial world gold is king. Gold counts the cost, markets 
the goods, and measures the margin of profit and loss. Ifwe desire com- 
mercial prosperity we must obey commercial laws: Our exports being 
mainly breadstuffs and raw cotton, our commerce must needs be with 
the nations which consume them. These nations either have the gold 
standard or are struggling tothatend. We have also the gold standard, 
but are surely drifting to a different end, and unless wise counsels pre- 
vail are sure to reach it. If reached, all our exports of silver for pay- 
ment of debts would of necessity be sent abroad as merchandise and 
translated into gold before the debt could be paid. It would have no 
greater stability than cotton or wheat or any other article of merchan- 
dise; it would continue to fluctuate, and onr own mines would aggra- 
vate the fluctuations in the London market so that the merchant could 
no more know how many dollars of silver (our valuation) would be re- 
quired in the payment of a debt than he would know how many bales 
of cotton would accomplish the same before the market price of 
the cotton was determined. Silver in all foreign markets whose mints 
are not open to silver coinage will circulate only at its purchasing 
power as bullion (not in our standard dollars), and no one can be cer- 
tain that its power will be the same in any two transactions. 

All this will be at the cost of the producers, who are not exporters; 
but the exporter would demand upon every purchase a sufficient dis- 
count to cover the possible risk of fluctuation in the value of the money. 
All the losses which the producers have suffered in this from 
the fluctuating character of the legal-tender notes will be repeated and 
continued with the silver standard. 


LABOR, 


I was recently handed a pamphlet by a distinguished silver advocate, 
an ex-Senator of this body, with a supplement entitled Comments on 
President’s Message, from which I read as follows: l 


Wecalltheattention of the President to the fact that in addition to the general 
depression of business and the injustice to the people which would be 
ected by the demonetization of silver, there are three great industrial classes 
of the United States who would be ly injured thereby, to wit, gold and 
silver miners, cultivators of wheat, and planters of cotton. Thegreat wheat and 
cotton producing empire of India, with its 250,000,000 of population, has silver 
for its ng medium. All productsof India are bought on the silver basis, 
Wheat and cotton are purchased in India with silverand sold in Europe for gold. 
The difference between silyerand gold in London is about 25 per cent. ‘This dif- 
ference gives the wheat or cotton merchant of India 25 ——— ae e in 
the European markets over the merchants of the United es dealing in those 
commodities. 


The honorable ex-Senator evidently believed a lie—hespoke the truth. 
All value is the creation of labor. ‘‘Labor,’? says Adam Smith, ‘‘meas- 
ures value with more certainty than gold or silver.” The wheat and 


cotton of India (only anothername for Indian labor), our great competi- 
tor, meets the wheat and cotton of the United States in the London 
market, the greatand only world’s market, for both countries. The value 
ofa given quantity of each product expressed in gold is the same. India, 
with a legal silver standard worth confessedly 25 per cent. less than the 
true value of the product, measures the cost of her production in silver 
and compels her laborer to take payment in hersilver coin. God forbid 
that the legislation of this country shail ever drive the American laborer 
to compete with the labor of India on such terms, and yet with the silver 
coin like India with which to buy labor, which labor must haveor starve, 
and which the Government has decreed labor must accept, not at its true 
value, but at its legal value (which is 21 per cent. less than the true 
value), whatcan the laborerdo? Theexchanges weare told willsettleall 


this. Yes, with themerchant, but who settles with labor? Any fluctua- 
tion in the cost of exchange is always at the cost of labor. And how can 
labor know it is not cheated in the exchanges? The Government gives 
the law and the coin—and a dollar isa dollar, whether true, like the gold 
dollar, or deceitful ‘‘and clipped before it is coined,” like the silver 
dollar. 


Again, the savings-banks, life-insurance and trust companies are the 
agents for the safety of deposits far in excess of the Government debt. 
They are the agents of the poor man who has not sufficient means to 
start business on his own account. These institutions are the deposi- 
tories of the laborer for all earnings in excess of that required for food 
and clothing, and the deposits are loaned by these institutions in ag- 
gregated sums to the great enterprises in which labor finds employ- 
ment. Themite which the laborer loaned, together with his neighbor’s 
mite, has given speed to the wheels of industry, made a greater demand 
for his labor, and thus enabled his small capital to help the work of his 
hands. It is estimated that fully 50 per cent. of all the outstanding 
bonds are held as trust funds by corporations and individuals to secure 
the safety of deposits and trusts; the property of widows and orphans 
who sought a perfectly safe rather than a speculativeinvestment. The 
wild speculation consequent upon the fluctuating character of our cur- 
rency and securities (other than the bonds of the Government) found 
culmination in 1873 when the crash came, and people of small means 
sought safety in the issues of the Government, relying upon its then 

romise to make them good as gold. The blow, therefore, aimed at the 
loated bondholder strikes with tenfold force the head of the poor la- 
borer and people of small means. 

I have no sympathy with any ambition which seeks for any object 
to array labor against capital. As labor was before capital, and created 
capital, labor should be first considered; not forgetting, however, that 
capital is the handmaid of labor, and, if wisely employed, its truest and 
best friend. The legislation, therefore, which serves labor most serves 
capital best. An inflated or depreciated currency, for one is both, and 
both one, serves neither labor nor capital, and wherever used it is al- 
ways at the expense of labor, labor being always the first to suffer. 


THE BONDS, 


The effect of the law of 1834 was the expulsion of silver from the 
country—an expulsion so complete that even the small change left us. 
In 1853 we were obliged to issue a silver fractional currency in a de- 
based condition, but no attempt was made to restore the standard silver 
dollar to circulation. It is, therefore, to be.kept distinctly in mind that 
in 1853 the actual use of silver as an unlimited tender with gold was 
decisively abandoned.. In short, a double standard was publicly ad- 
mitted in the debates at that time to be hopeless. In 1853 it was de- 
cided by Congress to abandon its use, and in 1873, without having a 
single dollar of silver, we enacted the demonetization of that metal. 
There was no silver, then why demonetize it; except upon the fair as- 
sumption that having the power of option under the law to pay either 
in silver or gold coin we elected to payin gold coin. In short, the prac- 
tice since 1853 was made law in 1873. 

‘‘ Like the attempted inflation act of 1874, which was vetoed by Pres- 
ident Grant, the remonetization of silver in 1878 furnished a new and 
cheap device for meeting existingdebis. If silver had not fallen solow 
in 1876, perhaps there would have been no silver agitation nor legis- 
lation, no cheap unit in which to liquidate indebtedness.”’ 

The cheap unit, then, we have. We have also the bondholder, and 
he stands at the Treasury door, bond in hand. You point him to the 
contract and tender the silver coin. He asks, Why this invidious dis- 
tinction? Had my bondamatured yesterday, as did my neighbor's bond, 
I should have received gold, as he did. This bond to me represents so 
much honest labor, Can the obligation be canceled by giving in return 
less than I gave? Would this be right? A sovereign State may do as 
it pleases; but when that State is both lawgiver and debtor, right is 
always taken in the sense of legal, in the sense of equitable, in the sense 
of moral right, and must be construed on the side of honor and good 
faith; and is it not a base cheat upon a confiding creditor to pay him 
in a dishonest measure of an inferior metal for credit given upon the 
faith of the nation? I did not contemplate receiving silver. At the 
time the bond was issued or refunded you had no silver to pay me with. 
It had been the long unbroken practice of the Government to pay in 
gold, and when you demonetized silver in 1873 you absolutely persuaded 
me that coin meant gold. By this exercise of your option I wasinduced 
to pay a high price for a bond bearing a low burden of interest. But 
this is notall. By your direction or concurrénce the fact was advertised 
in all the newspapers in the land, to all the people thereof, that the in- 
terest on the bonds was payable in gold (see copy of advertisement be- 
low), and the financial agents of the Government from then until now 
have so construed it and confirmed itin practice. Now that silver has 
become permanently infirm, to act otherwise is it not plain, palpable, 
aggravatingrepudiation? Judged in the light of businessintegrity and 
sound judicious business policy, can the Government afford in this way 
to play fast and loose with its citizens? 

It was the misfortune and not the, fault of the Government that 
the bonds were sold for less than par or were ever issued at all. If 
the bonds were sold for less than par in gold, it was exactly what the 
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financial world thought of them. The value they placed upon the 
bond was the measure of their confidence. They took their chances of 
defeat. ‘‘ Gifted not with an insight or foresight which the ancients 
would have called divination, they could not in the midst of the dark- 
ness and obscurity that prevailed discern the logic of events nor fore- 
cast the result.” You may have a technical right to pay me in silver 
coin, but would not an enforcement of that right be a violation of the 
spirit of the contract? Your obligation can not equitably and honor- 
ably be discharged except you give me something in return of admit- 
ted equal value, not only in our market but in all markets. The value 
you stamp upon your silver coin is a value created by law; your law, the 
law of the debtor. It costs you but79.4 cents in good money and will buy 
Bes pist amount of labor or the products of labor where good money is 
Again, the price of all our surplus products sent abroad is fixed by 
good money, and as this also fixes the price of all we consume, with 
like measure must we value the cost of labor and production. There- 
fore, notwithstanding the law, your silver coin, except for debts now 
outstanding, will buy only at its market value, and not at its legal or 
stamped value. Moreover, the act of March 18, 1869, known as the act 
to strengthen the public credit, provides in like terms for the exemp- 
tion of the United States notes and the interest-bearing bonds. If pay- 
ment of the bonds under the terms of the law is to be made in silver, 
then also are we concluded by the same terms as to the redemption (in 
silver) of the United States non-interest-bearing notes, although express 
provision was made by the sale of bonds (for which we are taxed) to pay 
the notes in gold. 

I can now take your silver coin in exchange for my bond, which cost 
me par in gold, fully realizing, however, that it cost the Government 
twenty-one per cent. less to redeem it than it cost me to get it. The cheap unit 
has not been cheap to me, but cheap to the Government. 

Senators, this is not a sectional question; it is not Northern or 
Southern, Eastern or Western, but it is as broad as the Union, and af- 
fects all sections alike. 

The simple question is this: Shall we pause and take our reckoning 
anew before forcing our financial bark farther into asea from which it 
should be our object to escape? Considering, as we must, the condition 
of monetary affairs in Europe, and especially the alarm which per- 
vades the states of the Latin Union as judged by its late proceedings, 
it behooves us, whatever may be our views touching the respective 
merits of gold and silver as coin, that we now act with great delibera- 
tion. : 

The state of feeling in France (the principal state of the Latin Union) 
is best expressed by one of its distinguished citizens and bankers in a 
recent confidential letter to his agent in this country, from which I am 
permitted to make copy: 


Reference to my letters prior to1870 will prove that all the disasters I predicted 
for France are either fulfilled or now sure to occur. Had we closed our mints 
and adopted the gold standard alone, as we were preparing to do when the war 
with Germany broke out—and which Germany anticipated and prevented by 
doing the same thing herself—we should to-day hold the strong position your 
country wiil have if wise enough to stop the silyerco atonce. France will 
not consent to see gold disappear from her reserves and from circulation; and 
now that silver is so cheap, and our bank vaults full of silver coin, we fear the 
problem is beyond solution, and that we have more silver than we can keep in 
circulation at the legal rate. Itis not surprising,therefore, that our financiers 
view with amazement the action of your Government in respect to silver. 


Again: somewhat of alarm has already begun to show itself in busi- 
ness circles, and capital even now is unwilling to make contracts for 
the future except upon payments in gold. By the following letter it 
will appear that this has been the policy for some months with some 
of the great loaning institutions, and I am further informed this policy 
has become quite universal: 

January 2, 1886. 

DEAR MR. : I know nothing of what others are doing in the matter of 
loans. We ourselves, in the uncertainty as to what is to be character and 
value of currency, resolved some months since to make no loans unless sub- 
pa to repayment, both as regards principal and interest, “in gold coin of the 

nited States of the present standard of weight and fineness.” All ourloansare 
made aan this condition, and will be made on no other, 

aly yours, 


J. G. RULSFONE, 
Manager Liverpool, London and Globe Ins. Co. 


Cooke, subscription agent, at Jay Cooke & Co.’s, bankers, 114 South 
[Office of Jay Coo! pt à os z s, ers, ui 


PHILADELPHIA, Nov, 1,1862. 

The undersigned, having been appointed subscription agent by the Secretary of 
the e kanae now prepared to furnish, at once, the new twenty-year 6 per 
cent. bonds of the United States, designated as ** Five-twenties,” redeemable at 
the pleasure of the Government after five years, and authorized by act of Con- 
gress approved February 25, 1862. 

The coupon bonds are issued in sums of $50, $100, $500, $1,000. 

The registered bonds in sums of $50, $100, $500, $1,000 and $5,000. 

Interest at 6 per cent. per annum will commence from date of purchase, and 
is payable in gold, 


JAY COOKE & C0.. 


[From Army and Navy Gazette, New York, January, 1863.] 
United States five-twenties, or twenty-year 6 cent, bonds, payable at the 
à option of the Government five years. 
Iam instructed by the Secretary of the Treasury to receive subscriptions for 
the above loan at par. Interest will commence from the date of subscription, 


and is payable in at the Mint, orany subtreasury or depository of the United 
Dtaten on the Pal rts of May and November of each year. At the present pre- 
mium on gold these bonds yield about 8 per cent, per annum, 
A full supply always on hand, 
JAY COOKE, 
Subscription Agent, 114 South Third street. 


[Published in American Presbyterian, October 23, 1862.] 


United States five-twenties, or twenty-year 6 cent, bonds, payable at the 
option of the Government r five years. 


Iam instructed by the Secretary of the Treasury to receive subscriptions for 

the above loan at par, the interest to commence from date of deposit, and is pay- 

able in gold, at the Mint, or any subtreasury or depository of the United States, 

on the first days of May and November of each year, At the present premiumon 

gold, these bonds yield about 8 percent. per annum. 
A full supply of these bonds always on hand, 

: JAY COOKE, 


Subscription Agent, 
No. 114 South Third street, Philadelphia, 


[Published in Baltimore American, November 21, 1862.] 


United States five-twenties, or twenty-year 6 per cent. bonds, payable at the 
option of the Government r five years. 


I am instructed by the Secretary of the Treasury to receive subscriptions for 
the above loan at par, the interest to commence from date of deposit, thus avoid- 
ing the difficulty heretofore experienced by requiring payment in gold of the 
interest from cnt d last. 

A full supply of these bonds always on hand. 

COOKE, 


JAY 
Subscription Agent, 114 South Third street. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Senate bill No. 10. D 

Mr. BROWN. Will the Senator from Vermont excuse me a mo- 
ment until I simply make an announcement? I desire to give notice 
that at 2 o’clock to-morrow I shall ask leave to call up the pendin 
resolution, as it is my wish then to submit some remarks upon it. 
do not wish in any respect tointerfere with my friend the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. PuGH] who gave notice that he would ask to be heard 
at the termination of our deliberations on the Mormon bill. I ask for 
a definite hour at 2 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I feel bound to say on the part of the Committee 
on the Judiciary that we must insist now upon proceeding, if it be the 
pleasure of the Senate, with the Utah bill until it is disposed of, and 
then the debate upon the silver question, so far as we are concerned for 
the time being, may be resumed. At any rate, I now move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 10. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to make one remark in regard to the notice 
which has been given and the observation made by the Senator from 
Vermont. I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the very anom- 
alous condition of its business. Here are three or four important bills, 
matured, reported from committees, considered by the Senate, and 
partly debated and ready tobe dealt with. There are three such meas- 
ures certainly—two bills from the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Three. $ 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, the Presidential election bill makes three. It 
seems to me it is a very singular method of conducting business in a 
legislative body to lay aside those measures day after day out of courtesy 
to individual Senators, that they may debate a matter which is not be- 
fore the Senate at all—— 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. Allow meto finish my statement. This is not personal 
to the Senator from Georgia. I should like to finish the sentence and 
then I will yield. I sayin order that they may debate a matter which 
is still before the appropriate committee of the Senate, and in regard 
to which the committee has not either matured or reported a pending 
measure. I recognize the courtesy which the Senate always extends 
to a Senator who desires to address the body in this way to lay aside 
the business for that purpose, but it doesseem to me that that courtesy 
ought not to extend to permitting the silver question, which we have 
got to debate all over again when the committee make a report upon it, 
to monopolize all the time of the Senate. I do not say this with refer- 
ence to any particular Senator, because I am aseager to hear the views 
of the honorable Senator from Georgia, and have been as eager to hear 
the views of those who have spoken already, as any other Senator. 

Mr. BROWN. I simply desire to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts if the three bills he mentions are not up now by the courtesy of 
the Senate. ‘ 

Mr. HOAR. No, they are on the Calender in regular order. 

Mr. BROWN. Are they called in regular order on the Calendar? I 
think not, with all due 

Mr. HOAR. They have all been reached. 

Mr. BROWN. Ithink, just as I gave notice I should wish to be heard 
to-morrow, that by the consent of the Senate those bills were taken up out 
of theirorder. At least they were taken up by consent of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. The bill in regard to judges’ salaries was reported and 
reached in its orderon the Calendar, and it has been postponed three or 
four times for the purpose of having this debate. Imade the suggestion, 
not with the desire of curtailing anything that has been done or that is 
proposed to be done, but merely to express the hope that after we had 
had some reasonable debate on the silver question, which of course will 
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all Thy pe a little later on in the session, business might be re- 
sum 


The result was announced—yeas il, nays 38; as follows: 


Mr. BROWN. I will state that what I have to say now will not be Sd replies r 

repeated again during the debate. DE Dawa, Mitchell of Oreg. Teie? 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vermont | Brown, Dolph, Palmer, % f 

yield to the Senator from Georgia? NAYS—33. 

Mr. BROWN. I shall ask the Senate to-morrow at 2 o'clock to per- 
mit me to be heard. Ido not know whether it will extend the cour- | Allison, Eustis, a Saulsbury, 
tesy or not. =A pyare, t See 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from Vermont will Blackburn, George, Manderson, Vance, 
yield the Chair will recognize the Senator from Georgia and then he | Cameron, one eer oe Pa. Woon’ 
can make his question of order. $ Coke, ` Hampton, Morrill, j ‘althall 

Mr. BROWN. | I have stated all I desire to state. Colquitt, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Georgia has only stated that to- | Conger, Haters PaSk 
morrow at 2 o’clock he wishes to make a speech on the silver question. a ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As the Chair understands the case, ABSENT—27 
in order that Senators may know the view taken by the Chair, the res- | Bowen, Hale, McPherson, Riddleberger, 
olution in regard to silver is now the unfinished business. panen oo tenon ak Peta 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itis now the business before the Senate, but the | Chace.” Takat Ariana MOER = her: 
Senator from Vermont has moved, under the rules, that the Senate pro- | Cullom, Jones of Florida, Pike, est, 
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 10, and if the Senate agree | Fair. in pee Ponca Wilson of Md. 


to that motion and adjourns pending it—as I hope it will not but will 
adjourn having it finished, either defeated or passed—if it adjourns 
with the bill as the unfinished business, then at 2 o’clock to-morrow, or 
earlier as the case may be, it will come up; and I think it right, outof 
kindly feeling to the Senator from Georgia, to say to him now, as he is 
an old Senator and this silver question is not a very new one itself, that 
I think it of more importance to the public interest that we should go 
on with the positive business of legislation reported from a committee 
than spend any more time just now in dissertations upon the silver 
question, however interesting they may be. My motion is that we pro- 
ceed to the consideration of te bill No. 10. 


POLYGAMY AND AFFAIRS IN UTAH. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 10, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 10) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, in reference to bigamy, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 22, 1882, the pending question being on the amendment proposed 
by Mr. Hoar, to strike*out section 7 in the following words: 

Sec. 7. That it shall not be lawful for any female to vote at any election here- 
after held in the Territory of Utah for any publie purpose whatever, and no 
such vote shall be received or counted or given effect in any manner whatever ; 
and any andevery act of the governorand Legislative Assembly of the Territory 
of Ups ornina for or allowing the registration or voting by females is hereby 
annu i. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask for the yeas and nays on the pending amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I am op to female suffrage, and 
in my own State if the question were up I would vote against it; but I 
believe it is a question of local self-government which ought to be left 
to the voters of each State or Territory to determine for themselves. 
The people of Utah having determined this question for themselves and 
adopted female suffrage, I shall vote for the motion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts to strike out the seventh section, believing that the peo- 
ple have ordained it there. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar4 on 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. i 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom] on political questions. I 
reserve my vote for the present that I may see whether or not this is a 
political question. 

Mr. JACKSON (when his name was called). I am paired on this 
bill with the Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER]. I should vote 
‘‘nay’? if he were present and he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name was called). Iam paired 
on all questions with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. If 
he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I am paired on all ques- 
tions with the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. SABIN]. I do not see him 
in his seat, and therefore I shall not vote. I would vote ‘‘nay”’ if at 
liberty to do so. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay. 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. He does not appear to 
be in the Chamber, and I therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. SEWELL. I am paired with my colleague [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 
He is not present, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. BLAIR. My colleague [Mr. PIKE] who is absent is paired. I 
do not know that his pair has been announced. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I offer an amendment to come in after section 19 
as section 20. Ido not offer it on behalf of the committe because I have 
had no opportunity to call them together, although I think when it is 
read it will meet the approval of all the members of the committee after 
the explanation I shall make. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 


read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Ifany person related to another person within the fourth degree of consan- 
guinity, computed according to the rules of the civil law, mary, or cohabit 
with, or have sexual intercourse with such other sorelated person, knowing her 
or him to be within saidd of relationship, the person so offendi: be 
deemed guilty of incest, and on conviction thereof shall be punished by imprison- 
ment in the penitentiary not less than three years and not more than five years, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, in all the study that the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary has given to the Territorial enactments of Utah we 
failed to discover or think of, because it is such an unnatural crime, 
the fact which now turns out to exist, that the criminal code of Utah 
makes no provision against that crime; and I have been informed since 
this bill was reported, by one of the judges of Utah, that he had recently 
a case of an aggravated character of that kind before and found that 
there was no Territorial statute to punish it, and the culprit was only 
punished for a much lesser offense than was connected with that one, 

I hope, therefore, that the Senate will agree to insert this section, 
which is in conformity to the ordinary statutes of all the States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Vermont. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think on page 13, section 24, as a matter of pre- 
caution (although I believe the clear implication would be that now 
in to the matter of doubt), that after the paragraph a of section 
24 there should be added, after ‘‘ marriage,’’ the words: 

Unless she shall have lawfully released her right thereto. 


That paragraph now reads: 

A widow shall be endowed of the third part of all the lands whereof her hus- 
band was seized of an estate of inheritance at any time during the marriage, 

That was taken, verbally I believe, from the laws of the State of 
New York, which are very much like the laws of all the other States; 
but in view of a phrase that exists later on, which I need not take time 
to refer to, the implication might arise that even if she had released 
her dower by joining in a conveyance, still the statute said positively 
that she should have it nevertheless; andin order to against any 
possible question about it, I move to add the words I have named. | 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment will be read at the 
desk. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Insection 24, after the word “‘ marriage,” at the 
end of line 3, it is proposed to add 

Unless she shall have lawfully released her right thereto. 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator from Vermont passes from the last 
amendment—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment has been agreed to.) 

Mr. HOAR. Iingquired of theSenator privately whether he was quite 
certain that the words “‘ within the degree’’ included the degree or 
did not. It strikes me it would be safer to add to the words ‘ within 
the degree” the words ‘‘ and not including,” so as to read ‘‘ within and 
not including,’’ so that there shall be no doubt on that subject. I sup- 
pose the Senator does not wish to punish the marriage of first cousins. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not. 

Mr. HOAR. Then we had better put in the words ‘‘not including.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In the new section I will ask unanimous consent, 
if there is any doubt about it, after the word “ within”’ to insert the 
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words ‘‘and not including,” so as to leave first cousins untouched, as I 
believe to be the clear meaning now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the section as amended be read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the Secretary read it as it would be by put- 
ting in the words ‘‘and not including.” 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


If any person related to another person within and not including the fourth 
degree rib consanguinity, computed according to the rules of the civil law, shall 
marry, 4 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the modification 
of the amendment? If there is no objection it will be considered asso 
modified. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Recurring now, Mr. President, to paragraph a of 
section 24, where the amendment was just agreed to, as it stands in the 
print, and which was, of course, right as it stood before, there is a period 
after the word ‘‘ marriage.’’ That period should be stricken out, so as 
to leave no interruption in the sentence. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That change will be made unless 
there be objection. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I move to strike out all of section 18, on page 10, 
and to insert in lieu thereof: 

The board of five persons created by section 9 of the act of 1882 is hereby abol- 
ished, and all the duties to be formed by the said board shall formed 
by a board of three officers of the price A of the United States to be detailed for 
that purpose by the President, a majority of whom shall be a quorum. 

Mr. President, the existence of the so-called Utah Commission created 
by the act of 1882 has already been extended many years beyond the 
time proposed by the law when they were created. By the act itself 
they were to discharge the ordinary duties of registration and election 
officers, and nothing more, Three thousand dollars per annum were 
appropriated for that service to each commissioner; but President Ar- 
thur suggested to Congress that it would be sk, Hog to obtain the 
grade of intellect that he desired for the place unless the salary should 
be made $5,000, which Congress proceeded at once to do, supposing that 
the time would soon arrive when the act itself provided there should 
be an end of the commission. That act struck down all the election 
and registration officers in the Territory—abolished them, not the offices 
but the officers—and declared that when the Legislature had provided 
for the election of the officers who were abolished by the act of Con- 
gress, then the commission should die. That was to be the end of it. 
Its members were put there to fill up the gap between the abolishment 
of the officers of registration and the election officers then existing and 
the vacancy to be filled by the Legislature. It so ha) ed that the 
Legislature passed an act providing for such officers, which I think the 
governor vetoed, and therefore the officers were not provided for, and 
the commission continued another year and still another year. In the 
Forty-seventh Congress I proposed the same amendment, but it was 
claimed then that they should be continued still a little ers 

Now, the difficulty right here with section 18 of this bill is that it 
makes this a perpetual commission; substantially, practically, there is 
no end toit. Mark: 

That the provisions of section 9 of said act approved March 22, 1882, in regard 

on and election officers, and the re; on of voters, and the con- 
duct of elections, and the powers and duties of the board therein mentioned— 

Which is this commission— 
shall continue and remain operative until the provision and laws therein re- 
ferréd to to be made and enacted by the tag Leno ed Assembly ofsaid Terrritory of 
Utah shall have been made and enacted by said assembly and shall have been 
approved by Congress, 

It is nearly four years since we commenced this revolution—no, not 
revolution, this reform; this seeking to do what the American people 
desired in Utah. Four years ago this commission was supposed to be 
necessary, not to exist more than one year, and still it has running 
four years. One section in this bill provides that it shall continne till 
the legislation of the Territory on the subject of registration and election 
officers shall be approved by Congress; and the bill has many sections 
declaring past legislation by the Territorial Legislature is not approved 
by Congress. Now, why provide that this commission shall continue 
until two irreconcileable forces agree? That is all there is about it. 
We have been four years acting under this law of 1882, and the Mor- 
mon power is untouched practically. You have a Mormon Legislature 
as much as you had before the law was passed. You have a Mormon 
Delegate sitting boldly in the other wing of this building. This is the 
result of four years’ experience, and now you put a clause in this bill 
which provides for the perpetuity of the commission. The Senator 
from Vermont, long-lived as the people are up in that healthy country, 
will probably not live long enough to see the end of this commission 
under this bill. He says: 


Shall continne and remain operative until the provision and Jaws therein re- 


ferred to be made and enacted by the legislative assembly of the said Territory 
of Utah, shall have been made and enacted by said assembly, and shall have 
been approved by Congress. $ 
They have already existed four years. I do not know that the Sen- 
ator will seriously insist that this expensive commission shall continue, 
because it is an expensive commission. They have been, as I stated 
before, only discharging the duties of registration and election officers; 
that is all they are required to do; that they have done. All they do 
now is to report from time to time what the other branch ef the Gov- 


ernment is doing; what the courts and the Territorial officers in that 
Territory are doing; there is nothing more. ‘The duty which they were 
first called upon to discharge in Utah did not require even among the 
Mormons a high grade of intellect, I take it—the duty of registration 
and election officers. 

Now, if it is necessary to continue this duty, provide a board of regis- 
tration such as Utah has and provide that it shall be created out of 
the Gentile population. There is nothing further necessary. Or would 
it not be as well to take a board of Army officers of three men? We 
have plenty of them on the retired-list, capable, strong, intelligent men, 
fit to discharge this duty; and why continue this expensive commission 
and then provide in the bill that it shall never end, but shall be per- 
petual, because this continues the commission until an exigency which 
can never happen? I ask the Senator from Vermont if there is any 
more possibility of that happening than there was four years ago when 
the commission was created? 

He may speak of the effect of the very strange provisions which creep 
into this bill at this time, legislative provisions and principles that un- 
der ordinary circumstances would be lodked upon as an outrage in any 
civilized country. This commission was created for this work at $5,000 
per year for each member at the suggestion of the then President 
of the United States, and Senators will remember that a year ago we 
had occasion to take exception to the enormous expenses created by this 
commission, not only the $5,000 per year for each member but a large 
number of items. When these gentlemen went out there, their hotel 
and sleeping-car and porter’s expenses were paid. When they reached 
Salt Lake, the field of their duty, their home for the time being, their 
board bills were charged-against the Government, their laundry bills 
were charged against the Government; and when they visited Washing- 
ton in the discharge of their duty, as they said, their hotel and sleeping- 
car bills and porter’s tips were ; and when they came here to 
the capital, their lunch bills and all others were charged against the 
Treasury of the United States. It was to be reasonably supposed that 
to a certain extent at least this part of the thing would have been dis- 
continued, butit seems not. Thiscommission, like all others, proposes 
to live forever. It is very seldom that they unloose their grasp on the 
Treasury. When such a system has been inaugurated it continues to 
fasten itself, as commissions always do, by the aggregation of these ex- 
traordinary expenses. I certainly wish to have it stopped; but ifit can 
not be discontinued, at least let it be economically administered. 

These gentlemen still go to Utah, and I see in last April they made a 
trip to Washington. For what? To make a report. Wenever heard 
before in the history of Utah that the Territorial registration and elec- 
tion officers visited Washington to make a report; but these gentlemen, 
who could not be procured to discharge the duties of registration and 
election officers except on a salary of $5,000 a year, necessarily had to 
visit Washington every year to make out a report. Then they come 
and include all expenses by the way; even tips to the porters of sleep- 
ing-cars are charged up against the Treasury of the United States. I 
ask our brethren on the other side, now marching under the banner of 
reform, to pause awhile and look at these abuses, which I venture to 
say began undera Republican administration. That is the attitude of 
this country to-day. 

I think we have a right to ask why this commission has charged 
against the Treasury $45,000 or $50,000 per annum, never to stop ac- 
cording to this section, but to be perpetual, because it is not to stop, 
this bill tells us, until there is a complete union between the Ameri- 
can Congress and the Mormon Legislature of Utah, between church 
and*state, and that kind of a church! 

We all desire to attain the same end; we have been wrestling with 
this problem for many years, and it would seem that the administra- 
tion, be it Republican or Democratic, and the American Congress ought 
to be able to solve this question; but it apparently is no nearer solu- 
tion than it was four years ago—at least not the political part of it; 
the part that is dangerous. I speak notof party politics, but the great 
question underlying this matter runs into politics and statesmanship in 
Utah of course. Itisagreatquestion. It is trae some men have been 
incarcerated under your law. Some lawful wives may be incarcerated 
under the bill which we are to pass to-day; for if the only lawful and 
first wife of a husband in Utah does not feel it her duty from her stand- 
point to go into court in obedience to asubpcena and testify against her 
husband, she may be compelled under the pains and penalties here pro- 
vided to give testimony against her lord and husband. 

You may incarcerate a few lawful wives in Utah, as we have done 
under this law during the last four years with the males. That will be 
the only change. Your Mormon power is not broken. It has not been 
broken by the pains and penalties of the last law and its fierce admin- 
istration, and you admit it by introducing this bill. That law which, 


‘with that expensive commission which we expected to achieve such 


great results, has accomplished nothing. You say so by this bill sub- 
stantially. Reinforced it must be by greater power, denying to children 
who previously you provided should be heirs to property, the right to 
inherit from their fathers! But the Mormon will circumvent your laws 
in making his will and disposing of his property as he chooses; and then 
you will ask to go further than you have gone before and say the law- 
ful wife shall be compelled to be a witness against the husband. 
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Of course I need not tell my friend from Vermont that the people of 
this country desire this institution to be blotted out. There is no 
doubt about that; I merely call his attention to this to show how far 
you have progressed during four years, and to show that there can be 
no necessity for continuing this commission, whose duties can be as well 
and as ably discharged by another body of men and save all this ex- 
pense to the Government. 

Now, still stranger, this commission, which has been in existence 
nearly four years, during the last two years, according to their last re- 
port, employed some six clerks, who were on their pay-roll. That is 
more than a Senator is allowed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How many? 

Mr, VAN WYCK. Some six clerks, I think, are shown in their last 
report to have been in their employ in June or July. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Have you a statement of their force and the ex- 
pense of it per month, &c.? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ihave a portion of it, as much as could be gath- 
ered from the general figures given. Some portion of it is here. From 
June 13—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think it is due to the Senate, if the Senator has 
that information, that he should communicate it to the Senate and let 
us all know it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Thatisprecisely what I was trying todo. I was 
trying to give it to the Senate. I wasstating the expense of this com- 
mission, which has evidently outlived its usefulness, and yet in its de- 
crepitude and age the Senator from Vermont insists upon fastening it 
upon the ground of pension, I presume. I insist that to put it on full 
pay and then make it what evidently must be alife appointment is 
certainly askinga good dealatthistime. I said to my friend that there 
are, I think, six clerks in the employ of the commission in Utah. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us know who they are, and what their sala- 
vies are, and all about it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I can only tell my friend what I think. Ido 
not know that it is important to know who they are; but I take it for 
granted that they are not Mormons. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us know them. 

Mr, VOORHEES. I challenge the statement, and ask for a verifica- 
tion of it. Ideny that such is the case. Now, let us see what the 
proof is. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. In this report, and I think it is the last report, 
from June 13 to June 30, 1885, I find: 

A. G. Paddock, clerk to commission, $100; E. M. Bynon, clerk, $100; ©, C. 
Carlton, clerk, $200, 

That makes three. Then comes A. B. Carlton, member; J. R. Pet- 
tigrew, member; A. 8. Paddock, member. S 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is threeclerks. Thatmakes the statement 
one-half good. A 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then come the expenses on account of the com- 
mission: Ramsey, member; Carlton, member; Godfrey, member. Then 
comes telephone rent, $30, 

Mr. VOORHEES. If the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. VAN WYCK. One moment. Here is another: Laurence M. 
Paddock, janitor. That makes four. Henry Page, clerk, makes five. 
George Thackrah, clerk, makes six. Then Arthur S. Thomas, salary 
as secretary of the commission, seven. Then Walter F. Davis, as 
clerk, 3600, which makes eight. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Although the Senator has counted a janitor two 
or three times as a clerk—— 

Mr. VAN WYCK. No; only once. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Still allow me to say that there are periods of 
time, which do not last long, when there is a great deal of clerical work 
to be done by the commission. When I challenged the statement I 
knew what would come, and I desired itto come. Those are not clerk- 
ships running through the entiretime; they aretemporary merely. The 
date the Senator gave, from the 13th of June to the 30th of June, shows 
that it is a mere temporary appointment when they are making up their 
register for registration. I donot want to speak in the Senator’s time; 
but I think I know the history of the commission pretty well, and I 
think I know some reasons why the Senator attacks them. ° 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Probably before the Senator sits down he had 
better unburden himself at the outset. I certainly do not object to the 
Senator’s speaking in my time. Iam very happy to hear him. 

Mr. VOORHEES. No; I object to it myself. Goon and make your 
talk; I will find a time. 

Mr. VANWYCK. TheSenatorsays that this employment is merely 
exceptional; that when they need six or seven clerks and a janitor it is 
merely when they are required to do somethingin regard to registration. 
Let me call my friend’s attention to the fact thatin the same year, from 
January 1 to April 30, four months before the bill from which I read, I 
find, Paddock, Page, and Bynon, $400 each, asclerk, Thatis notan ex- 
ception. Then the next report, as I stated, taking the dates up where 
they were, the names are given and the amounts paid them are enu- 
merated. 

I think I am justified in saying that this is an extravagant commis- 
sion. I know I ought to make an apology for treading upon this dan- 


gerous ground. That has been encountered before in this body, and I 
am aware of the naturaland proper sensitiveness of Senators even toward 
a member of a commission who has been somewhat extravagant in his 
transactions with the-Government. It is all very well to attack your 
neighbors and friends; there is no objection to that; but whena friend 
happens to be upon a commission and a suggestion is made, even in 
gentle terms, as to his extravagance, then necessarily and naturally it 
raises a protest, because it happens to be the friend, I suppose, of a Sen- 
ator who is mentioned. 

I did not desire to refer to these names. The Senator’s associate on 
the other side was in earnest and required proof and evidently de- 
sired it. Still the fact remains that this extravagant commission, to 
call it by no harsher name, is to becontinued in existence; and we ask 
properly that the Treasury and the people shall be relieved from this 


expenditure and insist that the bill should not provide as it does for 


the continuance of the commissionas it seems to mein perpetuity nearly, 
practically amounting toa life appointment. If there be duties re- 
quired in to registration and election, and if the Territoral offi- 
cers are not competent to discharge those duties, certainly the President 
can obtain from the Army men who are competent to perform them. 

I only rose to make these suggestions at this time in the interests of 
economy, not to weaken the force of the act of 1882 or to weaken the 
administration of the bill of 1886. The sections of the law of 1832 are 
enforced by the Territorial officers of the Territory. Thesections of the 
bill which were now passing will be enforced by the Territorial officers. 
There is no new duty created for this‘board, and yet it is carefully pro- 
vided that they shall be installed and continued in power until the 
event happens which is mentioned in the bill. 

Mr. President, I trust I have said nothing unkind to anybody or to 
anybody’sfriends. Icertainlydidnotintend to doso. I merely stated 
the fact as I have aright, I think, to do, and I think the people have a 
right to ask the American Senate when this matter of the Utah difi- 
culties is to continue from year to year that we shall take some ad- 
vantage from the experience of the past and at least be admonished by 
it. Iwill agree to all that the bill undertakes to do if itis possible that 
these extra, unnecessary expenses to the Treasury of the United States 
may be relieved. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck], 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam indebted to my friend from Oregon who sits 
farthest from me for a suggestion of technical improvement in section 
4, line 18, where it now reads that such certificate of marriage shall be 
prima facie evidence, &c. Ithaving been already provided that the mar- 
riage shall be recorded the bill omits to provide that the record or a 
certified copy of the record may also be received in evidence. On his 
suggestion I gladly propose to amend by inserting in line 18, after the 
word ‘‘ certificate,” the words ‘‘or the record thereof or a duly certified 
copy of such record,’’ so as to read: 


Such certificate, or the record thereof, or a dul 


certified copy of such record, 
pen be prima facie evidence of the facts requi 


by this act to be stated therein, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to call the attention of the chairman of the 
Judiciary Committee to section 12 of the bill. Iam not sure that I 
understand it. I will state what my understanding of it is, and I 
should be glad to be corrected in it if I am wrong. 

Section 12 provides for the annulling by this act of certain acts of 
the Territorial Legislature or of some legislative tribunal of the Terri- 
tory of Utah ‘‘so far as the same may preclude the appointment by the 
United States of certain trustees of said corporation as is hereinafter 
provided.” That is as far as the annulling feature of the section goes, 
as I understand it. It leaves the act thus amended in full force except 
as to the part amended. 

As I understand it, the act which is thus amended in part and left 
in operation as to the remainder of it, was an act of the Territorial con- 
stitutional convention, as it was called, of the State of Deseret, which 
organized the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, and went 
on to make a very full declaration of the powers that should be exer- 
cised by that corporation, reaching into domestic affairs, church rela- 
tions, and church conduct, and also, as I believe, as I remember at least 
from a cursory reading of that provision, the conduct of the members 
of that Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, asit is called. The 
bill provides that after this amendment and after this virtual re-enact- 
ment of all that is contained in that original enactment— 

The President of the United States, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, shall appoint fourteen trustees oft the said corporation, who shall have and 
exercise all the powers and functions of trustees and assistant trustees provided 
for in the laws creating, amending, or continuing the said corporation, which 
trustees so appointed shall hold their respective offices for the term of two years; 
and the trustees of said corporation shall annually or oftener make a full report 
to the Secretary of the Interior embracing all the property, business affairs, and 
operations of the said corporation; and the Legislative Assembly of the Terri- 


tory of Utah shall not have power to change the laws respecting said corpora- 
tion without the approval of Congress, 


The question is on agreeing to the 
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As I understand the bill, we take up that act of incorporation, we 
amend it by simply substituting new trustees, who are to be appointed 
by the President by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
who are to be of the number of fourteen and hold their offices for two 
years, and are to execute the duties imposed by that law upon the 
board of trustees in whose places they are substituted. 

I should like to know of the committee whether it is the purpose of 
the bill to place the Government of the United States in charge of and 
put it to running the Church of the Latter-day-Saints. I donot know 
why this corporation is kept in existence at all. If it is a corporation 
whose purposes are evil, if it was ordained in the first instance for the 
purpose of establishing, promulgating, and perpetuating polygamy or 
any other crime, it can hardly be called a religious establishment within 
the meaning of the Constitution of the United States, which forbids 
Congress to make any law touching an establishment of religion. 
was a criminal conspiracy and combination to enforce upon a commu- 
nity a great moral offense, an offense that stinks in the nostrils of all 
Christendom, and which violates the essence and the fundamental or- 
ganization of those societies which compose Christian and enlightened 
communities. 

But it seems that this act of incorporation, which was intended to 
give a legal frame to this church, was intended to embody in the law 
something even more than the mere power of acting as a corporation, 
which was intended for the perpetuity of polygamy, and which I think 
in the very measures provided for in the language granting powers to 
this incorporation, does provide for the perpetuity of polygamy. That 
we shall take that up and substitute trustees, and that we shall val- 
idate the enactment which this act is intended really to put out of 
force, and to destroy, and that we shall conduct the Church of the Latter 
Day Saints of Jesus Christ by fourteen commissioners, to be appointed 
by the President and confirmed by the Senate, is something that I do not 
wish to do if that is the meaning of this section. What else it may be 
I do not understand. My idea about it is that in striking at that cor- 
poration we ought to cut it up by the roots and appoint receivers fur 
its assets, disband it as a legal institution; and if it is to bė allowed to 
remain there let it rest for its support entirely upon the public or the 
private sentiment of that community, and not upon any law that Con- 
gress either enacts or amends or enforces or executes in any way. As 
I understand this—perhaps I do not understand it correctly—that is 
the effect if not the purpose of the twelfth section. - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam glad the Senator from Alabama has called 
attention to this topic, because I confess that I felt upon the subject 
exactly as he has now expressed himself, and as I think the other gen- 
tlemen of the committee did last year or the year before, when we first 
took the matter in hand in regard toit. We had a tenderness of feeling 
and of opinion in regard to undertaking to interfere by legislation with 
any kind of a church organization, so far as that church organization 
confined itself to beliefs and opinions and worship; that its members 
might believe what they liked and worship in their own way so long as 
it was only worship. We, therefore, were reluctant to abolish this cor- 
poration, which, I confess, I felt a strong temptation to ask the com- 
mittee to do. 

But this corporation, when you look at its act of organization, would 
seem to be a corporation for two p Ido not doubt that the sec- 
ond purpose was one intended to promote the political hierarchy that 
stands at the head of the church organization; but that is promoted by 
human means and business ends of property and management and so 
on separate from worship and faith, whatever that faith may be. Ire- 
peat that I felt reluctant to abolish so much of this corporation as related 
purely to the Mormon faith, because however much we may dislike it 
and believe it to be an utter delusion, and with many asham and a pre- 
tense as a cover for crime, yetit would set a legislative precedent for in- 
terfering with opinion and with faith. 

We therefore took the narrower ground of attempting to steer clear 
of that and to get hold of the other part of the corporation which is 
provided for in the original second section of the act of what they call 
the State of Deseret when it was first , their constitutional conven- 
tion really, I suppose, and to deal with that part of it which related to 
property and assets and business and politics, and not with the ordinary 
church organization. 

The first section of that Territorial or quasi-State act, which was after- 
wards affirmed by the Territorial Legislature of Utah, made the simple 
provision for the organization of this incorporation, of thischurch, by the 
name described, in the ordinary way asachurch society. Then the sec- 
ond section provided ‘‘that the said church,’’ not the law but the church, 
that religious society, was authorized at a general or special conference 
to elect one trustee in trust, who is the head man in the whole of that 
organization. Iam not now speaking of it merely as an organization 


of religion but as an organization of business affairs and politics and 
everything that touches every man in that connection, ‘‘and not to ex- 
ceed twelve assistant trustees to receive, hold, buy, sell, manage, use, 
and control the real and personal property of said church, which said 
property shall be free from taxation.” 

Then it provides for their meeting, &c. This trustee part of it, which 
we deal with, is a purely business, worldly affair, intended, of course, 
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as it would be in an ordinary case, so far as the mere worship of the 
church went, to keep up the church buildings and so on; but also in- 
tended, with universal powers, to operate without limit on all real and 
personal estate. Then it goes on to provide for their accounting. It 
does not limit them to anything atall. They are to purchase, own, 
control, and real and personal property, &c.; and then it goes 
on to provide in the third section in respect of the church establishment 


again. 

The second section disposes of the business part of the affair, the 
trustee business. Then it goes on to provide for the church control, 
which comes up again under asimilar head, which I need not go through 
with, when you come to it, and among other things making it valid 
by law that they were to regulate marri If that existed now, of 
course we could say that no church organization of any faith or kind 
would have a right to regulate marriages as it respected the laws of 
society, but in 1863, if I am not mistaken in the year—about that time— 
when Congress passed the act punishing polygamy, the old original act, 
that part of this same charter, if it may be called that, authorizing the 
church to regulate marriages was repealed and abolished, so that that 
power was gone. 

The consequence was that we thought it better at this time, at any 
rate, instead of abolishing the whole corporation, as we have a clear 
legal right to do, to take it into the control of the United States so far 
as these large powers of property and management and control of things 
as distinguished froin their articles of doctrine and worship are con- 
cerned, and the point was to endeavor to separate in this way, without 
abolishing the corporation, the church and the state, and to leave the 
church with its doctrines and its faiths, whatever they may be, because 
there is a great division among the Mormons, a growing one, Iam happy 
to say, upon the subject of their faith about polygamy; and all the rest 
of their faith is not very different from that of all Christian people as 
it is put forth in their book of doctrine and covenants that I have here, 
their established book. We thought it best to leave that, however 
much we might disagree with it, entirely to their own regulation still, 
but to take the temporal part of it into the supervision and the inspec- 
tion and examination of the political power of the country, thus en- 
deavoring to separate matters that were purely those of faith and worship 
of that church from matters that were purely temporal and business 
management. That was our idea. 

Mr. MORGAN. „I wish to inquire of the Senator from Vermont 
whether the ordinance from which he reads contains any provisions con- 
fining the duties and powers of the trustees? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The trustees, as I read, are to hold, own, sell, 
buy, convey, and manage all the real and personal property of the con- 
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cern. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is thereany estimate of the amount of real and per- 
sonal property ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It would be purely guess-work. It is supposed to 
be enormous. The very same statute of 1863, if I am right in the date, 
as I may not be, provides that no society of this kind shall hold, own, 
possess, or acquire any property beyond, I believe, $50,000. 

Mr. TELLER. What statute is that? 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Thatis the statute of 1863, the same statute which 
took it out of the range of politics. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Vermont 
whether he has any information to the effect that the Mormon Church 
has at this time any property save and except its temples and that class 
of buildings. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My information is that under the cover and con- 
trol of these trustees, whose books and records nobody can see, they 
have vastly more; and there is a provision in the bill which provides 
for cutting up all that which is acquired in violation of law, saving all 
private rights. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know but that the Senator may be rightly 
informed; but I have been advised on what I regard as very good au- 
thority that this organization controls practically now nothing except 
some small matters aside from its church property. I should like to 
inquire also of the Senator from Vermont if he believes that fourteen 
trustees appointed by the United States to carry on this work will con- 
fine themselves to the temporal duties of this organization, if it is not 
in the nature of things, when you consider how these trustees must be 
selected, the great excitement that is all the time attendant on this 
question in that community, that they will go directly into the ques- 
tion of the religious affairs of this institution? And as was 5 ted 
by the Senator from Alabama, is it not actually making the United 
States an active co-operator in this church movement? If not, then 
they are to at once disestablish it and destroy it. 

I may not be correct as to the amount of property they have in hand, 
but I know something about these Mormons. They are as shrewd and 
enterprising as any people in this country. They have had ample notice 
of this proposed legislation. It passed the Senate last winter, if I recol- 
lect. Itis not very probable to my mind that there is any considerable 
amount of money or property of any kind to be taken by these trnstees, 
save and except that which every church organization has and has a 
right to have, and which the Senator says it is not proposed to interfere 
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with; that is, their church property. They havein the city of Salt Lake 
a very large building called a temple. I have not been there forsome 

ears, but they had when I was there, in addition to that, a very large 

nilding called a tabernacle. The temple is a very massive structure. 
I should say that probably it had cost a million anda half or two mill- 
ion ofdollars. It has a block of ground in connection with it of great 
value. The tabernacle is the most unique structure of the kind in the 
world. There is nothing like it in the world. It is a remarkable build- 
ing from an architectural point of view. It has also land surrounding 
it. The surrounding land may not be absolutely necessary now to these 
buildings to carry on what we should call the religious workings of the 
organization. The trustees may seize on that land and say that is not 
church property proper, even if they attempt to carry out this act in 
the spirit suggested by the Senator. 

My own judgment is that it would be a great deal better to dissolve 
this corporation, that it would save a great deal of friction and a great 
deal of trouble in that community to take it out by the roots and say 
that there should be nosuch corporation whatever. The property would 
revert, of course, if we destroy the corporation, by the ordinary laws of 
corporations to the people who first put it in there. It would go to the 
people who gave it; the people who took this country when it was a 
desert and made it blossom like a rose; the people who have built this 
out of their hard earnings, and who are as much entitled to it in a re- 
ligious point of view as the people who have built any cathedral or any 
church on the continent are entitled to it. 

I do not believe in polygamy. I voted for the original law; I voted 
for the law that, in my judgment, is destined ultimately to destroy 
polygamy in Utah. I will not vote for this bill. I will not vote for 
this bill, because I think it is a step backward, and it is a step to undo 
that which we did in 1882 by the law then passed. I have had some 
knowledge of these people. Ihave had some knowledge of the perse- 
cutions they. have endured at the hands of Government officials, and I 
say here, as I have said again and again, with a full knowledge of how 
unpopular it might be to say it, that if the Government officials had 
been sent there, who would have faithfully administered the old law, 
existing for twenty years, polygamy would now be as dead as any other 
wicked institution that has departed with the light of civilization. But 
we sent men there who aggravated and irritated and who abused. I 
was at Salt Lake in times when there were practically no Gentilesthere. 
I was there when among the wholeeighty thousand peuple of Utah there 
were not two hundred Gentiles. 

Polygamy was rampant; that is to say, there were large numbers of 
practical polygamists without any interference of the law. There was 
a sentiment underlying that community that made itself heard in every 
hamlet and every village as opposed to thatsystem. Youcould hear it 
discussed on the street corners, in the hotels, in the restaurants, and in 
every place. Men who were Mormons and who adhered to the faith 
of Joseph declared that polygamy was nota partand parcel of the Mor- 
monreligion. By ourpersecution we drove that class of people tosilence. 
We silenced themas you will always silence the voice of a considerable 
minority when persecution and outrages are resorted to to accomplish 
even what may be a end. 

Mr. President, I know that no man stands upon this floor and defends 
that people without being slandered and traduced throughout this land. 
I know that the bigotry and the hatred that grows out of religious en- 
thusiam and zeal can never see beyond the very question that is pre- 
sented, that polygamy isa crime. It is a crime against civilization as 
we view it, and yet more than three-fourths of the world to-day are in 
favor of and practice this institution of polygamy. Great Britain, with 
all her civilization, with all her religious fervor and zeal, has never put 
her hand on her two hundred and millions of Indian subjects as 
we have put our hands upon these Mormons. I am in favor of putting 
the strong hand of the law upon them and compelling obedience to the 
law, but I am for doing it under the color and under the forms of law, 
and not in such a manner as shall make every honest man in that Ter- 
ritory feel that the Government is going beyond its legitimate powers 
and its legitimate sphere in persecution. 

Mr. President, I am not a churchman myself in the extreme sense 
of the term. ‘There are other organizations in this land that 
nicious doctrines and pernicious principles, Shall I ay that it is the 
duty of the General Government to seize them with the strong hand 
and compel obedience to what we barn eyed jaa is proper? In so far 
as they violate the law they come within the province and the power of 
the General Government; but in so far as they maintain a strict com- 
pliance with the law they are entitled to the same ponen and the 
same treatment as any other religious organization in the land, and so 
far as I am concerned they shall have it always by my vote. 

Mr. President, these people are not without virtues. They are an hon- 
est, painstaking, hard-working, industrious people. I went to theircap- 
ital city when there were 15,000 people there and to their credit be it said 
not a place in it where whisky could be sold, not a grog-shop in the 
length or breadth of the land, not a house of prostitution, not a gamb- 
ling place in the whole Territory with 80,000 They may not 
possess all the virtues; but they do haye the vice which we are endeav- 
oring to eradicate from their midst. It can not be done by these harsh 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


461 


and strained measures. I believe if the act of 1882 had been carried out 
in the spirit with which it came from the committee and in the spirit 
with which I voted for it, polygamy would have been practically dead 
to-day. Wesaidinit the President may grant amnesty to the men who 
have heretofore committed the crime of having more than one wife. It 
has not been done. The men who took wives to their bosoms under 
what they professed at least to believe to bea legal right and a religious 
right thirty-five and forty years ago, were required to put them from 
them. 

Take for instance the cases that I could mention of individual men 
who have raised four or five families, who have educated them in Eu- 
rope and have given them all the advantages of travel and culture, and 
you can nob expect that those men will bastardize their children with- 
out astruggle; you cannot expect that the president of that church who 
married his wives more than a generation ago will put them from him 
and declare that they are prostitutes. You ought to havesome respect 
for the prejudices, for the feelings, and forthe religions bigotry of these 
people. They are ready to suffer martyrdom as others have suffered it 
in the cause of error, in the cause of untruth, and in the cause of crime. 
If you expect to approach that people and save them, you must doitb 
the proper and legitimate exercise of authoritystrong, yet soft. While 
the heavy band of the law should be put upon them, it should be with 
a velvety touch. It should be put upon them in kindness, not in 
anger. i 

This bill, in my judgment, bristles everywhere with vengeance and 
blood. Iam as anxious to clear the country from the crime at which 
it professes to aim as anybody, and I shall vote for all proper and re- 
spectable and constitutional measures for that purpose. But, Mr. Pres- 
ident, in my judgment it is quite as creditable that polygamy should 
exist untouched within our borders as that we should go beyond the 
constitutional powers of the Governmentand establish a precedent here 
that may come back some time to rebuke us and to cause us immense 
trouble. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I do not wish to delay the Senate, 
but I think I ought to spend a minute or two in reply to my frien 
from Colorado, whose sincerity I have the greatest respect for. 

Where is the persecution that the Mormons as I will call them at 
large, the polygamists, ever suffered in Utah? I say nothing about 
Nauvoo or any other place because that is too large a subject to go into.| 
I have heard of no anti-Mormon organization in that Territory that has 
ever committed any offenses against Mormon life or Mormon pro | 
I have heard and I believe there has happened a good many times the 
persecution by those who control what is called the Mormon church,| 
which is a political hierarchy, going to the extent of taking life against 
people whose only offense was that they did not believe as the Mormons 
did, and had the courage to say so. That has been the pens part 
of the business, and on account of that persecution the filling up of that 
Territory with people who believe in the order of society as civilized 
mankind does has been prevented and kept back and diminished con- 
tinually. 

Where is the persecution in this bill? My friend says that he is in 
favor of the bill that we passed in 1882 to punish polygamy with more 
vigorous means and methods than the act of 1862 did. -Where is the 
persecution and the harshness of ing those measures into effect? 
Are you going to have an indictment against a Mormon elder who in-, 
sists on keeping his six wives, which shall say at the beginning and 
end of it under the authority of the statute thatthis is not intended to 
do you harm, it is velvety, to use my friend’s expression, and that the 
thing is to be prosecuted so softly that the jury are to acquit! | He does 
not mean that. There is nothing, therefore, in the penal part of this 
bill engin e the punishment of the crime of polygamy that does not 
exist in substance and almost in form, going to the extent of giving 
evidence by husbands and wives against each other, in every single) 
State in this Union. I have looked at the statutes of Nebraska since 
my friend from Nebraska alluded to that point, and found that the 
laws Hehe their standing statutes, are in substance just the 
same thing. : 

Mr. TELLER. On what point? i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On the point of husband and wife giving evidence: 
against each other in criminal prosecutions that affect either the one or 
the other. I looked at the statutes of New Hampshire after my friend 
from New Hampshire alluded to that point yesterday, and I found they: 
had the same, ! 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will excuse me im regard to that, I thi 
he will find a very marked difference between the statute of New, 
Hampshire and the statute of the United States applicable to Utah, asit 
will be if this bill should become a law. I would say to him farther’ 
that I have never known a single instance in which by compulsion hus- 
band and wife have testified against each other in my State. | 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam obliged to the Senator from New Hampshire.} 
He probably understands thestatutes of his Statea great deal better than, 
T have a right to do, but so far as I am capable of reading the English 

the statute of New Hampshire reads in substance exactly: 
what bill does upon that subject. 
Mr, BLAIR. Would the Senator bewilling to substitute the statute 
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of New Hampshire for the language of this bill? If so, I should be 
very glad to move it and to vote for his bill on the strength of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, It would be just about as good. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I will, at the proper time, make the motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We shall then see about it. I believe that the 
statutes of almost every State are exactly the same, that in any crime 
for which a husband or wife is prosecuted wherein and in many cases 
wherein they are not personally affected, the statutes of almost all the 
States of modern times provide for their being witnesses, and as I stated 
to the Senator from New Hampshire yesterday, under the common law 
in all instances in which the crime of the husband or the wife was a 
personal one of violence the other party was always allowed to bea 
witness. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator a question. I 
should like to ask him if he knows of any State that allows the hus- 
band to testify to the criminal misconduct of his wife, or the wife of the 
husband, in any court? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do. 

Mr. TELLER. I mean one to testify in reference to the other. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The State of Vermont is one. 

Mr. TELLER. If he does, I will venture to say here that that isa 
new statute, passed within a very few years. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And I will venture to say, in addition, that out 
of the thirty-eight States of this Union there are twenty-five that have 
in divorce cases admitted the right of the husband and wile to testify, 
limited justas this bill is limited, to the exclusion of confidential com- 
munications and conversations between each other. So I may dismiss 
that. - There is no persecution in that. 

Where then is the persecation of this much-abused people? They 
have not been disturbed; they have been the masters of the situation, 
and have glorified in it, against the protest of a respectable minority 
of their own people, for the propagation not merely of polygamy, the 
ministration to the lust of mankind, but the propagation of a political 
government of a one-man power and nothing else, because when you 
take their statutes and codes together and run them through one after 
another you will find that everything runs up to the first president or 
the church (and all he has to do with the church is to have that name) 
with regard to all their temporal affairs, nothing to do with their faith 
or worship, but it is for the management of the whole affairs of society 
in the Territory, and as long as they can persuade Congress or tender- 
hearted members of it, sentimental members, if I may say so, whose sen- 
timents are good stated in the abstract, to touch them with velvet and 
leave them alone, they will rejoice; but I think that time has come to 
an end. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, this is not the time, nor is it the 
proper place, to go into any extended history of the persecution of these 
people. I state itas a fact, and everybody who has been familiar with 
the condition of affairs in that Territory will admit, that for many years 
the character of our official acts in the Territory was such as not to 
compel respect to the law, but, on the contrary, to excite an antago- 
nism to everything connected with national affairs. I have myself left 
the court-room in that Territory outraged so that I could not stay there 
for fear{as a member of the court and having a right to be heard at the 
bar, I should be compelled to rebuke the presiding judge. I have 
heard from the bench things that could not have been uttered in the 
State that I represent without taking the judge from the bench. I 
have heard them on more than one occasion, and they were repeated so 
as to be an every-day occurrence in that court for years. I say that 
there is no State in this Union and no Territory in this Union that 
would have submitted to such things a single month, and those people 
submitted for four straight years. 

The honorable Senator says there is nothing oppressive in this bill. 
Does he know of any law that compels the wife to testify against the 
husband? I do not know of any, and I do not want to live in a com- 
munity that doescompel it. It is undermining and breaking down the 
very essence of the marriage relation to compel a wife to testify against 
her husband. She may testify; but this says she shall be compelled to 
testify. Does the honorable Senator know of any State in the Union 
where the sheriff acts as a committing magistrate on view? If he does, 
Idonot. It is not so at common law, and it is not so in any country 
where there is due respect for human rights, and yet that is in this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where is that? 

Mr. TELLER. It isin this bill. Idonot know where it is exactly. 
The sheriff may commit on view and take bail. That is the construc- 
tion I put upon it. I may be incorrect. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should be awfully glad to see that paragraph. 
It has escaped the attention of the committee, and my attention, too. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not mean the sheriff; I mean the marshal, which 
is the same thing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not see it here as to the marshal. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The twenty-second section, fifthline, is proba- 
bly what the Senator from Colorado refers to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If that is what he means—— 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Less than a marshal, a commissioner may do it. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘There is a provision here somewhere that the mar- 
shal may arrest and thathe maycommit. There is one provision that 


the supreme court of the Territory may exercise an appointing power. 
The Senator is not ignorant of the fact that the great mass of people, 


90 per cent. of them, at least, are in absolute antagonism with that 
cour, Ido not say the court is not right, but I do say that it is un- 


wise to put in the hands of the courtthat which might be exercised by 


some other power just as well. 
Here is what I alluded to: 

Sec. 22. That the marshal of said Territory of Utah, and his deputies, shall 
possess and may exercise all the powers in executing the laws of the United 
States possessed and exercised by sheriffs and their deputies as peace officers; 
and each of them shall cause all offenders against the law, in his view, to enter 
into recognizance to keep the peace, &c. 


I say that thero is not another statute in this country of that kind. 
This is not yet one, but I suppose it will be enacted; I have no doubt 
about that. As far as the Senate is concerned, it has already passed 
this bill. The Senator can not be ignorant of the fact that these four- 
tecn trustees will be there as the active agents to destroy this church. 
He can not be ignorant of the fact that every Mormon will be in direct 
antagonism with that agency. I repeat again, then, that it would be 
a great deal better, so faras they are concerned, to have this organiza- 
tion abolished absolutely. 

Now, Mr. President, if everything in this bill is in the other, why 
does the Senator want to passthis bill? It is simplyanirritant. It is 
simply to give the people who are now protesting against the enactment 
of this law a lever upon and over those men in that community who 
would obey the law if they dared do so. There is a public sentiment 
there which keeps hundreds of men from yielding assent to the law, 
and every movement of this kind makes it easier for the malcontents 
and the opponents of the law to keep in subjection the great massof the 
people of that Territory. It will notaccomplish theend. Itcould not 
have been better devised, in my judgment, to continue the unhappy 
condition of affairs in that Territory than it has been by this bill. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, it is impossible to get through with this 
bill to-night, and if the Senator from Vermont will not object, I move 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should hope we might get a vote, if the debate 
has ended. : 

Mr. CALL. Therearequitea number of amendments to be proposed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I shall not resist a motion to adjourn, but I 
give notice that I shall ask the Senate to sit it out to-morrow and finish 
it in some way. 

Mr. MORGAN. Before an adjournment takes place I desire to offer 
an amendment to this bill, so that it may be printed. In section 12 I 
move to strike ont all after the word ‘‘annulled,’’ in line 7, and insert 
after that the following: 

And the property of said corporation of every kind shall be dis of accord- 


ing to the rules and principles of the common law as in case of the dissolution 
of s corporation, F 


Then in section 13, after the word ‘‘the’’ in line 3, I move to insert 
the word “personal ;’’ so as to read ‘*the personal property,” and after 
the word ‘property’? to insert ‘‘of the church of Latter-day Saints 
and;’’ so that the section will read: 

That it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General of the United States to insti- 
tute and prosecute p; ings to forfeit and escheat to the United States the 
personal property of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints and the 


corporations obtained or held in violation of section 3 of the act of Congress 
approved the Ist day of July, &e. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator be kind enough to 
hand to the Secretary the amendments that he desires printed? 

Mr. MORGAN. And after the word “‘ property,” in line 12, I pro- 
pose to insert the words: 

Declared by the courts to be. 

So as to read: 

h rfei d t 

e rea property so declared by the courts to be forfeited and escheated 

Andafter the word ‘‘ buildings,” in line 16, to insert: 

Or the grounds appurtenant thereto. 


So as to read: 
Prov: That no building or the grounds appurtenant thereto shall be for- 
sreg Fig ch is held and occupied exclusively for purposes of religious wor- 
Py 
Then strike out the word ‘“‘religious’’ and insert the word “ the,” 
and after the word ‘‘ worship’? insert ‘‘ of God;’’ so as to read: 


Provided, That no building or the grounds appurtenant thereto shall be for- 
feited which is held and occupied exclusively for purposes of the worship of 
God. - 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire the amend- 
ments printed? 

Mr. MORGAN. I think they had better be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 

Mr. CALL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was he ahaa to; and (at 5 o'clock and 20 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 6, 1886. 


The House met at12o0’clockm. Prayerby the Chaplain, Rev. W.H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings. 

Mr. BEACH. Iask that by unanimous consent the reading of so 
much of the Journal as relates to the introduction and reference of 
bills and resolutions be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

The Journal was read, the portions indicated being omitted, and was 
approved. 

ESTATES OF KICKAPOO INDIANS IN KANSAS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication of the 15th instant from the Secretary of 
the Interior, submitting, with accompanying papers upon thesubject, a draught 
of a bill “to provide for the settlement of the estates of d Kickapoo In- 
dians in the State of Kansas, and for other purposes.” 

The matter is presented for the favorable consideration of Con, 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 21, 1885. 


MISSION INDIANS IN CALIFORNIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

Itransmit herewith a communication of the 15th instant from the Secretary of 

the Interior, submitting, with accom papers upon the subject, a draught 


nyin, 
of a bill for the relief of the Mission indians in California, 
The subject is presented for the action of Congress. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXecuTiIve Mansion, December 21, 1855. 
TIMBER DEPREDATIONS. 


_ TheSPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States, which was read: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 
i I ences hrania piper AN the 15th a from the ap mec! of 
he Interior, su’ ing, with accom n rs on the subject, a draught of 
a bill to amend section 5388 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating 
to timber depredations upon lands reserved or purchased for military, Indian, or 
other purposes, &c, 
This is an important subject, and is commended to the early attention of Con- 


ne GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 21, 1885. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The message which has been just read relates to 
timber depredations on the public lands, on lands reserved for military 
purposes, and also Indian lands. The Chair thinks the proper reference 
will be to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The message was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 


YAKAMA INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication of the 15th instant from the Secretary 
the Interior, submitting, with the accompanying pa) a draught ofa bill to ac- 


The matter is presented for the consideration and NG of es 
VER CL > 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 21, 1885. ELAND 


WYOMING LEGISLATURE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair also lays ‘before the House, in accord- 
ance with the Rule, the bill (S. 602) to legalize the election of the Ter- 
ritorial Legislative Assembly of Wyoming. 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


STATUE OF JAMES A. GARFIELD. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair also lays before the House a concurrent 
resolution passed by the Senate, and in connection with it a letter from 
the governor of the State of Ohio, which will be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, January 5, 1836. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of resentatives » That the thanks 
of Congress be presented to the ce and theonmt bie to the ple, of 
Ohio for the statue of James A. Garfield, whose name is so honorably identified 
with the history of that State and of the United States. 

Resol That this work of art is accepted in the name of the nation, and as- 
signed a p in the old Hall of the House of Representatives; already set aside 
by act of Congress for statues of eminent citizens; and that a of this reso- 
lution, by the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives, be transmitted to the governor of the State of Ohio, 


STATE OF OHIO, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF GOVERNOR, 
mbus, December 10, 1885. 


Sm: I have the honor to inform you that, in acceptance of the invitation con- 
tained in section 1814 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, the State of 
Ohio, in pursuance of an act of its General Assembly, has caused to be made by 
the sculptor Carl H. Nichaus, and placed in the old Hall of the Hoase of Repre- 
sentatives, in the Capitol of the United States, in the custody of the Architect of 
the Capitol, a marble statue of that illustrious and lamented citizen of Ohio 
James A. Garfield, late President of the United States. 

This work is now presented to the Con of the United States as one of the 
statues contributed > the State of Ohio in pursuance of this invitation, It is 
hoped that it may be found worthy of acce and approval as a fit contribu- 
tion from this State to the United States, ín whose service President Garfield 

— no h Sere of his life, and whose chief executive officer he was at the time 
o! eath. ; 


Kep, GEO. HOADLY 
Governor of Ohio, 


Hon. Jonn SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate of the United States, 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
this resolution and the letter of the governor of Ohio be ordered printed 
and laid on the table for the present. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

FEES FOR RETURNING EVIDENCE, ETO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Attorney- 
General, transmitting a letter fpom the United States district attorney 
for the northern district of New York, and recommending legisMtion 
providing for the payment of fees for returning to United States dis- 
trict attorneys evidence taken before United States commissioners where 
parties arrested are held to bail; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

REAPPRAISEMENT OF CERTAIN IMPORTED MERCHANDISE. 

The SPEAKERalso laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to aresolution of the House 
adopted December 21, 1885, copies of letters and documents relating 
to the application of L. Lehman for a reappraisement of certain im- 
ported merchandise; which was referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


PROPOSED BUILDING AT WILLETS POINT, NEW YORK MARBOR. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting plans and estimates of proposed building at Wil- 
lets Point, New York Harbor, for the use of the engineer battalion; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. : 
PERMANENT WHARF AT FORT MONROE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting plans and estimates for the construction of a per- 
manent wharf at Fort Monroe, Va.; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

QUARTERS FOR KEEPER OF MONUMENT AT YORKTOWN, VA. 

The SPEAKERalso laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting reports and asking an appropriation to provide 
quarters for the keeper of the monumentat Yorktown, Va.; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

FUNDS OF MIAMI INDIANS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 

of the Interior, transmitting a report from the Commissioner of Indian 


of | Affairs concerning moneys alleged to have been improperly taken 


from the funds of the Miami Indians of Indiana and Kansas and paid 
to other Indians; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. ; 

STATISTICAL ABSTRACT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting the statistical abstract prepared by the 
Bureau of Statistics; which was referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 

of absence for three days, on account of important business. 
CALL OF STATES AND TERRITORIES. 

The call of States and Territories for the introduction of bills was 

then resumed, beginning with the State of North Carolina. 
T. W. LONG. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 1737) 
for the relief of T. W. Long; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOICY RICHWINE. 

Mr, HENDERSON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1738) granting a pension to Joicy Richwine; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Commi’ tee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
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INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES ON DISTILLED FRUIT SPIRITS. 

Mr. SKINNER introduced a bill (H. R. 1739) to abolish the internal- 
revenue taxes on spirits distilled from apples, peaches, and other fruits; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM K. HAMMOND. 

Mr. SKINNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1740) for the relief of 
William K. Hammond; which was read a tirst and second time, referred 
to. the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM E. BOND. 

Mr. SKINNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1741) for the relief of 
William E. Bond; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS ASKEW. 

Mr. SKINNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1742) for the relief of 
Thomas Askew; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

< H. W. STYRON. 

Mr. SKINNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1743) for the relief of 
H. W. Styron; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

0. F. ADAMS. _ 

Mr. SKINNER ‘also introduced a bill (H. R. 1744) for the relief of 
O. F. Adams; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF ELIZA H. HOWLAND. : 

Mr. SKINNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1745) for the relief of 
the heirs of Eliza H. Howland; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. AUGUSTA ELLISON. 

Mr. SKINNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1746) for the relief of 
Mrs. Augusta Ellison; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

r CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. SENEY introduced a bill (H. R. 1747) to repeal an act to regu- 
late and improve the civil service of the United States, approved Jan- 
uary 16, 1883; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Reform of the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO SECTION 5151 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1748) to amend section 
5151 of the Revised Statutes of the United States making shareholders 
in national banks individually liable for the debts of the banks; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

TRADE-DOLLAR COINAGE. 


Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill ve R. 1749) to retire the trade-dol- 

lar coinagé; Which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 

mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
LETTER-CARRIERS. 


Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1750) to amend section 
3865 of the Revised Statutes of the United States respecting letter-car- 
riers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


JURISDICTION OF CIRCUIT COURTS, ETC. 


Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1751) to amend sections 2 | 


and 3 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to determine the jurisdiction of circuit 
courts of the United States, and to regulate the removal of causes from 
the State courts, and for other p ;” which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

COMMEMORATION OF BATTLEFIELDS, ETO. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1752) to aid the Maumee 
Valley (Ohio) Monumental Association to commemorate forts and bat- 
flefields of the war of 1812 in Ohioand Indiana; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Library, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MATHEW H. FULTON. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1753) for the relief of Mathew 
H. Fulton; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

OMAR P. NORRIS. 


Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1754) for the relief of 
Omar P. Norris; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN FREUND. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1755) for the relief of 
John Freund; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
- Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed, 


COL. WILLIAM MUNGEN. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1756) for the relief of 
Col. William Mungen; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SOLON DAVIS. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1757) granting a pension to 
Solon Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY RUTH. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1758) granting a pension 
to Henry Ruth; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MATILDA SPANGLER. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1759) granting a pension 
to Matilda Spangler; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA STARTSMAN. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1760) granting a pension 
to Eliza Startsman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY KELLER. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1761) granting a pension 
to Henry Keller; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM FERGUSON. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1762) granting a pension to 
William Ferguson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILSON KING. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1763) granting a pension to 
Wilson King; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH A. NEIBLING. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H, R, 1764) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth A. Neibling; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES L. BOOTH. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1765) granting a pension 
to James L. Booth; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Commiftee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. SHANNON. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1766) granting a pension 
to Mary A. Shannon; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIAS WENTLING. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1767) granting a pension 
to Elias Wentling; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES WOLFE. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1768) granting a pension 
to James Wolfe; which‘was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK SEIBOLD. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1769) granting a pension 
to Frederick Seibold; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HELEN RAYMOND. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1770) granting a pension 
to Helen Raymond; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY C. SNODGRASS, 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1771) granting a pension 
to Mary C. Snodgrass; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM KNIGHT AND WILLIAM H. REDDICK. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1772) granting pensions 
to William Knight and William H. Reddick; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MONUMENT AT WYANDOT MISSION, OHIO. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 53) relating 
to the erection of a monument at the Wyandot Mission, Upper San- 
dusky, Ohio; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES J. JOHNSTON. 
Mr, THOMAS, of Illinois (by Mr. BUTTERWORTH), introduced 2 bilt 
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(H. R. 1773) for the relief of James J. Johnston; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

WARREN HALL. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois (by Mr. BUTTERWORTH), also introduced 
a bill (H. R. 1774) for the relief of Warren Hall; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. a 

LIGHT-HOUSE TENDER LILLY. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois (by Mr. BETTERWORTH), also introduced 
a bill (H. R. 1775) for the relief of the officers and crew of the light- 
house tender and the inspector of the fourteenth United States light- 
house district; which was read a first and second time, referred tò the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FARAN & M’LEAN. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. 1776) forthe relief of 
Faran & McLean of Cincinnati, Ohio; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time. 

The SPEAKER. That, being aprivateclaim, under the new rules of 
the House should go to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Such cases heretofore have gone to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and I have so marked this bill for that ref- 
erence, 

The SPEAKER. Under the new rules the bill should go to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, but the Chair understands the gentleman to ask unan- 
imous consent for its reference to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No, I am not particular about it. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

> CORRECTION OF SOLDIERS’ RECORDS. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTHalso introduced a bill (H. R. 1777) to author- 
ize the Secretary of War to correct the record of certain meritorious sol- 
diers of the war and secure to them an honorable discharge from the 
service and to provide for the payment of the and bounty with- 
held from such soldiers by reason of their alleged desertion; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER SWIFT & CO., ETC. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1778) for the re- 
lief of Alexander Swift & Co., partners, and Alexander Swift & Co. and 
the Niles Works; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELON A. MARSH AND MINARD LAFEVER. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1779) for the re- 
lief of Elon A. Marsh and Minard Lafever; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY A. FITZPATRICK. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1780) granting 
a pension to Mary A, Fitzpatrick, widow, and mother of the late Lieut. 
Patrick Fitzpatrick, United States Army, of Cincinnati, Ohio; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL PAXTON. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1781) for the re- 
lief of Samuel Paxton, of Hamilton County, Ohio; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CORNELIA W. ELLIS. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1782) granting a 

nsion to Cornelia W. Ellis, widow of Edmund C. Ellis, late of the 

nited States Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ELIZABETH JOHNS. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1783) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Johns; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CATHERINE GREYBING. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1784) granting a 
pension to Catherine Greybing; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed, A. G. COLLINS. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1785) for the 
relief of A. G, Collins; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT CLARKE & CO. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1786) for the re- 
lief of Robert Clarke & Co.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


XV II——30 


ELIZABETH BAUER. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1787) granting 
a pension to Elizabeth Bauer; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. : 

FRANCIS DUFFY. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1788) for the re- 
lief of Francis Duffy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BEACON LIGHTS, KANAWHA AND OTHER RIVERS. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1789) to provide 
for protecting the navigation of the Big Kanawha, Tennessee, andCum- - 
berland Rivers, extending the system of beacon lights to said rivers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB 8. LOWERY AND GEORGE A. GRAY. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1790) for the 
relief of Jacob S. Lowery and George A. Gray; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN REID. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1791) for the re- 
lief of John Reid; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM BEARD. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1792) for the re- 
lief of William Beard, of Camp Dennison, Ohio; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

; E. M. SHIELD. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1793) for the 
relief of Edward M. Shield, of Hamilton County, Ohio; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ISAAC R. LANGLY. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1794) granting 
a pension to Isaac R. Langly, late of Company B, Ninety-first Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the*Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC GARDENS, WASHINGTON. 

Mr. LE FEVRE introduced a bill (H. R. 1795) for the consolidation 
of the public gardensof Washington; which wasread a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. LE FEVRE alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 1796 ) for the protection 
of settlers on the public lands of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1797) to equalize the 
bounties of soldiers who served in the late war for the Union; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. . 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1798) to provide for the 
reorganization of the Department of Agriculture; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered 
to be printed. 

: RANK OF RETIRED OFFICERS, 

Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1799) to fix the rank of 
officers of the Army hereafter retired by reason of wounds received in 
action; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID W. STOCKSTILL. 

Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1800) for the relief of 
David W. Stockstill; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH W. BENNETT. ; 

Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1801) for the relief of 
Joseph W. Bennett; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MOSES B. WALKER. 

Mr. LE FEVRE also introdaced a bill (H. R. 1802) for the relief of 
Moses B. Walker; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affiirs, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER MAITHRE. 
Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 1803) granting a pen- 
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sion to Peter Maithre; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM G, HALPIN. 
Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1804) for the 
relief of William G. Halpin; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DONATION OF LAND TO CERTAIN SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1805) granting 
160 acres of land to certain soldiers and sailors and marines who serv 
in the late war of the rebellion and to their survivors; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOEL F, KINNEY. 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio (by request), also introduced a bill (H. R. 1806) 
for the relief of Joel F. Kinney, of Newport, Ky.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN M’CLARY. 

Mr. WILKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 1807) granting a pension to 
John McClary; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMANTHA WALKER. 

Mr. WILKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1808) granting a pension 
to Samantha Walker; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ZANESVILLE, OHIO. 

Mr. WILKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1809) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Zanesville, Ohio; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

CAROLINE MARTIN. 

Mr. WILKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1810) granting a pen- 
sion to Caroline Martin; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to tlhe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL BANKING ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. WILKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1811) to provide for the 
issue of circulating notes to national ing associations; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HAMILTON, OHIO. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 1812) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Hamilton, Ohio; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PATTISON & CALDWELL. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1813) for the 
relief of Pattison & Caldwell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A. C. MORGAN. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1814) for the 
relief of A. C. Morgan; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ELLEN CORCORAN. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 1815) granting 
a pension to Ellen Corcoran; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY ANN MILLER. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1816) granting 
a pension to Mary Ann Miller; which was read a and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CALEB PARIS. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1817) grant- 
ing a pension to Caleb Paris; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

H. L, KYLER. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1818) grant- 
inga pension to H. L. Kyler; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB WITTENBACH. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1819) grant- 
ing a pension to Jacob Wittenbach; which was read a first and second 
time, referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
i ALFRED DENNY. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1820) grant- 
ing a pension to Alfred Denny; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
DANIEL KAIN. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1821) grant- 
ing a pension to Daniel Kain; which wae read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invali:l Pe1:Ĵions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY CALE. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1822) graut- 
ing a pension to Mary Cale; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ANNA NATION. z 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1823) grant- 
ing a pension to Anna Nation; which was read a first and second time, 

erred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, ' 

LOUISA NOLAND. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, introduced a Dill (H. R. 1824) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Louisa Noland; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN KALDFLEISH. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, also introduced a bill = R. 1825) granting 
a pension to John Kalbfleish; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CONRAD KRIGBAUM. p : 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1826) for the 
relief of Conrad Krigbaum; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN LAPPERT. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1827) granting 
a pension to John Lappert; which was read a firstand second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES L. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1828) toamend 
the war record of Charles L. Campbell, late first lieutenant Company 
H, Thirty-sixth Ohio Infantry Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN H. SINES. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1829) granting 
a pension to John H. Sines; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES L. REEDER. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1830) granting 
a pension to Charles L. Reeder; which was read a first and second time, 
mone to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. $ 


PENSIONS TO WIDOWS AND MINOR CHILDREN. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1831) extending 
pensions to all widows and minor children of deceased pensioned sol- 
diers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commitee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. McKINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 1832) to repeal the proviso 
of section 2 of the act of March 3, 1879, making appropriations for the 
payment of arrears of pensions; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PENSION TO SOLDIERS WHO HAVE LOST AN ARM AND LEG. 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1833) granting a pen- 
sion of $72 per month to soldiers who have lost an arm and leg by am- 
putation or paralysis in the line of duty; which was read a first and 
second ti referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

SECTION 4787 OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1834) to amend section 
4787 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
JOSEPH R. WHITE. 


Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1835) for the relief of 
Joseph R. White; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GILES B. HARBER AND WILLIAM H. SCHEUTZE. 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 54) to 
credit Lieut. Giles B. Harber and William H. Scheutze with sea-duty 
and sea-pay while e in the search for Lieutenant Chipp and 
party, and also for the time employed in bringing home the remains of 
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Lieutenant Commander De Long and party; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GEORGE SLACK. 


Mr. ELLSBERRY introduced a bill (H. R. 1836) granting a pension 
to George Slack; which was read a first and seeond time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM T. AND ANNE SCALES. 


Mr. ELLSBERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1837) forthe payment 
of William T. and Anne Scales for mill property destroyed by order of 
General Lewis Wallace during the rebellion; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JACOB H. BROWN. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY also introduced a bill(H. R. 1838) granting a pen- 
sion to Jacob H. Brown; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

W. T. MOORE. 


Mr. ELLSBERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1839) to remove the 
charge of desertion against W. T. Moore, and t to him an honorable 
discharge; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Afairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL F. GARNETT. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1840) granting a 
pension to Samuel F. Garnett; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. STOUT. 


Mr. ELLSBERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1841) granting a pen- 
sion to George W. Stout; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

i ALFRED URTON. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1842) granting a pen- 
sion to Alfred Urton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH N. GREENLEE. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1843) es fet oni 
sion to Joseph N. Greenlee; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HADASSAH H. JOHNSON. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR introduceda bill (H. R. 1844) granting a pen- 
sion to Hadassah H. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTY ON WOOL. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1845) to restore 
the rates of duty on imported wool; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

i CHARLES H. LIGHT. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR also introduced a bill artes 1846) granting 
a pension to Charles H. Light; which was read a and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM W. BURNS. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1847) for the re- 
lief of William W. Burns; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE L. RIKER, 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1848) granting 
a pension to George L. Riker; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALMON C. BROCKWAY. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1849) forthe relief 
of Almon C. Brockway; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

C@LLINS MORSE AND HENRY C. GRAY. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1850) for the 
relief of Collins Morse and Henry C. Gray; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MRS. M. Z. GILMAN. * 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1851) granting 
a pension to Mrs. M. Z. Gilman; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SEYMOUR D. BURR. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1852) granting 
a pension to Seymour D. Burr; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


HEIRS OF JOHN BYRNES. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1853) for the 
relief of the heirs of John Byrnes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS FOR SOLDIERS, ETC., CONFINED IN CONFEDERATE PRISONS. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1854) granting 
a pension to soldiers and sailors confined in confederate prisons; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

OREIS 0. KING. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1855) granting 
a pension to Orris O. King; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC WINANS. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1856) granting 
apension to Isaac Winans, of the Ohio militia, in the war of 1812; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

a ZEPHANIAH CRUBAUGH. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1857) forthe re- 
lief of Zephaniah Crubaugh; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M’MULLIN. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 1858) granting 
an increase of pension to James McMullin; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FREDOLIN WEINMAN. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1859) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Fredolin Weinman; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK ROBERTSON. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1860) grant- 
ing a pension to Frederick Robertson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PATRICK BLAKE. $ 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1861) grant- 
ing a pension to Patrick Blake; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FREDRICK RONIKE. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1862) grant- 
ing a pension to Fredrick Ronike; which was read a first and second 
eee Sere to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LEAKAGE ALLOWANCE ON DISTILLED SPIRITS, ETC. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1863) to 
amend section 4 of an act authorizing an allowance for leakage or cas- 
ualty to distilled spirits withdrawn from exportation, &., approved 
May 28, 1880; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. HOPPER. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H, R. 1864) grant- 
ing a pension to William J. Hopper; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ANDREW J. KONKLE. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1865) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Andrew J. Konkle; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM REED. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1866) grant- 
ing a pension to William Reed; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL SEX. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1867) grant- 
ing a pension to Michael Sex; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB ROESCH. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1868) grant- 
inga pension to Jacob Roesch; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


WILLIAM J. M’PHERSON. 


_ Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1869) grant- 
ing a pension to William J. McPherson; which was read a first and 
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second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 
MICHAEL F. MULLIN. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1870) grant- 
ing a pension to Michael F. Mullin; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JAMES W. COLVILLE. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1871) grant- 
ing a pension to James W. Colville; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PETER WALSH. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1872) grant- 
ing a pension to Peter Walsh; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GODFREY LODGE. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1873) grant- 
ing a pension to Godfrey Lodge; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committeeon Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, DAYTON, OHIO. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1874) for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Dayton, Ohio; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio (by request), also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1875) toamend section 7 of an act entitled ‘An act to regulate and im- 
prove the civil service of the United States,” approved January 16, 
1883; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS, 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1876) to 
amend certain sections of the Revised Statutes of the United States re- 
lating to pensions and certain laws relating to pensions enacted since 
the revision of the statutes, and for other pu ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be, printed. 

JOHN M’NAUGHTON. 

Mr. THOMPSON introduced a bill (H. R. 1877) for the relief of John 
McNaughton; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES F. WAIT. 

Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1878) for the relief of 
James F. Wait; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN DARLING. 

Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1879) granting a pen- 
sion to John Darling; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

H. S. SAYRE. 

Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1880) granting a pen- 
sion to H. S. Sayre; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH FISHER. 

Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1881) for the relief 
of Joseph Fisher; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT 0O. WILSON. 

Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1882) granting a pen- 
sion to Robert O. Wilson, late of Company A, One hundred and second 
Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY KING. 

Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1883) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to remove the charge of desertion against Henry 
King, late private in Company I, Thirty-second Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to grant him an honorable discharge; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, PORTSMOUTH, OHIO. 

Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1884) providing for 
the erection of a public buildingat Portsmouth, Ohio; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


MARGARET GREATHONS. 
Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1885) granting a pen- 


sion to t Greathons; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FRANCIS HAMMOND. 
Mr. GROSVENOR (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 1886) for the 
relief of Francis Hammond; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. E. H. WILDES. 

Mr. GROSVENOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1887) granting a 
pension to Mrs. E. H. Wildes, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Thomas F. 
Wildes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


EDWARD F. VANCE. 
Mr. GROSVENOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1888) granting a 
pension to Edward F. Vance; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ISAAC CARLETON. 

Mr. GROSVENOR also introduced a bill (H, R. 1889) grantin 
pension to Isaac Carleton, late of Company E, Fifteenth Regiment Ohio 
National Guards; which-was read a first and second time, referred ta 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL D. STILES. 

Mr. GROSVENOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1890) granting a 
pension to Samuel D. Stiles, late an employé of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. GROSVENOR also introduced a bill ue R. 1891) to equalize the 
bounties paid by the United States to the volunteer soldiers and sailors 
of the late war of the rebellion; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS. 

Mr. GROSVENOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1892) to remove the 
limitations in pension cases, to increase certain pensions, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SALE OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (H. R. 1893) to provide for the sale and 
disposal of the public lands of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

POST-OFFICE BUILDINGS. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R.1894) to provide for the con- 
struction of post-offices in the United States and to increase the effi- 
ciency of the postalservice; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pablic Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ALEXANDER H. BROWN, DECEASED. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1895) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Alexander H. Brown, di ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HOUSTON L. TAYLOR. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1896) for the relief of Hous- 
ton L. Taylor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ABRAM G. HOYT. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1897) for the relief of Abram 
G. Hoyt; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTIN WEBB. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1898) for the relief of Mar- 
tin Webb, deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS M. OLIVER. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a biil (H. R. 1899) granting a pension to 
Francis M. Oliver; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN S. CHISUM. 

Mr. HILLalso introduced a bill (H. R. 1900) for the relief of John 8. 
Chisum; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invatid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT C. MURPHY. 


Mr. HILL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1901) for the relief 
of Robert C. Murphy; which was read afirst and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SIMON J. FOUGHT. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE introduced a bill (H. R. 1902) grantingan increase 
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of pension to Simon J, Fought; which was read a first and second time, 

referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
HENRY CANODE. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1903) granting a 


pension to Henry Canode; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AGRICULTURAL. EXPERIMENT STATIONS. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1904) to establish 
agricultural experiment stations in connection with the colleges es- 
tablished in the several States under the provisions of an act approved 
July 2, 1862, and of an act supplementary thereto; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and 
ordered to be printed. 

THEODORE W. TALLMADGE. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1905) for the relief 
of Theodore W. Tallmadge; which was read a first and second time, 
Rare to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS M’CLANNAHAN. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1906) 
granting a pension to Thomas McClannahan; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC LAND, CLEVELAND, OHIO. 

Mr. FORAN introduced a bill (H. R. 1907) donating to the city of 
Cleveland, Ohio, a certain tractof land for street and park purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would inquire of the gentleman from 
Ohio whether it is improved or unimproved property ? 

Mr. FORAN. It is improyed ground. 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

TRIAL BY JURY. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1908) to amend section 566 
of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second ene ee 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be prin 

WILLIAM C. JONES, 


Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1909) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of William C. Jones; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ALONZO 8S. GARDNER. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1910) granting a pension to 
Alonzo S. Gardner; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Oa MARY E. HOPKINS. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1911) for the relief of Mary 
E. Hopkins; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD HERBERT. , 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1912) granting a pension to 
Edward Herbert; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

J. K. O'REILLY. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1913) granting a pension to 
Capt. J. K. O’ Reilly; which was a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WAGES GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 


Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1914) for the restoration of. 


wages in the Government Printing Office; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be 
printed. z ` 

MICHAEL CLANCY. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H R. 1915) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Michael Clancy; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

OWEN M’CAFFREY. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1916) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the naval record of Owen McCaffrey; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Navgl Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN MURTUCK. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1917) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the naval record of John Murtuck; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

_ ELIAS BROWN. 
Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1918) granting a pension 


to Elias Brown; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT C. KIRK. 


Mr. COOPER introduced a bill (H. R. 1919) for the relief of Robert 
C. Kirk; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


COL. J. FRY. 


Mr. COOPER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1920) granting a pension 
to Col. J. Fry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID H. PERRIN. 4 

Mr. ROMEIS introduced a bill (H. R. 1921) granting a pension to 
Dayid H. Perrin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

C. H. EDDY. 

Mr. ROMEIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1922) for the relief of C. 
H. Eddy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


OHIO JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 

Mr. LITTLE introduced a bill (H. R. 1923) to transfer the county 
of Logan, Ohio, from the northern to the southern district; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ADAM L. EPLEY. 

Mr. LITTLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1924) for the relief of 
Adam L. Epley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. M. E. A. FERGUSON. 
Mr. LITTLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1925) for the relief of 
Mrs. M. E. A. Ferguson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FUNERAL EXPENSES OF LIEUT. J. G. KYLE. 

Mr. LITTLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1926) for the payment of 
the funeral expenses of Lieut. John G. Kyle; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CONRAD SCHLEICHER. 

Mr. LITTLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1927) granting a pension 
to Conrad Schleicher; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


THORNTON JONES. 

Mr. LITTLE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1928) grant- 
ing a pension to Thornton Jones; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. LITTLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1929) requiring the na- 
tional banking associations to keep a certain proportion of their re- 
quired reserves in coin; which was read a first and second time, referred = 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


MEDICAL HISTORY OF THE WAR. 

Mr. LITTLE also submitted a resolution requiring of the Public 
Printer certain information relative to the printing of a new edition of 
the Medical and Surgical History of the war; which was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

PENSION-ARREABS ACT. 


Mr. GEDDES introduced a bill (H. R. 1930) to repeal a proviso con- 
tained in an act entitled “An act making appropriations for the pay- 
ment of the arrears of pension granted by act of Congress approved 
January 25, 1879, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1879 
being the limitation clause thereof; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed: ; 

PENSIONS TO DEPENDENT RELATIVES. 

* Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1931) to regulate the 
granting of pensions to dependent relatives; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DISPUTED HANDWRITING. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1932) providing for evi- 
dence in cases involving disputed handwriting; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

E. J. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1933) granting relief to 
E. J. Phillips, postmaster at Oberlin, Ohio; which was read a first and 
ea: time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
prin 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT MANSFIELD, OHIO. 


Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1934) for the erection of 
a public building at Mansfield, Ohio; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SETH H. KELLOGG, 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1935) for the relief of Seth 
H. Kellogg; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN NELSON. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1936) granting a pension 
to John Nelson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

A. SCHUYLER SUTTON. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1937) for the increase of 
pension to A. Schuyler Sutton; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN R. PRATT. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1938) for the increase of 
pension to Benjamin R. Pratt, late a lieutenant in the Third Ohio Vol- 
unteers, Mexican war; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CORNELIUS ALBERTSON, 
Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1939) granting a pension 


to Cornelius Albertson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LOUISA J. M’FARLAND. 


Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1940) granting a pension 
to Louisa J. McFarland; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. NANCY SMITH. 


Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1941) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Nancy Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN M’FARLAND. 


Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1942) to relieve John 
McFarland from the charge of desertion; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES L. M’CLARRAN. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1943) granting a pension 
to James L. McClarran; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTIAN FRANSKI. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1944) rerating the pen- 
sion of Christian Franski; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JEREMIAH M. FITGER. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1945) granting a pension 
to Jeremiah M. Fitger; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY F. RUTH. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1946) granting a pension 
t Henry F. Ruth; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ABRAHAM OSTER. 

Mr. GEDDES alse introduced a bill (H. R. 1947) granting a pension 
to Abraham Oster; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JONATHAN DORSEY. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1948) granting be sey 
to Jonathan Dorsey; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF CITIZENS OF OREGON AND IDAHO. 


Mr. HERMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 1949) for the relief of citi- 
zens of the State of Oregon and of Idaho and Washington Territories 
who served with the United States troops in the war with the Nez 
Pereé and Bannock Indians, and for the relief of the heirs of such as 
were killed in such service; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN GEISEL. 

Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1950) for the relief of the 
personal representatives of John Geisel, deceased; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. ) 

LOUIS BELFILS. : 

Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1951) for the relief of 


Louis Belfils for property destroyed by citizens and natives of New 
Grenada; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL RILEY. 


Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1952) for the relief of 
Michael Riley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ROSEBURG, OREG. 

Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1953) to provide for the 
construction of a public building at the city of Roseburg, State of Ore- 
gon, for United States land office, post-office, signal service, and United 
States timber inspector; which was read a first and second time, refefred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT OREGON CITY, OREG. 
Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1954) to provide for the 


-construction of a public building at Oregon City, Oreg.; which was read 


a first and second time, refi to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN HAGENS. 

Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1955) for the relief of 
John Hagens; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH BATES, 

Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1956) for the relief of 
Elizabeth Bates; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS J. MILLER. 

Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1957) for the relief of 
Thomas J. Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIG. GEN. RUFUS INGALLS. 


Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill fen R. 1958) to provide for the 
retirement of Brig. Gen. Rufus Ingalls (retired) as a major-general of 
the United States Army; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SUPPLIES TO OREGON VOLUNTEERS IN 1855-56. 

Mr. HERMAN also intreduced a bill (H. R. 1959) to pay the citi- 
zens of Oregon for supplies furnished the Oregon volunteers in 1855-56, 
ordered by Philo Callender, war commissioner; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

AVERY D. BABCOCK AND WIFE. 

Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1960) for the relief of Avery 
D. Babcock and wife, of Oregon; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

J. H. SMITH. 

Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1961) for the relief of 
J. H. Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HADLEY HOBSON. 

Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1962) for the relief of 
Hadley Hobson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS M. VANDERPOOL. 

Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1963) for the relief of 

Francis M. Vanderpool; which was read a first and second time, referred 


„to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE H. WASHINGTON. 

Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1964) for the relief of 
George H. Washington; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TUNIS SWICK. 

Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1965) for the relief of 
Tunis Swick; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN ALEXANDER. 

Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1966) for the relief of 
John Alexander; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN B. OATMAN. 

Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1967) for the relief of 
John B. Oatman; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SALARIES OF DISTRICT JUDGES. 

Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1968) fixing the salaries 

of the several judges of the United States district courts at $5,000 per 
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referred to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice, and ordered to 
be printed. 


annum; which was read a first and second time, 


B. JENNINGS. 

Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1969) for the relief of 
B. Jennings; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

- P. C. DAVIS. 

Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1970) for the relief of 
P. C. Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PORTLAND, OREG. 

Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1971) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Portland, Oreg.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

OREGON DONATION LAW. 

Mr."HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1972) further defining 
the class of persons included in the provisions of section 5 of the act of 
July 17, 1854, amendatory of the Oregon donation law of September 
27, 1850; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. : 

CLAIMS OF STATES AND TERRITORIES, 

Mr, HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1973) for the benefit of 
the States of Texas, Colorado, Nebraska, California, Kansas, 
and Nevada, and the Territories of Washi and Idaho, and Nevada 
when a Territory; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN FITZHUGH. 

Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1974) for the relief of 
John Fitzhugh, of Oregon; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

S. B. CRANSTON. 

Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1975) for the relief of 
8. B. Cranston, of Oregon; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS GUINEAN. 

Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1976) for the relief of 
Thomas Guinean; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

COINAGE OF SILVER DOLLARS. 


Mr. KELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 1977) for the further limita- 
tion of the coinage of silver dollars; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 
and ordered to be printed. 

STAFF OFFICERS OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. KELLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1978) to equalize the rank 
and pay of certain staff officers of the Navy; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CLAIMS OF VESSEL-OWNERS, ETC. 

Mr. KELLEY alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 1979) to permit the owners 
ofcertain vessels and the owners or underwriters of cargoes laden thereon 
to sue the United States; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). In the opinion of the 
Chair this bill should go to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. KELLEY. I thought it ought to go to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, as it involves a modification of the law. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It confers jurisdiction upon the courts 
of the United States to hear and determine a particular case for the pur- 
poseof assessing damages against the United States to beawarded to the 
owners of vessels. 

Mr. KELLEY. I understood it to be a general rather than a par- 
ticular provision. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gon so desires the Chair 
will ask unanimous consent that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

ald KELLEY. Iam willing the Chair should decide as to the proper 
relerence, 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 
RICHARD C. RIDGWAY AND OTHERS. 

Mr. KELLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1980) for the relief of 
Richard C. Ridgway and others; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. GILE. 

Mr. KELLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1981) to correct the record 
and fix the rank and pay of George W. Gile, a lieutenant-colonel in the 
United States Army; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


_ JOHN FRASER. 

Mr. KELLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1982) for the relief of 
John Fraser; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, READING, PA. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 1983) to increase the 
appropriation for the erection of the public building at Reading, Pa.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

; SAFETY OF PASSENGERS. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1984) to amend 
article 3 of chapter 354 of the United States Statutes at Large, passed at 
the second session of the Forty-cighth Congress; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CIGAR MANUFACTURE, 

Mr. ERMENTROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1985) reducing the 
penal sum of the bond required to be given by persons engaging in the 
manufacture of cigars under the provisions of section 3387, chapter 7, 
title 35, Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN F. DONABOWER. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1986) granting a 
pension’to John F. Donabower; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY LICHTY. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1987) granting a 
pension to Henry Lichty; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,and ordered to be printed. 

PETER F. SAEMAN. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1988) granting a 
pension to Peter F. Saeman; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN C. FREES. 
Mr. ERMENTROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1989) granting a 
to John C. Frees; which was read a first and second time, re- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN HUNTER. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1990) granting a 
pension to John Hunter; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY ANN WESNER. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1991) granting a 
pension to Mary Ann Wesner; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

A. H. HERR. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1992) 
for thereliefof A. H. Herr, of the Districtof Columbia; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. . 

SAINT MARK’S PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CHURCH, D. C. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1993) 
for the relief of Saint Mark’s Protestant Episcopal church, in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNATIONAL NAVIGATION COMPANY. 


Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (H. R. 1994) for the relief of the Inter- 
national Navigation Company; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

STANDARD SILVER DOLLAR. 

Mr. SCOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1995) to regulate the coinage 
of the standard silver dollar; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

RE-ENLISTED SOLDIERS, 

Mr. SCOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1996) to provide for the pay- 
ment of bounty to re-enlisted volunteers; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

NANCY R. BROWN. 

Mr. SCOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1997) granting a pension to 
Nancy R. Brown; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM MORAN. 
Mr. SCOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1998) for the relief of Will- 


iam Moran; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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WILLIAM RICKARDS, 
Mr. SCOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1999) for the relief of Will- 


iam Rickards; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. GARETTA H. PIERCE. 


Mr. SCOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. 2000) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Garetta H. Pierce; which was read a first and second time, referred 
tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIM OF SCHUYLKILL COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. BRUMM introduced a bill (H. R. 2001) to authorize the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury to audit and pay the claim of the 
county of Schuylkill, in the State of Pennsylvania, for money advanced 
by it under allotments made by soldiers from said county during the 
late rebellion by virtue of section 12 of the actof Congress entitled “An 
act to authorize the employment of volunteers to aid in enforcing the 
laws and protecting public property,” appproved July 22, 1861; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


RETIREMENT OF NATIONAL-BANK NOTES. 


Mr. BRUMM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2002) to retire national- 
bank notes and substitute therefor Treasury notes; which was read a 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC DEDIT—UNIFORM PAPER CIRCULATION. 


Mr. BRUMM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2003) to facilitate the pay- 
ment of the public debt and to provide a uniform paper circulation; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES REILLY. 


Mr. BRUMM also introduced a resolution to pay the funeral’ 
of James Reilly, late an employé of the House; which was referred to 
the Committee on Accounts. 


ELECTION OF CERTAIN UNITED STATES OFFICERS BY THE PEOPLE. 


Mr. BAYNE introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 55) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution providing for the election of certain 
United States officers by the people; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
7 INTERNAL-REVENUE TAX ON TOBACCO. 


Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2004) repealing all internal- 
revenue taxes on domestic tobacco; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. : 

MONONGAHELA NAVIGATION COMPANY, PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2005) to provide for the 
purchase or condemnation of the works, locks, and dams and appur- 
tenances of the Monongahela Navigation Company of Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the opinion of the Chair this bill 
should be referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Mr, BAYNE. No; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. This 
relates to a navigable river which is already sip rig by locks and 
dams, partly by the Government of the United States and partly by 
this private company. It is not a canal. 3 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If itis forthe improvement of a river 
or harbor, then it would go into the petition-box. 

Mr. BAYNE. The Government has been already expending money 
in improving the navigation of this river above where these locks are, 
and the River and Harbor Committee has always reported such appro- 

riations. 

à The SPEAKER pro tempore. The jurisdiction of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors relates to the improvement of rivers and harbors. 
This appears to be a bill providing for the purchase of certain works, 
locks, and dams on a stream which has been made navigable by a pri- 
vate corporation, and therefore it does not relate to, or is not an appro- 
priation for, the improvement of a river or harbor. 

Mr. BAYNE. ‘This is for the improvement of rivers and harbors. 
The Government has already expended money in the construction of the 
Jocks and dams above those belonging to this private corporation; and 
the object of this bill is to take away from a private corporation the 
control of a navigable stream of the United States, a stream which has 
been recognized as such, and place it in the hands of the Government 
of the United States, just as the Kanawha River improvements were 
taken possession of by the Government. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If this is in continuance of a work al- 

` ready in progress it might be sent to that committee; otherwise the 
Chair thinks not. 

Mr. BAYNE. Part of this river has been improved by the Govern- 
ment and part of it has not. 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, ALLEGHENY, PA. 


Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2006) to provide for the 
construction of a public building for the accommodation of the post- 
office and other Government offices in the city of Allegheny, Pa. ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


PROTECTION OF PUBLIC WORKS AGAINST TRESPASS. 

Mr. PETNE = introduced a bill (H. R. 2007) to provide for the 
protection of public works against trespass or injury. 

Mr. BAYNE. This,JMr. Speaker, is a long bill, prepared by the En- 
gineer Department of the Government, and has for its object the pro- 
tection of rivers and harbors upon which the Government has expended 
money. Its proper reference is, therefore, tothe Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. ; 

The SPEAKER protempore. It may properly go to the Committee 
on Commerce or to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. If the gen- 
tleman desires it to go to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, the 
Chair thinks that reference will be proper. 

bcbg oie That is the committee to which I desire to Rave it 
referred. 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS FOR INDIGENT SOLDIERS. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2008) providing pensions 
for Union soldiers of the war of the rebellion who are or shall become 
disabled or dependent on their own labor for support, and the depend- 
ent widows and minor childrenand parents of Union soldiers of the late 
war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


INCREASE OF SALARIES OF UNITED STATES JUDGES. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2009) to increase the sala- 
ries of judges of the United States district and circuit courts; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Department of Justice, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BAYNE. That bill, I think, should be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was decided on the first day of the 
session that bills fixing the salaries of judicial officers should go to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 

Mr. BAYNE. Heretofore these have been referred to the Judiciary 
Committee, and in the last Congress a bill was reported by that com- 
mittee on this subject. The Judiciary Committee of the Senate also 
reported a similar bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Bills of a similar character have gone 
uniformly at this session to the Committee on Expenditures in the De- 
partment of Justice. 

Mr. BAYNE. This bill changes existing law and regulates the sal- 
aries of judges. I can not see how the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Department has a right to formulate new law. 

-The SPEAKER pro tempore. The new rule makes a part of the 
jurisdiction of this committee, as the gentleman will find on examina- 
tion, in the following words: 

The reduction or increase of the pay of officers. 

That is a subject pertaining to the jurisdiction of this committee 
under the rule, and the Chair must adhere to the opinion that proper 
reference has been given to the bill. . 

MUSTER AND PAY OF CERTAIN OFFICERS. ° 


Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2010) to provide for the 
muster and pay of certain officers and enlisted men; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
‘and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH CHALFANT. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2011) granting a pension to 
Joseph Chalfant; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER CASKEY. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2012) granting a pension to 
Alexander Caskey; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MYRON E. DUNLAP. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2013) for the relief of 
Myron E. Dunlap; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ALFRED PLEASONTON. 


Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2014) authorizing the Pres- 
ident to appoint and retire Alfred Pleasonton, late a major-general in 
the United States Army; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M. PAGE. 


Mr. BAYNE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2015) granting 
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a pension to James M. Page; which was read a first and second time, re- | sion to Joshua Armstrong; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferređto the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. | ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ISABELLA M’DOWELL. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2016) granting a pension 
to Isabella McDowell, widow of James McDowell, deceased, late a pri- 
vate of Company I, Second Pennsylvania Artillery Volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


RIGHT OF WAY TO SCHUYLKILL RIVER RAILROAD. 


Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 2017) granting a right of 
way to the Schuylkill River East Side Railroad Company through the 
arsenal and naval asylum grounds at Philadelphia, Pa.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MARGARET S, MEADE. 


Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2018) granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret S. Meade, widow of George G. Meade, late a major- 
general in the United States Army; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

UNITED STATES NAVAL HOMES. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2019) for the relief of 
sailors and marines in the United States naval homes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 2 : 

J. F. BAILEY & CO. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2020) for the relief of 
Josiah F. Bailey and Samuel W. Groome, lately trading as J. F. Bailey 
& Co. ; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BINGHAM. A bill similar in character, to refund what is as- 
sumed to have been illegally exacted as customs duty, was introduced 
yesterday by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewrrr] and was 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. This covers a ques- 
tion of the same character. I ask that, if not in accordance with the 
rule, the reference, by unanimous consent, be made to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the bill 
referred toas having been introduced by the gentleman from New York 
was not similar to this. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is similar in character. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill by the terms of the rule 
should go to the Committee on Claims. The gentleman may ask unani- 
mous consent for reference to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I ask unanimous consent. 

There being no objection, the bill was referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET A. BLAKE. 


Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2021) ting a pen- 
sion to Margaret A. Blake, widow of Col. George A. H. Blake, United 
States Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELLEN M. MITCHELL. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2022) to increase the 
pension of Ellen M. Mitchell, widow of William G. Mitchell, major and 
assistant adjutant-general, UnitedStates Army; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

EDWARD G. PENDLETON. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2023) for the relief of 
Edward G. Pendleton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMODORE LOUIS ©. SARTORI. 


Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2024) to promote Com- 
modore Louis C. Sartori, now on the retired-list of the Navy, to be a 
rear-admiral on said list, in accordance with his original position on 
the Naval Register; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM F. PRATT. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2025) authorizing the 
President of the United States to appoint William F. Pratt, late a sec- 
ond assistant engineer in the United States Navy, upon the retired-list 
of the Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JABEZ BURCHARD. 


Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2026) for the relief of 
Jabez Burchard; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSHUA ARMSTRONG. 
Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2027) granting a pen- 


TIENRY HERMAN. 


Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2028) for the relief ot 
Henry Herman; which wasread a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LETTER-CARRIER AND FREE-DELIVERY SERVICE. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2029) extending the 
letter-carrier and free-delivery service to places containing a population 
of not less than 10,000 within the corporate limits, &.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committe on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


LOTTERY ADVERTISEMENTS IN MAILS. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2030) to prohibit the 
mailing of newspapers and other publications containing lottery adver- 
tisements, and prescribing a penalty for violation of the same; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

RATES OF POSTAGE. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2031) to regulate rates 
of postage on second-class and mail matter at letter-carrier offices; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


POSTAL TELEGRAPHIC SYSTEM. 


Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2032) to provide for the 
establishment of a postal telegraphic system; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANKING PRIVILEGE TO JULIA D. GRANT. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2033) granting a frank- 
ing privilege to Julia D. Grant; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

RAILWAY POSTAL CLERKS. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2034) for the appoint- 
ment of railway postal clerks, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM J. STEINBERGER. 


Mr. CURTIN introduced a bill (H. R. 2035) to remove the charge of 
desertion against Hiram J. Steinberger, late private Company K, One 
hundred and thirty-first Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

; JAMES MILLENGER. 

Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2036) for the relief of 
James Millenger, of New Jersey; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2037) to increase pensions 
in certain cases; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS TO UTTERLY HELPLESS SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 


Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2038) to equalize the pen- 
sions of all ‘‘utterly helpless” pensioned soldiers and sailors; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATIONS. 


Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2039) to establish agricult- 
ural experiment stations in connection with colleges established in the 
several States under the provisions of anact approved July 2, 1862, and 
of acts supplementary thereto; which was a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF JOHN 8. FILLMORE. 

Mr, CURTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2040) for the relief of the 
heirs of John 8. Fillmore, deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM BRINDLE. . 

Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2041) to empower the cir- 
cuit courts of the eastern district of Pennsylvania to hear and determine 
thetclaims of William Brindle; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REFUNDING IMPROPERLY PAID FEES. 
Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2042) to require certain 


fees improperly paid into the of the United States to be re- 
funded, and to pay certain other moneys; which was read a first and 
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soegan tane; referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
print 
MARY KASTATHE. 


Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2043) to place Mary Kas- 
tatte, widow of Jacob Kastathe, on the pension-roll as the widow of a 
soldier; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED BRETHREN. 


Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2044) for the relief of the 
Society of the United Brethren in Christ, of Tyrone, Pa.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT TO SECTION 1661 REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2045) to amend section 
1661 of the Revised Statutes, making an annual appropriation to pro- 
vide arms for the militia; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Militia, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY M. BOSSERT. 


Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2046) granting a pension 
to Henry M. Bossert; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Somunites on "Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN WIGHTMAN. 


Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2047) for the relief of 
John Wightman, a contractor for carrying the mail in Pennsylvania; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 


Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2048) for the relief of cer- 
tain pensioners; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TARIFF REVISION. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, Mr. § er, before introducing a 
resolution against any revision of the , I ask unanimous consent 
to be permitted to present some two or three hundred protests of man- 
ufacturers all over this country, these manufacturers employing some 
fifty thousand men. I wish to present these protests as a part of the 
proceedings of the House, though of course not to be printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlemanfrom Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to present at this time remonstrances against any 
change in the tarifflaws. If there be no objection they will be received 
for reference to the Committee on Ways and Means without printing. 
Isthere objection? The Chair hears none, and itis ordered accordingly. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a resolution against 
the revision of the tariff; which was referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


SHIP-CANAL BETWEEN DELAWARE RIVER AND ATLANTIC OCEAN. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pentisylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2049) 
for the construction of a ship-canal to connect the Delaware River with 
the Atlantic Ocean; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I think the proper reference is to 
the Committee on Riversand Harbors. It has relation to the same class 
of works as the Hennepin Canal and other works which propose to con- 
nect the inland waters of this country. This billsimply proposes that 
we appropriate money after surveys are made to connect the Delaware 
River somewhere in the vicinity of Camden with the Atlantic Ocean, at 
a point probably adjacent to Atlantic City. I call the attention of the 
Chair to the fact that when a similar bill to connect the waters of the 
Chesapeakeand Delaware Bays was presented it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and that committee recommended an ap- 
propriation to commence the work. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill provides only for surveys; and 
the Chair remembers that surveys have generally been incl: in the 
river and harbor bill. Therefore, unless objection is made, it will go to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. WILLIS. I object to that reference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WILLIS] having objected to the reference proposed, may move what- 
ever reference he prefers. The present question is on referring the bill 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. What reference does the 
gentleman from Kentucky move? 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask for the reading of the bill. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. It embraces an appropriation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That there be made by the Secretary of War an immed*ate 
survey for the construction of a sh ip-eanal to connect the Delaware River in the 
vicinity of the city of Camden with the Atlantic Ocean, so that the line of the 
said canal shall be as near east and west as possible, and that the estimates of 
the United States engineers be prepared at an early day, so that the report can 


be made during the present session of Congress and an on for the 
commencement of the work be recommended. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, that question has already been presented 
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in the present Congress paa poa on by the sear in the case of the 
Michigan canal. The Speaker then examined and decided it. I sub- 
mit, therefore, it is res adjudicata as far as the Chair is concerned. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The presentoccupant of the Chairstated 
he was of opinion the bill should go to the Committee on Railways and 
Canals, but at the request of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
O'NEILL] the reference to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors was 
proposed. If objection be made, the question will be submitted to the 
H 


ouse. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WILLIS] will remember that weare now acting under the new rules—— 

Mr. WILLIS. I am perfectly aware of that. : 

Mr.0’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. And those rules designate the appro- 
priate reference of bills. 

I presume, of course, the bill for the construction of the Hennepin 
Canal would go to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, just as did the 
bill proposing to connect the Chesapeake and Delaware Bays. LI insist, 
therefore, that this bill should go to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not.in order at this time. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I supposed it was proceeding by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. WILLIS. I understand it is the decision of the Chair that this 
bill properly belongs to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the opinion of the Chair. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. And I propose that it shall be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheChair was about to refer it with- 
out objection to that committee, but objection having been made, the 
question must be submitted to the House. 

Mr. WILLIS. Task, asa parliamentary question, whether that does 
not require a two-thirds vote? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Speaker ordinarily refers the bill 
under the rule, but the question of reference is one entirely under the 
jurisdiction of the House and can be controlled by the House by a vote 
to that effect. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I desire it to be known that this 
bill proposes an appropriation, and comes before the House through the 
proper channels, just as every other case does which is referred to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. WILLIS. As the gentleman has been heard in behalf of his 
view of the question, I ask to be heard briefly in reply. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIS» rent the suggestion of a number of gentlemen, and as 
the House seems to understand the question, I will not occupy the time 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection having been made to the 
motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania that the bill be referred to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, the question will be submitted 
to the House. 
eS a refused to refer the bill to the Committee on Rivers and 

T 

The bill was then referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, 

and ordered to be printed. 


DRY-DOCK AT THE LEAGUE ISLAND NAVY-YARD. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2050) to 
authorize the construction of a dry-dock at the League Island navy-yard 
by contract and appropriating money for the same; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES STEAMER ASHUELOT. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2051) for 
the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the United States steamer 
Ashuelot; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PRIZE-MONEY TO FARRAGUT’S FLEET. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2052) 
appropriating prize-money due to the survivors of Farragut’s fleet for 
captures made in the Mississippi River in April, 1862; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RACHAEL J. FLOYD. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2053) 
for the relief of Rachael J. Floyd; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REBECCA MARCHANT. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2054) 
granting a pension to Rebecca Marchant; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

THEODORE ARTZ. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2055 

granting a pension to Theodore Artz; which was read a first and second 
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time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 
CATHARINE BERNHART. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2056) 
granting a pension to Catharine Bernhart; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committeeon Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

TRADE-DOLLARS. 

Mr. EVANS (by Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania) introduced a bill 
(H. R. 2057) to authorize the redemption, exchange, and recoinage of 
trade-dollars; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Sonme on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be 
printed. 

STANDARD SILVER DOLLAR. 

Mr. EVANS (by Mr. G’NEILt, of Pennsylvania) also introduced a 
bill (H. R. 2058) to suspend the coinage of the standard silver dollar; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

ESTABLISHMENT OF AN INTERNATIONAL TRIBUNAL. 

Mr. EVANS (by Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania) also introduced a 
bill (H. R. 2059) to promote peace among the nations by the establish- 
ment of an international tribunal or some fixed principle of arbitra- 
tion; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET D. MARCHAND. 

Mr. EVANS (by Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania) also introduced a bill 
(H. R. 2060) granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

© CHRISTIANA B. SCHIVELY. z 

Mr. EVANS (by Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania) also introduced a bill 
(H. R. 2061) for the relief of Christiana B. Schively; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MAGDELINA FONISH. 

Mr. EVANS (by Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania) also introduced a 
bill (H. R. 2062) for the relief of Magdelina Fonish; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

‘ MARY KERR. 

Mr, EVANS z Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania) also introduced a 
bill (H. R. 2063) granting a pension to Mary Kerr; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL BANKING ASSOCIATIONS. 

Mr. STORM introduced a bill (H. R. 2064) to provide for the issue 
` of circulation to national banking associations; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CADETS AND CADET-ENGINEERS. 


Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2065) for the relief of cadets 
and cadet-engineers who were in the naval service at Annapolis on 
the 5th day of Angust, 1882; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

; ALFRED M’MURTRIE. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2066) for the relief of Al- 
fred McMurtrie; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES WEEKS. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2067) for the relief of James 
Weeks; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

COMPENDIUM TENTH CENSUS. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2068) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to purchase 100,000 condensed statements of the 
Compendium of the Tenth Census as prepared by John C. Welsh; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Li- 
brary, and ordered to be printed. 

TRADE-DOLLARS. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2069) for the retirement 
of trade-dollars from circulation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill the Chair is of opinion should 
be referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. BLAND. Task to have the bill read. That question came up 
in the last Congress, and was referred by a direct vote of the House to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 5; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the bill, 

The bill was read at 1 

Mr. BLAND. That is purely a matter ofcoinage, and the last Con- 
gress, as I have stated, when the question was raised, took a similar 


measure from the Committee on Banking and Currency and referred i 
by a vote of the House, to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, an 
Measures. Iraise that question now. It properly belongs to coinage. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The Chair is informed that the Speaker 
sent a similar bill to the Committee on Banking and Currency. The 
present occupant of the Chair is of opinion, on examination, that this 
bill, owing to the provision which amends the coinage act, should go to 
the Committee on Coinage, and it will be so referred. 

Mr. BLAND. Iwas not awarethat any bill relating to the trade-dol- 
lar had been referred to the Committee on Bankingand Currency. Cer- 
tainly the House took jurisdiction of the subject from that committee 
during the last Congress. 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM PAUGH. 


Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2070) forthe relief of Will- 
iam Paugh; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES F. EILBER. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2071) granting a pension to 
Charles F. Eilber; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


RACHEL T. ABBOTT. 


Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2072) granting a pension to 
Rachel T. Abbott; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LIABILITY OF SHIP-OWNERS. 


Mr. NEGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 2073) to amend and re-enact 
section 4289 of the Revised Statutes relative to the liability of the owners 
of vessels; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select 
Committee on Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests, and ordered to 
be printed. ; 
MEXICAN AND OTHER PENSIONS. 

Mr. NEGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2074) granting a pension 
to soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war and other wars therein named, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. ` 

BRANCH HOME FOR DISABLED SOLDIERS. 


Mr. NEGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2075) to provide for the 
location and erection of a branch home for disabled volunteer soldiers 
west of the Rocky Mountains; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE MONONGAHELA AND OTHER RIVERS. 


Mr. NEGLEY also introduced bills for the permanent improvement 
of the Upper Ohio River, for the navigation of the Allegheny River near 
Pittsburgh, and the permanent improvement of the Monongahela River 
in the States of West Virginia and Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule these propositions will 
be referred through the petition-box to the appropriate committees. 

Mr. NEGLEY. A bill providing for the permanent improvement of 
the Monongahela River is now under the control of Congress. A bill of 
a similar purport has already been presented to-day by my colleague 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE}. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That bill was for the purchase of cer- 
tain works owned by a corporation on the river. 

Mr. NEGLEY. That is contemplated also. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Bills for the improvement of the nay- _ 
igable waters of the United States are, under the rules of the House, 
to be referred through the petition-box, and the Clerk will read clause 
5 of Rule XXI, relating to the subject. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All bills for the improvement of rivers and harbors, and for the establishment 
or of post-routes, shall be delivered to the Clerk, as in the case of peti- 
tions and memorials, for reference to appropriate committees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The propositions submitted by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania will therefore be referred through the 
petition-box to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

UNITED STATES MERCHANT MARINE. 

Mr. NEGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2076) for the relief of the 
merchant marine of the United States engaged in the foreign trade; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Commit- 
tee on Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MANUFACTURE OF STEEL FOR HEAVY ORDNANCE, ETC. 

Mr. NEGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2077) to authorize the 
manufacture of steelsuitn’ 'e for heavy ordnance, armor, and other army 
And naval purposes, with ile necessary equipment adapted to the pres- 
ent improvement in modern warfare; which was read a first and second 
corel a to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
Pp : 

OFFICES OF PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Mr. RANDALL introduced a bill (H. R. 2078) in relation to the man- 
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ner of filling vacancies in the offices of President and Vice-President; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Commit- 
tee eah the Election of President and Vice-President, and ordered to be 
printed. 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. RANDALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2079) limiting the time 
within which claims against the United States may be filed and prose- 
cuted; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY MORTIMER SEMMES. 

Mr. RANDALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2080) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Mortimer Semmes, widow of Commodore Alexander A. 
Semmes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


REPRESENTATIVES OF PETER LYLE. 

Mr. RANDALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2081) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Peter Lyle, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

TRADE-DOLLARS, 

Mr. RANDALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2082) to provide for the 
exchange of trade-dollars for standard silver dollars and other silver coin 
of the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the oromi on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be 
printed. 

NATIONAL PHARMACOPŒIA. 

Mr. RANDALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2083) to prepare and 
publish a national pharmacopæia for the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. DAVIDSON. 


Mr. RANDALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2084) granting a pen- 
sion to John W. Davidson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

A VETO OF APPROPRIATION ITEMS. 
Mr. RANDALL also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 56) pro- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States author- 
izing the President to veto any item or items of an appropriation bill 
while approving of the other portion of the bill; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
ADDITION TO REPORT ON WAGES. 

Mr. RANDALLalso introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 57) to print 
an addition to a report on wages ordered printed January 17, 1884; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

PRINTING OF NAVAL REPORT. 

Mr. RANDALL also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 58) author- 
izing the printing of a naval report; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

TESTS OF BUILDING MATERIALS. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 2085) 
authorizing the President to appoint a commission of experts skilled in 
the investigation, production, and use of metallic substances and other 

. structural materials, to execute tests and experiments on iron, steel, and 
other materials used in the construction of bridges, buildings, and me- 
chanical structures, and deduce useful rules therefrom; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Manufactures, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS M. BELL. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2086) 
for the relief of Francis M. Bell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TERRENCE DELOZIER. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2087) 
for the relief of Terrence Delozier; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW SHOENFELT. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2088) 
for the relief of Andrew Shoenfelt; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN RICHARDS, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, alsointroduced a bill (H. R.-2089) 
for the relief of John Richards; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB D. TETWILER. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill Ge R. 2080) 
granting a pension to Jacob D. Tetwiler; which was read a first and sec- 


ond time, referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to_ 
be printed. 
ABRAHAM HOWARD. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2091) 
granting a pensionto Abraham Howard; which was read a firstand sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ISAIAH W. BUNKER. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2092 
to increase the pension of Isaiah W. Bunker; which was read a first an 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ADAM J. GRIER. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2093) 
granting a pension to Adam J. Grier; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM R. WEIMER. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2094) 
granting a pension to William R. Weimer; which was a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ELIZABETH EVERHART. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2095) 
granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth Everhart; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM FLICK. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2096) 
granting a pension to William Flick; which was read g first and second 
time, h rolero to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HARRISON DINGES. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2097) 
granting a pension to Harrison Dinges; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

B. F. TUCKER. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced abill (H. R. 2098) 
granting a pension to B. F. Tucker; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SOPHIA GUMP. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2099) 
granting a pension to Sophia Gump; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered tobe 
printed. 

HENRY M. STIFFLER. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2100) 
granting a pension to Henry M. Stifler; which was read a first arid sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CHRISTENIA SNYDER. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, alsointroduceda bill (H. R. 2101) 
for the relief of Christenia Snyder; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. . 

GEORGE KNOPSNYDER. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2102) 
granting a pension to George Knopsnyder; which was a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN ELLENBERGER. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2103) 
granting a pension to John Ellenberger; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. s 

ALBERT L. BURKET. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2104) 
granting a pension to Albert L. Burket; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM GEBLER. 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. 2105) granting a pension to 
William Gebler; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


. ASSISTANT NAVAL CONSTRUCTORS. 

Mr, HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2106) regulating the ap- 
pointment of assistant naval constructors; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 
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RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH ARSENAL GROUNDS, BRIDESBURG, PA, 


Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2107) granting the right 
of way for railroad p through the United States arsenal grounds 
at Bridesburg, Pa., to connect the manufacturing establishments of 
Bridesburg with the Philadelphia and Trenton Railroad; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS M’BRIDE. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2108) for the relief of 
Thomas McBride; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EFFICIENCY OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2109) to promote the effi- 
ciency of the Army; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SUFFERERS BY THE WRECK OF THE STEAMER ASHUELOT. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2110) for the relief of the 
sufferers by the wreck of the United States steamer Ashuelot; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY C. PARRY. i 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2111) for the relief of 
Henry C. Parry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

OFFICERS AND CREW OF THE JEANNETTE. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2112) to reimburse the 
officers and crew of the United States arctic exploring steamer Jean- 
nette for loss of baggage and personal effects; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

GRATUITY TO EMPLOYES IN POSTAL SERVICE. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2113) granting a gratuity 
to persons having served faithfully sated Pas continuous years in the 
postal service of the United States or who after ten years of faithful 
service shall become physically or mentally disabled; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN DOLAN. 

Mr. EVERHART (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 2141) grant- 
ing a pension to John Dolan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MINOR HEIRS OF ALFRED M. OWEN. 

Mr. EVERHART also introduced a bill (H. R. 2115) granting a pen- 
sion to Alfred M. Owen, Christine Q. Owen, Kathleen D. Owen, and 
Albert T. Owen, minor children of Alfred M. Owen, deceased; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

OFFICE OF PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT UNITED STATES. 

Mr. EVERHART also introduced a bill (H. R. 2116) to provide for 
a vacancy in the office of both President and Vice-President of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Select Committee on the Election of President and Vice-President, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ASSIGNEES OF CHARLES W, JONES. 

Mr. EVERHART also introduced a bill (H. R. 2117) for the relief of 
the assignees of Charles W. Jones by the extension of a patent; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, WEST CHESTER, PA. 

Mr. EVERHART also introduced a Dill (H. R. 2118) to provide fora 
public buildingat West Chester, Pa.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. F 

METRIC SYSTEM OF WEIGHTS AND MEASURES, 

Mr. EVERHART also introduced a bill (H. R. 2119) to establish the 
metric system of weights and measuresin the Departments of the Gov- 
ernment; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHARINE HALL. 

Mr. EVERHART also introduced a bill (H. R. 2120) granting a pen- 
sion to Catharine Hall; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA M’CONNELL. 


Mr. EVERHART also introduced a bill (H. R. 2121) granting a pen- 
sion to Eliza McConnell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WIDOW AND HEIRS OF LIEUT. COMMANDER HENRY CLAY NIELDS. 
Mr. EVERHART also introduced -a bill (H. R. 2122) to increase the 


pension of the widow and heirs of Lieut. Commander Henry Clay Nields; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
DE WITT CLINTON LEWIS. 
Mr. EVERHART also introduced a bill (H. R. 2123) granting a pen- 
sion to De Witt Clinton Lewis; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN PENNSYLVANIA. 

Mr. SCRANTON introduced a bill (H. R. 2124) amendatory of and 
supplementary to ‘‘An act to alter the judicial districts of Pennsylvania, 
and for other purposes,” approved May 25, 1824, and providing an ad- 
ditional place for holding the several courts thereof; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. r 
FRANCIS J. CONLAN. 

Mr. SCRANTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2125) for the relief of 
Francis J. Conlan; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL E. BRYANT. 


Mr. SCRANTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2126) granting a pen- 
sion to Samuel E. Bryant; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 


JACOB DUNDORE. 

Mr. BOUND introduced a bill (H. R. 2127) for the relief of Jacob 
Dundore for the loss of a barge in the United States service; which was 
reat a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN B. REED. 

Mr. BOUND also introduced a bill (H. R. 2128) for the relief of John 
B. Reed, late a lieutenant of the Seventh Cavalry Regiment, Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ASSISTANT ENGINEER HOWARD D. POTTS. 


Mr. BOUND also introduced a bill (H. R. 2129) for the relief of As- 
sistant Engineer Howard D. Potts, United States Navy; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES K. SHAY. 

Mr. BOUND also introduced a bill (H. R. 2130) granting a pension 
to James K. Shay, of Company I, Ninetieth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES D. LONGAN. 


Mr. BOUND also introduced a bill (H. R. 2131) for the relief of 
James D. Longan, of the regimental band of the Fifty-third Regiment» 
Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH LIGHT. 

Mr. BOUND also introduced a bill (H. R. 2132) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Light, widow of Capt. Elias R. Light, of Lebanon, Pa.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SALARIES OF POSTMASTERS, 

Mr. BOUND also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 59) direct- 
ing the Postmaster-General to pay the salaries of certain postmasters 
out of the regular appropriation for compensation of postmasters; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

S. DILLINGER & SONS. 

Mr. BOYLE introduced a bill (H. R. 2133) for the relief of S. Dil- 
linger & Sons; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL L. WHITESELL. 

Mr. SOWDEN introduced a bill (H. R. 2134) to increase the pension 
of Daniel L. Whitesell, late a sergeant of Battery C, Fifth United States 
Artillery; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensicns, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ALLENTOWN, PA. 

Mr. SOWDEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2135) to authorize the 
purchase of a site and erection of a suitable building for a post-office 
and other Government offices at the city of Allentown, Pa.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT LANCASTER, PA. ` 

Mr. HIESTAND introduced a bill (H. R. 2136) for a public build- 

ing at Lancaster, Pa.; which was read a first and second time, referred 


to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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DUTIES ON LEAF-TOBAOCCO. 
Mr. HIESTAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 2137) regulating the 
duties on leaf-tobacco; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


REDEMPTION OF THE TRADE-DOLLAR. 

Mr. HIESTAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 2138) for the redemp- 
tion of the trade-dollar; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to 
be printed. - 

NATIONAL BANK OF LINCOLN. 

Mr. HIESTAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 2139) authorizing the 
National Bank of Lincoln to change its location and name; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


COLUMBIA BANK, PENNSYLVANIA. 

Mr. HIESTAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 2140) for the relief of 
the Columbia Bank, of Pennsylvania; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY MULLEN. 

Mr. HIESTAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 2141) for the relief of 
Henry Mullen; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CAPT. THOMAS H. CARPENTER. 


Mr. HIESTAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 2142) authorizing the 
restoration of the name of -Thomas H. Carpenter, late captain Sevéh- 
teenth United States Infantry, to the rolls of the Army, and providing 
that he be placed on the list of retired officers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

’ LIEUT. CHARLES MORROW. 

Mr. OSBORNE introduced a bill (H. R. 2143) for the relief of Charles 
Morrow, late second lieutenant Company I, Fifty-sixth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers; which was reada and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


C. K. HUGHES. 


Mr. OSBORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2144) ting a pension 
to C. K. Hughes; which was read a first and fons time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


REBECCA ELDRIDGE. 


Mr. OSBORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2145) for the relief of 
Rebecca Eldridge, late of Company G, First Maine Heavy Artillery; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AGNES HARKNESS. 
Mr, OSBORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2146) granting a pension 
to Agnes Harkness; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, WILKES BARRE, 


Mr. OSBORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2147) to authorize the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a suitable building for a post- 
office and other Government offices in the city of Wilkes Barre, Pa.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, WILLIAMSPORT, PA. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 2148) to 
amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to provide a building for the use of the 
United States circuit and district courts of the United States, york bio 
office, and other Government offices at Williamsport, Pa., and ing 
an additional appropriation therefor; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HENRIETTA LOEB. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2149) 
granting a pension to Henrietta Loeb; which was read a and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2150) to 
amend the pension laws of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MAJ. WILLIAM KENDALL, DECEASED. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2151) for 
the relief of the legal representatives of Maj. William Kendall; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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DANIEL S. GRAVES. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2152) 
granting a pension to Daniel S. Graves; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. ‘ 

SILVER CERTIFICATES. 
Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2153) 
ing the coinage of silver dollars and the issuing of silver certifi- 
cates thereon and upon silver bullion; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and 
ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM D. PORTER. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2154) 
for the relief of William D. Porter; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BERNHARD STUEBER. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2155) to 
remove the charge of desertion from the military record of Bernhard 
Stueber, late sergeant Company F, One hundred and seventh Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTIN MURPHY. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2156) for 
the removal of the charge of desertion from the name of Martin Murphy, 
late a soldier in Company I, Ninety-first Regiment\New York Volan- 
teers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOEL SECHRIST. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2157) for 
the removal of the charge of desertion from the name of Joel Sechrist, 
late a soldier in Company B, Seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER J. HILL. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2158) for 
the relief of Peter J. Hill; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 


D. P. SIMMONS. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2159) 
for the relief of D. P. Simmons; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

D. S. GRAVES. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2160) 
for the relief of D. S. Graves; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ANDREW J. PUTNAM. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2161) 
granting a pension to Andrew J. Putnam; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

WILLIAM B. WEBSTER. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2162) 
granting a pension to William B, Webster; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS IN THE TERRITORIES. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2163) 
to regulate the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors in the Ter- 
titories, with a provision to submit the same to the voters thereof for 
ratification; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

LINAS TOLES. ; 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2164) 
for the relief of Linas Toles, a soldier in Companies L and E, Second 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PHINEAS GOODWIN. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2165) 
for the relief of Phineas Goodwin, dependent father; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LOUIS F. ELLIS. 

Mr. BROWN, of pera yn ets introduced a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 60) granting a medal to Lieut. Louis F. Ellis for heroic con- 
duct in joining the ‘forlorn hope storming party” at Port Hudson, 
June 15, 1863; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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HIRAM PEDRICK. 

Mr. BUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. 2166) granting a pension to 
Hiram Pedrick; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to. be printed. 

Y NORTON L. NEWBERRY. 

Mr. BUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2167) for the relief of 
Norton L. Newberry; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS HOLMES. 

Mr. BUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2168) for the relief of 
Lewis Holmes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN LORD. 

“Mr. BUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2169) granting a pension 
to John Lord; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SEYMOUR F. ARNOLD. 

Mr. BUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2170) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of Seymour F. Arnold; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MES. MARY A. TEEL. 

Mr. BUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2171) for the relief of 
Mrs. Mary A. Teel; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ESTHER A. REYNOLDS. 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 2172) for the 
relief of Esther A. Reynolds, widow of Thomas H. Reynolds, who was 
a sutler in the Seventy-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. COUSINS. 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2173) 
for the relief of George W. Cousins, late private Company K, One hun- 
dred and fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

J. D. GOLDEN. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2174) for 
the relief of J. D. Golden, late a nrusician Company B, Ninth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers (three months); which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DR. W. S. HOSACK. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2175) for 
the relief of Dr. W. 8. Hosack; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER GOBLE. 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2176) for 
the relief of Alexander Goble; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and orderéd to be printed. 

DANIEL BLACK. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2177) for 
the relief of Daniel Black; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH HENDERSON. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2178) 
for the relief of Elizabeth Henderson, mother of James F. Henderson; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY BARR. : 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2179) 
granting a pension to Henry Barr, father of Jacob Barr, of Company A, 
One hundred and third Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LENA KEBLER. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2180) 
granting a pension to Lena Kebler, widow of John Kebler; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH RICHARDS. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2181) 
granting a pension to Joseph Richards; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


ELLEN DECKER. 
Mr. WHITE of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2182) 


granting a pension to Ellen Decker; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SARAH BARR. : 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2183) 
granting a pension to Sarah Barr, widow of Thomas Barr; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 


SOLDIERS OF LATE WAR. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2184) for 
the relief of soldiers of the late war in regard to bounties; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

: MISSOURI VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2185) 
for the relief of soldiers of Company E, First Regiment Missouri Light 
Artillery, late Light Battalion Mississippi Marine Brigade; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 


-and ordered to be printed. 


SOLDIERS OF THE WAR OF 1861. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2186) 
for the relief of soldiers of the war of 1861 and their dependent rela- 
tives; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL A, SANDERSON. 
Mr. ATKINSON introduced a bill (H. R. 2187) for the relief of Sam- 
uel A. Sanderson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PREFERENCE FOR SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 

Mr. ATKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2188) to revisesection 
1754 of the Revised Statutes relative to the employment of persons dis- 
charged from the military or naval service; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, 
and ordered to be printed. ` 

JESSE MEADATH. 

Mr. ATKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2189) granting a pen- 
sion to-Jesse Meadath; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS. 

Mr. ATKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2190) granting a pen- 
sion to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, soldiers and sailors 
who served in the United States Army and Navy during the war of the 
rebellion, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE N. ARNOLD, 
Mr. ATKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2191) granting a pen- 
sion to George N. Arnold; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CORNELIUS WETZLER. 
Mr. ATKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2192) granting a pen- 
sion to Cornelius Wetzler; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AMELIA M. GREEN. 
Mr. ATKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2193) granting a pen- 
sion to Amelia M. Green; which was read a and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


YOUNG MEN’S CHRISTIAN ASSOCIATION, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. ATKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2194) to exempt the 
property of the Young Men’s Christian Association of Washington, Dis- 
trict of Columbia, from taxation; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. - 

CHRISTOPHER SCHAEFNOCKER. 

Mr. JACKSON introduced a bill (H. R. 2195) for the relief of Chris- 
topher Schaefnocker; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committe on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH A. GETTIS. 

Mr. JACKSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2196) granting a pension 
to Sarah A. Gettis; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FIDELIA A. CHENEY. 


Mr. JACKSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2197) granting a pension 
to Fidelia A. Cheney; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, an ordered to be printed. 

R. AND M. SPENCE. 
Mr. JACKSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2198) for the relief of 
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Rebecca and Matilda Spence; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
MARY THORN. 

Mr. JACKSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2199) granting a pension 
to Mary Thorn, mother of Surgeon James 8. Thorn; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM GILLMORE. 

Mr. JACKSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2200) granting a pension 
to William Gillmore, a soldier of the Mexican war; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

GEORGE H. RIDER. 

Mr. JACKSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2201) renting s ponaimi 
to George H. Rider; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL B. STEWART. 


Mr. FLEEGER introduced a bill (H. R. 2202) granting arrears of 
pension to Samuel B. Stewart; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ZACHARIAH H. CONN. 

Mr. FLEEGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2203) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Zachariah H. Conn, which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN T. WICK. 

Mr. FLEEGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2204) granting a pension 
to John T. Wick; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PATTERSON T. CAMPBELL, 

Mr. FLEEGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2205) authorizing the 
payment of bounty to Patterson T. Campbell; which was read a first 
and second time, referred tothe Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HEIRS OF MATTHEW METTLER. 

Mr. FLEEGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2206) for the relief of 
the heirs of Matthew Mettler, deceased; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELIZA J. RAY. 

Mr. FLEEGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2207) for the relief of 
Eliza J. Ray; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


BOXES DEPOSITED IN TREASURY BY SECRETARY OF WAR. 

Mr. DIBBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 2208) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to deliver to the rightfal owners the contents of 
certain boxes deposited in the Treasury Department by the Secretary 
of War; ‘which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. . 


REVENUE CUTTER FOR CHARLESTON, 8. C. 

Mr, DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2209) for the construction 
of a reyenue-cutter to be stationed at Charleston, S. C., and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY, 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2210) to reimburse the 
depositors of the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company for losses in- 
curred by the failure of said company; which was read a firstand second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims,.and ordered to be printed. 

TAXATION OF NOTES OF STATE BANKS. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2211) to repeal all acts 
and parts of acts discriminating in taxation against the circulating notes 
of State banks and State banking associations; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BOARD OF FIELD OFFICERS FOURTH BRIGADE, SOUTH CAROLINA VOL- 
UNTEERS. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2212) for the relief of the 
board of field officers of the Fourth Brigade of South Carolina Volun- 
teer State troops; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RENT FOR THE CITADEL ACADEMY, SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2213) providing for the 

payment to the State of South Carolina of rent for the Citadel Academy, 


and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF THOMAS BLACK. 
Mr, DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2214) for the relief of the 


heirs of Thomas Black; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
PETER F. SPARKMAN. : 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill E R. 2215) granting a pension 
to Peter F. Sparkman; which was a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT ADGER. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2216) to empower Robert 
Adger to bring suit in the Court of Claims for rent alleged to be due him; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MITCHELL KING. 

Mr. DIBBLEalsointroduced a bill (H. R. 2217) toempower Mitchell 
King, executor, to bring suit in the Court of Claims for rent alleged to 
be due him; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

å JAMES MARSH. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2218) referring the claim 
of James Marsh to the Court of Claims; which was read a first and 
Seona. time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM R. HERRON. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2219) for the relief of 
William R. Herron; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

F. W. CLAUSSEN. 

Mr. DIBBLE alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 2220) authorizing the Court 
of Claims to grant a rehearing in the case of F. W. Claussen rs. The 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2221) for the relief of 
George W. Williams and shana perons therein named; which was read 
a first and second time, refe to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed... 

SARAH WATTS. A 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2222) for the relief of 
Sarah Watts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. LOUISA H. HASELL. 
Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2223) for the relief of Mrs. 
Louisa H. Hasell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. ° 


AUGUSTUS FITCH, M. D. 
Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2224) for the relief of Au- 


gustus Fitch, M. D.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF GEORGE JACOB HUTHMACHER. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2225) for the relief of the 
heirs of George Jacob Huthmacher; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed 

MARY O'CONNOR. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2226) for the relief of Mary 
O’Connor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF BOSTON FOWLER. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2227) for the relief of the 
heirs of Boston Fowler; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN R. READ. 

Mr. DIBBLEalso introduced a bill (H. R. 2228) for the relief of John 
R. Read; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RUDOLPH LOBSIGER. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2229) for the relief of Ru- 
dolph Lobsiger; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF ROBERT 8. CHISOLM. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2230) for the relief of the 
heirs of Robert S. Chisolm; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. BRUNING. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2231) for the relief of John 

H. Bruning; which was reada first andsecond time, referred to the Com- 


mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2232) for the relief of Johz 


1886. 


H. Bruning, assignee; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
HEIRS OF HAMILTON SLAWSON, JR. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2233) for the relief of the 
heirs of Hamilton Slawson, jr.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT D. WHITE. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2234) for the relief of 
Robert D. White; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SILVERWARE IN THE TREASURY. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2235) to restore certain 
articles of silverware in the Treasury to the owners thereof; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CONGRESSIONAL CEMETERY. 

Mr. DIBBLE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2236) grant- 
ing parts of certain streets in Washington city to the vestry of Wash- 
ington parish for the use of the Congressional Cemetery; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK P. MURPHY. 

Mr. DIBBLE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2237) for the 
reliefof Frank P. Murphy; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SECOND VICE-PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a joint resolution es Res. 61) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, creating 
and defining the office of Second Vice-President of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Election of President and Vice-President, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WAR CLAIMS, 1812. s 

Mr. HEMPHILL introduced a bill (H. R. 2238) directing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to examine and settle the accounts of certain 
States and the city of Baltimore growing out of moneys expended by 
said States and the city of Baltimore for mili purposes during the 
war of 1812; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


RESTORATION OF CERTAIN PROPERTY. 

Mr. HEMPHILL also introduced abill (H. R. 2239) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to deliver to the rightful owners the con- 
tents of certain boxes deposited in the Treasury Department by the 
Secretary of War; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

J. A, THOMAS. 

Mr, HEMPHILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2240) restoring to the 
pension-roll the name of J. A. Thomas, of South Carolina; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ZACHARIAH CANTEY AND S. AMELIA CANTEY, HIS WIFE, 

Mr. HEMPHILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2241) to restore cer- 
tain articles of silverware to Zachariah Cantey and S. Amelia Cantey, 
his wife; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

K. G. BILLINGS. 

Mr. HEMPHILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2242) restoring to the 
pension-roll the name of K. G. Billings, of South Carolina; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT GREENVILLE, 8. C. 

Mr. PERRY introduced a bill (H. R. 2243) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Greenville, 8. C.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF RICHARD FITZPATRICK, DECEASED. 

Mr. PERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2244) for the relief of L. 
M. English, administrator of the estate of Richard Fitzpatrick, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LACON R, TILLMAN. 

Mr. PERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2245) for the relief of Lacon 
R. Tillman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SOUTH CAROLINA JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 
Mr. PERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2246) to amend sections 546, 
552, 672, 767, and 776 of the Revised Statutes of the United States in 
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so far as said sections relate to the State of South Carolina; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 
THEODORE DEHON. 
Mr. PERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2247) for the relief of 
Theodore Dehon; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MAGISTRATES FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 2248) to provide for eight 
magistrates for the District of Columbia, who shall have civil and crim- 
inal jurisdiction as herein provided; to define the jurisdiction, powers, 
and functions of said magistrates, and to abolish the police court and 
office of justice of the peace in and for said District, &c.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committeee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


POSTAL SAVINGS DEPOSITORY. 


Mr. TILLMAN alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 2249) to establish a postal 
savings depository asa branch of the Post-Office Department; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


LANDS SOLD FOR DIRECT TAXES, 


Mr. TILLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2250) for the relief of 
sufferers and purchasers of lands sold for direct taxes in insurrection- 
ary States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


UNLIMITED COINAGE OF SILVER DOLLAR. 

Mr. TILLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2251) to previde for the 
free and unlimited coi of the silver dollar; which was read a first 
and second time, refi to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, and ordered to be printed. 


SCHOOL FARM LANDS. 


Mr. TILLMAN also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 62) to pro- 
vide for the redemption and sale of school farm lands in South Caro- 
lina; which was read’a first and second time. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Let the bill be referred to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is whether it should go to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands or the Committee on Education. > 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have marked it on the back to be referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. lt properly belongs to the Committee on 
War Claims. t 

The SPEAKER, It does not seem to involve the adjudication or 
payment of any claim arising out of the war. It appears to be a bill 
to permit the redemption of certain school lands in South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Occurring out of the direct taxes. It originated 
in that way. 

The joint resolution was referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


FARM LANDS, BEAUFORT COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. SMALLS introduced a bill (H. R. 2252) to provide for the re- 
demption and sale of theschool farm lands now held in Beaufort County, 
South Carolina, by the United States; which wasread a first and secon 
time. 

Mr. SMALLS, I move the bill be referred to the Committee on Ed- 
ucation. ‘This land was set apart for school purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes it to be a bill similar in nature 
to the one just referred by the gentleman's colleague to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Mr. SMALLS. I do not know how that may be. These lands were 
set apart expressly for the purpose of education. I ask by unanimous 
consent it be referred to the Committee on Education. 

The SPEAKER. Does it have any connection with the taxes im- 
posed on the States during the war? ‘ 

Mr. SMALLS. Only in this way: Under the operation of that law 
these lands were set apart for school purposes, and this bill provides for 
their disposition. It is strictly a school matter, and everybody is in 
favor of making this disposition of these lands. 

The bill was referred to the Committet on Education, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, BEAUFORT, S. C. 

Mr. SMALLS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2253) for the erection of a 
public building at Beaufort, 8. C., for the use of a post-office, custom- 
house, and other Government offices; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JANE M. LANGLEY. 

Mr. SMALLS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2254) for the relief of Jane 
M. Langley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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BEAUFORT MOUNTED GUARDS. 
Mr. SMALLS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2255) for the relief of the 
Beaufort Mounted Guards; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PAY AND RETIREMENT OF MATES IN THE NAVY. 

Mr. BALLENTINE introduced a bill (H. R. 2256) relating to the pay 
and retirement of mates in the Navy; which was read a first and second 
time, referre to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATIONS, 1833. 

Mr. BALLENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2257) limiting a 
portion of an act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the naval 
service for thefiscal year ending June30, 1883, and for other purposes;”’ 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WRECK OF THE TALLAPOOSA. , 

Mr. BALLENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2258) for the relief 
of the sufferers by the wreck of the United States steamer Tallapoosa; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY M’GRAW. 

Mr. BALLENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2259) forthe relief 
of Mary McGraw; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 


ARREARS OF PENSION. 

Mr. BALLENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2260) to allow ar- 
rears of pension to certain invalid pensioners whose names were dropped 
from the pension-roll and" by act of Congress subsequently restored; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. ; 

DAVID DICKSON AND OTHERS. 

Mr. BALLENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2261) for the relief 
of David Dickson and others; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


EGBERT THOMPSON. 

Mr. BALLENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2262) for the relief 
of the legal representatives of Egbert Thompson, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. F 

BASIL MORELAND. 


Mr. BALLENTINE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2263) 
for the relief of Basil Moreland; which was read a first and second 
soca Pls to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES MILLINGER. 

Mr. BALLENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2264) for the relief 
of James Millinger; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. ; 


WILLIAM M. MAYNADIER. 
Mr. BALLENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2265) for the relief 
of Maj. William M. Maynadier; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. ELIZA E. HEBERT. 

Mr. BALLENTINE also introduced a bill Gi R. 2266) for the relief 
of Mrs. Eliza E. Hebert, widow of Jules J. Hebert, deceased; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. CROOK. 

Mr. BALLENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2267) for the relief 
of William H. Crook; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATIONS. 

Mr. PETTIBONE introduced a bill (H. R. 2268) to establish agricult- 
ural experiment stations in connection with the colleges established in 
the several States under the provisions of an act approved July 2, 1862, 
and an act supplementary thereto; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
2 JURORS UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2269) prescribing the 
method of drawing jurors in the courts of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL P. EVANS. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2270) for the relief of 
Samuel P. Evans; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS FANE. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2271) for the relief of 
Thomas Fane; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

M’HENRY BRAY. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2272) for the relief of 
McHenry Bray; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID F. MANLY. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2273) for the relief of 
David F. Manly; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

COL. 8. K. N. PATTON. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2274) for the relief of 
Col. S. K. N. Patton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

J. H. PAINTER. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2275) for the relief of 
J. H. Painter; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MADISON TRENT. 3 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2276) for the relief of 
Madison Trent; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES O'BRIEN. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2277) for the relief of 
James O’Brien; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM M. HENRY. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H: R. 2278) for the relief of 
William M. Henry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH TIPTON. 

Mr, PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2279) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Tipton; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JEREMIAH B. HALE. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2280) granting a pen- 
sion to Jeremiah B. Hale; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

’ CLEVLIN C. CREECH. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2281) granting a pen- 
sion. to Clevlin C. Creech; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN R. SHULTZ. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2282) for the relief ot , 
John R. Shultz; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS PEMBERTON. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2283) for the relief of 
Thomas Pemberton, late of Company D, Fourth Tennessee Infantry; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS F. SELF. 

Mr: PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2284) for the relief of 
Lewis F. Self; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES WHITE AND OTHERS. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2285) for the relief of 

James White and the legal representatives of William White, deceased; 


| which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 


War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
THOMAS W. HUMES. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2286) for the relief of 
Thomas W. Humes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELNATHAN MEADE, 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2287) granting a pen- 
sion to Elnathan Meade; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ANDREW BURGESS AND OTHERS. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2288) for the relief 
of Andrew Burgess, John Hall, and William T. Roundtree, of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON TOBACCO. 
Mr. GLASS introduced a bill (H. R. 2289) to enable tobacco-planters 
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to sell tobacco raised by them free from any internal revenue-tax; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 


OFFICIAL RECORDS OF THE WAR. 


Mr. GLASS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2290) to pro- 
vide for the publication of additional copies of the Official Records of the 
Warof the Rebellion; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


REFUND OF-COTTON TAX. 

Mr. GLASS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2291) to refund to producers 
the taxes collected by the United States on raw cotton in the years 
1863 to 1868 inclusive, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM M. HENRY. 

Mr. GLASS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2292) for the relief of Will- 
iam M. Henry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PROMOTION OF AGRICULTURE. 
Mr. GLASS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2293) to promote agricult- 


ure, and for other ; which was read a and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 


LOTIERY TICKETS IN THE DISTRICT. - 

Mr. GLASS (by request) also introduced abill (H. R. 2294) to punish 

the selling and advertising of lottery tickets in the District of Colum- 

bia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


REGISTERED LETTERS. 

Mr. GLASS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2295) toamend 
sections 3929 and 4041 of the Revised Statutes, authorizing the Post- 
master-Gencral to prohibit the delivery of registered letters and pro- 
viding for the return of the same; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LOTTERY ADVERTISEMENTS. : 

Mr. GLASS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2296) to pro- 
hibit the mailing of newspapers and other publications containing lot- 
tery advertisements, and prescribing a penalty for the violation of the 
same; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads; and ordered to be printed. 


R. H. CRIDER. 


Mr. JOHN M. TAY LOR introduced a bill (H. R. 2297) for the relief of 
R. H. Crider, of Carroll County, Tennessee; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

3 W. J. BARNES. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2298) to reim- 
burse W. J. Barnes for revenue illegally assessed and collected; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SURVIVING CHILDREN OF HERBERT H. DODD. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2299) to pay 
the surviving children of Herbert H. Dodd the amount due their mother, 
his widow, at the time of her death; which wasread a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM SIMPSON. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2300) for the 
relief of William Simpson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES ARNOLD. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2301) for the 
relief of James Arnold, of Benton County, Tennessee, a soldier of the 
war of 1812; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


M. V. B. VALENTINE. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2302) for the 
relief of M. V. B. Valentine; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SILAS A. BROOKS. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2303) for the 
relief of Silas A. Brooks, of Tennessee; which was read a first and sec- 
ond aae referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DAVID L. LITTLE. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2304) for the 
relief of David L, Little; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


J. C. MARTIN AND OTHERS. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2305) for the 
relief of J. C. Martin, Mary E. Brice, Lelia A. and Florence 
A. Martin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HIRAM JOHNSON. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2306) for the 
relief of Hiram Johnson and others; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
priated. 

ISSUE OF WARRANTS FOR ARREST. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2307) restrict- 
ing the authority of United States commissioners in issuing warrants for 
arrests; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


JESSE A. BROWN, OR R. P. COLE, ASSIGNEE. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2308) for the 
relief of Jesse A. Brown, or of R. P. Cole, assignee; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE TENNESSEE RIVER. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2309) to give 
the assent of Congress to the construction of a bridge by the Nashville, 
Jackson and Memphis Railroad Company over the Tennessee River; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed, 

ISAIAH SWEAT. 


Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2310) for the 
relief of Isaiah Sweat; which was read a first and second time; referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES B. GUTHRIE. 


Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2311) for tho 
relief of James B. Guthrie, late postmaster at Paris, Tennessee; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC. M. JOHNSON. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2312) granting 
a pension to Isaac M. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MICAJAH JAYNER. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2313) to pay 
the legal representatives of Micajah Jayner, deceased, a pension; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. . 

FRANCES M. KIRBY. 


Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2314) for tha 
relief of Frances M. Kirby, and to amend military record; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

W. ©, DILLAHUNTY. 


Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2315) to pay 
W. C. Dillahunty for cotton seized by the United States authorities in 
1863; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

_ MRS. SARAH G. BENNETT. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2316) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Sarah G. Bennett; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
MARGARET A. M’GARY. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2317) for the 
relief of Margaret A. McGary, former widow of John W. Roach, deceased, 
late of Company K, Seventh Tennessee Cavalry; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

SIGNAL SERVICE. 

Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 2318) for the relief of the 
farmers of the United States, by extending to them the benefits of the 
Signal Service; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2319) to appropriate 
and set apart the proceeds of the sales of the public lands annually to 
the aid of common schools;. which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Education, and ordered to be printed. 


NASHVILLE, TENN. 
Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2320) to add Nashville, 
Tenn., to the list of ‘reserved cities’? mentioned in sections 5191 and 
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5192 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Bonking and Cur- 
rency, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURT AT CLARKSVILLE, TENN. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2321) to establish a 
district and circuit court at Clarksville, Tenn.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM A. AND ADELICIA CHEATHAM. 


Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2322) for the relief 
of William A. and Adelicia Cheatham, for money illegally assessed and 
paid the Government under protest; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


TRUSTEES OF STEWART COLLEGE, TENNESSEE. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2323) for the relief of 
the trustees of Stewart College, Montgomery County, Tennessee; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ANN B. ARMSTRONG. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduceda bill (H. R. 2324) for the reliefof 
Mrs. Ann B. Armstrong; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


e SAMUEL B. SEAT. 


Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2325) for the relief of 
Samuel B. Seat, administrator of Christian Kropp, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A. H. BUCHANAN. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2326) for the relief of 
A. H. Buchanan; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH RYMARKIEWISCZ. 
Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2327) for the relief of 
Joseph Rymarkiewisez; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


D. W. AND MINNA H. GLASSIE AND JOSEPH C. NASH. 


Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2328) for the relief of 
D. W. and Minna H. Glassie and Joseph C. Nash; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DUNCAN MARR. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2329) for the relief of 
Duncan Marr; which was read a first and second time, t to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CUMMINGS, DOYLE & CO. AND DOYLE & CO. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2330) for the relief of 
Cummings, Doyle & Co. and Doyle & Co.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MARTHA A. STEVENS. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2331) for the relief of 
Martha A. Stevens; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. GORDON. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2332) for the relief of 
William H. Gordon; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS CHADWELL. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2333) for the relief pf 
Thomas Chadwell, administrator; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

B. B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2334) for the relief of 
B. B. Taylor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK SMITH. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2335) for the relief 
of Frederick Smith, to pay back $390 erroneously collected from him 
by the Government; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES W. EASTWOOD’S ESTATE. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2336) for the relief 

of James W. Eastwood’s estate, of Warren County, Tennessee; which 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. TWIDWELL. 
Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2337) for the relief 


of George W. Twidwell, of Smith County, Tennessee; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 2 

MRS. E. G. Č. ABBOTT. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2338) for the relief 
of Mrs. E. G. C. Abbott; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

` ESTATE OF H. S. FRENCH. 

Mr. CALDWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2339) for 
the relief of the estate of H. S. French, of Nashville, by authorizingsuit 
in Court of Claims for the recovery of the net proceeds of 230 bales of 
cotton; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tce on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


M’MINNVILLE AND MANCHESTER RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. RICHARDSON introduced a bill (H. R. 2340) directing the 
Quartermaster-General to settle with the McMinnville and Manchester 
Railroad Company, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SURVIVORS OF THE MEXICAN AND INDIAN WARS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 2341) granting pen- 
sions to the survivors of the Mexican and Indian wars; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MRS. NANCY J. THOMAS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2342) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Nancy J. Thomas; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EDMUND COOPER. 

Mr. RICHARDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2343) for the relief 
of Edmund Cooper; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM T. LEAGUE. 

Mr. RICHARDSON also introduced a bill (H. R, 2344) for the relief 
of William T. League; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. , 

s B. B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. RICHARDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2345) for the relief 
of B. B. Taylor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


STREET ACROSS UNITED STATES GROUNDS AT CHATTANOOGA, TENN, 

Mr. NEAL introduced a bill (H. R. 2346) to grant for the use of the 
public a street across the United States grounds at Chattanooga, Tenn. ; 
which was fread a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, CHATTANOOGA, TENN. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2347) to amend chapter 147 
of the acts of the Forty-eighth Congress, it being an act for the erection 
of a public building at Chattanooga, Tenn.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred tothe Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM CLIFT. 

Mr. NEAL alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 2348) for the relief of William 
Clift; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN PRICE. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2349) to restore John Price 
to the pension-roll; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LUTHER M. BLACKMAN. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2350) for the relief of Luther 
M. Blackman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

D. C. TREWHITT. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2351) for the relief of D. C. 
Trewhitt; which was read s first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILSON PURDOM, DECEASED. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2352) for the relief of the 
heirs of Wilson Purdom, deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on "Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN B. M’GHEE. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2353) for the relief of John 
B. McGhee, administrator of Ann E. McGhee, deceased; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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ROBERT P. CROWDER. 2 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2354) to place Robert P. 
Crowder on the muster-roll as assistant surgeon of the Third Tennessee 
Mounted Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PHEBE BAIN. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2355) to pay Phoebe Bain, 
widow of William Bain, a pensioner, for services in the war of 1812, the 
pension due him from February 9, 1871, to his death; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed, 

HARTFORD MATHERLY. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2356) gran: a pension to 
Hartford Matherly, late a private in Company I, Third Kentucky In- 
fantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


H. H. FAULKNER AND MARY WOODLEE. 
Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2357) for the relief of H. H. 
Faulkner and Mary Woodlee; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY RENFRO. 
Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2358) granting a pension to 
Mary Renfro; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MEXICAN PENSIONS. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2359) to pension soldiers, 
sailors, and others engaged in the war with Mexico, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES M. ALLISON. 


Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2360) to restore James M. 
Allison, a soldier in the war with Mexico, to the pension-roll; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS FOR INDIAN WARS. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2361) granting pensions to 
soldiers engaged in any of the Indian wars prior to 1847; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

GREGORY JARRATT. 


` Mr, ZACH. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 2362) for the relief of 
the estate of Gregory Jarratt, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LUCINDA M’GUIRE. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2363) for the re- 
lief of Lucinda McGuire, of Memphis, Tenn. ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

C. B. BRYAN & CO. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2364) for the relief 
of C. B. Bryan & Co.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CLOCK FOR MEMPHIS CUSTOM-HOUSE. 


Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2365) to autborize 
the purchase of a clock for the custom-house at Memphis, Tenn. ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

H. B. WILSON. 


Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2366) for the re- 
lief of H. B. Wilson, administrator of the estate of William Tinder, de- 
ceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF INTERNAL TAXES. 
Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. 2367) to repeal the internal tax 
laws of the United States; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferrred to the Committee on Waysand Means, and ordered to be printed. 


EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2368) to equalize the boun- 
ties of soldiers who served in the late war for the Union; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF CERTAIN NON-COMMISSIONED OFFICERS. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2369) for the relief of cer- 
tain honorably discharged non-commissioned officers named therein; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


A85 


ELECTIVE FRANCHISE. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2370) to preserve the unity 
of the elective franchise, and to punish bribery and other offenses against 
a free ballot; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2371) granting a pension to 
the soldiers and sailors of the war with Mexico and to the widows of 
such as are deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2372) to amend the pension 
laws and to prescribe certain rules of evidence in pension cases; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF CERTAIN OFFICERS OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2373) for the relief of certain 
officers of the Army for services actually performed during the rebellion; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

COLLECTION OF ABANDONED PROPERTY. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2374) to amend the act ap- 
proved March 12, 1863, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the collection 
of abandoned property and for the prevention of frauds within insur- 
rectionary districts within the United States and acts amendato; 
thereof, and to extend the provisions of theact of May 18, 1872;” whi 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

. PAY OF CERTAIN MILITARY ORGANIZATIONS, 

Mr. HOUK also introduéed a bill (H. R. 2375) to pay members of 
certain military organizations therein named; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committeeon War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PAYMENT OF LOYAL CLAIMANTS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2376) to provide for the pay- 
ment of loyal claimants, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JEREMIAH FRITTS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2377) for the relief of Jere- 
miah Fritts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. GRAHAM. 

Mr., HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2378) for the relief of George 
W. Graham; which was read a first an4 second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS J. PROSISE. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2379) for the relief of Thomas 
J. Prosise; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH FRENCH. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2380) restoring the name of 
Elizabeth French to the pension-roll; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. i 

TRUSTEES OF MOSSY CREEK COLLEGE. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2381) for the relief of the 
trustees of Mossy Creek College, located at Mossy Creek, Tenn. ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD STERN. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2382) for the relief of Edward 
Stern; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ED. WALLACE. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2383) for the relief of Ed. 
Wallace; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M’KAMEY. ; 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2384) for the relief of James 
McKamey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

: JOSEPH C. HODGES. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2385) for the relief of Joseph 
C. Hodges; which was read a first.and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WARHAM EASLEY, 
Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2386) for the relief of War- 
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ham Easley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
FREEMORTON YOUNG. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2387) granting an increase 
of pension to Freemorton Young; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES M’KAMEY. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2388) for the relief of James 
McKamey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LITTLETON 0. GOOCH. 
Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2389) for the relief of Lit- 
tleton O. Gooch; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF CERTAIN CLAIMANTS. 
Mr. MILLS introduced a bill (H. R. 2390) for the relief of certain 
ns therein named; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES 3 PER CENT. BONDS. 

Mr. MILLS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2391) directing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to call and pay fifty millions of the 3 per cent. 
bonds of the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM H. WHITESIDE & CO. 

Mr. MILLS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2392) for the 
relief of William H. Whiteside & Co., of Camden, Ark., or their assign- 
ees; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. ` 

HAWAIIAN TREATY. 

Mr. MILLS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 63) as to giving 
notice to terminate the convention of June 3, 1875, with his Majesty 
the King of the Hawaiian Islands; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAN ANTONIO, TEX. 

Mr. SAYERS introduced.a bill (H. R. 2393) providing for the eres- 
tion of a public building at San Antonio, Tex.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

W. C. PHILLIPS. 


Mr. SAYERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2394) for the relief of Will- 
iam C. Phillips; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

J. G. C. LEE. 

Mr. SAYERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2395) to authorize J. G. C. 
Lee, major and quartermaster of the United States Army, to issue a 
duplicate check, and the Assistant Treasurer of the United States at 
New York to pay the same; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


J. W. SNYDER. 

Mr. SAYERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2396) for the relief of J. 
W. Snyder; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS F. PURNELL. 

Mr. SAYERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2397) for the relief of 
Thomas F. Purnell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

- SIDNEY P. GAMBIA. 

Mr. SAYERS also introduced a bill (H,-R. 2398) for the relief of Sid- 
ney P. Gambia; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF HENRY VOLCKER. 

Mr. SAYERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2399) to confirm the title 
of the heirs or legal representatives of Henry Volcker, deceased, to acer- 
tain tract of land in the Territory of New Mexico; which was read a 
firstand second time, referred to the Committeeon Private Land Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. LITTLEFIELD, i 

Mr. SAYERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2400) for the relief of George 
W. Littlefield; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC D. JOHNSON. 

Mr. WELLBORN introduced a bill (H. R. 2401) for the relief of Isaac 
D, Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WIDOW AND HEIRS OF JOHN SHIRLEY. 

Mr. WELLBORN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2402) for the relief of 
the widow and children of John Shirley, deceased; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. WRIGHT. 

Mr. WELLBORN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2403) for the relief of 
William H. Wright; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ULYSSES MERCHANT. 


Mr. WELLBORN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2404) for the relief 
of Ulysses Merchant; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WELLBORN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2405) for the relief 
of Ulysses Merchant; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE R. SMITH. 
Mr. WELLBORN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2406) for the relief 
of George R. Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. WELLBORN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2407) to grant to the 
Fort Worth and Denver City Railway Company a right of way through 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. s 

JOSEPH HAMMONS. 

Mr. WELLBORN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2408) granting a pen- 
sion to Joseph Hammons; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


A. B. NORTON. 


Mr. WELLBORN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2409) for the relief of 
A. B. Norton; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, DALLAS, TEX. 

Mr. WELLBORN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2410) for the addi- 
tion of a third story to the public building in Dallas, Tex.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


ALLOTMENT OF LANDS TO INDIANS. 


Mr. WELLBORN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2411) to provide for 
the allotment of lands in severalty to Indians on various reservations, 
and to extend the protection of the laws of the States and Territories 
over the Indians, and for other purposes; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

. PRINTING THE DIGEST. 

Mr. WELLBORN also offered the following resolution; which was re- 

ferred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That 200 additional copies of the Digest for the present session be 
printed and bound for distribution to the committees and othoers of the House 
and heads of Departments and bureaus, 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (H. R. 2412) to regulate interstate 
commerce and to prevent unjust discriminations by common carriers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

REGISTER OF FOREIGN-BUILT SHIPS. 

Mr. REAGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2413) to amend the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States so as to allow the and reg- 
ister of foreign-built ships by citizens of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ATLANTIC AND PACIFICO SHIP-RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. REAGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2414) to incorporate the 
Atlantic and Pacific Ship-railway Company, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

COINAGE OF THE SILVER DOLLAR. 

Mr. REAGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2415) to provide for the 
free and unlimited coinage of the silver dollar; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, and ordered to be printed. 


ISSUE OF SILVER CERTIFICATES. 


Mr. REAGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2416) to provide for the 
issue of silver certificates on the deposit of the standard silver dollar; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 
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JAMES 8. CLARK & CO. 

Mr. REAGAN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2417) for the 
relief of James S. Clark & Co.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

; CERTAIN SOUTHERN MAIL CONTRACTORS. 

Mr. REAGAN also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 64) to re- 
appropriate and apply the amount appropriated by the act of Congres 
approved March 3, 1877, to pay certain Southern mail contractors; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF CONSTITUTION IN RELATION TO TAXATION. 

Mr. REAGAN also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 65) pro- 
posing amendments to the Constitution of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

INTRODUCTION OF DISEASED CATTLE INTO NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. LANHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 2418) to disapprove chapter 
49 of the acts of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of New Mex- 
ico, entitled ‘‘An act to prevent the introduction of diseased cattle into 
the Territory of New Mexico,” approved March 19, 1884; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories, and ordered to be printed. 

DEPOSITIONS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. LANHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2419) to provide for 
taking the depositions of witnesses in the circuit and district courts of 
the United States, so as to conform to the practice in the State courts; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT EL PASO, TEX. 
Mr.. LANHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2420) to provide for the 
purchase of the necessary land and erection thereon of a custom-house, 
ffice, and Federal court building in the city of El Paso, in the 
tate of Texas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM BEDDO AND OTHERS. : 
Mr. LANHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2421) for the relief of 
William Beddo and others; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES MARR. 
Mr. LANHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2422) for the relief of 
James Marr; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


C. L. CARTER AND OTHERS. 

Mr. LANHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2423) for the relief of 
C. L. Carter, James C. Loving, Spencer Bevers, and D. J. Murphy, citi- 
zens of Texas, on account of Indian depredations; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CALVIN T. HAZLEWOOD. ; 

Mr. LANHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2424) for the relief of 
Calvin T. Hazlewood; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

d MRS. SUSAN M. ROACH. ` 

Mr. LANHAM also introduced a bill EE 2425) for the relief of 
Mrs. Susan M. Roach; which was read a and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

OSCAR M. BROWN. 

Mr. LANHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2426) for the relief of 
Oscar M. Brown; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

OVERTON LOVE AND WYATT GILSCHRIST. 

Mr. LANHAM (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2427) for 
the relief of Overton Love and Wyatt Gilschrist; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

> V. F. GORRISEN, 

Mr, LANHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2428) for the relief of V. 
F. Gorrisen; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL MURPHY. 

Mr. LANHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2429) for the relief of 
Daniel Murphy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY BURKETT. 
Mr. LANHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2430) for the relief of 


Mary Burkett; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LETTING OF MAIL CONTRACTS. 


Mr. JONES, of Texas, introduced a bill (H. R. 2431) to regulate the 
letting of mail contracts; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2432) to amend 
section 914 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
read afirst and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

HORACE BOUGHTON. 


Mr.-CULBERSON introduced a bill (H. R. 2433) for the relief of 
Horace Boughton; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT OF NATIONAL DEBT. 

Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2434) to compel the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay out the surplus or unappropriated 
money if the Treasury upon the matured obligations of the Govern- 
ment; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN TEXAS. 

Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2435) to change the 
eastern and northern judicial districts of the State of Texas, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CONTRACTION OF THE CURRENCY. 

Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2436) to prevent 
the contraction of the currency; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to 
to be printed. 

NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2437) to repeal the pro- 
viso to section 12 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to enable national banking 
associations to extend their corporate existence, and for other purposes,” 
approved July 12, 1882; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be 


printed. 
RESTRICTION ON COINAGE OF SILVER DOLLAR. 


Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2438) to repeal the 
restriction upon the coinage of the silver dollar; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, and ordered to be printed. 


LIENS OF JUDGMENTS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2439) to regulate the 
liens of judgments in the courts of. the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF TENURE-OF-OFFICE LAW. 


Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2440) to repeal the 
tenure-of-office act; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be 


printed. 
REMOVAL OF CAUSES, ETC, 


Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2441) to amend sec- 
tions 1, 2, 3, and 10 of an act to determine the jurisdiction of the cir- 
cuit courts of the United States and to regulate the removal of causes 
from State courts, and for other purposes, approved March 3, 1875; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

: PUBLIC BUILDING, JEFFERSON, TEX. 

Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2442) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Jefferson, Tex.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT TEXARKANA. 

Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2443) providing for 
the erection of a public building at the city of Texarkana, situate on 
both sides of the boundary line between the States of Arkansas and 
‘Texas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

LIABILITIES OF BANKING ASSOCIATIONS. 

Mr. MILLER introduced a bill (H. R. 2444) to amend section 5200 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
and ordered to be printed. - 


REDEMPTION OF THE CIRCULATION OF NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. MILLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2445) to provide for the 
redemption of the circulation of national banks in liquidation; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 
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HEIRS OF ESTHER M’MULLEN AND JAMES M’GLOIN. 

Mr. MILLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2446) for the relief of the 
heirs of Esther McMullen and James McGloin; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

EDWARD A. WEYMAN. 

Mr. MILLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2447) referring the claim 
of Edward A. Weyman to the Court of Claims; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HARRIET J. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. MILLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2448) granting a pension 
to Harriet J. Campbell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JUBIUS L. DEWEY. 

Mr. MILLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2449) granting a pension 
to Julius L. Dewey; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be prifted. 

NATIONAL LIVESTOCK HIGHWAY, ETC. 

Mr. MILLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2450) to establish a na- 
tional live-stock highway and to promote commerce in live-stock be- 
tween the States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

H. W. BRANCH, 

Mr. MILLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2451) to authorize pay- 
ment for certain mail service rendered by H. W. Branch; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CONVENTION WITH MEXICO. 


Mr. STEWART, of Texas, introduced a bill (H. R. 2452) to carry into 
operation a convention between the United States of America and the 
United States of Mexico, signed on the 20th day of January, 1883; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

NAMING OF POST-OFFICES. 


Mr. STEWART, of Texas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2453) regu- 
lating the naming of post-offices in cities, towns, and villages of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

CONVICT LABOR. 


Mr. STEWART, of Texas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2454) to pro- 
hibit the use or employment of convict labor by or under the authority 
of the Governmentof the United States; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSTON A PORT OF ENTRY. 


Mr. STEWART, of Texas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2455) making 
the city of Houston, Tex., a port of entry; which was read a first and 
second time, referred tothe Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed, 

SIGNAL STATION, HOUSTON. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2456) toestab- 
lish a signal station at Houston, Tex.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, HOUSTON, TEX. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2457) author- 
izing the construction of a public building for a post-office in the city 
of Houston, Tex.; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RETIRED-LIST FOR PRIVATES, ETC. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas (by request), also introduced a bill (H. R. 
2458) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to authorize a retired-list for 
privates and non-commissioned officers of the United States Army who 
have served for a period of thirty years; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MISSOURI PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON introduced a bill (H. R. 2459) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and tele- 
graph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure 
to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, and other 
purposes,” approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July 
2, 1864, and also an act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of 
said first-mentioned act; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered tobe printed. 

JURISDICTION, COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2460) to extend 
the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims to all claims growing out of 
treaties between the United States and Indian tribes and the laws per- 


taining thereto; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
PENSIONS, MEXICAN AND OTHER WARS. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2461) granting 
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican, Florida, and the 
Black Hawk wars, and to certain widows of deceased soldiers and sailors 
of the same; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICT, NORTHERN TEXAS. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2462) to create 
the judicial district of Northern Texas and Indian Territory; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary, and ordered to be printed. 

H. J. T. MOSS. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2463) for the 
relief of H. J. T. Moss; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. LAURA HENTIG. 
Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2464) to increase 
the pension of Mrs. Laura Hentig; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY C. DE AHNA. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON (by request) also introduced a bill (H, R. 
2465) for the relief of Henry C. De Ahna; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. š 
JOHN JACKSON. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2466) for the 
relief of John Jackson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Afairs, and ordered to be printed. 


A Z. W. RAINS. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2467) for the 
relief of Z. W. Rains; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


W. A. WESTOVER. 
Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2468) for the 
relief of W. A. Westover, which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JEROME M’ ALLISTER. - 


Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2469) for the 
relief of Jerome McAllister; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM MEDKIFF. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2470) for the 
relief of William Medkiff; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY A. WHALEY. 


Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2471) for the 
relief of Henry A. Whaley, of Clay County, Texas; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian A ffuirs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

J. M. WAIDE. 


Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2472) for the 
relief of J. M. Waide, of Denton County, Texas; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

VOLNEY V. MILAR. 


Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2473) for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Volney V. Milar; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Mr. Speaker, several of the bills which 
have been introduced by me were for the payment of Indian depreda- 
tions, and should have been referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
instead of the Committee on Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that in accordance with his 
interpretation of the rule those bills which propose to pay the Indian 
depredations out of the Indian funds have been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, whereas those that propose to pay for Indian 
depredations out of the Treasury of the United States go to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON, Iunderstand that; but all of these would 
seem to go to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. They have been referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs where they related to depredations. 

APPROPRIATIONS FOR RIVERS AND HARBORS. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 66) 

proposing an amendment to the Constitution in relation to appropria- 
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tions; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
EXAMINATION OF ARMY OFFICERS. 

Mr. CRAIN introduced a bill (H. R. 2474) to provide for examination 
of officersof the Army; which was read a first andsecond time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT GALVESTON, TEX. 

Mr. CRAIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2475) to amend an act ap- 
proved May 25, 1882, entitled ‘‘An act for the construction of a public 
building at Galveston, Tex. ;’’ which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and or- 
dered to be printed. ~ 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN TEXAS. 

Mr. CRAIN also introduced a bjll (H. R. 2476) to amend sections 2, 
4, 5, and 9 of an act approved February 24, 1879, entitled ‘‘ An act to 
create the northern judicial district of Texas and to change the eastern 
and western judicial districts of said State, and to fix the times and 
places for holding courts in said districts,” as amended by act approved 
June 3, 1884, and to provide for holding terms of the court of the west- 
ern judicial district of Texas at the city of Laredo and for holding terms 
of thecourt of the eastern judicial district of Texasat the city of Browns- 
ville, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF G. W. BARNS. 

Mr. CRAIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2477) for the relief of the 
heirs of G. W. Barns; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN FRIERY. 

Mr. CRAIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2478) for the relief of John 
Friery; which was read a first and second tim», referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF DAVID G. BURNETT. 

Mr. CRAIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2479) for the relief of the 
heirs of David G. Burnett; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SANTIAGO DE LEON. 


Mr. CRAIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2180) for the relief of Santi- 
ago de Leon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT BROWNSVILLE, TEX. 


Mr. CRAIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2481) to provide for the 
purchase of the necessary land and the erection thereon of a custom- 
house, post-office, and Federal court building in the city of Brownsville, 
in the State of Texas; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. - 

REPRESENTATIVES OF CHARLES EICHLITZ. 

Mr. CRAIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2482) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Charles Eichlitz, deceased; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

STEAMER DE SOTO. 


Mr. CRAIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2483) granting jurisdiction 
and authority to the Court of Claims in the čase of the steamer De 
Soto; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


J. D. MORRISON. 


Mr. TUCKER introduced a bill (H. R. 2484) for the relief of J. D. 
Morrison, surviving partner of C. M. & J. D. Morrison; which was read 
a first and second time. ~ 

Mr. TUCKER. This bill has been for several sessions of Congress re- 
ferred to the Committee on Waysand Means, and has been reported upon 
by that committee. I ask unanimous consent that it may go to that 
committee again. ; 

Mr. BRAGG. What is the object‘of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The bill was read; and there being no objection, it was referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. | 


HENRY H. SIBLEY. 


Mr. TUCKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2485) for the relief of 
Henry H. Sibley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ALBEMARLE AND CHESAPEAKE CANAL COMPANY. 

Mr. TUCKER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2486) for the 
relief of the Albemarle and Chesapeake Canal Company; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. s 

ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE. 
Mr TUCKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2487) to increase the num- 
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ber of judges for the courts of the United States and prevent delay in 
the administration of justice in their courts; which was read a first and 
second time, referred tothe Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. TUCKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2488) to increase the ju- 
dicial force of the United States and to prevent delays in the adminis- 
tration of justice in their courts; which wasread a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

COURT OF APPEALS, ETC. É 

Mr. TUCKER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2489) to es- 
tablish a court of appeals, to provide additional circuit judges, and to 
make certain changes in the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the 
United States;. which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS, ETC. 

Mr. TUCKER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2490) to 
amend an act of Congress of March 3, 1875, entitled ‘‘An act to deter- 
mine the jurisdiction of the circuit courts of the United States and to 
regulate the removal of causes from State courts, and for other purposes, ’? 
and to repeal séctions 639 and 640 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

APPELLATE POWERS OF SUPREME COURT. 


Mr. TUCKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2491) to extend the ap- 
pellate powers of the Supreme Court of the United States in certain 
cases; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

REGULATION OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE. 

Mr. TUCKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2492) to regulate crim- 
inal procedure in cases of crimes punishable by loss of life or liberty; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT. 

Mr. TUCKER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2493) to 
establish an international copyright; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BUSINE3S IN SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. TUCKER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2194) to 
facilitate the transaction of business in the Supreme Court of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


JURISDICTION OF CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURTS, UNITED STATES. 
Mr. TUCKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2495) to define the juris- 
diction of the circuit and district courts of the United States in certain 
cases; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
LIMITATION OF TIME TO PRESENT CLAIMS AGAINST UNITED STATES. 
Mr. TUCKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2496) limiting the time 
for the presentation and payment of claims against the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
EFFECT OF JUDGMENTS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. TUCKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2497) to regulate the 
effect of judgments and decrees of courts of the United States in the 
several States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ACCOUNTS WITH CERTAIN STATES AND BALTIMORE CITY. 

Mr. TUCKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2498) directing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to examine and settle the accounts of certain 
States and of the city of Baltimore, growing out of moneys expended 
by said States and the city of Baltimore for military purposes during 
the war of 1812; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ADVANCES TO UNITED STATES BY MARYLAND AND VIRGINIA. 

Mr. TUCKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2499) to provide for pay- 
ing certain advances made to the United States by the States of Mary- 
land and Virginia; which was read a fitst and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES ON FRUIT BRANDIES. 

Mr. TUCKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2500) to repeal all laws 
imposing internal-revenue taxes upon brandy and wine manufactured 
from fruits; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES ON TOBACCO. 

Mr. TUCKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2501) to repeal all internal- 
revenue taxes upon tobacco in all forms and upon the dealers therein; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
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POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 

Mr. TUCKER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2502) to pro- 
vide for the final settlement with the Mexican Pottawatomie Indians of 
Kansas in accordance with certain treaty stipulations; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS J. PATRICK. 

Mr. CABELL introduced a bill (H. R. 2503) for the relief of Thomas 
J. Patrick, of Danville, Va., refunding taxes improperly collected from 
him on manufactured tobacco; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ADVANCES TO THE UNITED STATES BY MARYLAND AND VIRGINIA. 

Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2504) to provide for pay- 
ing certain advances made to the United States by the States of Mary- 
land and Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

‘ INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES. ` 

Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2505) to repeal the law 
imposing internal-revenue taxes upon tobacco and liquors distilled from 
fruits, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

SIGNAL SERVICE. 


Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2506) for extending the 
benefits of the Signal Service to the farmers of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN RB. PACE & CO. 


Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2507) to refund to John 
R. Pace & Co., of Danville, Va., the sum of $236.20, improperly col- 
lected of them by William L. Fernald, collector of internal revenue for 
the fourth district of Virginia; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT HUFF. 


Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2508) for the relief of 
Robert Huff; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

_ REPEAL OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2509) to repeal the in- 
ternal-revenue laws of the United States and to abolish all taxes and 
all offices created by them; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL CEMETERY, DANVILLE, VA. 


Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2510) to provide for grad- 
ing and paving the approaches to the national cemetery at Danville, 
Va.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPORTATION OF LICORICE AND LICORICE PASTE. 


Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2511) to permit mana- 
facturers of tobacco to import licorice and licorice paste in bond and 
to exempt the same from duty; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GREEN PENN. 

Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2512) for the relief of 
Green Penn; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMON SCHOOLS. 


Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2513) to aid in the estab- 
lishment and temporary support of common schools; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Education, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2514) to aid in the establish- 
ment and temporary support of common schools; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Education, and ordered to 
be printed. i 

OFFICERS, ETC., OF SLODP-OF-WAR CUMBERLAND. 

Mr. WISE (by request) alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 2515) for the re- 
lief of the officers and crew of the United States sloop-of-war Cumber- 
land; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SUFFERERS BY WRECK OF STEAMER ASHUELOT. 


Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2516) for the relief of the 
sufferers by the wreck of the United States steamer Ashuelot; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF EDWIN T. PILKENTON. 


Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2517) for the relief of the 
estate of Edwin T. Pilkenton, deceased; whieh was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. WISE subsequently said: I ask unanimous consent that the refer- 
ence of the bill for the relief of the estate of Edwin T. Pilkenton, de- 
ceased, be changed from the Committee on Claims to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, to which it was referred in the last Congress, 

Mr. MILLS. I must object to the reference of any claim to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

NATIONAL CEMETERY NEAR RICHMOND, VA. 

Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2518) to construct a road 
from the city of Richmond to the national cemetery in the county of 
Henrico, in the State of Virginia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. : 

GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS. 

Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2519) to amend and re-enact 
section 3709 of the Revised Statutes.and to regulate the making of con- 
tracts and purchases of supplies or services for the Government; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Labor, 
and ordered to be printed. 


LAND FOR GOSPORT NAVY-YARD. 


Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2520) authorizing and di- 
recting the Secretary of the Navy to contract for the purchase of a lot 
of land opposite to the Gosport navy-yard; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

TOBACCO FOR THE ARMY. 


Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2521) to te the method 
of purchasing tobacco for the use of the Army; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EXPORTED TOBACCO. 


Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2522) to authorize the estab- 
lishment of export tobacco manufactories and for drawback upon im- 
ported articles used in manufacturing exported tobacco; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMANDER IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2523) touching the grade of 
commander in the Navy and to correct an error in relation to an ap- 
pointment therein; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


DR. W. LEIGH BURTON, 


Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2524) authorizing the Com- 
missioner of Patents to grant an extension of letters patent upon the 
application of Dr. W. Leigh Burton; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF MARK DAVIS. 


Mr. WISE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2525) for the 
relief of the heirs of Mark Davis, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

; PRIZE-MONEY. 

Mr. WISE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2526) to extend 
the provisions of section 4631,Title LVI, Prize, of the Revised Statutes, 
and of the act of June 8, 1874, in relation to prize-money to fleet officers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM B. ISAACS & CO. 


Mr. WISE also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 67) for the relief 
of William B. Isaacs & Co.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


APPROPRIATION FOR PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 


Mr. WISE also presented a resolution of the Legislature of the State 
of Virginia, instructing Senatorsand requesting Representatives to vote 
for an appropriation for the benefit of-the public free-school system; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Education, and ordered to be prifted. 


A. M. KEILEY. 


Mr. WISE also submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the public 
interest,to transmit to the House of Representatives the correspondence be- 
tween the Government of the United States and the Governments of Italy and 
Austria-Hungary in relation to the appointment by this Government of A. M, 
Keiley as envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary, first to the Govern- 
ment of Italy and then to that of Austria-Hungary; also any other correspond- 
ence or information which may be deemed by the President of importance and 
pertinent to the subject-matter of this resolution. 


COMMON SCHOOLS. 
Mr. O’FERRALL introduced a bill (H. R. 2527) to aid in the estab- 
lishment and temporary support of common schools; which was read a 


first and second time, referred to the Committee on Education, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
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GRAVE OF GENERAL DANIEL MORGAN. 

Mr. O’FERRALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2528) to preserve the 
grave of General Daniel Morgan and erect a monument over the same; 
which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

DR. A. SIDNEY TEBBS. 

Mr. O’FERRALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2529) to make Dr. A. 
Sidney Tebbs surgeon in the United States Marine-Hospital Service; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

C. A. WORTHINGTON. 

Mr. O’FERRALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2530) for the relief of 
C. A. Worthington; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Gommittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN SOUTHERICK. 

Mr. O’FERRALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2531) for the relief of 
John Southerick; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. WOODWARD. 

Mr. O’FERRALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2532) for the relief of 
William H. Woodward for property taken during the war of the re- 
bellion; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ST. CLAIR D. KIRTLEY AND FRANCIS W. KIRTLEY. 


Mr. O’FERRALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2533) for the relief of 
St. Clair D. Kirtley and Francis W. Kirtley for property taken during 
the war of the rebellion; which was read a first.and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES A. VAN HORT. 


Mr. O’FERRALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2534) granting a pen- 
sion to James A. Van Hort; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN W. BRYARLY, ALIAS JOHN OR JOHN B. WILLIAMS. 


Mr. O’FERRALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2535) granting a pen- 
sion to John W. Bryarly, alias John or John B. Williams; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES H. DAY. 


Mr. O’FERRALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2536) granting in- 
creased pension to Charles H. Day; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
WILLIAM E. LOGAN. 

Mr. O’FERRALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2537) for the relief of 
William E. Logan, of Virginia, late mail contractor; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. KITTY BERRY. 

Mr. TRIGG introduced a bill (H. R. 2538) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Kitty Berry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, ABINGDON, VA. 

Mr. TRIGG also introduced a bill (H. R. 2539) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to exchange property at Abingdon, 
Va., as site for public building for more suitable property; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY SIMON. 

Mr. TRIGG also introduced a bill (H. R. 2540) for the relief of Henry 
Simon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PHILIP ROHR. 

Mr. TRIGG also introduced a bill (H. R. 2541) for the relief of Philip 
Rohr; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF TAX ON TOBACCO AND FRUIT BRANDY. 

Mr. TRIGG also introduced a bill (H. R. 2542) repealing the law im- 
posing taxes upon tobacco and spirits distilled from fruit; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

IRON PIER AT FORTRESS MONROE, VA. 

Mr. LIBBEY introduced a bill (H. R. 2543) providing for the con- 
struction of an iron pierat Fortress Monroe, Va.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

. PETER GIACCHETI. 
Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2544) for the relief of Peter 


Giaccheti; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on ’ Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
SAMUEL BRADFORD. 
Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2545) granting a pension 
to Samuel Bradford; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE AT NEWPORT NEWS POINT, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2546) to provide for a light- 
house at Newport News Point, Virginia; -which was read a first and 
second ‘time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DAVID BOYD. 

` Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2547) granting an increase 
of pension to David Boyd; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES ROBINSON. 
Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2548) granting a pension 
to James Robinson; which was read a first and second time, sofort to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MILTON R. MUZZY. 


Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2549) granting a pension 
to Milton R. Muzzy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES B. MITCHELL, 


Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a biJl (H. R. 2550) for the relief of 
James B. Mitchell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN M. JOHNSON. 


Mr. LIBBEY alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 2551) for the relief of John 
M. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BROWN AND OTHERS 

Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2552) for the relief of John 
Brown, James Payne, and A. G. Lee; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNA M. MIXSON. 

Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2553) for the relief of Anna 
M. Mixson; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH P. AND EMILY J. TUTTLE. 

Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2554) for the relief of the 
heirs of the late Joseph P. and Emily J. Tuttle; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CHARLES WINDSOR HICKMAN. 

Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2555) for the relief of 
Charles Windsor Hickman; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LUKE F. JOHNSON. 

Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2556) for the relief of 
Luke F. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THREE MONTHS’ PAY TO MEXICAN SOLDIERS. 

Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2557) explanatory of an 
act entitled ‘‘An act for the payment to the officers and soldiers of the 
Mexican war of the three months’ extra pay provided by the actof July 
19, 1848,” and amendments thereto by act approved February 19, 1879, 
without any limitation or discrimination, to all concerned, officer or 
man or heirs thereof, which said amendment of February 19, 1879, jus- 
tifies, and which was the full intention of the act to secure to each and 
every one thereunto entitled by virtue of said amendment; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

NANCY BROWN AND OTHERS. 

Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2558) for the relief of 
Nancy Brown and the heirs of William W. Brown, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

$ SYLVIA ROBINSON. 

Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2559) for the relief of Syl- 
via Robinson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. ` 

PUBLIC BUILDING, FORTRESS MONROE. 


Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2560) for the erection of a 
public building at Fortress Monroe; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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PUBLIC BUILDING, NEWPORT NEWS. 


Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2561) for the erection ofa 
public building for the use of the custom-house and post-office at New- 
port News, in the district of Yorktown, Va., and making an appropri- 
ation therefor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

RECOGNITION OF MEXICAN SOLDIERS. 

Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2562) requesting the Pres- 
ident to recognize the soldiers of the Mexican war; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 

LAUNDRESSES IN THE ARMY. 


Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2583) relating to laun- 
dresses in the Army; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF DISCHARGED ARMY OFFICERS. 

Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2564) allowing discharged 
officers of the Army one year’s pay and allowances; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


WRECK OF UNITED STATES STEAMER TALLAPOOSA. 


Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2565) for the relief of the 
survivors of the wreck of the United States steamer Tallapoosa; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


J. Il. AND CHARLES IH. ROWLAND. 


Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2566) for the relief of J. 
H. and Charles H. Rowland; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CITIZENS OF NORTHAMPTON COUNTY, VIRGINIA. 


Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2567) for the relief of cer- 
tain citizens of Northampton County, Virginia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. j 
A. JOSEPH AND P. J. JARAMILLO. 

Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2568) for the relief of An- 
thony Joseph and Pedro J. Jaramillo; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee or Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MECHANICS’ LIENS IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2569) to amend the law 
concerning mechanics’ liens in the District of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

WAGON-MASTERS. 

Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2570) providing for the 
retirement of wagon-masters; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 


Mr. BRADY introduced a bill (H. R. 2571) for the removal of all 
disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


SUPPORT OF COMMON SCHOOLS. 


Mr. BRADY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2572) to aid in the estab- 
lishment and temporary support of common schools; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Education, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT PETERSBURG, VA. 


Mr. BRADY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2573) for the improvement 
and enlargement of the public building at Petersburg, Va.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

INSPECTORS OF TOBACCO. 

Mr. BRADY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2574) to repeal section 3151 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States concerning inspectors of 
tobacco and cigars; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. WELLBORN). The bill will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. BRADY. It should be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. The bill does not affect the revenue, but the law as to 
the appointment of tobacco inspectors who are not paid by the Govern- 
ment. They are paid by fees. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair thinks the provisions of the 
bill affect the revenues of theGovernment. The proper reference is to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FRUIT BRANDIES AND WINES. 


Mr. BRADY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2575) to repeal all lawsim- 


posing internal-reyenue taxes upon brandy and wine manufactured from. 
fruits; which was read afirst and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON TOBACCO. 

Mr, BRADY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2576) to repeal all lawsim- 
posing internal-revenue taxes upon smoking and manufactured tobacco, 
snuff, cigars, cheroots, and cigarettes; which wasread a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TAXES ON BREWERS AND DISTILLERS, ETC. 

Mr. BRADY also introduceda bill (H. R. 2577) to repeal allinternal- 
revenue laws imposing special taxes upon brewers, dealers in malt 
liquors, dealers in leaf and manufactured tobacco, manufacturers of 
tobacco and cigars, rectifiers, liquor dealers, and manufacturers of stills 
and worms; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

J. R. JONES. 

Mr. BRADY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2578) for the 
relief of J. R. Jones, late postmaster at Boydton, Va.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS POTOMAC. 


Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (H. R. 2579) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Potomac River at the Three Sisters, near 
Georgetown, D. C.; which was read a first aud second time, referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL SEMINARY, VIRGINIA. 


Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2580) for the relief of 
the Trustees of the Protestant Episcopal Seminary and High School in 
Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF R. B. MASON. 


Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2581) to provide for pay- 
ment of the outstanding claims of the heirs of Richard B. Mason, de- 
ceased, late of Virginia, against the United States; which was read a 
lirst and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

E. C. KITTLE AND OTHERS. 

Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2582) for the relief of E. 
C. Kittle and others; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


RICHARD L. ROTCHFORD. 

Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2583) for the relief of 
Richard L. Rotchford; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BENWOOD HUNTER. 

Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2584) for the relief of 
Benwood Hunter; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MALITTY ROSE. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2585) for 
the relief of the estate of Malitty Rose; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CAPT, HORATIO NELSON. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2586) for 
compensation, salvage, and medal of honor to Capt. Horatio Nelson; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

C. W. ADAMS. : 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2587) to 
refer the claim of Charles W. Adams to the Court of Claims; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD RIGGLES. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2588) grant- 
ing a pension to Richard Riggles; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

NATIONAL SAFE DEPOSIT COMPANY, WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2589) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the National Safe Deposit Company of 
Washington, in the District of Columbia,” approved January 22, 1869; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIM AGAINST THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2590) to 
pay for work done and labor performed and materials furnished to the 
use of the District of Columbia; which was reada first and second time, 
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referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 3 


NORTH WASHINGTON CABLE RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2591) to 
incorporate the North Washington Cable Railway Company; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM H. DEERY. 


Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2592) for 
the relief of William H. Deery; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. . 
THOMAS N. MALLOY. 


Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2593) for 
compensation and medal of honor to Thomas N. Malloy; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

The State of Wisconsin was called. 

-Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, it is very evident that we can not 
complete this order of business to-day, and, therefore, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Pending the vote on the question of adjournment, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 
for four days, on account of important business. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, for a like reason, obtained leave of absence 
for the remainder of the current week. 

The motion of Mr. MORRISON was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 
o'clock and 45 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: : ` 

By Mr. BAKER: Petition of citizens of Rochester, N. Y., urging the 
passage of the bill introduced by Mr. BAKER, January 5, 1886, to in- 
erease the amount ag eater for a publie building at Rochester—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolution of the councils of the city of Allegheny, 
Pa., in favor of a national public building in that city—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. BEAN: Memorial of the Legislature of Arizona, asking for 
the appointment of a fourth United States judge and an increase of sal- 
aries of judges—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of same, in reference to certain lands in said Terri- 
tory—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of the same, asking protection of the border between 
the Territory and the States of Sonora and Chihuahua, in Mexico—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition for an appropriation of $100,000 for improvement of 
Colorado River of the West—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BELMONT: Petition of Austin Corbin, representing the 
American Steamship Company, asking the passage of an act authoriz- 
ing the registering of the vessels of said company, under certain regu- 
lations, whether built in the United States or elsewhere—to the Com- 
mittee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Memorial from the convention at Chicago 
of third-class postmasters, in which relief is urged—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. á 

Also, memorial from the Civil Service Reform Association of Phila- 
delphia, praying for the passage of a law ing it a misdemeanor in 
office for a member of Congress to solicit the appointment of any one 
to office—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Resolution of Aaron Wilkes Post, Grand Army 


of the Republic, of New Jersey, asking the erection of a monument at 


Washington to General U. 8. Grant—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, resolutions of the board of agriculture of Burlington County, 
Now Jersey, relating to contagious diseases—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, resolutions of the same, asking that the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture be made a Cabinet officer—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the same, asking an investigation into the cause 
of the low price of pork—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill to preserve and improve the harbor at 
Vicksburg, in the State of Mississippi—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. CRISP: Petition of Moses Speer, Harrold Johnson & Co., and 
others, citizens of Americus, Ga., asking the repeal of the act requiring 
the coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 


ures. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of the citizensof Edgartown, for the estab- 
lishment of a life-saving station at Cape Page—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, petition for legislation against the importation of mackerel 


caught between December and June—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of Thomas Clyde, Henry Windsor, 
and others, owners and managers of vessels, for legislation to prevent 
collisions of vessels—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FORAN: Joint resolution to authorize the application of 
money appropriated by act of July 5, 1884, for continuing improve- 
ment of harbor at Cleveland, Ohio, to construction of an eastern arm 
to the breakwater—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FORNEY: A bill making an appropriation to continue the 
work on the Coosa River in the States of Alabama and Georgia—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Petition of Charles M. Smith and 80 others, 
citizens of Littleton, N. H., for national aid to education—to the Com- 
mittee on Education. 

Ałso, petition of C. H. Wells, rear-admiral, and other naval officers, 
asking for increase of pension to Mrs. Butler, widow of Maj. George But- 
ler, late of the United States Marine Corps—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. EUSTACE GIBSON: Petition for reference of claim of John 
Waldron to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of citizens of West Virginia, asking forthe improvement 
of Little Kanawha River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Petition of Mrs. Julia A. Robinson, 
widow of Alfred Robinson, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HERMAN: Bills for making appropriations for the continued 
improvement of the Willamette and Columbia Rivers, in Oregon, below 
the city of Portland; for the commencement of construction of a har- 
bor of refuge at Port Orford, on the Pacific Ocean, in Oregon; for the 
continued improvement of the entrance of Yaquina Bay, in the State 
of Oregon; for continuing the improvement of the Upper Willamette 
and Yam Hill Rivers, between Portland and Eugene City, in Oregon, 
and for construction of a snag-boat; for the continued improvement of 
the mouth of the Columbia River, in the State of Oregon and Territory 
of Washington; for the continued improvement of the Upper Columbia 
and Snake Rivers, in Oregon and the Territory of Washington; forcon- 
tinuing the present improvement at the entrance of Coos Bay, in the 
State of Oregon; for continuing the construction of the canal and locks 
at the cascades of the Columbia River, in Oregon; and for continuing 
the present improvementat the mouth of the Coquille River, in Oregon— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorials of the Legislature of Oregon, for the improvement of 
the Umpqua River and of the Columbia River at its mouth, continuing 
work in process of constraction—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of the Oregon Legislature, asking pay for the spolia- 
tion of the Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of L. R. Hurlbert, late postmaster at Du- 
rand, Ill., for joint resolution requiring the Postmaster-General to 
out act of March 3, 1883, adjusting claims—to Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOUK: Memorials of Jacob S. Fritts; of Theodore T. Coffin; 
of Nancy Morris, and of Michael A. Staples, asking reference of their 
several claims to the Court of Claims under act of March 3, 1883—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Petition for the relief of Domingo Lawrence—-to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of A. T. Sneuffer, administrator of 
Richard Thomas, Frederick County, Maryland, asking reference of claim 
to Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. b 

Also, paper relating to claim of Henry F. Newkırk, of Washington 
County, Maryland—to the same committee. 

Also, paper relating to claim of Benjamin F, Middlekauff, adminis- 
trator of Henry G. Lowman, of Washington County, Maryland—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of A. D, Kelly and 89 others, ex-Union 
soldiers, for the passage of a bill giving a pension of $8 per month toall 
honorably discharged Union soldiers—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. . 

By Mr. MILLS: Petition of J. W. McKee, for relief—to the Commit- 
teeon the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. NEGLEY: Petition of Matt W. Goff, late a private in Com- 
pany A, Eighteenth Pennsylvania Cavalry, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, bills for the improvement of the Alleghany River near Pitts- 
burgh, fortheimprovement ofthe Upper Ohio River, and forthe improve- 
ment of the Monongahela Riverin the States of West Virginia and Penn- 
sylvania, and maintaining the same free to the commerce of the United 
States—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Resolutions of the Grocers and Im- 
porters’ Exchange of Philadelphia, urging an appropriation to maintain 
the United States Signal Service and to extend its usefulness—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Albert Hale, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of Nancy J. Thomas, of Marshall 
Comat, Tennessee, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 
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Also, petition of Elizabeth A. Ridout, of Tennessee, for a rehearing 
of her claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Papers relating to the claims of Warren Drake, 
of Ruth C. Wallace; of William Brents, of John W. Hopkins, and of 
Phillip R. Jones—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of citizens of Greenbrier, Nicholas, and 
Fayette Counties, West Virginia, asking that an appropriation be made 
to improve Meadow River, in said State—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Isaiah Martin, of Upshur County, West Virginia, 
for allowance of claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of James A. Milan, of Wyoming County, West Virginia, 
asking that his name be placed on the pension-roll—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. š 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Memorial of officers of the United States Army, 
praying the passage of a hill to facilitate promotions throughout the 
Army by retiring from active service, upon their own application, offi- 
cers of the Army whoserved in the late war—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of H. H’ Miller, relating to pension claims 
of William Boone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, petition of William A. Gableand 312others, of Blackford County 
Ind., for the enactment of a Jaw giving a service pension to the soldiers 
and sailors of the late war—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Price Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Indiana, 
praying for the relief of Alexander McCrary—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Bill appropriating $10,000 for re- 
moving obstructions to navigation at the mouth of Cedar Bayou, in 
Harris County, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, bill for improving the navigation of Buffalo Bayou, Texas—to 
the same committee. 

Also, bill for harbor improvement at Sabine Pass, Texas—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Petition of Mary J. Brown, of Tennessee, 
asking that papers in her application be referred to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Mary F. Bradford, widow of the late Lieut. Robert 
Y. Bradford, for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John Spellings, of the Seventh Tennessee Cavalry, 
for a pension—to the same committee. x 

By Mr. TRIGG: Bill for the improvement of New River, in the 
counties of Wythe and Grayson, Virginia, and to improve Louisa Fork 
of Sandy River, in the States of Virginia and Kentucky—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. VAN EATON: Papers relating to the claim of Elijah Pat- 
rick, executrix of J. C. Patrick—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: Petition of wholesale of Milwaukee, 
favoring appointment of commissioners to settle the “fisheries ques- 
tion ’’—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. z 

By Mr. WADE: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph Diehl, for 
supplics—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claims of Reinhart Breinneirs, John H. 
Moas, Henry W. Kolkmeyer, Frank Breinneirs, and Louis Tompkins— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of sundry citizens of Lewis County, 
Kentueky, in behalf of Milton Wallace Fondray—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Petition of John McClary, late private Company 
C, Ninth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, ‘asking to be placed on the pension- 
roll—to the same committee. 


The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of sil- 
yer upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates of 
one, two, and tive dollars, the same being made a legal tender; that one 
and two dollur legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be 
paid as rapidly as possible, by applying for this purpose the idle surplus 
now in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 

By Mr. BEAN: Of the Legislature of the Territory of Arizona. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Of 163 citizens of Tyrone and Casnovia town- 
ships, Mich.; of 92 citizens of Ionia County, Michigan. 

By Mr. EDEN: Of W. H. Hobson and 103 others, citizens of Mont- 
gomery County, Illinois, 


By Mr. GIFFORD: Of John Andrews and others, of Grand Forks, 


Dak. 
By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Of W. G. Fisher and 86 others, citizens 
of Henry County, Ilinois. 

By Mr.. KLEINER: Of citizens of Pike County, Indiana. 

By Mr. MATSON; Of M.V. Kindle and 109 others, of Johnson County; 
and of Levi Groseclose and 29 others, citizens of Johnson County, In- 
diana. 

By Mr. NEECE: Of citizens of Illinois. 

By Mr. O° FERRALL: Of W. H. Baker, John I. Williams, and others, 
citizens of Winchester, Va. 

By Mr. PERRY: Of citizens of Union, S. C. 

By Mr. J. B. WEAVER: Of citizens of all parties of Iowa. 
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THURSDAY, January 7, 1886, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read ard approved. 
REPORTS ON ALASKA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Chief Signal Officer, transmitting reports of L. M. Turner 
and E. W. Nelson, entitled ‘Contributions to the natural history of 
North America: Results of explorations in Alaska.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair informs the Senate that 
this communication is accompanied by a large package of very volu- 
minous documents, the printing of which would be very expensive. 
Therefore, if there be no objection, the question of printing these doc- 
uments will be referred to the Committee on Printing. The commu- 
nication from the Chief Signal Officer will be printed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution 
of December 16, 1885, certain information respecting the Seventh New 
York Cavalry, commonly called the ‘‘Second Black Horse Cavalry;’’ 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affuirs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a communication from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting a petition of West Point cadets of the 
class which will be graduated in June, 1886, praying for legislation that 
will secure them appointments in the Army; which, with the accom- 
panying petition, was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VANCE presented a petition of citizens of New Berne, N. C., pray- 
ing for the erection of a public building in that city; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr, SEWELL presented a resolution adopted by Wilkes Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Trenton, N. J., favoring the erection of a 
national monument to the memory of General U.S. Grant; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Library.. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of James Carroll and 24 
other citizens of Iowa, and a petition of Jonas R. Hedine and 21 other 
citizens of Iowa, praying for the absolute forfeiture of the unearned 
lands within the grant to the Sioux City and Saint Paul Railroad Com- 
pany; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HARRISON presented a petition of James Shields Post, No. 
367, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Indiana, praying for 
the passage of a bill granting a service pension to all soldiers and sail- 
ors of the late war and for other legislation favorable to ex-Union sol- 
diers; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of William C. Shimoneck, late 
a musician in the Third Regiment United States Infantry, praying that 
he may be retired from the service on pay; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present a petition for the establishment of national 
homes for indigent maimed ex-confederate soldiers, which is sent to me, 
with the request that I presentit, by Union soldiers. I present this pe- 
tition, and as it is very short and is accompanied by a letter in which 
the petitioners are quite anxious that their views may be made known 
to the Senate and the country and say that other petitions of a like 

may follow, I will ask that the petition be printed in the 
RECORD. It is very short. 
The petition was ordered to be printed in the RECORD and referred 


to the Committee on Military Affairs, as follows: 
NATIONAL HOMES FOR INDIGENT MAIMED EX-CONFEDERATE SOLDIERS. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States : 

The undersigned, ex-Union soldiers, pray the enactment of a law providing 
for the establishment and maintenance by the United States of homes for indi- 
gent maimed soldiers of the late armies of the so-called Confederate States whose 
wounds were recei at the hands of United States troops. 

We believe such a measure wise, patriotic, and humane; that its adoption 
would marka distinct advance of the line of civilization in the history of the 
world, promote the welfare of the Union, and strengthen the cause of republican 
institutions among the nations of the earth, by demonstrating, as an example, 
that a people may within themselves possess thie po wer of rising superior to pas- 
sion—the necessary qualification of self-government, 

The men for whose relief these homes are intended are growing old. A new 
generation is around them—a people to them and tothe stormy times of the civil 
conflict strangers, and necessarily unappreciative of their sacrifices and suffer- 
ings. With the flight of years their pliysical disabilities and tortures increase, 
and with mental agony they perceive the darkening skies of their future. A 
every step of their weary and dreary lives they are confronted by actual want. 
Each day removes them further from that popalar approval which was the sup- 
port of thesteadfastsoldier in his hour of trial. The glory of their achievements 
is a thing of the past. The shonts of applause for brave deeds performed have 
died out forever. The inevitable fate of the vanquished is theirs—by the busy 
world the unsuccessful are forgotten. or are regarded with an indifference yet 
more painful to the sensitive soul than oblivion. 

It-might be said a moral obligation rests on the Federal Government to care 
for these men. It was the unwritten law of the battlefield that the wounded 
prisoner, until returned to the custody of his military authori ties, should reccive 
the attention accorded our injured ones—a law foundedin the humane instincts 
of mankind. The United States Army destroyed the de facto government they 
served, and thus they were left on our hands. Does not the spirit of that law 
impose on us—even at this late day and in these peaceful times—the duty in- 
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tuitively recognized during the tumultuous period of the war? And if at that 
peoa we felt none of the principles for which the armies of the Union con~ 
ed were by obedience to this law compromised, can it be said any of these 
principles would be compromised by obedience at this time? 
Such are some of the reasons that impel your memorialists to commend to 
your consideration the object for which they pray. Let the strong arm of the 
public be stretched outin the hour of their affliction to these its unfortunate— 
if you will misguided—sons, that they may know that it, like the God of the Is- 
raeclites in the olden time, remembers and pities and will provide for them. 
JOHN N. BOVEER, 
7 Company E, Eighteenth New York Volunteers, 
CHARLES KEEGIN, 
Battery K, First United States Artillery. 
F. B. HEITMAN, 
Company B, Third United States Infantry. 
EX. CUNNINGHAM, 
Company A, Second Maryland Volunteers (infana 
Company, Ligh Wana di tai 
pany E, Light Infa , 
J. H. COOK, 


Captain Company L, First Maryland Cavalry. 


Mr. EVARTS. I present the petition of W. W. Story, R. 5. Green- 
ough, and other eminent artists, both painters and sculptors, in Rome, 
I believe comprehending all the American artists who are living there, 
praying for the repeal of the present duty on the importation of works 
ofart. The petition is accompanied by a very considerate and discreet 
exposition of the grounds which affect the minds of our American art- 
ists abroad, and I venture to ask of the Senate permission that it may 
be printed either in the RECORD or as a document, as it presents the 
views of those artists and may very properly affect the judgment of the 
Senate in their formation of opinion. A 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. The Senator from New York asks unanimous 
consent that the petition be printed as a document. Is there objection ? 
The Chair hears none, and that order will be entered. 

Mr. DOLPH. I present a memorial adopted by the Columbia water- 
way convention, held at The Dalles, Oreg., December 2, 1885, favoring 
appropriations for the improvement of the Columbia River, and the res- 
ervation from settlement and sale of lands adjacent to the river neces- 
sary for permanent improvement of the river at places where obstruc- 
tions exist. I ask that the memorial may be printed in the RECORD and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Extract from the official proceedings of the Columbia water-way convention, 
held at The Dalles, Oreg., December 2, 1885, and its memorial to Congress. 


Pursuant to a call issued by and under the authority of the boards of trade, 
chambers of commerce, and city councils of the principal cities of the Columbia 
River Valley, the Columbia water-way convention assembled at The Dalles, 
Oreg., on Wednesday, December 2, 1885, at 11 o’clock a. m., sixty-five delegates 
being present, representing ten of the leading cities. 

The convention was permanently organized with J. Q. A. Bowlby, of the As- 
toria Chamber of Commerce, president, and W. Bryon Daniels, of the Vancou- 
ver Board of Trade, secretary. 

A committee on memorial and resolutions was appointed, as follows: D. P. 


ogan. . 

A committee of six, on statistics, was appointed, as follows: T. S. Lang, of The 
Dalles; J. P. W; , of Pendleton; James Young, of Portland; J. Hunsaker, of 
Klibitat; H. D. pman, of Walla Walla; Will B. Adair, of Astoria, 

An executive committee was also epee: as follows: J.C. a of 
Astoria; D. P. Thompson, of Porth ;¿ L. M. Hidden, of Vancouver; Robert 
are; of The Dalles; H. E. Holmes, of Walla Walla. 

The committee on memorial and resolutions reported the following memorial, 
which was unanimously adopted by the convention: 


Memorial. 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States : 

Your memoriaslists, the Columbia River water-way convention, composed of 
delegates from the boards of trade and chambers of commerce of the princi 
cities of Oregon and aanita, Territory along the valley of the Col 


sae ters represent: 
hat with the exception of the obstructions hereinafter referred to the Co-: 
steamboats 


lumbia River is navigable for of heavy tonnage from the sea to a 
int 1,032 miles inland, with tributaries ageregatin not less than 300 addi- 
onal miles of navigable water, of which distance miles of the Columbia 
River proper are within the United States,and for almost that entire distance 
it flows through a country well adapted to agriculture, a country of great pro- 
ductiveness, with a mild and ial el and possessing all the qualities req- 
uisite to sustain a dense and prosperous g population, ond 
and near its banks there are extensive and valuable 


contains a large and tapay increasing ect po 
That a very large part of said region is wholly without means of transporta- 
tion to the seaboai in no part are there any facilities, excepting 


That the only places where canals and locks are men oe to make steamboat 
navigation practicable are the Cascades, 160 miles, and The Dalles, 220 miles from 


tical navigation are the removal of rocks, which can be removed at ex- 


pense, 

That the improvements above referred to would provide facilities for water 
transportation to an extent of country embracing not less than 25,000 square 
miles of land susceptible of cultivation, for the productions of which the natural 
channel and outlet is the Columbia River. 


That the Government of the United States has al expended upon the 
esti- 


work of barra Ay i fs canal and locks at the Cascades ,000, and it is 
charge that $750,000 more will so far 


mated by the United States engineer in 


panies that improvement as to make it practicable to pass boats through the j 


can 

That the obstruction at The Dalles would require for its removal the improve- 
ment of the river for a distance of about 7 miles, but the work would be of such 
a character that the amount of money necessary to its completion would not 
greatly exceed that required for the improvements now in course of construc- 
tion at the Cascades. 

‘That the topography of this region of country is such as to preclude the build- 
ing of railways, except at an enormous expense, and therefore the opening of the 
Columbia River to the northern boundary of the United States is not only prac- 
ticable but is absolutely indispensable to the development and prosperity of the 
vast region through which it flows. 

That the tonnage over the bar at the mouth of the Columbia River for the 
year ending September, 1885, was 869,943 tons, and this amount is but a small 

on of that which is destined to be carried in the near future, 

That the work of improving the channel at the entrance of the river, as well 
as at the Cascades and other points where improvements have been begun, has 
been heretofore prosecuted under such disadvantages, arising from insufficiency 
of ct nod anata as rendered it impossible to carry it forward rapidly or eco- 
nomi y. 

That for the past two years the citizens of Portland have been compelled to 
raise large amounts of money by private subscriptions, which have n ex- 
pended in temporary improvements of the Columbia River between Portland 
and the ses, in consequence of the inadequacy of the appropriations made by 
the General Government for that purpose, ` a ae 

That ina few peo, both above and below the Willamette River, notably at 
Saint Helen and Vancouver, bars have formed in the Columbia River, which 
can be removed easily and atsmall expense; the one at Saint Helen having been 
temporarily removed by private contributions, so as to admit of the passage of 
deep-draught sea-going ships. 

t the immense deposits of mineral that exist along the upper Columbia, 
near Colville, O'’Kanogan, and Osoyoos Lake, and other points near the banks 
of the Columbia, which would yield millions of dollars in wealth were the river 
open to transportation, can not now be worked successfully for the want of the 
means by which to transport the same to the markets of the world. 

Your memorialists therefore respectfully but earnestly pray that the i Yahya 
ations for the improvements already in progress be of such amounts as that the 
prosecution of said works may be cdntinuous until the same be fully completed, 
under the direction of the Sere f of War, as to the amount to be expended 
each year; and that steps be immediately taken to n improvements of the 
channel of the Columbia River wherever the samc may be necessary for the prac- 
tical navigation thereof. 

And your memorialists further pray that the lands bounded by the Columbia 
River, at all places where obstructions exist uiring the use of the banks for 
permanent improvements, be reserved from settlement and sale, to the end that 
poms may be occupied for such permanent improvements by the Government 
when n 


Respectfully submitted. 

D. P, THOMPSON, Chairman., 
Official. 

J. Q. G. BOWLBY, President. 
Attest: 


W. BYRON DANIELS, Secrelary. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 929) for the relief of Albert H. 
Emery; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT (by request) introduced a bill (S. 930) for the relief of 
Frank P. Murphy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. A 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 931) for the relief of William Clift; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a biil (S. 932) to extend the provisions 
ofan act approved March 2, 1885, entitled ‘‘ An act for the relief of pur- 
chasers and locators of swamp and overflowed lands;’’ which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HAMPTON introduced a bill (S. 933) for the relief of M. C. Mor- 
decai; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 934) making an appropriation to 
enable the Secretary of the Interior to settle the accounts of Norman 
Thacher, late a receiver of public moneys at Menasha, Wis. ; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (S. 935) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Elnathan Meade; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 936) for the relief of John M. McClin- 
tock; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 937) to regulate the fees and limit 
the compensation of the recorder of deeds of the District of Columbia 
and of the register of wills for the District of Columbia; which was read 
Lier by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 938) for the relief of Chittenden Brothers; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 939) to increase pensions in 
certain cases; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam requested by the Senator from California [ Mr. 
MILLER], who is detained out of the Senate by sickness, to introduce a 
bill and ask its reference to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (S. 940) to promote the introduction of fresh water on the 
Colorado Desert was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 
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Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 941) for the relief of James J. 
Gideon; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 942) to amend 
section 4472 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the transportation of 
passen, and merchandise; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 23) for the print- 
ing of the report of the international polar expedition to Lady Frank- 
lin Bay, Grinnell Land, by First Lieut. A. W. Greely, Fifth Cavalry, 
United States Army, acting signal officer; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 24) to credit 
Lieuts. Giles B. Harber and William H. Schuetze with sea-duty and 
sea-pay while engaged in the search for Lieutenant Chipp and party, 
and also for the time employed in bringing home the remains of Lieu- 
tenant-Commander De Long and party; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED, 


On motion of Mr. HAWLEY, it was 

Ordered, That Samuel B. Horne have leave to withdraw his papers from the 
files of the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in respect tothe claim of William Clift be taken from 
the files and ran ei r the Committee on Claims, there having been no adverse 
report thereon. j 

On motion of Mr. BLACKBURN, it was 

Ordered, That ripe Saone ge and papers in the case of William H. Gray be taken 
from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. JACKSON, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers in connection therewith of Edmund 
Mason be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

On motion of Mr. COKE, it was 

Ordered, That Sue paners in the claim of William H. Gill be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Claims, 


PUBLIC LAND SURVEYS IN NEBRASKA. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


That the Secre ofthe Interior be, and hereby is, directed to com- 
municate tothe Senate whether any surveys of the publiclands have been made 
within the lasttwo yearsin the State of Nebraska, whether there are any unsur- 
veyed public lands within said State; also, what recommendations have been made 
within the last three years by the surveyors-general of said district as to the dis- 
continuance of said office, and whether it is advisable that the office of surveyor- 
general of said district should cease and be discontinued under the provisions of 
section 2218 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 


EFFICIENCY OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I givenotice thaton Monday next, at such time 
as I may be able to procure the attention of the Senate, I shall ask to 
take from the table the bill (S. 137) to increase the efficiency of the in- 
a branch of the Army, that I may submit some remarks before mov- 
ing the reference of the bill to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


DISTRICT METROPOLITAN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further ‘‘ concurrent 
or other resolutions’? the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] gee, which comes over under the 
rule, is now pending and will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the president of the Metropolitan Railway Company, in the 
District of Columbia, De, ant he hereby is, direçted to furnish the Senate a sworn 
statement of the amount of their ner stock, the amount of their bonded and 
floating indebtedness, the amount of their gross and net earnings, the amount of 
their operating expenses, the amount of dividends 
30,1878; also why said way company has not e 
quired by the act of 1864 incorporating said company. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to understand the resolution. I do not 
wish to interfere at all with the purpose of the Senator from Nebraska. 
I suppose there is some authority by which the Senate is entitled to 
direct this officer to make a sworn statement—I hope there is—but I 
should like to know what thatauthority is. Of course the Senate should 
not be put in the position of giving orders which it has no lawful right 
to give. I should like to be instructed on that point. 

Mr. VANCE. I understand that in the act of incorporation of this 
company they are required to make annually the statement which is 
called for by the resolution, and that such a statement has not been 
made for six or eight years past. There is, and has been for a consid- 


id annually since June 
the annual report re- 


erable time, org aget about the insufficiency of the public accommo- 
dation afforded by this railroad company, and bills have been intro- 


duced time and again for the purpose of redressing that complaint. 
‘The railroad offi have had interviews with me, and I suppose with 
other members of the Committee on the District of Columbia, and have 


‘intimated that the state of their finances and their earnings would not 
justify them in putting on the additional accommodations that the 
‘public demand. 


It was for the purpose of ascertaining how that is, and whether we 
should push this demand upon them or whether it would be unjust to 
do so, that this information is sought. I think the resolution ought to 


pass. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator does not answer my question. Perhaps 
he will do that before he sits down. 

Mr. VANCE. What is the question of the Senator? 

Mr. HOAR. My question is as to where the authority is for the Sen- 
ate to give a peremptory order to a citizen to make a sworn statement 
about something. The fact that the law requires an officer of a cor- 
poration created by Congress to make annual reports to somebody else, 
or to make annual reports anywhere under oath, does not confer that 
authority upon one branch of Congress. The fact that the corporation 
neglects its duty and has not made the returns, and that it does not 
afford sufficient accommodation to the public, does not give the Senate 
this authority. 

With deference to my honorable friend from North Carolina, it seems 
to me the best way would be to refer the resolution to some committee 
and give them authority to send for persons and papers. The commit- 
tee can then direct the president of the road to come into their pres- 
ence and to make all the disclosures which they require and after hear- 
ing one disclosure they can put forth a further demand. My point is 
not as to the substance of what the Senator wants, but the method of 
getting at it. 

Mr. VANCE. I do not know that I can answer the question of tho 
Senator from Massachusetts as to whether it is exactly lawful to call for 
this information or not. I am not the author of the resolutiou. The 
author of it probably can do that and he may have found a precedent 
for this case. All I want as amember of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia is the information ‘so as toknow whether weshould be jus- 
tified in pushing the demand upon the railroad company. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator know whether the charter requires 
the company to make a statement under oath ? 

Mr. VANCE. Iunderstandthatitdoes. My information is thatthe 
charter requires reports to be made annually, and that they have not 
been made. s 

Mr. HARRIS. Underoath? 

Mr. VANCE. Ido not know as to that. 

Mr. HOAR. But suppose the charter does require a report to be 
made annually under oath; as I understand the resolution it isan order 
by the Senate to this man to make to the Senate a certain report under 
oath and to explain certain conduct. It is a very serious thing to put 
the Senate in the position of asserting an authority which it does not 
possess, and I should like to know where the authority is. I presume 
there may be some, but I have not heard of it. If there is no author- 
ity, then it seems to me that the Senate had better confer on the Sen- 
ator’s committee authority to send for persons and papers, and then 
they will have the whole matter in their control. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. IftheSenatorfrom North Carolina will allow me, 
I will state that in 1878 the Senate of the United States a reso- 
lution on finding that the Metropolitan Railway had disobeyed the law 
for fourteen years, because by their act of incorporation they were re- 
quired to make annualreports. The statute detailed on what different 
subjects and topics and the manner in which the reports should be 
made. In 1878 the Senate passed precisely this same resolution, except 
that they used the words “ the proper officers,’’ and the information 
was demanded from all the street railways in this city. The resolution 
of 1878 read: 


That the proper officers of the several railway companies of the District of 
Columbia be, and they hereby are, directed to furnish, &e. 


The language of this resolution is precisely the same as that of the 
resolution of 1878, except that the pending resolution calls upon the 
president of a particular road instead of saying the proper officers of the 
various street railways. The statute designates who are the proper of- 
ficers by saying that the president or treasurer or directors of the rail- 
way companies are the proper oflicers to make the annual sworn report 


required. 

Mr. HOAR. Does thestatutesay that either House of Congress shall 
have the authority itself to order the company or its officers to make 
additional “os or to make these reports ? 

Mr. VAN CK. Iam not aware that when the Congress of the 
United States required the Pacific Railroad Company to make annual 
reports anybody ever rose and asked, Did Congress go so far as to say 
that if they did not do it then the Senate or either branch would have 
the right to ask itof them? Would it not be as fair to excuse the Pa- 
cific Railway Companies if they neglected to make their reports and 
the Senate asked them to doit? In that case would it not be as fair 
for some Senator to rise in his place and say that that power had not 
been delegated to the Senate or the other branch of Congress ? 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, he is asking this man 
to do it, and it is a pretty undignified thing for the Senate to make such 
a request, ordering a private citizen. : p 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I suppose my friend will not admit that in the 
past the Senate has ever been guilty of doing an undignified thing. I 
think, with all his to precedent, the Senator is not willing to 
assert that this will be an undignified thing. 
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Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senator will pardon me—— 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. My proposition is to have the thing done in the right 
way, not in the wrong way; to do it in the way in which we have a 
right to do it, and not to do it in a way in which we have no right to 
doit. No legislative body except as it exercises the authority to send 
for persons and papers has the right to issue orders to citizens to answer 
questions; and when I ask the tor where his authority is I do not 
think it is quite satisfactory, it certainly does not quite satisfy my mind, 
to have him make the answer he does, because while he answers a great 
many other things he does not answer that. Will the Senator be good 
enough to tell me, do you yourself believe now at this moment that the 
Senate of the United States has a right to order this citizen or any 
other to make a sworn statement as to facts? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I have no doubt about that. 

Mr. HOAR. You think it has? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. No doubt of it. . 

. HOAR. Where does that authority come from? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I suppose the Senate and the House of Repre- 
sentatives composing the Congress of the United States have like pow- 
ers. That isthe point. They have exercised them, TheSenator said 
that the Senate ought not to do an undignified thing. Certainly not. 
Then I desired to know if the Senator thought the American Senate 
had ever done an undignified g or would ever be guilty of doing an 
undignified thing. ‘To that he did not answer. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not hear the question. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I regret to have to state it over. I hope he will 
give his attention to that one thing until we get that point out of the 
way. I understood the Senator to say that this resolution would be a 
very undignified procedure. Was I correct? 

Mr. HOAR. You were not. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator will then please state to what he 
applied the term ‘‘undignified.”’ 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will see that it would be undignified for 
the Senate to give an order to a citizen that it had no authority to give; 
and I wanted to know whether that authority existed. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then the Senator said precisely what I said he 
did. He said there was no authority to do this thing, and he said it 
would be a very grave and undignified thing for this body to do some- 
thing it had no business todo. Then I asked the question, if he be- 
lieved that to be the case, whether he was willing to reflect on this 
grave body in the past by saying that it had ever been guilty of doing 
an undignified thing? ‘To that he gave no response, because here was 
the fact that this matter which the Senator calls undignified has been 
done by the Senate of the United States. I presume the Senator will 
modify or withdraw the charge that there is a want of dignity in this 
proveeding. 

Ts it not well known to this body that there is a precedent for this 
thing? TheSenate havecalled forthisinformation. Thestatute under 
which the company was incorporated in 1864 provides thatitshall make 
an annual sworn statement, and it designated the officer who should 
make the sworn statement. They refuse to doit; they decline to doit. 
Then what? The Senator says there is no further power given in the 
act to the Senate; thatif these officers refuse to furnish the information 
we have no authority to call upon the officers of the road, the creatures 
of Congress, the creatures of law, to furnish the information, 

Then I stated to the Senator, which I thought was legitimate, that 
in the incorporation of the Union Pacific Railway the act required cer- 
tain reports to be made by the officers of the road, and I asked him if 
they neglected to do so, and the Senate of the United States called for 
those reports and asked the reason why, whether it would be an answer 
for a Senator to rise in his seat and demand theauthority to ask whether 
the law had suggested or imposed that duty upon the Senate. 

Here is the law upon the statute-book. It was believed to be impor- 
tant or Congress would not have putit there. Yet it seems for fourteen 
years this railway company has neglected its duty. In 1878 the Senate 
asked for the information precisely as we are asking for it to-day, and the 
president of the road made a report coyering fourteen years of the exist- 
ence of the road from 1864 to 1878. The president of the road had no 
difficulty in making a report, which fills not one page of printed matter. 
Here is the report made in 1878. [Exhibiting.] From 1878 until now 
this corporation has been continually neglecting its duty, refusing to 
make the reports, and is it not competent for the Senate of the United 
States to ask that it shall continue that report which it was obliged by 
the law to make? bat 

With all due deference to the Senator from Massachusetts, there is 
here no investigation for any committee to make. There is no more 
necessity to send for persons and papers than if you were asking for the 
report of the Pacific Railroad Company. ‘The officer of this road can 
sit down and in a few minutes answer the resolution, answering it 
probably in another printed page, as it was answered in 1878. 

This railroad company have set at defiance the laws of Congress, and 
done it boldly. They have set at defiance the laws of Congress in the 
imposition of taxes and boldly refused to pay them. Congress required 
that the road should be run in its cars and management forthe comfort 
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and convenience of the public. In 1864 there was some little respect 
paid at least to the language of the act as regards the comfort and con- 
yenience of the public, but for the last few years that has been ignored 
by this corporation. They setyour laws at defiance by refusing to make 
areport, They set yourlaws at defiance by refusing to pay their taxes. 
They set the laws at defiance by refasing to furnish comfort and con- 
venience to passengers who are required to ride over the road. 

They were clamoring years ago that they made no money, that they 
were running their road at a loss; and yet in their sworn statement for 
the first fourteen years of their existence, when their business was 
probably meager, they say that their dividends averaged 4} per cent. 
each year. Yet it has been dinned in our ears for years gone by that 
this railroad was being run at a loss, when it made annually, in its 
infancy, in its feebleness, 4} per cent. each year. 

From 1878 to now we ask what, and this people ask what? The 
commissioners appointed to regulate the affairs of the District have ap- 
pealed to Congress, citizens of this District have appealed to Congress, 
the Senator from North Carolina at the last Congress presented a bill 
asking some little observance of the law by compelling the company 
to study a little the convenience and comfort of the people of this Dis- 
trict. In 1884 the commissioners of the District, who have no power 
over this matter, strange as it may appear, said: 

Everything in these charters looking to the obligations of the companies in 
these respects to the people is left to the determination of the companies. No 
authority is clothed with power tosay whether the cars are or are not first-class, 
&c. and none with power to say whether the cars are run as often as public 
convenience requires. Obviously the interest of the companies regulates the 
convenience of the public, and although these corporations allege that the pub- 
lic convenience is their greatest interest, yet it is an arbitration between public 


convenience on one side and the interests of corporations on the other, w. 
the decision lies solely within the power of the interested party. 


That is the report made a year ago by the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict, and what has Congress done? The people of the District in this 
asin other matters have been stretching forth their hands for some relief 
from the exactions of this and other corporationsin the District of Co- 
lumbia, holding up their hands until they are tired in begging suppli- 
cation to the only power which issupposed to control these corporations 
and yield a little of time and care for their comfort and convenience. 

Now it is asked that the corporation furnish this information, which 
can easily be done. There is no necessity really that this plain, simple 
matter should go to a committee. ` Is it not proper? Suppose the res- 
olution contained only one suggestion, that the Metropolitan Railroad 
Company should inform the Senate why they have not made their an- 
nual report; would that be competent? Thatis one of the branches of 
the resolution. Undoubtedly the object beyond it all, when the infor- 
mation is obtained, is to compel the railroad corporation to do what the 
charter of 1864 demanded of it, to consult the public convenience. 

I presume that it is not necessary to state the manner in which the 
people of this District are treated. It will be suitable to do that prob- 
ably at another time. If the resolution should go to a committee, and 
if it should ever come out of it, then would probably be a more proper 
time ; but I think the Senate is fully advised as to the injustice and the 
wrong that are heaped upon the citizens of this city by the extortions 
and exactions of this railroad company. It is true that it is not pro- 
posed by the resolution to remedy them, but the object is to obtain such 
facts as will forma foundation hereafter to demand that the corporation 
shall do what its charter requires shall be donc. : 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the resolution by striking out, in the 
beginning, the words down to and including the word ‘‘ Senate’? and 
substituting what I hae written, and then by adding at the end what 
I have last written. I wish the Senator from Nebraska would hear the 
amendment, if he pleases. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out from the resolution 
the words ‘‘That the president of the Metropolitan Railway Company, 
in the District of Columbia, be, and he hereby is, directed to furnish the 
Senate” and to insert ‘‘ That the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia be directed to obtain from the proper officers of the Metropolitan 
Railway,” and to add to the resolution the words ‘‘and have power to 
send for persons and papers and administer oaths;’’ so as to make the 
resolution read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be directed to ob- 
tain from the proper officers of the Metropolitan Railway a sworn statement of 
the amount of their capital stock, the amount of their bonded and floating in- 
debtedness, the amount of their gross and net earnings, the amount of their 
operating expenses, and the amount of dividends paid annually since June 30, 
1878; also why said railway company has not made the annual report required 
by the act of 1864 incorporating said company; and have power to send for per- 
sons and papers and administer oaths, 

Mr. HOAR. ‘Thatdirects the Committee on the District of Columbia 
to order the proper officers of the road into its presence and to require 
them under oath to make these statements, and gives it power to send 
for persons and papers. It has the great advantage over the original 
resolution of my honorable friend from Nebraska that if the first state- 
ment should be vague or unsatisfactory or in any way not come fully 
up to his requirements, the committee would have authority to direct 
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a further statement without having tocome back to the Senate. Ithink 
the Senator will find the form which I more convenient. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Now, I most cheerfully yield to the suggestion 
of my friend. As this is a direction from the Senate to the committee 
to make this examination, I take it for granted it will be made. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the street-car service in this city is 
exceedingly unsatisfactory. Thestreet-railway companies have received 
vast and valuable franchises from Congress for which they have given 
no adequate equivalent. The accommodations that they furnish are 
insuflicient; and as the Senator from Nebraska has said, for some reason 
or other these corporations have declined hitherto to contribute volun- 
tarily their share of the taxation which is imposed upon the different 


institutions in this District, and have interposed every conceivable ob- | gest, 


jection to all efforts which have been made to compel them to contribute 
their share toward bearing the burdens that are imposed on the people 
here. But these observations do not apply to one corporation alone, 
and I trust that before this resolution leaves the consideration of the 
Senate either the Senator from Nebraska or the Senator from Massa- 
chusetis will so amend the resolution as to make it apply to all the 
street-railway corporations in the District of Columbia. 

It is of course to me a matter of indifference personally whether the 
Senate adopt this resolution on sight or whether it is referred to the 
committee. I can say, however, to those who are interested in action 
upon this matter, that if the subject is referred to the committee it shall 
receive very prompt and very careful consideration; but I trust before 
the resolution passes it will be so amended as to apply to all the street- 
railway corporations in this district, There is no need of stigmatizing 
one at the expense of all. They are all equally guilty. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iam very thankful that the chairman of the Dis- 
trict Committee has made that statement. It will give great relief to 
the downtrodden people here, to the overcrowded cars and the over- 
worked horses of whatever railroad it may touch. The citizens of this 
District and others whosojourn here temporarily should not be required 
to act as conductors on street cars, particularly when these companies 
scarcely furnish standing room for the person who wishes to ride to do 
so and properly discharge his duties as conductor of the car. 

The Senator from Kansas made a further suggestion to the Senate 
very properly, and I desire to have the resolution amended to include all 
the street railways. The reason I did not include the W: and 
Georgetown road was because I discovered that they had been a 
an apparent obedience to that demand of the statute which requi 
them to make annual reports. That company, it seems, have had re- 
spect enough to obey the letter of the law by making reports; whether 
every year or not Ido not know, but they have made reports, and there- 
fore I did not include them, but I most cheerfully do now, and will 
ask, as the Senator from Kansas has suggested, that the resolution be 
amended to include all the street-railway companies in the District of 
Columbia. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts has not yet been di of. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be modified; and letit be read as modified. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Massachusetts to accept the modification proposed. 

Mr. HOAR. When thisisadopted that am ent would then come 
in by adding after ‘‘the Metropolitan Railway Company ’’ the words 
“and all other street railways in the District of Columbia.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts will be so modified. 

Mr. INGALLS. Letitbereadas modified, thit we may understand it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be directed to obtain 
from the proper officers of the Metropolitan Railway Company and all other 
street railways in the District of Columbia a sworn statement of the amount of 
their eapital stock, the amount of their bonded and floating indebtedness, the 


amount of their gross and net earnings, the amount of their o g expenses, 
and the amount of dividends paid annually since June 13, ;_also why the 
said railway companies have not made the annual report required by the act of 


1864 incorporating said companies, 


Mr. INGALLS. Strike out the year there, because they may not 
have been all incorporated in that year. x 

The CHIEF CLERK. As proposed to be modified it would read: 

Also why said railway companies have not made their annual reports required 
by the law incorporating said companies; and have the power to send for persons 
and papers and administer oaths, 

Mr. PLUMB. This is, I have no doubt, a very proper investigation, 
but my objection is that it does not go far enough. I am not specially 
caring about the inconvenience to which I in common with other per- 
sons are subjeeted by being obliged to stand up in the street cars, but 
there are many persons no doubt to whom thatis a very serious incon- 
venience and one which ought to be remedied, But when we go into 
the question of the organization of these street-railway companies and 
their relations to the convenience of the public, I should like to have 
the District Committee consider whether ornot we have the power, and 
whether we ought not to exercise it, to compel them to put down a rail 
which will leave the streets in a condition to be navigated by the ordi- 
nary wagon without danger to life or limb. Iam told that there isin 
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use in this country in some places and in all the capitals of Europe, or 
at any rate in a number of them, a rail, not inordinately expensive, for 
the use of street-railway cars which leaves the streets as navigable for 
all kinds of vehicles as if it was not there. The streets of Washington 
are exceptionally beautiful and splendid and new, with the exception of 
the places where they are cut up and disfigured and made impassable 
by means of the totally unnecessary incubus of a cumbersome rail for 
the use of street-railway cars. I think we might as well go into the 
whole thing. If there is a disposition to do something for Washington, 
to help it along, to make it more habitable and more beautiful, I can 
not conceive of anything which would more conduce to convenience than 
to require a perfect system of street-railway navigation. I would sug- 
therefore, that the resolution lie over until to-morrow, in order 
that the whole subject may come up and the District Committee be fully 
instructed in the premises. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. -The Senator from Kansas moves to 
postpone the consideration of the resolution until to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that a debatable motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks a motion to post- 
pone is debatable. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will withdraw the motion if the Senator desires to 
debate the question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not remember whether under the new rules 
it is debatable or not. 
eer PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that it is de- 

table. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I had forgotten how it was. 

I merely rose to say that I hope the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia when ié is procuring this information will also try to find out 
why it is that one or more of these great corporations have resisted the 
payment of their taxes and assessments year after year for a good many 
years, and why it is that the commissioners of the District and their 
counsel can not compel these re to pay their taxes as other people 
are obliged to do and most people I hope are glad to do. 

I have been trying for three or four years in a private way so far as 
the body of the Senate Chamber is concerned, and as a Senator, to find 
out how that was and why it was; and at last I understand as to one 
of the railroad companies a judgment has been obtained for the back 
assessments and taxes for a very large sum. An appeal of course was 
taken to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

I should be glad to have the committee find out why it is that the 
Attorney-General or somebody in a public tax case does not, as he may, 
get that case advanced so as to have it decided, and if decided against 
the company to have the tax paid. It is areproach that these great 
corporations in this District have been able’ by one scheme and another 
to avail themselves of the money that the United States furnishes and 
the tax-payers of the District furnish to keep up the pavements along- 
side of their tracks, and to do a variety of things that they have re- 
fused to pay for, as well as other taxation, without these companies be- 
ing compelled, in a summary way, as other tax-payers are, to come to 
time and pay their money, if they think the assessment is illegal to 
sue and get it back, instead of forcing the District and the United States 
to wait and wait and wait years of litigation. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, while the Senator from Vermont 
was absent from his seat I alluded to the fact that the companies had 
been delinquent in the payment of their taxes. I suppose that they 
refuse to pay taxes from a natural feeling of reluctance to contribute 
the quota of their estate for publie purposes, which applies not only to 
corporations but to individuals as well. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They are not delinquent in paying dividends. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Vermont with his usual asperity 
suggests that they are not delinquent in paying dividends, which of 
course is an observation that needs no comment at this time; but if the 
Senator from Vermont will advise me what the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia has to do with the refusal of these corporations to pay 
their taxes when the whole matter is pending before the courts I shall 
be very much enlightened. These corporations are creatures of law, 
like individuals, and when they refuse to pay their taxes the proper 
authorities proceed against them before the judicial tribunals of the Dis- 
trict. These proceedings have been commenced and carried forward to 
a certain state by which judgment has been rendered for very large 
amounts. The corporations, as they had a right to do, I suppose, un- 
der the law, have taken an appeal for the purpose of having this decis- 
ion reviewed; and I am unwilling that the Committee on the District 
of Columbia should be held up as an objeet either of public indignation 
or public censure because they have been unable to take the courts of 
justice by the throat and compel them to advance more rapidly the trial 
of these causes, and I respectfully submit to the Senator from Vermont 
that his intimation that in some way or other the Committee on the 
District of Columbia by their inactivity or by their failure to exert their 
appropriate functions have in any way whatever contributed to the de- 
lay of justice, which we all admit has occurred in these cases, is entirely 
uncalled for. 

I can assure the Senator from Vermont that I am as anxious as any 
one can be to compel these corporations to contribute their share to the 
public burdens of the District; and if we can be advised in what way 
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we as the organ of this body can compel the courts of justice before 
whom these proceedings are pending to advance these cases and compel 
the enforcement of these judgments, I shall be very glad to co-operate 
with him to that end. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I am sure my friend from Kansas 
misunderstood me if he supposed that I had made any intimation in- 
jurious to the Committee on the District of Columbia. I certainly in- 
tended no such intimation at all. I was speaking in order to call the 
attention of that committee, when this resolution goes to them, to the 
whole subject, to see if they can not Sei some way, first, of ‘getting 
information about all these things, which, certainly, if we give them 
authority, they will undertake to do and will do gladly; and secondly 
(which I had not thought of when I was up before, but which the re- 
marks of the Senator from Kansas bring to my mind), to see if they can 
not report a bill which will put the tax-paying duty of this company 
on the some footing with that of everybody else, so that if they fail to 
pay their taxes at the time they are due the proper executive officer of 
this District shall have a warrant from some other proper officer which 
will seize their property, their horses and cars and franchises and every- 
thing else, and sell them for taxes and deliver them to the purchaser 
then and there; and then if they think the taxes are illegal, having 
paid them, they can sue the Government to recover them back, as every- 
body else does. 

Mr. PLUMB. LIrenew my motion to postpone the consideration of 
the resolution until to-morrow 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. The Senator from Kansas moves 
that the further consideration of the resolution be postponed until to- 
morrow. 

The motion was 

Mr. INGALLS. Iask that meanwhile the resolution may be printed | ,. 
as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks that 
an order be made to print the resolution as it stands amended. That 
order will be made if there be no objection. 


PORTLAND, OREG., AND PORT TOWNSEND, WASH. 


Mr. DOLPH. By direction of the Committee on Commerce I report 
the bill (S. 82) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to amend the stat- 
utes in relation to immediate rtation of dutiable goods, and 
for other purposes,” a ved Jure 10, 1880, favorably and without 
amendment; and as it is a mere local matter, to place Portland, Oreg., 
and Port Townsend, Wash., in the list of porta of entry, through 
which the immediate transportation | of dutiable goods under the act of 
June 10, 1880, can take place, and as a similar bill passed the Senate 
without question at the last session of Con and the same pro- 

- vision the House in connection with another bill for the amend- 
ment of the act referred to, which, however, was not reached in the 
Senate, I ask for the immediate consideration of this bill, supposing 
that it will pass without question. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Oregon asks unan- 
imous consent of the Senate to consider the bill reported by him at this 
time. It will be read for information. 

The bill was read ; and by unanimous consent the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. 

It provides that the privileges of the first section of the act approved 
June 10, 1880, entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to 
immediate rtation of dutiable and for other purposes,” 
shall be extended to the port of Portland, Oreg. ; and that the privileges 
of the first and seventh sections of that act shall be extended to the port 
of Port Townsend, in Washington Territory. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PORT OF OMAHA. 


Mr. DOLPH. By direction of the Committee on Commerce I am in- 
structed to report the bill (S. 141) to extend the provisions of the act of 
June 10, 1880, entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation toim- 
mediate’ transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,” to the 
port of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, favorably, with an amendment. 

The history of this bill is the same as the history of the one just 
passed. It passed the Senate in its present shape, substantially as now 
reported at least, and passed the House also in connection with the bill 
referred to by me just now. Iam directed to ask the immediate con- 
sideration of the bill, the effect of which is to place Omaha in the list 
of the cities mentioned i in the seventh section of the act of June 10, 1880. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Commerce was to add 
to the bill: 

As provided for as to the ports mentioned in section 7 of said act. 

So as to make the bill read: 

That the privileges of immediate t rtation of dutiable merchandise con- 
ferred by the act of June 10, 1880, entitled “An act to amend the statutes in rela- 
tion to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other ge pew be 


and the same are hereby, extended tothe port of Omaha, in the oo of 
as provided for as to the ports mentioned in section 7 of said act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


ALLOWANCE OF PENSION CLAIMS. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Before the holidays my colleague [Mr. HARRI- 
son] introduced a resolution asking for an investigation touching some 
matters set forth in the report of the Commissioner of Pensions. I de- 
sire to offer a substitute therefor, which I ask may be read at the desk, 
ordered to be printed, and go over under the rules. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana offers a 
substitute to a resolution submitted by his colleague. It will be printed, 
and go over under the rules. Does the Senator desire it read now? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will not ask for its reading. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to hear it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the Commissioner of Pensions in hisannual report dated Noyember 
18, 1885, has stated and alleged as follows : " Atone time the Pension Bureau was 
all but avowedly a rege machine.” intending thereby that the Pension Bu- 
réau was method oyed for partisan purposes; and has, in support of 
said recta. ppa asain Sry report that thesaid Bureau wasatsuch time, mean- 
ing a period prior to the 4th of March, 1855, “filled from border to border with 
uncompromising adherents of a single organization,” meaning the Republican 
party, `“ who had forthe claimants other tests than those of the law, and who 
often required in addition to service in the field” (that is to say, in the military 
or naval service of pret United States), “that applicants for pension should sub- 
mit to and su sey Bos said party, as a consideration, in addition to the considera- 
tions requi y law, before said pensions should issue; ™ and 

Whereas said mmissioner has has stated that such tests and requirements were 


ied surely, if not o openly: ane 
sald Cont oner has further stated in support of said allegation 
that the medical boards attached to said Pension Bureau, anda thereof, 


were com almost wholly of surgeons of one political faith, that is to say, 
the Republican ; and 

Whereas, in further support of said allegation, said Commissioner has stated 
that all of the eighteen agents were Republicans; and 


pension 

Whercas, in further support of said al 
that the special examinersattached to 
ivel work in behalf of the Republican party; and 

y er support of said allegation said Commissioner has stated 
that almost the entire force of said Pension Office, from messenger boys to chiefs 
of divisions, were members of the Republican party; and 

Whereas in further support of said Silerettot said Commissioner of Pensions ` 
has stated that discharges from office were made in spite of long service at the 
demand of partisans of the Republican party — of said Pension Burean, 
and a the places of such employés were tilled by partisans of said Republi- 


= ; and 

arees in further support of said allegation said Commissioner has stated 
thes leaves of absence were granted tothe ger a of said Pension Office to en- 
able them to take active part in elections; 

Whereas in further support of said aior asi said Commissioner has stated 
that large numbers of men and large sumsof money were used by the said bureau 
during the dency of political les preliminary to elections; and 
aiias pls support of said allegation said Commissioner has stated 

publicly proclaimed {meaning thereby that said dee- 
Jaration and DEDNA DANG were made by the employés, or some of them, ofsaid 
bureau) " that the pennon system of the United Ståtes depended for its 'eontin- 
uance upon the success of the pon rege party, and that the same would cease 
if the Democratic party succeeded to power ;™ Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures of Public Money is aren 
directed to inquire into the truth of said allegations and of each specification 
ee and to report the facts and testimony presented before them to the 

nate. 

Said committee is authorized to send for persons and papers, and to employ a 
stenographer, and is hereby directed to advance the witness fees and the ex- 
penses incident upon such investigation from the contingent fund of the Senate, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be printed and 
lie over under the rules. 

Mr, LOGAN. I should like to ask the Senator a question before 
that is done. “As I understand, this resolution is proposed as a substi- 
tute for a resolution offered a few days ago. Do I understand it cor- 
rectly as being the intention to confine the examination to the specific 
statements in the resolution? 

Mr. VOORHEES. It was the intention to very much enlarge the 
scope of the investigation as it appeared to be contemplated by the res- 
olution of my colleague. It is not intended to so confine the investiga- 
tion to any alleged point as to exclude anything else on that subject. 

Mr. LOGAN, I certainly can have no ill feelings toward the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, for I havea high respect for him; but inasmuch 
as he complains that Republicans were retained in office, I should like 
to have the inquiry enlarged alittle. Col. Ferdinand D. Stephenson—I 
will give his name—who wasagallant soldier, shot through the body four 
times, was at the head of one of the divisions in the Pension Office, 
with never a charge or an allegation againsthim. He was there twelve 
or fourteen years; but he has been removed summarily, without any 
charges whatever. In order that things of that kind may be examined, 
as well as others, I propose an additional amendment to the resolution 
of the Senator from Indiana. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 


read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, further, That said committee be also directed to inquire into the man- 
ner in which the Pension Office has been conducted and administered ur the 
present Coinmissioner of Pensions, and to report the facts to the Senate. 


on, said Commissioner has stated 
forming part of said bureau were act- 
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Mr. VOORHEES. I have no objection to that, but I will further 
state that so far as discharging soldiers is concerned we can make a 
showing that will be satisfactory to any unprejudiced and impartial sol- 
dier’s mind. Ido not mean to say that the Senator himself is preju- 
diced on the subject, and yet if I did say it I should only attribute to 
him what iscommon to humannature. Wesometimes, Mr. President, 
deceive ourselves very much in supposing that we can get into a senti- 
mental mood that relieves us from the failings and infirmities of human 
nature. We do not. I mean to say, however, that neither General 
Black nor his friends will shrink from any investigation as to the re- 
moval of Mr. Stephenson or anybody else; and if we do not show that 
he has taken as good care and better of the soldier element, irrespective 
of party, than his predecessors in office, he will stand condemnation be- 
fore the public. I think very likely it will be found that General Black 
has appreciated the fact that there were some soldiers of the Democratic 
party in the late war and that there are some men now who bear the 
scars of bullets who vote the Democratic ticket, and that he has thought 
they had some merits to be recognized in appointments to office. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, the remarks of the Senator will call 
from meavery short reply. Iam as far from making accusations against 
General Black as the Senator from Indiana; butin reply to what he says 
about some Democratic soldiers, let me state to the Senator from In- 
diana that I have never heard of any one claiming thatall the soldiers 
were Republicans. No one claims that. I will say further to the Sen- 
ator that the distinction has never heretofore been made, so far as I have 
known, inany of these Departments as to the political complexion of the 
clerk, whether a Democrat or a Republican; and I willsay now to the 
Senator from Indiana that there are many Democraticsoldiers in these 
Departments to-day who have been there fora number of years, placed 
there on my recommendation. 

I only give the case I have named as one, and I do not wish to go 
further into it; but when bills are introduced here to make ita penalty 
for a Senator or Representative in Congress to ask for the appointment 
of a clerk, bills coming from Democratic authority, why should we not 
want to know if Senators or Representatives who ask that clerks shall 
be dismissed should not be subject to some penalty ? . 

I do not accuse General Black of any wrong. Let the committee ex- 
amine into what has been done. But I understand the fact to be that 
a certain Representative representing the district in which Colonel 
Stephenson resided —— 

Mr. VOORHEES. What district is that? 

Mr. LOGAN. A district inSouthern Illinois justopposite where the 
Senator resides. I donotremember the nameof this Democratic mem- 
ber. Iam sorry I do not, for I ought to know it, because great men’s 
names ought always to be remembered. On the demand of this Rep- 
resentative Colonel Stephenson was removed from the head of adivision 
in the Pension Office. Why was this demand made? Becausea soldier, 
who, perhaps, the Senator knows, was an independent Democratic can- 
didate for Congress, his opponent, whose name I donot now remember, 
having been of the other stamp, and this man Stephenson concluded that 
it was his duty to support the soldier and he did so. On that account 
this man demanded his removal, and he was removed. I understand 
that these are the facts. I will not state that these are all the facts; 
but I understand that they are and that that was the cause of the re- 
moval. 

I remember on reflection that the candidate against Mr. LANDES was 
James W. McCartney, who was a colonel in the Army, and he is denom- 
inated in the statement made by Mr. LANDES, in reference to his own 
candidacy, in the Congressional Directory as the ‘‘ Republican, Inde- 
pendent Greenback, and Soldiers’ candidate’? in that district. I am 
willing that that should go, inasmuch as Mr. LANDEs hag himself made 
that statement in the Directory. 

I have given the reason why I introduced this amendment so that 
such cases as that—I give that as one—may be inquired into, and it 
may be seen whether or not members of Congress are demanding the 
removal of wounded soldiers from the Departments, not for the benefit 
of a soldier, for a soldier was not put in the place in this case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The amendment will be printed and 
lie over. 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire to say just a word. In introducing the 
orisinal resolution, which was directed to a particular matter, I did not 
intend to express any opinion as to whether there were any other mat- 
ters of allegation in the report of General Black that might not well be 
looked into. Iselected the important and serious and central allega- 
tion of those which he has made against his predecessors in office, 
namely, the allegation that applicants for pension were required to prove 
before their pensions were granted that they belonged to a particular 
party, intending, of course, the Republican party. 

I had the impression that that was a very great scandal in office or 
a very great slander, one or the other, and that it was important that 
this body and the country should distinctly identify it as one or the 
other. I felt also that if General Black made good that allegation he 
had made good almost anything else he could say or had said against 
the Pension Office; that if he could not make it good and it was shown 
to be untrue we should from one know all, and that by thus concen- 
trating the inquiry we should be able to get a speedy and effective re- 


port that would bring the Commissioner down to the exact case in which 
this thing was said to have occurred. 

But, Mr. President, if there is any other Senator here or any friend 
of General Black’s anywhere who feels that it is appropriate that other 
allegations in his report should be verified and supported by evidence, 
I desire to express my entire willingness that he shall make the in- 
quiry as broad as he or any friend of his desires it to be made, and my 
entire willingness that the amendment of the Senator from Illinois 
shall be adopted, so that we shall make the circle of this inquiry wider 
and embrace all these matters that have been said by General Black in 
his report and the further matter to which the Senator from Illinois has 
called our attention. 

The only point I desire to look into now, I say to my colleague, is, 
as his resolution is proposed as a substitute for my own, to see whether 
it embraces the matter contained in mine with sufficient distinctness, 
and whether the recitals which his contains are correct, as I have no 
doubt he intended them to be and understands them to be a correct re- 
cital of the statements in General Black’sreport. If that be true I shall 
at once consent to the adoption of the substitute in the place of my 
original resolution. 

Mr. VOORHEES, Mr. President, I had so understood my colleague 
when I very frankly showed him the substitute a few days ago, and I 
have offered it now and asked that it be read and go over under the 
rule, so that the verification of these quotations can be made with the 
report; and when the original resolution offered by my colleague and 
this which I offer as a substitute, as well as the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Illinois, shall come up, then we can see whether they 
correspond with the original report. 

There is much I might say which I will not now utter on the gen- 
eral theme touched upon by the Senator from Illinois. There may 
come a time, and doubtless will, when discussion will arise upon it, and 
then I trust to be able to treat the subject with entire frankness and 
candor. I think we do not want to cover up anything in the admin- 
istration of this Government, and especially upon so delicate and sacred 
a branch of the public service as that to which these proceedings relate. 

De PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
privted. 

INTERNATIONAL RATIO OF METALLIC COINAGE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Finance, 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate: 


I transmit herewith, in response to a resolution of the Senate of the 9th ul- 
timo, areport of the Secretary of State in answer to the request for any docu- 
ments or information receivéd from our consul-general at Paris or from the 
special agent sent to the financial centers of Europe in respect to the establish- 
ment of an international ratio of gold and silver coinage as would procure the 
free coinage of both metals at the mints of those countries and our own. 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, January 7, 1886. 


J. M. LOBBAN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next business in order is the con- 
sideration of the Calendar under the eighth rule. The first bill on the 
Calendar will now be stated. 

The bill (S. 416) for the relief of J. M. Lobban was announced as 
first in order, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to consider it. It proposes to instruct the Secretary of War to direct 
Maj. G. B. Dandy, quartermaster, United States Army, to issue dupli- 
cate check numbered 20, for $4,608.50, dated April 26, 1884, in favor of 
J. M. Lobban, on the Stock-Growers’ National Bank, Cheyenne, Wyo., 
in place of one lost on orabout May 3, 1884, if the Secretary of War be 
satisfied the same has not been paid. Lobban is to first execute a bond, 
with sureties to be approved by the Secretary of War, in duc form, to 
save the United States harmless against any loss or injury by reason of 
such duplicate check or the payment of the original. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

S. B. CRANSTON. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 68) for the relief of S. 
B. Cranston, of Oregon; which was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It provides for the payment to S. B. Cranston, of Oregon, of 
$40, on account of traveling and contingent expenses by him incurred 
in taking depositions in Oregon in the land case of William Bauer:neister, 
as instructed by the Commissioner of the General [Land Office in 1877. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REIMBURSEMENT OF STATES. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 59) to reimburse the 
several States for interest paid on war loans, and for other purposes. 
Mr. ALLISON. I object to the consideration of that bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill, being objected to, goes over 
under the rule. 
COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 9) to fix the day for the 
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meeting of the electors of President and Vice-President, and to provide 
for and regulate the counting of the votes for President and Vice Presi- 
dent, and the decision of questions arising thereon. 
Mr. HALE. Let that go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro iempore. The bill, being objected to, goes over 
under the rule. 
SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 714) to establish a uni- 
form system of bankruptcy throughout the United States. 
Mr. HARRIS. Let that go over, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill, being objected to, goes over 
under the rule. 
COIN DUTIES ON IMPORTED GOODS. 


The next business on the Calendar was the resolution submitted by 
Mr. Beck December 18, 1885, relative to the payment of customs dues 
and the disbursements thereof, &e. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be passed over 
under the rule. 

ALLOWANCE OF PENSION CLAIMS. 


The next business on the Calendar was the gesolution submitted by 
Mr. HARRISON December 21, 1885, relative to certain statements made 
in the last annual report of the Commissioner of Pensions. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has already been postponed 
under the order of the Senate. 


AID OF COMMON SCHOOLS. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 194) to aid in the 
establishment and temporary support of common schools. 

Mr. BLAIR. That bill should go over; but I wish at this time to 
give notice that I desire to press it for hearing as soon as gentlemen 
interested in the debate are ready to go on. I understand several gen- 
tlemen desire to speak. I hope that we shall be able to reach the bill 
and dispose of it in the course of two weeks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over under the rule. 


ALEXANDER SWIFT & CO. AND OTHERS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 208) for the relief of 
Alexander Swift & Co., partners, and Alexander Swift and Co. and the 
Niles Works, which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It authorizes and directs the Court of Claims to grant a rehearing in 
the cases of Alexander Swift & Co., and Alexander Swift & Co. and the 
Nile Works, against the United States, with jurisdiction to hear and 
determine the increased cost of the construction of the steam iron-clad 
batteries Klamath, Yuma, Catawba, and Oneota, and which increased 
cost was caused by delays occasioned in such construction by the acts 
of the Government, its officers or agents, beyond the periods specified 
in the contracts for the construction and completion of the steam iron- 
clad batteries named. Thecourtis to give judgment for such increased 
cost, if any, as shall be established by the evidence. In the trial both 
parties may give in evidence any pertinent and relevant testimony and 
documents which have heretofore been taken and filed in the court in 
actions heretofore prosecuted therein upon these respective claims, and 
also any other competent and relevant testimony which either party 
may present to the court. The actions are to be prosecuted in separate 
suits, one in favor of Alexander Swift & Co., and the other in favor of 
Alexander Swift & Co. and the Niles Works. The increased cost so 
found to be equitably due shall be recoverable, any discharge, receipts, 
or acquittances by either of the parties, or any statutes of limitation, 
to the contrary notwithstanding. The recovery, if any, is to be limited 
to the increased cost which shall be shown to have resulted from delays 
caused by the Government, or its officers and agents, in fulfilling the 
original contracts for the construction of the batteries. 

Mr. HOAR. This bill first passed the Senate once, and is one of three 
or four similar bills which have been very fully discussed in the Senate 
once or twiceand after discussion passed, I think without any objection. 
The Senator from Missouri will remember the Chouteau case, which is 
one of the class of cases. I will makea brief statement of the case, and 
then if any Senators think the report needs to be read we can have it 
read, but I think my statement will answer the purpose. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to inquire of the Senator fyom Massa- 
chusetts whether I understood the reading of the bill correctly, that it not 
only authorizes but directs the Court of Claims to hear the case again? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Is it customary after authorizing a hearing for 
Congress to direct any court to rehear a claim and give it a second con- 
sideration ? 

Mr. HOAR. It is the same thing in result in this case. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I prefer that that word ‘‘ directed ” be stricken 
out of the bill. 

_ Mr. HOAR. I think the law-making power should direct a rehear- 
ing. I think it is a case where under the peculiar circumstances the 
word ‘‘ directed’? is legitimate. 

Mr.SAULSBURY. The court have heard the claim, and are compe- 
tent to decide, Ipresume, whether the claim is one which ought to be re- 
argued and reheard by the court. I am perfectly willing togive them 


the absolute authority to allow a rehearing, but itis as I think without 
precedent to direct a court to do such a thing. 

Mr. HOAR. I think my friend from Delaware hardly understands 
the way in which this matter stands before the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill isstill open to objection. 

Mr. HOAR. The bill has been read, and I said that I would make 
a brief statement of the case so that the Senate might see what it was, 
and then the report could be read if any Senator desired to hear it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I know nothing about the merits of the case, 
but—— 

Mr. HOAR. My friend will pardonme. He would hardly think it 
worth while before that statement was made to interrupt it to make a 
criticism of the particular remedy which the committee had 
upon, because it would be putting the criticism before the statement of 


the case. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to say to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that I know nothing personally about the merits of this case, and I am 
not objecting to the bill on the ground of any wantof merit. All Iob- 
ject to is that we are giving a mandatory decree to the court that has 
heard the claim once to reopen the case and permit the parties to go be- 
fore them; and I notice another provision, that we attempt to fix the evi- - 
dence or part of the evidence which shall be reviewed in the case. Iam 
perfectly willing to grant the court full authority to open the case and 
take it up and give it a proper rehearing; but to issue a mandatory or- 
der to the court to rehear the case I can not agree to. 

Mr. HOAR. Has my friend from Delaware read the report? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I have not. 

Mr. HOAR. Has he heard my statement of the case? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I have not heard anything about it, only the 
bill itself. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps, after hearing the case stated he will see that 
there is some propriety in the method which the committee have recom- 
mended. I hopeso, and I thinkit will commend itself to his judgment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill is now before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. It is being 
considered under the eighth rule, which limits debate to five minutes 
by each Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now I should like to hear the explanation of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. I understand the report has not yet come 
in from the Public Printer. I have sent for it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is now on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator can explain it more briefly than the 
report does, I have no doubt. 

Mr. HOAR. It is precisely like, with one single exception, the case 
of Chouteau, which the Senator from Missouri was very familiar with 
when he was upon the Committee on Claims. 

Early in the war, I think shortly after the construction of the Mon- 
itor, at any rate about that time, the Government of the United States 
made contracts with four or five different persons to build what they 
called iron-clad batteries, which were iron-clad vessels, floating batter- 
ies, according to a plan and construction indicated in the contracts and 
specifications and drawings which accompanied them. They stipu- 
lated in the contracts that the United States might during the progress 
of the work make any change they saw fit in the design and plan of 
construction of these iron-clad vessels, allowing the parties the cost of 
the extra work, and further that if the parties failed to carry out the 
contract the United States might take possession of their works, facto- 
ries, materials, and incomplete vessels, and proceed to finish them 
itself. 

‘Thereupon the inventions which were made so rapidly during the war 
in armored vessels and ships of war were goipg on, and the United States 
made enormous changes in all these vessels, so that instead of being 
completed within the space of ten or twelve months—I have forgotten 
the exact time stipulated, but it wasa brief space—it took the contract- 
ors two or three years tocomplete them. It was very muchas if a man 
who should stipulate to build a dwelling-house for a country farm had 
in his contract a provision that at the election of the other party that 
might be converted into the Capitol at Washington or into the Fifth 
Avenue Hotel in New York. That was the natureof the contract, and 
as I said that was pretty much the nature of its execution. 

When the parties came to bring in their bills they brought in their 
bills for the work which they had done and the extra expense which 
had been caused by these changes—the additional price of the changes, 
in other words. The United States paid that; and at the time of the 
payment a receipt was given by the agent of the contractor—in one case 
a New York banker who had been designated to receive the payment. 
The receipt was given so-and-so to the United States for building the 
vessel and for extras. The contractor in each case, however, claimed 
that he was entitled to recover for the loss in so much of the contract 
as related to the original scheme of the vessel, for the reason that by 
the detention for two or three years the cost of iron and the cost of labor 
had largely increased, I think in the case ofiron it had doubled ortrebled. 
The officer of the United States said, ‘‘ Why, this receipt does not cut 
you off from that claim. It is the intention of the Government to pay 
you hereafter. Itis only an acknowledgment of the receipt of the con- 
tract price and the price of the extras.’’ Thereupon the money was 
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paid aod bozoni pi tee it being a receipt in the usual form pre- 
scribed by the 
Then the Government a a commission, of which Mr, Cragin, 


late Senator from New Hampshire, was a member, with two or three 
other persons of high standing, and they reported what was due to 


these various contractors by reason of the increased price of iron and of |, 


labor, and the Secretary of the Navy recommended payment; but there 
was no authority in the Department to pay it. Thereupon the parties 
went to the Court of Claims, and the Court of Claims found all the facts 
just as I have stated them, and in one case I think the matter went to 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and the Supreme Court of the 
United States found that these receipts operated as a receipt in full 
upon the whole claim. ‘They found all the other facts, that the con- 
tractor had not been paid, that he ought to be paid, that he was en- 
titled to be paid under the contract, and that both the Government 
agent and the party’s agent understood the receipts as not cutting off 
thisdemand. Both the Court of Claims and the Supreme Court of the 
United States in one of the cases cited in the report expressed very 
strongly their sense of the justice of the claim, but the latter said that 
the technical effect of the receipt prevented judgment. Thereupon the 
parties came to Congress, and two of the claims have been paid, and on 
the statement made this bill passed the Senate heretofore unanimously, 
if Iam not mistaken in my recollection. Perhaps the Senator from 
Missouri can correct me. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That isso. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis the duty of the Chair to remind 
the Senator from Massachusetts that his five minutes have expired. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent to be allowed to complete the 
statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be extended. 

Mr. HOAR. Now this bill directs the Court of Claims to rehear that 
case. Instead of the committee finding the amount due and directing 
its payment, which would be what we should be asked to do ordinarily, 
we thought it best to avail ourselves of our right to require by legisla- 
tion the Court of Claims to hear the case. 

Idonotthink my friend from Delaware will admit that he ought under 
the circumstances to leave any discretion about it. It is a matter un- 
questionably due from the Government, as the Government officers agree, 
as well as the Navy Department and the courts. It might very plausi- 
bly be urged that we ought to pass a law to pay thismoney; but instead 
of deing that, although we recognize the claim, we say it is better to 
have the Court of Claims hear the case over again, in order that there 
may be a careful scrutiny of the amount due on this account that can 
not be made in the ex parte way matters are conducted before a com- 
mittee. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without athendment. 

Mr.SAULSBURY. I desire to say that I shall not vote for the bill. 
It may have all the merit and all the equity thatis claimed for it by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, but I do not believe it is a wise precedent 
to establish to direct a court to hear a case—after giving them authority 
to do so to direct them to doso. Thatis the point on which I shall vote 
against the bill, because it makes a mandatory order on the court to take 
up and hear a particular case, which may become a precedent hereafter 
to compel the court to hear claims that have no special merit in them. 
For that reason I shall vote against the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. IfI may be to say one word, that is what we 
do in every case that is sent to the Court of Claims uniler the Bowman 
act. Not only the Senate or the House of Representatives, but any 
committee of either branch has under the Bowman act now the author- 
ity to give a peremptory order to the Court of Claims to hear a case. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


If there be no objection the time 


SALLIE JARRATT. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 16) for the relief of 
Sallie Jarratt, executrix of Gregory Jarratt, deceased; which was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, in line 7, after the word ‘‘of,’’ to strike out ‘‘ five thousand two 
hundred and eight” and insert “‘three thousand four hundred and sev- 
enty-eight;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pay to Sallie Jarratt, executrix of Gregory Jarratt, deceased. o 
Hardeman County, Tennessee, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
approp: , the sum of $3,478, in fall er for porplies furnished to 
the Union Army by the said Gregory Jarratt, deceased, in the said county, in 
1862 and 1863. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


EMERSON ETHERIDGE AND WILLIAM B. STOKES. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 506) for the relief of 
Emerson Etheridge and William B. Stokes, which was considered as in 


Committee of the Whole. It proposes to release Emerson Etheridge 


and William B. Stokes, sureties upon the official bond of James T. T. 
Carter, given as security for the faithful performance by Carter of his 
duties’ as secretary of the Territory of Arizona, and dated June 13, 
1866, from all and every obligation and liability whatsoever on account 
of the bond or any breach thereof. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to hear the report read in that case. 
Mr. MORRILL. I merely desire to know why these persons ought 
to be released. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report is not in possession of the 
Senate at the ERR tip time. It has gone to the printer. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie over under the rule, 

Mr. JACKSON. Iask that it lie over without losing its place on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. DOLPH. I rose to ask that. 
Fa a ir clan Does the Senator from Vermont object 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; it will be open to objection to-morrow. I 
make no eee We ought to have the report before the matter is 

o. 

iy a EET pro bite The bill will lié over without being 

or. HOAR. I suggest f that all those cases where the printed reports 
have not come in be treated as maintaining their place and be passed 
over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. All the other reports, the Chair is 
advised, are here. 


ææ FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF NEWTON, MASS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 7) making a ri- 
ation for the relief of the First National Bank a Pla seg Aaii 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That will take time. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that objec- 
tion is made, and the bil bill goes over. 


MARTIN AND P. B. MURPHY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 22) for the relief of 
Martin and P. B. Murphy; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to Martin and P. B. Murphy $10,000, in full payment 
and satisfaction for the site of the light-house on Point Concepcion, on 
the Pacific coast, conveyed to the United States by Martin and P. B. 
Murphy by deed dated April 18, 1881, the sum to be paid out of unex- 


pended balances of appropriations made for the support of the Light- 


AET — and light-houses for the fiscal years ending June 30, 1881 
and 1 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the report be read, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

TheSecretary read the following report from the Committee on Claims, 
submitted by Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, January 6, 1886: 


This claim was before the Senate di the last Congress, and the Commit- 
tee on Claims at the first session of said gress Reported Sunn: ares 
and this committee believe that they can not present it the facts involved therela 
better than by adopting the statement of that committee, as follows: 

“The facts involved in the claim are fully stated in the Bora extracts from 
a letter addressed by the Light-House Board to the Secretary e Treasury in 
response to a letter of inquiry from this committee : 

“* On the 18th April, 1831, Martin and P. B. Murphy deeded to the United States, 
for $10,000, certain lands, with improvements, at Point Coneepcion, Santa Bar- 
bara County, Cian, with the right of ees landing. The deed 

coe seat pe registry of deeds at Santa Barbara in k W, pages 538 to 541, 


to heat frauds a age pe John T. Best, clerk to the engineer of 

house the board first learned on January 21, 
mao, 000 named in hacen norany other compensation whatev: er 
was the site to the Messrs. Murphy or Arg & persons for them. 

ERR the time of the commission of the ass the Point Concep- 

ight-house sight was in the esate ing TI vernment and has so re- 
= ever since. 

“ ‘It does not appear that any check or draft or that any money was ever sent 
by any officer of the Government to the Messrs. Murphy in payment of the land 
in question, The ienke wi fad was sent to the engineer of the twelfth light-house dis- 
trict and was embezz hisclerk. For this and other similar frauds he was 
oe — sentenced to serve wentence term in the California penitentiary, and is 


c= the 

at Under date 21, 1883, the Secretary of the Treastiry, in a letter to 
e erof ‘iret Honse (Ex. Doc. 87 Forty-seventh Congress, second session), 
tted a list of claims against the United States arising from the embezzle- 
aeris of J T. Best, late clerk to the engineer of the twelfth 1 ht-house dis- 
trict. The claim of Martin and P. B. Murphy was included in list, and an 
a priation for its payment was recommended. 

“ As appears from the report of the Light-House Board, the Government has 

n of the land grass by the Murphys, while the owners have never re- 

ceived any compensation forit. The owners were — B my way responsible 
for the loss of the money appropriated for their F arkar 

The report of that committee was adopted and the Mill; <a the Senate, but 
it was not acted on in the House. 

Your committee report the bill back and recommend that it pass. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The only criticism I have to make on that report 
is that it seems to me a case where interest ought to be allowed, and I 
believe the bill does not provide forit. Although we do not usually 
pay interest, if we have bought property of a gentleman and agreed to 
pay foritatacertain timeand our clerks embezzle the money and the man 
does not get his pay, it seems to me it is a case where the only fault 
about the transaction is clearly that of the United States, and this land 
owner in justice ought to have interest on his money. 
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Mr. HARRIS. That is the exact fact. The check was embezzled 
and the owners of the land have neverreceived a cent. The Secretary 
of the Treasury some two years ago or more recommended the payment, 
but it has neverbeen made. The Senate passed the billatthe last Con- 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It isa case evidently where, without any dispute 
or other question, a citizen of the United States has sold to the Gov- 
ernment a piece of land for acertain price to be paid at a certain time. 
The Treasury sent the money and the officer of the Government em- 
bezzled it and the man did not get his pay. It seems to me that that 
would take the case clearly outof everyruleabout not paying interest. 
Ido not wish to interfere with the committee, but I should vote cheer- 
fully in such a case to pay interest as well as principal. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, I would remark to the 
Senator from Vermont that as a subcommittee of the Committee on 
Claims this bill was referred to me, and I reported in favor of the bill, 
which only asked for $10,000, the abs nye principal, without interest. 

Mr. HARRIS. I introduced this bill at the instance of these claim- 
ants, and I omitted to ask for interest in deference to that rule which 
almost always, if not universally, ils here that the Government 
does not pay interest upon claims of a private character. There is 
obvious justice in the interest being allowed, but I doubt very much 
whether it would be allowed at another place not very remote from 
this, and I believe I shall not attempt to amend the bill so as to pro- 
vide for the interest. 


Mr. CONGER. Ishould like to inquire of some member of the com- 
mittee whether the $10,000 received by the engineer has been accounted 
for by the engineer. e 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. His clerk, the to whom the money 
was sent, embezzled the money, as was ined by Gov- 
ernment officers. The clerk embezzling the ‘was prosecuted for 


penitentiary as the result of it. 

Mr. CONGER. I suppose, nothwithstanding that, the officer to whom 
the money was sent would be held responsible in the settlement of his 
accounts ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It did not occur tome that the investiga- 
tion of that fact affected the justice or injustice of this bill, and I did 
not inquire into that. 

Mr. CONGER. Ona billfortherelief of the officer who would be re- 
sponsible for the money these facts would be very appropriate. Ihave 
no doubt the relief should be given to these parties, but between the 
Government and the officer who is chargeable with the money, that isa 
question for Congress hereafter.” 

Mr. HARRIS. I would say to the Senator from Michigan that an 
executive document referred to in the report gives the history of the 
transaction by the Treasury t. As to whether or not any 
steps have been taken to make the engineer responsible, or require him 
to refund the money embezzled by his clerk, I do not know whether 
that document shows or not; but certainly that a is not perti- 
nent, as it would seem to me, bane eer The Treasury 
sent to its own agent moneys to be paid to these claimants. The moneys 
were embezzled by the clerk of the engineer—never reached their des- 
tination. The men who deeded their lands to the Government have 
never received a cent. The failure-was on the part of the Government 
and not on the part of the vendors of this land, these claimants, and I 
do not think the question whether the engineer is liable or not, or, if 
liable, whether he has been compelled to refund or not, can have any 
earthly connection with the question pending in to this bill. 

Mr. CONGER. It has this connection with it: If the engineer is 
chargeable with that money he must pay it either to these claimants 
z pea to the Government unless relieved from responsibility by action 
of law. 

Mr. HARRIS. These claimants have nothing to do with the en- 
gineer. SOT look to the Government. The Government promised 
to pay them. 3 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Government sent the money to the 
engineer as the Governmentagent, and these parties had no connection 
whatever with the money in the hands of the agent. 

Mr. CONGER. No; but if there is money in the hands of the agent 
to pay this, we are appropriating it again when there is money in the 
hands of the engineer to pay it, or else he is indebted for that money, 
and his bondsmen are responsible for it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator that this bill does not con- 
tain an appropriation from the moneys of the Treasury, but it provides 
for payment from unexpended balances heretofore appropriated to the 
Light-House Board. 

Mr. CONGER. Withdraws that amount of money from the uses in 


the different places where Congress has authorized appropriations to be 
used without the direct action of Congress for the light-houses all 
over the country. There had better be a direct appropriation. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Pending the billitis the duty of the 
Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished business, the hour of 2 
o’clock having arrived. 

Rives ae I move that the Senate proceed with the consideration 
of the 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope that willnotbedone. I have no objection 
laying aside the unfinished business informally for five minutes; but 
I asked the Senate yesterday, and I ask it again now, to sit till it fin- 
ished the Utah bill to-day, and we ought not to take up much time with 
other matters. I do not object to its being laid aside informally. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think this bill can be disposed of in two minutes, 


to 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there beno objection the bill under 
consideration at 2 o’clock will be considered as still before the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, and still open to amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest aclerical amendment in the fourth line, that 
“Martin and P. B. Murphy” be amended so as to read ‘‘Martin Mur- 
phy and P. B. Murphy.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS. That amendment will improve the bill, and I hope 
it will be made. 


The amendment was- agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I move also the same amendment in the eighth line. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HOAR. I think I will venture tomove, in consideration of the 
éntire acquiescence of the whole Senate in the suggestion of the Senator 
from Vermont, to add, after the words ‘‘ten thousand dollars,’’ in line 
5, the words “‘ with interest at the rate of 4 per cent. per annum from 
the 18th day of April, 1881.” I think there will be no objection to 
that. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope not. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendmentof the Senator from 
Massachusetts will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 5, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

With interest at the rate of 4 per cent, per annum from the 18th of April, 1881. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


third time, and passed. 
Mr. HARRIS. The title should be amended so as to conform tothe 
body of the bill. 


The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the relief of Martin 
Murphy and P. B. Murphy.” 

COIN DUTIES ON IMPORTED GOODS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business—— 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I gave notice yesterday that at this 
hour I would move to take up the resolution introduced by the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BECK], as I desired to submit some remarks upon 
the questions embraced in that resolution; but asthe Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr, EDMUNDS] desires to proceed at this hour with the Mormon 
bill and has properly the right of way, I simply desire now to state 
that I shall not ask to be heard at this hour, but will ask to be heard 
on the resolution referred to on Tuesday next at 2.0’clock. 


REFERENCE OF A BILL. 


. Mr. TELLER. Task to have joint resolution (S. R. 2) directing the 
cancellation of the one and two dollar United States notes, which was 
laid on the table at my request, referred to the Committee on Finance. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem The motion to refer the joint reso- 
lution to the Committee on Fi will be entertained if there be no 
objection, > 

The motion was agreed to, 


POLYGAMY AND AFFAIRS IN UTAH, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to lay 
before the Senate the unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 10) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend sec- 
tion 5352 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in reference to 
bigamy, and for other purposes,” approved March 22, 1882, the pending 
question being on the amendment of Mr. MORGAN to strike out all of 
section 12 after the word ‘‘annulled,”’ in line 7, and insert the folow- 
ing: 

And the ` 
e E een le ns 
lution of a coporation. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the several amendments which I 
have to sections 12 and 13 depend upon each other somewhat; 
that is, if the first amendment I propose is adopted2it makes the others 
necessary; and perhaps in some cases the subsequent amendments I- 
propose are necessary whether the first one be adopted or not. 

I believe, Mr. President, that the Senator from Vermont and myself 
agree that the effect of section 12, as it appearsin this bill, if enacted, 
would be to put the Government of the United States, through its trust- 
ees, in the attitude of operating the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter- 
day Saints, continuing it in operation and effect as long at least as these 
trustees hold office, which is for two years. I do not know what may 
be the purpose of the framer of the bill beyond thetwo years, whether 
it is the intention to continue this church in organization and continue 
it in foree under the control of the Government of the United States or 
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not. I think, sir, that the necessary legal effect of the enactment of 
the twelfth section, as it appears in this bill, would be also to confirm 
and ratify those acts of the Territorial Legislature of the Territory of 
Utah which incorporated this Church of the Latter-day Saints, except 
so far as the amendment goes. In other words, the only effect of the 
amendment upon these Territorial laws is to furnish an opportunity to 
the United States Government to substitute trustees for the pu of 
carrying into effect and completely executing all the purposes of those 
acts of incorporation, 

If I have correctly stated the intent and effect of this section 12, I do 
not hesitate to express my entire opposition to it, although I concur in 
the purpose which I think is animating the supporters of this bill, to de- 
stroy entirely the act of incorporation of this so-called Mormon Church. 
The act of legal incorporation of this Mormon Church is the one act 
from which it has derived its power to do mischief in that Territory. 
The doctrines of the Mormon Church to the extent that they include 
polygamy, and the doctrines of that church as based upon a supposed 
revelation to Smith and others, in my judgment would never have 
found the support-even of the most ignorant and superstitious class of 
the people who have assembled in that Territory but for the assistance 
which has been given in the nature of legislation in putting many and 
other very high powers in the control of that institution. I believe 
that if ten or twenty years ago we had exercised the unquestioned 
power residing in Congress of repealing that church charter out and 
out, disbanding its organization, and scattering its property into the 
hands of whoever it might properly belong to, we should by this time 
have arrested entirely the evil of polygamy in Utah; for it must be re- 
membered that it is a fact that that evil has the support, even among 
Mormon communities, only of a small minority of those people at this 
time. 

It has been dying out in the presence of the milliners, the mantua- 
makers, and the persons who promulgate fashions and those who incul- 
cate luxurious living and decent living, and in the presence of the Prot- 
estant churches, all of whom are represented in that community by large 
congregations and by a very considerable amount of wealth. It has 
been dying out in public sentiment and public esteem, and would long 
before this have lost its temporal influence entirely and its spiritual in- 
fluence, if it ever had any, but for the fact that it has been kept in or- 
ganization by this act of the Territorial Legislature of Utah. 

The church as a Jegal incorporation, with its board of trustees, and 
outside of that its president and its twelve apostles and its numerous 
bishops and its missionaries and its tithing power and its co-operative 
store and its Emi, t Aid Association (which is also an incorporation 
under the church j has been enabled to assemble upon the virgin soil 
of that Territory a large number of indigent people, most of whom are 
industrious, thrifty, and economical people, who under other auspices 
and under different circumstances would have made a most excellent 
community. Indeed, sir, it must be said in their behalf that the evil 
influences of this polygamous organization have had so little effect upon 
their industries, upon their social and ap; moral condition, upon 
their schools, and upon their general public demeanor, that the Gentiles 
who go there for the purpose of looking into those institutions are al- 
most uniformly astonished that such doctrines and such practices could 
be associated with that degree of civilization and progress that those 
people have made. The exertion of the power of that community in 
honest and legitimate industrial pursuits has been such that they have 
almost lived down the shame of the polygamous institution which effaces 
and in the mind of the world condemns almost every phase of their social 
organization. Their material prosperity is almost a plea in favor of 
polygamy when we come to witness the effects of their industry in open- 
ing up and in beautifying that country and in making it convenient for 
human habitation and prosperity. 

But, sir, this legal organization, this act of incorporation, concentrates 
the whole power of that church in the hands really of its temporal au- 
thorities far more than ofitsspiritual authorities, for there is nota bishop 
or a priest or any other person connected with the Mormon religious gov- 
ernment in the Territory of Utah who does not look to the legal power 
that he has got rather than to hisspiritual influence in controlling public 
sentiment in that Territory and in fastening upon those people the hier- 
archy which exists there, and which is an absolute despotism within the 
bosom of that church, as it is called. I therefore feel that we ought to 
strike this corporation out of existence. I believe that that is the one 
potent influence we are to exert in this tribunal for the purpose of re- 
forming, absolutely, root and branch, the whole of that Mormon com- 
munity. 

There is not a Senator on this floor, it makes no difference how he 
may regard this polygamous taint in the moral atmosphere of Utah, who 
desires toinflict any persecution or any wrong upon those people. Even 
this bill as framed by the honorable chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, as he announced yesterday, contains what he supposes to be a 
merciful measure in reference to the future conduct of thischurch. In 
other words, realizing the necessity of striking down the legal corpora- 
tion, the committee have reported a bill here merely to transfer its 
powers into the hands of trustees appointed by the Government, rather 
than to strike the blow at the root of the evil and exterminate it. 

Now, sir, I am afraid to do this in the manner in which the commit- 


tee have advised us to doit. Ido not wish to make myself a party to 

the re-enactment in any form whatever, whether by ratification or 

otherwise, of that act incorporating the church in Utah. That act 

was planted in evil and ought never to have been passed, and it should 

not have been allowed to remain on that statute-book any longer than 

ae Congress of the United States could have gotten hold of it to re- 
it. 

I do not aspire, Mr. President, to the honor of assisting in conductin 
the Church of the Latter-day Saints through a commission CRRA 
by the appointment of the Presidentof the United States and confirmed 
by the Senate. What are we to do with that commission after they get 
into possession? They are our officers and subject to our instruction. 
Shall we organize the Senate and House into a church board for the 
purposeof directing theaffairs, eitherspiritual or temporal, of the Church 
of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints; or shall we strike it down, dissi- 
pate and destroy it, so that it shall never be resurrected or never again 
have power in any form whatever? Iam in favor of striking it down. 

Unless the Senate have taken the pains to look into this subject, I 
suppose they are not very well informed as to the powers and effect of 
this act of the Territorial Legislature of Utah upon this church. Now, 
assuming that section 12 of this bill ratifies all the powers that I shall 
read to this body, the question arises, is the Senate of the United States 
willing by its act to give these powers to that corporation and maintain 
the corporation in the use of them, even though we substitute new trust- 
ees to be appointed by the President and confirmed by the Senate ? 
The first section is: r 


That all that portion of the inhabitants of said State which now are, or here- 
after may become, residents therein, and which are known and distinguished as 
“The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints,” are hereby incorporated, 
constituted, made, and a poar corporate, wi Lay! awe succession, 
under the original name and style of * The Church of Jesus of Latter-da 
Saints,” as now organized, with power and authority to sue and be sued ; defen 
and be defended in all the courts of law or equity in this State; to establish, order, 
and regulate worship, and hold and occupy real and personal estate, and have 
and use a seal, which they may alter at pleasure. 

We do not take away, but we confirm by section 12 of this bill the 
power ‘‘to establish, order, and regulate worship.” Shall our fourteen 
trustees be engaged out there for the next two years in regulating the 
worship of this Mormon Church? That, sir, is a new function for the 
Congress of the United States to undertake, either directly or through 
a board of trustees. In my judgment, itis an inadmissible assumption 
of authority, for in regulating worship we must to some extent touch 
the question of establishing or disestablishing some religious tenet or 
sect. There is an encroachment, in my judgment, upon the spirit, if 
not upon the language, of the Constitution of the United States in re- 
spect of this very delicate subject. . 

Now section 2: - 

And be it further ordained, That said body or church, asa religious society, may, 
at a general or special conference, elect one “ trustee in trust,” and not to exceed 
twelve assistant trustees— 

We do not strike out that portion of it in respect of the action of the 
trustees as a religious society, but we substitute trustees and confirm 
the authority given by this act, in which event we should have a relig- 


| ious society of fourteen trustees, who may ‘‘at a general or special con- 


ference elect,” &. What are their powers ?— 


to receive, hold, buy, sell, manage, use, and control the real and personal prop- 
erty of said church, which said property shall be free from aant eieaa 


There is another very objectionable feature in this act that the Legisla- 
ture of Utah, whether as a Territory or as a State, can not have power 
to tax the great domain that is alleged to belong to this Church of Lat- 
ter-day Saints. 
which trustee and assistant trustees, when elected or appointed, shall give bonds, 


with approved security, in whatever sum tlie said conference may deem suffi- 
cient, for the faithful performance of their several duties— 


That would be a bond, of course, payable to the corporation, and 
under the act as it stands and is proposed to be amended by section 12 
of this bill our trustees would have to give bond to that corporation— 
which said bonds, when approved, shall be filed in the general church recorder’s 
office, at the seat of general church business, when bonds are approved by 
said conference; and said trustee and assistant trustees shall continue in office 
during the pleasure of said church— 


We continue them in office during two years— 


and there shall also be made, by the clerk of Pie conference of said church, acer- 
tificate of such election or appointment of said trustee and assistant jlrustees, 
which shall be recorded in the general church recorder’s office, at the seat of 
general church business, and when said bonds are filed, and said certificates re- 
corded, said trustee or assistant trustees may receive ad needy real or personal, 
by gift, donation, bequest, or in any manner, not incompat ble with the prin- 
choles of righteousness or the rules of justice— 


Here, then, the Congress of the United States is to empower fourteen 
trustees who, under this act, are to receive ‘‘ by gift, donation, or be- 
quest, or in any manner not incompatible with the principles of right- 
eousness or the rules of justice.” Who ordains ‘‘the principles of 
righteousness??? This Mormon Church. It remains as a corporation 
with the power of determining whether a bequest shall be made to it 
according the ‘‘the principles of righteousness” as it ordains them— 
inasmuch as the same shall be used, managed, or disposed of for the benefit, 


improvement, erection of houses for public worship and instruction, and the 
well being of said church, 
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Then these donations are to be applied by the trustees that we ap- 
point ‘‘ for the benefit, improvement, erection of houses for public wor- 
ship and instruction, and the well-being of said church.” That is to 
say, they are to become an association of propagandists of the Mormon 
Church, to build its houses of worship in different places, and its houses 
of instruction, That would seem to cover at least as much as any re- 
ligious denomination could expect to find incorporated among the powers 
given toit in alegal sense in any act that any legislative tribunal could 
enact for its benefit. 

Now we come tosection 3, and the subject grows very rapidly. The 
power of this church, which is not touched by the bill, as I understand, 
except in the one particular which I have mentioned, is thus defined 
in section 3: 


That, as said church holds the constitutional and original right, in common 
with ail civil and religious communities, ** to worship God according to the dic- 
tates of conscience;"’ to reverence communion agreeably to the principles of 
truth, and fo solemnize marriage compatible with the revelations of Jesus Christ, 
for the security and full enjoyment of all blessings and privileges embodied in 
ee ruon of Jesus Christ free to all, it is also declared that said church does, 
and shall 
itself, to originate, make, 


ssess and enjoy continually, the power and authority, in and of 
, and establish rules, regulations, ordinances, laws, 
customs, and criterions, for the order, safety, avora ena conveniences, 
comfort, and control of said church, and for the punishment or forgiveness of all 
offenses, relative to fellowship, according to church covenants. 

‘That is conferring by law upon this church some very broad powers, 
broader than can be found, I suppose, in any act of incorporation in any 
of the American States or Territories. No church has ever before gone 
to the sources of legal authority and power for the purpose of getting a 
delegation of power to control their congregations and their individual 
membership in the manner and in the matters referred to in this clause 
that I have just been calling attention to. It is scareely n to 
enlarge by way of commentary to explain or alter what I have just read, 
for it shows that the purpose of this originaLact of incorporation was to 
lodge in the legal power of the church the right to punish for offenses 
against the church, the right to extend forgiveness for offenses agai 
the church, the power to control and regulate the ordinances of the 
church, including marriage; and it is through this very power of the 
church in Utah, given to it by this act of the Legislature of that Terri- 
tory, that these men have assumed the right to build a temple there, not 
for worship, but for the carrying on of the secret ordinances of mar- 
riage which they conduct under their institutions, under what they as- 
sume and assert they believe is righteousness and purity and morality. 

The sealing of second and third and other wives, up to I believe some- 
times as high as nineteen, occurs in the temple in secret; and the temple 
1s built not for worship but for that purpose—the tabernacle there in 
which the people worship and the temple in which they execute the 
powers conferred by the third section of this act of the Territorial Leg- 
islature. There is the power giving legal sanction through the author- 
ity delegated to this corporation to these marriages and this sealing proc- 
ess by which a man is permitted to have as many wives as he can get 
to follow him. 

Now I proceed further: 


That the pursuit of bliss and the enjoyment of life in every ity of public 
association and domestic Da aage. temporal expansion, or spiritual in 
upon the earth, may not legally be questionéd : Provided, however, That each and 
every act, or practice so established, or adopted for law or custom, shall relate to 
solemnities, sacraments, ceremonies, OEE rg reg a tithings, mar- 
riages, fellowship, or the religious duties of man to Maker; inasmuch as the 
doctrines, principles, prac , or performances support virtue and increase 
Moran and are not inconsistent with or repu; nt to the Constitution of the 
United States or of this State, and are founded in the revelations of the Lord, 


- I do not wish to reaffirm anything of that sort in an act of Con : 
but when we amend that act in part and leave the rest to stand I can 
not understand how it is that we do not reaffirm it. We send forth 
this budget of trash, this presumptuous intrusion upon the true and 
beautiful spirit of the Christianity of our Saviour fortified by an act of 
Congress, and say to these commissioners that this corporation which 
we preserve had these powers in the original act of incorporation, and 
we not only have not interfered with them but we have substantially 
ratified and reaffirmed them, and we command you to carry them into 
execution. For there is the responsibility of these trustees, and to 
whom are they responsible? They are responsible to that corporation 
while it exists and while they are made members of it by an act of 
Congress for the literal fulfillment of and compliance with all the re- 
quirements of the act of the Legislature of the Territory of Utah. 

Then they proceed in another section, section 4: 

And be il further ordained, That said church shall keep, at every full organized 
branch or stake,a registry of marriages, births, and deaths, free for the inspec- 
tion of all members, and for their benefit. 

We do not change that here, so far as I know. Perhaps some pro- 
vision of an existing statute does authorize us through our courts also 
to call for these marriage registries, which are held in secret, and to 
have them inspected and made public; but this is the feature of the law 
which preserves the secrecy of the marriage relation and prevents the 
Gentile from peering into the sacred secrets of the Mormon hierarchy, 
for it provides that this registry shall be free for the inspection of all 
members and for their benefit, but being free for the inspection of all 
members and for their benefit necessarily excludes the outer world from 
having any right to inspect it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The bill provides for that in terms, you know. 


Mr. MORGAN. In terms? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They are to be open to inspection, 

Mr. MORGAN. I proceed further with the act: 2 

Sec. 5. And be it further ordained, That the aerarii À of said church shall fill 


all vacancies of the t trustee necessary to be 
the conference of said church. 

That of course is stricken out by the pending bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, not the assistant trustee; those are the Mor- 
mons. We do not touch them at all; we only put in a majority of peo- 
ple who are supposed to be for fair play. 

Mr. MORGAN. I proceed still further with the act in question. 

Sec.6, Be it further ordained, That no assistant trustee or trustees shall 


trans- 
act business in relation to buying, selling, or otherwise disposing of church 


property without the consent or approval of the trustee in trust of said church, 

I have not looked through these laws to see how far this act may have 
been amended by the Utah Legislature, but I think I have given the 
true substance and pith of the enactment, and that the Utah Legisla- 
ture have not repealed any essential provision that I have read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not any at all. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to call the attention of the Senator 
from Alabama to the fact that the clause as to taxation was repealed 
by the statute of 1878. 

Mr. MORGAN. The taxation clause has been repealed? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; the taxation clause has been repealed. 

Mr. MORGAN, Will the Senator from Colorado be good enough to 
read that section? 

Mr. TELLER. It is as follows: 

Sec, 2, All property, real and personal, situate and being in this Territory, is 
taxable, except: 1, property owned by the United States; 2, bonds and other 
obligations of the United States; 3, property owned by this Territory, or by any 
county, oity, and school district: 4 houses and other buildings and land oora- 
pied for public worship, owned by any religious denomination, so long as the 
same is used for public worship and no income is derived therefrom; but this 
subdivision does not include the residence of the r, parson, or other per- 
son attendant upon such denomination. 

Then all acts inconsistent with the act are repealed by this act of 1878. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That only repeals it, if it repeals it atall, so far as 
mere temporal property, estates that they have which do not belong to 
the church, 

Mr. TELLER. That takes away the power of taxation from the 
church organization. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; I submit, with the consent of my friend from 
Alabama, that the effect of that only is to subject to taxation the prop- 
erty of the church that is or may be properly called temporal, estates 
not connected with the church establishment as such. 

Mr. TELLER. The honorable Senator has not read the act. Iam 
only reading this asa revenue act providing for the collection of revenue, 
and, as I understand, it takes it out of the hands of the church and puts 
it in the hands of the civil authorities of the Territory. The Senator 
may look at the book and see if that is not the case, 

Mr. MORGAN. Itisnotnecessary for the purpose of trying to make 
the Senate comprehend the scope of my amendment that I should enter 
into that particular discussion now. Another act which I believe was 
originally an ordinance—at all events it is an act of the Utah Legisla- 
ture, approved January 12, 1856, incorporates what is called the Per- 
petual Emigrating Fund Company. That isa company whichis under 
the control of the church. I shall not stop to read the act, but I think 
there can be no doubt that this Perpetual Emigrating Fund Company 
is one that is under the control of the church as a legal organization; 
that is to say, the church incorporation controls this other incorporation, 
and the accountability of the officers and agents of the emigration society 
is entirely to the church and not to any civil officer of the government 
of Utah outside of the church. s 

It is true that with the assistance of this emigration society or in- 
corporation these people have been brought from all the quarters of 
the earth. Itis one of the doctrines of the Mormon Church that all 
the saints are to assemble at Salt Lake; they are to be there in per- 
son; and a provision will be made from time to time for the co: 
tion of the saints in that vicinity.» It is a very wise provision of theirs 
in order to increase rapidly their communities and to give them strength 
in every particular. All of the missionary effort which they are mak- 
ing in other pe of the world, which by far exceeds some of the most 

rominent of thé Protestant churches of this country in its scope and 
in its results, has been intended to gather population around Salt Lake 
City, in the provinces that surround that religious center, so that the 
whole body and power of the church, spiritual and temporal, may be 
concentrated at one point. Hence it was necessary, to carry out their 
plan of operations, that this emigrant society should be kept strictly 
within the government and control of the Mormon Church. . 

Connected with that also is the tithing system. Let any one go to 
Salt Lake City and look at the tithing housesand see those people come 
in on tithing days loaded down with one-tenth part of all the produc- 
tions that they make, whether it is salt that they collect on the margin 
of Salt Lake; or wheat, or barley, or rye, or oats, or corn that they grow 
in their fields; poultry or pigs; goats, cows or calves; shoes, hats, 
clothing, watches, anything and everything that they make and that 
they earn and that they have, and see them bringing in their contribu- 


Jed until superseded by 
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tions and turning them over to the receivers of taxes; it is a maryel of 
influence, and it is a wonder in this enlightened age of mankind that 
any set of people, however stupid, can have these exactions practiced 
upon ‘them and that they are so entirely faithful “in complying with 
them. It becomes a religious sentiment with them, and they would 
feel condemned absolutely if they were not tocome in with their tithes 
and pay the tenth part of all that they get into this tithing house for 
the benefit of the church. 

These tithes, as I understand, find their way then to what is:called 
the co-operative store, in which Mormons place capital upon some basis 
of stock, and they are from there: rted, onthe railwaysand other- 
wise, to markets, if a market*is not found at home. In this way many 
millions of merchandise pass through this store annually, and the prod- 
ucts of the Mormons are converted into money, and the proceeds, after 
paying a certain percentage of profit to the stockholders, are turned into 
thechurch treasury, and itis out of this fund that the emigration society 
receives its largest: support. . 

It is scarcely any wonder, after we look atthe careful particularity 
and the wonderful skill and wisdom with which those men organized 
this ecclesiastical power, that they should be able to go to the Feejee 
Islands, to Ireland, to the different states of Europe, to the different 
States of the American Union, and that they should be continually im- 
porting their ‘converts as they are called, their dupes as we know them 
to be, from foreign countries, and that they bring in such numbers here 
that the President of the United States in his message has to suggest to 
Congress that there ought to be some provision of law enacted by which 
a discrimination shall be made against theimmigration into this,coun- 
try of persons belonging to that institution. 

When you strike the Mormon Church as a legal organization in this 
act of in tion you strike everything that is connected with it, 
and that is what I propose to do. I propose to amend the bill so as to 
repeal absolutely out and out these acts of incorporation. 

Then the question arises, what are you going to do with the property ? 
T pro: to allow that to be disposed of according to the rules and 
principles.of the common law. According to my judgmentaboutitthat 
will:be a nearerapproximation to justice than anything else we could do. 

As I understand the common law of in regard to the disso- 
lution of a corporation, it is this: Whenever a corporation is dissolved 
for any cause or by any means, whether under the decree of a court De- 
cause it has forfeited its charter, or under an act of Parliament because 
Parliament. declares that it is dissolved, or whether from any accident 
(for corporations:are sometimes dissolved, we are told, by accident), the 
debts which that corporation owes are extingui , the debts owing to 
it are extingused, its real estate reverts to the original donor, and what- 
ever of ty may remain is subject to the disposal of the law, 
which I propose shall be escheated to the Treasury of the United States. 

The ordinary doctrine of escheats at. common law does not apply ex- 
actly:or literally to the dissolution of a corporation. When real estate 
escheats to the Crown of Great Britain, for instance, on the death of the 
owner, the heir at law being an alien, the title inures to the Crown of 
Great Britain, ipse facto, but until the Crown has united that title with 
an actual ion. of the property the heir at law holds subject to the 


will of the Crown only to determine his rights, and no one else can’ 


dispute his rights. 

So in the case of a devise of p to one whois an alien, the title 
ofthe Crown in a case of that kind does not inure to it absolutely but 
only after office found; thatis to say, after a legal adjudication has been 
made that the party who died leftno heir in the realm of Great Britain 
capable of inheriting, but he left heirs who are aliens, or the devisee in 
the ease of a devise is an alien or even an alien enemy, in which case 
the court proceeds to declare that the Crown is entitled to be admitted 
as of its right to the property. Office is thereby found, and the title of 
the Crown by the act of the court becomes complete and absolute. 

It is not so in to corporations which are dissolved, for every 
corporation takes all the property that is granted to it, at least all the 
real estate, subject to the condition attached to it by law that it will re- 
verttothe donor on the death or dissolution of the corporation. That 
is a tacit condition annexed by law to every donation that is made toa 
corporation, it makes nodifference how broad or how powerful the words 
ofdonation may be. The fact is, you can scarcely frame a deed under 
the principles of the common law by which you could so convey real 
estate out of you into the hands of a corporation as that it would not 
revert to youin the case.of the dissolution of that corporation, which 
means its death. 

I do not know from what source the Church of Jesus Christof Latter- 
day Saints, this legalincorporation under this act of Utah, acquired its 
title to the real estate that it holds, but I presume that noentries were 
made directly from the Government of the United States. I presume 
the land offices would not disclose that:any title to land had been taken 
up in the name of this corporation, either by private entry or otherwise. 
The land must have been taken up by some Mormon who either sold it 
or donated it to this church. Some Mormon gave this land to this 
church or some Mormon sold the land to this church and made a deed 
of it. So if we dissolve this corporation and apply to it the principles 


of the common law this back to that. donor; the Mormon 


property goes 
getsit if thechurch loses it. Idare say that there are very many debts 


due to thatincorporation, because in the last section of the act to which I 
havejust-called attention the Senate will notice the following provision: 

All persons receiving assistance fro: Yay Emigra Fund Com- 
pany shall be Regd seantwonibie aed eer seat nee igj wag 

There are doubtless debts due to the church either through this second 
corporation or directly due to it. These would be extinguished accord- 
ing to the principles of thecommon law. Itmay owedebts. LIf it does, 
it owes them to Mormons. It has contracted no debts to Gentiles, to 
outside people. These are extinguished according to the principles of 
the common law, which I seek to-apply to this measure by the amend- 
ment which I offer. They may have personal property which would 
not, in strictness of law, be the subject of that sort of escheat which af- 
fects the distribution of the assets of a corporation which is dissolved 
under the common law in England. In order to meet that icular 
case my amendment provides that this property shall be escheated to 
the Government of the United States. When I say “ escheated,’’ I do 
not mean that the property escheats by this act of Congress simply. I 
would not.do that. 

Mr. MAXEY. I should like to know from the Senator whether it 
was an act of the Territorial Legislature which granted the incorpora- 
tion. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ttwasan act of the Territorial Legislature. It was 
first an ordinance of the convention called to organize a State called 
pegs and afterward that ordinance was enacted by the Legislature 
o $ A 

Mr. MAXEY. So itis under the control-of Congress, 

Mr. MORGAN. It isdirectly under the control of Congress. Isup- 
pose that no Senator doubts our power to repeal or modify that act of 
the Legislature in-any respect-that we choose. I have assumed all the 
time, of course, that we have full power over the whole subject, and I 
see no reason to doubt the eorrectness of the conclusion. 

As I was observing, I have for the reasons that I have stated incor- 
porated here a provision of escheat. I do not think it is proper under 
our system of governmentand particularly under the restrictive clause 
in our Constitution, which provides that property shall not be taken 
except by due conrse of law, that an act of Congress should take from 
any person claiming property and dispose of it by gift or grant or oth- 
erwise to another person. I would always have the intervention of a 
court to determine whether the conditions existed upon which the es- 
cheat was to take place and to determine by judicial sentence what 
should be done with the proceeds-of the escheated estate. My amend- 
ment does not cover that proposition very distinctly, but of course if we 
adopt the amendment I have suggested that can easily be putin. I 
did not have time last night to prepare the entire scope of the amend- 
ment so as to include that feature of it. 

But I intended to call the attention of the Senator from Vermont to 
two propositions. One is thathe has notprovided, as I understand, any 
special tribunal for hearing the case that is required to be brought by 
the Attorney-General in the thirteenth section of the bill. I suppose 
the Senator found that the jurisdiction of the district court of the United 
States for Utah was broad enough to cover the subject; but it might be 
better, I will suggest to him, to say what court shall take jurisdiction 
for the purpose of escheating this property. But I will insist, so faras 
Iam concerned,*that a proceeding for the escheating of the property 
shall take place after we have declared the escheat, so-as to determine 
what portion of this property would pass under the common law directly 
back to the original donors and what portion of it would pass under the 
provision of this act of Congress into the Treasury of the United States 
in pursuance of the requirement that it shall be escheated, and also to 
determine whether there may be other claimants to any portion of this 
personal property. I believe that it is our duty in enforcing laws of 
forfeiture or escheat of whatever kind or character to bring the subject 
to the attention of a court, and the subject should not be considered as 
conclusively determined until a court passes upon it. That is a doc- 
trine to which I adhere very closely. 

I haveexplained the reasons why I have offered this amendment. I 
do not know that I have anything more to say aboutit, at least for the 
present. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, section 12 of the proposed statute which 
is now sought to be amended provides that fourteen trustees shall be 
appointed who shall take ion of the property of this corporation. 
The Constitution of the United States provides that private property 
shall not be taken for public use withont compensation. Is this pri- 
vate property or not? Is the property of this corporation private or 
public property? Tt seems tome there can be no question in regard to 
that. This property was acquired by this corporation under the pro- 
tection of the law. It belongs to it and to those who are its cestuis que 
trust. There can be no question about that. 

What, then, is the taking prohibited by the Constitution? Does it 
allow Congress to take possession for either a longer or a shorter time? 
Does it vest power to dispossess persons of their property and substitute 
others in the controland management of it? There can beno question 
that ataking, a dispossession, for a moment is as much asa di 
for an age or a conversion in perpetuity. 

The Constitution isimperative. Itsays, ‘‘norshall private property 
be taken for public use without just compensation.” This provision 
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of the proposed statute not only takes it but converts it to public use, to 
the education of the children of Utah, without reference to the wishes 


here say that although you may make no law respecting an establish- 
ment of religion, you may legislate to destroy the chartered rights of 
an establishment of religion; that you may im disabilities upon 
those who practice it, and you may indirectly deprive them of political 
rights and privileges and of all rights for the purpose of suppressing 
and destroying it. That is manifestly the object of this section and of 


this bill and is avowed in the argument and the discussion of the legis- | all the ages, 


lation proposed in the section under consideration. 

Whatever may be the evils of this association, whatever may be the 
calamities that it may or may not produce, the question which we are 
bound to consider is whetheritisorisnotan establishment of religion. 
By all our traditions and by all the history of the lish race and by 
all our legislation previous to the commencement of this crusade upon 
these people, the Mormon church must be regarded as an establishment 
of religion. Senators say it is not the true religion. Does the Consti- 
tution say you shall not legislate respecting the establishment of the 
true religion orthe false religion? Theact oftoleration of King William 
and Queen Mary—which was the outcome of all the persecution which 
the people of England and this country as well as the people of Europe 
suffered for many years, the tortures of the Inquisition, the burnings, 
the hangings which every church and every creed have practiced upon 
the others—the act of toleration, which is the foundation of our princi- 
ple of religious freedom, says in express terms what is and what is not 
an establishment of religion, and leaves no ground of doubt as to the 
meaning of the terms used in the Constitution. ‘Congressshall make no 
law respecting an establishment of religion. 

Before we embark in this system of religious persecution, before we 


abandon the principles of our Government, of our civilization, and of the- 


religion of Christ, it is well for us to consider something of the past his- 
tory of this and other countries. That great society of Christian le 
the followers of John Wesley, who in every period of the history Df this 
country have beenits loyal and faithful citizens, who have sustained the 
Christian religion in heathen lands and in civilized lands, those cs 
of the poor and humble have defined what they consider as religious 
freedom. Let us see whether it is the right of any Congress or any set 
of men to say what is religion or what is not. In the days when the 
English Parliament undertook so to declare, a committee of the fol- 
lowers of John Wesley put forth this declaration: 


That it is the unquestionable right of man to worship God agreeably to 
the dictates. of his own conscience, and that he has a right to hear and to teach 
those truths which he conscientiously believes, without any restraint or judi- 
cial interference from the civil magistrate, provided he d » not thereby disturb 
the peace of the community, and that on no account whatever will this commit- 
tee ever concede this fundamental principle. 


The society which proclaims this as the meaning of religious establish- 
ments as defined in our civilization and our Constitution constitutesan 
immense portion of the Protestants of this country. *If aman have the 
right to worship God according to the dictates of his conscience, if he 
believes, as many do believe in foreign lands, the benighted doctrine and 
the unholy practice, as we conceive it, of polygamy, while we have the 
right to punish the practice and if possible to suppress it, have we the 
right to establish a system of religious persecution to destroy the relig- 
ious establishment because it professes and believes a falsehood? Shall 
we disregard the very proposition upon which our own religious liberty 
stands? Shall we overthrow free speech and free thought and the Bible 
and religion of Christ, and substitute for them the secular power, the 
sword of civil power for the sword of the Spirit? Thisis but to repeat 
the history of the Dark Ages; this is tore-enact the Inquisition of Spain 
with all its horrors; to Jight anew the fires of religious persecution, 
and by fire and torture and suffering to force the human mind to accept 
as true our opinions and our creeds. A 

This bill and this section of the bill undertakes to do this? It de- 
clares that the chartered rights of succession and ownership of property 
granted to the religious establishment of the Mormon Church shall not 
only be taken away from them, but that their shall be con- 
fiscated, taken from them, and used according to the will and discretion 
of Congress; and to whatend? To the avowed end declared in the bill, 
that this form of heretical belief, that this false religious establishment, 
shall be suppressed and destroyed, to the end that true religion, as we. 
conceive it to be, may be maintained. 

Mr. President, this is not the punishment of polygamy; this is not 
the suppression of the practice of polygamy; it is the destruction of a 
religious establishment, a false religiousestablishment; itis the persecu- 
tion of its votaries to the end that by that means it may be extirpated. 

Sir, we can not indirectly legislate for the purpose of destroying any 
religion, whether fulse or true. We can not take away its chartered 
rights which have been given to it by Jaw, selecting it as one out of 
many to the end that it may be destroyed, without violating not only 
the principles of the Constitution, but the essential principles of the 
religion of Christ. 

This provision of the bill, as well as the whole bill, is an assault on 
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the Christian religion, which undertakes by persuasion, by conviction, 
by teaching the doctrines of Christ, to convert and convince men, and not 
to compel them to believe by the sword. It is a revival of the Dark 
Ages. When the religious tions which consigned so many hun- 
dred thousand people to the stake in the medieval ages they 
began with comparative mildness, and they proceeded from mild forms 
of restraint to punishments so horrible that they make the blood run 
cold. These cruelties were practiced by every sect and every church 
in turn upon those who dissented from it. 
Motley, in the History of the Dutch Republic, says: 


which she 
se s 


+ * © Why has the Almighty suffered such crimes in His sacred 


Mr. President, what can we say of a proposition here in this day of 
religious liberty, in the face of a provision of the Constitution of the 
United States that property shall not be taken for public use without 
compensation, which requires that the property of a corporation, a pri- 
vate corporation, a corporation for purposes either religious or benevo- 
lent, so avowed upon its face, so stated in its charter, may be taken by 
law and appropriated by the Congress of the United States to purposes 
not contemplated by, and against the will of, its owners, and to the 
avowed end that certain people who believe, and falsely believe, that 
the interpretation of the Bible and the religion of Christ jastily 
and require them to establish a marital relation which we forbid and 
regard with horror, to the end that by religious persecution it may. be 
exterminated and done away with? It is true that this section of the 
bill describes this confiscation as an escheat to the Government; but 
the learned men who prepared this bill knew that there could he no 
such thing as an escheat of the property of a corporation which within 
the limits of its chartered term of life was performing the acts required 
by its charter, the life of which was terminated by the arbitrary act of 
the Government as a measure of public and religious policy. 

I can not see what possible ground there is for any opinion that the 
Congress of the United States has a right, in order to suppress polyg- _ 
amy, to confiscate the property of persons, of corporations, and apply it 
to any use they see fit. Ido not believe that there can be any argu- 
ment made in support of it. The Senator from Vermont, with very 
great ability and very tingennity, proposed todiscriminate between 
what he called the political or the temporaland the ecclesiastical feat- 
ures of this organization. Suppose we were to attack the great Cath- 
olic Church, with its hundreds of millions of property in its corporate 
institutions, using them as it does for benevolent purposes, and to de- 
clare that we saw fit, to the end that the CatholicChurch and her form 
of belief might be extirpated, to withdraw her charters, confiscate her 
property, and apply it to other uses, who would for a moment entertain 
the idea? Who wonld regard it as within the power of this body? 
Who would dare to propose this of any of the greatchurches into which 
Christians are divided. This demonstrates that we have no right and 
no power to proscribe and punish any form of belief, religious or po- 
litical—to legislate men into other beliefs and otheropinions. It is 
with practices, with acts alone, that we can deal. 

When the time comes I shall move tostrike out from the first section 
of the bill the words ‘‘and may be compelled to testify.” The bill 
requires that the wife shall be compelled to testify against her hus- 
band—not permitted, but compelled—with the privilege of reserving 
from such testimony any confidential statement or communication 
made by either during the existence of the marriage relation. What 
knowledge is there on the part of husband or wife that is not confi- 
dential? Howcan you compel one to testify against the other without 
violating the relation? Whatis the object of that provision? Is it 
to the end that in criminal cases generally this testimony may be made 
available? It is to the suppression, as avowed in the bill, of this form 
of religious belief. It is legislation respecting a false establishment of 
religion. No one denies that this is false religion; that it is a form of 
religious belief; thatitis an establishment of religion; thatthe 180,000 
people who profess it believe and profess to believe that it is religion, 
and a true religion. We say it is no religion, and that it is hurtfal; 
but all churches and creeds have said that of those who differ from 
them, and they have used the power of the state to burn, torture, and 
kill all who differed from them. This bill proposes to punish and ex- 
terminate this false belief by the secular power. 

The Senator from Alabama testifies that these people, with a fanati- 
cism and a superstition which he regards as wonderful, bring the tenth 
part of all their labor, day after day and year after year, as a voluntary 
contribution. Why do they do it? Because they believe, falsely if 
you please, that it isa duty to theirGod to do so. Wesay that this fa- 
naticism encourages them in the practice of polygamy and is hurtful to 
the State; and we make laws to prevent them from spreading their be- 
lief, from bringing in recruits to their faith, and impose on them some 
penal laws and processes unknown elsewhere to our laws. I am op- 
posed to Mormonism, and because I am opposed to it I oppose this law 
and these methods, which can only result in increasing it by digni 
pa who are persecuted as martyrs in the eyes of their deluded fol- 
owers. 
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But the second section of the bill, in face of the provision of the Con- 
stitution that ‘‘ the right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, 
papers, and effects against unreasonable searches and seizures shall not 
beviolated,’’ provides that at the hourof midnight, atany hour of the day 
or night, without previous charge or accusation, without notice, without 
a sub: the officers of the law may drag from their bed any manor 
woman and hold them in confinement because there is an opinion on the 
part of some officer that they will not obey a legal process; not that 
they had done wrong, not that they had refused to obey the law, but be- 
cause there is an opinion that they will. It is a discretion committed 
to the marshal or a judge, a commissioner or a grand jury, or a justice 
of the peace, that attachment for a witness may be issued, without a 
previoussubpcena, compelling the immediate attendance of such witness 
when it shall appear ‘‘ that there is reasonable ground to believe that 
such witness will unlawfully fail to obey a subpceena issued and served.” 
Is that an unreasonable seizure or is it a reasonable one? What is the 
object of this provision? It is because it is apprehended that, under the 
influence of this superstition these people will be reluctant to obey the 
process of the court. ? 

In all ages these things run together. The difference between per- 
secution and the religion of Jesus Christ with its pure method as de- 
fined by Wesley and his followers, that religion which goes with the 
power of conviction and not with the stake and the fagot and the secular 
arm to enforce it, and that superstition, that religious persecution which 
seeks to advance the opinions of sectaries by the secular arm of the 
state, by power, as they did in the days of the Inquisition, finds in its 
methods always from that time to this precisely the same characteris- 
tics. Iread from a history of religious persecutions by a distinguished 
divine of the Protestant Church, which is impartial in its reference to 
all creeds and all churches and all people, and is designed simply to 
establish the proposition that heresies in religion, false opinions and 
false practices proceeding from superstitious beliefs, are not to be eradi- 
cated by the secular arm of power, but only by the milder methods of 
the gospel, by the principles of the Christian religion. In the year 
1656 a law was passed in the colony of Massachusetts the methods of 
which are precisely those adopted in this bill—the law of arbitrary im- 
prisonment, the law of arrest without hearing, without previous charge, 
without evidence. I will read the law as it was established in one of 
our then colonies: 

That whosoever of the inhabitants should, directly or indirectly, cause any of 
the Quakers to come into that jurisdiction, he ‘should forfeit one hondred 


pounds to the ret d o be committed to prison,” there to remain till the 
penalty should be satisfied, 
* s kd . La + . 

Whereas there is a pernicious sect, commonly called Quakers, lately risen, 
who by word and writing have published and maintained many dangerous and 
horrid tenets, and do eon them to change and alter the received laudable 
customs of our nation, in giving civil respect to equals, or reverence to supe- 
riors, whose actions tend to undermine the civil government, and also to destroy 
the order of the churches by den. ne all established forms of worship, and by 
withdrawing from orderly church fellowship allowed and approved all or- 
thodox professors of the truth, whereby divers of our inhabitants have n in- 
fected ;—for prevention thereof this court doth order and enact, that every per- 
son or parsons of " the cursed sect ” of the “‘ Quakers,” who is notan inhabitant 
of, but is found within this jurisdiction, shall be apprehended without warrant 
where no magistrate is at hand, by any constable, commissioner, or selectman, 
who shall commit the said person to close prison, there to remain without bail 
until the next court of assistance, where they shall have a legal trial, and * er g 
convicted to be of the sect of the Quakers, shall be sentenced to be banish s 
upon pain of death.” And that every inhabitant of this jurisdiction, bein, 
convicted to be of the aforesaid sect, either by taking up, publishing, or defend- 
ing the horrid opinions of the Quakers, or the stirring up mutiny, sedition, and 
rebellion against the government, or by taking up their absurd and destructive 

ractices, namely, denying civil to equals and superiors, and withdraw- 
fie from our church assemblies, and instead thereof frequent meetings of their 
own, in opposition to our church order, or by adhering to, or approving of, any 
known Quaker, and the tenets and practices of the Quakers, that are opposite 
to the orthodox received opinions of the godly, and endeavoring to disaffect 
others to civil government and church orders, or condemning the practice and 
ce zeae of this court against the Quakers, manifesting hereby their com 

lying wit 
ena state; every such person, upon conviction before the said court of assist- 
ance in manner as aforesaid, “shall be committed to close prison for one month.” 
And then, unless they choose voluntarily to depart this jurisdiction, shall give 
bond for their behavior, and appear at the next court; where, continuin: 
obstinate and *“ exer J to retract or reform the aforesaid opinions,” they shail 
“be sentenced to banishment, upon pain of death,” 


Here we have the same method of arbitrary arrest, of arbitrary pun- 
ishment without notice, the same proposition that a particular sect of 
people with a particular religious belief are unfriendly to the State and 
to the cause of good order. That is what this billis. The author of 
this work, himself a Christian and a representative of the Christian 
sentiment of New England, proceeding to speak of this law, says: 


Here endeth this oguna aie, bene more like to the decree of the Spanish 
Inquisition than the laws of a reformed Christian magistracy; consisting of such 
who themselves, to shun persecution (which was but a small fine for not fre- 
quenting the public worship), had left Old England. 


I say, therefore, that this proposed measure and its whole theory is 
in violation of the spirit of our institutions and all the provisions of our 
Constitution; that it is in violation of the whole theory of Christian 
liberty and Christian civilization; that it ignores and distrusts and dis- 
parages the power and influence of the religion of Christ, the divine 
teacher; that it denies and distrusts the power of free speech and free 
thought, the great agencies of our civilization. 

I am as much in favor of the suppression of the practice of polygamy 
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as any man, but Iam not in favor of religious persecution to the end 
that it may be suppressed. I do not believe that we can violate the 
laws which secure a fair and impartial trial in the spirit of our Consti- 
tution to all men accused of crime. I do not believe that we can vio- 
late the laws that give personal security except upon a charge of crime 
and probable cause. I do not believe that we can lawfully engage in a 
erusade against the Mormon Church, this false establishment of religion, 
by the secular arm of the State to suppress polygamy. The Christian ` 
sentiment of this country, the eotniinal laws administered, the temper- 
ate laws, not extreme, but punishing this offense as others are pun- 
ished, are amply sufficient and far more efficient than this iron-clad bill, 
which in every letter and in every word of it is designed and avows 
itself to have the purpose of suppressing this form of false religious be- 
lief by the power of the State as the means of destroying polygamy. I 
prefer the influences of the Christian religion, with the criminal laws 
fairly and impartially enforced. If our institutions are not strong 
enough and our Christian religion is not strong enough to overcome it, 
then no secular power can do so. ` 

For these reasons, Mr. President, I am opposed to the bill, and I ho 
the amendment of the Senator from Alabama, which will improve it in 
some respects, will be adopted. But Ido not believe that we have any 
right to destroy an establishment of religion, false or true, to the end 
that we may suppress a crime. 

I believe that the provisions of this bill, while they violate the Con- 
stitution and are the beginning of religious persecution of other churches 
and other sects, will have no effect on the Mormons except to increase 
their numbers and give them dignity and respect in their own eyes. I 
believe the preaching of the true religion by its faithful ministers, the 
upholding of the national authority in the Territory by an armed force 
adequate to give protection to all who may wish to leave the Mormon 
church, will do what this bill will fail to do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY inthechair). The pend- 
ing question is on the first amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. ‘The Secretary will report the amendment. 

The Cuter CLERK. Itis proposed to strike outall of section 12 after 
the word ‘‘ annulled,” in line 7, and to insert: 

And the property of said corporation of every kind shall be disposed of accord- 
ing to the rules and principles of the common law as in case of the dissolution 
of a corporation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it due to my friend from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGAN], whose support in favor of the general scheme of the bill I 
count upon, to say a few words in friendly reply to him. 

I do not think that the bill if into a law affirms the residue 
of the corporation act of the Church of the Latter-day Saints. The 
bill in terms only declares that it annuls so much of that act as prevents 
the United States from appointing a certain number of trustees to act 
with the other trustees of the church in regard to its temporal affairs, 
by which I expect that the Mormdéns who do not believe in polygamy, 
and the Gentiles, as they are called, and the rest of decent people in the 
United States, will be able to know something of the business opera- 
tions of that concern. 

Without touchirg its doctrines or its faith or anything else, if it 
could be supposed that such an act would affirm the residue of the 
charter, as I will call it, asit is, then Congress more than twenty years 
ago did affirm ‘the whole charter; because Congress then annulled that 
part of the charter which related to marriages and provided for polyg- 
amy, &c., completely and entirely, but took express pains to say in the 
uct, which is here before me, that Con. did not intend to interfere 
with any of the religious and worshiping of it. I do not think 


| that Congress thereby became the affirmative proponent of the residue 


of the charter. Certainly the language of the Congress of the United 
States at that time would come much nearer to sustaining my friend’s 
argument than what this proposed act does. I think that is enough 
for that part of my friend’s argument. 

My friend suggests that these trustees are really the church. I think 
he is mistaken about that. The first section provides for a church, and 
the third section provides for a church and what the church may do. 


| The second section provides simply and purely for trustees to hold, own, 


regulate, manage, buy, and sell property to be devoted to the uses of 
the church and for its general utility; a very sweeping and important 
phrase, as my friend has pointed out. There is the distinction. 

So, too, without referring to what the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
CALL] has so vigorously stated with his usual clearness and perspicuity 
in regard to religious faiths and beliefs, no matter how wild they may 
be, it only goes to touching the temporal concerns and temporal oper- 
ations of a corporation that exists by the sufferance of the United 
States, so far as those operations may be devoted to promoting the prac- 
tice of what we all agree in calling a crime. 

We do not affirm the third section, which has nothing to do with the 
second section, but is connected with the first section. We do not say 
anything about their doctrines, or covenants, or ordinances, &c. ; and the 
punishments, and promotions, and regulations that are there provided 
for are in substance like those of almost all Christian church organiza- 
tions in their words. When it speaks of a punishment there it speaks 
of a church punishment; that is, if a member of the Mormon Church is 
guilty of something that the Mormon Book of Doctrines and Covenants 
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(which I have been studying while this debate has been going on and 
before) forbids, he may be expelled from the church, excommunicated, 
or whatever you call it, and that is all. It is a spiritual punishment, 
with which the affirmative laws of a country never undertake to have 
anything to do, because it is a mere question, like in a club, whether 
you are willing to have a man init or to have a man out of it. Itisa 
question of association and nothing else, that the laws of a civilized 
country do not undertake to deal with at all, because it is pure senti- 
ment; it does not affect the life, the liberty, or the property or the 
legal obligations of any man. That is what this third section means 
about imposing punishment and so on. 

My friend from Alabama speaks of the Emigrating Fund Company as 
being a thing that will be repealed if the church corporation is repealed. 
He is mistaken. If we repeal the church corporation alone and leave 
the emigrating fund society’ by name, it will continue to go on; but 
this bill reported by the committee ifically provides for abolishing 
that corporation entirely, because it does not pretend to be a religious 
corporation. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the way I understand it. I did not mean 
that the repeal of the act of the Utah Legislature incorporating the 
church would necessarily repeal the other act of incorporation. The 
bill itself repeals that. So my amendment in connection with what is 
in the bill would sweep them both out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; but the billitself sweeps out the Emigrating 
Company, because the Emigrating Company in the terms of its charter 
does not profess to have either faith or worship or discipline. It does 
not purport to be a religious corporation either by name or by sub- 
stance. It is a political corporation. Iam not speaking of ‘‘political’’ 
in the sense of party politics or governmental politics, but in the legal 
sense of the word, a political corporation, one that deals with men and 
— to build up a community in a particular Territory, and that 
is all. 

Now, then, inasmuch as we know from our experience and observa- 
tion that that corporation is devoted to gathering the most ignorant 
and degraded of all classes of community in all the States and in all 
other countries in there for the purpose of imposing upon them the doc- 
trines and the practice of polygamy, and inasmuch as that corporation 
lives by the sufferance of the United States, we propose to wipe that out; 
and inasmuch as it is not a stockholding corporation, instead of (on the 
old common-law doctrine, but not what I think is now the true com- 
mon-law doctrine that my friend has stated) giving the fund to the 
ten thousand persons who in the last twenty-five years have by tithings 
and otherwise contributed to make up the fund of that corporation back 
to them, as they can never be found, we propose to devoteit to the educa- 
tion of the children of that Territory, subject by a judicial investigation 
to the private claim and the private right of every human being who 
comes forward to make any demand upon the fund. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator has not considered the second branch 
of the amendment. I provide in that for the escheat of the personal 
property to the Government of the United States. It is the land under 
the old common law that reverts to the original donor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But I do not mind about that. I do not care 
whether it takes the land or the personal property on these distinctions, 
because the purpose and the scope of the bill as to the emigrating so- 
ciety is to take allof this property, real and personal, whatever it may 
be, and devote it to the use of common schools, subject to the private 
right of anybody who can establish, in a court of justice there, his right 
to any part of it, and if he establishes that right he has it; but what 
belongs to the public, what under the old law would go to the sovereign 
or to the lord superior or whatever, goes to the education and enlighten- 
ment of the children of these Mormons themselves. That is what we 
propose to do with it. 

Then if this first amendment of my friend, which is the critical and 
governing one, as he says himself, is adopted, you have struck a blow 
not only at polygamy, but still more at the faith of those Mormons who 
do not believe in polygamy; and as my friend has said therearea great 
many of them, and whose temple and whose tabernacleare as sacred to 
them as my friend’s church is to him and to me, and who are willing 
and anxious that this bill as the committee has framed it shall pass, 
who have said in order to accomplish this end you have undertaken to 
destroy us when it was not necessary, and you have struck at rights 
that my friend from Florida has so eloquently described as sacred. 

The committee therefore has undertaken to leave all that helongs to 
faith or religion, however erroneous we may think it to be, to continue 
to live, and as to what is not faith and religion and goes to mere tem- 
poral affairs, to investigate it and look into it and to destroy by the 
means and agencies that we can outside of the question of faith and 
maop all that belongs to the propagation of and inducements to po- 

ygamy. 


Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Vermont if he 


regards the disincorporation of achurch association or corporation as an 
attack upon its religion? I ask him if it is nota fact that that isa sort 
of gratuity extended to religious organizations and not at all inconsist- 
ent to withhold it from the exercise of the fullest freedom of religious 
thought and opinion ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That might be so in a technical sense, and if the 


Senator from Colorado and the Senator from Alabama would unite ina 
bill which should provide that all of these corporations in Utah and 
every other Territory should be dissolved, then they would be up to the 


logic of their proposition. I should be opposed toallofthem. LIagree 
that whatever the sovereign power gives it may take away; but I do 
not agree at this present moment that it is wise or prudent for the pur- 
poses we have in view of building up, as there must be built up in that 
Territory at some time, a community of some character by going to war 
with the people who believe as we do and who wish to accomplish the 
ends that we have, and by striking them down and leaving them with- 
out any title to their churches and establishments of religion alone 
when we do not strike down any other sect or any other faith. 

That is the proposition; and therefore I am opposed to the amend- 
mentof the Senator from Alabama. If I were the head president—the 
first presidency, as it is called—of that concern, and wanted to kill this 
measure by a course of amendment which should make it so out of unity 
with all that we do as to other religious corporations that are religious 
corporations purely and simply, and wanted to break it down by mak- 
ing it so odious thatit could not be gotten through both Houses of Con- 
gress, I should have tried to persuade somebody to invite some Senator 
to move exactly that amendment. I know that aN friend isnot influ- 
enced by any such p uite the reverse; but I think his zeal has 
outrun what, after reflection, would be his sober judgment about it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I have not taken much part in the 
debates upon the bill either now or heretofore. It is an intricate sub- 
ject, and one that requires very mature reflection in order to do what 
is just and right and in accordance with the evident sentiment of the 
American people, to which I avow my assent, and I do it accordingly. 

I regret that it did not occur to me to send along with the bill the 
amendment which I have now presented in order that the Committee 
on the Judiciary might have had a fairer opportunity for considering its 
merits. I regretalso that we are here before a very thin Senate, where 
the debate upon the proposition of course can produce almost no effect 
at all. When the vote is taken upon this propositionit will doubtless 
be voted on by many Senators without having considered the importance 
and value of the amendment that I have had the honor to suggest. 

I am somewhat chary in endeavoring to array my opinion against the 
Senator from Vermont, who has studied this question very thoroughly, 
and I must say that I believe he has studied it in a spirit of justice and 
fairness, with a disposition to do what the American people require to 
be done and what should be done to remove this flagrant outrage from 
the American society, to say nothing of taking it out of the pale of the 
American Christianity. But I must differ with the Senator from Ver- 
mont as to the nature of the remedy that he proposes. For one, I must 
say I do not consider that the measure which the Senator from Vermont 
brings forward is as heroic and as radical as it ought to be. He is not 
given to stopping on his center. When that Senator conceives that 
something ought to be done for the public welfare, he is usually willing 
to take up the subject by its rough handle and to carry it through to 
all of its logical consequences without turning back or looking back; 
but on this occasion I think the honorable Senator from Vermont has 
been alarmed by his own regard for what should be the propriety of 
action on the part of the Congress of the United States in dealing with 
a subject of natural delicacy, the subject of the establishment of reli- 
gion. I might say for myself, but I would not say it as a lawyer, that 
in dealing with this corporation or with its associated ecclesiastical or- 
ganization I do not feel that Iam dealing with a religious establishment. 
I feel that I am dealing with something that is entirely irreligious, that 
has no just pretension at all to be called a religion in a Christian coun- 
try. Itwould be a very fair religion in China or in any Mohammedan 
country; it would do very well for the Congo Free State perhaps; but 
in Christian America this can hardly be rated as an establishment of 
religion. It is an establishment of vice, which is controlled by an au- 
tocracy or a hierarchy which calls itself a church, and professes to be 
founded upon a relevyation made to a human being in these latter days 
in the United States through books which were transmitted here and 
translated by himself, a relevation from the Almighty, which in its 
essence and in its quality and in every particular denies and reprobates 
and overturns what we understand to be the revelations upon which 
the Christian system is founded. 

If the priests of the Mohammedan religion were here for the purpose 
of establishing themselves in any Territory of the United States and for 
the purpose of propagating that well-known system (which includes 
some very virtuous elements, particularly that of temperance) in one 
of our Territories, and if they should call upon the Territorial Legis- 
lature and through that Legislature in effect upon Congress to grant a 
legal charter for their church, I do not suppose that in a case of that 
kind any lawyer in the United States would regard me as atall depart- 
ing from the traditions of the profession or as violating any known prin- 
ciple of constitutional law if I should object that we had no power to 
confer a legal charter upon a Mohammedan church in a Territory in 
order to organize it as a religious establishment. I would deny the 
power in a case of that kind, because the exercise of that legislative 
power in the organization of that sect in this Christian country would 
be in effect to overturn the spirit and substance and foundation of the 
whole of the Christianity which pervades this country, and which en- 
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ters into our society and through that into our laws. If I should find an 
act of a Territorial Legislature giving incorporation to a Mohammedan 
church, one of whose tenets is that a man shall have a plurality of 
wives if he chooses, I would not hesitate to repeal that law, because it 
would violate the whole sentiment of the American people and it would 
violate the spirit of the Constitution. 

Now, when the Legislature of Utah organized this miserable preten- 
sion of a church, which was organized for the purpose of covering up 
and protecting by the sanctity of religion the allowance of low, flagrant 
crimes in the community to which the whole sentiment of the people 
of the United States is adverse; when they passed this act of legisla- 
tion of this so-called church, they violated if not the letter the spirit 
of the Constitution, for they legislated for the purpose of establishing 

a religion. They did not legalize action in reference to a religion which 

and was recognized by the American people. They did not 
legislate as we would legislate in respect of any of the great Catholic 
or Protestant denominations known to these Christian communities, to 
give legal power and ion to them in order to hold property 
merely. That act of the Legislature of Utah was an act for the estab- 
lishmentof a religion which before that time had no foundation in public 
acceptance and no foundation inlaw. That act was the building up 
of the Mormon Church. These men had been scouted from communi- 
ties to the east of the Mississippi River and driven like public enemies 
abroad into the wilderness. They were routed from Illinois, Missouri, 
and other States, as nuisances to the community. Their temples were 
torn down or burned down about their heads, and their propagators 
and pretended priests aged rag were imprisoned and punished by 
. the populace. Taking in the wilderness, at that time within 
the domain of Mexico, coming to us by an annexation of territory, 
when they got the power of a Territorial Legislature out there, the first 
thing they did with it was to use that power contrary to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States to establish a religion. But for the exercise 
of that power of legislation in the Territory the Morman religion would 
never have been established in that country. It would have lingered 
along in a miserable way under the condemnation of public sentiment 
abroad as well as of public sentiment that was rapidly forming and 
growing in the midst of those people, and it would have utterly per- 
ished and passed ont of view, aibo Orolda settlement has donein New 
York. 

But the purpose of that act and its whole intention was to establish a 
religion, and well and wisely did they legislate. They formed their 
legal organization, but in forming it they enacted into the law some of 
the precepts of their pretended religion, and they gave to this church 
as a body corporate the power to do much else than merely to hold 
property in a legal way for the advantage of the institution. I read 
to the Senate this morning a long array of the powers that they have. 

The corporation is formed under a law, and the uses and trusts and 
pus of that corporation are in that law distinctly and clearly de- 

ed. Whatarethey? When read even between the lines, when read 
according to the interpretation of the very men who enacted the laws, 
they are for the propagation of polygamy; they are for the establishment 
of a church hierarchy there, having more power than any Legislature 
in the United States; they are for the taxing of the people to one-tenth 
of the product of their annual labor; they are for giving power to the 
ruling authorities in that church, the priests and apostles and bishops 
and other men in authority, so that they may exercise upon individ- 
uals a degree of duress, not merely spiritual duress, but personal and 
physical duress and control over their property, which shall compel 
men o bow in submission to any decree that the church may put for- 
wa 

Here, then, are the uses and trusts and purposes of the act of incor- 
poration declared in the act itself. When these tithes flow in and are 
converted into money, when the voluntary contributions which are 
made to this church go into the treasury, when the money that they 
receive from their stocks in railroad corporations comes in, who has the 
power to control it? Says the Senator from Vermont, not the trustees; 
they have only the power to hold it. That is true; but in the act you 
have got the trustees and you have got the church, but with all the con- 
trolling power physically and morally that that church can exercise, 
and that church can exercise the control and direction of the fund so as 
to apply it to the uses specified in the act. 

What then are our fourteen trustees to do? They are to go'there 
and receive the property—yes, the tithes received, all contributions, 
all donations that may be made in pursuance of law. The law that is 
upon the statute-book of Utah holds them in their treasury accountable 
to whom for them? This bill does not make them accountable to the 
United States. The trustees are accountable tothe church. Will you 
substitute trustees in the act and say to those trustees, you shall exe- 
cute the trusts and uses and purposes for which the act was made? 
Will the Congress of the United States undertake the task of running 
the Mormon Church so as to collect its revenues from time to time and 
apply them to the uses prescribed by law? That is the question as I 
understand it. 

The honorable Senator from Vermont says that these funds, when 
received by the trustees, are to be put into a common-school fund: 
The act does not so provide, except as to those corporations which have 


not seen proper 


violated the provisions of the act of 1861, in which case an escheat 
takes place by a proceeding in some court, and the fand escheated is 
carried into the common treasury of the school fund—diverted from the 
church and carried to the school fund. That, sir, is a confiscation. 
That in another form is an escheat. You take the fund away from the 
church in that case and you carry it into the common-school fund. 

But up to the $50,000 that they have aright to hold, and also in ref- 
erence to the revenues that they derive from the tithing, I can see noth- 
ing in this bill that will prevent these trustees from being compelled to 
execute the trusts of the original act. Here stands a church, call ita 
Baptist church, or a Methodist church, or a Presbyterian church, in 
order to see now exactly what the powers of the trusteesare. Here isa 
Presbyterian church in the Territory into whose government and into 
whose act of incorporation Congress has injected fourteen trustees to 
take and hold the property. The act of organization of that Presby- 
terian church requires that the moneys which shall fall into the treasury 
of that church, it makes no difference how, shall be applied to certain 
religious uses, and instead of applying that money to the religious uses 
of this orthodox denomination of Presbyterians, as is prescribed by the 
act of the Territory of Utah, you take that money and convey it into 
the treasury of the common-school syste 

Why, sir, the whole United States would revolt at it. Yes, the Chris- 
tian world would revolt at an act of that kind prepetrated in respect of 
the Presbyterian denomination. 

Now, we will change it, and we will call it the Church of Jesus 
Christ of Latter-day Saints, and apply the very same provisions to it. 
Under this bill the money comes in through the act of the Legislature 
of Utah Territory; it is carried into the treasury of the church, and 
charged there in the hands of these trustees with certain uses and 
trusts to which the law has subjected it. That law is not repealed, 
not modified, not changed in any particular. It stands there in the 
case of the Church of the Latter-day Saints precisely as it would inthe 
other cases that I have supposed of the Presbyterian Church. Would 
not the courts be compelled to rule that these trustees should execute 
the trusts and purposes for which that money was paid into the treas- 
ury? You have not altered it in any way; you leave it precisely as 
the Utah Legislature left it; and having thus left it, the courts would 
compel your trustees to pay it to the uses and trusts which you have 
to repeal. 

Sir, [cannot get my consent to leaving this statute in force to the 
efféct and to the extent of enabling a court of justice to require these 
trustees to execute the uses and purposes of that original trust. In 
doing it we uphold the PA ogg intent, and purpose with which the orig- 
inal act incorporating this church was e Iwould, as I said, put 
the ax to the root of the tree. If you will repeal this “establishment 
of religion there, which establishment, in its spirit, as I have argued, 
was contrary to the Constitution of the United States whenit was estab- 
lished—if you will repeal that, then allow the property of this corpora- 
tion to go as the common law directs the of dissolved corpora- 
tions shall go, you have grasped the whole subject, and the downfall of 
that pretension of a church comes PaE bie S That will relieve us 
hereafter of all the power of these presidents, apostles, and bishops, who 
are now no moreand no less than a mere political organization for the 
purpose of holdingin their control the power to levy one-tenth out of 
every man’sannual income for the support of the agents and the mission- 
aries who surround them. Take that power away from tliem, and do it 
by tearing down the corporation. We have the right to doit. The 
Senator from Vermont does notdenyit. Weshould have theright even 
if this corporation had been enacted in the first instance in the very best 
spirit and for the holiest of purposes; but being enacted, as it was, in a 
bad spirit and to back up a pretension and to violate and overturn the 
whole public sentiment of Christianity, surely we have the right in 
morals, under the Constitution and in justice and equity, to take down 
that corporation and destroy it. - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator will pardon me for a suggestion, as 
I do not want to take time on the subject of tithes. If the Senator 
really sw that the use of that word in that old charter implies any 
legal obligation on the part of a member of the church to pay tithes, 
or any legal power on the part of the church or any officer in it to exact 
them, if he will propose an amendment to remove that word I will 
cheerfully vote for it; but I understand the law to be clear. Perhaps 
Iam mistaken, probably I am if the Senator thinks so; but I under- 
stand the law to be that that matter of tithing, which is the exaction 
of a duty as distinguished from the performance of a marriage under 
ordinances thatmay have authorized the performance of marriages that 
otherwise under the law would not be admitted, is one that relates 
merely to church government, so that if a man does not pay his tithes 
they may say “‘ You shall not come to the communion; we will not as- 
sociate with you any more,’’ just as it might be provided in any Epis- 
copal or other church, where there were pews, that if aman did not pay 
his pew rent he should not be a member of that spiritual organization 
any longer, because he did not understand the duty of carrying on the 
gospel as they did. If my friend thinks there is any legal force of a 
right to exact or a duty to pay tithes drawn from that phrase I have 
not the least objection to striking it ont. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have been very unfortunate in my remarks if I 
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have conveyed to the Senator from Vermont the idea that this paying 
of tithes was made compulsory by the act incorporating this church. 
I had no such idea. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam glad to understand it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ofcourse it is not so. It is entirely a votive offer- 
ing, free on the part of the members of the church; nevertheless they 
exact it of themselves and they pay it into the treasury; but the receiv- 
ing of these tithes by the organized officers of this church was one of the 
functions given to them by this law, the right to receive and the duty 
of accounting for these tithes and voluntary contributions of any kind. 
Now, sir, there are said to be millions of money paid in by these tithes 
heretofore which are vested in the co-operative store, in the stock of it 
and in the/goods that are there and held in railroad stock, held indeed 
in various ways. For what purpose were these tithes paidin? That 
isthe question. They were not paid in for the benefit of common schools 
in towns; they were paid in for the purposes declared in that charter 
as ‘‘the church purposes,” they were paid in as a fund the application 
of which the church had a right to make to the uses mentioned in the 
act. That is the situation. 

Mr. TELLER. The act docs not provide for paying them in. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, but I am assuming that the object of this 
whole transaction is to carry this fund into the common-school system 
of Utah Territory. I do not think the act-does it; but we find a fund 
paid in by a voluntary tithe contribution amounting to millions of 
dollars to-day, I am informed and I have no doubt of it, the uses and 
purposes of which the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints, as 
an incorporation, as a legal body, has a right to prescribe. That is the 
situation. 

Now let us look at that situation. I have not defined it improperly. 
I think I have defined it accurately. Now let us look atit. We in- 
terpose fourteen trustees there; we leave the church standing; we leave 
its legal organization intact; we leave all the powers that were con- 
ferred upon it by this act of incorporation without amendment and with- 
out alteration. . We have in no way undertaken to break their influ- 
ence that I can see. If their influence is broken or interfered with in 
any way by the provisions of this proposed law, it is done in some way 
that I can not understand. Ido not seeit. There is the church and 
there are the millions now in the hands of the trustees of the Mormon 
Church which we transfer into the hands of our trustees. Do we af- 
fect the use in any way by the transfer of the mere legal holdership? 
By substitution of trustees appointed by the President and confirmed 
by the Senate do we affect the purpose, the use to which that money 
must be applied? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It certainly could not be used for the promotion of 
polygamy, even if the majority of the trustees voted for such use, and 
the money would not be paid out, inasmuch as polygamy is a crime. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, whenever you promote Mormonism 
you promote polygamy; whenever you promote the power of thatchurch, 
you promote polygamy. Theyareoneandinseparable. If polygamy is 
a mere disease in the Mormon Church of which it can recover, we ought 
to let it alone and let it haye time to recover; but if polygamy is a part 
of the moral constitution of that church, and if the propagation or 
that evil is one of the thiilgs intended to be accomplished both by the 
legal organization and by the ecclesiastical organization, then we ought 
to strike it at the root whenever we haveachance. If you promote the 
sending of missionaries to foreign countries to hunt among the lower 
classes of the females there—the poor, impoverished, and ignorant 
wretches who never dreamed that they would own a handful of the soil 
in the world—for those who have a di ition to come to this country 
where they can become the owners of broad acres under the condition 
that they will subject themselves to the priests, follow their advice, 
take their spiritual counsel, and also their counsel in temporal affairs— 
if you do that by the use of this money, you accomplish all the pur- 
poses of Mormonism, except something that can be accomplished by 
concealment. All the public and open purposes of Mormonism are 
effectuated by such a use of the money as that. 

Here are your trustees; here is a declaration of one of the uses for 
which this money was paid into the Treasury; you leave the law to 
stand as a guide and direction to the trustees; you leave the law to 
stand to be enforced by the courts, and when the church decrees that 
missionaries shall go abroad and shall be paid out of the church fund, 
your trustees must obey the command of that church, or else they must 
break the law under which they are appointed. Sir, I conceive that it 
is absolutely impossible to inject into the Mormon Church, either in its 
ecclesiastical or in its legal and temporal affairs, a body of fourteen 
trustees who can possibly execute the purposes and trusts of this orig- 
inal act of incorporation without at the same time maintaining and 
propagating the polygamous practices of that church thronghont all of 
its dominion. 

I believe, Mr. President, that the right way to do is to stop the evil by 
undoing that act of the Mormon Legisl and if we had done that 
twenty years ago, as I remarked when I was on the floor before, I be- 
lieve that by this time Mormonism would have no more influence upon 
the politics of the United States or upon public sentiment than that 
miserable Oneida community, which has dissolved itself and is now es- 
escaping from the State of New York. 


While we are doing this work let us do it effectually. Let us do it 
in a way that will leave us no embarrassment, no partnership with the 
Mormon Church to assist them in conducting it in order to reform it. 
I do net wish to vote for a bill that puts a body of trustees selected by 
the President of the United States and confirmed by the Senate into 
any church uponany pretext. Ifthisisto be regardedas a religionand 
a church and a religious establishment, if our duty to the Constitution 
compels us to regard itin that light, why do we invade it with a body of 
trustees? Why should we not invade the Catholic Churchand appoint 
trustees for the college they areaboutto build out here, or the Methodist 
Church and appoint trustees to hold title to their property, or the Metho- 
dist General Conference of the United States and appoint trustees to 
hold their property and to manage it according to the will of those 
trustees? No, sir; we must either treat this as a religious establish- 
ment with which we have no right to interfere, or we must treat it as 
an establishment that is not entitled to the protection of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States so far as to claim at the hands of Congress or 
of a Territorial Legislature the enactment of any law for its mainte- 
nance and its propagdtion. That is the view I take. 

If we are prepared to strike at the Mormon Church, let us strike it a 
bold anda manly lick. Letusnot undertake to interpolate our trustees 
in there for the purpose of disturbing the harmony of their progress and 
seeing if we can not reveal something abont the villainies that they have 
perpetrated. Let us not undertake to run a tap upon their resources so 
as to draw them out in a different direction and starve them into sub- 
jection tous. Let us meet the question upon the ground that we areen- 
titled to meet it upon, that it isan iniquity upheld in all of its legal re- 
lations, in its real power, by an act of the Legislature of a Territory, and 
that we as the Congress of the United States have the right to repeal 
that act when we are finding that mischievous consequences are likely 
to result from it. That isthe view in which I wish to treat this ques- 
tion. If the honorable Senator from Vermont aspires to any control in 
the Mormon Church through a board of trustees or otherwise, let him 
have the honor. I do not wish to participate in it. I should not en- 
joy the idea that I was in any sense whatever, now or hereafter, re- 
sponsible for the conduct of that church. It is something that we all 
denounce as being heathenish and barbarous, not civilized and not Chris- 
tianized. It holds its legal status to-day under an act of the Legisla- 
ture of Utah, for which we are responsible, because we have the right 
to repeal that law, and I propose now to it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I shall take up but very few min- 
utes’ time in what I shall say in reference to this bill. I am inclined 
to believe at present that I shall vote for most of the bill now before 
the Senate, if not all of it; but I have not believed at any time that 
the plan proposed was the correct course for the Congress of the United 
States to pursue in reference to this question. As some of the Sena- 
tors know, early after I had the honor of taking a seat on this floor I 
introduced a bill, the purpose of which was to substitute a legislative 
commission forthe Territorial Legislature of the Territory of Utah, and 
I still believe that we shall come to that sooner or later, whether we do 
so now or not; but I am not inclined at this stage of the discussion of 
this bill to offer that measure or any part of it as a substitute for this, 
for the reason that for a couple of years we have been proceeding upon 
the line of this biil, and all the progress we have made in punishing 
offenses in that Territory has been made in the past few years for the 
first time in the history of the effort on the part of the Government of 
the United States to suppress polygamy. So it may be that a change 
of programme in reference to legislation connected with that Territory 
might serve as an encouragement to those people to believe that we 
were going to change our policy every year or two, and result in good 
to them. 

But, Mr. President, I am not one of those who entertain the slightest 
belief that those people have been persecuted by the Government of the 
United States. It would seem to be inferred from what appears in the 
RECORD and from what I heard from my distinguished friend the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], that there had been in the history 
of Mormonism in this country and of Congressional action a disposition 
to persecute those people. I have never understood itin that light. I 
have been foolish enough to suppose that we had done scarcely anything 
since the passage of the act of 1862 to interfere with their conduct as 
Mormons or as people engaged in the practice of polygamy. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to interrupt the Senator from Illinois 
to say that he must have either carelessly read my remarks or I must 
have carelessly made them. I made no statement whatever that the 
Government of the United States had oppressed these people or perse- 
cuted them. Isaid the agencies sent there by the Government had 
been unwisely selected and had been injudiciously administered; and 
there is where the complaint came, and not from any legislation or 
from any action of the General Government. 

Mr, CULLOM. Iam very glad to get any sort of explanation of the 
remarks the Senator made yesterday. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not say so. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will see what the Senator did say directly. But 
whatever the Senator may have said, I undertake to assert that never 
in the history of this Government, or any other, has such an infamous 
establishment, in the face and in defiance of law and government, gone 
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on as has that institution in the Territory of Utah in defiance of law. 
Why, let us see a little about the history of these people. The word 
+‘ persecution ™ is certainly in the remarks of the Senator, and I will 
read them directly so that he may not be misunderstood. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly I did not say what has been attributed to 
me. Isay they have been persecuted by Government agencies, by the 
improper conduct and service of the officers sent there to enforce what 
I admit to be a proper and just law. 

Mr. CULLOM. Before we go further let us see just what the Sen- 
ator said, because I certainly would not misrepresent him on this ques- 
tion or on any other. He said: 

Ihave had some knowledge of the persecutions they have endured at the 
hands of Government officials, and I say here,as I haye said again and again, 
with a full knowl of how unpopular it might be to say it, that if the Gov- 
the old law. existing sip tense years, ven wen tow eke dead as any 
other wicked institution that has pm d with the light of civilization, 

Again: 

re who ne ae who ose tto the vagia Joseph declared that 

on we deora thes pec ah h to pr Daniy o O E thenn Zs you will al- 
ways silence the voice of a considerable minority when persecution and out- 
rages are resorted to to accomplish even what may be a good end, 

And again: 

This bill, in my judgment, bristles everywhere with vengeance and blood. 


Mr. TELLER, That I do not take back. 

Mr. CULLOM. Again the Senator said: 

I am as anxious to clear the country from the crime at which it professes to aim 
as anybody, and I shall yote for all proper and respectable and constitutional 
measures for that purpose. But, Mr. President,in my judgment it is quite as 
creditable that polygamy should exist untouched within our borders as that we 
should go beyond the constitutional powers of the Government and establish a 
precedent here that may come back some time to rebuke us and to cause us im- 
mense trouble. 

Where has been the persecution of those people? It may be true 
that there have been some judges sent out there who were not the best 
men to have been sent; and I want to say here thatI believe the Gov- 
ernment of the United States has been less careful in the selection of 
public officers for the Territories, not only Utah but all the rest, than 
it has been in almost any other respect; but the simple fact exists that 
in 1862 Congress passed a law declaring polygamy a crime and provid- 
ing for its punishment, and from that day until within the last year or 
two there has been nothing done to enforce the law effectually, and 
the Mormon people of that Territory have been going forward in open 
defiance of the law and the Governmentauthorities. Is not that true? 
Every man knows that that is the history of the Territory, and I say it 
is anopen and burningshame that the Governmentof the United States, 
if it believes that to be a crime and presumes to believe it in the light 
of its institutions and of the law which stands upon the statute-book, 
should trifle with the question any longer. 

As far as I am concerned, I have been in favor of going right to the 
bottom of the whole question and wiping out the Territorial i 
ture which has existed there, and which, as the Senator from Alabama 
has said, is made up of bishops and priests and officers of the Mormon 
Church. I undertake to say that while I shall vote for this bill or the 
most of it as the best thing that we can probably get through Congress 
to-day, in my judgment we shall fail by passing it of getting rid of 
that institution. It may help somewhat, but in the end we shall have 
to come to the proposition of taking out of those people’s hands the 
political power which has existed in them eversince the Territory was 
established. We can not get rid of the evil as long as the heads of the 
church arerunning the political organization ofthe Territory. Ishould 
like to see a bill by the Congress of the United States stripping 
that Territory of all political control and placing it in the hands ofa 
legislative commission composed of nine or thirteen men, including the 
governor, to be appointed by the President, confirmed by the Senate, 
and have their laws subject to the approval or disapproval of the Con- 
gress of the United States. 

Let me say another word about this Mormon population. Thetruth 
is, sir, that instead of persecution having been attempted upon those 
people because of their religion or any other cause, history shows that 
from their very first organization, beginning at Palmyra, N. Y., from 
thence to Kirtland, Ohio, in your own State, sir, from thence to Inde- 
pendence, Mo., from thence to Nauvoo, Ill., from thence to Council 
Bluffs, in Iowa, and from thence to Salt Lake, their track has been one 
of outrage, one of disregard of law, one of disregard of the public or pri- 
vate rights of the surrounding people, and such course has made it ab- 
solutely necessary that they should be driven from the communities or 
localities in which they had settled. There has been no persecution of 
them. I would beamong the last ever to cast my vote for persecution 
of any man or the injury of any man or set of men on account of re- 
ligion; but, as the Senator from Alabama has said, I do not regard their 
conduct as in any way involving a question of religion. Their conduct 
is in open defiance of law. I would apply the same rule to members of 
other religious denominations—Methodists, Presbyterians, Baptists, or 
what not. If they set themselves up in defiance of the laws of the 
country, as individuals they should be prosecuted and made to obey the 
lew as other citizens of the Republic; and there is no purpose, I trust, 


in this bill, so far as the committee reporting it is concerned, to perse- 
cute anybody on account of his religion. 

But, sir, we must either quit talking about this question, repeal the 
law of 1862 and say to those people ‘‘ Go on with your practices as you 
have done for the last twenty or thirty years,” or bring the power of 
this Government to the proposition that the defiance of law by those 
people shall be stopped. 

That is all I have to say. I shall vote, as I said, for this bill. I 
would much prefer going to the simple proposition of divesting those 
people of their political power, placing it in the hands of a commission 
under the control of the President and Senate, and allowing them to 
legislate for the Territory until the evil has been rid of. ButI 
suppose it is of no use for me to-day to offer suchan amendment to this 
bill, because, as was said yesterday, it probably would not receive the 
sanction of the Senate. In other words, this bill is to go through as it 
is. But I waited to say this much before we come toa vote on the bill, 
because I have faith that within four years’ time we shall be passing 
just exactly the bill I have proposed to-day or something like it. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I expressed my idea.yesterday of per- 
haps the folly of a man saying anything against this bill; first, because 
it comes from a committee of so high authority in this body; secondly, 
because it touches a question that I do not think the mass of the 

le are capable of coolly, carefully, dispassionately discussing, and no 

tter illustration can be made of that than when a Senator on this 

floor who has read my remarks arises and attributes to me what I never 
said, either in letter or in spirit. On any other subject the honorable 
Senator from Illinois would not have made that blunder. On this 
subject he, like the great mass of men, thinks from his prejudices, 
thinks from his anger at an evil that I am as free to condemn and as 
anxious to extirpate as he is; but I am anxious to do it under the forms 
and under the color of law. I have been educated in a school which 
taught me that whenever a government attempted to repress crime b 
methods unknown to the law it was a greater crime than that whi 
it attempted to repress, because it is the greatest of all crimes, 

Mr. President, polygamy isa crime; but it is not greater than murder, 
itis not greater than other crimes known in the catalogue of human vice. 
Itis contrary to our ideas of civilization; it is contrary to our judgment 
of what is to the best interest of a political organization; it is contrary 
to our religious convictions, and therefore we do not look at it with calm 
consideration, and we do not consider when we come to attempt ta put 
our hand upon it how we are to best doit. We want, as a Senator said 
to me to-day, to put theknifein. So say I, but put the knife in under 
the color of law; put the knife in by a constitutional movement. 

I believe the act of 1862 was sufficient to have eradicated this evil 
ifit had been properly administered. I believe it was a proper law. 
I have never criticised it; I have never criticised the action of the Gen- 
eral Government; but I say its agencies sent there from time to time 
were of a character that was calculated to defeat the laudable purpose 
of the law. I joined, as a member of the committee and as a member 
of the Senate, in the passage of the act of 1882. I believe that act is 
now capable of carrying out and completing the end which we all are 
so desirous to attain. I did not intend geternday in my criticisms to 
criticise the transactions under this law, but to criticise the actions 
under the old law. The honorable Senator says we all know that no 
effort was made to enforce it. That is what I complain of. For fifteen 
years the Government made practically no effort at all; it sent men out 
there who professedly for a time attempted *to enforce it in the most 
odious and most objectionable manner possible, and yet did nothing. 

Whether these people have been persecuted or not is a matter of judg- 
ment. Ido not yield to any man on this floor in knowledge on this 
question. I know these people as well as anybody here does, and 
I know their history as well; but I am no believer in their religion, 
I regard their chief prophet as an arrant knave. I do not believe 
any revelation was ever made to Joe Smith or to Brigham Young or to 
anybody else. I regard this as an oligarchy or a religious despotism 
that ought to be wiped out, but it must be done by law. If you can 
justify the transgression of fundamental principles of constitutional law 
in this case, you can do it in a hundred others. If the enormity of the 
crime that is to be stricken down is a justification for the transgression 
of law, then you may find it everywhere, and no rights are sacred. It 
becomes a question of prejudice and of passion and of hate. 

I did say that this bill bristled with blood and with vengeance, and 
I repeat it, and I propose to show it. I propose to show here that there 
never was such a bill introduced in any legislative body in the world, 
and no such bill was ever enacted into a law, and that too when, by 
the report of the commission that we sent out there, it is evident that 
there is no necessity for this extreme and new legislation. 

Yesterday it was said that the wife could be compelled anywhere in 
the States to testify against the husband. I deny it. Ido not know 
but that there may be some State where the expression has been used 
that the wife may be compelled to testify against the husband. I doubt 
it, however. She may testify, but she is not compelled to doso. If 
she does not testify, what is the result? She is committed for con- 
tempt, she goes to jail, she remains there till her scruples are over- 
come or until the judge relents. 

Mr. President, however good may be the judges, however good may 
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be the marshal, however good may be the governor of this Territory— 
and I have not a word to say against one of them—they are sitting 
there amidst the greatest possible excitement, with the greatest possi- 
ble prejudice surrounding them, and that which might be tolerable and 
might be endured in some communities may be used as a grievously 
oppressive measure to those people and compel the woman to testify 
whether she will or no. Why, Mr. President, you would not do so in 
murder. Is this a greater crime than murder? You would not do it 
in rape; you would not do it in any of the great crimes known to the 
statutes, Why should you do it in this? 

There are many other things in this bill that I say are inconsistent 
with good legislation, and it will not be any answerto meif the Senator 
from Vermont should discover that someState had enacted even a law 
like unto it. I upon this question must act upon my judgment and 
not upon the precedent of somebody else. I do not believe he can find 
such a precedent; but if he can, it would not be sufficient to induce me 
to vote for that kind of a law. 

Now another point. I called attention toit yesterday. Section 2 of 
this bill provides: 

Th: r bi , pol my, or unlawful cohabitation, 
T aao say pipe rig ae vel fred poires hates a United States commis- 
sioner, justice, judge, a grand jury, or any court, an attachment for any witness 
may be issued by the court, judge, or commissioner, without a previous sub- 
pena, compelling the immediate attendance of such witness, when it shall a 
pear to the commissioner, — judge, or court, as the case za be, that there 
reasonable ground to believe that such witness will unlaw ly fail to obey a 
subpæœna issued and served in the usual course in such cases; and in such case 
the usual witness-fees shall be paid to such witness so attached : Provided, That 
no person shall be held in custody under any attachment issued as provided by 
this section for a longer period than ten days, 

That is to say, under this section, if the court should conclude that 
the witness may not appear, he may be arrested and held for ten days 
and no longer. This does not interfere with the other question that 
I presented, that the woman who should decline to answer might be 
guilty of contempt and might be indefinitely imprisoned. I know 
there is a similar statute in the States with reference to the holding of 
witnesses to bail, but I know that it is a dangerous power to put in the 
hands of anybody at any time, much less in such states of excitement 
as will and must necessarily exist in the execution of these laws. 

Mr. President, I called attention yesterday to the marshalship. I 
called attention to the fact that the marshal and all his deputies, with 
unlimited power to make them by the hundred or the thousand, was 
made the committing magistrate for every offense known to the law. 
The Senator from Vermont said in reply to the Senator from Alabama 
that it would be a discrimination if this corporation should be an- 
nulled, and Bhd I find that yesterday, with his sanction and support, 
the Senate almost unanimously voted that the provision for repealing 
the act conferring suffrage upon women should be abolished in Utah, 
while it was left to exist in Washington and Wyoming Territories. 

There are many harsh methodsemployed here. The superintendent 
of schools, who I find by the report of the commission can be appointed 
by the governor of the Territory, who is not a Mormon, is to be ap- 
pointed by whom? Bythecourt. Ideny, in the first place, the power 
of this Congress to constitute a judicial tribunal the appointing power 
in that Territory; but if they had the power, is it wise and proper 
to exercise it when it is known by ev ly that the great ha‘ of 
the whole community is foeused upon this court? I do not say right- 
fully, I do not say the court deserve it, but nevertheless that is a fact 
which no man will deny. Why selecta tribunal that is the most odious 
of all to these people and say this tribunal may make this appoint- 
ment? Why not confer ituponthe governor? Why notconfer it upon 
the President? Ido not say that intentionally, but I dosay that, unfor- 
tunately, throughout this bill there is a look as if it were as much for 
vengeance as for anything else. 

I said yesterday, with the little poetic license that a man speaking 
will sometimes use, that the Government should put its strong hand 
upon these people with a velvety touch. The honorable Senator from 
Vermont took me up and said in substance that it would not do to have 
a velvety touch. I meant by that that all punishment should be for 
reformation; that punishment should not be for vengeance, but for re- 
form. I believe it to be the truest go i ever enunciated that all 
legislation looking to the punishment of crime should be with reference 
to the reformation of the criminal and not to punishing him in the 
strictest sense of the term, not for vengeance but for reform; and so I 
say that all those people living in that Territory have their prejudices, 
and we, step by step, are Sag, Sra what the commission has been so 
valiantly and, I believe, so effectively doing. This commission reported 
that in the year 1884 four hundred and some odd plural marriages were 
solemnized in the Territory, and that last year practically none were. 
This commission has undoubtedly done an effective work. They have 
met with much opposition, with much hostility, not only from Mor- 
mons, but, I am sorry to say, from people who differed with them as to 
the means of executing the law and the ability of this commission under 
the law to eradicate the evil. We are all seeking the same purpose, 
and that is ridding this fair Territory of the evil of polygamy. It is 
not a of the Mormon religion; it is an excrescence that has been 
put upon it by its false prophets and leaders. 
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The honorable Senator from Illinois says these people have never been 
persecuted. I do not say that there is any legislation on the statute- 
book now that I would not have voted for had I been a member of this 
body. I do not say that the Government in its governmental capacity 
has ever made a movement against these people that was unfair or un- 
just; but I say just what he said. Hesaid he thought the Government 
had been careless in the selection of its agents. I say the Government 
has been unwise in the selection in former times of its agents, and per- 
sons have been sent there to hold high official positions who have done 
nothing toward enforcing your law and, in my judgment, did not want 
to enforce it, because if they did their stock in trade would be gone. 

Mr. CULLOM. What does the Senator think of the present chief- 
justice of that Territory ? ‘ 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know who the chief-justice is. I have not 
made an accusation against any judge or any member of that court, and 
I did not refer to them yesterday at all in any terms but those of a 
proval. Idonot now. I think that perhaps they are allright. I do 
not know anything aboutit. Ihave heard no complaint about that court 
at all. 

Mr. CULLOM. Isit not true that the laws have been, to some extent 
at least, executed there within the last year? 

Mr. TELLER. I understand to-day under the law now in existence 
that by the aid of the court and the commission twenty-three prominent 
officials of the Mormon Church have been conyicted, and I do not know 
how many subordinates; that to-day the principal leaders of that church 
are either in the penitentiary or hiding. That is what I approve of, 
and that is what I say is legislation in the right direction, and that is 
what will ultimately accomplish the destruction of the objectionable 

item. 

The honorable Senator from Illinois seems to think that I am an es- 
pecial advocate of the Mormon people, and the honorable Senator from 
Vermont yesterday referred to meas being tender-hearted. Why, Mr. 
President, I believe that my ear has always listened to the cry of the 
oppressed and distressed. I believe that I may have a weakness, when 
people complain of oppression, no matter from whence it comes, and a 
desire to look into it. Ioughtto have. I come of a race that has had 
it, and I glory init. It is not that I propose to wink at the infraction 
of law; it is not that I want these men to go unpunished if they con- 
tinue to violate the statutes of the United States, but I want it done in 
such a manner that the enemies, the neighbors of the men in Mor- 
mondom who are anxious to submit themselves to the law can not say, 
t Why, this is not a proper execution of the law; this is oppression, this 
is persecution, and you must resist it.” That is what I meant when I 
complained yesterday that we were driving this minority, that a few 
years ago could be heard everywhere denouncing polygamy, into silence 
and death. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. I believe the Senator has announced that he was not 
in favor of the bill now before the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. I have, most emphatically. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will inquire whether he would favor a substitute 
providing for a legislative commission to take the place of the Territo- 
rial Legislature ? 

Mr. TELLER. When that question comes before the Senate I will ex- 
amineit. IwillstatewhatI favor. I favortaking away from the Mor- 
mons the entire legislative authority and vesting it in Congress. Thatis 
what I think ought to have been done yearsago. I think we ought to 
take the initiatory, and when any legislation is wanted for that Terri- 
tory give it to them. That is my Ea es about it. It will depend 
cow the commission is formed whether I will favoracommission. I 
am in favor, as the Senator is, of taking from these people the right of 
legislation, because it is an unquestioned right of Congress to legislate 
for them if it sees fit, and it is no denial of the right of citizenship and 
freedom to do that in the Territories, as has been repeatedly held both 
by this body and by the other. 

I believe, Mr. President, that I have had some, perhaps a little more, 
opportunity to know personally some of these people than any other 
member of this body. I do not believe that all these Mormons are 
simply knaves. I believe the great mass of the Mormon Church are 
fanatics, steeped in fanaticism, believing in that religion of theirs as the 
true religion. I can not account for it; I can not understand it; but 
yet I know that more than two hundred millions of people are believers 
in Mohammedanism. I know that an obscure individual put upon the 
world a religion that has dominated a third of the surface of the earth; 
and I know that history records the fact that the Mahommedans have 
gone to the stake, they have gone to battle and died in defense of their 
religion. They have been aggressive fanatics. Whosays they did not 
believe in it? 

The Mormons have been bad men, says the Senator, and they got up 
strife in Kirtland, they got it up in Nauvoo. Who has written their 
record? Who makes the statement? Their enemies. ` False religion 
ought to and must necessarily beget false conduct in its devotees. It 
is only pure religion that makes men better. When I have admitted 
that their religion was false, the premises are established and the con- 
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clusion must be drawn that they can not be the best of men under it. 
I do not defend them; but I do say to the Senator that he can go back 
to the history of Kirtland, or he can take their history in Missouri, or 
he can take their history in Illinois, and there are many phases of it 
that neither he nor I ought to read without blushing for our own peo- 
ple. I will not take their testimony; but let some man read from the 
work before me the testimony of Governor Ford, of Illinois. The Sena- 
tor knows him, or knows of him atleast. Heisdeadnow. TheSena- 
tor knows that he made probably a truthful statement, surrounded as 
he was by an excited populace who hated the Mormons and who hunted 
them to the death; and whatdoes he say? He lays the blame of what 
occurred at Nauvoo upon his own constituents and not upon the Mor- 
mons. Fifteen thousand people, with all the arts and sciences, with 
commerce and trade, were attacked in open daylight and driven to the 
death across the river and into a foreign land, taking their household 
goods and their families and going into the wilderness; and do you tell 
me that they went that they might practice polygamy? They went fora 
sentiment, false it may have been. They went, as they supposed, that 
they might worship God according to the dictates of their own conscience 
and as they believed they ought todo. They went up to what is now 
the city of Council Bluffs. There was nobody there except the red man 
towelcome them. There was no one for them to come in contact with. 
They sat down there and they waited. They gave to the Government 
that had failed to protect them in Nauvoo, that had failed to protect 
them in Missouri, five hundred of their stalwart men to go out and bat- 
tle for the flag, and then they began their weary march for1,200 miles 
acrossthedesert. Doyou believe they went there to practice polygamy ? 
They could have practiced it in any of the great cities of this country 
with as little fear as men now practice another vice, which is the same 
thing save and except that in the one instance the man gives to the wo- 
man the character of wife. 

They went out there and say came in July, 1847, into the valley of 
the Salt Lake. They endured hunger and thirst and werein danger of 
savage hordes. 

No man can read that history without feeling for them some little 
sympathy, not that he need necessarily approve of their false ideas, but 
he can at least recognize the fact that they are men, and he can recog- 
nize the fact that they possess the noblest of human aspirations, the de- 
termination to exercise free and uncontrolled their religious belief. It 
is a virtue of the Anglo-Saxon race. It is a virtue we ought all to be 
proud of, though sometimes it may be debased in a wicked cause. They 
built up that country as I said. I hold in my hand a letter written by 
Mr. Bowles, whom you all recollect as the able editor of the Springfield 
Republican, who visited Salt Lake City in 1865. He says: “My visit 
has increased my admiration for these people, and it has also increased 
my detestation of the barbarous system of polygamy.” My observation 
there has had thesameeffectonme, Coming in contact with them you 
find them possessed of many virtues, not that all their virtues should 
overcome this one vice, but they have some virtues. 

Mr. President, I know it has been said to me here to-day ‘‘ you ought 
not to have defended those people; you ought not to put y in 
the position of being an advocate for a people of this character.’’ Why, 
Mr. President, I will bear testimony to their virtues and I will con- 
demn their vice. Iam not to be deterred because somebody says ‘‘ you 
must bea Jack Mormon.’ I will not vote contrary to my conscience and 
judgment for anything although it may accomplish, even if I believed 
it would accomplish, the p for which it was intended if it was 
contrary to law. I hold my allegiance to the law, to the fundamental 
principles that pervade all civilized ents now, that there shall 
be no interference with men’s religious belief. ‘The honorable Senator 
from Alabama says he does not call it religion. Itisimmaterial whether 
it is religion or not; we can reach the evil, the excrescence attached to 
it, without violating any of the fundamental principles which I have 
mentioned; we can disestablish this church, we can wipe out this organ- 
ization. ThatI amin favor of, whether the Mormons like it or whether 
they do not. Iam in favor of abolishing it, because I find that to do 
so is consistent with law. I believe myself we have a right to dissolve 
every corporation within the jurisdiction of the National Government 
ifin our judgment it is not subservient to the good of the people. 

I hope nobody will understand me as finding fault either with the act 
of 1862 or the act of 1882, twenty years later. I hope nobody will mis- 
understand me and suppose because I have stood here and said these 
people had some virtues, that I am ignorant of the fact that they have 
a system which is destructive of the marriage relation, and I believe is 
the outgrowth of barbarism and not of civilization. I trust that I shall 
have accorded to me in this body at least the idea that I am honest when 
I say I do not believe in polygamy. I think that at least I may have 
the credit of ing in defense of a people who are without friends, 
and I think I ought to have at least the credit of being considered sin- 
cere when I take up so forlorn a hope as this with the absolute certainty 
that the great power of the Senator from Vermont with his great com- 
mittee will put through this bill substantially as it now is before the 
Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. As the Senator from Colorado has referred to my 
State and to one of the governors of the State, I should like to read here 
one paragraph that Governor Ford uttered. 


Mr, TELLER.. I should be glad if the Senator would then read one 
or two paragraphs that I shall hand him. 
Mr. CULLOM. Governor Ford says in his history: 


“Smith had the idea of making himself a temporal prince as well as spiritual 
leader of his people. He caused himself to be crowned and annointed king and 
priest far above the rest.” He further says that the Mormons openly denounced 
the Government of the United States as utterly corrupt and about to pass away, 
to be replaced by the government of God, to be administered by his servant 


Joseph, 

That is the language of Governor Ford of my State. 

I will make another remark. The Senator said the Mormons went 
from Illinois to Council Bluffs, that they settled among the Indians, 
there being no white people there. The fact is that there were white 
people in that neighborhood, although the country was sparsely set- 
tled, and that the Mormons were driven out of there because they were 
stealing those pedple’s property and everything they could get their 
hands upon, just as they did at Kirtland, Ohio, at Independence, Mo., 
at Nauvoo, Ill., and so on around the whole tramp that they made. 

Mr. TELLER. As the honorable Senator has read from the state- 
ment made by Governor Ford I think I may at least present him and 
the Senate the views of Governor Ford upon that subject. They are too 
lengthy to read at this late hour of the day, but I will state in substance 
what the governor said, and the Senator may look it over and correct me 
if I am incorrect. 

The governor in his report of the trouble that arose at Nauvoo in 1844 
gives a detailed account of the complaints that were made against the 
Mormons. He then gives an aecount of the attack made upon the city 
of Nauvoo and the little town of Lima, where the people came and 
massacred the Mormons without excnse. We ought not to overlook 
the fact that this was in an old and settled region of the country, that 
there was a civilized and established government in Illinois, that it had 
a governor and all of the paraphernalia of government ready to punish 
any offense the Mormons might commit. The courts were not in their 
interest; the courts were not in their sympathy. Unable to convict 
these people of the crimes that were laid at their door, the people armed 
themselves for the purpose, as it was said, of a wolf-hunt, and they 
went out and when they came to the Mormon settlement they de- 
stroyed it; when they came to the city of Nauvoo they took possession 
of it; and the governor details how they turned these people out with- 
out even their goods, and turned them across the river, and he details 
the sufferings and the destitution of these people as they went from that 
section of the country. 

Mr. President, I do not doubt but what when they got to Council 
Bluffs they stole all the stock they could get. Ishould not be surprised 
if they stole some in Illinois. It is a notorious fact which needs only 
to be mentioned to have everybody admit it that force begets force and 
wrong ts wrong, and whether the Mormons were the originators or 
whether the others were is immaterial; buta conflict had arisen in Illi- 
nois between the Mormons amounting to many thousands and the peo- 
ple thereabout. They had not yet adopted polygamy, publicly at least; 
that charge was not then brought against them; all the other 
were, and it is possible that they were guilty. I will leave that ques- 
tion. Ido not know but that they were guilty, andI do not know that 
they were; but I do know that the governor condemns in the strongest 
possible terms the conduct of the citizens of Illinois as being contrary 
to justice and right. i 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator know also that there could not be 
writs served on persons inside of the city limits of Nauvoo except by con- 


sent of Joseph Smith ? 
Mr. T R. No, Mr. President, Ido not. 
Mr. CULLOM. I do know it. 


Mr. TELLER, I know that was charged, but I know that the great 
State of Illinois, within whose borders I lived some years, has always 
since 1818 had the power to enforce its precepts. I know that the gov- 
ernor called out the militia and I know that the precepts of the State 
could be enforced, and Ihave nodoubtthey were. The complaint that 
the governor made was that the people would not wait until he could 
enforce the law. They took it into their own hands. 

Mr. CULLOM. The factis that civil writs by sheriffs and constables 
could not be served on the people inside of the city limits of Nauvoo; ` 
and that difficulty, in connection with the outrages committed by those 
people outside of the cityjJimits upon the inhabitants generally, brought 
on the difficulty, which perhaps was somewhat irregular in its begin- 
ning. The Senator seems disposed to take the side of the Mormons all 
the way through. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I knew that my conduct would be 
liable to that construction, at least from those who can not see beyond 
their prejudice and their passion. I knew the risk that I took in de- 
fense of what I believe to be a constitutional right that these people 
have, not the right to practice polygamy, but the right to be treated as 
we treat every other citizen of this great country until they infringe the 
law, and then that they miay be punished according to the forms and 
methods known to the law. Ido not charge the people of Illinois with 
anything that would not have occùrred in any othersection of tlfe coum- 
try. Ido think the people of Illinois are equal to the people of any 
other section of the country. I have made no charges them, 
I simply said that force begat force; and when these people were robbed, 
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as he must admit they were, of their property and driven from their 
homes, they would, in the nature of things, retaliate in kind. Every 
persun in the world, especially one moved by a false religion and false 


ideas, would do that. It is only the people who yield to the precepts 
of the Saviour, who says that you forget and forgive, who would 
have yielded and gone out and obeyed the laws after that. They said, 


‘We have been plundered and robbed; we will plunder again.” 

Mr, CULLOM. Does the Senator say, or mean to be understood as 
saying, that in these different localities the who were not Mor- 
mons were the persons who ted the stealings and plunders? 

Mr. TELLER. I said I did not know about that and did not pre- 
tend to know. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator states that if is no wonder the Mor- 
mons would steal from those who would steal from them, or substan- 
tially that. All the way through his remarks he puts the people who 
were not Mormons upon the defensive, and advocates the side of these 
persons who have been so outrageous in their conduct that the people 
drove them out of the different localities where they settled. The Sena- 
tor must know that there is something wrong abont any population or 
class of people who can not be allowed to live in the midst of other 
people, as has been the fact with reference to the Mormons. As I said 
in the beginning, they were driven out of Palmyra, in New York. Could 
not they live with the people of New Yorkif they behaved themselves? 
Are not the people of Kirtland, that these innocent Mormons could not 
live with, worthy people? So at Independence and Nauvoo and Coun- 
cil Bluffs. The very fact that these people have been driven from place 
to place is evidence, to my mind conclusive, that they were not law- 
abiding citizens, and therefore the citizens of the locality had to drive 
them away. 

Mr. TELLER. The honorable Senator seems to think because these 
people violated law, because they stole horses in Illinois, the people of 
Illinois were justified in a noaa fromthem. Thatisa logic that 
I have not been accustomed to 

Mr. CULILOM. The Senator from Illinois never made the statement 
that the people of Illinois ever stole anything from the Mormons. 

Mr. TELLER. Thegovernor of the State so declares, and the Senator 
has read it over and over again, for he can not be ignorant of the history 
of Illinois. The governor declares that they had destroyed their prop- 
erty and robbed them of it; in so many words appears the proof. If 
there was time I would read it, and if the Senator insists on it it can 
be read. I say that wrong begets wrong. Now, allow that the Mor- 
mons were the aggressors; allow that they went out and stole the horses 
and outraged the people of that community, does the Senator say it 
justified an attack upon the town of Nauvoo and its destruction by a 
disorderly mob? Does he not know that it was the duty of the author- 
ities of that State to have redressed the wrongs of the people who had 
been outraged by the Mormons in the righ and proper manner? 
They took the law into their own hand&, and then, of course, whether 
they were right in the beginning or whether they were wrong, it came 
back in just the kind that they meted ont to these le. 

The honorable Senator alludes again to the fact that I seem to be de- 
fending the Mormons. Iam not d ing the Mormons. I am stating 
facts of history that the Senator can not, by misinterpretation of what 
I say, get rid of facts that are recorded by not their friends, but by their 
enemies; facts recorded by the governor of the State, who had every 
interest in that great community, excited as they were, to give a color- 
ing in favor of his own constituents and against these people who had 
already fled from his borders, 

Mr. BLAIR. Iwish, as it isimpossible to conclude the bill to-night, 
to offer an amendment to be printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I intend to have it concluded if it be possible. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to offer this amendment to be added asanother 
section to the bill: 

In all prosecutions for bi; , polygamy, or unlawful cohabitati = 
spiracy E commit, or conspiracy to A ndt the bi je beigs 
said CORO DI direction of the Chief-Justice of the United States, 
may be investigated bya grand j and indictment found, and 
and sentence, and all proceedings 


States in such State or outside the T: 
opao of the Chief-Justice, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment will be received and 
printed if there be no objection. It is not now in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The question is on the amendment of the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MorGan.] Ionly wish to takea minute in stating 
for the committee that we hope this amendment will not be adopted. 
The policy of this bill has been to preserve the people of that Territory, 
and not to consolidate the different sects of the Mormon Church as they 
now exist there. His amendment strikes at the whole church and dis- 
establishes every part of the Mormon Church, whether polygamous or 
anti-polygamous. The committee do not think that it is the wise way 
at this time to deal with that Territory. Wetherefore hope the amend- 
ment will not be agreed to. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, without desiring to say a word 
upon the merits of this bill or any of its provisions, I still think it 
proper to make a correction of a portion of the statement made by the 


Senator from Vermont yesterday, as I understood it, that the provision 
of this bill as it affects the power to compel the testimony of husband 
or wife against each other is substantially the same as the statutes of 
New Hampshire and Nebraska and twenty-five States of this Union. 
Did I understand the Senator correctly? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not know whether the Senator did or not. 
I have not looked at my remarks. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then, to refresh the Senator’s recollection, I 
will read what he said: 

There is not 


same thing. 

Mr. TELLER. On what point? 

Mr. Epuunps. On the point of husband and wife giving evidence against 
each other in criminal prosecutions that affect either the one or the other. I 
looked at the statutes of} New Hampshire after my friend from New Hampshire 
alluded to that point yesterday, and I found they had the same. 

Is the Senator’s recollection refreshed by the reading of his speech? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not much. [Laughter]. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then I take it for granted that the Senator be- 
lieves to-day as he stated yesterday. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I take that for granted. His memory is not re- 
freshed sufficiently at least to contradict the statement he made yester- 
day. Now, Mr. President, I fail to see in the statute of Nebraska, as 
my friend from New Hampshire does in the statute of New Hampshire, 
that the features are the same as this bill contains. I think the Sen- 
ator from Vermont will not find in the statutes of any State of this 
Union provisions such as that which is incorporated in this bill. I do 
not now say whether this provision is right or wrong, or whether the 
enormity of the crime to be stricken at in Utah is not so great that 
that people should be visited by legislation such as is not found in any 
statute in this Union or probably in any civilized evuntry on the globe. 

Thestatutes of some States provide so carefully that they deal in mi- 
nute particulars wherein they allow a departure from the great prin- 
ciple of the common law as to the sacred bond that holds the virtuons 
marriage relation upon the foundation on which it was builded. It has 
been guarded so tenderly that a statute has never dared to touch it un- 
less it pointed out particularly the respects wherein the testimony 
should be receivable. That is the legislation of his own State of Ver- 
mont. Now let me show this just for a moment, because this is apart 
from the consideration of polygamy and its crime. It is higher, and 
above, and beyond that. is bill provides: 

In any prosecution for bi ,polygamy,or unlawful cohabitation, under 
any statute of the United Staten the lnetul husband or Wife of the person ac- 
cused shall be a competent witness, 

Does it do as the statute of every State says on what points husband 
or wife may testify? No. ‘‘A competent witness’’ in the caseas any 
other witness, and therefore a witness to prove any transaction or crime 
or offense which the prosecutor chooses to ask of that witness. This 
bill makes the husband and wife competent witnesses against each 
other in the caseto proveanything. Thatismy point. Now, Ishould 
like my attention to be called to the statute of any State which justi- 
fies or allows or compels a husband or a wife to be a competent witness 
for anything that may be sought to be proved in the suit pending. 
This bill says: 

And may be called and may be compelled to testify in such proceeding, ex- 
amination, or prosecution without the consent of the husband or wife, as the 
case may be; but—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator says ‘‘yes;’’ precisely. It is notso 
in any other State to which he can call our attention. There is one 
negative my friend says triumphantly— 

But such witness shall not be permitted to testify as to any confidential state- 
ment or communication made by either husband or wife to each other during 
the existence of the marriage relation. 

He or she may testify to everything else, is a competent witness as 
to everything else, which she or he is not made I think by the statute 
of any State in this Union, so carefully are their laws rded. Let 
me call the attention of the Senator to his own State in her revised 
statutes. In a case of civil damage, where the sale of intoxicating 
drinks has produced a cause of action, the Vermont law saysy 

N Tson shall be ualifi itmess by reason of the marri - 
Sak se a proceding ake ee S EO Se 

Again, by the Vermont statutes, in actions againsta savings-bank by 
a husband to recover for moneys deposited by his wife in her name or 
as her money, the wife may be a witness as if she were an unmarried 
woman. 

Is there any statute in the State of Vermont which compels a hus- 
band or wife to be a witness against the other, even in an immaterial 
matter, where he or she is indicted for an offense? If so, I have not 
found it. If that exists, the Senator from Vermont can call our atten- 
tion to it. e 

Then look at Massachusetts; and we look upon Massachusetts as the 
height. In one provision the Massachusetts law is— 
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Neither husband nor wife— 

Part of the provision in this bill is in the law of Massachusetts, but 
the other part is not— 

Neither husband nor wife shall be allowed to testify as to private conversations 
with each other, 

Oh, y¢s, the Senator from Vermont says that provision of the Massa- 
chusetis l ww is here, but that is all of it there is here. It is only the 
negative ptrtof this law which is proposed by the Judiciary Committee: 


Neither husband nor wife shall be allowed to testify as to private conversations 
with each other. 


There is more in the Massachusetts law, that there may be no doubt 
about permitting the virtuous marriage relation being disturbed: 

Neither husband nor wife shall be compelled to be a witness in any trial upon 
an indictment, complaint, or other criminal proceedings against the other. 

That is the Massachusetts law. She is entitled to all the glory which 
the world gives her. She preserves good laws in her statute-book yet. 
No such law as this could the Senator from Massachusetts from the Ju- 
diciary Committee inflict upon any other portion of the country. 

Now we come to New York, not so virtuous probably as New Hamp- 
shire or as Verinont, because the region is not so cold, not so good as 
Massachusetts, because Massachusetts is nearer to Vermont than New 
York is, but New York has a very large city and it is probably neces- 
sary to go a little further there, but even she guards the marriage re- 
lation. New York says: 


Nothing herein contained shall render any husband or wife competent or 
compellable to give evidence for or against the other in any, criminal action or 
proceeding (except to prove the fact of marriage in case of bigamy)— 


That is all she can prove. You may put the wife or husband on the 
stand, but you can prove by him orher only one thing, and must stop 
there. That is what New York says, nearly as wicked probably as Utah, 
by comparison. New York says you can only compel the husband or 
wife to prove the fact of bigamy. Will the Senator from Vermont put 
that language in this bill to restrict the effect of it as the statute of 
New York says, providing that in case of bigamy one or the other may 
be a witness, but only to prove one fuct, and there they must stop— 
prove the fact of marriage, nothing more— 


Or in any action or proceeding instituted in consequence of adultery, or in any 
action or proceeding for divorce on account of adultery (except to prove the 

of marriage), or in any action or proceeding for or on account of criminal con- 
versation, 

Where are the twenty-five States that have the provision of this bill? 
I have gone from Vermont away down to New York, and probably it 
is not necessary to go either upor down any further. The others prob- 
ably are the same. In his own State the witness is not allowed, and in 
the good old State of Massachusetts it expressly says it can not be done, 
and in New York, where probably there may be greater necessity, it 
says it can only be done to prove one fact, and that is the fact of mar- 
riage. Ifit be that we are making a great divergence let it be under- 
stood, not that this is in conformity with the legislation of the States 
of this Union, but that it is an innovation, going further beyond the 
settled law than ever has been gone before. Let it be so understood, 
and then let the justice, or rather the emergency, of this occasion be 
the only excuse upon which we seek to make this innovation which 
never has been proposed by any State statute to which my attention 
has been called. It may be that the Senator from Vermont with his 
vast experience and greater knowledge will be able to call our attention 
to such a statute, but I have not found it. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like to ask a question of the Senator from Ver- 
mont who has charge of this bill. I should like to know how these 
fourteen commissioners are to be paid for their services and what 
amount? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The bill does not make any provision. 

Mr. VEST. Is it proposed to pass this law and leave that matter in 
its present condition? 

Mr. EDMUNDS, That is my proposition. 

Mr. VEST. Then it is to be a matter for subsequent legislation, I 


PUPPIES. 2 ; Se eae ete ae 
Mr. EDMUNDS. It is to come into an appropriation bill if this bill 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. MORGAN called for the yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be again read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Itis pro to strike out all of section 12 
after the word ‘‘annulled,’’ in line 7, and insert in lieu thereof: 

And the property of said corporation, of e ind,shall be dq of ac- 
cordin to the rules and princintes of the Peters lawas in case otis taloa 
tion of a corporation. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to have the amendment read in connection 
with the section, so that the Senate will catch the whole idea. 

Mr. HOAR. I think we all understand it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not on this side of the Chamber. i 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 12. That the acts of the Legislative Assembly of Utah incorporating, con- 
tinuing, or providing for the corporation known as the Church of Jesus Christ 
of Latter-day Saints, and the ordinance of the so-called General Assembly of the 
State of Deseret incorporating the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints 
so far as the same may now have | 1 force and validity, are here disapproved 
and annulled, and the property of said corporation of every kind shall be dis- 
posed of according to the rules and principles of the common law as in the case 
of the dissolution of a corporation. 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BROWN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE]. I do not see him in the 
Chamber. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). Upon this question Iam 
paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. If he were here, 
he would vote ‘‘ yea’’ and I should vote “nay.” 

“Mr. JACKSON (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER]. Not knowing how he would 
vote, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. SABIN (when his name was called). On this bill I am paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. If he were here, 
he would vote ‘‘ yea” on this amendment and I should vote “ nay.” 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
18, nays 32; as follows: WY, 


YEAS—18. 

Berry, George, Morgan, Vest, 
Blackburn, Gibeon, Payne, s Voorhees, 

1, Gray, Saulsbury, Walthall, 
Eustis, Hampton, Teller, 
Evarts, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 

NAYS—22. 
Allison, Dolph, n Palmer, 
Blair, Edmunds, McMillan, Platt, 
Cameron, Frye, ahone, Pugh, 
Chace, Hale. Manderson, Sawyer, 
Cock Harrison, Maxey, Sherman, 
Coke, Hawley, Mitchell of Oreg., Spooner, 
Conger, Hoar, Mitchell of Pa., an Wyck, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Morrill, ilson of Iowa, 
ABSENT—26. 

Aldric! Daw Ken Riddleberger, 
Beck, =: Fair,” McPherson, CS aaa 
Bowen, Gorman, Miller of Cal. Sewell, 
Brown, Harris, Miller of N. 5 . Stanford, 
Butler, Jackson, Pike, Wilson of Md, 
Camden, Jones of Florida, Plumb, 
Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, A 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on the next 
amendment of the Senator from Alabama, which will be read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ipresume all these amendments depend on theone 
just voted on; do they not? 

Mr. MORGAN. Not every one. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. They all depend on that one, I believe. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; I havean amendment tosection 13, line 16. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does not the Senator wish the ques- 
tion put on the amendments already printed? 

Mr. MORGAN. No,sir; except this. They depended upon the one 
which has been voted down. I propose to insert after the word ‘‘ build- 
ing,” in line 16 of section 13, the words ‘‘or the grounds appurtenant 
thereto;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That no building on the grounds appurtenant thereto shall be for- 


feited, &e. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iagree to that amendment. I think it is right. 

Mr. HARRISON. Muy I suggest to the Senator from Alabama 
whether the language is not a little broad? It might include a good 
deal of land. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. “ Occupied for religious uses.” I think that will 
do. k 
Mr. HARRISON. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Alabama. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then in the same section, line 17, I move to strike 
out the word ‘‘religious’”’ and insest the word “‘the,’’ and at the end of 
the same line to insert ‘‘of God,” so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That no building, or the grounds appurtenant thereto, shall be 
a which is held and occupied exclusively for purposes of the worship of 

Instead of ‘‘religious worship.” I am afraid some people may take 
up an idea that the temple and that other building, the tabernacle, are 
not occupied for purposes of religious worship as understood in the 
States generally, but some other kind of worship. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Alabama. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The meaningis precisely thesame. Idonotcare 
which form is adopted. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the amend- 


ment will be considered as agreed to. It is agreed to. 
Mr. VOORHEES. As a matter of justice to the commission which is 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The section will beread as proposed | now in existence in Utah, I ask that the dispatch just received by me 
which I send to the desk be read. . 


to be amended. 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


ol7 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


To Hon, D. W. VOORHEES, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Van Wyck mistaken about clerks of commission. Ave: 
from ning to date does not exceed three, possibly four, 
clerk. Only one clerk now employed. 


SALT LAKE, UTAH, January 7, 1886. 


anent clerks 
uding temporary 


A. S. PADDOCE. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. The permanent clerks average three, did I un- 
derstand correctly, meaning three clerksall the time, possibly four some 
onesays? Do they not know whether the number is three or four? Do 
not the members of the commission know? Have they taken thetrouble 
to telegraph from Salt Lake here that it averages possibly four? 
We wish to know. If they employ another clerk they can solve that 

roblem and let us know just what itis exactly—four, possibly five. 

iscounting the distance and the mistakes of telegraphing it is about as 
I said, six. [Laughter.] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is open to amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out all of section 16 after the word 
“law,” in line 5. This section as it reads now is: _ 

Sec. 16. That it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General of the United States 
to cause such proceedings to be taken in the supreme court of the Territory of 
Utah as shall be proper to dissolve the said corporation and pay the debts and 
to dispose of the property and assets thereof according to law. 

The remainder, which I propose to strike out, is in these words: 


Said property and assets, in excess of the debts and the amount ohne law- 
ful claims established by the court against the same, shall escheat to the ea es 


vested, and es Feary o! the Secretary 
terior, under the direction of the President of the United States, for the benefit of 


I have no disposition to continue the discussion of the bill. It seems 
to me, as a lawyer, that when the Senate enacts that this shall 
be disposed of according to law, that accomplishes all that can be de- 
manded of the most extreme and inveterate enemy of polygamy or of 
any other institution in this Territory. That leaves the question to the 
courts, and I can not, as a lawyer, give my assent to this ex i 
legislation which takes the property of any corporation that has a 1 
existence and di of it, and takes the money and puts it into the 
Treasury of the United States and applies it to any purpose that Con- 

may designate 

If there is any parallel to this legislation on the statute-books of the 
United States I am utterly ignorant of it, and I should be obliged to 
any lawyer who would point me to anything like it. 

A great deal has been said here about the common law of England. 
‘The ancient rule in England was that whenacorporation ceased to exist 
its real estate went back to the donors, and its personel property, after 
paying off the debts, escheated to the Crown. But thatis not the law 
in the United States, as I understand it. The Senator from Vermont, 
I take it, will hardly say that that obtains in any of the States of the 
Union or in any of the Territories of the Union. 

If this property is disposed of according to law by the courts, that is 
sufficient. But you go further than that in this legislation, and after 
paying the debts of the corporation the balance of the money is arbi- 
trarily seized by Congress and perverted to an object never contem- 
plated by the original purpose of the corporation itself. 

One question in the case is, Has this ration a legal existence? 
It was incorporated under the laws of the Territory of Utah, there be- 
ing a provision in the enabling act which said that all legislation of the 
Territory should remain valid until disapproved by Congress. Thisact 
has stood without any disapproval by Congress, and these people have 

uired certain rights under it. 

Mr. CONGER. Allow me to say that I think in regard to Utah the 
Senator is mistaken. That provision, that the Territorial laws should 
not have force in certain Territories until approved by Congress, was 
in several acts, and within a very short time, a few years, the restric- 
tion has been removed from some of the other Territories and left in re- 
gard to Utah, the others making it the duty of Co to disapprove 
by a positive act and this requiring an approval. Iam not mistaken 
that is the condition of the law in regard to Utah. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ifthe Senator will pardon me, I think I can state 
to the Senator from Michigan what the law about Utah is. According 
to the organic act, as I read it, the laws of the Territorial Assembly in 
Utah are valid until disapproved by Congress, and we propose in the 
fifteenth section to annul and disapprove of the Territorial law creating 
this emigrating corporation. 

Mr. VEST. I believe I stated it correctly. I have the book before 
me, but I have lost the place. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the law. 

Mr. VEST, Then this corporation has had a legal existence. The 
Senator from Vermont states that there areno stockholders. Whatmay 
be the meaning exactly of a stockholder I do not know, but -this cor- 
poration was established for the church and the church is the sole stock- 
holder. The language of the act of incorporation shows that. It is 
exactly on a par with the creation of this sortof commission on the part 
of the denominations in the United States. ‘The Methodist Episcopal 
Church meets and creates certain commissions to take eE certain 


property which is putinto the hands of agents; they manageit, but the 
real owner is the church. In this act of incorporation to which no 
assent of Congress was necessary, this Church of Jesus Christ of Latter- 
day Saints in Utah were recognized, and they appointed certain counmis- 
sioners to take charge of the property, manage it, pay the taxes, and 
control it for the benefit of the church. 

Until disapproved by Congress that is as valid a corporation as any in 
the United States. If that is nota vested right, I know not how a 
vested right can becreated. If we provide that whatever remains after 
paying the debts shall be distributed according to law, we do simple 
justice. On the other hand, if we adopt the latter part of the section, 
I undertake to say it is anomalous, without a parallel, in violation of 
the jurisprudence of this country. Howalawyercan look upon it with 
anything else than distrust is beyond my comprehension. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend from Missouri were correct in his es- 
timation of the nature of this section I should be inclined to agree with 
him; but I think he has not studied it with his usual care. First, I 
may say I think he is mistaken about the act incorporating this emi- 
grant company, as it is called, but the statute-book is gone out and I 
can not refer to it at this moment, but I am pretty sure in what I 
say, that the church is not a stockholder, nor is anybody else; it is an 
entirely independent concern. Itis true that the first president of the 
church, the one-man despot there, controls this corporation. 

Now, coming to the precise point of striking out this last clause, if 
you stop where the Senator wishes to stop, ‘‘dispose of the property 
and assets thereof according to law,’’ then you will have given back, it 
is true, to the donor the real estate if he turns out to be entitled to it, 
and to the United States the personal estate if it turns out to be entitled 
to it after the payment of debts, and there you will have stopped, and 
whatever there is to which private persons are not entitled or corpora- 
tions or anybody else are not entitled shall go into the Treasury of the 
United States, into its general funds. The Committee on the Judiciary 
did not wish it to go into the United States Treasury. They wished 
to devote it to the promotion of education in that Territory. So we 
say that— 

Said property and assets— 


That is what the Senator wishes to strike out— 
in excess of the debts and the amount of any lawful claims established by the 
court against the same shall escheat to the United States— 

And be devoted-to the use of schoolsin that Territory. The last part 
of the section is essential to dispose of any residue, after all claims of 
every kind are disposed of, of this pro; that may be left. Striking 
this out, it goes into the Treasury. Leaving it in, it goes to the use of 
common schools in that Territory. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

Mr. VEST. I want to settle one question. I have before me the 
act of incorporation. This is the amendatory act under which itisnow 
operating, in the compiled laws of Utah. This act says: 

Be it ordained by the General Assembly of the State of Deseret— 


‘Approved by the Territorial Legislature afterwards— 


Thata eral conference of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints, 
ora Pani qpa Sae of said church, to be called at sich time and place asthe 
first presidency of said church shall appoint, is hereby authorized to elect, a 
majority, a company of not less than thirteen men, one of whom shall be des- 

as their president, and the others as assistants, 

Sec. 2. This company is hereby made and constituted a body corporate, under 
the name and style of “‘ The Perpetual Emigrating Fund Company,” and shall 
have perpetual succession, and may have and use a common seal, which they 
may alter at pleasure.” 


Then it goes on with general provisions of a corporation, that they 
shall defend and be defended, plead and be impleaded, hold property, 
and so forth. This is as lawful a corporation now as exists on the soil 
of the United States, and Senators need not disguise from themselves 
the simple fact that we are asked now to take possession of a corporation 
which was organized for a legal purpose so far as appears, which the 
Congress of the United States has permitted to exist, under which rights 
of property have been acquired; we are asked to take possession of that 
corporation and administer uponits effects and take what is left out of 
the ion of these parties, and say that the courts shall have noth- 
ing to do with it, but put it into the Treasury of the United States or 
give it to the common schools or anything else. 

Mr. President, asa lawyer I will never agree to any proposition upon 
this or any other subject which says that the courts of this country shall 
not determine the rights of corporations or individuals. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is precisely what this part that the Senator 
wishes to strike out says, that the court is to establish the rights of the 
claimants and if there is anything left it is to be devoted to schools. 

Mr. VEST. Let meread the first part of the sixteenth section of the 
bill. It says: 

That it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General of the United States to cause 
such proceedings to be taken in the supreme court of the Territory of Utah as 


shall be proper to dissolve the said corporation mentioned in the preceding sec- 
a pay thedebts and to dispose of the property and assets thereof according 
to law. 


There is a proceeding by due process of law in the courts of the 
country, which is the only mode, in my judgment, known to the Con- 
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stitution of the United States or to our jurisprudence by which prop- 
erty rights can be settled. But this provision goes further than that. 
That would seem to be enough for a lawyer, but it goes further and 
says: 

Said property and assets, in excess of the debts and the amount of any lawful 
— established’ by the court against the same, shall escheat to the United 

There it is taken out of the courts. There Congress steps in arbi- 
trarily and after saying that the court shall determine according to law 
that matter, says that the surplus after paying the debts shall go into 
the Treasury. 

Mr. HOAR. MayI ask the Senator a question? What does he un- 
derstand would become of it if his proposition prevailed? 

Mr. VEST. That isa question which the law will determine. If 
the Senator wants my opinion as a lawyer I can give it to him. My 
judgment is that it would not go to the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. The question is not where it would not go, but where 
would it go? The Senator will pardon me; I understand that this sec- 
tion remits to the courts, just as hesays itought to be remitted, the ques- 
tion of every claim whatever against that property, the right of the cred- 
itor, the right of the donor, the right of the sovereign; but if the court 
finds after all claims against it are established that there is property in 
the corporation which would be left derelict after the disposition of it 
under the law as provided to anybody who has a legal claim to it, then 
that is to be put into the Treasury of the United States, and by a sort 
of rude doctrine of cy pres used for common schools and not for the 
general public purposes of the country. 

Mr. VEST. I do not understand how the doctrine of cy pres applies 
to it. I donot understand that any trust has been created here for com- 
mon schools by anybody. ‘The doctrine of cy pres simply steps in and 
furnishes a trustee where the first objects of the trusthavefailed. There 
is no such trust certainly for common schools. It is nothing else but 
an arbitrary seizure of the property of this corporation, taking it out of 
the courts and disposing of it as Congress sees proper; and if it can be 
done in this case it can be done as to any Baptist; Methodist, or Pres- 
byterian church in any of the Territories if a majority of Congress 
thinks it ought to be done. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator does not answer my question, if he will 
permit me to interrupt him. I do not want to interrupt him improp- 
erly. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly; I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose it were a Baptist church, or a Methodist, or a 
Unitarian church, to which last denomination I have the honor to be- 
long, and it were within the jurisdiction of the legislation of Congress 
relative to the Territories. The corporation is dissolved and its prop- 
erty is taken possession of by the court by a receiver or other judicial 
officer, by a proper process, and the court having established every pos- 
sible lawful claim, if there were no other legislation on the subject, 
if there were anything left, that would have to remain in the treasury 
of the court forever, and when Congress found it out they would then 
come in and do something with it. s 

Here is a fund which belongs to nobody as far as the court knows. 
We should undoubtedly do something with it, and instead of waiting 
for that occasion to arise this simply provides for it in advance,-and 
says that when every possible Jawful claim against that fund is estab- 
lished by the court and satisfied, if there is anything which otherwise 
would he left derelict or left in the of the court to abide there 
forever, we provide now what shall be done with it; that is all. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it is remarkable legislation—I confess I 
know of no parallel to it—where Congress assumes a certain state of 
facts in advance of thefindingofacourt. The Senator from Massachu- 
settssays ‘‘assuming that nobody owns this property.’’ That is a ques- 
tion of law. That is a question which every American citizen and cor- 
poration has a right to have determined by the law of the land. 

Mr. HOAR. e bill says the court shall decide, in the first part, ac- 
cording to law. 

Mr. VEST. The bill saysin the first part according to law, and then 
goes on and takes the court by the throat and says, ‘‘ You shall do so 
and so.” In other words, it declares an escheat when an escheat may 
not exist according to the facts. It says in advance of the facts that it 
shall escheat. The doctrine of escheats is a well settled one. I un- 
derstand that the sovereignty of a country is entitled in certain con- 
tingencies to take possession of property, and not before; but they must 
be declared, they must exist, they must be judicially determined; and 
whenever Congress steps in and declares in advance that property shall 
escheat, it is not due process of law, it is not the law of the landas I un- 
stand it. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the first clause of this section dis- 
poses of all rights of property according to law. If the second clause 
now presently Jays down a new law of escheat or forfeiture that was 
not the law at the time the disposition by the courts was accorded by 
the first clause of the section, it seems to me it is contrary to correct 
principles; and the explanation I understand now to be made, and 
perhaps properly, is that no property will be taken away from anybody 
under this second clause that would not be taken away from such owner 
by the authority of the court under the first clause. Is it understood 


that the second clause is intended to provide for a disposition of prop- 
erty that according to law belongs to no private persons and declare 
that it may go into the Treasury of the United States as a part of its 
general assets, and that the purpose of the second clause is to make a 
present and special disposition of what otherwise would go into the 
‘Treasury of the United States to its general purposes? 

If that be so, and that be the proper accord between the two clauses, 
it might be expressed so as not to carry that in the presenti law of es- 
cheat then presently established. I propose that that difficulty might 
be met, and probably it would meet the views of the Senator from Mis- 
souri by making the section read, commencing at the seventh line, ‘‘if 
any lawful claims established by the court against the same, and that 
by law shall escheat to the United States, shall be taken’’ possession 
of. Then the whole disposition, according to law, as expressed in the 
first clause of the section, will have its free course by law and no new 
imperative forfeiture inflicted against existing law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have no objection to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from New York. It is just what the bill is now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York pro- 
poses to amend the part proposed to be stricken out by inserting the 
words which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 7, after the word ‘‘same,’’ it 
bf ig yt to add ‘‘and that by law;’’ and in line 8, after the word 
**States,’’ to strike out the word ‘‘and;”’ so as to read: 

Said property and assets, in excess of the debts and the amount of any lawful 
sn Punta” ey ra A Daa eNi coat 
of the Interior, under the direction of the President of the Un! States, for the 
benefit of common schools in said Territory. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EVARTS. That, as I understood, might meet the views of the 
Senator from Missouri if it were not now presently decreeing forfeiture, 
and if that be so, then there would be no occasion for insisting on the 
amendment striking out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by theSenator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] to strike 
out the second clause of section 16. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Ver- 
mont to the thirteenth section, which reads: 

‘That it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General of the United States to in- 
stitute and prosecute proceedings to forfeit, &c, 

In what court will the bill require those proceedings to be instituted ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The general laws provide for the Territorial courts. 
It will be, according to their autonomy there, instituted in the first place 
in the disirict court in that division of the Territory in which the prop- 
erty might be situated, and from that on appeal would go to the supreme 
court of the Territory, and from that to the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

Mr. MORGAN. I willstate the reason why I madethe inquiry. I 
do not know that any court is empowered by statute in the United 
States to consider the question of escheats. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The territorial courts are all invested with a gen- 
eral jurisdiction to try every law question that can arise before them on 
any statute or law that exists and is in force in the Territory. There is 
no question about that at all. 

Mr. BROWN. I wish to call the attention of the chairman of the 
Judiciary Committee to an amendment which I propose to the nine- 
teenth and twentieth sections of the bill. The nineteenth section pre- 
scribes the penalty for adultery and the twentieth section for fornica- 
tion. There has been a good deal of comment in the newspapers about 
some of the rulings of the Territorial courtin Utah under the Edmunds 
act of 1882, and it has been claimed by the Mormons that there is one 
law for them and one for the Gentiles, so far as illegal sexual practices 
are concerned, and a construction put upon the term “ unlawful co- 
habitation” which they thought, as I understand it, ought to embrace 
a Gentile who was living in disorder or in the commission of a crime 
aswell asa Mormon. The law as reported by the newspapers has been 
construed to mean and apply only to the Mormons. As the act was 
passed for the purpose of suppressing polygamy, I desire to add to sec- 
tion 20: 

This and the preceding section shall apply as well to so-called Gentiles ns to 
Mormons in the Territory of Utah. 

Thus applying that to the two sections, the nineteenth section and 
the twentieth section, so that there may be no room for question or 
construction about it that adultery by Gentiles shall be punished as is 
adultery by Mormons. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am surprised that the Senator from Georgia 
should seriously suggestsuch an amendment. The laws of the United 
States know no distinctions and make no distinctions between one 
race, sect, or class in community, or a religious faith, or anything else, 
and no court in Utah has ever intimated any such thing. TheSenator 
is being misled by the talk of Mormon newspapers. 

Mr. BROWN. No; it was both Democratic and Republican news- 
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papers, I believe, not published in Mormondom, which gave the ver- 
sion of it I have seen. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They may have been Mormon newspapers not- 
withstanding. 

Mr. BROWN. I will ask the Senator from Vermont whether there 
was not a ruling there to the effect that the term ‘‘ unlawful cohabita- 
tion” did not apply to a Gentile. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihave not heard of any such ruling and I do not 
believe any such ruling was ever made, because it would be perfectly 
preposterous. t 

Mr. BROWN. Ihave seen it stated in several newspapers of good 
standing, and I have a strong reason to believe that such a ruling was 
made by a court in Utah. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Any judge who made it ought to be impeached. 

Mr. BROWN. I want to guard against any possible misconstruc- 
tion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do not put any such thing in a statute of the 
United States. 

Mr. BROWN. I think the amendment ought to be made for the rea- 
son that I believe the law has been misconstrued by judges, and I think 
the lan, ought to be made very plain. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We will get some better judges there. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Georgia will be read at the desk. 

The Cuter CLERK. At the end of section 20 it is proposed to insert: 

This and the preceding section shall apply as well to so-called Gentiles as to 
Mormons in the Territory of Utah. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BROWN. I propose an amendment to the first section of the 
bill. I do not think that the first section of the bill ought to becomea 
law if the rest of the billshould become such. I in all or in 
very nearly all the States to which the Senator from New Hampshire 
has referred where there are provisions about husband or wife testify- 
ing against each other they are not required to do so, but only permitted 
to do so in certain cases. ~ , 

In the eighth line of the first section I move to strike out the words 
“and may be compelled;” in the ninth line to strike out the word 
“without” and insert ‘* with,’? and in the tenth line, after the word 
‘f be,” to insert the words ‘‘ who is to be examined;’’ so as to read: 


ness, and may be called to testify in such proceeding, examination, or prosecu- 
tion with the consent of the husband OE UN: Aa a neg hasty tyes be 
examined; but such wi 

dential statement or communication made by either husband 
other during the existence of the marriage relation. 

To make the husband or wife a competent witness, but not to make 


it compulsory for either to testify against the other is the object of the 


cog aor AIDEN niche, he The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment ale y the Senator from i 

Mr. EDMUN. That means to provide that neither shall testify 
against the other without the consent of the person accused. 

Mr. BROWN. No; without the consent of the person to be examined. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The legal construction would be without the con- 
sent of the other party. ButIwillpassthat. Thatis the way it would 
be if the amendment were adopted, but I will just say onęword on the 
question of compulsory examination. 

At the common law the husband and wife were competent witnesses 
in cases where violence and wrongs of that nature were infli by one 
upon the other, and perhaps in some others that I need not now go into. 
In the statutes, as I repeat, of almost all the States, in some form or 
another, the provision for competency without the consent of the other— 
although the words ‘ without the consent’’ were not put in, but the 
provision for com: , which enables the court to put that witness 
on the footing of every other witness and compel him to testify, does 
exist with certain limitations that are very like these we have provided 
here about confidential communications. ‘The reason upon which it all 
goes, and upon be petits at Pawo lan, = rg merely (which 

or the purposes i woul; enough, t it is a wrong u 
the wife if it is a case of bigamy, ced. we agen AERALA it te 
a case of polyandry—if that is the proper phrase, the Senator will know 
whether it is or not—but something more; and the reason in general is 
that society has an interest in the punishment of these crimes, and 
therefore whether under coercion or duress or favor or a criminal con- 
spiracy the wife or the husband refuses to testify, society has a right to 
say in respect of this independent matter, you shall testify as in a case 
of bigamy or adultery, and the testimony of the first wife or the first 
husband to prove the first marriage is to be compelled, whether the 
wife or the husband, as the case may be, is willing to say that he or she 
was married to the other or not, because it is an independent fact in 
which society is interested as well as the individual. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, there has been somewhat frequent allu- 
sion made to the statutes of the States upon this point. I think that the 
Senator from Vermont almost entirely misconceives the force and effect 
of those statutes where they exist. 


What the Senator saysis true, that the common law has been relaxed 
and modified to some extent by the statutes of the various States, but 
there are no statutes of any State, so far as I have been enabled to ex- 
amine them, where the great leading principle which led to the origi- 
nal prohibition of husband and wife being witnesses for or against each 
other is not carefully preserved. Wherever there is any infringement 
upon marital confidence, as the legal expression made use of is, wher- 
ever there is likely by the testifying of the husband or wife for or against 
each other to be any infringement upon this great principle founded in 
justice and essential to the preservation of society, there itis prohibited. 

In most of the statutes particular instances are specially mentioned 
and the prohibition is made specific; and in all of them, so far as I 
know, where there is any substantial relaxation whatever, the general 
expression is made use of that in the discretion of the court there shall 
never be the testimony of the wife allowed as against the husband, nor 
of the husband as against the wife, if it leads to any infringement upon 
marital confidence. Now, what is that? It is not that information 
which may be givén to the husband or to the wife in express terms; it 
is not simply that which may come from conversation; itis not simply 
that which may be included in the term ‘‘communication,”’ which is 
the one made useof in this proposed statute; but it is such information 
as comes from one party to the other by reason of the existence of the 
marriage relation; and wherever the testimony of the party may be a 
revelation of knowledge which comes by virtue of the fact that the 
parties are married and are associated together, that information which 
— interchangeably from one to the other and which would not be - 

ikely to be the case if that were not the relation, the statute expressly 
prohibits it. - 

I have not the bill here; but the language made use of by the Sena- 
tor excepts nothing but confidential communications from one party to 
the other. The statute of my own State excepts all confidential com- 
munications whether from one party to the other or which may have 
been made from either party to another person in the presence of the 
other party, and so by general expression restricting anything which can 
infringe upon marital confidence. It has come to be the settled rule in 
our State that nearly everything which can be really available in the 
maintenance of a prosecution against any party by virtue of the testi- 
mony of the wife or of the husband is excluded. 

Nothing could be much broader than the language made use of in the 
first section of the bill, which I have now before me, and which reads: 


The lawful husband or wife of the person accused shall be a competent wil- 
ness, and may be called and may be compelled to testify in such proceeding, ex- 
amination, or prosecution without the consent of the husband or wife, as the case 
may be; but such witness shall not be permitted to testify as to any confidential 
statement or communication made by either husband or wife to each other 
during the existence of the marriage relation. 

Any statement that may have been made before is, under this pro- 
vision, competent testimony; but such a statement is justeas likely to 
interfere with the of the marriage relation, the marital con- 
fidence, as though it were made afterward. What is the specific ob- 
ject of this testimony? It is to afford the foundation of the prosecution, 
which would not otherwise be maintained. 

Now, let us see how this will operate in practice. Hereis the lawful 
wife living in association with it may be one or nineteen or twenty fe- 
males. She has the rights of the legitimate wife and her children have 
all the rights of legitimate children. When thereis no power by which 
a prosecution can be initiated and maintained from all these other 
sources of testimony, she is to be upon the witness-stand against 
her consent and compelled so to testify as to maintain the prosecution 
and liberate the man who has committed this wrong upon herself and 
upon her children from all obligation for her sustenance and place him 
in the common jail or the penitentiary. Besides the wrong which she 
has already suffered she is obliged to subject herself to this in addition 
toalltherest. Itseems tome inconceivablethata statute of the United 
States should be enacted into a Jaw at this stage of the nineteenth cen- 
Now with such a palpable result of injustice and outrage and wrong as 


Of course it is not n to call the wife at all if the prosecution 
can be maintained otherwise. She is to be put upon the stand simply 
because by her testimony she is to convict; and thus this woman, hav- 
ing all legal rights, having suffered all these legal outrages for which the 
husband is to be prosecuted, is to be made the instrument of depriving 
herself and her children of all sustenance and all support such as she is 
entitled to receive from the man who has committed the wrongs. 

There is no statute of any State in the United States or any Territory 
of the United States that is capable of inflicting this infamy, and for 
the Senator from Vermont to claim that the statutes of New Hampshire 
or the statutes of any State that have been adduced here are capable of 
any such violation of what is called marital confidence and inflicting 
an injury of this description upon society, I think it is a very great mis- 
apprehension. I do not say that it isa perversion, for in the hurry and 
rush incident to the management of this bill, so full of new ideas and 
novelties, he has overlooked perhaps, I know he has overlooked, the 
real force and effect of the statutes so carefully guarded, which do to 
some extent relax the common law, but every one of them has been 
enacted for the purpose of promoting, vindicating, strengthening, and 
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building up the sanctity of the marriage relation rather than destroy- 


ing it. 

it. HARRIS. Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield to me 
in order that I may move that the Senate adjourn? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 17 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 7, 1886. 


The House met at120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. : . 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings; 
when, on motion of Mr. Gipson, of West Virginia, the reading of so 
much of the Journal as recorded the introduction of bills was dis- 
pensed with. 

The Journal as read was approved. 

TREASURER’S REPORT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting an account of the expenditures of the Uni- 
ted States for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1885; which was referred 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SUSPENDED ENTRIES OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting a list of adjudications of suspended 
entries of public lands for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting the petition of cadets of the United States 
Military Academy, praying for legislation that will secure them ap- 
pointments in the Army; which was referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the president 
of the board of managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers, transmitting their report for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1885; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs,and 
ordered to We printed. 

CONTINGENT EXPENSES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the president 
of the board of commissioners of the District of Columbia, transmitting 
a statement of contingent expenses for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1885; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MARY A. FITZPATRICK. 

The SPEAKER. A bill (H. R. 1780) introduced yesterday by the 
gentleman from Ohio, Mr. BUTTERWORTH, granting a pension to Mary 
A. Fitzpatrick, was by inadvertence referred to the Committee on Claims. 
If there be no objection, the Committee on Claims will be discharged from 
its further consideration, and the bill will be referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

There was no objection, and the bill was so referred. 

The call of-States*was resumed, beginning with the State of West 
Virginia. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE FOR EMPLOYES GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. 2594) grant- 
ing leaves of absence to employés of the Government Printing Office and 
pay when actually sick; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


TO MAKE HUNTINGTON, W. VA., A PORT OF ENTRY. 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2495) 
making the city of Huntington a port of entry; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE, HUNTINGTON, W. VA. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2496) pro- 
viding for a custom-house in the city of Huntington, W. Va.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

E G. W. M’CULLOUGH. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2497) for 
the relief of G. W. McCullough, late second lientenant of Company C, 
Eighth Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first 
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and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 
GEORGE J. CUNY. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2498) for 
the relief of George J. Cuny, late private of Company L, First Regiment 
West Virginia Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

J. S. HALL. 
_ Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2599) to 
increase the pension of J. S. Hall; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 
HEIRS OF DANIEL G. JEWELL. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2600) 
granting a pension to the widow and infant heir of Daniel G. Jewell; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. i 

JOHN D. RUNNELS, 

Mr, GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2601) 
granting a pension to John D. Runnels; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee oñ Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

EPHRIAM HESS. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2602) 
for the relief of Ephriam Hess; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
t WILLIAM H. JORDAN. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2603) 
granting a pension to William H. Jordan, late of Company K, First 
Regiment Ohio Light Infantry; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER THACKER. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virgifiia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2604 
granting a pension to Alexander Thacker; which was read a first an 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

SUSIE E. CLARK AND OTHERS. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2605) 
granting a pension to Susie E. Clark, widow, and Frank D. Clark, 
Harry L. Clark, Eddie R. Clark, Annie B. Clark, and Maud M. Clark, 
infant heirs of the late Roland Clark; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

z ALBERT G. S. BALL. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2606) 
to increase the pension of Albert G. S. Ball; which was read a first and 
second time, referred tothe Committeeon Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ISAAC FORTNER. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H, R. 2607) 
granting a ion to Isaac Fortner; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. . 

j ELIJAH C. SNODGRASS. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2608) 
granting a pension to Elijah C. Snodgrass; which was read a first and 
second time, referred tothe Committeeon Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DANIEL J, MORGAREIGE. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2609) 
to increase the pension of Daniel J. Mo ige; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

J. P. M’CARDELL. , i 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2610) 
for the reliefof J. P. McCardell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY B. MONKS. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2611) 
for the relief of Henry B. Monks; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN WALDRON. , 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2612) 
for the relief of John Waldron; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. MORRIS. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2613) 
for the relief of William H. Morris; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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DAVID HARSHBARGER. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2614) for 
the relief of David Harshbarger; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN R. HARSHBARGER, 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2615) for 
the relief of John R. Harshbarger; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

‘ JOHN FLESHER. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2616) for 
the relief of John Flesher; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ADELAIDE BOWEN. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2617) for 
the relief of Mrs. Adelaide Bowen; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS, MARY WHEELER. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 2618) for 
the relief of Mrs. Mary Wheeler; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 
E. C. HOPKINS. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2619) for 
the relief of E. C. Hopkins; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JEPTHA SMITH. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2620) for 
the relief of Jeptha Smith; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

F. T. HUGHES, 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2621) 
granting a pension to F. T. Hughes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred tọ the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JAMES H. GRAHAM. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2622) to 
increase the pension of James H. Graham; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. A 

SARAH 0. DRUMMOND. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2623) 
granting a pension to Sarah O. Drummond; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SYNTHA DUGLAS. : 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2624) 
granting a pension to Syntha Duglas; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RICHARD JACKSON. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (H. R. 2625) granting a pension to 
Richard Jackson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SILAS K. HAINES. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill 1E R. 2626) granting a pension 
to Silas K. Haines; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES GUTHRIE. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2627) granting a pension 
to James Guthrie; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELK BRANCH CHURCH, JEFFERSON COUNTY, WEST VIRGINIA. 

- Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2628) for the relief of the 
trustees of the Elk Branch church, of Jefferson County, West Virginia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM M. MORRISON. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (E R. 2629) for the relief of 
William M. Morrison; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRIETTA M. WAUGH. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill pe 2630) for the relief of 
Henrietta M. Waugh; which was read a and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN M. ENGLE. 


Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2631) for the relief of 
John M. Engle; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PROMOTION OF ANATOMICAL SCIENCE, ETC. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2632) for the promotion 
of anatomical science and to prevent the desecration of graves in the 
District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

EDMUND H. CHAMBERS. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2633) for the relief of 
Edmund H. Chambers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES ALLENDER. 


Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2634) for the relief of James 
Allender; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PHILIP PENDLETON. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2635) for the relief of Philip 
Pendleton, late paymaster United States Army; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN F. SMITH. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2636) for the relief of John 
F. Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH RAMSEY. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2637) granting a pension 
to Sarah Ramsey; which was read a first and second time, referred to th 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. j 

JONATHAN B. DAVIS. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2638) granting a pension 
to Jonathan B. Davi§; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH KING. 

Mr. WILSON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2639) for the 
relief of Sarah King; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EAST WASHINGTON COLORED M. E. CHURCH. 

Mr. WILSON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2640) for the ` 

relief of the trustees, pastor, and congregation of the East Washington 


Colored Methodist Episcopal Church of the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 


„trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN H. M’CHESNEY. 
Mr. WILSON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2641) for the 
relief of John H. McChesney; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHARLESTON, W. VA. 

Mr. SNYDER introduced a bill (H. R. 2642) appropriating the sum 
of $52,000 for the enlargement and improvement of the United States 
Government building at Charleston, W. Va.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPT, WOODSON BLAKE. 

Mr. SNYDER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2643) granting a pension 
to Capt. Woodson Blake; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE PFEIFFER. 

Mr. SNYDER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2644) for the relief of 
George Pfeiffer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

: JAMES A. MYERS. 

Mr. SNYDER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2645) granting a pension 
to James A. Myers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

OHIO CENTRAL RAILROAD. 

Mr. SNYDER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2646) granting to the 
Ohio Central Railroad Company the right to lay its track through 
United States lock and dam property in the great Kanawha Valley, 
Stateof West Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH, FRENCH CREEK, W. VA. 

Mr. SNYDER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2647) to compensate the 
trustees of the Presbyterian church at French Creek, W. Va., for the 
destruction of their church edifice by Union troops during the late 
war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BAPTIST CHURCH, RALEIGH, W. VA. 


Mr. SNYDER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2648) for the relief of the 
Baptist church at Raleigh Court House, in Raleigh County, West Vir- 
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ginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. . 


METHODIST CHURCH, RALEIGH, W. VA. 


Mr. SNYDER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2649) for the relief of the 
Methodist church at Raleigh Court House, in Raleigh County, W. Va.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

R. H. LEE. 


Mr. SNYDER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2650) for the 
relief of R. H. Lee, of Saint Albans, W. Va.; which was read a first and 
Cese oe referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 

printed, 


JESSE EDENS, 

Mr. SNYDER (by request) also introduded a bill (H. R. 2651) for the 
relief of Jesse Edens; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW E. HIGGINBOTHAM. 


Mr. SYNDER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2652) for the 
relief of Andrew E. Higginbotham; which was read a first and second 
tıme, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WEST VIRGINIA TROOPS IN LATE WAR. 

Mr. GOFF introduced a bill (H. R. 2653) for the relief of West Vir- 
ginia troops acting under authority of the governor of said State dur- 
ing the late war; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM B. LYNCH. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2654) forthe relief of William 
B. Lynch, of West Virginia; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN F. KELLY. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2655) granting a pension to 
Benjamin F. Kelly; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

B. F. SHUTTLEWORTH & BRO. 


Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2656) for the relief of B. F. 
Shuttleworth & Bro.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS, 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2657) extending the provis- 
ions of the act of June 10,1880, in relation to the transportation of du- 
tiable goods to the port of Wheeling, W. Va.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WEST VIRGINIA WAR CLAIMS. 


Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2658) to recognize and pay 
certain claims due by the State of West Virginia to citizens thereof for 
services to the United States in the late war and which are properly 
chargeable to the United States; which was read a first second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TAX ON TOBACCO. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2659) to repeal all internal- 
revenue taxes upon domestie tobacco in all forms and upon the dealers 
therein; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHARINE E. LURTY. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2660) for the relief of Catha- 
rine E. Lurty; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIJAH KING. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2661) for the relief of Elijah 
King; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CALVIN MEANS. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2662) for the relief of Calvin 
Means; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

C. A. REEDER. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced abill (H. R. 2663) granting a pension to C. 
A. Reeder; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

: ELIZABETH CROUSE. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2664) for the relief of Eliz- 
abeth Crouse; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN F. BATTEN. 
Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2665) for the relief of Ben- 
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jamin F. Batten; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
CHARLES M. COEN. 
Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2666) for the relief of Charles 


M. Coen; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, und ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE A. HILL. 
Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2667) for the relief of George 
A. Hill; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TAYLOR RICHMOND. 
Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2668) granting a pension to 
Taylor Richmond; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN R. DOWLER. 
Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2669) granting a pension to 
John R. Dowler; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARGARET MEYERS. 
Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2670) granting a pension to 
Margaret Meyers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN HOUCHIN. 
Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2671) granting a pension to 
John Houchin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. - 


MARY J. CUNNINGHAM. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2672) for the relief Mary J. 
Cunningham; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY CUNNINGHAM. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2673) for the relief of Mary 
Cunningham; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RILEY H. SMITH. | 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2674) for the relief of Riley 
H. Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN D. GRIMM. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2675) for the relief of John 
D. Grimm; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELMER Il. FETTY. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2676) for the relief of Elmer 
H. Fetty; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB D. GENO. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H, R. 2677) granting a pension to 
Jacob D. Geho; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

E JAMES A. DEMASTUS. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2678) granting a pension to 
James A. Demastus; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK HOLLAND. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2679) granting a pension to 
Patrick Holland; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH JONES. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2680) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID F. FLETCHER. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2681) granting a pension to 
David F. Fletcher; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID K. CRAWFORD. 


Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. It. 2682) granting a pension to 
David K. Crawford; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WIDOW AND CHILDREN OF PATRICK KEARNEY. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2683) granting a pension to 

the widow and children of Patrick Kearney, deceased; which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 
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JOHN NAY. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2684) granting a pension to 
John Nay; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

OLEOMARGARINE. 

Mr. CASWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 2685) to levy a tax upon 
oleomargarine and to collect the same through the Bureau of Internal 
Revenue; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


DUTIES UPON TOBACCO. 

Mr. CASWELLalsointroduced a bill (H. R. 2686) toamend the second 
paragraph of Schedule F of chapter 121 of the laws of 1883, relating to 
the duties upon tobacco; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


ISAIAH H. CROUCH. 
Mr. CASWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2687) granting a pension 
to Isaiah H. Crouch; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TIMOTHY C. CHASE. 
Mr. CASWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2688) for the relief of 
Timothy C. Chase; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DELILAH KNILL. 
Mr.CASWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2689) ting a pension 
to Delilah Knill; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LYDIA D. HOLTZ. 

Mr. CASWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2690) granting a pension 
to Lydia D. Holtz; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PHILLIP FAY. 

Mr. CASWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2691) granting a pension 
restoration and an increase of pension to Phillip Fay; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN GEIBEL. d 

Mr. CASWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2692) caminga pana 
to John Geibel; which was read a first and second time, to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TIMOTHY C. CHASE. 

Mr. CASWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2693) granting a pension 
to Timothy C. Chase; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK CURTIN. 

Mr. CASWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2694) granting a pension 
to Patrick Curtin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK FISHER. 

Mr. CASWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2695) granting an increase 
of pension to Frank Fisher; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS MOSHER. 

Mr. CASWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2696) granting restora- 
tion of pension to Thomas Mosher; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

_ CHARLES WILKINSON, 

Mr. CASWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2697) granting a pension 
to Charles Wilkinson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EDMUND GATLIN. 

Mr. CASWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2698) granting a pension 
to Edmund Gatlin; which was read a first and second tina E arar te 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CORNELIUS WESSELS. 

Mr. CASWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2699) granting a pension 
to Cornelius Wessels; which was read a first and second ere referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS AT LAW OF DABNEY WALKER. 

Mr. CASWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2700) for the 
relief of the widow and children as heirs at law of Dabney Walker, de- 
ceased; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM WALL AND HEIRS. 


Mr. CASWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2701) for 
thereliefof William Wall and his heirs; which wasread afirstand second 
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time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


HEIRS AT LAW OF JACOB L. W. DOXTATER. 

Mr. CASWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2702) for 
the relief of the widow and children, heirs at law of Jacob L. W. Dox- 
tater, deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BURNS. 

Mr. CASWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2703) re- 
ferring the claim of John Burns against the United States to the Court 
of Claims; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES H. FAUST. 

Mr. CASWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2704) for 
the relief of Charles H. Faust; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


. WILLIAM SWEENY AND OTHERS. 

Mr. CASWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2705) for the 
relief of William Sweeny and other employés of the Census Office, De- 
partment of the Interior; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ANN ANNIS. 

Mr. CASWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2706) for 
the relief of Ann Annis; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered tobe printed. 

MALINDA GRIMES. 

Mr. CASWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2707) for 
the relief of i Grimes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHERINE BRENNAN. f 

Mr. CASWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2708) for 
the relief of Catherine Brennan; which was read afirstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN WHITTAKER. 

Mr. CASWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2709) for 
the relief of John Whittaker; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM T. DUVALL. 

Mr. CASWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2710) re- 
ferring the claim of William T. Duvall against the United States to 
the Court of Claims; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

3 WILLIAM J. SANGSTON. ; 

Mr. CASWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2711) for 
the relief of William J. Sangston; which was read a and second 
sa See to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

G HECTOR F. PHELPS. 

Mr. CASWELL request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2712) for 
the relief of Hector F. Phelps; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, OSHKOSH, WIS. 


Mr. GUENTHER introduced a bill a R. 2713) for the erection of 
a public building at Oshkosh, Wis.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

TIMBER ON INDIAN LANDS IN WISCONSIN. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2714) to authorize 
the sale of timber on certain lands reserved for the use of the Menom- 
onee tribe of Indians, in the State of Wisconsin; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

IMPORTED ARTICLES STAMPED AS AMERICAN. 


Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2715) to prohibit the 
importation of articles of foreign manufacture bearing a stamp, mark, 
or imprint conveying the impression that such articles are of American 
manufacture; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVERS. 


Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2716) to pay the 
awards for damages for flowage caused by the building of dams by the 
United States in the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers, in 
the State of Wisconsin; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN W. BRISBOIS. 


Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2717) for the relief 
of John W. Brisbois; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ex¢ered to be printed. 
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HANNAH BUCK. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2618) to grant a pen- 
sion to Hannah Buck; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH CONANT. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2719) for the relief 
of Joseph Conant; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES W. FAUST. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2720) for the relief 
of Charles W. Faust; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD GOYIN. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2721) for the relief of 
Richard Goyin; which was read a first andsecond time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES HOFFMAN. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2722) for the relief of 
Charles Hoffman; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions and ordered to be printed. 

GILBERT W. HUBBELL. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2723) for therelief of 
Gilbert W. Hubbell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID S. HAWLEY. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2724) to grant a pen- 
sion to David S. Hawley; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PLINY JEWETT. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2725) granting a pen- 
sion to Pliny Jewett; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM A. MASON. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2726) granting a pen- 
sion to William A. Mason; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER MITCHELL, JR. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2727) for the relief of 
Peter Mitchell, jr.; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTOPHER MOEGLING. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2728) authorizing 
Christopher Moegling to make application to the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents for the extension of his patent for a new and useful ventilator for 
grain mills; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN MORTER, JR. 5 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2729) granting a pen- 
sion to John Morter, jr.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DE WITT MYERS, . 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill ( H. R. 2730) for the relief 
of De Witt Myers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 

; ALMEDA PECK, 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2731) granting a pen- 
sion to Almeda Peck; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

. SIDNEY PALEN. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2732) for the relief of 
Sidney Palen; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN F. SHIPLEY. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2733) granting a pen- 
sion to Benjamin F. Shipley; which was read a first and second time, 
zoea to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARLES A. STEVENS. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2734) for the relief of 
Charles A. Stevens; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

S. B. STODDARD. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2735) granting apen- 
sion to S. B. Stoddard; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

IRA J. J. TURNEY. 
Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2736) grantinga pen- 


sion to Ira J. J. Turney; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committeeon Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
NIELS OLAVUS THORSEN. 

Mr, GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2737) to pay to Niels 
Olavus Thorsen the sum of $100 for arrears of bounty; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FRIEDERIKA WINTER. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2738) granting a pen- 
sion to Friederika Winter; which was read a first and second ‘time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PRISCILLA WOOD. 
Mr. GUENTHER al > introduced a bill (H. R. 2739) granting a pen- 
sion to Priscilla Wood; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


NORMAN 8. BULL. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. 2740) for the 
relief of Norman 8. Bull and to increase his pension; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT PATTERSON. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 2741) granting a pension to Robert Patterson; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES W. HARRIMAN. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 2742) granting a pension to James W. Harriman; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SAMPSON BEAVER. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 2743) for the relief of Sampson Beaver and to grant him a pension; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE introduced a bill (H. R. 2744) granting pensions 
to disabled soldiers and sailors of the national Army in the war for the 
Union; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DUTIES UPON TOBACCO. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2745) to amend the 
second paragraph of schedule F, laws of 1883, relating to the duties upon 
tobacco; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS OF WIDOWS, ETC. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2746) increasing 
pensions of all pensioned widows, granting pensions to widows of pen- 
sioners, and granting pensions to certain widows of persons who die with 
applications for pensions pending, upon such widows completing proof 
in husband’s case, without requiring widow to show that husband’s 
death resulted from disability contracted in service; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATIONS. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2747) to establish 
agricultural experiment stations in connection with the colleges estab- 
lished in the several States under the ol gitbereen of anact approved July 
2, 1862, and of an actsupplementary thereto; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to 
be printed. 

AMENDMENTS TO PENSION LAWS. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2748) granting 
ons to certain per diem and disabled soldiers and sailors of the 
war for the Union who were confined in so-called confederate prisons, 
and also granting a certain per diem to the widowsof such soldiers and 
sailors as died in said prisons; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2749) to amend 
chapter 136 of the laws of 1880, relating to certain pensioned soldiers 
and sailors who are utterly helpless from injuries received or disease 
contracted while in the United States service; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RETIREMENT OF LIEUTENANTS OF THE LINE. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2750) for the volun- 
tary retirement of lieutenants of the line of the Army after twenty 
years’ service; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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LUTITIA A, MEREDITH. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2751) granting a 
pension to Lutitia A. Meredith; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JACOB B. WOOD, 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE also introduced a bill (H. R, 2752) for the re- 
lief of Jacob B. Wood; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN W. ROBSON. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2753) for the re- 

lief of John W. Robson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS J. MARSDEN. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2754) for the relief 
of Thomas J. Marsden ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT MONAHAN. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2755) granting a 
pension to Robert Monahan ; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL DALY. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2756) granting a 
pension to Michael Daly ; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EVERHARD WELTER. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2757) ting a 
pension to Everhard Welter; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD NOBLES. - 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2758) to increase 
the pension of Richard Nobles; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS SCOTT. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2759) to increase 
the pension of Francis Scott; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN UPCRAFT. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK introduced a bill (H. R. 2760) for the relief of 
John Upcraft, late of Company F, Sixty-first Pennsylvania Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM PORMANN. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK also introduced. a bill (H. R. 2761) for the relief 
of William Pormann, late of Company I, Forty-eighth Wisconsin In- 
fantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WALTER M’CARTY. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2762) to increase 
the pension of Walter McCarty; which was read a first and second time, 
cones to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HIRAM HASKELL. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2763) for the relief 
of Hiram Haskell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BERNARD M’KENNA. 
Mr. VAN SCHAICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2764) for the re- 
lief of Bernard McKenna; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, MILWAUKEE, WIS. 


Mr. VAN SCHAICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2765) for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Milwaukee, Wis.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN CORDOVA. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2766) granting a 
pension to John Cordova; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BARBER. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2767) granting a 
pension to John Barber; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID RICHEY. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2768) to increase 

the pension of David Richey; which was read a fisst and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensipns, and ordered to be 
printed. 
WILLIAM GANNON, 
Mr. VAN SCHAICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2769) granting a 
ion to William Gannon; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ANDREW BARTON. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2770) for the relief 
of Andrew Barton; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES SHEAHAN. 


Mr. VAN SCHAICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2771) to increase 
the pension of James Sheahan; which was reada first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 

Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. 2772) to provide fora commission 
on the subject of the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr, PRICE also introduced a bill (H.R. 2773) to grant pensions to sur- 
vivors in the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2774) to amend subdivisions 
4 and 5 of section 3244 of the Revised Statutes of 1878; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS AT EAU CLAIRE, WIS. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2775) to authorize and estab- 
lish a term of the district and circuit court of the United States at Eau 
Claire, Wis.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

REFUNDING DIRECT TAXES. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2776) to credit and pay the 
several States and Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys 
collected under the direct tax levied by the act of Congress approved 
August 5, 1861; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered ta be printed. 

JURISDICTION OF UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2777) to enlarge the juris- 
diction of the United States district courts and to open the same toall 
claimants against the Government; which was read a first and second 
psy Be ony to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 
T ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2778) amending section 2 of 
an act making appropriations for the paymon of arrears of pensions, 


and for other purposes, approved N 3, 1879; which was read a first 
and second time, as to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


OVERFLOWS IN CHIPPEWA RIVER, WISCONSIN. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2779) to provide for an in- 
quiry into the causes of the extraordinary overflows of the Chippewa 
River, in the State of Wisconsin, and to prevent a recurrence of the 
Same; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSION LAWS. 


Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2780) to extend the benefits 
of the pension laws; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FORFEITURE OF LANDS. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2781) to forfeit certain lands, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

DAM ACROSS DEVIL’S CREEK, WISCONSIN. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2782) to authorize Malcom 
Dobie and Henry E. Ticknor, their associates and assigns, to erech and 
maintain a dam or dams across and to make other improvements in 
Devil’s Creek, in Lac Court Oreille reservation of the Chippewa Band 
of Indians, in Sawyer County, Wisconsin; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SUPERIOR, WIS. 

Mr. PRICE alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 2783) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building atSuperior, in the State of Wisconsin; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


526 


eam Bare ge UPI, ag Se kee ata ee ee fy mane Caen ST Een me 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 7, 


PUBLIC ING AT EAU CLAIRE, WIS. 

Mr. PRICEalso introduced a bill (H. R. 2784) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at the city of Eau Claire, in the State of Wis- 
consin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2785) to equalize and in- 
crease pensions incertain cases; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS CUMMINGS. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2786) to remove the charge 
of desertion which now stands the name of Thomas g8; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH CLANCEY. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2787) for the relief of Joseph 
Clancey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK SIGERIST. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2788) for the relief of Frank 
Sigerist; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY KEIFER. 


Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. KR. 2789) granting an increase’ 


of pension to Mary Keifer; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ANNA W. OSBORNE. 


* Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2790) for the reliefof Anna 
W. Osborne; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE WELLS. 


Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2791) granting an increase 
of pension to George Wells; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN L. HUNTER. 


Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2792) granting a pension to 
John L. Hunter; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. . 

SILAS JAMES. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2793) granting a pension to 
Silas James; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN F. KELLOGG. 


Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2794) for the relief of John 
F. Kellogg; which was read a first and second time, — to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed 

WILLIAM WALL. 
Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2795) for the relief of Will- 
iam Wall; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM THATCHER. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2796) granting a pension to 
William Thatcher; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN L. HUNTER. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a hill (H. R. 2697) granting a pension to 
John L. Hunter; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BRUNER D. HYATT. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2798) granting a pension to 
Bruner D. Hyatt; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL BROTZMAN. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2799) granting a pension to 
Samuel Brotzman; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY MANES. 

Mr PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2800) granting a pension to 
Mary Manes, mother of William Manes, late of Company D, Fourth 
Wisconsin Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ARMSTRONG MOORE. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2801) granting a pension to 

Armstrong Moore; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
SARA A. LOVELL. 


Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2802) granting a pension to 


Sarah A. Lovell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN H. SNYDER. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2803) granting a pension to 
John H. Snyder; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAYTON E. ROGERS. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2804) granting a pension to 
Clayton E. Rogers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY S. DOUGLAS. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2805) granting a pension to 
Mary 8. Douglas; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL DBOICE. 


Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2806) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel Boice; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ORLANDO T. SOWLE. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2807) granting a pension to 
Orlando T. Sowle; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM F. D. BAILEY. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2808) granting an increase 
of pension to William F. D. Bailey; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MRS, SACCHARISSA BAKER. 

Mr. BEAN introduced a bill (H. R. 2809) granting an increase of 
sion to Mrs. Saccharissa Baker, widow of Maj. E. D. Baker, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DISPOSITION OF LAND FOR GRAZING PURPOSES. 

Mr. BEAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2810) to dispose of certain 
lands for grazing purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

DR. WARREN E. DAY. 

Mr. BEAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2811) for the relief of Dr. 
Warren E. Day, of Arizona; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

INSANE ASYLUM. 

Mr. BEAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2812) to approve an act of 
the Thirteenth Legislative Assembly of Arizona entitled “An act to 
establish, maintain, and provide for the government of an insane asy- 
lum,” approved March 9, 1885; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM YORK. 

Mr. BEAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2813) for the relief of Will- 
iam York, of Arizona; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK FREDLEY. 

Mr. BEAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2814) for the relief of Fred- 
erick Fredley, of Yuma, Ariz. ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM FRANKLIN GROUNDS. 

Mr. BEAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2815) for the relief of Will- 
iam Franklin Grounds; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. ‘ 

é EDWARD BRADEN & CO. 

Mr. BEAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2816) for the relief of Ed- 
ward Braden & Co., asking appropriation to pay an amount of $2,006.17 
awarded by Court of Claims, work done under Government contract; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ARIZONA. 

Mr. BEAN also submitted the following resolution; which was re- 

ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 


Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Interior be requested to transmit to the 
House of Representatives copies of all official correspondence between the Inte- 
rior Departmentand Goversck Zulick, of Arizona, in reference to Indian affairs 
and other matters in that Territory. 


EDWAY A. GRANT. 

Mr. GIFFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 2817) for the relief of Ed- 
way A. Grant; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SUPREME COURT JUDGES OF DAKOTA. 


Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2818) for twoadditional 
judges for the supreme conrt of Dakota; which was read a first and 
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second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered THOMAS A. CARPENTER. . 
to be printed. Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2834) to authorize the 


AMENDMENT OF INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. x 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2819) to amend section 
9 of chapter 341, laws of the second session of the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ADMISSION OF THE STATE OF DAKOTA. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H.fR. 2820) for the admission 
of the State of Dakota; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

SUPREME COURT, DAKOTA. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2821) to provide for two 
additional associate justices of the supreme court of Dakota, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

MONUMENT COMMEMORATIVE OF HOMESTEAD LAW. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2822) granting money to 
aid in the erection of a monument commemorative of the homestead 
law; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Library, and ordered to be printed. e! 

ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICTS, DAKOTA. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2823) to create two ad- 
ditional jand districts in Dakota, and to define the boundaries of the 
Deadwood district; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committce on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

GRANT OF PUBLIC LAND TO ABERDEEN, DAK. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2824) granting the 
southeast quarter of section 14, township 103 north, of range 64 west 
of the fifth principal meridian, in the Territory of Dakota, to the city 
of Aberdeen; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

LANDS FOR REFORM-SCHOOL PURPOSES, DAKOTA. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2825) granting to Da- 
kota Territory section 16, township 103, range 64 west, in the county 
of Aurora, in said Territory, for the purposes of a reform school, and 
granting to said Territory one section of land in lieu thereof for school 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. > 

SCHOOL OF FORESTRY, DAKOTA. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2826) to grant lands to 
the Territory of Dakota for the purpose of establishing a school of for- 
estry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the,Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

WILBUR F. STEEL. 


Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2827) for the relief ot 
Wilbur F. Steel; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NORTH DAKOTA UNIVERSITY. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2728) granting lands 
to North Dakota University; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


ABANDONED AND USELESS MILITARY RESERVATIONS. 


Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2829) amending section 2 
of chapter 214, Laws of the first session of the Forty-eighth Congress, 
approved July 5, 1884, entitled “‘ An act to provide for the disposal of 
abandoned and useless military reservations;’’ which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. i 

STERNE H. FOWLER. 


Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2830) granting a pension 
to Sterne H. Fowler; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

INSURANCE COMPANIES, DAKOTA, 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2831) to legalize the in- 
surance companies of Dakota Territory, and to authorize the Legisla- 
ture to pass general incorporation laws in reference thereto; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Terri- 
teries, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB MATHIS. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2832) for the relief of 
Jacob Mathis, late bugler Company D, Thirty-ninth New York Volun- 
teer Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to, be printed. 

RICHARD REDMOND. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill, (H. R. 2833) for the relief of 
Richard Redmond, late private in Company D, Thirty-first New York 
Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


Secretary of War to restore the name of Thomas A. ter, late cap- 
tain of the Seventeenth United States Infantry, to the roll of the Army; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

TAFFRE SNOW. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H, R. 2835) granting a pension 
to Taffre Snow; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH B. WALTERS. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2836) granting a pension 
to Joseph B. Walters; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

; JOHN M’DONALD. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2837) granting a pension 
to John MeDonald; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER AT PIERRE, DAK. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2838) authorizing the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at Pierre, Dak. ; which 
was read 2 first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. $ 

A. G. SHAW. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2839) for the relief of A. 
G. Shaw; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. = 

HENRY YOUNG. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2840) for the relief of 
Henry Young; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

IDAHO AND WASHINGTON TERRITORIES. 


Mr. HAILEY introduced a bill (H. R. 2841) to annex a portion of 
Idaho Territory to Washington Territory; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered 
to be printed. | 
' „ COURTS IN IDAHO. 

Mr. HAILEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2842) in relation to hold- 
ing courts in the Territory of Idaho; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 7 

ADDITIONAL JUDGE IN IDAHO. 

Mr. HAILEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2843) to provide for an 
additional associate justice of the supreme court of the Territory of 
Idaho; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF INDIAN APPROPRIATION ACT. 

Mr. HAILEY also introduced a bill m R. 2844) supplementary and 
amendatory of section 9 of an act entitled “‘An act making appropria- 
tions for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department 
for fulfilling treaty stipulations of various Indian tribes for the year 
ending June 30, 1886,’’ and approved March 3, 1885; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. HAILEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2845) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to adjust and pay to citizens of Idaho and 
Montana Territories expenses and losses incurred in the suppression of 
Indian hostilities in the years 1877 and 1878; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

JOSEPH K. VINCENT. 

Mr. HAILEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2846) granting a pension 
to Joseph K. Vincent; which was read a first and second uas referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SHOSHONE AND BANNOCK INDIAN LANDS. 

Mr. HAILEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2847) to authorize the 
Shoshone and Bannock Indians to sell to the Utah and Northern and 
Oregon Short Line Railway Companies certain lands situated upon the 
lands of said Indians in Idaho necessary to said companies for railway 
purposes, and for the relief of said railway companies; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


OUTRAGES BY INDIANS. 


Mr. JOSEPH introduced a bill (H. R. 2848) to provide for the or- 
ganization of a regiment of volunteers in New Mexico and Arizona for 
the purpose of suppressing outrages on settlers ¢tommitted by hostile 
Indians; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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PUBLIC PARK IN NEW MEXICO. ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2849) to set apart a cer- | to be printed. F 
tain tract of land situate upon the headwaters of the Pecos River, in FELIX M KETTERICK. 


New Mexico, as a public park; which was read a first and second time, Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H, R. 2865) for the relief of Felix 
referred to the Committee on the PulNic Lands, and ordered to be | McKetterick; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
printed. Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL JUDGE, NEW MEXICO. R. B. HIGBEE. 


Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2850) providing for one | Mr, JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2866) for the relief of R. B, 
additional associate justice of the supreme court of New Mexico, and Higbee; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to | mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

e E sarah . ASSAY OFFICE, SOCORRO, N. MEX. 
h Fa % 5 Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2867) to establish an assa, 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2851) to provide for ascer- | office at Socorro, in the Territory of New Mexico; which was read a first 
taining and settling private land claims in the Territories of New Mex- | and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
ico and Arizona and the State of Colorado; which was read a first and | Measures, and ordered to be printed. . 
second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and A PUBLIC BUILDING, ALBUQUERQUE, N. MEX. 

, AL j N: > 


EIST DS PE Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2868) for the erection of 
r. also introduced a : R. or the erection of a 
ee ee ae. a oe public building at Albuquerque, N. Mex.; which was read a first and 
Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2852) to aid in the support | second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
of common schools in the Territory of New Mexico; which was read a | and ordered to be printed. 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Education, and or- JOSÉ ALBINA BACA ANQ OTHERS. 


Š iiai iana Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2869) for the relief of José 
r. introduced a bi 5 or the relief o 
een ee a salen Saee , Albina Baca, Romualdo Baca, and the heirs of Simon Baca, deceased; 
Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2853) to provide for the | which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
boring of artesian wells in the Territory of New Mexico; which was read | Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, : Adkase kot RARDOVFAT: 


aperea > bee: van Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2870) forthe relief of An. 
CHET r. introduced a bi . R. 2870) forthe relief of An- 
CERET yei iad ro $ a ; astacio Sandoval; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2854) for the relief of the | Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
children and heirs of the late Christopher Carson; which was read a first Jone WAATA 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and p 5 
Mr. JOSEPH alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 2371) for therelief of John 


ordered to be printed. rai Soar cea rir 5 : P 
Watts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commi 
HEIRS OF MIGUEL DESMARAIS AND OTHERS. ban ian Chat , and ordered to be printed. : 


Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2855) for the relief of the 
heirs of Miguel Desmarais and others; which was read a first and sec- HEIRS OF ANTONIO BACA Y BACA AND OTHERS. 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2872) for the relief of the 
be printed. D, heirs of Antonio Baca y Bacaand others; which was read a first and sec- 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT SANTA FÉ, N. MEX. _ ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2856) for the completion | MANUEL CHAVEZ AND LORENZO LABADIE. 


of a public building at Santa Fé, N. Mex.; which was read a first and | ; Š % 
A 4 $ ildi Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2873) for the relief of Man- 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, uel Chaves and Lorenzo Tabalis; which lie frit and ad 


sce Dues can time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
HEIRS OF ANTONIO JOSE LUNA. 
Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2857) forthe relief of the | PASCUAL BACA AND OTHERS. 


Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2874) for the relief of Pas- 
cual Baca and others; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

| ANTONIO Y M. ABEYTA. 


Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2875) forthe relief of An- 


heirs of Antonio José Luna; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GRANT OF LAND IN NEW MEXICO. 
Mr. JOSEPH also introduced ait ie a to confirm ad grant 
of land to the town of Cevilleta, N. Mex.; which was read a first and “ 5 = 
5 1 A r . tonio y M. Abeyta; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
Peona AMA, A tothe Stoe ei ana plama ci | the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM BETTS, ! : J. A. LA RUE. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2859) for the relief of _ Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2876) for the relief of J. A. 
William Betts; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe , La Rue; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

APOLINARIS ALMANZAR. FRANCISCO LOPEZ & SON. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2860) for the relief of | Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2877) for the relief of 
Apolinaris Almanzar, of San Miguel County, New Mexico; which was | Francisco Lopez & Son; which was read a first and second time, re- 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and | ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
ordered to be printed. ? THOMAS COOPER AND OTHERS. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF JOSE LUJAN. Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2878) for the relief of 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2861) for the relief of the | Thomas Cooper and others; which was read a first and second time, re- 
legal representatives of José de Jesus Lujan, of Mora County, New | ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
Mexico; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- CAMPAIGN AGALNE? CHIRIGAHUAN INDIAKE: 


i ims, red inted. z 7 
THESES Oat CURES, Ont orae = bo pen Mr. JOSEPH also submitted the following resolution for reference: 
ANDR ONEA: A Whereas the campaign against the Chiricahuan Indians, as conducted by Gen- 
Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2862) for the relief of | eral Crook and General Bradley, failed to suppress Indian hostilities, and from 


Å: read second tim rred one to five persons are now being killed every day by the Indians and other 
Andrew Cameron; which was a frp ane na o; refe = outrages committed and constant misrepresentations of thesituation have been 


the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. Aeterna eadqua riers nooo the number. of pa dinna off the reservation ana cen 
UNPAID UNITED STATES JURORS IN NEW MEXICO. paian eaa Sr epredations comm. attribu cattle-men and Mexi- 


i i i i æ Resolved, That the Speaker appoint a special committee of three toinvestigate 
Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2863) in relation to cer the conduct of the campaign in New Mexicoand g e rapa farara tote 


tain unpaid United States jurors, and others, in New Mexico; which | 4 es from May, 1885, to date, as conducted by General Crook; that said com- 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, mittee in its investigation shall seek information from citizens as well as from 
and ordered to be printed the milit: authorities,and that it have full power to send for persons and 
z papers, with authority to conduct its investigation at such points as it may deem 


ARMY AND NAVY HOSPITAL AT LAS VEGAS HOT SPRINGS, N. MEX. | necessary. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2864) for the construction Mr.STEELE. Ithink thisresolution ought to go tothe Committee on 
of an Army and Navy hospital at the Las Vegas Hot Springs, in the | Military Affairs, as it pertains entirely to military matters. It proposes 
Territory of New Mexico; which was read a first and second time, re- | to investigate the conduct of a military campaign conducted by Gen- 
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eral Crook, and is certainly a matter coming properly within the juris- 
diction of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. WELLBORN). The Chair thinks it 
should go to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. STEELE. It proposes to investigate the conduct of General 
Crook, and is a matter wholly within the jurisdiction of the Committee 
the SPEAKER j 

The SP. rotempore. The resolution proposes a new commit- 
tee, thereby ye A the rules of the House. 

Mr. STEELE. Thatmay be; but certainly the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs ought to pass on such questions as this resolution presents. 
It proposes to investigate the conduct of a military officer; and if the 
Committeeon Military Affairs should not have charge of such a question 
I do not know what would come properly within their province. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.. The Chair is very clearly of opinion 
that the resolution should go to the Committee on Rules; but if the 
gentleman so desires he will submit the question to the House. 

_ Mr. STEELE. . No, sir; Ido not to raisean issue of that kind. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules. 

PROCESS OF TERRITORIAL COURTS. 

Mr. TOOLE introduced a bill (H. R. 2879) to authorize the service 
of civil and criminal process issued by Territorial courts within mili- 
tary and Indian reservations and the Yellowstone National Park; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN MONTANA. > 
Mr. TOOLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2880) relating to the su- 
preme court of Montana Territory and providing for the establishment 
of judicial districts therein; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
CINNABAR AND CLARK’S FORK RAILROAD. 


Mr. TOOLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2881) granting the right of 
way to the Cinnabar and Clark’s Fork Railroad Company; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

TAXES ON RAILROAD GRANTS. 

Mr. TOOLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2882) to authorize and facil- 
itate the collection of taxes upon certain railroad land grants; which 
was read a firstand second time, referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

FEDERAL OFFICIALS IN TERRITORIES. 

Mr. TOOLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2883) concerning the ap- 
pointment of Federal officers in the Territories; which was reada first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

FORT BENTON LAND DISTRICT. 

Mr. TOOLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2884) to create the Fort 
Benton land district, in the Territory of Montana; which was read a first 
and second tim erred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HELENA, MONT. 

Mr. TOOLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2885) for the erection of a 
public building at Helena, Mont.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. $ 

INDIAN RESERVATIONS IN MONTANA. 

Mr. TOOLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2886) to provide permanent 
reservations for the Indians in Northern Montana, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

IIEIRS OF LEANDER M. BLACK. 


Mr. TOOLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2887) for the relief of the 
heirs of Leander M. Black; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES R. BOYCE. 

Mr. TOOLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2888) for the relief of James 
R. Boyce; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITION TO WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (H. R. 2889) to annex a portion of 
the Territory of Idaho to Washington Territory; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ADMISSION OF STATE OF WASHINGTON. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2890) to provide forthe 
formation and admission into the Union of the State of Washington, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 
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NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2891) to declare for- 
feited certain lands granted to aid in the construction of the Northern 
Pacific Railroad, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

LANDS RELIEVED FROM RESERVATION. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2892) to relieve from 
reservation certain lands heretofore withdrawn for railroad purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committes on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


SETTLERS ON LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2893) for the relief of 
settlers within the limits of railroad land grants; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

AGRICULTURAL LANDS. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2894) for the reduction 
of all agricultural lands within the limits of the grant of lands to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company, exclusive of lands granted to said 
company, to the minimum price of $1.25 per acre, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2895) authorizing reg- 
isters and receivers of the United States land offices to enforce the at- 
tendance of witnesses in their respective districts; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SURVIVORS OF WHITMAN MASSACRE. 


Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2896) for the relief of 
the survivors of the massacre of Dr. Marcus Whitman and others, in the 
Columbia River Valley, and the heirs of those killed in said massacre; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SURVEY OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2897) to pay for the sur- 
vey of certain public lands in Washington Territory; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CIVIL-SERVICE REFORM. 
_ Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2898) to promote the 
faithful administration of the public trusts, and to secure more efficient 
civil-service reform, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Select Committee on Reform in the Civi 
Service, and ordered to be printed. 
MILITARY MEADOW RESERVE. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2899) to restore the 
abandoned military meadow reserve, in Walla Walla County, Washing- 
ton Territory, to the public domain, and to dispose of the same to set- 
tlers thereon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


OREGON INDIAN WAR. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2900) amending section 
2427 of the Revised Statutes so as to extend the benefits of the bounty- 
land law to the volunteers who served in the Oregon and Washington 
Indian war of 1855 and 1856; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

INSPECTORS OF HULLS AND BOILERS. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2901) amending section 
4414 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, fixing the compensa- 
tion of inspectors of hulls and boilers in the several districts of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


BELLINGHAM BAY RAILROAD. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2902) authorizing the 
Bellingham Bay Railway and Navigation Company to build certain 
bridges, wharves, and docks in the Territory of Washington; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

RATE OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2903) to fix the rate of 
pensions in certain cases; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 

SNOQUALMIE PASS WAGON-ROAD. 

Mr. VGORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2904) to construct a 

wagon-road across the Snoqualmie Pass of the Cascade Mountains, in 
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Washington Territory 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
} NATURALIZATION LAWS. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2905) amending sec- 
tion 1874 of the Revised Statutes and confirming the orders and pro- 
ceedings of certain Territorial courts in cases arising under the natu- 
ralization laws of the United States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE A. MILLER. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2906) for the relief of 
George A. Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM K. GRIFFITH. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2907) for the relief of 
William K. Griffith; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BRADLEY. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2908) for the relief of 
John Bradley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS J. MILLER. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2909) for the relief of 
Thomas J. Miller; which was read'a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB KUNTZ. 


Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2910) for the relief of 
Jacob Kuntz, alias John Walters; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN L. BUTLER. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2911) for the relief of 
John L. Butler; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS R. LYTLE. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2912) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas R. Lytle, a soldier of the Mexican war; which wasread 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

RUFUS G. NEWLAND. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2913) to confirm the 
title in certain lands to Rufus G. Newland; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and’ 
ordered to be printed. 

DENIS STORRS AND OTHERS. 

- Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2914) for the relief of 
Denis Storrs, Marion Minnick, Fritz Dibberin, Donald McDonald, and 
Daniel Hines; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

è GEORGE B. HANSELL. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2915) for the relief of 
George B. Hansell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN S. HILL. 


Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2916) for the relief of 
John S. Hill; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN Y. SEWELL. 


Mr. VOORHEHS also introdueed a bill (H. R. 2917) for the relief of 
John Y. Sewell; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

s WILLIAM HUNTINGTON. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2918) for the relief of 
William Huntington; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY R. CROSBIE. 


Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2919) for the relief of 
Henry R. Crosbie; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RAILROAD INDEMNITY LANDS. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 68) to re- 
store to the public domain certain lands of the United States heretofore 
withdrawn for railroad indemnity purposes; whieh was read a firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee onthe Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 


WIND RIVER VALLEY, WYOMING. 


Mr. CAREY introduced a bill (H. R. 2920) for the relief of certain 
settlers inthe Wind River Valley, Wyoming Territory; which was read 


; which was read a first and second time, referred | a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 


dered to be printed. 
J. T. AND C. T. HULETT. 

Mr. CAREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2921) for the relief of J. T, 
and C. T. Hulett; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

4 LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY, WYOMING. 

Mr. CAREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2922) to ize the election 
of the Territorial Legislative Assembly of Wyoming, held November 4, 
1884; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. . 

UNITED STATES PENITENTIARY, LARAMIE, WYO. 

Mr. CAREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2923) for the improvement 
and repair of the United States penitentiary at Laramie City, Wyo.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to he printed. 

ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICT, WYOMING. 

Mr. CAREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2924) to establish a new land 
district in the Territory of Wyoming; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

J. M. LOBBAN. 

Mr. CAREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2925) for the relief of J. M. 
Lobban; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, CHEYENNE, WYO. 

Mr. CAREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2926) for the erection of a 
public building at Cheyenne, Wyo.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call of States and Territories is 
now completed, and the Chair will ize gentlemen who were not 
in their seats when their States were called for the introduction and 
reference of bills. 

NEW YORK HARBOR. 

Mr. PULITZER introduced a bill (H. R. 2927) sda for the ap- 
pointment of a board of commissioners for New York Harbor; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

. BRIDGE OVER MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. HATCH introduced a bill (H. R. 2928) authorizing the construc- 
tion of a bridge over the Mississippi River at or near Alton, TIl., and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Commitee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

MISSOURI JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2929) to amend the act 
dividing the State of Missouri into two judicial districts, and to divide 
the eastern and western districts thereof into divisions, establish district 
and circuit courts of the United States therein, and to provide for the 
times and places for holding such courts, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON TOBACCO. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2930) to repeal so much of 
the sixth clause of section 3244 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States as prohibits farmers and planters from selling leaf-tobacco at 
retail directly to consumers without the payment of a special tax, and 
to allow farmers and planters to sell leaf-tobacco of their own produc- 
tion to other persons than dealersin tobacco without a special tax; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

FREE SALT. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2931) to provide for the im- 
portation of salt free of duty; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Waysand Means, and ordered to be printed. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2932) to enlarge the powers 
and duties of the Department of Agriculture; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to 
be printed. 

AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATIONS. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2933) to establish agricult- 
ural experiment stations in connection with the colleges established in 
the several States under the provisions of an act approved July 2, 1862, 
and of acts supplementary thereto; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be 
printed. , 

CATHOLIC CHURCH, MACON CITY, MO. 
Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2934) making an appropri- 
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ation to reimburse the Catholic church of Macon City, Mo., for the use 
and occupation of their church building by United States troops during 
the late civil war; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
$ JAMES PRICE. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2935) for the relief of 
James Price; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE M. OCHILTREE. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2936) for the relief of 
George M. Ochiltree; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH SNYDER. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2937) for the relief of Joseph 
Snyder; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM A. DORNER. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2938) for the relief of Will- 
iam A. Dorner; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY H. GREEN. 
Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2939) granting a pension to 
Henry H. Green; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN T. PENNINGTON. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2940) granting a pension to 
John T. Pennington; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS MURPHY. 


Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2941) for the relief of 
Thomas Murphy; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES P. POOL. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2942) granting a pension 
to Charles P. Pool; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RALPH H. TUCKER. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2943) granting a pension 
to Ralph H. Tucker; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN’ H. LASH. i 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2944) granting a pension 
to John H. Lash; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


‘ MATILDA HOLMES. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2945) granting a pension to 
Matilda Holmes, widow of William W. Holmes; which was read a first 
and sécond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PRESERVATION OF WOODS AND FORESTS. 

Mr. HATCH (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2946) for the 
preservation of the woods and forests of the national domain adjacent 
to the sources of the navigable rivers and their affluents in the United 
States; which was read a first andsecond time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

J. ©. RUDD. 

Mr. LAFFOON introduced a bill (H. R. 2947) for the benefit of J. 
C. Rudd, of Kentucky; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAF-TOBACCO. 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced abill (H. R. 2948) to repeal all special 
tax on dealers in leaf-tobacco in certain cases; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2949) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to regulate and improve the civil service of the United 
States,” approved January 16, 1883; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES ALBERT BONSAC. 


Mr. DANTEL introduced a bill (H. R. 2950) for the relief of James 
Albert Bonsac; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

J. HENRY RIVES. 
Mr. DANIEL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2951) for the relief of J. 
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Henry Rives; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BLOOMFIELD LODGE, NO. 57, F. A. M., BLOOMFIELD, KY. 

Mr. ROBERTSON introduced a bill (H. R. 2952) for the relief of 
Bloomfield Lodge, No. 57, F. A. M., in the town of Bloomfield, Ky. ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN P. BUSH AND MARTIN GRIGSBY. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2953) for the relief 
of John P. Bush and Martin Grigsby; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

NANNIE JOHN GRAVES. e 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2954) granting a pen- 
sion to Nannie John Graves; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LOT C. READ. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2955) for the benefit 
of Lot C. Read; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. x 


ADJUSTMENT OF ACCOUNTS. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2956) to adjust cer- 
tain accounts between the United States and the several States and 
Territories and the District of Columbia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JEREMIAH JEFFRIES. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2957) for the relief 
of Jeremiah Jeffries; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL B. STORMS. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2958) granting apen- 
sion to Daniel B. Storms; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

D. O. RILEY. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2059) for the relief 
of D. O. Riley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BENJAMIN A. STITH, ADMINISTRATOR. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2960) for the relief 
of Benjamin A. Stith, administrator; which was read a first and second 
Sune cere to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN P. M’CLURE. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2961) for the relief 
of John P. McClure; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


TICE METERS. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2962) to authorize 
suits to be brought in the Court of Claims for money paid and expenses 
incurred on account of Tice meters, and asked unanimous consent to 
have it referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, Lask that the bill be read. 

The bill was read, and was then referred to the Committee on Claims. 


LOUIS WHORLEY. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 2963) granting a pen- 
sion to Louis Whorley; which was read a first and second time, referred” 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ABEL MICHLER. i 

Mr. ERMENTROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 2964) to restore to 
the pension-list the name of Abel Michler, of Pennsylvania; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN MICHIGAN. 

Mr. FISHER introduced a bill (H. R. 2965) to provide for holding 
terms of the circuit and district courts of the United States for the east- 
ern district of Michigan at Bay City, in said district; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BAY CITY, MICH. 

Mr. FISHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2966) to provide for the 
construction of a public building at Bay City, Mich.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM E. CHRISTIAN, 


Mr. FISHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2667) for the relief of 
William E. Christian; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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; HARRIET PEAK. see 

Mr. FISHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2968) granting a pension 
to Harriet Peak; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS T. NICHOLS. 

Mr. FISHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2969) granting a pension 
to Francis T, Nichols; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL FOREMAN, 

Mr. FISHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2970) granting a pension 
to Daniel Foreman; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committé on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS DEMING. 

Mr. FISHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2971) granting a pension 
to Francis Deming; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MOSES FOSTER. 

Mr. FISHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 9072} granting a pension 
to Moses Foster; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANN M. ELLIOTT. 

Mr. WINANS introduced a bill (H. R. 2973) for the relief of Ann 
M. Elliott, widow of Robert F. Elliott, late major Sixteenth Regiment 
Michigan Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

' FRANK B. CASE. 

Mr. WINANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2974) for the relief of Mid- 
shipman Frank B. Case; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA A. WEEKS. 

Mr. WINANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2975) granting a pension 
to Eliza A. Weeks; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LENFORD ROSE. 
Mr. WINANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2976) granting a pension 


to Lenford Rose; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM H. WRIGHT. 
Mr. WINANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2977) for the relief of Will- 
iam H, Wright; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


j FRANK LESTER. 
Mr. WINANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2978) granting a pension 
to Frank Lester; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIAS SHAFER. 
Mr. WINANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2979) granting an increase 
of pension to Elias Shafer; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LAND TITLES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. 2980) to amend the laws 
in relation to land titles in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2981) to abrogate the 
powers of the executive officers of the United States in allowing in- 
demnity locations on scrip for confirmed unsatisfied private land claims 
under section 3 of the act of Congress approved June 2, 1858 (United 
States Statutes at Large, volume 11, pages 294 and 295, chapter $1), and 
to vest that power in the courts of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. MARGARET FUHR. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2982) 
for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Fuhr, widow and tutrix of the minor 
heirs of Frederick Fuhr, deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FORT WORTH AND DENVER CITY RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2983) to grant a right 
of way to the Fort Worth and Denver City Railway Company through 
the Indian Territory, and for other pu: ; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. - 

TREZEVANT CLAIM, 
Mr. HAMMOND presented a joint resolution of the LegiMlature of 
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the State of Georgia, asking the payment of the Trezevant claim; which 
was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
JUDGMENTS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. HEWITT introduced a bill (H. R. 2984) to pay certain judg- 
ments of the Court of Claims; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MINTHORNE TOMPKINS, DECEASED. 

Mr. HEWITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 2985) for the relief of 
Minthorne thom maa deceased, and others; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. ; 

SEPTIMUS BROWN. 

Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (H. R. 2986) for the relief of Sep- 
timus Brown, of Alexandria County, Virginia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. i 

FREDERICK LOWSTER, 

Mr. HOWARD introduced a bill (H. R. 2987) granting a pension to 
Frederick Lowster; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REBECCA S, ALLEN. 

Mr. HOWARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2988) for the relief of 
Rebecca S. Allen; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELI MILLER. 

Mr. HOWARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2989) for the relief of 
Eli Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. BEAMAN AND B. F. SCRIBNER. 

Mr. HOWARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2990) for the relief of 
John W. Beaman and B. F. Scribner; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Commitee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK A. GARLICK. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 2991) granting a pension te 
Frederick A. Garlick; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM W. WEBB. 

Mr. HISCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2992) for the relief ot 
William W. Webb; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CHICAGO, FREEPORT AND SAINT PAUL RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. HITT introduced a bill (H. R.°2993) to authorize the Chicago, 
Freeport and Saint Paul Railroad Company to construct a bridge across 
the Saint Croix River (or Lake) at any accessible point between Pres- 
cott, Wis., and Taylor’s Falls, Minn.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to-be 
printed. 

: JEARUM ATKINS. 

Mr. HITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 2994) for the relief of Jearum 
Atkins; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS H. SHAW. 

Mr. HITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 2995) for the relief of Francis 
H. Shaw; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. Á 

NORTHERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF NEW YORK. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (H. R. 2996) to amend the Revised 
Statutes of the United States establishing the times, places, and provis-. 
ions for holding terms of the district court in the northern district of 
New York; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS PIERSON. 

Mr. MILLARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2997) granting a pension 
to Lewis Pierson, Company B, Eighty-ninth New York Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY MERICLE. 

Mr. MILLARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2998) granting a pension 
to Henry Mericle, Company D, Sixth New York Heavy Artillery; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES H. SIVER. 

Mr. MILLARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2999) granting a pension 
to James H. Siver, Company E, One hundred and thirty-seventh New 
York Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGET HANDEBLINE. 
Mr. MILLARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3000) granting a pension 
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to Bridget Handerline, widow of Daniel Handerline, Company A, First | of court in Colorado; which was read a first and second time, referred 


District of Columbia Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, Pees to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. i 

MICHAEL KELLY. 

Mr. MILLARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3001) granting a pension 
to Michael Kelly, Companies I and E, Fourth United States Artillery; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AUGUSTA PIKE. 

Mr. MILLARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3002) granting a pension 
to Augusta Pike, widow of Horace Pike, Company H, Second New York 
Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CORNELIUS M. PIERCE. 

Mr. MILLARD alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 3003) granting a pension 
to Cornelius M. Pierce, Company I, Fiftieth New York Engineer Volun- 
teers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ADELAIDE H. BRIGHAM, 

Mr. MILLARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3004) ting a pension 
to Adelaide H. Brigham, widow of Stephen B. Brig Company I, 
Fiftieth New York Engineer Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JERRY ROGERS. 

Mr. MILLARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3005) granting a pension 
to Jerry Rogers, Company D, One hundred and th New York Vol- 
unteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM 8. HALE. : 

Mr. MILLARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3006) granting a pension 
to William S. Hale, Company F, Sixtieth Massachusetts Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES E. CORL. 

Mr. MILLARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3007) granting a pension 
to James E. Corl, Company A, One hundred and seventy-seventh New 
York Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY WILLIS. 

Mr. MILLARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3008) granting a pension 
to Henry Willis, Company I, Seventy-first New York Volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TENURE OF PRESIDENTIAL OFFICE. 

Mr. MILLARD also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 69) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States changing 
the terms of office of President of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on the Election 
of President and Vice-President, and ordered to be printed. 

BRANCH HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. SYMES introduced a bill (H. R. 3009) to authorize the location 
of a branch home for volunteer disabled soldiers and sailors in either of 
the States of Iowa, Minnesota, Nebraska, Colorado, or Dakota Terri- 
tory; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, PUEBLO, COLO. 
` Mr, SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3010) for the erection of a 
public building at Pueblo, Colo. ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 
RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3014) to grant the right of 
way through the public lands for irrigation p ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

UNLIMITED COINAGE OF THE SILVER DOLLAR. 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3012) to provide for the free 
and unlimited coinage of the silver dollar; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, and ordered to be printed. ; 

; A. G. BOONE. 


Mr.SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3013) for the relief of A. G. 
Boone, of La Veta, Colo.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS, COLORADO. 
Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H, R. 3014) to provide for terms 


to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
SILVER COINAGE. 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a concurrent resolution against suspend- 
ing silver coinage; which was referred to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

HENRY B. SEELY. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (H. R. 3015) for the relief of Henry 
B. Seely; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN F. CHASE. 

Mr. SAWYER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3016) for the relief of John 
F. Chase, formerly a member of Company B, Eighteenth Regiment New 
York State Infantry Volunteers, to place his name on the pension-roll; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 


-Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGET CONWAY. 
Mr. SAWYER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3017) for the relief of 
Bridget Conway; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE THAYER. 
Mr. SAWYER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3018) for the relief of 
George Thayer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ABIGAIL SMITH. 


Mr. SAWYER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3019) to increase the pen- 
sion of Abigail Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, ETC. 


Mr. SAWYERalso introduced a bill (H. R. 3020) donating condemned 
cannon and cannon-balls to the village of Albion, Orleans County, New 
York; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SAWYERalso introduced a bill (H. R. 3021) donating condemned 
cannon and cannon-balls to the village of Nunda, Livingston County, 
New York; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ILLINOIS AND MICHIGAN CANAL, 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 3022) to pro- 
vide for the acceptance by the United States of the proposed t of 
the Illinois and Michigan Canal and all its appurtenances from the State 
of Illinois and for the construction of the Illinois and Mississippi River 
Canal; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Railways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL BURRELL. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 3023) for the relief of Samuel Burrell; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES D. RYAN. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois (by request), also submitted a resolu- 
tion authorizing the Doorkeeper to employ James D. Ryan as an assist- 
ant folder in the folding-room; which was referred to the Committee 
on Accounts. ° 

BATH COUNTY, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. WADSWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. 3024) for the relief of 
Bath County, Kentucky; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

M. W. FOUDRAY. 

Mr. WADSWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 3025) for the relief 
of Milton Wallace Foudray; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. ; 

NICHOLAS DAILEY. : 

Mr. WADSWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 3026) toremove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Nicholas Dailey; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ARCHIBALD WHITE. r 

Mr. WADSWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 3027) for the relief 
of Archibald White; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF ENOS RAY. : 

Mr. WADSWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 3028) for therelief 
of Alfred Ray and John W. Ray, executors of the estate of Enos Ray, 


deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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ISAAC ULLERY. 


WILLIAM D. WEBB. 


Mr. WADSWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 3029) for the relief | Mr. ROWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3045) granting a pension 
of Isaac Ullery; which was read a first and second time, referred to the | to William D. Webb; which was read a first and second time, referred 


Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
NORTH CHICAGO ROLLING-MILL COMPANY. 

Mr. DUNHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 3030) for the relief of the 
North Chicago Rolling-mill Company; which was read a firstand second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EXTRA TIME IN CHICAGO CUSTOM-HOUSE. 


Mr. DUNHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 3031) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay certain citizens of Chicago, employés 
of the custom-house, for extra-time service; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TENEDORE TEN EYCK. 

Mr. DUNHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 3032) to authorize the 
President to restore Tenedore Ten Eyck to his former rank in the Army 
and place him upon the retired-list of Army officers; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TELEGRAPH OPERATORS DURING THE LATE WAR. 


Mr. DUNHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 3033) for the relief of 
telegraph operators during the late war; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. . 
EXTRA-TIME SERVICE. 

Mr. DUNHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 3034) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay certain citizens of Chicago, employés 
of the custom-house, for extra-time service; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN M. HOFFMAN, 

Mr. DUNHAM alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 3035) granting a pension 
to John M. Hoffman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE. 


Mr. DUNHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 3036) to establish ade- 
partment of commerce; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


LICENSING TOWING VESSELS TO CARRY PASSENGERS, 


Mr. DUNHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 3037) relating to the li- 
censing of vessels engaged in towing to carry persons in addition to their 
crews; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

KING & WOOD. 


Mr. DUNHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 3038) for the relief of 
King & Wood; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DENTON & SAGE. 


Mr. DUNHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 3039) to refund to Den- 
ton & Sage, of Chicago, IIL, the sum of $1,549.67, duties paid on 60 
hogsheads of sugar; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TITLE TO REAL ESTATE IN TERRITORIES. 


Mr. ROWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 3040) to prohibit corporations 
engaged in the business of agriculture, grazing, or dealing in real estate 
from acquiring title to real estate in the Territories; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN F. ALSUP. 

Mr. ROWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3041) for the relief of 
John F. Alsup, Company B, Thirty-ninth Illinois Infantry Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY C. HIRST. 


Mr. ROWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3042) for the relief of 
Henry C. Hirst, late a private of Company I, Third Regiment of Artil- 
lery One hundred and fifty-second Pennsylvania Volunteers, which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LOUIS W. SCANLAND. 

Mr. ROWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3043) granting a pension 
to Louis W. Scanland; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CLARKSON TRYON. 

Mr. ROWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3044) for the relief of 
Clarkson Tryon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
PENSION CLAIMS. 

Mr. ROWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3046) to change the date 
of a, eertain pension claims; which was read a first and second time, 

fe to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS TEGAN. 

Mr. ROWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3047) ting a pension 
to Thomas Tegan; which was read a first and elt time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DUNCAN FORBES. 

Mr. ROWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3048) granting an increase 
of pension to Duncan Forbes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW CURRY. 

Mr. ROWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3049) for the relief of 
Andrew Curry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. TODD. 

Mr. DUNHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 3050) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Todd; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FACILITATION OF MAIL DELIVERY. 
Mr. BUCK introduced a bill (H. R. 3051) to facilitate the delivery 
of mail matter; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


MAIL DELIVERY. 


Mr. BUCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 3052) relating to the deliv- 
ery of mail matter at post-oflices; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M. HATHAWAY. 

Mr. BUCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 3053) granting a pension to 
John M. Hathaway; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SYLVESTER ROOT. 
Mr. BUCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 3054) granting a pension to 
Sylvester Root; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


EQUALIZATION OF PAY OF OFFICERS OF NAVY AND MARINE CORPS, 
Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 3055) to equalize 
the pay of commissioned officers of the Navy and Marine Corps; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN PALMER. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, introduced a bill (H. R. 3056) for the 
relief of John Palmer for Indian depredations; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

COMPENSATION FOR MAIL TRANSPORTATION. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R. 3057) to readjust the com- 
pensation to be paid for the transportation of the mails over railroad 
routes; which was reada firstand second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3058) granting pen- 
sions at the rate of $12 per month to all widows and minor children of 
soldiers receiving pensions at the time of their death without requiring 
proof that they died from disability incurred in the military and nayal 
service; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF SOLOMON BLUE. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3059) for the relief 
of the heirs of Solomon Blue; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN M. EDDY AND OTHERS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3060) for the relief 
of John M. Eddy, Elizabeth K. Carroll, Alice B. Eddy, and Frank M. 
Eddy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL M. NALLEY. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3061) for the relief 
of Samuel M. Nalley; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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"JAMES CUNNINGHAM. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3062) for the relief 
of James Cunningham, late captain Company H, Eightieth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

TEMPERANCE J. O'NEAL. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3063) granting a 
pension to Temperance J. O’Neal; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

EBEN MUSE. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3064) granting a 
pension to Eben Muse; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH C. THOMAS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3065) granting a 
pension to Sarah C. Thomas; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. . 
MINERVA A. ROSS, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3066) granting a 
pension to Minerva A. Ross; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE M. SANDERS, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3067) for the relief 
of George M. Sanders; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

. JOHN B. TUCKER. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3068) granting a 
pension to John B. Tucker; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES BARRY. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3069) granting a 
pension to James Barry, Company E, First United States Artillery; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIJAH ROTRAMEL. ' 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill u R. 3070) granting a 
penrian to Elijah Rotramel; which was read a first and second time; re- 
erred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ALBERT P. CUNNINGHAM. 

Mr. CANNON introduced a bill (H, R. 3071) for the relief of Albert 
P. Cunningham, late of Company G, Seventy-sixth Ilinois Infantry; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

d WADE H. NEWMAN. 

Mr. CANNON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3072) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of Wade H. Newman; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN MOORE. 


Mr. CANNON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3073) for the relief of 
John Moore; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 3074) granting 
pensions to certain Union soldiers and sailors of the late war of the re- 
bellion who were confined in so-called confederate prisons; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of also introduced a bill (H. R. 3075) to 
amend section 1 of an act approved March 9, 1878, granting pensions 
to surviving officers, soldiers, sailors, and their widows, of the war of 
1812; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3076) to 
provide for the adjustment of land grants made by Congress to aid in 
the construction of railroads within the State of Kansas and for the for- 
feiture of unearned lands, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3077) to 

rovide for the payment of the costs of surveying and selecting certain 
ds granted by Congress to aid in the construction of certain railways 
and telegraph lines; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 
SALE OF PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3078) to 


revent the saleof certain Pacific railroads before certain United States 
Bossa, iad interest, shall have been fully paid; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and 
ordered to be printed. 
DISCRIMINATIONS BY RAILROADS. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3079) to 
prevent unjust discriminations by railroad companies and subjecting 
them to the control of the United States under certain circumstances; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee an 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 3 


THURMAN SINKING-FUND ACT. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill R. 3080) to 
amend the Thurman sinking-fund act; which was read a and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be 
printed. n 

RAILROAD PASSES TO PUBLIO OFFICERS. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3081) pro- 
hibiting the use of railroad and other passes and of telegraph franks by 
members of the Congress and judiciary of the United States, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


AGRICULTURAL COMMISSION. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3082) to 
create an agricultural commission; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be 
printed. ; 

POSTAL TELEGRAPH, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3083) to 
create the postal telegraph of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


REDUCTION OF RATE OF POSTAGE. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3084) to 
reduce the rate of postage on letters commonly known as drop or local 
letters to 1 cent; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REDUCTION OF LIFE OF PATENTS. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3085) to 
reduce the lifetime of a patent to seven years; which was read a first ` 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of also introduced a bill (H. R. 3086) to 
enlarge the powers and duties of the Department of Agriculture; which 
was reada first and second time, referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure, and ordered to be printed. 


SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3087) for 
the relief of settlers on the public lands under the pre-emption laws; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


HOMESTEADING. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduceda bill (H; R. 3088) to 
shorten the period required in homesteading public lands to two years; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY CLARKE. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3089) for 
the relief of Mary Clarke; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

IRA HAWORTH. : 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3090) to 
re-examine the homestead claim of Ira Haworth; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

S. D. ILOUSTON. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3091) for 
the relief of S. D. Houston; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN B. LUTE. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3092) for 
the relief of John B. Lute; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


S. D. HOUSTON. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3093) for 


the relief of S. D. Houston; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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JAMES GANNON. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3094) for 
the relief of James Gannon; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ESTATE OF H. H. DALRYMPLE, DECEASED. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3095) for 
the relief of the estate of H. H. Dal le, deceased; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. ; 

JOSIAH H. PILLSBURY. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3096) for 
the relief of Josiah H. Pillsbury; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM W. ANDREW. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3097) to 
increase the pension of William W. Andrew; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ardered to be printed. 

JOSIAH ELKINS. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3098) for 
the relief of Josiah Elkins; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY C. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3099 
granting a pension to Henry C. Williams; which was read a first an 
recond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

- SAMUEL HANSON. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of KAOMA foe introduced a bill (H. R. 3100) 
granting a pension to Samuel n; which was read a first and sec- 
cnd time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
ùo be printed. 

JOHN A. HART. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3101) for 
the relief of John A. Hart; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB THEIRER. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3102) for 
the relief of Jacob Theirer; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM C. H. BOWMAN. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3103) for 
the relief of William C. H. Bowman; which was read a first and second 
dime, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
! rinted. 

JOHN M. CARTER. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3104) for 
the relief of John M. Carter; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M’DONALD, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3105) for 
the relief of James McDonald; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY CLARKE. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3106) for 
the relief of Mary Clarke; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GRADUATES UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY, 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3107) to 
regulate the promotion of graduates of the United States Military Acad- 
emy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ISRAEL DODGE. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 3108) declaring the intention of Congress in passing the act approved 
June 15, 1880, entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of Israel Dodge, deceased ;’’? which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MANUFACTURE AND SALE OF OLEOMARGARINE. 


Mr. GROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 3109) to tax the manufacture 
and sale of oleomargarine; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

HARRISON DEWEY, 

Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3110) directing the Secre- 
tary of War to amend the record of Harrison Dewey; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


EXTENSION OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3111) granting a pension to 
all invalid soldiers of the United States in the late civil war who are 
dependent upon their daily labor for their support; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ARREARS OF PENSION. 


Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3112) to repeal the limita- 
tion for the payment of the arrears of pension; which was reada first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. ELIZABETH A. RANDALL. 

Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3113) for the relief of Mrs. 
Elizabeth A. Randall; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 

Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3114) providing for the ap- 
pointment of a commission on the subject of the alcoholic liquor traffic; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee 
on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. SAULPAW. 

Mr. GROUT also inttoduced a bill (H. R. 3115) for the relief of 
George W. Saulpaw; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LUCINDA GOULD. 

Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3116) ting a pension 
to Lucinda Gould, dependent mother of L. W. Gould, of the Sixth Reg- 
iment Vermont Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WALTER A. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3117) granting a pension 
to Walter A. Phillips, first lieutenant Third Battery Light Artillery 
Vermont Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. H. BUCK. s 

Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3118) granting an increase 
of pension tò William H. H. Buck; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered tobe 
printed. 

LOUIS GARON. 

Mr. GROUT (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3119) for the 
relief of Louis Garon; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


APPOINTMENTS OF POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. GROUT also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res, 70) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered. to be printed. 

WINNEBAGO INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. DORSEY introduced a bill (H. R. 3120) to provide for the sale of 
a part of the reservation situated in the State of Nebraska of the Win- 
nebago tribe of Indians, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH M. FEATHER. 

Mr. DORSEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3121) granting a pension 
to Joseph M. Feather, late private Seventh Regiment West Virginia In- 
fantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. IRA. 
Mr. DORSEY alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 3122) for the relief of George 
W. Ira, M..D.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, FREMONT, NEBR. 
Mr. DORSEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3123) for the erection of 
a public building at Fremont, Nebr.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred tothe Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 
CUSTOM-HOUSE, PROVIDENCE, R. I. 


Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (H. R. 3124) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to purchase land adjacent to the custom-house 
in the city of Providence, R. I.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM G. BUDLONG. 

Mr. SPOONER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3125) for the relief of 
William G. Budlong; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 
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STEPHEN N. SMITH. 


Mr. SPOONER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3126) for the relief of 
Stephen N. Smith; which wasread a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. . 


JOHN J. CARD. 


Mr. SPOONER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3127) to remove the 
charge of desertion and to correct the naval record of John J. Card, 
erroneously enrolled as John Carder; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed, 

JEREMIAH M’CARTY. 

Mr. SPOONER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3128) for the relief of 
Jeremiah McCarty; -which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to he printed. 


: FRANK J. BURROWS. 
Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 3129) for 
the relief of Frank J. Burrows; which was read afirst and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


AMERICAN BOARD FOR FOREIGN MISSIONS. 


Mr. LONG (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3130) for the relief 
of the American Board of Commissioners for Foreign Missions, Rev. 
Worcester Willey and Esther Smith; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CHAUNCEY I. DRURY. 
Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (H. R. 3131) granting a pension to 
Chauncey I. Drury; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN QUAKE. S 

Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3132) granting a pen- 
sion to John Quake; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ADA L. HARRISON. 

Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3133) granting a pen- 
sion to Ada L. Harrison; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES S. DONAHUE. 
Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3134) granting a pen- 
sion to James S. Donahue; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES SEBRING. 
Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3135) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles Sebring; which was read afirst and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DUTY ON WOOL. 
Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3136) to regulate the 
rates of duty on wool; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


EDNA EGELSHAFFER. 
Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3137) granting a pen- 
sion to Edna Egelshaffer; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILKIN D. BRIGGS. 
Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3138) granting a pension 
to Wilkin D, Briggs; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to he printed. 


POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 

Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3139) to enable the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to make final settlement with the Pottawatomie 
Indians of Michigan and Indiana under treaty stipulations existing 
with them; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY RAMSEY. 
Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3140) granting a pension 
to Mary Ramsey; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


POLLY HALL. A 
Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3141) granting a pension 
to Polly Hall; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT KALAMAZOO, MICII. 

Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3142) for the erection 
of a public building at the city of Kalamazoo, in the State of Michigan; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


MELVIN HAYSE. 


Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3143) granting a pen- 
sion to Melvin Hayse; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ISAIAH MITCHELL. 


Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3144) granting a pen- 
sion to Isaiah H. Mitchell; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to-be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to introduce 
two bills for reference. ‘ 

Mr. KELLEY. I object, Mr. Speaker, simply for the purpose of pre- 
venting a further flooding of the House with bills at this time. On 
Monday the gentleman will have an opportunity. I object in thiscase 
so as to have a right to object in other cases. I want to save a little 
pleasant excitement for Monday. [Laughter.] 


ADDISON C. FLETCHER. 


Mr. DAVENPORT introduced a bill (H. R. 3145) for the relief of 
the assignees of Addison C. Fletcher; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SONE AND FLEMING MANUFACTURING COMPANY, NEW YORK CITY. 


Mr. DAVENPORT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3146) for the relief 
of the Sone and Fleming Manufacturing Company (limited) of the city 
of New York; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. That completes, as the Chair supposes, the exe- 
cution of the order. 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Committee on Territories 
be discharged from the further consideration of Senate bill No. 602, 
and that that bill be now placed upon its passage, and I ask leave to 
make a simple statement to the House. 

Mr. KELLEY. I object, Mr. Speaker, to entering upon general 
business until the committees shall have been appointed. 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to make a brief statement. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I am sure that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] will not object if he will allow the gen- 
tleman from Wyoming [ Mr. CAREY] to make his statement, which will 
occupy but a moment. 

Mr. KELLEY. I have no objection to hearing the statement. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

Mr. NEGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer, for reference, a reso- 
lution with regard to printing. . > 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. CAREY. I ask the House to hear me for one minute. 

The SPEAKER. But gentlemen on both sides of the House have 
objected. 

Mr. CANNON. But, Mr. Speaker, we do not yet know what the 
bill is. [Renewed calls of ‘‘Regular order!??] 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I make this point of order, that when 
a gentleman rises in his place and is recognized by the Chair, and asks 
unanimous consent that a certain bill be taken up, it is then the right 
of that gentleman, as it is the right of any member, to state what the 
bill is, by its title, so that the House may know whatit is acting upon. 

Several MEMBERS. No! no! 

The SPEAKER. As soon as the Chair states that a gentleman has 
risen and asked unanimous consent to do anything upon the floor of the 
House other gentlemen know whether what is proposed is the regular 
order or not, and they have a right to demand the regular order, 

Mr. CANNON. Irecognize that asa correctruling, Mr. Speaker, but 
no gentleman did rise in his place when the gentleman from Wyoming 
[Mr. CAREY] asked consent, and he having entered upon the presen- 
tation of his request, I think he has a right to complete that request, 
and not to be cut off half-way. In other words, I think that my col- 
league, having allowed the gentleman from Wyoming to enter upon 
his statement, waived his right to object at least until the completion 
of that statement. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] is mis- 
taken as to the facts. When the gentleman from Wyoming stated his 
request the Chair repeated it to the House. Thereupon objection was 
made. The gentleman from Wyoming then asked that he be allowed 
to make a brief statement. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
KELLEY] then rose in his place and stated that he would for the pres- 
ent object until after the announcement of the committees of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Wyoming can renew his re- 
quest after the committees are announced. 

STANDING AND SELECT COMMITTEES. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has heretofore, under resolution of the 
House, announced the Committee on Rules, the Committee on Print- 
ing, the Committee on Enrolled Bills, and the Committee on Mileage. 
He will now announce the remaining standing and select committees, 
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The Clerk read the list of committees, as follows: 
STANDING COMMITTEES, 
Committee on Elections—Messrs, Turner, Lees ae eager Boyle, Henderso: 
= North REN Green of New Jersey, Cro: Martin, Hall, 
, Hopkins, Ely, and Dorsey. 
ir, renra on Ways and Maakt MIARA Morrison, Mills of Texas, Hewitt, Me- 


©, 


Millin, Harris, Breckinridge of Arkansas, Maybury, “Breckinrid = Kentucky, 
Kelley, Hiscock, Browne of Indiana, Reed of Maine, and McKin 
Committee on Appropriations—Messrs. Randall, Forney, Ho! = ae 


Burnes, Cabell, Le Fevre, Adams of New York, Wilson, Cannon, 
worth. Long, McComas, and Henderson of Iowa. 

Committee on the Judiciary—Messrs. Tucker, Hammond, Culberson, Collins, 
Seney, Oates, Eden, Roge: nett, Ezra B. Taylor, Parker, Ranney, Hepburn, 
Stewart of Vermont, and 

Committee on Banking and Gurrency—X essrs. Curtin, Miller, Candler, Wilkins, 
aie Sone treat Howard, Hutton, Dingley, Brumm, Adams of Illinois, Brady, 

urn. 

Committee on Coinage, Whe et and Measures—Messrs. Bland, Lanham, Sey- 
mour, Bruin a ere tt, McCreary, Bynum, James, Rockwell, Little, 


Felton, Ful 
essrs, R , Clardy, Crisp, Caldwell, Sach ra 
Tarsney, Pulitzer, DILA; Irion, O'Neill 'of PIE, Davis, 
Weaver of Nebraska, Johnson of New Y ork, and Morrow. 
Coenite on Rivers and Hi Messrs, Willis, Blanchard, Jones of Alabama, 
Murphy, Gibson of West Virginia, Stewart of Texas, Carleton, Catchings, Glover, 
Hana of Illinois, Bayne, Stone of Massachusetts, Burleigh, Grosvenor, an 


Markham, 
Commitee on A, wre—Meassrs. Hatch, Aiken, Green of idan hota VE 
Stahinecker, Mongan, Glass, White of 


yan, Butter- 


griculh 
nans, Frederick, Davidson of Alabama. 
Minnesota, Funston, raea Hires, Pirce, Šwinburne, and G 


Committee on Foreign A ‘airs—Messrs. Belmont, Clements, Cox, rumen 
Worthington, Daniel, McCreary, Crain, Rice,, Wait, Ketcham, Pel Hitt. 
Commitice on Mi rmentrout, 


ilitary Affairs—Messrs, Bragg, , Wheeler, Wolford, 
: z Pairan Viele, Anderson of Ohio, Steele, Laird, Cutcheon, Houk, Neg- 
ley, an rey 

Committee on Naval Affairs—Messrs. Herbert, Hewitt, Wise, Ballentine, Mc- 
Pere Norwood, Lore, Sayers, Harmer, Thomas of Illinois, Goff, Boutelle, and 

uck 

Committee on the Post-Ofice and Post-Roads—Messrs. Blount, Ward, Riggs, John 
M. Taylor, Jones of Texas, Dockery, Warner of Ohio, Merriman, Barry, Bing- 
ham, Wakefield, Burrows, Guenther, Millard, Peters, and Caine. 

Committee on the ic Lands—Messrs. Cobb, Henley, Van Eaton, Foran, Laf- 
foon, Stone of Missouri, Landes, McRae, Strait, Anderson of Kansas, Payson, 
Stephenson, Jackson, and Voorhees. 

Committee’ on Indian Affairs—Mesars, Wellborn, Peel, Skinner, Storm, Felix 
Campbell, Hale, Allen of Mississippi, Ward aes Perkins, Nelson, Sessions, 
Allen of Massachusetts, La Follette, ana Haile 

Committee on the Territories—Mesers. Hill, donk, Spriggs, er germs oh 
Sadler, Perry, Dawson, Struble, maken Cooper, Herman, Symes, and J 

Commitice on Railways and "Canals—Messrs. Davidson of Florida, se 


Trion, Elisberry, Henderson of North ce ope a of sei Cole, A 


cock, "Atkinson, umb, Weber. vane on an 
Committee on Manufactures— Wilson, Catch- 
ings, Lawler, Pindar, Campbell of Pe olhar ike W, ck, and Hires. 
Committee on Mines and Mining—Messrs. Cardy, O Ferrali, Hill Skinner, Jones 
of Texas, Neal, Gay, Barry, White of Minnesota, Woodburn, Lindsley, Symes, 
McKenna, and Bean. 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds—Messrs. Dibble, Snyder, Hen- 
Johnston of North Carolina, en, wn 


ol Pen Wilkins, Worthington, Col 
Owen. 


Resco A lvania, Rock well, W: 
ee on Pir spaa Apan id ipoe Crisp, Cabell, Dunn, 
Bia Tilman, Outhwaite, Richardson, Hanback, Holmes, Everhart, Hayde: n, 


and Weber. 


Committee on Levees and Th the Mississippi River—Messrs. King, 
Rankin, Van Eaton, Kleiner, McRae, Glass, Dawson, Whiting, M 


rill, Brown of Ohio, Bunnell, ‘and G eek. 
Commiitee on Education—Messrs. Aiken, Candler, Willis, Curtin, Miller, Ma: 
, Burnes, Mahoney, Strait, Whiting, Campbell of Pennsyl vania, Isaac Taaa TL. 
Ta; lor, and O'Donnell. 
mittee on Labor—Messrs. O'Neill of Missouri, Foran, Lovering, Weaver of 
Iowa, coef Daniel, Tarsney, Crain, Funston, ‘James, Haynes, ‘Bound, and 


Coomnies on the Militia—Messrs, Muller, Forney, McAdoo, Peel, Collins, Bal- 
lentine, Breckinridge of Kentucky, Compton, Hopkins, Hayden, Moffatt, 


, and Wade. 
Mitchell, Halsell, 


nger, and and Lou 


Commitiece on Pensions—M SATE anal Jones igre ee 
Gowen, Landes, Taro Aas “Flutton, Struble, Zach. Taylor, Brady, White of 
an 

Comes on Claims—Messrs. ringer, rare Lanham, Shaw, Howard, 


Dougherty, Hes. Neal, Sowden. Picea! of Ohio, McKenna, Warner of Mis- 
Committee 


ane d Gallin inger, 
on War Claims—Messrs, des, Kleiner, Stone, bei gen Ags or 
bell, Richardson, nof Tadina aad Lyman, on ronan epey, Amn 
Hiestand, Johnston rag pare gr, tern 
on Private Martin, 


perf Sadler, Croxton, Hall, Sann of New Jersey, Osborne, ee Thomas 


Commillee on 
York, Outhwaite, Ford, Laffoon, DAET Hale, Payne, Thomas of Aios 
Fuller, Gilfillan, and White of Pennsylvania, 

Committee on Expenditures in the Stale Department—Messrs. Bennett, Tillman, 
Lore, Arnot, Scranton, Lyman, and Loutitt, 

Committee on Expenditures fn the Treasury Department—Messrs. Lowry, Bland, 
Breckinridge of Arkansas, Shaw, Hahn, Bunnell, and Johnston of Indiana. 

Committee on Expenditures in the War riment—Messrs. Robertson, Wheeler, 
Viele, Anderson of Ohio, Johnson of New ork, Warner of Missouri, and Fleeger. 

Conimities on Expenditures in the Na Department—Messra. John M. Taylor, 
Sowden, eirs poe of Florida, Timothy J. Campbell, Rowell, Brown of Pennsyl- 
vania, and Thomas of Wisconsin. 

Comuniliee on ditures in the Post-O; Department—Messrs. Reese, Warner 
of ORs Ward of Indiana, Davidson of Alabama, Zach. Taylor, Herman, and 


pince on Expenditures in the Interior Department—Mesars. Weaver of Iowa, 
Dargan, Harris, Culberson, Keon Libbey, and paarir ra 
essrs, Gibson of West 


Committee on on Expenditur the Departmen: ice—M. 
Virginia, Hammond, Pnie Wardof aie Miiliken Hanba Hanback, and Sawyer, 


Committee on pinag irira on Public Buildings—Messrs. Beach, O'Neill of Mis- 
souri, apid 7, Rigga Potti Pettibone, O'Hara, and Gallinger. 
Committ Messrs. Spriggs. Dockery, St. Martin, Gibson of Mary- 
land, Trigg, “Adams of Ilinois, Spooner; Evans, and Isaac H. Taylo lor. 
JOINT COMMITTEE, 
Joint Committee on the Library—Messrs. Singleton, StahInecker, and O'Neill of 
Pennsylvania, 
SELECT COMMITTEES. 
Select Commiitee on orm in the Civil Service—Messrs. Cox, Clements, Storm, 
egg eee , Findlay, Mitchell, Stone of Missouri, Pulitzer, Bayne, Spooner, Lit- 


arq 

Select Committee on American Shi d Ship-owning 
Dunn, Holman, Mills, King, Bliss, Rankin, ng ete Comstock, Dingley, Wads- 
w orth, Osborne, Felton, and Romeis. 

Select Committee on the Election o of President and Vice-President—Messrs. Cald- 
well, Eden, Ermentrout, Beach, Dibble, Gibson of Maryland, Heard, Johnston 
of North Carolina, Lai | Baker, Hiestand, Cooper, and Moffatt. 

Select Commiltee on Ventilation and Acoustics—Messrs, Green of North Caro- 
are Frater Mi Texas, Felix Campbell, Allen of Mississippi, Evans, Swinburne, 
an onne 


Interests—Mesars. 


Select Committee on the Alcoholic Messrs. Campbell of Ohio, Carle- 
ioe isunya , Taulbee, Crores Taer Sayers, Merriman, Price, Everhart, Lindsley, 
an me: 


PRINTING OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


Mr. MORRISON submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved, That there be printed — thousand copies of the President's last an- 
nual message for the use of the House, 
ANNUAL REPORT UPON SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 


Mr. NEGLEY, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That 250 copies of the annual re of the president of the Board of 
rs of the National Homes for D ed Soldiers be printed for the use of 


the several Homes, 
MES. SUSANNAH P., SWOPE. 


Mr. CURTIN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3147) 
for the relief of Mrs. Susannah P. Swope; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

REFERENCE OF A BILL. 

Mr. LANHAM. Idesiretohavecorrected thereferenceofa bill which 
was introduced by me yesterday—a bill disapproving a certain act of 
the Territorial Assembly of New Mexico. It was designed to be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, as indicated by the indorse- 
ment. I see if has been referred to the Committee on the Territories. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House all matters relating 
to the Territories go to the Committee on the Territories. 

Mr. LANHAM. This bill, however, proposes to disapprove a law of 
the Territorial Assembly of New Mexico; and’as it is a matter of law 
I thought it should properly go to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

TheSPEAKER. It properly belongs to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories, as it relates to a Territorial matter. 


LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF WYOMING. 


TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY ] is now 
in ce with what seems to have been an understand- 
ing on the floor. 

Mr. CAREY. I desire to move that the Committee on the Territories 
be discharged from the further consideration of Senate bill 602, and 
that the bill be now put upon its passage; and I ask unanimous con- 
sent to occupy five minutes in making a statement. 

The SPEAKER. The motion can not be made except by unanimous 
consent. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unanimous consent that 
the Committee on the Territories be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill which he has indicated in order that the same may 
now be considered. The Clerk will read the title, and if necessary the 
entire bill, after which the Chair will ask for objection. 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (S. 602) to legalize the election of the Territorial Legislative As- 
sembly of Wyoming. 

Mr. CAREY. Now I ask ion to make a statement. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will first be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the election of the members of the Ninth Legislative 
Assembly of the ‘Territory of Ahe rom 3 at the general election held on the 4th 
day of Noy ember, 1884, subject to the filling of any vacancies that may have 
arisen or may arise and legal contest, is hereby declared valid; and ti t the 
Legislative Assembly so elected is fully authori to transact such business as be- 
longs to the Legislative Assembly of said Territory; and that all their acts shall 

be held to be as legal as if the Territory had been iy leyeed apportioned into 
bahay and representative districts, and that it shall the duty of the Legis 
lative Assembly of said Territory to apportion the Territory into council and 
representative districts. 


Mr. HENLEY and Mr. WILKINS objected. 
JAMES W. COLVILLE. 

Mr. BAYNE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3148) 
granting a pension to James W. Colville; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN MATES. 

Mr. BAYNE, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. 

R. 3149) granting a pension to John Mates; which was read a firstand 
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second time, referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered | as to authorize the purchase of foreign-built ships by citizens of the 


to be printed. 
ADJOURNMENT TILL MONDAY. 2 

Mr. MORRISON. I move that when the House adjourns to-day, it 
adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
If the House should meet to-morrow will not the committees be called 
in regular order for reports? 

The SPEAKER. To-morrow, being Friday, is set apart forthe con- 
sideration of private business; and the committees would be called for 
reports of a private nature. 

Mr. HAMMOND. They would be called on Saturday, would they 
not? 

The SPEAKER. On Saturday if the House should be in session the 
committees would be called for reports of bills of every character, pub- 
lic and private. 

ae question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 141, 
noes 14. 

So (no further count being demanded) the motion was agreed to. 


JAMES MONROE. 

Mr. WISE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3150) for 
the relief of the legal representatives of James Monroe; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


JURISDICTION OF UNITED STATES COURTS. $ 


Mr. ROGERS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3151) 
to define and regulate the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZA A, FISHER. 

Mr. LONG (by request), by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 3152) granting a pension to Eliza A. Fisher; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN STARK. 

Mr. LOWRY (by request), by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 3153) for the relief of John Stark; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

W. W.. WILKINSON. 

Mr. LOWRY, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 3154) for the relief of W. W. Wilkinson; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

J. D. WILLIAMSON. 

Mr. LOWRY, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 3155) granting a pension to J. D. Williamson; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committed on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FREDERIKA LEISEGANG. 

Mr. BAKER, by unanimous consent, introduced abill (H. R. 3156) 
granting a pension to Frederika Leisegang; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to þe printed. 

CHARLES M. BLAKE. 

Mr. MORROW, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3157) 
for the relief of Charles M. Blake, post chaplain of the United States 
Army, retired; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

E. L. BROWN. 


Mr. MORROW, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 3158) forthe relief of the estate of E. L. Brown; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PLANTS FOR NEW PENSION BUILDING. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The joint resolution will be read. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 71) authorizing the Superintendent of 
Public Buildings and Grounds in the District of Columbia to supply 
plants and shrubs to fill certain vases in the Pension building was read 
at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the joint resolution? 

Mr. MILLS. Let that go to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

The joint resolution was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


PURCHASE OF FOREIGN-BUILT SHIPS. 


Mr. DUNN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3159) 
amendatory of title 48 of the Revised Statutes of the United States so 


United States for use in the foreign carrying trade; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on Ship-building 
and Ship-owning Interests, and ordered to be printed. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, ARKANSAS. 

Mr. DUNN, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H; R. 3160) 
toamend section 533 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, MORGAN CITY, LA. `, 

Mr. GAY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3161) to 
provide for the erection of a public building at the city of Morgan City, 
State of Louisiana; which was read a firstand second time, referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SAMUEL 8. HALL. 

Mr. LORE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3162) 
granting a pension to Samuel S. Hall; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. = 

ABRAM G. HOYT. 

Mr. OSBORNE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3163) 
for thereliefof Abram G. Hoyt; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committe on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


RESTORATION OF CERTAIN PENSIONERS. 


Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
3164) to restore to the pension-roll widows of soldiers and sailor$ of the 
late war who have been dropped from the roll by reason of remarriage 
in cases where they have again become or may hereafter become widows; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN WAR PENSIONS. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. 3165) to provide for placing all the surviving sol- 
diers and sailors of the United States who served in the Indian wars, 
including those who served in removing the Cherokee Indians from 
North Carolina, Georgia, and Tennessee to the Cherokee Nation, on the 
pension-roll; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SOLOMON MESSER. 


Mr: JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, by unanimous consent, also in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. 3166) granting a pension to Solomon Messer; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LIFURS ROBERSON. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, by unanimous consent, also in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. 3167) to restore the name of Lifurs Roberson to 
the pension-roll; which wasread a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES M. ROANE. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, by unanimous consent, also in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. 3168) for the relief of James M. Roane; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed, 

J. F. CISSON. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, by unanimous consent, also in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. 3169) for the relief of J. F. Cisson-and to place 
his name on muster-roll of Company F, Second North Carolina Mounted 
Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ALLEN GUNTER. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, by unanimous consent, also in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. 3170) for the relief of Allen Gunter and to place 
his name on muster-roll of Company B, Third North Carolina Mounted 
Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES MAIL. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, by unanimous consent, also in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. 3171) to provide for the payment for carrying the 
United States mails in the States of Virginia, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Tennessee, Kentucky, Missouri, Arkansas, Georgia, Florida, 
Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, and Texas prior to May 31, 1861; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. . 

JUDSON FEMALE COLLEGE. 

Mr. JOHNSTON,.of North Carolina, by unanimous consent, also in- 

troduced a bill (H. R. 3172) to reimburse the trustees of Judson Fe- 


male College; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
ommittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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SAMUEL H. FLEMMING, 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, by unanimous consent, also in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. 3173) for the relief of Samuel H. Flemming; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CAPTAIN HOGSED’S COMPANY, OF NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, by unanimous consent, also in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. 3174) for the relief of Capt. W. W. Hogsed’s 
Company of North Carolina Home Guards; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed: 

BILLS OF EXCHANGE, ETC. 

Mr. TUCKER (by request), by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 3175) to regulate commerce among the several States and to 
codify the law relating to bills of exchange and other commercial paper; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

_ Mr. TUCKER. Itshould goto the Committee on the Judiciary. It 
is in reference to laws relating to negotiable paper between the States. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill is ‘‘ A bill to regulate Com- 
merce. 

Mr. TUCKER. But the real object is to codify the laws relating to 
bills of exchange, &c., between the States and with foreign nations. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AMERICAN GROCER ASSOCIATION OF NEW YORK. 
Mr. WAIT (by request), by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
. R. 3176) for the relief of the American Grocer Association of the city 
of New York; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. ANN J. CONWELL. 


Mr. WAIT, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3177) 
to place the name of Mrs. Ann J. Conwell on the pension-roll; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


RUDOLPH KOST. 


Mr. WAIT, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3178) 
for the relief of Rudolph Kost; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSION FOR DEAFNESS. 

Mr. WAIT, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. $179) 
to increase the rate of pension for deafness; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PENSION FOR LOSS OF AN EYE. 


Mr. WAIT, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3180) 
ho intrease the rate of pension for the loss of an eye or the sight thereof; 
trhich was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
“‘nyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY M’CARTHY. 

Mr. WAIT, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3181) 
to restore a pension to Mary McCarthy; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RUSSELL LAMPHERE. 

Mr. WAIT, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3182) 
for the relief of Russell Lamphere; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be’ 

rinted. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 50 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday next. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk,- 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of Mrs. Jane Dulaney, for allowance of 
arrears of pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of William H. Deery, for arrears of pension from Mexi- 
can war—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition and memorial of Joseph M. Ward- 
law, praying reference of claim to Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

- Also, memorial of citizens of Georgia, asking for appointment of com- 
mission on fisheries—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petitions from Wellfleet, Mass., for additional life- 
saving stations—to, the Committee on Commerce. : 

Also, remonstrances of citizens of Brewster, of Barnstable, of Buz- 
zard’s Bay, of Eastham, andof Falmouth, Mass., against the appoint- 


ment of an international fisheries commission—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: Petition of M. C. Mordecai, praying for compensa 
tion for mail service from Charleston to Havana in 1859 and 1860—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Memorial of insurance companies, merchants, 
lawyers, and others, praying for a milder penalty than death in cases of 
barratry where life is not threatened or destroyed—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition asking for amount of bounties refunded 
ayo certain officers on account of promotion—to the Committee on War 

ms. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Joint resolution of the Legislature of New 
Hampshire, in relation to ournational domain—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, joint resolution of the same, requesting Congress to amend en- 
actment relating to election of United States Senators—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. . 

By Mr. EUSTACE GIBSON: Petition for relief of Syntha Duglas— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Paper relating to claim of J. Frank Redd, of 
Atlanta, Ga., for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Letter and papers from L. J. Sacriste, 
president National Association of Third and Fourth Class Postmasters, 
praying for relief as to allowance—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Petition for relief of Joseph Dunn—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. ` 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of many citizens of Clarke County, 
Towa, asking that a pension be granted to James Morgan—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of many citizens of Wayne County, Iowa, asking that 
a pension be granted to Henry Bollman—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Harvard Post, No. 99, Grand Army of the Republic, 
asking that a pension be granted to Henry Bollman—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, memorial, petition, and affidavits in the case of Samuel D. 
Harper, late private of Company K, Thirtieth Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HISCOCK: Petition of Frederick Garlick, asking for arrears 
of pension for services in war of 1861—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: Papers relating to the claim of Michael A. Staples 
and of Theodore T. Coffin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. T. JONES: Memorial of the National Cotton Exchange of 
America, asking for appropriations for establishment and equipment of 
meteorological stations in cotton States—to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure. 

By Mr. LINDSLEY: Petition of steamboat companies and others, ask- 
ing for survey and improvement of channel of lIudson River, State of 
New York, between New Baltimore and Coxsackie—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 3 

By Mr. LOVERING: Papers relating to bill H. R. 1118, to recognize 
the war services of Union soldiers now serving in the regular Army—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Hon. Lloyd Lowndes, G. L. Welling- 
ton, David Sloan, and 33 others, citizens of Cumberland, Md., asking 
the repeal of the ‘Bland silver act’’—to the Committee on Uoinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of David R. Miller, of Washington County, Maryland, 
for reference of quartermaster claim to Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition and papers of Catharine W. Bowie, of Montgomery 
County, Maryland, for payment of war claim—to the same committee. 

Also, petition and papers of Mrs. Mary A. Jones and others, for pay- 
ment of war claim—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MARKHAM: Petition of citizens of San Diego, Cal., asking 
for an appropriation of $100,000 for the improvement of the harbor at 
that place—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of Charles M. Blake, post chaplain, 
United States Army, retired—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of A. Levorsen, relative to land entries, 
&c.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. O'HARA: Petition of the citizens of New Berne, Craven 
County, North Carolina, asking for a public building at New Berne—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of B. Kupper and others, for refund 
of money on account of Tice meters, &c.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of J. W. Poore and others, for refund of money and in- 
terest and expenses incurred in the purchase of Tice meters—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. SENEY: Appeal of the Maumee Valley Monumental Asso- 
ciation—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. SINGLETON: Petition of J. McGowan, of Marshall County, 
Mississippi, asking reference of claim to Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. SPRIGGS: Petition to equalize the pay of enlisted men—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Petition of P. Cadmere, L. Lowell, and 200 others, 
citizens of Rice County, Minnesota, praying for the equalization of 
bounties, and that the limitation of term in which back pension is al- 
lowed shall be removed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Papers in relation to the bill for the relief 
of Samuel M. Nalley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Memorial of the Columbia water-way conven- 
tion, praying Con: for sufficient appropriations for the improvement 
of the Columbia River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WAIT: Petition of Rudolph Kort, late lieutenant Company 
H, Sixth Regiment Connecticut Volunteers, for relief—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. J. B. WEAVER: Petition of J. H. Crane and 118 others, 
praying Congress to establish a postal telegraph—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Petition for increase of pension of Mrs. Arlang 
O. Stugo—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition for a pension to Mrs. Abigail Weymouth—to the same 
committee. 

Also, petition for increase of pension of Edward Pendergast—to the 
same committee. 

Also, resolutions of the Minneapolis (Minn. ) Board of Trade, favoring 
the improvement of the Mississippi River to the Falls of Saint An- 
thony—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILSON: Petition Pp relating to the case of Will- 
iam Lloyd, of Jefferson County, West Virginia—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WINANS: Petitions of Charles A. Wheeler and 50 others, 
and of J. J. Robbins and 10 others, asking that a pension be granted 
Eliza A. Weeks—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Elias Shafer, of Lansing, Mich., for increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. l 

- Also, petition of B. T. O. Clark, James M. Logan, and 110 others, cit- 
izens of Livingston County, Michigan, praying that Lenford Rose be 
granted a pension—to the same committee. 


The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 
npon an equality with gold; that there bs issued coin certificates of one, 
two, and five dollars, the same being made a legal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible, by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 
in the Treasury, were presented and ssh fe referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 

By Mr. BRAGG: Of A. A. Cole and others, citizens of Wisconsin. 

By Mr. CASWELL: Of A. H. Menly and others, of Wisconsin. 

By Mr. FISHER: Of J. B. Lucier and 83 others; of J. L. Malmey 
and 48 others; of John Carter and 84 others; of J. 5 a Lindsay and 73 
others; and of Daniel Mosser and 135 others, citizens of Michigan. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Of citizens of Media, Kans. 
rae! Mr. LOVERING: Of William H. Miller and 45 others, of Read- 

g, Mass. - 

By Mr. NEECE: OfE. H. Stuart and 110 others, citizens of Hamilton, 
Hancock County, Illinois. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Of citizens of Monroe County, West Virginia. 

By Mr. J. B. WEAVER: Of George W. Hill and 18 others, of Penn- 
sylvania, 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, January 8, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents a letter in the 
nature of a memorial from the New York Produce Exchange, which 
will be read. 

The paper was read, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
as follows: 

New York Propuck EXCHANGE, 
S New York, January 7, 1886, 
IR: At a meeting of the board of mana; of the New York Produce Ex- 
change, held this day, the following resolution was unanimously adopted: 

Resolved, That in view of the increasing interest in the United States Signal 
Service and the value of an intelligent forecast of the weather to all who watch 
the growing crops, as wellas those who direct the movement of ships, it is most 
desirable and important that Congress make liberal provision for the mainte- 
nance of said service and an enlargement of its facilities for information, 


Very respectfully, yours, J 
RICHARD C. VEIT, 
Secreta’ 


Ton. Jonn SHERMAN, io 


President United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. HOAR. Irise to present a document somewhat in the nature of 
a petition, I have received a copy of a memorial signed by the gov- 


ernor and chief-justice of Washington Territory, the mayor and the 
prominent citizens of Seattle, in that Territory, representing the unde- 
fended condition of that Territory in case of war, especially with Great 
Britain, and stating how completely they arein the power of any foreign 
force, and inclosing a copy of a letter written by General Nelson A. 
Miles to the Adjutant-General of the Army on the same subject. These 
are accompanied by a letter from the chief-justice of Washington Ter- 
ritory, asking me to bring the matter to theattention of Congress. This 
is not in the form of a petition, and therefore I ask leave to present these 
papers and have them printed and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers will be received, if there 
be no objection, and printed as a document, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. : 

Mr. INGALLS. I present the petition of A. H. yon Leuttwitz, 
first lieutenant, United States Army (retired), in support of the bill for 
his relief which is now pending before the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to which committee I move that the petition be referred. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of first lieutenants in the line 
of the Army, praying for the passage of a law permitting voluntary retire- 
ments after twenty years’ or longer continuous service as lieutenants; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER. I present the petition of John French, D. J. Ball, 
Henry Dingon, and a large number of other citizens of Colorado, pray- 
ing for the free and unlimited coinage of silver. I move that the peti- 
tion be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, presented a memorial of citizens of 
Oregon, remonstrating against the suspension of silver coinage; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MAXEY. Ipresentapetition of a meeting of the bar of Wheeler 
County, Texas, held at Mobeetie, praying for additional Federal court 
facilities. The facts upon which the relief is asked are set forth very 
fully in the Be and papers. I will state briefly that there are 
north of the River, in the section known as the Pan-handle, twenty- 
seven counties, of 900 square miles each, aggregating in round numbers 
25,000 square miles, with a population of 4,000 people, rapidly increas- 
ing, with immense cattle interests, largely owned by foreign holders, 
Hence the necessity of acourt. The nearest courts are at Fort Graham, 
Tex., about 300 miles, and Wichita, Kans., about350 miles. This state- 
ment, coupled with the inconvenience necessarily resulting from their 
situation, without railroads, entitles them, in my judgment, to relief. 
I move that the petition he referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of Thomas S. Hopkins, of Washing- 
ton, D. C., praying for certain amendments of the pension law sovas to 
equalize the pensions of soldiers; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Decatur, Ill., praying that 
a pension be granted to Bridget Hackett, widow of Michael Hackett, 
who was in the naval service of the United States during the late war; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of ex-Union soldiers, praying for the en- 
actment of certain pension laws; which was referred to the Committee 


on Pensions. 

He also presented a resolution rong je by George H. Thomas Post, 
No. 6, Grand Army of the es pas uisville, Ky., favoring the pur- 
chase by the Government of the picture of General George H. Thomas 
painted by General T. W. Price; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Library. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr: INGALLS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 374) relating to police regulations in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes, reported it with an amend- 
mentin thenature of a substitute; which was ordered to be printed, and, 
on his own motion recommitted to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 377) granting a pension to Matthias Leckner, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. JACKSON. I am directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 56) granting a pension to Chauncey Read, 
to ask that the committee be discharged from its further consideration, 
for the reason that the case is still pending in the Pension Office and 
has not yet been acted on there. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee will be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill, and it will be indefinitely 
postponed, if there be no objection. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 260) to prohibit the mailing 
of newspapers and other publications containing lottery advertisements 
and prescribing a penalty for the violation of the same, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 819) for the relief of Rachael J. Floyd, 
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asked to be discharged from its further consideration and that it bere- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 


CHANGE OF NAME OF UNIONTOWN. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, by its unanimous action, to report without amend- 
ment the bill (S. 1633) to change the name of Uniontown to 
and I desire to ask the consent of the Senate that it be acted on now. 
It is simply a bill to change the name of the town of Uniontown, in the 
District of Columbia, to that of Anacostia, in accordance with the wishes 
of the citizens of the place. This report is the unanimous action of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and I ask the consent of the 
Senate to have the bill acted on now. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REPORT ON EUROPEAN SEA-COAST DEFENSES. 


Mr. DOLPH. From the Committee on Coast Defenses I make areport 
on the letter of the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a Sen- 
ate resolution, the report of Capt. W. H. Bixby on the sea-coast defenses 
of . Thecommittee’s reportis brief, and, as announced when the 
reference of the report of Captain Bixby on the accompanying papers 
was made to the Committee on Coast Defenses, the committee recom- 
mend, upon submitting this report, that the papers be now committed 
to the Committee on Printing, and I ask that the report of the Commit- 
tee on Coast Defenses, which is brief, may be read and appear in the REC- 
ORD, and not printed in the manner. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from O. asks that 
the report made by him be now read and printed in the RD. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is it about? 

Mr. DOLPH. It is a report from the Committee on Coast Defenses 
in regard to the importance of a report of Captain Bixby upon the sea- 
coast defenses of E transmitted with a letter of the Secretary of 
War. It is proposed now that Captain Bixby’s report and the commu- 
nication of the of War go to the Committee on Printing, and 
I ask that the brief report made by the Committee on Coast Defenses 
be read for information. I do notask that the report be printed in the 
usual manner, desiring it to appear in the RECORD only. 

Mr. INGALLS. Why not let it appear without being read? 

Mr. DOLPH. I have no objection to that. 

a hii nae Tate If there be no objection the report 
will be 

Mr. PLUMB, Isuggestthatit be printed without being read. That 
will answer all the purposes of the Senator who presented it. 

Mr. DOLPH. Thereisno objection to that course. Letit be printed 


without a reading. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no objection that order 
will be made. 
Mr. DOLPH. crashes letter orae Torsa War z Kasiano a 
ying papers, w. are very. voluminous are in *s 
amie, Do 2 ans to the Committee on Printing. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order is made. 


Mr. ALLISON. Would it not suit the purpose of the Senator from | the A 


Oregon to have this report printed as a regular document? It will be 
printed as a separate report anyway. 

Mr. DOLPH. I asked that it be not printed as a separate report. 

Mr. ALLISON. It will be printed asa separate report unless there 
is some order that it shall not be so printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rules of the Senate require = 
reports to be printed, and unless that rule is suspended or 
this instance the report will be printed in the document oen 

Mr. ALLISON. So that it will be doubly printed if it goes into the | „e 
RECORD. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask unanimous consent that the rule be suspended, | b 
and that the report be not printed as a document if it appears in the 
RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon asks the 
consent of the Senate to dispense with the printing of the report as a 
document according to the rule. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the object of that? I wish the Senator 
would explain why we should depart from the usual custom and sus- 
pend the printing of the report and print it in the RECORD to lumber 
up that already inordinate, bulky, and unwieldy i If there 
is any good reason of course I shall be glad to eld my consent, but 
until an explanation is made I shall prefer to withhold it. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ihave not been in the habit of lumbering up the 
RECORD. I think it will be found that the RECORD is lumbered up 
quite as often by discussion over trivial matters as byreports. This 
report is very brief. It could have been read long since. It is a mere 
temporary matter, a recommendation of the Committee on Coast De- 
fenses as to the importance of Captain Bixby’s report and about its 

inti I did not think it of sufficient importance io require that it 
should be printed in the ordinary manner. The papers are now to go 
to the Committee on Printing, and the report of the Committee on Coast 


Defense is intended for the information of that committee. The report 
will be of no value after the Committee on Printing have acted upon 
the subject, and it was thought by the Committee on Coast Defenses 
that the proper course would be, in order to bring the matter to the 
immediate attention of the Senate, that the Committee on Printing 
should have this report (which I say is brief and will not lumber up 
the RECORD) printed in the RECORD, and I ask that ié be not printed 
in the usual manner. 

Mr. INGALLS. If the report is not of importance enough to be 
aes in ae Secon way, why is it of importance enough to be 
printed in the RD, to give it a ent the final 
records of the Senate? ` zi A ee 

Mr. DOLPH. We want the public to read it, we want Senators to 
read it, and we want it to be printed for the convenience of the Com- 
mittee on Printing. As soon as the papers are referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing and the report of that committee is made this report 
of the Committee on Coast Defenses will have performed its office, and 
we hope that the Committee on Printing will have acted before it could 
be printed in the usual course. . I could have read the report or stated 
the substance of it and it would have appeared in the RECORD and no 
one would have questioned it. Ifithad been alengthy report I would 
not have asked that such a course be taken: but, as I say, the report is 
couched in the briefest and tersest possible terms, being astatement of 
the contents and value of the report of Captain Bixby for the informa- 
tion of the Committee on Printing. 

I will state further that the Committee on Coast Defenses are will- 
ing to abide by the opinion of the Committee on Printing as to the 
propriety of printing the report of Captain Bixby and the manner of the 
work. It was not an unusual request to ask that this brief report be 
spread upon the RECORD, and that it should not be printed in the 
usual manner. 


The PRESIDENT tempore. The order to print in the RECORD 
has already been by unanimous consent. The question is now 
whether the Senate will with the printing of the report as an 
ordinary document. 


Mr. INGALLS. Ehon A Tike ip: Den Ge oat andl neu whaler 16 
is worth while to print it. Let us hear it read. 
wae PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the report be 
Mr. DOLPH. I withdraw the request that the report shall not be 
rinted in the usual manner. I have no objection to its being printed. 
it be printed both ways. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There isno question then before the 
Senate. 


The report is as follows: 
accom; letter from the Secretary of War transmi in response to 
senate vasulation of December 10, 1885, report of ‘Capt. W. H. I Blaby on the sea- 
coast fortifications in Europe. 
The Committee on Coast Defi to which was the letter from the 
of War of greece transmi in response to Senate 
lution of December 10, 1885, report of Capt. W.H. on the seacoast fortif- 
aoon in a having ha the same under on, make the following 
re 
Capt. W.H. , United rg n the Secretary of 


„to visit Be Belgium ep sany 


instructions to ne ven by the Chief of Engineers; and ha a tees iat 
duty in July, 1884 (see aree pa enone 3, annual poly at of the Chief of Engineers 
for to the Engineer nited States Army, a full re- 
port on seacoast fortifications in Europe, as eign OWS: 

No. 1. Turrets: 442 pages and 43 pene 

No. 2. New ordnance material: brar ecard aia 


No. 3. Armor material: 145 an 
mo 4. Seacoast fortifications oi a Belgie and Holland: 181 pages and 


33 
Prise report, making inall 851 pages and ngage isa thorough and exhaustive 


rt, especially information not heretofore ore pee in English, 
principally the record of personal examinations and investigations made 

by the writer during nine months in Europe. 
"Part IT, I,on escribes the and of turrets, their test both in 


progress 

actual warfare at sea and under experiments on land, their construction, their 
armor, and their service, and MAMA a full bibliography on the subject. General 
descriptions are given of nies ag turrets in actual existence, either on ship- 
board or on land, and minutel: ed ms are given of more 

a dozen of the most important R these. For the ponerse benefit, these turrets 
are further classified according to their inventor, the nation or rnment 
to which they belon ng, the tyr the boar a their weight, their caliber, the material 
of their armor, and ig their guns. 

Part II describes the peer yee thre new features of heavy ordnance, and 
contains a ma reference to the bibliography of many features really old but 
su to be new. 

III gives a brief description o mea armor material and a detailed descrip- 
tion of chilled cast-i armor ufacture, an armor and a manufacture 
so far almost rapa ey in the United ‘Seaton althonegh officially adopted by Ger- 


pares the estimated cost, armament, and 
army in 1860 with that actually obtained in 1880, These dancers have never 
as er been made available to the American public. 
e report has not been published because of the restrictions contained in the 
civil bill of July7, aa It is a valuable contribution to the gene: 


irek ral fund 
of information os the subj ete ores coast reser trae in view of the present in- 
vestigations of the subject be published without delay. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 943) to pay the Delaware Indians 
the value of certain lands in Kansas in compliance with stipula- 
tions; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 944) to prohibit the letting of Gov- 
ernment work to contractors employing convict labor; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 945) granting a pension to Hattie L. 
Goss; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. h ° 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (8.946) to establish a postal- 
telegraph system; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 947) for the relief 
of the American Grocer Association of the city of New York; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 948) granting a pension to 
Joseph S. Moody; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also. introduced a bill (S. 949) for the relief of Joseph W. Car- 
mack; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. . 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 950) to authorize suits to be 
brought in the Court of Claims for money paid and expenses incurred 
on account of Tice meters; which was read twite by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, introduced a bill (S. 951) providing an 
appropriation for the continuance of improvements at the mouth of the 
Columbia River; which was read twice by its title. 

-Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I ask that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think the Senator is mistaken as to the refer- 
ence, and that the bill should be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. That committee has charge of appropriations for river and 
harbor improvements, not the Committee on Transportation Routes to 
the Seaboard. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from moves that 
the bill be referred to the Committee on Transportation Routes to the 
Seaboard. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. If the Senator from Minnesota will 
allow me, I will state that a resolution was offered and adopted a few 
days ago directing the Committee on Transportation Routes to the Sea- 
board to investigate the general subjectof transportation on the Colum- 
bia River. Of course if this bill should be reported making appropria- 
tions for the improvement of the Columbia River, it would properly then 
go to the Committee on Commerce before final action; but Foai that 
asthis general subjectis under consideration by the Committee on Trans- 
portation Routes to the Seaboard this bill should properly go to that 
committee. I have several other bills relating to river improvements 
in Oregon that I shall ask to have referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Columbia River is not different in its char- 
acter from any other river in this country; and all bills proposing ap- 
propriations for the improvement of rivers and harbors in the country 
are referred to the Committee on Commerce and embraced in its gen- 
eral bill for river and harbor improvements. The Columbia River 
should not be excepted or withdrawn from the jurisdiction of that 
committee. I can see no reason why, although some memorial may 
have been referred to the Committee on Transportation Routes to the 
Seaboard, this bill should be referred to that committee. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. It was not a meniorial, but a Senate 
resolution adopted unanimously by the Senate instructing that com- 
mittee to investigate and report. As a matter of course the final ref- 
erence of all these bills must be to the Committee on Commerce. I 
suggest a reference to the Committee on Transportation Routes to the 
Seaboard with that understanding fully. The object is simply to en- 
able the Committee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard to inves- 
tigate the general subject of tion on the Columbia River. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I su the subject of transportation on the 
Columbia River would not be at all different from rtation on 
the other riversof the country. Perhaps the original resolution should 
have been referred to the Committee on Commerce. Iwas not in, I 
think, when the resolution was offered by the Senator from Oregon, 
but my impression is that it should have gone to the Committee on 
Commerce. The Committee on rtation Routes to the Seaboard 
having charge of that resolution, if they see proper to take charge of it 
and not report it back and refer it to the Committee on Commerce, 
that is within their discretion; but the subject of an iation for 
the improvement of a river or any part of it is clearly, within the rule, 
referable to the Committee on Commerce. ; 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I would state that my only purpose 
in asking the reference of the bill to the Committee on T si tion 
Routes to the Seaboard is with a view of having it subsequently re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. I will inquire of my honor- 


able friend from Minnesota for what purpose the Committee on Trans- 
portation Routes to the Seaboard has been created if not for the pur- 
pose of considering as great a subject as that of transportation on one 
of the largest rivers of the country? 

Mr. CONGER. Let the title of the bill be again read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be again 
read. The question is upon referring the bill to the Committee on 

rtation Routes to the Seaboard. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill by its title. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Isimply desire to suggest again to the 
honorable chairman of the Committee on Commerce that the Commit- 
tee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard has been instructed by a 
unanimous vote of the Senate toinvestigate the general subject of trans- 
portation on the Columbia River, and to report their views by bill or 
otherwise. I will state, however, that my purpose was simply to ob- 
tain the views of that committee with a view of a subsequent reference 
to the Committee on Commerce. Ido not, of course, desire to interfere 
with the business of the Commerce Committee. I concede that appro- 
priations for the purpose must finally be reported from that committee. 
But this is a subject. of no ordinary import, and all I ask is that the 
Committee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard may have an op- 
portunity of looking into the subject.and making such report as they 
may think proper in the premises. I hope the honorable chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce will permit this bill to go there and be sub- 
sequently referred to the Committee on Commerce. If my appeal is not 
listened to I shall give way of course and let it go to the Committee on 
Commerce. I present the question in the shape of an appeal. 

Mr. CONGER. Ifthe precedent is established of referring aquestion 
of river appropriations to any other committee than the Committee on 
Commerce, which under the rules has the entire control of appropria- 
tions for rivers and harbors, there will be no end to it. 

The resolution which was introduced and passed gives the Commit- 
tee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard the entire power to inves- 
tigate and report their views to the Senate and for the information and 
guidance of the Committee on Commerce in regard to appropriations 
without any such bill being referred. 

The Committee on Commerce have had charge of the appropriations for 
the improvements at the mouth of the Columbia. They havedevoted a 
great deal of time to the investigation of that subject; appropriations 
have been made in the river and harbor bill. I suggest to the 
Senator from Oregon that in my judgment it will not further any de- 
sire he may have for the improvement of that important river to have 
the appropriations for it considered by a separate committee, and I 
further suggest that it might notbe well to antagonize the general course 
of the legislation for the improvement of rivers and harbors by divid- 
ing the jurisdiction. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Idonotwish toantagonize anything, 
of course, and I shall give way and move myself now that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is moved that the bill be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I present a memorial adopted by the 
Columbia water-way convention recently held at The Dalles, Oreg., 
praying Congress for appropriations to improve the navigation of the 
Columbia River. Inasmuch as a similar memorial was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce yesterday, I ask the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce to permit this memorial to go the Committee on 
Transportation Routes to the Seaboard. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is moved that the memorial pre- 
sented by the Senator from Oregon be referred to the Committee on 
Transportation Routes to the Seaboard. If there be no objection that 
order will be made, 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 952) to authorize the increase of the 
capital stock of the Citizens’ National Bank of Louisville, Ky. ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr, CALL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 953) for the relief of 
Arthur L. Fish; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 954) for the erection of a publie 
building in the city of Pawtucket, R. I.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 955) for the relief of Samuel W. Francis; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 956) for the relief of Thomas ©. 
Killie; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 957) granting a pension to Mother By- 
chedyche; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 958) to increase the pension 
of ex-Union soldiers who have lost the sight of one eye; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 959) for the relief of John Moore, of 
Edgar County, Illinois, late a private of Company A, Tenth Regiment 
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Indiana Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 960) to set apart a certain 
tract of land situate on the headwaters of the Pecos River, in New Mex- 
ico, as a public park; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 961) for the relief of Claude H. 
Mastin, surviving partner of Le Vert & Mastin, of Mobile, Ala.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN. I willsay thatanother bill in favor of the same party 
for the same purpose is before the committee, but by mistake I put the 
sum claimed at a smaller amount. This bill is a substitute for that. 

Mr. PIKE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 962) touching the grade 
of commander in the Navy and to correct an error in relation to an ap- 
pointment therein; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 963) granting a pension to Harriet 
M. Rider; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 964) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to remove the charge of desertion from the of pri- 
vate Albert Olson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 965) for the relief of Washington 
Poi: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S, 966) to establish a postal-telegraph 
system; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED, 


On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the matter of the claims of Joseph C. Irwin & Co. 
ae C. A. Perry & Co. be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on 
aims. 
On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 


Ordered, That the papers on the Senate files relating to the pension claim of 
Hattie L, Goss be withdrawn and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


On motion of Mr. HALE, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Frances W. Dyer be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Claims, there being no adverse report. 


On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was’ 
Ordered, That the papers in to the claim of H. B. Wilson, administrator 


of the estate of Wil Tinder, , be withdrawn from the files and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, 


On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the claim of James Badger, &c., be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, it was 

Ordered, That the claimants in the case of Senate bill 438, first session of Forty- 
eighth Congress, being a bill “for the relief of the heirs and legal representa- 
tives of Capt. Lambert Wickes,” have leave to withdraw all papers connected 
with said case from the files of the Senate, there haying been no adverse report 
thereon. 

PAYMENT OF BONDS IN SILVER. 


Mr. EUSTIS. I submita concurrent resolution, which I ask may be 
read, 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whercas the act of February 28, 1878, required the coinage of silver dollars 
which were declared to be a legal tender for all debts and dues, public and pri- 
vate; 

Whereas by the act of March 18, 1869, the faith of the United States was sol- 
emnly pledged to the payment in coin, or its equivalent, of all the obligations 
of the United States not ing interest, &c.; 

Whereas by the act of July 14, 1870, to authorize the refunding of the national 
debt, the principal and interest of United States bonds were made redeemable 
in the coin of the standard value; 

Whereas since the above-mentioned laws were enacted it has been the invari- 
able practice, up to this date, of the Secretary of the Treasury, under existing 
legislation, to pay in gold coin the bonds redeemed and the interest on out- 
standing bonds; and 

Whereas the Secretary of the Treasury has issued a call for $10,000,000 of bonds 
payable on the Ist of February, 1886: 

Be it resolved by the Senate of the United Slates ye House of resentatives con- 
curring), That in the opinion of Congress said bonds of $10,000,000, payable on 
the Ist of February, 1856, should be paid in silver dollars, such payment being 
in strict compliance with existing law and in aid of the financial policy estab- 
lished by the legislation of Congress. 


Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, I move that that resolution be referred 
to the Committee on Finance, and I simply desire to express the hope 
that that committee will find it convenient to make an early report upon 
the resolution, in order that it may be determined by a vote whether the 
practice of paying United States bonds and the interest on those bonds 
exclusively in gold coin is approved or disapproved by the Congress of 
the United States. I move the reference of the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. MORRILL. I would remind the Senator from Louisiana that 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] gave notice that he wouldad- 
dress the Senate on Tuesday next upon the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘This is a new resolution, submitted 
this morning. 

Mr. MORRILL. Ah! 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the reference? . 

Mr. MORRILL and others. No objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears none. The resolu- 
tion is referred to the Committee on Finance, and will be printed. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
On motion of Mr. INGALLS, it was 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next, 


DISTRICT METROPOLITAN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first bill on the Calendar is now 
in order. 

Mr. PLUMB. Thereis upon the Calendar of Resolutions a resolution 
offered on a previous day. Iunderstood that the resolution under con- 
sideration yesterday would come up to-day in its order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. According to the rule it requires a 
motion to take up the resolution. The Chair will lay it before the 
Senate for its action, if desired. The resolution, as modified, will now 
be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. VAN Wyck 
January 6, 1886, as amended yesterday, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committec on the District of Columbia be directed to obtain 
from the Bang so officers of the Metropolitan Railway and all other street rail- 
ways in the District of Columbia a sworn statement of the amount of their cap- 
ital stock, the amount of their bonded and floating indebtedness, the amount of 
their gross and net earnings,the amount of their operating expenses,and the 
amount of dividends paid annually since June 30,1578; also, why said railway 
companies haye not made the annual reports required by the laws incorporating 
2 companies; and hav wer to send for persons and papers and administer 


Mr. PLUMB. I offer the following as a substitute for that resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be directed to obtain 
from the proper officers of the Metropolitan Street Railway the information 
which by section 22 of the charter of said zopan is uired to be annually 
transmitted to Congress, and similar information from all other street railway 
companies in the District of Columbia, and also why said railway companies 
have not made the annual reports required by the laws incorporating said com- 
panies. Said committee shall also inquire whether the rails laid and used by 
said companies are of the most approved pattern, and whether the use of said 
rails has n duly approved by the Secretary of the Interior, and if said rails 
are not of the most approved pattern what measure may be necessary to secure 
their early replacement by those which are of such approved pattern. And said 
aa shall have power to send for persons and papers and administer 
oa! 

I desire to say simply that I found in my mail this morning a copy of 
the charter of the Metropolitan Railway Company, and I find that sec- 
tion 22 of that charter requires them to annually— 


Transmit to Con; a full report of the affairs business, and condition of the 
said anpi e year terminating December 31 preceding such report, and 
such report 1 be signed and sworn to by the president and treasurer of the 
company, or by a majority of the directors. 

Thelaw specifies thirty-one different subjects of which that report shall 
make specific mention and upon which it shall give specific informa- 
tion to Congress, including the items mentioned in the original resolu- 
tion, and others that may be just as necessary to the determination of 
the matters in issue as heretofore specified. 

I therefore offer my substitute calling on the committee to ascertain 
all the facts required by section 22 of the charter to be furnished by 
the company in addition to that which is specified in the latter part of 
my resolution about rails. On that subject I find in section 3 of this 
charter the réquirement that the railroad shall be constructed ‘‘in the 
most approved manner adapted for street railways, with rails of the 
most approved pattern, to be determined by the Secretary of the In- 
terior, laid upon an even surface with the pavementof the streets.” I 
am advised, as I stated to the Senate yesterday, that there is a better 
pattern of rails than those now in use, and one which could be used in 
such a way as not to obstruct the streets at all, and that the rails now 
in use on at least one of these railroads in the District of Columbia were 
laid down without the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 

I think this is a subject which ought to be gone into by the commit- 
tee at some length, inasmuch as it has come up, and my resolution will 
cover the ground more fully than the one which was before the Senate 
yesterday. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iam in favor of any proposition which will go 
to the furthest extent in examining the derelictions of these railroads 
and the wrongs they have done to the people of this District and are 
are continuing to do, and therefore it is that I very cheerfully accept 
the substitute. 

Mr. VEST. The other day, in conversation with a very eminent citi- 
zen of this city on this subject, I obtained some information which was 
new tome, but I havenodoubtof its correctness. This gentleman stated 
that by application to the different carriage manufactories and repair 
shops in this city it was ascertained that they had approximated the 
amount of damage done to vehicles in this city by the rails that are 
now in use to be in the neighborhood of $100,000. ‘These rails would not 
be tolerated in any E city. They are a nuisance, and they have 
absolutely obstructed some of the most important thoroughfares, as 
every gentleman here knows from experience, in the capital of the na- 
tion. Thestreet on which one railway runs from Pennsylvania avenue 
to New York avenue, Fifteenth street, is a nuisance. The street rail- 
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railway companies have been permitted to lay their tracks there and 


because it imputes eertain intentions. For instance, I read the first 


put down T rails, so as to be an obstruction to vehicles, and for myself | line: 


I prefer to drive around that square rather than go up that street at 
any time. : . 

Any Senator, by calling at the National Metropolitan Bank, as I hap- 
pened to do the other day, can see the model there of astreet rail used 
now in some of the principal cities in Europe, in Paris I believe and 
in Belfast as I happen to recollect, and in others, where the rail is ‘per- 
fectly level with the pavement, constituting no obstruction, and where 
there is no possibility of damage to any vehicle in driving. There is no 
excuse, no palliation, no apology for the sort of rail that is now in use 
in this city. Even in the Far West, in the city where I reside, 

City, we are getting rid of these things as fast as possible. We have 
now introduced in that city and have in operation some three and a 
half miles of cable railway and a charter with the stock subscribed for 
another cable railway of 5 miles; and it is only a question of a very 
few years when horse-car railroads will go out of use entirely in that 
city. Iam very glad this resolution has been offered on this occasion. 

Mr. INGALLS. | Mr. President, I did not listen to the reading of 
the resolution, or rather was unable to hear it in consequence of the 
confusion, and am therefore unable to say whether it refers to the sub- 
ject of motive power as well as to approved rails. If it does not, it 
should do so, because there is no city in this country, if there is in the 
world, where the modern methods of car propulsion either by the cable 
system or by electricity would be more applicable than here. The 
condition of the streets, the condition of the pavements, the slight 
grades, all render the application of these modern systems peculiarly 
appropriate here, and I should be glad to have this resolution of instruc- 
tion broad enough to cover the question whether it is not time for the 
abrogation of these antiquated methods of propulsion and the substi- 
tution of the cable orelectric system. I suggest to my colleague, who 
offered this resolution, that it be made comprehensive enough to cover 
the point I have suggested. : 

Mr. PLUMB. That is entirely satisfactory to.me. I think that 
would be a very proper subject of inquiry. hile this question is up, 
undoubtedly we ought to discuss the relation of the street railways to 
the convenience of the District as things now are in all its 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas pro- 
pose an amendment? 

Mr. PLUMB. I simply suggest that my colleague prepare it. I 
think he could perhaps prepare in better shape the form of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that 
there is no reference in the resolution as it now stands to motive power 
or electric power. [A pause.] At the ion of the Senator from 
Kansas the Chair will proceed with the business on the Calendar, let- 
ting this resolution lie over informally. 


ALLOWANCE OF PENSION CLAIMS. 


Mr. HARRISON. Before we proceed tothe Calendar of Bills I should 
like to dispose of the resolution with reference to the pension fund. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator move to proceed 
to its corisideration ? 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask that it be taken up and disposed of. It is 
important that it should be out of the way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the rule it requires a motion 
to that effect. 

Mr. HARRISON. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Indiana moves to 
proceed to the consideration of the resolution named by him. 

Mr. INGALLS. As amatteraffecting the current business of the Sen- 
ate, before that motion is put I should like to inquire why these reso- 
lutions do not appear on the Calendar and have their regular place in 
the erder of business? I understood when that resolution went over 
yesterday that it would come up in the order of business to-day when 
the consideration of resolutions was called for; but I find that in some 
mysterious way it has disappeared from the consideration of the Senate. 
If there is no method by which the resolutions of the previous day can 
appear on the Calendar of daily business and have their place for con- 
sideration, I shall ask that the Committee on Rules may have some 
direction to consider that subject for the purpose of reaching that end. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas is misin- 
formed. The resolution referred to by the Senator from Indiana is on 
the Calendar and would in due time be reached in its order. It is on 
the Calendar, Order of Business No. 14. The Senator from Indiana now 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolution, 
which is No. 14 in the order of business, which is a resolution submitted 
by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] December 21, 1885, rela- 
tive to certain statements made in the last annual report of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HARRISON. It is hardly worth while that it be read, and I 
would say to the Senate and call the attention of my colleague that I 
have, in order to make this exactly accurate, cut from the report of the 
Commissioner of Pensions certain paragraphs and have pasted them here 
as printed in his annual report. The amendment which was proposed 
by my colleague I do not think isin a form that ought to be adopted, 
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At one time the Pension Bureau was all but avowedly a political machine. 

This is a quotation. Then it is said: 

Intending thereby that the said Pension Bureau was methodically employed 
for partisan purposes. 


I do not think the Senate can assume to impute an intention of that 
kind to Commissioner Black. It is enough for us to adopt his own 
words, taking the statements as he made them, and direct inquiry to be 
made into them. So I have here extracted all that part, cutting it 
right out of the body of the report itself, and have instructed the com- 
mittee to inquire into all these facts. I think that will meet the ap- 
probation of my colleague. I send it to the desk. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Pass it over to me and let me see what it is. 


DISTRICT METROPOLITAN RAILWAY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Secretary will report the modi- 
fied amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to the reso- 
lution with respect to street railways. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be directed to ob- 
tain from the proper officers of the Metropolitan Street Railway the information 
which by ion 22 of the charter of said railway is = to be annually 
transmitted to Con and similar information from all other street railways 
in the District of Columbia; and also oh’ Sonar railway companies have not 
made the annual reports required by the laws incorporating said com 
Said committee also inquire whether the rails laid and used by such com- 
— are of the most approved pattern, and whether the use of said rails has 

duly approved by the Secretary of the Interior; and if said rails are not of 
the most approved 
early replacement b 
qars as to the p: 

e place of horse-power upon said 
power to send for persons and papers and 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The amendment was to. 
- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on the resolu- 
tion as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


ALLOWANCE OF PENSION CLAIMS. by 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOOR- 
HEES] has the floor. 

Mr. VOORHEES. My colleagueand I agree that the matter presented 
by him shall be printed and go over under the rules until Monday, and 
I have no doubt we shall concur upon the matter then when it comes 
up. Isuppose the paper presented by my colleague might be designated 
as an amendment to the substitute proposed by me. I am certainly 
willing that it shall be printed so that we can read it carefully, and I 
have no doubt on Monday that we can come to an understanding as to 
the line on which the investigation shall be conducted. - 

Mr. HARRISON, I will say in that connection, as I do not see the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN] here, that I incorporated his amend- 
ment, modifying it so as instead of extending it into a general inquiry 
into the administration of the office to confine it to the direction of the 
matter he suggested, namely, the matter of appointments and removals 
and not the general question. That is also to be printed as a part of 
my ition: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Indiana offer 
the amendment now? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, sir. I offer it now and ask that it may be 
printed, and on the request of my colleague I consent that it may go 


over until Monday. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire that it be 
read now? 
Mr. HARRISON. It is not important to read it, I think. i 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment, which is in the 
oats: will be printed, and the whole matter will lie over until 
onday. . 


The amendment proposed by Mr. HARRISON is to make the resolu- 
tion read: 


ber 18, 1885, has stated that— s 
i Pension Bureau was all but avowedly a political machine, 
g adherents of a single or- 
ganization, who had for the claimant other tests than those of the law, and w. 
yeguired, in addition to service in the field, submission to and support of a party 
ore pensions were granted. Not always, butoften was this true; rome gpa hd 
but surely were the tests applied; and the vast machinery of a prof y- 
ernmental office became a party power. The enormous array of the ical 
boards established in every quarter was almost solidly partisan; made so not 
openly but surely. People of one faith filled every one of the agencies. 
Examiners, trained in unscrupulous schools, traversed the land as recruiting 
sergeants for a party. 

Chiefs of divisions, assistants, clerks, messengers, messenger boys, watchmen, 
and laborers were all-but entirely from the one school. Veteran service could 
not secure continuance in office, and at the behest and demand of partisans be- 
yond the office old emiployés were cut adrift and zealous rufflers placed in mae 

y mig 


pattern, what measures may be necessary to secure their 

those which are of such Sparered pateri ; and also in- 
ety of the substitution of steam or er motive power in 
And said committee have 


; leaves of a ce were ted that the active men of 
dominate over the elections. holesale di were made for partisan 
ends anda careful study of the tables 2L and ZLA of this report will show how 


546 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, — 


JANUARY 8, - 


a tide of men and money was poured by this office into the sections where po- 
litical struggie was any sence, Therefore, j 

Beitresolved, That the Committee on Expenditures of Public Money is hereby 
directed to inquire into the truth of said ion and to report the facts and 
testimony presented before them to the Senate. Said committee is authorized 
to send for persons and papers and to employ a stenographer, expenses in- 
Penei upon such investigation shall be paid from the contingent fund of the 

nate. : 

Resolved, further, That said committee be also directed to inquireinto the man- 
ner in which the Pension Office hus been conducted and administered by the 

resent Commissioner of Pensions in the matter of appointments to or removals 
Koon gftice, and to report the facts to the Senate. 


EMERSON ETHERIDGE AND WILLIAM B. STOKES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first bill on the Calendar will 
now be stated. 

The bill (S. 506) for the relief of Emerson Etheridge and William B. 
Stokes was announced as first in order, and the Senate, as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. JACKSON 
January 6, 1886: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 506) for the relief 
of Emerson Etheridge and William B. Stokes, having examined the same, re- 
spectfully report: 

That on the 13th of June, 1866, the said Emerson Etheridge and William B. 
Stokes became the sureties of James P. T. Carter, on his official bond as secre- 
tary of the Territory of Arizona, said bond being inthe sum of $20,000, and 
conditioned that if the said Carter should faith :lly and diligently perform, ex- 
ecute. and discharge, and should continue fai...:ully and diligently to perform, 
execute, fand disu „all and singular the duties of said office according to 
law, then the obligation to be void and of noeffect, It contained a further stip- 
ulation for annual settlements by the said Carter while in office as such secre- 


bond, annual settlements of his accounts with the proper officers of the 
during his life, and subsequently his wife filed with the Department his vouchers 
covering his expenditures from te of his last up to the day of 


priated and bave since co’ At the date of his death William B. es, 
one of the sureties, was of considerable property, but has since be- 
comeinsolvent. The other surety, Etheridge, is now in moderate circumstances, 


being possessed of real and personal estate to the value of about $10,000, though 
at the time of Carter’s death he was aman of cons rtune. 


early as 1871, but was brough: 
to the notice or knowledge of Carter’s sureties till 1885, when suit was insti- 
the Government against them in the United States district 

West Tennessee to recover said balance, with interest. That suit is now pend- 


with ed 
what he considered legitimate and 


to or co: in anysense a defaul 
owed to remain in ignorance of any balance found 
him by the disallowance of credits for which youchers were until 
April, 1885, when their own condition and circumstances were materiall 
changed. ‘Etheridge is now the only one from whom this balance can be col- 
lected. Its enforcement against him will take his entire estate,and leave him, 
in his declining years, after an honorable life as a private citizen and public 
servant, without even the means of support. ` 
Under such and after such a la 


The sureties were 


which wasactually and “bona fide” expended forthe Goternment. This would 
-i E toward the solvent surety, and agreat 


At the first session of the Forty-eighth Congress your committee reported 
favorably a bill for the relief of Eugene B. Rail and other sureties of David L. 
Gregg, receiver of public moneys at Carson City, Nev. Gregg was appointed in 
March, 1865, and died in 1868. On the settlement of hisaccount in December, 1868, 
there appeared a deficiency of $10,141.89. No notice of a defaleation was given 
to his sureties until suit wascommenced against them in 1881, twelve years after 


Mr. MORRILL. I should be very glad if I could find any sufficient 
reason for voting in favor of this bill, for I hada very pleasant acquaint- 
ance with Mr. Etheridge in the other House, buf I do not see how we 
can enforce the collection of any bond in any similar case unless this 
be enforced. There is no reason that would apply unless it be the 
fact that the Government did not instantly dismiss this officer and com- 
mence some legal proceedings for the collection of the bonds given in 
this tase. 

It hardly seems to me that this is a case where we can afford to give 
relief. I think the passage of this bill would set a precedent that 
would justify us in setting aside the collection of the bond of any col- 
lector who may be a defaulter or any collector who may have unsettled 
accounts in the Treasury Department. I do not see a sufficient reason 
that would justify us in foregoing our rights in this case. 

Mr. DOLPH. _ I call for the reading of the views of the minority. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The views of the minority will be 
read. - 

The Secretary read the views submitted by Mr. DOLPH, as the views 
of the minority of the Committee on Claims, as follows: 

Tam unable to agree with the majority of the committee. 

This case is one of undoubted hardship, but there are a great many similar 
cases, and suits upon official bonds involving equal hardship to sureties are prob- 
ably pending in the Federal courts in every State of the Union. The delay of 
the Government in the settiement of the accounts of the late secretary of Ari- 
zona Territory. as shown in the majority report, has not been greater than in 
other cases. If there have been improper disallowances in the settlement of the 
accounts in this ease by the officers of the Treasury Department, the items of ae- 
count so disallowed will be credited to the sureties on the official bond upon the 
trial of the cause. . 

To grant relief by a private act in this ease would be to invite other sureties 
bes official bonds, under similar circumstances, to apply to Congress for relief. 
If, in the opinion of Congress, a statute of limitations in such cases is desirable. 
orif more prompt settlement of official accounts by the Treasury Department 
should be made, these objects should be reached by general laws. - 

It is impracticable for Congress to legislate for each individual ease of sup- 
posed hardship in the administration of the vast and complicated mach. of 
the Government, and by attempting to do so in the crowded condition of the 
business of Congress at every session would result in securing relief in an occa- 
sional case only, while the great number of equally deserving cases would fail 
to receive consideration. If there isa precedent for granting relief in such cases 
it is a bad one and should not be followed. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I have no doubt that this is a case of very great 
hardship on the bondsman. It appears from the report that Mr. Car- 
ter died in 1889. His accounts were then in the Treasury Department 
and all the facts connected with his defalcation, if it may be called a 
defalcation, were known to the Treasury Department in 1871. They 
slept upon that knowledge, and Mr. Etheridge, who is represented at 
that time to have been im fair cireumstances and who was associated 
with other securities who might have paid a part of this money, has been 
damnified by the laches of the Government itself. 

Mr. HOAR. The principal himself was perfectly good and was liv- 
ing when the disallowance was made. 

Mr.SAULSBURY. The principal himselfat that time, I understand, 
was perfectly . Itseems to me to bea matter of very great hard- 
ship to Mr. Etheridge, the Government sleeping on its knowledge until 
1885, that the Government now should exact compliance with the bond. 

I think there has been dereliction on the part of the officials 
heretofore. As soon as they ascertained the liability of Mr. Carter on 
his bond to the Government they ought to have put it in process of col- 
lection. Then, if the information I hayeis correct that Mr. Carter him- 
self was msible and that the other securities on the bond were 
solvent, it would not have been so great a hardshipasitisnow. Iad- 
mit with the Senator from Vermont that it is a precedent to relieve 
securities from the obligations which they have entered into with the 
Government. It may become a precedent that will result in loss to 
the Treasury, but I can not find it in my heart to hold Mr. Etheridge 
in this case to strict compliance with his obligation when the facts in 
the case disclose that the Government itself has been guilty of laches 
in the enforcement of the bond of this principal. Ishali therefore vote 
for this bill, notwithstanding I believe it to be asa general rule a bad 
precedent to release men from the obligations which they have entered 
into to the Government. : 

Mr. DOLPH. In submitting the minority rt in this case I hardly 
expected to be able to defeat the passage of this bill, although there 
was a bare quorum of the Committee on Claims present when the re- 
port was ordered tobe made. I make the minority report for two rea- 
sons: First, because I can not conscientiously concur in the majority 
report; and, secondly, because I desire an opportunity of briefly calling 
the attention of the Senate to the present condition of Congress in re- 
gard to bills of relief and the present condition of business in the Com- 
mittee on Claims. I desire Congress to face the situation squarely and 
to understand that private bills for relief are increasing from year to 
year with great regularity, and that the number of meritorious bills 
which pass Congress is decreasing from year to year with like regularity, 
because the whole business of Congress is obstructed by the great num- 
ber of bills for private relief which are introduced. Still we goon from 
session to session of Congress, opening new doors, inviting new classes 
of claimants to come and present,their claims upon the assurance of prec- 
edents which we have established. 

In some remarks made by Speaker CARLISLE just before declaring 
the House of Representatives adjourned sine die at the close of the 
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Forty-eighth Congress he stated that the number of bills and joint 
resolutions, as shown by the records of the House of Representatives, 
introduced in the House during the first fifty years after the establish- 
ment of the Government was 8,777 and that the number of bills which 


had been introduced in the House d the Forty-cighth Congress 
was 8,630, only 147 bills less than were introduced during the first 
fifty years. During the Forty-seventh Congress the number of bills 
and joint resolutions introduced in the Senate was 2,652. During the 
Forty-eighth Congress the number of bills and joint resolutions intro- 
duced in the Senate was 2,806, being an increase of 154. During the 
Forty-sixth Congress the number of bills and petitions referred to the 
Committee on Claims was 478. During the Forty-seventh Congress 
the number of bills and petitions referred to that committee was 531, 
the number of reports made 156, no action on 375 bills. During the 
Forty-eighth Congress there were referred to the Committee on Claims 
640 bills and petitions, upon which written reports were made on 247, 
no action on 393, y 

During the present Congress, up to Wednesday last, there have been 
referred to the Committee on Claims 237 bills and petitions for relief. 
The reports made by the Committee on Claims during the Forty-eighth 
Congress are contained in two very respectable yolumes. I have aug 
told by a person familiar with the basiness of Congress during the Thirty- 
eighth Congress that thenumber of billsintroduced in the Senate during 
the first session did not exceed 400 and the number introduced during 
the entire Congress did not exceed 600. 

So the Senate will observe that there has been a constant increase of 
the number of bills introduced inté both branches of Congress, a con- 
stant increase inthe number referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
a constant increase of reports from the Committee on Claims; but as I 
assert, without being able to give the figures to show it, the number of 
bills passed for private relief has not been greatly increased. 

Now, what is the result of allthis? Business of importance, general 
legislation demanded by the country, fails to receive consideration, or 
if considered in one House fails to be taken up for consideration in the 
other. Even the appropriation hills, which by common consent have 
precedence, are often not duly considered by the committees to which 
they are referred and are frequently passed without any considerable 
consideration by the majority of Senators or Members of the House. 
The time of a very large number of Senators is occupied with examining 
and reporting on private claims, and they are unable to give attention 
to matters of general legislation and perform the duties that are ex- 
pected of them by the country. i $ 

That is not all, sir. This labor is generally fruitless of beneficial 
result, because while there are a great number of reports, as, I said 
before, but very few bills are 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s five minuteshave ex- 
pired. Does he desire unanimous consent to proceed? 

Mr EDMUNDS. I hope he will be allowed to proceed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to call 
the Senator’s attention to the fact that his time has expired. If there 
be no objection the Senator from Oregon will proceed. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ishall be as brief as possible. I think this is a 
proves time to present this matter, and I shall come to the pending 

ill directly. ` 

I said a moment ago the proportion of favorable reports from the Com- 
mittee on Claims that is acted upon is very small, and there are meri- 
torious cases pending now in both branches of cases in which 
there is no dispute about the liability of the Government, and which 
have been presented session after session for the last ten, twenty, 
thirty, and even forty years. The original claimants have grown sick 
at heart of the long delay and have died, but the claims live and are 
presented from session to session by their heirs or representatives. 

Whenever we open a door and make a precedent for the payment of 
any new claim, we simply invite persons having claims of a similar 
character all over the land to present them. Now what is proposed 
here? It is proposed to relieve the sureties upon. the official bond of 
the late secretary of the Territory of Arizona. Why? Because the 
Government has delayed the settlement of the accounts of the prin- 
cipal on the bond and delayed to call upon the sureties to respond for 
the deficiency in moneys received by him and because in the mean time 
one of the sureties has become insolvent, the estate of the principal 
has been settled and used up, and the solvent surety will he called 
upon to pay the whole amount. 

I have had some experience in prosecuting suits of this kind and in 
defending suits of this kind, and I do not now recollect a single case 
in which the delay of the Government has not caused similar hardshi 
not always to the same extent, but the difference is a difference of Fd 
gree only. I donot now recall having been connected with a single case 
in which there were several bondsmen on an official bond where some 
had not become insolvent and where the solvent bondsmen were not 
called upon to make up the portion of the deficiency which should have 
been borne by the insolvent sufeties. 

I do not now remember a case where if there had been a prompt ac- 
tion by the Government the principal himself might not have contrib- 
uted some portion of the amount due the Government. The difference 
between this case and a thousand cases now pending in the courts, or 


now being examined in the Departments and ready to be brought, is one 
of degree only. 

I understand this report to put this case substantially upon the ground 
that the Government has been tardy in its action, that one of the sureties 
has become insolvent, that the surety who is solvent is worth but $10,000, 
and that to ask him to respond to the penalty of this bond will impover- 
ish him. Sir, men are impoverished every day by complying with their 
contracts and paying surety debts to individuals and to the Government, 
andif this door is to be opened, if this precedent is to be established and 
our action in this case advertised to the country, we shall have one hun- 
dred bills of this kind before this Congress adjourns and five hundred at 
the next Congress. 

I do not understand the majority of the committee to report in favor 
of this bill because the money was expended, although without author- 
ity, by the secretary for the benefit of the United States, and that is not 
the report of the Secretary of the Treasury. He reports, it is true, that 
it was mostly expended for printing and clerk-hire, but it seems to have 
beenimproperly expended; it seems to have been illegally expended. I 
take it for granted, without being entirely familiar with the mannerin 
which these appropriations are made and the manner in which these ex- 
penditures aresettled, that either Congress in the first place appropriates 
acertain sum forsuch purposes and that the expenditure in this case must 
have been beyond the appropriation, or Congress in making appropria- 
tions leaves it with the Secretary of the Treasury or of the Interior, as 
the case may be, to determine how itshall be expended—and the expendi- 
turein,this case was unauthorized—or that Congress gives the secretaries 
of the Territories power to determine in what manner the expenditure 
shall be made. 

If the secretary of the Territory had power to determine the necessity 
for and the manner of expending the appropriation in the present case, 
then the court upon the trial will allow the sureties whatever he had 
authority to expend, notwithstanding it was disallowed by the Treasury 
Department. If he violated the orders of his superior, if he made ex- 
penditures where there was no appropriation, or used money put in his 
hands for one p for other purposes not authorized by law, he 
ought to be held liable for such misappropriation and his bondsmen 
oughttorespondforhim. Otherwise, instead of Congress being thejudge 
as to what amount of money shall be appropriated for the Territories 
the secretaries of the Territories will become the judges of the necessity 
for expenditures, and Congress will be only asked to make appropiations 
to supply the deficiency. 

If the recommendation in this report had been put upon the ground 
alone that the Government received the benefit of the most of the ex- 
penditures which caused this deficiency, I might have been content to 
allow the bill to pass without objection; but, as I say, that does not ap- 
pear to be the reason given in the majority report. I holdin my hand 
a report made by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] from 
the Committee on Territories in regard to the claim of Messrs. McElroy 
and Prosch for the sum of $1,946.64 due for printing for the Legislative 
Assembly of Washington Territory. These gentlemen were employed 
in 1871 by the then secretary of Washington Territory to dò certain 
printing. They printed certain official reports at the rates established 
by Government, but there had been some circulars sent out by the Treas- 
ury Department which had never been received by the secretary of the 
Territory forbidding the printing of such official reports. The amount 
was disallowed. I introduced a bill for their relief. It went to the 
Committee on Territories, and that committee reported unanimously 
against the allowance of the claim. ; 

These men are citizens of Washington Territory, printers, who paid 
out their money and did work for the Government. The Government 
had the benefit of it; but it was done contrary to the instructions of the 
Secretary of the Treasury to the secretary of the Territory, which were 
never received, and the Committee on Territories unanimously reported 
against the allowance of the claim. Now, sir, equality is equity; and 
if we arg going to grant relief in one case I want relief granted in an- 
other like case. If two committees of this body are to disagree on such 
propositions, if one may report against a bill of this kind and kill it, 
and another may report in favor of it and the bill pass and the relief be 
granted, I shall try to resurrect this claim in some way and endeavor to 
secure payment of it by referring it, not to the Committee on Territo- 
ries, but to the Committee on Claims, where, under the precedent now 
proposed to be established, it must receive favorable consideration. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, this report discloses the fact thatsome 
sixteen or more years ago the secretary of the Territory of Arizona ap- 
plied certain moneys to Territorial purposes which the Treasury De- 
partment has decided were not technically legal expenditures, and 
therefore the secretary of the Territory has been reported as a defaulter 
to the amount of such payments. It is not pretended that any part of 
these funds was appropriated to the use of the secretary; upon the con- 
trary, the affirmative fact appears that it was expended for Territorial 
purposes and no other, and purposes which the secretary believed to be 
legitimately legal, necessary, and proper. In view of which fact I doubt 
whether in equity and strict justice the secretary could be called upon 
to refund to the Treasury the money so expended. 

But ifit appeared that the money was appropriated by the secretary 
to his own use, or wasted by his negligence, this report shows a state 
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of facts upon which I should still vote to relieve the sureties from lia- 


bility. It appears that in 1871 the Treasury Department ascertained 
and declared this alleged defalcation, at which time the estate of Car- 
ter, the principal in the bond, was solvent and able to refund the amount, 
thus saving his sureties harmless; but the Government slumbered upon 
its rights from 1871, when it declared the default, until 1885, leaving 
these sureties in fancied security all of this time, and within which the 
principal in the bond died and his estate was distributed and passed 
beyond the power of the Government to reach it, and one of the sure- 
ties unfortunately became insolvent and wholly unable to contribute 
any part of thisliability, thus saddling the whole burden upon the one 
surviving and solvent surety, when, but for the culpable negligence 
of the Government for all of these years the sureties would have been 
relieved from all liability by the full payment by the principal of any 
liability which did exist, or if the demand had been made promptly 
after the death and distribution of the estate of the principal, each 
surety could have contributed his due proportion of the amount, put 
by the laches and negligence of the Government this entire liability is 
practically fixed upon the one solvent surety. 

This liability having descended to this surety by reason of the wrong- 
ful negligence of the Government, it can not injustice demand its pay- 
ment. I shall therefore take pleasure in voting to release the sureties 
from all liability in this case, and I will say in answer to the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MORRILE] that so far as I am concerned I shall be 
very glad to set the precedent of relieving sureties in this case and to 
follow the precedent in every case where the Government has slumbered 
upon its rights for long years and it can be clearly shown, as in this 
case, that the negligence of the Government has operated to the injury 
of the sureties. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, this is not the case of a defaulter in the 
ordinary sense, which imputes criminality or wrongdoing to the prin- 
cipal in the bond. It is the case of the secretary of a Territory who is 
authorized and bound to make,such expenditures as are reasonable for 
the public service; it is the case of a mistake of the public officer in the 
exercise of a discretion which he is bound to exercise under his official 
duty, but which is subject to revision by the Department at Wash- 


ington. 

Mr. MORRILL. What was the expenditure? 

Mr. HOAR. The ar was an expenditure for printing and 
clerk-hire for the use of the Territory. 

Mr. DOLPH. Is there anything to show what are the items given 
in the report? 

Mr. HOAR. The itemsare not given in the report, but the Com 
troller of the Treasury says that the balance which is claimed is 
up almost entirely of disallowances of such payments as I have men- 
tioned., The whole substance of the matter which we have before the 
Senate is made up in that way. Ido not know exactly what the slight 
exception may be. 

It seems to me that upon the facts reported by the committee, as has 
been already observed by the honorable Senator from Tennessee, there 
` would bêa perfectly equitable defense if this transaction had arisen be- 
tween private parties. If the creditor had discovered a default on the 
part of the principal and had slumbered upon that knowledge for four- 
teen years, failing to avail himself of his known remedy and failing to 
inform the sureties that they might avail themselves of their remedy, 
and in the mean time during that period the once solvent principal had 
become insolvent or had died and his property been destroyed beyond 
reach of the law, I suppose it is clear that that would be a case of laches 
which both in equity and at law would discharge the surety. 

That being the condition of the case, the question is whether it is fit- 
ting that the United States should avail itself of the principle that no 
laches can be imputed to the Government which it would be inequita- 
ble as between private parties to permit to be enforced. 

The honorable Senator from Oregon says that if we do that in the 
present condition of the law the legislative body of the country will be 
bound to investigate a large number of similar cases and see what exi- 
gencies are in them; and that is true. By our own neglect or failure 
to pass a proper statute of limitation and a law justly and properly de- 
fining and arranging the relations between the Government of the United 
States and the sureties on official bonds we are in that condition, and 
we ought to and are bound to take upon ourselves the function to which 
the Senator has alluded until we make a general law which covers the 


case, 

Mr. DOLPH. Ifthe Senator will permit I should like to ask hima 
question. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLPH. Has it not been the policy of the Government for a 
hundred years not to allow a surety to escape in such a case because 
suit was not brought within a definite time? 5 

Mr. HOAR. This is not a mere case of failure to bring suit within 
six or ten years. It is a case of knowledge of the default and slumber- 
ing upon that knowledge, allowing the surety to suppose the Govern- 
ment was satisfied with the accounts of the principal, and in the mean 
time the condition of the principal had changed from solvency to in- 
solvency. But I do not care what the policy which has come down on 
this subject from the Dark Ages may be; I say as a matter of sound 


policy now and of duty and of justice the United States should not en- 
force a claim of this kind. 

Mr. President, we have a case here in regard to this old gentleman, 
a man who, after having held important tions in public life, is at 
the age of more than three-score and ten left with a little pittance of 
$10,000 for his old age, every dollar of which the United States is asked 
to swoop down upon and take off. There is not a Senator within the 
sound of my voice who, if he stood in the relation to a private debtor 
which the United States stands in to this man, would not thrust his 
right hand into a brazier of burning coal rather than undertake to act 
as the Senator from Oregon desires that the representatives of the peo- 
ple of the United States should act. I understand that what is base, 
dishonest, and infamous for an individual becomes no less base, dis- 
honest, and infamous when it is an act of that aggregation of individu- 
als which we call a country. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to inform 
the Senator that his five minutes have expired. 

Mr. HOAR. Justa word more. I desire to say—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be noobjection the Senator 
will proceed. 7 

Mr. HOAR. The United States, like every other nation, is a moral 
heing. It is a being with credit, honor, sense of duty, obligation to 
morality, public faith, and with the right and the duty and the capacity 
to indulge in the sentiments of mercy and of pity in proper cases. If 
ever such a case arose, this is the case. : 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I think this report shows not 
only a case of hardship against the surety on this bond, but, as sug- 
gested by the Senator from Massachusetts, a case of great outrage on the 
part of the Government of the United States. The facts not only ap- 
pear in the report, but have been very forcibly stated by the Senator 
iom Tennessee, and I will not take the time of the Senate by narrating 

em. , 

Unfortunately this case does not stand alone, and, as suggested by the 
Senator from Oregon, there are many like it. ‘Two have come within 
my observation in my own State. One, the case of a suit against the 
sureties upon the bond of an Indian agent fifteen years after the defal- 
cation was discovered by the Government and ten years, or thereabouts, 
after the death, totally insolvent, of the principal uponthebond. The 
other was a case of a receiver of public moneys, where, many years after 
the insolvency but not the death of the principal, suit was instituted 
and recovery had from the sureties, or those of the sureties who re- 
mained solvent after this lapse of many years, who were forced to pay 
in each case large sums of money. The effort was made in both those 
cases to absolve the sureties from liability because of the laches of the 
Government of the United States, but the court in each case held, 
and I think held rightfully, notwithstanding the suggestion of my dis- 
tinguished friend the Senator from Massachusetts, that in the absence 
of a statute of limitation the sureties could not invoke this principle of 
laches as against the Government of the United States. 

But I rose not for the purpose of addressing myself particularly to 
this case of hardship, but to suggest to the Senate that there has been 
some negligence not only on the part of the executive officers of the 
United States but on the part of the Congress of the United States, and 
I may suggest perhaps a little negligence on the part of the Senate and 
some of its committees with reference to the remedy for cases of this 
character. It was in view of the two cases I have narrated that early 
in the first session of the Forty-eighth Congress I introduced a bill pro- 
posing that there should be notice to all sureties upon official bonds of 
the United States when a defalcation appeared to any of the examining 
and accounting officers of the United States, and that there should bea 
statute of limitations to operate for the benefit of sureties on such bonds. 
That bill early in the first session of the Forty-eighth Con was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary of this body, and there it slum- 
bered, and there it still sleeps, for notwithstanding the fact that it was 
introduced so early in the session no report ever came from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary upon it. Early in this session of Congress I 
introduced the billagain, and it will be found to be Senate bill No. 138. 
I propose to read its provisions for the reason that having the case at 
point provided for by this bill and as narrated in this report of the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and in view of the two cases that I have presented to 
the attention of the Senate, and others that undoubtedly will be known 
to other Senators, the Committee on the Judiciary may see that there 
is a chance for them to present to the Senate the proper remedy pro- 
vided for by bill No. 138. The first section reads: 

That hereafter whenever any deficiency shall be discovered in the acoounts of 
et official of the United States, or of any officer disbursing or chargeable with 
public money, it shall be the duty of the auditing officer making such discovery 
to at once notify the chief of the Department having control over the affairs of 
said officer of the nature and amount of said shortage, and it shall be the imme- 
diate duty of said chief of Departmentto at once notify all sureties upon the bond 
or bonds of said official of the nature of said sho’ and the amount thereof. 
Said notification shall be deemed sufficient if mailed at the post-office in the city 
of Washington, D. C., addressed to said sureties respectively, and directed to the 
post-office where said sureties may reside,if known; but a failure to give or 
mail such notice shall not discharge such surety or sureties upon such bond, 
The second section provides: 


That if upon the adjustment or settlement of the account of any official of the 
United States, or of any officer disbursing or chargeable with public money, it 
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shall appear that he is indebted to the United States, and suit therefor shall not be 
instituted within five years after such settlement and ae Area eos said account, 
the sureties on his bond shall not be liable for such indebtedness. 

This is in aceord with that other section of the statutes which pro- 
vides a three-years’ limitation as to the bonds of postmasters, and it 
seems to me that this bill should speedily become a law, simply that 
the Government of the United States may not be placed in the position 
described by the Senator from Massachusetts, where it becomes a party 
to a dishonest scheme to wrong innocent persons. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, were it not for a very peculiar 
feature in this case I would cast a silent vote on the subject, but there 
is a matter here that ought to arrest the attention of the Seriate and Con- 
gress and of the Departments of the Government. It is not pretended 
that this man Carter, whose sureties Stokes and Etheridge were, was a 
defaulter. It seems that in the transaction of the business of his office 
in disbursing Government money he made certain payments on accounts 
that were afterward disallowed. In the answer made by the Depart- 
ment to the committee I find that the Comptreller of the Treasury says: 

I find on examination that the balance found against James F. T. Carter, late 
secretary of Arizona, to wit, $9,469.09, is made up almost entirely of disallow- 
ances, Ife seems to have paid the said amount for rinting, clerk-hire, &c., in 
excess of what it was thought should have been paid and the amount he had 
been authorized to pay, 

There consequently could have been noimputation of adefault, All 
this could be and was known in the Department and could not be 
known to these sureties. In casting the accounts after he went out of 
office this circumstance became known upon the books of the Treas- 
ury, aud there remained known for fifteen years and six months with- 
out being communicated to these sureties. I beg Senators to mark this 
statement. ‘This isa very extraordinary case, and this report discloses 
a piece of as bad civil service as I ever knew on the part of the Govern- 
ment. Passing on the accounts of this man—a mere matter of account 
and settlement, with no imputation on his honesty or his honor—the 
accounting officers disallowed certain of his accounts amounting to over 
$9,000. ‘The accounting officers in the Department ascertained that al- 
leged deficiency in 1871, and it was not until 1885 that that fact was 
communicated to these sureties by suit being brought against them. 
If a grosser, more crying, unpardonable injustice could be done to men 
than that, I fail to know how. : 

I know it is very easy to talk about dangerous precedents, and every- 
body who comes here for relief against the Government is met with that 
ery. I will d to that, and say that I want less of this kind of 
dangerous pi ent on the part of the Government itself. When the 
authorities found that there was this amount disallowed they should in 
all fairness and common decency have notified these sureties of that 
fact, so that they could have taken care of the case. Inthe mean time, 
while these fifteen years were ranning—for fifteen years elapsed from 
the casting of this account and its ascertainment in the Treasury until 
_ suit was brought—one of the sureties became insolvent, shifting the 
entire burden onto one, which would not have been the case if the Gov- 
ernment had done its duty; and now the Government seeks to hold 
the one man for the entire amount, when at most he would have had 
but half to pay had the Government doneits duty. I know of no case 
in all my experience—and I have had some in regard to applications for 
relief on bonds since my service in this body—appealing so strongly to 
the common principles of old-fashioned honesty and fair play as this 
does. ‘ . 

It will afford me great pleasure to vote for this bill, but, as I say, I 
would have been content to have done so without saying a word, but I 
wanted to point out the real'evil which has been here committed, and 
that is on the part of the Government itself. 

Mr. DAWES. Before the Senator sits down I wish to be allowed to 
ask him a question. It may have been stated when I was out, but the 
Senator is familiar enough with the fact to state to the Senate what was 
the nature of the original default, z 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iwill state it over again to the Senator. Iwill 
state the case exactly. =, > 

Mr. DAWES. It may have been stated, but I have not heard it~ 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. Carter was secretary of the Territory of Ari- 
zona, and gaye a bond in the sum of $20,000 with William B. Stokes 
and Emerson Etheridge of Tennessee, as his sureties. After he went 
out of office the Department, in casting his accounts, disallowed certain 
payments of public money which he had made on account of the public 
service. 

Mr. DAWES. Not because he had appropriated them to himself? 

Mr. VOORHEES. He had not appropriated a dollar. Nota dollar 
went into his pocket improperly. There is no pretense of it. 
Comptroller so reports. He says: 

The public moneys with which he was intrusted as secretary of the Territory 


were all paid out in what he considered legitimate and proper expenditures in 
and for the public service and interests committed to his official care. 


It is like so many cases we know of where a public officer in the dis- 
bursement of money pays out $100 here and $100 there, which is after- 
ward disallowed and he has to make it good. That was the case here. 
There is no imputation on his honor or honesty. The amount thus 
found against him by this disallowance was known to the Department 
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in 1871, and yet they slept on that for fifteen years and six months and 
then brought suit against the only remaining solvent surety, the other 
surety in the mean time having becomeinsolvent; and yet gentlemen 
stand here and complain of this bill as setting a bad precedent! The 
bad precedent is in such civil service as that, and the sooner we stamp 
out that kind of practice the better it will be for all parties. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, Iam perfectly willing to make a prec- 
edent in this case. Iam quite willing that it shall not only be a prec- 
edent on the records here, but that it shall be put into the form of a 
statute, if you choose, that if the Government shall neglect for fourteen 
years, or twelve, or ten, or eight, or six, or three, to notify the sureties, it 
shal] lose all claim in the case. And this gives me another opportunity 
to enforce what I have tried to enforce many times heretofore. ‘ThisGoy- 
ernment has no right to enforce the letter of the law or boast of its jus- 
tice so long as it practices the grossest wholesale injustice in neglecting 
to provide for claimants against the Government any suitable tribunal 
to settle their claims. 

This Government ought to be suable as truly and as easily as a pri- 
vate citizen. Ido not care whether the claim is a thousand dollars or 
five dollars, it ought to be possible for a citizen who has that claim to 
bring it tosome tribunal and have a reasonably speedy and just trial. 

Of course, as the Senator from Oregon says, we have thousands and 
thousands of claims presented here, some of which have been yearly 
dinned in our ears for ten, twenty, thirty, forty years, and some of 
these claims are exactly as honestly due asour board bills. We keep 
these citizens here in this way. It isan eternal mortification to them, 
and it ought to be to us, because we give them no other place to go to. 
We are, of course, exercising the functions of a court of equity in such 
cases, and we must do so, not only of a court but of a sovereign dis- 
charging equitable duties. We must do so because we have given no 
remedy in the law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CALL in the chair). The hour 
of 2 o’clock has arrived. 

Mr. JACKSON. Iask consent of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EDMUNDS] to lay aside informally the regular order a few moments 
until we dispose of this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is Senate bill No. 
10. The Senator from Tennessee asks unanimous consent that this bill 
be laid aside informally. : 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will let the matter 
go over until Monday, retaining its place. After the spasm of virtue 
we have had exhibited here this morning I want to call the attention 
of the Senate a little more fully to how this power has been exercised 
in the last hundred years. 

Mr. JACKSON. Ihopethe Senator will withdraw his objection and 
let us take a vote. The bill is fully understood in all its magnitude, 
The facts are set out in the report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest that it go over until Monday, keeping 
its place, so that it may be still considered, as it would, in fact, under 
the rules, I believe. 

Mr. HARRIS. I beg to suggest to the Senator from Oregon that our 
experience admonishes us that if this matter goes over until Monday, 
while every fact pertaining to it now is completely understood—and I 
apprehend the Senate is ready to vote now—we shall have to go over 
the whole ground, and will go over the whole ground, on Monday, and 
consume the same amount of time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘Thatis very likely, because Iam inclined to think 
I shall be tempted to say something myself; but the Senator from Ore- 
gov, who has a sincere opposition to this bill on the ground of its oppo- 
sition to the formeraction of the Senate, as he understands it, wishes the 
bill to go over in order thatit may be further considered. I think, as it 
really "involves an important principle as the law now stands, it would 
be fair to settle it as a pecorens so that all committees can conform to 
it; and if we spend an hour about it on Monday, I do not think it will 
be time lost. Therefore I ask, if that is necessary, asI think it is not, 
that the bill go over until Monday and stand then in itspresent order, 
so that it will be the first thing in order on Monday morning. 

Mr. HARRIS. That will be the effect under the rule. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think so myself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I call for the regular order. 


POLYGAMY AND AFFAIRS IN UTAH. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 10) to amend an act entitled ‘‘Anact to amend sec- 
tion 5352 of the Revised Statutes of the United States in reference to 
bigamy, and for other purposes,” approved March 22, 1882. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. TkeSen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. ‘The proposed amendment is in the eighth line 
of the first section to strike out the words ‘‘and may be compelled;”? 
in the ninth line to strike out the word ‘‘ without’’ and insert ‘‘ with;’? 
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and in the tenth line, after the word ‘‘be,”’ to insert the words ‘‘ who 
is to be examined;’’ so as to read: 

The lawful husband or wife of the person accused shall be a competent wit- 
ness, and may be called to testify in such proceeding, examination, or prosecu- 
tion with the consent of the husband or wife, as the case may be, who is to be 
examined; but such witness shall not be permitted to testify as to any confi- 
dential statement or communication made by either husband or wife to each 
other during the existence of the marriage relation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to this 
amendment. : 

Mr. BROWN. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, Mr. President, before the question is put, 
although thereare hardly any of the friends of human liberty in the Sen- 
ate, I will appeal to the logical-minded and reform men here and call 
their attention to this thing. As the amendment of the Senator from 
Georgia now stands, I submit to him and to the Senate that it dimin- 
ishes the present force of the common law and requires the consent of 
the accused person, instead of the willingness of the person who is called 
to testify; but that, of course, is not what my friend from Georgia 

„means and it can be easily corrected if the Senate wishes to change 
what the committee have reported. Now on that point I wish tostate 
wn—_— 
g BROWN. With great respect to the opinion of the Senator from 
Vermont, I think he is mistaken about the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It may be. 

Mr. BROWN. It is with the consent of the party to be exaimed, not 
with the consent of the other. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That would raise a very difficult question, as we 
disayree, for any court that was called upon to decide it. Now I wish 
to state, in just a minute or two, to the what itseems clear the 
law now is on the ordinary rules of evidence. According to the ordi- 
nary rules of evidence at the common law the wife or husband is a 
witness against the other in criminal proceedings, to which this bill 
is of course entirely confined, in all cases of violence or crime commit- 
ted by one against the other. I think I am safe in saying, although 
there are some cases to the contrary, as there are on almost every prop- 
osition at the common law, that the common law now is that, being 
competent witnesses one against the other in respect of crimes committed 
by one against the other, they may be compellable to testify whether 
they consent or not, because when you come to the prosecution of crimes 
itis not a question of the redress of personal grievances, but it is a 
question of the interest of the good order of society in the punishment 
of crime whether the victim of that crime wishes to have it punished 
or not. That I think is the present common law. 

Now, when we come to what is the practice of the various States, I 
wish to call attention to the laws of two or three States the Senators 
from which havespoken. Here is thelaw of New Hampshire; but my 
friend from New Hampshire is notin, and I will pass that for a moment. 
Here is the law of Nebraska on the subject: 

The husband can in no case be a witness against the wife, nor the wife 
against the husband, except in a criminal proceeding for a crime committed by 
the one against the other, but they may in all criminal prosecutions be witnesses 
for each other. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Does the Senator find anything in that statute 
which compels them to be witnesses against each other? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator could be patient with me who can 
only say one thing at a time, different from my friend from Nebraska, 
he would have found out in a minute or two what I think about that. 
The statute of Nebraska provides that the husband and wife shall not 
be witnesses against each other except in a criminal proceeding for a 
crime committed by oneagainsttheother. Then the question is whether 
the offense of bigamy is a crime under the statutes of Nebraska, I will 
say of one against the other. I do not know whether under the prin- 
ciples of the common law, applied to this statute, the wife or the hus- 
band would bea competent witness against the other in a bigamy case; 
but I repeat what I said yesterday or the day before, that the commit- 
tee thought on a most careful examination of this subject that this was 
an offense, that, whether they were technically admissible or not, it was 
so nearly allied to what the common law considered to be a crime of the 
one against the other that it would be justifiable to provide that each 
should be a witness against the other in such a case. 

As my friend from Massachusetts [ Mr. HOAR] so pertinently suggests, 
the crime of bigamy is an offense which warrants a dissolution of the 
marriage tie on the application of the aggrieved party. 

The principle and the policy of the Nebraska statute is that in any 
offense which affects the marital relation, and therefore involves a crime 
of one against the other, each is a competent witness. My friend from 
Nebraska asked whether the statute says they are compellable to tes- 
tify, and that brings us to the key of this whole matter on this point. 
Wherever, by the Constitution of the United States or of any State a 
limitation upon the powers of courts of justice to compel testimony ex- 
ists, it is simply that no person shall be compelled to give evidence in a 
criminal prosecution against himself, and there it stops. That constitu- 
tional provision does not touch the relation of husband and wife at all. 
‘That was a matterof policy adopted by the common-law courts soas not 
to interfere with the sacred and confidential condition of affairs between 


the husband and wife and their supposed technical unity into one per- 
son by the marriage relation. Now comes this statnte of Nebraska, 
which says—— 

Me SAULSBURY. Will the Senator allow me to make a sugges- 
tion? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With pleasure. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. IfI understand him aright, he thinks in the 
case stated of an offense against the wife, at the common law she might 
be a competent witness against her husband. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; I did not say that positively. I said it was 
clear now by the common law that in all cases such as are stated in the 
Nebraska statute where a crime was committed by one against the 
other either might be a witness against the other. Whether bigamy 
would come within that on the techninal principles of the common law 
I did not undertake to say. 

Mr.SAULSBURY. Thad occasion once toappear in defense of a party 
charged with bigamy in my own State, the offense being alleged on the 
affidavit of the wife. I defended the accused on the ground that the 
wife was not a competent witness in a case of that kind to make an affi- 
davit, and the court in my State discharged the prisoner because he had 
not been properly held. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Exactly. That principle led me to state it as to 
bigamy as a question which at this day would be open to doubt whether 
without a statute it would fall within the ordinary class of crimes com- 
mitted by one against the other; but the committee thought that this 
was a crime committed by one against the other which would justify 
the Legislature in relieving the common law of all doubt or difficulty 
on that point, and providing that cither might be a witness to facts that 
did not relate to the communication of one to the other in their marital 
relation. ` 

Now we come to the question as to whether they can be compelled to 
testify, and I will go on with my answer to the Senator from Nebraska. 
Wherever the Jaw makes a person a competent witness (which is the 
languageof these statutes) he becomes a witness which the public prose- 
cutor has a right to call, and being a competent witness, unless some 
affirmative constitution or law declares that he shall not be compelled 
to testify, he must testify like any other witness, because when the law 
says a witness is competent it puts him on the footing of every other 
witness, and he is subject to every jurisdiction of the court to compel 
him to speak to the issues that are presented for trial. 

So, then, it seems to me that it is clear enough that wherever the hus- 
band and wife, without an express negation ina statute, are made com- 

t witnesses in any mattercriminal or civil, it does not depend upon 
the will of that witness, being competent, whether he will speak ornot; 
and in some of the States, as in Georgia, I believe, as I looked at the 
statute last year, it is expressly said that they shall not be compelled, 
but they may testify in certain cases, the Georgia lawyers perfectly un- 
derstanding the proposition I have just now stated, that wherever the 
law makes a person a competent witness that person isnot the judgeof ~ 
whether he will give the testimony that the law calls upon him to give 
or not, but is put on the footing of every other witness. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the chairman of the committee 
if he is not aware that in most of the States now the defendant in all 
criminal cases is made a competent witness, and if that has not been 
universally held to be dependent upon his will? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is almost universally stated, and I rather sus- 
pect universally stated in the statutes that make him a competent wit- 
ness, that he shall not be compelled to testify, and also that his not 
testifying shall not be alluded to by the counsel or taken any advantage 
of before the jury to raise the presumption that he did not want to go 
on the stand. 

Mr. TELLER. That is undoubtedly true in some States, but it is 
not so in all. 

Mr. BROWN. If the Senator from Vermont will allow me an inter- 
ruption for a moment, I do not think he states the statute of Georgia 
quite fairly. The law there does permit husband or wife in certain 
cases, and especially the wife, to be called to testify where she has suf- 
fered or is liable to great injury, where the husband bas inflicted injury 
on her or threatened injury; so that it is permissive but not compulsory. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; the statute says so in terms that she shall 
not be compelled to do it. 

Mr. BROWN. She is not compelled to testify at all. If she desires 
to testify she is competent to testify in a limited class of cases only. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, and the statute says in distinct terms, if I 
remember it correctly—it is a long time since I have seen it—that she 
shall not be compelled to do it, in order to get her out of the attitude of 


‘a merely competent witness, because being merely a competent witness 


she is like every other witness and subject to the compulsory jurisdiction 
of the court to testify. That is clearly thelaw. SoI think I am jus- 
tified in repeating what I said the otherday, that the principle involved 
in this section as the Judiciary Committee studied it and prepared it 
and reported it is the principle involved in the statutes of these various 
States. Here is Colorado, for instance, which puts it, I believe, on sub- 
stantially the same grounds: 


A husband shall not be examined for or against his wife without her consent, 
nor a wife for oragainst her husband without his consent; nor shall either, dur- 
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ing the marriage or afterwards, be, without the consent of the other, examined 


rests any Sturge no ayers mena by Sz dearth the other during the marriage. = 
18 exce: proceed against 
other, ae raph pale ery goon tg pipia ypa Tor a s Sooper by one 
against the other, 

So that it really, on the principle of the thing, brings it down to the 
question, supposing we were trying to follow the spirit of the statutes 
of these various States (and I have only just taken a few of them; I 
could not wait to go through with all that have any statutes on the 
subject), whether the principle reported by the committee involves the 
idea that the crime of bigamy by a married man_is or is not not only a 
crime against society of the worst description, but a crime against his 
first, true, and lawful wife. The committee thought it was, in morals 
and in justice, and proposed to authorize the courts of justice to make 
that woman a competent witness and to authorize the courts of justice 
to examine her as to all facts that did not come into the communica- 
tions which the marital relation implies. ~ 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator if the committee, 
believing that that was the construction, examined for any precedent. 
There haye been many decisions and eatery oa the question whether 
the wife was competent to testify against the husband or the husband 
against the wife in a case of bigamy. I think the committee could 
find some light on that subject. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very likely we could find a great deal of light if 
we continued to examine. We thought we had found light enough to 
ask the Senate of the United States to make a law which should break 
up, as far as furnishing testimony would go, polygamous relations ex- 
isting between certain persons, and that, under whatever influence the 
first and true wife might be, the hand of society and the hand of justice 
and the hand of good morals should require her to come forward and 
testify that she was married lawfully to the person accused. That is 
all there is of it, and it seems to me that it is a provision which every- 
body ought to agree is wise and right. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I cannot agree with the Senator from 
Vermont that the rule in reference to the protection of the wife or the 
husband from giving testimony against the other in a criminal prose- 
cution is a rule founded in public policy for the punishment of crime. 
It was a rule intended to protect the wife and the husband. It was for 
the peace and quiet and good order of the family. The rule aslaiddown 
by Greenleaf is as follows: 


Sxc. 334. The rule, by which parties are excluded from being witnesses for 
themselves, applies to the case of husband and wife, neither of them being ad- 
missible as a witness in a cause, civil or criminal, in which the other is a party. 
This exclusion is founded partly on the identity of their legal rights and inter- 


ests, and partly on principles o: eee policy, which lie at the basis of civil so- 
—_~ For it is essential to the happiness of social life that the confidence sub- 
si g between husband and wife 


uld be sacredly protected and cherished 
in its most unlimited extent; and to break down or impair the great principles 
which protect the sanctities of that relation would be to destroy the best so. 
of human existence, 

The exceptions to the rule are laid down as follows by fhe same 
author: 


against him on an indictment fora nig = committed on her own person; or, for 
an assault and battery upon her; or, for maliciously shooting her. She may 
also exhibit articles of peace him; in which case her affidavit shall net 
be allowed to be controlled overthrown by his own. 


So that the exceptions to the rule really are all for the protection of 
the wife against personal injuries or personal violence. 

Mr. EDMUNDS.. And for public justice, as the Senator read. 

Mr. BROWN. Thatisnottherule generally. Public justice is one 
of the objects, but it is the public justice that applies to her, and it is 
to protect her where she could not otherwise be protected. 

. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him, I 
wish to ask him the plain and straight question whether he does not 
think that a man having one lawful wife and going and marrying an- 
other commits a personal injury against the lawful wife? 

Mr. BROWN. I think he commits a crime against society. 

srs Ne a But that is not my question. 

r. BROWN. It is not simply a personal injury against her. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Notsimply, but is it not a personal injury ? 

Mr. BROWN. Itis a wrong, but it isnot a wrong that the common 
law gives her a te to testify about. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very likely, andthat is why we wish to pass this 
statute. But my question is, is it not a wrong, a moral and religious 
public crime against ber as well as against society ? 

Mr. BROWN. It is a public crime against the wife, but not one of 
the character that the great authors of the law, those who gave us the 
common law, considered a proper one for her to be called as a witness. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But the Senator ought to remember that at the 
common law there was not any punishment for polygamy or bigamy at 


all or for adultery, and therefore the common law never had any such 


cases to deal with. 

Mr. BROWN. In most of the States of the Union even up to this 
day the common Jaw has not been to the extent that the Sen- 
ator proposes toextend it. In fact, if such law has passed in any of the 
States I am not aware of it. In the multiplicity of legislation in the 
thirty-eight States there may have been some instances, but I am not 
aware of it and I donot think the Senator has shown it. I think there 
has been no instance where any one of the thirty-eight States has en- 
acted a law making the wife a competent witness in a case of bigamy 
or polygamy. We are proposing, therefore, to go beyond what any 
State or probably any other civilized state in the world hasdone. I 
can not speak for all of them, but I am not aware of any instance, and 
as the Senator’s search has been thorough in this matter I presume 
there is none, because he has produced none. 

Again, so far as the execution of the law is concerned, the Senator 
certainly does not need this additional legislation. As matters now 
stand in Utah it is only n to make a prima facie case, and a 
very light one at that, to convict a Mormon. If you arraign him and 
put him on trial his conviction follows almost asa certainty. The 
judge is nominated to the Senate and confirmed and sent there to con- 
vict in such cases, and if we notice their rulings it generally results in 
that way. The district attorney is sent there to take every advantage 
of every technicality he can for conviction. The juror is put upon the 
stand and required to swear that he does not believe polygamy is 
right—not in that language, but that is the substance—before he can 
serve. 


It is said that that is necessary to his impartiality, and yet the effect 
of it is that he swears he does not believe that it is right, showing that 
he is partial on the otherside. If he were to swear that he did not be- 
lieve it was right he would be partial on that side. In other words, in’ 
either case if he is an honest man he would hear the evidence and de- 
cide according to the evidence and the law as given him by the court; 
but he is bound to take an oath that he does not believe in polygamy be- 
fore hecansitonthejury. Ihave beeninformed by one whom believe 
to be a reliable, truthful gentleman, who has heard some of those trials, 
that the prosecuting attorney goes one step further occasionally and 
asks, ‘‘ Are your sympathies with the prosecution?” and if the juror 
answers in the affirmative there is very little trouble about taking him. 
In other words, the courts are organized there to convict. 

Hence the present legislation which bears the name of the honorable 
Senator from Vermont is ample on this question to break up polygamy. 
There is no use forenacting laws which are in violation of the common 
law, and which are very questionable at least as to their propriety on 
principle, to suppress polygamy in Utah. The heads of the church, 
the president of it, and the leading men of it, I am told, are fugitives 
andcan notbe found. The penitentiariesand jailsare being filled with 
those convicted of polygamy. It is obliged to be suppressed and es- 
pecially with the machinery that we have there nowappointed for that 
P and that sole purpose, for they seem to have very little else to 
do, and they do their work welland thoroughly. Whether it isexactly 
well in the sense of a just trial I will not say, but they are certainly 
carrying out the objects of the legislation. If reports be true, they are 
giving every doubt against the criminal instead of giving the doubt in 
his favor. They are certainly not giving him a very fair trial accord- 
ing to the mode of trial in most of the States and Territories. 

Therefore I do not think, and I trust the Senate will not think, that 
it is necessary to break down long and well-established rules of law 
that have been considered by our ancestry as necessary to the preser- 
vation of peace and harmony for the purpose of making the laws more 
stringent in Utah. They are ample on this question; there is no diffi- 
culty about that; and by the way as they are now being enforced po- 
lygamy will very soon be a thing of the past there. If it is practiced 
it will have to be practiced in a manner that nobody knows it, and that 
no officer of the law and no detective and no spy can find it out. So I 
do not see the necessity of breaking down a sacred rule of so longstand- 
ing for the purpose of adding to the legislation which we already have 
on that subject. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Georgia hasin my humble opin- 
ion—and I speak with some information—done a gross injustice to the 
judicial and executive establishment of the United States in Utah. 

Mr. BROWN. I said nothing about the executive, but the court and 
its machinery, its officers. t . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should be glad to know if the district attorney 
is not apart of the executiveestablishmentinUtah TheSenatorspoke 
of the district attorney by that name. 

Mr. BROWN. He is rather an officer of the court. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Isay he is an executive officer appointed by the 
President of the United States by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, unless I am greatly mistaken. 

Mr. BROWN. ‘Thejudgeisappointedinthesame way. Is thejudge 
an executive officer or a judicial officer? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Heisa judicial officer, but the district attorney is 
an executive officer. 

Tg BROWN. Thedistrict attorney is his assistant in executing the 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. I leave my friend from Georgia to have that 
opinion, if he wishes it, withont any further remark of mine; but by 
whatever name we call it, the Senator from Georgia has done, on the 
report of a person whom he believes to have been a candid person, a 
gross injustice. The establishment in Utah has not been sent there 
for the purpose of persecuting anybody. It has been sent there as 
every judicial and executive establishment ought to be sent to every 
State and Territory, so far as the United States is concerned, for the 
purpose of executing law and administering justice and punishing 
crime. I hope that is what they are sent to Georgia for, if we can 
imagine, and I do it with great diffidence, that it is possible any crime 
could be committed in the State of Georgia. 

I have read the verbatim reports of a great many of the polygamy 
trials in Utah occurring within the last year and the challenges and ex- 
aminations of persons called on the juries, and I have never seen any 
such question, or anything like it, as that which the Senator from 
Georgia states in the Senate of the United States some district attorney 
has asked a juror whether he was in sympathy with the prosecution; 
and I do not believe, with great respect to his informant, that any such 
thing ever occurred. 

But it may be rightly stated in this connection that when a juror is 
called and is examined as to his qualifications as a juror, if there is any 
doubt either in the mind of thechallenging or the other party as to how 
that juror really stands, and they suspect him of equivocating or hang- 
ing back, just as in the cross-examination of a witness, a great many 
questions are asked which go very far from the real point apparently to 
testify to the two other jurors who may be the triers, or to the court, as 
I believe it is in these instances, what the real make-up and composi- 
tion of that juror’s mind is about fair play in the cause that he is to 

hear. However, I should be willing to offer a large reward, payable 
not out of the Treasury of the United States but out of my own some- 
what slender pocket, for any instance in which a district attorney in 
Utah has asked a juror whether he was in sympathy with the prose- 
cution. I do not believe it. 

Mr. BROWN. I do not care to go over the same ground again, but 
I have no doubt about the correctness of the statement I have made, 
though I may have been mistaken. 

Mr. CULLOM. TI only desire to say a word as to one of the judges of 
the Territory of Utah. It happens to be my privilege to know the chief- 
justice there, and I desire to say of that gentleman that he was notan ap- 
plicant for and that no person wasasking his appointment to the position 
of chief-justice of that Territory, but he was simply willing to take a 
position in one of the Territories. Heisanold judge, a gentleman who 
was on the circuit bench of the State of Illinois for some eleven years 
prior to his appointment to the office which he holdsin Utah now, which 
was given to him during the last year of the last national administra- 
tion, and I know that there is no question as to the purity of his char- 
acter or as to his ability and impartiality in the administration of jus- 
tice wherever he may be. 

Mr. TELLER. Yesterday, when I was on the floor, the Senator 
from Illinois asked me if I thought the chief-justice of that Territory 
had been guilty of any improper conduct. It did not occur to me at 
the time who the chief-justice was. I had made, as I said then, no 
accusation against the court; but it occurred to me afterward, on re- 
flection, that he was appointed from Illinois. I had some connection 
with his appointment, not having any power, of course, to appoint him, 
but I was consulted; and I am satisfied that the statement made by 
the Senator from Illinois is entirely correct, that Judge Zane is in every 
way qualified and has gone to Utah with a very proper spirit. Ido 
not believe myself that he would be guilty of any improper conduct in 
his court, Iam sorry I can not say that of judges who have long since 
left that bench, but I am willing to say that in defense of Judge Zane 
if anybody thought I intended to reflect upon him. As to the others, 
I do not now remember who they are. I have never heard any com- 
plaint against them. I. not know who the marshal is, neither do I 
know who is the United States attorney. I have never intended to re- 
flect upon any of the gentlemen who compose the present force of that 
court. 

Mr.CULLOM. I did not understand the Senator from Colorado to 
intend any reflection upon any of the judges of the Territory who are 
now in office there, especially upon the judge referred to. I wish to 
say farther that the present chief-justice, Judge Zane, who was ap- 
pointed from Illinois, has perhaps tried most of the cases that the Sen- 
ator from Georgia refers to, and I desire to say to him and to the Sen- 
ate that some of the cases which are on all fours with all the rest which 
have been tried involving the question of polygamy have gone to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and his decisions and rulings have 
there been sustained by that court. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. [ask the Senate to indulge me only a moment 
in explanation of what certainly seems to be a very remarkable con- 
struction placed upon the statute of Nebraska by the Senator from Ver- 
mont. I suppose it is not necessary to offer an apology or to ask any- 
body’s pardon for objecting to what seems to be an obnoxious principle 
inserted ina meritorious bill. I willsay to the Senator that I am will- 
ing to go as far as and further than himsel! in ifprooting the system of 
polygamy in Utah. I would very much prefer tovote for such ameas- 


ure as was suggested by the Senator from Illinois, to take away polit- 
ical power from the Territory entirely afid place it in the hands of the 
commission which we have there with nothing to do, and give them 
something to do by placing the political power of the Territory in their 
hands. I would very much prefer to do that, and I apprehend that is 
going further than the Senator from Vermont would be willing to goin 
this matter. Then I think we should reach this difficulty. As I said 
yesterday, we have been doing this for four years practically with no 
forward movement, and under the act of 1882 and this bill we shall 
projably progress four years more with no other results than we have 
to-day. 

The lawmakers of Nebraska supposed that the statute read by the 
Senator from Vermont was plain, and yet my friend seems to give it a 
forced construction by propounding an inquiry and himself giving the 
answer. I understand the theory of the deviation from the conrmon 
law to be that it is in the interest of society—so the Senator from Ver- 
mont says—and that in some cases in the interest of society the hus- 
band and wife are allowed to testify one against the other. I appre- 
hend the Senator gives the wrong reason for it. Itis notin thé interest 
of society specially, because if that were so why stop? Is it not in 
the interest of society that a person should swear to the commission of 
murder as much as to the fact of a marriage solemnization? If in the 
interest of society, is not the testimony in cases of robbery and arson 
and all other crimes known from that to murder as much to be pro- 
tected? If in the interest of society the wife can disclose the matter 
of a grave crime committed by her husband against the public peace 
and society, why should it stop? 

But then I think the Senator confutes his own idea by saying that 
in Nebraska and other States they are allowed to testify because it is 
to reach the personal injury, and he propounded the question to the 
Senator from Georgia, Is not bigamy a personal injury? If the allow- 
ance of the testimony of the husband or wife be put upon the ground 
of the personal injury from the one to theother, then certainly it is not 
upon the broad ground of public policy or the interest of society. The 
latter suggestion of the Senator from Vermont is evidently correct, be- 
cause in no instance probably where it is detailed in any statute is it 
applied except where the husband and wile can only redress themselves 
by being allowed to be witnesses in their own behalf, and that is borne 
out in the statute of Nebraska itself. 

So also in the statute of the State of New York, which expressly pro- 
vides thatit can only be in the case of bigamy, and then the Senator 
asks, Is not bigamy a personal injury to the wife or husband? It may 
be so in the case of bigamy, but then the statute provides that only one 
fact can be proven by the testimony of the accused’s marriage partner, 
only the fact of marriage. So in the case of divorce on the ground ot 
adultery the wife may be a witness or the husband may be a witness, 
but not a general witness. The statute of the State of New York says 
such withesses can only testify to the fact of marriage—nothing more— 
notin the interest ofsociety, as the Senator says, because, if so, why con- 
fine it there? The wife may know the fact of the bigamy, but she can 
only swear to herown marriage, Whystopthere? Society is not pro- 
tected if the husband or wife knows the true fact which would convict 
the other, and the statute says that only one fact is to be proven. 

So, too, in the case of divorce for adultery, the wife may know the 
fact that would convict the husband of the gravamen, of the main 
charge, but the statute keeps her lips sealed, and says in such a case 
you can only prove the fact of marriage by her testimony, and then the 
statute provides no further. Her lips are sealed, and yet the Senator 
says that the break is madcin fhe interest of society, although the wit- 
ness is stopped by the Legislature right there. s 

The other point is right, as my friend suggests. Itis, undoubtedly, 
where the personal injury is tothe husband or wife. Now mark: 

The husband can in no case— 

Iam reading now from the Nebraska statute to which the Senator 

referred— 


The husband can in no case be a witness against the wife, nor the wife arainst 
the husband, except in a criminal p for a crime committed by the one 
against the other, 


‘í In a criminal proceeding for a crime committed by the one against 
the other;’’ and my friend says that bigamy isa personal injury. But 
that is not the statute of Nebraska. I asked my friend if the statute 
said ‘‘ compel,” and then he rebuked me for my impatience by desiring 
that I shonld wait until he could give a construction which I think the 
statute nowhere can bear. . 

The lips of the wife are sealed. The husband can in no case be a wit- 
ness against the wife or the wife against the husband except in a crim- 
inal proceeding by the one against the other. I submit to the Senator if 
the language is not plain, that itis permissive and not compellable. If 
the wife comes into court to arraign her husband for assault and battery 
upon herand she begins the prosecution, if the proceeding is commenced 
by her, she may be allowed to follow that by herowntestimony. Itis 
perfectly plain. She must be the moving instrument in the prosecution 
against him, in the criminal proceeding, and in such a caseonly can she 
be a witness. If society arraigns her husband, if the public authority 
arraigns her husband for an assault upon herself, then she can not be a 
witness even if she desires to be. It is only where she is the author, 
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the mover of the criminal proceeding against him, that she is allowed 
to be a witness. 
But they may in all criminal prosecutions be witnesses for each other. 


Yet the Senator would claim that the novel, the startling doctrine 
introduced in this bill is sustained by the statute of Nebraska, which 
provides, as I have stated, distinctly that in all criminal prosecutions 
husband and wife may be witnesses against each other. Will the Sena- 
tor put that language in this bill instead of that which the eommittee 
has placed there? That will settle this matter. Will he take the lan- 
guage from the statute of New York and put it in his bill instead of 
what is there? If he does that, I might be willing to vote for his propo- 
sition. Put it upon the ground that it is a new departure, and that 
the departure is justified by the exigencies of the peculiar situation of 
things in that Territory; but I protest here that the legislation ofevery 
State in this Union, the well-known and recognized principles of the 
law in every civilized nation under the sun, shall not be stigmatized 
by a proposition coupling it with thedoctrine here enunciated upon the 
ground that this new doctrine is only the reproduction of that which 
exists in a majority of the States of this Union. : 

Mr. BLAIR. I quite agree with the Senator from Vermont when he 
says that if the statute provides simply in express terms that the hus- 
band or the wife shall be a competent witness, and there be no restric- 
tion upon the expression, the witness may be compelled to testify by the 
ordinary processes of compulsion known tothe courts. I think itis due 
to the Senator from Vermont as well as to myself, afterall that has been 
said in regard to the statute of New Hampshire, that I place her statute 
upon this subject on the record, and I may say that so far as I have had 
any opportunity of examination this is the broadest statute in the way 
of liberalizing the common law that I have found anywhere. The sec- 
tions of the statute of New Hampshire which bear upon the subject are 
as follows: ? 

Sec. 20. A husband and wife are competent witnesses for or against each other, 
whether joined as parties or not, in all cases both civil and criminal. 

Sec. 21. The preceding section shall not be so construed as to render compe- 
tent the testimony of a husband or wife foror against each other as to any state- 
ment, conversation, letter,or other communication made by either of them to 
the other or to any other person ; nor as to other matters when it appears tothe 
court that the examination of either as a witness in relation thereto would lead 
to a violation of marital confidence, j- 

This statute has been so limited in its practical application by the dis- 
cretion of the courts that, as stated yesterday, although this statute has 
been one of the laws of our State since about 1866, I have never known 
an instance where in any criminal proceeding the wife has been com- 
pelled to testify against the husband in any case whatever, and my col- 
league [Mr. PIKE], not now on the floor of the Senate, certainly a law- 
yer of as large practice as any one whom I have ever known at the bar 
in our State, informs me that he has known of nosuchinstance. The 
statute has never been so construed, in any criminal proceeding at least, 
as to compel the husband or the wife to testify against his or her will; 
and, as will be seen fromthe exceptions mentioned in the statute itself, 
there would be but very little ground on which testimony from either 
of those sources, the husband or the wife, could be drawn for use in a 
prosecution. 

The Senator from Vermont cites this statute and says to the Senate 
that it is substantially a precedent for the which is employed 
in the bill. The language of the bill provides that— 

The lawful husband or wife— 

I emphasize the word ‘‘lawful,’’ because in the discussion yesterday 
I found that some Senators supposed that this objection was all against 
the compulsory testifying of those women who were not the wives, but 
the illicit associates of the Mormons. Let me remind Senators, if there 
are any who have not read the bill as yet or who do not comprehend 
what itis all about, that this is a provision that the lawful wife shall be 
compelled to testify against her will. Thatisall that is being objected 
to here. I was about to read the language itself, so that it may appeat 
in connection with that of the statute of our State: 

The lawful husband or wife of the person accused shall be a competent witness, 
and may be called and may be compelled to testify in such ing, exam- 
ination, or prosecution without the consent of the husband or wife, as the case 
may be; but such witness not be permitted to testify as to any confidential 
statement or communication made by either husband or wife to each other 
ing the existence of the marriage relation. 

How much of an exception is that? How much does this proposed 
statute lack of being one absolutely repealing the common law upon 
this subject and making the husband and wife witnesses in precisely 
the same way that they would be if the marriage relation did not exist 
between them? Whatever the husband has told the wife of an offense 
of this kind she can not testify to. How much knowledge is a wife 
likely to acquire from the voluntary communication of the husband in 
reference to a crime of this description? That is the only exception. 
The statement of the communication made directly from one party to 
the other is the only exception. Everything else may be testified to. 

Let us see precisely what is the issue raised by the pending amend- 
ment. The language of this section, if the amendment should be 
adopted, would still give the Government the control of the testimony 
of the husband or the wife whenever either is willing to testify, and all 
the facts that may be pertinent in the way of evidence for sustaining 


the prosecution. Itgives everything whenever such persons are willing 
to testify. We might well suppose that if the wife felt upon the whole 
that she was outraged and it was for her interest to testify in these 
prosecutions there would be no occasion for anything more than simply 
a statute which should permit her todo so. That the amendment of 
the Senator from Georgia proposes to give, to so far modify the common 
law as in all cases whatever to allow the parties to testify when they 
are willing to do so. Then what is it that is desirable here? What 
is tt that the Senator from Vermont desires? Simply to compel the 
lawful wife to testify when she does not want to do so, There is no 
controversy about anything else. You have all the rest. 

Now let us see in what cases a wife is likely not to desire to testify 
in such a way as to punish the husband who has committed this great 
wrong upon her. Can we conceive of any instance except where she 
knows it to be for her personal interest not to punish the husband? We 
can readily conceive that in that distant Territory, among that pauper- 
stricken population, as many of them are—for a Mormon is not ordi- 
narily a wealthy man—the lawful wife is entirely dependent upon the 
personal exertions of the husband for her maintenance and support and 
for that of her legitimate offspring. If she is not, if she can maintain 
herself and feels her outrage, is she not likely, under the measure as 
we propose to have it, to take the stand voluntarily and testify against 
her husband? But, as I said before, if she is not willing to testify, can 
it be for any reason except that she feels that, in addition to the wrong 
the husband has done to her by this wicked association, she herself is 
called upon to take the stand and by her testimony to become a prin- 
cipal witness in maintaining the prosecution, for she is not the chief 
witness. They can maintain the prosecution otherwise without this 
proposed statute; and she is to be compelled, after the injury the hus- 
band has already perpetrated upon her, to give the very testimony 
which may turn her out of doors to starve. 

It is that feature alone which is before the Senate, and itis that point 
alone in the proposed statute to which I object. Ido not feel called 
upon, as I think other Senators do, apparently, to disclaim that I have 
any sympathy with the Mormons. 1t never occurred to me that it was 
necessary in my State or anywhere else to guard against any supposed 
sympathy I might have with the Mormon Church or the Mormon prin- 
ciple. I want to see it destroyed; but it doesseem to me, when there 
is nothing at issue so far as this section is concerned between the Sen- 
ator from Vermont and those who object to the first section except the 
question whether the wife in suffering a great injury shall be obliged 
by her own testimony to inflict still more, that he might concede that 
much to those who.would like to arrive at the purposes of this bill and 
yet not be called upon thus to perpetrate an injury upon those unoffend- 
ing and already long-suffering wives in the Territory of Utah. Thatis 
all there is about it. 

I think the Senator ought to be willing to modify his bill so far as 
that is concerned. It is very palpable to everybody that he is entirely 
wrong in supposing there is a single legislative precedent on-the face 
of the earth for what he purposes to do here. Not one at least has 
been adduced here. 

Mr. BROWN. Yesterday afternoon I called attention to sections 19 
and 20 of the bill, section 19 providing a penalty for adultery and the 
twentieth section for fornication, and I proposed an amendment in this 
language: 

This and the preceding section shall apply as well to so-called Gentiles as to 
Mormons in the Territory of Utah. 

The Senator from Vermont made very light of the idea when I stated 
that it had been reported in newspapers that the judges in Utah had 
ruled that the phrase ‘‘ unlawful cohabitation” in the Edmunds act was 
intended not to regulate the conduct of Gentiles or of persons other than 
those who contracted plural marriages, but for the purpose of breaking 
up polygamy alone. The Senator said that any judge who had made 
such a ruling ought to be impeached, and I agree with him; I think it 
would be a proper ground for impeachment. I only spoke then from 
newspaper statements that I had seen; I did not know whether they 
were correct or not. 

{ now wish to give a little more direct authority on that question, and 
I will give the name of the gentleman. I had a talk with the repre- 
sentative of Utah in the House of Representatives, Mr. CAINE, and he 
gave me this statement, with authority to state in the Senate that itis 
so and that he can establish it. I make the statement not as my own, 
but because I think those people by their representative have a right 
to bring any facts they choose before the Senate when we are deliberat- 
ing upon a question of this character. He states the case of a Gentile 
whose name I can not now recollect, who was living in the Territory of 
Utah, having a wife and that wife having a sister living-with her, and 
illicit intercourse sprang up between the husband and the sister of the 
wife; the sister-in-law became a mother and she complained of the wrong 
that had been done her by her brother-in-law and of the wrong which 
he had induced her to commit; she went before a United States com- 
missioner and swore out a warrant against him, and the commissioner 
bound him over to appear at court or before the grand jury; application 
was then made to Chief-Justice Zane for a writ of habeas corpus, and 
the chief-justice granted the writ, and on the hearing di him, 
on theground that the Edmunds act was not intended toregulate mat- 


554 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 8, 


ters of that character, but applied only to polygamy or polygamous mar- 
riages, or plurality of marriages, and so dismissed him on the writ of 
habeas corpus. Ido not make this statement with any personal knowl- 
edge, but because I have been authorized by the representative of the 
Territory of Utah to state that such a case has occurred there. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not know anything about the instance, which 
of course should not affect our regulations of law, because as I say any 
judge who decides as has beenstated ought to be impeached; but know- 
ingsomething of the character and legal accomplishments of Judge Zane 
I feel safe in saying, without knowing anything about the case, that 
when the papers are got and we find what that case was, the Senator 
from Georgia will see that the statement of Mr. CAINE is entirely inap- 
plicable to the case which was before that judge, and he will not find 
any such thing as he states. 

Mr. BROWN. IfI find that to be the case I shall retract the state- 
ment with very great pleasure, for I only stated it because the repre- 
sentative of that Territory desired it to be so stated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Georgia knows just as well as 
I do that where a man is brought up on a habeas corpus thesole ques- 
tion is whether the paper charges against him are those that are war- 
ranted by law. If, for instance, the charge against this man before the 
commissioner was bastardy, of course it would not come within the 
statute of 1882. If the charge against him was fornication, it would 
not come within the statute of 1882; and, unhappily, there is no law 
in Utah which punishes that particular crime—at least there is none 
so far as I have been able to find—though we have got it into this bill 
that we propose to pass. Enough for that. : 

I wish to say a word in reply to my friend from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BLAIR]. I think that he does not give quite weight enough toa broader 
consideration about what is meant by the term “lawful husband or 
lawful wife,’’ as he ought. I will suppose the case of some of those 
people out there who have ten wives, as they call them, and ten wives 
as they are commonly called in the sense of a prosecution for bigamy; 
that is, there have been ten formal and ceremonious marriages of some 
kind. The ninth or the tenth so-called wife is called on the stand to 
testify. She says, ‘‘I decline to testify to the fact that I have an es- 
tablishment, and this man is my husband, and that he lives with me 
in the relation of husband and wife, because I am his wife.’’ That is 
the end of it; you can notexamine her any more; away she goes. Now, 
then, if you pass this proposed statute in this form, that the lawful 
wife shall be a competent witness except in relation to marital com- 
munications, then you have the whole range of the entire nine or ten, 
as the case may be, and no one can get off on the ground that she de- 
clares she is the wife of that man; so that the proposition is not so nar- 
row 2 one as the Senator from New Hampshire seemed to suppose. 

Mr. BLAIR. Can notthe Senator obtain all he wishes to accomplish 
by saying that the lawful wife may testify as to the fact of marriage? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; that will not answer. 

Mr. BLAIR. Give an illustration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Iwill state to the Senator gladly and frankly why 
it will not answer if we are really in earnest about this thing. Iknow 
we are growing more and more liberal about the marital relation. In 
one State in this Union the husband and wife may have by the law suits 
and business relations with each other and may be competent witnesses; 
in every State in the Union I suppose husband and wife may have suits 
in equity in regard to property and affairs which will produce just as 
much ill-feeling as if they were or were not witnesses in these 
and whether they are or not will depend on the statutes of those States. 

If you confine it solely to the fact of marriage you have left out one 
important element in getting at the real truth in pol y cases, as is 
known to anybody who is familiar with the state of society in Utah. 
The presiding elder or whoever he may be has three wives, I will say; 
I will take a moderate number. One is located in Salt Lake City, 
another is located in Ogden, and another at some other town, each with 
her house and children and a farm, and so on. It would be an impor- 
tant fact, which involves no marital confidence that ought to be consid- 
ered marital confidence, for the lawful wife, who I will say is the first 
and true one, living at Salt Lake, in the chain of evidence in a prose- 
cution for polygamy on account of the cohabitation of this man with 
the woman at Ogden, to be called to the witness stand to prove that for 
two weeks at a certain named time of the year the man was absent from 
her house and was out of the city of Salt Lake. That would support 
the testimony of witnesses which went to show that he was at Ogden 
and was living at that other house. That is one single illustration of 
many that might be made. I beg the Senator to believe that the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary was not sluggish or negligent or careless about 
the careful phraseology that we have used in order to get forward with 
the business that most of us wish to accomplish. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the amendment 
of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown], on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. . , 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 8, it is proposed to strike out 
the words ‘‘and may be compelled;’’ in the ninth line, to strike out the 


word ‘‘ without” and insert ‘‘with,’’ and in the tenth line, after the 
word ‘‘be,’’ to insert the words ‘‘ who is to be examined;’’ so as to read: 

The lawful husband or wife of the person acoused shall be a competent wit- 
ness, and may be called to testify in such proceeding, examination, or prosecu- 
tion with the consent of the husband or wife, as the case may be, who is to be 
examined; but such witness shall not be permitted to testify as to any confi- 
dential statement or communication ssa ag by either husband or wife to cach 
other during the existence of the marriage relation. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BROWN (when his name was called). Iam with the 
honorable Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE]. Idonot see him 
in the Chamber, and as I do not know how he would vote I withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name wascalled). I am paired on this ques- 
tion with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I call the attention of the Senator from Kansas 
to the fact that my colleague [Mr. Vest] informed me that he is paired 
with the Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER]. 

Mr. PLUMB. My pair with him was a general one. He is paired 
specially on this question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. So he told me a few moments ago, that he was 
compelled to be absent and was paired with the Senator from New 
York [Mr. MILLER]. If present, my colleague would vote ‘‘yea’’ 
on this amendment and the Senator from New York would vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. PLUMB. At the request of the senior Senator from Delaware 
|Mr. SAULSBURY} I announce my pair with the junior Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 11, nays 42; as follows: 


YEAS—11. 
Blackburn, Eustis, Saulsbu: Vv: 
Blair, Hampton, Stanford.” Van Wyck. 
Call, Morgan, Teller, 
NAYS—42. 
Allison, Dolph, Tngalls, 
= Edmunds, Jackson, Pugh, 
Berry, Evarts, Jones of Arkansas, Sabin, 

4 A Frye, Logan, Sawyer, 
Chace, George, MeMillan, Sherman 
Cockrell, Gibson, Manderson, Spooner, 
Coke, Hale, Maxey Walthall, 
Colquitt, Harris, Mitchell of Oreg., Wilson of Iowa, 
Conger, Harrison, Mitchell of Pa., Wilson of Md. 
Cullom, Hawley, Morrill, 

Dawes, Hoar, Payne, 

ABSENT—23. 
Aldrich, Gorman, Mahone. Ransom, 
Bowen, Gray, Miller of Cal., Riddleverger, 
Brown, Jones of Florida, Miller of N. Y., Sewell, 
Butler, Jones of Nevada, Palmer, Vest, 
Camden, Kenna, P Voorhees, 

‘air, McPherson, Plumb, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is a feature in section 12 of the bill that I 
should like very much to have a better understanding of than I have 
now. Ido not think I understand exactly what is the legal effect of 
section 12 if we enact it into a law, what its scope is, or what would 
result from it. Yesterday I called attention to some of the provisions 
of the statute of the Territory of Utah that this measure is intended to 
affect. Read in one way, the twelfth section re-enacts a portion of the 
statute of Utah; read in another way, however, it may not do so; it 
may have just the reverse effect. I should like very much indeed to 
have a better understanding, a more clear understanding, of what we 
are doing than I am able to gather from my own reading of the twelfth 
section. , 

Wehavein the bill fourteen trustees appointed, with a tenure of office 
of two years and without salary, for the purpose, as I understand, of 
executing so much of that Territorial law as remains unrepealed. As 
te what other duties those trustees may have to perform I am not ad- 
vised by the bill itself except as follows: 

And the trustees of said co; ion shall annually or oftener make a full 


rporatio 
report to the Secretary of the Interior, embracing all the property, business af- 
and operations of the said corporation, 


That is a new duty imposed, by which this church government is con- 
nected directly with the Government of the United States, and as I 
suppose and as I insist as the result of the bill the intention must be to 
make the Government of the United States responsible for the operations 
of that corporation, the Church of the Latter-day Saints. 

Another provision, commencing in line 12 of section 12, speaking of 
the fourteen trustees of the said corporation, is that they— 

Shall have and exercise all the powers and functions of trustees and assistant 
a provided for in the laws creating, amending, or continuing the said cor- 
poration, 

That means, I suppose, the laws that are now in force; but when we 
come to determine what laws of that corporation are now in force, of 
course we must consult the preceding statutes of the United States. I 
wish to call the attention of the Senate to the act of 1862, which has 
not yet been read, and which the Senate may have omitted to notice. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _I referred to it yesterday and stated what it was. 

Mr. MORGAN. I said it had not been read. I do not suppose the 
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Senator from Vermont undertook to make a very complete statement of 
all that that act contained; I am satisfied that he did not; and I want 
to understand whether we are going to repeal that act or not. I read 
the second section of the law of July 1, 1862: 

That the following ordinance of the provisional government of the State of 
Deseret, so called, namely: “An ordinance incorporating the Church of Jesus 
Christ of Latter-day Saints,” passed February 8, in the year 1951, and adopted, 
re-enacted, and made valid by the governorand Legislative Assembly of the Ter- 
itory of Utah by an act January 19, in the year 1855, entitled “An actin 
relation to the eae and revision of the laws and resolutions in force in 
Utah Territory, their publication and distribution,” and all other acts and parts 
of acts heretofore by the said Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 
Utah which establ support, maintain, shield, or countenance polygamy, be, 
and the same hereby are, disapproved and annulled. 

In that act of Congress two classes of legislative enactment by the 
Territorial Legislature are distinctly included. The first is eo nomine 
this particular corporation which is by that act annulled. The next 
class is “‘all other acts and parts of acts heretofore passed by the said 
Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Utah which establish, support, 
maintain, shield, or countenance polygamy.” Both of these descrip- 
tions of laws are annulled by the act of 1862. One is annulled by 
name, and the other is annulled by a description of the characteristics 
of the law. 

I maintain that from the time of the enactment of that law down to 
the present time there has been no corporation under the act of the 
Utah Legislature as the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints. 
That corporation was abolished by the terms of the act of 1862, and 
there has been no act to renew it, and there will be no act to renew it 
until we enact the twelfth section of this bill. The Senate of the 
United States is to-day engaged in the re-enactment of that law which 
was repealed in 1862 by an act of Congress. 

There is a qualification, a proviso in this act, and let us see whether 
that proviso restored or re-established anything of the legal organiza- 
tion of the Mormon Church. The proviso reads as follows: 

Provided, That this act shall be so limited and construed as not to affect or 
interfere with the right of propert: go paps ec under the ordinance here- 
tofore mentioned, nor with the right ‘to worship God according to the dictates 
of conscience,” but only to annul all acts and laws which establish, maintain, 
protect, or countenance the practice of polygamy, evasively called spiritual mar-. 
riage, however disguised by legal or ecclesiastical solemnities, sacraments, cere- 
monies, consecrations, or other contrivances. 

The reservation in that proviso is simply that this church corpora- 
tion shall hold its property, that the people there shall still have the 
unabridged right to worship God according to the dictates of con- 
science; but it was the express and reavowed pu of the enactment, 
as stated in this proviso, ‘‘to annul all acts and laws which establish, 
maintain, protect, or countenance the practice of polygamy, evasively 
called spiritual marriage, however disguised by legal or ecclesiastical 
solemnities, sacraments, ceremonies, consecrations, or other contriv- 
ances.” Here, then, was a law which repealed the charter of that 
church absolutely and by name. The law then reserved to that church 
corporation the right to hold whatever legal estate they might have ac- 
quired, and the right to their members and followers to worship God 
according to the dictates of conscience; but that Territorial law and all 
other laws which in any form or shape or manner gave countenance to 
or support to or protection to the practice of polygamy were annulled. 
Now, can it be argued in the face of that statute that it was a part of 
the intention of Congress in its enactment that the Church of Jesus 
Christ of Latter-day Saints should be maintained in its legal organiza- 
tion if that church in any respect gave countenance to polygamy by 
any device or contrivance or evasion, for the statute uses these terms 
to show the breadth and intensity of its meaning? 

Congress had nosuchintention. Congressstruck a blow at that chuch 
for the purpose of breaking up the legal organization then existing un- 
der the laws of Utah, which did protect and did countenance and did 
maintain polygamy by some evasion, by some pretense,in some form or 
under some circumstances. : 

Why are we legislating here to-day against the Mormon Church orthe 
Mormon people? Itis because they, under the form of an ecclesiastical 
0! zation, are systematically and in an organic manner maintaining 
polygamy as a social institution among the people of Utah. What 
other motive have we for the a of this stringent law than the 
effort to detect and to break down and punish polygamy among the Mor- 
mon people, which they insist is an ordinance of God and can be admin- 
istered as a sacrament of the church? 

Here, then, is this law of Congress that abrogates that act of incor- 
poration. Itseems to me that there is not a lawyer in Christendom 
who can read this act of Congress and after that maintain that the 
church in Utah has any legal organization of any kind whatsoever. In 
the very act of 1862, which I have read to the Senate, there was this 
careful undertaking on the part of the legislators then engaged in mak- 
ing it to protect the conscientious rights of religious worship and to 
preserve to the corporators such acquisitions of property as they might 
have already made. That is found pervading this bill,and particu- 
larly the twelfth section of it. Let the judges of the United States 
take the law of 1862 and apply it to this corporation, and let it be es- 
tablished to the satisfaction of a court that this corporation is a mere 
shield and protection and cover for polygamy, and there can be no 
doubt that by giving effect to the statute the Mormon Church is gone. 


It was the purpose and intention of that law to wipe it out, but to 
leave it not as a legal organization, not sustained by the act of the Ter- 
ritorial Legislature of Utah, but to leave it merely as a social combina- 
tion or organization of men who might, if they chose, worship God ac- 
cording to the dictates of their conscience, it made no difference how 
bad their consciences might be. 

Who has repealed this act of 1862? Who has amended it? Who 
has ever made the attempt to restore any part of the Territorial law 
which it annulled until the twelfth section of this act was brought for- 
ward, which reads that those laws— 


So far as the same may now have legal force and validity, are hereby disap- 
ved and annulled, so far as the same may preclude the appointment by the 
nited States of certain trustees of said corporation as is hereinafter provided. 
It then goes on further to provide for— 


Fourteen trustees of the said corporation, who shall haye and exercise all the 
powers and functions of trustees and ass t trustees provided for in the laws 
creating, amending, or continuing the said corporation, which trustees so ap- 
pointed shall hold their respective offices for the term of two years. 


Mr. President, if we understand the purport of this bill, if I under- 
stand it at least, I can not read it in any other way than that its effect 
is, no matter what the purpose may be, to reinstate an act of the Ter- 
ritorial Legislature pro tanto that was repealed in 1862 in express terms. 
When we say that the laws ‘‘incorporating the Church of Jesus Christ 
of Latter-day Saints, so far as the same may now have legal force and 
validity, are hereby disapproved and annulled so far as the same may 
preclude the appointment by the United States of certain trustees of 
said corporation as is hereinafter provided,’’ do we not say those laws, 
so far as they have any force, shall continue to bethe rule for the guid- 
ance of the action of the trustees and the rule that shall measure their 
rights and responsibilities to the church as to the Government; and are 
we not compelled totake the attitude that these Territorial laws which 
the act of 1862 completely overturned remain in force to-day for the 
protection of that Mormon Church in the legal ownership of its prop- 
erty, and not only that, but in the right also which they claimed at 
that time and under that act of regulating their social affairs by the 
decrees of the church ? 

Now we interpose fourteen trustees here. I asked the Senate yester- 
day to consider, and I have asked the Senator from Vermont, and I re- 
peat to him the question, what are these trustees todo? Are they to 
be mere dummies to hold the legal title to the land and personal prop- 
erty that is out there? If they are nothing but naked trustees to hold 
the title, why have fourteen of them? Why could not one man with 
his successors hold the legal title to ten millions of property as well as 
fourteen men can do it under the laws of the Territory ? 

If they are not mere naked trustees, if they have some functions and 
duties to perform and some powers to execute, let us understand what 
are those functions and duties and let us understand something about 
the extent of the powers they are to execute in the name and on behalf 
of the Governmentof the United States in the church government. Why 
was the number fourteen selected? Would there have beenany breach 
of comity, any breach of justice and equity, if we had selected one trus- 
tee in place of fourteen, had driven the others out and putall the legal 
title of this property in his possession? Now, I ask the Senators on 
this side.of the Chamber, my colleague from Alabama, if he will give 
me his attention for a moment—I am asking the Senators on the Judi- 
ciary Committee, my colleague [Mr. Puc], the Senator from Tennes- 
seo [Mr. Jackson], the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE], who is not 
in his place—I desire some of these honorable gentlemen to explain to 
me why they provide for fourteen trustees in this bill. I want them 
to inform me what these trustees are going to do after they get into this 
church government? I want them to inform me what rules and regu- 
lations we prescribe in respect of their conduct of the affairs of the Mor- 
mon Church? I want to know why it is necessary to have fourteen men 
in there in place of one or five? 

I want to know why this bill is silent as to their salary? I want to 
know if this committee fourteen men to go to Utah, serve two 
years upon the delicate and disagreeable duty of managing the Mormon 
Church without any compensation at all? I want to know why this 
bill does not say that they shall have $3,000 a year or $10,000 a year, or 
why it does not say that they are entitled to some compensation for 
this extraordinary service? Sir, if we were appointing a board of trust- 
ees to take in charge the affairs of a Baptist general association, or 
an EE pence diocese, or a Methodist general conference, I dare say we 
should commence by prescribing the precise fee they should have for 
theservice that we required of them in the management of one of these 
great church establishments of the country. In that case we should 
set out by calling ita church, recognizing it as such, putting our trust- 
ees there in the place of the trustees selected by the congregations of 
the church, and when we did that I suppose weshould be able toassign 
some duties for them. Weshould know what it was expected they 
should do after they got there. This bill is as silent, as dumb as an 
oyster about things of that kind; and the Senate of the United States 
is to enact this bill upon the trast and confidence that the furore and 
uproar against Mormonism in the country will justify us in any laxity 
of ee that may be required to get it through. 

ir, I have a right to information on .these points. I do not get it 
from the bill; it is not in the bill; it is not in the law itself; it is only in 
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the bosom of the Committee on the Judiciary, only one of whom has as 
yet spoken upon this question. They are able and learned lawyers and 
understand the purport and effect of this bill as well as any men in the 
world can understand it. I put my question to them and I demand an 
answer in the name of the people. š 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You shall have it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will haveit. Now, Mr. President, take the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, over which we have as much legislative power, I 
suppose will be conceded, as we have over Utah, for the Constitution 
of the United States is no more in force here thanitisin the Territory of 
Utah; it applies just as much in the one as in the other. There have 
been instances in this town where the public institutions have been 
used as lecture-halls on the Christian Sabbath evening for the purpose 
of encouraging and promoting the exposition of doctrines which utterly 
upturn the whole Christian system and reach back to the denial of the 
divinity of Christ, the existence even of God, the existence of any state 
of future rewards and punishments upon which we place all the sanc- 
tion of the oath we administer in our courts. Able and talented and 
splendid men have opened these public hallsin the city of Washington 
on Sabbath afternoons and evenings, and they have argued against the 
whole Christian system as one pernicious and full of deception and evil 
and injury. . 

I am not complaining that a public clamor has not been made about 
this. But suppose we should put a bill before this body to confiscate 
any building in the city of Washington in which such performances 
attacking the whole body of Christianity were allowed, to forfeit and 
escheat the property to the Government because that institution was 
used for the time being for the purpose of upturning, overturning, and 
destroying the groundwork and basis of all social organization and all 
Christian organization in this community. We would there strike at 
an effort to destroy Christianity aimed at the whole body of the insti- 
tution. The blow we are striking here is at a system which claims to 
be Christian and recognizes the divinity of Christ, recognizes the Old 
and New Testaments as being revelations from on high, recognizes the 
Ten Commandments as being the fundamental basis of all moral law; 
it recognizes the prophets of old and claims the fulfillment of the 
prophecies; butit goesastep beyond, and claims that in the New Testa- 
ment there is a promise of a new revelation, and that that new revela- 
tion was to be made to some person in a certain form, and that that 
revelation has been made and that it has been translated; that the 
Book of Mormon is a mere addition of one more book to the Testa- 
ments of the Scriptures, the Old and the New Testament and the Book 
of Mormon comprising, as they insist, the whole body of ecclesiastical 
law and doctrine. 

In the promulgation of that they go back, as they say, to one of the 
ancient practices which were tolerated in the Old Testament, polygamy; 
and of course there is not a preacher at the sacred desk in the United 
States who can deny that polygamy was one of the institutions of the 
Jewish family during the time of Moses and afterward. Nobody can 
deny it. These men practice polygamy, and they do it, as they claim, 
under the sanction of a religious authority or privilege. They practice 
it. We come to Congress and we legislate against them, having power 
to legislate inthe Territories, because they violate one of the precepts 
of Christianity, admitting the force and effect of all the rest. 

Suppose, I repeat, we should have a bill brought in here for the pur- 
pose of confiscating the National Theater in the city of Washington be- 
cause of a Sunday eveningit has been employed in the service of a man, 
it being hired to him, who did not stop where the Mormons do, but 
who went to the extent of upturning and decrying and ridiculing and 
trying to prove to sensible men that there is no foundation in Chris- 
tianity, that it is a myth and a farce, and that all of our great institu- 
tions in these t Christian countries are founded upon fables and, 
worse, upon lies. ‘Then I suppose the honorable Senator from Vermont 
would rise in his place and say, ‘‘ Mr. President, this is a corporation 
that you are attacking here, andI am afraid we can not quite get pur- 
chase enough on it unless we should introduce some trustees into,that 
act.’? It being an act of Congress, or an act granted by municipal 
authority under the sanction of Congress in the District of Columbia, 
we have a perfect right to interpolate trustees, and we put them in 
there; we put in, as the honorable Senator from Vermont said yester- 
day, seven or fourteen, in order that we may have a majority in the 
board. Why do you put them in there? Do you put them in there 
to carry on the purpose of the corporation, to continue it in the use of 
a man who gets up and preaches of a Sunday evening atheism, or do you 
put them in there for the purpose of breaking down such a use as that of 
it? Do you put them in there for the purpose of continuing to open the 
doors of the National Theater so that an assault may be made upon 
Christianity in its stronghold by the strongest men in the world, or do 
you put them in there for the purpose of repressing any such use as that 
of it? The honorable Senator from Vermont in a case of that sort 
would say, I suppose, ‘‘We put these trustees in here and give them 
the majority in order that they may repress it, in order that they may 
break it down.” Isay in reply to that, Mr. ident, if that is so, 


if our object is to break down the proper use of the authority or power 
of aninstitution ora house in the Districtof Columbia, why do wenot say 
so? Why do we not legislate it down? We find a ship out at sea ap- 
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proaching our shore looking for a safe harbor., We admit the flag that 
floats over it. We say that is a vessel of some nationality that we are 
bound to receive, but we desire that that ship shall never enter our shores 
atall, and in order to prevent it we will putacrew on board, who, pre- 
tending to sail it into port, will sail it on a sand-bar and wreck it. 

Is that what the Senator from Vermont is trying to do with the Mor- 
mon Church? Is he trying to put fourteen men in there, unsworn and 
without salary and reward, so that they may operate under the charter 
of that church, and, having the majority, they may succeed at last in 
wrecking it, or does he really wish to preserve and perpetuate the Mor- 
mon Church as a legal organization in the country, and so appoint four- 
teen trustees to be put in there to help the president and the apostles 
and the bishops and the deacons and others of the ecclesiastical order 
in preserving and promulgating and propagating and continuing this 
Mormon institution? Letus have the purpose. What isthe purpose? 
Ts it to destroy the church, or is it to maintain and regulate it? Sir, if 
it is to maintain and regulate it, I do not understand how the Congress 
of the United States has got any more power to intrude these trustees 
into it to maintain and regulate and conduct it than it would have to 
put trustees or a receiver over the National Theater to prevent it from 
being used for the purpose of lecturing against the divinity of God and 
the Saviour or for any other infidel purpose. Why have we not the 
right in the one caseif we haveitin the other? Why is it our dutyin 
the one case if it is not in theother? Ifa church was established under 
a charter from Congress in this city to-day for the purpose of propagating 
the doctrines that have been preached on these Sabbath evenings in the 
National Theater, that church would be considered the enemy of every 
Christian church in the world, and that act of incorporation would be 
considered a blight upon the civilization of this age. There is not a Sen- 
ator on this floor, and there never has been one, who in the face of the 
present enlightened Christian civilization would rise and offer a bill for 
the purpose of establishing a church in the city of Washington based 
upon the doctrines preached by eminent men on Sunday evenings in this 
city. But suppose that such a thing existed, would anybody hesitate 
to repeal that charter, to get rid of that evil? I think no one would. 

Suppose there was a church here with a board of trustees to receive 
and hold property to cover up and carry on and promulgate the doctrines 
to which I have just adverted, would anybody hesitate to destroy it by 
repealing the charter rather than to work into it a board of trustees for 
the purpose of conducting itto carry out its original purposes, whatever 
they may have been? 

The doctrines of the Mormon Church are no worse than those I have 
been referring to. They may be more mischievous in practice, they 
may involve the personal immorality of men who are connected with 
the Mormon Church, about which I have nothing to say; but taking 
the doctrines themselves as being anti-Christian, taking the doctrines 
themselves as being in hostility to the t foundation-work of our 
Christian and social system, the doctrines of the Mormon Church are 
no worse than those that are preached regularly on Sabbath evenings 
in the National Theater in Washington city, not a particle—nothing 
like so dangerous, after all. 3 

We have here a law that repeals this charter, and I maintain that if 
this bill is to be understood by anybody as being an effort in connec- 
tion with the Mormon Church, it is to be considered as a bill for the 
maintenance of that church, for its future further conduct. It is a bill 
to improve the discipline and the administration, and by these means 
to improve possibly the doctrine and the practice of the Mormons; and 
it seems to me it is not entitled to any other designation. 

It was said yesterday when a similar question was put to the honor- 
able Senator from Vermont that a bill of appropriation would fix the 
salary of these men, if any salary was to be fixed. Now, let us suppose 
what the salary will naturally You have commissioners out there 
who, I believe, get $5,000 a year. They perform legal functions in op- 
position to the existing government of Utah to a certain extent, and 
their duties are well defined by statute and are not very dangerous and 
not very difficult. It is fair to suppose that neither of these new trustees 
would be content to receive less than $5,000. There are fourteen trust- 

then, that we may well assume would claim that they were entitled 
to $5,000 a year apiece, and yet the bill makes no provision at all for 
them, makes no hint that they are entitled to anything whatever for 
their services. I suppose, then, the question about the operative force 
of this bill and its effect is to take place in a debate on an appropriation 
bill, and not on the measure itself. We pass this bill and the Presi- 
dent signs it, and the question arises immediately, What are you going 
to give your fourteen trustees? Your bill gives them nothing at all. 
Then you will appeal to the Committee on Appropriations for an allow- 
ance not fixed by law, something entirely new, and I can understand from 
the generosity of the honorable chairman of that committee and the Sen- 
ate that he would not think about giving them less than $5,000 a year 
each. That would be a very expensive process, Mr. President, to pay 
for the mere holding of the legal title to the property of this church. 
You would expect these new MugwampMormons—forthatis about what 
they would be—men who are commissioned for the purpose of carrying 
on Mormonism under the name of Christianity—you would expect these 
new trustees to take some active part in the management of the busi- 
ness of the corporation, collecting its assets, paying out its money, re- 
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ceiving its tithes, conferring with the brethren as to the best means of 
propagating Mormonism in this country and throughout the world. 

Imagine yourself in one of these conclaves, thirteen Mormons and 
fourteen Gentiles, so as ee the Gentiles the majority, and the ques- 
tion comes up, ‘‘ What we do with the Fejee Islands; we have got 
a mission there; we can certainly improve the condition of those people 
even by getting them to accept Mormonism? What shall we do with 
the people of the Free State of the Congo? They are all polygamists, 
exactly ina line with Mormonism, but they are Mohammedans, not 
Christians, as far as they have any zoon at all; they are either Mo- 
hammedans or they are ; What we do with them?” Says 
a Mormon brother, ‘‘ I propose to send out Brother Johnson or Brother 
Smith as a missionary to the Congo, and I propose to give him a salary 
of about $5,000 a year in order that he can maintain himself in respect- 
ability.” Says one of the trustees appointed by the President and con- 
firmed by the Senate as members of the Mormon Church proper, the 
legal church, ‘‘ No, brother, I object; that is too much to pay for the 
conversion of those negroes; they are -way converted now; they are 
all polygamists, and you have got nothing to do now but take them 
off from Mohammed and turn them oyer to our Saviour, and they 
are fall Christi It is too much to pay for that sort of service. 
You had better give a man $5,000 to go into stubborn old Scotland or 
into Catholic Ireland or Episcopal England, and there, where he has 
got to work and suffer, pay the man for his struggles and his efforts in 
converting those people to Mormonism.’’ Says one of these trustees 
that we send over there, ‘‘ But I object to all this; we have no right 
at all, as I understand S to appropriate the money of this church to 
the extension of it.’ ‘‘No right! Ah, well, read the charter, read the 
actof the Utah Legislature! What was thatact intended for except to 
propagate Mormonism? What are you here for except to assist in its 
execution? You are associated with these thirteen trustees who were 
here before; your powers are the same that theirs are. Are you here 
for the purpose of breaking up and disturbing the church whose trustee 
you are, made so by law? Is that your purpose here? If so, you are 
a disgrace to humanity. If so, you ought to be expelled from this 
board, The Senate of the United States ought never to have confirmed 
a man under the pretense that he was coming here to execute this law, 
and the very first thing he does is to refuse to appropriate monty that 
belongs to the church to Christianize Scotland and England and Ireland 
and bring them into the pale of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter- 
day Saints.’? That is what we are sending these men to do, or else we 
are putting wolves in sheep’s clothing in the midst of the brethren. We 
are either sending these men there to execute Mormon law and to prop- 
agate Mormon institutions or we are sending them there to break down 
Mormon law and Mormon institutions, one of the two. As I read this 
bill, it is to propagate, it is to continue. 

But, Mr, President, the bill in this respect has its foundation in a sen- 
timentI will admit of generosity or of for ce, which is not justified 
by the state of the facts, for I return to the p tion I made yester- 
day, that under the Constitution of the United States the Territorial 
law orpimang tas church in the first instance was a law for the pur- 
pose of propagating and covering up and protecting crime under the 
name of Christian civilization and the Christian church. It is amena- 
ble to that criticism; and when some court gets hold of it that has the 
manhood to struggle with the question as it ought to do, it will be held 
that the very foundation of that church was inimical to the whole senti- 
ment of Christianity, not in this country alone, but in every other 
country, and to that sentiment of Christianity which embodies itself in 
every law that we enact. But, sir, suppose that is not so; we ought at 
least to leave the question open, and we ought to leave it open so that 
some court can construe and pronounce upon the effect of the act of 1862, 
which did repeal eo nomine the charter of that church, not to reinstate 
and restore it, as we are trying to do here to-day, as it seems to me b 
indirection, not try to hold it up in some shape and form under whi 
we can interpolate er interject men there to destroy that church while 
we are pretending on the face of our law to put them there for the pur- 
pose of preserving in a certain sort the legal rights its leaders claim they 
are entitled to. I do not believe they are entitled to them; I believe 
the courts will hold they are not entitled to them, and for that reason 
I would propose this amendment. In line 13 I would strike out these 
words: 

Provided for in the laws creating, amending, or continuing said corporation. 


And insert in place thereof: 

To hold and manage and ‘dispose of the property of said corporation accord- 
ing to law. ` 

So that the sentence will read: 


The President of the United States, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, shall aoe fourteen trustees of the said corporation, who shall have 
and exercise all the powers and functions of trustees and assistant trustees to 


hold and manage and dispose of the property of said corporation according to 


law. 


Then let the courts decide whether the act of 1862 has repealed that 
charter. If they so decide, these trustees have nothing to do but to 
hold the title subject to the confiscation provided for in the thirteenth 
section of this bill. If they decidethat thatact did not repeal the char- 
ter, then the purpose of this bill will be executed by these trustees go- 


ing on and conducting the Mormon Church in the name and behalf of 
Congress and the United States for the benefit of the Latter-day Saints. 

I am not willing to put these words in this bill that these trustees 
“shall have and exercise all the powers and functions of trustees and 
assistant trustees provided for in the laws creating, amending, or con- 
tinuing the said corporation;’’ for that clause re-enacts those laws, at 
least by ition. Iprefertosay that they shall execute such powers 
as are vested in them by law, and shall hold and dispose of this prop- 
erty in accordance with the law of the land, and let the court say what 
the law is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Alabama send 
to the desk the amendment propona by him? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read. } 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. After the words ‘‘assistant trustees,” in hne 13 
of section 12, it is proposed to strike out the words: 
Bt ae for in the laws creating, amending, or continuing the said corpo- 

ion. 

And to insert in lieu: 

5 holdand manage and dispose of the property of said corporation according 

W. . 


Mr.EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the Senator from Alabama said yes- 
terday that he objected to having this section stand in the bill, and 
now he objects to certain words in the section. I should expect from 
what he has said that he would object to having anything stand in the 
bill at all. But looked at in a practical point of view, the part of this 
bill that is disliked most by the first president of that political hie- 
rarchy, not in regard to doctrine or faith, but in regard to breaking up 
the political hierarchy and seeing that the moneys and goods contrib- 
uted by Mormons for the advancement of their religion i tive of 
the matter of marriage are administered according to law, and are not 
devoted to the uses of polygamy and to the bringing in by immigra- 
tion of immi ts from every country of the world of the most igno- 
rant description to keep up its numbers, is the one to which the Senator 
objects. No doubt that official regards it as the most dangerous of any 
section in this bill, and therefore I am not surprised—no, I do not say 
that, Mr. President, because stating it in that form would imply a re- 
flection on my friend, which I do not mean to make; but I will say 
that I should have ex that when it came down to the critical 
point of this political hierarchy undertaking to get out of the bill the 
thing that was most dangerous to it assuch it would have attacked this 
twelfth section. 

My friend says in defense of the faith of these people that it is forti- 
fied by a great many precedents; that is, the polygamists’ faith. I do 
that people injustice when I say ‘‘ the faith of these people.” Itis not 
the faith of a quarter of the people who call themselves Mormons who 
live in Utah now, according to my information, and therefore it would 
be unjust to say that it is the faith of these people. A large number 
of that people believe that the polygamous revelation, so called, is ut- 
terly spurious and a fraud invented by Brigham Young, together with 
his associates, to cover up his disposition to imitate the patriarchs and 
have a very considerable number of wives. I wish to have read on that 
point, although it is not very germane to this business question, but it 
is well to ge into the RECORD for the information of all the other peo- 
ple in the United States, this new revelation of 1852, or whatever the 
time, which is in the paper that I send to the Chair, word for word, 
on the subject of polygamy, and the argument against it, the protest 
against it of one of the most eminent .of the non-polygamists them- 
selves, a clergyman of that church and who is now a clergyman of the 
Reformed Mormon Church, who believes this polygamous revelation to 
have been utterly spurious and a fraud. I present it in order that 
anybody who reads the RECORD, which goes everywhere, may see 
exactly what this new revelation is. 

I do not know perhaps that I ought to ask that the time of the Sen- 
ate be taken up by having it read. If there be no objection I ask that 
it be printed in connection with my remarks without reading, although 
I know that is not a very good practice, because members might wish 
to comment on it; but if there be unanimous consent to save the time 
of the Senate I will ask that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent of the Senate to have printed in the RECORD as 
part of his remarks a paper that he has sent to the desk. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and that order will be made. 

The document is as follows: 


THE POLYGAMIC REVELATION, 


Revelation on the Eternity of the Marriage Covenant, including Plurality of Wives; 
presented by Brigham Young to the Church in Ulah, August 29, 1852. 
1. Verily, thus saith the Lord unto you, my servant Joseph, that inasmuch as 
ou have inquired of my hand, to know and.understand wherein I, the Lord, 
Justified my servants A , Isaac and Jacob; as also Moses, David and 
lomon, my servants, as touching the principle and doctrine of their having 
ee and concubines: 
in hold! and lo, I am the Lord, thy God, and will answer thee as touching 
his matter: 

3. Therefore, prepare thy heart to receive and obey the instructions which I 
am about to give unto you; for all those who have this law revealed unto them 
must the same; 

4. For behold! I reveal unto you a new and everlasting covenant; and ifye 
’ 
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abide not that covenant, then are ye damned; for no one can reject this cove- 
nant, and be A eager to enter faist my glory 

aos For all will have a blessing at ds, shall abide the law which 

appointed for that blessin sane S iy conditions thereof, as were instituted 
fore the foundation of t 
Foen as pertaining to the new ory PERRE S covenant, it was instituted 
Po the fullness of my glory; crea he that receiveth a fullness thereof, must and 
shall abide the law, or he shall be damned, saith the Lord God. 

7. And yerily I say unto you, that the conditions of this law are these: All 
covenants, contracts, bonds, obligations, oaths, vows, performan 
tions, associations, or ex that are not made, and entered 
sealed, by the Holy Spirit of promise, of him who is anointed, both as well for 
time and for all sonis and that too most holy, by revelation and command- 
ment through the medium of mine anointed, whom I have appointed on the 
earth to hold this power (and I have appoifted unto my servant Joseph to hold 
this power in the last days, and there is never but one on the earth at atime, on 
whom this power and the keys of this Priesthood are conferred), are of no efi- 
cacy, virtue or force, in and after the resurrection from the dead; for all con- 
tracts that are not made unto this end, have an end when men are 

8. Behold! mine house is a house of order, saith the Lord God, and not a 
house of confasion. 

9. Will I accept of an offering, saith the Lord, that is not made in ay name! 

10, Or will I receive at your j Sa that which I have not appointed 

= And will I a as eae unto you, saith the Lord, except it be by law, Post asl 
and my Father o; ed unto you, before the world was! 

12. Lam the Lord thy God, and Í give unto you this hee pene that no 

man shall come unto the Father but by me, or by my word, which is my law, 


saith the Lord. 
13. And everything that is in the world, whether it be ordained of men, hte 
thrones, or princi, ties, or powers, or things of name, eager they may be 
that are not by me,or by my word, saith the Lord,shall be thrown down, and 
shall not remain after men are dead, neither in nor after the resurrection, saith 
the Lord your God; 
14. For whatsoever thin, 
by me. shall be shaken an 
15. Therefore, if a man marry him a wife in the world, and he m: her not 
by me, nor by my word; and he covenant with her so long as he isin the world, 
and she with him, their covenant and are not of force when they are 
dead, and when they are out of the world; they are not bound by any 
law when they are out of the world ; 
16, Therefore, when they are out of the world, they neither , nor are 
ven in marriage; but are appointed in heaven, which angels are min- 
peer | servants, to minister for those who are worthy of a far more, and an 


„and an eternal weight of glory ; aie 
cann odio, 
saved hoe eel 


ns. isons remain, are by me; and whatsoever things are not 


17. For these angels did not abide my law, therefore the 


but remain sopmnueuy ae and singly, without exaltation, y 
to all eternity, and from are not Gods, but are angels of 
ever and ever. 
18. And again, verily nie th fr unto you, if a man marry a wife, and make a cov- 
enant with for 


for all eternity, if yr covenant is not ef 2s ef 
my word, which Apes my law, and is not sealed by the jacks Pence of 

through him whom I have annointed and pone unto this peal irony oH is 
not valid, neither of force when they are out of the*world, because they are not 
joined by me, saith the Lord, neither by my word; when th are out of the 
world, it can not be received there, because the angels and 


my word, which 


nd again, verily I say untoyou,ifa man marry a wife 

is my ‘nw, and by the new and everlasting covenant, and it is unto them 
by the Hol ad Spirit gh yee by him who is annointed, wno whom I have ap- 
pointed th pounit ys the keys of this Priesthood ; and it shall be said unto 
them, y 1 come forth in the first resurrection; ‘and if it “ea the first 

praana tdt in the nextresurrection ; and shallinherit canir edge oms, prin- 
cipalities, and powers, dominions, all heights and dep! Lit be writ- 
ten in the Lamb’s Book of Life, that he shall commit no rE is cee 


innocent blood, ‘and if e abide in my covenant, and commitno murder whereby 

to shed innocent blood, it shall be done unto them in all oe whatsoever my 
rvant hath put upon "them, in time, and through all eterni 

full force when they are out of the world ; Err and they shall pass A priory and 

the Gods, which are set there, to their exal Rey cmt all things, as 

been sealed upon Thee hendn Chick a A ben anda continuation 

of the seeds forever and ever, 

20. Then shall they be Gods, because they have no end; therefore shall they 
be from everlasting to everlasting, because they continue; ; then shall they be 
above all, because all things are subject unto them. Then shall they be Gods, 
because they have all power, and the angels are subject unto them. 

21. Verily, verily I say unto you, except ye abide my law, ye can not attain 


to this glory ; 

22, For strait is the and narrow the way that leadeth unto the exaltation 
and continuation of uye and few there be that find it, because ye reccive 
me notin oe world, neither do ye know me. 

23. Butif ye receive me in the world, then shall ye know me, and shall re- 
ceive your exaltation, that where I am, ye shall be also. 

is is eternal lives, ak know the only wise and true Areal and Jesus Christ, 
whom he hath sent. Iamhe, Receive ye, therefore, my la 

25. Broad is the gate, and wide the way that 1 tothe ¢ deaths, and many 
were ae ek eo re thereat; because they receive me not, neither do they abide 

m 

26. Verily, verily I say unto you, if aman marry a wife according to my word, 
and they are sealed by the Holy Spirit of promise, according to mine a; int- 
ment, and he or she shall commit any sin or transgression of the new and ever- 
lasting covenant whatever, and all manner of blasphemies, and if they commit 
no murder, wherein they shed innocent blood—yet eit shall Lean forth in the 
first resurrection, and enter into their exaltation; but th _—— be destroyed 
in the flesh, and Shall be delivered unto the buffetings of unto the day of 
redemption, saith the Lord God. 

27. The blasphemy against the Holy Ghost, which shall not be forgiven in the 
world, nor out of the world, is in that ye commit murder, wherein ye shed in- 
nocent blood, and assentunto my death, after ye have received my new and ever- 
lasting covenant, saith the Lord God; and he that abideth not this law, can in 
no wis enter into ait glory, but shali be damned, saith the Lord. 

I am the Lord thy God, and will give unto thee the law of my Holy Priest- 
hood, as was ordained by me, and my Father before the world was, 

29. ‘Abraham received all things, whatsoever he received, by revelation and 
commandment, by my word, saith the Lord, and hath entered into his exalta- 
tion, and sitteth upon his throne, 

30. Abraham received promises concerning his seed and of the fruit of his loins— 
fons whose loins ye are namely, my servant Joseph—which were to continue 
so long asthey were in the world; andas touching Abraham and his seed, out 
of the world they should continue; both in the world and out of the world should 
they continueasinnumerable as the stars; or, if ye were to count the sand upon 
the seashore, ye could not number them. 

31. This promise is yours, es because ye are of Abraham, and the promise 
was made unto Abraham; and by this law are the continuation of the works of 
my Fatber, wherein he glorifieth himself. 


Ww braham. 

34. God comman Abraham, and Sarah to Abraham to wife. 

And why did shedo it? Because this was the Hagar sprang many 
people. Th Lepage ted was fulfilling, among mand thin; nas the mises. 

der condemnation? Verily, I say unto you, 


35. Was Abraham, therefore, un 
Nay; pyre I, the Lord, pakana ba 

m was commanded to offer his son Isaac; nevertheless, it was writ- 
Sa Arsin shaltnot kil. Abraham, however, did not refuse, and it was accounted 
unto him for righteousness. 

37. Abraham received concubines, and mom dh bare him children, and it was ac- 
counted unto him for righteo because they were given unto rete and he 
abode in my law, as Isaac also, and Jacob did none other things than that which 
they were com: ; and because they did none other things than that which 
they were commanded, they have entered into their exaltation, according to the 

promises, and sit upon thrones, and are not angels; but are Gods. 

oe David also received many wives and concubines, as also Solomon and 
Moses my servants; as also many others of my servants, from the nning of 
creation until this time; andin nothing did they sin, save in those things which 
em received not of me. 

39, David's wives and concubines were given unto him, of me, by the band of 

my servant, and others of the hets who had the keys of this wer; 
and in none of these coos n did he sin nst me, savein the case of Uriah and 
his wife; and, therefore he hath fallen from his exaltation, and received his 
portion; and d he shall not inherit them out of the world; for I gave them unto 
another, saith the Lord. 

40. I am the Lord thy God, and I gave unto thee, my servant J , an ap- 
pointment. and restore all things; ask what ye will, A it shall be given unto 
you according to my word: 

4L. And as ye have asked concerning adultery—verily, verily I say unto you, 
if a man receiveth a wife in the new and everlasting covenant, an 
with another man, and I have not appointed unto by the holy anointing, 
she hath committed adultery, and be destroyed. 

42. If she be not in the new and a covermnsh; andi she bo wiih ancther 
man, she has committed adul 

43. And if her husband be with another Manse and he was under a vow, he 

broken his vow, and hath committed adultery. 

44. And if she has not committed adulte: , but is innocent, and hath not 
broken her vow, and she knoweth it, and "reveal it unto you, my servant 
er then shall you have power, by the power of ms Holy Priesthood, to 
take and ji e her unto him that bath not committed adultery, but hath 
been faithfals or he shall be made ruler over many 

45. For I have conferred upon you the keys aad power of the Priesthood, 
wherein I restore all things, and make known unto you all things in due time. 

46. And verily, verily I say unto you, that w ver you seal on earth, shall 
be sealed in heaven; and whatsoever you bind on in my name and by 
my word, saith the Lord, it shall be “greens 4 bound in the heavens; and whose- 
soever sins you remit on earth shall be remitted eternally in the heavens; and 
whosesoever sins you retain on <i oe pes be retained in heaven. 

47. And again, verily I say, w you sae I will bless, and whomso- 
ever you curse, I wi ill curse, te phi hee the Lord, am thy God. 

48. And n, verily I say unto yo servant J Joseph, that whaisouter you 
give on ea and Jo whomsoever ene one on earth, by my word, and 
according to my law, it-shall be flssings, and not cursings, and 
v m power, saith the Lord, and shall be without condemnation on earth, 
and in ven; 

49. For I am the Lord thy God, and will be with thee even unto the end of the 
world, and th: all eternity; for verily, I seal u; oe, ohh APOS and 
aor a throne for you in the kingdom of my Fa with Abraham your 

E o, S AEP n SOE OE pon AATTONA SE VOOR ER Ear 

pan yous: ur sacrifices, in bagel tng-gactaervn t araona fer | a terest 

make a way for your escape, as I accepted the of À) range ya 


wok avaari I say unto acommandment I hahere cert pomp nase 
our tre whom I Se given unto you, my 
Spry twhich I commanded you to vas sies plaag for I did it, saith er Lord, 


E ef hR ota all, as í did Ab en s 
ce: 

52, And let mine handmaid, Emma Smith, receive all those that have been 

those ven unto my servant Joseph, and who are virtuous and pure before me; and 

ape sy are | not pure, and have said they were pure, be destroyed, saith 


ar or Tam the Lord thy God, and ye shali obey my voice; and I give unto 


my servant J. be made ruler over many things, for he hath 
been faithful over a few things, and from henceforth I will strengthen him. 
e And I command mine maid, Emma Smith, to abide and cleave unto 


my servant J and to none else. But if she will not abide this command- 
wash an ORAT DA estroyed, saith the Lord; for Lam the Lord thy God, 


San her, if she abide Toi in my law 

t if she will not abide this Pand AAEE BEA then shall servant Joseph 
do ga things for her, even as he hath said; and I will bless him and multiply 
him, and give unto him an hundred-fold in this world, of and mothers, 


ers and sisters, houses and lands, wives and children, and crowns of eter- 
nal lives in the eternal worlds, 
56. And again, verily I say, let mine peneme forgive any aeva Joseph his 


trespasses; an d then shall she be forgiven ae aera Pri in she has tres- 
passed against me; and I, the Lord thy God, will bless her, and multiply her, 
and make her heart to ice, 


rejo: 

57. Andagain, I say, letnot my servant Joseph put ind gri potd outofhishands, 
Jest an enemy come and destroy him; for Satan seeketh to destroy ; Ht I am the 
Lord thy God, and he is my servant; and behold ! and lo, I am as I 
was with Abraham, thy father, even unto his exaltation and ops 

58. Now, as touching the law of the Priesthood, there are many ey per- 
taining thereunto, 

59. Verily, ifa man be called of my Faes; as was Aaron, by mine own voice, 
and by the voice of him that sent me: and I haye endowed m with the et 
of the powerof this Priesthood, ifhe doanything in my name, and aceording to 
my law, and by my word, he will not commitsin, and I will justify him. 

60. Let no one, therefore, set on my servant Joseph for I will justify him ; for 
he shall do the sacrifice which I require at his h. for his transgressions, saith 
the Lord your God. 

61. And che. pve as pertaining to the law of the Priesthood: If any man 
avirgin, desire to espouse another, and the first give her consent; and if the 

se the second, and they are virgins, and have vowed to no man, then 
is he justified: he can not commit ultery, for they are given unto him; for he 
can not commit adultery with that that belongeth unto him and to no one else; 

62. And if he have ten virgins given unto by this law, he can not ammit 
soey; for they belong to him,and they are given unto him, therefore is he 


63. But if one or either of the ten virgins, after she is espoused, shall be with 
another man; she has committed adultery, and shall be d: destroyed ; for they are 
given unto him to multiply and replenish the earth, according to my command- 
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ment, and to fulfill the promise which was given by my Father before the founda- 
tion of the world; and for their exaltation in the canal worlds, that may 
bear the souls of men; for herein is the work of my Father continued, he 
may be glorified. 

64, And again, verily,verily I Por thos heya aie any man have a wife Faskon 
the keys of fithis power, an the law of my Priesthood, as 
taining to these things, then Shall she she eleva: and administer unto him, or voit 
shall be’ destroyed, saith the Lord your God, for I will destroy her; for I will 

rr ig? det Saag ras pon all those who receive and abide in my law. 

Therefore, it shall be lawful in me, if she receive not law, for him to 
reccive all things, whatsoever I, the Lord his God, will give unto him, because 
she did not piia a eana unto him according to my word; and shethen becomes 
the transgressor; and he is exempt from the law of istered 
pd Are according ‘to the awe when I commanded Abraham to take 

gar to wife. 

66. And now, as oar en this law, verily, verily, I say unto you, I will 
reveal more unto y iaa, Sah F fejonsca let this suffice for the present. Be- 
hold, Iam Alphasnd | Omega, Amen. 

The foregoing document needs but to be read to be condemned; but from a 
true Mormon siandpoint it is especially sacrilegious; also false and corrupt, as 
will ny ae! from the chain 

re nor pa ph totally ignores the gospel, with its faith, repentance, 
bapt n y 289, 

“J reveal unto you a new and an everlasting covenant; and if ye abide not 
that covenant, then are ye damned; i, for no one can reject this covenant, and 
permitted to enter into my glory; * it was instituted for the fullness of my 
apr al oa and he Pra ype yk Talinas thereof,must and shall abide the law, or 

damn 

rhe -othect of this revealment is clearly stated in the first paragraph, showing 
how the Lord "justified" his “servants David and Solomon,” ty “touching the 
principle and doctrine of their having many wives and concubines.” T is 
to say: Ifa man be so liberally constructed that he can satisfy the amorous de- 
mand of ** many wives me and concubines,” he is to receive as a reward therefor 
a glory which passes him “by the angels and iv goda a as rovided in para- 
graph 19; while the r fellow not so * ” has no hope of 
reaching such an exalted position, as he is Peponi Ejea to out the intent 
and genius of the scheme, as made and provided in paragraph 62, “ten virgins” 
proving entirely too much for him. 

And now for farther contrast. I quote from a revelation in the Book of Doc- 
trine and Covenants, received February 16, 1832: 

* And again, we bear record for we saw and heard, and this is the testimony 
of the gospel of Christ, concerning them who come forth in the resurrection of 
the just: they are they who received the testimony of Fargene believed on 
his name, AA are DAMING after the manner of his bu. Bel. kon buried in the 
water in his name, and this according to rage sag merani aio which he has given, 


t be 
sins, and receive the Hol Sore by Ardini on of 1 ae hands of him 
pa noe is ordained and sealed unto pare and who overcome by faith, and 
are sealed by the Holy Spirit of prom 
those who are just and true; Te they who are the Church of the 
eS they are they into whose hands the er has gi pa penpe pa 
of klory, 


k and conversation as necessary to salvation by stating: - 


whoare pyre ki ki who have received of his fullness and 

are pri of the M after the order of Melchizedek, which was after 
the order of Enoch, which’ a the order of the only begotten Son; where- 
fore as it is written, they are gods, even the sons of Godi w wherefore all 
are theirs, Whether lifeor death o r things present, or th’ to come, allare theirs, 
and they are Christ's, and Christ is God's; and the overcome all things; 
wherefore let no man in man, but rather let im glory in God, who shali 
subdue all enemies under feet; these shall dwell in the presence of God an 


of the new covenant, who wrought out this perfect patric coh et the aor. 
ding of his own blood; these are they whose bodies are celestial, whose glory is 


that of the sun,even glory of God the ofall; whose glory the sunof 
the Seren woen pesoni typical. r5 i phsl,3 
n, in are on given paragra : 

“ Wherefore I now send upon you another fiss , even upon you, my 


forter, 
friends, that itmay abide in your hearts, even the Holy of ise. © * è 
This Comforter is the pronase which I give unto r pred EE even the 


pas ae ; which glory isthat of the Church of the First 

rn, even of God, ny Meare oF Christ, his Son.” 
Mormons claim to i as of a divine character; 

fore comment upon Sues quckations as all who read may know 


unnecessary, 
that in this case, serene DA chs det im este to serve “two masters.” But in or- 
der to discriminate beyond the 
and this blasphemous sheet 
ecived in March, 1831, eras “ott 

be hedgehog I say unto you, that have sent pre you mine T havo promised Cov- 


ed with the measure of man, according to his crea- 


we are ot ht that God had then revealed his everlasting covenant,” 
which. was simp! ie gospel of Christ; and a of that covenant was to peo- 
ple the earth t foam marriage ordained of God, in which man receives one 
wife, and only one, as that is stated as being in harmony with the law of his cre- 
ation “before the world was made.” 
cy, ain in a revelation sivan TOURT; 1831, ph 7, the church was told: 
ou shalt love nrg Ain with all thy heart, and shalt cleave unto her and 
ao else, and he that porsa upana a woman (other than his wife) to lust after 
her, mer deny the faith, and t have the spirit; and if he repents not, he 
s cast out, 
And in h 5, the church was commanded thus 
“The Elders, Priesis, and Teachers, of this Church shall teach the principles 
= my gospel, which are in the Bible and the Book of Mormon, in which is the 
ness 
Now it certainly obviousthat whatever contained a fullness was complete, and 
to attempt to add to a fullness would be considered supererogant and futile; and 
as the Book of Mormon is said to contain that *‘ fullness,” and the officers by spe- 
cial revelation enjoined to teach it; therefore I quote it as law to the Mormon 


Diyare for 0 wae sek te the thats upon hi Se RoN re eee 
and if it be disregarded, or abrogated as law, then the church as 
upon it as the new revelation, must necessarily cease to exist. At page Eu- 
mopse sata p please read : 
‘or behold, thus saith the Lord, this people begin to wax in iniquity; they 
wadessoederk ies ures; for the Party cette wets benign ae A 
were written concerning David 
Solomon truly had many wires and con- 


w because of the thin: 
horedoms, epis vided 


cubines, which i eeuneg anin before me, saith the Lord ; wherefore, thus 
saith the Lord, I have led this ple forth out of the land of Jerusalem, by the 
of mine arm, that I m: aa T L teous branch acces 
ruig of the loins of Joseph. the Lord will not sufferthatthis 
ple shall do like unto them of om: Wherefore, my n, hear and 
Reatiens tothe word of the Lord: For thereshall notany man among you have 
save it be ONE WIFE, and concubines be shall have none; for I the Lord God de- 
— in the chastity of woman.” 
jhould forever settle the question. and fully oy SIL pope ek ee 
lygamy is no art of Mormonism; aoea aose No more so than itis 
a partof Mi or Presbyterianism still more properly speaking, that 
because rosa thee afirm the Bible as ns divine, the; iey do not necessarily affirm 
beyan the practices of Solomon as examples for 


te. 

And further; this pretended revelatiori claims to have been received July 12, 
1843. Now w it was, or was not, itis not my intention here to discuss ; but 
to silence the tongue of every Mormon who claims for it divinity, and especially 
those who were living at that date, and thus claim it is only necessa: 
in proof the preamble and marriage contract, used and indorsed by t gehen 
as early as 1535, and republished underthe régime of Brigham Young, one 


church, and indeed the only ma’ 
under Brigham Young et al. until year 1852, w. is as follows: 
“Inasmuch as this Church of ist has been reproached with the crimes of 
fornication and polygamy: we declare that we believe that one man should 
have one wife, and one woman but one husband, except in case of death, when 


either is at liberty to marry again.” 
Corrract: “ You both npa pe to be each other's com n, hus- 


band and wife, Sheek vinn tho deal belon; riin eae a that is, 
a yourselves wholly for each por Boag Giving your 


ea ches the ig have assented to this contract, ae R pronounced 
“husband and wife.” 

I appeal to the world in support and vindication of the claim that polygamy 
isnot and can not be madea of Mormonism proper; that they are separately 
and distinctly apart, being directly in opposition to each other. The practice of 
polygamy ini Utah is a blotch upon-the escutcheon of human progress; and a 
crime under the S posa divine and human ; the continuation or suppression 
of that practice, an nsibility thereof, must rest with the United States 
Government, wilt they low it to continue? If so, then in the name of justice 

and humanity I ask that the thousands and thousands of ee citizens, loyal to 
this Government, who ate Mormons, but an sepo be relieved from the 
odium now cast upon them because of the evil practices of those who adhere to 
polygam efor asa art of their faith and are denominated Mormons. 

rn and raised in the Mormon Ch and knowing whereof I 

pep perian beinga iginanti e) the Reorganized Church of Christ of Latter- 

y Saints, who are anti- wens E AAE Oo EDA that the line of demarca- 
tion be fully drawn, and relieved from the curse and stench of polyg- 
any. a the Book of Mormon, rom which the’word Mormonism is derived, 
d abomination.” 


ittobean“ 
ET 
PLEASANTON, IOWA, Sih Jan., 1882, 


3 Printed at the True Latter-day Saints’ Herald Office, p E AA 
owa. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, Mr. President, I wish to speak to the point 
of this twelfth section. My friend from Alabama says 
that it revives and continues a corporation that had been abolished by 
the act of 1862. Yesterday he spoke of this corporation as being con- 
tinued and existing by authority of the Legislature of Utah, and he 
wished to abolish the whole corporation, and moved an amendment 
which got a much larger support than I should have expected it to get 
if Senators voting for it understood the situation as well as the mem- 
bers on the Judiciary Committee think they do. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator will allow me. I did say that on the 
assumption that the Committee on the Judiciary, in the language of 
the twelfth section, as I understand it, assumed that the corporation 
was in existence. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, but the Senator forgot to say that he did it 
on that assumption. 

Mr. MORGAN. It was not necessary to say it then. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Committee on the Judiciary explored this 
e | subject and they saw that some eminent and ingenious man might sug- 
gest that the act of 1862 had really got rid of this corporation, notwith- 
standing the fact that for twenty-four years since that time it has con- 
tinued to exist and has been recognized, and so they carefully put into 
this twelfth section the provision: 

That the acts of the Legislative A@embly of Utah eo piace n continuing, 
or providing for the corporation known as the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter- 
day Saints, and the ordinance of the so-called General Assembly of the State of 
Deseret incorporating the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints, so fur as 
the same may now have legal force and validity, are hereby disapproved and 


annulled, so far as the same may preclude the appointment by the United 
States of certain trustees of said corporation as is hereinafter provided. 


Mr. MORGAN. Now, will the honorable Senator objectif I ask him 
to define what is meant by that phrase ‘‘so far as the same may now 
have legal effect?” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I would have stated thatifthe Senator had waited. 

Mr. MORGAN. I beg pardon for interfering, then. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was for the purpose of obviating any criticism or 
doubt or difficulty that might exist in the minds of Senators in regard 
to our putting an affirmative seal upon the present existence of that 
corporation, growing out of the possibility of an ingenious argument 
such as my friend has made in support of the suggestion that the cor- 
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poration had been abolished by the act of 1862, That is to say, Con- 
gress, in passing this section, does notadmitor affirm or concede thatany 

w now in force recognizes that corporation, but it takes it as it finds 
it, either a corporation existing by force of law or a concern existing de 
facto, as it has existed for twenty-five years since that time. It deals 
with the situation as it is, and does not leave it open to the splitting of 
hairs on the question of whether the act of 1862 repealed it or not. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let me interrupt the Senator, as I am asking for 
information. Is it the opinion of the distinguished chairman of the 
Committee on the Judiciary and of thecommittee that that church is a 
de gere legal establishment, or is it a de facto institution? 

r. EDMUNDS. Ido not know whether the Committee on the Ju- 
pasar’ Kove: any opinion on that point.or not. It took careful pains to 
provide that whatever we did now should not prejudice that question 
either way. 

Mr. MORGAN. You put in trustees for the execution of the laws 
creating it. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg your pardon. We only put in the trustees 
to execute such laws as may exist; but we put them into that concern 
and we give them the majority control of the money and assets and 
property of that concern, which is totally separate from the church part 
of it. These trustees have nothing to do with church government or 
discipline; they have no control over or influence upon any part of the 
faith or doctrine of the church, and we do that upon the universally 
recognized principle that we would not undertake to interfere with any- 
body’s faith or doctrine or worship. We take hold of that single sec- 
tion of the act of the State of Deseret, as it called itself, and the Terri- 
torial Assembly of Utah, which relates purely to business and temporal 
affairs. No one of these trustees and assistant trustees now under that 
law, supposing it to be in force, has the slightest control or influence 
over any part of the o ions of the church as a church as to matters 
of doctrine and discipline and worship as it is understood among men. 


Mr. MORGAN. How about sen money to convert the negroes? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishall come to that in a minute if you have pa- 
tience, as I trust you have. 

Mr. MORGAN. I beg pardon of the Senator. I thought the Sen- 
ator had satan it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have not forgotten a deal that I have yet 


to say. I hope not to trespass on the time of the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ishould be much obliged to the Senator if he would, 
afterall, give the Senate the benefit of his opinion whether that church 
is a legal organization there now, or is merely a de facto organization. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam perfectly willing to give the Senator the ben- 
efit of my opinion, but Iam not authorized to give the opinion of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, because we did not take any formal vote 
on thatquestion. We thoughtit quite unnecessary in view of the care- 
ful language we , Which did not commit us to any conclusion 
on that proposition, but I am quite willing to give my opinion, and I 
should be pretty safe in saying that it was the opinion of all the other 
gentlemen who then composed the committee and now compose the 
committee, as far as they have examined it, and that is, that it is per- 
fectly plain, with great respect to my friend from Alabama, that this 
act of 1862, like a great many other acts of Congress, set out with the 
proposition he set out with yesterday, and that was to abolish the cor- 
poration entirely, and toleave the anti-polygamous Mormons destroyed 
in their chureh organization and in all their corporate means of carrying 
on their faith, doctrine, and worship, and taking care oftheir church, 
as well as the polygamous Mormons. That was the outsetof the prop- 
osition, and so it starts off bravely and fairly to do that; but Congress 
in one House as the other—I have not looked up the history of the leg- 
islation, but from our experience we can see how it would have happened 
naturally—Con, on a little reflection began to see that that was vio- 
lating a principle which it would not be safe or wise or right to violate, 
and accordingly in one House or the other there was put in a proviso 
(which used to be in those days the favorite way of making a bill very 
much limited from what it was in the beginning) which declared that 
the only force and effect of this act should be that it should be so limited 
and ‘‘ construed as not to affect or interfere with the right of property 
legally acquired under the ordinance heretofore mentioned, nor with 
the right ‘to worship God according to the dictates of conscience’ ?’— 
quoted out of the act of incorporation ‘‘ but only ?—and here you get 
all there is in the act in point of law, in my opinion—*‘ but only ’’— 
the strongest possible word—‘“‘ but only to annul all acts and Jaws which 
establish, maintain, protect, or countenance the practice of polygamy 
evasively called spiritual marriage,” &c. 

Then in order to go farther and tostop this political accumulation of 
property for the purposes of this political hierarchy it adds another 
section: 

That it shall not be lawful for any corporation or association for religious or 
charitable purposes to acquire or hold real estate in any Territory of the United 
States during the existence of the Territorial government of a greater value 
than $50,000 under the name or pretense of any religious corporation. 

And then they added a proviso that it should not interfere with the 
amount of property then acquired. 

So, then, when you take this proviso, which is all that there isin the 
act, which declares that it shall only be construed as operating upon the 


subject of marriage, and the succeeding provision that everything above 
$50,000 shall be forfeited and escheated to the United States, but that 
it shall not touch property already acquired, but shall touch anything 
more that they get, it is perfeqjly plain to my mind that the Congress 
of the United States did not interfere or intend to interfere with the ex- 
istence of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints as a religious 
corporation for purposes of worship and doctrine, and that it intended 
to strike at what exists in the third section of this charter, which I will 
not take time to read over again, it has been referred to so often, which 
did provide among the powers of the church that they should have 
power to regulate and really to make laws concerning marriage, so that 
they could provide that a man must have fifty wives or whatever other 
number they saw fit. That it did abolish, and it did not intend to do 
anything more, on this second thought, which took this act, intended in 
its first section to be so very sweeping and exterminating, and brought 
it down to what it is; that the only thing meant was to get rid of the 
right to regulate marriages in this church, and to limit the accumula- 
tion of its property to $50,000, except-what it had already got. That 
is the way it stands. 

But however that may be, the Committee on the Judiciary deter- 
mined not to leave anybody the right to go into a critical dieqnisition 
and discussion over the question of whether this act of 1862 abolished 
the whole church or not, by providing that we only look at the law 
as it now stood, that we knew and acted upon nothing and recognized 
nothing that had not now the force of law. 

Now we come to the object of putting these trustees in. I repeat, 
Mr. President, so that it shall not be misunderstood, that by the sec- 
ond section of the Utah act incorporating this church the trustrees are 
provided for. They have no powers touching the government, manage- 
ment, or operation of the church at all. They refer only and have re- 
lation only to the temporal business of that church and its property. 
They are given no authority to do anything or to say anything con- 
cerning the faith, worship, or doctrine of thatchurch. Therefore when 
we interfere with that section regarding trustees, we do not interfere 
with anything that relates to anybody’s religious belief of any kind, 
be it good or bad; but we do interfere so far as to have somebody who 
shall see that the moneys of that church are devoted to legal and law- 
ful objects and not to illegal and unlawful objects, We do haveama- 
jority in that board of trustees, who shall report to the Government 
of the United States the condition of its business affairs, report to the 
people of the United States what_uses its money is applied to, and to 
resist and prevent its application to the propagation of polygamy, and 
see that it is devoted to the application that it may be rightly devoted 
to, and that is to provide for charity to the poor the church 
and for the keeping up of their churches and places of worship, and so 
on. 

Then, besides that, without these trustees to get into and get hold of 
the condition of this property, of what value would be the provision 
forfeiting all that they have acquired contrary to law? If you left it 
to the evidence of the trustees in possession, with no means of getting 
access to their books or papers or to understand what is going on, how 
much progress would the United States make in forfeiting what is above 
the $50,000, or the property they had at the time of the passage of the 
act of 1862? That, as I said before, is just where the rub comes. It 
is because this section, keeping entirely clear of interfering with faith 
or doctrine or the church as a church, takes hold of its temporal affairs, 
its emigration affairs, its polygamous affairs, and sees to it that the 
money is not devoted to ill uses, and sees to it that it is devoted 
only to those that belong to the proper administration of a religous 
society, and sees to it that a true report is made to the Government of 
the United States in regard to its business operations, so that all that 
it holdsin excess of law for these purposes may be devoted to other uses, 

Therefore I repeat that the section most obnoxious to that political 
hierarchy which governs and manages and controls the administration 
of these enormous assets is this very twelfth section, not because it in- 
terferes with faith, for it does not; not because these trustees have the 
slightest power to influence,the action or govern the conduct of the 
church as a church, but because out of the church and in the world of 
affairs it opens it to the daylight and keeps it within the law. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Vermont what 
he understands the assets or profits of this church organization to be 
used for? For what purpose do they pay out this money, as he under- 


stands? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand that they pay out part of it for the 
ordinary operations of any religious society, that they pay out another 
and a larger part of it for the encouragement of immigration, for the 
defense of persons accused of polygamy, and so on. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask one question more: If the Sen- 
ator understands they are paying any money in violation of law, in 
violation of the provisions of the charter? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; I believe they are. 

Mr. TELLER. For what particular purpose? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. For the purpose of promoting polygamy and en- 
couraging immigration for the mere objectof getting polygamous sub- 
jects for the lust-of these vagabonds, 

Mr. TELLER. I understand, then, that the honorable Senator takes 
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the position that all the money that they pay out for the emigration 
fund is illegal, and consequently thatit will be the duty of the trustees, 
no matter what may be the provisions of the charter which specially 
provides for their business, to violate those provisions. i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The charter does not provide for any such thing. 
It says ‘‘ welfare of the church.” : 

Mr. TELLER. Under that they have a pretty broad discretion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘‘ Welfare of the church,” as I understand, is to 
promote virtue and not polygamy. s 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, I shall vote for the bill under consid- 
eration, first, because I believe that it is constitutional in its provis- 
ions; second, because I believe it is expedient to pass it. I hold that 
the Territorial government of Utah was organized under that clause of 
the Constitution which declares that ‘‘Congress shall have power to 
dispose of and make all needful rules and regulations respecting the 
territory or other property belonging to the United States.’ So be- 
lieving, the Territorial Legislature of Utah having been created by Con- 
gressional act, Congress has the power to the act creating the 
Territorial Government if it deems it expedient so todo. It has the 
power to modify any legislation, or repeal, abrogate, and hold for 
naught any legislation of that Territorial Legislature. In short, the 

wer of Congress over the question of legislation in this District of Co- 

umbia and in the Territories under the control of the United States is 
as broad as the power of a State Legislature in t to the local and 
domestic affairs within the territorial jurisdiction of the State. 
I have no question that if Congress believes that the system of polyg- 
amy recognized in Utah is subversive of public morals, isinjurious to the 
well-being of society there; if it is calculated to bring reproach on this 
Government which has tolerated it; if it is in violation of the univer- 
sally recognized principles of society as understood by the whole people 
of the United States, whether Catholic or Protestant or infidel, that 
the exercise of polygamy is injurious to public health.and public mor- 
als, Congress has a right to so declare, and enforce that declaration by 
appropriate legislation. 

That polygamy pollutes morals, brings reproach on this Government, 
shocks the moral sense of the people, and is injurious to the health of 
those who practice it, and transmits its evil effects to the children of 
polygamous so-called marriages, is, I think, admitted to be true. Its 
correction is within the scope of the inherent police powers of this 
Government coextensive with its jurisdiction over the Territories—pre- 
cisely as by a like exercise of their police powers every State in the 
Union makes bigamy a crime within their respective jurisdictions. 

Furthermore I would say that Congress, as the district of 
Columbia and the Territories, would have the constitutional power to 
declare by statute and enforce by appropriate penalties the doctrine uni- 
versally recognized by every State in the Union that no man should 
have more than one wife or one woman more than one husband living 
at one and the same time, On the question of power, therefore, I have 
no doubt. On the question of expediency there can be, I think, as lit- 
tle doubt. 

We brought our family institutions from our mother country, Great 
Britain, a country which recognized monogamy. As far back as I have 
looked into the history of Great Britain on this subject, as far back as 
the days of Julius Cæsar, the doctrine of polygamy has never been recog- 
nized, but it has always been held that a man should have but one wile 
living at one time. We thought so when we came here, and the mar- 
ital laws of every State in this Union, the doctrine of inheritance and 
distribution, are all based upon that. 

Now, I would ask if it be true that this legislation c22 be opposed on 
the theory that it is a violation of the religious faith of these people? 
In my State, in your own State (Mr. SHERMAN in the chair), where 
they have laws against polygamy, as all our States have, were a man 
indicted-for bigamy, and were he to go into court and plead in response 
to that indictment that according to his religious faith he had a right 
to have two wives, or three, or four, or a dozen, if he wished, would that 
be any valid defense? How long would it take a court to overrule and 
set aside that plea? If, then, it is not, in a State, if itis not good 
as a plea in one place, why should it Dé in another; and have we not 
the same legislative control over the question as the States have within 
their jurisdiction? Should any portion of this country under the im- 
mediate control of Congress be allowed to have a system which is not 
tolerated by any State of the American Union? 

And, again, if the Territory of Utah were to apply to be admitted as 
a State—because she is now in a condition of Territorial pupilage— 
would anybody say that we should not have a right to refuse to allow 
her to come in as a State of this Union because she recognized polyg- 
amy? And ifthe just end of Territorial pupilage is, in due time and 
proper preparation, to bring the inhabitants into this Union under a 
constitution republican in form, is it not our duty to prepare them 
properly for this great destiny? 

The Constitution declares that ‘‘Congress shall make no law re- 
specting the establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise 
thereof; or abridging the freedom of speech or of the press.’ Upon the 
last two inhibitions—freedom of speech and of the press—we have had 
adjudication after adjudication by all the courts of the country. No 
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law shall be passed ‘‘abridging the freedom of speech,” and yet we 
have slander laws in every State of this Union declared to be valid. 
Why? Are they to abridge the use of the freedom of speech? 
Notatall. Theyare to strike at the abuse, and thereby to preserve the 
use, And so we have libel laws punishing the abuse of the freedom 
of the press. It is not to prevent the free use of the press, but it is to 
prevent the licentious misuse of the press. If that be true of the two 
great rights of freedom of and freedom of the press, equally is 
it true of the clause saying that Congress shall not make any law re- 
peoiak the establishment of religion or prohibiting the free exercise 

ereof. Itis the use and not the abuse of the right that is secured. 
We must not forget that every State which hefped to make the Consti- 
tution of the United States recognized monogamy—one husband and 
one wife—and, so far as I know, bigamy was a crime everywhere; and 
the Constitution of the United States was made by those States, and 
must be construed in the light of the universally ized marital 
relation at the time of its adoption existing in all the States, 

Why, Mr. President, suppose that you should have here a so-called 
church which would make it a part of its avowed faith and of its prac- 
tice that female infants should be mutilated in their feet, as in China, 
would you not say that we have power to prevent that, not to interfere 
with religious faith, but because such practice would be injurious to so- 
ciety? It cripples uselessly a portion of the people, aud the correction 
of the practice is within the police powers of the Government. I put 
my support of the bill upon the ground that polygamy is against public 
morals. The practice of polygamy is an abuse of religion and not a use 
of it. It is covering licentious practices under the pretended cloak of 
a use of religion. The clause that Congress shall not make any law re- 
specting the establishment of religion or prohibiting the free exercise 
thereof is not in the slightest es. ap interfered with by this bill. I 
believe as much as the man did who first promulgated the doctrine of 
this great clause of our Constitution two hundred and fifty years ago, 
Roger Williams, that the law has no power whatever to interfere with 
the conscience of the individual; that that is a matter between him and 
his God. That idea of his was finally incorporated in this Constitution 
of ours; but this bill does not interfere with that. It does not interfere 
with itinany way whatever. Itsays, ‘‘ Believe what you please, but do 
not follow practicesinimical to the well-beingofsociety.’? Iwillsay for 
the Committee on the Judiciary that they have with remarkable skill, 
in my judgment, drawn the distinction between religious freedom and 
the abuse of the universally recognized principles and policy of this 
country and of morals under the pretense of religion, and have simply 
in the bill before us asked that the police powers of the Government be 
called into exercise for a wise purpose. 

Ihave thought proper, as I shall support this bill, to put what I think 
about it, in the broadest terms, upon the record. : 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, it has been asserted very often that there 
was a difference between this legislation and a law respecting religion, 
that this bill is not amenable to objection because it legislates upon the 
political relations of Mormonism. Suppose we concede that this is an 
organization in favor of polygamy for the purpose of teaching it and 
defending it, how much do we advance the argument? What power is 
given to pa, Hi over it? The Senator from Texas seems to think 
that because Utah is a Territory Congress is emancipated from all the 
limitations of the Constitution. r 

Mr. MAXEY. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I took no such posi- 
tion. I simply spoke of our power over the Territories. 

Mr. CALL. What does the Constitution say? 

Congress shall make no law * * * abridging the freedom of speech or of 


the press. 

The Senator from Texas cited the law of libel. Is it to be held that 
Congress may prohibit the promulgation of opinions upon the subject 
of government or religion, whether they are true or false? Did any 
one ever hear that thought was to be abridged and the expression of 
it? Does not that mean free speech? Does it not mean a free press ? 
And if they do teach polygamy have they not their legal warrant for 
it in the guarantee of freedom of speech, and is it not the principle of 
our Government that we are sustained by free speech and free thought 
as the foundation and support of our liberties and all our civil institu- 
tions? Are we to be told here to-day that this bill is right because it 
makes war upon opinion, political opinion, political teaching, the free- 
dom of speech, and the freedom of the press? Why, sir, the argument 
is not advanced to any just conclusion by this proposition. 

The Mormons have a right by the very charter by which we defend 
the Christian religion which for many centuries was forbidden to be 
defended except in the orthodox way. It was heresy to differ in opin- 
ion from the established creed of the government, and we owe our foun- 
dation as a government and as a people to the freedom of speech, the 
freedom of religious and political opinion, whether it be for monarchy 
or whether it be to promulgate false philosophies in regard to society. 
We rely upon the omnipotence of free thought and free speech and a 
free press for our protection and for the success of correct ideas. 

We are departing from that in this bill, and the Senator from Vermont 
tells us that this is right because we are dealing with a political hie- 
rarchy. Let us concede that it is a political hierarchy, that it teaches 


Rs ae, S 


562 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. - 


false, despotic, and immoral doctrines. They have aright toteach them 
and we have a right to confute them by free speech and free thought. 
That is the Constitution and the fundamental principle of our Govern- 
ment. Nobody ever questioned this before; and the idea that because 
we pass laws of libel therefore we may abridge the freedom of speech, 
of thought, of expression, and provide that men shall only think and 
talk in support of our ideas of what we proclaim to be right can not be 
defended. $ 

Why, sir, it seems to me strange that this bill should be defended 
uponthatground. This Mormon Church or society have as much right 
to teach their ideas as the distinguished orator who assails the Christian 
religion has to teach his? and he has as much legal right to proclaim 
his ideas and to have an association to support and disseminate them 
as we have a legal political right to associate for the maintenance of 
what we believe to be the divine faith of Christ, and that is the lesson 
of the Gospel and the lesson of the Christian religion. It is by moral 
power that the religion of Christ has overcome polygamy in other coun- 
tries and other times, and it will be by its moral power that polygamy 
in Utah will be overcome. ‘Whether it be a political or a {neva 
hierarchy does not affect the argument. The prohibitions ofthe Con- 
stitution remain the same. 

I insist, sir, that this argument to take possession of this Mormon 
Church, to confiscate its property, to manage its affairs, whether it be a 
political or religious institution, has no foundation, and that this Con- 
gress is expressly forbidden by the provisions of the Constitution, which 
forbid any law that shall abridge the freedom of speech from interfering 
with them because of the doctrines which they may teach, whatever 
they may be. And it can not be denied that this is not a bill to sup- 
press polygamy, but it is a bill to suppress and destroy a sect which 
teaches polygamy, and the methods by which it proposes to suppress 
this sect, this teaching of polygamy, is the confiscation of its property, 
the seizure of the contributions of its followers, and then arbitrary ap- 
propriation by Congress to such purposes as it thinks proper, the trial 
of its followers by partial juries on evidence forced from the lawful wife. 
However grievous may be the evils of Mormonism these unlawful 
methods are not the proper means for its overthrow and can never ac- 
complish the purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama. 

The amendment was rejected. à 

Mr. CALL. Imove to amend, in section 13, line 3, by striking out 
after the word ‘‘to’’ the words ‘‘ forfeit and escheat to the United 
States the property of corporations obtained or held’’ and inserting the 
words ‘dissolve the corporation existing;’’ so as to read: 

That it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General of the United States to insti- 
tute and prosecute p to dissolve the corporation in violation 
of section 3 of the act of Congress approved the Ist day of July, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CALL. I propose, Mr. President, to follow this motion by a mo- 
tion to strike ont all the words on the eleventh line after the word 
“States”? down to the word ‘‘ worship” at the end of the seventeenth 
line and insert the following. I state it in order that it may be seen 
what it is that I propose to do: 

And all pro shall be returned by the court, on due proof of own: 
the person or persons or their hele and benerna sepisan rira the decoys hg 
vided, That all buildings on the grounds a) manan thereto and occupied ex- 
clusively for the purpose of the worship shall be conveyed under the or- 
der of the court to trustees who shall be selected by the congregation or society 
who constructed such church building and who use the same for the worship of 
God according to the dictates of their conscience. 

Mr. President, I wish to say a few words in support of the amend- 
ment. I said yesterday that it was impossible for any one to give any 
reason on any ground of law or any plausible ground upon which it 
could be asserted that the Congress of the United States had the right 
to confiscate, to forfeit the property of this corporation or any other 
corporation. This act uses the term ‘‘escheat.’? What is an escheat 
in the law? It is where there ceases to be any right of ownership, 
where an inheritable estate falls for want of persons designated and 
known in the law to receiveit, and what becomes of it? It goes back 
to ee parties, under the feudal law, from whom it was originally de- 
rived. 

According to the English law— 


Says the definition— 
escheat denotes an obstruction of the course of descent, and a consequent de- 
termi of the tenure by some unforeseen contingency; in which case tLe 
Jand naturally results back, by a kind of reversion, to the original grantor, or 
lord of the fee. 

What pretense is there for alleging in this bill that the property shall 
escheat and be forfeited to the United States? Surely, sir, there is none. 
No lawyer will undertake to say that this can be a case of escheat, and 
why? Here is a corporation created by law. The Senator from Ala- 
bama says that it was not created by law, that it was not a religious 
corporation, that they had no right to create such a corporation. Well, 
sir, suppose it was not a religious corporation, suppose it was a political 
corporation, why had they not the right to create it? ‘There can be no 
question that it was created by law, that it is recognized in the act cited 
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by the Senator from Vermont, none that it is performing the duties and 
the objects for which it was created. Now. the United States come in 
and declare that it shall no longer exist. Concede that they have the 
right to do so, have they the right to take the property? Can they ap- 
propriate it to their own use by calling it an escheat, when under the 
T e laws the property did not go to the Crown? What do the law- 
books say on that subject? 

The English Parliament isomnipotent, but here private property can 
not be taken for public-use except on compensation made. Under the 
law of escheat the land went back to the party from whom it was de- 
rived. The government in case there was no owner might appropri- 
ate it by law when there was no one of kin, no one in the order of de- 
scent; and so they may here; but can they destroy the person in order 
toacquire the property? That is what this bill proposes to do, and what 
the argument of the Senator from Vermont requires. 

Does it follow because a corporation is terminated that there is nobody 
who is acestui quetrust? And can the Government destroy the corpo- 
ration by act of law and then say there isnobody toownit? We have 
destroyed it, destroyed it in the proper term of its chartered existence, 
and do you not call that a forfeiture, a confiscation, an appropriation 
of private property ? 

Let us see what was the English law. There is neither analogy nor 
is there any kind of precept or authority for this bill in all the English 
law with an omnipotent parliament, capable without restraint of pass- 
ing any law confiscating all property, passing bills ofattainder, and mak- 
ing blood uninheritable. Even under that constitution and that state 
of things there is no analogy to this legislation by which a corporation 
is destroyed, terminated in the period of its life, and then the property 
of the corporation appropriated by the government, 

Some allusion was made by the learned Senator from Massachusetts 
to the doctrine of cy pres as an analogy toit. The history of legislation 
on this subject is very plain. It will be borne in mind in this investi- 
gation that we start out with a positive prohibition upon Congress from 
appropriating anybody’s private property, from taking it, and that be- 
fore it can be appropriated by the Government of the United States 
under any proceeding or idea analogous to escheat it shall be when 
there shall be no owner of it, no person with a legal or equitable right 
to it—in other words, when it ceases to be private property. 

The legislation for charities in the English Government to which 
the doctrine of cy pres applies finally terminated in thestatute (43 Eliz., 
c. 4, 1601) commonly called the statuteof charitable uses. This statute 
provides, and as it has been extended by judicial decision from time to 
time defines, the causes for which a charitable corporation may be cre- 
ated. They are not religious; they are such as beneficial associations. 
They may be religious or they may not be. They are all included 
within the statute of Elizabeth: 

H kand 
LAILA ond DATO INA Of UO LLG tion schools; nd sohplers in alter 
5 ports, havens, causeways, churches, sea-banks, and 
highways; education and preferment of orphans; relief, stock, or maintenance 
for houses of correction ; of poor maids; supportation, aid, and help 
of young tradesmen, „and persons decayed, &c. 

The subject has received large consideration in the courts of the 
United States. Perry on Trusts contains all the decisions on the sub- 
ject and goes extensively into it. There we find laid down the fol- 
lowing: 

bad. kiaad made to establish a Jewish synagogue, to teach Judaism in op- 
pos to Christianity, or to re-establish the supremacy of the Pope, or to edu- 
cate children in the Catholic ea nS the statutes, or to promote dissent 
contrary to the acts of uniformity, or to keep alive superstitious customs and 
practices, the charities could not, of course, be carried into effect as given, and 
the King gave effect to them as charities, by his royal acy gine yaren the 
original purposes. * * * But whether the pre: ives of the British crown 
were proper or improper, or whether aeg were wisely exercised or notin be 


cases named, is no question here. No power exists in any American ma 
trates, judicial or ministerial. 


That is the decision of our courts. . It does not matter whether it be 
the promotion of Judaism or Christianity or dissent to the orthodox 
belief, be the object of the charity what it may, it has been held, by the 
Supreme Court from 4 Wheatpg until to-day by the uniform course of 
decisions, by the decision of Chifef-Justice Gray, of the State of Massa- 
chusetts, among other learned men cited in this book, that any benevo- 
lent charity to trustees who can receive it for the benefitof an indefinite 
number of people, no matter what it is in respect to its religious teach- 
ing, no matter what it is in respect to its political influences, is a charity, 
and will be enforced and carried out by the courts. 

But here we have this bill, in defiance of the whole course of Amer- 
ican decisions and of the very words of the Constitution, in defiance of 
the whole course of English decisions and of the statute of Elizabeth, 
undertaking to put forth a proposition which, with great respect to the 
learned men upon this committee, is utterly indefensible and unrea- 
sonable, that under the doctrine of cy pres you can divert, you can de- 
stroy the corporation, terminate its existence during its chartered life, 
and appropriate its donations not as the statute of Elizabeth says, ac- 
cording to the will of the donor, but against the will of the donor, de- 
prive it entirely because it teaches some heresy, religious or political. 

Why, Mr. President, there surely can be no ground for such a propo- 
sition as that. If is a pure case of religious persecution, in express defi- 
ance of all the provisions of the Constitution of the United States. The 
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Senator from Alabama said this is not religion. Suppose it is not, can 
we say what is religion or whatis not? In all the course of time those 
who maintained the orthodox religions have decided that those who dif- 
fered with them were not religious, that they were the greatest of erim- 
inals, burned them at the stake, tore out their tongues. More than a 
hundred thousand people were destroyed in one year on the very propo- 
sition of the Senator P Alabama an e R somebody had. the right may 
‘my religion is true your is wrong; you are @ po! 
cient or a religious hierarchy, and I am satisfied your doctrine is 
false.” 

Mr. President, Ishall not detain the Senate any longer. I merely de- 
sired to show that this proposition of escheat or forfeiture had no war- 
rant in the jurisprudence of England, that it had no a pplication, that 
the term did not apply to this case, and that if it had ERTE under 
the English statutes the doctrine of ey pres it would have been carried 
out according to the will of the donor and not in the unlicensed discre- 
tion of the court. But before I sit down allow me to say one word that 
I th'nk ought to be said. 

We have been dealing with o great public evil, and one which is 
growing and has grown; and why hasit grown? We hear uttered the 
discontents of labor everywhere in this country. We hear of the hun- 
dreds of thousands of starving men, women, and children of the sixty 
million people of the United States. We see it in the organizations 
of labor everywhere. There is not such ò distribution of production as 
disseminates comfort and abundance among the people. We see in 
these days of combination everywhero that the laboring are 
moving for the preservation of life, impelled by the pangs of hunger 
and destitution. We have found hero upon our borders, in the midst 
of a great and flagrant heresy, an industrial success which candid and 
impartial men have testified to. We have found a community where 
the social evil is not to be found, and if we are to rely on the reports of 
honest and candid men who have i i . the subject, the habit 
of intoxication, the sale of liquor in licensed saloons, is not to be found 
there. Whatever else may be said, I am told it may be said that des- 
titution and want are not found there. The ing are taken 
care of, educated, and established in life; shelt=r is provided for all; 
food for all, and clothing for all. 

Mr. President, that is the reason why deluded people are dragged from 
Europe from a life of almost absolute want of comfort; that is the rea- 
son why their religion is propagated. Itis because of the success of 
their industrial system in anew country. It isnot because the religion 
of Christ will fail to have its effect in itsteaching there. It is because 
the contrast between the life of these poor people in the countries from 
which they are dragged, naked almost, doomed to a life in both sexes 
of the hardest and sternest labor without adequate compensation, be- 
cause they find in reference to the evils of in reference to the 
life of want and degradation there, they find comparative comfort in 
Utah. Mormonism can not live before the enlightened rays of the 
Christian religion, but it does not need this bill and it does not need 
this unlawful and unconstitutional confiscation and forfeiture of prop- 
erty to destroy it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question i is on the adoption of 
ha erpcces reper flat $c ara ae [Mr. CALL]. 

The amendment was rejec 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on the second 
amendment of the Senator from Florida, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 13, line 12, it is proposed to strike 
out all after the word “‘States” down toand including the word ‘God, Ay 


in line 17, as follows: 

And all such pro pape pe at oe Aa ce 
the use reih of the ntaa schools inthe Territory in which 
erty may be: Provided, That no building or the appurtenant 
aips wh eat which is held and occupied exclusively for purposes of the wor- 
ship 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

And all shall be returned court on di 
K a e mi gotan baag r their heirs and Sra poetry nae 

Provided, That all buildings and the grounds appurtenan' 
= exclusively for the purpose of the worship o of God, shall be 
under the order of the court to Aonar who shall be by the 
society who constructed such chi peepee rie bape who use the same for the 
worship of God according to the dictates of their own consciences.” 

Mr. CALL. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is simply sufficient to say in answer to that 
amendment that the thirteenth section provides for the forfeiture of any 
property that has been acquired in contravention of a positive statute of 
the United States. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not want to prolong this debate, but I do not 
understand the rule to be that property acquired by a corporation in 
violation of the provisions of the statute escheats tothe Government. I 
have never known any such rule, all the authorities are different, and 
we now propose to establish a rule that does not exist. I do not know 
whether it is possible for Congress to do that thing or not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is left to the courts by the section. 

Mr. TELLER. Ifit is to be left to the courts, then there need not 
be any provision put in about escheating, if thatisthe law now. Ido 


not understand that to be the law, and I understand the Supreme Court 


of the United States has held that it is not the law. We may be able 
to make such a law. The honorable Senator is not willing toleaveitto 
the law asit exists. The British Parliament, is omnipotent but it has 
been held that it could not legislate money from one man’s pocketto 
another’s. Inthe exercise of the power given over this subject in the 
Territories it is possible the United States may legislate the money of 
individuals into its own but I do not believe it. I neither be- 
lieve it is possible by law, nor do I believe it is proper and right that it 
should be done. 

Mr. CALL. I would ask the Senator from Vermont if he considers 
it the law that property acquired by a corporation in violation of the 
law becomes ipso facto forfeited to the Government. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I have said enough, I think, on 
this question. This language merely repeats and enforces the act of 
1862, which left that church concern with all the property that it then 
had, "and said that if it acquired anysum beyond the $50,000 and what 
it then had, its property should be forfeited and escheated to the United 
States; and this section merely carries it out. 


Mr. TELLER. Then why put it in this? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Because the Attorney-General does not propose to 
leave the money in court, and Congress proposes to provide what shall 
be done with it. 

Mr. CALL. I understand the Senator from Vermont, then, to say 
that he thinks it competent for the Congress of the United States to 
forfeit the property of a corporation which shall be acquired in excess 
of the amount limited by law. 

The Secretary ed to call the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). On this question 
I am paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 
Otherwise I should vote “‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. BROWN (when his name was called). On this question I am 

ired with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” : 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oraon (when his name was ealled). On this 
question Iam paired with the Senator from California [Mr. STANFORD]. 

ae roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. My colleague[Mr. VEST], who is necessarily ab- 
sent this evening, is with the Senator from New York [Mr. 
MILLER]. If here, my colleague would vote ‘‘yea’’ and the Senator 
from New-York woul vote “‘nay.’’ 

The result was annouced—yeas 6, nays 39; as follows: 


YEAS—6. 
Call, Hampton, Teller, Vance. 
Eustis, Morgan, 
NAYS—39. 
Allison, Dolph, Hoar, Palmer, 
Beck, ' Edmunds, Payne, 
Berry, Evarts, Jackson, 
Chace, Frye, Jonesof "Arkansas, Puck, 
George, Logan, Sawyer, 

Coke, Gibson, McMillan, Sherman, 
Colquitt, Hale, Manderson, S 
Conger, Harris, Maxey, Walthall, 

m, Mitchell of Pa., Wilson of Iowa. 
Dawes, Hawley, Morrill, 
ABSENT—31. 
Aldrich, « Fair, Miller of Cal., Saulsbury, 
ra, è Miller of N. Y., Sewell, 
Blair, Gray, Mitchell of Oreg., Stanford, 
Bowen, Jones of Florida, Pike, Van Wyck, 
Jones of Nevada, Plumb 
Butler, Kenna, Ransom, Voorhees, 
Camden, McPherson, Riddleberger, Wilson of Md. 
Cameron, Mahone, Sabin, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. BROWN. I desire to call the attention of the chairman of the 
committee to the seventh section of the act of 1882 and to one of the 
sections of the preseht bill: « - 

palin 7. That th pannas a bi lygamo: ages, kno’ Mor- 
n marriages, in in ; ap ayaa A LM anin ten onyen ede pesua 
Fesartepy iais naa hai anpe kr et Mormon sect, in any Territory of the United States, 
and such issue shall have been born before the Ist day of January, A. D, 1883, are 
hereby legitimated. 


Giving a little over nine months fror. the passare of the act so as to 
embrace those born within the ordinary period of gesiation. In the 
present bill this is the provision: 
ines 10. That the og enacted by er Legislative rere of wpb i ines ot 

w provide for or recognize ere timate children to in- 
herit or be entitled to any ete eb share in the estate of of the father of such 
a. child are hereb; ed and annulled; and no illegitimate 

hild shall hereafter be ent iin rit from his or her fath er or to receiveany 
dieteiputive sears in the estate of his or her father: Provided, That this section 
shall not apply to any illegitimate child born previous to the passage of this act. 


I pro there to amend, with the consent of the committee, by 
saying *‘ previous to the passage of this act, or withip the ordinary pe- 
riod of gestation after the passage thereof,” so as to make the same pro- 
vision which was made in the act of 1882 for unborn children who are 
in existence. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. The act of 1882 finished up the whole of that sub- 
ject; and this act so far as it is necessary at all after that act (as I 
doubt if it is, because we merely annul that Territorial act which I 
think the legal effect of the act of 1882 accomplished) is merely to put 
illegitimate children in that ee on thesame footing that aati 
mate children are everywhere else, I believe, in every country. Ido 
not think the provision in this act was necessary as affecting the status 
of any illegitimate child born since 1882, or born after the of 
this act and within nine months, but the point of this provision is to 
annul and get off the statute-book of that Territory that act which 
stands in opposition to the law of 1882 that we passed, so that my friend’s 
observation really does not apply. 

Mr. BROWN. If it was proper to allow the period of gestation in 
that statute is it not equally proper in this case? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, because we wound up that business by an affirm- 
ative act then and there, and it is doing no injustice to the illegitimate 
children in Utah any more than elsewhere, because in 1882 we made 
an end of the question, and this merely annuls their old act and makes 
an end of it. : 

Mr. BROWN. I will not press my amendment, because of eourse it 
will = the fate of all the others, but it seems to me there is neces- 
sity for it. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further amend- 


ment—— 
Mr. BLAIR. I think there is an amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 


submitted an amendment which he now offers, the Chair understands. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the Constitution, as the Senate will 
remember, provides that the trial of all crimes except in cases of im- 
peachment shall be by jury, and such trials shall be held in the State 
wherein the crime shall have been committed, and when not committed 
in any State the trial shall be at such place of places as the Congress 
may by law have directed. I ask the Secretary to read the proposed 
amendment. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add as an additional section the 
following: 

Sec. —. That in all prosecutions of bigamy, polygamy, or unlawful cohabita- 
tion, or conspiracy to commit or conspiracy toaid or abet the commission of any 
one of said crimes, by direction of Chief-Justice of the United States the 
charge may be investigated by a grand jury, and indictment found, and trial, 
judgment, conviction, sentence, and proceedings had t m, in the proper 
court of the United States in such State or Territory outside the Territory of Utah 
SE ceteris une oleae E a ae 
to the Chiefs ustice to fix the place for any of the steps taken aiko Droni 
ngs. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, as there seems to be so much doubt and 
difficulty in the application of the provisions of several of the sections 
of this bill to the existing situation, it seems to me that the power of 
this Mormon hierarchy, which is concentrated in the hands of a very few 
individuals, could perhaps be best reached and destroyed without rais- 
ing any legal uncertainties or controversies, by so contriving this bill 
that it shall subject them to a criminal prosecution where a grand jury 
would be secured to investigate with reference to the proper finding of 
indictments, and a petit jury would be likely to find a verdict accord- 
ing to the evidence submitted to them. 

The Constitution provides what I havestated. Under the provisions 
of my amendment it seems to me that the power of criminal prosecu- 
tion would be made effective, and at once effective, in destroying this 
institution by striking down those who are at the head of it. But as 
I see the majority of the Senate are in favor of this bill as it is and are 
quite determined upon its passage in its present form, I do not wish to 
make myself conspicuous by any unseemly obstinacy in the matter, 
and therefore I withdraw the amendment if I may be permitted to 
do so. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
made as in Committee of the Whole were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and read the 
third time. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the friends of this measure seem de- 
termined to pass it in its present shape, yielding nothing to the opinions 
of others who have not had the opportunity to study it, which of course 
they have had. I have taken occasion since the bill has been under 
discussion to ask some questions for information about its meaning, pur- 
pose, &e. Some of these questions have been answered by one member 
of the committee, the others not participating in the debate, but I shall 
take it for granted that that honorable Senator has had the right to 
speak the opinions of every member of the committee who has not voted 
to the contrary on the call of the yeas and nays. 

One question I have asked which the Senator from Vermont said he 
would answer before he took his seat. I addressed that question also 
to my colleague, and also to the Senator from Texas who is on the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and that was, what do you expect to pay these 
trustees? Why do we send this bill out of the Senate for fourteen trust- 
ees to perform the novel and important duties that we imposed on this 
body of men in the ment of the Mormon Church, its property, 
its income, and questions relating to its missions, whether the church 


shall direct its fands to be applied to missionary operations or not— 
why do we select fourteen men to exercise these peculiar functions, and 
in the bill say nothing about paying them, provide no salary? 

We put them under bonds. They are required to give bonded se- 
curity, I suppose payable tothe church. Itdoes not say so. They are 
required to make reports annually or oftener to the Government; they 
are required to take in trust and in charge all the property, as I under- 
stand it, of every kind and character of this corporation. We are in- 
formed that that property amounts in personal estate one way and 
another to perhaps several million dollars and to a large amount in 
real estate. And yet the Senate of the United States, for some reason 
which no Senator has deigned even to allude to, has remained entirely 
silent as to what compensation, ifany, these trustees or commissioners 
are to have. : 

Now, sir, Ido not want to send fourteen men out there to loot the 
Mormon Church and come back with a hamper full of money that they 
have taken from it, which they say the Mormon hierarchy are disposed 
to misappropriate for the encouragement of polygamy, and then ask us 
to divide it out and give them as much of it as we think they are enti- 
tled to for their activity and their zeal and their skill in getting this 
money into their hands. They have the right to receive money; they 
are not naked trustees; the money in their as is charged with 
certain uses to which they must apply it, unless, in their opinion, they 
should come to the conclusion that the uses to which they are directed 
to apply it may be in violation of some statute of the United States 
or miy be possibly an encouragement to and promotion of polygamy. 
Being thus in possession of this large fund, having to account for it 
under abond, the Senate of the United States makes no provision at all, 
hints at no provision for their compensation, but leaves to them the 
unfortunate tempation of deriving from this church and this people all 
the money that they can, in the hope and expectation that when they 
get back from this raid upon this church Congress will be disposed to 
com te them liberally for their services. 

Sir, I undertake to affirm that no set of officers have ever been created 
with such important trusts and duties, no set of bonded officers with 
a fixed tenure of office have been created by any act of Congress with- 
out some provision being made, at least, that they should be compen- 
sated. Ifin any act of Congress the amount of compensation has been 
left indefinite, there has been still an expression that these officers were 
to receive compensation for their services. 

In what attitude do we place ourselves before the world by sending 
forth these trustees into the body of a society which they call a church, 
and in which they propose to direct religious worship, religious sacra- 
ments and pean, sending them out there under bond, giving them 
a two years’ tenure of office, and making no mention of the fact that 
they are to have compensation? The world will say, ‘‘ You intend to 
put your agents into that church for the purpose of looting it; you in- 
tend to put your agents there without instructions as to their authority 
or their line of conduct, without definition really of their powers, for 
the purpose of making schism and mischief in the body of the church, 
and upon this mischief and schism arising, you, the majority, 14 against 
13, can take the money into your own hands and bring it back tọ Con- 
gress, and ask how we shall divide it.” Ido not want tobe putin 
that condition. 

There is no occasion for the Senate of the United States to put itself 
in that condition. Weought to have said these commissioners, or these 
trustees, shall have $1,000 a year, or $2,000 a year, or, as in the case 
of the commissioners in Utah, that they should have $5,000 a year, or 
we ought to have said in the bill they shall have no compensation. 

This is not a fair and legitimate way of legislating with respect to any 
community whatsoever, and this curious, original, abnormal manner of 
legislation will bring reproach upon this body by the enactment of the 
law in that shape. The world will put tous the question: ‘‘ Why is it 
that you are afraid to speak your mind in respect to the compensation 
that these men shall have, or upon the question whether they shall have 
any compensation at all? Why do you leave it toan Appropriation 
Committee hereafter to advise in advance of their appointment, or after 
they have done their work, whether they shall have any compensation, 
or what their compensation shall be?’? Whoever heard of a bill creat- 
ing officers in this country of great trust and responsibility, bonded 
officers, in which the Congress was afraid to say whether if would pay 
them anything or not? 

Mr. President, there is a dangerous look in this style of legislation. 
There is something that brings upon the Congress of the United States 
unnecessary icion in to it. Indeed, this committee in sub- 
mitting this bill to the Senate in this form have attempted to legislate 
to point no point. They have attempted to legislate to get a result 
without stating the means by which the result is to be obtained. They 
have not ventured to express the opinion even whether that act of the 
Territorial Legislature of Utah is still in existence. They leave their 
chairman without an expression on this subject to state his own indi- 
vidual opinion that there is a legal organization remaining there, in 
the face of an act of Congress of 1862 which repeals it. No member of 
the committee arises for the purpose of taking issue with the honor- 
able chairman; no member arises to indorse his opinion; and we are 
left here by the leading judicial committee of this body to inference, 
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to conjecture, to guessing as to what the state of the law is on this 
question. And when I offer an amendment which-shows what the state 
of the law ought to be, that this corporation no longer exists, I am met 
by the proposition, ‘‘ The gentleman opposes the twelfth section of the 
bill, and the president of the church would do the same thing.” That 
is the answer which is made to me. When I ask the Committee on 
the Judiciary to state what the law is the reply is, ‘‘ The Senator from 
Alabama takes the same ground on this measure that the president of 
the church would take.” 

Ah, Mr. President, I am not to be deterred from the expression of my 
opinion, humble as it may be, by an allusion of thatcharacter. Would 
the president of this church be less alarmed or more alarmed at a meas- 
ure which would take down that legal structure which upholds all of 
his authority, than he would ata measure which interjects a governing 
power along with his power and the power of his trustees and the man- 
agement of it, upon the hypothesis that the corporation still exists and 
retains its powers? Which would alarm him the more, to see the house 
tumbling about his head, absolutely demolished, as it was in 1862 by 
an act of Congress, or to see it maintained by an act of Congress that we 
enact to-day, and merely occupied by a board of unpaid trustees in 
conjunction with his trustees? 

Thirteen Mormons compose the Mormon side of that board. Four- 
teen Gentiles, I suppose, will compose the Gentile side of the board. 
Our men go there and they sit two years, so far as this bill gives us any 
information on the subject, without compensation. How easy would 
it be for them to find perhaps one man unfaithful to the views of. the 
honorable Senator from Vermont, who would accept a few thousand 
dollars to vote with the minority in that board and conduct that busi- 
ness precisely as the president of that church and that hierarchy might 

mire? You put an unpaid and unsalaried set of trustees on a bond 
payable to the church and not tous into that organization for the-pur- 
pose of conducting its temporal affairs, and with millions of money at 
their control, and without conscience they come and slip some of their 
loot and their bribe into the pocket of one trustec, which carries the 
majority on the other side of the question, and the church has its way. 

It is merely an opening for the purpose of getting men in there upon 
the idea that they will produce schisms and dissensions in a legal body 
of that church, and yet we expose them to the temptation which the 
Mormons can bring about them, and will bring about them, to divert 
them so that Mormonism will be encouraged by this act and sanctioned 
by the actof Con rather than discouraged and broken down. 
is the shape in which this bill is left. 

Did itnever occur to the honorable Senator from Vermont or any other 
‘member of the committee that these fourteen unpaid trustees that they 
put into this board might possibly accept a stipend from the head of 
that church to go not in the direction that the honorable Senator from 
Vermont would have them go, but right to the reverse, and to make 
the instrumentality of the law which we create here the power by which 
the church will besustained and promoted even in its effort to establish 
and propagate polygamy ? 

Sir, such unwise legislation as this does not deserve the sanction of a 
Senator’s vote, and I can not give it. I have proven on this floor my 
determination, as far as my power extends, to strike this church root 
and branch until afterward there shall be nothing left of it but aname 
and an unholy memory. I am met by the proposition to keep the thing 
up, to hold it up and let it work, and put fourteen trustees in there sub- 
ject to the power of money to assist the Mormons in running it. 

Now, which is the better proposition? I dare say the president of the 
church would select the proposition of the Senator from Vermont a thou- 
sand times before he would select mine. He would take his chances 
with his fourteen trustees, though they might be confirmed by the Sen- 
ate, much in preference to taking his chances with a court upon the 
power of Congress to dissolve and annul and dissipate that corporation. 

I shall therefore vote against this bill. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I do not propose to make a speech. I 
merely wish to put on record and call the attention of the Senator 
from Vermont to the proposition that the bill goes only to confiscate 
property acquired in violation of an act of Congress. I find in the act 
of 1862, in the proviso referred to by the Senator from Vermont, the fol- 
lowing language: : 

That this act shall be so limited and construed as not to affect or in- 
terfere with the right of property legally acquired under the ordinance hercto- 
fore mentioned. 

That ordinance I understand to be still in force. 
section 1890 of the Revised Statutes, also provides: 

That it shall not be lawful for any corporation or association for religious or 


charitable purposes to acquire or hold real estate in any Territory of the United 
States during the existence of the Territorial government ofa greater value than 


The act of 1872, 


That is confined to real estate. This measure provides for the con- 
fiseation of all property. The ordinance which is referred to in the 
previous act is still in force. The act of 1862 is limited to real estate 
to the amount of $50,000. Therefore it is apparent that this measure 
is not, in my judgment, as the Senator from Vermont says, limited to 
the confiscation of property acquired in violation of the law. But sup- 
pose it had been so, I wish to make this point before the discussion 


That. 


closes: Suppose a corporation is denied the power to hold real estate or 
property of any kind, real or personal, the power to hold it is an arti- 
ficial power given to it by statute. Itis nota natural person. What 
becomes of property given to it when it has no power to receive it in 
thelaw? ‘Whose is it when it has no attribute of holding the property ? 
Can you confiscate it because the law has forbidden the corporation to 
take it? Whose is it if the corporation could not take it, if it is not 
the person’s who tried to give it but could not give it? Are not the 
gift and the. assent to receive it both necessary to constitute the gift? 
If the law, upon the proposition of the Senator from Vermont, refused 
to allow the corporation the right to receive it and to hold it, whose is 
this property when the donation was made to a person not capable of 
receiving it? Of course it belongs to the persons who gave it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. In order to remove the difficulty stated by the 
Senator from Alabama, I would suggest to the Senator from Vermont 
whether it would not meet the purpose of the committee as well to de- 
volve the duty required of the fourteen trustees upon the commission 
of five persons already there in the employ of the Government. There- 
fore, I would suggest as an amendment—— 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Chair will advise the Senator 
from Nebraska that the question is now upon the passage of the bill, 
and it is not open toamendment. The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading and has been read the third time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Amendments are not in order. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then Iask if the Senator from Vermont would 
object to an amendment of that kind? ~ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He most decidedly would, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. VANCE. Iask for the yeas and nays upon the passage of the 
bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BROWN (when his name was called), On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE]. If he were 
present, I understand he would vote ‘‘ yea” and I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HAMPTON (when Mr. BUTLER’S name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. BUTLER] is paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. CAMERON]. The junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLAcK- 
BURN ] begged me to announce that he is paired with the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon (when his name was called). On this 
question I am paired with the Senator from California [Mr. STAN- 


FORD]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘yea’’ and he would vote 
“ nay.’ A 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). On the of the 
bill I am paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones]. If he 


were present, he would vote ‘‘ yea” and I should vote ‘“‘nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 4 

Mr. COCKRELL. My colleague [Mr. Vest] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. MILLER]. If present, my colleague would 
vote ‘‘nay’’ and the Senator from New York would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 7; as follows: 


. YEAS—3s, 
Allison, Dolph, Jackson, Pugh, 
Heck, Edmunds, Logan, Sawyer, 
Berry, Eustis, MeMillan, Sherman, 
Chace, Evarts, Manderson, Ss mer, 
Cockrell, Frye, Maxey, i Van Wyck, 
Coke, George, Mitchell of Pa., Wal I, 
Colquitt, Harris, Morrill, Wilson of Iowa, 
Conger, Harrison, Palmer, Wilson of Md. 
Cullom, Hawley, Payne, 
Dawes, Ingalls, Piatt, 

NAYS—7. 

Blair, Gibson, Hoar, Vance. 
Call, Hampton, Morgan, 

ABSENT—31. 
Aldrich, Gorman, Mahone, Sabin, 
"Blackburn Gray, Miller of Cal., Saulsbury, 
Bowen, Hale, Mitler of N. Y., Sewell, 
brown, Jones of Arkansas, Mitchell of Oreg., Stanford, 
Butler, Jones of Florida; Pike, Teller, 
Camden, Jones of Nevada, Piumb, est, 
Cameron, Kenna, Ransom, Voorhees, 
Fair, MePherson, Riddleberger, 


So the bill was passed. 
Mr. HOAR.. Let the Chair put the question on the title of the bill. 


ThePRESIDENT protempore. The question is, Shall the title of the 
bill stand as reported? =~ 
Mr. HOAR. I wish to say upon that question that I voted against 


the bill solely because of the refusal of the Senate to strike out the sev- 
enth section, which I think wrongin principle. If my vote would have 
affected the passage of the bill, which in all its other features I ap- 
prove, it would have put a responsibility upon me and a majority of 
the Senate which I do not now feel rests upon me. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The title of the bill willstand as re- 
ported if there be no objection. 
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Mr. BLAIR. If there be no objection I should like to have the bill 
printed in the RECORD as it has the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihave no objection, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks the unanimous consent of the Senate to have the bill printed in 
the RECORD as it passed the Senate. The Chair hears no objection, and 
it is so ordered. 

The bill is as follows: 


ARU rieri an ra rer Aer act to amun Section Passa or the Revised 
Statutes oi United States in reference igamy, and for other purposes, 
approved March 22, 1882, a 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives, &-c., That in any 
ceeding and examination before a grand jury, a judge, a justice, = a Un ted 
States commissioner, or a court, in any prosecution for bigam lygamy, or 
unlawful cohabitation, under any statute of the United Xhe | lawful hus- 
band or wife of the person accused shall be a competent yepere and may be 
called and may be compelled to testify in such proceeding, ation, or 
poors without the consent of the husband or wife, as the case may be; 

ut such witness shall not be permitted to testify as to any confidential state- 
ment or communication made by either husband or wife to each other during 
the existence of the marriage relation. 

Sec. 2. That in any prosecution for Be vine 4 polygamy, or unlawful cohabita- 
ton ena any statute of the AA e retiree Whether pi a Daaa Pintas com- 
m oner, justice, ju a n , Or any co’ an attachment for any wit- 
ness may be issued by the Kourt. judge, or commissioner, without a previous 
subpcena, compelling the immediate attendance of such witness, when it shall 
appear to the commissioner, justice, judge, or court, as the case ma ge sym 
there is reasonable ground to believe that such witness will unla 
obey a subpoena issued and served in the usual course in such cases ; an aa aed 
ease the usual witness-fees shall be paid to such witness so ai Provided, 
‘That no person shall be held in custody underany attachment issued as provided 
by this section for a longer time than ten days; and the person attached may at 
any time secure his or her discharge from custody by executing a recognizance, 
with sufficient sureties, conditioned for the ce of such person at the 
ee ei time as a witness in the cates or prooseding wherein the attachment may 


Sec. 3. ‘That any prosecution under any statute of the United States for pig: 
amy, polygamy, or unlawful cohabitation may be commenced at any time wi 

five years next after the commission of the offense; but this provision shall not 
be construed to apply to any offense already by any existing statute of 
limitation. 

Sec. 4. That STET ceremony of mai 
mony, of any kind, in any of Territo: 
or both or more of the parna to such ceremony be lawfully com 
subjects of such marriage or ceremony or not, shall be certified 
certificate stating the fact and nature of such ceremony, the full names 
of the parties concerned, and the full name of every ay. priest, 


or in the nature of a marriage cere- 

of the United States, whether either 
tent to be the 
wri by a 
— 


court, or, if there be none. i gr or oromon Mea havi eins powers in 
for record, and 


of n who shall visi an 
conviction thereof, be punished by a fine of not more than $1,000, or by impris- 
onment not longer than two years, or by both said punishments, ig the discre- 
tion of the court, 
Sec. 5. That every certificate, record, and entry of any kind Saaie) soy 
ceremony of m: orin the nature of a marriage ceremony of any kin h 
made or y any officer, priest, or forming poroa 
ecclesi functions, whether Jawful or not, in any tory of the United 
States, and any record thereof in poy office or place, shall be subject to 
tion at all reasonable times by. an: or officer of justice ap- 


pointed under the ek adsa. of the 1 Uni States, and 1,on request, be pro- 
duced and shown to such judge, , or officer A Sa any person in whose 
possession or control the same maybe. Every person w. violate the pro- 


visions of this section shall be Beenie guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, on 
conviction thereof, be punished by a fine of not more than $1,000, or by imprison- 
ment not longer than two years, or by both said punishments, in the discretion 

United commissioner, justice, 


of the court. And it shall be lawful for any 
shall be pending in which such 


judge, or court before whom an 
certificate, record, or entry ma: material proper warrant, to cause 
certificate, record, or entry, the book, document, or paper containing the 
pane; to be taken and brought before him or it for the purposes of such proceed- 
g. 
Sec. 6. Thatnothing in this act shall be held to preventthe proof o Saatine 
bese lawfal or unlawful, by any evidence now legally admissible for 


Piste. 7. 7. That it shall not be lawfal for any female te vote at any election here- 
after held in the Territory of Utah for any public purpose w. er, and nosuch 
vote shall ved or counted or given effect in any manner whatever; and 
any and every act of the governor and ebrii habs of the Territory of, 
U ae provine for or allowing the registration or voting by females is hereby" 
annu 

Stc. 8. Thatalli laws of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Utah which 
provide for numbering or identifying the votes of thie electors at any election in 
said Territory are hereby disapproved and annulled; but the foregoing provision 
shall not pinde the lawful registration of voters, ‘or any other provisions for 
securing fair elections which do not involve the disclosure of the candidates for 
igh nes any particular elector shall have voted. 

Sec. 9. That the laws enacted by the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 
Utah SAELE ie urisdiction upon probate courts, or the judges thereof, or any 
of them,in said Territory, other than in respect of the estates of d per- 
sons and în respect of the guardianship of the persons and property of infants, 
and in respect of the persons and property of persons not of sound mind, are 
hereby disapproved and annulled; and no probate court or judge of 
shall exercise any jurisdiction other than in respect of the matters aforesaid ; 
and every such jurisdiction so by force of this act withdrawn from the said pro- 
bate courts respectivei shall be had and exercised by the district courts of said 

ively. 


Rectory xs 
Src. 1 Legislative repent of the Territory of 
illegitimate children 


Utah Bee Hoge provide for or ze ia pie copertty of to in- 
herit or to be entitled to any d butive share in the estate of the father of such’ 
illegitimate child are hereby disapproved and annulled; and no illegitimate child 


hereafter be entitled to inherit from his or her father or toreceive any dis- 


tributive share in the estate of his or her father: Provided, 
not apply to any illegitimate child born previous to the passagé of this act. 


That this section shall 


and annulled; and all 
may ted in the same way that pros- 
eeutions for other crimes are. 
fae caren Assembly of Utah incorporating, con- 

ration known as the Church of Jesus hrist 


pre aia’ fourteen trustees of the sai 
cise all the powers and functions of trusteesand assistant 
in the laws inted sail hold Ue 


without the approval of 
to the United sta 


by the 
Src, 13. That itshall be the dut of the Attorney-General of the United States 
es institute and prosecute to eo to forfeit and escheat to the United States 
bong peo perty of corporations obtained or held in violation of section3 of the act 
mgress approved the Ist day of July, 1862, entitled “An act to punish and 
po the practice of polygamy in the Territories of the United States and 
other places, and disapproving and annulling certain acts of the Legislative As- 
sembly of the Territory of Utah,” or in violation of section 1890 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; sent all such property so forfeited and escheated 
to the United States shall be disposed of by the Secretary of the Interior, and the 
a thereof applied to the use and — of the common schools in the 
nomen, in which property Fog fen : Provided,That no building or the 
soley e purtenant thereto shall be forfeited which is held and occupied ex- 
Shoatvety or purposes of the worship of God. 

Sec. 14. That in any proceeding for the enforcement of the ee of law 
be sores cee rporations or associations acquiring or holding in any Ter- 

tory of the United States a excess of the amount limited by lawi the court be- 
fore which such proceeding may be instituted shall have power in a summary 
way to compel the aa pe Aa Z all books, records, papers, and documents of 
or y in whch such ay trustee or person holding or controlling or managing prop- 
"Fa in whi rporation may have Keny ny right, title, or interest wi Fi 

That st pey of the bly of the Territory of U 
or eg the so-called government of the State of Deseret, conan oryanising 
ee or continuing the corporation or association called th erpetual 

Fund Company are hereby roved and annulled; pity pe itshall 
pas ere lawful for the Legislative Assembly of the Donor of Utah to create, 
organize, or in any manner recognize any on or association for the 
purpose of or operating to accomplish the brin, ‘hoi appe of persons into the said Ter- 
ritory for any purpose whatsoever. 

Sec. 16. That it shall be the oe of the Attorney-General of the United States 
to cause such proceedings to be taken in supreme court of the Territory of. 
Utah as shall be proper G dissolve the said corporation mentioned in the pre- 
ceding section and pay the debts and to dispose of the propane and assets there- 
of according to law, Said property and assets, in excess of the debts and the 
amount of any lawful cialis 6 established by the seep ety the same, and that 
by law shall escheat to the United States, shall be taken, invested. and dist 

of by Secretary of the Interior, under the direction of Presiden- 
of the United States, for the benefit of common schools in said Territory. - 

Src. 17. That the existing election ai ennas nene representa- 
tion concerning the members of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 
Utah are hereby abolished; and it shall be the duty of the governor, Territorial 
secretary, and the United States judges in said Territory forthwith to redistrict 
said Territory, and apportion representation in the same in such manner as to 
poai as nearly as may be, foran equal representation of the people (except- 

Indians not m; being citizens or the United States, according to num- 


bok: in said ive bly, and to the number of members of the coun- 
cil and house oi T a respectively, as now estab. bylaw; and 
a record of the establishment of such new distriets and the apportionment of 


representation thereto shall be made in the office of the secretary 
tory, and such Neca Tre and representation shall continue until Congress 
shall otherwise provide; and no persons other than citizens of the United States 
a unlified ak be entitled to vote at any raped in said Territory. 
roved March 22, 1882, 
eon of voters, and 
e board therein men- 


both parties to such 
act shall be deemed guilty of aay and when such act is committed between 
Se en ee ene is unmarried, the man shall be deemed guilty 
of adultery 
Sec. 20. If any person related to another person within and not including the 
fourth degree of consanguinity, computed according to the rulesof the civil Jaw 
shall marry, orcohabit with, or have intercourse with such other so related 
person, knowing her or him to be within said re, Go of relationship, the person 
s0 offending shall be deemed guilty of incest, and on conviction thereof i be 
ponisnied by imprisonment in the penitentary not less than three years nor more 
an five years, 
Sec. 21. Thatifan unmarried man or woman commit fornication, each of them 
shall be a ea by imprisonment not exceeding six months, or by fine not ex- 
SEC. aN That commissioners appointed by the supreme court and Ustic courts 
in the Territory of Utah shall possess and may exercise all the powers and juris- 
diction that are or may be possessed or exercised by justices of the peace in said 
Territory under the laws thereof, and the same powers conferred by law on com- 
missioners appointed by circuit courts of the United States. 
Sec. 23. That the marshal of said Territory of Utah and his deputies shall pos- 
sess song may exercise all the powers in exeeuting the laws of beii patted States 
and exercised by sheriffs and their deputies as and each 
of cpermp ca arr all sateapsee ty against the law, in his view, ring eater ned Revigichinatey 
nizance to kee e peace and to ap; at the next term of the court having 
Jonson on R A to Soa 40 fal) D. oasa of DaITATe 40 pre MAEN TOS, 
They shall quell and suppress assaults and batteries, riots, routs, 
Aei and insurrections, and shall apprehend and commit to jail all felons, 
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Src. 24. That the office of Territorial superintendent of district schools created 
by the laws of Perr is hereby delared vacant; and it shall be the duty of the su- 
Ft ee hal ponesnan cxebte ans power and ties imponed bythe 

whos! and exe 
pean o _— peevibeey ape the Territorial eit of 
ree treasury of tly . Territo ve 
ut $ 
providing fort forthe method of Sedan. oni Bg mtr of such Territorial 
ntendent are he until 


Co on i be had in respect th The said hem 

ngress sha n robe sw pen 

power to prohibit the use in any district school of any 
acter or otherwise unsuitable. Said su tendent shall nee and classify 
statistics and other information g the district schools in said 

tory, showing their progress, the whole number of children of school , the 
number who Arpe E ar eey school in each year in ve counties, and aver- 
age length of time of their avenae the lamia of teachers and the compen- 
sation paid to the same. of teachers who are Mormons, the n 

who are so-called Gentiles, the number of children of Mormon pecive a and the 
number of children of so-called Gentile and their 

attendance at school. All of which statistics and information 

reported to Co: through the governor of said Territory ane the > Depart 
ment of the Interior. 

Sec. 25. (a) A widow shall be endowed of the third part ofall the lands whereof 
her husband was seized of an estate of inheritance at hy time during the mar- 
riage, unless she shall have lawfully released her ereto. 

(b) The widow of any alien who at the time of death shall be entitled by 
law to hold any real estate, if she be an inhabitant of the Territory at the time 
of such death, shall be entitled to dower of such estate in the same manner as if 
such alien had been a citizen, 


election be not evinced by the commencement of proceedings to. recover her 
dower of the lands given in exchange within one after the death of her hus- 
band, she shall be deemed to have elected to take her dower of the lands 


in exchange. 
(a) When a person seized of an estate of inheritance in lands shall have exe- 
marriage, his widow 


cuted a m on such estate before shall nevertheless 


chase-money, h. 


` against the mortgagee or although she shall son bave 
united in such mortgage; iene olain te moana to her dower as against all 
T persons, 
(f) Where in such case the mort, 
or the death of the husband of su 


of a court of equity, and if any surplus shall remain ent of the 

OAP A OA and T 
shall nevertheless be entitled to the interest or income of the one-third part of 
such surplus, for her life, as her dower. 

OP AENEON aa SeS endowed of lands conveyed to her husband 
of he yr c aoa unless he acquire an absolute estate therein during the Mod 

et Oa ie eg geen the marriage contract for the misconduct of 

wife, she shall not be jenda Ù 


SALLIE JARRATT. 

Mr. HARRIS. Yesterday the Senate passed a bill (S. 16) for the re- 
lief of Sallie Jarratt, executrix of Gregory Jarratt, deceased. I desire 
to enter a motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
joy chap phil x Payton deg verre Seg tle righ Ge, ar 
of the fact, which I learn to-day, that Sallie Jarratt died a short time 
since, and I want to amend the bill so as to it for the relief of the 
administrator de bonis non instead of Sallie Jarratt, who is dead. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee wishes 
the motion to reconsider entered? 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to enter both motions, and if the Senate will 
indulge me, as it will take but a moment to reconsider the vote and 

amend, I ask that it may be done at this time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will just enter the motion, then it 
will be a motion that can be taken up Monday morning in the morn- 
ing hour, and we can look at it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I wish to enter both motions, the motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was and the motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was ordered to a third 

The ye ae E pro tempore. The motions will be entered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that fhe Senate adjourn. $ 
A erue teal r and (at 5 o'clock and 45 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourn 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, January 11, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a resolution adopted by the 


American Metrological Society of New York city, favoring the suspen- 
sion of the coinage of the silver dollar; which was refi to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. SAWYER presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber of Com- 


merce of Milwaukee, Wis., in favor of the suspension of the compulsory 
coinage of the standard silver dollar; which were referred to the Con. 
mittee on Finance. 


Mr, MITCHELL, of Oregon, presented the petition of E. H. Brodie, 


t, United States Army, of Astoria, Oreg., 
certificate of merit for distin- 


praying 


Mr. HARRISON presented the petition of Vets Stockwell & Co., and 
10 other wholesale grocers at e, Ind., praying for the t- 


of | ment of commissionerson the part of the United States to confer with 


those of Canada for the settlement of the fisheries question; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HALE. I present the petition of J. Eglinton Montgomery, late 
United States consul at Leipsic, Germany, praying reimbursement of 
expenses incurred in obedience to orders from the United States. This 
paper is not in the form of a petition addressed to Congress, but is ad- 
dressed to the Committee on Claims, though evidently intended for 
Congress. I therefore ask leave to present it, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The petition will be received, ifthere 
be no objection, and so referred. 

Mr. HALE presented the memorial of R. I. Wooster and others, cit- 
izens of Maine; the memorial of Joseph Wood and others, citizens of 
Maine; the memorial of Charles F, Eaton and others, citizens of Maine; 
the memorial of G. H. Condon and others, citizens of Maine; and the 
memorial of F. L. Hodgkins and others, citizens of Maine, remonstrat- 
ing against any action by the executive department or Congress which 
will fail to protect the New England fisheries; which were referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, presented the petition of William H. 
Haines and others, citizens of Cecil County, Maryland; the petition of 
Thomas C. Crouch and others, citizens of Cecil County, Maryland; and 
the petition of William H. Barton and others, citizens of Dorchester 
County, Maryland, praying for the nof the coinage of thestand- 
ard silver dollar; which were refi to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of E. R. Wallace, president of 
the Merchants and Planters’ National Bank, Union, S. C.; George 
Munro, cashier; J. D. Arthur, book-keeper; LD. Jones, J. C. Hunter, 
A. H. Foster, J. H. Bartles, W. D. Bewley, and 22 others, merchants 
and business men, citizens of Union, 8. C.; and the petition of Charles 
O. Witte, wA of the People’s National Bank of Charleston, S. C.; 
E. H. Sparkman, cashier; Andrew ee president of the First Na- 
tional Bank; Andrew ent; George W. Williams, 
president ofthe Carolina Savings Bank; ; Bank of Charleston; South Caro- 

Loan and Trust Company, and 26 other mercantile firms and busi- 

ness men of Charleston, 8. C., praying for the repeal of the law requir- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to coin not less than 2,000,000 of 
panied silver dollars per month; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 
He also presented resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Charles- 
ton, 8. C., in favor of an a ion for a new revenue-cutter to be 
stationed at that port; whi ere referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented the petition of Edgar O. Murdcn, a native of South 
Carolina, praying for the removal of his political disabilities; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a memorial of citizens of Kentucky, 
remonstrating against the passage of a bill to establish the eastern 
judicial district of Kentucky; which was referred to the Conumittes oe on 


the Judiciary. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ipresent the petition of Stephen C. Hoops, late of Com- 
py C, One hundredth t Ohio Volunteers, and 8 other ex- 

nion soldiers, representing the volunteer service in Pennsylvania, 
Ohio, the District of Columbia, Maryland, Massachusetts, one or two 
other States, and the regular Army, praying for the establishment of 
national homes for i tand maimed ex-confederate soldiers. I 
move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of W. S. Wrenn and others, of Sa- 
voy, S soo De sontenyart! aiin Cole and others, of Limaburg, Ky., 
praying for passage of a granting temporary aid to common 
schools; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Aliterasi presented a petition of Hays Post, 
Grand Army ofthe ttsburgh, Pa., praying for the passage of 
a bill granting p abe tants te the siii diers and sailors of the late war; 
whith was rokerod bo the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. COLQUITT presented a petition of citizens of Georgia, praying 
for the repeal of the so-called silver coinage law; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. _ 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 296) for the relief of Alfred G. Hatfield, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 85) for the relief of B. Jennings, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a réport thereon. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 218) to confirm the title to certain lands in Platte 


ee ah eet ee ee 
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County, Missouri, and authorize patents to be issued therefor to Kin- 
sey B. Cecil, reported it without amendment. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. |® Mr. HARRISON. 


149) forfeiting a part of certain lands granted to the State of Iowa to 
aid in the construction of railroads in that State, and for other purposes, 
veported it with amendments. 

Mr. PLUMB. Task unanimous consent that at some future day I 
may make a written report to accompany the bill which has just been 
reported (S. 149); and I give notiee to the Senate that at an early day I 
shall ask the Senate to consider the bill. 


ADMISSION OF DAKOTA. 


Mr. HARRISON. I amdirected by the Committee on Territories, to 
whom the subject was referred, to submit a report, accompanied by an 
original bill, relating to the admission of Dakota. 

The bill (S. 967) to provide for the admission of the State of Dakota 
into the Union, and for the organization of the Territory of Lincoln, 
was read twice byits title, and ordered to be placed upon the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire also, in order thatit may be disposed of, 
to report adversely and ask the indefinite postponement of Senate bill 
578 on the same subject. 

ThePRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Indiana moves the 
indefinite postponement of the bill (S. 578) providing for the admission 
of the State of Dakota into the Union and for the organization of the 
Territory of North Dakota. Ifthere-be no objection that motion will 
be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRISON. I was going to say that the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] was not present when the bill was acted upon 
by the committee, and if there is any desire to reserve the right of the 
minority to present their views I ask that it may be done. 

Mr. BUTLER. I simply rose for the purpose of saying that I would 
ask that privilege. Ihave had no time to examine the report and 
know nothing about it. I shall therefore be glad, after examining it, 
to have the opportunity of submitting a minofity report if it be deemed 


necessary. 

Mr. HARRISON. In connection with this matter I desire toask to 
have printed an additional number of copies, more than the ordinary 
number, of the report. ‘The ordinary number, I believe, is 1,900, of 
which, if I am rightly informed, something less than 300 copies re- 
main ‘in the Senate for distribution. I think there should be an addi- 
tional number of copies of the report printed, as there will be perhaps 
a somewhat wide desire to see it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What number does the Senator pro- 


? , 
us. HARRISON. I would ask for information whether I am right 
in supposing that 1,900 is the usual number printed? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Nineteen hundred isthe usual num- 
ber of a document printed. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw- 
LEY] can answer. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask the Senator from Connecticut what is the 
usual number of copies of reports printed ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Nineteen hundred; and two or three hundred of 
that number are at the disposal of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRISON. Nineteen hundred, I am advised, is the usual 
number. I think it would be well that as many as 5,000 copies of this 
report should be printed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent of the Senate for an order to print 5,000 extra copies of 
the report on the bill in respect to the State of Dakota. 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall be constrained to object to that for the pre- 
sent until I can have an opportunity of examining the report. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The motion must go to the Committee on Printing, 
and let that committee report upon it. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it go to the Committee on Printing under the 


rules. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made to the unani- 
mous consent for printing extra copies, the question will be referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HARRISON. I suppose that the resolution or order will go to 
the Committee on Printing to report. I shall put it in the form ofa 
resolution, so that it may be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order to print the usual number 
is made as a matter of course. The order proposed to print an extra 
number of copies will go to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iamalso directed by the Committee on Territories 
to report adversely on two resolutions, ohe submitted by the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] and one by the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vest], relating the one to the proceedings taken by the 
people of Dakota in the formation of a State government, and the other 
to the communication accompanying the constitution as it was laid 
before the Senate by the presiding officer. If the Senator from South 
Carolina desires his resolution to go upon the Calendar, I will ask that 
that be done, and as the Senator from Missouri is not in his place, per- 
haps that resolution also had better go upon the Calendar. 


Mr. BUTLER. May I inquire what action was taken by the com- 

mittee upon these resolutions? I did not hear the Senator. 
I was directed to report them adversely. I will 
say to the Senator from South Carolina that we have not submitted a 
written report upon these resolutions, for the reason that the report 
accompanying the bill was thought by the committee to contain all nec- 
essary references to the reasons upon which the adverse reports were 
based in reference to the resolutions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana, from the 
Committee on Territories, reports adversely the resolutions which will 
be stated. i 

The SECRETARY. A resolution by Mr. BUTLER instructing the 
Committee on Territories to inquire under what authority a so-called 
State legislature has been organized in the Territory of Dakota. 

A resolution by Mr. Vest relative to the memorial of certain persons 
ae themselves the State executive committee of the State of Da- 

ota. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. These resolutions, with the adverse 
reports, will take their place on the Calendar. 

Mr. RRISON subsequently submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate, That there be printed 5,000 extra copies of the report of 
the Committee on Territories accompanying the bill (S. oor) to provide for the 


admission of the State of Dakotainto the Union and for the organization of the 
Territory of Lincoln. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 968) to provide for the erection of 
a public building in Statesville, N. C.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. JACKSON introduced a bill (S. 969) to authorize the employ- 
ment of law clerks or stenographers for the justices of the Supreme 
Court of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. i 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 970) for the relief of Agnes and 
a vey RYS ate law of Rebecca L. De Leon, deceased; which 
was twice by its title, and, with the accom ing referred 
to the Committee on Claims. ` eee 

He (by request) also introduced a bill (S. 971) relating to the pay and 
retirement of the mates in the Navy; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He alsointroduceda bill (S. 972) for the relief of Thomas P. Morgan, 
jr ; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 973) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mrs. Sarah P. McKean; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 974) to amend section 5 of the act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate trans- 
portation of Se poora, and for other purposes,” approved June 10, 
1880; which was twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 975) for the relief 
of Mathilda Victor; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 976) for the relief of certain 
officers of the Signal Service; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 977) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Barker; which was read twice by its title, amd, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 978) for the relief of Henry Head, 
of Quincy, Ill.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 979) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary J. 
Saunders; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 980) granting the right of way 
to the Cinnabar and Clark’s Fork Railroad Company; which was read 
twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Railroads if there be no objection. 

Mr. HARRISON.. I think the reference should be to the Committee 
on Territories. Itisa question of the granting of a right of way through 
the Yellowstone Park to a railroad company. That subject has been 
considered by the Committee on Territories heretofore. Several bills of 
the same purport as this have been introduced at previous sessions of 
the Senate and they have always gone to the Committee on Territories, 
as has all legislation proposed in regard to the Yellowstone National 
Park; and that is evidently the appropriate reference. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think the Senator from Indiana is mistaken in 
the impression he conveys to the Senate that a similar bill has been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories before. Such a bill as this was 
re favorably after full consideration, as I unde:stand, by the Com- 
mittee on Railroads, 
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Mr. HARRISON. Possibly I may be mistaken as to thereference at 
the last Congress, and if so, as I understand the Senator from Conect- 
icut [Mr. HAWLEY] also to be of the opinion of the Senator from Min- 
nesota, I shall not interpose any objection to the present reference of 
this bill to the Committee on Railroads. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reference is so made. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 981) for the relief of purchasers 
and other grantees of the United States of certain swamp and over- 
flowed lands and to reimburse and indemnify certain States; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 982) granting the right of way to the 
Wyoming Central Railway Company across the Fort Fetterman mili- 
tary reservation, in the Territory of Wyoming; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 983) granting a pension to Michael Daly; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 984) to regulate the fore- 
closure of mortgages and deeds of trust in the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the District af Columbia. . 

He also introduced a bill (S. 985) to authorize the construction and 
maintenance of a bridge by the Dakota Central Railway Company across 
the Missouri River at Pierre, Dak.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Healsointroduced a bill (S. 986) authorizing the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral and the proper accounting officers of the Treasury Department to 
examine and pass upon the claims of Frederick Martin and Mark New- 
ell; which was read twice by its title, and, with theaccompanying pa- 
pers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SABIN introduced a bill (S. rat 
Whiting; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. STANFORD introduced a bill (S. 988) for the relief of William 
R. Wheaton and Charles H. Chamberlain, of California; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 989) to authorize the adjustment of cer- 
tain accounts arising in the Indian service; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 990) to enable the State of California to 
take lands in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections found to be 
mineral lands; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 991) for the relief of settlers under the 
desert-land act; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. £ 

He also introduced a bill (S. 992) for the relief of Jerome Madden, of 
California; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 993) to appropriate the unexpended 
balance heretofore appropriated by Congress for the suppression of In- 
dian hostilities in the State of California; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 994) granting to the State of California 
5 per cent. of the net p of the sales of public lands in said State; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 995) to credit and pay to the several 
States and Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys collected 
under the direct tax levied by the act-of Congress approved August 5, 
1861; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 996) for the relief of 
Leslie Barrett; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
ton é 


Mr. COKE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 997) to create the judi- 
cial districtof North Texas and Indian Territory; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. _ 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 998) referring to the Court of 
Claims the claim of the owner of the bark General Berry, destroyed 
when inthe service of the United States; which was read twice by its 
oe and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

aims. f 

He also introduced a bill (S. 999) to provide for the extension of let- 
ters pont for = oe nite pee z meung submarine cables; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accom in Te- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents. T rie 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1000) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to issue bonds to Albert V. Conway, substituted trustee, for 
certain registered United States bonds redeemed or assigned by the 
Government upon forged assignments; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MAHONE introduced a bill (S. 1001) for the relief of Arthur Con- 
rae which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 


for the relief of William H. 


Mr. LOGAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1002) for the relief of 
the officers and crew of the light-house tender Lily and the inspector 
of the fourteenth United States light-house district; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 1003) relating to pilotage; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1004) to abolish certain fees for official 
services to American vessels, and to amend the laws relating to shipping 
commissioners, seamen, and owners of vessels, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. SAWYER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1005) for the relief 
of the heirs at law of John Graham; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1006) for therelief of James 
W. Schaumburg; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs; 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 1007) to divide the State of 
Nebraska into two judicial districts; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, introduced a bill (S. 1008) to empower 
the Board of Foreign Missions of the Methodist Protestant Church to 
hold property in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, introduced a bill (S. 1009) providing an 
appropriation for the speedy completion of the improvements at the en- 
trance to Yaquima Bay, Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1010) providing an appropriation for con- 
tinuing the improvements at the entrance to Coos Bay, Oregon; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1011) providing an appropriation for con- 
tinuing the improvement of the Coquille River, Oregon; which wasread 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. . 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1012) providing an additional appropria- 
tion for the 2 a ae of continuing work on the canal and locks at the 
Cascades of the Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HALE introduced -a bill (S. 1013) providing for the establish- 
mentof a port of entry at Mount Desert Ferry, in the town of Hancock, 
in the State of Maine; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1014) granting a pension to Ella I. Small; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1015) for the relief of the owners and 
officers of the brig Olive Frances, and others on board said brig; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1016) to grant an increase of 
pension to Abel Comstock; which was read twice by tis title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALIS introduced a bill (S. 1017) to increase the pension of 
John F. Stukey; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. > 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1018) for the relief of Patrick Cook; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1019) granting a pension to Charlotte 
McCay; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. ; 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1020) authorizing the District of Colum- 
bia to convey the alley, 15 fee twide, running east and west, between 
lots 6 and 7, in square 635, comprising an area of 3,480- square feet 
of land, to the owner of said lots; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1021) for the relief of Wil- 
bur F. Cogswell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1022) granting a pension to 
Hoy Cooper ; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present, to accompany the bill, a petition and 
sundry affidavits and a letter from the Secretary of War to me in re- 
gard to it. I move that the bill, with the accompanying papers, be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MAHONE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 25) for the relief 
of William B. Isaacs & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. l 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 26) relative toa 
certain accepted draftin the Department of State; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


PAPERS WITIIDRAWN AND REFERRED. ’ 


On motion of Mr. BUTLER, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the case of Thomas P. Morgan, jr., be withdrawn 
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from the files of the Senate, under the rules, and referred to the Committee on 


On motion of Mr. CULLOM, it was 


Ordered, That the papers now on the files in the matter of the claim of Henry 
Head be withdrawn and referred to the Committee on Claims, no report having 
been made in the case. 


On motion of Mr. MAHONE, it was 


Ordered, That the on and in support of the claim of Arthur Con- 
pesos te withdrawn the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Ordered, That the papers in support of the claim of William B. Isaacs & Co. 
oaan from the file files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on the 

u 


On motion of Mr. SAWYER, it was 

Ordered, That the ebore in the case of the heirs at law of John Graham be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of James W. Schaumbu: 
from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 

On motion of Mr. PALMER, it was 

Ordered, That the rs in the case of John Bu: Srepeg A be withdrawn 
from the files of the Benate and referred to the Gonmittes on Claims, 

On motion of Mr. HARRISON, it was 


Ordered, That the papers accompanying the bill for are relief of John A. Run- 
yan be withdrawn from the Committee on Milit wg A Saen and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, to accompany the bill (S. $60) granting an increase of 
pension to John A. Runyan. 


On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the claims of J. A. Ralston, E. E. Rawson, 
A. Pike, and the trustees of Odd Fellows’ Hall, Pulaski, Tenn., be taken from 
the files and referred to the Committee on Claims, 


On motion of Mr. BLAIR, it was 


Ordered, That the petition ee yaba ee of Cornelius Connell be taken from 
the files and referred to the 


+’ CHURCH AND STATE. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was read: 
Whereas the union of church and state in the conduct of a joint administra- 


be withdrawn 
litary Affairs. 


That te ie the opinion ax the fi Senate | ib is not within ie paver of 
ey may 


such power on him and perene ay Longacre 
Salmons Sere enemies upon them a direct 
prepune rhis bility to the executive or legislative entof the 
Government of the United States for their conduct in office. 
3. Thatitisnotthe constitutional function of the executive or ve de- 
partment of the Government of the United States to exert control in the direc- 
tion and administration of the religious or temporal affairs of any church or re- 
atep sole rasan but such power, if it may be in any case lawfully exerted 
Government of the United 


Tapeet of the can only be exer- 
rig by the j Seg pene to t charters of inéo: tion to religious 
d. at the power m; gran’ of incorporation 
onl ‘its exclusive jurisdiction does 


societies in localities under not extend to and in- 
clude the right or authority to tarat in the administratien of the affairs of 
such incorporations through the Fog ag! officers of the United States appointed 
for such purpose and accountable Government for their conduct in office, 

Mr. MORGAN. Iask that the resolution may be printed and lie 
over. I desire to submit some remarks upon it before it is referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama asks for 
an order to print the resolution and that it may lie over. If there be 
no objection that order will be entered. 


COIN DUTIES-ON IMPORTED GOODS. 


Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that on Wednes- 
day, | ho 13th instant, at 2 o’clock, I shall ask the Senate to take up and 
consider the resolution submitted by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BECK] relative to the oR ap duane of customs dues and the disbursements 
thereof, and I shall ask permission to submit some remarks upon it. 

MONUMENTS TO LINCOLN AND GRANT. 

Mr. BLAIR. Several days since, when I introduced bills relating to 
the construction of monuments to Lincoln and Grant, I desired to say 
a few words in explanation of the bills not exceeding three or four min- 
utes, but in the rush of business I thought it best at that time not to 
ask the courtesy of the Senate for that purpose. If I could have at this 
time not over five minutes to do so I should be very much obliged. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bills referred to are not on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. BLAIR. No, but I ask unanimous consent simply to be allowed 
to make a statement at this time in regard to them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks the unanimous consent of the Senate to submit some remarks upon 
bills which have been referred to one of the standing committees. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam partly led to do this from the fact that I have re- 
ceived many letters on the subject which would require considerable 

ence, and therefore I take this occasion to reply. 


The bill (S. 817) to provide for the erection of a monument to the 
memory of Abraham Lincoln is as follows: 


capt apna T S ig = og saat ef 


America in assembled, That fe rt next after nea three lh, Bas ays pied 
Congress a: for ten years 

there shall be annually appropriated from the money in the j menier Ary 000, 

which several sums shall be expended, under the direction of the President, in 

har are ofa monument to the memory of Abraham Lincoln. 

Src. 2. That said monument shall be located in the center of Lincoln Square, 
east of the Capitol, in the city of Washington, D. C. 

Sec. 3. That the whole cost of said monument shall be $1,000,000; the work 
thereon shall eps Deti on one — after the passage of this act; and said mon- 
ument shall be similar ae style to that erected to the meager & of George 
Washington in the city of Washington, and built in accordance with plans and 
estimates to be approved by the President before the commencement of the work. 

Src. 4. That this monument shal! be built under the direction of the President, 
and without resort to the contract system, so called, any further than shall be 
unavoidable in obtaining materials and decorations which cannot be constructed 
by labor and skill at the} lace of erection; and none but American citizens, na- 
tive or naturalized, shall be employed in ‘the performance of labor on said mon- 
ument, and; so far as shall be consistent with the progress and fitness, ofthe work, 
a rigid hae aces shall be given to the employment of soldiers who have been 
honorably discharged from the military and naval service of the United States. 


The bill Gn 818) to provide for the erection of a monument to the 
memory of Ulysses S. Grant is the same, with the exception of thesec- 
ond nos which is as follows: > 


t said monument shall be located due north of the Capitol, within the 
limite “of the District of Columbia. 


It is conceded that the great names in our history so far are Wash- 
ington, Lincoln, and Grant. They are a brotherhood, a trinity, con- 
ceived of in the popular mind not alone as equals, but as actual asso- 
ciates, gonsajting sui and forever, to preside over the destiny of the 
nation and the Government which, by their wise and patriotic deeds 


while living, they preserved. 


Washington’s monument has been erected—a sublime and unequaled 
shaft, which more and more impresses one as the most appropriate de- 
sign that could have been selected. Toadopt any other design savein 
the surroundings and minor things in the way of statuesabout the base 
and other mere adornments for his brethren and associates, Lincoln and 
Grant, would mar the unity of that tribute which the three monuments 
as a whole would constitute to the patriotic virtues and high deeds to 
which these men consecrated their lives. 

The experience of our people in the effort to erect the monument to 
Washington (which cost substantially a million) demonstrates that no 
like and suitable memorial will ever be erected in this city, if indeed 
in any other, to Lincoln and Grant by private effort alone. 

Yes, the nation ought to build them, and the nation will build them, 
or they will not be built at all. Itis ‘already plain that Lincoln, dead 
now twenty-one years, will receive no adequate tribute from the nation 
if private effort be relied upon; while the struggle to obtain a few dol- 
lars by private subscription shows the hopelessness of the task in the 
case of Grant even now, when the heart of the is fall of a recent 
grief. The simple truth is that the numerous for less imposing 
memorials than would be approdata be the capita? of the nation very 
heavily taxes the utmost capacity of communities, and it is a 
shabby thing on the part of the abit to wait for private enterprise to 
move or to leave these monuments here longer unbuilt. 

As to the location, Washington Monument is due west from the 
center of the Capitol, the center of Lincoln Square is due east from the 
center of the Capitol about the same distance. Go now to the north 
front of the Senate wing and look up North Capitol street to the hori- 
zon about the same distance. There is apparently the highest point of 
the hills that envirori the city, a city like Zion of old, which by hills 
surrounded stands beautiful for situation—the joy of the whole earth. 
Here, then, erect the monument to Grant among the soldiers whom he 
led and under the North Star. 

Conceive, now, these unequaled pillars climbing with equal step 
nearer to heaven than any others on the face of the earth; conceive of 
them as completed, and you will find it impossible long to believe them 
to be lifeless rock—but instinct, rather, with the life-blood of the na- 
tion and with the personal presence of the heroes and statesmen they 
commemorate. There they would stand forever, dominating the great 
cardinal points of our history and destiny. The power of these great 
monuments as educators over those who behold them or even think of 
them will be very great. But whatever style or location be adopted, 
let appropriate monuments be erected. The fourth section of the bill 
is in strict keeping with the sentiments which inspire the main idea. 
American citizens, native or naturalized (those who have declared their 
intention to be naturalized are held to be entitled to protection as cit- 
izens), should build these monuments. The expenditure should be for 
the benefit of those who need employment, and more and more the 
money paid out on public works must be given to those who are üna- 
ble to command work in any other way, and thus something be done 
to insure wages and support to our surplus laboring population; while 
the long-sanctioned principle that preference shall be given to the sol- 
dier and sailor who bas been honorably discharged from the service is 
to be rigidly complied with so far as it can be consistently with the 

and fitness of the work. One huudred thousand dollars appro- 
priated annually to each monument for ten years would be but a slight 
expenditure, while it certainly would insure uniformity in amount of 
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employment, thgroughness of inspection, and consequent stability and 
perfection of the work. 
SALLIE JARRATTI. 

Mr. MANDERSON. On Thursday last I gave notice that at this 
hour I would desire to address the Senate upon the bill (S. 137) to in- 
crease the efficiency of the infantry branch of the Army. I ask unani- 
mous consent that that bill be now taken from the table and read. 

Mr. HARRIS. Would it inconvenience the Senator from Nebraska 
to allow me to dispose of a motion to reconsider before he proceeds? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly not; I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. HARRIS. As the Senator from Nebraska yields for that pur- 
pose, I ask the Senate now to consider the motion I entered on the last 
day’s session to reconsider the vote by which the bill (S. 16) for the re- 
lief of Sallie Jarratt, executrix of Gregory Jarratt, deceased, was passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill indicated by him was passed. 

The motion to reconsider was a; to. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ialso entered a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was ordered to a third reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee also 
moves that the vote by which the bill was ordered toa third reading be 
reconsidered. ; 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. Now I wish to strike out the name of Sallie Jarratt 
and to ingert the name which I have sent to the desk as administrator 
de bonis non. a 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 4, after the word “to,” strike out the 
words “Sallie Jarratt, executrix,” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
‘J. A. Wilson, administrator de bonis non of the estaté;’’ so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to pay to J. 
A. Wilson, administrator de bonis non of the estate of Gregory Jarratt, " 
late of Hardeman County, Tennessee, &e. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

The titlé was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the relief of J. A. 
Wilson, administrator de bonis non of the estate of Gregory Jarratt, 
deceased.” 

EFFICIENCY OF THE INFANTRY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
MANDERSON] asks the unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (S. 137) to increase the efficiency of the 
infantry branch of the Army.. If there be no objection that motion 
will be considered as agreed to, and the bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask that the bill be read at length. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (S. 137) to increase the efficiency of 
the infantry branch of the Army, as follows: 


Whereas experience has shown that the three-battalion ae of the 
cavalry and artillery branches of the Army is the most useful in time of peace 


and best adapted to ion in time of war: Therefore, 
Bick OAA. Uo ihe toute a the United Slates of 


and House of Representatives of 
America in Con; assembled, That section 1106 of the Revised Statutes of the 


United States of America be amended so as to read as follows: 

“Fach infantry regiment shall consist of twelve companies, one colonel, one 
lieutenant-colonel, three majors, one adjutant, one quartermaster, one 
major, one quartermaster-sergeant, one chief musician, who shail 
structor of oe and two principal musicians. The adjutant and the 
of regiment: Provided, original 
or ae so, grade of second rerasan created by this wot shall be Stina eee 
iority in the infantry arm of the service.” 

Mr, MANDERSON. Mr. President, the Constitution of the United 
States, framed by the people for the purposes expressed in its preamble, 
among which are to insure domestic tranquillity and provide for the 
common defense, grants to the Congress the power to raise and support 
armies, provide and maintain a navy, provide for organizing, arming, 
and disciplining the militia, and for calling them forth to execute the 
laws of the Union, suppress insurrection, and repel invasion. These 
grants were the natural incidents flowing from the great power vested 
in the Congress, the right that is the highest prerogative of sovereignty, 
to declare war. The wise men who draughted the sacred instrument, 
coming to their labor fresh from the seenes of the war of the Revolution, 
realized the necessity for the maintenance in highest efficiency of a 
body of men selected from the best citizens of the country, trained 
and educated to arms, who should form the rallying-point, when danger 
threatened, for that well- ted militia declared to be so 
to the security of a free state that the right of the people to bear arms 
should not be infringed. Realizing fully the onerous burden to the 
people of the support of the non-producing, much-consuming soldier, 
alive to the of a large standing-army, they realized just as fully 
that successfal outcome to the governmental experiment just launched, 
and the maintenance of the new union of weak States as a nation upon 
the earth meant a condition of preparation for evils likely to threaten 
and the remaining in position to strike sturdy blows in vigorous attacks 
upon the traitor within or the foe without. 

Isubmit,in view of these erat Sle thus hurriedly sketched, there 
came to the Congress of the United States not only power but duty, and 


duty most high and imperative. Unforeseen and unexpected circum- 
stances within our own borders in the intercourse among States, or 
arising from contact with foreign nations, might render it necessary for 


the national tion at any time to declare war, This fact made 
it the duty of Congress at ‘all times to support an army and maintain 
anavy, that we might be prepared for either attack or defense—be ready 
to give or to receive blows. There is not in constitution or statute a 
higher instance of where the optional may means the imperative shall. 

And not only is it its duty to support and maintain the Army and 
Navy, but it should see to it that by means of the finest armament, the 
best. equipment, and the highest ization it is sufficient for the 
purposes for which it is to be used, affording the assurance of security 
in time of peace, and be the efficient, instructive nucleus to which our 
volunteer and militia organizations shall adhere in time of war. 

The fact thatthe Army is to be a small one, compared with the arms- 
bearing population, is greater and more abundant reason for the highest 
order of organization and the best approved methods. The timid soul, 
afraid of a standing army, who sees in it a constant menace to the lib- 
erties of the people, and who fears the coming of the military dietator, 
held in usurping place by the bayonetsof his hero-worshiping followers, 
has almost ceased to exist. But from the earliest days of the Republic 
his dismal forebodings have been heard, and I presume always will be 
until nations shall war no more. As long ago as when Mr. Calhoun, 
of South Carolina, was Secretary of War these words were spoken by 
that far-seeing student of history: 

To consider the present Army as dangerous to our liberty partakes, it is con- 
ceived, more of timidity than wisdom. Not to insist on the character of the 
officers, who as a body are high-minded and honorable men, attached to prin- 
ciples of freedom by education and reflection, what well-grounded apprehension 
can there be from an establishment distributed on so extended a frontier, with 
many Beer miles interyening between the extreme points occupied? But 
the ger, it may be said, isnot.so much from its numbers asa spirit hostile to 
liberty by which it is supposed all regular armies are actuated. This observa- 
tion Be) ities é true when i to standing armies collected into large and 

; but as ours is over 50 vast a st! 


rface the danger, I 
conceive, is of an opposite charact: th officers and soldiers will Jose 


i er—that boi 
their military habits and feelings by sliding gradually into those purely civil. 


Mr. Calhoun had limited experience bearing upon this subject, how- 
ever, compared with those here to-day who saw the country pass safely 
through the dark days of the war of rebellion and witnessed the vast con- 
tending hosts disappear so magically. And yet the veterans of both 
sides, Union and confederate, what thorough soldiers had they become! 
Many of them so youthful that they knew no other calling but ‘‘the 
pride and pomp and circumstance of glorious war;’’ the rest with civil 
pursuits completely abandoned and their places in the busy marts of 
the world filled by others; all inured to the field, with the habits of the 
military life fixed upon them; full of love for their old leaders, for they 
had followed Grant and Sherman, Lee and Johnson—these men disap- 
peared among the ranks of civilians, losing-their identity, except as 
they were known as the most liberty-loving of citizens. A most distin- 
guished soldier, equally prominent as civilian, who tohis reward 
but a few months ago and who had exceptional opportunity to know 
whereof he spake, General George B. McClellan, writes in 1877: 

All the incidents of the past prove that the Army will never have the disposi- 
tion to the free institutions of the country. Our nation would be 
safe in for all time did the mass of its citizens place upon its institutions the 
same intelligent appreciation as that in which they are held by the Army, and 
were honor, integrity, and respect for the Jaws as much the rule among the 

ple as they are in the regular Army, w. has given too many proofs of 
eroism, of integrity, of devotion to the country to be regarded as a source of 
danger. On the contrary, he who understands its history must regard it with 
pride and satisfaction as one of the chief ornaments of the nation, as a school 
wherein are taught and practiced the virtues of valor, self-denial, obedience, and 
patriotism, and as an institution which has never called the blush of shame to 
the face of an American. z 

The indorsement of this gallant soldier and pure-minded gentleman 
is not a whit too strong, and I submit that the objection to a standing 
army of proper numbers and a high degree of efficiency can be dis- 
missed as one unworthy of serious consideration. 

Had the of the United States always performed its duty as 
enjoined by the Constitution in this behalf, many of the darkest pages 
of our history would never have been written. When war has comeit 
is always the unexpected that has happened. When it does come, for- 
tunate the nation that finds itself prepared for the dreadful trial and 
jea adversary lacking in knowledge of the wisdom thatin peace prepares 

for war. 

To the disgrace of the American Republic it is to be said that no deċ- 
laration of war with a foreign power and no rebellion to be grappled at 
home has ever found it prepared for the conflict. The same lamentably 
defenseless condition that exists to-day has usually existed, and nothing 
except dread disaster and criminal sacrifice of blood and treasure have 
everseemed to arouse us from our lethargy. Wehave then been saved, 
not through the wisdom of the law-making power, but because of abun- 
dant resources that the early loss, horrible as it was, could only tempo- 
rarily embarrass, and because of the endurance, skill, and self-sacrificing 
patriotism of the citizen soldiers of the country. It is also a historic 
fact that many of the civil leaders of the past have permitted this un- 
fortunate condition of affairs under a pretense of virtue, and have pleaded 
that their action was a proper and commendable economy. The false 
economists of this country have been its gréatest curse. They have 
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saved in “‘ filthy dross’? at the.sacrifice of the best blood of the nation. 
Mr. Calhoun well expresses it when he says: 

Economy is certainly a very high political virtue, intimately connected with 
the power and public virtue of the community. In military operations, which 
under the best management are so ve, itis of the utmost importance; 
but by no propriety of language can that arran; ent be called economical 
which, in order that our military establishment in peace should be rather less 
expensive, would, regardless ofthe pu: for which it ought to be maintained, 
render it unfit to meet the dangers incident to a state of war. 


Bear with me for a few moments, while I recall some of the disgrace 
and loss resulting from the false economy that did not permit us to keep 
apace with the times in matters military. In 1812 we suffered insult 
after insult to the flag, ship after ship was searched upon the high 
seas, and the declaration of war, that meant the maintenance of our 
national honor, was so long delayed, because of our being wholly unpre- 
pared for war, that the blush of shame mantled the cheek of many a 
patriot of that day. The war came at last; but how bitter the recollec- 
tion of Hull’s surrender, the epee of the capital by a force of but 
thirty-five hundred men, and the burning of the public buildings. Dis- 
asters continned, save upon the high seas, thanks to our bold privateers- 
men, and at last a peace was patched up that left the right of search an 
open question. The only bright spot in the history was the victory at 
New Orleans, won after the terms of peace had been made. It would 
have gone hard with us if the great Napoleon had not been giving Mother 
England so much to do that she did not have the time to look after us 
very closely. Says aSecretary of War of the United States, comment- 
ing some years after the war of 1812; 

The disadvantages of inexperience in the officers and men without the means 
of immediate instruction was the fatal error at the commencement of the late 
war that cost us so much treasure and blood. The peace establishment which 
preceded it was very imperfectly organized, and did not admit of the necessary 
augmentation. $ 

Senators, ae 9 to you that our position to-day is the same. And 
now let General McCle! tell the story of the Mexican war and that 
of the rebellion. I quote from his article upon the Army of the United 
States, written in 1877: 

When the Mexican war broke ont the actual strength of the 
about 5,300. The force with which General Taylor reached the 
3,000, and that with which he fought the battles of Palo AN 
Palma only 2,100. There can be no doubt that if the 


to enable him to move to the Rio Grande with 10, 


would not have the river and in all human 
mainta’ the 


penses of the latter war, not taking into account the cost of the Seminoleand 
other Indian wars, or ihe heavy losses by disease in battle or the indirect 
losses inseparable all wars, 


But the most instructive case of all is that of the civil war. We do not doubt 
first Manassas would have insured the 

ghee ap) ET AAE BENNE ASS 
ve the confederate govern- 

cleared the eastern portion of the State as com- 


of m: these 15,000 addi from the close of the Mexican war 
to the commencement of the war of ion would not have amounted to one- 
fiftieth part of the war debts of the General Government, the States, counties. 


and municipalities. Should we compare it with the total amount of direct and 
indirect expenditures by hoth parties to the war, the losses of the two sections in 
lives, in property destroyed, business ruined, and capital sunk, we should be at 
a loss to express the relation, so absurdly smal! would be the relative cost of 


those additional troops. 
In the face of these lessons of the past shall we continue a false 
economy so destructive of the best material of the country? Pursuing 


the same subject to its legitimate conclusion General McClellan says: 


If it be true that it is the duty of every government to prepare in time of 
the means adequate to defend its territory and its people, the statesman- 
ike method of proceeding is clear enongh. Weighing the probabilities of the 
future in the light of the experience of the with due regard to the changes 
produced by them, the proper strength of the Army should be determined ; and 
once fixed it should not be changed without good and sufficient cause. Then it 
should be so o , posted, and administered as to insure the greatest 
sible efficiency in the performance of its duties and in its instruction, while 
economy is insisted upon to the greatest extent consistent with that efficie x 
If an army is necessary at all, it should, like any other necessary thing, be 
in every respect efficient; and there is no true economy, but, on the contrary, 
real extravagance, 1n the policy of practicing ill-j parsimony either by 
reducing the Army below the requisi! crippling its instruction and 
usefulness to save a few dollars. 


But we are told international disputes are to be settled hereafter not 
by the arbitrament of arms but by peace congresses. God speed the 
time when this shall be so, but it will not be in our day or genera- 
tion. I do not believe, with Hobbes, that war is the natural state of 
man, or, with Yon Moltke, that the world would stagnate without it; 
but I do believe that while so many domestic ills are breeding discontent 
with the existing, while American citizens’ rights abroad are trampled 
upon, while our interests political and commercial continue to clash with 
those of the other nations of the earth that support large armies, grim- 
visaged war is a necessity that must and will come. To quote from a 
sagacious observer, whose able article upon the military necessities of 
the United States is one of the best contributions to our stock of prac- 
tical knowledge: 

rity with which our land is now blessed can no! 
Res eg net any ren 


selfish aggressions of one ple will occasional! 
another; the policies of different nations will pret into oefiigion and the sword 


te force or 


will be used to cut the knot diplomacy can not untie, Howexer ie and 
non-aggressive a nation may be, circumstances may present it with the choice of 
several evils of which war. will be the least.—Lieut. Arthur L. Wagner, U. 8. A., 
in prize essay of 1834. 

The apathy of Congress upon the grave questions of increasing the 
efficiency of the Army and Navy and the bettering, or rather the creat- 
ing, of seacoast defenses, is to me inexplicable. Repeated and oft-re- 
peated recommendations from the Presidents of the United States, from 
experienced Secretaries of War and Navy, and warning words from the 
veterans who led our hosts to victory during the late war, all fall un- 
heeded upon ears usually quick to hear that which may prove advanta- 
geous to the country we love. The parting words of the last General 
of the Army before he passed into retirement were: ; 


Iean not help pleading to my countrymen at every opportunity to cherish all 
that is manly and noble in the military profession, because peace is enervating- 
and no man is wise enough to foretell when soldiers may be in demand again. 

The signs of the times are that they will very soon be in demand. 
They are now called for on our southwestern boundary, where the mur- 
derous Apache liesin ambush among the rocks or sweeps from his mount- 
ain hiding-place to murder the settler. ‘The telegrams from New. 
Mexico speak of the restlessness of many other bands of Indians, notably 
the Navajos, thousands of whom have grown to manhood since the last 
outbreak and keenly desire to rival the deeds of bravery recited by the 
older warriors about the nightly dance-fires. Prosperous Southwestern 
Kansas lives in hourly dread of an outbreak among the wild tribes just 
over the border.: Upon the northern boundary of the fair State that I 
have the honor in part to represent upon this floor are nearly 25,000 
of the savage Sioux Nation, the stalwart and sinewy braves, armed to 
a man with the deadly Winchester. Within a short time I visited them 
ata few places on the 34,000 square miles devoted to their abuse rather 
than use. 7 i $ 

I rejoiced to see some evidences of advancing civilization, and have 
hope for their future; but as I heard them, in the council-room by 
day and in the wild dance at night, recounting their deeds of war, boast 
of the murderous part taken at the Custer and other massacres, saw 
the envious admiration gleaming from the faces of the listening young 
bucks, and the evidences of jealousy and desire for leadership on the’ 
part of contending chiefs, I feared for the safety of the white men and 
women who are so rapidly building charming villages and making 
thrifty farm-homes throughout all that wonderfully beautiful New’ 
West. Iam not one of those who feel hatred for the Indian. With 
the vat majority of my fellow-citizens of Nebraska I would accord to 
him more than his rights; would protect him from all evils, including” 
himself as the greatest of all; would educate, civilize, Christianize him 
into capable citizenship; but it will-take years, if not generations, to 
change the Indian nature, and while it exists these periodic outb: 
with their attendant indescribable horrors of homes desolated, chil- 
dren captured or brained, men tortured and killed, and mothers and 
wives worse than murdered will occur. It is the clear duty of the 
Government to meet them by reaching the highest point of efficiency 
for the small Army that must stand between the frontier citizen and 
the disaster to be feared above all others. 

But there be other threatening dangers worthy consideration. Far 
remoyed from the thickly-settled East, almost isolated in their fertile 
mountain valleys, live a wealthy people claiming to owe a higher alle- 
giance than to the Government of the United States—living in open 
defiance of the laws of the country, hating our institutions, ing the 
officials appointed by the President and confirmed by the Senate, and 


visiting vile vengeance upon the heads of those officers who try to obey 


their oaths and sustain the laws. The attitude of the Mormon Church, 
with its leaders preaching defiance and its 25,000 of arms-bearing adult 
males ready to follow where these apostles of crime may lead, is acon- 
stant threat and standing menace to the peace of the nation. Nothing 
but fear on their.part of the final outcome prevents the outbreak, and 
what man ean predict the moment when religious fanaticism will cause 
them to forget the fear. This great nation of spac gh yet would 
soon crush the rebellion, but it would save much blood great treas- 
ure if its small Army was made more efficient. There are other ele- 
ments threatening internal disturbance, but we can only glance at them 
in passing to the consideration of the bill before us. The riots in New 
York, Pittsburgh, Cincinnati, and other places within the last few years 
are the simple mutterings of a discontented condition liable to break 
out in widespread destruction and anarchy. The socialists and nihilists 
have planted their seed in what they consider rich soil in this land of 
free speech. I believe the laborers of the Republic, uniting as they are 
for the consideration of evils under which they suffer, will not be de- 
ceived by these foul conspirators. Ultimately existing wrongs will be 
righted, and the millions of toilers, who are of the country’s best citi- 
zenship, industrious, intelligent, the fathers of its families and the own- 
ers;of its homes, who have the greatest stake in the welfare of the Re- 
public, will see to it that the needed reforms are bly wrought 
out within the law and notin defiance of it. But before the desired 
end is reached there will be much of conflict with the devils incarnate, 
whose synonym for reformation is destruction. 

Time will not permit me to speak of complications that may arise 
with foreign nations. Sufficient is it simply to refer to our position 
with reference to the Isthmian canal; the importance of our maintain- 
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ing a complete neutrality in interoceanic communication across the nar- 
row neck of land connecting the great American continent; the necessity 
that Cuba, by passing from the hand of Spain, should not be added to 
the Bermudas and Jamaica, as another threat at our Atlantic seaboard 
by the great power that constitutes our chief rival; the investment of 
fifty millions of money by our citizens in nearly 2,000 miles of rail- 
way in the Republic of Mexico, inviting lawless confiscation and in- 


terference with our commercial rights by our next neighbor; compli-- 


cations likely to arise from interference by European powers with the 
rights of our adopted citizens visiting their old homes, and the disputes 
attendant upon the sharp struggle with all competing nations as we 
seek markets abroad for the surplus products of our vast territory— 
these and others that will suggest themselves to you are the fertile 
causes that may at any time ‘‘cry havoc, and let slip the dogs of war.” 

It was undoubtedly such considerations as these that prompted thé 
Chief Executive in his annual message to Congress and the leaders of 
both political parties to urge in forcible language the bettering of the 
Army, the building of seacoast defenses, the securing of the necessary 
plant to forge and weld the mighty guns needed to pierce the armored 
sides of the modern steelclads, and the construction of the ships re- 
quired to protect our’seaboard cities, save our commerce, and carry the 
American flag victoriously’over all oceans. Many bills to bring about 
these desirable results have been introduced into both Houses during 
this session. I will not take the time to refer to them or to speak of 
the many meritorious schemes presented to aid in bringing the cavalry 
and artillery arms of the service to a point approaching that of per- 
fection. } 

This billis designed to make more efficient the infantry of the Army 
of the United States, Mr. President. By the training and experience 
that come from commanding a regiment of infantry Jidng the last 
war I feel better qualified to speak of that branch than of the others. 
The days of my early manhood were given to the study of its tactics, 
and I hope the day may never come when I shall cease to be interested 
in and to loveit. In numbers, in the varied duties required at its hands, 
in the important part to be played by it in time of war, the infantry is 
the main arm of the service. Says Colonel Home, of the British army, 
in his much-esteemed work on modern tactics: 


In armies, infantry undoubtedly takes the lead, and to its action that of the 
other arms must be subordinated. It is the main-stay and backbone of all, 
whether it be viewed in the light of numbers or its action upon the field of 
battle. Its fire is more deadly than that of artillery ; its action is sure, while that 
of cavalry is fitful; ay it the brunt of the battle falls; it suffers more in ac- 
tion and more on the line of march, and on its tactics the whole superstructure 
of military operations must be built, 


The following is an interesting table in this connection, showing the 
loss in the variousarms of the service, during the Franco-Prussian war, of 
the German army, the percentage given being the loss ofthe whole force: 


Officers. | Men, | Per cent. 
Infantry... 4,458 | 112,029 17.6 
Cavalry.... 279 4,342 6.3 
Artillery.. 422 5,597 6.5 


Similar statistics of the armies engaged during our late war would 
undoubtedly show a much stronger comparative loss in the infantry 
arm, 

And yet while the other arms of the service have been materially 
aided toward perfection of organization during the last twenty years 
thé infantry branch has been permitted to stand still, and to-day is as 
far behind in tactical organization as though it was armed with the 
flint-lock musket, carrying the buck-and-ball cartridge instead of the 
Springfield breech-loader with its deadly missile. It retains the ten- 
company single-battalion organization that seems to have been adopted 
in 1841, and which would bring death, defeat, and disaster to our arms 
in any field engagement upon which we would enter, meeting, as we 
would, the changed conditions of tactics and armament of armies framed 
upon modern and approved methods. 

The bill under consideration proposes to change from the single bat- 
talion, now composing a regiment, to a regimental line composed of 
three battalions. Before ing to the tactical effect of this change, 
the causes that produced it, and the authority for it, let us investigate 
as to the present make-up of armies proper for us to look upon as models. 
In the very nature of things, a nation like ours, maintaining a small 
and comparatively inexpensive army during times of peace, must bean 
imitator and copy from powers expending largely in costly experiments. 
It has ever been so. In 1775 Col. Timothy Pickering, of Massachn- 
setts, afterward distinguished in the military and civil history of the 
United States, compiled a ‘‘ plan and discipline for the militia,’? which 
gave such of the British battalion movements as were adapted to Amer- 
ican service. ë 

When Baron Steuben came to this country and began to drill the Con- 
tinental troops he published, in 1782, his ‘‘ Rules of Discipline,” which 
were almost literally translated from the drill and discipline which had 
been introduced by Frederick the Great. In March, 1789, Congress ap- 
proved and established this system of tactics, which remained in use 
until the resolution was repealed in 1820. ‘The tacticsin use since then, 
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whether of Scott, Hardee, or bP ee have all been adapted from the 
German and French systems, e existing and convincing fact is that 
not asingle European power retains the single-battalion organization of 
infantry regiments, all having abandoned it years ago as not adapted to 
a state of war, and therefore not fit to be maintained in time of peace. 

Nearly ten years ago the United States sent efficient officers, repre- 
senting the three great branches of its army—General Emery Upton, 
Maj. George A. Forsyth, and Capt. J. P. Sanger—to visit Europeand Asia 
and report, after full investigation, what changes should be made in our 
Army to modernize and perfect it. The very valuable report of these 
gentlemen was made to Congress and published to the world in 1877, 
and the first and seemingly the most important recommendation made 
by them was that we should change to the three-battalion organization 
for infantry as we had already done for the cavalry and artillery. They 
did this because they found the following to be the condition of the ad- 
vanced nations abroad, and I quote from the report known as ‘‘ Upton’s 
Armies of Asia and Europe:’’ 

The infantry of the German Empire consists in time of peace of one hundred 
and forty-eight re; ents of three battalions each. (Page 192. 

The influence of the Franco-Prussian war in producing modification in mili- 
tary organization is nowhere more perceptible than in the French infantry. 
Four companies were substituted for six in the composition of a battalion, and 
a regiment was ordered to be made of four battalions, Since that time the 
battalion organization has been adopted by France. (Page 226.) 

In Russia the regiments of the three divisions of the and the six divisions 
of the army of the Caucasus have four battalions of four companieseach, All 
other regiments have three battalions of five companies each, (Page 149.) 

The Austrian infantry is organizedinto iments com dof five field battal- 
ions of four companies each and one oy Ne ttalion of five companies. In case 
of war the six battalions are o ized into two Soe aeons of three battalions 
“tar the bet ar, ny eh the depot battalion re ing as acommon depot for 

In Italy a Dettalion consists of four companies and a regiment of three battal- 
ions oa} depot. The riflemen regiments are composed of four battalions each. 
( E 22 completely the army of Japan has been Europeanized may be inferred 
from the organization of the infantry. A regiment consists of three battalions 
of four companies each, (Page 9.) . 

The infantry regiments of England are composed of eight companies, 
forming two battalions of four companies each. Even this organiza- 
tion, so much better than ours, is severely condemned by her own mili- 
tary critics, notably by the most eminent general, Sir Lumley Graham, 
who insists that the Prussian three-battalion formation is much better. 
General Upton condemns it in the following terms: ‘ 

The adherence of England to a military system inherited from the last cent- 
ury can only be explained by her insular position and the security from inya- 
sion afforded by a powerful navy. * * * Should England assail any of her 
formidable neighbors, we may safely anticipate that the war will be followed 
either by a y reorganization of her reign Hh the total abandonment of 
the policy of armed intervention in foreign . (Pages 268, 269.) 

I might continue to quote and show conclusively that every war- 
like power has advanced beyond us and is ready to meet improved 


arms with improved organization. : . 
Whatnations cling to the dangerous, 


But how stands the other side? 
obsolete, single-battalion formation? When our commission returned 
from abroad it declared that it knew no worse army than that of Persia; 
and as to another Eastern nation, it said: 

The decline in Ey oaniaon from India to Persia is scarcely less marked 
than from Japan to C! . * * * -The Chinese army is as backward in its tac- 
tics as in its armament. * * * Its officers haye not the slightest appreciation 
of the amount of instruction required for troops in modern war, nor do they 

any knowledge of the methods of arranging and conducting troops in 

le, * * * The instruction witnessed at Pekin was a mere burlesque of in- 
fantry drill. * * * Itis the only country where the profession of arms is not 
honored. For ages a proverb to the effect that "as you would not use iron 
to make a nail, so you would not use a good man to make a soldier,” has hung 
like a millstone about the necks of the officers and soldiers of the Chinese army, 

The infantry o tions of these two uncivilized nations, 
whose armies are laughed at by the world, is, that regiments shall be 
composed of a single battalion of ten companies, with each company of 
one hundred men commanded by one captain and two subalterns. 
This is the present formation of the United States infantry, and to the 
shame of the Congress be it said that because it will not do its duty, as 
clearly enjoined by the Constitution, this great Republic stands, so far 
as the formation of its chief military arm is concerned, with the coun- 
tries I have last described—Persia, China, and the United States. We 
are in proud company, truly. Senators, it is for us as one branch of 
Congress to say whether we will remain there. 

This bill brings nothing new for your consideration. Its provisions, 
have been desired by General Grant. Generals Sherman and Sheridan 
have often urged it. Let meshow you how much it has been sought for 
by the generals of our armies and how often recommended by Secretaries 
of War. In General Sherman’s memoirs, published in 1875, referring 
to the organization of the Army during the war, he says: 

Tothe new ments of et eee an organization differing fromany 
that had heretofore prevailed in this country—of three battalions of eight com- 
panies each; but at no time did more than one of these regiments attain its full 
standard; nor in the vast army of volunteers that was raised during the war 
were any of the regiments of infantry formed on the three-battalion system, but 
these were universally single battalions of ten companies; so that on the reor- 
ganization of the regular roy at the close of the war Congress adopted the 
form of twelve companies for the regiments of cavalry and artillery, and that of 
ten companies for infantry, which is the present standard. 

Tnasmuchas the regular Army will naturally form the standard of organization 
for any increase or for new regiments of volunteers, it becomes important to 
study this subject in the light of past experience and to select that form which 
is best for peace as well as war. A cavalry regiment is now composed of twelve 
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oompanies, usually divided into six 
subdivided into three battalions 


of two companies each or, better, 
of companies each. 
- form, Sang Governing Pt subdivision as well as union into 


This is an excellent 
masses, 


Z Ca co! 
erals Sheridan and Wikon during 
In the artillery 
ganization. A single com 
separately, though som: 


yet 
in peace they occupy our heavy seacoast forts or act as infantry; then the regi- 
mental organization is both necessary and convenient, But the infantry com- 
the great mass of all armies, and the true form of the regiment or unit has 
n the subject of infinite discussion, and, as I have stated, during the civil war 
the regiment wus a single battalion of ten companies. In olden times the ner 
ment was composed of cight-battalion com jes and two flank companies, T. 
first and tenth companies were armed with rifles and were styled and used as 
“skirmishers,” but during the war they were never used exclusively for that 
special purpose, and mig pikor are Alaber between them and the other 
eight companies, . 
he ten-company organization is awkward in practice, and I am satisfied that 
the infantry n anie should have the same identical organization as exists for 
the cavalry and artillery, namely, twelve companies, so as to be susceptible of 
division into three battalions of four companies each, These sip seep should 
habitually be about one hundred men strong, giving twelve hun to a regi- 


ment, which in practice would settle down to about one thousand men. Three 
such regiments would compose a brigade, three brigades a division, and three 
divisions a corps. Then by allowing to an infantry corps a brigade of cavalry 
and six batteries of field artillery, we would have an efficient corps d'armée of 
thirty thousand men, whose organization would be simple and most efficient, 
and whose strength should never be allowed to fall below twenty-five thousand 
men, 


In 1869, when General Sherman was in command of the Army, he 
made similar recommendations to the Secretary of War, who. ved 
the same. In 1880 and again in 1882 attention was called to the mat- 
ter. In 1883 the general says: 


On the 8th of February, 1884, I will attain the limit of age fixed by Congress for 
military service in the Army, and I y asked of the President the privi- 
lege of anticipating this to enable my successor to e such recommen- 


mak 
dations as he may necessary ; but before leaving I beg to record an expres- 
sion of opinion thatit will be found wise to provide a common organization for 
all arms of the service, namel, 


asa nucleus for recrui n battalion can be placed th 


or sickness, and such as are not weaned 


ity. 
Were such an organizati us briefly sketched, but more elaborately de- 
scribed in former reports) to be sanctioned by Co: the military peace es- 
tablishment could, I believe, be maintained on the nt estimates, and would 
possess the inestimable Co Ncites ad of admitting of an increase without “ dis- 
order or confusien”’ to 6,000 artillery, 12,000 cavalry, and 30,000 infantry by the 
mere scratch of a pen and the magie wand of money; and afte: doub- 
ling the enlisted stren; of each company, without the further addition of a 
single officer, we should have the respectable force of 96,000 men, a force large 
enough for any probable necessity during the remainder of this century. 

The militia and volunteers of the prove) would soon follow suit, and we should 


have apr ee the country these 1 handy ns of four arg rr 
instead of the a a of ten companies—a bad 
unit, and in practice always ed 


As to this the Secretary of War, Mr. Lincoln, says: 
The report of the General of the Army has a special interest in being the last 


annual report that General Sherman will make. At his own request he has 
been relieved from the command of the Army, preparatory to h. t 
from active service under the act of 1882, Hi t thought it best to 


e 
refrain from making any new recommendations in his re lea af thatduty 
to his successor in the command of the Army, Lieutenant-General Sheridan. 
He, however, calls attention to and renews a former recommendation that a 
new organization be adopted for the regiments of infantry, so that each shall be 
composed of twelve companies, making three battalions of four companies each, 
euch company having, one bi red men; and that in time of two of these 
battalions shall be ntained on a perfect war footing, while the other battalion 
may beamere skeleton, with its complement of officers, and be used as a nucleus 
for recruits. The great advan: this change, as suggested by the N ry 
is thp important one of being able to put a large and effective force in the field, 
on short notice, by merely enlisting a sufficient number of additional private sol- 
diers, the officers and organization being always ready to receive them. 
In 1884 General Sheridan, being in command of the Army, says: 

Were I called upon to recommend any change whatever, it would be simply 
to makea uniform organization for the three arms of the service by adding two 
companies and the corresponding majors to each regiment of infantry. 


And in this the Secretary of War again concurs. In his report for 
1885 he again says he would ‘‘increase the number of men in the com- 
panies and add two more companies and two majors to each regiment 
of infantry;’’ and Secretary Endicott hopes it may be done and ‘‘the 
three arms of the service be made uniform.” 

Ignoring, however, these well-considered recommendations, and cast- 
ing aside ‘‘ the European intelligence that discards and the Oriental ob- 
tuseness that retains ’’ the old-time ten-company battalion, let us examine 
the caseupon its merits. General Graham, than whom there is no better 
authority, says: 

The formation of infantry for battle must be such as to favor to the utmost the 
effect of its own fire and to minimize the damage done by that of the enemy. 

So, first considering the change in arms since the late war, let us then 
pass to the change in line of battle that must follow to enable the in- 
fantry, the bone and sinew of the Army, to be effectively used on the 
field of battle. 


In a quarter of a century we have progressed from the muzzle-loading, 
smooth-bore musket to the bi ing rifle. The muzzle-loader 
meant at most two, and usually one, shot a minute, with uncertainty 
of aim, execution at not exceeding 400 and no assurance of a death- 
dealing shot at over 200 yards. The breech-loader means firing six 
times a minute, with accuracy of aim, carrying the deadly missile 2,000 
yards. The increase of effective range is therefore over five times; which 


‘means that ifit would take an advancing line four minutes to pass over 


the shorter space of 400 yards it would take it twenty minutes to pass 
over the greater distance of 2,000 yards. Practically, however, it could 
not pass over the greater space at so rapid a gait, and it is safe to say 
that the power of the present arm for inflicting loss of life upon an ad- 
vancing line is at least 10, and perhaps 20, to 1in relation to the weapon 
used during the late war. 

` Inthe same tactical formation of infantry probably fifteen men would 
be killed where one was killed with the former fire-arm. Add to this 
the powerful machine guns now used, such as the Gatling and Hotch- 
kiss, and the rate of death to the closed files of double rank would be 
terribly increased. This it is that makes the present single-battalion, 
double-rank formation a snicidal one and that has caused its abandon- 
ment in o civilized nations. For a line to live under these changed 
conditions means that it shall be a single line, with intervals or spaces 
between the men who are to receive attack or makeassault. Thelength 
of line of the present one thousand men of a regiment, in double rank, 
without intervals, is about 300 yards, and in single rank 600 yards. 
Every regimental commander of our late war will appreciate the diffi- 
culty of commanding even this length of line. In the din of battle 
neither voice nor bugle-note can easily be heard. The noise of conflict 
has been greatly intensified by the introduction of the breech-loading re- 
peating fire-arm. 

Von Scherff, the great German military writer, referring to the Franco- 
Prussian war, says: i 

difficult for officers to keep t men together, because 
woke of haloes conflict between Pench itader ak breech-loader. haat 

Let the single line be lengthened by intervals between the files, as it 
must now be, and how powerless would any colonel be to control and 
command his regiment. He absolutely needs the three-battalion for- 
mation with a subordinate commander, a major, for each battalion. 
He can not even personally command one and supervise the action of the 
others, for with the battalions properly placed according to modern 
tactics, each in rear of the other, the first with its skirmishers and sup- 
porting lines and columns holding a front of 200 yards and a depth of 
400, the second and third battalions in column with spaces of about 250 
yards intervening, with a total depth (owing to the far-penetrating power 
of the modern arm) of about 1,000 yards—being about the depth of a di- 
vision prepared for battle as it was formed in the three-line brigade or- 
ganization during our war—the colonel commanding could not only not 
be heard, but in most cases he could not see his command. The lieu- 
tenant-colonel, as the title implies, is needed as the lieutenant or gen- 
eral assistant of the colonel, and the majors commanding battalions be- 
come an absolute necessity for successfal warfare. 

To sum up the tactical matter, the old line-of-battle formation used 
during our civil war ‘‘now belongs to the past as completely as the 
Macedonian phalanx, and the general who would use it would simply 
invite the murder of his army and sacrifice the cause of his country on 
the altarof imbecile conservatism.” The present o; ization is objec- 
tionable in that it has no expansive power and must be totally pasa tR 
in time of war, thus violating a familiar military maxim that ‘“* the 
of an army should be the samein time of peace as in time of war.” The 
bill before us proposes a regiment in time of peace of twelve companies 
of fifty men each, comprising the three battalions so urgently needed. 
It would have its full complement of officers at the outbreak of war and 
would simply need the order of the Secretary of War to recruit its ranks 
to the maximum, and the force of six hundred would become twelve hun- 
dredmen. A warfooting would be reached promptly, without the delay 
incident to new battalions into life, and, as compared with the 


and two hundred second lieutenants would be commissioned, provided 
it is deemed best to fully officer the third battalion of each regiment. 
Since the reorganization of the Army, immediately after the war, pro- 
motion has been at a halt inthe infantry branch, toits great injury. In 
the other arms, except as to lieutenants of artillery, it has been rea- 
sonably rapid. In theStaff, Engineer, and Ordnance Corps it has been 
quite so. 

_Every second lientenant of engineers of 1861-’62 reached major’s 
rank over ten years ago, and many graduates since the war in that 
corps are majors to-day. No fault can be found with this, but by re- 
flection it acts injuriously upon the infantry, the officers of which, as 
one of them has observed, ‘‘have apparently received the tactical com- 
mand ‘Mark time! march!’ which, while it simulates marching, ad- 
mits of no progression.” Promotion is needed to keep up a proper 
esprit de corps. It broadens an ofäcer’s experience and gives him an 
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incentive to.do good work. No business man would feel that he was 
doing right in keeping an efficient employé in the same grade for a 
quarter of a century. Advancing years mean increased family and 
other cares and greater responsibility. It has been well said by a naval 
officer, writing upon a subject akin to this: 

The enforced continuance in subordinate stations can not fail to tell upon even 
the best men. The tendency of such a system is to make mere routine men, to 
substituteapathy and indolencefor zealand energy. * * Officers whogrow 
old in one grade and without oo are but little Aiai to exercise 
ped own powers of volition. They come to regard themselves as part of a ma- 
chine, * * * Self-reliance, resolute action, readiness of resource, and the ex- 
ae of individual judgment are all trampled out by this stagnation, 

There are lieutenants of infantry to-day who served during the war 
of rebellion who, under the existing circumstances, will consider them- 
selves fortunate if on reaching the age of sixty-four they will be able to 
retire as captains. With children grown to manhood these officers, some 
of them grandfathers, hold a rank always associated with youth and its 
physical activity. I have one officer in mind, and I mention his case 
simply because he is a type of many, who served with distinction dur- 
ing ail the late war; has been on the frontier ever since faithfully per- 
forming his duty; been in the Indian wars, and stands to-day beyond 
the number 200 on the listof captains. In but little over twenty years 
he will be retired with the bars and not the leaf or eagle upon his 
shoulders, ‘This gallant officer is in the Slough of Despond. The pas- 
sage of this bill will lift him out. 

I would not urge this bill simply because of the incident of promo- 
tion, but the existing stagnation is so great that many bills are-before 
Cong gress endeavoring to recognize that necessity alone, whereas this 
bill in accomplishing the proper construction of the physical machine 
of the Army pays attention also to that axiom of war that without pro- 
motion an army can not be effective. 

A few words upon-the cost incident to this change and I will leave 
the subject upon which I have been unnecessarily prolix. The cost of 
maintaining the Army for the fiscal sche ending J fs une 30, 1886, is: 


Pay of officers and entad men... 
Rations of enlisted men..... 
Clothing of enlisted men.. 


sessa een eens 


15, 255, 000 
But little additional expenditure will bring about the great good to 


the country that I have endeavored to set forth to-day. Responding 

to my request, Lieutenant-General Sheridan has furnished me with a 

detailed statement of the total cost of adding the full complement of 

officers and the twenty-five hundred enlisted men needed to bring every 
company up to the full peace standard on the three-battalion formation. 

I give it in full: 

Analysis and summary of the annual increase in pay of officers and pay, 
rations, and clothing allowance, of enlisted mer. under the provisions of 
the Manderson bill (S. 137). 

OFFICERS, 


Increase in pay of each officer promoted to higher grads: 
Captains of over twenty years’ service to majors................5 
First lieutenants of over twenty years’ service to captains... 

First lieutenants of between fifteen so twenty years’ service to captains.. 

First lieutenants of between ten and fifteen years’ service to captains......... 

Second lieutenants of over twenty years’ service to first lieutenants ........... 

Second lieutenants of between fifteen and twenty years’ service to first lieu- 
tenants, 

P lieutenants of between ten and fifteen years’ service to first leuten- 


Second’ jicutenants of between five and ten} ‘years’ "service to first lieutenants: 
Second lieutenants of less than fiye years’ service to first lieutenants .. 


ben annual pay of each of the newly-nppointed second lieutenants would be 


"AN of the fifty captains who would be promoted to have served over 
twenty years; the total increase in their pay sasana T then be $46,000. 

Of the one hundred first lieutenants promoted to be captains seventy-two have 
over twenty years of service, twenty- between fifteen and twenty years’ 
service, and five angen ee and fifteen years’ service ; the total increase in their 
pay would then be $41,01 

Ot the one hun oe fifty second lieutenants tae to be first lieuten- 
ants, two have over twenty years of service, cight een fifteen and twenty 
years, forty-six between ten and fifteen years, eighty-seven between five and 
os years, aud aren rh than five years of seryice; the total increase in their 

would then be 
Pho grand total So cash ok pay oe the onea promoted would then be 
$104,120 re hun Th e a A r psila, S 
pay wou e ese two sums, or 
the total annual iecruisy choecaakie te: othener ' pay as affected by the 
ENLISTED MEN. 


of corporal vg bemgsoery peaks de by law contains one first 
is, two artificers, two musicians, one wagoner, a 
r pay and allowances are given in the following table: 


$920 
420 
390 
360 
140 
130 
120 
110 
100 


P Each a 
four sergeants, four co! 
thirty-six privates; 


Monthly * 
pay. Clothing.’ 


First sergeant.. $22 00 $39 13 

rant 17 00 38 25 
Corporal. 15 00 87 45 
Artificer , 15 00 35 70 
Musician 13 00 36 &5 
Wagoner 14 00 » 3570 
Private 13 00 35 70 

* Average annual value of allowance, 


Nore,—Daily value of rations averages 20 cents for each non-commissioned 
officer and private. 


Asa eee? of fact many Spey the companies do not contain more than forty 
instead of fifty men, as stated in the organization given ; the computation 


as to the cost of maintenance of a sys pres is therefore, in the following table, 
given upon the basis of fifty and also of forty enlisted men for one year: 
Pay. | Rations. | Clothing. | Total. 
One eyo amon dingy $8,256 $3,520 | $1,807 53 | $13,583.53 
Dantes, Atty rs men 412,800 | 176,000 | 90,3876 50 | 679,176 50 
One company, ange men.. 6,696 2,816 1,450 53 | 10,962 53 
Fifty companies, forty men. 334,800 | 140,800 | 72,526 50 | 548,126 50 


The total cost for officers and fifty companies, of fifty men cach, would then 
If companies were of only forty men each it would be $932,246.50. 


Thus an expenditure of $1,000,000 would place us where we should 
be as to the infantry arm of the United States Army. The actual cost of 
the full complement would be less, in fact. The graduating class at the 
West Point Academy this year is declared to be the largest in number 
and the highest in efficiency that that institution has ever graduated. 
There will be seventy-eight young men, fairly grounded in the science 
of war, at great expense to the Government, to be where they 
can do their country some service. There will be but thirty-nine va- 
cancies for them to fill, but the other thirty-nine will undoubtedly be 
added to the Army as additional lieutenants. The pay of these, amount- 
ing to nearly $110,000, should be deducted, thus leaving the amount 
$900,000. Still farther reductions might be made in the estimate. If 
the companies are left at forty men each the costis $932,000. Suppose 
it should be deemed advisable to promote but one hundred second lieu- 
tenants to be first lieutenants and commission but one hundred second 
lieutenants, leaving the two additional companies without that subal- 
tern officer, the saving would be about $140,000, thus obtaining a fair 
measure of improvement at an increase of $800,000 per annum. 

We should not confound parsimony with economy, True economy 
consists not.in 3o ee expenditures, but in exercising care that one 
gets the full value of money expended. Spending as we do $15,000,000 
annually to maintain our Army, we do not get the worth of our money; 
for the T Senlate organization I have described makes it inefficient, a 
broken staff to lean upon in thehourofdanger. Let us spend $1,000,000 
more, and we will get the worth of the entire amount expended, ‘and 
the first war will show the economical wisdom of having thus prepared 
for. it. An army officerhas given mea homely but a illustration that 
I will present. 

Let us suppose that a frontiersman needs a rifle to protect himself 
from savage foes. We willsay that for $15 he can get one of old model, 
with defective mechanism, which at the critical moment may miss fire. 
For $16 he can get a rifle of approved patte rn, true toits aim and sure to 
deal death to any assailant. To buy od ede would be to save a dol- 
lar and risk destruction, butshould the frontiersman make such a choice 
his mistaken economy would be characterized ‘as the grossest stupidity. 
Ineed not make the application. Do notlet us be so stupid, but pursue 
the course that has every ingrati authority worthy of consideration 
to support it and none against it. 

Mr. President, I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF A BILL, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the bill (S. 10) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States in reference to bigamy, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 22, 1882, as passed by the Senate, be printed as passed. It was 
printed in the RECORD as passed, but I am applied to, as other gentle- 
men are, for copies. Therefore, I move that the bill De printed forthe ~ 
use of the Senate as it was passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MORGAN in thechair). The Sen- 
ator from Vermont moves that Senate bill No. 10 be printed for the 
use of the Senate as it was passed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COIN DUTIES ON IMPORTED GOODS. 


Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, some days I gave notice that when 
the Utah bill was disposed of I should up the resolution of the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] for the purpose of addressing the 
Senate. It is butafew minutes before 2 o’clock, when the order 
will be taken up, and if it is in order now, I will move that the regular 
order be temporarily laid aside so as not to lose its place. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. PUGH. Well, I ask unanimous consent that the order 
be laid aside and that the resolution of the Senator from Kentucky be 
taken up for consideration. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Chair would remark that the reg- 
ular order at this time is the bill which was under consideration in the 
morning hour on Friday, the bill (S. 506) for the relief of Emerson 
Etheridge and William B. Stokes. Does the motion apply to that? 

Mr. PUGH. Yes; I move to lay that aside temporarily. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. TheSenatorfrom Alabama asks unan- 
imous consent that Senate bill 506 be laid aside for the purpose of en- 
abling him to submit some remarks on the resolution of the Senator 


be a el le ial 
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from Kentucky which he proposes to submit for the consideration of 
the Senate. Is there ice dan The Chair hears none. The same 
order will be regard EPn ae ba to the unfinished business coming 
up at 2 Dank ee the judi 

The Senate proceeded to rimerr the following resolution submitted 
by Mr. Beck December 18, 1885: 

Whereas the laws of the United States require that all duties on imported 
goods shall be paid in coin; and 

So ee eed cesar ects ec a Sh 

applied as rA pea First, to the pa: Lo ratte in coin, of the interest on the bonds 


and notes of the United States; secon to the purchase or payment of 1 percent. 


of the entire debt of the United States, ‘to be made within fiscal year, which 
is to be set apart as a sinking fund, and the interest of which shall in like man- 
ner be applied to the purchase or payment of the public as the Secretary 

e direct; third, the ue to be paid into 


of the Sides | shall, from time to 
the Treasury 

‘Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed Io inquire whether the 
laws above stated now are, or have heretofore, been obeyed; and if they have 
not, B report by bill, or otherwise, such measures as wil secure their enforce- 
men 
- sen proceeded to address the Senate. Having spoken nearly 

wo hours, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With the eonsent of the Senator from Alabama, I 
will move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

Mr. PUGH. I give way. 

Mr. VANCE. I give notice that at the conclusion of the speech of 
the Senator from ma to-morrow I shall ask for the continuation 
of the consideration of the pending resolution, in order that I may sub- 
mit a few remarks on the subject. 


JUDICIAL SALARIES. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I first call for the eee ae oe it may be the 
unfinished business to-morrow, the judicial salary bill 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The Chair 
will lay before the Senate the unfinished business, 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 6) fixing the salaries of the several 
judges of the United States district courts at $5,000 per annum, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I now move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business, After one hour and thirty-seven minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock 
and 25 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS. 
Received the 11th day of January, 1886. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


James Shields, for the district of Montana, rice Thomas P, Fuller, 
suspended. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


J. Gideon Harris, at Montgomery, Ala., vice Thomas J. Scott, re- 


signed 
POSTMASTERS. 
Thomas Ryan, at Sault de Ste. Marie, Mieh., vice Myron W. Scranton, 


suspended. 

Charles Holliday, at Saint Louis, Mich., vice John M. Church, sus- 
pended. 

J. C. Morgan, at Kearney, Nebr., vice Ralph M. Grimes, resigned. 

John J. Simmler, at San Luis Obispo, Cal., vice John J. Simmer, 
commission expired. 

James T. Blam, at Brunswick, Ga., vice David T. Dunn, resigned. 

T. O. Carlisle, at Missouri Valley, Towa, vice Samuel L. Berkley, re- 
signed. 

ane O. Goodrich, at Jerseyville, Ill., vice W. H. Edgar, commission 


ge ee I. Haskell, at Virginia, Ill., vice John N. ‘Wilson, commission 


expired. 
EA S. R. Scoville, at Morris, Ill., vice William A. Jordan, deceased. 
F. A. Trousdale, at Metropolis Gy, Il., vice Thomas "Moore, re- 


signed. 
Charles W. Lebon, at Wamego, Kans., vice John L. Browne, re- 


*RVilliam B. Mead, at Oberlin, Kans., his office having become Presi- 
` dential. 

John Wright, at Sedgwick, Kans., the office having become Presi- 
dential. 

Edward L, Garcelon, at Winchester, Masi, vice George P, Brown, 
commission expired. 

Martin L. Harlow, at South Abington, Mass., vice Albert Davis, re- 
signed. 

jes Levy, at Newburyport, Mass., vice Isaac P. Noyes, commis- 


sion expired. 
George C. Lincoln, at North Brookfield, Mass., vice Harriet A. Poland, 


commission expired. 


Reuben K. Sawyer, at Wellesley, Mass., vice William H. Flagg, com- 
mission expired. 
zom B. Turner, at Newtonville, Mass., vice Jeremiah B., Lovett, com- 
mission 
William J. Wallace, at Norwood, Mass., the office having become 
Presidential. 
Noah Wadsworth, at Northborough, Mass., the office having become 
Presidential. 
Paron C. Young, at Provincetown, Mass., vice Paron C. Young, com- 
mission expired. 
James Rutherford, at Milford, Mich., vice John Crawford, deceased. 
Addison §. Clark, at Westfield, N. x vice Frederick Decker, com- 
mission expired. 
Frederick G. Wilse, at Bordentown, N. J., vice Henry Netteroth, 
commission expired. 
Samuel B. Whittaker, at Fulton, N. Y., vice Newell C. Gilbert, com- 
mission expired. 
4 raok D. Travis, at Holdrege, Nebr., the office having become Presi- 
en 
Homer C. Bair, at Punxsutawney, Pa., the office having become 
Presidential. 
L. L. Maughs, at Denison City, Tex., vice Charles T. Daugherty, 
commission expired. 
Makes F. ea, at Waxahachie, Tex., vice Thomas W. Florence, re- 
si 
yý = Lewis, at Gallatin, Tenn., vice Thomas H. Prince, commission 
expi 
Tame B. Tolliver, at Labanon; Te Tenn., vice Edgar Waters, resigned. 


NOMINATION ¥ WITHDRAWN. 


William H. McArdle, of Mississippi, to be consul of the United 
States at San Juan del Norte, he having declined the appointment, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Nominations confirmed January 11, 1886. 
CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSIONERS. 

Paves P. Edgerton, of Fort Wayne, Ind., to be Civil Service Commis- 

ner. 

William L. Trenholm, of Charleston, South Carolina, tobe Civil Serv- 
ice Commissioner, 

Dorman B. Eaton, of New York, to be Civil Service Commissioner. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Benjamin F. Jonas, of Louisiana, to be collector of customs for the 
district of New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, January 11, 1886. 


The House metat 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings of Thurs- 
day, January 7. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
zeio of so much of the Journal as refers to the introduction of bills 

be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk then resumed and concluded the reading of the outa, 
which was approved. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 
rivilege 
i a : SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his question of privi- 


me HENDERSON, of Iowa. -House bill 596 was réferred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. I move to have it referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. It has been considered by that commit- 
tee in two preceding Congresses and favorably reported. 

The SPEAKER. If the reference made be erroneous the Chair has 
the power to correct it and will do so. 

Mr. HENLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. HENDERSON] who introduced that bill? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It was introduced by me in this Con- 


gress. 
CONTESTED ELECTIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communication 
from the Clerk of the House: 
CLERK'S OFFICE, 


IIOUSE or ERENER UNITED STATES, 
‘ashington, D. C., December 7, 1885. 
Sır: I have the honor to transmit herewith a list of papers on file in the 
Clerk's office of the House of Ropresatrenves in relation to contested-election 
cases in the House of Representatives of the Forty-ninth Congress, to wit: 
F, T. Cam nes J. B. Weaver, from the State of Iowa. 
Frank H. Hurd ts. Jacob Romeis, from the State of Ohio. 
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Merideth H. Kidd vs. George W. Steele, from the State of Indiana. 


Charles H. P; ts. William A. Pierce, from the State of Rhode Island. 

Alexander M. McKay vs. Barclay Henley, James A. Loutitt, Jos. M. McKenna, 
Charies N. Felton, W. W. Morrow, and H. H. Markham, from the State of Cali- 
fornia. 

Montague R, Leverson and Archibald McGreer vs. Charles N. Felton and H. 
H. Markham, from the State of California, 

George B. Merriam vs. Barclay Henley, from the State of California. 

Jmnes Patterson vs, W. W. Morrow, from the State of California, 

And a protest of citizens of California against the paige of Messrs. 
Henley, Loutitt, McKenna, Morrow, Felton,and Markham as Representatives 
in Ponges from pet hata 

ery respectfu Y, 
JOHN B. CLARK, JR., 
Clerk of House of Representatives. 
Hon. Joun G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the papers referred to in 
the communication just read will be referred to the Committee on Elec- 
tions. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


REPORT OF VISITORS OF THE UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the report of the Board of 
Visitors of the United States Military Academy; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. LAIRD, by unanimous consent, obtained indefinite leave of ab- 
sence, on account of the death of his mother. 


CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON THE POST-OFFICE AND POST-ROADS. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privileged 
report from the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts make the following report: 
That your committee, to whom was ref the resolution of Mr. Dockery, of 


January 5, 1886, to wit: “That the clerkship of the Committee on ces 
and Post-Roads be, and the same is hereby, declared an annual clerkship, with 
compensation at $2,000 per annum, and the Clerk of the House is hereby 


authorized and directed to pay the clerk of said committee out of the contingent 
fund forthe present session compensation at the above rate,” respectfully report 
that they are of the opinion that said committee should have an annual clerk, 
but such action can not be had by resolution of the House. We, therefore, recom- 
mend a reference of said resolution to Committee on Appropriations, with 
instructions to provide for an annual clerk to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads for the next fiscal Ten in the legislative, executive, and judicial ap- 
propriation bill, at the rate of $2,000 per annum. We further recommend the 
adoption of the following resolution as a substitute: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be allowed a 
clerk, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, until June 30, 1886, at 
the rate of $2,000 per annum,” 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair does not think this isa privileged report. 
As the Chair understands it, the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads has now, under the law, no annual clerk. This resolution pro- 

to instruct the Committee on Appropriations to provide for an an- 
nual clerk for that committee, and then—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, there is no objection on the part of 
the Committee on Appropriations to the instruction; butit is proper for 
me to say that, if my memory serves me, the session clerk to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads is provided for at $6 per day, 
which up to the end of this session would be a higher rate of compen- 
sation than $2,000 per annum. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I am aware that if there is any objection 
to the consideration of the resolution now—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was about to ask whether there is objec- 
tion. If there be no objection the resolution will be considered. 

Mr. CANNON. If the committee represented by my colleague [ Mr. 
ADAMS] sees proper to report a joint resolution giving the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads an annual clerk at $2,000 a year, I 
am content that the House should consider such a joint resolution and 
pass it; but under our new rules, it occurs to me, a reference of a reso- 
lution of this kind to the Committee on Appropriations is hardly 


proper. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition is not to refer the resolution to 
the Committee on Appropriations but to pass a resolution instructing 
that committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is the better way. 

Mr. CANNON. Why not make it a joint resolution and let the 
House pass it? The Senate will no doubt do the same thing. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not think we ought to instruct that committee 
absolutely; let them have discretion to consider the question. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, the clerkships of all these different com- 
mittees ought to beannual. As the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
RANDALL] has suggested, these clerksnow get very good pay for a long 
session under the perdiem arrangement; but at the short session of only 
three months it does not pay a clerk to come here and serve at the per 
diem compensation. There is no good reason which can justify the dis- 
tinction made between the different officers of this House, such as mes- 
sengers and committee clerks. They ought all be on the annual roll; 
and I hope this resolution will be so amended as to instruct the Com- 
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mittee on Appropriations to make all the committee clerkships of this 
House annual. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ishould object to that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 
will withdraw the objection he has interposed. The course now sug- 
gested is that which has been pursued by the House heretofore in creating 
annual clerkships. Such action is usually in the form of a resolution 
adopted by the House directing the Committee on Appropriations to 
provide for an annual clerkship in the legislative, executive, and ju- 
dicial appropriation bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not want the matter referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations in sucha shape thatthe committee will have no dis- 
cretion, but must make merely a formal report in accordance with in- 
structions. 

Mr. DOCKERY. This has already been considered by a committee. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam aware of that; but it is proposed now to send 
it to the Committee on Appropriations, and I do not propose to with- 
hold from that committee the right to investigate the question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is proposed to determine the question now by 
the action of the House. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has frequently decided heretofore that 
to entitle thereport of a committee to be treated as privileged the whole 
matter of the report must be privileged; otherwise, it would be in the 
power of any committee having the right to make privileged reports 
to secure advantage for other matters than those which are privileged 
under the rules of the House. 

The first resolution reported by the Committee on Accounts is a reso- 
lution of instruction to the Committee on Appropriations, which the 
Chair thinks‘is not a privileged report under any rule of the House. 
The last resolution, providing for payment out of the contingent fund 
of the House, might properly be considered a privileged matter. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But the gentleman from Illinois asked unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was about to state thatrequest, having 
first decided the question of order. The gentleman from Illinois asks 
unanimous consent that both these resolutions be considered by the 
House at the present time. Is there ohjection ? 

Mr. RANDALL. If this matter be brought before the House in that 
form it will be open to amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. RANDALL. And in view of the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. MILLS] that all the committee clerks should be made 
annual, an amendment of that character might be presented. Now, 
while I think the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads ought 
to have an annual clerk, and am perfectly ready to vote for that propo- 
sition, yetif we are to open the door to having every committee allowed 
an annual clerk, I should be inclined to object. 

Mr. REAGAN. If this matter isnow open for discussion, I desire to 
say—— 

The SPEAKER. It is not now open for debate. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope, if consent be given for the consideration 
of this matter, the gentleman from Illinois will call the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. REAGAN. If we wish to consult the interests of individuls and 
pay them for work they do not perform, we can do that by making the 
appointment of these committee clerks annual. If we wish to con- 
sult public economy, we shall pay them only for the time they serve, 
and not make their salaries annual. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this report of the Committee on Accounts? The Chair hears none, and 
it is before the House. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. The importance of considering this resolu- 
sion now arises from the fact that it will facilitate the action of the 
Committee on Accounts on the general scheme of committee clerkships. 
I am justified, I think, in Tenending the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolutions 
embodied in the report, unless a separate vote be called for. TheClerk 
will report the resolutions again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on$the Post-Office and Post-Roads be allowed a 
clerk, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, until June 30, 1886, at 
the rate „000 per annum. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Ilinois. There was no other resolution, Mr. Speaker, 
only a recommendation of the Committee on Accounts that the report 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations with instructions. 

The SPEAKER. The question is then on the adoption of the re- 
port, which recommends the reference of the resolution to the Commit- 
me on Appropriations with the instructions which have already been 


The question was decided in the affirmative, there being—ayes 111, 
noes 4. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Dlinois, moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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PRINTING OF PRESIDENT'S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 
Mr. BARKSDALE, from the Committee on Printing, submitted the 
following report: 


The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the following resolution: 
“Resolved, That there be printed — thousand copies of the President’s last 
annual message for the use of the H 38 
have recommended that the resolution be amended by filling the blank with 
“twenty-five,” so as to make the number of copies twenty-five thousand. The 
estimated cost is $612.50. 


The amendment proposed by the Committee on Printing was agreed 
to; and the resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. BARKSDALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

x , CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. SCOTT. I move by unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that the 
bill (H. R. 1994) for the relief of the International Navigation Com- 
pany, which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, be referred 
to the Select Committee on Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests, 
where it properly belongs. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair hears no objection, and the bill will be 
so referred. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the Chair will proceed tocall 
the States and Territories for the introduction of bills and joint reso- 
lutions for reference to appropriate committees. Under this call joint 
resolutions and memorials from State and Territorial Legislatures will 
be in order; also resolutions calling for information from the heads of 
Departments. 

ALIENS PROHIBITED FROM ACQUIRING TITLE TO LANDS. 

Mr. OATES introduced a bill (H. R. 3183) to prohibit aliens from 
acquiring title to or owning lands within the United States of America; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ENTRY OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. OATES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3184) to repeal sections 3480 
and 4716 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BREACH OF CONTRACTS. 

Mr. OATES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3185) to require the circnit 
courts and the Supreme Court of the United States to decide all cases 
predicated upon contracts for the breach thereof coming within their re- 
spective jurisdiction according to the law of the State or place where 
the contract was made or to be performed; which was a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

NEW ORLEANS, BATON ROUGE AND VICKSBURG RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. OATES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3186) to declare a forfeiture 
of lands granted to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Rail- 
road Company to confirm title to certain lands, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

LIMITATION OF SPEECHES. 


Mr. OATES also submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resol That no member shall occupy morethan thirty minutes in debate on 
AA LENA TICON te tn SOATGA that the member reporting the 
measure under consideration may have also thirty minutes to close where gen- 
eral debate has been had thereon ; and no member shall after the recognition of 
the Speaker, for the purpose of debate, yield any part of his time to more than 


one other member. 
CALL OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. OATES also submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That section 1 of Rule XV be so amended as to read as follows: 

“1. Upon every roll-call the names of the members shall be called alphabetic- 
ally by surname, except when two or more have the same surname, then the 
whole name shall be called; and after the roll has been once called the Clerk 
shall call in their alphabetical order the names of those not voting on first call, 
except such as are paired or absent by leave of the House; and fter the 
Speaker shall not entertain a request to record a vote or announce a pair.” 


GIRARD AND MOBILE RAILROAD. 

Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. 3187) to declare forfeited a 
grant of land in aid of the Girard and Mobile Railroad in Alabama; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. SARAH P. WATSON. 

Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3188) for the relief of 
Mrs. Sarah P. Watson; which was read a first andsecond time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BONDS OF EXECUTORS. 
Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3189) to amend the law 
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relating to the bonds of executors in the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES A. SIBLEY. 


Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3190) for the relief ot 
Charles A. Sibley, guardian of Lloyd M. Stevens; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed, 

WILLIAM C. EDMONSTON. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama, introduced a bill (H. R. 3191) to adjust 
and pay the account of William C. Edmonston; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MOBILE AND OHIO RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama, also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
72) to provide for the settlement of accounts with the Mobile and Ohio 
Railroad Company; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. I should like by unanimous consent to 
have that joint resolution referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
eon SPRINGER. I must object if it involves money payment from 


e Treasury. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. I think the gentleman will withdraw his 
objection when he is informed that the resolution is merely supple- 
mentary to the act passed in 1875 providing for the settlement of these 
accounts. That act originated with the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Doesit provide for the settlement of these accounts 
and allowances merely ? 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama, Itsimply authorizes the Secretary of War 
and Attorney-General to adjust these accounts. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I haye no objection if it does not involve money 
payment from the Treasury. 

The joint resolution was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ENTRY OF HOMESTEADS BY FEMALES. 

Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. 3192) to authorize females 
to enter lands under the homestead law; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. EDNA ROBERTS. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3193) ting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Edna Roberts; which was read a first an aaan tis; 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS CARGYLE. i 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3194) for the relief of 
Lewis Cargyle; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES CARGYLE. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3195) for the relief of 
James Curgyle; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

P. W. CARGYLE. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3196) for the relief of 
P. W. Cargyle; which was read a first and second referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JESSIE CARGYLE. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3197) for the relief of 
Jessie Cargyle; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 

mmittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

; MRS. MARY HASTINGS. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3198) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Mary Hastings; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FRANK M. SANGFORD, 
Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3199) for the relief of 


Frank M. Sangford; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CAPT. JAMES H. BONE. 
Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3200) for the relief of 
Capt. James H. Bone; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


* FLORENCE (ALA.) MASONIC LODGE. 


Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3201) for the relief of 
the Florence Masonic Lodge, No. 14, at Florence, Ala.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM A. MILAM. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3202) for the relief of 
the heirs of William A. Milam; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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ANDERSON MERCHANT. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3203) to remove the 
political disabilities of Anderson Merchant; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 
f JOHN JONES. s 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3204) for the relief of 
John Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

` GEORGE W. GUYSE. : 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill as R. 3205) granting a pen- 
sion to George W. Guyse; which was a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MAHALA H, PORTLOCK. 
Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3206) for the relief of 
Mahala H. Portlock; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Commiteee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


W. P. SHELTON. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3207) for the relief of 
W. P. Shelton; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and òrdered to be printed. 

MICHAEL J. 0’BARR. 

Mr. FORNEY introduced a bill (H. R. 3208) granting a pension to 
Michael J. O’Barr, late sergeant of Captain Shelley’s company, First 
Regiment Alabama Volunteers in the war with Mexico; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

J. G. FELL AND OTHERS. 

Mr. FORNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3209) for the relief of J. 
G. Fell, Edward Hoopes, and George Burnham; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. ~ 

EQUALIZATION OF HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 

Mr. PEEL introduced a bill (H. R. come to equalize and allow ad- 
ditional homestead entries of the public lands of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in which the 
concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested, namely: 

A bill (S. 10) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend section 
5352 of the Revised Statutes of the United States in reference to bigamy, 
and for other pu: ” approved March 22, 1882; 

A bill (8. 22) for the relief of Martha Murphy and P. B. Murphy; 

A bill (S. 68) for the relief of S. B. Cranston, of Oregon; 

A bill (S. 82) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the stat- 
utes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for 
other pu *? approved June 10, 1880; 

A bill (8. 141) to extend the provisions of the act of June 10, 1880, 
entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate trans- 
portation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’’ to the port of 
Omaha, in the State of Nebraska; 

a bill (S. 208) for the relief of Alexander Swift & Co. and the Niles 
orks; 

A bill (S. 416) for the relief of J. W. Lobban; and 

A bill (S. 633) to change the name of Uniontown to Anacostia. 

JURISDICTION UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr, ROGERS introduced a bill (H. R. 3211) conferring jurisdiction 
in certain civil cases arising in the Indian Territory to the United States 
courts for the western district of Arkansas, northern district of Texas, 
and the district of Kansas; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

GOVERNMENT RESERVATION, HOT SPRINGS. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3212) for the improve- 
ment of the Government reservation at Hot Springs, in Arkansas; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF JOSEPH DODSON. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3213) for the relief of the 
estate of Joseph Dodson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. WALTERS. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3214) for the relief of John 
H. Walters, late of Company A, First Kentucky Cavalry; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN 8. FOX. 
Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3215) for the relief of Ben- 


jamin S. Fox; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
TRES ALAMOS LAND GRANT. 

Mr. FELTON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3216) to confirm 
the title tothat certain land grant ‘‘Tres Alamos,” in Arizona Territory; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, and ordeted to be printed. 

THOMAS P. MADDEN. 

Mr. HENLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 3217) for the relief of Thomas 
P. Madden; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ADJUSTMENT OF ACCOUNTS IN INDIAN SERVICE. 

Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3218) to authorize the 
adjustment of certain accounts arising in the Indian service; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

i COLORADO DESERT. 

Mr. HENLEY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3219) to pro- 
mote the introduction of fresh water on the Colorado Desert; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. * 

STATE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. HENLEY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3220) for the 
relief of the State University of California; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CHARLES MURPHY. 

Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3221) to pay Charles Mur- 
phy $3,000; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SWAMP AND OVERFLOWED LANDS. 

Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3222) to extend certain 
provisions of an act approved March 2, 1855, entitled “An act for the 
relief of purchasers and locators of swamp and overflowed lands; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

FIRE AT BENICIA WORKSHOPS. 

Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3223) to makean appro- 
priation to pay the laborers and mechanics for theirtools destroyed by 
fire in the Government workshops at Benicia, State of California, on the 
2d day of November, 1880; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CUTHBERT WHITE. 

Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3224) for the relicf of 
Cuthbert White; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON GRAPE SPIRITS. 

Mr. HENLEY alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 3225) torelieve pure grape 
spirits from taxation in certain cases; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Waysand Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JEROME MADDEN. 

Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3226) for the relief of 
Jerome Madden, of California; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

W. R. WHEATON AND C. H. CHAMBERLAIN, 

Mr. HENLEY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3227) for the 
relief of William R. Wheaton and Charles H. Chamberlain, of California; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT SAN LUIS OBISPO. 

Mr. MORROW introduced a bill (H. R. 3228) making an appropria- 
tion for establishing a light-house and fog-signal at San Luis Obispo, 
Cal.; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. : 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT POINT SUR. 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 3229) making an appro- 
priation for the commencement of a light-honse and fog-signal at Point 
Sur, California; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

¥OG-SIGNAL AT ANGEL ISLAND. 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 3230) making an appro- 
priation for the completion of the fog-signal station at Angel Island, 
California; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-STATION ON CALIFORNIA COAST, 


Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 3231) for the continua- 
tion of the light-station at Northwest Seal Rock, coast of California; 
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which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
CAPE ORFORD LIGHT STATION. 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 3232) making an appro- 
priation for the purchase of the right of way to Cape Orford light-sta- 
tion; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE DESTRUCTION ISLAND, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 3233) making appropri- 
ation for the establishment ofa light-house at Destruction Island, Wash- 
ington Territory, which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committce on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

SAN DIEGO SOCIETY OF NATURAL HISTORY. 

Mr. MARKHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 3234) granting lands tothe 
San Diego Society of Natural History for scientific purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. à . 

PRIVATE LAND GRANTS, ARIZONA TERRITORY. 

Mr. MARKHAM (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3235) to 
confirm title to certain private land grants in Arizona Territory; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MAY HELENA MANMAN. 

Mr. HENLEY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3236) granting 
a pension to May Helena Mahan; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. LOUTITT introduced a bill (H. R. 3237) extending the provis- 
ions of the invalid-pension laws in certain cases; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 4700 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. LOUTITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3238) to amend section 
4700 Revised Statutes relating to invalid pensions; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BRYAN TYSON, 

Mr. LOUTITT (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3239) for 
the relief of Bryan Tyson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

A. P. JACKSON. 

Mr. McKENNA introduced a bill (H. R. 3240) for the relief of A. P. 
Jackson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

MATERIAL FOR ORDNANCE, ETC. 

Mr. McKENNA also introduced a bill (H. R. 3241) to establish a 
board to encourage the manufacture of material for modern ordnance, 
armor, and other Army and Navy purposes, and to provide heavy ord- 
nance adapted to modern warfare; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ARREARAGES OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. McKENNA also introduced a bill (H. R. 3242) to provide ar- 
rearages of pensions to persons mutilated in the civil war and pensioned 
for other than highest disability; which wasread a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

: DUTIES ON TOBACCO. 

Mr. BUCK introduced a bill (H. R. 3243) relating to duties on to- 
bacco; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

LETTER-CARRIERS. 

Mr. BUCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 3244) for the appointment 
of letter-carriers; which wasread a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL S. LADD. 

Mr. BUCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 3245) granting a pension to 
Samuel S. Ladd; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

“MARY A. ORCUTT. 

Mr. BUCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 3246) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Oreutts which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WATERMAN CLIFT AND ROBERT MAY. 

Mr. SEYMOUR introduced a bill (H. R. 3247) for the relief of Water- 
man Clift and Robert May; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK P. MURPHY. 
Mr. SEYMOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 3248) for the relief of 


Frank P. Murphy; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


STEAM CRUISING VESSEL BY CHARLES G. LUNDBORG. 

Mr. LORE introduced a bill (H. R. 3249) to provide for the con- 
struction of a steam cruising vessel of war of 20-knot speed, by Charles 
G. Lundborg, of New, York; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MARRISON T. MARTIN, EXECUTOR. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (H. R. 3250) for the relief of Harrison 
T. Martin, executor of Robert Martin, Troup County, Georgia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES W. HIGHTOWER. 

Mr. HARRIS alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 3251) for the relief of James 
W. Hightower, of Muscogee County, Georgia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

C. M. BETHUNE: 

Mr. HARRIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3252) for the relief of C. M. 
Bethune, former postmaster at Talbotton, Ga; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TO AMEND SECTION 1000 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. HAMMOND introduced a bill (H. R. 3253) to amend section 1090 
of the Revised Statutes relating to interests on judgments rendered by 
the Court of Claims; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


STAFFORD SEYMOUR AND OTHERS. 

Mr. HAMMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3254) for the relief of 
Stafford Seymour and sundry other parties therein named for Indian 
depredations; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

V. RICHARDS & BROTHERS. 

Mr. HAMMOND (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3255) for 
the relief of V. Richards & Brothers; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BENJAMIN P. ROGERS. 

Mr. HAMMOND (by.request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3256) for 
the relief of Benjamin P, Rogers, of Douglas County, Georgia; which 
wag read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

S. E. SCARBOROUGH. 

Mr. CRISP introduced a bill (H. R. 3257) for the relief of S. E. Scar- 
borough, of Georgia; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSES IN FLORIDA. 

Mr. CRISP (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3258) making 
an appropriation for the completion of the light-house at Mosquito In- 
let, Florida; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CRISP (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3259) making 
an appropriation for the protection of Hunting Island light-house site, 
South Carolina; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CRISP (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3260) making 
an appropriation for the establishment of a light-house at Hillsborough 
Inlet, Florida; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CRISP (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3261) making 
an appropriation for the establishment of alight-house at Anclote Keys, 
Florida; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. k 

THOMAS P. MORGAN, JR. 

Mr. CLEMENTS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3262) for the 
relief of Thomas P. Morgan, jr.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 3263) to repeal section 1656 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CHARLES W. BEEMAN. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3264) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles W. Beeman; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PRINTING OF COMMITTEE REPORTS. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introdiiced a joint resolution (H. Res. 73) author- 

izing the printing of committee reports; which was read a first and 
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second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be 
printed. 7 
SUITS IN EQUITY. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3265) to regulate the 
trial of suits in equity in the circuit courts of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 


RETIREMENT OF ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3266) to retire from active 
service officers of the Army who served during the war of the rebellion 
as general officers of volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SWAMP LAND INDEMNITY SCRIP. 


Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (II. R. 3267) to authorize the 
several States in certain cases to locate swamp-land indemnity scrip, 
and to surrender the swamp-land indemnity scrip which may have been, 
or may be, issued in pursuance of law, and receive in lieu thereof $1.25 
per acre for said scrip so surrendered; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PRIVATE CLAIMS. 


Mr. SPRINGER submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be instructed to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of passing general laws for the ascertainment of the facts in all pri- 
vate measures by some judicial tribunal before action by Congress; and also the 
pope of prohibiting the adjudication of private claims or relief measures 
py Congress, with power to report by bill or otherwise, 


PROMOTIONS AND RETIREMENTS IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 3268) for regulat- 
ing promotions and retirements in the Navy, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ECLIPSE OF THE SUN. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced aebill (H. R. 3269) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Navy to fit out an expedition to observe 
the total eclipse of the sun which occurs on the 29th of August, 1886; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ‘ordered to be printed. ij 


NEW NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3270) author- 
izing the building of a new naval observatory; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


PERMANENT AND INDEFINITE APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. MORRISON introduced a bill (H. R. 3271) to repeal certain laws 
relating to permanent and indefinite appropriations; which was read a 
first and second time, referred by unanimous consent to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


TERMINATION OF TREATY WITH IIAWAII. 


Mr. MORRISON also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 74) to 
give notice to terminate the treaty of the convention of June 3, 1875, 
with His Majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CHITTENDEN BROTHERS. 


Mr. ROWELL (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3272) for the re- 
lief of Chittenden Brothers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SILVER CERTIFICATES. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R. 3273) providing for the 
issue by the United States Treasury of silver certificates in denomina- 
= of one, two, and five dollars each; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the bill be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, does not that bill properly go to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair). The bill 
will be read. i 

The bill was read. - 

Mr. DINGLEY. Should not that bill be referred to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency? It does not refer to coinage, butto the issue 
of currency. 

_Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is an amendment to the act remonetizing 
silver, which bill emanated from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. It has been the custom of the House heretofore to refer 
bills relating to silver certificates and to silver to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. ; 

Mr. BLAND. That question was raised and decided at the lastses- 


sion of Congress. A bill was referred to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency for the recoinage of tradc-dollars and for the issue of silver 
certificates, but that bill was taken from the Committee on Bankin 
and Currency and referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, md 
Measures. Another measure was also referred to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, providing for the issue of silver certifi- 
cates—no other matter being in the bill save that—and that measure 
was placed in the jurisdiction of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. It was reported back from that committee and voted on. 
It has been the practice of that committee to take jurisdiction of ques- 
tions pertaining to silver and silver certificates and gold and gold certifi- 
cates. The Committee on Banking and Currency has nothing to do 
with the matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This debate is not in order under the 
rules, which provide that bills must be referred without debate. The 
gentleman introducing the bill moved its reference to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and it seemed to the Chair that 
would be the proper reference. However, a motion will be entertained 
for reference to any other committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam not particular about its reference. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

PILOTS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3274) for the relief 
of pilots who served in the war of the late rebellion; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC WILLIAMS, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3275) granting apen- 
sion to Isaac Williams, Company G, Fifteenth Illinois Volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NAPOLEON CURTIS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3276) granting a 
pension to Napoleon Curtis; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK FLYNN AND JOHN DIENST. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 3277) for the 
relief of Patraick Flynn and John Dienst; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EFFICIENCY OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3278) to 
promote the efficiency of the Army of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RESTORATION OF CERTAIN PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. PAYSON introduced a bill (H. R. 3279) to restore to the public 
domain certain lands upon which the cost of survey shall not be paid, 
and for other p ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

OWNERSHIP OF LANDS IN THE TERRITORIES. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3280) to restrict the owner- 
ship of real estate in the Territories to American citizens, &c.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. . 

S. A. ST. JOHN. 

Mr. RIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. 3281) for the relief of S. A. St. 
John; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AMOS W. BAGLEY.- 

Mr. RIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3282) granting a pension to 
Amos W. Bagley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

IDA B. LITHICUM. 

Mr. RIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3283) granting a pension to 
Ida B. Lithicum; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH LITTLE. 

Mr. RIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3284) for the relief of Joseph 
Little; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ARTA HEATON. z 

Mr. CANNON introduced a bill (H. R. 3285) for the relief of Mrs. 
Arta Heaton; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES II. M’GEE. 

Mr. CANNON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3286) for the relief of 
Charles H. McGee; which was read a first and second time, feferred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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SILAS CORZATT. 


Mr. CANNON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3287) for the relief of Silas 
Corzatt; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELMER DECKER. 


Mr. CANNON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3288) for the relief of Elmer 
Decker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. - 


TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS. 


Mr. DUNHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 3289) to amend section 5 of 
the act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to the trans- 
portation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’’ approved June 10, 
1880; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


PEORIA, ILL., A PORT OF DELIVERY. 


Mr. WORTHINGTON introduced a bill (H. R. 3290) to amend an act 
entitled ‘“‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to the immediate 
transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’’ so as tomake 
the city of Peoria, Ill., a port to which merchandise may be rted 
in bond; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


REBATE OF TAX ON SPIRITS. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3291) fortherebate 
of the tax on all spirits used in manufacturing, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

WEIGHING AND GAUGING SPIRITS. i 

Mr. WORTHINGTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3292) to provide 
for weighing and gauging all spirits subject to the internal-revenne 
tax; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH F. WILSON. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3293) for the re- 
lief of Joseph F. Wilson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD B. HUGHES. 


Mr. WORTHINGTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3294) to remove 
the charge of desertion standing inst Edward B. Hughes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CONDEMNED CANNON, WARREN, ILL. 

Mr. HITT introduced a bill (H. R. 3295) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to transfer a condemed cannon to the Grand Army of the Re- 
public (Warren Post, No. 315), at Warren, Ill., for monumental purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT WOOD. 

Mr. HITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3296) for the relief of Albert 
Wood; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PRESIDENTIAL SUCCESSION. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 3297) to provide 
for the case of removal by death, resignation, or inability both of the 
President and Vice-President; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Select Committee on the Election of President and Vice- 
President, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY A. MITCHELL. 


Mr. LAWLERintroduced a bill (H. R. 3298) grantinga pension to Mrs. 
Mary A. Mitchell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN WELLS. 

Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. 3299) for the relief of John 
Wells; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM MABEE. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3300) for the relief of 
William Mabee; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ALEXANDER STURGEON. 


Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3301) granting a pension 
to Alexander Sturgeon (war with Mexico); which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM E. HARDY. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3302) granting a pension 
to Williamh E. Hardy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH M’MILLAN. 


Mr, MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3303) to restore to the 
pension-roll the name of Joseph McMillan, late of Company K, Sixty- 
seventh Indiana Volunteers; which was read a firstand second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ABNER MOREHEAD. 


Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3304) to restore the name 
of Abner Morehead to the pension-roll; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. HAMLET. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3305) granting a pension 
to William H. Hamlet; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW HARRIS. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. pies. ee a pension 
to Andrew Harris; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL, LAMBERTSON. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3307) granting a pension 
to Samuel Lambertson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN R. CRAVENS. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3308) to increase the pen- 
sion of John R. Cravens; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS WARD. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3309) to increase the pen- 
sion of Thomas Ward; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JENNIE M. PARKS. 

Mr. FORD (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3310) granting a 
pension to Jennie M. Parks, child of Edward R. Parks; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

> PHILIP TRAPP. 

Mr. FORD (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3311) granting 
a pension to Philip Trapp; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL DAVIS, 

Mr. BYNUM introduced a bill (H. R. 3312) for the relief of Samuel 
Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SISTERS OF PROVIDENCE, VIGO COUNTY, INDIANA. 

Mr. BYNUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 3313) for the relief of tho 
Sisters of Providence of St. Mary’s of the Woods, Vigo County, Indiana; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JULIUS E. FREDRICK. 

Mr. BYNUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 3314) granting a pension 
to Julius R. Fredrick; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM SEARS, 

Mr. BYNUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 3315) granting a pension 
to William Sears; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS J. TRASPER. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 3316) for the 
relief of Lewis J. Trasper; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

. HENRY JOHNS. k 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3317) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry Johns; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

: ENOLS LOYD. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3318) for 
therelief of Enols Loyd; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HOMESTEADS TO UNION SOLDIERS AND THEIR WIDOWS, 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3319) grant- 
ing homesteads to Union soldiers of the late war and to their widows; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, alsointroduced a bill (H. R. a grant- 
ing a pension to all United States soldiers of the war of the rebellion, 
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and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committeeon Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
SAMUEL C. FISHER. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3321) for 
the relief of Samuel C. Fisher; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN AFFALTER. 

Mr. HOWARD introduced a bill (H. R. 3322) for the relief of John 
Affalter; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANKLIN R. M. GILBERT. . 
Mr. HOWARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3323) for the relief of 


Franklin R. M. Gilbert; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MES. M. L. VAN DEVENTER. 

Mr. HOWARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3324) for the relief of 
Mrs. M. L. Van Deventer; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE L. KEY. 

Mr. HOWARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3325) for the relief of 
George L. Key; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

; THOMAS SIMPSON. 

Mr. HOWARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3326).granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas Simpson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOWARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3327) granting a pension 
to Thomas Simpson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MATILDA STOCKDALE. 

Mr.-HOWARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3328) for the relief of 
Matilda Stockdale; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB GING. 

Mr. HOWARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3329) for the relief of 
Jacob Ging; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TO REIMBURSE MESSRS. CRUMBO AND MELCHER. 

Mr. HOWARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3330) making an appro- 
ee Se & Melcher for moneys 
ost on their contract to construct a roadway from New Albany, Ind., 
to the national cemetery near that place, caused by change of grade; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. DEAN. ; 

Mr. HOWARD alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 3331) grantinga i 
to John A. Dean; which was read a firstand second time, Al star 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS CRAWFORD. 

Mr. HOWARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3332) for the relief of 
Thomas Crawford; which was read a firstand second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

: MILTON HAZZARD, 
` Mr. HOWARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3333) for the relief of 
Milton Hazzard; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
SOLOMON DAVIS. 

Mr. HOWARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3334) for the relief of 
Solomon Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FIXING RATE OF PENSION FOR DISABILITY OF DEAFNESS. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H; R. 3335) fixing a 
pension rate for the disability of deafness incurred in the military 
service; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LOTTERIES, LOTTERY ADVERTISEMENTS, ETC, 

Mr. BRO of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3336) to 
prohibit lotteries, lottery advertisements, and the sale of lottery tickets 
in the District of Columbia and the Territories, and matters connected 
therewith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3337) to 
prohibit the mailing of letters and circulars concerning lotteries, or 
newspapers or other periodical publications containing lottery adver- 
tisements, and prescribing a penalty therefor; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Boads, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN E. M’GAUGHEY. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3338) granting 
a pension to John E. McGaughey; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SAMUEL B. JONES. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3339) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel B. Jones; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ELI HOUSER. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3340) for 
the relief of Eli Houser; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. OWEN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3341) granting pen- 
sions for service in the Army and Navy of the United States during the 
war of the rebellion, 1861 to 1865, and those having a pension ruting 
of $8 per month shall have their rating increased to $12 per month; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PERRY B. BOWSER. 

Mr. OWEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3342) to pay Perry B. Bowser 
$500 as back pay for recruiting and for expenses borne in the military 
service of the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on WarClaims, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS. 
Mr. OWEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3343) directing payment of 
’ and late postmasters’ claims adjusted under act approved 
March 3, 1883; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
MARY KISER. 
Mr. OWEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3344) to grant a pension to 
Kiser; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ABRAHAM HEILMAN. 


Mr. OWEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3345) to increase the pen- 
sion of Abraham Heilman; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH WOODFILL. 

Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. 3346) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth Woodfill; which was read a and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. Š 

THOMAS LEVI. j 

Mr. HOLMAN introđuced a bill (H. R. 3347) for the relief Thomas 
Levi; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. ' 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. HOLMAN alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 3348) granting condemned 
cannon and cannon-balls for monumental purposes to John A. Platter 
Post, No. 82, Grand Army of the Republic, Indiana; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM N. SEYMOUR. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3349) granting a pension 
to William N. Seymour; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (H. R. 3350) to amend an act entitled 
“An act for the establishment of a bureau of animal industry, to pre- 
vent the exportation of diseased cattle, and to provide means for the 
suppression and extirpation of pleuro-pneumonia and other contagious 
diseases among domestic animals, approved May 29, 1884;”? which was 
read a firstand second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, 
and ordered to be printed. : 

MRS. H. B. REHKOPF. 

Mr. CONGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3351) grantinga pension 
to Mrs. H. B. Rehkopf; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. CONGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3352) increasing the pen- 
sions of soldiers and sailors who have lost the hearing of both ears; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

C. H. STIBOLT. n 

Mr. MURPHY introduced a bill (H. R. 3353) for the relief of C. H. 
Stibolt; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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WELTY M. JONAS. 

Mr. MURPHY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3354) granting a pension 
to Welty M. Jonas; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS FAGAN. 

Mr. MURPHY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3355) granting a pension 
to Thomas Fagan; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 3356) toamend 
the pension laws granting arrears of pension to those pensioned by spe- 
cial acts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY BOLCOM, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3357 
granting a pension to Mary Bolcom; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, 


second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 
BRIDGE ACROSS ILLINOIS RIVER, ILLINOIS. 

Mr. LYMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3371) authorizing the con- 
struction of bridges across the Illinois River in the State of Illinois, and 
the Des Moines River in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB BOGERT, 

Mr. LYMAN alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 3372) for the relief of Jacob 
Bogert, of the city of New York; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MILITARY RECORD OF WILSON B. GEORGE. 

Mr. LYMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3373) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Wilson B. George, late a private of Company L, Fourth 
Iowa Volunteer Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. LYMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3374) to extend the ben- 
efits of the pension laws of the United States granting pensions to the 
soldiers of the late civil war; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN D. CLARK. 

Mr. LYMAN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3375) grant- 
ing a pension to John D. Clark, late a private of Company D, Twenty- 
eighth New York Infantry Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


HIRAM L. WAIT. 

Mr. FULLER introduced a bill (H. R. 3358) granting a pension to 
Iliram L. Wait, Company C, Third Regiment Iowa Infantry; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY S. MORGAN. 

Mr. FULLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3359) grantinga pension 
to Henry S. Morgan, Company D, First, United States Infantry; which 
was read a first and second time, refe to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS, 

Mr. HOLMES introduced a bill (H. R. 3360) repealing the limitation 
of the arrears of pensions and defining the payment of the same; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ABBIE SHARP, 

Mr. HOLMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3361) for the relief of 
Abbie Sharp, formerly Abbie Gardner; which was read afirst and second 
tine, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

B. J. EVERETT. 

Mr. HOLMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3362) for the relief of B. 
J. Everett; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JENNETTE DOW. 

Mr. HOLMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3363) granting a pension 
to Jennette Dow; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ASAHEL MIDDLETON. 

Mr. HOLMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3364) granting a pension 
to Asahel Middleton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF SAMUEL H. MOER. 

Mr. HEPBURN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3365) for the 
relief of the heirs or legal representatives of Samuel H. Moer; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY BOLLMAN. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3366) granting a pen- 
sion to Henry Bollman; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY FOSTER. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3367) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Foster, widow of Grigsby Foster; which was a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ISSUE OF TREASURY NOTES. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 3376) to retire 
national-bank notes and to prevent fluctuations of the currency by sub- 
stituting Treasury notes in lieu of bank notes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ISSUE OF FRACTIONAL PAPER CURRENCY. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3377) to pro- 
vide for the issue of fractional paper currency; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF SOLDIERS AND SAILORS, 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3378) for the 
relief of the soldiers and sailors who served in the Army and Navy of 
the United States in the late war for the suppression of the rebellion, 
and to restore to them equal rights with the holders of Government 
bonds; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE G. EARLY. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3379) granting 
a pension to George G. Early, late of Company I, Third Ohio Volunteer 
-| Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SIMPSON SPARKS, 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3380) granting 
a pension to Simpson Sparks, late of Company E, Thirty-seventh Iowa 
Infantry Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL HANSON. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3381) granting 
a pension to Samuel Hanson; which was read a and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES F, HOGAN. 

Mr. WEAVER, ofIowa(by zeguest), alsointroduced abill (H. R. 3382) 
for the relief of James F. H of the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CAPT. S. C. CRAWFORD. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3383) granting 
a pension to Capt. 8. C. Crawford, late of Company I, Indiana Volun- 
teers, in the war with Mexico; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES M. BACON. 
Mr. STRUBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 3384) for the relief of James 
M. Bacon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH R, BENJAMIN. 
Mr. STRUBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3385) for the relief of 
Joseph R. Benjamin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


. SAMUEL D. HARPER. 
Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3368) granting relief 
to Samuel D. Harper; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ERIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER, COUNCIL BLUFFS, IOWA. 

Mr. LYMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 3369) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River at or near the city of 
Council Bluffs, Iowa, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER, KEITHSBURG, ILL. 

Mr. LYMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3370) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Keithsburg, 
in the State of Illinois, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
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W. W. NORRIS. 3 : 

Mr. STRUBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3386) for the relief of 
W. W. Norris; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SIDNEY SHERWOOD. 

Mr. STRUBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3387) granting a pension 
to Sidney Sherwood; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

“HASKELL INSTITUTE, KANSAS. 

Mr. FUNSTON introduced a bill (H. R. 3388) making appropriations 
for the completion of Haskell Institute, an Indian school at Lawrence, 
Kans.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and erdered to be printed. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, KANSAS. 

Mr. FUNSTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3389) to divide the State 
of Kansas into judicial districts; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM G. SCHOONOSER. 

Mr. FUNSTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3390) to place the name 
of William G. Schoonoser on the pension-roll; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pension, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A. H. VON LUETIWI7Z. 

Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 3391) for the relief of A. H. von 
Luettwitz; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


TITLE TO CERTAIN PUBLIC LANDS, KANSAS, 


Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3392) to confirm the title of 
bona fide purchasers of certain lands heretofore granted to the State of 
Kansas fof certain purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK SCHRUMPP. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3393) granting a pension to 
Frederick Schrumpp; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN B. CHILDS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3394) granting a pension to 
John B. Childs; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM FREDERICK SCHLOEGEL. 

Mr. RYANalso introduced a bill (H. R. 3395) for thereliefof William 
Frederick Schloegel; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB R. CRITTEN. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3396) granting a pension to 
Jacob R. Critten; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN WATERS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3397) to grant a pension to 
John Waters; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW HOUSER. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3398) granting a pension to 
Andrew Houser; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PHILIP WAGNER. 


Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3399) to grant a pension to 
Philip Wagner; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BOTTLERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. RYAN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3400) to protect 
the bottlers of the District of Columbia; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ANNA HOLBORN. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (H. R. 3401) for the relief of Anna 
Holborn; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LIZZIE E. COONEY. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3402) granting a pension 
to Lizzie E. Cooney; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHANNA DORMAN. 


Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. 3403) granting a pension to 
Johanna Dorman; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DANIEL SETTLES. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3404) for the relief of Dan- 
iel Settles; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE MAXWELL. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 3405) for the relief of George 
Maxwell; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB COPES. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3406) granting a pension 
to Jacob Copes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ADAM STUBER. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3407) granting a pension 
to Adam Stuber; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TOWN SITE OF WALLACE, KANS. 

Mr. HANBACK introduced a bill (H. R. 3408) relative to the loca- 
tion of the town site of Wallace, Kans. ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REPORT OF DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICER. 

Mr. HANBACK also introduced a bill (H. R. 3409) authorizing the 
printing of 2,500 extra copies of the report of the health officer of the 
District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

S. H. HARRISON. 

Mr. HANBACK also introduced a bill (H. R. 3410) for the relief of 
S. H. Harrison; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MUSTER AND PAY OF VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. HANBACK also introduced a bill (H. R. 3411) to provide forthe 
muster and pay of officers and enlisted men of the volunteer forces; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. HANBACK also introduced a bill (H. R. 3412) to inercase pen- 
sions in certain cases; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LORENZO D. AUSTIN. 


Mr. HANBACK also introduced a bill (H. R. 3413) granting a pen- 
sion to Lorenzo D. Austin; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ISAAC F. MOORE. 


Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (H. R. 3414) for the relief of Isaac 
F. Moore, of Laurel County, Kentucky; which was read a firstand second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

G. W. HERD. 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3415) for the relief of 
G. W. Herd, of Madison County, Ky.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SAMUEL BAILEY. 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3416) for the benefit of 
Samuel Bailey, of Owsley County, Ky. ; which was read a first and second 
time, eer to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ROBERT N. DOUGHTY. 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3417) to restore the 
nameof Robert N. Doughty tothe pension-roll; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ADMINISTRATOR OF I. D. M’KENZIE. 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3418) for the relief of 
the administrator of I. D. McKenzie, of Lincoln County, Ky.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

C. W. I. PUGH. 

Mr. TAULBEE introduced a bill (H. R. 3419) granting a pension to 
C. W. I. Pugh; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

G. W. FRALEY. 


Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3420) granting a pension 
to G. W. Fraley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, #nd ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BURNAM. 
Mr. HALSELIM, introduced a bill (H. R. 3421) for the benefit of John 
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Burnam; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
EDWIN T. ROBERTS. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3422) for the relief of 
Edwin T. Roberts; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID B. ENGLAND. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3423) granting a pension 
to David B. England; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM P. RIDDEL. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3424) granting a pension 
to William P. Riddel; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SECTION 3357 REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 3425) to amend section 3357 
Revised Statutes United States, title ‘‘ Internal Revenue; ’’ which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

AMERICAN COLLEGE FOR THE BLIND. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3426) to incorporate the 
American College for the Blind; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SOUTHERN EXPOSITION, LOUISVILLE, 1888. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3427) relative to the 
Southern Exposition to be held in the city of Louisville, in the State of 
Kentucky, in the year 1886; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DAVID MERIWETHER. 

Mr. WILLIS alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 3428) for the relief of David 
Meriwether; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MORRIS. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3429) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Morris, widow of James Morris, late private Company G, Third 
Indiana Co ; which wasread a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EMMA COLEMAN. 


Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3430) for the relief of Emma 
Coleman, widow of Milton J. Coleman; which was read a firstand second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
JAMES J. LIPSCOMB. 

Mr. LAFFOON introduced a bill (H. R. 3431) forthe relief of James 
J. Li ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GANO HENRY, SR. 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3432) for the relief of 
Gano Henry, sr.; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

H. B. MATTHEWS. 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3433) for the relief of 
H. B. Matthews; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GREENBURY LYNCH. 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3434) granting a pension 
to Greenbury Lynch; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

B. P. HOWARD, ADMINISTRATOR. 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3435) for the relief of 
B. P. Howard, administrator of Finley McGrew; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War ie, and ordered 
to be printed. 

W. A. EASTEN. 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3436) for the relief of 
W. A. Easten; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETRY AT BATON ROUGE, LA. 


Mr. IRION introduced a bill (H. R. 3437) making an appropriation 
to construct a road and approaches from the Mississippi River through 
the city of Baton Rouge, La., to the national military cemetery, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affhirs, and ordered to be printed. 

= TRANSFER OF UNITED*STATES BARRACKS. 

Mr. IRION also introduced a bill (H. R. 3438) authorizing the Sec- 

retary of the Interior to transfer the United States barracks at Baton 


| tary of War to pay Rane C. Hutchison for services rendered 


~ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy Be net botehers 


Rouge, I La., to the Louisiana State University and Agricultural and Me- 
hanical College at said place for educational p ; which was read 
S first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 
0. L. BLANCHARD. 

Mr. ST. MARTIN introduced abill (H. R. 3439) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of O. L. Blanchard, deceased; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. b 

MILITARY CEMETERY, CHALMETTE, LA. 

Mr. ST. MARTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3440) making an 
appropriation to construct a macadamized from the United States 
barracks in Saint Barnard Parish, Louisiana, to the national military 
cemetery at Chalmette, in said parish; which was read a first and second 
time, Godse to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES. 

Mr. ST. MARTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3441) authorizing all 
persons, firms, and corporations against whom internal-revenue taxes 
have been erroneously assessed and collected to file their claims in the 
United States Court of Claims for investigation and report; whicb was 
read a first and second time, referred tothe Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS G. MACKIE. 

Mr. HAHN introduced a bill (H. R. 3442) for the relief of Thomas 
G. Mackie and the heirs at law of William A. Hyde, deceased, late of 
New Orleans, La.; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RANE C. HUTCHISON.. 


Mr. HAHN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3443) to enable the Secre- 
and ex- 
penses incurred in the military service of the United States; which was 
tebe = LAED sancti, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 
HEIRS OF MARTIN KENOFSKY. 

Mr. HAHN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3444) for the relief of the 
heirs of Martin Kenofsky; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMANDANT OF NAVY-YARD, NORFOLK, VA. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I presenta resolution, which I ask may be re- 
ported in full. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

, directed to trans- 


mit to this House such information as he cerning the truth or fal- 

sity of certain statements which have a pep aoa ublic prints, as follows : 
First. That the commandant at the ted States DASTER at Norfolk, Va. 

has caused the honorable inscriptions rne upon the cannon captured 


heretofore bo: 
by the United States military or naval forces to be obliterated 
Second. That said commandant has caused to be removed from the dry-dock 
SEBER TIETO LS tablet placed there at the time of its reconstruction and 
bearing the inscription : 


Fumes font by the rebels in 1862. Rebuilt by the United States Government in 
A J. W. LIVINGSTON, 
Commandant. 
W. H. LYONS, 


Superintendent óf Machinery, 
Third. That because of his 


Fow 


That in -That in disregard of that “ 


eaae beg from the military naval 
hogs yearend racers rp a b; risor Am 1753and 1754 of the Revised Statutes, 
s number of such honorabl SA di soldiers or sailors of the United States 


on reran ee 

men who fought 
ind be tt if said foregoing al 
ry upon what guthority, and fa pursuance of what public policy. if any, sd 
order, upon what a „and in uance of w. ul , if any, sai 
K T were obliterated and said tot pete aia to z m tho 


honorable 
employment of United st States, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). This resolution will 
be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iask unanimous consent that the resolution may 
be immediately put on its passage. 

The SP pro tempore, ‘The Chair can not entertain a request 
of that kind during this call. The resolution can only be presented 
now for reference to the appropriate committee without debate. Ifthe 
gentleman desires to submit a request for unanimous consent it should 
be withheld until after the callof States has concluded. Does the gen- 
tleman desire to withdraw the resolution for that purpose ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. No, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let it take the usual course. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

LIGHT-HOUSES. 


Mr. BOUTELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3445) making an ap- 
propriation for the erection of a light-house at Lubec Narrows, Maine; 
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which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3446) making an ap- 
propriation for the establishment of a light-house on Moose Peak, Mis- 
take Island, west entrance to Bay of Fundy, Maine; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce and 
ordered to be printed. : 

JACKSON WHITEHOUSE. 

Mr. DINGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 3447) for the relief of Jack- 
son Whitehouse; which was read a first and sécond time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH E. PURINGTON. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3448) for the relief of 
Joseph E. Purington; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM P. FARMER. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3449) toremovethe 
of desertion against William P. Farmer, late of the United States Navy; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


DENNIS B. MUNSEY. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3450) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of Dennis B. Munsey, late of the United 
States Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Nayal Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DENNIS CARTY. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3451) granting a pension 
to Dennis Carty; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

; MRS. MARY E. SAWYER. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3452) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Mary E. Sawyer; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AMERICAN SHIP-BUILDING. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3453) to encourage Amer- 
ican ship-building; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Select Committee on Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests, and 
ordered to be printed. 

; COMPULSORY PILOTAGE, 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3454) to abolish com- 
pulsory pilotage of sailing vessels in the coastwise trade; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on Ship- 
building and Ship-owning Interests, and ordered to be printed. 

FISHERIES. 

Mr. DINGLEY submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship- 
owning Interests: 

Resolved, That the Select Commi ilding and Ship-o 
ests be, and hereby, is directed to leani week tone legislation will 
the interests of the American marine engaged in the fish 
bill or otherwise. 

‘ESTABLISHMENT OF LIGHT-HOUSE ON GREEN ISLAND, MAINE. 

Mr. MILLIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. 3455) making an ap 
priation for the establishment of a light-house on Green Island, Maine; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE AND FOG-SIGNAL AT GREAT DUCK, MAINE. 

Mr, MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3456) making an ap- 
propriation for the establishment of a light-house and fog-signal at. 
Great Duck, Maine; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


CONTRACT SURGEONS OF LATE WAR. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3457) for the relief of 
contract surgeons of the late war; which was read a first and second 
Bme, faret to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
Pp $ 

HIRAM K. CHOATE. à 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3458) granting a pen- 
sion to Hiram K. Choate; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILSON SCOTT. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3459) for the relief of 
Wilson Scott; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CATHERINE STEVENS. 


Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3460) granting apen- 
sion to Catherine Stevens; which was read a first and second time, re- 


ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ANSEL POTTER. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3461) granting a pen- 
sion to Ansel Potter; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MES. LAURA F. PUSEY. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H.-R. 3462) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Laura F. Pusey; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. HANNAH BABB HUTCHINS. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, introduced a bill (H. R. 3463) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Hannah Babb Hutchins; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DUTY ON SUGAR. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3464) relating to 
duty on sugar; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES HOOPER. 

Mr. FINDLAY introduced a bill (H. R. 3465) for the relief of James 
Hooper; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDIE B. BACON. 

Mr. FINDLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3466) referring the 
claim of the owners of the schooner Addie B. Bacon to the Court of 
Claims; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DISCHARGED EMPLOYES. x 

Mr. FINDLAY also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 75) to al- 
low di employés a month’s extra pay; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Accounts, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARINE CORPS. 

Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland, introduced a bill (H. R. 3467) to give 
the commandant of the Marine of the United States the of 
a brigadier-general of the Army; which was read a first.and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


RANK OF ENGINEER OFFICERS OF UNITED STATES NAVY. 

Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3468) to reg- 
ulate the rank of engineer officers of the United States Navy; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ORVILLE HORWITZ. 

Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3469) for 
the relief of Orville Horwitz, assignee in trustof C. D. DeFord & Co.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM C. SPENCER. 

Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3470) for 
the relief of William C. Spencer; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES K. REMSBERG. 

Mr. McCOMAS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3471) for the 
relief of Charles K. Rems ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GREENBURY POINT SHOAL, MARYLAND. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3472) making an ap- 
propriation for the establishment of alight on Greenbury Point Shoal, 
Maryland; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS MARION HALE. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3473) for the relief of 
Francis Marion Hale; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BAMFORD AND BURKE. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3474) for the relief of 
Bamford and Burke; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

- WILLIAM TALBERT. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3475) for the relief of 
William Talbert; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES H. COFFMAN. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3476) granting a pension 
to James H. Coffman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ABRAM T. SHERTZER. 
Mr. COLE introduced a bill (H. R. 3477) for the relief of Abram T. 
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Shertzer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
ALONZO MAYNARD. 

Mr. WHITING introduced a bill (H: R. 3478) granting an increase 
of pension to Alonzo Maynard; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS WARNER. 

Mr. WHITING also introduced a bill (H. R. 3479) for the relief of 
the heirs of Thomas Warner; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DESIRE B. JOHNSON. 3 

Mr. WHITING also introduced a bill (H. R. 3480) for the relief of 
Desire B. Johnson, sister of Isaac Johnson, deceased; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PHILOMENA E. NOLAN. 


Mr. LOVERING introduced a bill (H. R. 3481) granting a pension 


to Philomena E. Nolan; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
SETH WILMARTH. i 

Mr. LOVERING also introduced aresolution providing that the Secre- 
tary of the Navy be requested to appoint a commission of naval officers 
to make inquiry as to the compensation to be made Seth Wilmarth for 
his invention and extra services in the construction of a certain metal 
planer; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, DEER ISLAND, MASSACHUSETTS. 

Mr. GOLLINS introduced a bill (H. R. 3482) making an appropria- 
tion for the establishment of a light-house and fog-si at Deer Island 
Harbor, Boston, Mass.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE SUPPLY STEAMER. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (H. R. 3483) making an appropriation 
for the construction of a light-house supply steamer for the Atlantic 
and Gulf coasts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

OIL-HOUSES AT LIGHT STATIONS. 

Mr. DAVIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3484) making appropriations 
for the erection of oil-houses at certain light-stations; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE TENDER FOURTH LIGHT-HOUSE DISTRICT. 

Mr. DAVIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3485) making an appropri- 
ation for the construction of a steam light-house tender for use in the 
fourth light-house district; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE-LIGHT, NEW BEDFORD AND FAIR HAVEN, MASS. 

Mr. DAVIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3486) making an appropri- 
ation for the establishment of a light on the bridge between New Bed- 
ford and Fair Haven, Mass.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL LIFE-SAVING STATIONS. 

Mr. DAVIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3487) establishing additional 
life-saving stations on the seacoast of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN Q. A. TRIPP. 

Mr. DAVIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3488) granting a pension to 
John Q. A. Tripp; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMELIA J. GILL, 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (H. R. 3489) granting a pension to Amelia 
J. Gill; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FORT BRADY, MICHIGAN. 


Mr. MOFFATT introduced a bill (H. R. 3490) to provide for the sale 
of the old site of Fort Brady, Michigan, and for a new site and the erec- 
tion of suitable buildings thereon; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS CHAMBERS, 

Mr. MOFFATT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3491) for the relief of 
Thomas Chambers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT SEUL CHOIX POINT. 

Mr. MOFFATT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3492) making an appro- 
priation for the establishment of a light-house at Seul Choix Point, 
Michigan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
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MRS. JULIA DE QUINDRE. 
Mr. MAYBURY introduced a bill (H. R. 3493) for the relief of Mrs. 
Julia De Quindre; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DELIA E. GRUMMOND. 
Mr. MAYBURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3494) for the relief of 
Delia E. Grummond; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


RHODA M. BUCK. 

Mr. ELDREDGE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3495) grant- 
ing a pension to Rhoda M. Buck; which was read a first and second 
time, 1 i to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EFFECT OF INTOXICATING AND NARCOTIC SUBSTANCES. 


Mr. CUTCHEON introduced a bill (H. R. 3496) to provide for the 
study of physiology and hygiene with reference to the effect of the use 
of intoxicating, narcotic, and poisonous substances upon the life, health, 
and welfare by the pupils in the public schools in the Territories and 
in the District of Columbia, and in the Military and Naval Academies, 
Indian and colored schools supported in whole or in part from the Fed- 
eral Treasury; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Education, and ordered to be printed. 


MAIL CARRIERS. 

Mr. CARLETON introduced a bill (H. R. 3497) amending section 3980 
of the Revised Statutes relating to route agents, postal clerks, and 
other carriers of the mail; which was read a first and secondjtime, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LOUIS MERRILL. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (H. R. 3498) for the relief of Lonis 
Merrill; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH D. HELLYER. 


Mr. BURROWS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3499) for 
the relief of J ress D. Hsllyer; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to b2 
printed. : 

JONATHAN SAVORY. 

Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3500) granting a pension 
to Jonathan Savory; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DANIEL J. BINGMAN, 


Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3501) granting a pension 
to Daniel J. Bingman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


i SCHOOL OF AGRICULTURE FOR INDIANS. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (H. R. 3502) to establish a model 
farm and school of agriculture for Indians in Northwestern Minnesota; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WHITE EARTH INDIAN RESERVATION. ! 
- Mr. NELSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3503) relating to the White 
Earth reservation, inthe State of Minnesota; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

INSPECTION OF HULLS AND BOILERS. 

Mr. NELSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3504) to amend section 
4414 of the Revised Statutes relating to the inspection of hulls and boil- 
ers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

7 MARY B. SMITH. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, introduced a bill (H. R.3505) for the re- 
lief of Mary B. Smith; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH W. BURCH. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, also introduced abill (H. R. 3506) for the 
relief of Joseph W. Burch; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPT, THOMAS B. HUNT. 

Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 3507) to correct the volunteer 
record of Capt. Thomas B. Hunt, United States Army; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committeeon Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS. 

Mr. STRAIT (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3508) to au- 
thorize the Court of Claims to hear and determine the claims of certain 
persons named therein; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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ARREARS OF PENSION. | 
Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3509) granting arrears of 
pension; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


. AURELIA M’DONALD. 
Mr. GILFILLAN introduced a bill (H. R. 3510) granting a pension 
to Aurelia McDonald; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SALARIES OF POST-OFFICE CLERKS. 

Mr. BARRY introduced a bill (H. R. 3511) for classification ’of clerks 
in first-class post-offices and for fixing the salaries of the same; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


COMPENSATION OF POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. BARRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3512) to authorize the re- 
adjustment of the compensation of postmasters at certain fourth-class’ 
post-ofitces; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PAUL LEARY. 

Mr. MORGAN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3513) for the 
relief of Paul Leary, a citizen of the District of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. s 

JOHN C. THOMPSON. 

Mr. MORGAN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3514) for 
additional compensation to the estate of John C. Thompson, deceased, 
for carrying the mails; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LIEUT. FRANCIS WARE. 

Mr. MORGAN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3515) for 
the relief of the legal representatives of Lieut. Francis Ware, deceased, 
of the Revolutionary war; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committec on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FANNY COLLINS. 

Mr. BARKSDALE introduced a bill (H. R. 3516) granting a pension 
to Fanny Collins; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PAY OF COMMITTEE CLERKS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. DOCKERY introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 76) fixing the 
time when the pay of certain clerks to committees of the House of 
resentatives shall begin; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC HEALTH, 
Mr. DOCKERY also offered a resolution providing for the appoint- 
ment of a committee on ates health; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Rules, and ordered to be printed. 


DR. EDWARD DUNSCOMB, 

Mr. WARNER introduced a bill (H. R. 3517) for the relief of Dr. 
Edward Dunscomb; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID WALDO. 

Mr. WARNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3518) for the relief of 
David Waldo; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


INTERSTATE RAPID TRANSIT RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. WARNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3519) authorizing the 
Interstate Rapid Transit Railway Company to build a bridge across the 
Kansas River; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM. H. BLAKE. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (H. R. 3520) granting a pension to 
William H. Blake; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

J. W. M’GLURG. 

Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 3521) for the relief of J. W. 
McGlurg; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. BLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3522) for the relief of David 
B. Taylor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. £ 

SARAH STARLING. 
Mr. BLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3523) for the relief of Sarah 


Starling; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARIA MIBORD. 


Mr. BLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3524) granting a pension to 
Maria Mibord; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ANN BAILEY. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 3525) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Ann Bailey; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHARINE MEHAN. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3526) for 
the relief of Catharine Mehan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL S. HUFFMAN. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3527) for the 
relief of Samuel S. Huffman; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AUGUSTUS C. PAUL. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3528) for the 
relief of Augustus C. Paul; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3529) to reg- 
ulate appointments in the Marine-Hospital Service; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ALBERT L. ALLEN. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3530) grant- 
ing a pension to Albert L. Allen; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE DISTRICTS. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3531) to 
enable the Light-House Board to increase the number of the light-house 
districts on the Western rivers, and making an appropriation therefor; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

BOUNTIES. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3532) grant- 
ing bounty to non-commissioned officers, musicians, and privates of the 
Second Regiment Artillery Missouri Volunteers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

CREVE CŒUR LAKE, MISSOURI. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3533) to do- 
nate Creve Cœur Lake to the city of Saint Louis and the county of 
Saint Louis, in the State of Missouri; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARY J. TAYLOR. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri (by request), also introduced a bill (H. R. 
3534) granting a pension to Mary J. Taylor; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

TIMOTHY M'CORMICK. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 3535) for the relief 
of Timothy McCormick; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JONATHAN D. YOUNG. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri (by request), also introduced a bill (H, R. 
3536) granting a pension to Jonathan D. Young; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. ` 
W. P. MORAN. 

Mr. WADE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3537) for the relief 
of W. P. Moran, late disbursing clerk and superintendent of the Navy 
Department building; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. AMY A. HUNT. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, introduced a bill (H. R. 3538) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Amy A. Hunt; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MRS. HANNAH M. CHAPMAN, 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3539) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Hannah M. Chapman; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. : 

.HENRY BIEDERBICK. 

Mr. WOODBURN introduced abill (H. R. 3540) to increase the pen- 

sion of Henry Biederbick, one of the survivors of the late Grecly arctic 
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expedition; which was read a first and second time, referred to the | N. J.; which was read a firstandsecond time, referred to the Committee 


Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
FLORENCE MURRAY. 

Mr. HAYNES introduced a bill (H. R. 3541) to increase the pension 
of Florence Murray; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES E. MUDGETT. 

Mr. HAYNES (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3542) grant- 
ing a pension to les E. Mudgett; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MAY A. MOULTON. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 3543) granting a pension 
to May A. Moulton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


REUBEN B. CLARK AND SAYLES J. BOWEN. 


Mr. GALLINGER.- also introduced a bill (H. R. 3544) for the relief 
of Reuben B. Clark and Sayles J. Bowen; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ROBERT STRACHAN. 

Mr. GALLINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3545) for the relief 
of Robert Strachan; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AMANDA HOUSELL. 

Mr. BUCHANAN introduced a bill (H. R. 3546) granting a pension 
to Amanda Housell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN G. ROSE. 

Mr. LEHLBACH (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3547) for the 
relief of John G. Rose; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


RETIRED-LIST FOR PRIVATES, ETC. 

Mr. BEACH introduced a bill (H. R. 3548) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to authorize a retired-list for privates and non-commissioned 
officers of the United States Army who have served for a period of 
thirty years or upward;’’ which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THEODORE M’ WHARF. 

Mr. PAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 3549) granting a pension to 
Theodore McWharf; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK GALE. 

Mr. PAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3550) granting a pension 
to Frederick Gale; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. CUTLER. 

Mr. PAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3551) granting a pension 
to George W. Cutler, late a private Company B, Ninth New i 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M. DEVORE. 

Mr. PAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3552) to remove charge of 
desertion from the military record of John M. Devore; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MANNISTER WORTS AND OTHERS. 


Mr. PAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3553) for the relief of Man- 
nister Worts and others; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS MATHEWS AND OTHERS. 
Mr. PAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3554) for the relief of 
Thomas Mathews and others; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. PAYNE also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 77) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution authorizing the President to veto 
items of bills appropriating money; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


WIDOW OF WESLEY SCRIPTURE. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 3555) for the 
relief of the widow of Wesley Scripture; which was read a firstand sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


+ 


DEPOT AT ABSECON, N. J. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3556) 
making appropriation for the establishment ofa buoy depotat Absecon, 


on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
BOAT-HOUSE, CAPE MAY, N. J. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3557) 
making an appropriation for the establishment of a boat-house at Cape 
May, N. J.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

HELL GATE CHANNEL ELECTRIC LIGHT. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3558) 
making an appropriation for the purchase of the site of the Hell Gate 
channel electric light, New York; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

WATCH POINT, NEW YORK. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3559) 
making an appropriation for the re-establishmentof the light at Watch 
Point, Lake Champlain, New York; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT AT WHITEHALL NARROWS, NEW YORK. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3560) 
making an appropriation to establisha light at Whitehall Narrows, New 
York; which was read a first and second-time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF HARLEM RIVER NAVIGATION. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of New York (by request), also introduced a joint 
resolution (H. Res. 78) authorizing and requiring the Secretary of War 
to contract for the improvement of Harlem River navigation; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. : 

POSTAL CLERKS. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (H. R. 3561) authorizing the Post- 
master-General to pay two years’ salary to the widow or guardian of 
the minor children of any postal clerk killed while on duty by a rail- 
road accident; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER TOWER. 

Mr. PINDAR introduced a bill (H. R. 3562) for the relief of Peter 
Tower; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. ` 

LYMAN BRADLEY. 

Mr. FARQUHAR introduced a bill (H. R. 3563) for the relief of Ly- 
man Bradley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY C. KERR. 

Mr. VIELE introduced a bill (H. R. 3564) for the relief of Henry C. 
Kerr, late captain Company K, Ninth Pennsylvania Volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RETIREMENT OF OFFICERS. 

Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 3565) regulating the retire- 
ment of officers in certain cases; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN T. HALL. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (H. R. 3566) for the relief of John T. 
Hall, second lieutenant Company B, Third Regiment New York Pro- 
visional Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HYLAND C. KIRK AND OTHERS. 

Mr. DAVENPORT introduced a bill (H. R. 3567) for the relief of 
Hyland C. Kirk and others, assignees of Addison Fletcher; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HENRY C. DICKSON. 

Mr. WEBER introduced a bill (H. R. 3568) for the relief of Henry 
C. Dickson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELLEN BISHOP. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. 3569) grant- 
ing a pension to Ellen Bishop; which was read, a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. HARRISON. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 3570 
for the relief of John H. Harrison; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

. REPEAL OF SPECIAL TAX ON STILLS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
3571) to repeal thespecial tax on the manufacturers of stills; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 
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SALE OF LEAF-TOBACCO. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
3572) to authorize farmers to sell leaf-tobacco of their own raising with- 
out paying any taxes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF SUITS AGAINST REVENUE OFFICERS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
3573) to repeal the law authorizing the removal of suits against reve- 
nue officers from the State courts to the circuit court of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

DESTRUCTION OF FORFEITED STILLS. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
_ 3574) to prevent the destruction and to authorize the sale of forfeited 
stills; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
3575) to repeal the internal-revenue laws; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Waysand Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EXEMPTION OF BRANDY DISTILLERS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
3576) to exempt distillers of brandy from taxation; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN F. FOARD. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
3577) for the relief of John F. Foard; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, STATESVILLE, N. C. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
3578) to provide for the erection of a public building at Statesville, N 
C.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


PROPOSED SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, also introduced a resolution to 
create a select committee for the Forty-ninth Congress to be called the 
select committee on the internal revenue; which was referred to the 
Committee on Rules. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, HARBOR ISLAND, NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. SKINNER introduced a bill (H. R. 3579) making an appropri- 
ation for the establishment of æ light-house at Harbor Island, North 
Carolina; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT ON PAMLICO POINT, NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. SKINNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3580) making 20 sppe: 
priation for a light on Pamlico Point, North Carolina; which was read 
@ first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, CROATAN, N. C. 

Mr. SKINNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3581) making an appro- 
priation for the establishment of a light-house near Croatan, N. C.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, GREAT SHOAL, NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. SKINNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3582) making an appro- 
priation for the erection of a light-house on Great Shoal, at the mouth 
of the Alligator River, North Carolina; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS, FAYETTEVILLE, N. C. 

Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 3583) to 
provide for terms of the district and circuit courts of the United States 
for the eastern district of North Carolina at Fayetteville, in said State; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

AMARILLA CRANE. 

Mr. WILKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 3584) granting a pension to 
Amarilla Crane; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH JONES. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 3585) 
for the relief of Elizabeth Jones, widow of John Jones, deceased, and 
to place the name of said John Jones on the muster-roll of Company B, 
Second Regiment North Carolina Mounted Infantry; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Clai:4s, and 
ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS S. GOODMAN. 

Mr. LE FEVRE introduced a bill (H. R. 3536) granting a pension to 
Thomas S. Goodman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M. DALZELL. 

Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3587) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James M. Dalzell; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. - 

JOB S. GOFF. 

Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3588) granting arrears 
of pension to Job S, Goff; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred tothe Committeeon Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 

LANSON ZANE. 

Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R.3589) granting arrears 
of pension to Lanson Zanė;' which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEVI GUY. 


Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. 13590) to relieve Levi 
Guy from the charge of desertion; which was read a first and second 
Se eii to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
prin 

S. KRAMER. 

Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3591) granting an in- 
crease of pension to 8. Kramer, late captain Company B, One hundred 
and eighteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN FOX, JR. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 3592) granting a 
pension to John Fox, jr.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SECTIONS 840 AND 839 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 3593) to repeal 
section 840 and to amend section 839 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


ADULTERATED FOOD PRODUCTS. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR also submitted a resolution in regard to adul- 
terated food products; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

CAPT. CHARLES F. KING. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY introduced a bill (H. R. so) for the relief of Capt. 
Charles F. King; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD A. SMITH. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. 3595) for the relief 
of Edward A. Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

= HIRAM D. ROGERS. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 3596) for the re- 
lief of Hiram D. Rogers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM A. PENFIELD. 
Mr. ROMEIS introduced a bill (H. R. 3597) granting a pension to 
William A. Penfield; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MICHAEL HYDE. 


Mr. COOPER introduced a bill (H. R. 3598) for the removal of the 
charge of desertion from Michael Hyde, late private Company B, One 
hundred and twenty-third Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MARSHALL N. MURPHY. 

Mr. COOPER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3599) for the removal of 
the charge of desertion from N. Murphy, late private Com- 
pany A, Fourth Ohio Infantry Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military AES and ordered 


to bẹ printed. 
JOHN ROCKWELL. 

Mr. COOPER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3600) for the removal of 
the charge of desertion from the record of John Rockwell; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LOUISA WEITZEL. 


Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 3601) granting anin- 
crease of pension to Louisa Weitzel, widow of Godfrey Weitzel, late ma- 
jor-general United States Volunteers; which was read a first and sec- 
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ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensis, and ordered 
to be printed. 


JOHN DUNCAN, 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3602) granting a 
pension to John Duncan; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and erdered to be printed. 

FREDERICK ENGELKE. 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3603) granting a 
pension to Frederick Engelke; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JEREMIAH PARRY. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (H. R. 3604) granting a pension to Jere- 
miah Parry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY J. DOUGLAS. 

_ Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 3605) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary J. Douglas; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES PATTERSON. 

Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 3606) forthe relief 
of James Patterson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, arid ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM L, DUNLOP. 

Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR (by request) also introduced a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 79) for the relief of William L. Dunlop, trustee; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, andordered to be printed. 

COMPENSATION OF JURORS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. LITTLE introduced a bill (H. R. 3607) fixing the compensation 
of jurors in United States courts; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department 
of Justice, and ordered to be printed. | 

ALEXANDER R. LORD. 

Mr. GEDDES introduced a bill (H. R. 3608) granting a pension to 
Alexander R. Lord; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HANNAH M’KEE. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3609) granting a pension 
to Hannah McKee; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNA A. PROBERT. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a, bill (H. R. 3610) granting a pension 
to Anna A. Probert; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH MEAD. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3611) granting a pension 
to Sarah Mead; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NEWTON JOHNSON. È 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3612) granting a pension to 
Newton Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM W. RUSSELL. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3613) granting a pension 
to William W. Russell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

; CHARLOTTE BUCK. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3614) granting a pension 
to Charlotte Buck; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

E. J. NORTHCUTT & BROS. 

Mr. HERMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 3615) for the relief of E. J. 
Northcutt & Bros., for losses sustained by Indian depredations in South- 
ern Oregon in 1885; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN CAMPBELL. 

Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3616) for the relief of 
John Campbell; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK BENO. 

Mr, HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3617) for the relief of Fred- 
erick Beno and for increase of pension; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


,. 


ROBERT TRAVILA. 


Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3618) for the relief of Rob- 
ert Travila for amount overcharged by loss of carbine; which was read 
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a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 
REPRESENTATIVES OF CHAUNCY M. LOCKWOOD. 

Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3619) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Chauncy M. Lockwood for extra mail service; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FIRST NATIONAL BANK, PORTLAND, OREG. 

Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3620) for the relief of the 
First National Bank of Portland, Oreg., for money advanced the Oregon 
Iron Works, the contractor for building the United States revenue-cut- 
ter Tom Corwin ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SALARIES OF POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. STORM introduced a bill (H. R. 3621) declaring the true intent 
and meaning of the act of March 3, 1883, relative to the adjustment of 
salaries of certain postmasters; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 7140 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 3622) to amend section 7140 
Revised Statutes of the United States ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM H. NEVIL. 


Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 3623) granting a pension 
to William H. Nevil; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRED. J. LEESE, 

Mr. ERMENTROUT (by Mr. STORM) introduced a bill (H.R. 3624) 
granting a pension to Fred. J. Leese; which was reada first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

- COMPENSATION TO CERTAIN PRISONERS OF WAR. 

Mr. FLEEGER introduced a bill (H. R. 3625) granting additional 
pay to Unionsoldiersof the late war who were held as prisoners of waraf- 
ter their terms of service had expired; which was read afirst and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EVIDENCE IN PENSION CASES. 

Mr. FLEEGER introduced a bill (H. R. 3626) relating to evidence in 
claims for invalid pension; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH K. GALLAGHER. 

Mr. BOYLE introduced a bill (H. R. 3627) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Elizabeth K. Gallagher, widow of Byt. Brig. Gen. Thomas F. Galla- 
gher, deceased, late colonel of the Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Re- 
serve Corps; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS S. STONEKING. 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3628) granting a pension 
to Lewis S. Stoneking; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY FREEMAN. 

Mr, BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3629) granting a pension 
to Mary Freeman; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC THOMPSON. 


Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3630) granting a pension 
to Isaac Thompson, late of Company K, Sixty-second Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY FISHER. 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3631) granting a pension 
to Henry Fisher, late of Company G, Fourteenth Regiment Pennsylva- 
nia Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ADA O. KREPPS. 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3632) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Ada O. Krepps, widow of Lieut. John B. Krepps, deceased, 
late of Company K, Second Regiment Pennsylvania Heavy Artillery; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

E. B. SWEENEY. 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3633) granting a pension 
to E. B. Sweeney, late of the Signal Corps of the United States Army; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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MRS. ANNIE EVANS. 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3634) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Annie Evans, widow of Richard Evans, deceased; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committeeon Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MILLIE ARMSTRONG. 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3635) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Millie ernest of John C. Armstrong, deceased, late of 
Company A, Twenty- Regiment Ohio Volunteers; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MARION CLARK. - 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3636) granting a pension to 
Marion Clark, late of Company D, Twenty-second Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN VINCENT. 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3637) granting a pension to 
John Vincent, late of Company B, Forty-eighth Regiment Pennsylva- 
nia Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. ` 


ELIZABETH H. INGHRAM. 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3638) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth H. Inghram, mother of J. Lindsey Inghram, late adjutant of 
Eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteers; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC PRATT. 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3639) granting a pension to 
Isaac Pratt; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

. JAMES T. IRWIN. 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3640) granting a pension to 
James T. Irwin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. ` 

ANN RUFFNER. 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3641) granting a pension to 
Ann Ruffner; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
` Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF JACOB CRAMER. i 

Mr. RANDALL introduced a bill (H. R. 3642) for the relief of the 
heirs of Jacob Cramer; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH JOHNSON. 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. 3643) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Johnson, foster-mother of John Johnson, late of Company H, 
Seventy-first Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was-zead a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. > 

TESTING OF CHAINS AND ANCHORS. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3644) to require the test- 
ing of chains and anchors and for the better securing of life and prop- 
erty on shipboard; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH BROOKS. ` 

Mr. SCRANTON introduced a bill (H. R. 3645) granting a pension 
to Sarah Brooks; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB BAKER. 

Mr. BOUND introduced a bill (H. R. 3646) granting a pension to 
Jacob Baker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH WALTON & CO. 

Mr. BAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 3647) for the relief of Joseph 
Walton & Co. ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PATENTS. 

Mr. BAYNE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3648) relating 
to patents; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. BAYNE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3649) for the 
relief of Alexander Montgomery, late a major and quartermaster in the 
Army of the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY MULLEN. 
Mr. HIESTAND introduced a bill (H. R. 3650) for the relief of Henry 
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er of Columbia, Pa.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
ADAM B. BAER. 

Mr. HIESTAND also introduced a bill (H. 3651) for the relief of Adam 
B. Baer, of Lancaster County, Pennsylvania; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


Mullen, 


AUGUSTUS G. HATRY. 

Mr. NEGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 3652) granting a pension to 
Augustus G, Hatry, rating him as a lieutenant-colonel; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

OWNERS OF VESSELS, 

Mr. NEGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3653) tolimit the liability 
of the owners of vessels; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM BROWN. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 3654) 
granting a pension to William Brown, late of Company A, Fifty- first 
Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY M. CARR. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3655) 
ponme a pension to Mary M. Carr, widow of James Carr, deceased, 

te a private of Company H, Forty-ninth New York Volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PATENTS. 

Mr. ATKINSON introduced a bill (H. R. 3656) to amend section 
4887 of the Revised Statutes in relation to patents; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered 
to be printed. g 

PARDON WORSLEY. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 3657) for the 
relief of Pardon Worsley; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES R. FOX. 

Mr. BUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. 3658) granting a pension to 
James R. Fox; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DELOS P, KAPP. 

Mr. BUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3659) granting a pen- 
sion to Delos P. Kapp; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


0. W. GUNSAULS. 
Mr. BUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3860) granting a pen- 
sion to O. W. Gunsauls; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY D. JVHEELER. 
Mr. BUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3661) granting a pen- 
sion to Henry D. Wheeler; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GULL ROCKS, RHODE ISLAND. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (H. R. 3662) making an appropria- 
tion for the erection of a light-house and fog-signal on one of the Gull 
Rocks, Newport Harbor, Rhode Island; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 
. GOULD ISLAND, RHODE ISLAND. 

Mr. SPOONER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3663) making an appro- 
priation, for the erection of a light-house and fog-signal on Gould 
Island, Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HOG ISLAND SHOAL, RHODE ISLAND. 

Mr. SPOONER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3664) to establish a light- 
ship on Hog Island Shoal, Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

. LIFE-SAVING STATION, BLOCK ISLAND, RHODE ISLAND. 

Mr. SPOONER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3665) establishing an 
additional life-saving station on the northwest side of Block Island, 
Rhode Island; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL LIFE-SAVING STATION, RHODE ISLAND. 


Mr. PIRCE introduced a bill (H. R. 3666) establishing an additional 
life-saving station on the seacoast between Point Judith and Watch 
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Hill, R. I. ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


WALTER D. PLOWDEN. 


Mr. SMALLS introduced a bill (H. R. 3667) for the relief of Walter 
D. Plowden; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SMALLS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3668) granting a pension 
to Walter D. Plowden; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE. 


. Mr. DIBBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 3669) to amend section 4004 
of the Revised Statutes relating to railway mail service; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


M. C. MORDECAI. 


Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3670) for the relief of M. 
C. Mordecai. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the refer- 
ence of this bill to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. It 
relates to compensation due for mail service. 

TheSPEAKER. Itisa private claim, and goes to the Committee on 
Claims under the rules; but the Chair will submit the request of the 
gentleman to the House. Is there objection to the reference of this bill 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads? 

There being no objection, the bill was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered 
to be printed. 

B. S. JAMES. 

Mr. PERRY introduced a bill (H. R. 3671) for the relief of B. S. 
James. 

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the refer- 
ence of this bill to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The SPEAKER. This appears to be a private claim. 

Mr. PERRY. Itis a claim for services performed for carrying the 
mails. 

The SPEAKER. All claims originate in some branch of the public 
service. ‘The Chair will, however, submit the request of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina for unanimous consent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. All this class of bills has gone to the Committee 
on Claims, and this, I think, should take the same course. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Let it go to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF TOBACCO WITHOUT LICENSE. | 

Mr. McMILLIN introduced a bill (H. R. 3672) to authorize the pro- 
ducer of tobacco to sell to any purchaser without license; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

~ MEXICAN AND OTHER WAR PENSIONS. 


Mr. McMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3673) granting pen- 
sions to the survivors of the Mexican and Indian wars; which was 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A. R. WYNNE. 

Mr. MCMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3674) for the relief of 
A. R. Wynne; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LEGAL PROCEEDINGS, UNITED STATES COURTS. 
Mr. MCMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3675) to cheapen legal 
ings in circuit and districts courts of the United States and to 
te the summoning of witnesses; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 
JAMES MORELAND. x 

Mr. MCMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3676) granting a pen- 
sion to James Moreland; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

: WILLIS CORNWALL; 

Mr. McMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3677) for the relief of 
Willis Cornwall; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JACKSON COUNTY, TENNESSEE. 


Mr. MCMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3678) for the relief of 
Jackson County, Tennessee; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH, GRANVILLE, TENN. 
Mr. MCMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3679) for the relief of 

the Presbyterian church at Granville, Tenn. ; which wasread a first and 

sond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
printed. 


MES. MAGGIE A. ELLIOTT. - 

Mr. MCMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3680) for the relief of 
Mrs, Maggie A. Elliott; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HOWARD FEMALE COLLEGE. 

Mr. McMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3681) for the relief of 
the Howard Female College; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRIETTA HARMAN, 

Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. 3682) for the relief of Henrietta 
Harman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 


JESSE H. STRICKLAND. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 3683) for the relief of Jesse 
H. Strickland; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES H. TAYLOR. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 3684) granting a pension to 
James H. Taylor, Company E, Third Tennessee Volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY WEAVER. 


Mr, HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 3685) granting a pension to 
Henry Weaver; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARTHA SMITH. 

Mr. PETTIBONE introduced a bill (H. R. 3686) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Martha Smith; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH D. LONG. 

Mr, PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3687) granting a pen- 
sion to Joseph D. Long; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DR. JOHN TEMPLETON. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3688) for the relief of 
Dr. John Templeton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM CAMPBELL. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3689) for the relief 
of Hiram Campbell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REAL ESTATE TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BALLENTINE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3690) chang- 
ing the name of the Real Estate Title Insurance Company of the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and or- 
dered to be printed. : 

SECTION 3255 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. RICHARDSON introduced a bill (H. R. 3691) to amend section 
3255 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WAREHOUSING FRUIT BRANDY. 

Mr. RICHARDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3692) to provide for 
warehousing fruit brandy; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. FANNY P. MURFREE, 


Mr. RICHARDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3693) for the relief 
of Mrs. Fanny P. Murfree, of Tennessee; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
= PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH AT MURFREESBOROUGH. 

Mr. RICHARDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3694) making an ap- 
propriation for the benefit of the Presbyterian church at Murfreesbor- 
ough; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES W. ROBERTSON. 

Mr. RICHARDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3695) granting a pen- 
sion to James W. Robertson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN F. S. HARDAWAY, 

Mr. RICHARDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3696) to relieve John 
F. S. Hardaway from the charge of desertion; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH, FAYETTEVILLE, TENN. 
Mr. RICHARDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3697) for the benefit 
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of the Cumberland Presbyterian 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
. J. HARRY ADANE, 
Mr. CALDWELL (by Mr. RICHARDSON) introduced a bill (H. 


church, Fayetteville, Tenn.; which 


3698) for the relief of J. Harry Adams; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 
THOMAS B. M’ELWEE. . 

Mr. NEAL introduced a bill (H. R. 3699) for the relief of Thomas 
B. McElwee, of Athens, Tenn.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WIDOW OF HENRY BROWN. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3700) to pay back pay and 
bounty to the widow of Henry Brown; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
prin 

HENRY BROWN. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3701) to correct the mili- 
tary record of “Henry Brown; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 
MRS. E. G. C. ABBOTT. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3702) 
granting a pension to Mrs. E. G. C. Abbott; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES H. SMITH, pi 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 3703) for the re- 
lief of James H. Smith, late postmaster at Memphis, Tenn. ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SALARIES OF DISTRICT JUDGES OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3704) 
to increase the salaries of the district ju of the United States; which 


was read a firstand second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi-. 


ciary, and ordered to be printed. 
SALE OF TOBACCO WITHOUT LICENSE. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 3705) to au- 
thorize the producer of tobacco to sell the same to any purchaser with- 
out license and to repeal all taxes on manufactured tobacco; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 3706) to amend 
an act to regulate and improve the civil service of the United States, 
approved January 16, 1883; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, JACKSON, TENN. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 3707) making 
additional appropriation for the completion of the court-house 
and post-office at Jackson, Tenn.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS IN THE MEXICAN WAR. 

- Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 3708) granting 
pensions to soldiers in the war with Mexico; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. j z 

JOHN HAMM. 

Mr. LANHAM (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3709) granting 
a pension to John Hamm; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

B. F. FOY. 

Mr. LANHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 3710) granting a pension 
to B. F. Foy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS FOR LAND IN NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. REAGAN offered a resolution directing the Committee on Private 
Land Claims to inquire into and report upon certain claims for land in 
the Territory of New Mexico; which was referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MONEY DUE THE STATE OF TEXAS. 


Mr. MILLER introduced a bill (H. R. 3711) to appropriate the sum 
of $123,544.51 to pay the Stateof Texas the amount audited and found 
to be due her under the sixth section of an act of Co passed June 
21, 1860; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN ©. FRENCH. 

Mr. SAYERS introduced a bill (H. R. 3712) for the relief of John C. 
French; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM ERVIN. 

Mr. SAYERS alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 3713) for the relief of Will- 
iam Ervin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

VIDAL HERNANDEZ. 

Mr. SAYERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3714) for the relief of Vidal 
Hernandez; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AUGUST SAUTLEBEER. 

Mr. SAYERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3715) for the relief of Au- 
gust Sautlebeer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to printed. 

JOHN MILLIFONT AND ELLEN RIORDON. 

Mr. SAYERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3716) for the relief of 
John Millifont and Ellen Riordon; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELI B. PARKER. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, introduced a bill (H. R. 3717) granting 
a pension to Eli B. Parker; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH M. DUNN. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3718) to 
increase the pension of Sarah M. Dunn, widow of Thomas R. Dunn, pri- 
vate Second Vermont Battery; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordéred to be printed. 

ELECTION OF POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. GROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 3719) to enable the people to 
name their ; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered 
to be printed. 

COL. JAMES LINDSAY. 

Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3720) for the relief of Col. 
James Lindsay; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. WHITING. 

Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3721) for the relief of 
William H. Whiting; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY L. MARTIN. 

Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3722) granting arrears of 
pension to Mrs. Mary L. Martin, dependent mother of James L. 
Martin, late of Company I, Fifth Vermont Volunteers; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. K 

CYRIL GREENWOOD. pe 

Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3723) directing the Secre- 
tary of War to amend the record of Cyril Greenwood; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CENTENARY REFORMED CHURCH, WINCHESTER, VA. 

Mr. O’FERRALL introduced a bill (H. R. 3724) for the relief of the 
trustees of the Centenary Reformed church, Winchester, Va. ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-SHIP, ETC., WINTER-QUARTER SHOAL, VIRGINIA. 
Mr. O’FERRALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3725) making an ap- 
propriation for the construction and establishment of a light-ship and 
-signal at Winter-Quarter Shoal, Virginia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 
LIGHT-HOUSE, PAGE’S ROCK, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. O’FERRALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3726) making an ap- 
propriation for the establishment of a light-house at Page’s Rock, York 
River, Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. s 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 

Mr. TUCKER introduced a bill (H. R. 3727) making an appropria- 
tion of money for the Department of Justice; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PROSECUTIONS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. TUCKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3728) to regulate the pro- 
cedure in cases of prosecution of two or more persons jointly charged 
with offenses against the United States; which was read a first and sec- 
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ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 
JOHN B. EGE. 

Mr. BRADY introduced a bill (H. R. 3729) for the relief of John B. 
Ege, of Petersburg, Va.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BUOY DEPOT, CHINCOTEAGUE INLET, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. CROXTON introduced a bill (H. R. 3730) making an appropria- 
tion to establish a buoy depot at Chincoteague Inlet, Virginia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPE CHARLES LIGHT-HOUSE SITE, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. CROXTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3731) making an ap- 
propriation for the protection of Cape Charles light-house site, Virginia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, COB POINT BAR, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. CROXTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3732) making an appro- 
priation for the establishment of a light-house at Cob Point Bar, Wicom- 
ico River, Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM TABB. 

Mr. CROXTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3733) for the relief of 
William Tabb; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF MATTHEW SMITH. 

Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (H. R. 3734) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Matthew Smith; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. CABELL introduced a bill (H. R. 3735) granting pensions to cer- 
tain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TAXES ON TOBACCO. 

Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3736) to repeal the law 
imposing internal-revenue taxes upon tobacco, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committe on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK V. DOLAN. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, presented a resolution granting differ- 
ence in pay to Patrick V. Dolan; which was referred to the Committee 
on Accounts. 

JOHN II. DOWNING. 

Mr. STEPHENSON introduced a bill (H. R. 3737) granting a pen- 
sion to John H. Downing; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. DYER. 

Mr. STEPHENSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3738) granting a 
pension to John W. Dyer; which was read a first and second time, re- 
rerred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

J. V. HERRIMAN, 

Mr. STEPHENSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3739) granting a 
pension to J. V. Herriman; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DEPOSITORS IN NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. 3740) to provide for the surety of 
depositors in national banks; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EMELINE ROBERTS. 

Mr. CASWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 3741) granting a pension to 
Emeline Roberts; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and cydered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF JOHN GRAHAM. 

Mr. CASWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3742) for 
the relief of the heirs at law of John Graham; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ANDREW MARTIN. 

Mr. CASWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3743) for 
therelief of Andrew Martin; which*was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CITIZENS’ BANK OF LOUISIANA, 

Mr. CASWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3744) for the 
relief of the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. i 


JAMES W. SCHAUMBURG, 

Mr, CASWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3745) for the 
relief of James W. Schaumburg; which was read a first and second 
coe ete to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

° NEW LIGHT-HOUSE AT MILWAUKEE, WIS. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK introduced a bill (H. R. 3746) making an ap- 
propriation for the building of a new light-house at Milwaukee, Wis. ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY SMITH. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 3747) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry Smith, late seaman on the United States 
steamer Estrelle; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


REVENUE-MARINE SERVICE. 


Mr. GUENTHER introduced a bill (H. R. 3748) to promote the effi- 
ciency of the revenue-marine service; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


STOCKBRIDGE AND MUNSEE TRIBE OF INDIANS, WISCONSIN. 

Mr. RANKIN (by Mr. GUENTHER) introduced a bill (H. R. 3749) 
for the relief of the Stockbridge and Munsee tribe of Indians in the State 
of Wisconsin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCES H. PLUMMER. 

Mr. BRAGG (by Mr, GUENTHER) introduced a bill (H. R. 3750) for 
the relief of Frances H. Plummer; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILBUR F. STEELE. 

Mr. GIFFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 3751) for the relief of Wil- 
bur F, Steele, and to settle the title to section 16, township 139, range 
73 west; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims. = 

Mr, GIFFORD. A similar bill was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands at the last session. That committee is perfectly familiar 
with the subject. I think it should go to that committee at this ses- 
sion. 

The SPEAKER. It seems to relate entirely to private land claims. 
It confirms title in a private individual. 

Mr. GIFFORD. It permits the party named to purchase a school 
section. 

Mr. STRAIT. A similar bill was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands at the last session. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sees the sections after the first one make 
provisions which take it to the Committeeon Public Lands. The first 
section simply confirms a private land claim. 

The bill was referred to the Committee onthe Pablie Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed. : 

SOUTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. GIFFORD also introduced abill (H. R. 3752) requiring the pay- 
ment of the costs, fees, and other charges for surveying the lands of 
the Southern Pacific land grant, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN D. JAMES. r 

Hr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3753) granting a pen- 

sion to John D. James; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to thc Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


POWERS OF COMMISSIONER GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3754) defining the powers 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office in respect to the can- 
celing of private entries of the public lands and to quiet titles to lands 
acquired upon the public domain; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. ` 

COINAGE OF SILVER. 

Mr. HAILEY introduced a bill (H. R. 3755) to authorize a silver- 
bullion fund for the purchase of silver bullion and to regulate the coin- 
age of silver, and for the issue of silver certificates; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 


CINNABAR AND CLARK’S FORK RAILROAD. 


Mr. TOOLE introduced a bill (H. R. 3756) granting the right of way 
to the Cinnabar and Clark’s Fork Railroad Company; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PAUL M’CORMICK, 


Mr. TOOLE also introduced a bill (H. R, 3757) for the relief of Paul 
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McCormick; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


AGNES AND MARIA DE LEON. 


Mr. JOSEPH introduced a bill (H. R. 3758) forthe relief of Agnes and 
Maria De Leon, heirs at law of Rebecca L. De Leon, d ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PROPOSED TERRITORY OF LINCOLN. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 3759) to divide the Ter- 
ritory of Dakota on the Missouri River and to create the Territory of 
Lincoln; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


JURISDICTION OF PROBATE COURTS, WYOMING TERRITORY. 

Mr. CAREY introduced a bill (H. R. 3760) to enlarge the jurisdic- 
tion of the probate courts of Wyoming Territory; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Territories, and ordered 
to be printed. 

|! ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This completes the regular call of States and Ter- 
ritories. If there be no objection the Chair will now recognize gentle- 
men who were not in their seats when their States were called for the 
introduction of bills. 

There was no objection. 

2 LAND TITLES, MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. WELLBORN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3761) toquiet 
Jand titles in the State of Mississippi; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

POTTAWATOMIE TREATY. 

Mr. WELLBORN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3762) 
to enable the Secretary of the Interior to carry out and the 
treaty obligations of the United States with the Pottawatomie tribe of 
Indians; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY ANN VRING. 


Mr. KLEINER introduced a bill (H. R. 3762) for the relief of Mary 
Ann Yring, mother of the late Andrew Vring, for bounty due under act 
of July 28, 1866; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF BELLAIRE, OHIO. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 3764) to increase the 
capital stock of the First National Bank of Bellaire, Ohio; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


PAYMENT OF BOUNTY. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3765) defining 
who are entitled to bounty under the act of July 22, 1861; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 


SILVER-BULLION TREASURY CERTIFICATES, 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3766) to provide 

for the issue of Treasury certificates on deposited silver bullion, and for 
other purposes. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think that bill should go, on close éx- 
amination of its provisions, tothe Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, although it may be referred to either that or the Banking and 
Currency Committee. 

Mr. BLAND. I have always insisted during the session that these 
bills should go to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

The SPEAKER. Of course the Chair can know nothing of the bill 
except what the title indicates without an examination of its provisions. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. This provides for changing the present coin- 
age law. It might go properly to either of the Committees on Coinage 
or Banking and Currency. 

The SPEAKER. It is very difficult often for the Chair to decide 
upon these questions, but the jurisdiction of the various committees 
of the House is defined by its rules. Matters relating to banking and 
currency go under the rules to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, whereas matters relating to coinage go to the Committee on 
Coinage. It frequently happens, as in this case, that a bill relates to 
both subjects; and the Chair will refer the bill, if there be no motion, 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 


PAYMENT OF THE PUBLIC DEBT. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
80) directing the payment of the surplus in the Treasury in excess of 
$50,000,000 on the public debt; which was read a first and second time, 
Seavey to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
prin : 


JERSEY CITY A PORT OF ENTRY. 
Mr. McADOO introduced a bill (H. R. 3767) constituting Jersey 
City, N. J., a port of entry; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE OHIO. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 3768) to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River at Paducah, Ky. ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. M’KNIGHT. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also introduceda bill (H. R. 3769) for the 
relief of John W. McKnight; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


A. GATES LEE. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3770) for the 
relief of A. Gates Lee; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DR. J. MILTON BEST. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3771) for the 
relief of the estate of Dr. J. Milton Best, deceased; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM PRITCHARD, 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3772) for the 
relief of William Pritchard; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

: JAMES LOVE. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3773) for the 
relief of James Love; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WALTER M’DANIEL. 
Mr. WADSWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. 3774) for the relief of 


Walter McDaniel; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT WAYNE, IND. 


Mr. LOWRY introduced a bill (H. R. 3775) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to purchase an additional strip of ground on the 
east side of the United States court-house and post-office building at 
Fort Wayne, Ind., to be paid for out of the appropriation already made; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


ANNA M. THIELE. 


Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3776) providing for the res- 
toration of Anna M. Thiele, formerly Anna M. Simonson, to the pension- 
roll, and the payment to her of the same pension to which she was en- 
titled as the widow of David Simonson; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. ; 

CLAIMS FOR HORSES AND EQUIPMENTS. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3777) to extend the time 
for filing claims for horses and equipments lost by officers and enlisted 
men in the service of the United States; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MESSENGER FOR ELECTIONS COMMITTEE. 

Mr. TURNER submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Accounts: 

That the Committee on Elections be authorized to employ a measen- 


Resolved, 
ger for the period of three months, të be sopana as the clerk of said committee 
is appointed, and paid $6 per day out of the contingent fund of the House, 


PROMOTIONS IN SIGNAL CORPS. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida (by request), introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 81) regulating the promotions of officers of the Signal 
Corps; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. - 

WILLIAM PINKNEY AND OTHERS. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3778) for 
the relief of William Pinkney, James Curry, and the legal representa- 
tive of James Filor, deceased; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HERMAN RUGE. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3779) for 
the relief of Herman Ruge; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ARMY RETIRED-LIST. 


Mr. DORSEY introduced a bill (H. R. 3780) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to authorize a retired-list for privates and non-commissioned 
officers of the United States Army who have served for a period of thirty 
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years or upward;’’ which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
AMBROSE BURTZ. 

Mr, DORSEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3781) granting a pension 
to Ambrose Burtz, late private Company I, Tenth Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

. CINNABAR AND CLARKE’S FORK RAILROAD. 

Mr. TOOLE. I had understood that the bill I introduced a short 
time ago granting the right of way to the Cinnabar and Clarke’s Fork 
Railroad Company was referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

It seems it has been referred to the Committee on Public Lands. A 

bill relating to the same subject-matter was introduced in the Forty- 

eighth Congress into the Senate and House of Representatives and was 
referred to the Committees on Pacific Railroads. They reported on the 
subject. I submit that the proper consideration of the subject will be 

ERREA by the bill being again referred to the Committee on Pacific 

ilroads. 

The SPEAKER. TheChairwillexaminethe bill. [After apause. ] 
The Chair does not see anything in the bill relating to Pacific railroads ; 
that is to say, to the roads which have been subsidized by the United 
States either by grants of land or loans of money or credit. It seems 
to be simply a bill granting a right of way through the public lands. 
The proper reference is to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. PETERS. Before the holiday recess I introduced a bill (H. R. 
772) to pay dependent relatives of persons killed by accident, engaged 
in the railway mail service, and to compensate for injuries received. 
The bill was referred to the Committee on Claims. It ought to have 
been referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. I 
ask that the reference be corrected. 

The SPEAKER. The bill should go to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

There being no objection, the Committee on Claims was discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill, and it was referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. ~ 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3782) to pay dependent 
relatives of persons killed by accident engaged in the Railway Mail 
Service to compensate for injuries received; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post 
Roads, and ordered to be printed., 

FOWLE & CO. ` 
` Mr. RANNEY introduced a bill (H. R. 3783) to refund the excess of 
duties paid by Fowle & Co., of Boston, Mass.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 
JUDICIAL SALES. 

Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. 3784) to authorize and require 
United States marshals within their ive districts to make all 
sales of property which ceo, Seren be made by virtue of any order, 
judgment, or decree of any United States court, master in chancery, or 
commissioner, or by virtue of any execution of any process thereof, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SASSER SULLIVAN. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3785) for the relief of Sasser 
Sullivan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FELIX W. RUSHER. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3786) granting a pension to 
Felix W. Rusher; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN G. PARKER. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3787) for the relief of John 
G. Parker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY T. SKINNER. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3788) for the relief of Henry 
T. Skinner; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BASIL CLEMENTS. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3789) for the relief of Basil 
Clements; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. KENNEDY. 

- Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3790) for the relief of John 

~H. Kennedy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 

Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM L. DAY. 
Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3791) granting a pension to 


William L. Day; which was read first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM -G. DOUTHETT. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3792) for the relief of Will- 
iam G. Douthett ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

i BERNARD NOAN. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3793) granting a pension to 
Bernard Moan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MATHIAS YAKELY. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3794) granting a pension to 
Mathias Yakely; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM HOGUE. 
Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3795) ting a pension to 
William Hogue; which wasread a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN H. SCOTT. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill bs R. 3796) for the relief of John 
H. Scott; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ABRAHAM COVER. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3797) granting a pension to 
Abraham Cover; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM A. BENEFIELD. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3798) for the relief of Hiram 
A. Benefield; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLOTTA A. WELTON. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3799) granting a pension to 
Charlotta A. Welton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES PAGET. 
Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3800) for the relief of James 
; which was read x first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
> NICHOLAS M’QUINN. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3801) granting a pension to 
Nicholas McQuinn; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THEODORE LEVERON. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3802) granting a pension to 
Theodore Leveron;- which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ZIBA WHITLEY. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3803) for the relief of Ziba 
Whitley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CALVIN BLACK. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3804) for the relief of Calvin 
Black; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BLACKWELL BAILEY. : 

Mr. COBB also introduced abill (H. R. 3805) for the relief of Black- 
well Bailey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JONAS SMITH. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3806) for the relief of Jonas 
Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CAROLINE PARISH. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3807) for the relief of Caro- 
line Parish; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH CHAPMAN. 

Mr. COBBalso introduced a bill (H. R. 3808) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Chapman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AUGUSTA C. LARKIN. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3809) for the relief of Au- 
gustus C. Larkin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY ROYAL. 
Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3810 ) for the relief of Mary 
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Royal; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GABRAEL DOUGHERTY. 
Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3811) for the relief of Gabrael 


Dougherty; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM C. FINE. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3812) for the relief of Will- 
iam C. Fine; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES B. PEASE. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3813) for the relief of Charles 
B. Pease; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA BASTIN. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3814) granting a pension to 
Martha Bastin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

4 ARTHUR W. GRAY. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3815) for the relief of the 
widow and heirs of Arthur W. Gray; which was read a first and sec- 
ond Mey referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARTIN GIER. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3816) for the relief of Mar- 
tin Gier; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALFRED F. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3817). for the relief of Alfred 
F. Phillips; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN F. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3818) granting a pension to 
Benjamin F. Richardson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL FOSTER. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3819) for the relief of Samuel 
Foster; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS FERGUSON. — 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3820) granting a pension to 
Thomas Ferguson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE H. O'BANNON. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3821) for the relief of George 
H. O'Bannon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THORNTON M’COY. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3822) for the relief of Thorn- 
ton McCoy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN C. SCHACKLETT. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3823) granting a pension to 
John C. Schacklett; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

À ISRAEL STOUGH. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3824) granting a pension to 
Israel Stough; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BURKE. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3825) for the relief of John 
Burke; which was read a first and second referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be prini 

JOHN TAYLOR. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. 3826) for the 
relief of John Taylor; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

TheSPEAKER. The introduction of bills and resolutions being now 
concluded, the next business in order is the call of committees for re- 
ports to be placed upon the appropriate Calendars. 

THOMAS L. ROSSER. 


Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, anna asa 
substitute for H. R. 66, a bill (H. R. 3827) to remove the political dis- 
abilities of Thomas L. Rosser, of Virginia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 4 


AS BAEAN. Toa S E, So erae 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 2) to amend section 643 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; which was referred to the House Calen- 
dar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. BENNETT, from the Committee on the Judiciary, back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1684) to authorize terms of the t court 
of the United States for the eastern district of North Carolina at the 
city of Wilmington, in the said district; which was referred to the House 

endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be ted. 

The call of the standing and select committees and of the several 
commissions authorized-to report by bill was concluded, no further re- 
ports being presented. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


TheSPEAKER. The bill(H. R. 1740), introduced December 14 last, 
appears to have been improperly referred to the Committee on War 
Claims instead of to the Committee on Claims. It is a bill directing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to examine and settle the accounts of cer- 
tain States and the city of Baltimore growing out of moneys expended 
by said States and the city of Baltimore for military purposes during 
the war of 1812. ‘The bill seems to be based upon a loan of money to 
the Government of the United States, and will be referred, if there he 
no objection, to the Committee on Claims. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

COMMITTEE CLERKS. 


Mr. SPRIGGS. I ask unanimous consent to submita report from 
the Committee on Accounts for present consideration. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, ha: 


the same 


Mr. CANNON. Let us hear the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That.the Committee on Accounts be, and it is hereby, authorized 
and directed to designate the committees which in the judgment of the said 
committee should be allowed clerks for the a ee ae oe 
lative, judicial, and executive appro for the year ending June 30, i 
and report to the House without d for its action thereon. 

The SPEAKER. This is a resolution which was referred to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. Until this action be taken by the House the Com- 
mittee on Accounts can not certify any of these accounts. k 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 

Mr. SPRIGGS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
` And then, on motion of Mr. MORRISON (at 3 o’clock and 55 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 


By Mr. BAKER: Petition and papers rela to a bill for the relief 
of John T. Hall, praying for the passage th —to the Committee on 
By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of certain p! -holders and others 


in favor of a charter to incorporate the North Washington Cable Rail- 
way Company—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. ` 

Also, petition of Burr W. Garrett, for reference of his claim to Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Ann M. M. Ramey, for reference of claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

Also, petitions of J. L. McIntosh, administrator of Jacob Boger; of 
Israel Warner; of Mary J. White; of Elise Marsteller; of Elizabeth 
Iden; of George W. Bowen; of Atwell Butler; of George Cooper of J.; 
of William D. Cooper; of Joseph Lowe, and of Thomas Sherman, pray- 
ing that their claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. BARKSDALE: Petition and papers of Naomi J. Fowler, of 
Jefferson County, Mississippi, asking reference of her claim to Court of 
Claims—to the same committee. 


By Mr. BAYNE: Resolutions of No. 14, Amalgamated Asso- 
ciation of Iron and Steel Workers, of eny, Pa., demanding that 
if the tariff be revised the revision be in the line of protection—to the 


Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Post 88, Grand Army of the Republic, 
gheny, Pa., requesting Congress to provide for giving to the surviving 
officers, soldiers, and sailors of the late war a portion af the public do- 
main, and also the difference between paper money paid to them and 
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se at the several times of payment—to the Committee on Invalid 
ons, 

By Mr. BLOUNT: Petition of various bankers and other persons of 

Ga., that the further coi of silver dollars be discontinued— 

to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BOUND: Petition of Jacob Baker, for special act pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOYLE: Petition of Henry Fisher, of Pennsylvania, to be 
placed on the pension-list—to the same committee. 

Also, petition for pension for John Vincent, late of Company B, 
Foram th Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the same com- 


me Mr. pepe papa Petition of G. W. Sache en 

postmaster at Columbi d., for the passage of a joint resolution di- 
thie onbuunabenCiesseral to readjust his salary—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Robert Dorste and 20 others, for an increase of pen- 
sion for Samuel B. Jones, of Milroy, Ind.—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Dr. John E. McGaughey, for pension—to the same 
committee. 

Also, petition of Eli Houser, for relief from the charge of desertion— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition and papers in the case of William P. Richardson, for 
relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of John H. Bowman and 105 others, citizens of Wayne 
County, Indiana, asking a service pension and other relief for the sol- 
diers of the war of 1861—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Capt. Wallace Foster, of Indiana, and 10 others, 
for an increase of on-rating for deafness—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition for harbor improvement, Atlantic 
City, N. J.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

aie petition in case of Amanda Howell, widow of John M. How- 

Company K, First Maryland Volunteers—to the Committee on In- 
aia P Pensions. 

Also, petition of William B. Grover, of Trenton, N. J., praying that 
the war claim of Emily J. Grover, of Virginia, be referred to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of O. P. Hurt and others, of Illinois, for 
relief of Arta Heaton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COBB: Petitions of citizens of Dubois and of Orange Coun- 
ties, Indiana, for the passage of a law granting to each Union soldier 
and sailor who served in the war of the rebellion not less than sixty 
days a pension of $8 per month—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. COLE: Petition of Samuel Thomas for compensation for in- 
juries received while in the service of the Government—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Also, memorial of Lord & Hight in reference to the reduction of the 
American cooperage business—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition from Tobacco Board of Trade, of Baltimore city, Md., 
for the increase of duty on all tobacco suitable for cigar-wrappers—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. CURTIN: Petition for the amendment of the soldiers and 
sailors homestead act of 1862—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Resolution directing the Postmaster-General 
to pay claims of postmasters under act of March 3, 1883—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: Petition of citizens and memorial 
of the Board of Trade of Tampa, Fla., praying that said city may be 
made a port of entry—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DAVIS: onstrance of Charles F. Swift and 168 others, 
citizens of Yarmouth; of Judah Berry and 160 others, of Dennis; and 
of F. B. Goss and 186 others, of Barnstable, Mass., against the appoint- 
mentof an international fish commission—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 


By Mr. DINGLEY: Memorial of A. A. Hall and 50 others, of Da- 
mariscotta; of Nelson Thompson and 100 others, of Friendship; and of 
F. S. Walls and 300 others, of Vinal Haven, Me., protesting against a 
commission looking to the free admission of Canadan fish—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. DUNN: A bill for the relief of Charles W. Foulke—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: Petition of Rhoda M. Buck, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Petition of John Swearer, for an increase of pen- 
sion—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of James Hooper, of Baltimore, to have claim referred 
to Court of Claims—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petitions of Joseph Blackman, one of the heirs 


of Elizabeth Blackman; of Joseph Blackman; of heirs of James Richard; | 


of James McCullough; of Sarepta C. Little; of J. T. Battles, son of 
William Battles, deceased; and of Isaac Bowing. all of Cherokee County, 
Alabama, as reference of their several claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr, FORD: Three petitions of citizens of Indiana, to pension all 


Union soldiers of the late war who served sixty days and were honor- 
ably discharged—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GALLINGER;: Evidence in support of H. R. 1461, for in- 
crease of pension to Charles H. Ordway—to the same committee. 

By Mr. C. H. GIBSON: Petition for the repeal of the compulsory 
silver-coinage lay—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of John D. James, for pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of J. A. Trew and others, that an appropriation of pub- 
lic lands be made for the establishment and support of State normal 
schools in Dakota—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petitions of William Hart; of James H. Hamilton; 
of Martin McCool, and of Judith M. H. Greave, widow of Howell T. 
Jordan, deceased, of Tennessee, asking reference of their several claims 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. W. J. GREEN: A bill to continue the improvements on the 
Upper Cape Fear River, North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Alsg, a bill for the improvement of the navigation of Black River, 
North Carolina—to the same committee. 

Also, a bill to remove artificial obstructions near the mouth of the 
northeast branch of the Cape Fear River, North Carolina—to the same 
committee. 

Also, a bill for the improvement of New River, in the State of North 
Carolina—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Martin Baily, asking a law to allow post- 
masters to return stamped envelopes to the Pı ce Department— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Stephen Thomas and 26 others, praying for repay- 
ment of bounty to soldiers which was deducted by Government at time 
of promotion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HALE: Of citizens of Livingston County, Missouri—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Petition of Scott Walker, commissioner of Cum- 
berland County court, Kentucky—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. HARRIS: Papers relating to claim of Absalom Turner, of 
Meriwether County, Georgia—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Absalom Turner, praying the reference of his claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

Also, a bill to continue improvement of Chattahoochee River below 
Columbus, Ga.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition and papers for relief of James Price—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Petition of Charles E. Mudgett for pension—to 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of William Trefether, of New Castle, N. H.—to the 
Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. HENLEY: Petition of citizens of California and Oregon, for 
the improvement of Smith River—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of Mary Balcom, of Waterloo, 
Towa, for special-act pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, paper from R. M. Marvin, Manchester, Iowa, praying for an 
amendment to section 4700 Revised Statutes of the United States—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, communication from Hon. J. W. Baldwin, Cascade, Iowa, ask- 
ing for a stamp on imitations of butter and cheese—to the Committee 
on Manufactures. 

By Mr. HERMAN: Memorial of the Columbia River water-way con- 
vention, for additional appropriation for continued improvement of the 
Columbia River—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of John H. Roberts, J. set Schroeder, and 159 
others, of Oregon, for continued improvement of Coquille River at its 
entrance—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of George S. Washburn, H. R. Kincaid, and J. L. 
Campbell, committee for mass convention, and petition of settlers on 
Siuslaw River, Oregon, for survey of the entrance of said river for 
jetty construction and for locating light-house on the north cape—to 
the Committee on Commerce 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Petition of H. Mullen , postmaster at Columbia, 
Pa., for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of Adam B. Baer, to have certain taxes refunded—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Christian Wanzel, for an increase of pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition and statement relative to the burning of the Columbia 
bridge on the 28th of June, 1863, by order of Maj. C. N. Couch, com- 
manding Department of the Susquehanna—to the Committee on Wax 
Claims. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petitions of John R. Bird and 360 others, soldiers 
of the Union Army and citizens of Ripley and Jefferson Counties; of 
Henry Bulthaup and 38 others, citizens and soldiers of Ripley and 
Dearborn Counties; of J. H. Green and 6 others, soldiers and citizens; 
of Oliver Forwood and 13 others, citizens; of Henry Tholke and 70 
others, soldiers of the Union Army and citizens; and of Fred. Ginter 
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and 30 others, citizens of Dillsborough, Dearborn County, Indiana, in 
favor of pensioning all soldiers of the Union Army at the rate of $8 per 
month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: Memorial of Lewis Kennedy, praying for relief—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, memorial of Sanders Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Ten- 
nessee, praying relief for John Denton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of William Burke, for pension—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of John Huckaba, for pension—to the same committee. 

Also, affidavit to eee papers in claim of A. R. Fermalt—to 
the e Committee on War Claims. 

memorial of M. F. Milligan, for pension—to the Committee on 
mad Pensions. 

Also,. petition of Sarah R. Seay, for pension—to the same committee. 

By Mr. JAMES: Petition of William B. Browne, late acting ensign, 
United States Navy, to be restored to the Navy of the United States 
upon the retired-list—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. F. A. JOHNSON: Memorial of T. C. Potts, president New 
York, Susquchanna and Western Railroad; M. C. McCrady, president 
Old Dominion Steamship Company, and other business men of New 
York, requesting that this Congress authorize the Secretary of War to 
contract with Charles Haughton and his associates for the entire work 
of improving the Harlem River for a sum not exceeding $1,295,000, in- 
cluding the right of way free ofcost to the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: Memorial of Mrs. Elizabeth Jones, widow 
of John Jones, Company B, Second Regiment North Carolina Mounted 
Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Memorial of General Franz Sigel, C. F. White 
& Co., and others, citizens of New York, requesting that this Congress 
authorize the Secretary of War to contract with Charles Houghton and 
his associates for the entire work of eng ghee the Harlem River, New 
York, for a sum not ex $1,298,000, including the right of way 
free of cost to the United States—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, papers relating to application of N. A. Calkins for increase of 
area the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ponera zel relating to the claim of Charles Stoneburg—to the Com- 
nie on 


By Mr. LAFFOON: Petition of B. P. Howard, administrator of Fin- 
ley McGrew, deceased, for relief—to the Committee on War 

Also, petition of Greenberry Lynch, for pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Charles Hale, of Hawesville, Ky., praying for re- 
lief—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: Petition of first lieutenants of the line of 
the Army, for a law permitting them to voluntarily retire on half-pay 
after twenty years or more continuous service as lieutenants—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of C. W. Mott, Thomas Nelson, and others, that the 
law relating to the importation of foreign wrapping tobacco be amended 
so as to give American growers of tobacco relief—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition and memorial of the bar at Mobeetie, 
Tex, , asking for the establishment of a Federal court at Mobeetie, 
Tex.—to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

Also (by request), petition of John Harman, fora pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LE FEVRE: Petition from Dunkirk, Ohio, for the passage of 
arrearage-of-pension act, &c.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LINDSLEY: Resolution that the Postmaster-General be di- 
rected to pay claims of rs under act of March 3, 1883—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of George W. Wright, jr., and others, for im- 
none of harbor of Duxbury, Mass.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Petitions of Charles A. Drew and others, of 
Northfield, Minn., and of John P. Tillson and 50 others, of Bryant- 
ville, Mass., asking for the passage of bill (H. R. 1096) granting pen- 
sions for service—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petitions of Isaac Moore, of G. W. Herd, of 
Samuel Bailey, and of R. N. Dougherty, for relief—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. MARKHAM: Petition asking the donation of certain lands 
to the San Diego Society of Natural History—-to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions passed by the State Association of Congregational 
Ministers of California, in regard to the Mission Indians—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of the inhabitants of Santa Ana Valley, California, for 
an appropriation of $100,000 for the improvement of Newport Harbor— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Petitions of Adelaide H. Brigham, of Lewis Pier- 
son, of James H. Siver, of Michael Kelly, of William 8. Hale, of 
James E. Corl, of Bridget Hamderlin, of Jerre Rogers, of Henry Willis, 


of Augusta Pike, and of Cornelius M. Pieree, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Ansyl Potter, for a pension—to the 
same committee. 

B. Mr. MORGAN: Paper to place the name of John White on the 
pension-roll—to the same committee. 

Also, petition and papers for reliefof James F. Hogan—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORROW: Papers relating to the case of E. L. Brown—to 
the same committee. 

Also, papers and petitions relating to the application of Chaplain 
Charles M. Blake, for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEAL: Papers relating to the claim of L. M. Blackman, of 
Loudon County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers in the case of D. C. Trewhett—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of W. E. Clark, for relief—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to claim of Thomas B. McElwee—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of B. F. Martin—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, petitions of A. G. Miliken, of Warren County, and of Thomas 
O. Henly, of Meigs County, Tennessee, asking reference of their claims 
to Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. NEGLEY: Petition of Augustus G. Hatry, for pension—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petitions of citizens of Grand Forks, of Minto, of 
Reynolds, and of Park River, Dak., asking for the opening of the Red 
Lake reservation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Petition for aid to education—to the Com- 
mittee on Education. 

By Mr. PETERS: Evidence in support of claim of Johanna Dorman, 
for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition of Willis N. Arnold, of Tennessee— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
pear. petition of A. Jackson Jones, for relief—to the Committee on 

aims. 

By Mr. RANNEY: Petition of Pamer Brothers and 50 others, citizens 
of Maine, for appointment of commissioners on the fishery question— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. REAGAN: Memorial of the bar of Wheeler County, Texas, 
asking for the passage of a law to establish a United States court at the 
town of Mobeetie, Tex.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petitions of William Gunter and of Har- 
rison H. Hughey, asking reference of their claims to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of James W. Robertson, for special-act pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the Presbyterian church at Mur- 
freesborough, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition and exhibits for the relief of heirs of 
John Rogers, deceased—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, petition of Winnie Trammel, of Camp Creek, Ind. T., for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the bar of Fort Smith, Ark., in relation to the ex- 
tension of civil jurisdiction over the Indian Territory—to the Commit- 
tee on the Ju 

Also, petition for ‘the relief of Benjamin S. Fox—to the Committee 
on Claims, 

Also, memorial of the people of Hot Springs, Ark., for the construc- 
tion of sewers in front of the Government property i in that city—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ST. MARTIN: Memorial of Sarah E. Ramsey, Jesse C. Wag- 
ner, and Anna E. Wagner, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, memorial of citizens of Louisiana, praying for an appropriation 
to construct a macadamized road from United States tes barracks, in Saint 
a Parish, Louisiana, to the national military cemetery at Chal- 

ney Me said parish—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
r. SHAW: Memorials of citizens of Rising Sun, Elkton, and 
Bases de Grace, Md., for the suspension of the silver coinage-act—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SINGLETON: Petition of Lizzie Thrasher, administratrix 
of Charles D. Hamilton, that her claim be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SOWDEN: Petition of Solomon Gobleand others, of the Allen 
Infantry, for the passage of an act giving each of the survivors of the 
five companies of soldiers from Pennsylvania who first reached Wash- 
ington city popi 18, 1861, in answer to the call for troops April 15, 
1861, JPA suitable medal for their promptness—to the Committee on Mili- 


wy uns STEELE: Petition of Isaac Simmons and 300 others, of Jay 
County, Indiana, for pensions to soldiers who seryed in the late war— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES STE¥aRT: Memorial of members of the bar in 
Wheeler County, Texas, for the establishment of a new judicial district 
in Texas—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of B. H. Stovall, of Bal- 
pap gen agg E the Committee on Claims. 

, petition . ivingston County, Kentucky, for 
relief—to the Committee on War Claims. a : 

Also, petition of Andrew Bodkin, of Kentucky, for relief—to the same 
committee. 

Also, petition and memorial of A. Bradshaw, of McCracken County, 
Kentucky—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Timothy Carny; of Grayes 
County, Kentucky, for relief{—to the same committee. ; 

Also, petition of William Futrell, for relief—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of James A. Briggs, executor of C. M. Briggs, for pay- 
ment of cotton claim—to the same committee. 

Also, petition and papers for reliefof A. Gates Lee—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, petition and papers for the relief of John M. Higgins—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. STORM: Petition of William H. Nevil, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Resolutions of Saint Paul (Minn.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, urging the extension of the Signal Service and for the relief of 
exporters of tin cases—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Minneapolis (Minn.) Board of Trade, urging 
thatsilver coinage be suspended—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. SWOPE: Petition of Elias Sheads, of Gettysburg, Pa., ask- 
ing for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SYMES: Resolutions of the Denver (Colo. ) Chamber of Com- 
merce and Board of Trade, protesting against discontinuance of custom- 
house at Denver—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Petition of M. M. Ashcroft, heir of Mrs. 
F. E. Purdy; of A. B. Goodwin, of James W. Reid, of John Deaton, 
and of A. L. Barron, that their several claims be referred to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition of citizens of Hamilton County, Illi- 
nois, praying that a pension be granted Calvin M. McBroom—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN EATON: Papers relating to the claim of Elijah Patrick, 
executrix of Dr. J. C. Patrick, of Louisiana—to the Committee on War 
Claims. ; 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: - Memorial of Chamber of Commerce of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., for the suspension of silver coinage—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of Bernard McKenna, for a pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition from the citizens of Big Sandy Val- 
ley, for appropriations to continue the work on that river—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Ts. 

rd eels werner eet. igh pact be bases yeh oh eure 
Hamilton, administratrix of es D. Hamilton, of Claiborne 
County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Papers relating to the claim of Robert Phillips, 
of Lauderdale, Ala.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Papers relative to pension of Maj. J. W. 
Burch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Minneapolis (Minn.) Board of Trade, relative to 
the improvement of Sault Ste. Marie Canal and Hay Lake Channel—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of Otter & Co. and sundry others, mer- 
chants of Louisville, Ky., asking the appointment of commissioners to 
confer with Canada touching the fishery interest—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Messrs. Weissenger and Bale, of Louisville, Ky., for 
amendment of section 3357 of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, articles of association of the American College for the Blind— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Emma Coleman, widow of Milton J. Coleman, for 
a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WINANS: Petition and papers of Eliza Silsby, for relief—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WOODBURN: Petition of citizens of Nevada, for restoration 
of the tariff of 1867 on foreign wool—to Committee on Ways and Means. 


The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 
upon an equality Shing ape that there be issued coin certificates of one, 
two, and five dollars, the same being made legal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 
in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights,.and Measures: 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Of citizens of Dresden, N. Y. 

By Mr. FLEEGER: Of citizens of Meadville, Pa. 

By Mr. HATCH: Of citizens of ille and of Queen City, Mo. 

By Mr. HILL: Of D. H. H. Howard and 25 others; of Sydney Shaffer 
and 135 others; and of Gilman Chendle and 125 others, of Ohio, 
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By Mr. MATSON: Of Samuel Wallingford and 57 others, citizens of 
Monroe County, Indiana. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Of D. Percival and 63 others. 

By Mr. PETERS: Of citizens of Burton, Kans. 

By Mr. PLUMB: Of W. C. Wieth, jr., and 204 others, citizens of Lin- 
coln, Logan County, Illinois, and of L. W. Ritchie and 419 others, citi- 
zens of same place. 

By Mr. RYAN: Of R. E. Kirkpatrick and others, citizens of Kansas. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January 12, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The occupant of the chair desires to 
be absent from the Roose after to-day during the remainder of this 
week, and asks the consent of the Senate to substitute in his place the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw ry]. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and that substitution will be made. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HARRISON presented the petition of A. B. Hunter and 15 others, 
citizens of Franklin, Ind., praying for the passage of a law pro 
women in all the States and Territories in the enjoyment of the right 
of suffrage on equal terms with men; which was referred to the Select 


Committee on Woman 

Healso presented the petition of G. A. Campbell Post, No. 338, Grand 
Army of the Republic, ent of Indiana, praying for the enact- 
ment of a law granting a service pennon to all soldiers and sailors of 
the late war, and for other favorable legislation; which was referred to 


the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. DAWES presented a petition of the bar of Fort Smith, Ark. 
praying forthe passage of a bi ing the jurisdiction of the United 
States district court at that place; w. was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 


Mr. WALTHALL. I presenta petition of sundry citizens of Mis- 
sissippi, praying for the repeal of the law providing for the coinage of 
not less than two millions per month of standard silver dollars. As 
there is nothing on the face of the petition to show from what quarter 
it comes, I will state that it is signed by substantial business men of 
West Point, Miss. In presenting it, however, I desire to state that I 
do not concur in the views exp: by the pesona: I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

motion was agreed to. 
Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of A. Vasbury aad others, citi- 


zens of Maryland, and the tion of D. Annan, H Shriver, and 
others, citizens of Mary. praying for the passa; an act to sus- 
pend the coinage of the standard silver dollar; w. were referred to 


the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Frederick C. Miller, of Baltimore, 
Md., praying for the passage of an act to enable him to obtain an A mer- 
ican register for his steamship, the Caroline Miller; which wasreferred 
to the s pi Goninon: R : 

Mr. BROWN. Ipresentamemorial o Legislature of Georgia, in 
reference to what is known as the Trezevant claim. 

The PRESIDENT pro re. The memorial will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

A resolution concerning the collection of the Trezevant claim. 


Whereas the Congress of the United States did, on the — day of ——, 1883, pass 
an act appropriating to the State of Georgia the sum of $95,555 in payment of 
the Trezevant claim; and 

Whereas said sum has not been paid to the State, but has been placed to the 
credit of the State on a demand the State, which is not recognized by 


the State of Georgia; Now, th lore, 

Be it resolved by the house wes of the State of Georgia (the senate con- 
curring), our vesin the Congress of the United 
States are hereby, d ested to use all means 


be, earnestly u: and requ 
in their power to have the a referred to so amended, or to have 
such an act passed, as will insure the payment of said sum to the State of Georgia, 
j due to the State, in lawful money, as soon as possible. 

2. That a copy of this resolution, properly certified, be sent from the 
office of the secretary of state to each Senator and tive in Congress 
from this State so soon as the Congress convenes. 


Approved October 17, 1835. 
. HENRY D. MCDANIEL, Governor. 


STATE OF/GRORGIA, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 


Atlanta, Ga.,„January 4, 1836, 
I hereby certify that the foregoing two pages contain a correct copy of thr 


ori resolution on file in this office. 
Given under my hand and official seal. 
[SBAL.} N. ©. BARNETT, 
Secretary of Steie, 


1886. 
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Mr. LOGAN. I see that the Senator from Georgia is very hoarse this 
morning, LS I mage em to ask him what the memorial refers to in 
speaking of a claim that is not recognized by the State of Georgia. As 
Loolaan tile onn han hor eA bn te State of Georgia on 
a claim that the Government has against the State, and the memorial 

; wie been read states that it is a claim not recognized by the State 
of Georgia. 

Mr. BROWN, I will answer the Senator that it refers to a claim 
which the Government sets up against the State of Georgia for what is 
known as the direct tax. The State of Georgia does not recognize the 
claim. It does not deny the right of the Government of the United 
States to collect it in the ordinary way from her citizens, but as a State 
she does not think she is bound, and therefore thinks there ought not 
to be a set-off. 

Mr. LOGAN. To what committee has the memorial been referred ? 

Mr. BROWN, It has not been referred. It will take the usual 


course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition does the Senator 
from Georgia desire to have made of the memorial ? 

Mr. BROWN. I ask that it be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, as it asks for an appropriation. - 

Mr. LOGAN. Iask whether it would not be more appropriate to re- 
fer it to the Committee on the Judiciary. It presupposes an appro- 
priation, but the question which the memorial raises i 
to be settled before an appropriation can be asked. If the United States 
has no right to give a credit on a claim that it has against a State, then 
as a matter of course the appropriation would be proper. 

Mr. BROWN. Iwill state to the Senator that I have no objection to 
its going before the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well; let it be so referred. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that the bill making the appropriation for 
the claim of the State of Georgia was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. The Committee on Claims investigated that claim and put 
such restriction upon the payment as they thought would secure its ap- 
piemin to any claim which should be due the Government from the 

tate of Georgia, if any. That wastheir purpose. Now the complaint 
is that the application of their bill has worked injustice to Georgia, as 
Isup; It seems to me, therefore, thatit would belong to the same 
committee that investigated the original subject rather than to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. Itis y an attempt to make a in 
the bar which they put up or in the arrangement which they 

Mr. LOGAN. This is a question of law. 

Mr. HOAR, But almost every committee has questions of law in- 
volved in the subjects committed to it. 

Mr. BROWN. Iam scarcely able to speak so that I can be heard, 
but I will state to the Senator from Massachusetts that the Congress of 
the United States has already passed a law recognizing this claim and 
directing it to be paid. Therefore I suppose the memorial would not 


tly go before the Committee on Claims. It is only a question | ri 


whether there ought to be a set-off or whether the United States Gov- 
ernment ought to allow this to be paid in cash. I should think, agree- 
ing with the Senator from Illinois, that it would be more appropriate 
that the matter should go before the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The Senator from Illinois moves that 
the memorial be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BROWN. Ihave no objection to that course. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That reference will be made if there 
is no objection. 

- REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 221) for the relief of Alexander Smiley, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, from the Committee on Fi to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 163) releasing the estate of the late 
Frank Soulé, late collector of internal revenue for the first district of 
the State of California, and his sureties on his official bond, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAWES. The Committee on Indian Affairs, to which was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 52) to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux 
Nation of Indians, in Dakota, into te reservations, and to secure 
the relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder, have directed 
me to report it with amendment. I desire to say in regard to this bill 
that at a very early day, as soon asthe ing business is disposed of, 
I shall ask the Senate to consider it, as it is very important, if it ever 
becomes a law, that it should be passed in the very early spring. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 707) donating condemned cannon to Tower Post, No. 
17, Grand Army of the Republic, of Pawtucket, Rhode Island, have in- 
structed me to report it back to the Senate adversely and recommend 
that it be indefinitely postponed. I now desire to announce to the Sen- 
ate that there are no condemned cast-iron cannon on hand belonging to 
the Government, and it is a waste of time to introduce bills for 
purpose; they will all be reported adversely. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 


that the bill be indefinitely postponed. If there be no objection that 
motion will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 768) for the relief of George A. Iaeger, have in- 
structed me to report it adversely and to recommend that it be indefi- 


nitely _ The bill proposes to pay the claimant for property 
lost in the Army, and there is a general law which authorizes the Sec- 
retary of War to adjust such claims. The bill is reported adversely 
for that reason. I move that it be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed 

Mr. from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
wasreferred the joint resolution (S. R. 19) directing copies of the official 
letter-books of the executive department of the State of North Carolina 
tobefurnised said State, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a rt thereon. - 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
216) to authorize the Secretary of War to furnish certificates of discharge 
to certain members of the Missouri Home Guards, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
214) for the relief of Oscar Eastmond and James W. Atwill, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 


to. 


t | 424) giving a military record to Alexander Francesco, deceased, reported 


it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
> The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 413) giving a military record to Alexander Fran- 
cesco, deceased, being almost identically similar to the previous bill and 
ing to the same subject-matter, have instructed me to report it 
ad and to recommend that it be indefinitely postponed. 
The re was to. 

Mr. from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 193) for the relief of John Hollins McBlair, 
it with amendments and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McPHERSON, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 556) for the relief of Betts, Nichols & Co., reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 519) to authorize the President to restore 
Tenedore Ten Eyck to his former rank in the Army and to place him 
upon the retired-list of Army officers, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing bills, reported them severally without amendment: 

A bill (S. 98) for the relief of Major William M. Maynadier, a pay- 
master in the United States erp 

A bill (S. 389) for the relief of the heirs or legal representative of 
Robert J. ess, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 87) for the relief of Thomas J. Miller, of Washington Ter- 


seg Cy i a 
A bill (S. 528) for the relief of William H. Morgan. 
PEOPLE’S NATIONAL BANK OF LAWRENCEBURG. 


Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 128) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to issue a duplicate certificate of deposit to the People’s Na- 
tional Bank of Lawrenceburg, Ind. ,toreportit favorably without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HARRISON. I should like to ask the consent of the Senate to 
have that bill disposed of. It is one that passed both branches in the 
last and only failed for the want of the signature of the Presi- 
dent. bank has been kept out of this duplicate certificate of de- 
posit for a great many years, and I should like to have the bill passed 
now. 


Mr. INGALLS. [Is there a report accompanying it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no written report. 

Mr. HARRISON. I will state to the Senator from Kansas that there 
was a report at the last Congress. The bill passed both Houses of Con- 
gress on the last day, and only failed because the President did not have 


time to sign it. 
Mr. INGALIS. Let us have some explanation about it. 
Mr. HARRISON. The bill explains itself. 


Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion, subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: : 

Be il enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to issue and cause to be issued to the People’s National 
Bank of Lawrenceburg, Ind., a duplicate certificate of deposit numbered E 
35988, for the sum of $10,000, issued by the assistant treasurer of the United 
States at Cincinnati to the People’s National Bank of Lawrenceburg, Ind., upon 
such evidence of loss, and upon execution of such bonds of indemnity to the 
United States, and under such regulations in regard to issue and payment as 
he shall prescribe. + 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. ° 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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ARMY BUILDING IN NEW YORK. 


Mr. LOGAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S, 671) making an a; iation for the 
purchase of the old Produce Exchange building the site bounded” 
by Whitehall, Pearl, Moore, and Water streets, New York city, for Army 
p to report it with amendments. I ask, if there be no objec- 
tion, that the billmay be considerednow. It is avery important matter, 
and the question of time is quite pressing, as Dis Clovemnaeas has up 
to a certain date to make the purc , and in order to avoid the rental 
of property, which amounts to $25,000 a year, by the Government, if 
the repairs to this building can be completed by the Ist of May, which 
it is claimed can be done if the bill be passed promptly. Thus it will 
save to the Government a year’s rent, amounting, as I said, to $25,000; 
and that is the importance of the bill. I should like very much if it 
could be considered now, and if there is no objection I will state briefly 
the agreement between the Government and the parties. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. LOGAN, The question was presented to the Secretary of War 
and a commission was appointed to make an examination of this 
erty, which was done some time since. They reported that the prop- 
erty would cost $250,000, and the estimates show that it will take 
about $150,000 to change the building and put additional stories to it, 
so as to make it sufficient for army purposes. It is convenient to the 
island where the troops are stationed, being close to the shore, much 
more so than the property now occupied by the Government. For a 
great many years the property occupied by the quartermaster’s, com- 
missary, and medical departments in New York has cost the Govern- 
ment not less than $25,000 annually. In fact, the Government has 
expended more for rents than the purchase of this property would cost; 
and on the recommendation of the Quartermaster-General and of the 
Secretary of War the committee unanimously reported in favor of at 
once occupying this property if Congress will give permission to the 
War Department. 

That is the whole case. I ask that the bill be put upon its passage. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments in line 7, after the words ‘‘ for the,” to strike out ‘‘con- 
struction thereon of a properly planned fire-proof’’ and insert ‘“‘altera- 
tion and remodeling of the;’’ and in line 8, after the word “‘building,”’ 
to insert ‘‘so as to make it;’’? so as to make the bill read: 


essary, be, and hereb is, appropriated for the purchase of the old Produce Ex- 
cha 


appropriation to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War : 
vided. That before the Spans of any of the appropriation hereby made, 
and valid title shall be secured to the United es for the land and the 

improvements thereon contemplated by this act, and the consent of the Legis- 
Jature of the State of New York obtained to the purchase thereof, 

The amendments were agreed to. 3 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 3 . : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, reported the 
following resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to take from the files of 
the Senate all papers relating to the claims of citizens of the United States on 
account of pend x ie by the French, and to deliver the same to the Secretary 
of State to be filed in the Department of State. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. JACKSON introduced a bill (S. 1023) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Catharine Vaughn, widow of Thomas J. Vaughn, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 4 è 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 1024) to enable the Secretary of 
War to pay Rane C. Hutchison for services rendered and expenses in- 
curred in the military service of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced abill (S. 1025) conferring juris- 
diction in certain civil cases arising in the Indian Territory on the 
United States district and circuit courts for the western district of Ar- 
kansas, the northern district of Texas, and the district of Kansas; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee ọn 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MAXEY introduced a bill (S. 1026) to change the eastern and 
northern judicial districts of the State of Texas, and to attach a part of 
the Indian Territory to said districts, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1027) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Norman Kaufman; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1028) for the relief of Charles K. Rems- 


; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on 
Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1029) for the relief of William Pink- 


ney, James Curry, and the legal representative of James Filor, deceased; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1030) for the construction of a military 
telegraph line from Sanford, Fla., to Point Jupiter, Florida, and the es- 
tablishment of a signal station; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 


Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 1031) for the relief of Henry D. 
Coley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 1032) to refund 
duties upon goods on shipboard when the tariff act of March 3, 1883, 
went into effect; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1033) for the relief of Michæl 
Piggott; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bili (S. 1034) to amend the law relating to 
patents, trade-marks, and copyrights; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1035) for the relief of Paymas- 
ter Charles A. McDaniel, United States Navy; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1036) for the relief of Elizabeth D. 
Stone; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1037) for the relief of Assistant Engi- 
neer Jabez Burchard, United States Navy; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1038) for the relief of Robert Garrick; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1039) to provide for the sale of 
certain New York Indian lands in Kansas; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 1040) for the relief of the heirs 
of Capt. Asa Waterman, of Rhode Island; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

He also introduced abill (S. 1041) for the relief of William B. Gropp, 
of Newport, R. I.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 1042) to pay B. S. James for trans- 
porting the United States mails; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1043) to amend sections 1097 and 1098 
of the Revised Statutes relating to aids to general officers of the Army; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 1044) to increase the school fund 
in certain townships of the Stateof Alabama; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, introduced a bill (S. 1045) to regulate 
the rank of engineer officers of the United States Navy; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 1046) providing for the 
establishment of a bureau of public documents; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1047) for the relief of Patrick 
H. Estes, a veteran invalid soldier of the Mexican war; which wasread 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1048) for the relief of Samuel B. 
Horne; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1049) for the relief of Clement 
A. Lounsberry; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, 


Mr. CONGER intfoduced a bill (S. 1050) for the relief of Dallas Gar- 
ner; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1051) granting a pension to L. A. Clark; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 1052) for the relief of C. H. War- 
rens; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 

referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 27) providing for 
the disposition of undistributed copies of the Rebellion Records and 
other public documents; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Printing. ( 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 28) authorizing the 
President of the United States to grant permission to one or more offi- 
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cers of the Army toaccept temporary 
Corea; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. BUTLER, it was 

Ordered, That B. S. James have leave to withdraw his papers from the files, 
subject to the rules, and that they be referred to the Committee on , in 
connection with the bill for his relief. 

On motion of Mr. GRAY, it was 

Ordered, That John Hunter, of New York, have leave to withdraw his papers 
from the files, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

On motion of Mr, PAYNE, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Huston & Co. be taken from the files 
and referred to the ttee on Claims, 

On motion of.Mr. McMILLAN, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of Clement A. Lounsbe: 
taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of William Pfaender be taken 
from the files and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PAYMENT OF BONDS IN SILVER. 


Mr. BECK. The Committee on Finance this morning had under con- 
sideration the resolution sent to it by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Eustis], but finding it very important, and not having time to consider 
it fully, the matter was not concluded. It being ding, I wish to 
offer a substitute for the resolution, for reference to the committee also, 
so that the two may be considered er. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a substitute for the resolution 
offered by the Senator from Louisiana, the Chair understands. 

Mr. BECK. It is asubstitute for that resolution, which is now pend- 
ing before the Committee on Finance and which was considered in part 
this morning, but the committee not having time to finish it, I offered 
the substitute before the committee, and now offer it in the Senate for 
reference to the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed substitute will be 


read, 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas it is provided by section 3694 of the Revised Statutes that "the coin 
d for duties on impo goods shall be set apart asa l fund, and shall 
applied as follows: First, to the payment, in coin, of the interest on the bonds 

and notes of the United States; second, to the pu: or payment of 1 percent. 
ofthe entire debt of the United States, to be made within each fiscal year, which 
is to be set apart as a sinking fund, and the interest on which shall in like man- 
ner be applied to the purehase or t of the public debtas the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall from time to time direct; third, the residue to be paid into 
the Treasury : Therefore 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 

tea in Me ae That the Secretary of the be, and he is hereby, 
directed, in all payments hereafter made of interest on bonds and notes oi 
the United States, and in the purchase or paymon of 1 per cent. of the entire 
debt of the United States for the sinking fand as now required by law, to pa: 
out 1 ete and silver coin as near as possible in the same proportions in which 

ld coin and certificates and silver coin and certificates were received during 
the preceding fiscal year for duties on imported goods, 


Mr. BECK. I ask that this resolution be printed, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Tke PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the resolu- 
tion will be printed and referred to the Committee on Finance. The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

ARMY AND NAVY REGISTERS, 

Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolutions; which were 

referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Personne That 800 copies of the Army Register for 1886 be printed for the use 
of the Senate. 

ved, That 1,000 copies of the Navy Register for 1886 be printed for the use 
of the Senate. 


be 


THE YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
directed to furnish, for the information of the Senate, a copy of a report made 
by W. Hatlett Phillips, special agent, on thesubject of the Vollowstons National 
Park, together with the accompanying documents, said report bearing date 
September 12, 1885. 


COIN DUTIES ON IMPORTED GOODS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further ‘‘ concurrent 
or other resolutions ’’ the Chair lays before the Senate the resolution 
submitted yesterday by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. PUGH. Whenever I can do so with propriety and in order, I 
wish to call up the resolution of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Beck] with a view to finish my remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
Puca) moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the considera- 
tion of the resolution submitted by Mr. Beck on the 18th of Decem- 
ber, 1885, relative to the payment in coin of customs dues and the dis- 
position of the coin so paid. 

Mr. PUGH resumed and concluded the speech begun by him yester- 
day. [See Appendix. ] 


service under the Governmentof| Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, the effort which is now making in dif- 


e silver coin is one 
of the grandest conspiracies against the rights of the people ever inaug- 
urated by human greed. The governments of peng ie rted by 
the brightest genius of their citizens, are engaged in it, but it is never- 
thelessa crime. Itis freely admitted that among those whose motives 
are the simplest avarice are also many whose motives are good and 
whose convictions are sincere; nevertheless the result of their policy 
would be iniquity. Coming asit does in the guise of a great financial 
question, it escapes the conditions of that vulgar criminality which 
would subject the conspirators to the penalty of law; all the same, it 
isa tyrannical and cruel blow directed at the substance of the com- 
mon peoplein all lands. In truth, it isan international sequestration 
of the goods of the poor and the wages of the worker by the combined 
power of capital; and on its banners as it advances to the attack should 
be emblazoned the words of holy writ: ‘‘ For unto every one that hath 
shall be given, and he shall have abundance: but from him that hath 
not shall be taken away even that which he hath.” 

The very earliest records of humanity show that men had even then 
adopted the precious metals, silver and gold, as a medium of exchange 
and a standard of value for their crude commodities. The capacity of 
the earth to yield them fixed at an early day their relative SAS 
compared with each other, and, though these quantities and values have 
fluctuated now and then by the accidents of production or other causes, 
the average relative value has been well maintained through the ages, 
and for hundreds of years truthful nature has justified the decree in 
which she originally indicated the proportions of these her concealed 
treasures. Very soon also the aggregate value of all property came to 
be measured by the aggregate amount of all these precious metals in 
Tope of the communities where both existed. It is now, more 
s0 at any time in the history of the world, a recognized fact that 
the prices of property, the wages of labor, and of all things of value 
are fixed by the ratio which is sustained between a people’s property 
and their precious metals. 

There is nowno fact of political economy more patent and undisputed 
than this: that when money is plenty prices are high, and when money 
is scarce prices are low. It must be remembered, too, that no artificial 
substitutes for money can vary this proposition, since all promissory or 
paper contrivances depend at last upon the amountof the precious metals 
there is on hand to redeem them. Itis the first and simplest illustra- 
tion of the great economic law of supply and demand. 

Such being admitted, it follows inevitably that the loss or withdrawal 
from use, as a medium of exchange, of one of the precious metals must 
affect the value of the remaining one to the full extent of the pro; 
tion which it sustained to the other with reference to the combined 


ferent parts of the world to demonetize and degrad 


} | value of both. The one left in use being now that much scarcer, would 


render it that much more in demand. Upon it would be devolved the 
function of representing alone the aggregate value of all property, which 
duty had theretofore been performed by both metals combined. It 
would therefore require more of property and of labor to obtain one 
of its units of value, and the prices of property and wages of labor would 
necessarily fall in order to conform to the new measure of value. Of 
course a depreciation of one of the precious metals relatively to the 
other—whether that depreciation is caused by one going down or the 
other going up—is followed by the same results to the extent of the 
depreciation or the appreciation. 

It is estimated that the amount of the precious metals of the world, 
coin and bullion, available for this purpose is in round numbers about 
$16,000,000,000, of which 46 per cent. is in gold and 54 per cent. is in 
silver. That this vast sum is not too large for the healthy uses of trade 
is proven conclusively by the fact that the leading nations are con- 
stantly striving to increase their supply, and that very many of them 
are using paper substitutes, and are not what is called specie-paying. 

In the United States, without reference to the bullion of either petal, 
the coin in use by the people, as stated by official authority, is about 
$550,000,000 of gold and about $278,000,000 of silver. Of the latter 
some $75,000,000 is subsidiary fractionalcoin. The coins of the world 
aggregate about $5,500,000,000, of which $3,300,000,000 is gold and 
the rest silver. 

In order that there may be no hindrance to the free transaction of 
the business of the world in the exchanging of products, it is neces- 
sary that there should be a plentiful supply of gold and silver coin or 
of their representatives. This supply must not only be in as 
population increases, but it must keep pace also with the vastly more 
rapid increase of the world’s consumption and the ever-widening reach 
of commerce as it goes out more and more to supply the world’s wants. 

The annual increase of population in the United States is over 3 per 
eent. The value of manufactured products during the last decade in- 
creased more than 2} percent. perannum. The principal articles of agri- 
cultural production, as barley, wheat, Indian corn, cotton, and tobacco, 
increased during the same period from 5 to 10per cent., and without tedi- 
ously citing statistics it is safe to say that the total of agricultural prod- 
ucts and all kindred industries show the same results. To meet all 
this growing wealth with a proper medium of exchange the mining in- 
dustry is only furnishing to the world an increase of the precious metals 
to the extent of 14 per cent. - ; 
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Yet, in the blindness or greed of men, it ge i pi rA 


edy this short supply by obliterating 54 per cent. of what we have. 
Should such ascheme be successful allover the world, the consequences 
could not be contemplated without shuddering. 

Already 20 per cent. of our silver has been destroyed by deprecia- 
tion, and as a consequence thereof we are now in the midst of the most 
rigorous business depression which we have ienced in twenty 
years, not excepting the period between 1873 and 1879, when the re- 
sults of the first blow at the integrity of silver were being felt. 

Continue this attack until all the silver coin is demonetized, and a 
contraction is certain to ensue which will strike down prices and labor 
to the full extent of the proportion which silver bears to the whole vol- 
umeofour money. It will prove the greatest financial calamity which 
has ever befallenthe American people. Every species of property would 
shrink, the wages of the poor most ofall. The only exception to this 
universal shrinkage would be indebtsand gold. These would increase 
to the extent that other property decreased in value. 

Suppose, for instance, that a man owed a debt of $100 which at the 
time the debt was made could have been discharged by 100 days’ work 
or with 100 bushels of wheat or 1,000 pounds of cotton; if the contrac- 
tion of the currency was so much as 50 per cent., then to pay this debt 
it would require 150 days’ work or 150 bushels of wheat or 1,500 pounds 
of cotton. On the contrary, if when this destruction of silver money 
took place a man had on hand $100 in gold it would immediately be- 
come worth $150. Literally and truly the rich man would be made 
richer, while the poor man would be made poorer. For it is in the very 
nature of this kind of money-making by legislation, as in gambling, that 
the gains of one man must be the losses of another. It differs in this 
from all transactions of legitimate trade and finance, in any or all of 
which both parties have a voice and may be benefited. But this isa 
case of dead open and shut, where the debtor is bound to lose that which 
the creditor gains. It differs, too, from vulgar theftin that it is fraud- 
ulent in its pretenses, insidious in its methods, and lacks the courage 
and the candof of old-fashioned larceny. 

There is reason, too, to believe that the repudiation of the silver dol- 
lar by the United States would be the sienai ot the degradation of sil- 
verthroughout Europe. This greatand rich country, producing nearly 
one-half the annual yield of silver in the world, beyond doubt has the 
fate of this metal inits hands as astandardof value. If itissurrendered 
here, then the nations of Europe which are struggling to maintain it 
will doubtless give way and it will disappear from the currency of the 
Western nations, and the ruin of the many for the enrichment of the 
few will be complete and universal. It is worth while to inquire what 
isto take the placeofone-halfthe world’smoney. Cangolddoit? Where 
is it to come from? Its production is not only declining relatively to 
the increase of population and the expansion of commerce, but it is de- 
creasing absolutely. It is well known, too, as before intimated, that 
with our ever-expanding civilization there is an increasing consumption 
of commodities farin excess of population numbered by the head, which 
demands an ever-enlarging circulation of money. Ithas been estimated 
that Great Britain alone and her dependencies, for which she coins, re- 
quire an additional supply of gold to the amount of $90,000,000 peran- 
num, which sum is within $20,000,000 of the entire gold production of 
the past year of the world. This takes no account of the vast amount 
which is annually used in the arts. 

So long ago as 1870 the leading financial papers of Europe estimated 
that to meet the wants of commerce an annual supply of thirty mill- 
ions sterling, or $150,000,000 in gold, would be required; this, too, be- 
fore the extraordinary demand for gold occasioned by the demonetiza- 
tion of silver by Germany and Scandinavia, and before we in the United 
States had resumed specie payments. With the production of gold 
gradually declining, should we refuse the assistance of nature, who 
offers us an increase in silver, there can be no doubt but that our sup- 
ply of metallic money will speedily prove inadequate and the depres- 
sion under which we now suffer will be aggravated twofold. What 
greater madness, then, can men be guilty of than to attempt the sudden 
obliteration of one-half the fuel which feeds the locomotive of our prog- 
ress? What greater crime could men commit against the welfare of 
human society than to destroy one-half of the medium by which its 
values are exchanged; toinflict upon it a financial hemiplegia? What 
policy could be more obviously ruinous than to force the increasing de- 
mand for an essential article in the face of a constantly decreasing sup- 
ply? How can it result in anything but calamity to the multitude 
and unrighteous gain to the few, who hold gold and securities which 
they wish discharged in gold? 

Why should all this be done? What reasons are given by those who 
wish to suspend the coinage of silver and establish a single gold stand- 
ard of value? Stated shortly, the reasons given are: 

First. That silver has become depreciated until it no longer repre- 
sents a dollar where it purports to be a dollar, and has ceased to be the 
money of a large part of the business world. 

Second. That our public debt should be paid in gold inorder to keep 
our credit up to its present high figure, and that it is not honest to pay 
our creditors in dollars which are worth only 80 cents. 

Third. That the principal foreign countries with whom we trade use 
only gold, which is an international money, and our adoption of the 
gold standard is necessary to our dealing with them. 


Lastly. That the continued coinage of silver would continue its de- 
preciation indefinitely, until the cheaper metal would drive gold out of 
re country entirely. Let us examine these allegations by the light of 
acts. 

I maintain that the silver dollar has not gone down with reference 
to its purchasing power of everything, excepting gold alone; and that 
with reference to gold silver has not gone down so much as gold has 
gone up. Measured by the price of commodities the silver dollar is by 
every cent worth as much as it was when the first effort was made in 
this country to degrade it, at which time it was worth 103 in gold. It 
is now accepted everywhere in the purchase of everything on a par 
with gold. No difference is made in trade whatever. Everybody re- 
ceives it freely; and even all the public creditors take it gladly, except 
those who by special contract in writing to do so—the bond- 
holders. Gold is sent from distant parts of the country to be exchanged 
for certificates redeemable in silver—a pregnant fact, which was most 
convincingly urged by the Senator from Kentucky in his recent very 
able speech. 

Why then should it not rather be said that gold has gone up than 
that silver has fallen, since so many more circumstances point to the 
former conclusion to the latter? That silver has stood alongside 
of commodities is evidence that there is not too much of it for the uses 
of trade and that it has not moved; while the fact that the position of 
gold has changed is prima facie evidence that it has moved, and not the 
things with which it is compared. Thesame causes which itis alleged 
have driven silver down have operated still more powerfully to force 
gold up. The action of England and Germany, aided by all the inter- 
ested capitalists of Europe; the machinations of the bondholders and 
national banks here, added to the active hostility of aseries of Treasury 
officials for a dozen years past, have all ted as so many wedges 
driven in, one upon top of the other, to force gold and silver apart. 

When this has been accomplished, they triumphantly exclaim, ‘‘ See 
how silver has gone down.” What right have they to say that? The 
force applied could only separate the mass at right angles to the press- 
ure, and it would seem to be in accord with the laws of mechanics that 
that section which possessed the greater power of resistance would carry 
with itin the cleavage the larger share of the material separated. If 
so, then it is undoubtedly gold which has been forced upward; for after 
many years of pressure they are separated and silver is found in its origi- 
orpo mon beside the great bulk of commodities, the common measure 
o A 

That it has ceased to be currency with the greater part of the world is 
disproven Dy the fact that there is more of itin use now by 8 per cent. 
than of gold. 

The following quotations, taken from the leading financial journal of 
Cuba Fan December last, tells a different story as to the disuse of silver 
abroad: 

THE STANDARD DOLLAR ABROAD. 
[From the New Orleans City Item.] 

We have before us the Havana Weekly Report of Saturday, 5th December, a 
very sufficient authority, in which are reported the values of everything usually 
known to the Havana market, including the rates of exchange and the current 


quotations of “‘ foreign coins.” 
The following items are taken from a general list: 


Per cent. 


Spanish dubloons... dO... 4 
American silver GOlArs...........ccssessecesssasscecesesesennennsoneessecece peeeetees do...... 4} to 5} 

Thus it appears that the use of the dollar has caused a demand for it 
in a country with which we deal largely; that makes it worth more 
than British coins or French coins. The allegation that it is neces- 
sary to adopt the gold standard and stop the coinage of silver in order 
to pay our public debt in gold and keep up our high credit is a specious 
one, made in the interest of the debt-holders alone, and can make no 
claim to serving the general welfare. It means either one or the other 
of two things: ‘‘ Demonetize silver for mysake to the serious injury of 
the public, or else pay me in gold and everybody else in silver. Give 
me privileges over all other men.” That is the bondholder’s position, 
stripped of all evasion, when they make this extraordinary claim. They 
go further, and say that itis not honest to pay them with a silver dollar 
which is worth only 80 cents. ‘The honesty or dishonesty of such a 
transaction depends much upon its conditions and surroundings. 

In the first place, that silver dollar.is worth every cent now that it 
was when the public debt was contracted, measured by any standard ex- 
cept gold. In the next place, itis the very identical dollar which the 
public creditor agreed to receive in payment when the debt was cre- 
ated. ‘‘?’Tisso nominated in the bond.’’? The creditor agreed, too, to 
take this dollar when his debt became due, without any guarantee what- 
ever, expressed or implied, on the part of the Government, that the 
bullion valueof its material relatively togold or to anything else should 
never fluctuate, but should remain forever with neither variableness nor 
shadow of changing. In all my knowledge of human transactions, 
whether acquired by personal experience or by the reading of history 
from Moses to Sunset Cox, I have never, I believe, met with a single case 
where the debtor undertook to insure the stability of the coin in which 
the creditor was to be paid prior to this modest claim of the holders of 
United States bonds. 
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In the course of my career I have heard many bad cases argued with 
varying degrees of ngenai but whether in the school-boys’ club, or 
in the cross-roads’ debating society, or in the court of pleas and quarter 
sessions, or from the tail-end of agingerbread-cart at a battalion muster, 
or even in my nine years of listening to the national platitudes which 
fill the pages of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, I have never seen or 
heard a worse abuse of logic, a feebler attempt to outrage common 
sense than this chargethat the man who offers to pay the precise amount, 
at the exact time, in the identical money of his promise, wasa dishonest 
man! The stories of the martyrdom of man for opinion’s sake, and in 
the higher matter of faith for conscience’ sake, are favorite incidents of 
historical reading. My boyish blood has been alternately warmed and 
chilled by the contemplation of the pictures of anguish and suffering 
presented in the Book of Martyrs and all'the popular stories of persecu- 
tion in the dark and unhappy ages when fanaticism worshiped God, or 
thought it did, by the infliction of torture; but I have never seen or 
heard of a case that made so smallan to human sympathy, or so 
large a one to human contempt, as this wail of the United States bond- 
holder because he is not permitted, freely and with applause, to collect 
five dollars from the Treasury when he had been promised four. 

Dishonest, indeed, to pay as we promised! What, then, is honesty? 
Sir, in my old-fashioned opinion the honest man is he who paysaccording 
to the letter and spirit of his promise, and the dishonest man is he who 
wants something more than that which he agreed to take, and that their 
aiders and abettors are like unto them.- To support this claim of un- 
fair treatment of the bondholders the statement is constantly made that 
for many years, from 1853 to 1873, we were almost without silver and 
coined no silver dollars, and that from the foundation of the Govern- 
ment to the latter period we had only coined $8,000,000, while from 
1878 to 1886 we had coined $215,000,000. The unfairness of those state- 
ments is made manifest when it is known that during that period we 
coined $176,284,000 in fractional coins and that Mexican were 
in circulation all the time to the extent of many millions, being worth 
more than our own dollar and a legal tender. Letit be un 
too, that from 1793 to 1849 not a single gold dollar was coined, and not 
one double-eagle until 1850, when California gold began to come in.- 

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] in his recent speech 
made the extraordinary assertion that in 1873 when silver was demon- 
etized we had no silver dollars, and for that reason the bondholders fully 
understood they were tobe paidin gold. If the Senator had examined 
the records of the Mint he would not have ventured that ion, for, 
in addition to the six millions of our own coinage and the Mexican dol- 
lars still in the country, he would kaye seen that in that very year 1873 
we coined $977,150, and in the year preceding $1,112,961—a total of 
$2,090,111. From 1839 to 1873 he would have seen that silver dollars 
had been coined every year with the single exception of 1858. How- 
ever willing people may be to believe that the Senator from New Jersey 
was ignorant of these facts, it will be exceedingly difficult to persuade 
them that the guileless babes of Wall street did not know all about it 
when they agreed to receive the coin of the United States in payment of 
theirbonds. If they were beguiled by the wiles of the immaculate Jay 
Cooke, and preferred to believe his rose-colored advertisements rather 
than the plain words written on the face of the bonds themselves, then 
instead of pitying them as the victims of bad faith I should rather be 
disposed to admire the wisdom of Providence which, in a spirit of com- 
pensatory justice, has provided that dangerous men, like dangerous ani- 
mals, will devour each other when better prey is not within reach. 

Mr. President, therapacity of avarice isso repugnant to the more gen- 
erous instincts of men that it always seeks to disguise its ugliness by 
assuming the garb of some fair virtue. A happy compensation this is, 
too, for it confesses thereby that there are virtues left upon earth and 
that men love them. In this case the bondholder and the capitalist 
cover their insidious approaches to degrade the one-half of our currency 
and secure the payment of their claims in the remaining half, of greatly 
enhanced value, not only in the name of honesty, but also in tender 
consideration of the Lord’s poor! 

Mr. President, there are some things which on first sight evoke no 
voice; they simply take away one’s breath, as the phrase goes, and the 
asteunded mind, like soldiers under the influence of sudden panic, re- 
quires to be rallied and recalled to itself before it can take in the full 
significance of the proposition. Welldo I remember when for the first 
time my eyes beheld the vast and terrible grandeur of the ocean, and 
when I first saw and heard the dread majesty of Niagara. Speech then 
seemed not only impossible, but inappropriate, unfitting, useless, and 
pare csi a So, too, Dean to hod seen now and then moral 
exhibitions of a far surpassing grandeur which strike us equally dumb 
with admiring wonder, and make us before venturing mde RA ann 
inquire of ourselves if poor depraved humanity can really thus attain 
tosuch fellowship with the gods. We hardly expected such a spectacle 
to be presented in the discussion of this plain and prosaic question; 
and yet, Mr. President, such a one confronts us when Wall street, with 
its congeners, comes forward as the friend and guardian of the poor. 

Strange as it may appear Apollo is really stalking among the swine- 
herds of Admetus, and asks to be recognized as the veritable sun-god. 
Of a truth the chiefs of capitalistic power have put into this discussion 
the plea that silver must be degraded from its high ‘place for the sake 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


607 


of the poor! Wall street wants this done, notas calumny vainly im- 

i for its own profit, but because the tender hearts ofits denizens, 
which beat only for the alleviation of human misery, can not bear to 
see poor men paid for their labor in silver dollars, which are worth but 
80 cents in gold though worth a full 100 in meat and flour. I have 
often had occasion to note with pride this disinterested devotion of capi- 
tal to the interests of the workingman. It isa distinguishing feature 
of our civilization—more particularly when the workingman’s vote is 
essential to financial schemes like this. 

If a railroad corporation wants to gobble a few million acres of the 
public lands it does so in the interest—not of its shareholders—but of 
the poor settlers. Ifa manufacturer wants a tax of 75 per cent. levied 
on his foreign competitor’s pig-iron or 150 per cent. on his rival’s 
woolen goods, he procures it to be done, not for his own pocket, Heaven 
forbid! but for the benefit of his poor operatives, whose interest alone 
he studies. Ifa national bank wants the tax on checks or deposits re- 
pealed, or wants greenbacks retired out of the way of its own notes, it 
is done or urged to be done, not for its profit—by no means—bnut for the 
sole good of the poor whom we have always with us. In short, there 
is not a capitalist, or a combination of money scheming to procure an 
advantage of the people by legislation, who does not approach Congress 
vowing, under the penalties of the sweet singer of the captivity, that 
he prefers the American laborer to his chief joy. 

But notwithstanding these things have been so long before our eyes 
that it would seem we ought to have become accustomed to them, we 
were not prepared without astonishment to see Wall street step at once 
to the lead of all that is beneficent in our country. Poor men who labor 
will now be practically without excuse. If they can not do well now, 
with the railroads, the national the manufacturers, the bond- 
holders, and the combined power of capital generally working and 
scheming only to keep up their wages and promote their interests, 
surely they will have only themselvesto blame. Under these favoring 
circumstances, why wages are not already higher is one of the mysteries 
of political economy. 

But an examination of the argument by whichit is proposed to ben- 
efit labor by the degradation of silver robs the proposition of much of 
its phi . The Secretary of the Treasury, in his recent very 
able report, after declaring how the circulation of dollars of a cheaper 
metal injures the laborer, goes on to say: 

The daily wages of our workingmen and working-women are far the 
largest, by far the most im of wealth to bo affected by Use deg. 

n of the dollar, or of any l der equivalent of the dollar. Allother 
erent * * * are not to hegre, wacked: a ear inpate to this gigan- 
sum. It is this gigantic sum, the of , which is assailed by every 
would make the dollar of fathers worth less than its worth in 
The debt of the United States, large as it is, is a wart beside this mount- 
ain. (See page 35.) - 

Prior to that, on page 19, he had said: 

Silver in fractional coins is the most convenient, desirable metal for usein the 
paymentof petty sums. Theseare the bulk of human transactions where money 
passes. Ithasnorival. Who does not deem it indispensable? Silver can not 
profitably be discarded from large use by any civilized on in the world, even 
where, as in Great Britain and the Scandinavian coun it only for 

coins made legal tender for small sums, and gold alone is cut into 
coins of unlimited legal tender. 

These two extracts contain the gist of the argumentof the gold-stand- 
ard people, and disclose, when analyzed carefully, their plans for the 
regulation of our c . Let us look at them closely. 

It is admitted that the daily wages of labor and the daily spendings > 
of those wages for subsistence constitute the bulk of human transac- 
tions where money passes. It is admitted that these transactions are 
discharged with silver, at present with fractional coins and the dollar; 
and it is assumed, justly, that the use of silver in fractional coin will be 
continued for this purpose even when we shall have ceased coining the 
dollar and adopted the gold standard. Such is notoriously the practice 
in Great Britain, Germany, and all gold-standard countries, The pres- 
ent silver dollar contains 412} grains of standard silver, while two 
half-dollars, or ten dimes, contain only 385 grains. Nowit is proposed 
to remove the dollar containing 28 grains more of standard metal and 
pay wages—‘‘the bulk of human transactions where money passes’?’— 
with the inferior fractional coin, as is done in Europe! Is there any 
mental known to human logic which can extract comfort or 
benefit to labor from this proposition? Nor will it avail anything to 
say that it is not meant to the silver dollar by to coin 
it. We know too well that torefuse it recognition at the mints in ad- 
dition to the refusal of public creditors and the national banks to re- 
ceive it, together with the hostility of our Government officials, would 
give it a fatal blow, and would reduce still more the value of the frac- 
tional coins, in which it seems the workingman must be paid, under 
either standard. The further scheme of the bondholders appears to be 
also that in order to pay them in the dearest coin we must banish the 
next best—the silver dollar—and pay wages in the cheapest and most 
debased of all! The wart must be paid in pure gold, the mountain in 
debased silver! And you force the laborer to take this adulterated 
currency by making it a legal tender for a sum large enough to cover 
his daily wages; while as to the dollar already coined, if you leave 
alone its legal-tender quality, it is done with the understanding that 
it will never be offered to the bondholder—that the law was never in- 
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tended for the wart, but only to regulate the mountain! Isthisa land 
of law andliberty; of equal rights to all—exclusive privileges to none ? 

The truth is this war on the dollar is in the interest of those who 

ulate in money itself, and not of those who labor to earn it to buy 
bread. Ourdollaris not so large as the largest silver coins of the lead- 
ing gold countries of Europe. The English crown-piece is worth $1.12; 
the Netherland rix dollar $1.014. The German 5-mark piece $1.07}. 
Taking these countries as an example, then, there seems no need for dis- 
pensing with the dollar on account of its size, or for disturbing its posi- 
tionasa of thatcurrency which serves the purposes of every-day bus- 
iness. far would that course fail to prove beneficial to the laboring 
man that in my opinion it would positively injure him. He would not 
only be compelled to receive the inferior coin and lose thereby 28 grains 
of silver in every dollar, but he would lose the inestimable tears of the 
bondholders and the banks, who now not only make their own faces 
“foul with weeping” over his wrongs, but hire great newspapers and 
orators, like Eastern mourners, to howl over him also. Let their ends 
be accomplished by the repeal of the Bland act and the degradation of 
silver, and the sincerity of their consolation could alone be equaled by 
the hypocrisy of their present grief. Instantly they would exchange 
“the oil of joy for mourning, and the garment of praise for the spirit 
of heaviness.” 

Again, it is said thatit is necessary to adopt a gold standard in order 
to enable us to conduct successfully our commerce with foreign coun- 
tries. It is admitted that where money passes in foreign trade gold is 
demanded; but it must be remembered that it is only the balances that 
remain after the year’s dealings between the two countries that require 
to be paid in specie. For six years past, with the exception of one year, 
those balances have been in our favor to the extent of $100,000,000 per 
annum, and the money was due tous. So long as prohibitory 
continue to prevent foreign trade these balances will continuein our favor, 
unless, indeed, retaliatory tariffs should shut us out of a foreign market 
for our b: and provisions, which I think quite probable when- 

_ ever Europe can arrange, as England is now successfully doing, to get 
its supplies from some other source, 

But suppose these balances were against us and had to be paid in gold, 
what then? Nobody proposes to demonetize gold or discourage its use 
in any way. On the contrary, by keeping a full supply of silver in cir- 
culation more gold could be spared fot the use of foreign commerce. 
Even if the importers had to pay a premium for sterling bills to pay 
this balance what would be their loss compared to that of the general 
public, which would follow the striking down of one of the t metals 
which has sustained all commerce, foreignand domestic, while plunging 
the country into all the evils of contraction? With exchange against us 
the import trade would indeed be put to some disadvantage, but with 
an abundance of silver and certificates representing silver in active cir- 
culation business would nevertheless be prosperous and prices well 
maintained. We could spare the gold necessary to settle our balances. 
But suppose that we had no money but this $550,000,000 in gold, how 
much more ruinous it would be to all the interests of our people to send 
one-fifth of it abroad annually with nothing to take its ab) 

The total aggregate of our foreign trade is about $1,500,000,000, but 
who can estimate the value of our domestic trade? Our manufactures 
and agricultural products combined exceed $8,000,000,000, and how 
often these vast values change hands who can tell? This should re- 
ceive our first and most earnest attention; the welfare and convenience 
of this grand hive of active humanity should first of all be consulted by 
us in the adjustment of this great question. 

But it is said that so much silver will eventually drive gold out of 
thecountry; that, according to a well-known law of finance, the cheaper 
metal will drive out the dearer. This is called Gresham’s law. If 
this be true, and if we are in a position where that law is likely to exert 
its foree, why has there not been already some indication of its effects? 
It has been more than seven years since we resumed the coinage of 
the silver dollar and made itafulllegaltender. During this period the 
volume of silver coin has swollen from $106,573,803 to $307,658,827 
on the Ist of November, 1885. According to the argument of the gold 
people, that ought to have displaced and driven out of the country at 
least an equal amount of gold. Strange to say, the very reverse has 

.taken place. On the Ist of January, 1879, but a few months after the 
of the Bland act, the amount of gold and bullion in the coun- 
try was $278,310,126; on the 1st day of November, 1885, the amount 
of gold coin and bullion in the country was $586,727,787. Ithad more 
than doubled in six years. During the year just past it was silver 
that went abroad to the extent of $13,835,220 in excess of imports; and 
it was gold that camein tothe extent of $8,397,887 in excess of exports. 
Here again ‘‘ the dog it was that died.” (Seethe Comptroller’s report, 
page 63.) 

This remarkable exhibit, so confounding to the prophecies of the gold 
advocates, shows two things conclusively: first, that the addition of the 
215,000,000 of silver dollars to our metallic currency was a welcome 
and much-needed one, since it not only helped to swell the volume of 
currency and avert contraction, but it has served to attract additional 
gold; and second, that Gresham’s law, which declares that cheap money 
will drive out dear money, only operates upon that portion of a cur- 
rency which is not needed and is in excess of the demand of trade. No 


kind of money which is current at all will leave a country where there 
is an active demand for it, unless indeed the demand for it elsewhere 
is much more active. The contraction of bank-note circulation caused 
by the gradual paying off of our bonds, coupled with the premium on 
them, has created and will create in the futurea demand for specie so great 
that gold alone cannot supply it; it will require both silver and gold. 
When we consider our wondrous increase in wealth and population and 
the shortening supply of the precious metals, especially of gold, it would 
seem to be,the part of wisdom to encourage the use of both. 

There can be no danger of too much. apology for the amount of 
silver which is held in the Treasury we are told on all sides that it is 
impossible to force it into circulation; that when it is paid out it in- 
variably finds its way back to the Treasury; and this is considered 
conclusive proof that the people do not like the money. This is not a 
fair statement. In the first place, it is a legal tender in the payment 
of all public debts, and it is well known that silver is not offered to the 
bond-holding creditors. It is therefore not impossible to force it into 
circulation. There is certainly a way to pay it ont if there was a will 
todoso. The oy way by which silver could find its way back into 
the Treasury is in the payment of taxes. Now, asthe payment of taxes 
is generally considered to bea eg ema tape than a voluntary opera- 
tion, it is hardly fair, I submit, to say that a man does not like money 
because he is compelled to pay it out. But suppose it does come back 
tothe Treasury—whatthen? My advice is pay it out again, and again, 
as often as it comes back. That, if I understand anything about it, is 
Sas proper use of money. . 

r. President, when we come to reflect upon all that has been done 
to di silver, its defense of itself must be considered the best evi- 
dence of its stability that could be offered. It has been assailed in 
every conceivable direction. It has been stabbed and betrayed in the 
house of its friends, whose duty it was made by law to protect it. In 
1873 it was demonetized because it was worth more than gold and would 
not circulate; they seek in 1886 to demonetize it because it is worth less 
than gold and will circulate. The fact that in spite of all these assaults 
it is only worth 20 per cent. less than gold and that it will still buy as 
much of the necessaries of life as it ever would, and even as much as 
gold, is a stronger argument in behalf of its stability'and value asa 
medium of exchange than any I could make. No wonder it is so poj 
ular with the people. Perhaps the most unfair treatment which it has 
received consists in the refusal of the Government to pay it to the public 
creditors as required by law and contract. The anxiety manifested by 
our Government to pay these creditors something more than they are 
entitled to receive has, I will venture to say, never been equaled by 
that of any other people since nations began to borrow money. 

Inno otherinstance in our history, if in this, have our executive officials 
been vested with the discretion of obeying or disobeying the laws as they 
may deem proper, and setting at defiance the people’s will as expressed 
through their representatives. I am quite sure that no other country 
under the sun but ours ever felt itself compelled to borrow money to 
meet its obligations and complain at the same time that the legal money 
called for by those obligations was so abundant in its vaults that the 
care of it was a burden and a nuisance! A slow flash of lightning, or 
an honest thief, or a truthful liar are all things which may be conceived 
of—nay, by the aid of a very vivid imagination one may even form an 
idea of the existence of a sincere believer in civil-service reform; but it 
is hard, indeed, to imagine a government so rich in coin that it is com- 
pelled to borrow money to pay its debts. 

Can such things be, and overcome us 
Like a summer's cloud? 

How long will the American people submit to have their finances con- 
trolled by combinations of money? When will they riseand assert their 
own interests under the beneficent and venerable democratic maxim, 
* The greatest good to the greatest number??? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jones, of Arkansas, in the chair), 
Will the Senator from North Carolina suspend to allow the Chair to 
present the regular order for this hour, being the bill (S. 6) fixing the 
salaries of the several judges of the United States district courtsat $5,000 
per annum, and for other purposes? 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate that that bill 
be informally laid aside until the Senator from North Carolina can con- 
clude his remarks on the ing resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to that suggestion? 

The Chair hears none; and the Senator from North Carolina will pro- 
ceed. 
Mr.VANCE. Mr. President, I havescareely ever spoken in this Cham- 
ber without taking occasion to warn my countrymen against the dan- 
gers which were approaching them in the shape of plutocratic rule. 
The combinations of capital are many, ingenious, and powerful. ‘The 
aim of all such combinations is the acquisition of wealth. The rights, 
privileges, and liberties of the people that stand in the way of this ob- 
ject are unhesitatingly sacrificed. Such is the very nature of such a 
pursuit. The men engaged in them are individually no better and no 
worse than other men; they only follow their selfish instincts; and they 
are only more dangerous than other men because they have more power. 
My opposition arises to them because-their interest is opposed to that 
of the many—the people. 
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I believe with all my heart in the many ruling the few, and not the 
few ruling the many. In my opinion one of the very greatest of the 
many great dangers which threaten the prosperity of our people consists 
in the very manifest endeavor of the national banks to usurp the entire 
control of the currency of this country by degrading the money of the 
people, silver—retiring green , the money of the Government, 
and making their own notes the sole circulation of this great Confed- 
eration. On this spree I submit the wise and vigorous words of 
Thomas H. Benton. the question of private banks of issue he went 
on to argue the question at length of a bank-paper circulation, and said 
as follows: á 

It is too great a power to be trusted to any bankin 
any Ranay but the highest and most responsible 
ernment, ` 

The Government itself ceases to be independent, it ceases to be safe, when the 
national currency is at the will of a company. 

The Government can undertake no great enterprise, neither of warnor peace, 
without the consent and co-operation of this com y; itcan not eount its rev- 
enues for six months ahead without referring to the action of this company—its 
friendship or its enmity, its convenience or its SA Leong ns see how far that 
company will permit money to be scarce or to nen entiful; how far it will letthe 
money system go on regularly or throw it into disorder; how far it will suit the 
interests or policy of that company to create a tempest or suffer a calm in the 
moneyed ocean. The people are not safe when such a company has such a 
power, The temptation is toogreat, the opportunity too easy to put up and put 
down prices; to make or break fortunes; to bring the whole community on its 
knees to the Neptune who presides over the flux and reflux of paper, prop- 


ay is at their mercy. 
h erop, of every staple article in the 


e price of real estate, of every ier 
market is at their command, Stocks are their playthings, their bling thea- 


ter, on which er gamble daily with as little secrecy and as little morality and 
far more mischief to fortunes than common gamblers carry on their operations, 

Mr. President, no reader of history can fail to be impressed with the 
indispensable necessity of an abundance of the precious metals to the 
prosperity of our race individually and collectively. Money has in all 
ages been the chief minister of civilization, the main support of the com- 
fort and happiness of man in the things of time. From the day when 
Abraham paid for the field of Machpelah with shekels of silver eurrent 
money with the merchant, and the Prince of Uz spoke of its vein in 
the rocks; when the Chaldean worshiped the glittering hosts of heaven 
and the Iranian prophets kindled their sacred fires on the hill-tops of our 
mother-land to this hour, silver and gold have sustained, fostered, and 
enriched men and nations, and without them there has been no wealth or 
art, no power or progress, no might or dominion over either man or nature. 
Wherever nations had silver and gold, they were superior to those who 
had them not. Whenever a nation lost its proper supply of them it 
lost its prosperity and begantodecay. The most philosophicof modern 
historians ascribes the decline and fall of the Roman Empire chiefly to 
the failure of its supply of gold and silver by the exhaustion of the 
mines of Greece and Spain, rather than to the commonly accepted 
causes; and the hard and cruel centuries which followed, called the 
Dark Ages, owed their hardness and their darkness to the want of the 
precious metals in quantities sufficient to stimulate the arts and indus- 
tries of civilization. 

In the py eg Age the amotnt of gold and silver in use was esti- 
mated at $1,800,000,000. By the fifteenth century this had shrunk to 
$200,000,000. The opening of the New World, with its mines in Mexico 
et tia says the same historian (Allison), changed the face of the 
world: 

The anhual cong Al the precious metals for the use of the globe was tripled. 
Before a century expired the prices of every species of produce had quad- 
rupled. The weight of debt and taxes insensibly wore off under the u- 


ence of the prodigious increase; in the renovation of industry the relations of 
oy were changed, the weight of feudalism cast off, the rights of man estab- 


company whatever, or to 
nown to our form of gov- 


In England at the close of the Napoleonic wars silver was demone- 
tized by a Parliament elected by the pocket and rotten-borough system, 
in which the great bulk and heart of the English people were utterly 
ignored. The ruin, suffering, and despair which ensued for many years 
are well known to all readers of English history and loudly warn us 
against a similar crime. In Germany, too, the money-lords took advan- 
tage of the receipt of the enormous warindemnity paid by France to se- 
cure the demonetization of silver, and from that day to this Germany 
has been suffering all the horrors of a contracted currency. ‘The loss 
of the government in the sale of its dishonored silver alone, it is said, 
has already cost her more than the support of her vast armies, while 
that is small indeed compared to the losses of her people in the reduc- 
tion of prices and wages of labor. France, the peculiar country ofsilver, 
was not injured half so much by her defeat and grand payment of that 
indemnity as was Germany by this self-inflicted wound. Even as I 
speak, the petitions of her peasants and farmers and indebted classes 
are pouring in upon her Parliament and chancellor to restore silver and 
save them from ruin. Since that gold policy was adopted we have 
received at least two millions and a half of her people as emigrants. 

So the effect upon the commerce and industry of the world by Cali- 
fornian and Australian gold, within the memory of us all, furnishes 
another eloquent example of the blessings of abundant money. In the 
nature of things we can not havetoomuch. ‘There is no time recorded 
in history when there was more than the energy of man could turn to 
profit of both metals, The predictions of the money-lords, who haye 
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taken the place of the feudal lords in the tyrannical domination of the 
people, are false and interested. There is not enough of either silver 
or gold in the world. The decline of silver is the result of their own 
schemes. If they would work as hard to restore it as they have to de- 
grade it, and if our Government would aid them, it would be worth as 
much as gold in twelve months, in my opinion. Ofone thing, however, 
you may rest assured, Mr. President: In this country, where the people 
rule, silver is not going to be destroyed; they see the scheme; they are 
at last aroused, and those who stand in their way would do well to get 
out of it. Silver money has stood by them and their fathers, and they 
and their children will stand by it, 

Mr. BROWN. On Thursday last I gave notice that I would ask to be 
heard on the silver question at 2 o’clock to-day. On accountof a severe 
attack of sore throat and hoarseness I am not able to speak to-day. I 
shall therefore ask the Senate on Thursday next, at 2 o’clock, to permit 
me to be heard on that question. 

Mr. MAXEY. I give notice that at the conclusion of the speech of 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] on Thursday next I shall 
the privilege of the Senate to submit some remarks also on the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair). Will 
the Senator from Kansas withdraw his motion in order that the Chair 
may submit to the Senate certain communications from the President? 

Mr. INGALLS. For that purpose. 


FISHING RIGHTS UNDER TREATY OF WASHINGTON, 


The following message from the President of the United States was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, on motion of Mr. DAWEs, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Senate: 


I transmit herewith, in mse to a resolution of the Senate of the 5th instant, 

a report of the Secre of State, containing all the correspondence and infor- 
on in the custody of his Department relative to the extension of certain fish- 

ing rights and privileges under the treaty of Washington from July 1, 1885, to 


January 1, 1886. 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 
Executive MANSION, A 
Washington, January 12, 1886. 
FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


The following message from the President of the United States was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, on motion of Mr. DAWES, 
ordered to lie on the tableand be printed: 

To the Senate of the United States: 
I transmitherewith a communication from the Secretary 


ted by the French prior to the 31st day of July, 1801,” approved Janu 20, 1885. 
: ee” GHOVER CLEVELAND 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, January 12, 1886. 
; *TRIAL AND PUNISHMENT OF INDIANS. 


The following message from the President of the United States was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, on motion of Mr. DAWES, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: i 

I transmitherewitha communication of 2d instant from the Secretary of the In- 
terior, submitting, with accompanying papers, a draught of a bill to amend sec- 
tion 9 of the act of March 3, 1885, re. gto the trial and punishment of Indians 
committing certain specified crimes, 

The subject is presented for the consideration and action of ra on 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 12, 1886. 


TEHUANTEPEC SHIP-RAILWAY. 


The following message from the President of the United States was 
read, and ordered to lie on the table and be printed: 
To the Senate: f 

I transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of State, in response toa resolu- 
tion of the Senate of the lith ultimo, requesting a copy of “any reportof an act- 
ual instrumental survey of a line for a ship- broad across the Isthmus of Te- 
huantepec, and any map of the same that has been made to, or placed on file in, 
any of the Executive Departments, and of any canal or canals designed to cons 
nect such ship-railway with the Gulf of Mexico or the Pacific Ocean.” 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, January 12, 1886, 


CENTRAL AND SOUTH AMERICAN COMMISSION. 
The following message from the President of the United States was 
read: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
In continuation of the message of my predecessor of the 13th of February last, 
I now transmit herewith a letter from the tary of State, which is accompa- 
nied by the final report of the commissioners appointed under the act of July 
7, 1884, to visit the States of Central and South America, 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 


Washington, January 12, 1886. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The whole matter will be referred to 
the Committee on Printing, if there be no objection. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I was going to suggest a reference to the Commit- 
tee on Printing, and that the former report and this one ought to be 


printed as one document. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reference is made. 


AMENDMENT TQ A BILL. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Kansas yields to me to submit an 
amendment which I propose to offer to the bill (S, 506) for the relief of 
Emerson Etheridge and William B. Stokes, which I move be laid on the 
table and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LIABILITY OF THE UNITED STATES TO CITIZENS. 
Mr. DOLPH submitted the following oes Ts which were con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to 


Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee be, and they are hereby, directed to 
consider and report whether or = a statute limiting the time within which all 


actions and suits must be brought by the United States zens is de- 
sirable, and, if in the ju . Pa the committee such astatute should be passed 
for that 


by Congress, to reporta 
Eesolved, That said committee be directed to consider and to the Senate 
whether the United States ought to hold itself liable to its citizens 
jory and loss on account of the negligence or misconduct of its officers or agents, 
fso,in what cases and to what extent; and thatif said committee shall re- 
port that the United States routs to be held liable in any case to its citizens for 
such injury and loss, it be directed to report a bill to define og liability of the 
Government and to authorize suits to be Dronene santos in such cases, and 
D magien i the courts in which the same ma; coon pa the time within which 
ey must be brought, and the manner of and prosecuting the same to 
final judgment. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had appointed Mr. 
OTHO R. SINGLETON of Mississippi, Mr. WILLIAM L. WILSON of West 
Virginia, and Mr. WILLIAM WALTER PHELPS of New Jersey as Re- 
gents of the Smithsonian Institution. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the following 
bills and joint resolution; in which the concurrence of the Senate was 
requested: 

A bill (H. R. 2) to amend section 643 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States; 

A bill (H; R. 1684) to authorize termsof the circuit court of the United 
States for the eastern judicial district of North Carolina at the city of 
Wilmington, in said district; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 76) fixing the time when the pay of certain 
clerks to committees of the House of Representatives shall begin, 


. EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. INGALLS. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 
ne ee to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After two hours and twenty-five minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock 
and 5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS. 
Received the 12th day of January, 1886. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Russell Chapman, at San Rafael, in the county of Marin and State 
of California, vice Simon F. Barstow, whose commission expires Janu- 
17, 1886. 
“George H. Nichols, at Bath, in the county of Sagadahoc and State of 
Maine, vice William E. Hogan, whose commission expires January 17, 


Pitam F. Logan, at Williamsport, in the county of Lycoming and 
State of Pennsylvania, vice Frank J. Burrows, whose commission ex- 
pires January 19, 1886. 

George B. Gerald, at Waco, in the county of McLannan and State of 
Texas, vice Oscar H. Leland, whose commission expires January 17, 1886, 

De Witt C. Jones, at Columbus, i in the county of Franklin and State 
of Ohio, vice Lorenzo D. Myers, whose commission expires January 17, 
1886. 

Edmund Knapp, at Garrettsville, in the county of Portage and State 
of Ohio, vice Solon J. Buttles, whose commission expires January 16, 
1886. 

William H. Harry, at Watseka, in the county of Iroquois and State 
of Illinois, vice Sylvanus C. Munhall, resigned. 

Thomas Richards, at Stanford, in the county of Lincoln and State of 
Kentucky, vice Benjamin G. Alford, whose commission expires January 
17, 1886. 

Patrick Calligan, at Alpena, in the county of Alpena and State of 
Michigan, vice Charles W. Trask, whose commission expired December 
20, 1885. 

William H. Elgar, at Platteville, in the county of Grant and State 
of Wisconsin, vice Benjamin F. Wyne, whose commission expired De- 
cember 16, 1885. 

George Crawford, at Mineral Point, in the county of Iowa and State 
of Wisconsin, vice Philip Allen, jr., resigned. - 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Nominations confirmed January 12, 1886. 
TO BE BRIGADIER-GENERAL. 
Colonel John Gibbon, of the Seventh Regiment of Infantry, July 10, 


1885. a 


INSPECTOR-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 
Colonel Absalom Baird, Inspector-General, to be Inspector-General, 
with the rank of brigadier-general, September 22, 1885. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION AT ROME. 


Charles A. Dougherty, of Pennsylvania, to be secretary of the lega- 
tion of the United States at Rome. 

COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

George H. Davison, of Kentucky, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the sixth district of Kentucky. 

Hunter Wood, of Kentucky, appointed under a temporary commis- 
sion during the recess of the Senate, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the second district of Kentucky. 

ASSISTANT SECRETARIES OF THE-INTERIOR. 


George A. Jenks, of Brookville, Pa., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
Henry L. Muldrow, of Starkville, Miss., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be First Assistant Secretary of the In- 
terior, to fill an original vacancy. 
DEPUTY COMMISSIONERS OF PENSIONS. 


William E. McLean, of Terre Haute, Ind., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be first deputy commissioner of pensions. 

Joseph J. Barlett, of New York city, who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be second deputy commissioner of pensions. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


William E. Smith, of New York, appointed under a temporary com- 
mission during the recess of the Senate, to be Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury. 


TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES, 


Conrad N. Jordan, of New Jersey, Sopon under a temporary com- 
mission during the recess of the Senate, to be Treasurer of the United 


ASSISTANT TREASURER. 


James W. Whelpley, of New York, appointed under a temporary com- 
mission during the recess of the Senate, to be Assistant Treasurer of 
the United States. 


ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 


Robert B. Vance, of Asheville, N. C., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be assistant commissioner of patents. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Eugene L. Brown, to be postmaster at ese in the county of Bar- 
bour and State of Alabama. 

Mary M. Force, to be postmaster at Selma, in the county of Dallas 
and State of Alabama. 

James T. Stuart, to be postmaster at Van Buren, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Arkansas. 

John W. Owens, to be postmaster at Jonesborough, in the county of 
Craighead and State of Arkansas. 

David Frakes, to be postmaster at Ouray, in the county of Ouray and 
State of Colorado. 

Benjamin Harrison, to be postmaster at Palatka, in the county of 
Putnam and State of Florida. 

H. H. Whitfield, to be postmaster at Hawkinsville, in the county of 


Pulaski and State of Georgia. 
at Lewiston, in the county of Nez 


Charles G. Kress, to be 
Perces and Territory of Idaho. 

Mary Leveque, to be postmaster at Lake Charles, in the county of Cal- 
casieu and Siate of Louisiana. 

J. W. McMaster, to be postmaster at Hazelhurst, in the county of 
Copiah and State of Mississippi. 

T. J. Stokes, to be postmaster at Macon, in the county of Noxubee 
and State of Mississippi. 

G. W. Thomas, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of Madison 
and State of Mississippi. 

Harriet F. Cadmus, to be postmaster at South Amboy, i in the county 
of Middlesex and State of New Jersey, whose commission expired Octo- 
ber 14, 1885. 

Samuel A. Ashe, to be postmaster at Raleigh, in the county of Wake 
and State of North Carolina. 

Benjamin F. Huger, to be postmaster at Charleston, in the county of 
Charleston and State of South Carolina. 

Daniel C. Kirkley to be postmaster at Camden, in the county of Ker- 
shaw and State of South Carolina. 

Mary H. Edwards, to be postmaster at Cleveland, in the county of 
Bradley and State of Tennessee. 

John Slack, to be postmaster at Bristol, in the county of Sullivan and 
State of Tennessee. 
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Thomas R. Cocke, to be postmaster at Victoria, in the county of Vic- 
toria and State of Texas. 

Albert C. Snyder, to be postmaster at Cheyenne City, in the county 
of Laramie and Territory of Wyoming. 

W. C. Clark, to be postmaster.at Paducah, in the county of McCracken 
and State of Kentucky. 

George C. Clisby, to be postmaster at Montgomery, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of Alabama. 

J. B. Cooke, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of Perry and 
State of Alabama. 

Daniel Liddell, to be postmaster at Gadsden, in the county of Etowah 
and Stateof Alabama. 

John W. McAlester, to be postmaster at Florence, in the county of 
Lauderdale and State of Alabama. 

Reuben A. Mitchell, to be postmaster at Opelika, in the county of 
Lee and State of Alabama. 

William H. Wilds, to be postmaster at Tuscaloosa, in the county of 
Tuscaloosa and State of Alabama, 

A. E. Buddecke, to be postmaster at Montrose, in the county of Mont- 
rose and State of Colorado. 

Thomas B. Crawford, to be porasi at Grand Junction, in the 
county of Mesa and State of Colorado. 

Matthew D. Crow, to be postmaster at Pueblo, in the county of Pueblo 
and State of Colorado. 

Charles C. Hathaway, to be postmaster at Del Norte, in the county 
of Rio Grande and State of Colorado. 

Milton H. Huntress, to bepostmaster at Breckenridge, in the county 
of Summit and State of Colorado. 

Lyman Thompson, to be postmaster 2t South Pueblo, in the county 
of Pueblo and State of Colorado. 

C. C. Colclo, to be postmaster at Carroll, in the county of Carroll and 
State of Iowa. 

Thomas Hardeman, to be postmaster at Macon, in the county of Bibb 
and State of Georgia. 

William Milner, to be postmaster ot Cartersville, in the county of 
Bartow and State of Georgia. 

Benjamin E. Russell, to be postmaster at Bainbridge, in the county 
of Decatur and State of Georgia. 

Y. G. Rust, to be postmaster at Albany, in the county of Dougherty 
and State of Georgia. 

Charles Doerr, to be postmaster at Fort Madison, in the county of Lee 
and State of Iowa. 

Henry Bews, to be postmaster at Hailey, in the county of Alturas 
and Territory of Idaho. 

Charles A. Foster, to be postmaster at Bellevue, in the county of Al- 
turas and Territory of Idaho. 

E. B. Williams, to be postmaster at Ixctchum, in the county of Al- 
turas and Territory of Idaho. 

A. H. Dudley, to be postmaster at Princeton, in the county of Cald- 
well and State of Kent 

Thomas M. Goodknight, to be postmaster at Franklin, in the county 
of Simpson and State of Ken 

James Kennady, to be postmaster at Owensborough, in the county 
of Daviess and State of Kentucky. 

James R. Marrs, to be postmaster at Danville, in the county of Boyle 
and State of Kentucky. 

Samuel M. Peacock, to be postmaster at Lancaster, in the county of 
Garrard and State of Kentucky. 

E. H. Porter, to be postmaster at Bowling Green, in the county of 
Warren and State of Kentucky. 

Augustine C. R to be postmaster at Maysville, in the county 
-of Mason and State of Kentucky. 

William W. Wathen, to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county of 
Marion and State of Kentucky. 

James D. Watson, to be postmaster at Mayfield, in the county of 
Graves and State of Kentucky. 

Mrs. O. A. Hastings, to be postmaster at Port Gibson, in the county 
of Claiborne and State of Mississippi. 

James C. Reed, to be postmaster at Corinth, in the county of Alcorn 
and State of Mississippi. 

Fred. B. Bardon, to be postmaster at Madison, in the county of Mor- 
ris and State of New Jersey. 

William H. Bennett, to be postmaster at poe Branch, in the county 
of Monmouth and State of New J b 

Thomas G. Bunnell, to be postmaster at Newton, in the county of 
Sussex and State of New Jersey. 

George W. Evans, to be postmaster at Ocean Grove, in the county of 
Monmouth and State of New Jersey. 

John Fothergill, to be postmaster at Perth Amboy, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of New Jersey. 

Augustus W. Irons, to be postmaster at Tom’s River, in the county 
* of Ocean and State of New Jersey. 

Jaeob G. Van Riper, to be postmaster at Rutherford, in the county 
of Bergen and State of New Jersey. 
. Charles Rittenhouse, to be postmaster at Hackettstown, in the county 
of Warren and State of New Jersey. 


William K. Vansciver, to be postmaster at Beverly, in the county of 
B and State of New Jersey. 

William G. Lewis, to be postmaster at Statesville, in the county of 
Iredell and State of North Carolina, 

B. F. Cheatham, to be postmaster at Nashville, in the county of Da- 
vidson and State of Tennessee. 

James M. King, to be postmaster at Knoxville, in the county of Knox 
and State of Tennessee. 

Thomas J. Lane,to be postmaster at Greeneville, in the county of 
Greene and State of Tennessee. 

Henry Clay MecLaurine, to be postmaster at Pulaski, in the county of 
Giles and State of Tennessee. 

William L. Norton;to be postmaster at Tullahoma, in the county of 
Coffee and State of Tennessee. 

«Samuel W. Shields, to be postmaster at Morristown, in the county of 

Hamblen and State of Tennessee. 

Frank White, to be postmaster at Murfreesborough, in the county of 
Rutherford and State of Tennessee. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 12, 1886. 


The House metat12o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 

His Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings of yes- 
ay. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Imove that thereading of so much of the Jour- 
nal as relates to the introduction and reference of bills and resolutions 
be dispensed with. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The Journal as read was approved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. In accordance with the rule the Chair will lay be- 
fore the House several executive communications. 


COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting a statement of the expenditures on account 
of the Coast and Geodetic Survey for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1885; which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
‘Treasury Department, and ordered to be printed. 

RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES FISCAL YEAR 1882. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a detailed account of the receipts and 
expenditures of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1882; which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department, and ordered to be printed. 

REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 

The SPEAKER also, in accordance with the rule, laid before the 
poom Senate bills of the following titles; which were referred as fol- 

WS: 

A bill (S. 10) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend section 
5352 oe Revised Btatutes of the coe States in reference to big- 
amy, or oer pon gpm. approved March 22, 1882—to the Com- 
PET Spri 1 

A 22) for the relief of Martha Murphy and P. B. M — 
to the Committee on Appropriations TRN jaa 

A bill (S. 68) for the relief of 8. B. ` Cranston, of Oregon—to,the Com- 
mittee on ae 

A bill (S. 82) to amend an act entitled “‘An act to amend the stat- 
utes in ion to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for 
other purposes,” approved June 10, 1880—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

A bill (S. 141) to extend the provisions of the act of June 10, 1880, 
encitled “An act to amend thestatutes in relation to immediate trans- 
portation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,” to the port of 
Omaha, in the State of Nebraska—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 

A bill (S. 208) for the relief of Alexander Swift & Co. and the Niles 
Works—to the ittee on War Claims. 
ane bill (S. 416) for the relief of J. W. Lobban—to the Committee on 

ims. 

A bill (8. 633) to change the name of Uniontown to Anacostia—to 

the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
ACTS OF ARIZONA TERRITORY. 

The SPEAKER also, in accordance with the statute, laid before the 
House a copy of the acts of the Legislature of the Territory of Arizona; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Territories. 


UNINDORSED PETITIONS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to call the attention of members 
of the House to the fact that quite a number of petitions and memo- 


rials have been sent to the petition-box without any indorsement upon 
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them showing either the name of the member introducing them or the 
committee to which they should be referred. The clerks of the House 
are unable to dispose of them in making up the Journal and the Official 
Reporters can not properly insert them in the Recorp. If gentlemen 
will examine and see that they are properly indorsed the clerks can dis- 
pose of them. 

REGENTS SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following Regents 
of the Smithsonian Institution for the ensuing year, namely: OTHO R. 
SINGLETON of Mississippi, WILLIAM L. WILSON of West Virginia, and 
WILLIAM WALTER PHELPs of New Jersey. 


SALARY OF PER DIEM CLERKS, 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire toask unanimous consent to 
. present a joint resolution from the Committee orf Accounts, and ask its 
present consideration. 
The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objections to its consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 76) fixing the time when the pay of certain clerks to 
committees of the House of Representatives shall begin. 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
n assembled, That the pay of the clerks to committees of the House of 
Representatives, which have been or may be hereafter authorized by the House, 
who are paid during the session only, shall begin from the time that such clerks 
entered upon the discharge of their duties, which shall be ascertained and evi- 
denced by the certificate of the chairmen of the several committees employing 
clerks for the session only, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was read a first and 
second, time, and ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DOCKERY moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint res- 
olution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ASSIGNMENT OF COMMITTEE CLERKS. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privileged report 
from the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the resolution of Mr. 
Dockery of January 5, 1886, "that the Committee on Accounts be, and itis 
hereby, authorized and directed to designate the committees which, in the judg- 
ment of the said committee, should be allowed clerks for the present Congress 


on by the House. 
the above resolu- 


ees and 
Buildings and Grounds, a clerk, whosha on 
Expenditures on Public Buildings; to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, a 
clerk; to the Committee on Education, a clerk; to the Committee on Labor, a 
clerk ; tothe Committee on the Militia, a clerk ; to the Committee on Patents, a 
clerk ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, two assistant clerks; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, a clerk ; tothe Committee on Private Land Claims, a clerk; 
to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, a clerk, who shall also act as 
clerk to the Committee on ditures in the De tof Justice; to the 


Comm 


Civil Service, a clerk ; to the Select Committee on ea am reggae Ship-own- 
ing Interests, a clerk; to the Select Committee on Election of President 
and Vice-President, a clerk, who shall also act as clerk to the Select Committee 
on Ventilation and Acoustics; to the Committee on Enrolled Bills, a clerk; to 
the Committee on Printing, a clerk. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. The act allows thirty-one committee clerks, and we 
had thirty-three committees to which to designate them, besides pro- 
viding for two assistant clerks to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
In doing this the committee gave the matter full consideration, and we 
have done what we think best calculated to promote the business of the 
House, and I trust it will be satisfactory to gentlemen on the floor. I 
call the previous question on the adoption of the report. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereor 
the report was adopted. 

Mr. SPRIGGS moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask that the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. PAYSON, 
be excused from attendance upon the House to-day, on account of sick- 
ness. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. KING for 
three days, on account of important business. 


SAMUEL E. BRYANT. 


Mr.SCRANTON, On theth instant I introduced a bill (H. R. 2124) 
for the relief of Samuel E. Bryant. That bill has been improperly re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. I ask that it be with- 
drawn and referred to the Committee on War Claims. It is for his pay 
as second lieutenant. s 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine the bill and canse the 
correction to be made, if it ought to be made. 


TIMOTHY M’CORMICK. 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. On yesterday I introduced a bill (H. R. 
3535) for the relief of Timothy McCormick. It was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. It is a bill to compensate for depredations com- 
mitted by Indians, and in the last Congress a bill identical with this 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The reference of such a bill depends on whether 
the compensation comes out of the public Treasury or out of the In- 
dian fund. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 
fund. - 

TheSPEAKER. Then the billshould go to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. The Chair will cause the correction to be made. 


RAILROAD MAIL TRANSPORTATION. 


Mr. BURROWS. Iriseto makea privileged report. Iaminstracted 
by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads to report back 
with a favorable recommendation a resolution requesting information 
of the Postmaster-General as to changes in the law regulating compen- 
sation of railway companies for carrying the mails. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and he is Perea. seyoemes to in- 
form this House, ifnot incompatible with the public interest, what, ifany, chan; 
should be made in the law regulating the compensation to railway compan 
for anoe the mails, and if any additional authority or facilities are necessary 
to enable him to make a thorough and satisfactory examination of this subject; 
and he is also requested to inform this House what means will be required for 
that purpose. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BURROWS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. Under the rule the Chair will now proceed to call 
the committees for reports. 


DISTRIBUTION OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


Mr. MORRISON. I am directed by the Committee on Ways and 
Means to report the resolution which I send to the desk for the dis- 
tribution of the President’s message, and Iask thatit bereferred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state ofthe Union. Unless there 
is a demand for it the reading may be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the reading of the resolu- 
tion will be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse 
on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

The resolution is as follows: 


Resolved, That so much of the annual message of the President of the United 
States to the two Houses of Congress at the present session as relates to our for- 
eign affairs, including appropriations therefor, together with the accompanying 
correspondence and documents; the claims of our citizens against the Colom- 
bian Government for losses arising out of the destruction of Aspinwall by the 
insu mary forces; the question of the adverse claims of the Argentine 
Government for indemnity for the loss of the Falkland Islands; the questions 
of isthmian transit by canal or railway; the eve regarding Chinese immigra- 
tion ; relating to the oa wey State of Congo the Congo Basin; the new 
treaty power, Corea ; the British-American es; the relocation of our bound- 

es with Mexicoand British Columbia ; the reorganization of our consular 
and diplomatic service, and the question of the acquirement of premises in for- 
cign oroa E the housing of our legations be referred to the Committee on 

ore e 

Resolved, That so much of said m and accompanying documents as re- 
lates to the public debt and the public revenues, to the national finances, to the 
revenue provisions of the treaties with Mexico and Turkey and other countries, 
the commercial relations with foreign countries ha connection with revenue 
questions,to a provision for a reyenue by duties on rts or excise, to the 

resent wants and condition of the Treasury be refi to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Resolved, That so much of said message and accom: ying documents as re- 
lates to the appropriation and expenditure of the public moneys for the support 
of the Government, í. e., for legislative, executive, and judicial expenses, for sun- 
dry civil Mp ene for fortifications, for the District of Columbia, for pensions, 
and for all deficiencies be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

That so much as relates to the judici of the United States, to legis- 
lation touching citizenship and naturalization, the suppression of polygamy, 
the enactment of a statute of limitations barring claimsagainst the Government, 
the question of international copyright, and the reorganization of the Depart- - 
ment of Justice be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Resolved, That so much as relates to the currency and to national banking 
associations be referred to the Committee on Banking and yarimga fe 

Resolved, That so much as relates to the coinage and the mints of the United 
States be referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. . 

Resolved, That so much as relates to the regulation of interstate commerce and 
the regulation of international commerce be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 


In this case it comes out of the Indian 
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Resolved, That so much as relates to the foe Peiyre oe of rivers and harbo: 
i nending appropriations therefor, be refe: to the Committee on Rivers an 

arbors. 

Resolved, That so much as relates to culture, inclui a) riations 
therefor, be referred to the Committee Ary preek Ting appeop 

Resolved, That so much as relates to the Army ofthe United States and to the 
Department of War, including appropriations therefor and to roaslgasg Hore 
rege for the defense on the seacoast, be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Kesoleed, That so much as relates to the Navy of the United States and the re- 
construction of our naval establishment, including appropriations therefor, be 


referred to the Committee on Naval 
Resolved, That so much as relates to tal affuirs, including Speropeseicee 
tiee on Post- 


pos 
therefor and to the reduction of rates, be referred to the Comm: 
Ofices and Post-Roads. 

Resolved, That so much as relates to the public domain and legislation to pre- 
vent frauds and revive the homestead policy in the disposal of our public lands 
be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Resolved, That so much as relates to.the care, education, and management of 
the Indians, including appropriations therefor, be referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Resolved. That so much as relates to the organization and government of the 
Territories he referred to the Committee on the Territories, 

Ri solved, That so much as relates to the care and haprovenentof public build- 
ingsand grounds be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


3 Resolced, That so much as relates to patents be referred to the Committee on 
ntents, 


PRINTING TOR APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE. 


Mr. RANDALL. I am instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to report the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved. That the Committec on Appropriations be authorized to have printed 
or bound all documents for the use of the said committee that they may deem nec- 
cssary in connection with the subjectin relation to appropriations being consid- 
ered or to be considered by the said committee during the present Congress. 


‘The SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It ought to be adopted at once, ought it not? 

The SPEAKER. It can not be adopted under this call. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

JUDGMENTS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committce on the Judiciary, reported 
back favorably a bill (H. R. 3253) to amend section 1090 of the Revised 
Statutes relating to interest on judgments rendered by the Court of 
Claims; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The Committee on Territories was called. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will ask permission for the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Territories to make a report at the end of the call. The bill 
has been temporarily mislaid. 

There was no objection. 

“ RHODA DANE. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H R. 551) granting a 
pension to Rhoda Dane; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM B. KEITH. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on, Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 693) granting a 
pension to William B. Keith; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. M. A. BICKERDYKE. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also rc- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 700) grant- 
ing @ pension to Mrs. M. A. Bickerdyke; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PHILIP D. CAMPBELL. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 698) granting a pension to Philip 
. Campbell; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back adversely the following bills; which were severally laid on 
the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 680) granting a pension to Rebecca S. Lowery, guardian; 

A bill es R. 744) granting a pension to Holden Cook; 

A bill (H. R. 684 ting a pension to James Dye; 

A bill (H. R. 683) for the relief of Robert H. Hughes; and 

A bill (H. R. 675) for the relief of Samuel Henry. 


JOHN P. DAVIS. 


Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably a bill (H. R. 1468) increasing the pension of John P. 


Davis; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 


MARGARET FLAHERTY. 


Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1475) granting a pension to Margaret 
Flaherty; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 203) for the relief of Thomas Butler, and 
moved that the Committee on Invalid Pensions be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

THOMAS M. COMMUCK. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 646) granting a pension to Thomas M, 
Commuck; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL B. CLARK. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably a bill (H. R. 414) granting a pension to Daniel B. Clark; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and ordered to be printed. : 


ASCERTAINMENT OF FACTS IN PRIVATE CLAIMS. 
Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on Claims, reported back, with 
the recommendation thatit be adopted, the following resolution; which 
was read, and referred to the House Calendar: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be instructed to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of passing general laws for the ascertainment of the facts in all pri- 
yate measures by some judicial tribunal before action by Congress; and also the 
popisy of prohibiting the adjudication of private claims or relief measures 

y Congress, with power to report by bill or otherwise. 


WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back, 
with amendments, the bill (H. R. 989) for the allowance of certain claims 
reported by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury De- 
partment; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

C. M. BRIGGS. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, rc- 
ported a bill (H. R. 3828) for the relief of the estate of C. M. Briggs, 
deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FRANCES E. STEWART, ADMINISTRATRIX. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a 
bill (H. R. 3829) for the relief of Frances E. Stewart, administratrix of 
Michael S. Stewart, deceased; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH W. PARISH. 

Mr. LYMAN, from the Committce on War Claims, reported a bill 
(H. R. 3830) for the relief of Joseph W. Parish; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse on the 
Private Calendar, and ordered to be printed. ` 

WYOMING TERRITORIAL LEGISLATURE. 

Mr. HILL, from the Committee on Territories, reported back favor- 
ably a bill (S. 602) to legalize the election of the Territorial Legislative 
Assembly of Wyoming; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 


PRESIDENTIAL SUCCESSION, 


Mr. CALDWELL, from the Select Committee on the Election of Pres- 
ident and Vice-President, reported back without amendment the bill 
(S. 471) to provfe for the performance of the duties of the office of Pres- 
ident in case of the removal, death, resignation, or inability both of the 
President and Vice-President; which was referred to the House Calen- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COOPER. Differing from the majority in reference to this ré- 
port, I desire consent to submit a minority report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. COOPER] asks con- 
sent to present the views of a minority of the committee, to be printed 
with those of the majority. ; 

Mr. CALDWELL. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. COOPER. I understood there would not be. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, leave will be granted. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. : 
Mr. REAGAN. Is it now in order to move to go into the Committee 


614 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 12, 


of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of the 
President’s annual message ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair inclines to think that under the rules, 
even as amended, it is in order at the expiration of the first morning 
hour to move to go into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union to consider revenue or general appropriation bills, but that a 
motion to go into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
generally can not be made until after the committees have been called, 
in the second hour provided for by the new rules, for the consideration 
of measures previously reported. 

Mr. REAGAN. I give notice that I desire to make the motion when- 
ever it may be in order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair, in accordance with the rules, will now 
call the committees for the consideration of bills, after which the mo- 
tion indicated by the gentleman from Texas will be in order. The 
Chair will state that during the hour now about to begin each committee 
as reached will have the right to call up for consideration any bill re- 
ported by it on a previous day. The call begins at seventeen minutes 

fore 1 o'clock. 


REMOVAL OF PROSECUTIONS FROM STATE COURTS. 


Mr. HAMMOND (the Committee on the Judiciary having been 
called). Mr. er, as the chairman of our committee [Mr. TUCKER] 
is not now in his seat I desire to call up from the House Calendar a bill 
reported yesterday from that committee, the bill (H. R. 2) to amend 
section 643 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the question of 
consideration may be raised if any gentleman so desires. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


a 

the defendants in the State 
court, it shall be lawful for the State court to proceed in such case so far as to 
have such presentment or indictment made and filed in said State court; and 
after the same is so made and filed the clerk of the United States court shall 
issue a writ of certiorari to the State court for like purposes and with like effect 
as if the case had been so removed after such presentment or indictment was 
made and filed in such State court.” 


Mr. HAMMOND. Unlesssome one desires to discuss this bill, which 
has received the favorable consideration of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary not only in this House but in the last, I will not occupy time 
upon it, but will simply ask for the reading of the report, which covers 
only one page, and states the reasons upon which the bill is based. 


The report (by Mr. HAMMOND) was read, as follows: 

“The Committee on the Judiciary, having had the subject under considera- 
tion, submit the following $ , 

“Section 42 of the tatutes of the United States has for its basis the act 
of March 2, 1833, ‘An act further to provide for the collection of duties on im- 
ports’ (U. S. Stat., vol. Ap. 632). It provided for the removal of actions in State 
courts inst revenue officers on petition, &c., of defendent to circuit court. It 
decla. that when the required proceedings bad been had by filing affidavit, 
&c., ‘thereupon it shall be the duty of the said State court to stay all further 
proceedings in such cause and the said suit of of prosseguiu; upon delivery of such 
process [from the United States court] or leaving the same as aforesaid, shall be 
deemed and taken to be removed to the said circuit court, and any further pro- 
oneal PE; trial, or judgment therein in the State court shall be wholly null and 
void.’ 

“ By acts of Jyly 13, 1866 (U.S. Stat., vol. 14, p. 171), February 28, 1871 (U.S. Stat. 
vol. 10, p.438), and March 3, 1875 (U.S. Stat., vol. 18, p. 401), the act wasso amended 
that the law now covers ‘removal of suits and prosecutions against revenue of- 
ficers and officers acting under registration laws.’ 

“The lan; of the act of 1833 above quoted is still the of section 643, 
The bill under consideration proposes r said sentence to these words: 

*** Provided, however, That when any criminal prosecution shall be removed from 
a State court to a United States court before a presentment by a grand jury or 
indictment shall have been made and filed against the defendants in the State 
court, it shall be lawful for the State courts to proceed in such case so far as to 
have such presentment or indictment made and filed in said State; and after the 
same isso made and filed, the clerk of the United States court shall issue a writ of 
certiorari to the State court, for like purposes and with like effect as if the case had 
been so removed after such presentment or indictment was made and filed in 
such State court.’ 

“The ju of the United States courts have differed as to the construction of 
the clause of the act of 1833 and section 643, above quoted. Some have held that 
no removal could be had under the same until there was a case made by pre- 
sentment or indictment and its filing in the office of clerk of a court of record, 
upon whom service could be made, and who could certify and send up such 


record, 

“On the other hand, it has been held that a removal may be had when naught 
had been done by the State authorities except the issuance of a warrant for ar- 
rest by some committing magistrate. In many States magistrates have 
no clerk and keep no record. 

“Ifthat trouble be out of the way when a removal occurs at that stage of affairs, 
the State courts are enjoined from further proceedings, and the case is between 
the two jurisdictions suspended. 

“Whoshall draw the indictment inthe United Statescourt? The United States 
attorney then is, by the statute, made the defendants’ counsel. Can the grand 
jury of the Uni States court find a presentment or true bill for a State of- 
fense? That would seem to require express grant of authority at least, 

“If the United States grand jury can so act it is more expensive to take wit- 
nesses to them than to the courts of the State and county in which the crime is 
alleged to have been committed, and let them determine whether the defend- 
ants should be put upon trial. Without deciding which of the two construc- 
tions of the act is , it seeming sufficient that the offered ion of the 
United States should attach only after formal and more serious of acrime, 
we recommend the passage of the bill.” 

The above is a copy of a report made from the Judiciary Committee of the 


House in the last Congress. (See Report No. —, first session Forty-eighth Con- 
The committee again 


recommends the passage of the bill after it shall be 
amended by adding the words “ or ink ” after the word “ indictment,” 
in lines 9and 12, This amendment is to meet those cases less than felonies 


which in some of the States the practice is to prosecute by informations. 


Mr. HAMMOND, As I have already remarked, unless some one 
desires to oppose this bill I do not care to occupy time in discuss- 


ing it. 

i BROWNE, of Indiana. IfI understand this measure correctly 
I do not desire to oppose it; but I would like to ask a question for in- 
formation. If we have understood the re correctly the bill simply 
proposes to permit the State court to ect the prosecution, allowing 
that tribunal to retain jurisdiction ofthe cause until the is 
Oria into either indictment or presentment, and then send the 
whole case to the United States court. 

Mr. HAMMOND. That is all. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I confess ithas always seemed to mean 
anomaly to allow the grand jury of a United States court to find an in- 
dictment for a violation of a State statute. With my understanding of 
this bill I see no reason why it should not be passed. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I suppose no further discussion on this bill need 
be had, and therefore I the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The first question was upon the amendment recommended by the 
committee, to insert after the word ‘‘indictment,”’ in lines 9 and 12, 
the words “‘ or information. ” 

The amendment was to. 

The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and N 

Mr. HAMMOND moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
poset and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TERMS OF CIRCUIT COURT, WILMINGTON, N. C. 


Mr. BENNETT. On behalf of the Committee on the Judiciary I call 
up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 1684) to authorize terms of 
the circuit court of the United States for the eastern judicial district of 
North Carolina at the city of Wilmington, in said district. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That terms of the circuit court of the United States for the 
eastern Deer oy district of the State of North Carolina shall be held at the city 
of Wilmington, in said district, at the times now fixed by Jaw for holding the 
terms of the district court of the United States at said place. 

Sec, 2. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after its pas- 
sage, 

Mr. BENNETT. I do not desire to discuss this bill. It has been 
favorably reported by the Committee on the Judiciary, and is one of 
purely local concern, . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and $ 

Mr. BENNETT moved to reconsider the vote by which the-bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


Mr. REAGAN. I move, Mr. Speaker, that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the p of considering the President's message. 

Mr. MORRISON. Only this morning a resolution was re from 
the Committee on Ways and Means for the distribution of the Presi- 
dent’s message to the appropriate committees of the House. It has 
not been usual, at least not in recent years, to discuss the various rec- 
ommendations of the President made to us in obedience to his consti- 
tutional obligation to recommend for the consideration of Congress 
“such measures as he shall judge necessary and expedient” until 
those recommendations were presented for legislative action by bill or 
otherwise. ; 

Mr. REAGAN. Let me interrupt the gentleman from Illinois by 
inquiring of the Speaker whether i A is in order on the motion 
that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. REAGAN. Then I must object. 

Mr. MORRISON. I ask the gentleman from Texas to defer the dis- 
cussion of the President’s message until its recommendations come be- 
fore the House in some legislative cis prego This is the usual course 
of proceeding, and I am not aware of any reason for departing from it, 
nor any justification for such departure. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moves that the House 
now resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union generally. That is the only motion which can be made 
under the rules. 

The question was put to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to decide. 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


615 


Mr. REAGAN. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 90, noes 44. 

So the motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. BLOUNT in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union generally, and the Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, availing myself of the latitude of de- 
bate allowed in Committee of the Whole, I propose now to offer some 
remarks on a question of great interest to our people. 


THE ISSUE. 


The controversy about silver coinage is a contest between the bond- 
holders, bankers, money-lenders, and those having fixed incomes on 
the one side, and the laborers, middle classes, and debtors of the world 
on the other side. 

Those who desire the demonetization of silver are fraudulently en- 
deavoring to have this done in violation of existing law and contracts 
in order to further enrich themselves at the expense of other people, 
while the working people who have to earn the means to pay all public 
indebtedness, the middle classes who live upon their current earnings, 
and the debtor class generally, ask only that they be allowed to pay all 
debts, public and private, according to the law and the contracts under 
which they were created. It is, therefore, a contest between dishonesty 
and honesty, between fraud and fairness, between wrong and right. 
And the great question involved is, which of these shall be the rule by 
which the people of this great free Republic are to be governed. 

The rich moneyed men first conspired to degrade silver as compared 
with gold, and having accomplished this part of their wicked scheme 
for doing away with silver coin and thereby reducing the values of 
property and labor, doubling the value of all evidences of debt, and 
doubling the amount of labor of the working men and women of the 
country which would be required to pay these debts—the same men 
then turn to the people and tell them they are injured by the use of 
silver coin, that the value of their labor is reduced by the fact that the 
standard silver dollar is not the equivalent of 100 cents in gold, and 
that to restore to them profitable wages and good prices they must join 
in the crusade against silver and help to strike it out of existence as a 
part of the world’s metal money. 

I know of no writer on political economy who does not maintain that 
a liberal amount of cire 
acountry. Iknowofnone who do notinsist that aninadequate amount 
of circulating money checks enterprise and impoverishes the people. 
These two propositions may be accepted as axiomatic truths, questioned 
by no one but theselfish and greedy gold-monometallists and their hired 
or deluded advocates, who have the unblushing effrontery to tell the 


people they will be made better off by reducing the present volume of | A nstria. 


our money, because then thesmaller sum of money will be worth more 
than the larger, and that their smaller wages will buy more in the 


markets. ‘These men, who by theirselfishness and greed deceive theni- Kemera 


selves, areengaged in the unpatriotic, insincere, and unjust effort to de- 
ceive the people into the belief that they will be benefited by a policy 
which would double the labor they must perform, in order to pay off 
the many billionsofdollars of national, State, municipal, corporate and 
private indebtedness of the country. It is the old trick of the dema- 
gogues—no longer to be successful with the intelligent people of this 
country—to try to lull them into a sense of security by professing de- 
votion to their interest, in order the more certainly and securely to be 
enabled to rob and degrade them. 

The action of Germany displays the animus, the motive of those who 
seek to do away with silver money. In 1857, on account of the very 
large amount of gold which had been taken in the few preceding years 
from the mines of California and Australia, gold had become more 
abundant and relatively cheaper than silver, and the bondholders, 
money-lenders, and bankers of Germany and Austria induced those gov- 
ernments to demonetize gold and to adopt the silver standard, because 
that was the scarcer and dearer metal. when those mines 
ceased to yield so much gold, and when the mines of the United States 
began to yield silver in greater abundance than gold, making gold the 
scarcer and dearer money, Germany then demonetized silver, in 1871, 
and adopted the gold standard, each time seeking by a reduction of the 
volume of money to increase the value of their securities and the value 
of their money as compared with other property. 

I speak of the effort to demonetize silver, because that is the real ob- 
ject of this movement. The fear that this can not be accomplished has 
caused them to declare now for a suspension of silver coinage. And this 
is no doubt what the President and the Secretary of the Treasury really 
desire. But the men who are controlling and giving life to this move- 
ment mean to do away with silver as money. And either the suspen- 
sion of the coinage or the increase of the weight of the dollar, though 
not at once meeting their wishes, would still farther degrade silver and 
give oe a better opportunity to secure its complete demonetization 


We should continue silver coinage and preserve our bimetallic stand- 


ulating money is essential to the prosperity of | 124! 


ard, too, as one of the means of increasing our trade and of controlling 
a larger part of the commerce of the silver countries of Mexico and Cen- 
tral and South America. Weshould in thisrespect have an American 
policy and not be courting the privilege of making this country a mere 
appendage and help to British and German policy. 


ITS MAGNITUDE. 


This is more than a national question. It involves the interests of all 
commercial nations, of all civilized peoples. This isso because gold 
and silver have through all the ages been recognized as the money of 
the world, the only international money. Many nations have had bank 
notes and other kinds of paper money current within the countries 
which authorized its issue, but not current in other countries, and 
therefore properly designated as local money, as contradistinguished 
from the world’s money—gold andsilver. These are recognized as the 
world’s money not because all commodities are paid for in coin, not 
because all exchanges of commodities are made by the aid of gold and 
silver, but because these measure the value of all other money in trans- 
actions between different countries and nationalities. The value of all 
exchange between different countries is determined mainly by the 
amount of metal money available for commercial use, and the valne of 
all local paper money is largely controlled by the amount of metal 


money. 5 

We can better understand the magnitude of this question by keep- 
ing in view some important facts. The national debtsof the world are 
alleged to amount to over $24,000,000,000, and they are steadily and 
rapidly increasing. The debtsof the railroad companies are estimated 
to amount to about $6,000,000,000; the debts of states, municipalities, 
&c., to about $5,000,000,000—aggregating $35,000,000,000. ‘The pri- 
vate indebtedness of the world would probably be the double of this 
sum. The amount of metal money in the world is estimated to be 
about $7,000;000,000. The following table, furnished to me by Mr. 
Burchard, the Director of the Mint, on the 20th of June last, shows the 
estimated amount of gold and silver coin and bullion in the countries 
named. I have added the aggregates of these sums: 


Gold coinand| Silver coin | 


Countries. bulion. | and bullion. | Total. 
$026, 422,646 | $269,665,758 | $896, 058, 474 
583, 500, 000 95, 000, 000 678, 500,000 
E ANEN TN A | 1,037,000, 000 1,037, 000, 000 
818,000,000 | 595,000,000 | 1,413 000, 000 
64, 000, 000 60, 000, 000 1%, 000, 000 
17, 000, 000 15, 000, 000 32, 000, 000 
140, 000, 000 72, 000, 000 | 212, 000, 000 
2,700, 000 2! 700, 000 5,400, 000 
130, 000, 000 70, 000, 000 200, 00), 000 
20, 000, 000 10, 000, 000 40, 000, 000 
325,000,000 | 211,000, 000 536, 000, 000 
45, 000, 000 75, 000, 000 120, 000, 000 
15,000, 000 5, 000, 000 20, 000,000 
14, 000, 000 5, 000, 000 19, 000,000 
28, 000, 000 57, 000, 000 85, 000, 000 
124,000,000 |....cccceccasseerrsseues 124, 000, 000 
40, 000, 000 35, 000, 000 73, 000.000 
163, 000 11, 000, 000 11, 163, 000 
3, 082,785, 646 | 2, 625,365,758 | 5,658,151, 404 


Notwithstanding the existence of these great facts, if we were obliged 
to belive the statements and arguments of the gold men of this country 
we should be driven to suppose silver to be an evil thing in our country 
and throughout the world, and that it is especially discredited in the 
PARR countries of Europe. 

The Director of the Mint, in his annual report now before us, shows 
on the authority of our foreign ministers that in Great Britain and 
Ireland, with their $580,500,000 in gold, their $95,000,000 silver, and 
their $199,160,115 of outstanding bank notes, all are taken in business 
transactions at par; that in France, with her $848,000,000 of gold, 
$595,000,000 of silver, and her $574,675,197 of outstanding notes of the 
Bank of France, the gold and silver and notes of the Bank of France are 
at parand a legal tender; that in Belgium, with her $64,000,000 of gold, 
$60,000, 000 of silver, and $89,000 in national-bank notes, they are at par 
with each other; that in Switzerland, with her $17,000,000 of gold, 
$15,000,000 of silver, and $24,960,304 of bank notes, they are at par with 
eachother; thatin Spain, with her $130,000,000 of gold, $70,000,000 of 
silver, and $4,737,538 in notesof the Bank of Spain, ‘‘ gold, silver, and the 
notes of the Bank of Spain areatpar;’’ thatin Germany, with her $325,- 
000,000 of gold, $211,000,000 of silvet, $33,602,327 in government notes, 
and $252,655, 564in bank notes, the coin and paperare received indiscrim- 
inately at par; that in Austria-Hungary, with her $45,000,000 of gold, 
$75,000, 000 ofsilver, $139,211, 632in government notes, and $147,659, 937 
in bank notes, ‘‘the notesare received at par with silver. Gold isused for 
trade purposes, and only on special agreement.’’ In Denmark, with her 
$14,000,000 of gold, her $5,000,000 of silver, $3,752,000 notes of her 
silver bank, and $19,564,000 outstanding national-bank notes, “‘ the gold 
and silver coin, as well as the notes of the national bank, are taken at 
par.” In the Netherlands, with her $28,000,000 of gold, $57,000,000 
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of silver, $3,885,860 in government notes, and $77,790,254 in bank 
notes, ‘‘ coin and paper money have the same value in circulation.” 

The foregoing table and the facts just presented enable us to under- 
stand the injury to mankind which must result from the degradation 
or abandonment of silver as money. . 

The Secretary of the Treasury in his recent annual report states that 
about 54 per cent. of the world’s metal moneyis silver, and that about 
46 per cent. is gold. If these estimates are to be relied on (and they 
are certainly accurate enough for the illustration I have in view), then 
there isin the world $3,780,000,000 of silver money and $3,220,000,000 
of gold money.. Now, the values of commodities and of all bonds and 
other securities are regulated and controlled by the amount of this 
money of the world. If we subtract the silver from the amount of 
metal money in the world, we shall therefore have but $3,220,000,000 
by which to measure all vålues and all debts. The result must be that 
all bonds and securities, national, State, municipal, and corporate, will 
be about doubled in value as oe with the labor and property out 
of which they are to be paid, and all labor and property would be re- 
duced about one-halfin value. And it should be constantly kept in 
mind that all these debts are to be paid and can only be paid by labor, 
by the toil of men and women. 

We can not realize what the amount of the world’s debts are by look- 
ing at the aggregates. The human mind can not embrace their full 
meaning. We must adoptsome mode of looking at the details in order 
to understand what such figures mean. Take the $35,000,000,000 of 
indebtedness above mentioned and imagine one man set to count it 
dollar by dollar and that he could count $60 per minute, $3,600 per 
hour, $28,800 per day of eight hours, and three hundred and ten working 
days in the year, it would require three thousand five hundred and 
twenty-five years and a fraction for him to count that sum. 

‘The creditors of these enormous sums seek to double the value of their 
investments by the demonetization of silver, It is a quality of greed 
and avarice to overreach themselves. If they could succeed in doubling 
the amount of labor and property necessary to pay these debts, they 
would render their full payment impossible in the present condition of 
the world. 

Great Britain, France, Germany, Holland, Belgium, Denmark, and 
Sweden are the great creditor nations. The United States, Austria- 
Hungary, Russia, Italy, Spain, Turkey, India, Egypt, Mexico, Brazil, 
and the other South American states, and the British colonies are the 
great debtor nations of the world. Many of these nations, especially 
those of Europe and Asia, have vast standing armies and great navies, 
which it taxes all their resources to their utmost to keep up. Indeed, 
Spain, Italy, Austria-Hungary, Russia, Turkey, and Egypt are only able 
to keep up their armies and navies by borrowing more money and in- 
curring additional debts. And their people are oppressed and kept in 
that ignorance which springs from toil and poverty to feed and clothe 
these armies and in payimg the interest on present debts, without the 
hope of being able to reduce the burden by paying off the principal. 
If these cormorants were as wise as they are avaricious they would see 
that the success of their policy in demonetizing silver would defeat the 
payment of these debts, and would in all human probability produce a 
degree of oppression and distress in many of these countries which 
would cause civil commotions likely to shake many thrones and hurl 
ruling dynasties from power. And if they could succeed in this coun- 
try, the distress which would necessarily follow would cause an indig- 
nant and outraged people to drive the men who brought it about from 

lace and from power. While the people of the monarchies of the Old 
World may be compelled by vast standing armies to submit to robbery 
by the capitalists, the gold monometallists of this country would do 
well to remember that ours are still a free and intelligent people, who 
will not consent to become the slaves of avaricious, mercenary, and cor- 
rust men. 


WEO BENEFITED AND WHO INJURED LY SUCH A POLICY, 


The effect of the demonetization of silver would be to benefit a few 
rich men and to impoverish and degrade the vast mass of the ee 
and middle classes of the people—to make a few more millionaires an 
a vast increase of the army of tramps and paupers. It would espe- 
cially benefit the rich capitalists of Great Britain, Germany, Norway, 
Sweden, Denmark, and Portugal, which are creditor nations and gold- 
standard countries, and still further oppress the laboring poor of those 
countries. It would greatly injure the interests of the people gener- 
ally of the United States, Colombia, Venezuela, Chili, Uruguay, Para- 
guay, Greece, Holland, Belgium, France, Switzerland, Italy, Spain, 
and Japan, most of them debtor nations and all of them bimetallic gold 
and silver standard countries, and of Russia, Austria, Egypt, British 
India, Mexico, Central America, Ecuador, and Peru, most of them 
debtor nations and all silver-standard countries. 

It should be mentioned that the population of the countries which 
have the gold standard alone amounts to but about 93,000,000. The 
population of the countries which have the bimetallic gold and silver 
standard amounts to over 187,000,000, while the population of the 
countries which have the silver standard alone amounts to about 
769,000, 000. 


The gold monometallists insult decency and defy commonsénse by in- 
sisting that laboring men and women are to be benefited by imposing 
on them the necessity of doing twice as much work as the law now re- 
quires them to do in order to pay off all public, municipal, corporate, 
and private indebtedness. - 

FALSE PRETENSES. 


The gold men pretend that our silver dollar is not fall weight, that 
it is a cut dollar, that it is a dishonest dollar, and therefore wrongly im- 
posed on the people. One answer to this is, that it has the same amount 
of fine silver in it that has been in the American silver dollar from 1792 
to this time, ninety-three years, Another answer is, that the purchas- 
ing power of the silver dollar is now about 25 per cent. greater than it 
was in 1870, when it was above par with gold, as is shown by the fol- 
lowing table, which I copy from the recent speech of Senator BECK, 
of Kentucky, on the silver question: 


. | Year ending June 30— 
Articles. Ee THe = 


1870. 1855, 


£ 
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The difference between the price of gold and silver is the result of the 
conspiracy between bondholders and bankers and the legislative and 
administrative departments of this and other governments for several 
years past to increase the value of gold and to degrade silver for selfish 
and mercenary purposes. 

Another false pretense is, that silver can not be put in circulation 
and has to be hoarded in the national Treasury. It is hoarded there to 
some extent because the Secretaries of the Treasury from 1878 until 
now have, in violation of law, refused to treat it as money and to pay it 
out to the public creditors and in this way put it in circulation. But 
let us look further at this. We are told by the President and by the 
Secretary of the Treasury that there has been $215,000,000 of silver 
coined up to date; that $50,000,000 of this is in circulation in the form 
of coin; that $93,000,000 is in circulation in the form of silver certi- 
ficates. This is a convenient form for its circulation, prevents loss from 
abrasion, and gives the people at large the benefit of all certificates lost 
or destroyed. That leaves in the vaults of the Treasury and ont of cir- 
culation $72,000,000. 

The Secretary of the Treasury shows in his report, page 13, that there 
was on the Ist of November, 1885, in gold in the Treasury the sum of 
$142,338,589.29. Now, we have heard no complaint from the gold men 
about the hoarding of this large sum of gold inthe Treasury. Ile also 
shows that the available assets in the Treasury at that time, excluding 
fractional coin and other unavailable items, is $259,437,431.25. Fifty 
million dollars, itis believed, would be a sufficient reserve, coupled with 
theincoming revenue, to meetthe current expenses of the Government. 
That sum taken from the available revenue would leave $166,849,695.74 
available for the payment of the public debt. Why should we not ex- 
tinguish that amount of the public debt and relieve the people of the 
burden of paying the interest on thatsum and at the same time throw that 
largesum of money into circulation to give increased activity to produc- 
tion and to business, and thus stimulate and give fuller reward to indus- 
try and enterprise. I undertake tosay we do not do this because it is to 
the interest of the national banks to prevent the payment of the public 
debt, and they have so far controlled the policy of the Government in 
this respect; thus sacrificing the best interests of the country and of the 
people, whose labor creates its wealth, to furnish bonds as a basis for 
banking and to gratify the inordinate greed of a rich class of consumers 
who create nothing. 

It may be said as a partial answer to this, that the law of 1875 and 
of 1882 hasset apart $100,000,000 in the Treasury for the redemption of 
the outstanding legal-tender (greenback) notes. If that law is tocon- 
tinue to encumber our statute-books, we. would then, on the basis I 
have suggested, only have $66,849,695.74 available for the payment of 
the publicdebt. The payment of thissum, however, would reduce con- 
siderably the public burdens and give greatly increased activity to busi- 
ness and enterprise. 


terp 
In 1878 Congress deliberately determined to preserve the $346,000,000 
of legal-tender notes asa part of the volume of our currency, asa means 
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of preventing hard times and to revive the business of the country and 
restore its p ity. And we all know it had this effect. This was 
certainly better for all interests than to have reduced the volume of the 
currency by thatsum and to have converted it into an interest-beari 
peace debt, which thestock-gamblers, bankers, and bondholders aim 
to do. 

The country has not yet forgotten the recklessness with which the 
national banks at that time contracted the volume of the currency near- 
Ty $19,000,000 in a few weeks, in order to try to intimidate Congress 
and the President and prevent the passage of the act of February 28, 
1878, ‘‘to authorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar, and to 
restore its legal-tender character,’’ and to prevent the of the 
act of May 28, 1878, ‘‘to forbid the further retirement of United States 
legal-tender notes.’ Their unpatriotic and selfish conduct on that oc- 
casion ought to have caused the gradual abandonment of the national 
banking em; and their istent selfishness and hostility to the 

ublic welfare and the fact that they have made themselves a polit- 
ical power dangerous to the public still cry out for their suppression. 
They would have produced a financial panic at that time if it had not 
been prevented by the Secretary of the Treasury putting a considerable 
amount of money in cireulation by the purchase of Government bonds 
in the New York market. 

To this, I am aware, it may be objected that the national banks fur- 
nish a good currency, current in all parts of the country alike, and that 
the public interests would not be consulted by the disturbance of busi- 
ness and by the retirement of so much currency from circulation. 

These objections may be easily and advantageously met and overcome 
by providing by law that there shall be nd increase of the national-bank 
circulation; that no others shall be chartered; that as the charters of 
existing banks expire, and as their currency is called in and retired, 
Treasury notes of the United States to an equal amount shall take the 
place of their notes. The change would thus be made without a single 
jar to business, and the substituted Treasury notes would be of exactly 
the same nature and quality and would answer exactly the same pur- 
poses as the national-bank notes. They would not be a legal tender, 
and the national-bank notes are not; they would be a first-class com- 
mercial paper, and current alike in all -parts of the country as the 
national-bank notes are; they should be made redeemable in coin at the 
will of the bill-holder as the national-bank notes are. 

The national banks showed us by their contraction of the volume of 
the currency in 1878 their readiness to use the power of contraction for 
an immoral and dishonest purpose; and we are now fully warned that 
they may be expected, as long as they have the power to control the 
volume of the currency, to use that power to control legislation and to 
raise and lower the prices of staple articles of commerce, such as cotton, 
wheat, and flour, meats, iron, and steel, cotton and woolen goods, petro- 
leum, &c., or to make corners on them, to enrich themselves and their 
confederates. By abolishing this system we would be relieved from 
the danger of a political power which is trying to control in its own 
interest the currency question; is hostile to the interest of the people; 
is aiming, in its own interest and against the interests of the country, to 
perpetuate the public debt and make it an endless burden on the people. 
These dangers ought to be removed by doing away with the system. 

In 1878, when the bill was passed providing for the coi of silver 
dollars and making them a legal tender, we were warned in awfully 
solemn terms by bondholders and bankers, and by newspapers and mem- 
bers of Congress who represented their interests, that the coinage of 
silver would drive the gold out of the country and produce at an early 
day most fearful financial distress and disasters. These dismal predic- 
tions liave from time to time been repeated ever since by the same per- 
sons. These direful prophecies have gone on for eight years. I pre- 
sent a table furnished me by the acting director of the Mint showing 
the amounts of gold coin and bullion and the amounts of silver coin 
and bullion exported and the amounts imported during the fiscal years 
1878 to 1885, inclusive, as furnishing a conclusive answer to this scare- 
crow declamation. ; 


Imports and exports of coin and bullion into United States, 


a sear rts of | Imports of Exports of 
Fiscal years, | gol gold coin and | silver coin and) silver coin and 
bi bullion. bullion. bullion, 
1878... $9, 204, 455 $16, 490, 599 $24, 535, 670 
1879 4,587, 614 14, 671, 062 20, 409, 827 
1880 3, 639, 025 32, 275, 914 13, 503, 894 
1881 2,565, 132 10, 544, 238 16, 841,715 
1882... 32, 587, 880 8, 005,336 16, 829, 599 
1883... 11, 600, 888 10, 692, 242 20, 219, 445 
1884... 41, 081, 957 14, 594, 45 051, 
1885... 26, 691, 696 8, 477, 892 16, 550, 627 33, 753, 683 
301, 025, 100 | 113, 744, S43 | 103, 914, 953 172, 145, 209 


From this it will be seen that during this period, covering the whole 
time since the coinage of standard silver dollars was resumed in 1878, 
we haye imported $301,025,100 in gold and exported $113,744,843 in 
gold, showing that during this period we have imported into the coun- 
try $187,280,257 in gold more than we have exported from the country. 
This table also shows that during that period we have exported $103, - 
914,843 in silver, and that during the same time we have imported 
$172,145,209 in silver, showing that in this time we have exported from 
the country $31,769,745 in silver more than we have imported into it. 
This I submit fully explodes this stock argument of the gold mono- 
metallists. 

Another of the bugaboos which these money-sharks and their repre- 
sentatives have used to frighten us into gold monometallism was that 
Europe would dump all her depreciated silver into this country and in 
exchange take our goldoutof the country. This tableis a full answer 
of fact to that theoretic scare-crow. During the last fiscal year we im- 
ported $26,691,696 in gold and exported $8,477,843 in gold, showing 
that during the last year $18,213,853 more in gold was brought into the 
country than was taken out; and that during the same year $16,550,953 
in silver was imported and $33,753,633 in silver was exported, thus 
showing that $17,202,680 more of silver was sent out of the country 
during that year than was brought into the country. 

Now that the theory that silver coinage would drive the gold out of 
the country has been so conclusively exploded, the representatives of 
the bondholders and bankers tell us that our Treasury reserve is going 
to be changed from gold to silver. It will be observed that their fears, 
the dangers they predict, the evils they say are to befall the country, 
are always going to happen on account of some undeveloped thing which 
is to occur hereafter, not because of facts which do actually exist. They 
argue as if we were obliged to have either a gold standard and a gold 
Treasury reserve or a silver standard and a silver Treasury reservé. In 
fact, we ought to have neither, and instead of either we ought to have 
the double standard of gold and silver, and a Treasury reserve of gold 
and silver, just as we now have. 

How are the gold monometallists going to reconcile these potent offi- 
cial facts with their theory that silver is driving or will drive gold out 
of the country? So long as the balance of trade is in our favor gold will 
flow into the country; when the balance of trade shall be against us, 
both gold and silver will go out of the country. 

I submit the following table, furnished me by Mr. Burchard, Director 
of the Mint, on the 20th June last, toshow the annual increase of gold 
in the United States from the 1st of January, 1878, the year in which 
we recommenced the coi of silver dollars, to the Ist of January, 
1885. Ihave not been able to obtain the amount to the 1st of Janu- 
ary, 1886. It also shows the relative amount of gold and silver each 
year, and the amounts in the United States Treasury and in circulation. 
And in another and conspicuous form it overthrows the theory that sil- 
ver is driving gold out of the country. I prefer to illustrate my nee: 
ments by great, authenticated facts like those shown by these tables 
rather than by false though ingenious theories, which sometimes amuse 
and often deceive us. $ 


Statement showing the estimated amount of gold and silver coin and bullion in the United States on the 1st of January cach year from 1878 to 1885 
inclusive, the amount in the Treasury, and the amount in active circulation. 


1878. 1879. 
G ae “Seas : $218, 000,000 | $273, 000, 000 
MONE OO TI soas iseaheh9ed naccubpsa-oupssquuea bh vecssbeaudcuaspanquse: oi 000, 
Gold bullion in mintsand New York assay office. .... 10671; 164 5, 275, 424 


Total gold coin and bullion.....ssssssssssesssnsoss ested 


228, 671, 164 | 278,275, 424 


65, 000, 000 
3,374, 982 


CIEE OOM isisa oresoao ic anncuieoesconbvece 
Silver bullion in mints and NewYork assay office.... 


Total silver coin and bullion..............0.:scsseeeses 

In the Treasury : 
Gold coin and bullion................. 
Silver coin and Dullion...,scesrs-.<+« 


116, 520, 934 639 
HE 
165, 940, 172 | 


Gold coin and bullion...... 
Silver coin and bullion... 


112, 150, 230 


65,000,000 | 95,000,000 | 128, 000, 000 

11,057,140 | 4,492,421 
„| 68,874,982 | 106,057,140 | 132, 492, 421 
= 


1 785 997 
siyaai, 18s | "78,400,607 | 78, 80, 307 


178, 671, 423 | 218, 392, 392 306, 794, 304 | 417,559, 181 | 492, 806, 556 | 


1880. 1883, * 1885, 


$327, 


$524, 000, 000 | $552, 000,000 | $563, 000, 000 
51, 981, 432 66, 406, 346 63, 422, 646 


575, O81, 432 618, 406, 346 626, 422, 46 
re FSS a 
213,000,000 | 242,000,000 | 264,000,000 


000, 000 
61, 634, 318 
388,634,318 | 490, 260, 851 
157, 000, 000 

6, 224 


4,468,193 | 5, 661, 841 „665, 
163, 183, 224 217,468,193 | 247,661,841 | 269, 665,758 
T S S OOS OOS OS 
157,790,821 | 156,742,005 | 172,617,467 | 171,504,568 | 219,014,739 | 234, 975, 851 
56,542,114 | 79,142,799 | 99,161,408 | 125,006,727 | 151,207,884 | 181,362,978 
214,332,435 | 235,884,804 | 271,778,875 | 296,511,295 | 370,222,623 | 416, 338,829 
333,518,756 | 402,360,135 | 404,476,864 | 399,391,607 | 391,446,795 
84,040,425 | 90, 446, 421 92,461,466 | 96,453, 957 88, 302, 780 
496,938,330 | 495,845,564 | 479,749, 575 


a eee es 
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THE DANGERS OF BRITISH AND GERMAN EXAMPLES, 


Weare asked to follow the lead of Great Britainand Germany in the 
demonetization of silver. The policy of those countries is simply the 
policy of their rich men, bondholders, bankers, money-lenders, and per- 
sons who have fixed incomes. The poorer and middle classes in those 
countries have little or no voice insuch matters. In those governments 
these classes are useful as soldiers, in killing each other in dynastic 
wars in which they have no interest, and as laborers, operatives, and tax- 
payers to support royalty, aristocracy, and other privileged classes. 
They are not expected or allowed to deal in statecraft and great finan- 
cial questions, and must be content to bear the burdens put upon them 
for the benefit of the privileged classes and the rich. Here we have a 
different theory. And if these imitators of English and German policy 
can have their way a few years longer, I fear it will be only a theory 
with us; that our boasted system of free, popular, constitutional self- 
government will become a matter of history, but will no longer be the 


existing pride and glory of every true American heart. Their whole | și 


political theory and system are different from ours. Theirs are govern- 
ments of force, whose rulers are sovereigns and whose people are sub- 
jects. Oursisa government of consent, whose le are sovereign and 
whose officers are servants, And we should think well before we fol- 
low the examples set by them in political and financial matters. 

A government of the people, by the people, and for the people is the 
last and highest development of political science. It means that it is 
the government of a people who are all sovereigns and equal before the 
law. It means that we are to have no royalty, no aristocracy either of 
rank or wealth, no classes enjoying privi not common toall. It 
means a government which protects all its citizens alike and allows ex- 
elusive privileges tonone. Itmeansagovernment in which every citizen 
is guaranteed all the fruits of his labor except what is necessary for the 
support of government, and in which no man’s prosperity can be law- 
fally taken from him and given to another without his consent. Such 
a government is only practicable among a free people of a high order ot 
intelligence and virtue, and could not long exist among a people want- 
ing in these qualities. It grieves me to say that while in many of our 
State constitutions we declare that perpetuities and monopolies are con- 
trary to the genius of a free people, we are to-day the worst monopoly- 
ridden people, I think, in the civilized world. And if railroad mo: 
olies, bank monopolies, and protective-tariff monopolies continue to rule 
this country a few years longer, as they have for the last twenty years, 
and to transfer the property of the country by the hundreds of millions 
of dollars annually from the oppressed many to the privileged and pro- 
tected few, I fear that our government, hitherto the asylum of the op- 

of all lands and the home of the free and happy, will become 
the prey and the spoil of the rich few and of their corrupt and despotic 
associdtes. The abolition of one-half of the metal money of this coun- 
try and the acopiion o apo aey ahioh ari require twice as many days 
of labor, twice as much of the products of labor, as are now required to 
pay all debts, public and private, which will greatly increase the wealth 
of the few and as certainly increase the poverty of the many, will be 
the longest stride ever taken toward the overthrow of our political sys- 
tem and the establishment in its stead of a government of fraud and 


force. 
DIFFERENT CONDITIONS CALL FOR DIFFERENT POLICIES. 

Why should we follow the example of Great Britain and Germany 
on the silver question? Both of those are great creditor nations; their 
people are holding large quantities of the interest-bearing securities of 
other countries—Great Britain to the extent of $3,250,000,000, and 
Germany to the extent of $2,000,000,000, The United Statesis a debtor 
nation to the extent of $1,843,713,715.80, as shown by the public debt 
statement for December, 1885. The public debt of the States, Terri- 
tories, counties, townships, towns, cities, boroughs, vi and school 
districts of the United States was in 1880 $1,117,585,546, as shown by 
the United States census. The railroads of the United States in 1880 
were indebted to the amount of $5,658,914,158. These three classes of 
indebtedness amounted in the aggregate, at that time, to $8,620,213,- 
419.80, and the two last items have no doubt been considerably in- 
creased since 1880. This does not include the private indebtedness of 
the country, and I have not the means of stating what that is, but it 
is probably as great in the aggregate as the publicindebtedness. Now, 
by following the example of Great Britain and Germany on the silver 
question we should aid them in about doubling the value of the $5,250,- 
000,000 of securities they together hold on foreign countries, as com- 
pared with the labor and property ont of which these securities are to 
be paid. And we should about double the amount of labor and prop- 
erty which would be required to pay the $8,620,213, 419.80 of our public 
indebtedness as well as of all private indebtedness. A comparatively 
few bondholders, bankers, and money-lendersin this country would be 
benefited by such folly, while the vast mass of the people would be 
injured and impoverished by it. 

We ought not to follow their example, because such a course would 
injure the world at large while doing a great wrong to our own people. 
We ought not to follow their example for another important reason: 
Great Britain is not a silver-producing country, and Germany produces 
very little. The report of the Director of the Mint, recently laid before 
us, shows the world’s product of silver for 1884 to have been $115,- 


147,878. Of this sum it shows that the United States produced $48,- 
800,000, which is more than 42 per cent. of the world’s product for that 
year. We are asked, therefore, to saerifice the silver interest of the 
silver-producing country in the world. Besides this, Mr. Will- 
iams, a gentleman connected with the Geological Bureau, who em 
the volume now being published on the mineral resources of the United 
States for 1883 and 1884, states, that the lowest estimate which can 
be placed on the capitalized value of our silver mines and works, it would 
not be below $106,000,000. And he adds that ‘‘the census accounts 
for no less than $27,000,000 invested in the reservoirs, flumes, ditches, 
&c., of the hydraulic mines alone, and it has been claimed that these 
figures are far short of the truth.” 
After reviewing the question and showing the difficulty of obtaining 
exact information, he says: 
While, therefore, it is im to reach even an approximate estimate as to 


the actual investment in silver mining, we know it to be a amount, per- 
ey mn perhaps $500,000,000, possibly more, but nly in excess of 


He also estimates that there may be about 130,000 persons engaged 
in silver mining in this country, and about 520,000 supported by silver 
mining. Towns and cities have been built up to meet the necessities of 
our silyer-mining interests, and railroads and wagon-roads constructed 
for the same purpose. And they are large consumers of clothing, food, 
iron, steel, quicksilver, and machinery. Silver mining is the principal 
business in some of our Western States and Territories. 

In addition to being asked to double the debt burdens of our people, 
we are asked to sacrifice all these resources in silver—God's boon and 
blessing to us and to the world—to sacrificeall the investments in our sil- 
ver-mining operations; to pauperize more than halfa million of people, 
and bankrupt thousands of our most enterprising citizens, in order to 
help a few rich men in our own and other countries to perpetrate upon 
our own people and those of other countries the most stupendous fraud, 
considered in all its bearings, ever pe ted on mankind. 

While this scheme of demonetizing silver is to double the value of the 
bonded indebtedness of the world, and to double the purchasing power 
of the gold of the world, and to require double the amount of Jabor and 
propertynow required to pay the debts of the world, I want to ask the 
question, for each to answer to himself on his conscience, is there 
one man in the world silly enough to believe the bondholders, bank- 
ers, and money-lenders would be willing to take one-half the face of 
their securities in satisfaction of the sums owing to them? If they 
take away half the means of paying, in good conscience and honor, if 
they are honest men, they ought to reduce their claims for payment one- 
half. But they will do no such thing. They to be able to use 
the political power of this and other countries to violate the law and the 
contracts under which they obtain and own bonds, and to rob the people 
of what should go to feed, clothe, and educate their children and prepare 
them to become good, intelligent, and useful citizens. Ieannotand donot 
believe that God’s justice will it the consummation of such a crime 
against right, decency, humanity, and civilization. Andis there asane 
man in the world, of ordinary intelligence, who believes that the states- 
men of either Great Britain or Germany would make such a sacrifice 
of the material interests of their countries and of the rights of their le 
as their moneyed men are asking us to make for our country and people? 
Money-lenders and stock-gamblers modestly ask us to sacrifice this great 
source of our wealth, which any other nation would give millions to 
possess. And men are found in the American Congress who advocate 
a policy which would lead to this result, if successful. 

THE REMEDY. 

We are responsible to our people for the protection of their rights. 
We have the power to t them. It is our duty to protect against 
this cunning and wicked scheme of robbery. If I amasked how, Iam 
prepared to answer, that— . 

First, I would provide for the free and unlimited coinage of silver. 

Second. I would provide for the issuance of silver certificates of $5 
and upward on all deposits in the or subtreasuries of silver 
coin or bullion of standard fineness, when $100 or more should be pre- 
sented. 

Third. I would so amend the second section of the act of Congress of 
January 14, 1875, “‘ to provide for the resumption of specie payments,” 
and the twelfth section of the act of July 12, 1882, ‘‘to enable bankin 
associations to extend their corporate existence, and for other purposes,’ 
as to the ial reservation of $100,000,000 of gold for the re- 
demption of legal-tender notes, and instead of that ial reservation 
would provide for a general reserve of $50,000,000, in addition to the 
current revenues, to meet all the contingent needs of the : 

Fourth. I would require the Secretary of the Treasury to pay out the 
silver in the Treasury as he does the gold in satisfaction of all public 
indebtedness; and to pay out all above the $50,000,000 reserve, and re- 
duce the principal and stop the interest of our public debt to that ex- 
tent. 

Fifth. I would provide that no more national banks should be char- 
tered; that no additional notes for circulation should be furnished to 
those now in existence; and that, as the charters of those in existence 
expire, and as their circulation is called in, a like amount of United 
States Treasury notes should be issued to take their place as currency. 
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In a former part of my remarks I stated the reasons for this, and need 
not repeat them. 

I profoundly regret that there should be differences between Demo- 
crats on thisquestion. The Prestdent in his message and the Secretary 
of the Treasury in his annual report have shown wisdom and true states- 
manship in many of their recommendations, and wherever I can it will 
afford me pleasure to sustain their views. But on thisquestion I must 
follow the traditions of the Democratic party and its principles, as illus- 
trated in many test-votes in both branches of within the last 
ten years; and I must sustain the interests of my constituents, those of 
the people of the whole country and of mankind, as affected by this 
question. j 

The Democratic party is now on trial before the country. The Re- 
publican party was turned out of power because it abandoned the in- 
terests of the people on all the great questions which affected the material 
interest of the country, such as the regulation of interstate commerce, 
the tariff, banking and currency, and the coinage of silver, and surren- 
dered the great political powers which it controlled, as the dominant 
political party of the country, to the service and support of the interests 
of the corporations and the money-power. The Democratic party re- 
sisted and denounced this course as a betrayal of the great political trust 
confided to the Republican party. - 

I do not wish to be understood as saying that all Republicans and 
* all Democrats occupied the positions I have assigned to these parties 
respectively on these questions, There were Republicans, especially 
in the West, who did not agree with the action of their party on these 
questions. And there were Democrats, mainly in the East, who did 
not agree with their party on these questions. But I have stated cor- 
rectly the positions of the two great political parties. 

Now we find leading Democrats asking the Democracy, as a party, 
to take on these questions the very positions and to advocate the views 
for which the people drove the Republicans from power. Will we do 
this? If we do, then we ought all to join the Republican party; for on 
these questions there would be no difference between these parties. 
And if we do, then the Democratic party must cease to exist. It has 
been the party of the people from the foundation of the Government 
up to this time, resisting all through our history monopolies and class 
interests and defending and protecting the rights of the people. If it 
should ever become the defender of monopolies, corporations, and the 
money-kings as against the rights of the people (which God forbid) it 
will cease to be the Democratic party, and the people will have tolook 
elsewhere for the guardianship, protection, and defense of their rights. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in writing from the President 
of the United States was communicated to the House by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


SILVER QUESTION, 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state that no doubt the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures will report some meas- 
ure on this subject probably at an early date, and the House will be 
allowed ample time for its consideration. I therefore move that the 
committee rise, and that this discussion shall wait some proposition to 
come before the House on the subject. 

Mr. SYMES. I have no objection to the motion; but will the gen- 
tleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BLAND. Certainly. 

Mr. SYMES. Can the chairman of the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures inform the House, with any degree of accuracy, 
when we may expect a report from the committee upon this subject, 
whether it will be in one, two, or three days, or a week? 

Mr. BLAND. I amunable to give the gentleman theinformation he 
desires. Our committee has not yet had a meeting zyn the subject, 
and I do not know what it will report or when it will report; but no 
doubt some proposition will come vpe discussion in regular order pre- 
sented by that committee, and the House will have ample time for its 
discussion. 

Mr. SYMES. I would like to say, in view of the statement of the 
ae of oe ee that I know ee a number of members 

ere are prepared to make silver speeches, and they are beginning to get 
somewhat cold after the discussion in the Senate Which has been pea os 
on from day to day. I, therefore, would like to give notice that at as 
early a date as possible, provided the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures does not report a proper measure for debate, I shall ask 
the House to go into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union in order that those gentlemen may haye an opportunity to make 
their speeches. 

Several MEMBERS. Let us have them now. 

Mr. BLAND. I insist upon the motion that the committee now rise. 

fy question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 58, 
noes 62, 

Mr. BLAND. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. BLAND and Mr. SYMES were appointed tellers. 


The committee-again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 79, 
noes 73. ‘ 

So the motion was agreed to. ; 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, having had under consideration the message of 
the President of the United States, had come to no resolution thereon. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and upon a diyision there were—ayes 85, 
noes 27. 

Mr. BEACH. I demand the yeas and nays on the motion. 

‘The yeas and nays were not osdered, only 6 members voting in favor 
thereof. ‘ 

So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 14 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were Jaid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Papers relating to claim of H. W. Vandergrift— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Papers in the case of Nancy L. Ribble, of 
Muncie, Ind.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Papers relating to the claim of Sarah M. 
Thomas, of Adams County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claims of Alfred Smith, of Sidney Ballard, 
of Burke Fitzgerald, of Miss Sarah M. Thomas, and of George G. Rus- 
sell—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of citizens of Des Moines, Iowa, for in- 
crease of pension of Mrs. Elizabeth McLaren—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: Petition and papers relating to the establish- 
ment of a United States court at Denison, Tex.—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DUNN: Papers relating to the claim of Charles W. Foulke— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Petition to construct a counterpoise battery for 
the protection of cannon in coast defense and the field; also on board 
iron-plated vessels for river and harbor defense—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of Edward M. Taliaferro, of Fulton 
County, Georgia, to have his claim for supplies referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper in the claim of Stafford, Seymour & Co.—to the same 
committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of V. Richards & Bro.—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. HARMER: Papers relating to the case of Julius A. Kaiser— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Thomas McBride—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Petition of T. J. Jones and others, wholesale fish 
dealers of Boston, praying for the appointment of commissioners on the 
part of the United States to confer with those of Great Britain for the 
settlement of the fisheries question—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 


fairs. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition to have restored certain plats of public 
surveys to the local land office, Santa Fé, N. Mex.—to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. KING: Papers relating: to the claims of Cora A. Slocomb, 
Ida A. Richardson, and Caroline A. Urquhart—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: Petition of John M. Altizer, foramendment 
of chapter 236, laws of 1880—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. P. L. Ward— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McKENNA: Petition requesting reference to the Court of 
Claims of the claim of Ewing M. Skaggs, deceased, of Louisiana—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Memorial of Mrs. Helen M. Kyle, of Clark County, 
Arkansas, for the mileage of her deceased husband, who was elected a 
Representative from Arkansas in 1865—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of Mrs. M. E. Banta and 15 others, citi- 
zens of Franklin, Ind., asking that women in the Territories be given 
the right of suffrage—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: Papers relating to the claim of Lester Noble— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Petition of Grand Army of the Republic, Post 
No. 249, West Branch, Iowa—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of Mannister Worts and others—to the 
same committee, 

Also, petition of Frederick Gale, for a pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, petition of George W. Cutler and others—to the same committee. 

Also, claimant's affidavit in original pension claim of Frederick Mc- 
Whorp—to the same committee, . 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of A. H. Alfrey, of Benton County, Arkan- 
sas, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of William M. Nol, of Marion County, Ilinois, for re- 
lief—to the same committee. 

By Mr. T. B. REED: Ten petitionsof citizens of Maine, remonstrating 
against the landing or importation of mackerel caught between March 
15 and June, and requesting the enactment of such laws as will ac- 
complish the purpose aforesaid—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, three petitions of citizens of Maine, protesting againstany treaty 
or legislation which would admit Canadian fish free of duty—to the 
same committee. = 

By Mr. RICE (by request): Petitionof William Webster for and in 
furtheranee of his claims against Great Britain—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petitions of Joseph Adams, of Marshall 
County; of William J. Thompson, of Lincoln County; and of Jeff. M. 
Stone, of Lincoln County, Tennessee, asking compensation for property 
taken and used by the United States Army during the late war—to the 
Committce on War Claims. 

By Mr. STORM: Papers relating to the claim of James Hall and 
others—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Papers relating to the claim of James M. Dacon— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VIELE: Memorials and petitions of Wilson & Adams and 
others; of Sereno D. Bonfils and others; of Church E. Gates & Co. and 
others; of Henry Sheldon and over 200 others; of L. V. Conover and 
others; of Edward Haight and others; of T. B. Wakeman and others; 
of George S. Coe and others; of William Dowd and others; of Charles 
Bathgate and others; of Charles L. Georgi and others; of General Franz 
Sigel and others; of Edgar Wright and others; of John E. Barston and 
others; of Hon. William Cauldwell and others; of P. H. & W. Webling 
and others; of Smith Ely, jr., and others; of George W. Thompson and 
others; of H. P. De Graafand others; of General Franz Sigel and others; 
of Charles Stoughton, and of the Chamber of Commerce of New York, 
asking for the improvement of the Harlem River, and requesting Con- 
gress to authorize the Secretary of War to contract with Charles Stough- 
ton and his associates for the entire work of improving Harlem River, 
New York, for a sum not exceeding $1,295,000, including the furnish- 
ing the right of way free of cost to the United States—to the Committce 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILSON: Petition of George S. Hill and 41 others, citizens 
of Berkeley County, West Virginia, in favor of ing the Bland 
bill for the coinage of standard silver dollars—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 
upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates of one, 
two, and five dollars, the same being made legal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 
in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 

By Mr. HENLEY: Of citizens of Eureka, Cal. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Of citizens of Gordon, Tex. 

By Mr. MARKHAM: Of citizens of Riverside, Cal. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Of Elihu Parks and 66 others, citizens of Brown 
County, Illinois. 

By Mr. J. B. WEAVER: Of A. T. Estis and 49 others, of Missouri; 
of John Hall and 103 others, of Nebraska; of Charles Roth and 66 
others, of Oregon; of E. Hobbs and 33 others, Minnesota; of Thomas 
Brown and 23 others, of Indiana; of John Pheyley and 54 others, of 
Illinois; of C. F. Kiker and 29 others, of Texas; of J. W. Shahan and 
152 others, of Iowa; of Edward Simons and 111 others, of Illinois; of 
Frank Crow and 80 others, of Nebraska; of J. F. Thompson and 81 
others, of Nebraska; of T. K. Massie and 20 others, of West Virginia; 
of William Taylor and 55 others, of Indiana; of C. F. Fenton and 116 
others, of Illinois; of L. W. Graham and 116 others, of Iowa; and of 
A. C. Jackson and 63 others, of Illinois. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 13, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D, 

Mr. HAWLEY took the chair as presiding officer under the previous 
designation of the President pro tempore, sanctioned by the Senate. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills received yesterday from the House of Represent- 
atives were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary: 2 

A bill (H. R. 2) to amend section 643 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States; and 


A bill (H. R. 1684) to authorize terms of the circuit court of the 
United State for the eastern judicial district of North Carolina at the 
city of Wilmington, in said district. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 76) fixing the time when the pay of 
certain clerks to committees of the House of Representatives shall begin 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. . 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAwLEY in the chair) laid before 
the Senate a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, trans- 
mitting, in response to a resolution of December 17, 1885, a statement 
in regard to the length of time it will require to furnish the informa- 
tion called for by that resolution as to settlers on lands granted to rail- 
roads in the State of Kansas; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Pablic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER presented a petition of the colored 
North Americans, praying for such legislation as will provide for the 
education and elevation of the colored people; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of Abby L. Burbank, widow of 
Charles H. Burbank, late medical inspector United States Navy, pray- 
ing for an increase of pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. ` 

Mr. HAMPTON presented the petition of Beverley Kennon, of Bal- 
timore, Md., praying the adoption of his plan for the construction of a 
counterpoise battery for the protection of cannon in coast defense and 
on board iron-plated vessels for river and harbor defense; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 241) for the relief of Joseph W. Parish; and 

A bill (S. 311) for the relief of James Trabue, Thornton Thatcher, 
Michael Callahan, and the widow of John Waters. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 113) for the relief of Samuel Browning, of Missouri, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, and moved its indefinite postpone- 
ment; which was agreed to. . 

He also, from the same committce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
628) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to compensate clerks 
and employés for extra work performed in the exchange of bonds in 
the Department, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 225) to authorize Col. George W. Getty, United States 
Army, retired, to be placed upon the retired-list of the Army with the 
rank and pay of a brigadier-general; and 

A bill (S. 498) for the relief of George T. Dudley. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 209) for the relief of the legal representatives of John M. 
Robeson. deceased, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 


18) for the relief of Pearson C. Montgomery, of Memphis, Tenn., re- _ 


ported it with amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the letter of the Secretary of State of December 17, 1885, 
recommending the passage of an act to permit Joseph Rawicz, United 
States consul at Warsaw, Russia, to accept decorations from Russia, 
submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 1053) to permit 
Joseph Rawicz, United States consul at Warsaw, Russia, to accept cer- 
tain decorations tendered him by the Russian Government; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. J ACKSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 32) for the relief of Mrs. Lizzie D. Clarke, of New Or- 
1 


eans; and f 

A bill (S. 289) for the relief of J. A. Henry and others. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 71) for the benefit of the States of Texas, Colorado, Oregon, 
Nebraska, California, Kansas, and Nevada, and the Territories of Wash- 
ington, Idaho, and Nevada when a Territory, reported it without amend- 
ment. i 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
24) for the relief of Samuel B. Seat, administrator of Christian Krupp, 
deceased, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. GRAY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 100) for the relief of William H. Crook, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
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Mr. MANDERSON. I am instructed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting estimates 
for the construction of a wharfat Fort Monroe. Thesedocuments were 
referred to the Committee on Printing to advise the Senateas to whether 
the accompanying maps should be printed. I am instructed by the 
committee to report adversely to the printingof such maps. They have 
been ordered to be printed by the House of Representatives. 

The report was agreed to. 


BILLS OF FORTY-EIGHTH CONGRESS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back favorably the following resolution, and I ask for its pres- 
ent consideration by the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Public Printer be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed 
to bind duplicate sets of bills and resolutions of the Forty-eighth Co: said 
bills and resolutions to be furnished him from the files of the Senate document- 
room, and the volumes, when bound, to be kept there for reference. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1054) for the relief of Maurice 
Gandy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 1055) to amend section 2148 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States in relation to trespassers on In- 
dian lands; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1056) to accept and ratify an agreement 
made by the Pah-Ute Indians, and granting a right of way to the Carson 
and Colorado Railroad Company through the Walker River reservation, 
in Nevada; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1057) granting a right of way to the 
Jamestown and Northern Railroad Company through the Devil’s Lake 
Indian reservation, in the Territory of Dakota; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SAWYER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1058) for the relief 
of Stewart & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr, BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 1059) granting a pension to Charles 
F. Hildreth; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. r 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 1069) for the relief of C. M. Wittig; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1061) for the relief of Augustus 
Witte; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1062) for the relief of Robert D. Gard- 
ner; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. COLQUITT introduced a bill (S. 1063) making an appropriation 
to continue the improvement of the navigation of the Chattahoochee 
River below Colambus, Ga.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. - 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1064) for the relief of James G. Walter; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 1065) granting a pension to 
Emeline J. Babson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1068) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah 
Adams; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. . 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1067) to authorize the appoint- 
ment of John W. Chickering to the rank of first lieutenant; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 1068) for the relief of Francis 
M, Leeds; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1069) for the relief of George E. 
W. Sharretts; which was read tyice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 1070) granting the Fort Sullivan 
military reservation to the town of Eastport, Me., for a public park; 
which was read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1071) for the relief of Frances W. Dyer; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 1072) to prevent the pub- 
lication of lottery advertisements, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BOWEN introduced a bill (S. 1073) to establish a public park at 
Pagosa Springs, in the State of Colorado; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 1074) for the relief of Caroline L. 
Maury; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 1075) to provide for marking with 


a monument the grave of General Daniel Morgan, in the cemetery at 
Winchester, Va.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee en Mili Affairs. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 29) for print- 
ing the astronomical and meteorological observations of the Naval Ob- 
servatory; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN 


On motion of Mr. SAWYER, it was 

Ordered, That all papers intheclaimsof A. P.C. Stewartand Charles A. Weed 
and of Stewart & Co. be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

On motion of Mr. GIBSON, it was 

Ordered, That the tion and papers of Ernestine H. Stevens be taken from 
the files and refe to the Committee on Claims, ‘ 

SILVER COINAGE. 


Mr. INGALLS submitted the following resolution; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table and be printed: 


Resolved, That, in the opinion of the Senate, the compulsory coinage of silver 
dollars, directed by the law of February 28, 1878, should not be suspended till the 
aggregate reaches the sum of $500,000,000. 


FAST MAIL SERVICE WEST OF CHICAGO, 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


ere That the Postmaster-General be directed to furnish to the Senate the 
following information, namely: 

First. Over what railroads the so-called "fast mail” from Chicago, destined 
for points in Colorado, Utah, and Idaho, is transported, and what advantage is 
gained by the Government in transporting over roads other than the Union Pa- 


cific, A 
Second. The cost of such rtation, and, if the same is being 
Treasury, 


of the , what reason exists for paying therefor out of the 
other companies, instead of having the said service performed by the Union Pa- 
cific Company and crediting the compensation therefor to the said company on 
its indebtedness to the Government. 

Third. Whether anything is gained or lost, in point of time, by sending over 
other roads rather than the said Union Pacific road. 

Fourth. Copies of all existing contracts in relation to said transportation. 


REMOVAL OF INDIANS TO INDIAN TERRITORY, 


Mr. BOWEN submitted the following resolution; which was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of removing all the Indians in the United States to the Indian 
Territory west of the State of Arkansas, and to report by bill or otherwise. 


COIN DUTIES ON IMPORTED GOODS. 


Mr. EUSTIS. I desire to give notice that on Monday next, at 2 
o’clock, I shall ask the consent of the Senate to call up the resolution 
submitted ‘by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] on the 18th of 
December last, in order that I may submit a few remarks upon it. 


EULOGIES ON VICE-PRESIDENT HENDRICKS. 


Mr. VOORHEES. With the permission of the Senate, before the reg- 
ular order is taken up, I desire to make a brief statement. 

Several days ago, as the Senate is aware, I gave notice that on Wednes- 
day, the 20th instant, a week from to-day, I would call up the resolu- 
tions expressive of the sense of theSenate at the loss of the late Vice- 
President. Owing to engagements on the part of certain Senators who 
desire to be present and who have kindly consented to participate in 
the proceedings, and in deference likewise to the wishes of my col- 
leagues in the other House of Congress, I give notice that I shall call 
up those resolutions on Tuesday, the 26th instant, which is a week from 
next Tuesday, instead of at the time heretofore indicated. 


EMERSON ETHERIDGE AND WILLIAM B. STOKES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no further ‘‘ concurrent or 
other resolutions” the Senate proceeds to the consideration of the Cal- 
endar under Rule VIII. The bill first in order will be stated. 

The bill (S. 506) for the relief of Emerson Etheridge and William B. 
Stokes was announced as first in order; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. When the bill was last under consid- 
eration the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] gave notice of an amend- 
ment which he intended to propose. Does the Senator from Oregon 
desire to have the amendment read now? 

Mr. DOLPH. If I am entitled to address.the Senate a second time 
upon the bill before offering the amendment I would prefer to submit 
my amendment at the closeof some remarks; or if the Senate will per- 
mit me by general consent to be heard again—and I should like also a 
little more than the accustomed time, probably not to exceed ten or 
fifteen minutes—when I have said what I desire on the bill I shall be 
satisfied to let it take its course. 

Mr. HOAR. I askunanimons consent that the Senator from Oregon 
saath bere scare to address the Senate at such length as he shall find it 
convenien = 


AND REFERRED. 


for out 
to 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenate has heard therequest. Is 
there objection? ‘The Chair hears none, and leave is granted. ~ 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr, President, if it were not that I am fortified in 
my opinion in regard to the merits of this measure by the judgment 
of the chairman of the Committee on Finance, whose long experience 
in such cases renders him a competent judge, I might be shaken in my 
convictions in regard to it; but as it is, notwithstanding the apparent 
desire of the Senate to pass the bill, I have not changed my judgment 
in the least in regard to the wisdom of the measure. 

If the only thing involved here was a question as to whether the 
United States should lose the amount which has been found due upon 
the statement of the account of this public officer I should not occupy 
the time of the Senate a moment longer; and asit is, when I have had 
an opportunity to notice briefly some of the arguments which have been 
made by the friends of the bill in favor of its passage, I shall be satis- 
fied to Ict it take its course. 

As I have already upon a former occasion said in substance, my op- 
position to it is mainly for the purpose of calling the attention of the 
Senate to the necessity of a statute limiting actions and suits by the 
United States against the principals and sureties upon official bonds, 
or some other legislation which shall provide for a prompt settlement 
of public accounts and for the prompt institution of suits against the 
sureties on official bonds, and the necessity for some general legislation 
which shall relieve the present re upon Congress by bills for 
private relief. We could pass a bill of ten lines in length which would 
strike at the wrong which is evident in this case and cut up this evil, 
root and branch, as easily as we can pass thissingle bill for the relief of 
this one claimant. Instead of that we are satisfied to drift along from 
session to session, lopping off here and there a branch. 

What is the inference? It is that in the judgment of Congress there 
ought to be no statute of limitations as to actions and suits by the Gov; 
ernment. I understand it to be tacitly admitted here that there never 
has been in a hundred years—in fact never since the Government was 
organized—a statute of limitations as against suits upon official bonds 
except in the single case of postmasters’ bonds. 

I am aware that there is a statute limiting suits upon marshals’ 
bonds, but my t recollection is that the statute applies only to 
suits by individuals for some failure of the marshal to perform his 
official duty. 

I am rather pleased to have stirred up such a storm of indignation 
against the Government as I did by my remarks on Friday last upon 
this bill. I suppose that some persons who listened to the discussion 
on that occasion might have supposed that Senators when speaking of 
the Government meant some Auditor in the Treasury Department or 
some overworked official who by the parsimony of Congress is allowed 
only about half clerks enough to conduct the current business of his 
bureau; but when we remember that Congress is the law-making 
power and is responsible for the laws which we have and for the ab- 
sence of those which we have not but which we ought to have, it would 

that the denunciation ought to have been against Congress as 
that branch of the Government which is responsible for the evil which 
exists, if there is any. 

I think too that a wrong impression was received as to the character 
of the balance which has been stated against this public officer. At 
least one Senator spoke of the matter as if there been a charge of 
defalcation against this public officer, something that imputed moral 
turpitude. I suppose that in ninety-nine cases out of every hundred 
where there are ces stated i a public officer in the settle- 
ment of his accounts it is caused by disallowances of amounts which 
he has paid out which were unauthorized by law, or amounts which he 
claims for services which he is entitled to. 

Let us examine a little more closely what the balance consists of in 
this case. We are told by the First Comptroller of the Treasury De- 
partment that it is mainly for printing and for clerk-hire. What is 
the residue for? Weare not enlightened. It may be for money that 
was in the hands of this public officer but never was expended and 
never accounted for; and then how much of it was for clerk-hire? Did 
this public officer draw his salary regularly as secretary of the Terri- 
tory and hire a clerk to perform the duties of his office and afterward 
charge the amount paid to his clerk to the Government, or did his rep- 
resentatives after his death do this and thus cause this balance? 

Atall events, we are told that the disallowances were expenditures 
that were unauthorized. That is to say, there was no act of Congress 
thatauthorizedthem. The proper Department had notauthorized them, 
and I undertake to say that in most cases that is the cause of the bal- 
ances which are found due against public officers. They make expend- 
itures which are unauthorized by law, the Department disallows the 
expenditures, and’the Government resorts to the courts to collect the 
amount which has been so improperly expended. 

Now let us see what the result would be if in every case we were to 
take up the accounts of these officers and relieve them of the balances 
due from them under similar circumstances. We might just as well 
under such cireumstances let every officer who was charged with the 
expenditure of public money be a law unto himself and have no law 
regulating the disbursement of public funds, and simply content our- 
selyes with making appropriations to supply deficiencies, 


If in any event such balances ought to be remitted there is nota 
proper showing in this case to justify it. Committees of this body have 
reported over and over again, and by no Senator oftener than the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts who took part in this debate, that the Govern- 
ment would not hold itself liable for the mistakes, the negligence, or 
the misconduct of its public officers. Butin this case it is proposed, 
because it is claimed an officer of the Government has been negligent, 
and the Government has been guilty of laches, that the bondsmen shall 
be exonerated from every obligation to the Government. 

It is always held also that laches will not be imputed to the Govern- 
ment. Statutes of limitation are not applied to the Government un- 
less it is provided in the statute that it shall be done. As Ihavesaid, 
we hold that the Government is not responsible for the negligence of 
its publicofficers, and more than that, the Government reserves the right 
weed ge what courts and in what manner and for what causes it shall 

sued, 

Notwithstanding this, the honorable Senator from Massachusetts who 
took part in this debate on Friday last grew quite eloquent when he 
came to consider the hardship upon one of the sureties and the wrong 
which the Government was perpetrating by seeking to enforce the pen- 
alty of his bond. I profess to desire quite as high a standard of public 
morality as any member of this body, and if the Government has been 
base, if the Government has been dishonest, if the Government has 
been infamous in this transaction it has been base and dishonest and 
infamous in nine out of every ten cases of suits which have ever been 
brought against sureties npon official bonds, 

Why, sir, what is this case? Did the officers of the Treasury violate 
any law when they caused the suit to be instituted? No, sir; they were 
enforcing the law, and they would have been censurable had they not 
caused this suit to be instituted. Did the Attorney-General or the dis- 
trict attorney violate any law when they instituted the suit, or was the 
court violating any law in entertaining jurisdictionofit? No, sir; they 
could not do otherwise, 

What laws, pray, are they executing? The laws of Congress, for 
which youand I and every member of this body are more or less responsi- 
ble, and for which the honorable Senator from Massachusetts, I think, is 
more responsible than myself because he has been longer a member of 
this body and is a member of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

I recollect a case in which I made a minority report from the Com- 
mittee on Claims, in which, I think, if the Government is base or dis- 
honest or infamous in this transaction there is no language which could 
describe the conduct of the Governmentin that. It was a case in which 
a man by the name of Graham, in 1855, who was the owner of three 
steamships, had been reduced to poverty by the arbitrary action of the 
Government. He had contracted to sell his steamships and deliver 
them at Havana, Cuba. He was engaged in trade between New York 
and Cuba. He took his ships to New York to fit them up to be turned 
over to the purchaser. He had fitted up one of them, and the other 
two were being fitted up. Some parties chartered the steamer ready 
for service for a voyage to San Juan de Nica 

The charterers were Fletcher Webster, a son of Daniel Webster, a man 
by the name of Kinney, and a man by the name of Fabens. Fabens 
and Kinney were indicted for setting on foot an illegal expedition, 
but were never prosecuted. Webster was not indicted. No suit was 
brought against Graham or his ships. The proposed expedition for 
which the one steamship was was supposed to be illegal. 
Graham, after Kinney and Fabens were indicted, applied to the Secre- 
tary of State, Mr. Marcy, to know if there was any objection to the voy- 
age, and, receiving no satisfactory answer, he canceled the charter-party, 
and offered to do everything that was reasonable which would be de- 
manded bythe Government. He proposed to give bonds that the ships 
would not be engaged in any unlawful enterprise, but the Government 
detained all his steamships from some time in April until August. 
They were equipped with crews and soppaa ready for service, and the 
detention occasioned a great loss. The demurrage amounted to a large 
sum. Graham lost the sale of his steamships, and, although worth sev- 
eral hundred thousand dollars, he was by the acts of the Government 
reduced to poverty. 

I thought thatthe Government had acted arbitrarily. It seemed that. 
the United States had been engaged in diplomatie negotiations with 
Great Britian and had seized the steamships to please Great Britain, 
rather than upon sufficient evidence of an intention to violate the 
law, and that it was a case in which the claimant ought at least to be 
allowed for demurrage, or have an opportunity to present his claim to 
the Court of Claims; but the committee said, ‘‘ Not at all; we must not 
allow our sympathies to run away with us in such a case,” and that ‘‘it 
would violate a general and well-established principle to hold the Gov- 
ernment liable in such a case to its citizens.” I am willing that that 
case shall stand side by side with this. 

Then, sir, this is not a case of such supposed hardship as has been 
suggested. Men who sign bonds as sureties are held liable as long as 
the statutes of limitation have not run against the principal, and there 
is no obligation on the part of anybody to notify them that there has 
been a default of the principal. The statute is generally ten years in 
the case of an instrument under seal. A man who signs a promissory 
note as maker in form, although he may do it as surety, is held to be 
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liable as a principal, and the party for whose benefit he signs may ex- 
tend the life of the note by partial payment and the surety be held lia- 
ble for an indefinite time. When a man indorses a non-negotiable note 
or a negotiable note before delivery the same rule applies to him. He 
is held as a maker. 

The parties to this bond who are asking relief here executed it know- 
ing the law. The lawentered into and becameapartof their contract. 
It was their duty to see that their principal settled hisaccounts, because 
there was no law requiring them to be notified of the default of their 
principal, or even permitting the officers of the Government to give 
pag a and there was no statute of limitations as to the suit on 
the bond 

Some suggestion has been made as to the necessity of a general law 
to authorize all parties having claims against the Government to bring 
suit. A law consisting of a single section authorizing all persons hav- 
ing claims against the United States to bring suit in the Court of Claims 
would be sufficient, and a law authorizing all persons having claims to 
sue in the district or circuit courts of the United States in the States 
or the district courts in the Territories would not be a complicated or 
difficult matter; but Iam not sure that Fam in favor of such a law, I 
doubt the policy of referring to the courts to determine in what cases 
the Government shall be liable. Are we willing to allow the courts to 
say that the Government shall be liable in all cases, the same as a pri- 
vate corporation, for the misfeasance or negligence of its agents or for 
unauthorized contracts? Are we willingto say, for instance, thatin the 
Post-Office Department, which is earried on for the benefit of all the 
citizens of the United States and all tne people residing within our ter- 
ritorial limits, great and small, shall be held liable as a common car- 
rier in all the vast complicated transactions of that Department? Are 
we willing to have it held by the courts that in our navy-yards and in 
our armories and in our works for the improvement of rivers and har- 
bors and in all other public works, as the erection of public buildings, 
&c., the Government shall be liable to employés for then ce of the 
superintendents and agents of the Government who are conducting the 
works? Are wewillingto have it held by the courts that in the opera- 
tions of the Army and the Navy the Government shall be liable for in- 
jury to persons and property or to subordinate officers and enlisted men 
for the negligence or blundering orders of superior officers ? 

I might continue these suggestions, but it is not necessary to do so 
for my purpose. I think the first thing to be done is to determine in 
what cases the Government shall be held liable for the default or negli- 
gence of its officers and agents, and then to authorize suit to be t 
against the Government in such cases. And, sir, if it is im icable 
to define by general law in what cases the Government be liable, 
I am sure it is impracticable to continue the present practice of enter- 
taining every application for relief and undertaking to give it consid- 
eration. It results, as I stated in substance last Friday, in relieving 
one case in a hundred, while ninety-nine as meritorious cases will not 
be considered at all. 

Even if we had such laws as I have suggested defining in what cases 
the Government should be liable and in what cases it might be sued 
and authorizing suit to be brought, it would not greatly relieve Con- 
gress unless we were satisfied to remit everybody to the general laws 
for his remedy and refused to entertain and hear and undertake to pass 
upon every case which was supposed not to fall within the general laws 
or which had been barred by the statute of limitations, With sixty 
million inhabitants, with our population constantly ing, with 
the vast and complicated machinery of our Government, with o vast 
army of officeholders, with the new and increasing demands for general 
legislation, however meritorious it might be, it is utterly impracticable 
and impossible for Congress to undertake to hear and consider and pass 
upon petitions for relief from every citizen of the Republic, 

I have prepared an amendment which I do not suppose will meet 
with favor. I offer it for the purpose of calling attention to what we 
are proposing to do in this case. The amendment, which is proposed 
to affect all cases, does not go as far as the Senate proposes to go in this 
case, because it only proposes to release sureties when one of the sure- 
ties has become insolvent after a period of five years from thetime when 
the term of office of the public officer or the employment of the agent 
ceased. After I have offered it and it has been read, inasmuch as I 
have now said what I intended to say on the subject, let the bill take 
its course; go on, make the precedent that notwi an expend- 
iture may have been unauthorized, though there may have been no 
appropriation for it, though it may have been contrary to the express 
instruction of the head of the Department to which the officer be- 
longed, where an officer supposed it to be for the benefit of the Govern- 
ment he shall receive credit for the amount of the expenditure—lay 
down the proposition; make the precedent that whenever there has been 
laches on the part of the Government officers in commencing suit on 
the bond of a public officer and the principal or any surety on a bond 
has become insolvent, these facts shall be a sufficient defense, if not in 
the courts, before Congress. I will pass up the amendment which I 
have heretofore submitted to be printed and move its adoption. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add to the bill: 


And whenever hereafter, in any action brought in any court of the United 
States upon any official bond given by any public officer or agent of the United 


States, it shall Bends Sagan the satisfaction of the judge of such court 


that any expenditures have made by such public officer or agent as such, 
and during the term of his office or eny ting or clerk-hire, or 
as payment for services rendered at the instance of officer or agent, and in 
at eng Mpa the benefit of the United States, or for supplies furnished the 
United at the instanceof such officer, although there shall have been no 
app! tion for such purpose, and such expenditures were unauthorized by 
law and bited Oe ee ee ee ee Department or 
bureau of the Government to which such officer or agent belonged, and may 
have been disallowed by the proper accounting officers of the Treasury, it 

be the duty of the oo upon the trial of such action, to cause to be credited to 
the sureties upon such bond the amount of such expenditures as of the date 
when the same were made, And when, in any such action which has or shall 
have been broughtafter a lapse of five years from the SE en of the official 
term of such officer or of the employment of such agent, it shall be made to a; 

r to the satisfaction of the court that the principal or any surety upon 
bana has become insolvent since the expiration of such period of five years, such 
fact shall be taken and deemed to be a sufficient defense to such action, and it 
shall be the duty of the court to render judgment in favor- of the sureties who 
are the defendants in such action and against the United States for the costs of 


oyment, for 


such action, 

Mr. ALLISON. Is this bill ing underthe five-minute rule? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.: It is, with an exception by general 
consent on behalf of the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is the amendment to be insisted on? 

Mr. DOLPH. I shall take no time about it. It was offered as part 
of my argument rather than for any other purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon desira 
a vote on the amendment? i 

Mr. DOLPH. It may be voted on without consuming time. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, as the member of the Committee 
on Claims making this report I desire to call the attention of the Senate 
briefly to the facts of the case and the grounds on which the relief is 
proposed; but before doing so I venture to express the hope that the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Oregon will not be adopted. 
It will load down the bill, and is likely to defeat it. It is intended 
for that purpose, no doubt. 

Now, sir, what are the facts in this case? Etheridge and Stokes be- 
came sureties in 1866 of Carter as secretary of the Territory of Arizona. 
The bond required him to submit his accounts annually during his term 
of office. He complied with the stipulation and submitted his accounts 
annually to the Government. He died in 1869, His accounts were 
audited, and there appeared a balance against him of $9,469.09. That 
balance is made up entirely, as the Comptroller reports to us and as I 
have examined, of disallowances for printing and for clerk-hire, disal- 
lowances for ex that he was authorized to incur. 

Mr. DOLPH. Probably the Senator can tell what law authorized 
him to incur them. 

Mr. JACKSON. I shall come to that ina moment. The law mak- 
ing appropriations for the expenses of the Territory fixed the amount, 
and provided a contingent fund for miscellaneous expenses. Within 
that law, within the amount that is appropriated, funds are sent to the 
secretary of the Territory, and he makes the expenditures. 

Mr. DOLPH. But the proper officer, the Secretary of the Interior or 
the Secretary of the Treasury—the Secretary of the Interior, I think— 
divides those funds. He states how they shall be expended and how 
much for each item. 

Mr. JACKSON. He does notdesignate how much shall be expended 
for printing, nor how much shall be expended forclerk-hire. He places 
in hands of the secretary of the Territory a certain amount to meet 
these expenses. They are expended by the secretary of the Territory. 
What occurred in this case? He was supplied with funds, and he ex- 
pended those funds wholly in the service of the Government and for 
the use of the Governmentin meeting these Territorialexpenses. When 
his accounts are audited, the Comptroller says he has spent too much for 
this item and too much for that item, and they are cut down, not accord- 
ing to the standard of the Territory where the expenses are incurred, 
but cut down on the judgment of the Auditor or Comptroller here that 


_they are too much measured bythe Washington standard. Inthat way 


an apparent deficiency is made against the secretary of the Territory, 
and the disallowances in all during his period of office amount to this 
$9,469.09. These disallowances were made between 1869 and 1871. 

The principal was then good for the balance if it had been enforced 
against him. He had property amply sufficient to meet the balance; 
but no attempt at enforcement was made against him; no notice was 
even given to him and no notice was given to the sureties. The prin- 
cipal’s estate was used and consumed by his family; one of the sureties 
has become insolvent; and fifteen years and six months afterward the 
Government attempts to enforce that balance against the remaining 
solvent surety. 

The report proceeds upon two grounds; first, that the money was 
bona fide expended in the service of the Government; and, secondly, that 
the long delay in disclosing this apparent balance now appearing against 
the principal has worked a hardship on the sureties, inasmuch as the 
condition of the parties has changed materially during that period, the 
principal's estate having become exhausted, one surety having become 
insolvent, and if it is now enforced against the remaining solvent surety 
it would be a great hardship. 

I understand the Senator from Oregon to concede that this ought to be 
provided for by a generallaw. Mr. President, we have pending a bill 
on this subject now; but how can ever a general law reach a past trans- 
action of this character? Itcan not be made retrospective, and we have 
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to deal with these cases specially and by special act until sucha law is 
passed. We have a law now relating to the Post-Office Department, 
section 3838 of the Revised Statutes, which provides as follows: 

Src, 3838. If on the settlement of the account of any tmaster it shall appear 
that he is indebted to the United States, and suit fy shall not be instituted 
within three years after the close of such account, the sureties on his bond shall 
not be liable for such indebtedness, 

I concede that there ought to be a provision of that sort extending to 
all the Departments of the Government and applying to all sureties on 
official bonds; let the time be three years, five years, or ten years; but 
the passage of such a law now would not relieve the hardships of this 
case, which is conceded by the Senator from Oregon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. JACKSON, I ask two minutes more. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the Senator 
will proceed. 

Mr. JACKSON. Itis said thisisabad precedent. The Senate with- 
out objection at the last session passed a bill for the relief of Eugene 
B. Rail and other sureties of David L. Gregg, receiver of public moneys 
at Carson City, Nev. Gregg was appointed in March, 1865, and died in 
1868. On the settlement of his account in December, 1868, there ap- 
peared a deficiency of $10,141.89. No notice of a defalcation was given 
to his sureties until suit was commenced against them in 1881, twelve 
years after the defalcation was known to the Government. At thecom- 
mencement of the suit all the sureties were dead except two; one of 
these was bankrupt, and the other, Eugene B. Rail, was solvent. The 
committee recommended that he should be released. The Senate ap- 
proved of this recommendation by passing the bill, a case not as meri- 
torious as the present by any means. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Dori]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

i INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT, 


Mr. PLATT. Iaskunanimous consent at this time to submit a res- 
olution for adoption. ; 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Patents is hereby authorized to take testi- 
mony relating to the subject-matter of Senate bill 191, “to establish an interna- 
tional copyright,” and to print 250 copies thereof for the use of the committee 
and the Senate. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


CORA A. SLOCOMB. 


The bill (S. 178) for the relief of Tobias G. Richardson and Albert 
Baldwin, testamentary executors of the succession of Cora A. Slocomb, 
Ida A. Richardson, and Caroline A. Urquhart was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

. The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with amend- 
ments, in line 6, after the word ‘‘to’’ where it occurs the second time, 
to strike out ‘‘Tobias G. Richardson and Albert Baldwin, testamentary 
executors of the succession of,” and insert ‘‘Ida A. Richardson, Caro- 
line A, Urquhart, and Cora A, Slocomb, as the heirs at law of;’? and in 
line 9, after the name of ‘‘Cora A. Slocomb,’’ toinsert ‘‘deceased;?? so 
as to make the bill read: 

Beit &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to pay to the following-named persons the sums fied, to wit: To Ida 
A. Richardson, Caroline A. Urquhart, and A. Slocomb, as the heirs at law of 
Cora A, Slocomb, deceased, the sum of $12,714.40; to Ida A. Richardson the sum 
of $20,479; and to Caroline Augusta Urquhart the sum of $5,407.15, 


The amendments were agreed to. 
Mr. INGALLS. Is there a report in the case? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear it read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. JONES, of 
Arkansas, January 6, 1886: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 178) for the relief 
of Tobias G. Richardson and Albert Baldwin, testamentary executors of the suc- 
cession of Cora A. Slocomb, Ida A. Richardson, and Caroline A, Urquhart, beg 
leave to report as follows: 

Upon a full investigation this committee find that a favorable report upon this 
case, made to the Senate during the last Congress by Mr. MANDERSON, very fully 
a kat Hera out all the material facts therein, and they append said report in 

u 

This committee comes to the same conclusion that has been reached in all the 
reports in Congress upon this case, and respectfully recommend thatthe bill pass 
with the following amendment: 

“In ane and 8 of said bill strike out the words ‘ Tobias G. Richardson and 


» uhart, 
heirs at law of;? and that after the word ‘Slocomb,’ in line 8, the word ‘ deceased 
Le inserted.” 


[Senate Report No. 846, Forty-eighth Congress, first session.] 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Claims, submitted the following re- 
port, to accompany bill S. 630: 

The Committee on Cl. to whom was referred the bill (S. 630) for the relief 
of Cora A. Slocumb, Ida A. Richardson, and Caroline Augusta Urquhart, beg 
lcave to submit the following report: 

‘The Committee on War Claims of the House of Representatives, at the present 


session of Congress, made favorable re (No. 918) upon thisclaim. Their re- 
port contains copies of similar favorable reports made by the same committee 
at the Forty-third, Forty-fourth, and Fo: fth Congresses. While containin, 
much repetition of matter, these reports er somewhat from each other, an 
as your committee come to the same conclusion, viz, that the relief prayed for 
should be granted in part, a copy of the report of the Committee on War Claims 
of the House of Representatives of the present Congress is hereto attached. 

These women claimants were rebel kot gragoa a until the capture of 
New Orleans by General Butler did everything in their power to advance the 
cause of the rebellion. Notwithstanding this fact, which was notoriousand fully 
recognized by General Butler, commanding the United States forces, he saw fit, 
for reasons satisfactory to him, at least, to give them verbal and written assur- 
ances that during their absence within the lines of the rebel army their extensive 
and valuable property, in the city of New Orleans “ should not be interfered with 
by any exercise of military right,” and should remain safely kept for them under 
the laws of the United States. 

‘The successor of General Butler, General Banks, disregarded these assurances 
of safety, and took possession and held during the war all of the popes’ of 
claimants, it being used in part for army purposes and part of it being ld for 
rent to private parties. A large amount of money was collected as rent of the 
real estate (about $18,000), and about $15,000 was collected from a local insurance 
company by reason of the loss of some of the buildings by fire while they were 
occupied by tenants from whom the United States authorities were collecting 
rents. About $1,000 was collected from a gas company, being dividends upon the 
capital stock of the company owned by one of the claimants. All of this money 
as oe paid into the Treasury of the United States or used for the support of 
its armies, 

Under these facts, constituting practically the violation of that which was 
equivalent to a safeguard, your committee believe that the laws of civilized war- 
fare, as construed by the Supreme Court of the United States, demand that claim- 
ants should be paid the money thus realized from their property. They there- 
fore come to the same conclusion that the several committees of the House of 
Representatives have reached, and recommend the passage of Senate bill 630, 

‘The committee attaches hereto a copy of the report made by the House Com- 
mittee on War Claims at the present session, 


[House Report No. 918, Forty-cighth Congress, first session. ] 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4776) for 
the relief of Cora A. Slocumb, Ida A. Richardson, and Caroline Augusta Urqu- 
hart, submit the following report: 

This case was favorably reported from the Committee on War Claims in the 
Forty-third, Forty-fourth, and Forty-fifth Congresses, which reports fully state 
the facts, and we incorporate them in this report as, together toa a history of 
the claim. While your committee do not wish to be consi as agreeing 
with all of the conclusions stated in the several reports, we do find that the facts 
are correctly stated, and are as follows: 

The letter of General Benjamin F. Butler, upon the assurances of which the 
parties left New Orleans, is as follows: 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE GULF, 
Ra New Orleans, June 23, 1862. 

MespAmes: I have the pleasure to inform you that my necessities, which 
caused the request for permission to use your house during your absence this 
summer, have been relieved. I have taken the house of General Twiggs, late 
of the United States Army, for quarters, Inclined never on slight causes to use 
the power intrusted to me to grieve even sentiments only entitled to respect, 
from the courage and ladylike propriety of manner in which they were avowed, 
it is gratifying to be enabled to yield to the appeal you made for favor and pro- 
tection by the United States. 

Yours shall be the solitary exception to the general rule adopted that they 
who ask protection must take upon themselves corresponding obligations, or 
do an equal favor to the Government. I have an he grevere at home who, 
like you, might request the inviolability of hearthstone and roof-tree from the 
presence ofa stranger. For her sake you shall have the pass you ask, which is 
sent herewith, 3 yi 

As I did myself the honor to say personally, you may leave the city with no 
fear that your house will be interfered with by any exercise of military right, 
but will be safe under the laws of the United States. Trusting that the inexo- 
rable logic of events will convict you of wrong toward your country when all 
else has failed, 

I remain, your obedient servant, 
BENJ. F. BUTLER, 
Major-General, 
Mesdames SLOCUMB and URQUHART. 


Upon tbe promises of this letter, making these parties the “solitary excep- 
tion,” made by one who spoke for the nation, we recommend the passage of the 
bill. 


[House Report No, 6, Forty-fifth Congress, second session.) 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom the memorials of Mrs, Cora A. Slo- 
cumb and her daughters, Miss Ida A. Slocumb (now Mrs. Richardson) and Mrs. 
Caroline Au; y peneken all of the city of New Orleans, La., were referred 
having considered the same, submit the folowing RAA 

That the evidence shows that in the year 1862 the nts were the owners 
of a large amount of real and personal property situated in said city. In the 
summer of that year they applied to General B, F. Butler, then in command of 
the mili district in which New Orleans was si , for permission to leave 
the city and repair to a country-seat owned by them in the mountain region of 
North Carolina, where they had usually spent their summers. The permission 
was granted on condition that the ies should in no manner aid or abet the 
war then being waged against the Government. Fears having been expressed 
by these ladies that their property might be interfered with by the military au- 
thorities during their absence General Butler promised that it should not be dis- 
turbed. Relying on this assurance, the es left the city and went to their 
country-seat above mentioned. 

As long as General Butler remained in command the pledge given by him was 
strictly fulfilled, but not long afterward he was superseded General N. P. 
Banks. Shortly after the latter took command a eral order was issued for 
the seizure of all property belon: toabsentees. Under this order all their real 
estate in the city, together with such personal property as was found therein, was 
seized by the military authorities. The most of it, including the residence of 
the parties, was applied to various military uses; the residue that was not so 
pee pale turned over to B, F. Flanders, supervising special agent of the Treas- 
ury in New Orleans, by whom the rents thereon were collected and paid or ac- 
counted for to the Treasury Department. ‘The following property was 
also seized under speeial orders subsequently issued, to wit: Fifty-two shares of 
the stock of the New Orleans Gas-light Company, belon; to Mrs, Slocumb, 
and fifty-six shares of the same stock belonging to Miss Ida Slocumb, ~ Ata later 
date, four stores, also belonging to Miss Ida Slocumb, which had been insured 
in the Merchants’ Insurance Company of New Orleans at $15.000, having been 
destroyed by fire, the amount payable on the loss, to wit, $14,300, was, in obedi- 
ence to a military order, paid to Assistant Quartermaster McClure. 

At the close of the war all the property of these memorialists which had been 
seized and appropriated as aboye stated was, by order of the President, restored 
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to their ion; but no portion of the moneys which had been collected, as 
above z possessioni pe also the dividends which had accrued on the gas-light 
stock above mentioned, was refunded, the same having been paid into the Treas- 
ury, and thereby placed a fein the control of the Executive. The parties there- 
fore resorted to Congress for relief. They presented their memorials at the first 
session of the Forty-third Congress, by which they were referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, ¢ 
A favorable report was made thereon by the committee, and a bill introduced 
prt Bg the payment to the parties of the amounts respectively claimed 
by them, but no action was taken on the bill by that Congress. The memorials 
were again presented at the first session of the Forty-fourth Congress, and re- 
ferred as before to the Committee on War Claims. A similar re = Enid Soran 
e bill shared 


the preceding committees— 


Your committee concur inthe opinion expressed 
Fi That rized 


by 
the property of the petitioners were unautho: 


that their rights of property should be protected, subject only to 
= laws o f the United States; (2) the special promise above mentioned made to 
ese part 
Your committee therefore entertain no doubt that the sums claimed by the 
petitioners are justly due tothem. The sums are as follows: 


To Mrs. Cora Ann Slocumb, for rents collected....... 
For dividends on gas stock............ 


Aenean bee eeeneneneeneenen 


Company.... 
DRIAN. gas company 
To Mrs. Caroline Urquhart, rents collected... 


Total ........ aon wpseseweteessossessseresconsseenpenesece scoseon deseosas renesucventannee 


The committee report the accompanying bill, and recommend its passage. 
The memorials also contain a demand for compensation for the use of of such 
portions of their real estate as were occupied by the military, and for personal 


taken for that purpose, which was either lost or very much damaged, 
tas S A OBa ROA a TON OPON AV eneee DATON oral and taken ex 
parte, the committee have not examined it, and agree with the report of the first 


committec aboye mentioned that it ought to be referred to the Court of Claims. 


[House Report No, 429, Forty-third Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on War Cla to whom the memorials of Mrs. Cora A. Slo- 
cumb and her daughters, Mrs, Richardson and Mrs. Urquhart, were referred, 


a ore report: 
in if uly, 1862, Mrs. Slocumb nore to General B. F. Butler, then com- 
manding the military district in which New Orleans was situated, for permission 
to leave that city with her two daughters, Miss Ida Slocumb (now Mrs. Richard- 
son) and Mrs, Urqu and retire to a country-seat in the mountain region of 
North Carolina, where they were in the habit of spending theirsummers. The 
rmission was and the general also promised that the property owned 
y these parties in the city, consisting mostly of valuable real estate, should not 
be interfered with during their absence. ge Ans 4 on this promise, and availing 
e city and took up their resi- 


was strictly observed, and the property of the above-named parties 
undisturbed. But General Butler was shoi 


agent of the Treasury in that city; the — thereof were collected 
Akys 
Some time after, to wit, about the 15th of March, 1864, a number of shares in 


September, 1865. 

nally, on or about the —— day of ——, 1864, the sum of $14,300, which was 
due to Miss Ida Slocumb (now Mrs, Richardson) by the Merchants’ Mutual In- 
surance Company, for the loss of several buildings insured in that company,was 
seized under a special order from General Banks, and paid by the company to 
ag me McClure, acting quartermaster. 

our committee entertain no doubt that the money thus collected should be 
returned tothe petitioners, The procedings by which the money wastaken and 
appropriated were not authori by any law (see 16th Wal. Rep. 485), but they 
were a violation of the terms of capitulation, and of a pledge given by the officer 
incommand, The memorialists, therefore, are clearly entitled to relief. 

The amount of money collected belonging to Cora A. Slocumb is: 


Rents collected (less expenses). «» $12,246 40 
Dividends gas-light company collected . ate 468 00 


12,714 40 
The amount of money collected belonging to Ida A. Slocumb (Richardson) is: 


Rents collected (less expenses 675 00 
Amount of insurance RA TeS 00 
Dividends gas-light company collected s 504 00 

20, 479 00 


kere amount of money collected belonging to Mrs. Caroline Angusta Urqu- 
is: 


XVII 40 


imbursement of the above parties of the sums belonging to them, respectively, 
an 


which were collected by agents of the Government, were paidinto, or ac- 
counted for to, the Treasury Department, less certain expenses incurred, and 
recommend ia pasao. 

The memo; ask for compensation for the use of such portions of 
their real estate as were applied to public uses, and for personal property taken 
also for that pi , and which was either lost or very much eto But 
as this portion of their claim rests, in a great measure, on oral and ex parte tes- 
timony, or on documents not sufficiently authenticated, the committee think 
that if any claim exists in their favor on this part of the petition it should be 
referred to the Court of Claims for a decision on this portion of their demand, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There are several reports of other com- 
mittees appended. Does the Senator desire that those be read? 

Mr. INGALLS. No, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I rose to make a statement which the 
statement of the Chair has obviated the necessity of. Every report made 
in the case has been favorable. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. £ 

Mr. GIBSON. I suggest to the Senator from Arkansas that the title 
of the bill should be made to conform to the body. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I move that the title of the bill be con- 
formed to the bill, so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the relief of Ida A. Rich- 
ardson, Caroline A. Urquhart, and Cora A. Slocomb, as the heirs at law 
of Cora A. Slocomb, deceased.’? 

The amendment was agreed to. 


JOHN LEATHERS. 


The bill (S. 767) for the relief of John Leathers was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, in line 4,after the words ‘‘sum of,” to strike out ‘'$500”? and 
insert ‘‘$744.90;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it é&c,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to refund to John Leathers the sum of $744.90, out of 
any wono in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, on 
account of said amount having been paid by said John Leathers as a fine for 
tres ng upon an Indian reservation, for which transgression the President 
= e Un States granted said John Leathers a full and unconditional par- 

on, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not want to call for the reading of the report if 
it is lengthy, but I should like to know on what ground the President 
pardoned Leathers for this trespass? 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not see the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] who 
made the report in his seat, but I will state what the report is, and the 
Senator from Connecticut can have it read then if he wants to. 

The monuments which were put up to mark the line of this Indian res- 
ervation by the publicauthority, the Government engineer, and alsosome 
of the plans which were made, were erroneous and did not conform with 
the survey in Washington. This man was outside those monuments, 
and he had every reason to believe that he was outside of the reserva- 
tion instead of being inside of it. Therefore he set up his trading es- 
tablishment, as he had a right todo. When the case came into court 
the court held that, notwithstanding all the ostensible monuments in 
the Territory had indicated this wrong line, he was bound by the true 
lawful line which was of record here, and therefore convicted him; but 
the court recommended his on. ‘The facts being brought to the at- 
tention of the President of the United States, the pardon was instantly 
granted. The man in the mean time had paid his fine, and the commit- 
tee thought it ought to be remitted. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MAILING OF LOTTERY ADVERTISEMENTS. 


The bill (S. 260) to prohibit the mailing of newspapers and other pub- 
lications containing lottery advertisements and prescribing a penalty 
for the violation of the same, was announced as next in order. 

Mr, JACKSON, That bill will involve discussion, and it is impos- 
sible to consider it under the five-minute rule. I ask that it go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee asks that 
this bill may go over. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I suppose an objection will carry it over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Except against a motion. A single 
objection carries the bill over, but the rule provides—— 

Mr. JACKSON. I have no objection to the bill being considered, 
but it can hardly be considered under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I have no objection to the bill being passed 
over for to-day, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. JACKSON. Very well. $ 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Isthereobjection to that arrangement? 
The Chair hears none; it is so ordered, and the bill will be passed over 
informally, retaining its place on the Calendar. 


MATTHIAS LECKNER. 
The bill (S. 377) granting a pension to Matthias Leckner was con- 
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sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 


sion-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of ion laws, 
the name of Matthias Leckner, late a private in Company B, Thirteenth 
—— Kansas Infantry Volunteers. 
e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ADMISSION OF DAKOTA. 


The bill (S. 967) to provide for the admission of the State of Dakota 
into the Union and for the organization of the Territory of Lincoln 
was announced as next in order. s 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, with reference to that bill which 
is now called and the two resolutions which follow upon the same sub- 
ject, I ask that they may be passed over. The report is not yet on the 
tables of Senators, and of course it will be impossible to consider the 
question under the five-minute rule. I would say, however, that I ex- 
pect to call the bill up for consideration at an early day, as early next 
week as I can. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire to have the 
bill retain its place on the Calendar? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes,sir; it may be so ordered. Of course it can 
not be discussed under Rule VIII. It is not important that it should 
retain its place under that rule; but that order may be made, and I will 
call it up hereafter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana asks unan- 
imous consent that the bill be passed over informally, retaining its 
place on the Calendar. The Chair hears no objection. The next two 
resolutions on the Calendar relate to the same subject—— 

Mr. HARRISON. ‘The same course is to be taken in regard to them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator made that suggestion, 
but the Chair neglected to include it in the previous order. © res- 
olutions will be passed over. 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVE OF JOHN HATFIELD. 


The bill (S. 296) for the relief of Alfred G. Hatfield was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, in line 4, after the words ‘‘ pay to,” to strike out ‘‘ Alfred G. 
Hatfield;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

it enacted, d&c., That the Secretary ‘ > 
rakok geary ten Ry reiot en the fi Pparedinaen eee taka Haifield, ale. 
ceased, neg melaa SECON of the Thirteenth Pennsylvania Cavalry, the 
sum of $675, in full for ces as veterinary surgeon for said regiment for nine 
months, at $75 per month. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “‘A bill for the relief of the 
legal representative of John Hatfield.’’ 


KINSEY B. CECIL. 


The bill (S. 218) to confirm the title to certain lands in Platte 
County, Missouri, and authorize patents to be issued therefor to Kinsey 
B. Cecil, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The preamble recites that George Smith did, on the 9th of April, 
1862, make entry at the United States land office at Boonville, Mo., 
of the northeast fractional quarter and the southeast fractional quar- 
ter (west of Bee Creek) section 31, township ae 35, containing 
19.52 acres, in Platte County, Missouri; that Joseph Meyer did, on 
the 9th of April, 1862, make entry at the land office at Boonville, Mo., 
of the northwest fractional quarter of the northeast fractional quarter 
(west of Bee Creek) section 31, township 53, range 35, containing 1.73 
acres, in Platte County, Missouri; that the purchase-money for these 
fractions of land is still retained by the Government of the United 
States, and that the lands have since passed into the hands of in- 
nocent purchasers, who have occupied the same, paid taxes, and made 
valuable improvements thereon, having had no notice that the entries 
had been canceled until recently. 

The bill therefore proposes to confirm these entries, and authorize 
patents to be issued for the lands to Kinsey B. Cecil, the assignee of 
George Smith and Joseph Meyer. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be en, for a third ing, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question nowis on the adoption 
of the preamble. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

FORFEITURE OF IOWA LAND GRANT. 

The bill (S. 149) forfeiting a part of certain lands granted to the State 
of Iowa to aid in the construction of railroads in that State, and for 
other was announced as next in order, 

Mr. McMILLAN. Letthat goover. There is a report of the com- 
mittee to be printed, which has not been laid on the table. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not care to have it-go over on that ground. If 
the Senator desires it to go over let him so state; but as far as the re- 
pt j» concerned I will say on behalf of the committee that there is 


POSIT SP 0S SEA PRS ESRD NE SORT to ES RIO 


ee MOMILLAN, I prefer to wait and read the report of the com- 
ttee. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. A single objection takes the bill over. 


B. JENNINGS. 

The bill (S. 85) for the relief of B. Jennings was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to appropriate $3,114.66 to pay B. 
Jennings, late register of the land office at Oregon City, to reimburse 
Jennings for money expended by him as register between the Ist of 
June, 1859, and December 31, 1860, for additional clerical servicesand 
> pg expenses during that period not heretofore allowed or 


pai 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PETITIONS OF FOREIGN SUBJECTS. 

Mr. PLUMB having during the morning hour presented the petition 
of Maurice Gandy. oF Laverpeel, England, praying the of a law 
permitting him to renew his oa for a patent for his invention 
of belts of canvas or duck for driving machinery, it was referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now rise to ask unanimous consent to withdraw a 
petition which I presented this morning—a petition for the relief of 
Maurice Gandy. Ido so for the reason that on reading the petition it 
is disclosed that Mr. Gandy is a British subject, and consequently not 
entitled under the rules of the Senate to present a petition, and I there- 
fore ask leave to withdraw it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of my honorable friend from 
Kansas for information simply, if it is true that the Senate has not rec- 
ognized the propriety of a petition from a subject of a foreign country, ~ 

Mr. PLUMB. That is the fact, as I am told. 

Mr. HOAR. I donot in the least wish to interpose any objection 
to my honorable friend dealing as he sees fit with a petition intrusted 
to his charge, and I therefore make no objection to his request; but I 
should hope that if any citizen of a foreign government has any griev- 
ance at the hands of this, while he was dwelling here or elsewhere, 
the Senate would allow him to make a statement of it and 
receive it without resorting to his minister. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the rule cov- 
ering this point. 

The Chief Clerk read from Rule VII, as follows: 

But no petition or memorial or other citizens or subj 
foroen wer shal be received, unless rapelara pement to thes Banalo 


ALEXANDER SMILEY. 

The bill (S. 221) for the relief of Alexander Smiley was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. It is a direction to the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue to remit the amount of $660.94 assessed against 
Alexander Smiley, proprietor of distillery numbered 2, in the county of 
Mississippi, Missouri, if the Commissioner shall be satisfied that Smiley 
has fully paid to the Government all taxes due for spirits actually made 
by his distillery from the 1st of February to the 23d of April, 1875. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


ESTATE OF FRANK SOULE. 


The bill (S. 163) releasing the estate of the late Frank Soulé, late 
collector of internal revenue for the first district of California, and his 
enms on his official bond, was considered as in Committee of the 

ole. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary calls attention to a 
verbal error in lines 12 and 13, where the word “‘ and”? is repeated. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Let that be corrected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The correction will be made. 

Mr. CONGER, Is there a report in this case? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I will state that there is a written re- 
port in that case. It is the same report that I presented to the last 
Congress. The bill passed the Senate at the last Congress and passed 
in the Forty-seventh Congress, so that it has twice passed the Senate. 
The report goes into the whole merits of the case. It can be read if it 
is deemed necessary. 

Mr. CONGER. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. MILLER, 
of New York, from the Committee on Finance, January 12, 1886. 

Mr. CONGER. What has been read of the report recalls to my mind 
my own examination of the case, and I am satisfied. Ido not ask that 
it be read further. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SIOUX RESERVATION IN DAKOTA. 

The bill (S. 52) to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux 

Nation of Indians, in Dakota, into separate reservations, and to secure 
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the relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder, was announced | 
as next in order. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I donot see the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 


DAWES] here who reported the bill. Let that be passed over inform- |’ 


ally. 3 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The bill will be passed over inform- 
ally, if there be no objection. 

OFFICIAL LETTER-BOOKS OF NORTH CAROLINA. 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
joint resolution (S. R. 19) directing copies of the official letter-books of 
the executive department of the State of North Carolina to be furnished 
to said State. 

It is a direction to the Secretary of War to cause to be made out duly 
certified copies of the official letter-books of the executive department 
of the State of North Carolina now in the War Department, and to be 
delivered to the governor of North Carolina, retaining the originals in 
the War ent. ; 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


MISSOURI HOME GUARDS. 


The bill (S. 216) to authorize the Secretary of War to furnish certifi- 
cates of discharge to certain members of the Missouri Home Guards was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. . 

It to direct the Secretary of War to furnish, upon their sev- 
jes aonluatices therefor, a certificate of discharge to each and every 
member of the Missouri Home Guards whose claims for pay were adju- 
dicated by the Hawkins-Taylor commission, under the act approved 
March 25, 1862, and the several acts supplementary thereto. 

‘The bill was 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

OSCAR EASTMOND AND JAMES W. ATWILL. 

The bill (S. 214) for therelief of Oscar Eastmond and James W. Atwill 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to direct the 
Secretary of War to cause to be issued and deliv to Oscar Eastmond 
a commission as colonel and to James W. Atwill a commission as lieu- 
tenant-colonel of the First Regiment North Carolina Volunteers, to date 
as of June 20, 1865, and to cause them to be duly mustered out as of 
date June 27, 1865. The commissions and musters-out issued there- 
under are not to entitle Eastmond and Atwill, or either of them, orany 
person claiming by, through, under, or from them, oreither of them, to 
any pay, compensation, or allowance of any. kind whatever, and are only 
to entitle them respectively to the rank of colonel and lientenant-colonel 
of the regiment named. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALEXANDER FRANCESCO. : 

The bill (S. 424) giving a military record to Alexander Francesco, 

, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directsthe 

Secretary of War to enter upon the rolls of Company D, Forty-fifth 

Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, the name of Alexander 

Francesco, as a private, duly mustered into the service of the United 

States as of date October 24, 1863, and to complete his military record 

as follows: ‘‘Ca; in Magoffin County, Kentucky, December 1, 1863; 

confined at Ri Va., December 8, 1863; admitted to rebel hos- 

pital, Richmond, Va., February 15, 1864, where he died, February 25, 
1864, of chronic diarrhea.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN HOLLINS M’BLAIR. 


The bill (S. 193) for the relief of John Hollins McBlair was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, in line 14, after the word ‘‘sixty-four,’’ to add: 

With the pay of his grade and rank from April 30, and with a full dis- 


os from all liability for any sums paid to or received by him previously to 
So as to make the bill read: 


Be tt enacted, &c., That the provisions of law regulating a tments in the 
Army by promotion in the line are hereby mded for p of this 
act only, and only so far as they affect John Hollins MeBlair ; ‘and the President 
can, if he so desire, in the exercise of his own discretion and dive sarge nomi- 
nate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, a t said John 
Hollins M ir, late a first lieutenant in the Fifteenth United States Infantry 
Regiment, to the same grade and rank of first lieutenant in the Army of the 
United States in the infantry service, and to place him m the retired-list of 
‘April 30, T A and with, fall discharge cea jon all: anniy eng oor] rea 

, and with a m or any sums toor 
received by him previously to said date, á 


The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was Beira in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. j 

The committee propose an amendment to the preamble, in line 8, af- 
ter the word “list,” to strike out ‘‘and is now so borne” and insert in 


to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


lieu thereof ‘‘up to November 12, 1884; and in line 10, after the word 
t‘ officer,” to insert ‘‘up to April 30, 1884;”’ so as to read: 


ident to be retired for ity incident to the service and to be u the 

Sele took cull Mea Deon KUIA Iy gab ae each voticed OE wis AOA 9 
A y as such re officer u 

and the Court of Claims has recently decided that the order of the President 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The preamble as amended was agreed to. 

: MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the resolution of the 
Senate for the printing of the reportsof tests of iron and steel and other 
materials for industrial purposes made at the Watertown arsenal. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (8. 
602) to legalize the election of the Territorial Legislative Assembly of 
Wyoming, with an amendment; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

BETTS, NICHOLS & CO. 


The bill (S. 556) for the relief of Betts, Nichols & Co. was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Treasurer of the United 
States to pay to the holder thereof draft mumbered 5453, on Treasury 
Interior warrant numbered 4801, dated March 1, 1860, payable to and 
indorsed by Sam & Hendricks, of Austin, Tex., on the assistant 
treasurer of the United States at New Orleans, for $250. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PAYMENTS TO INTERNAL-REVENUE COLLECTORS. 


Mr. MORRILL. | Lask leave out of order to offer the following reso- 
lution calling for information, and ask action upon it now: 

Resolved, That the of the be directed to furnish informa- 
tion to the Senate as to w) er or not any collectors of internal revenue not 
confirmed by the Senate have received any portion of the salary pertaining to 
the office contrary to the law of March 1, 1879, which provides * that no collector 


shall be entitled to any portionof the sala: rtaining to the office unless such 
solinehor sual MEVO DAAN a ny hee re 


confirmed by the Senate, except in the case of commis- 
sions to fill yacancies occurring during the recess of the Senate.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. HARRIS and Mr. BECK. Let that go over. 

Mr. MORRILL. Then I ask to have the resolution printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will lie over and be printed. 


FUNERAL OF VICE-PRESIDENT HENDRICKS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS submitted the following resolution; which was read: 
of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized and 
directed to pay, out of the miscellaneous items of the fund of the . 
the ex of the officers and members of the 
e late Thomas A. Hendricks, Vice-Presi- 
dent of the United States, in November last, on voucher or youchers approved 
by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion. 

: The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
ution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iwill state that these expense were in as 
they always have to be in a vacation, as the result of a meeting of all 
the Senators in Washington that was called and held, and a committee 
was designated to attend the funeral. It is to pay the expenses so in- 
curred that the resolution provides for. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


TENEDORE TEN EYCK. 


The bill (S. 519) to authorize the President to restore Tenedore Ten 
Eyck to his former rank in the Army, and to place him upon the retired- 
list of Army officers, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with an 
amendment, after the word ‘‘empowered,”’ to strike out ‘‘to restore ” 
and insert ‘‘to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, to appoint; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Bo it enacted, &c., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized and em- 
powered to nominate and, prana with the advice and consent of the Senate, to 
lace upon the retired-list of 

in_ the Eighteenth United 


vided further, That he 
act. 


Mr. PLUMB. I wish to inquire if it is too late to object to the con- 
sideration of the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. An objection is in order at any stage 
of the proceeding. 

Mr. PLUMB. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Kansas objects, and 
under the rule the bill lies over. 
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ROBERT J. BAUGNESS. 

The bill (S. 389) for the relief of the heirs or legal representatives of 
Bohert J. Baugness, deceased, was considered as in Committee of the 

ole. 

It is a direction to the Secretary of War to correct the record of Robert 
J. Baugness, late a private in Company I, Thirty-seventh Illinois Vol- 
unteers, so as to remove the charge of desertion, and to the proper ac- 
en ee of the faa Ha pay to the heirs or legal representa- 
tives of Baugness, di , the bounty and allowances that would have 
= due him had not such charge of desertion appeared against him on 

e rolls. 

Mr. PLATT. Is there a report? é 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. HAMPTON] reported the bill. There is no written report on file. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I will state for the information of the Senate that 
a report was made last year, and upon that report the bill was passed 
by the Senate. The facts of the case are that this man was a soldier, 
and, when not on duty at his regular post, under an assumed name went 
into a fight in another place and was killed. It is proved beyond all 
doubt that he was killed; and the bill is simply to enable his heirs to 
obtain his bounty and allowances. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS J. MILLER. 


The bill (S. 87) for the relief of Thomas J, Miller, of Washington Ter- 
ritory, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
direct the Secretary of War to examine into and ascertain the loss and 
damage sustained by Thomas J. Miller, a citizen of Washington Ter- 
ritory, by the seizure and sinking of his ferry-boat on the Columbia 
River by the armed forces of the United States, for the purpose of pre- 
venting its being used by the hostile Indians during the late Bannock 
war in that Territory about the month of July, 1878; and $500, or as 
much thereof as may be necessary, is appropriated to enable the Secre- 
tary of War to adjust and the accounting officers of the Treasury to pay 
the amount of the loss and damage as allowed under the authority of 
this act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. MORGAN, 


The bill (8. 528) for the relief of William H. Morgan was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I move that that bill be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM M. MAYNADIER, 


The bill (S. 98) for the relief of Maj, William M. Maynadier, a pay- 
master in the United States Army, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. PLUMB. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The consideration of the bill being 
objected to, it lies over under the rule. 


CHURCH AND STATE. 


The next business in order was the resolution submitted by Mr. Mor- 
GAN January 11, 1886, in relation to the appointment of officers of the 
United States to participate with the officers of any church in the joint 
conduct and administration of the spiritual or temporal affairs of such 
church, &e. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] is not 
present. I think the best course would be to let the resolution go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It will lie over, retaining its place on 
the Calendar, if there be no objection. The Senate is at the end of the 
Calendar, and the hour of 2 o'clock has-very nearly arrived. 


JUDICIAL SALARIES. 


Mr. COKE, I ask that the regular order be laid before the Senate. 
I have a motion to submit. Ot 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order at 2 o’clock is the 
bill (S. 6) fixing the salaries of the several judges of the United States 
district courts at $5,000 per annum, and for other purposes. 

Mr. COKE. In accordance with notice given by me a few days ago, 
I now ask unanimous consent of the Senate that the regular order be 
Jaid aside in order that I may submit some remarks on the resolution 
offered by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas asks that the 
regular order be laid over informally, that he may address the Senate 
on the resolution of theSenator from Kentucky. No objection is made, 
and it is so ordered. 


WYOMING TERRITORIAL LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 


Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator from Texas yield to me 2 mo- 
ment? 

Mr. COKE. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iask permission to call up a message from the 
House with reference to Senate bill 602. The House has sent us an 
amendment. It is in relation to the apportioment.of Wyoming Terri- 


tory, and as that Legislature is in the very act of assembling and can not 
assemble 1 y unless we concur with the House, I ask to call it up. 

The P IDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 602) tolegalize 
the election of the Territorial Legislative Assembly of Wyoming. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask that the Senate concur in the House amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Corer CLERK. The House amendment is to strike out all after 
bie word ‘‘and,’? where it occurs the second time in line 10 of the bill, 
and insert: 


The governor, secretary of the Territory, and president of the council shall act 
as a board of apportionmentin said Territory, for apportioning the members of 
the next Legislative Assembly thereof, shall meet at the capital of said 
Territory on the first Monday in September, A. D. 1886, and shall, or a ma- 
jority of them, reapportion the members of the council and house of represent- 
atives thereof upon the basis of the votin pulation as shown by the number 
of votes cast for Delegate in Congress in November, 1884, allotting members of 
each house of the Legislative Assembly to the different sections oft the Territory 
pro rata, as nearly as practicable according to such -population, and to that end 
may apportion when necessary in joint council districts, 

That sections 2,3,and 4 of “An act providing for the reapportionment of the 
members of the Legislatures in the Territories of Montana, Idaho, and Wyo- 
ming,” approved June 3, 1880, be and the same are hereby continued in force so 
far yey ccm eg to said Territory, and shall be in force as a part of this act, ex- 
cept as herein modified and provided. 

Mr. HARRISON, I only desire to say that the modification which 
the House has made amounts to this, that instead of laying the duty 
upon the Legislature now about to assemble, and whose assembling is 
legalized by the first section, to make an apportionment for the next 
Legislature, the House has provided that the same officers who were 
authorized by the act of 1880 to make an apportionment shall make 
it for the next Legislature. I much prefer the hill asthe Senate passed 
it, but as the Legislature is now in the very act of assembling, indeed 
has come together and organized, and as I am advised by the Delegate 
from that Territory that his people desire to acquiesce in this amend- 
ment, I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of the House 
of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


COIN DUTIES ON IMPORTED GOODS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The resolution of the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck] is before the Senate. 

Mr. COKE. Iask thatthe resolution be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Beck on the 18th 
of December, 1885, relative to the payment in coin of customs dues 
and the disposition of the coin so paid. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, the suspension of the further coinage of 
silver so earnestly pressed upon Congress in the message of the Presi- 
dent and the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, is a matter of such 
transcendent importance and fraught with such momentous consequences 
to the country, that while careful and respectful consideration should be 
given to the arguments of these high officials in support of the propo- 
sition, these should stand alone on their merits, without aid or in- 
tendment in their favor, by reason of the exalted source whence they 
come. The question is too great to be settled on the dictum of any 
man or men, however high they may be in official position. The rep- 
resentatives of the States and the people in the two Houses of Congress 
have duties and responsibilities in respect to this great question which 
they must meet on their own independent judgment in their own way, 
and without reference to the views of others, except to the extent they 
are sustained by reason and logic and right. Approvingas I dosubstan- 
tially in other regards the principles and policies of the Administration, I 
regret to differ with the Presidertand Sccretary of the Treasury on a vital 
question like this, but my convictions, after a careful and thorough con- 
sideration of all they havesaidin support of their views, are diametrically 
opposed to those expressed by them, and I must stand by and maintain 
them. The policy of precipitating this question upon the country re- 
gardless of a public sentiment which has shown in every possible way 
a fixed determination to adhere to our silver coinage I believe hurtful 
to the best interests of the country, as tending directly to destroy confi- 
dence in its silver currency, but it having been the choice of the Presi- 
dent to continue the agitation begun and presistently kept up by his 
Republican predecessors, however much we may deplore the fact, noth- 
ing is left to those who can not concur in his views but to join issue 
squarely with him. 

The proposition of the President and Secretary of the Treasury is-to 
suspend the further coinage of silver; the only contingency upon 
which, in their judgment, the coinage of silver, if suspended, can ever 
be safely resumed being an agreement between the United States and 
leading European powers for concert of action in coining and maintain- 
ing in circulation silver money, a contingency which they frankly con- 
fess is not likely to occur, and which the numerous fruitless effurts of 
this Government to bring about shows can not be hoped for. So that 
the recommendation to suspend the farther coinage of silver means, in 
plain English, to demonetize silver, except that already coined. That 
is plainly the proposition submitted to Congress and with which we have 
to deal. Ifadopted it isan absolute rejection of bimetallism, under 
which this country has prospered, and the erection of the single gold 
standard as the basis of our financial system. 
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The argument upon which this vital and ig i policy is rec- 
ommended is based solely and wholly upon the alleged depreciation of 
silver as compared with gold. The unsoundness of the basis of the 
argument is believed to be susceptible of demonstration so conclusive 
as to leave no doubt or question. Itis true that the silver in the coined 
silver dollar, when exposed in the market for sale as merchandise, is 
worth only 80 cents in gold, yet it is also true that the general range 
of prices for all othersorts of merchandise, for all kinds of property, are 
more depressed than for silver bullion, Gold has appreciated, has risen 
in yalue, until 80 cents of that metal will purchase what formerly was 
one dollar’s worth of silver bullion, but it will purchase a still larger 
proportion of any other character of property or merchandise. 

When silver bullion more than holds its own in comparison with 
other commodities and the 80 cents in gold which it now sells for will 
buy more of the necessaries and comforts and luxuries of life, more 
wheat, more pork, more beef, more sugar, coffee, and tea, moredry 
more in fine of any description of property, real or’ personal, it 
would have bought when the same amount of bullion would have 
brought 100 cents in gold, then it must be conceded that silver has not 
depreciated, but- that gold has risen in value. There is no other way 
of determining this question than by comparison in the mode indicated; 
for the depreciation or appreciation of any character of money, whether 
gold, silver, or paper, can not be proved except by comparison with the 
prices of commodities of which it is the measure of value. 

I have before me a table, too long to consume time in reading, pre- 
pared by the late Director of the Mint, Hon. H. C. Burchard, contain- 
ing a list of ninety commodities exported from the United States, with 
their declared values at the time of export, for the years 1870, 1883, and 
1884. These commodities comprise agricultural, manufactured, and 
mining products, and were selected with a view to making a just average 
of the prices of all sorts of products and merchandise for the years 
named, and it isshown conclusively by this table that the prices in 1870 
were 26 per cent. higher than. they were in 1884, or, in other words, that 
in the general range of prices of all commodities there was an average 
fall of 26 per cent. between 1870 and 1884. I have before me asimilar 
table indicating general prices of commodities in England, which shows 
between 1873 and 1885 an average decline of 28 per cent. 

Ihave before me still another table of twelve leading staple commodi- 
ties, among them flour, cotton, and wool, which show an average de- 
cline in England of 36 per cent. between 1873 and 1885. In 1873 the 
silver bullion in adollar was worth 103 cents ingold. It is now worth 
80 cents in gold; a fall of 23 percent. It is an abuse of terms to say in 
the light ot these undisputed facts, when silver bullion has been less 
affected by this general decline than any other known commodity and 
can be exchanged now for more of anything of value in the world ex- 
cept gold than it could be in 1873, when it outvalued gold, that silver 
has depreciated. I can take the 80 cents in gold for which the bullion 
in the silver dollar will sell in the market and buy with it more of any- 
thing that any man has for sale than it would have bought in 1873, 
when it would have sold in the market for 103 cents in gold; and the 
tables I have referred to prove it incontestubly. Every farmer who 
taises wheat, or cotton, or wool, or beef, or pork knows this to his sor- 
row, and needs no testimony other than his own experience. 

No, Mr. President, silver has not depreciated, but gold has risen in 
value, and a gold dollar will buy to-day an average of from 25 to 30 per 
cent. more of the products of the farm—of wheat, of cotton, of wool, of 
pork, and of beef—than it would in 1873; and, more than that, it will 
buy that much more of the sweat and toil and life of the wage laborer, 
because when the product declines in value wages must also come down. 
Silver has remained with the farmer, the laborer, the miner, with the 
producer in every branch of industry, and follows and abides in value 
with the products of labor, falling as they fall and rising as they rise, 
while gold has left all and mounted toan altitude of its own, depressing 
all the products of labor in value exactly in proportion to the height 
of itsrise. If silver bullion was alone in its decline this would be de- 
preciation, but when it bears the same relation to all other commodi- 
ties it has always borne, the margin between it and gold can only be 
referred to the rise in value of gold. . 

That gold has risen in value and that all property and products of 
labor have declined correspondingly, so that gold commands from 25 
to 30 per cent. greater purchasing power than it had in 1873, can not 
be questioned. The causes leading to this condition are not difficult 
to discover. It is a well-known truth that when supply and demand 
are in a normal condition, and balance cach other, prices of commodi- 
ties are to a great extent regulated by the volume of money in circu- 
lation, an ample volume causing good prices and an inadequate volume 
lower prices. When money is abundant, property and commodities 
bring good prices, and when money is scarce, property must be sacri- 
ficed in order to getit. The scarcer the money in circulation the more 
valuable it is and the more property and labor it will buy; that is, the 
lower the prices of property and the wages of labor. ‘This is within 
the experience and knowledge of all men. A destruction of one-half 
of the money of the world will leave to the other half the same pur- 
chasing power formerly possessed by the whole. ` 

Of course it can not be stated accurately how much of gold and silver 
there is in the world, but it is estimated by the most eminent statisti- 


cians, who have explored all the avenues of information that there are 
thirteen thousand million dollars’ worth of gold and silver, of which 
about seven thousand millions are coined and circulated as money, half 
of it being gold and the other half silver. The Director of the Mint 
in his annual report gives the production of gold and silver of the last 
calendar year of the world at $189,500,000, of which he says $99,500,000 
is gold and $90,000,000 silver. 

All the statistics, both as to the total amount of gold and silver in the 
world and the annual production of these metals formany years, show 
the two metals nearly equal in amount. It is safe to say that silver 
constitutes one-half of the metallic money of the world, England, be- 
ing a great creditor nation, in 1821 demonetized silver and established 
the single gold standard. The whole world was and is indebted to 
England.. Five hundred millions of dollars is estimated to be her an- 
nual income from her foreign investments and foreign trade. She de- 
sired dear money—that is, money with the greatest possible purchasing 
pene ana made gold her only legal tender, so her debtors must pay 

erin gold. Germany, another great creditor nation, after she had con- 
quered France and exacted the great war indemnity of $1,200,000, 000 
in gold, in 1871 demonetized silver, impelled by the same reason which 
had prompted England. 

The bankers, capitalists, bondholders, and syndicates of England and 
Germany and the other European states which have followed their lead 
in demonetizing silver, and who mainly hold and own or control the 
enormous indebtedness duedy all the world to these great creditor na- 
tions, were the movers and prompters and promoters of the policy of 
degrading and demonetizing silver—of course for the purpose of magni- 
fying and increasing the value and purchasing power of the gold which 
they exacted from debtors. The passage of the act of February 12, 1873, 
taking away the right of free coinage of silver, and the adoption of the 
Revised Statutes in June, 1874, by the Congress of the United States 
taking away the legal-tender quality from the silver dollar, completed 
the demonetization of silver in this country and established the gold 
standard. No greater outrage was ever perpetrated under the forms 
of law than these enactments which demonetized silver. 

The first, so artfully embodied in a long bill of sixty-seven sections, 
that General Grant, then President, who‘approved the bill, did not know 
of it, as is shown by his well-known letter to Mr. Cowdry, written 
seven months afterward, which I will not read here because every Sen- 
ator has seen it, and the last contained in the Revised Statutes, which 
were enacted in bulk upon the assurance of the revising committee 
that no new matter had been inserted. The subject had not been dis- 
cussed before the people or by the press, had not been debated in Con- 
gress, had not been considered by the country, and the people as well as 
the President who approved the bill, were utterly ignorant of what had 
been done for many months afterward. Had the people been aroused- 
to a knowledge of the fact in time this effort to despoil them would have 
been overwhelmed with defeat. When England demonetized silver 
the American silver dollar was worth 103 cents in gold. 

When Germany demonetized silver in 1871 the same dollar outvalued 
gold the same per cent., and when silver was fraudulently and surrep- 
titiously demonetized in the United States in 1873 it outvalned gold to 
about the same extent. Itwas not demonetized because it was a cheap 
dollar or a dishonest dollar, as is alleged against it now, for it was 
worth more than gold. The great creditor nations, England and Ger- 
many, with the lesser European states which joined them in their 
policy, demonetized silver on a cold calculation that by destroying one 
half of the world’s money the other half would be greatly increased _ 
in value, and the creditor section of this Union, where the great na- 
tional and other banks are, where the Government and other bonds— 
State, railway, municipal, and corporation, and four-fifths of the gold 
coin and other active banking capital of this country are found—de- 
monetized silver in the United States in 1873 on exactly the same sort 
of calculation. 

Bankers, bondholders, and capitalists dictated the demonetizing pol- 
icy in Europe and in the United States alike and for the same reasons. 
The aim and purpose in Europe was to make profit by oppressing for- 
eign debtors and borrowers, while in the United States it was to profit 
by the oppression of our own countrymen, to make money scarcer and 
dearer, and compel the payment of principal and interestin the appre- 
ciated and enhanced coin. In the debate on the silver bill in 1878 Mr. 
Hereford, of West Virginia, in a speech in this body, read an extract 
from a lecture delivered by Professor Sumner, of Yale Collége, before 
the students of that institution a few days before, against remonetizing 
silver, in which the learned professor said: 


The indebted landholders would be the gainers. It is from the laborers and 


those receiving fixed incomes that the indebted landholders would derive a part 
of their advantage. It won't affect city landholders, only cotton and wheat 
growers would be the gainers. It would be a gain for the West and South at 
the expense of the East and North, and no gain to the national wealth. 


The landholders alluded to by the distinguished professor are the 
great body of producers in the South and West. The people who raise 
*‘ cotton and wheat” are the same who raise wool and corn and pork 
and beef and all the agricultural products which clothe and feed the 
people of this country, with a surplus to export which constitutes 80 per 
cent. of our exports and preserves the balance of trade in our favor in 
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spite of a protective tariff, and brings from abroad the gold coin which 
swells the reserves in our bank and Treasury vaults. 

This utterance of Professor Sumner was not more frank than was the 
declaration of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES], who, ina 
speech in the Senate on the 13th of December, 1878, in opposition to 
the remonetization of silver, used this language: 

I speak, sir, in behalf of the bondholders of Massachusetts, and I do not in so 


5] ng for a handful of men in State street ora 
street, but I speak for every one man, woman, and chil 
population of that State, who have $230,000,000 now invested in her savings ban! 
and reinvested by those banks in these securities— 

Meaning United States bonds— 


toa very large extent. 


These representative gentlemen disclose the true reason of the oppo- 
sition to silver coinage. Gold interest and principal on their bonds, 
the gold made more valuable by the demonetization of silver and higher 
premiums accruing on the bonds a3 a consequence of it, and their vast 
banking and other cash capital increased from 25 to 40 per cent. in 
purchasing power, in its command over the products of labor—this is 
what this crusade against silver means. It matters not that not only 
the West and South, the people who raise cotton and wheat, butall the 
peopie, North, South, East, and West, who are debtors and borrowers, 
are to be saddled with an enormous addition to their debts; it matters 
not that the silver dollar has been a legal-tender coin from 1792 up to 
1873, when it was secretly demonetized, anã is the money of the con- 
tract under which the bonds were issued; it matters not that the Consti- 
tution expressly recognizes both silver and gold as money and forbids 
the States to make any other a legal tender, the bonds must be in- 
creased in value; the premiums on them must be run up; the vast bank- 
ing capital must be magnified, enhanced, and increased in value and 
power; and silver, although it is the money of the great mass of the peo- 

le, used in their daily transactions not only in the West and South, 
tin the East and North as well, must go, if it is in the power of or- 
ganized capital to destroy it. 

The people are satisfied with silver. There is no depreciation of the 
silver dollar; it pays debts as well as gold; it passes as current as gold; 
it buys property asreadilyas gold. Silvercertificates are as good as any 
bank notes, and are preferred togold. The people desire no interference 
with it; it isa currency they areattachedto. They have in every form 
in which their wishes can be expressed declared their approval of silver. 
But the war against it goes on with increasing vigor. The fight against 
silver is a fight against the people. It is a fight of capital against pro- 
ducing labor. It is a contest between bonds and dollars and banks on 
one side and American citizens on the other; between greed and avarice 
and cunning for more dollars, and men, women, and children for bread 
and meat. > > 

Who are the aggressors in this contest? Who demonetized silver i 
1873, the dollar which had been the standard of value since 1792? 
Not the people, for they knew nothing of it. Their President (General 
Grant), did not hear of it until months after it had been done, although 
he signed the bill through which it was accomplished. The people 
rose in their might, and over the veto of the man who was in the Presi- 
` dential office, by more than a irds majority in both Houses of 
Congress, remonetized silver in 1878, and declared by the law of that 
date that the silver dollar should be a legal tender for all debts, public 
and private. It seems that under our form of government this ought 
to have settled the question, but it did not. Thesame people, the 
same influences, the same banking corporations that compassed the de- 
monetization of silver in 1873, and that by every means known to 
political warfare opposed the remonetization of silver in 1878, have 
from that time until this a fierce and unceasing war upon silver 
coinage, have degraded and dishonored the silver dollar in every con- 
ceivable way, and have to a great extent nullified the law of 1878. 

The national banks, the fiscal agents of the Government, created for 
the convenience of the Government, holding their charters by the grace 
of the Government, are the leaders, the chief inciters and promoters of 
thiswar. These banks, asshown by the official reports of the Director of 
the Mint, the of the Treasury, and the Comptroller of the 
emer have now hoarded in their vaults $250,130,471 in gold, out 
of a total of gold coin in the United States amounting to $542, 174,636, 
being within a small fraction of one-half of all the gold in the country, 
while they hold only $11,978,833 of silver out of a total of $278,824, 201, 
full tender and subsidiary together, now coined. They have the gold 
which is to be raised in value, and the Government and the people have 
the silver which they have degraded and are seeking to demonetize. 

In addition, these banks hold United States bonds amounting to 
$340,144,650, now payable in coin, silver or gold or both, at the option 
of the Government, which, if silver is demonetized, must be paid prin- 
cipal and interest in gold. The loans and discounts of these banks 
which represent the debts due them from the people, now payable in 
* silver as well as gold, but which if silver is demonetized will be pay- 
able only in gold, amounted, as reported by the Comptroller of the 
Currency, on the ist day of October, 1885, to the enormous sum of 
$1,301,155,304. The holdings by State and savings and other banks, 
all of which have generally made common cause with the national 
banks in the war on silver, of gold and bonds and the indebtedness of 


latoon of men in Wall 
in three in the whole 


the people to them can not be definitely ascertained, but are believed 
to be greater than those of the national banks. 

These facts give some ideaof the enormous stake at issue in this con- 
test, and of the reasons for the persistent aggressiveness with which it 
is waged by the opponents of silver coinage. The banks, being the ar- 
biters and controllers of the currency of the country, commenced the 
fight on silver in 1873 when the silver dollar was worth 103 cents in gold, 
and have, with theaid of the executive department of the Government, 


ks | the whole power of which, with its vast patronage, 'from the beginning of 


this agitation has been used earnestly and zealously in co-operation with 
them, succeeded in discrediting silver through an exaltation of the value 
of gold. They call this depreciation of silver; I call it a forced rise in 
the value of gold, created and brought about by the joint action of the 
banks and the executive officers of the Government in boycotting the 
silver dollar, in contempt and defiance of the act of 1878 remonetizing 
silver, and the known and oft-expressed will of the people. 

If gold had been denounced from the White House and from the Treas- 
ury Department, and the banks had dishonored it and defamed it, had 
conspired to degrade it, had excluded it from their clearance-honuses, 
as has been done with silver, who doubts that gold would have been the 
cheaper metal now? The reports of the Secretaries of the Treasury, 
of the Comptrollers of the Currency, and the Directors of the Mint, 
as well as the messages of all the Presidents from 1878 to this time, so 
far as they relate to thissubject, have been loaded with invective of 
the silver dollar, and framed with special reference to discrediting our 
silver currency. 

After their efforts have been crowned with success, and gold has been 
exalted in value by their abuse of silver, we are called on to abolish the 
coindge of our silver dollar, because it isa cheap, depreciated, dishonest 
dollar. It was an honest dollar, and more than an honest dollar, be- 
cause worth 103 cents in gold when the banks and bondholders brought 
about its demonetization in 1873. Five years after, in 1878, when we 
remonetized silver, although Germany had demonetized silver in 1871, 
and the United States, the leading silver-producing nation in the world, 
had followed in abandoning silver in 1873, the discount on silver bullion 
was only 8 cents on the dollar. This was the discount when it seemed 
that all the great powers of the world were about to abandon silver. 
When this Government remonetized silver in 1878, had the Iaw been ex- 
ecuted, had silver been paid out to the bondholders as the law required it _ 
should be paid as well as gold, had the executive officers of our Govern- 
ment honestly and in good faith and with that loyalty to the will of the 
people as expressed on the statute-book which should characterize their 
every act sustained our silver coinage, had the national banks—the creat- 
ures and agents of the governments—sustained it in good faith, asthe 
banks and bondholders would have been compelled by self-interest to 
do if our executive officers had di their duty in paying out sil- 
yer to the public creditors, there is not a shadow of doubt but that 
silver would have been as good as gold. x 

An Andrew Jackson in the White House at any time since 1878 to 
enforce the law, and take by the throat the combination formed and in- 
spired for its nullification and defeat, would have settled this question, 
and the country would nob have been vexed nor business depressed by 
this agitation. Half of the people in this country have been made to 
believe by official reports emanating from the Treasury t that 
all the available space in our mints, our subtreasuries, and in our Treas- 
ury building in Washington is filled with useless silver dollars, which 
can not begotten into circulation, and that the expenditure of $2,000,000 
per month for silver bullion to coin more of them is idle extravagance, 
and these reports give this as a reason for discontinuing the coinage of 
silver and relying on gold alone. They fail tožstate the whole truth, 
for the officials of that t know as well as anybody that there 
are in actual circulation among the people at least ten dollars of silver 
coin to one dollar of gold coin, and that three-fourths of the silver dollars 
in the Treasury are represented by silver certificates in active circulation 
among the people, maintaining the prices of property, the wages of labor, 
and doing good service as ready instrumentalities in the business and 
commerce of the country, and that the silver dollars in the Treasury, to 
the full amount of the silver certificates issued, must be kept there—are 
required by positive statute to be kept there—for their redemption. 

The official report of the Director of the Mint shows on the Ist day 
of July, 1885, the total coinage of silver dollars to have been $203, 884, - 
381, and of this amount that $38,471,269 was in the banks and in gen- 
eral circulation among the people in actual coin, leaving in the Treasury 
$165, 413,112, and against this amount in the Treasury that there were 
outstanding $140,323,140 of silver certificates. These silver certificates 
are redeemable in silver dollars on demand, and of course the silver 
dollars must be kept in the Treasury to redeem them. It is true that 
on the date named $38,370,700 of these silver certificates were in the 
Treasury, having been paid there in regular course of business, but were 
there to be paid out as other moneys are paid. These facts show that 
of all the silver dollars coined all have gone into circulation, either in 
the actual coin or in silver certificates, which represent them, except 
$25,089,972. Why is this amount not in circulation? I answer by 
reading from the Treasurer’s report made at the beginning of this ses- 
sion of Congress. On page 14 he says: 

The issue of silver certificates, by Treasury officers in the South and West, for 
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id coin deposited with the assistant treasurer at New York; under depart- 
Sental circular of ber 18, 1880, was discontinued in J. fe error pee 
ren been issued in this manner to. the date was 


The gold coin was paid over the subtreasury counter, dollar for dol- 
lar, for these silyer certificates, which. are redeemable only in silver 
dollars: ‘These cheap, dishonest, discounted silver dollars, not worth 
so much as gold by 20 per cent., according to the reports of the Treas- 
ury Department, which cumber, as they tell us, tho Treasury vaults 
and can not be gotten into circulation; are there to redeem these same 
silver certificates which: the people are glad to get dollar for dollar in 
exchange for the gold coin. If the practice of allo the people of 
the South and West to give gold coin in exchange for silver certificates 
had not been discontinued on the 1st of January, 1885, now more than 
one year ago, the ratio at which these exchanges had been made up to 
that time would have put in circulation among the people silver cer- 
tificates covering a larger amount of silver dollars than are now in the 
Treasury unrepresented by outstanding silver certificates. 

The message of the President: and the reports from the (ccasury 
Department express. grave apprehensions that the Treasury. will be 
depleted of its gold; yet here isa mode of replenishing the Treasury 
with gold and at the same time of putting all the silver in circulation, 
through representative silver certificates, preferred by:the peopleto gold 
coin, which has been deliberately abandoned by the Treasury: Depart- 
ment. Why was this done? Of course it was done to discredit silver, 
to prevent as far as possible the circulation of silver certificates. There 
could liave been no other motive for-it, I read again from the Treas- 
urer’s- report. On page 24 he says: 

The further issue of silver certificates should be discontinued, as being both 
expensive and useless, 

To the extent that the Treasury Department has the power to do it 
silver certificates havo been suppressed by a refusal to accept gold coin 
for them, and this recommendation refers to the law under which the 
holders of silver dollars may exchange them. for silver certificates, The 
national bank circulation, according to the Comptroller’s report, has de- 
creased within the last three years $48,000,144, and is still steadily de- 
creasing; but he says on page 18 of his report: 

While the bank-note circulation of this country is steadily decreasing, there 
has been no reduction in the total circulating medium in the United States, the 
reduction in the national-benk currency outstanding having been more than 
rat surs. coinage of. the standard silver-dollar and the issuance of certificates 

Notwithstanding this admission, that the country has been saved 
from the ruinous consequences of a heavy contraction of its currency 
by the national banks solely by our silver coinage and the issuance of 
silver certificates, the official who makes the admission joins in swell- 
ing the chorus of all the officers of the Treasury Department that silver 
coinage must cease and silver certificates must be suppressed. 

Nor do they stop at this, for the Secretary of the Treasury, on page 15 
of his report, gravely informs us that our silver remonetizing act of 1878 
and the act of May 31, 1878, which prevented the cancellation and de- 
struction of, and preserved as part of our ci ting medium, the $346,- 
000,000 of United States legal-tender notes so familiar to.us as “‘ green- 

?? are two evils ‘‘ which are each aseparate menace to. the public 
tranquillity and injurious to the public morals and the public faith.’’ 

Every form of money known to our people—silver dollars, silver cer- 
tificates, legal-tender: greenbacks or United States notes, except gold | 
coin and national-bank notes, which are elaborately praised and de- 
fended—is denounced earnestly, unsparingly, and fi y in the reports 
from the Treasury Department. ‘The meaning of this can not be mis- 
understood—indeed, is openly avowedin these reports. Notesissued by 
the national banks and withdrawn by them at their will and pleasure, 
with no responsibility to the public either in issuing or withdrawing 
them, are to be our sole paper currency, and gold and the comparatively 
small amounts of silver already coined are to be our metallic currency 
hereafter, if the views of the executive department of the Government 
on this subject are to prevail. This is a consummation for which the 
national banks and the other holders of Government. bonds have long 
struggled. A monopoly of the paper circulation of this country, which 
can be expanded or contracted at their pleasure, is what they desire, and 
this means absolute dominion over the people, their property and values. 
A deposit of Government bonds being the basis of their circulation, every 
holder of one of these, whether a stockholder in a national bank or not, 
is interested in extending this use of his securities, because it renders 
them more valuable and increases the premium on them. 

I make no war on holders of bonds, and will defend their right to be 
paid the uttermost farthing of the principal and interest of their securi- 
ties according to the terms of the contract—thatis, in silver and gold, 
or either, at the option of the Government—against assault from any 
quarter. I make no war upon national banks, because while I op- 
posed their being rechartered, because I do not believe that the sover- 
eign power to furnish a paper currency should be delegated to any cor- 
poration, but that our paper currency should be issued by the Govern- 
ment, based on and redeemablein coin, yet the law was passed, and their 
rights under it I would protect as fully as any Senator would who voted 
to recharter them, but the people who hold the bonds and own the banks 
are the aggressors in this contest. They are making war, in their own 


interest. and for their own enrichmentat the public expense, on the estab- 
lished currency and the established coinage of the people, and those of 
us who oppose them are simply maintaining as best we may the rights 
and interests of the people under existing law. 

‘The United States legal-tender notes, and the silver dollars, and their 
representatives, the silver certificates, which the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury denounces as ‘evils’? and each of them ‘‘a separate menace to the 
public tranquillity and injurious to the ponnoos and the public 
faith,’? are the only barriers which stand between the people of- the 
United States and the greed and avarice of the banks, and the end and 
aim of this agitation is to remove them. As long as we have these 
forms of money, which are beyond the power of the banks to suppress 
or withdraw as they can the notes issued by themselves, we have asafe- 
guard against undue contraction of the volume of our circulation, a 
security against money ‘‘corners’’ and spoliation by Wall street 
sharpers, and they should never be surrendered. 

The people engaged in national banking are neither better nor worse 
than other people; they are simply a fair average of American citizen- 
ship. I will never by my vote intrust them or any other set of living 
men with the unrestrained power over the prosperity of the country 
and the property and values and products of labor of the people which 
they would possess, if permitted to dictate the amount and character of 
money to be circulated in this country and to contract or expand its 
volume at pleasure, as they will have if we abolish silver coinage. 

The President and Secretary of the Treasury, while urging the de- 
amonetization of silver, claim to be in favorof both agold and silver cir- 
culation, but contend that the silver already coined is ample, and that 
more of it will drive the gold ont of the country. This is the old ar- 
gument most relied on and most vehemently urged in the debate on 
this question in 1878 by those who opposed silverremonetization. It 
has been so effectually. exploded and refuted by. the experience of the 
country since that time that it is wonderful to see men of intelligence 
revamping and putting it into service again. i 

Official reports placed the amount of gold in this country in 1878, 
when the silyer-coinage law was passed, at $244,353,390, The Director 
of the Mint reports on the Ist day of July, 1835, the amount of gold 
in the United States to be, bullion and coin, $609,021,731.. Soinstead 
of silver remonetization driving gold out of the country as: predicted, 
the amount of gold in the country has.nearly trebled.~ This is a fact 
which no amount of theorizing can answer, and it is a fact which ut- 
terly annihilates the old. argument against silver coinage. We coin 
only $24,000,000 of silver per annum, and the. Director of the Mint re- 
ports the gold product of the mines of the United States at $38,800,000 
for the last fiscal year, and it was more the year before; and, besides, 
we have the imports of gold to add to our stock of that metal. 

The fact as shown by the statistics on this subject is that gold has 
accumulated in this country more rapidly since, the remonetization of 
silver than it ever did before, The-silver coined into standard legal- 
tender dollars amounted on the Ist day of July, 1885, according to offi- 
cial reports, to $203,884,381, and to this has-been added $2,000,000 per 
month since. The balance of our silver coinage, amounting to about 
$75,000,000, is debased below. the standard, and is-legal tender only. in 
amounts of $5. Excluding from the calculation the debased coinage, : 
the stock of silver which the President believes sufficient. for our pur- 
poses now amounts to some $215,000,000 of legal-tender dollars. Gen- 
eral Grantin his letter to Mr. Cowdry, to which Lhave before adverted, 
expressed the opinion that our e would in time hoard away as 
much as two or three hundred millions of silyer—lay it up in small 
amounts, notin banks, but at home. There is not evena gold standard 
country in Europe which has not more silver in proportion to. popula- 
tion than the President, though claiming to be a-bimetallist, is will- 
ing to have coined here, and not one of them that does not, as our offi- 
cial reports show, coin silver every year. Great Britain coined in 1884 
nearly one-third as much silver as she did gold, and in 1883 her silver 
coinage yam ni, $600,000 less than her: gold coinage—the two being 
nearly eg 

If the developed, stationary, fossilized. states.of Europe are com- 
pelled to coin some silver annually, even those of them which have the 
single gold standard, to meet increased demands there, what must be 
the necessities of this great country in its grand march of progress and. 
improvement? The United States, if we had enough forto-day, must 
provide an increased amount for increased population, increased com- 
merce, and increased industrial activities, certain to need it the next 
year, and so. on with each recurring year, as this vast country and its 
teeming wealth is populated and developed. Our paper currency and 
our vast system of paper credits and exchanges, through which the great 
commerce and business of the country are carried on, must rest on-a 
gold and silver basis, and derive its efficacy solely from that support. 
The paper is worthless exceptas arepresentative of these metals, in which 
all of it is redeemable on demand. 

The growth of the country in population, commerce, and wealth de- 
mands a constant and automatic expansion of the volume of its paper, 
and of necessity of its gold and silver basis. If the metallic basis is 
too narrow, ruinous contraction. of the volume of circulation, if it is 
safeand redeemable, results; prices are thrown down, business yzed, 
and bankruptcy ensues. If the volumeof paper is expanded on anin- 
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sufficient metallic basis, distrust of its redeemability and want of con- 
fidence ensues, followed by panics, broken banks, and ruined fortunes. 
A demonetization of silver, except the legal-tender dollars already coined, 
will subject the country to a constant menace of these calamities, by 
narrowing the metallic basis of our circulation. The gold product of 
the world, it is agreed on all sides, is now and for several years has 
been declining, while increasing wealth and luxury are carrying a larger 
proportion of it every year into consumption in the arts. 

The product of gold in the United States is by official reports 33} per 
cent. of the annual product of the world, and this comes chiefly from 
the Pacific coast. Iread from the last report of the Director of the Mint, 
to show the declining condition of its production there: 

The decline in the production of gold on the Pacific coast is shown by the con- 
tinued falling off in the deposits at the mint at San Francisco. The following 
table, exhibiting the deposits of gold bullion at that mint fora series of years, to- 


gether with their yearly dimunition, shows the decrease in production to have 
been in the last four years $8,072,438.07, 


Fiscal years, 
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The report of the Secretary of the Treasury for 1884 says on this 
subject: 
The production of gold is mene re a of silver has practically reached 


its maximum, and there are strong in tions that from this time the yield of 
both gold and silver mines will speedily decline. 


By the reports of 1885 both gold and silver show a decline from last 
ear. 

% Nobody denies the insufficiency of the world’s supply of gold as a 
basis for the paper circulation necessary to do the business of the world. 
Is it prudent, is it wise, is it just to labor, to debtors, to producers, in 
the face of these admitted facts, to discard one-half of our metallic cur- 
rency and take not the risk but the certainty of producing a contrac- 
tion of our volume of circulation which will enormously increase the 
purchasing power of gold, which is in the hands of comparatively a few 
capitalists, while it will reduce wages, paralyze business, lower the prices 
of property, and add greatly to the burdensof debtors? The holdersof 
gold and of bonds would reap a golden harvest, but to the great mass of 
the people who toil and produce and create the wealth of this country 
it would bring suffering and distress. 

The European powers which have demonetized silver are creditor na- 
tions; $5,250,000,000 were due England and Germany alone from foreign 
nations; but the United States is a debtor nation, and, besides, produces 
47 per cent. of all the silver annually produced in the world. They 
made money by demonetizing silyer out of the foreign nationsindebted 
to them, but both our Government and people are heavily indebted 
both at home and abroad. 

By following the example of European states we destroy the value 
of our great silver mines, add vastly tothe burden of our debts, public 
and private, and depreciate silver to such an extent as to compel other 
nations now using silver also to abandon it and compete with us and 
other gold-standard nations in a struggle for the gold, which is insuf- 
ficient now and declining in production. These are some of the conse- 
quences of the policy urged upon Congress by the bondholders, bankers, 
and gold-holders, who would be enriched, while all others would be im- 
poverished by it. 

The specter of an exclusively silver circulation so alarming to some 
has no terrors forme. Germany was a silver-standard country until 
her conquest of France. Russia and Austria are now silver-standard 
countries, Silver was our standard of value from 1792 to 1873. Silver 
measures values to-day on three-fourths of the earth’s territory and for 
nearly five-sixths of the population of the world. If our tariff is ever 
reduced so that our manufactured goods may find a foreign market, it 
is to China, Japan, Mexico, South and Central America, all silver-using 
countries, that they must go. 

But we are in no danger of being reduced to a silver basis, though I 
would welcome itin preference to a despotic domination by national 
banks under the single gold standard, for the two go inseparably to- 
gether, as we will see if silver is ever demonetized. If silver goes, the 
$346,000,000 of legal-tender notes will also go, for the banks are as de- 
termined in their hostility to the latter as they are to silver, and if suc- 
cessful in demonetizing silver will be irresistible in their onslanght on 
the legal-tender notes. France is the thriftiest and most prosperous 
nation on carth. Her ablest financiers inform us that not less than six 
hundred, and some place it as high as nine hundred, millions of dollars 
of silver are in circulation in France, in harmony, and side by side, 
with her gold currency. Her silver, when reduced to dollars, contains 

154 grains of silver in its relation to gold, while our silver dollar con- 
tains 16 grains. Hers is a cheaper dollar, because it contains 3 per cent. 
less silver, yet her silver money is not ata discount but on a parity with 


gold, nor does it drive the gold out of circulation, although England on 
oneside and Germany on the other are gold-standard countries. 

The Bank of France, according to the report of the Comptroller for 
1884, had in its vaults $205,837,867 of silver money, the balance of the 
silver of that country being in the hands of the people. The amount 
in the Bank of France is several millions more than had been coined in 
the United States of legal-tender dollars up to the 1st of July, 1885, 
and lacks only ten or twelve millions of being as great as all coined up 
to this hour. If France ean absorb and circulate from six hundred to 
eight hundred millions of silver dollars, cheaper dollars than ours, at 
par with her gold, and in harmony with it, without driving it out of the 
country or into hiding-places, ought we to be alarmed about the $215,- 
000,000 of legal-tender dollars of silver we have in circulation? This 
country can absorb and circulate very much more silver than France, 
for in resources, population, territory, commerce, and industrial activity 
it is vastly greater. 

The French Government sustains its silver currency, stands by it and 
holds it up, while the American Government wields its vast power to 
depreciate and déstroy American silver coinage. Give us the execu- 
tive vigor and good faith in upholding our silver coinage that is exerted 
in maintaining silver currency in France, and we will circulate greatly 
more silver than can be circulated in France, and that alongside of a 
good gold circulation. Our people prefer solvent, safe, redeemable pa- 
per to either gold or silver. Both of these metals are too cumbrous for 
convenience. The Government saves in the casual loss and destruc- , 
tion of paper money, which is clear profit, and in preserving these 
metals from loss by abrasion, the result of frequent handling, great] 
more than the cost of building vaults to store them, and the silver dol- 
lars in the Treasury, kept there to redeem the silver certificates in cir- 
culation, are as much in circulation as if in the pockets of the people. 

The hueand cry raised by our Treasury officials against silver because 
it will not circulateis afalse clamor. The fact that the people, against 
the best efforts of these officials to suppress silver certificates and their 
refusal to pay out silver to the public creditors, use them interchange- 
ably with United States notes and national-bank notes, and freely ex- 
changed gold coin for them dollar for dollar as long as the Government 
would permit it, proves conclusively that silver if represented by notes 
of convenient size would circulate to an unlimited extent among them. 
The only mode in which gold is circulated is through bank notes of 
various and convenient amounts redeemable in coin. Why not circu- 
late silver in the same mode? 

Since 1878, now a period of about eight years, we have coined the 
amount of legal-tender silver dollars I have already stated, and at the 
same rate of coi , that is, $2,000,000 per month, it will take fifteen 
years to raise our coinage to $575, 000,000, which is less than the smallest 
amountclaimed by anybody to be thesilvercirculation of France; and by 
that time, with our growth and improvement, we will need two or three 
times as much of that money as France has now. ‘The truth is that the 


rateat which we are now coining silver does not meet the annual demand 


for increased circulation, and with each year of increased growth and 
wealth and industrial extension the present rate of coinage will become 
more and more inadequate and insufficient. The fears of the President 
that we will be plagued with too much silver seems to me to be utterly 
groundless; on the contrary, itis very reasonably to be feared that under 
existing laws we will not have enough. We can not afford to demone- 
tize silver upon the theories of doctrinaires, however plausible they 
may be, when experience, that safest of all guides, both in this country 
and France, so thoroughly refutes them. 

Gold and silver are precious metals the world over, and have been so 
through all ages, and will continue to be, and silver as fully so as gold. 
These metals have inallages been yielded by Mother Earth in quantities 
and proportions adapted to the wants and necessities of mankind. Not- 
withstanding the estimates of the te of both metals in the world 
show equal proportions of gold and silver, it is a part of their history 
that their relation to each other has constantly been changing hy reason 
of the changing proportion of their production. At one time gold has 
been produced largely in excess and at another silver, but ithas been the 
unvarying history of these metals that an excess of either has always 
been corrected by a corresponding production of the other in its turn, 
and that the supply of both has kept pace with the growth of population, 
business, and commerce of the world. 

The flood of gold which was poured between 1851 and 1856 from the 
mines of California, Australia, arid Russia, estimated at $900,000,000, 
which caused a decline of 5 per cent. in that metal as compared with 
silver, and causedalarmiststo advocate its demonetization as they now 
do of silver, as we all know has been corrected by the more recent dis- 
coveries of silver; and so it has been for alltime. A law of nature scems 
to have joined these metals together, and to have denied perfect offi- 
cacy to their functions as money except as co-operative forces. Under the 
double standard they support each other. If gold is scarce and high, 
silver becomes more abundant; if silver disappears, gold flows into its 
place. The people who have both to rely on can depend with absolute 
certainty on the presence at all times of one of them; a corner on both 
is impossible. 

It is through this co-operative action of the two metals under the 
double standard that a sufficient circulation is assured for the demands 
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of trade and commerce, for living wages to labor, for fair valuations in 
the transfers of property, and a safeguard is furnished as far as human 
wisdom can devise one against crises and panics and the loss and ruin 
they entail. Alexander Hamilton, in hisreport onthe Mintin 1792, said: 

Toannul the use of either of the two metals as money is to ee quantity 
of circulating medium, and is liable to allthe objections which from a com- 
parison of the benefits of a full with the evils of a scant circulation, 


I make no apology, in view of the importance of the question, for 
reading some quotations I find grouped in a very able and comprehen- 
sive pamphlet on thissubject by Judge Robert W. Hughes, of Virginia. 
Hequotes M. Edward Cazalet, of , 2 distinguished and very able 
Italian banker, who says: 

It is computed that the total metallic circulation of the world amounts to 
$7,000,000, of which about 3,750,000,000 are gold, and 3,250,000,000 are silver. 

The whole of this mass of metal is now doing service as currency, and to de- 
monetize or eliminate either metal would involve a reduction of the circulation 
by about one-half. The half demonetized would be incaleulaby depreciated’ in 
value; the half which remained to do double service would be appreciated toan 
equal extent. Since the value of all es of commerce is represented by the 
currency, the value of these articles must fall in proportion to the reduction in 
the volume of the currency, otherwise the mone: currency could not possibly 
do the work which the two metals combined previously performed. Thus, 
to settle a debt of $100 it would be necessary to sell merchandise which under 
the double currency had been yalued at $200. The creditor would gain at the 
expenseof the debtor. * * + As the currency of a country is the only legal 
tender which can be offered in Cepa a debt, the debtor would have to pro- 
cure that currency from a circulation which had n suddenly contracted, and 
in proportion to this contraction the debtor would bea loser and the creditor a 
pl iba When the enormous amount of international and national as well as 
personal indebtedness is considered, and when we bear in mind that this indebt- 
edness would be well-nigh doubled by the demonetization of either gold or silver, 
it becomes clear that such an event would revolutionize the actual conditions of 
society, and be nothing short of a universal calamity. (See M. Cazalet’s pam- 
phlet on bimetallism, pages 14, 15. ) 


He also quotes from Sir Archibald Alison’s History of Europe the 
extract I now read. He says: 
The Aoro prostaat events which have occurred in the history of mankind have 


been di y ught about by a successive contraction or expansion of the 
circulating medium y. The fallofthe Roman Empire, so long ascribed 
in ignorance, to sla’ A enism, and moral corruption, was in reality 
brought about by a decline in the silver and gold mines of Spain and Greece. 


had 
posite set of agencies being put in o 
career of renovation; when he spread his sails to cross the Atlantic bore 
mankind and its fortunes in his bark. * * * The annual supply of the pre- 
cious metals for the use of the globe was tripled; before a century had expired 
the prices of every species of produce were quadrupled. The weight of debt 
and taxes insensibly wore off under the influence of that prodigious increase ; 
in the renovation of industry the relations of society were changed ; the weight 
of feudalism cast off; the rights of man established. Among the many concur- 
ring causes which co: to bring about the mighty consummation, the 
most important, though hitherto the least observed, was the discovery of the 
mines of Mexico and Peru. À 

Speaking of a later period, the historian says: 

Jf this circulating medium of the globe had remained stationary, or declining, 
as it was from 1815 to 1859, from the effects of South American revolution and Eng- 
lish 1 lation, the necessary result must have been that it would have become 
al inadequate to the wants of man; and not only would industry have 
been everywhere cramped, but the price of produce would have universally and 
constantly fallen. Money would every day have become more valuable; all 
other articles measured in money less so; debt and taxes would have been con- 
stantly increasing in burden and oppression; the fate which crushed Rome in 
ancient,and has all but crushed Great Britain in modern times, would have beset 
that of the whole a of mankind. All these evils have been entirely obvi- 
ated, and the opposite blessings introduced, by the a the great reserve 
treasures of nature in California and Australia. * s fore half a century 
has elapsed the prices of every article will be tripled, enterprise proportionately 
encouraged, industry vivified, debts and taxes lessened. 


Sir Archibald wrote before 1873, says the author. 
Prefacing another quotation, the author proceeds: 


Unfortunately, the paer, of England and Germany has brought about a con- 
dition of things the o0) te of that thus described by the historian. By their 
scheme of demonetizing silver the condition of the world at presentis the re- 
verse of that which was presented in the sixteenth century after the opening of 
the mines of Peru and Mexico, and in our own nineteenth century after the open- 
ing of those of California and Australia. M. Emile de Laveleye, in his Inter- 
national Bimetallism, page 41 hy of this change: ‘‘ What happened after the 
pioen of California and Australia sent their millions of gold to Europe? At 
rst gold, accumulating in the banks, produced asevere fall of interestand aslight 
rise of prices. These two events, equally favorable to commerc and industry, 
excited all over the world an unexampled activity, Enterprises of every kind 
started up. Thence resulted, first, a great demand for produce and 
rices; secondly, a great demand for capital and a rise in discounts. 
we witnessed a worse phenomenon; silveris expelled, gold becomes 
searce, prices fall ; xen ff losing money, limits its operation; the spirit of en- 
terprisedeclines; capital, little demanded, becomes a glut; the rate of interest 
falls, The connection of cause and effect is as evident here as in the period of 
expansion,” 

‘The author then quotes from a distinguished German writer, M. Herr 
von Barr, who, after showing the direct loss to Germany from the de- 
pecado of her silver coin, and the product of her silver mines, which 

e places at an enormous figure, from the demonetization of silver, says: 

This direct loss, important as it is, is nothing, however, compared with the in- 
direct loss resulting from the fall of prices, 

Himself a large landowner, he first speaks of agriculture: 

it is cruelly suffering from the reduced value of all produce. The farmersare 
paying their rents irregularly, or not at all; their stock in trade has often to be 
distrained to recover arrears of rent. The land-owners are overwhelmed 
mortgages. When at last,in order to extricate themselves, they to sell their 
hogan lama find no purch or have to be satisfied with a price one-third 

w 


below former estimates. The d uragement is universal. No more agricult- 
ural improvements are being effected; employment is, consequently, lacking; 


and there is great indigence. Hence that increasing emigration, for which 
cial Bene and bean have se bor tran Itisa vermettes ee 

rem for so much sufferin; e agriculturists, percei length the real 
3i demand the abandonment of the gold pi iin rieh we 


cause of the * The 
fact is strange, yet certain, that from this intense crisis has sp that odious 
and i return to the intolerance of the Middle A: led the anti- 
semitic movement, the Judenhetze (Jew hatred). The Je large holders 


increased. b; ulace 
or tho aoip TIS po Tike sore donne Tine caphalior, AAT Sta its 
by the cheapness of enforced sales, 

All that this writer says is verified by information received through 
various sources from Germany, and is substantially corroborated by re- 
ports recently received from Germany through the State Department 
and submitted to Congress. If we are wise we will profit by the experi- 
ence of the world in dealing with this great question. Shall we add to 
the wealth of the already rich, and still further impoverish the poor 
by investing the dollar which onght to buy one bushel of wheat with 
power to buy two? Shall we add one-third to the burden of our na- 
tional debt and to every dollar of our private indebtedness, so that one- 
third more cotton, wheat, corn, pork, beef, ore of minerals, and manu- 
factured goods, and one-third more of labor will be required to pay 
them? Shall we drive our people, by annulling silver as money and 
narrowing the coin basis of our paper circulation, and the consequent 
contraction of our currency, and the depreciation of the wages of labor 
and all the products of labor in consequence of the forced appreciation 
of money, to demand and clamor for an irredeemable paper circula- 
tion? Shall we close the English market to Western wheat and the 
lower grades of Southern cotton by so degrading and cheapening silver 
that England may get it on her own terms to send to India to buy up 
India wheat and India cotton, and thereby be enabled to pay the heavier 
cost of rtation from India, which alone gives us now the En; 
market? Shall we, by demonetizing silver, bend the necks of our peo- 
ple to the yoke of European policies, which enslave all the producing 
classes to the power of hoarded and organized capital in the hands of 
an arrogant aristocracy? If we desire to do these things we will de- 
monetize silver; otherwise, we will not. 

Mr. President, in 1878 I advocated the free coinage of silver on the 
floor of the Senate, and am conyinced now, as I was then, that in the 
free coi of all silver of American production is to be found the 
ultimate solution of the silver question. The seigniorage to the Gov- 
ernment on our silver coinage is reported by the Director of the Mint 
as being over 18 per cent., and the net profit, after paying all the ex- 
penses of the mint for both gold and silver coinage, as we areinformed by 
the report of that officer,since the passag~ of the act of 1878 is $25,338, - 
389.97, while the coi: of gold is froo. This legislative discrimina- 
tion against silver should not be on our statute-book. It handicaps 
silver, The two metals should be on the same plane and have the 
same opportunities, and no burden placed on one not resting equally 
on the other. Our great aim is to have the two metals circulate at a 
parity, and to accomplish this one should not be put at a disadvantage 
in comparison with the other. We have adopted the English plan of 
minting silver, which is intended there to hold silver down and exalt 
gold, while we are supposed to be endeavoring to secure equality of value 
in the two metals. 

I ask attention to an extract I will read from Mr. Ernest Seyd on 
this subject: 

The expenditure of the mint falls on the taxation; the expense for coining 
gold is consequently borne by all classes, although gold is used principally by 
the smaller number, the wealthier portions of the community. The mere as- 
sertion that the coining of gold is intended for the benefit of all classes does not, 
in face of the patent fact that the poor use it but rarely, meet the justice of the 
case. In England the extreme injustice of this matter becomes all the more 
glaring when it is borne in mind thatthe British silver coinage, that upon which 
more than three-quarters of the nation are dependent for their intercourse with 
each other, is charged with a heavy; ray Lerner bp of from 8 to10 per cent., a profit 
which serves the mint as a set against the free coinage of gold. Gold, it 
res be said, is coined in England gratuitously for the higher classes atthe cost 
of the lower classes, which deal in silver. Moreover, while the coinage of gold 
is thus of full value, open and free to all, and the supply unrestricted within the 
natural boundaries of commerce, the silver coinage is debased; the mint re- 
fuses to coin it forthe public, it has but a strictly limited legal-tender value, and 
the amount in circulation thus becomes restricted within narrow and unnatural 
boundaries. 

Producing, as we do, within 3 per cent. of one-half of all the silver 
produced in the world, its admission to free coinage would withdraw 
from the markets of the world nearly or quite half of the silver bull- 
ion sold; and after deducting from our product that portion which goes 
into the arts, the addition to our stock of silver money would be only 
some ten or twelve millions per annum over and above our present 
coinage. This diminution of the stock of bullion on the market, 
coupled with the determination the adoption of this policy would show 
in our Government to maintain silver, would raise the value of bullion, 
would appreciate silver throughout the world, and strengthen the 
hands of those in Europe who are struggling to throw off the despotism 
of gold monometallism. 

he production of silver has already commenced to decline in the 
United States according to official reports, but at the present rate of pro- 
duction, with our mints thrown open to the free coinage of all the sil- 
ver product of American mines, it would be ten years before our silver 
coinage would equal in amount the silver now in circulation in France 
at the lowest estimate made of it, and at the end of the decade it world 
be seen that every dollar of it would be needed. 
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The only logical way of treating this question is, inmy judgment, so 


far as the law can do it, O oe mtr onan O pee hy ting 
with gold at the mints, in the Treasury, the custom-houses, every- 
where and in every way. Whether rightor wrong in my judgment as 
to free coinage, we certainly have a right to demand an tof 
the law of 1878, and that our executive officers shall no longer make 
war upon silver currency—that the national banks, which exist by per- 
mission and enjoy the franchises of the Government, shall no longer be 
permitted to discriminate againstand boycottsilver, and that silvershall 
be paid out at the Treasury to the public creditors in common with 
gold. This Government owes no gold obligations except a few certifi- 
cates for 
able in gold and silver coin, or either, at the option of the Government. 
These bonds were originally payable in lawful money. Legal-tender 
notes aresuch money. Every legal-tender note has stamped upon its 
back these words: 

This note isa legal tender for all debts public and private except duties on 
imports and interest on the publie debt. 

The principal of the public debt was payable in these notes most 
clearly. The holders of the bonds, not satisfied to be paid as all other 
creditors were paid, besieged Congress until through their importuni- 
ties. the act of 18, 1869, ‘‘to strengthen the public credit,’* was 
passed. That act is in these words: 

Be it enacted by the Senate ne aues of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, T in RER TI oor’ to remove any doubt asto the pur- 
. pose of the Government to discharge ust obligations to the public creditors, 
and to settle conflicting aarre? and ENTE of the Jaws by virtue of 
which such obligations have been contracted, it is hereby provided and declared 

that the faith of the Senge States is solemnly pledged tothe paymentin coin or 
its teeantenbeos of all the obligations of ‘the United States. not bearing rest, 
known as United States notes, and of ail the interest-bearing obligations of tht 
United States, except in cases where the law authorizing the issue of any such 
obligation has provided that the same may be pala in lawful os 
or other currency and silver, But nae wr interest-bearing ob! 
gations not stanly due shall be redeemed o 
such time United States notes shall be pasati in 
holder, orunless at such time bonds of the United States bearing 
of interest than the bonds to be redeemed can be sold at par in coin. And the 
United Statesalso solemnly pledges its faith ta make provision at the earliest 
practicable period for the pM nate ed of the United States notes in coin. 

Gold and silver coin is the currency in which the Government pledges 
itself to pay its public creditors by this act. The act of July 14, 1870, 
under which the public debt was T kadot, pledges payment in gold 
and silver coin of ‘‘ the standard value of the United States” on that 
date. The silver dollar of 412} grains of standard silver was the stand- 
ard value of the United States at that time, and the legal-tender silver 


dollar of to-day contains 412} gr of standard silver, and is exactly 
the dollar described in the act of July14,1870. Thebonds of the United 
States, bought originally an pe money worth only 50 cents in the 


dollar in gold or silver and ein wakpa notes through the 
acts of Congress of 1869 and 1870 above referred to, were made payable 
in gold and silver coin of a specified standard. Having secured this pur- 
pose, the next step was to demonetize silver, take away its legal-tender 
character, so that only gold coin, and that enhanced in value, would pay 
the bonds, and this was accomplished in 1873. 

In 1878 the people, having become thoroughly aroused, brushed the 
bondholders and bankers aside and remonetized silver, and made the 
silver dollar of 412} grainsa full tender forall debts, ape rome and private, 
as it had been up to 1873, and at the same session of Congress, in order 
to remove all doubtas to the of the movement then in progress 
to remonetize silver, both Houses by large majorities adopted the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution, which was introduced in the Senate by 
Hon. Stanley Matthews, of Ohio, then Senator, and now an associate 
justice of the Supreme Court of the United States: 


Whereas the act entitled “An act to pariak pore po public credit,” ap- 

roved 18, 1869, it was peovidsta as declared that the faith of the United 
was thereby solemnly the United Sta in coin, or its equivalent, 

of all the in ns otthe aug Ope in cases where 

the law au of such obligations had y provided that 


thorizing th 

ane might be Kidin lawful money or other im aien than gold and silver; 
an 

Whereas all the bonds of the United States authorized to be issued by the act 
entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the aagana debt,” approved 
JAE P taa Sania OFONA srl TSO be redeemable in coin of 

pe eg ġ standard value, bearing interest payable semi-annually in such 
coi 


Whereas all bonds of the United States authorized to be issued under the act 
preoer ed “An —_ to Later vegies the a of specie roves 
an es 


Con cone 


Whacens at th 
wit, the 14th da: day ot July, 1870, the coin of the United States of standa: 
that date =n ed silver dollars of the weight of 412) orais 
the act approved January 18,1837, entitled ‘ 
tilled ‘An hot establishing amint; and 
to be a legal tender of payment, to their nominal value, for any sums 
whatever: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), That all 
2 bonds of the United States issued, or prem to be issued, under the said 

cts Of Congress hereinbefore recited are parai principal and interest, at the 
eres of the Government of the United aipa in Siite gapin. of the coinage 
of tħe United ova amaga ene ar grains each of standard silver; and that to 
restore toits coinagesuch silver coins as a legal tender in payment of said oe 
arenes and interest, is notin violation of the public faith, norin derogation of 
The rights of the public creditor. 


Notwithstanding this record, and the additional fact that coin—-gold 


each, 
An act the coins of entary to the act en- 
atin aiio of 


ld deposited. Its bonded debt, every dollar of it, is pay- 


and silver—received at the custom-houses has been dedicated by law to 
the payment of the interest. on the public debt and the creation of a 
sinking fund, and that large amounts of silver dollars and silver cer- 
tificates are paid in at the custom-honses, the holders of Government 
bonds declare that honor and good faith require that eg o pun 
gold, a the President manger a grave a n his m 
i e further coinage: o: ver is not suspend ents ma 

have to be made on the public debt in silver. ae z 

The claim that any obligation of any sort rests on the Government 
in law or morals, in justice, equity, or reason, to pay these bondsin gold 
is utterly unfounded, and so proven to be bya simi recital of the law 
and facts. No more preposterous claim was ever seriously made, much 
less considered, except one, and that is that silver should be demone- 
tized, and that all the ills and evils attendant upon that act should be 
borne by the people of the United States, in order to ent some sil- 
ver from being paid to the holders of Government bon Nobody asks 
that the roe be paid exclusively in silver, although the legal and 
moral right of the Government to do it is perfect. But we do ask that 
silver be not discriminated against, that the law be not violated as it 
has been, that silver as wellas gold be paid ont to public creditors, and 
that no more reports be made from the Treasury Department that silver 
can not be gotten into circulation, when in Violation of the law the De- 
partment refuses to pay it out, and allows bonds which ought to be paid 
to remain outstanding, and keeps locked up in the Treasury vaults mill- 
ions upon millions of dollars which ought to be in circulation relieving 
the distress of the 7 

If the laws of land in relation to silver dollars and to the pay- 
ment of the public debt were enforced or obeyed there would never 
bea silver dollar in the Treasury unrepresented by anoutstanding silver 
certificate, and there would be no more agitation in this country over 
the silver dollar, because the bankers and bondholders, who from mo- 
tives of self-interest have fomented the disturbance, would be prompted 
by the same motives to maintain and protect it. This action on the 
part of the Government would be taken by the world as a declaration of 


an American policy, to be adhered to and maintained, and could not fail 
to encourage and strengthen throughout the world all who in behalf of 
the great mass of laborers and producers are struggling to prevent the 


destruction of one-half of the money of the world. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 
JUDICIAL SALARIES. 


Mr. HOAR. Isuppose the unfinished business should first be laid 
before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will lay before the Senate 
the regular order. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 6) fixing the salaries of the several 
judges of the United States district courts at $5,000 per annum, and for 
other purposes. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa moves that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was to; eS ee ae 
ation of executive business. After one hour and twenty minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 5 
minutes p. m.), the Senate adjourned. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 13, 1886. 
POSTMASTERS, Í 


John Foran, to be postmaster at Lambertville, in the county of Hun- 
terdon and State of New Jersey. 

Mary E. Simonson, to be postmaster at East Orange, in the county of 
Essex and State of New Jersey. 

Elijah T. Eads, to be postmaster at Knoxville, in the county of Knox 
and State of Illinois. 

William Steiner, to be postmaster at Oak Park, in the county of Cook 
and State of Ilinois. 

William D. Swail, to be postmaster at Belvidere, in the county of 
Boone and State of Ulinois. 

David Overman, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of Grant 
and State of Indiana, 

Benjamin F. Mackall, to be postmaster at Moorhead, in the county 
of Clay and State of Minnesota. 

John L. Street, to be postmaster at Park City, in the county of Sum- 
mit and State of Utah. 

Nelson Bruett, to be postmaster at Jefferson, in the county of Jeffer- 
son and State of Wisconsin. 

Henry S. Howell, to be postmaster at Watertown, in the county of 
Jefferson and State of Wisconsin. 

Joseph Brelsford, to be postmaster at Onarga, in the county of Iro- 
quois and State of Ilinois. 

Erastus R. McKinney, to be postmaster at Lacon, in the county of 
Marshall and State of Illinois. 
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George E. Blackstone, to be postmaster at Paxton, in the county of 
Ford and State of Illinois. 

J. S. Catherwood, to be postmaster at Hoopeston, in the county of 
Vermillion and State of Illinois. 

Michael W. Corbett, to be postmaster at Aurora, in the county of 
Kane, and State of Illinois. 

Martin V. 


t, to be postmaster ab Tuscola, in the county of | 


Douglas and State of Ilinois. 

John Hartley, to be postmaster at Henry, in the county of Marshall 
and State of Illinois. 

Joseph F. Henderson, to be postmaster at Aledo, in the county of Mer- 
cer and State of Ilinois. 

William 8. Hervey to be postmaster at Carlyle, in the county of Clin- 
ton and State of Ilinois. 

William H. Newcomb, to be postmaster at Pana, in the county of 
Christian and State of Illinois. 

John D. Stevens, to be postmaster at Carthage, in the county of Han- 
cock and State of Illinois. e 

Henry F. Tallman, to be postmaster at Lanark, in the county of Car- 
roll and State of Illinois. 

Joseph Vonnahme, to be postmaster at East Saint Louis, in the 
county of Saint Clair and State of Illinois. 

George K. Yerington, to be postmaster at Girard, in the county of 
a in and State of Ilinois. 

olney Bingham, to be postmaster at Mishawaka, in the county 

of 8 Saint J oseph and State of Indiana. 

Thomas J. Semans, to be postmaster at Wabash, in the county of 
Wabash and State of Indiana. 

James E. Pinnell, tọ be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county of 
Boone and State of Indiana. 

John W. Pence, to be postmaster at Anderson, in the county of Mad- 
ison and State of Indiana. 

John O’ Donnell, to be postmaster at Mitchell, in the county of Law- 
rence and State of Indiana. 

Mrs. Julia Loer, to be postmaster at New Castle, in the county of 
Henry and State of Indiana. 

Francis M. Householder, to be postmaster at Noblesville, in the county 
of Hamilton and State of "Indiana. 

Morman Fisher, to be postmaster at Huntingburg, in the county of 
Dubois and State of Indiana. 

A. B. Crampton, to be postmaster at Delphi, in the county of Carroll 
and State of Indiana. 

George W. Cooper, to be postmaster at Columbus, in the county of 
Bartholomew and State of Indiana. 

James C. Carlton, to be postmaster at Bedford, in the county of Law- 
rence and State of Indiana. 

Benjamin P. Brown, to be postmaster at Franklin, in the county of 
Johnson and State of Indiana. 

A. D. Tinsley, to be postmaster at Sibley, i in the county of Osceola 
and State of Iowa. 

Alexander seas to be postmaster at Crookston, in the county 
of Polk and State of Minnesota. 

John R. Parshall, to be postmaster at Faribault, i in the county of Rice 
and State of Minnesota. 


Charles J. Strunk, to be postmaster at Shakopee, in the county of | 


Scott and State of Minnesota. 

William Brown, to be postmaster :-s Lako Geneva, in the county of 
Walworth and State of Wisconsin. 

Horatio N. Cronkzite, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county of 
Rock and State of Wisconsin. 

D. A. Sullivan, to be postmaster at Spring Valley, in the county of 
Fillmore and State of Minnesota. 

Edward Van De Casteele, to be postmaster at De Pere, in the county 
of Brown andsState of Wisconsin. 

R. P. Hitchcock, to be postmaster at Tomah, in the county of Mon- 
roe and State of Wisconsin. 

Peter McCamley, tobe postmaster at Grand Rapids, in the county of 
Wood and State of Wisconsin. 

Adolph Piening, to be postmaster at Manitowoc, in the county of 
Manitowoc and State of Wisconsin. 

Curtis Reed, to be postmaster at Menasha, in the county of Winne- 
bago and State of Wisconsin. 

Harvey M. Brown, to be postmaster at Columbus, in the county of 
Columbia and State of Wisconsin. 

Willis S. Grimes, to be postmaster at Batavia, in the county of Kane 
and State of Dlinois. 

Charles Kelley, to be postmaster at Effingham, in the county of Effing- 
ham and State of Illinois, 

William A. Mehan, to be postmaster at Mason City, in the county 
of Mason and State of Illinois. 

Sidney B. Stont, to be postmaster at Vandalia, in the county of Fay- 
ette and State of Ilinois. 

Henry Sharer, to be postmaster at Mount Morris, in the county of 
Ogle and and State of Illinois. 

George E. Young, to be postmaster at Amboy, in the county of Lee 
gnd State of Ilinois. 


_ James V. N. Sonn, to be postmaster at Evansville, in the county of 
Rock and State of Wisconsin. 

Joseph to be postmaster at Geneseo, in the county of Henry 
and State of Illinois. 

Daniel W. Gould, to be postmaster at Moline, in the county of Rock 
Island and State of Illinois. 

Denis Eagan, to be postmaster at Liberty, in the county of Union and 
State of Indiana. 

Robert McNeil, to be postmaster at Rock Falls, in the county of 
Whitesides and State of Illinois. 

John R. Smith, to be postmaster at Kendallville, im the county of 
Noble and State of Indiana. 

Francis Baasen, to be postmaster at New Ulm, in the county of Brown 
and State of Minnesota. 

William C. Browe, to be postmaster at Salt. Lake City, in the county 
of Salt Lake and Territory of Utah 

George L. Phillips, to be postmaster at Bethany, in the county of 
Harrison and State of Missouri. 

William A. Wight, to be postmaster at Moberly, in. the county of 
Randolph and State of Missouri. 

A. P. Cramer, to be postmaster at Avoca, in the county of Pottawat- 
tamie and State of Iowa. 

Marie Hollingsworth, to be postmaster atSilyerton, in the county of 
San Juan and State of Colorado. 

G. G. Shaver, to be postmaster of Cañon City, in the county of Fre- 
mont and State of Colorado. 

William R. Crockett, to be postmaster at Nevada, in the county of 
Vernon and State of Missouri. 

N. A. Wade, to be postmaster at Butler, in the county of Bates and 
State of Missouri. 

James 8. McGee, to be postmaster at Paris, in the county of Monroe 
and State of Missouri. 

William H. Pipkin, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the county of 
Greene and State of Missouri. 

George M. Houston, to be postmaster at Harrisonville, in the county 
of Cass and State of Missouri. 

Eli Hodge, to. be postmaster at Columbia, in the county of Booneand 
State of Missouri. ~ 

Charles. W. Huggins, to be postmaster at Lamar, in the county of 
Barton and State of Missouri. 

William H. Miller, to. be postmaster at. Meriden, in the county of 
New Haven and State of Connecticut. 

James H. Covington, to be postmaster at Easton, in the county of 
Talbot and State of Maryland. 

R. R. Dashiell, to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county of Madi- 
son and State of Tennessee. 

Henry H. Gilpin, to. be postmaster at Elkton, in the county of Cecil 
and State of Maryland. 

Joseph N. Bell, to be postmaster at Shelbyville, in the county of 
Shelby and State ‘of Kentucky. 

I. Parker Veazey, to be postmaster at Baltimore, in the.county of 
Baltimore and State of Maryland. 

Alonzo L. Barry, to be postmaster at Port Deposit, in the county of 
Cecil and State of Maryland. 

John C. Evans, to be postmaster at Saint Joseph, in the county of 
Buchanan and State of Missouri. 

Samuel T. Bassett, to be postmaster at Richmond, in the county of 
Ray and State of Missouri. 

C. 8. Clark, to be postmaster at Tombstone, in the county of Cochise 
and Territory of Arizona. 

A. W. Weisbrod, to be postmaster at Oshkosh, in the county of Win- 
nebago and State of Wisconsin. 

James E. Shepard, to be postmaster at Brenham, in the county of 


Mg and State of Texas. 
S. McPherson, to be postmaster at Sherman, in the county 
of yea and State of Texas. 


Julian Feild, to be postmaster at Fort Worth, in the county of Tar- 
rant and State of Texas. 

Joseph Osthelder, to be postmaster at Sheboygan Falls, in the county 
of Sheboygan and State of Wisconsin. 

R. L. Jemmings, to be postmaster at Marshall, in the county of Har- 
rison and State of Texas. 

Camille Mollére, to be postmaster at Donaldsonville, in ‘the county of 
Ascension and State of Lonisiana. 

Andrew J. Hill, to be postmaster at Hot Springs, in the county of 
Garland and State of Arkansas. 

N. B. Johnson, to be postmaster at Weatherford, in the county of 
Parker and State of Texas. 

Franklin D. Denton, to be postmaster at Batesville, in the county 
of Independence and State of Arkansas. 

Thomas W. Newton, to be postmaster at. Little Rock, in the county 
of Pulaski and State of Arkansas. : 

Andrew J. Ward, to be postmaster at: Beanmont, in the county of 
Jefferson and State of Texas. 

John Snoddy, to be postmaster at Big Spring, in the county of How- 
ard and State of Texas. 
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John O. Johnson, to be postmaster at Austin, in the county of Travis 
and State of Texas. 

Fidelia Kilgore, to be postmaster at Longview, in the county of Gregg 
and State of Texas. 

E. P. Rutherford, to be postmaster at Clarksville, in the county of 
Red River and State of Texas. 

R. E. Harris, to be postmaster at San Angelo, in the county of Tom 
Green and State of Texas. 

George A, Giddings, to be postmaster at Wichita Falls, in the county 
of Wichita and State of Texas. 

C. A. Gildea, to be postmaster at Brackettsville, in the county of 
Kinney and State of Texas. 

John W. Duncan, to be postmaster at Bonham, in the county of Fan- 
nin and State of Texas, 

Willis H. Bates, to be postmaster at Denton, in the county of Denton 
and State of Texas. 

Robert Burns, to be postmaster at Houston, in the county of Harris 
and State of Texas. 

Tranquilino Labadie, to be postmaster at Las Vegas, in the county 
of San Miguel and Territory of New Mexico. 

William A. Walker, to be postmaster at Albuquerque, in the county 
of Bernalillo and Territory of New Mexico. 

Carmelite C. Guilfoux, to be postmaster at New Iberia, in the county 
of Iberia and State of Louisiana. 

Isaiah Garrett, to be postmaster at Monroe, in the county of Ouachita 
and State of Louisiana. k 

William N. Martin, to be postmaster at Muscogee, in the county of 
Creek Nation and Indian Territory. 

Richard B. Pulliam, to be postmaster at Eureka Springs, in the county 
of Carroll and State of Ar I ° 

Ethan Wait, to be postmaster at Kingman, in the county of King- 
man and State of Kansas. 

George C. Rembaugh, to be postmaster at Winfield, in the county of 
Cowley and State of Kansas. 

B. J. Sheridan, to be postmaster at Paola, in the county of Miami 
and State of Kansas. 

Cyrus A. Rieder, to be postmaster at Anthony, in the county of Har- 
per and State of Kansas. ; 

Thomas A. McCleary, to be postmaster at Medicine Lodge, in the 
county of Barber and State of Kansas. 

J. i Mantey, to be postmaster at Mound City, in thecounty of Linn 
and State of Kansas. 

R. E. Lawrenson, to be postmaster at Junction City, in the county 
of Davis and State of Kansas. 

J. P. De Jarnette, to be postmaster at Chetopa, in the county of La- 
bette and State of Kansas. 

Hugh V. Gavigan, to be postmaster at Columbus, in the county of 
Cherokee and State of Kansas, in the place of Matthew W. Coulter, 
resigned. 

Samuel T. Carrico, to be postmaster at Harper, in the county of Har- 
per and State of Kansas. 

Colin Campbell, to be postmaster at Florence, in the county of Ma- 
rion and State of Kansas. 

William C. Butts, to be postmaster at Valley Falls, in the county of 
Jefferson and State of Kansas. 

Hattie P. Bain, to be postmaster at Great Bend, in the county of 
Barton and State of Kansas. 

Max J. Alwens, to be postmaster at Belleville, in the county of Re- 
public and State of Kansas. 

John F. Cottrell, to be postmaster at Fort Scott, in the county of 
Bourbon and State of Kansas, 

Benjamin F. Devore, to be postmaster at Independence, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Kansas. 

Frank W. Frye, to be postmaster at Parsons, in the county of La- 
bette and State of Kansas. 

Edward H. Thayer, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county of 
Clinton and State of Iowa. 

Parley Sheldon, to be postmaster at Ames, in the county of Storey 
and State of Iowa. 

P. D, Minick, to be postmaster at Villisca, in the county of Mont- 
gomery and State of Iowa. 

Charles E. Bronson, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the county 
of Delaware and State of Iowa. 

J. W. Sherman, to be postmaster at Osceola, in the county of Clarke 
and State of Iowa. 

L. H. Edwards, to be postmaster at Waterloo, in the county of Black 
Hawk and State of Iowa. 

Henry Williams, to be postmaster at Frederick, in the county of 
Frederick and State of Maryland. 

Lewis S. Fowler, to be postmaster at Chestertown, in the county of 
Kent and State of Maryland. 

Daniel C. Hopper, to be postmaster at Centreville, in the county of 
Queen Anne and State of Maryland. 

Samuel D. Garth, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county of Henry 
and State of Missouri. 

William Groesbeeck, to be postmaster at Independence, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Missouri. 


Horatio S. Herbert, to be postmaster at Rolla, in the county of Phelps 
and State of Missouri. ¢ 

Thomas H. Frame, to be postmaster at Liberty, in the county of Clay 
and State of Missouri. 

Chauncey W. Freeman, to be postmaster at Brookfield, in the county 
of Linn and State of Missouri. 

Putnam §. Fulkerson, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the county 
of La Fayette and State of Missouri. 

Sanford L. Sturtevant, to be postmaster at Fullerten, in the county 
of Nance and State of Nebraska. 

George H. Tracy, to be postmaster at Wilbur, in the county of Sa- 
line and State of Nebraska. 

Simeon Sawyer, to be postmaster at Fairmont, in the county of Fill- 
more and State of Nebraska. 

Alonzo P. Sharp, to be postmaster at McCook, in the county of Red 
Willow and State of Nebraska. 

George J. Spohn, to be postmaster at Superior, in the county of Nuck- 
olls and State of Nebraska. ° 

Alvin S. Marsh, to be postmaster at Red Cloud, in the county of Web- 
ster and State of Nebraska. 

James Murray, to be postmaster at Fremont, in the county of Dodge 
and State of Nebraska. 

John 8. Kittle, to be postmaster at Seward, in the county of Seward 
and State of Nebraska. 

Edward H. Krier, to be postmaster at Plum Creek, in the county of 
Dawson and State of Nebraska. 

Forrest L. Wheedon, to be postmaster at York, in the county of York 
and State of Nebraska. 

F. E. Wilson, to be postmaster at David City, in the county of Butler 
and State of Nebraska. 

S. Corning Judd, to be postmaster at Chicago, in the county of Cook 
and State of Illinois. s 

Albert Watkins, to be postmaster at Lincoln, in the county of Lan- 
caster and State of Nebraska. 

Edward T. Best, to be postmaster at Neligh, in the county of Ante- 
lope and State of Nebraska, 

John A. Frawley, to be postmaster at Stormsburg, in the county of 
Polk and State of Nebraska. 

Miss Caradora Clark, to be postmaster at Blair, in the county of Wash- 
ington and State of Nebraska. 

Henry O. Goodrich, to be postmaster at Jerseyville, in the county of 
Jersey and State of Illinois. : 

Charles I. Haskell, to be postmaster at Virginia, in the county of Cass 
and State of Illinois. . 

DISTRICT COMMISSIONER. 

William B. Webb, of Washington, D. C., to be a commissioner of” 

the District of Columbia. 
COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

William A. Beach, of New York, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the twenty-first district of New York. j- 

Alexander Troup, of Connecticut, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the district of Connecticut. 

FIRST AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY. : 
James Q. Chenoweth, of Texas, to be First Auditor of the Treasury. 
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 
Robert A. Howard, of Arkansas, to be Assistant Attorney-General, 
DEPUTY SECOND COMPTROLLER OF THE TREASURY. 


Richard R. McMahon, of West Virginia, to be deputy second comp- 

troller of the Treasury. 
DEPUTY THIRD AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY. 

Wiliam H. Welsh, of Maryland, to be deputy third auditor of the 

Treasury. 
EXAMINER OF CLAIMS, i 

Francis Wharton, of Pennsylvania, to be examiner of claims for the 

Department of State. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

William C. Perry, of Kansas, to be attorney of the United States for 
the district of Kansas. 

George N. Baxter, of Minnesota, to be attorney of the United States 
for the district of Minnesota. 

PENSION AGENTS. 

Don Carlos Buell, of Kentucky, to be pension agent at Louisville, Ky. 

Charles A. Zollinger, of Fort Wayne, Ind., to be pension agent at 
Indianapolis, Ind. 

Franz Sigel, of New York city, to be pension agent at New York 
city, State of New York. > 

INDIAN AGENTS. 

Jesse Lee Hall, of La Salle County, Texas, to be agent for the Indians 
of the Kiowa, Comanche, and Wachita agency, in the Indian Territory. 

E. L. Carson, of Abilene, Taylor County, Texas, to be agent for the 
Indians of the Ouray agency, in Utah. 

Moses Neal, of Humboldt, Kans., to be agent for the Indians of the 
Sac and Fox agency, in the Indian Territory. 
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REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Clate M. Ralstin, of Independence, Kans., to be register of the land 
office at Independence, Kans, 

Nathaniel H. Harris, of Vicksburg, Miss., to be register of the land 
office at Aberdeen, Dak. 

James D. Stewart, of Jackson, Miss., to be register of the land office 
at Jackson, Miss. 

Robert V. Yeakle, of Little Rock, Ark.; to be register of the land of- 
fice at Little Rock, Ark. 

James R. De Remer, of Pueblo, Colo., to be register of the land of- 
fice at Leadville, Colo. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

William C. Jordan, of Midway, Bullock County, Alabama, to be re- 
eeiver of public moneys at Montgomery, Ala. 

Samuel Thanhouser, of Newton, Kans., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Garden City, Kans. 

William R. Edgar, of Ironton, Mo., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Ironton, Mo. . 

Hugh C. Wallace, of Salt Lake City, Utah, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Salt Lake City, Utah. 

Henry M. Bickel, of McPherson, Kans., to be receiver of publicmoneys 
at Larned, Kans. 

Andrew swoops fy of Little Rock, Ark., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Little Rock, Ark. 

L. King, of Harrison, Ark., to be receiver of public moneys at 

Harrison, Ark. 

Tully Scott, of Beloit, Kans., to be receiver of public moneys at 
Oberlin, Kans. 

Samuel L, Gilbert, of Winfield, Kans., tobe receiver of public moneys 
at Wichita, Kans. 

MARSHALS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

John W. N of Georgia, to be marshal of the United States for 
the northern district of Georgia. 

Martin T. McMahon, of New York, to be marshal of the United States 
for the southern district of New York. 

Albert A. Wilson, of the District of Columbia, to be marshal of the 
United States for the District of Columbia. 


CHIEF OF BUREAU OF NAVIGATION. 


Capt. Jolin G. Walker, a resident of Iowa, to be chief of the Bureau 
of Navigation in the Department of the Navy, with the relative rank 
of commodore. 

CHIEF OF ORDNANCE BUREAU. 

Capt. Montgomery Sicard, a resident of New York, to be chief of the 
Bureau of Ordnance in the Department of the Navy, with the relative 
rank of commodore. 

REAR-ADMIRALS IN THE NAVY. 

Commodore Stephen B. Luce, a resident of the District of Columbia, 
to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, from the 5th October, 1885. 

Commodore John Lee Davis, a resident of the District of Columbia, 
to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, from the 30th October, 1885. 

COMMODORES. 

Capt. George E. Belknap, a resident of New Hampshire, to be a com- 
modore in the Navy, from the 2d June, 1885. 

Capt. David B. Harmony, a resident of Pennsylvania, to be a com- 
modore in the Navy, from the 23d September, 1885. 

Capt. Andrew E. K. Benham, a resident of New York, to be a com- 
modore in the Navy, from the 30th October, 1885. 

NAVAL CAPTAINS. 

Commander Albert Kautz, a resident of Ohio, to be a captain in the 
Navy, from the 2d June, 1885. 

Commander Alfred T. Mahan, a resident of New York, to be a cap- 
tain in the Navy, from the 23d September, 1885. 

Commander George C. Remey, a resident of Iowa, to be a captain in 
the Navy, from the 30th October, 1885. 


: NAVAL COMMANDERS. 


Lieut. Commander Benjamin P. Lamberton, a resident of Pennsyl- 
vania, to be a commander in the Navy, from the 2d June, 1885. 

Lieut. Commander John Schouler, resident of Massachusetts, to be 
a commander in the Navy, from the Sth June, 1885. 

Lieut. Commander Francis W. Dickins, a resident of Connecticut, to 
be a commander in the Navy, from the 23d September, 1885. 

Lieut. Commander George F. F. Wilde, a resident of Massachusetts, 
to be a commander in the Navy, from the 2d October, 1885. 


Lient. Commander Charles H. Davis, a resident of Massachusetts, to 


be a commander in the Navy, from the 30th October, 1885. 


NAVAL LIEUTENANT-COMMANDERS. 
Lieut. William W. Reisinger, a resident of the District of Columbia, 
to be a lieutenant-commander in the Navy, from the 2d of June, 1885. 
Lieut. Robert E. Impey, a resident of Ohio, to be a lieutenant-com- 
mander in the Navy, from the 1st October, 1882, to fill an existing va- 
cancy in that grade. 


Lieut. John C. Rich, a resident of Pennsylvania, to be lieutenant- 
commander in the Navy, from the 8th June, 1885. 

Lieut. William T. Burwell, a resident of New York, to be lientenan 
commander in the Navy, from the 23d September, 1885. . 

Lieut. John J. Hunker, a resident of Ohio, to be a lieutenant-com- 
mander in the Navy, from the 2d October, 1885. 

Lieut. Franklin Hanford, a resident of New York, to be a lieutenant- 
commander in the Navy, from the 30th October, 1885. 

NAY"L LIEUTENANTS. 

Lietit. Robert H. McLean, junior grade, a resident of New York, to 
be a lieutenant in the Navy, from the 13th July, 1884. 

Lieut. Oren E. Lasher, junior grade, a resident of New York, to be 
a lieutenant in the Navy, from the 2d March, 1885. 

Lieut. Howard S. Waring, junior grade, a resident of Missouri, to be 
a lieutenant in the Navy, from the 2d June, 1885, 

Lieut. Frank E. Sawyer, junior grade, a resident of Massachusetts, 
to be a lieutenant in the Navy, from the 16th June, 1885. 

Lieut. Milton K. Schwenk, junior grade, a resident of Pennsylvania, 
to be a lieutenant in the Navy, from the 31st July, 1885. 

Lieut. William H. Schuetze, junior grade, a resident of Missouri, to 
be a lieutenant in the Navy, from the 2d October, 1885. 

Lieut~Thomas B. Howard, junior grade, a resident pf Illinois, to be 
a lieutenant in the Navy, from the 7th November, 1885. 

Ensign Charles C. Rogers, a resident of Tennessee, to be a lieutenant, 
junior grade, in the Navy, from the 2d June, 1885. 

Ensign John T. Newton, a resident of New York, to be a lieutenant, 
junior grade, in the Navy, from the 16th June, 1885. 

Ensign Waldemar D. Rose, a resident of California, to be a lientenant, 
junior grade, in the Navy, from the 2d August, 1885. 

Ensign Charles F. Pond, a resident of Connecticut, to be a lieutenant, 
junior grade, in the Navy, from the 2d October, 1885. 


ENSIGNS. 


Naval Cadets S. Dana Greene, a resident of Rhode Island; Samuel W. ` 
Armistead, a resident of Virginia; George W. Street, a resident of Wis- 
consin; Charles P. Eaton, a resident of Wisconsin; John M. Elliott, 
a resident of Maryland; John B. Jackson, a resident of New Jersey; 
Charles E. Smeeting, a resident of New York; Benjamin F. Thurston, 
a resident of Indiana; Harry George, a resident of Michigan; Frederick 
L. Chapin, a resident of Illinois, and Harry A. Field, a resident of Mas- 
sachusetts—all graduates of the Naval Academy—to be ensigns in the 
Navy, from the Ist July, 1885, to fill vacancies. 


NAVAL CHIEF ENGINEERS. 


Passed Assistant Engineer George W. Hall, a resident of New York, 
to be a chief engineer in the Navy, from the 15th February, 1885. 

Passed Assistant Engineer John A. Scot, a resident of Pennsylvania, 
to be a chief engineer in the Navy, from the 6th July, 1885. 

Passed Assistant Engineer John L. D. Borthwick, a resident of Penn- 
sylvania, to be a chief engineer in the Navy, from the 7th September, 
1885. 

Passed Assistant Engineer William L. Nicoll, aresident of New York, 
to be a chief engineer in the Navy, from the 17th October, 1885. 


PASSED ASSISTANT ENGINEERS, 


Assistant ngineer Frank H. Bailey, a resident of New York, to bea 
passed assistant engineer in the Navy, from the 7th October, 1884. 
Assistant Engineer L. Cathcart, a resident of Pennsylvania, to be a 
passed assistant engineer in the Navy, from the 24th December, 1884. 
Assistant Engineer George 8. Willits, a resident of Pennsylvania, to 
be a passed assistant engineer in the Navy, from the ist July, 1885. 
Assistant Engineer Walter F. Worthington, a resident of Maryland, 
to be a passed assistant engineer in the Navy, from the 19th July, 1885. 
Assistant Engineer William N. Little, a resident of Georgia, to be a 
passed assistant engineer in the Navy, fromthe 17th October, 1885. 
ASSISTANT ENGINEERS. 


Naval Cadets William J. Baxter, a resident of Ohio; Charles W. Dy- 
son, a resident of Pennsylvania; William F. Darrah, a resident of 
Rhode Island; William C. Herbert, a resident of Pennsylvania, and 
Alexander S. Halstead, a resident of Pennsylvania—all graduates of 
the Naval Academy—to be assistant engineers in the Navy from July 
1, 1885, to fill vacancies. 

NAVAL SURGEON. 

Passed Assistant Surgeon John F. Bransford, a resident of Virginia, 

to be a surgeon in the Navy from the 16th June, 1885. 


ASSISTANT SURGEONS. 


Ernest William Auzal, a resident of Pennsylvania; Andrew R. Went- 
worth, a resident of Maine, and Oliver D. Norton, a resident of Ohio, 
to be assistant surgeons in the Navy from the 22d April, 1885, and Jo- 
seph Shafer, a resident of Virginia, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Navy from the 12th June, 1885—all to fill vacancies in that grade. 


OFFICERS OF MARINE CORPS, 


Captain and Assistant Quartermaster Horatio B. Lowry, Marine 
Corps, a resident of Pennsylvania, to be quartermaster in the Marine 
Corps, from the 4th May, 1885, with the rank of mojor. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 13, 


Capt. Richard 8, Collum, Marine Corps, a resident of Indiana, to be 
captain and assistant quartermaster in the Marine Corps, from the 4th 


Harrington, Marine Corps, a resident of the 
pistriet of oiumbia, to bea capiat fa the Marine Corps, from the 4th 
y, 1 

Second Lieut. James A. Turner, Marine Corps, a resident of Texas, 
to be a first lieutenant in that from the 4th May, 1885. 

Second Lieut. Littleton W. T. Waller, Marine Corps, a resident of 
Maso to be a first lieutenant in that corps, from the 26th Septem- 

1885. 

ENVOYS EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTERS PLENIPOTENTIARY. 

George V. N. Lothrop, of Michigan, to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Russia. 

Jabez L..M. Curry, of Richmond, Va., to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Spain. 

John B. Stallo, of Ohio, to be envoy extraordinary and minister plen- 
ipotentiary of the United States to ages 

Charles Denby, of Evansville, Ind., to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States to China. 

MINISTERS RESIDENT AND CONSULS-GENERAL. 


cto seins H. Winston, of Chicago, Ill., to be minister resident and 
nigh e seach i to Persia. 
L. Scott, of Monroe County, Alabama, to be minister resident 
and ponent pea of the United States to Venezuela. 
Moses A. Hopkins, of Franklinton, N. C., to be minister residentand 
consul-general of the United States to Liberia. 
John E. W. Thompson, of New York city, N. Y., to be minister resi- 
dent and consul-general of the United States to Hayti. 
Walker Fearn, of New Orleans, La., to be minister resident and con- 
sul-general of the United States to Roumania, Servia, and Greece. 
William A. Seay, of Louisiana, to be minister resident and consul- 
‘general of the United States to Bolivia. 


CHARGE D’ AFFAIRES. 

John E. Bacon, of Columbia, S. C., to be chargé d’affaires of the 

United States to Paraguay and Uruguay. 
SECRETARIES OF LEGATION. 

D. Lynch Pringle, of South Carolina, to be secretary of the’legation 
and consul-general of the United States to Gautemala. 

Joseph L. Morgan, of South Carolina, to be secretary of the legation 
of the United States to Mexico. 

Agustus Jay, of New York, to be second secretary of the legation 
of the United States at Paris. 

James Fenner Lee, of Maryland, to be secretary of the legation of the 
United States to Austria-Hungary. 

William W. Roc of Baltimore, Md., formerly second secretary 
of the legation of the United States to China, to besecretary of the lega- 
tion at Peking. 

Charles Denby, jr., of Indiana, to besecond secretary of the legation 
of the United States to China. 

CONSULS-GENERAL. 

Pierce M. B. Young, of Georgia, to be consul-general of the United 
States at St. Petersburg. 

Michael H. Phelan, of Saint Louis, to be consul-general of the United 
States at Halifax. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 13, 1886. 


The House met at 12 aan Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of TTS proceedings was read and approved. 


PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the 
House for a moment to the remarks made by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Morrison] on re It is reported here in the RECORD 
that the gentleman from Illinois on yesterday, in reference to my mo- 
tion that the House proceed to the consideration, in Committee of the 
Whole, of the President’s message, said: 

Iask the gentleman from Texas to defer the discussion of the President's mes- 
fo a until iter recommendations one arora the House in some legislative propo- 


m. This is the usual course of g, and I am not aware of any reason 
departing from it, nor any j cation Te such departure. 


Mr. Speaker, I was acting, and the House was acting, in conformity 
to the rulesof the House, and the gentleman has been long enough here 
to have known the fact. He knows that the President’s message and 
the report of the Secretary of the Treasury are before the country and 
are being widely considered and discussed. He knows that the enemies 
of silver, at least I know it, have organized and ado; a secret plan for 
the purpose of forming public pian, amata against silver throughout the 
country. Idid not think it was an assumption of anything improper, 


or merited a rebuke from that gentleman that I occupied the place I 
was permitted to occupy by the rules of the House in defense of the 
rights of the pedple; and I think he might have spared me this wrong 
and this discourtesy. 

Mr. MORRISON. I not only had no si, odes rebuke the gentleman 
from Texas, but I had no such purpose. I said nothing which was in- 
tended for any rebuke or discourtesy, nor, re I believe, which may be so 
interpreted. I simply asked the gentleman to defer the discussion of 
the President’s message until it was distributed to the a com- 
mittees, at the same time pels attention to the fact that this was the 
usual course of 

Mr. REAGAN. The gr gentleman said: ‘‘ This is the usual course of 
proceeding, and Iam not aware of any reason for departing from it, nor 
any justification for such departure,” 

Mr. MORRISON. The course I indicated was the one, and 
I asked the gentleman that that course might be followed. Isimply in- 
tended to say I knew of no reason why we should depart from the ordi- 
nary way. Of course I knew the gentleman from Texas was within 
the rules. 

Mr. REAGAN. I did not wish to seem to acquiesce in any rebuke 
from the leader on this side of the House. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. CURTIN. It was your pleasure, sir, to dome the honor to place 
me first on the list of the Committee on Banking and Currency. Idid 
intend to afford to this House my reason for declining that honor, but 
on the advice of many friends and in view of Donnent of the public 
journals of the country, I have concluded to offer no reason of my own. 

As to segs: diner Ea was your pleasure to give me I did 
not need the advice of any man, for my disposition in that was 
made up from the beginning. ‘But for reasons of my own, which seem 
to be understood by my friends and members on this floor, I do ask the 
House to excuse me from the important duties of that position. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will be excused from service as of the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House do not excuse the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri objects to excusing 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania from service as chairman of thatcom-: 
mittee. The question is then, Will the House excuse the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania ? 

The motion was agreed to; and Mr. CURTIN was excused from further 
service as chairman of the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

CENTRAL AND SOUTH AMERICA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message; which 

was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 

printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
In continuation of the mri Sed 


nied by the final 
7, 18%, to visit the 


gg tear OF EEr 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication of 2d instant from the Secretary of the In- 
terior, submitting, with accompan panying papers, rings of a bill to amend sec- 
tion 9 of theactof March “slp Henze g to the trial and punishment of Indians 
committing certain specified 

The subject is presented for the oie caaateciiiok and action of Congress. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the following 
cases: 
To Mr. LANDES, for one week, on account of sickness in his family. 
To Mr. Comrron, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Scere- 
tary, notifying the House of the passage of the following bills; in which 
the concurrence of the House is requested: 

A bill (S. 16) for the relief of J. A. Wilson, administrator de bonis non 
of the estate of Gregory Jarratt, deceased; 

A bili (S. 128) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to issue a 
duplicate certificate of deposit to the People’s National Bank of Law- 
renceburg, Ind.; and 

A bill (S. 671) making appropriation for the purchase of the old Pro- 
duce Exchange building and site, bounded by Whitehall, Pearl, Moore, 
and Water streets, New York, for Army purposes. 

TESTS OF IRON AND STEEL. 


Mr. FARQUHAR, from the Joint Committee on Printing, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the following concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Senate; which was read: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the reports 
of tests of iron and steel and other materials forindustrial purposes, made at ths 


1886. 
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Watertown arsenal, and transmitted to the Senate by the Secretary of War on 
the 3d of December, 1854, and the lith of PEINE, IOR De “pane per pees 
8,500 additional copies of each report be printed, of whi copies of each 
report shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the House, and 
copies for the use of the War Department. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I send to the desk a letter from the Chief of 
Ordnance explanatory of the resolation. I ask that the letter be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ORDNANCE OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMEST. 

Washington, D. C., January 12, 1886, 
Sr: I have the honor toinvyite your attention to a “ concurrent resolution to 
iron and steel tests,” which passed the Senate December 18, 


value to the indus- 
be printed at as earlyaday 
your early and favorable action 
thereon. S : DEA 
Respectfully, your obedi servant, 
S. V. BENET, 
; Brig. Gen., Chief of Ordnance. 


on Printing, House of Representatives, 


Washington, D. C. 

The Senate resolution was concurred in. 

Mr. FARQUHAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE CLERK. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, by unanimous consent, submitted the 
following resolution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Accounts: 


Hon. E. BARKSDALE, 
Chairman 


prena — 23 a on oy ier peg ape a piep of Justice 
o a clerk during sessi: that a as compen- 
sation for his services. = = 


CHARLES T. REBER. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
3831) granting a pension to Charles T. Reber; which was read a first and 
second time, referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. : 

H. G. HUNTER. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill 
(H. R. 3832) for the relief of H. G. Hunter; which was read a and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MAGGIE JOHNSON. 

Mr. BURROWS, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3833 
granting a pension to Maggie Johnson; which was read a first and secon: 
a to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES H. GRAHAM, 

Mr. BURROWS, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 3834) for the relief of James H. Graham; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LEMUEL C. CANFIELD. 

Mr. BURROWS (by request), by unanimous consent, also introduced 
a bill (H. R. 3835) for the relief of Lemuel C. Canfield; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES DUNBAR. 

Mr. LORE, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3836) 
granting a pension to James Dunbar; which was read a first and second 
time, ipa to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JABEZ BURCHARD. 

Mr. LOWRY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3837) 
for the relief of Jabez Burchard, assistant engineer United States Navy; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES A. M’DANIEL. 

Mr. LOWRY, by unanimons consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
3838) for the relief of Charles A. McDaniel, paymaster United States 
Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH D, STONE. 

Mr. LOWRY, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
3839) for the relief of Elizabeth D. Stone; which was read a first and 
bare time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask a change of reference 
of House bill 1171, amending the act of June 3, 1884, to provide for 
the muster and pay of certain officers and enlisted men of the volunteer 


forces. I think it was inadvertently referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. It has heretofore been considered by the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and I think that is the committee to which it should 
now be referred. It is a general act, amending the present act by a 
beg are meee 


The SP. R. The Chair thinks the bill should go to the Com- 

mittee on Military Affairs, and it will be so referred. 
CAROLINE L. MAURY. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
3840) for the relief of Caroline L. Maury; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CHARLES LESTER. À 

Mr. ST. MARTIN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
3841) for the relief of Charles Lester; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. : 

ADDITIONAL EMPLOYES OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. MAYBURY offered the following resolution; which was read, and 

referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the following additional force is hereby authorized to be em- 
ployed in the service of the House of Representatives during the remainder of 
the present session of sg, Meo to be paid from the contingent fund of the 
House, namely; Under the rkeeper, e pages, including one riding page, 
at $2.50 cach per day; two messengers, at rate of $300 each per annum. 


P. L. WARD, EXECUTRIX. 
Mr. LIBBEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3842) 
for the relief of P. L. Ward, widow and executrix of William Ward, 


deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN ELLIS. 


Mr. LIBBEY also introduced abill (H. R. 3843) for therelief of John 
Ellis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN JACK AND OTHERS. 


Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3344) for therelief of John 
Jack and others, mechanics at the Norfolk navy-yard, who lost tools at 
the fire at that yard in April, 1885; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY HORN. 


Mr. STORM, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3845 
granting a pension to Mary Horn, mother of James Horn, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair will now proceed, under the rule, to call 
the committees for rts. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Ways and Means, 
to which was referred the petition or memorial for the relief of Charles 
Spencer, has directed me to report it back with the recommendation 
that it be referred to the Committee on War Claims. _ 

TheSPEAKER. Therule provides that when a petition or memorial 
has been improperly referred to a committee through the petition-box 
the committee shall return it to the box with an indorsement showing 
the proper reference. The petition indicated by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Morrison] will be referred to the Committee on War 


The call of the select and standing committees and of the commis- 
sions and committees authorized by. statute to report to the House was 
continued and concluded, no further reports being presented. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will now call the committees, under 
clause 5, Rule XXIV, for the consideration of such bills as may be in- 
dicated by them. The call will be for one hour, beginning at thirty- 
three minutes after 12 o’clock p. m. 

PRINTING FOR THE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, there is a resolution on the Calendar 
that I desire to call up at this time. Itisin relation to printing for the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] calls up for consideration the resolution indicated by him, and 
moves that the House donow resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for its consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. HOLMAN in the chair. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I move the committee proceed to 
consider the resolution I have indicated, and which is now on the 
Calendar. I ask to have it read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


prop near Eel here grap ag Eana be rintions be authorized to have printed 
and bor Si digcunments for the une of (hie said committee that they may deers 
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necessary in connection with subjects in relation to tions being con- 
sidered or to be considered by the said committee brs cody lpm Congress. 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. i this is the usual resolution adopted 
at the beginning of every session of Congress. It calls for a very mod- 
erate amount of money, and its adoption will aid greatly the intelli- 
gent discharge of the duties of the ittee on Appropriations. I 
move the resolution be reported to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that it be adopted. 

The motion of Mr. RANDALL was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HOLMAN reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration a resolution 
authorizing the Committee on Apprepriations to have certain printing 
done, had directed him to report the same back with the recommen- 
dation that it be agreed to. 

The resolution was read. : 

Mr. RANDALL. L hope this resolution will be adopted. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TUCKER (when the Committee on the Judiciary was called). 
On behalf of the Committee on the Judiciary I desire to call up a bill 
(H. R. 3827) rted from that committee to remove the political 
disabilities of Thomas L. Rosser. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause to be read the fifth clause of 
Rule XXIV, by which members will see that during this hour private 
bills can not be called up for consideration—only bills on the House 
Calendar or on the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the morning hour shall have been devoted to repo’ 


rts from committees 
(or the call completed) the Speaker shall again call the committees in lar 
order for one hour, upon w 


ich call each committee, on being named, shall 
have the right to call up for consideration any bill reported by it on a previous 
day on either the House or Union Calendar. 


Mr. TUCKER. Does the Chair rule that the bill I have mentioned 
can not be brought up during this call? 

The SPEAKER. It can not be, under the rule, It is a private bill 
and upon the Private Calendar, which is not one of the Calendars em- 
braced in the terms of the rule. 

Mr. TUCKER. Would it be in order for me to ask unanimous con- 
sent that the bill be taken up now? 

The SPEAKER. Not at this time. 


TERRITORIAL LEGISLATURE OF WYOMING. 


Mr. HILL (when the Committee on the Territories was called). I 
call up for present consideration the bill (S. 602) to legalize the election 
of the Territorial Legislative Assembly of Wyoming. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


tive 


tricts, 

Mr. HILL. I ask that the amendments of the committec, embraced 
in the report which accompanies the bill, be read for adoption. 
/ The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend the bill by striking outall after the word “and,” in the tenth line, and 
inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

“The governor, secretary of the Territory,and president of the council shall 
actasa Board of apportionment in said Territory for renee yecen, Poa members 
ofthe next Legislative Assembly thereof, and shall meetatthe op talof thesaid 
Territory on the first Monday in September, A. D. 1886, and shall, or a majority 
of them, reapportion the members of the council and ‘house of representatives 
thereof upon the basis of the voting ax aC as shown by the number of votes 
cast for Delegate in Congress in November, 1884, allotting members of each house 
of the Legislative Assembly to the different sections of the Territory pro rata, as 
nearly as practicable according to such population, and to thatend may appor- 
tion when necessary in joint council districts. 

“That sections 2, 3, and 4of an act providing for the Soep po rannas of the 
members of the Legislatures in the Territories of Montana, Idaho, and Wyoming, 
approved June 3, 1880, be, and the same are hereby, continued in force so far as 
applicable to said Territory, and shall be in force as a part of this act, exceptas 
herein modified and provided,” 


Mr. RANDALL. I have no wish to say anything on this subject, 
except to suggest that the month of October might be more convenient 
than September for the meeting of the board of apportionment. 

Mr. HILL. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
desires to offer that amendment I have no objection. So far as I am 
concerned October would be as acceptable as September. 

Mr.STRUBLE. Itmay eee to say it was the judgment 
of the Delegate from the Territory of Wyoming that the date named in 


the bill would be satisfactory to the Territory; at least he made nosug- 
gestion that a later date would answer better. 

The amendments reported by the committee were to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRESIDENTIAL SUCCESSION. 


Mr.CALDWELL (when the Select Committee on the Election of Pres- 
ident and Vice-President was called). Mr. 8 er, I call up for pres- 
ent consideration the bill (S. 471) to provide for the performance of the 
duties of the office of President in case of the removal, death, resigna- 
tion, or inability both of the President and Vice-President. 

The Clerk was proceeding to read the bill, when, 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, said: Mr. Speaker, as a parliamentary in- 
quiry, I ask whether it is in order to raise the question of consideration 
upon this bill—— 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. And whether that question should beraised 
before the bill is read or afterward ? 

The SPEAKER. After the bill is read any member will have the 
right to raise the question of consideration, provided it be done before 
the House actually enters upon the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I desire at the proper time to raise that 
question, unless some other gentleman should be ready to do so. 

The SPEAKER, The rightto raise the question is reserved until the 
reading of the bill is concluded. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That in case of removal, death, resignation, or inability of 
both the President and Vice-President of the United States, the Secretary of 
State, or if there be none, or in case of his removal, death, resignation, or in- 
ability, then the Secretary of the Treasury, or if there be none, or in case of his 
removal, 2 ion, or inability, then the Secretary of War, or if there 
be none, or in case of his removal, death, resignation, or inability, then the At- 
torney-General, or if there be none, or in case of his removal, „ resigna- 
tion, or inability, then the Postmaster-General, or if there be none, or in case 
of his removal, death, resignation, or inability, then the Secretary of the Navy, 
orif there be none, or in case of removal, d , resignation, or inability. 
then the Secretary of the Interior, shall act as President until the disability of 
the President or Vice-President is removed or a President shall be elected: Pro- 
vided, That whenever the powers and duties of the office of President of the 
United States shall devolve upon any of the named herein, if Co 
be net then in session, or if it would not meet in accordance with law within 
twenty days thereafter, it shall be the duty of the person upon whom said 
powers and duties shall devolve to issue a proclamation convening Congress in 
extraordinary session, giving twenty Kong notice of the time of meeting. 

Src, 2. That the preceding section 1 only be held to describe and apply to 
such officers as shall have been appointed by the advice and consent of the Monate 
to the offices therein named, and such as are eligible to the office of President 
under the Constitution, and not under impeachment by the House of Represent- 
ativesof the United States at the time the powers duties of the o shall 


devolve upon them any PERI 
Desied ‘hatsections 146, 147, 148, 149, and 150 of the Revised Statutes are hereby 
re . 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, while I have no desire whatever toin- 
terpose any delay to the action of the House on this bill, I would be 
glad if Icould havethe opportunity to havethe minority printed 
and laid before the House before any action is taken, and for that pur- 
pose I respectfully request the further consideration of the bill be post- 

ed 


med. 
rA ADAMS, of Illinois. An order was made that the views of the 
minority should be printed with the majority report, and in view of 
the fact that that has not been done I wish to make the further parlia- 
mentary inquiry whether the consideration of the bill is in order if the 
point be made against it. 

The SPEAKER. The consideration of the bill is in order unless the 
question is raised and the House declines to consider it, because the 
views of the minority might never be presented. It is a question for 
the House to determine whether the House will proceed before the 
views of the minority have been presented. . 

Mr. COOPER. As I understand it the gentleman raises the question 
of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. So the Chair understands. 

Mr. CALDWELL. The gentleman from Ohio, in charge of the mi- 
nority views, can have those views read from the Clerk’s desk without 
the delay incident to having them printed. I desire, and it is the de- 
sire of the committee, not to cut off the minority from any of its rights; 
but I do not believe it would be proper to delay the consideration of 
the bill if the House sees proper to take it up, and to delay it merely 
for the purpose of printing the minority views, which have no parlia- 
mentary status in the House. At the same time I wish to carry out 
the views of the committee to treat the minority not only with courtesy 
but with due regard for all its rights, and I think every such end would 
be attained by having the views of the minority read from the Clerk’s 
desk. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the views of the mi- 
nority are at the Government Printing Office, and are not here. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. If it is in order I would like to ask the 
chairman of the committee whether the views of the majority have 
been printed and are accessible to members, 
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Mr. CALDWELL. They have been. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I have been informed by gentlemen who 
wish to get copies of the majority report that they found it impossible 
to secure them. 

Mr. CALDWELL. The majority report has been printed, but I un- 
derstand the number of copies on hand is not sufficient. I do not know 
but the failure hasarisen because of the effort to supply the demand on 
the floor. I do not know whether there are copies enough to supply 
the Honse. 

Mr. COOPER. There are not enough copies to supply the demand 
on the floor of the House. I wished to get a copy myself and was un- 
able to do so. 

The SPEAKER. This question is not debatable, but the Chair has 
allowed it to go on in the hope it might result in some accommodation. 

Mr. COOPER. If the consideration be postponed until to-morrow I 
shall make no further objection. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Having been called up—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can withdraw the call which he 
has made to take the bill up for consideration. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Very well; I will do so. But I do not wish to 
lose any standing which the bill now has. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The gentleman loses no right whatever. 

Mr. CALDWELL. That being the case, I will allow it to go over 
until to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. That is to say, the gentleman will call it up when 
his committee is called to-morrow or the next day. . 

Mr. CALDWELL. I will withdraw the bill now and give notice I 
will callit up to-morrow. I- will submit another inquiry to the Chair: 
If we do not take our right to-day, and call the bill up to-morrow, and 
then are not able to put it through in the hour allowed under the rules, 
would it come up the next day? 

The SPEAKER. The committee has a right to two hours on two 
different days for the consideration of the bill. 

Mr.CALDWELL. At the request of several gentlemen, and as there 
does not seem to be copies enough of the bill and report on hand to sup- 
ply the demand on the floor of the House, I would ask for an order to 
reprint the bill and report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and it isso ordered. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. DUNN 
indefinitely, on account of the recent death of a relative. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, as the committees have all been 
called, and there seems to be no business prepared, and in order to en- 
able the committees to consider measures before them and make report, 
oe the House may have something to act on, I move the House do now 
adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 1 o’clock p. m.) the 
House adjourned, 


PETITIONS. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of Messrs Janney, Selectman Marshal, 
and others, asking an appropriation for the improvement of the Occo- 
quan River—to the Committee on Rivers and bors. 

Also, petition of R. D. Beckley and Leon Howard, for difference of 
pay between laborer and messenger for services rendered by them in 
the Forty-eighth Congress—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BARRY: Petition from certain citizens of West Point, Miss., 
recommending the suspension of the coinage of silyer—to the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Petition of the executive committee on 
Indian concerns of the Western yearly meeting of Friends of Indiana, 
and resolutions of the East Cherokee council, asking an appropriation 
to cover expenses and the sale of certain lands—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Petition of Elon A. Marsh and Minard 
Lafever, asking that certain letters patent granted be made operative— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. CASWELL: Petition of E. S. Williams, for increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLLINS: Petition of Hugh Watt, of Boston, Mass., for re- 
lief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COX: Petition of William H. Allen, of Franklin County, 
North Carolina, praying that his war claim be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ELY: Papers relating to the case of W. H. Collins—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

an Mr. FINDLAY: Petitions of John Dickinson, of New York; of 

G. D. Dunham, of Illinois; of E. Karulson, of New York, and of Philip 
Binsz, of Maryland, to have glaziers’ diamonds’ manufactured in foreign 
countries taken off the free-list and subjected to duty—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Mrs. E. M. Ball, in relation to adjust- 
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ment of salaries of postmasters—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GROUT: Memorial of David Buchanan, asking change in sys- 
tem of post-office box rents, and that fourth-class postmasters may be 
elected by the people—to the same committee. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Petition of cigar-makers, for abolition of tax on 
tobacco and cigars and for the repeal of law requiring manufacturers 
to give bond—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JAMES: Petition of Hattie D. McKim, widow of William A. 
McKim, who died while in the service of the United States on the gun- 
boat Nyack, of disease in the service, March 26, 1865, for back pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Papers relating to the case of J. W. Ewing, as- 
signee of M. R. Garram, administrator of C. H. Mitchell, deceased—to 
the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of W. C. Windom, referring to the subject 
of the adjustment of the salaries of postmasters of certain classes—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HILL: Papers relating to the claim of Andrew Gleason—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JACKSON; Petition of R. M. Clark and of Thomas M. Tay- 
lor, praying the passage of a resolution requiring arrears of salary to 
be paid certain postmasters—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of Richard Hager and others—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Petition of citizens of Pike County, Indiana, in 
favor of granting pensions to the soldiers of the late war—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWLER: Petition of Mrs. Mary A. Mitchell, for pension— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Petitions of Samuel Harper, of Chattooga County; 
of William Falin, of Scott County; of Misheak Seamons; of Harriet Y. 
Gordon, of Chattooga County; of Ellis H. Dickson, of Chattooga County, 
Ga., and of Charles M. Carter, of Charles City County, Va., asking refer- 
ence of their several claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, petition of George Minga, of Virginia, praying that his war 
claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Minnie L. Tunis, praying that war claini of John E. 
Tunis, of Virginia, be referred to the Court of Claims—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Papers relating to the claim of Jacob Bogert—to 
the same committee. 

Also, petition and papers in case of Maj. G. W. Candee—to the same 
committee. 

Also, petition and papers for relief of William B. George, late private 
Company L, Fourth Iowa Cavalry—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


By Mr. McCOMAS: Petitions of Terence and Joseph Byrne; of Jacob 
D. Eavy; of Abram Geim; of Mrs. Catharine Little, of Washington 
County, and of William W. Wenner, Michael Culler, and Charles W. 
Hoffman, of Frederick County, Maryland, asking reference of their sev- 
eral claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petitions of Robert W. Smoot; of Michael Brown; of Reuben 
Rowzee; of Henrietta Talbert and Susan Benson, heirs of estate of Jon- 
athan B. Benson; of Margaret A. Hickman; of James F. Price, and of 
Mary E. West, administratrix of Richard F. West, asking reference of 
their several claims to the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MORRISON: Petition of Charles Spencer, of Memphis, Tenn., 
for relief—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GHARLES O'NEILL: Communication of the United Amer- 
ican Clay Tobacco-Pipe Manufacturing Association, asking that the du- 
ties on imported clay pipes be made 25 cents per gross, or, if not so mad 
A the ad valorem duty be increased—to the Committee on Ways A 

eans. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of H. H. Haynie, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. ‘ 

By Mr. E. F. STONE: Petition of George Knight and others, of Mar- 
blehead, Mass.; of 360 citizens of Rockport; and of 2,304 citizens of 
Gloucester, Mass., protesting against a joint commission on the fisher- 
ies—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of Jonathan D. Young 
for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition of Mrs. Lurena Wages and others, of 
Clay County, Kentucky, fora pension—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of citizens of Clay County, Kentucky, asking that a 
pension be granted Felix Hibbard—to the same committee. 

By Mr. TOOLE: Resolution of the Board of Trade of Helena, Mon- 
tana, favoring the continued coinage of silver—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of citizens of Staunton, Va., for the erec- 
tion of a public building for post-office and internal-revenue office in 
se ay of Staunton, Va.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. 
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Also, petitions of Jacob Warwick and of Joseph T. Mitchell, of Au- 
gusta County, Virginia, praying that theirclaims be referred to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Papers relating to the claim of Sarah T. 
Duke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAM WARNER: Petitions of A. J. Walker, adminis- 
trator of estate of Polly Walker; of J. H. Sanders, of Jackson County, 
Missouri, asking reference of their claims to Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 
upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates of one, 
two, and five dollars, the same being made legal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 
in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 

By Mr. BARRY: Of citizens of Yalobusha County, Mississippi. 
se Mr, BLAND: Of citizens of Rolla, Mo., and of Donen Conky: 

issouri. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Of Mortimer Spring and others and of A. S. 
Hungerford and others, of New York. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 14, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 

Mr. HAWLEY resumed the chair as presiding officer. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of Martha J. Coston, a resident 
of the District of Columbia, praying for the opening of Vermont ave- 
nue, in the city of Washington; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. I present the petition of Rudolphus Knorr, of Sta- 

Jeton, Pian Ena a at in aoe he states his service in the Navy 

epartmenit of the Uni tates for thirty-seven years, and prays that 
he be placed upon the retired-list of the Navy. I move that the pe- 
tition be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I present the memorial of Maj. Edward Ingersoll, 
and a large number of other officials and employés in the Springfield 
armory, in behalf of one William Tı off, in which they t 
that William Tegethoff has spent his life in aMail Big were 
himself with great diligence to the service of the United States there 
by the making of some quite rare inventions which have saved the 

nited States a very large sum of money; that in his devotion to this 
work he has lost his eye-sight and become blind and in needy circum- 
stances. Having spent all his life in the service of the United States, 
all these officers and ials, together with the late Secretary of War, 
commend his case to the United States for relief. 

I desire to have the memorial referred to the Committee on Military 
Afairs, and ask them to consider it early. The committee will find 
reference to precedents that will aid in this person’s behalf in the me- 
morial itself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair). The 
memorial will be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT. On the 10th of December I introduced a bill (S. 347) 
to relieve commercial travelers from license taxes. I desirg now to pre- 
sent a petition of the officers of the National Travelers’ Protective As- 
sociation of the United States and also of the presidents of State divi- 
sions of that association in support of the bill. I move thatit be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to say in connection with that, for the 
consideration of the committee, that it is represented to me by the mer- 
chants and artisans doing business and labor in this city that the pres- 
ent condition of things as to commercial travelers, as they call them- 
selves, is altogether too favorable to the traveler and altogether too 
hard against the merchant and the artisan who has to pay his rent and 
taxes in this town, and who is to any surplus stock from any 
other city being brought here and sold in a room where only a nomi- 
nal rent for two or three days is paid, to the great injury of the labor- 
ing people who work in the shops, &c., in fabricating articles that are 
consumed here. I wish to call that view of the subject to the atten- 
tion of the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT. I have no doubt the Committee on Commerce will be 
exceedingly glad to have these gentlemen appear before them. If there 
is anybody in the District of Columbia or anywhere else who believes 
that restriction creating inequalities between citizens of States should 
= be retained in the District of Columbia Ithink they ought to have 
a hearing. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Asthe Committee on Commerce has been referred 
to, I will only take occasion to say that we are always ready to hear 


both sides of every question, and we shall be glad to hear any persons 
interested in this question if they will communicate with the commit- 
tee. They can send a communication to me or any other member of 
the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of the executive committee on 
Indian concerns of the Western Yearly Meeting of Friends, held at Plain- 
field, Hendricks County, Indiana, praying for certain legislation con- 
cerning the educational interests of the East Band of Cherokees in North 
Carolina; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BECK. I present the petition of Albert W. Bow and other citi- 
zens of Cumberland County, Kentucky, praying for the passage ofthe bill 
granting national aid to education throughout the United States, com- 
monly known as the Blair bill. As the bill has been reported, I move 
that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BECK. I have been requested by the Delegate from Montana, 
as well as by the Board of Trade of Helena, Montana, to present resolu- 
tions adopted by that organization remonstrating against the stoppage 
of the coinage of the silver dollar, and for other purposes. I move that 
the resolutions be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BECK. [also present a memorial, principally signed, I believe, 
by citizens of Kansas and Illinois, remonstrating against the suspen- 
sion of the coinage of silver, and for other purposes. I move that the 
memorial be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BECK. I have had a number of petitions sent to me, I hardly 
know why, from other States, with a request that I present them, 
praying for the stoppage of the silver coinage. I did not present them, 
and have returned them respectively to those who sent them, because 
I am satisfied they were dictated by a letter which I received, I donot 
know how, marked ‘‘confidential circular,” and reading thus: 

BOARD OF TRADE AND TRANSPORTATION, 
New York, December 24, 1835, 
(Confidential circular.] 

Dear Sir: Thanking you for your letter of recent date, the committee on 
silver coinage desire to know if you will co-operate with them in the way of 
peering 2 documents, and otherwise, for the purpose of influencing public 
sentiment in favor of the early suspension of the Bland law? 

To that end it is earnestly requested— 

First. That you write a nal letter at once to the Hon. Jomy G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, Washington, D. C., urging him to re- 
frain from extreme silver men on the Coinage Committee, and so give 
“fair field and no favor” to all interests. This is very important, and to be of 


Se cal one ca m before January 5; if too late for letter to reach, 
ease p 

Second. That you write se; personal lettersto your own Representative 
in Congress and your Uni 


States Senators expressing your views to them in 
the same manner as you did in your letter to this asean F Gia 


also asking them 
if they will favor the suspension of the Bland law. 

Third. After writing the above letters, please inquire quietly among your 
friends and neighbors to ascertain their views upon the question, and induce 
as many as ble to write Mr, CARLISLE and your Member of Congress and 
Senators in like manner. 

Fourth, Please make note of all persons who promise so to write and send 
list of their names to undersigned, who will from time to time issue confidential 
information on the situation. The committee asks in return, occasionally, such 
information or suggestions as you can give. 

If you will co-operate in the manner indicated you will assist very materially 
in a work which promises success, Personal letters are suggested in preference 
to formal petitions, as experience has shown them to be most effective. Will 
you favor us with a reply? 

Very truly, yours, 
THE COMMITTEE on SILVER COTNAGE. 
3 A. B. MILLER, Chairman. 

Believing that the papers were sent to me in accordance with that 
secret circular, I have respectively returned them to those sending 
them. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of Thomas M. English, admin- 
istrator of the estate of Richard Fitzpatrick, deceased, praying for the 
payment of a judgment of the Court of Claims in favor of that estate; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. p 

Mr. TELLER presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of Colorado, which was read, and referred to the Comniittee on Finance, 
as follows: 

STATE or COLORADO, GOVERNOR'S OFFICE, 
Denver, Colo., December 28, 1835. 
Hon. H. M. TELLER: 
. In compliance with the request embodied therein, I have the honor to trans- 
mit herewith a certified copy of house concurrent resolution No. 6, * expressing 
the sense of the General Assembly of Colorado in regard to the coinage of sil- 


ver.” 


Very respectful, ur obedient servant, 
7 “i tie BENJAMIN IL EATON, Governor. 


Substitute for house concurrent resolution No, 6, expressing the sense of the 
General Assembly of Colorado in regard to the coinage of silver. 

Whereas class legislation, under whatever guise, hasalways been condemned 

as being inimical to the best interests and subversive of the rights of the people; 


and 
Whereas the discrimination against silver, which is one ofthe sig a ro sources 
of wealth of this country, now being practiced by monometal is calculated 
to pronuos public discord and disaster: Therefore, 

it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Colorado, First. That wearein 
favor of the free and unlimited coinage of silver (of the present standard value 
9f 412} grains to the dollar) the same as gold, and do earnestly recommend Con- 
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š and the incoming Administration to useall legitimate means to secure leg- 
Elation to this end; and 

Resolved, Second. That our governor be ested to forward duly attested 
copies of these resolutions to the President and Vice-President elect of the United 
States, the Speaker of the national House of tatives, 
tors and Representatives in Vonge, and also to the governors of the. different 
States of the Union, asking co-operative action upon this all-important 
question. 

Approved March 5, 1885. 

STATE OF COLORADO, 
Secretary's Office, ss. 

I, Melvin Edwards, secretary of state of the State of Colorado, do hereby cer- 
tify the foregoing to be a correct transcript of “ substitute for house concurrent 
resolution No.6, expressing the sense of the General Assembly of Colorado in re- 
ee to the coinage of silver,” approved by the governor March 5, 1885, and filed 

n my office on the 5th day of March, A.D. 185. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great seal 
of the State of Colorado, at Denver, this 28th day of December, A. D. 1885. 

[sean] MELVIN EDWARDS, 

Secretary of Slate, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 222) to amend section 1661 of the Revised Statutes, 
making an annual appropriation to provide armsand equipments for the 
militia, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SEWELL. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Library 
to report to the Senate a communication addressed to that committee 
by Mr. George Ticknor Curtis on additional accommodations for the Li- 
brary. It is a valuable contribution to the literature of the country on 
that subject, as it gives some practical suggestions, and I move that it 
be printed and referred to the Select Committee on Additional Accom- 
modations for the Library of Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The communication will be printed 
and referred to the Select Committee on Additional Accommodations for 
the Library of Congress. i 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 269) for the relief of W. H. Powell, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were referred 
the following bills, asked to be discharged from their further consider- 
ation and that they be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads; which was agreed to: 

A bill (S. 317) for the relief of Horace A. W. Tabor; and 

A bill (8. 1042) to pay B. S. James for transporting the United States 
mails. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Claims, submitted the following 
report: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred pen means of A. W. Shaffer, 
asking for relicf in the reimbursement claim of Joseph Ivery Baker, late captain 
Fourth Massachusetts Cavalry, have considered the same, and, in posts ox 
with the resolution of the Senate of February 7, 1884, report as follows: 

That they have referred the same to the Court of Claims under the provisions 
of an act entitled “An act to afford assistance and relief to Co: and the 


Executive Departments in the investigation of claims ahd demands against the 
Government,” approved March 3, 1885, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. EDMUNDS introduced a bill (S. 1076) providing for the collec- 
tion of statistics touching marriage and divorce; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1077) granting a pension to Newcomb 
Parker; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1078) granting a pension to William C. 
Wirt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 1079) to regulate the 
rate of postage on ‘‘ fourth-classmatter;’? which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1080) for the erection of a statue 
and monument to James Madison; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 1081) for the relief of William G. 
Ford, administrator of John G. Robinson, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 1082) to amend 
the military record of Charles W. Lambert; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES. By request of the Sedgwick Post, No. 38, Depart- 
ment of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, I introduce a bill. 

The bill (S. 1083) toamend certain sections of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States relating to pensions and certain laws relating to pen- 

sions enacted since the revision of the statutes, and for other purposes, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, JACKSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1084) to authorize 
the purchase of five manuscript volumes (being letter-books) of William 
Vans Murray, formerly ministerat the Hague and at Paris; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1085) for the relief of Terrence 
O’Connor, minor child of Thomas O’Connor, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 1086) to accept and ratify an agree- 
ment made by the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Sioux Indians, and 
to grant a right of way for the Chicago, Milwaukee and Saint Paul 
Railway through the Lake Traverse reservation, in Dakota; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to withdraw Senate bill No. 899, granting 
a pension to Thomas G. Newman, and introduce a bill granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas G. Newnam. The gentleman does not want his name 
to go upon the record incorrectly. 

The bill (S. 1087) granting a pension to Thomas G. Newnam was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 1088) to amend and re-enact sec- 
tion 4289 of the Revised Statutes, relative to the limitation of the lia- 
bility of the owners of vessels; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 1089) for the relief of the merchant 
marine of the United States engaged in the foreign trade; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. FRYE. This is the bill for the relief of the merchant marine 

repared by the joint committee of the Marine Association of New 
Fork and the national board of steam navigation. I move thatit be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VAN WYCK introduced a bill (S. 1090).grantinga pension to G. 
R. Turner, M. D.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1091) to authorize the increase 
of the capital stock of the First National Bank of Shakopee, Minn. ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. HALE. Yesterday I introduced a bill (S. 1071) for the relief of 
Frances W. Dyer, and through my mistake it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. I ask that that committee be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Claims, which considered and reported it in the last Congress, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no objection, the change 
of reference is made accordingly. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Charles W. Faulcke be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

On motion of Mr. PIKE, it was 

That the papers in the claim of Albert H. Emery be taken from the 

ates: and referred to the Committee on Claims, no adverse report having been 
made. 

On motion of Mr. CALL, it was 

Ordered, That James J. Johnston have leave to withdraw his petition and pa- 
pers from the files, there having been no adverse report. 

STATISTICAL ABSTRACT FOR 1835, 


Mr. MORRILL, I ask for the adoption of the following order: 


Ordered, That 1,000 copies of the Statistical Abstract of the United States for 
the year 1885 be printed for the use of the Senate; 200 of which number shall be 
for the use of the Committee on Finance. 

; The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
ution. ‘ 

Mr. MORRILL. I will state that this document has already been 
ordered to be printed by the other House, and while the type is stand- 
ing it was thought advisable that we should have an additional number 
printed. It is a very valuable document and a great many copies of it 
are called for, and there are none later than the edition for 1883 now 
available. As the matter in the abstract mainly refers to topics over 
which the Committee on Finance have control, we ask for 200 additional 
copies for service there. 

e resolution was agreed to. 


PAYMENTS TO INTERNAL-REVENUE COLLECTORS. 

Mr. BECK. Under the call for resolutions yesterday, the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] offered aresolution, which was objected 
to by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] and myself. I desire 
now, if it is the proper time, to call it up and state the reasons why I 


objec 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator from Kentucky will 
kindly wait a few moments until the Chair has exhausted the call for 
“ concurrent or other resolutions” the resolution offered yesterday by 
the Senator from Vermont will be in order. 


BERLIN CONFERENCE ON CONGO FREE STATE. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved, That the general act of the conference of Berlin, re 
State of the pang which was signed and promulgated on 26th F: ruay 1885, 
a copy of which is now presented, be referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, and that the same be translated under the direction of said committee 
and printed. And so much of the President's message as to this subject 
is also referred to said committee, 
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Mr. MORGAN. I send to the desk a copy of the original general act, 
as it is termed, of the conference at Berlin, in reference to the 


country. The President, in his message to Congress, refers to this topic 
in such a way that I fear some unnecessary animadversion has been 
made upon that conference, and also upon the minister who participated 
in it. Iam not aware that any authentic English translation of this 
act has been made, and I desire very much that we may have a trans- 
lation of it about which there can be no dispute. For this purpose I have 
offered the resolution providing that the translation shall be made un- 
der the direction of the Committee on Foreign Relations. The Presi- 
dent has not communicated to the Senate, so faras I have been advised, 
certainly not with his message, any of the papers that related to the Ber- 
an conference, but a statement is made in the message to the following 
effect: 

A conference of delegates of the principal commercial nations was held at Ber- 
lin last winter to diseuss meth whereby the Congo Basin might be kept open 
to the world’s trade. Delegates attended on behalf of the United States on the 
understanding that their part should be merely deliberative, without impartin 
to the results any binding character, so far as the United States were concerned. 
This reserve was due to the indisposition of this Government to share in any 
a by an international con of jurisdictional questions in remote for- 
eign territories. The results of the conference were embodied in a formal act of 
the nature of an international convention, which laid down certain obligations 
purporting to be binding on the signatories, subject to ratification within one 
year. 

As I am informed of the substance of that general act, it is misap- 
prehended in the message. Our minister at Berlin, who participated 
in this European conference, did not undertake to bind, nor did he bind, 
the Government of the United States in any sense whatsoever to this 

ent as a convention between this and any other power. No ac- 
tion had been taken by that officer which made it necessary that the 
Senate of the United States should pass upon anything that he had done; 
but the agreement of the conference established through the enlight- 
ened judgment of all the great European powers a status quo in 
to the law which should obtain in the farther conduct of affairs in what 
I may term the waist of Africa, the belt about the equator, which 
reaches from ocean to ocean. 

The Congo State had its boundaries in effect determined by the agree- 
ment of that conference, and it included the watershed of the Congo 
River, practically placing the great basin of the Congo within this free 
state, which, however, was enlarged when it came toward the Atlantic 
Ocean on the west, for the purpose of getting a coast-line from which 
more immediate or more convenient access might be had to that part of 
the Congo River called Stanley Pool, above the falls, by railway or by 
some other means of local access. 

The conference went very far beyond that, however, and made certain 
very valuable and important agreements in reference to a long line of 
the coast of Africa reaching, I believe, from 5° north of the equator 
down to the mouth of the Zambezi River. Thatagreement, as long as 
it is maintained by the European powers who have adhered to this con- 
ference, or by any other powers who may hereafter adhere to it, will be 
found to be of great advantage to the people of the United States who 
may have commerce in that country, because it will protect them in the 
enjoyment of all their rights almost as eompletely as they would be pro- 
tected by proper authority within the boundaries of the United States. 
In other words, a very free and liberal declaration of principles has been 
established in that country, which the governments who have acceded 
to the agreement engage that they will put in force and maintain so 
long as the agreement stands. 

But notwithstanding the very great advantages which would inure to 
the people of any commercial nation who should visit that country for 
purposes of trade, neither the preceding administration nor the min- 
ister of the United States who was at Berlin considered that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States had given its consent in any way at all to 
become a party to the ment as an ment. A mere declara- 
tion has been submitted to the judgment of the enlightened world by 
this great conference upon this very important topic and in regard to 
this very important country, and the question whether we shall accede 
to that agreement is one that is entirely a matter of option on our part. 
It is something that need not be transacted even through the diplomatic 
functions of the Government. An act of Congress originated by any 
member of this body orof the other House which should declare that the 
Government of the United States adheres to or accedes to that agree- 
ment would make us a party to it precisely as it does to postal conven- 
tions and various other conventions of that kind which have been 
upon by other nations, and to which we have the right to accede if we 
choose or to withhlod our concession if we please. 

I fear that some injustice has been done by a misapprehension or a 
misinterpretation of this act on the part of the Government of the United 
States toward our late minister at Berlin, who, I am satisfied, in the 
most enlightened way and with the pa care and circumspection, 
has not exceeded his authority and not sought in any way to in- 


volve us in entangling alliances in respect of any foreign country, but 
who has submitted, along with the other powers who were concerned in 
that conference, a great and general act, the benefits of which I have no 


doubt will be felt by generations of men through long long years to 
come. 
I desire, therefore, that the Committee on Foreign Relations may take 


the subject up and’see whether this act is of the character that it is de- 
scribed to be in the message of the President. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I hope the resolution of the Senator 
from Alabama will be adopted; but I do not rise to speak to that resolu- 
tion, but rather to call the attention of the Senate, and especially of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, to the statement made in the docu- 
ment which I have before me, printed some days ago, ting the 
appointment of Mr. Keiley as minister to Austria. The tary of 
State has, it appears, in this document, in a communication to the 
minister to Vienna, stated that Mr. Kasson, who was appointed to 
Madrid during the term of the present Senator from New York [Mr. 
EVARTS] as Secretary of State, was objected to by that country and 
afterward appointed minister to Vienna, That statement appears in 
this printed document, which is now I believe before the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. I desire to say, on the very best authority, that 
that statement is wholly erroneous, that no objection was made; by 
Spain to the appointment of Mr. Kasson; and in saying this I ought to 
state that I have no doubt the Secretary of State was misled by a sub- 
ordinate in his office who gathered some information from newspaper 
comments made about that time and not from any statement made 
through any of the ministers or authorities of Spain. 

Isee that the Senator from New Yorkisgivinghisattention. Iremem- 
ber that at the time he did me the honor to consult with me somewhat 
respecting the appointment of Mr. Kasson to Austria in lieu of Spain. 
After Mr. Kasson had been appointed to Madrid there occurred a va- 
caney in the mission to Austria-Hungary, and the Secretary of State 
then asked me if I believed Mr. Kasson would prefer the Vienna mis- 
sion to the Madrid mission, and I stated to him that I would commu- 
nicate with Mr. Kasson, but I had no doubt he would prefer Vienna. 
I did communicate with him, and he stated that owing to the situation 
in the East he would much prefer to go to Vienna, if agreeable to the 
Government; and before the appointment was actually made, as I re- 
member, to Madrid, but after the tender of that appointment, Mr. 
Kasson was selected for the Vienna mission, no objection haying been 
made from any official quarter to his appointment to the Spanish mis- 
sion. 

For the purpose of making it clear that I am right in these sugges- 
tions I ask the Secretary to read the letter addressed by the then Sec- 
retary of State, now a Senator from New York, to Mr. Kasson on this 
subject, a copy of which I understand has also been presented to the 
present Secretary of State: 

WasurseTos, D. C., January 5, 1886. 

Deak Sim: In answer to your inquiry touching the statement that the Span- 
ish Government made objection to your appointment as minister to that coun- 
try in 1877 and during my term as Secretary of State, I take pleasure in saying 
that no such question was ever raised. 

The appointment for Madrid, originally cab Sara by me, was changed, upon 
your preference, to Vienna, and for reasons having no connection whatever 
with or knowledge of either government, 

I am, yours, very truly, 
WM, M. EVARTS. 

Ion. Jons A. Kassox, Washington. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make this statement for the purpose of placing on 
record here, where this communication was first made public, the facts 
in this case, and not with any view, of course, of criticising the State 
Department, for I have no doubt it acted in perfect good faith but upon 
imperfect and inaccurate information in respect to the subject. Ido it 
in justice to a constituent of mine who served ably in the other House 
and for some years as our minister to Vienna and, as was well stated by 
the Senator from Alabama, at Berlin. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator, before he takes his seat, state what 
communication he refers to here? 

Mr. ALLISON. Irefer to the communication made by the Secretary 
of State in answer to a resolution of the Senate in which is published a 
letter addressed by the Secretary of State to Mr. Francis, the American 
minister then at Vienna—the Keiley correspondence, in which the Sec- 
retary of State communicated to Mr. Francis that Mr. Kasson, a citizen 
of my State, had been appointed as minister to Spain and objected to by 
that Government and afterward sent to Vienna without objection. I 
merely wished to place upon record in as public a way as this letter ap- 
pears the fact that this was a misconception on the part of the Secretary 
of State of the facts in the case, and that he was led into it, as I have 
already stated, by a subordinate in the Department of State. 

Mr. VEST. Iam very glad indeed to hear this statement. Asa 
matter of course it oughtto be known. Imust say, however, that ifit 
was a misunderstanding or misconception it was pretty general through- 
out the country at the time. I know I saw it in the papers. I recol- 
lect that it was stated recently that Mr. Kasson was not acceptable to 
the Spanish Government on account of some views expressed in a pub- 
lic address in regard to the annexation of Cuba to the United States. 
It was so stated at the time. There was nothing reflecting on his per- 
sonal character in any way, but it was because of some statement that 
he had made in regard to the Government in Cuba and the propriety 
of that island being annexed to the United Srates. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I need to add nothing to what I ex- 
pressed in the letter which I sent to Mr. Kasson which has been 
read at the desk. The Senator from Missouriis quite right in t 
that there was newspaper comment in that direction and with that pur- 
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port; but the transaction, so far as the Government was concerned, in 
the arrangement of these two missions, had no connection with that 
subject whatever, and the interpretation of the press upon that arrange- 
ment of the two missions was voluntary on its and not provoked 
by nor justified by the administration. s n, well known to 
all of us at that time as now, had shown a disposition to undertake a 
foreign service if the administration would place it at his disposal. 
With that view I was authorized by the President to propose to him 
the mission to Spain, which he ted. Another gentleman, who had 
been offered the Austrian mission but had declined the foreign service 
because of reasons that he thought might not permit him to undertake 
it, had shown some disposition to find a motive and an inducement suit- 
able to his literary character and pursuits as well as his public capaci- 
ties to undertake the Spanish mission, though tba hack declined the 
Austrian; and upon that consideration I was able to tto Mr. Kas- 
son the choice of the Austrian mission, higherin e, in emoluments, 
and rank, I think as well, and the other gentleman took the i 

ra Mr. Lowell, who afterward was transferred to the Court of 

t. James. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from“Alabama asks for 
the immediate consideration of the resolution offered by him. Is there 
objection ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Letit be read again. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


REFERENCE OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. In that connection I move, what ought to have 
been done before, that all those parts of the message of the President 
submitted at the commencement of this session relating to foreign 
affairs be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PAYMENTS TO INTERNAL-REVENUE COLLECTORS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘‘Concurrent or other resolutions ”’ 
are still in order. If none others are to be presented the Chair lays be- 
fore the Senate the resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. BECK. Let the resolution be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to furrrish informa- 
tion to the Senate as to whether or not any collectors of internal-revenue, not 
confirmed by the Senate, have received any portion of the 
shall he SANLA te any parton UE IES AES SiD 

nti o aD m oO} 
collector shall have ban confirmed by the Senate, ex: 
sions to fill vacancies occurring during the recess of the Senate.” 


Mr. BECK. Mr, President, when that resolution was offered yester- 
day, as I observed a few moments ago, the Senator from Tennessee per 
HARRIS] and myself objected to its consideration and asked that it lie 
over. I did so for thereason that all the information that can be given, 
in my opinion, the Senate has now. Every collectorof internal revenue 
since 1879, who was appointed in the place of an officer ed, has 
received his pay regularly, under all administrations, all of them arere- 
ceiving it now, so that there is no necessity for any official information 
on the subject. 

I went to the Department this morning, saw the First Comptroller and 
his deputy, in charge of these matters, and I found that the cases are very 
numerous in which regular payments have for years past been made to 
internal-revenue officers appointed in cases of suspension of others. It 
has been done, as they understand andas I understand, not in violation 
of law but in pursuance of law. We all know that in 1867 the tenure- 
of-office law was passed to eee the removal by President Johnson of 
any class of officers. Thatlaw was very sweeping; but after the election 
of President Grant, in 1869, this provision was made, scction 1768 of the 
Revised Statutes: 

Sec. 1768. During any recess of the Senate the President is authorized, in his 


discretion, to suspend any civil officer appointed by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, except judges paiera pea of the United States, until the end 


of the next session of the y subject 
to be removed, in his discretion, by the d on of another, to Banz mes the 
duties of such ded officer in the mean time; and the person so designated 
shall take the and give the bond uired a Sx be taken and given 
the anapoda officer, and shall, during the time he performs the duties of suc 
officer, be entitled to the salary and emoluments of the office, no part of which 
shall belong to the officer suspended. 


That isall that it is n toread. That continued to be the law 
until March 2, 1875. Observe that in President Johnson’s time all re- 
movals were substantially prevented. After the Republican party came 
into absolute power with a President of their own choice, then the law 
I have just read was . In1875 serious apprehensions were enter- 
tained in regard to the election of a Democratic President, and it was 
not proposed that he should have such far-reaching power over officials 
as was given in 1869 while General Grant was President, and therefore 
this law was enacted: 

And no coll 
office ia Fe Sean colbeaser Fan hares pean Pret A meren a ya 


cept 
cases of commissions to fill vacancies which may have happened by death or res- 
ignation during the recess of the Senate. 7 = 


Mr. INGALLS. What is the date of that? 
_ Mr. BECK. March 2, 1875. After Mr. Hayes obtained 


on 
that provision was found to be very embarrassing, because a number of 
cases occurred even under a Republican administration where changes 
had to be made and men suspended for other causes than death or resig- 
nation during the recess of the Senate. The Supreme Court of the 
United States in the mean time had occasion to consider the question in 
Farden’s case (see 99 United States Reports, page 10), in which the ques- 
tion came before the court in a case arising prior to that act of 1875 on 
the claim of a man who had been deputy collector and had been ap- 
pointed by the Secretary of the to fill the place of a suspended 
officer. Hehadauthority from Mr. Douglass, Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, and from the Treasury Department to assume the duties of 
collector. The question was presented whether a suspension created a 

in the office, and the Supreme Court—I will read only a few 
words of its decision—said: 

Whatever the legal relation of the individual may have been, in the strict tech- 
nical sense it is clear, we think, that for all p; purposes during the con- 
tinuance of the order of suspension the office was vacant and without any in- 
cumbent to the duties which the law requires to be pextoesed by the 
pect lar and erea Sag rang whe ig a ayr aber nce ph 
ASi as in that case made and provided. 

They decided that the suspension of the man in that case to all intents 
and purposes created a vacancy, and they directed the salary to be paid 
to the man appointed in place of the officer suspended. Judge Clifford 
closed the opinion thus: 

Suffice it to say that the court, in view of the whole case, is of the opinion 
that the claimant is entitled to receive the salary and commissions allowed b; 


the court below, and that the msion by the supervisor of ini 
and the action of the of the Treasury divectin, him to continue inthe 


such a vacancy. 
in the administration of the duties of the office as entitles the claim- 
t compensation. Assume that to be so, and it follows that there is no 


That was decided in October, 1878. In March, 1879, the Democratic 
party was about to take possession of the Senate of the United States, 
and it became somewhat important for the Republicans to modify the 
law that was passed in 1875, in order to allow their officials to be paid. 
Therefore, on the Ist of March, 1879, three days before the majority in 
this body became Democratic, this law was passed, repealing the former 
act of 1875 and providing: 

And no collector shall be entitled to any portion of the salary pa 
office unless such collector shall have been confirmed by the rie Sey te in 
cases of commissions to fill vacancies occurring during the recess of the Senate. 

The Supreme Court had decided that a vacancy was created by the 
ee n of an officer holding the office in Farden’s case, and the law 
of 1875, which limited the right to pay only successors appointed in 
cases of death or resignation was so far repealed as itmight have become 
very troublesome again if the Democracy should not confirm the men 
appointed while they controlled confirmations, Therefore the provision 
was made broad—broad enough to cover all vacancies. That remains 
the law to-day. Under that law every Comptroller, Republican and 
Democrat, has Pye the men who have done the work when officials are 
suspended, under the construction given to the effect of a suspension 
by the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. . Before confirmation? 

Mr. BECK. Of course before confirmation they are paid regularly 
every month or every quarter. I have inquired of the Treasury offi- 
cials, and find that to beso. Therefore it was that I objected to theas- 
sumption in the resolution of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Mor- 
RILL] that the law had been violated. The Senatorfrom Vermont may 
still entertain a different opinion, but I do not think his colleague does. 
That is all I caro to say. 

Mr.MORRILL. Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky has read 
the different acts of Congress. The first one merely went npon the 
idea that two officers should not draw salary for the same office, con- 
fining it to one. That was under thetenure-of-office act. The second 
one merely provided for payment to an appointee to succeed in cases of 
death or resignation. The last act, in 1879, it seems to me upon 
a plain reading of it refers to all collectors who shall not have received 
the confirmation of the Senate except those appointed to fill vacancies 
during a recess. That act provides that— 

No collector shall be entitled to any portion of the salary pertaining to the 
office unless such collector shall have been confirmed by the Senate, except in 
cases of commissions to fill vacancies occurring during the recess of the Senate, 

I do not think that the decision of the Supreme Court or the argument 
of the Senator from Kentucky covers vacancies created by the President 
himself. I deny that the President of the United States can not only 
appoint men to office but that he can also take money out of the Treas- 
ury to. pay them. It seems to me that would bea tion of the 
prerogative of Congress. Here is a law on the statute-book, and I am 
rather surprised that the Senator from Kentucky is not in favor of having 
the Secretary of the Treasury obey all laws. Thatis his usual position 
in relation to certain statutes, and I am rather surprised that he should 
be opposed to the enforcement of the execution of the law in this case. 

Manifestly this is a resolution that refers to information that it is 


rtaining to the 
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proper not only for the Senate to have, but for parties who undertake 
to assume the duties of an office on suspension, which is not a vacancy 
and may not become a vacancy. They ought to know whether they 
are to have pay or not, and know that if they should not be confirmed 
they would not draw any pay. It strikes me that under this provision 
of the law, if these parties that have been nominated in the cases of sus- 
pension by the President, but not nominated to fill vacancies, have been 
drawing pay, it is contrary to the provisions of this statute. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I did not rise to object to the Senator 
from Vermont sending such a resolution tothe Treasury. Ihavestated 
exactly why I objected to it yesterday, believing it to be absolutely use- 
less, believing that the laws are complied with as well as the practice 
under former Secretaries and the present Secretary, and that the actions 
they have taken are according to law; but if the Senator desires any 
further information on the subject and desires a report, for one I have 
no sort of objection. The practice always has been what it is now— 
since the passage of the act of 1879. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I offer the following amendment to be added to 
the resolution, which I hope the Senator from Vermont will accept: 

And also whether the payments made to such collectors since March 4, 1885, 
were prior to that date made to such collectors under like conditions. 

Mr. MORRILL. No objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be so modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 128) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to issue a duplicate certificate of deposit to 
the People’s National Bank of Lawrenceburg, Ind. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
3253) to amend section 1090 of the Revised Statutes, relating to inter- 
est on judgments rendered by the Court of Claims; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness the Senate will proceed to the consideration of the Calendar un- 
der Rule VIII. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I move that when the Senate ad- 
journ to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Kansas. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SIOUX RESERVATION IN DAKOTA. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first bill in order under Rule 
VIII will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. Senate bill No. 260-—— 

Mr. DAWES. Are not bills passed over yesterday without losin, 
their pias on the Calendar first to be taken up? There is Senate bi 
No. 52. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Where does the Senator find the bill 
now upon the Calendar? 

Mr. DAWES. I have not found the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That bill was passed over without 
prejudice. The Chair thinks the Senator from Massachusetts was out 
of the Chamber at the time. 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. Whatis the order of business of the bill referred to? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No.34. The Chairrecollects the bill 
was over without prejudice, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. DAWES. Ishould like to have it passed now, if itcan be done. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from Massachusetts think it can be 
considered under the five-minute rule? 

Mr. DAWES. Ido notapprehend that it will cause any debate. But 
it is immaterial to me under what rule itis considered. I donot think 
it will require debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts to ask for the consideration now of the bill 
mentioned by him? 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to have it considered now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. CONGER. What is the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
that the Senate proceed now to the consideration of Order of Business 
34, the title of which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 52) to divide a portion of the reserva- 
tion of the Sioux Nation of Indians, in Dakota, into separate reserva- 
ae oe. to secure the relinquishment of the Indian title to the re- 
mainder. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, 
oT sane Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
Mr. DAWES. I should like as the bill is read to ask action of the 
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Senate on theamendments reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
so that it need not be read over the second time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The bill will be read. 

The proceeded to read the bill. The bill was re from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs with amendments. The first amend- 
mentof the committee was, in section 2, line 5, after the word ‘‘namely,”’ 
to strike out the following words: 

Commencing in the middle channel of the Missouri Riv 
of White River; thence down the middle channel of said Missouri River to the 
south line of Brulé Sara d ; thence west on the south line of Brulé County tothe 
west line of said beeps f neluding, however, entirely within said reservations 
all islands, if any, in d river; thence due south to the forty-third parallel of 
latitude; thence west along said parallel of latitude to a point due south from 
the source of the princi ranch of Pass Creek; thence due north to the said 
source of Pass Creek; thence down said creek tothe White River; thence down 
White River to the place of beginning in the Missouri River, 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


vemos peger J in the middle of the main channel of the Missouri River at the 
intersection of the south line of Brulé County; thence down said middle of the 


e oponie the mouth 


ney porary | the west line of Gregory County extended north; thence sou 
said extended west line of Gregory County to the intersection of the south line 
of Brulé County extended west; 

County extended to the point of inn in the Missouri River, including en- 
tirely within said reservation all nds, if any, in said river, 


Mr. DAWES. Thereisa mistake in the printofthis amendment, and 
I move to amend the amendment in line 22 by after the word 
“latitude” the words ‘‘thence west alongsaid parallel. *’ 
seem to have been left out in the print. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Indian Affairs was, in sec- 
tion 6, line 10, after the word ‘‘seventy-two, ’’ to insert ‘‘and the south 
half of township 109, rangé 71;’’ so as to read: 

The whole of township 106,range 70; township 107, range 71; township 108, 
range 71; township 108, range 72; township 109, range 72,and the south half of 
township 109, range 71,and township 107, ran; 

11, and 12, and pon W 
the following townships, &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 6, line 22, after the word ‘“‘sev- 
enty-fout,’’ to insert ‘‘south half of;’’ and in line 23, after the word 
“seventy-five,” to strike out ‘‘ township 109, range 76;’’ so as to read: 
nite Te ge Ht Werte Tea age Morsay i ange Me otal 

; ran, ; towns ran; ; 
109 range 73; township 109, range 74 South half of township 109, range 75, and 
to p 107, range 73. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to section 7. 

Mr. DAWES. I offer an amendment after line 21 of section 6 as 
part of that section: 

But the Ch: , Milwaukee and Saint Paul Railway Com y and the Da- 
kota Central bpm ager shall respectively have the to of 
the United States at the sum oi sage Sagem igor ed te person and to 
any corporation or association, the fee title to the two separate sections of land 
embraced in said agreement : Provided, The said railway companies shall have 
made the payment and performed the conditions to by them under said 
agreement formed; An pe, That said — of purchase shall 
be exer within six months after the passage of this 

The explanation of that is this : These railroad companies have pur- 
chased of the Indians, with the approval of the Interior Department 
heretofore, this ground in connection with their rai and have 
paid the Indians $5 an acre for it. This bill will open the whole of 
that territory to public settlement. It is supposed by the railroads 
that the title they thus acquired is only the Indian title of ion. 
They are entitled to the fee, and this secures them the fee, They have 
paid $5 an acre to the Indians for it, and oo ropose to pay to the 
Treasury of the United States two and a half an acre for what 
interest the United States may possibly have in that land. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to section 20. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Indian Affairs was in sec- 
tion 20, line 2, after the word ‘‘Island,’’ to insert ‘‘and Farm Island;’’ 
% as to read: 

Sxc. 20, That all the lands acquired by the provisions of this act, except Amer- 
ican Island and Farm Island, shall be d of by the United States to actual 
settlers only, under the provisions of the homestead laws of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. In section 20, line 21, before the words ‘‘American 
Island,” I move to insert: 

Or to exclude the said lands or any thereof from the operation of the general 
laws of the United States now in force granting to railway companies the right 
of way and depot grounds over and upon the public lands, 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator mean to say that after a home- 
stead has been acquired under the provision of section 20 it shall still 


1886. 


be within the power of Congress to take the land for railroad or other 
u: ? 

Mr. DAWES. Under the power of eminent domain. 

Mr. ALLISON. Would not that be so without the specific reserva- 
tion? 

Mr. DAWES. I suppose it would; but when this bill passed at the 
last session the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], thinking there 
might possibly be some doubt, moved this paragraph as an amendment 
to make it clear; it was not in the original bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I see here the words: 

Or to grant torailroad companies the right of way through said lands. 


That is inthe printof the bill. Itdoes notseem to me to be necessary 
tosay that Congressshall have the right to grant the right of way through 
lands that can be condemned under the general laws relating to taking 
private property for public use. 

Mr. DAWES. Theidea of the amendment is that these lands opened 
to the public shall come under the general law in reference to public 
lands which authorizes the construction of a railway through them on 
payment of a certain sum of money. That was the object of theamend- 
men suggested to me now by the Senator from Wisconsin as making 
it clear. 

Mr. ALLISON. What I fear is that under this provision, after a 
man shall have required his title and paid his 50 cents an acre, 
may still under this provision grant the right of way to a railroad 
over his land. It may be regarded as in the nature of an exception 
to the first provision. 

Mr. DAWES. Isuppose that Congress has the right to establish a 
railroad over a man’s private land, but not without paying what the 
land is worth. That is under the right of eminent domain, taking it 


for public pu 
‘ Mr. ALLISON. And that would be soif this entire proviso were not 
in the bill. 

Mr. DAWES. If anything more could be done under the proviso, 
I would not propose it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to it with that statement. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts if under the 
last provision in section 20 it will be possible for a railway desiring to 
cross the Missouri River to pass upon or over the island there named? 

Mr. DAWES. I do not think it would. That very question was 
considered, and as this island was of more use to the cities named 
than it could possibly be to the public, they were very anxious to have 
it appropriated exclusively for a park. Torun arai across would 
destroy that use of it. The phraseology was drawn to exclude rail- 


Mr. ALLISON. If it is understood that this section is intended to 
exclude railways from Reece the Missouri River at this point, and 
that has been carefully considered by the committee and is deemed 
wise, I shall interpose no objection. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is it in order to move amendments now? I should 
like to offer some. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All the amendments proposed by the 
committee have not yet been considered, and the reading of the bill 
has not been concluded. 

The reading of the bill was resumed atsection 21. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Indian Affairs was, in section 23, after the 
word ‘‘ ”? to insert the words ‘‘ which is hereby reappropri- 
ated;’’ so as to make the section read: 


not 


pended balance, which is hereby Viena appre” bathe appropriated in act 
of March 3, Lied eed oaee the assent of the Indians to an agreement 
therein i to be expended in defraying the n 


terior, and be repaid to t 
aaral pae by this act. 

The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill isnow open to further amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
a question aboutsection17. Icall his attention tothe phraseology used 
in line 9. The i t there is that the Secretary of the Interior 
shall purchase from time to time “such and so many first-class American 
breeding cows.’? Iwould suggest that the word “first-class” is liable 
to require him to buy animals worth a great deal of money, but that 
would be worth less to Indians than they would be to anybody else. I 
would strike out the word ‘‘first-class’’ at all events, and leave it dis- 
cretionary. Under that he could buy animals that might cost $500 or 
$1,000 a head or $5,000 a head. It might be mandatory on him to buy 
that very class and not reach those that would do the Indians the most 


good. 

Mr. DAWES. Of course there is no such intention as that, and if 
the bill is open to such a construction I should be glad to have it 
amended, but I should like to have some adjective employed. There 
are two kinds of American cows that would becalled good cowsof their 
kind. One is the Southern cow and one is the Northern cow, and I 


should like to have something indicating what kind of stock the In- 
dians are to have. If the Texas cow were sent up there it would be 
worse than nothing. It is the Iowa and such cows as that which are 
the only serviceable cows to these Indians. I donot know but that it 
would be safe enough to strike out ‘‘first-class’’ and say ‘‘ of good qual- 


ity ??>—“* American b: ing cows of quality.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator move that amend- 
ment? 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator from Kansas moves that, I shall not 
object to it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that amendment. In line 9 of section 17 I 
move tostrike out the word “‘first-class,’’ and after ‘‘cows,’’ in line 10, 
to insert ‘‘of good quality;’’ so as to read: 

Such and so many American breeding cows of good quflity, not exceeding 
25,000 in number. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PLUMB. [should like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
what the provisions of the seventh article of the treaty of 1868 are. 

Mr. DAWES. Ionly from memory; I have not the article here. 
It is that article of the treaty which requires the United States to fur- 
nish teachers and houses for every thirty scholars of school age who are 
furnished to be educated by the Indian authorities. Iam not certain, 
but I think that is the article of the treaty. There is a provision in 
that treaty which runs through all of the treaties made abont that time 
by a commission which was sent out, that the United States obligated 
itself to furnish a teacher and school-house for every thirty scholars that 
were furnished for theschools, The United States has failed largely to 
fulfill that obligation, not only toward these Indians but toward others, 
and excuses itself because it says that the first obligation is upon the 
Indian himself to furnish his scholars and invite the United States to 
educate them. 

Mr. PLUMB, Section 20 of the bill I suppose is intended to require 
the settlers to pay to the Government exactly what the Government 
pays forthe land. ‘This section provides that the settlers shall be au- 
thorized to take these lands under the provisions of the homestead act, 
butshall pay the sum of 50 cents per acre for each and every acre em- 
braced in their several homestea I suppose that it is intended to 
require the settlers to pay to the Government exactly what the Gov- 
ernment pays to the Indians. 

Mr. DAWES. Yes; the Government pays it to the Indian in this 
way: the fund goes into the Treasury as a fund to be held by the United 
States for the benefit of the Indians, and in that way the Indians get 
exactly what the settler pays. 

Mr. PLUMB. I would suggest that there is no provision here for 
the payment of fees, and the section should be amended to require the 
payment of the fees in addition. One of two things would happen: 
either the fees themselves would have to be paid out of the Treasury of 
the United States, or they would not be paid at all, and the land offi- 
cers would be required todo the work for nothing. I would say that— 


In addition to the fees prescribed by law for similar duties. 


Mr. DAWES. I supposed that would follow of course. 

Mr. PLUMB. I doubt if it would. 

Mr. DAWES. Ifit would not follow, and ifthe Senator, who is more 
familiar with the method of taking up homesteads, says it would not 
follow, I hope he will put in an amendment to cover the point. The 
matter was di in committee, and those members of the commit- 
tee, perhaps less familiar than the Senator with the methods, were of 
opinion that the Indian would get 50 cents an acre clear of all expenses; 
but if the Senator is in doubt about it I will agree to an amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. In line 7 of section 20, after the word “him,” I move 
to insert— 

In addition to the fees provided by law. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope that will be adopted if the Senator has any 
doubt about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PLUMB. NowIwouldasktheSenator from Massachusetts why 
he has fixed the period of four years as the time the settlers are to live 
on this land before getting title instead of five, which is the provision 
of the present homestead law? 

Mr. DAWES. There are several modifications of the homestead law 
so far as this land is concerned the Senator will see, and they are of such 
a stringent nature that it was thought by the committee that four years 
was long enough. To begin with, the settlercannot pay up at the end 
of six months and then sell his land. That provision is to prevent the 
fraudulent use of people to go on and take up land under agreements 
that they will sell to some corporation or some syndicate. They are to 
live on the land four years before they can get any title and before any 
agreement made by them in reference to it will have any force in law. 
They can not make an ent to sell the land. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the duty of the Chair to lay be- 
fore the Senate the unfinished business, the hour of 2 o’clock having 
arrived, being the bill (S. 6) fixing the salaries of the several judges of 
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the United States district courts at $5,000 per annum, and for other 


purposes. 

Mr. DAWES. We are so near—— 

Mr. BROWN. I gave notice on Tuesday that I should move at this 
hour to take up the resolution of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] 
on the silver question, as I desire to submit some remarks. I should 
like if the Senator who has the pending bill in charge would allow it 
to be passed over informally that I may make that motion. 

Mr. DAWES. If the bill considered during the morning hour takes 
any considerable time I shall let it go over. 

Mr. BROWN. If it takes but a few minutes I shall notinsist on pre- 
cedence over it. 

Mr. HOAR. I of course do not propose to object to the laying aside 
of the regular order informally if my colleague can finish in afew min- 
utes the bill in his charge. I feel a little guilty in regard to the judges’ 
salary bill, which is in my charge, that I have let it pass by now for 
six or eight days for the discussion of matters which will be discussed 
again hereafter when we have a bill before us. 

Mr. DAWES. If this takes any considerable time I will let it go 
over, but it is so nearly through that I should like to have it disposed of. 

Mr. BROWN. If it takes but a few minutes, I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is understood that the unfinished 
business shall be laid aside for the purpose of finishing the pending 
bill, and also the regular order to hear the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. HOAR. I must give notice that on the next legislative day af- 
ter this I shall feel compelled to insist that the pending bill be finished 
at the hour when it is rightfully before the Senate, and if there are to 
be further discussions I think this will not interfere with them, because 
I think the pending bill can be finished in a very few minutes; but I 
will not even assume to take these few minutes from the Senator from 
Georgia. I will let it go over now. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY] who 
is not now in his seat gave notice a day or two since that he would de- 
sire to follow the Senator from Georgia upon the silver question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Eustis], the Chair understands, has likewise given such notice. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Kansas and the Senator from Col- 
orado desire to say something about the bill which we have been consid- 
ering, and I think I shall be obliged to let it go over. It will come up 
again as unfinished business during the morning hour, if there is any 
time, will it not? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will. 

Mr. HOAR. IThope we shall have a session to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate has agreed to adjourn to 
Monday when itadjournsto-day. Theunfinished business isinformally 
laidaside. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] has the floor. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the enrolled 
bill (S. 602) to legalize the election of the Territorial Legislative Assem- 
bly of Wyoming, and the presiding officer announced the signature of 
the President pro tempore thereto. 

COIN DUTIES ON IMPORTED GOODS. 


Mr. BROWN. Iask unanimous consent to take up the resolution 
submitted by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] on the silver 
question with a view of submitting some remarks upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unanimous consent is granted, the 
Chair hearing no objection. ' 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution submitted 
December 18, 1885, by Mr. BECK, relative to the payment of customs 
dues and the disbursements thereof, &c. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, the silver question is in no sense a 
party question. Many of the leading Democrats both in and out of 
Congress differ with the President, Secretary of the Treasury, and other 
Democratic leaders upon this question. Many of the most distin- 
guished and intelligent leaders of the Republican party agree with the 
President and Secretary of the Treasury. Buta large number of Re- 
publican leaders equally as distinguished differ with their party friends 
on this question, and believe that the coinage of silver should be con- 
tinued, at least to the extent now prescribed by law, while some think 
the annual coinage should be increased toa higher figure. No Senator 
or Representative, no matter which side he takes of this important 
question, can be charged with a want of fealty to his party on account 
of his position. I have no hesitation in expressing my deliberate and 
fixed opinion that it would be unwise and unjust to the people of this 
country to discontinue the coinage of silver at present or to lessen the 
amount annually coined under the present law. 

An intelligent writer has lately made the statement that the national 
public debts of the civilized world, embracing mainly the public debts 
of Europe and America, amount in round numbers to $25,000,000,000. 
Upon this enormous sum the people are paying more than an average 
of 4 per cent., or $1,000,000,000 per annum of interest. The same writer 
is of opinion that all the state and county and corporation debts of the 
world aggregate about $50,000,000,000, making the indebtedness of the 
world, national, state, and corporate, amount to $75, 000,000,000, which 


at 4 per cent. would be three billions ayear of interest, with which the 
labor of the people is now taxed, an annual interest of twice the amount 
of the whole public debt of the United States. 

The holders of this immense amount of bonds and other obligations 
form a class, and the laboring people of the world who are wealth-pro- 
ducing and who labor to pay this enormous amount annually form 
another class. They are very properly designated the creditor class and 
the debtor class. It is the interest of the creditor class, holding this 
immense amount of bonds and liens upon the labor of the people, to 
have both the principal and interest paid in the most valuable currency 
which it is in their power to receive from the debtor class. 

These bonds and other obligations, so far as this country is concerned, 
were contracted to be paid in a fixed currency, specified and defined in 
the contract. Most of the debt was contracted during the war, and it 
was agreed between the debtor and the creditor as to the larger part of 
it that the debt should be paid in the lawful money of the United 
States, or greenbacks, which were then the lawful money and currency 
of the country, and, in fact, almost our only currency; and during a not 
inconsiderable proportion of the time one dollar in silver was worth 
two dollars and a half in greenbacks. : 

A farmer furnishing bacon to the Army worth’ $100 in silver received 
$250 in greenbacks, or a bond of the Government for $250. In other 
words, he received in a bond of the United States two and a half times 
as much as his bacon would have broughtin silver. The same was true 
of the manufacturer, the merchant, and all other classes who furnished 
supplies to the Army of the United States. ‘Thus the matter stood at 
the end of the war. The bondholders during all the period while green- 
backs were so heavily depreciated got two or two and a half times as 
much in bonds for the articles delivered by them to the Government as 
they would have brought in gold or silver. In that state of the case 
what peculiar obligation rested upon the Government of the United 
States to pay these bonds in a better currency than was provided for 
any other creditor of the United States? 

What peculiar claim did the bondholder, who obtained his bonds 
during this state of inflation and got this large increase upon the gold 
or silver value of his commodities, have to be paid in better currency 
than the balance of mankind who might be creditors of the United 
States? Why should he receive in payment a better currency than the 
Army or the Navy or the clerks in the Departments or the day laborer 
who toils upon the public works of the United States? I can see no 
reason whatever why the discrimination should have been made in his 
favor. The soldiers who imperiled their lives in the storm of battle 
received their wages in greenbacks. Their widows and minor children, 
where the husbands and fathers were slain in battle, received their 
pensions in greenbacks, and I believe they still do. All the officers 
and employés of the Government received their compensation in green- 
backs, and I believe they still do. The men who toiled upon the new 
vessels of the Navy, as well as the men who labored during the ex- 
tremes of heat and cold in the improvement of your rivers and harbors, 
received their pay in greenbacks, and they still do. What greater 
equity existed in favor of the bondholder than existed in favor of either 
of the classes to which I have referred? If there were any I am not 
aware of it. 

But the association of bondholders, on account of the large increase 
that had been paid them above the gold and silver standard, had an 
enormous amount of our securities in their hands. The debt amounted 
to $2,756,000,000 at the end of the war, and while a portion of this debt 
was owned by every class in the community, the great bulk of it be- 
longed to a comparatively small class of capitalists, who were able, when 
a United States bond for $250 could be obtained for commodities worth 
$100 in silver, to advance the amount and take the bond. This creditor 
class, holding this large amount of bonds of the United States acquired 
under circumstances most favorable to their own interests, naturally, 
desired to increase the value of the obligations held by them, and they 
went to work, systematically I have no doubt, and used the columns 
of influential newspapers and the brains of influential men, and they 
finally had the pleasure to see the passage of the act of 1869, declaring 
that the principal of the bonds as well as the interest should be paid 
in coin. There was an exception in this act, applicable to a certain 
class of bonds, but the exception was so qualified as to destroy its effect 
and leave the rule substantially as above stated. 

There was no new consideration for this important alteration in the 
contract so far as the then bondholders were concerned. Many of 
them got their bonds when the legal money of the United States, green- 
backs, was so depreciated that the bonds only cost them about 40 cents 
in the dollar in gold or silver, and the contract between them and the 
people was that the bonds might be paid in the same currency they 
gave for them, to wit, in greenbacks, or in lawful money, as it was 
called. Instead of carrying out this contract gratified them 
by the of the act above mentioned, by which it declared that 
they should receive payment in coin; that is, in gold or silver. But they 
were not content with this, and they soon had the pleasure to see the 
passage of another act, which is dated 14th of July, 1870, authorizing 
the refunding of the bonds, and prescribing that the new bonds should 
be paid in coin of the standard value prescribed by law at the date of 
the passage of this act. 
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The gold dollar then consisted of 25.8 grains of standard gold and 
the silver dollar of 412.5 grains of standard silver. 

But let it be borne in mind that while they were procuring this leg- 
islation greatly enhancing the value of their securities, they did agree 
to receive payment in the coin of the United States of the standard of 
that date. other words, they agreed to receive payment in silver 
dollars or gold dollars of the standard weight which the law then au- 
thorized and of the standard weight which it now authorizes, as neither 
the weight of the silver nor the gold dollar has been changed by law 
since that time. 

Now, we would naturally enough conclude that this system of chang- 
ing the contract from time to time, at each change making it more valu- 
able to the creditor party, had been carried far enough, and that the 
people woyld not be asked to do more than pay an original greenback 
debt worth 40 cents in the dollar in the gold and silver coin of the 
standard of 1870 or the gold and silver coin of the present date. But 
not content with the advantages they had obtained over the people, the 
next step was that of demonetizing silver. What would have been the 
effect if silver could have been permanently demonetized, and the coin- 
age of the standard silver dollar discontinued, and the tee given 
that nothing but gold should be received in payment of the public debt? 
This would still er have enhanced the value of their as it 
would largely have diminished the quantity of the coin with which, 
under the contract, they were to be paid by striking down silver coin, 
which would have greatly increased the value of the gold coin, which 
would have then been the only coin we could have had to give them in 
payment. This would have added probably from 25 to 50 per cent. to 
the value of their bonds, and it would have enhanced the burdens of 
the people out of whose labor they must be paid a like amount. 

But after the act demonetizing silver had gone into effect, the people, 
who felt that they had already been greatly wronged, determined to 
take the matter into their own hands, and they sent representatives to 
Congress to repeal the act demonetizing silver and provide for a reason- 
able amount of annual coinage, and a very moderate amount under the 
circumstances. As the le since that period, at each biennial elec- 
tion, have selected mem of Congress who could not be charmed by 
the seductive influence of this great creditor class, it became necessary 
in their estimation, notwithstanding their frequent failures, for the 
creditor class to continue their efforts to procure legislation to discon- 
tinue the coinage of silver. They have failed to procure legislation to 
stop the coinage of silver. But notwithstanding this failure, they have 
still been so fortunate, while others have been compelled to take silver 
or greenbacks, as to continue to receive gold alone in payment of both 
the principal and interest which have fallen due, and up to this date, 
if I am correctly informed, there has not in any instance been a silver 
dollar paid to a Federal bondholder for years past, if indeed there has 
been any instance since the passage of the actof 1870. What has been 
the result? 

A 6 per cent. United States bond during the war was worth, say, 40 
eents in the dollar in gold or silver. Upon the passage of the act of 1869 
they rosenearly to par. Upon the passage of the act of 1870 a4 per cent. 
went to a par, and since that, as the interest and principal falling due 
from year to year have been paid in gold only while all the other 
creditors of the United States are required to take silver or greenbacks, 
the bonds have steadily advanced, until they are now worth 120 to 124 
in the market, and still the ery is that the patriotic bondholders must 
be dealt liberally with, and that the taxes of the people must be in- 
creased to give them a better currency than other people receive, so as 
to keep up the credit of the United States. 

I think it x that we keep the credit up to a point that is rea- 
sonable. When a3 per cent. bond is at par, I do not care to tax the 
people to put the credit any higher, If, with the surplus in the Treas- 
ury from year to year, we have to purchase the 4 ts to keep up 
the sinking fund, I do not desire that the people who sold them for 40 
to 60 cents in the dollar pay 120 to 130 for them. 

There is neither reason nor justice in the demand that we depreciate 
part of the currency of the United States, namely, greenbacks and silver, 
in order to make gold more valuable, and pay the bondholders a more 
exorbitant price. 

I think that every officer of the Treasury who has to pay out money 
on the A spore debt or public expenditures of every character should 
treat all creditors alike, and should pay to the bondholder for his in- 
terest or his maturing bond either gold or silver, as the one or the 
other sey fe be BaT En for the at the time; and bear 
in mind, Mr. President, if you pay out twenty or thirty or fi millions 
of dollars a year in silver to the publie creditors, who Salih de influ- 
ential and powerful class, you make it their interest to aid in keeping 
up the price of silver, while if you pay them in gold alone, they will 
be always attempting to depreciate silver to make the gold received by 
them more valuable as the representative of more property. Isay, treat 
every creditor alike. If you pay the bondholder in gold alone, pay gold 
to the officer, pay gold to the laborer, and if there is really any differ- 
ence in the purchasing power of the gold and silver dollar, there is 
greater reason why the bondholder, in view of the original cost of the 
bond, should take the silver dollar than there is why the laborer should 
take it and leave the gold dollar to the bondholder, 


There is a great clamor on the part of the bondholders for a - 
sion of the coinage of silver and much apprehension on account of the 
large amount of silver dollars lying in the Treasury vaults. Now, I 


say itis the duty of the Secretary of the to di of those silver 
dollars by paying them out to the public creditors whenever anything 
is due, and the bondholder should take his full shareofthem. If this 
does not dispose of them, then the Secretary of the Treasury should 
call in enough bonds upon which the people are now paying interest 
to absorb the silver dollars that are lying in the Treasury, and thus 
relieve the people of a large amount of interest which they are paying 
annually upon the portion of the debt that is subject to call and is not 
called in, and pay off the debt to all classes of creditors as far as we 
have silver coin not otherwise appropriated. If it is said this is not 
honest, as it is not an honest dollar, I reply that it is always honest to 

y a debt in the very currency which the creditor by the contract 
fos agreed to take. The contract in this case, as amended at the in- 
stance of the creditors, is that every one of these bonds may be paid 
in silver dollars or gold dollars at the convenience of the Treasury, 
and no American need blush when the Government carries out in 
honest, strict, good faith its contract with its creditors, and pays them 
in the very currency which the creditors have contracted to take. 

The money received into the Treasury from customs on imported 
goods is, under the law, to be collected in coin, and is by act of Con- 
gress first specially set apart for the payment of the interest on the 
public debt. The contract with the bondholders, then, is to take the 
coin of the United States, either gold orsilver. The act of Congress 
requires the coin that is received for duties on imports to be set apart 
for the payment of the interest upon the public debt. 

A large portion of the customs is paid in silver coin, and yet not a 
dollar of this coin, which is the currency agreed on by the parties to 
the contract, and which is specially set apart by act of Congress to that 
use, is paid to a single bondholder. The silver dollars are reserved for 
the people, the laborers, the debt-paying class; the gold dollars are re- 
served for the bondholders, who are the creditor class. And asthe 
gold goes alone to the most powerful creditor class, all the immense 
power and influence of that class are constantly brought to bear to de- 
preciate the value of silver, in which the le are paid, and enhance 
the value of gold, in which the bondholders are paid. This is neither 
fair dealing nor common honesty. 

This is a subject upon which the people should be aroused, and they 
should require their representatives, no matter in what department of 
the Government, to see to it that this law is executed and the contract 
of the Government with the bondholders complied with, and that any 
surplus silver dollars of the standard of 1870 which the Treasury may 
at any time possess be paid to the bondholders and other creditors, so 
as to stop interest and to that extent reduce the burdens of the peo- 
ple. The Secretary of the Treasury tells us in his report that the esti- 
mated amount of gold and silver coin in the United States on the 30th 
of June, 1885, was $820,000,000, $542,000,000 of which consisted of 
gold coin and $278,000,000 of silver coin. 

According to this estimate there are nearly twice as many gold dol- 
lars as there are silver dollars in the United States, or, in other words 
there is a little ever one-third of the coin in the United States silver, 
and nearly two-thirds gold. The bondholders then may well struggle 
to demonetize silver and make gold the only standard, as it would 
greatly reduce the amount of the circulating medium and greatly en- 
hance the value of their bonds on account of the increased amount of 
property which would be required to make payment. - 

But we are told that it is necessary to stop the coinage of silver to 
prevent the exportation of our gold to foreign countries and the impor- 
tation of a large amount of silver which would form an inferior cur- 
rency for this country. This note of warning has constantly been given 
by bankers and bondholders ever since the passage of the act of 1878 
remonetizing silver, which act directs the coinage of not less than two 
millions per month of legal-tender silver dollars; but the ecy with 
which we have been constantly haunted has not in a single instance 
been fulfilled. Take the whole period of the time since the of 
the act of 1878, and the result has been the very reverse of what was so 
often predicted by Treasury officials and bondholders. 

From year to year, almost without exception, we have imported more 
gold than we have exported and we have exported more silver than we 

ve imported, and all the reasonable probabilities are that we shall 
continue to do so. And bear in mind that at the end of seven years we 
have twice as much gold as silver coin in our country. We have a 
country of un leled capacity, of immense proportions, with more 
virgin soil and more productive capability than any other country on 
the face of the globe. We have a population of nearly 60,000,000 of 
people, with more inventive genius, more energetic industry and enter- 
prise, than the people of any other nation. We produce by our factories 
a very large proportion of the manufactured articles necessary for our 
use. These advantages enable us to export more and import less of the 
necessaries and conveniences of life than any other people. 

The result is a constant balance of trade in our favor, with a strong 
probability, with our increasing capacity for production and our in- 
creasing population and our constantly increasing independence of other 
nations, that this balance of trade in our favor will continue to grow in- 
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stead of being diminished. Already within the last six or seven years 
it has amounted to over $500,000,000, which other nations have been 
obliged to pay to the United States as balance due on settlements; and 
as gold is the medium of exchange which is adopted in settlements be- 
tween us and European nations, this pours asteady stream of gold into 
the United States, and while the production of silver from our mines 
the last year has been greater than the production of gold, still the 
quantity of gold coin in the United States almost doubles the quantity 
of silver coin, according to the extract which I have already read from 
the report of the Secretary of the . This shows that our coun- 
try is being enriched by the importation of gold, and that we do not find 
it necessary to export gold to settle the balance of trade against us, as it 
does not exist to any extent with European nations. Why, then, should 
we fear a drain of gold and an influx of silver? All the probabilities 
are that there will be an increased influx of gold and export of silver. 
Ina monetary conference held in Paris in 1881 the distinguished finan- 
cier Mr. Broach, the a from Norway, a country that has adopted 
gold monometallism, e the following important statement during 
the discussion: 
In short, universal bimetallism is not possible, for,in Asia, India and China 


are silver monometallic, and in Europe two of the chief powers are resolved on 
remaining gold monometallic. 


Again he says : 

ee oon of e S ETID tn bilis on don thay, SONT of 
always keeping large quantities of gold. They could do so also j fridi they 
would not exposed to secing silver flow to them. They are too t pro- 
ducers of silver for Europe to send to them that metal which they furnish on the 
contrary to mc The time is approaching, moreover,when the United States, 
suffic led with coin, will no longer have to ask Europe for it, and when 
in payment of their consignments of breadstuffs and raw materials to the old 
continent they will have todemand an exchange of greater and peser auecsicy 
of manufactured articles or of cnany wy securities. But on either hypothesis 
they will be no resource for Europe for the sale of its depreciated silver. 

But it is said that we have already more silver dollars coined and 
laid away in the than we can get into circulation. As long 
as the officers of this Government refuse to obey the laws passed by the 
Congress of the United States and refuse to pay silver coin to the cred- 
itors in payment of debts where they have expressly agreed to take sil- 
ver we may have some surplus silver lying in the Treasury, but let it 
be paid out in honest satisfaction of our debts where the creditor has 
agreed to receive itand we will soon be rid of this large surplus. Again, 
let the law be faithfully carried ont, and let silver certificates be issued 
for the silver lying in the vaults of the Treasury, and let them be put 
into circulation, and there can be no better currency. The holder of 
each certificate then has the faith of the Government pledged to him 
that the silver lies in the vaults of the Treasury to pay the certificate 
at any moment when it is presented. The business of the country re- 
quires more circulation, and every surplus silver dollar and every sur- 
plus gold dollar that is lying in the Treasury vaults idle, not part of 
the necessary reserve, should be put into circulation by a silver or a gold 
certificate. 

We are told that we may carry two hundred and fifteen million of sil- 
ver dollars, which we have coined and which are now in this country, 
but thatif we continue to coin silver we will soon be overrun by the 
quantity. e greater danger is, if we encourage the contraction of cur- 
rency to a point below what is needed by the great business interests 
we will produce stringency, and even panic, throwing large classes out 
of employment, and producing general depression and demoralization 
in the different pursuits of life. 

Now, I have no hesitation in saying that if we had $200,000,000 
more of silver coin thrown by its representative, the silver certificate, 
into circulation the business of the country would be immensely im- 

roved. 
: If we stop the coinage of silver we contract the currency at least 
$28,000,000 per annum. That amount is annually coined into silver 
dollars and put into circulation. That amount will be withheld from 
circulation each year while we fail to coin the $28,000,000. In other 
words, out of the silver of the country $28,000,000 are made each year 
and thrown into circulation, which would not go into circulation if the 
coinage were suspended, and to that extent depression of business would 
follow. 

It is said that the national banks are contracting their circulation on 
account of the redemption of the 3 per cent. bonds upon which they are 
banking, and that we may look for a contraction of from $20,000,000 to 
$30,000,000 per annum on that account. If so, and we add to that 
$28,000,000 annually of silver coin withheld, we shall produce a state 
of stringency in this country that may be very beneficial to the large 
creditor class, but very detrimental to the debtor class. But can we 
manage additional silver dollars in this country as currency with full 
legal-tender quality without detriment to our business? 

We have fifteen to twenty millions more of population than either 
France or Germany. Our territory is several times as large as the ter- 
ritory of both these governments put together. We outstrip them in 
enterprise, industry, and production. We need more local circulating 
medium than both of them together. We aretold that both these na- 
tions have stopped the coinage of silver, and that is given as a reason 
why we should do so, : 


We are told by the Secretary of the Treasury that Germany has four 
to five hundred millions of silver marks, in thalers, of unlimited legal 
tender, and that France has six hundred millions of five-franc silver 
pieces of unlimited legal tender, while we have but two hundred and 
fifteen millions of legal-tender silver dollars. In other words, France 
and Germany have three times as much legal-tender silver coin as we 
have. We certainly have need ofas much as they can carry. We hear 
of no panic in the money market there, noselling of gold at a premium, 
and no difficulty about legal-tender silver coins answering all the pur- 
poses of money. We can then véry safely, to meet the demands of our 
immense business, coin four hundred millions more than we have at 
present, and we will then have less legal-tender silver coin than they 
have in France and Germany, and little more than France alone. If 
they can carry it without difficulty, why may not we do likewise ? 

The United States is probably the heaviest producer of silver in the 
world. The United States and Mexico together produce about one- 
half of all the silver mined in the world. Why, then, should either of 
these nations array itself on the side of the powers that seek to de- 
monetize silver and destroy its value? 

From the earliest ages of civilization silver and gold have been the 
metals used for the coinage of the money of the world. In all ages 
they have been mentioned alike as money, and the quantity of each in 
circulation has been nearly equal. The Secretary of the Treasury in- 
forms us in his report that the ‘statisticians all agree that silver is 
54 per cent. of the monetary metals of mankind, while gold is but 46.” 
While we have of gold about 65 per cent. and of silver about 35, then, 
if we were to strike down silver as money and all other nations were to 
follow our example, we would destroy more than one-half of all the 
money in the world, and more than one-third of our own metallic 
money, and would reduce property to one-half its present nominal 
value, and it would cost the debtor class twice as much property to pay 
their debts-as it now costs when both the metals are coined and used 
as money. 

Now, while it is admitted that 54 per cent. of the metallic money of 
the world is silver, it is sought to stop the coinage of that metal because 
it is said its market value is not at present the equal of our gold unit; 
in other words, that 412.5 grains of standard silver is not worth in the 
market a standard gold dollar, which is the unit of the United States. 
Why is it that silver, which down to the period of the commencement_ 
of the war, at 16 for 1, was worth a premium as compared with the gold 
coin, has since fallen until the metal is not worth more than 80 cents 
in the dollar? This has resulted not from a superabundance of silver, 
but from the unfriendly legislation of Great Britain, Germany, and 
the United States. If the principal commercial nations of the world 
will discontinue the coinage of gold as money it will decrease in value 
faster than silver has done, as it is a metal notso well suited for use in 
the mechanic arts and for various domestic pi assilver. The su- 
periority fie Nope that Fs w has over silver is entirely artificial. It 
is produ y unfriendly legislation against silver and partial legisla- 
tion in favorof gold. Let the case be reversed, and itthe unlimited 
coinage of silver and stop the coinage of gold into legal-tender money, 
as they have done in India, and silver will very soon reassert itself, and 
412.5 grains of standard silver will again become worth more money in 
the market than 25.8 grains of gold. 

I have heard it stated that the necessity for suspending the coinage of 
silver grew out of the fact of the enormous increase of silver from the 
mines in our own country and Mexico and other parts of the world, 
making a great siso a in quantity in favor of silver. In other 
words, that the metal had become too plentiful to be coined into money 
without restraint. Now, toshow the fallacy of this position, I again re- 
fer tothe report of the Secretary ofthe Treasury, Hesays ‘‘gold from the 
mines of all the world has doubled in quantity within thirty-five years, 
silver about doubling in the last one hundred years,” so that in fact the 
production of gold at the mines has shown an increase much more rapid 
than that of silver, and if there were cause for alarm on account of the 
too great increase in the quantity of one of the metals it existed in the 
ease of gold and not of silver. While gold doubles in thirty-five years, 
silver doubles in about one hundred years. Gold therefore doubles, if 
the Secretary of the Treasury be right, in about one-third of the time it 
takes silver to double. If I were to adopt the line of argument of the 
other side this would be a strong argument in favor of suspending the 
unlimited coi of gold, because that metal is becoming too plentiful 
to be coined without restraint, 

But as I stated on a former occasion, overproduction of neither gold 
nor silver is the difficulty. The world is making rapid strides in de- 
veloping new enterprises every year. Commerce has received an im- 
petus from the discoveries made in the arts and sciences, in steam and 
electricity, within the last half century which has no parallel and no 
approximation toa parallel in all the history of the past. The different 
nations of the world are being thrown together as near neighbors, space 
is being annihilated, and the human race is becoming more intimately 
associated as one people. ‘There has been a rapid advancement in agri- 
culture, in allthe mechanic arts, in railroading, ship-building, in trans- 
portation on land and sea, in manufactures and commerce, requiring a 
greatly increased quantity of money for a circulating medium to do the 
business, and instead of an overproduction of the precious metals, the 
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great increase in the demand and the yearly waste or loss from use 
taken into the account the present production is not adequate to the 
real wants of mankind. This is further demonstrated by the exten- 
sive use of a paper circulation not predicated upon a solid specie basis, 
which several of the great powers are compelled to adopt for want of 
sufficient metallic currency. 

The truth is the growing manufactures, agriculture, and the mechanic 
arts, and other great interests of the world are increasing so rapidly that 
it requires all the gold and silver that is produced by the mines to keep 
mankind supplied with such quantity of the precious metals coined into 
money as is really necessary for the regulation of our business exchanges 
and for the well-being of society. 

We are told that Great Britain many years ago demonetized silverand 
made gold alone the standard of values, and that while Great Britain 
continues to pursue that policy other commercial nations are obliged to 
follow. While Great Britain makes gold the standard, she uses in her 
island home an immense amount of silver, which is received in a large 
class of the transactions of life as money. But why was Great Britain 
prompted to this course? The people of that country had accumulated 
immense wealth, and the Government had reached the position where 
it was the representative of the greatest creditor nation on earth. 

As almost the whole world was indebted to Great Britain, any line 
of policy which made a dollar in money the representative of a 
amount of property, and which caused it to take more pro’ of the 
debtor to satisfy the demand of the creditor than it would have taken 
before, was beneficial to Great Britain. 

strikin, g gowo one of the metals—and pedira a oe for that 
purpose—and refusing to receive in payment anythi ut , she in- 
creased the purchasing value of the pound sterling, sat thease in- 
creased the amount of property necessary to pay the debt of the pound 
sterling due to her; just as the bondholders, if they can strike down sil- 
ver in this country, increase the value of their bonds by increasing the 
amount of property necessary to pay the bonds. 

But the that Great Britain demonetized silver did not make it 
necessary for even her nearest neighbors to follow her example. Gold 
is the legal tender that Great Britain now permits to be coined, but 
France, her neighbor just across the channel, while sheis not now coin- 
ing silver, carries,say, $600,000, 000 in silver coin, which is all full legal 
tender, and she gets along with her exchanges and purchases and sales 
as well asGreat Britain does withhers. If, then, France under the cir- 
cumstances can carry $600,000,000, why should we not be able to carry 
$1, 000,000,000 of legal-tender silver coin? There is certainly no good 
reason why we may not carry a much larger sum than France can carry. 

But Great Britain is not very consistent in her course in demonetiz- 
ing silver and making gold the standard. Whileshe adopts that policy 
in her home government, she adopts exactly the reverse of itin her 
immense possessions in India, There gold is demonetized and silver 
is the legal tender. By this policy Great Britain is enabled to draw 
the gold into the ex of the home government and to put off 
any quantity of surplus silver that she may have on her possessionsin 
India. And having there 200,000,000 of subjects, she has an immense 
vent for all the silver that she may be able to control. 'Thisisashrewd 
piece of financiering. Atone end of the line gold is the legal money, 
at the other end silver alone is the legal money. Atone end gold is 
demonetized, at the other end silver is domonetized. While we have 
not a country with the immense population of India to absorb and use 
our silver, we have a country of much greater extent and with a popu- 
lation more productive than the whole of India to use the silver which 
is annually taken from our mines, even if a much larger proportion of 
it were converted into coin. 

As I have already stated, we are in no danger of having our gold 
drained out of this country and silver imported to take its place as long 
as the balance of traderemains in our favor as between us and the prin- 
cipal European nations. As two of the chief powers of Europe coin 
gold as their legal tender, and as commercial settlements are made in 
gold, we get the benefit of it, and our stock of gold is constantly in- 
creased by a drain from those nations into “this country to settle bal- 
ances in our favor. 

But there is another view of this subject in favor of silver to which 
I wish to refer in this connection. It is a well-known fact that silver 
is the principal money or medium of exchange used in China, British 
Pare and in fact all the other Eastern nations. More than 
two-thirds of the people of the globe prefer it to gold and use it chiefly 
as their money. South America is a large producer of both gold and 
silver; sois Mexico. But there thesilver dollar is still recognized and 
used as a circulating medium, as legal money, and there is no discrim- 
ination against it, 

As we are fast becoming a vast manufacturin wer, as well asa 
geat agricultural power, with a large surplus of the products of our 

erent manufacturing establishments for exportation, we look chiefly 
to China and other Eastern nations and to South America as the mar- 
kets where we can most successfully compete with Englandand France 
and other commercial powers, but especially with the former. ‘There 
is a very large balance of trade against us in Brazil and the West In- 
dies, principally for sugar and coffee. Both these countries use silver 
as legal money. In paying that large balance of trade in specie why 


should we send our gold out of the country if we prefer to keep it when 
they would as readily accept silver? Why not send them silver in pay- 
ment of these balances? 

The same remark apples to the Hawaiian Islands, where our pur- 
chases of sugar turn the balance of trade against us. Why not main- 
tain our silver standard and our silver coins and pay these balances in 
silver or gold, as it suits our convenience, and why not send our silver 
to China and other Eastern nations to exchange for their commodities, 
as there, too, the balance of trade is against us? As the nations which 
owe us large balances must settle with us in gold and the nations to 
whom we owe balances are willing to take silver, and as that state of 
things is likely to continue for many to come, the successive re- 
ports of the Treasury Department which come to Congress annually, 
predicting great financial trouble by the draining of our gold out of the 
country and the filling its place with silver, no longer produce uneasi- 
ness, as they are found to have no practical significance. 

In thereport of Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, then Secretary of the Treasury, 
now the able and honored President pro tempore of the Senate, dated 
December 2, 1878, very soon after the act was passed remonetizing 
silver, we find at the conclusion of an argument on this question the 
following sentence: 

It would therefore seem to be the best policy, for the present, to limit the 
aggregate issue of our silver dollars, based on the ratio of 16 to 1, to such amount 
as can clearly be maintained at par with gold, until the ce of silver in the 
market shall assume definite ratio to gold, when that ratio should be adopted 
and our coins made to conform to it; and the Secretary respectfully recom- 
mends that he be authorized to discontinue the coinage of the silver dollar 
when the amount outstanding shall exceed $50,000,000. 

From this itis very clear that the honorable Secretary did not think we 
could carry at par more than $50,000,000 in silver, and that we should 
limit the aggregate issue to such sum as could be clearly maintained at 
pe wah gold, and the sum of $50,000,000 was fixed as the amount the 

tary thought we could manage. Instead of fifty millions of legal- 
erating ta enna fe of peg bib aeii ‘of the esata 
ing to the report of the present tary o! A 
still the silver dollar is maintained at par with the gold dollar. If 
suggestion of the Secretary of the in 1878 had been adopted, 
we would have withdrawn, or rather withheld, from circulation the 
$165,000,000 in silver which we now have either in the ready 
to go into circulation or in actual circulation. If that amount were 
now withdrawn from the currency, it would produce stringency and 
financial pressure of a fearful character. 

In the of the Secretary of the Treasury in 1881, three years 
later than the report above referred to and four years ago, we find the 
following admonition: 

A continous monthly addition to our silver coi will soon leave us no 
choice but that of usive silver coinage, and tend to reduce us to a place in 
the commercial world among the minor and less civilized natio: 
assumed that a ropne as enterprising and 


amount each month be repealed, and the ry be authorized to coin only 
so much as will be necessary to supply the demand. 

Since that recommendation we have coined over one hundred million 
silver dollars, and we now have twice as many gold as silver dollars, 
Something similar to the above has appeared, I believe, in every annual 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury since the remonetization of sil- 
ver. But these doleful forebodings have proved very harmless, as none 
of the evils predicted have befallen the country. Weare carrying two 
hundred and fifteen millions of silver dollars, and not fifty millions, at 
par with gold. We still use gold as a currency and havé nearly twice 
as much of it as we have of silver, and we have not been reduced to a 
place in the commereial world among the minor and less civilized na- 
tions, nor have we been placed in the awkward position of paying for 
all that we buy upona gold standard and sellingall that we have to sell 
upon a silver standard. 

These annual predictions of imminent danger have ceased to alarm any 
one who is at all familiar with our commerce, our exchanges, and our 
currency. Bankers and bondholders who are largely interested in strik- 
ing downsilver and maintaininga gold standard only prognosticate great 
calamity if the coinage of silver be not ded. Butthe people, the 
laboring class, the wealth-producing class, the debt-paying class, and the 
commercial class, who are not olders or bankers, see no difficulty 
in continuing the present coinage of silver under the law now of force. 

But we are told that the legal-tender silver dollar is not intrinsically 
worth as much as the legal-tender gold dollar, and that the inferior cur- 
rency is always put into circulation, and where there are two currencies 
unequal in value the more valuable is always retired and the less val- 
uable goes into circulation; or, as it has been expressed in more historic 
language, that “bad money drives out good nioney, but good money 
can not drive out bad money.” ‘‘In other words, the relatively cheaper 
medium of exchange will be retained in circulation and the relatively 
dearer one will disappear.’’ 

Now, Mr. President, you will please bear in mind the fact that we 
are constantly reminded that the Treasury Department can not get the 
legal-tender silver dollars into general circulatian, though the Treasury 
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Department has the power to pay out the legal-tender silver as long 
as there is a dollar of it. But we are told from year to year that it is 
impossible to get it into circulation, and still we are told it is inferior 
to gold. What then becomes of the rule that ‘‘ bad money drives out 

money, but that good money can not drive out bad money.” If 

e silver dollar is the inferior currency which the advocates of a sus- 
pension of coinage tell us it is, why does it not drive out gold from 
circulation and why does it not fill every avenue of business with its 
presence? 

It must be true either that the silver dollar is not the inferior cur- 
rency which it is represented to be or that the rule above mentioned is 
not a sound rule, or else we must conclude that the effort at the Treas- 
ury heretofore has been to keep it out of circulation rather than to put 
itin. To the credit of the present Secretary of the Treasury I beg to 
remark that, as I understand it, he has greatly increased the circula- 
tion of silver since he has been in office, and I entertain so much confi- 
dence in his ability, his fidelity to principle, and his patriotism that I 
have no doubt he will soon be able to put ail the surplus he has on hand 
into circulation without driving out gold. Whether it be aless valuable 
or more valuable currency, the two can circulate together in large quanti- 
ties without practical embarrassment, as the results have already shown. 
Intrinsically there is no substantial difference between the value of 25.8 
grains of standard gold and 412.5 grains of standard silver. The ap- 
parent difference grows out of unfriendly legislation against silver and 
unjust and partial legislation in favor of gold. Hence the different Sec- 
retaries of the Treasury have been unable, as they report, to put the 
“Gresham law’? in force, and have silver, which they say is bad money, 
poma circulation and drive out gold, which they claim is good money. 

e failure grows out of the fact that both are money, and they 
circulate together, as they always have done, and neither can drive out 


the other. 
tedly by high officials that the coinage of thesil- 


It has been said 
ver dollar does great injustice to the laboring class of this country; that 
the silver dollar is not an honest dollar, and that the laboring class 
should be paid in gold for theirlabor. Why, then,isitnotdone? We 
Torny have gold enough in the Treasury to pay all who labor for the 

nited States, and it is a little remarkable that this argument should 
be advanced by those who have power to pay, and refuse to pay, a dollar 
in gold to any one laboring for the United States, Those who labor for 
this Government receive pay in silver or greenbacks. Not one of them 
can get an honest claim of a hundred dollars for which he has labored 
paid in gold at the Treasury. The gold is kept for the bankers and the 
bondholders, and notwithstanding they have agreed as part of their 
solemn contract to take payment both of principal and interest of their 
bonds in gold or silver coin of the present stan value, not a dollar 
of silver is paid to them, but it is keps for the laboring class, and the 
gold is securely hoarded and sacredly kept until it can be paid out to 
the bondholders. 

But the laboring class are in fact as well paid for their labor as they 
have been at any previous period in the history of the country, and a 
legal-tender silver dollar will buy more of the necessaries of life for the 
laborer than it would have done at almost any other time. The hon- 
orable Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK], in his very able speech on 
this subject a few days since, demonstrated that point very clearly. 
eak ze war the laboring mey me received a cae a a day for his 

and a portion of them got less, co uy eight yards 
of calico for a dalton Now the latices wast take the dollar which he 
receives for his day’s labor and buy twenty yards of calico. Then he 
could buy bacon at14 cents a pound. Now he can buy itat8. And 
so with almost all the necessaries of life. 

There is nothing, therefore, in the position that the laboring class can 
be damaged by the coinage of the silver dollar. The laborers are gen- 
erally glad to get silver. It is popular with the laboring class every- 
where, and they would be glad to have a great deal more of it in cir- 
culation. The poopie can not be frightened by the statement that the 
laborers will suffer when they are paid in legal-tender silver dollars. 

When you strike down silver you will depreciate property nearly one- 
half, and the price of labor will go down in the same Proper tan, and he 
who now gets a legal-tender silver dollar for his day’s labor will then 
get but cents in gold. How will the laborer be benefited by the 
change? But while the laborers will be content to receive silver dol- 
lars, they will insist that the bondholders who have contracted for silver 
dollars shall be required to taketheir proportion in that currency. This 
is a case where equality is equity, and all that the laborers desire is that 
bondholders and laborers be placed upon the same equal platform, that 
the same equity be done to each class. With this the laborers will be 
content. To this the bondholders should be compelled by law to submit. 

If the national banks, by a system of hoarding gold or otherwise, 
attempt to practically demonetize silver and to force gold toa premium 
by pe at to take legal-tender silver dollars or silver certificates in 
settlement of balances or in any settlements, and if the officers who 
represent the people in the different Departments of Government at 
Wi will not take the matter in hand and enact and enforce the 
necessary laws, then the people at the recurring elections should take 
the matter in their own and fill all the Departments with men 
who will apply the proper corrective, by a forfeiture of the charters of 
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such banks as are abusing their privileges, or by the enactment and 
faithful execution of such other constitutional and just lawsas the ex- 
igencies of the case and the interest of the people may require. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, the discussions in January and Feb- 
ruary, 1878, of the silver question developed fully and exhaustively the 
theories of monometallism and bimetallism. The conclusions reached 
by Congress were unmistakable. A concurrent resolution passed the 
Senate January 25, 1878, and was returned from the House four days 
afterward with a message notifying the Senate that the House had 
agreed to the same. That resolution is as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), That all 
the bonds of the United States issued, or authorized to be issued, under the said 
acts of Congress hereinbefore recited, are payable, principal and interest, at the 
ht press of the Government of the United States, in silver dollars, of the coinage 
of the United States, containing 412} grains each of standard silver; and that to 
restore to its coinage such silver coinsas a legal tender in payment of said bonds, 
principal and interest, is not in violation of the public faith, nor in derogation of 
the rights of the public creditor, 


The bonds referred to were fully setout in the preamble. Following 
this came the act of February 28, 1878, to authorize the coinage of the 
standard silver dollar and to restore its legal-tender character. 

This act became a law notwithstanding the President’s veto. Noth- 
ing could show more conclusively what was then the policy of the 
United States as developed through the Senate and House. 

By the second section of that act the President was directed to inyite 
the governments of the countries comprising the Latin Union, and of 
such other European nations as he might deem advisable, to join the 
United States in a conference to adopt a common ratio between gold 
and silver, for the purpose of establishing internationally the use of 
bimetallic money and of securing fixity of value between these metals. 
This invitation to a monetary conference came in by way of amend- 
ment to the original bill, and against which amendment I voted, and 
gave my reasons therefor, which appear in the Recorp of February 15, 
1878. I believed that the policy of the United States in this regard 
should be established by Congress; and while the concurrence of other 
nations in the bimetallic system, as shown by that act to be the policy 
of the United States, would greatly strengthen that policy, still any 
attempt to secure that concurrence would prove abortive, and I added 
that— $ 

Efforts have been made time and again. You mightas well talk about havin, 
all nations speak the same language, of having every nation use thesame poun: 
weight, the same yardstick, as to talk about regulating nations about their coin, 

Every nation that has any independence of character about it has its own 
standard of weights and measures, its own standard of coin, and the Constitu- 
tion of the United States contemplates that we shall coin money and regulate 
the value thereof.—Congressional Record, Forty-fith Congress, first session, part 
2, pages 1089, 1090, 1091. 

The result was as I anticipated. The international conference in- 
vited in pursuance of this act met in Paris in August, 1878. Thatad- 
journed without practical results. Another conference was held at the 
same place in 1881, 

Mr. EVARTS, one of the commissioners on behalf the United States at 
the conference of 1881, in referring in a speech before the conference to 
that of 1878, says: 

What conclusion, what result flowed from it? German 
atall. England was present in the body, but absent in the spirit. France and 
its group of nations occupied only an expectant attitude. The United States 
found to their appreciations to the arguments by which they lrg noire them, 
to their warnings, to their fears, to their hopes, no response that, by way ofac- 
tion, or by way of assurance of action, they could carry home asa result. 

This was precisely what I anticipated, and, so anticipating, voted 
against the invitation to a conference. A 

The conference of 1881 was equally as barren of results as that of 
1878. Congress, with these failures in memory, will now and hereafter, 
I trast, rely exclusively upon itself as the representative of the States 
and people, and not upon foreign nations, and formulate and stand by 
a system which in its best judgment will promote the welfare of the 
States and people whom it represents. 

While there was in the sessions of these conferences much academic 
discussion, and hence divergent theories, dogmatically expressed, of little 
practical use to plain men, still there was much of an eminently prac- 
tical character, from practical men, skilled in the great financial opera- 
tions of governments and great financial establishments, with practical 
knowledge of the workings of monetary systems, and this will aid in 
the present discussion. 

It was in that conference of 1878 conceded, and uct questioned by 
any one, that governments having due regard to the obligation of con- 
tracts not only had the right, but that it was their duty, to look ont 
for themselves. : 

M. Leon Say, of France, the president of the conference, said: 

France, placed in the center of this union, finds that she has collected in her 
hands a great quantity of silver. Thereare at present about nine hundred mill- 
ions (francs) in the vaults of the bank, and about fifteen hundred millions out- 
side of the ; which gives a sum total of twenty-five hundred millons by 
means of which the circulation of silver may be effected in this country. It cer- 
tainly would not serve our purposes to withdraw legal-tender power from such 


amass of silver, which circulates in France as current money, and to throw it 
out upan tbe metal market as mere merchandise, Such an idea is inadmissible, 
(Page 55. 


was not represented 


Mr. Goschen (delegate from England) said: 
We belicve that silver is a monetary metal which ought to serve concurrently 
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with gold in the general movement of the bere gee we see even that it is al- 
most the sole instrument of exchanges in half of the globe, and we shall never 
believe in the suppression of a money with which a commerce such as that of 
the Indian Empire andall of the er East regulates itself. (Pages 56,57.) 


General Walker (delegate from United States) said: 


The universal gold monometallism of Europe which has been recommended 
would in most countries amount simply to this: a morte coinage of gold, held 
mainly by the banks for the settlement of international obligations, and a vastly 
preponderating circulation of debased silver, (Page 76.) 


And further on he said: 


Suffocation, strangulation, are words herdiz too strong to express the agony 
of she industrial body when embraced in the fatal coils of a contracting money- 
supply. 

Atatime when ape i haste of the two historical money metais, jointly, is 
diminishing, this most unfortunate occasion is.taken to throw one of them out 
of use as money of full value; to remit it to the uses of token-money, and to 
banish what of the accumulated stock of three thousand years’ production can 
not thus be employed, to be hoarded in the East as treasure or devoted to personal 
ornament. (Page 78.) 


Mr. Horton (delegate from the United States) said: 


Mr. Feer-Herzog’s sketch of the monetary history of the United por gre 
suggested to Mr. Horton another observation. Mr, Feer-Herzog had that 
from 1717 gold had become de facto the sole standard in England, and that in 
1816 the law only, as it were, sanctioned what the natural course of things had 
established a century before. This was, said Mr. Horton, a version of English 
history which was generally accepted, but the researches which he himself had 
had occasion to make into the documents relative to the monetary history of 
that country had enabled him to ascertain that it was not in 1816, as was gene- 
rally stated, but in 1798, that for the first time, and at a time when the double 
standard with the right of unlimited mintage existed in England at the legal 
ratio of L to 15.21,the Parliament prohibited the coinage of silver money—a law 
at first temporary (38 George LL, c. 59) and soon rendered perpetual (39 George 
111, c. 75). It was not, therefore, in 1816, but in 1798, that the single gold stand- 
ard was sought to be and was actually de facto established in England. And 
with what success? It was well known that throughout the whole period which 
followed, from 1798 to 1821, there was a contraction, almost a stop in the 
metallic circulation, and that the real monetary standard of England was, in 
fact, the bank note, inconvertible and generally depreciated. Would the notes 
of the Bank of England have suffered this depreciation if the double standard 
had been retained? This was the question, and it must be capable of solution 
in favor of the gold standard if the example of England was to be cited in favor 
of the demonetization of silver. Now, if it was remembered that silver then 
everywhere served as money, that all the countries with which England held 
commercial relations more silver money than gold money, and that 
gold not only stood higher than the English ratio, but was constantly subject to 
the uliar demand created by the state of war on the Continent, there was 

ground for believing that the monometallist law of 1798 largely contrib- 
uted to the monetary contusion from which England suffered at that period, 
(Pages 86, 87.) 

Referring to a remark of Mr. Feer-Herzog, delegate from Switzer- 

land, as to the position of Alexander Hamilton, Mr. Horton said: 


He would only, inasmuch as the name of Alexander Hamilton had been men- 
tioned, call the attention of the conference to the doctrines of that financier 
with reference to the monetary rôle of the two metals. Hamilton deemed it 
eminently dangerous for the mechanism of circulation that one of the two 
metals should be reduced to the condition of simple merchandise, and compar- 
ing the advantages of an abundant circulation with the evils resulting from an 
insufficient circulation, he eer pronounced in favor of the simultaneous 
employment of the two metals. e that he could notat once place 
before the conference the Torana given by that statesman to his ideas on this 
subject in his report on the Mint, but he would look for that document and 
piace an extract from it on the table of the conference, (Exhibit E, fourth ses- 
sion, 

At the time Hamilton wrote that rt the gaaon of monometallism or bi- 
metallism had not come into being. Nobody had yet expressed the idea of de- 
priving one or the other metal of its as a means of international pays 
ment. The campaign against silver, that campaign which commenced su 
quently In 1798 with a first blow struck by England at the bases of ob’ o 
and which was being completed in our time by the German demoni on, 
not yet opened. Hamilton, by fixing the relation, a measure which in his eyes 
had a purely local character, might not have his country a metallic cur- 
rency always composed equally of gold and silver, but his express intention was 
to preserve for the two metals their réle of national and international 
money; he maintained for both the right of unlimited min , and this was in 
its entirety a work pacer rene opposa to the tendencies of the conference of 
Patt whose doctrines had been extolled by the delegate from Switzerland, (Page 

b 


Mr. Baralis (delegate from Italy) said: 


For a long time the country of Dante and Vico had but a single standard, that 
of silver, which formerly oe the preference and the suffrage’ „r economists. 
Only since the ae of this century had the double standard been intro- 
duced, and notwit ing all the learned works and all the speeches of the- 
orists this system had never ceased to in force. (Page 88.) 


Mr. Groesbeck (delegate from the United States) said: 


Ihave nothing to say, here and now, about single and double standards of 
value. If we can keep an equilibrium of value between gold and silver all na- 
tions will be substan: y upon both metals. Gold will be as valuable as silver 
everywhere, and silver as valuableas gold. It is idle to theorize that this can 
not be done. We know it has been done. Throughout the entire 
1873 both metals were in equal use as money, and kept together evenly enough. 
Now and then, at long intervals, the relation between them was sligh 
changed, but the change was easily made, and without noticeable 


ment. 

The change last made in Europe, fixing the relation at 1 in weight of gold to 
15} in weight of silver, stood the trial of more than marters of a century. 
In all that time the slight differences in the market value of the metals did not 
amount to a serious disturbance. At one time one metal may have been ata 
sighs premium; at another time, the other, but their average value was about 

e same, 

It is worthy of notice that throughout the past, and up to the middle of the 
present century, it was never suggested by any writer or statesman that either 
of the metals should be rig d abandoned because of the difficulty of keeping 


them sufficiently equal: 

This is the lesson of many centuries, and, theorize as we may, what has been 
done in the past can be done in the future; and instead of splitting hairs about 
the single or the double standard Jet us rather walk in the light of the experience 


of thousands of years, (Pages 109,110.) 


And on page 112 he said: 


When the Latin Union shut the doors of their mints against silver, the situa- 
tion was about as follows: 

I. Nearly every one of the important silver nations had stopped using it, and 
were upon inconvertible paper money. Let me name some of them: Russia, 
Paana Italy, Spain, France, and the United States. It was an extrao 
happening, which, it is to be hoped, may never occur again, 

IL. great nation, the German Empire, was moving from the single 
standard of silver, of which she had a large stock, to the single standard of g 

III. The demand of the East for silver, which had always been pe 4 con- 
stant, large, and even insatiable, was suddenly checked. That was another ex- 
traordinary happening, which T venture to say had never occurred before and 
may not occur again for a century. 

Iv. The increased production of silver and wild stories of its probable future 
production, 


Referring to the movement of Germany, Mr. Groesbeck said: 


2. How isitasto Germany? She is still on her journey from silver to gold. 
She started in 1871, and is not through in 1878. It has beena long, toilsome, and 
costly journey. She it under the most favorable circumstances, Her 
debt was very small, and she had in her hand a la: extra fund for experi- 
ments. Her preparations were ample. Theundertakingseemed easy; itis not 
yeta success. Instead of being an example to be followed, we should rather 
regard the case of Germany as a warning and an admonition. (Page 113.) 


And I may add that Germany has not yet enacted the single gold 
standard, to which the people of Germany are hostile. As to the de- 
mand for silver in the East Mr. Groesback said: 


3. How about the demand of the East for silver? It is about restored. Let 
me say, if there is any one factor of the problem we are consideri haere S 
be relied upon, it isthe regular and constant demand of the East for silver. 
can imagine a glutof gold, for gold has no insatiable Asia. I can not ine a 

nent glut of silver. As the riversrun into the sea, and yet the sea is nob 

over full, so it will be with the flow of silver to the vast, populous, thrifty, and 

industrious East for at least another century, This adverse condition is also 
changed, (Page 113.) 

Referring to the influx of gold from California, &e., in 1850, he said 


(pages 114-15): 
and Cal- 


The fi subsided and what came as a ee remained as a blessing. 

What if the coinage of gold had been limited or suspended at that time? It 
would have been a great error, resulting in consequences very like to those now 
upon us. Silver would have been uppermost, and gold, exclu from the mints, 
would for a time have been only merchandise, for wh would have been 
but a small demand. Nine hundred millions of gold in six years!—a production 
that has had no parallel in allthe past. It was welcomed, 
and we put upon it the stamp of law, and made it money, and so it was saved from 
de m. Seventy-five millions ofsilver !—can we not w: this also, and 
put upon it the stamp oflaw,and make it money, and so save itand our own 
silver from the possible danger of further di tion? s 

Mr. President and gentlemen, if there are any causes local to yourselves Hod 
you can not do this now, I shall be sorry. Itis nota very great ora very di 
cult work to restore silver to its former rank and power, and it seems to me we 
can not do it too soon for the general good. Accept it as a certainty that the 
world will not consent to narrow the basis of credit; the tendency is to widen 
it. How ss money schemes are being constantly devised to take the place 
of gold and silver. They are in part an expression of discontent and unrest, 
growing out of the present derangement, and they have to me the appearance 
of a warning against the discontinuance of the use of cither metal. ld and 
silver, neither alone but both equally, have endured a trial of thousands of 
sears od through all the past it was never suggested that they were too 
abundan 

The first suggestion of such a kind occurred quite recently, when it was recom- 
mended that pos: should be demonetized because of excessive production, 
Alas! if it had done. The second is now to demonetize silver. Alas! if it 
shall be done. It would almost as soon occur to me to strike into nness a 
part of our wheat fields, because now and then their harvests seemed too plen- 
tiful, or to desolate some of our mines of coal, iron, and other minerals, because 
now and then their yield seemed excessive,as to desolate any of the mines of 
gold and silver because now and then their yield happened tobeabundant. The 


more reasonable apprehension is that they may at some time fail. On the other 
hand, tion, Obos; trade, commerce, and the endless activity of life will 
never but ever increase, and their demand for these metals will ways ul 
their utmost production. 


Mr. Feer-Herzog, of Switzerland, was not only a pronounced mono- 
metallist, but acknowledged himself a partisan of that theory and was 
its ial champion in the conference. 

It is true that Switzerland had the single silver standard till 1860. 


Switzerland since the law of 1860, which gave legal-tender to gold and placed 
it in the first rank in circulation, has never struck gold coins. 


And I presume it will make but little difference if she never does. 
It is said: 


Her citizens prefer, in spite of s special law on the coinage of gold coins (De- 
cember 22, 1870), to make use of the monetary establishments of Paris and Brus- 
Di w are better situated geographically than the mint at Berne. (Page 


It is, however, a matter of but little practical importance what may 
be the action of Switzerland, since its people control but little money 
ofanykind. TheSwiss delegate, while announcing a partisan 
of the single gold standard, clearly and unequivocally enunciated the 
principle that states in their monetary laws are controlled by their in- 
terest. 

Referring to the Latin Union and its course, he said: 

In such a case every state or group of states had only to consult its own con- 
venience; its interest alone determined its right, ( session, page 116.) 
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We should be controlled alone by what is the interest of the United 
States, having dne regard always to the obligation of contracts. The 
expression of General Walker, that ‘‘it has been admitted that a doc- 
trinaire legislation, rashly augmenting the demand for gold and dimin- 
ishing that of silver, has caused. and continues to cause a most perni- 
cious perturbation in the metals,” is painfully true. 

islative tinkering with monetary and financial affairs has been the 
bane of the world during the last quarter of a century. Undoubtedly 
all business men feel that it is no violation of honor to pay according to 
contract, although in the case of an option the exercise of the option 
may greatly favor the debtor. 

In the report of the Committee on the Currency, made to the House 
of Representatives February 2, 1821, I find this: 

The Bank of the United States entered into a contract with Messrs, Baring & 
Co., of London, for the supply of $2,000,000 in specie in equal parts, as near as 
might be practicable, of zold and silyerat the American standard. Theamount 
was ee but not a dollar of it in gold, although gold is a cur- 
rency of Great Britain and silver is admissible there as a tender in but very 
small sums.—International Monetary Report, 1878, page 556. 

The Barings have always stood as fair as any bankers or capitalists, 
and yet they did not hesitate to avail themselves of the clause *‘as near 
as might be practicable,” and delivered wholly the cheaper money be- 
cause it was to their interest; and there is not a banker or capitalist in 
the United States who would not avail himself of the advantage of an 
option in a contract; still they denounce those who believe the Gov- 
ernment should pursue that course in payment of bonds. And in my 

` judgment, if the Secretary of the Treasury would pay off the bonds as 
they fall due in coin in proportion to the gold and silver coin in the 
Treasury, the effect would be to lessen the gap between gold and silver, 
and the same capitalists who now denounce silver payment would be 
its strongest advocates, and would denounce any man as an ignoramus 
who differed with them, precisely as they first declared any man stupid 
who thought it was possible to place bonds at 3 per cent. interest, and 
afterward became the strongest advocates of that measure—after it had 
proven a success in spite of them, and when it was to their interest to 
have such a measure. 

There is no sentimentality about debt. It is a matter of contract, 
aud what we need“most now is a strong, unyielding, vigorous enforce- 
ment of the contract, complying rigidly with its terms and lightening 
in the payment as far as the contract justifies the burden of the tax- 
payer. Every coin bond of the Government is payable by its terms in 
coin of the present standard, and the Government has the undoubted 
right to pay either gold or silver coin, or partly in one and partly in the 
other, just as may be its interest. 

States, counties, cities, corporations, individuals are largely indebted. 
These obligations will be made more onerous by suspension of silver 
coinage, and this Government should not lend a helping hand to op- 
pression, but rather protect the citizen in his property, as well as in his 
life and liberty. 

Do not by demonetizing silver make the contract by force of law more 
burdensome than it was when it was entered into. Do not take more 
of a debtor’s property than would have been necessary to pay his debts 
had the law let money alone as it was when he made his contracts. 

The fear that the passage of the bill remonetizing silver, so freely ex- 
pressed, would impair the credit of the Government has proven an idle 
fancy. The credit of the Government strengthened upon its passage, 
and the Government has been able to refund at the lowest rate of inter- 
est since its and without difficulty. Indeed, $150,000,000 in 
bonds were sold by the Government not long after the passage of the 
silver bill at 4 per cent. per annum in asingle day, the lowest rate ever 
up to that time obtained’ by our Government, and the largest single 
transaction in the annals of governments, and this with a full knowl- 
edge on the part of capitalists of the resolution of January, 1878, which 
I have incorporated with these remarks, and with a full knowledge of 
the act remonetizing silver and it should not be forgotton that since 
the bond sale referred to, the Government has easily placed its bonds 
at 3 per cent. 

It was claimed during the debate on the silver bill in 1878 that its 

would drive gold out of the country, and that the discarded 
silver of Europe would replace it. The balance of trade in our favor 
effectually checked the efflux of gold, and vast amounts of it have been 
shipped here since the passage of that act, more indeed than ever before. 

Facts like these outweigh the theories of doctrinaires, academicians, 
visionaries, speculators, and stock-gamblers. It is now claimed that 
those dire results would have happened had not the bill limited the 
coinage of silver. The argument is entirely short. Foreign nations 
and all capitalists readily saw that the limit was put onsimply because 
the United States believed it atthe time to be her interest, and that the 
limit would be removed whenever this Government concluded it was to 
her interest to resume unrestricted coinage. 

It was argued during the discussion of the silver bill that as the 
United States had coined but eight million silver dollars prior to demon- 
etization capitalists had the right to conclude, and did conclude, that 
because silver dollars of full tender had ceased to be coined debts since 
contracted were therefore to be paid in gold. This argument is with- 
out force. That it was considered by the leading nations of the earth 
without merit is manifested by the arguments of their delegates in the 
monetary conference of 1878, heretofore quoted. 


In the international monetary conference of 1867 the same ent 
in substance was advanced by Mr. Samuel B. Ruggles, commissioner 
on behalf of the United States, and was most effectually exploded. 

At the fourth session of that conference, M. Parieu presiding, this 
occurred: 

Mr. RUGGLES. * * è The United States would not consent to 


accept any 
fixed relation between gold and silver. The double standard isabolished when 
the relation no longer exists. 

The President (M. eu, delegate from France) reminded Mr. Ruggles that 
the double standard still exists in the United States, and of course the relation 
between silver and gold, which is 1 to 16. 

Mr. Ruggies answered that though the double standard still exists legisla- 
tively in the United States, it is virtually abolished in practice, and hence the 
United States has the gold standard alone. 

To which M. Parien replied: 


Tteasoning in that way, as France coins a less number of 5-franc pieces than 

America does dollars, we might say, like Mr. Ruggles, that France has the gold 
standard alone, and thatis what nobody would assert. 
_ M. Jacobi, delegate from Russia, remarked that the United States can not be 
considered as having the ae gold standard any more than France, unless a 
new law is passed to prohibit the coinage of silver dollars.—Appendiz Interna- 
tional Monetary Conference, 1878, page 841. 

It is perfectly clear that capitalists knew that the Government had 
the right to pay in silver. It is the law creating the double standard— 
not the practice of the Government in respect to coinage—that controls 
and enters into contracts. 

It has been said that investors were assured by high Treasury au- 
thority that the bonds would be paid in gold coin. No authority of 
that Department, high or low, could change = law or contracts under 
the law, or in law or in equity and good morals bind the Government. 
Indeed, such assurances, if ever made, which is doubtful, were quite 
gratuitous, to say the least. 

The argument that but eight million silver dollars had been coined at 
the time the great debt of the United States was contracted, and there- 
fore it could not have been expected that the debt would be paid in 
silver, is inconsequential. 

The total gold coinage of the United States from 1793 to and includ- 
ing the fiscal year ending June 30, 1866, was $845,836,591; the debt of 
the United States at that time was: 


dniterest-learing {oo - Soon ennai awe $2, 332, 331, 207 
Non-interest-bearing -.-------_----.------.------- 439, 969, 874 
otal: indebtedness << - ES eee eee an 2, 772, 301, 081 


So that if the United States had owned on that day every dollar in 
gold it ever coined, it would not have had one-third enough to pay the 
public debt. ; 

But the weakness of the position may be further shown in another 
way. The entire coinage of both gold and silver from 1793 to 1877 in- 
clusive in our mints was : 
$1,035,958,675 00 

237,163,116 90 


1,273,121,791 90 


Less than one-half the public debt, June 30, 1866. But still more. 
The total coinage, including minor coins, up to and including the year 
1877 was $1,286,037,189.45; so that every cent, gold, silver, subsidi- 
ary, nickel, and copper, coined by the Government from 1793 to 1877 
inclusive was not enough to pay one-half the public debt owing in 
1866, and if an argument is to be drawn from lack of silver coinage 
that the debt was not to be paid in silver, a stronger argument after 
that style, which is not a good one, could be made that we did not in- 
tend to pay the debt at all; for there was not half enough coin in the 
hands of both Government and people to pay it. 

The position is absurd. The only sound position is that the Govern- 
ment has the right to pay according to the contract in the coin, gold 
or silver, of the standard weight and fineness fixed by law, it sees 
proper to select. 

Has not the Government always pursued this course? Why were 
gold payments made by this andall other governments after the influx 
of gold from California and Australia? Simply because gold was the 
cheaper money and it was less onerous on the tax-payer to pay in gold. 
Silver was at a premium as to gold. Now that the positions are re- 
versed is it not equally as honorable, equally as just, and equally sound 
policy to creditor and tax-payer alike to use the option which the Gov- 
ernment has in the word ‘“‘coin,’’ and pay the debt in silver because it 
is less onerous on the tax-payer ? ‘ 

Much has been said about the honest dollar. Thereis butone honest 
dollar, white or yellow; that is the dollar of the contract. A less dollar 
is dishonest to the creditor, a larger dollar is dishonest to the tax-payer. 
If the debtor promises to pay a gold or silver dollar, whichever he 
chooses, he has the moral and legal right to pay either, just as he prefers, 

Can the people of the United States absorb in legitimate business, 
foreign and domestic, the gold and silver which may be coined at our 
mints? I have no doubt ofit. It is idle to compare the United States 
with European countries in the needs for money. Indeed, our sur- 
roundings are essentially different from theirs. Great Britian in 1801 
had a population of 16,237,300; in 1871, 31,857,388. The United States 
in 1800 had a population of 5,308,483—less than one-third that of Great 
Britian. In 1870 the United States and Territories had 37,558,371; 
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in 1880, 50,000,000, and now about 65,000,000. In other words, the 
United States in 1870 had not only caught up with Great Britain, not- 
withstanding her immense advantages in the start, but passed her in 
the race, with a majority of 6,700,983—a majority greater than the en- 
tire population of the United States in 1800. So of improvements of 
every kind, character, and description. The countries of the Old World 
are ata standstill. We are progressive, and need more money than 
any other people, and will continue to need more until our magnificent 
country is fully developed. s 

During the fatal period of forced, unnatural contraction, which par- 
alyzed every industry and every step of whose pathway was marked 
by blasted hopes and ruined fortunes, the people were well-nigh suffo- 
cated for want of money supply. Well might Commissioner Walker, 
in his address before the conference, say: 

„strangulation are words hardly too strong to ress the m; 
ofthe industrial body when embraced in the’ fatal coils of a pani wars ORAS 
supply, 

Theindomitable energy of the people, their determination to save 
more and spend less, blessed with bountiful crops, averted general and 
widespread disaster. As it was, many were brought to the verge of 
ruin, and still others were hopelessly wrecked. Factories closed, forges 
grew cold, and the land was filled with tramps. All this resulted 
mainly from (1) wild inflation, (2) sudden and too stringent contraction, 
(3) from a vicious tariff system which extorted by force of law from 
every buyer of protected articles toll tothe protected. At last through 
tribulation the people reached the bed-rock of sound finance—gold and 
silver coin and paper convertible into coinon demand. Now the ques- 
tion presents itself, Can the United States use profitably all the money 
coined under existing laws? Shall the law making the silver dollar a 
legal tender and requiring it to be coined at a rate not less than 
$2,000,000 nor more than $4,000,000 per month be suspended? Is it 
sound policy to suspend that law? Shall we recant the well consid- 
ered policy? z 

My own judgment has been deliberately formed after long and patient 
investigation, and I can not yield it, it matters not who may take the op- 
posite ground. The facts upon which a judgment is to be formed are 
as open to one man as another, and I prefer my own judgment to that 
of any man who has not carefully examined the question. Our popu- 
Jation is now about 65,000,000, is rapidly increasing, and will so con- 
tinue for an indefinite period. In its development vast sums are 
needed, a large part of which goes to daily labor. Weneed moremoney 
than any other country on earth, because we are developing more rap- 
idly. 

That very large amounts of silver or certificates representing silver 
can be used in all the branches of domestic inland trade and commerce, 
in railroad building, the opening of farms, in farm labor, in running 
railroads, in building, and the many industries that might be named, 
every business man knows. No complaint has come from the people 
that there is too much money in circulation. No complaint against 
silver comes from them. The production of the precious metals is on 
the decrease. It does not keep pace with increase of population and 
wealth, and the constantly increasing comforts which the inventive 
genius of our people are blessing the people with. Every year more 
money is needed than the year before. We know that the vast influx 
of the precious metals which poured into Europe from Mexico and South 
America about the middle of the sixteenth century was not a curse, 
but a blessing; that it gave vitality to trade and commerce and trebled 
the price of products. We know that the $900,000,000 of gold dug from 
the mines of California and Australia between 1849 and 1858 was a bless- 
ing and not a curse, although we know also that alarmists wanted, be- 
cause of this vastand rapid influx, to demonetize gold. We know that 
the dissemination of the coined metals among the people is a strong 
guard against the money-power when the days of contraction come. We 
know that the great body of the people are not rich, and that silver 
answers all the purposes of far the greater part of the inland trade and 
business of this country. We know that a dearth of money enhances 
the purchasing power of the dollar in the hands of the man fortunate 
enough to have it, and decreases correspondingly the price of the peo- 
ple’s products and labor. All these things we know, and i 
them protest against di ing silver as a money metal. 

The weight of silver, which is sucha bugbear with some, has no ter- 
rors for the great body of the people 

In the South we are not grievously weighted with silver or any other 
sort of money, and if by chance any one there should become over- 
weighted he can easily unburden himself by exchanging his coin for 
silver certificates, 

In my ju ta vast amount of silver may be profitably used in 
every part of the United States. Certainly in the great agricultural 
West and South there will be no complaint of redundancy, and I assume 
that the transactions of the East and North are not all of colossal pro- 
portions. I presume that farmers, lawyers, doctors, merchants, me- 
chanics, and laborers of all kinds are limited in resources there as else- 
where, and that their transactions can very easily and conveniently be 
carried on with silver. ; 

Isuppose thata large amount of silver could be absorbed in the North 
and East as well as in the South and West, and the production of the 
precious metals does well if it keeps pace with the demand. 


The example of Germany in demonetizing silver is not one fit to be 
followed. There never has been a steady financial system there. ‘There 
is no sound reason for copying England. The British Government de- 
monetized silver about 1798, by law extended from time to time to 1816 
and then permanently, and if was not a success, if the bankruptcy of 
her people during the process of settling down on the present system is 
evidence; but, aside from that, England is nota producer of silver but 
a very large consumer by reason chiefly of transactions with East India, 
China, and other silver-consuming countries. She has managed to make 
London the great silver market. Being always a heavy purchaser, her 
policy is to buy silver as cheaply as she can, On our side the United 
States are producers more largely than any other country of both the 
precious metals; they are industries which add to the common wealth 
like wheat, corn, cotton, &c. Their production gives employment to 
many laborers and many other industries. The farmer, m ic, man- 
ufacturer, common carrier, all find the mines a profitable customer. So 
far, therefore, from discouraging the production of gold and silver the 
true policy of our Government is to give them a helping band. This 
raid upon silver is of comparatively recent origin. It is unwise, and 
if successful in reducing it to a mere article of merchandise would be 
an evil immeasurable in calamity. 

The ratio of 1 to 15.98, or as is commonly and with sufiicient accu- 
racy expressed, 1 to 16, should undoubtedly not be changed. There 
would have been far more reason to give way to the alarmists who 
wanted gold demonetized because in six years $900,000,000 gold were 
added to the circulation of the world. The scare that developed itself 
in the international monetary conference of 1878 about Germany’s 
$75,000,000 was without just foundation. It would not produce a per- 
manent appreciable effect if it were all turned loose. There are pri- 
vate individuals in the United States able to buy every dollar of it, 
and should a syndicate in New York see a fair chance to make any- 
thing by it they would buy every dollar of itin a month. Gold and 
silver have been the world’s money without question as to cither down 
to a recent period, and while some nations have thought it to their in- 
terest to have the single gold standard and others the single silver stand- 
ard, and still others the double standard, all have i both as 
good money until lately, until the craze of reducing silver to token 
mon et i a few dreamers, and they have unfor- 
tunately found followers in every country, and especially among tho 
common barrators of business, who are a curse in every land. 

Silver is suited to every-day transactions, and the aggregate of these 
will foot up as heayily as the large transactions of the favored few who 
want only gold. 

I make no war on either gold or silver—want both, and believe the 
law should place them upon equal footing, and that the Constitution 
intended that they should be so placed; and nothing in the history of 
this country, political or financial, intimates or hints at any difference 
until this new school of political economists sprang up a few years ago. 

I regard an irredeemable paper currency as acurse om pons, and 
a fluctuating currency as utterly inconsistent with thy trade. 
With such currency no man can make any reasonable calculations for 
thefuture. Butasound, stable currency, based on the precious metals, 
and convertible into coin on demand, is a blessing. Such currency is 
demanded by the needs of trade and the convenience of the people, and 
when the people have full confidence in its convertibility it is preferred 
as a circulating medium to gold or silver. Nocurrency notconvertible 
can ever command the confidence of the people. Convertible into gold 
or silver coin on demand, it is impossible to keep a redundancy in cir- 
culation, for whenever more of it is in circulation than is needed the 
excess will be converted into coin. The only true basis for currency is | 
coin, and coin is its only regulator. Any attempt to regulate the issue 
of currency other than by coin will always prove abortive. Italways 
has so proven and always will. 

It is impossible to regulate the amount of currency issued on the will 
of the Government and not convertible into coin, for the reasons tersely 
and unanswerably stated by Mr. Clay, namely: 
Bens yn been 
the nature of things none can exist, against excessive issues, 

Gold and silver furnish the only adequate security against excessive 
issues, and both are needed. The supply of precious metals, like wheat 
or cotton, is obtained by labor. Whenever by reason of oversupply, 
should such a thing ever occur, their production ceases to be remu- 
nerative, then the labor devoted to mining would be diverted to other 
pursuits until an equilibrium between demand and supply is brought 
about; so that as these metals can only be produced by labor, their 
production is in a large degree regulatad by the universal law of trade, 
demand, and supply. And thus convertible currency rests on a sure 
foundation. Should ithappen that more currency is in circulation than 
is needed then the excess would be turned in and coin drawn out, and 
this coin would be sent to those partsof the world having commodities 
moreneeded by coin holders than the coin. Atlast, therefore, gold and 
silver money, which is the money of the world, as it certainly is of our 
Constitution, finds its level as surely as water. 

Whether that currency should be issued through the instrumentality 
of banks or by the Government is a question not necessarily involved in 
this discussion. My own judgment is that the best conceivable cur- 
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rency is gold and silver coin, and Treasury notes convertible into coin 
on demand of the holder. Should the Government issue Treasury 
notes only upon a deposit of a like amount in coin, or in extinguish- 
ment of outstanding bonds whose holders desired to convert them into 
notes, and stop national-bank notes as rapidly as the bank charters ex- 
pired, we should have a complete and happy solution of the financial 
problem with which the people would be perfectly content, having a 
currency ing every element of an absolutely sound, stable, con- 
vertible currency, and the war upon silver, as unreasoning as de- 
co would be brought to a close happily both to Government and 
ple. 

Pethe people of the West and South are, in my judgment, overwhelm- 
ingly in favor of both gold and silver. This has been attributed by 
some in the gold interest—at money centers—to a fraudulent desire to 
pay their debts at the rate of 80 cents to the dollar. A fouler libel was 
never uttered againsta brave, honest, and industrious people. They pro- 
pose to abide by their contracts, and if perturbations have been brought 
about in the marketable value of silver, until now it is worth in gold 
but 80 cents on the dollar, they know full well that this fall is the 
legitimate result of the efforts of combined capital to destroy silver as 
a money metal, and these gamblers but reap the fruits of their own 
folly. They know that the suspension of silver coinage means and is 
intended to mean, disguised as it may be, that silver shall never again 
be a medium of exchange and measure of values. They know that 
such legislation would enhance the purchasing power of what money 
is left—gold and paper convertible into gold—and of necessity that the 
prices of products would correspondingly fall. 

The cotton planter knows that he can get from $90 to $100 for 2 bales 
of cotton of 500 pounds each, and that if silver is demonetized it will 
take 3 bales to buy the same $90 or $100 that 2 bales will buy now, and 
he knows that the money bought with the 2 bales will go just as far 
in the payment of debts and taxes as the same money bought with 3 
bales. Again, anew pe socio has been taken by the single gold-stand- 
ard men with a view of capturing the day laborer. They try to teach 
him that his day’s labor is paid at the rate of 80 cents on the dollar. 
Does the laborer not know that he can buy just as much of the neces- 
saries of life with a silver dollar as with a gold dollar or a greenback dol- 
lar? in, the day laborer knows paea well that if the product 
of his labor is reduced in price, his labor which produces it is neces- 
sarily and correspondingly reduced in price. 

The wheat planter knows as well as anybody that there has been in 
the last few years an amazing increase in the production of wheat in 
the British India ions. He knows that that vast and populous 
country of the cheapest labor in the world has been penetrated by 
means of British capital from the shore to the interior with railways, 
and as a consequence wheat exportation has run up from a mere trifle 
to about 40,000,000 bushels per annum, competing in the Liverpool 
market with our Western wheat, and he knows that the two hundred and 
fifty ee of India are silver-using people, that silver is their 
sole stan of value, and that the more silver they can get for their 
wheat the greater the stimulus to produce wheat. 

The same is true of low-grade cotton. Hence it is not strange that 

, Which controls this great business, should seek to make sil- 
ver cheap, but it is passing strange that an American should in his 
blind folly play into the hand of d. Itis passing strange that 
the same men who profess such love for the laborer who manufactures 
should turn the deaf ear to the laborer who delves in the silver mines 
and to the farmer who produces the two leading exports of this coun- 
try, wheat and cotton. 

It is well enough to understand that the American people demand 
both gold and silver, and that the great producing classes—whether ag- 
ricultural, mining, or manufacturing—are not capitalists, and that itis 
not to their interest to have their products lessened in price by a con- 
traction of the circulating medium. They have no fear of too much 


gold ortoo much silver. ‘There may be an extraordinary production of 
either for a time, asof gold between 1849 and 1858, when more than 
$900,000,000 gold was added to the world’s volume, giving life and im- 


pulse to every enterprise. They fear as little the present production 
of silver as compared with gold. 

Sooner or later they will adjust themselves to about the fixed ratio, 
as they always have done. They are the world’s money, designed and 
intended by an all-wise Providence for that purpose. They have been 
a medium of exchange and a measure of values since men to 
form society. Leave them alone to perform their just functions. The 
people will say amen, and the only discontented class will be the money- 
chan who seek to prostitute the great powers of Government to an 
unholy purpose, by laying an unjust burden on an overtaxed people, 

from them by force of law in the payment of debts more than 
is required by the contract, and which in justice, equity, and good con- 
science they ought not to be required to pay. 


" JUDICIAL, SALARIES. 


Mr. HOAR. I now call up the unfinished business, and I desire to 
ask the Senate to spend the ten or fifteen minutes which it may take 
to deal with that bill in it. 

à The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 


tion of the bill (S. 6) fixing the salaries of the several judges of the 
United States district courts at $5,000 per annum, and for other pur- 
poses, the pending question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. 
MORGAN to add as an additional section the following: 

Sec. 3. That the first section of this 
after appointed by and with the DAVIN bor prem he g p i en rtia ack cae 

Mr. MCMILLAN, Let the first section of the bill be read. 

Mr. HOAR. Itis not necessary to readit. This is merely an amend- 
ment providing that the increase of salary shall not apply to any ex- 
isting judge, but only to future judges. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Is that it? 

Mr. HOAR. That is the proposition of the Senator from Alabama. 
I do not think the Senator who moved it expects it to be adopted by 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frye in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MORGAN]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to strike out, in section 2, line 10, all after 
the word ‘‘member’’ down to the end of the section, and when the 
Secretary reports it I will state my reasons. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amengment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 2, after the word ‘‘ member,” in line 
10, it is proposed to strike out the words: 

And no person heretofore so appointed or employed, being so related to such 
justice or Fea , shall continue in said office or employment after the expiration 
of six months from the passage of this act. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam satisfied on reflection, and I believe a ma- 
jority of the committee are satisfied, though we have had no formal 
action about it, that this would be doinga great injustice toa large num- 
ber of gentlemen who without reproach have taken up these positions 
and held them for a great many years as clerks, &c.—almost entirely 
clerks; entirely, so far as I know—whom the effect of this bill would 
be to turn out of office by an edict of Congress, if Congress should be 
understood to have the power to do that thing; and althoughit might 
rectify some occasional case where there has been an abuse which could 
be rectified in the ordinary course of justice, the balance of unkind- 
ness and injustice and unfairness to a large number of worthy persons 
would be so great, that I think we ought to strike out that clause and 
make the bill simply, as all bills ordinarily ought to be, prospective in 
its operation, and not touch any existing clerks of these courts who 
may happen to be related within the fourth degree to the judge. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I hope the amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont will not prevail. If there are a large number of clerks 
related to the judges, holding office under them, it renders a provision 
of that character the more necessary. 

I hold that a judge is not an impartial arbiter between his own kins- 
men and the suitors in his courtin fees and costs, as they fre- 
quently have to do, and that there is no species of nepotism so hurtful 
to the panne interests as that which occurs in the Federal courts. 

I offered originally the clause which the amendment propose to 
strike out, and I gave some instances of nepotism in Texas. Just as I 
was leaving home I saw published in a newspaper (and Ihave no doubt 
of its truth and correctness) that a Federal judge, and he is a most es- 
timable man and an able and acceptable judge, in whose court a rail- 
road had been in litigation—the road had been in the hands of a receiver 
—in fixing the fees of attorneys and officers of the court fixed the fee 
of his son, who was a commissioner or master in chancery, at $10,000. 
I do not mean to say that the allowance was an improper one or that 
it had not been earned, but that the relationship mii between the 
judge and the officer is such as ought to disqualify him for sitting in 
judgment in such a case. I give that as an illustration of the working 
of the present system under which Federal courts are filled with the 
relatives of thejudges. When a question comes up between one of these 
related officials and a suitor in the court I do not believe that the suitor 
has a fair chance for justice. 

I do not believe that an abuse of this sort should be permitted to 
exist. I believe that above all things the fountains of justice should 
be held above the suspicion of contamination, and as long as judges 
can nes the nao babe Ler with _ he SaNa Aes rat 
lated to give the public a poor idea of the ty of judici 
administration, especially when a. see the Place me that prevails 
in the rulings of courts, particularly upon questions of costs where 
their relatives are concerned. 

Now, sir, I will vote for this bill with that clause init. I will vote 
for the bill in order to get that clause. Without it I, for one, will oppose 
the bill. I believeit is much more important to have that clause than 
it is to pass that portion of the bill raising the salaries of the judges. 
If I can not get that clause I do not want the hill, and I hope that the 
Senate will vote down the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, Iam happy, or sorry as the case 
may be, to say that I have no relative, so far as I know, within any 
degree of consanguinity or affinity, who is either a judge, or the son of 
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a judge, or the nephew of a judge, or the cousin of a judge, or in any 
way related to a judge. 

suppose there have been abuses in the administration of justice in 
the granting of too large compensation to commissioners who have been 
sons of judges. I suppose there have been equal abuses in the admin- 
istration of justice in granting too large compensations to commission- 
ers who have not been the sons of judges or in any otherwise related 
to judges. It is an evil which will creep into every administration. I 
believe in keeping the administration of justice above suspicion. I be- 
lieve in keeping the administration of the executive branches of the 
Government and the legislative branches of the Government above sus- 
picion; and I believe anybody who will look at the Congressional Di- 
rectories from the time when they , fifty years ago down to now, 
will see that in every department of the Government, the Senate in- 
cluded, the sons of high Government officials, Presidents, Secretaries of 
State, Secretaries of the Treasury, and so on and so on, and the sons 
and kinsmen of Senators have been employed by these officials in the 
service of the Government in some subordinate capacity; and even this 
reform Administration, a picture of purity and and everything 
that is lovely, has sent to the Senate—I can state it as a public fact— 
the nomination of a father and son to go to the same place to offices 
one under the other in one instance that I remember. I think there 
are one or two others, but I only speak of what I remember; and that 
was not an appointment.to turn out any father and any son who were 
already in office on account of the fact that they were related and were 
in positions of subordination and superiority to each other, but for the 


future arepinig? sl 
Now, this Logg z agree to my amendment, will forbid say thing 
of that kind in the future in t toit, tak- 


he courts. Ifyou do Poras 
ing the courts out of all the other nach, ie of what is called nepotism, 
then in order to correct what my friend seems to su is an abuse— 
but that would depend on the case and how much would have been 
properly allowed to anybody else in awarding a commissioner in Texas, 
the son or the nephew of the judge, what he suggests may have been 
too large a fee—you are by an edict of Congress, supposing it to be con- 
stitutional, which I will not discuss, to say that persons now. holdin 
judicial positions with honor and without reproach, who have devo 
their life-work to that special kind of information and knowledge which 
is valuable as the clerks of courts, are to be dismissed because in some 
one instance or more that can be named it has been found that the son 
or the nephew of a judge has been guilty of some impropriety, if he 
has been. It does not prove that somebody in the same place with such 
a judge would not have been guilty of the same impropriety if he had 
not been the son or the nephew of the judge. 

So it seems to me to be right and fair, and I repeat that I believe such 
is the opinion of the committee, to leave this bill prospective. and to 
bear whatever evil there may be, if there be any, in the existing order 
of things rather than to do a gross injustice to a number of people who 
without reproach and to the universal acceptation of the bar and the 
community discharge these functions, though they happen to be within 
this d of relationship to the judge. 

Mr. KRELL. I dunia like to ask the Senator if the principle 
of the bill is right why ought it not to apply to existing cases just as 
well as to the future? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. For the same reason that applies to all legislation. 
We pass acts correcting maladministration of the Treasury Department; 
we do not edicts providing for what has already happened and has 
been done; we make the bill therefore perfectly prospective, which is 
the true theory of legislation, of law as distinguished from the mere force 
of will of a person ora body or a governor that has the power, or at any 
rate claims to exercise it, of passing an edict declaring that A B, who 
holds office, shall not hold it any longer. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I should like to know from the 
Senator from Vermont why the Judiciary Committee reported as an 
amendment to the original bill the proposition to take away this right 
from the judges unless it was because of the abuse thatexists. Is not 
that the cause of it? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; I think the Committee on the Judiciary were 
misled by the potent and just force in general of the wishes of the Sen- 
ator from Texas, who is a member of it. He mentioned this case of 
abuse, and without taking much time for reflection and consideration 
as to how it would operate upon innocent men, we agreed to do that 
thing. Upon reflection we find that it would do great injustice, do 
more harm than good, and therefore we have thought it better to leave 
the matter to be entirely prospective. 

Mr. COCKRELL, That is a very plausible answer to the query, but 
unfortunately the printed record does not sustain it. I find that Sena- 
tor HOAR, of Massachusetts, introduced this bill, and in the original 
draught the provision exists which is now being criticised. 

Mr. HOAR. WilltheSenator pardonme? This bill passed the Sen- 
ate last year, the bill to raise the salaries. In the Senate, and against 
my resistance, the clause which was attached to the bill as I reported 
it this year was annexed. I resisted it, not as thinking the clause 
wrong in principle, but because it related to another subject, and I did 
not think it belonged properly or fairly upon this bill; but the Senate 
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were of a different opinion. Then in introducing the bill at this ses- 
sion I introduced it in deference to the opinion of a majority of the 
Senate as it passed last year. Then it was only prospective in its opera- 
tion. So the judgment of the Senate is in accordance with the present 
judgment of the honorable Senator from Vermont, as expressed last 


year. 

In the Judiciary Committee, however, this retrospective clause was 
added for the reason which the honorable Senator from Vermont states. 
There have come to the knowledge of the committee and of Senators 
outside of the committee several instances of persons who are not now 
receiving any emolument the amount of which is measured by the dis- 
cretion or decree of the judge at all. It dependson a fixed law. One 
of them, at least, whose case has been brought to my knowledge, which 
is that of the clerk of the Court of Claims in this city, was appointed 
by a court of which his brother-in-law was one of the four or five mem- 
bers. I have forgotten the number of members of the court; the Sen- 
ator will know. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Five. 

Mr. HOAR. He was appointed absolutely on his merits. I haveno 
doubt he would have been appointed if his brother-in-law had not been 
there. He is a man whois a very accomplished m and knows more 
about the history of the claims against the Government and the whole 
prones of that court probably than anybody else in the country, un- 
ess you except one or two of the judges, and he isa man who has a 
difficulty with his voice and tongue, so that he can not easily devote 
himself to the ordinary practice of the law. 

Now I think my friend from Missouri and my friend from Texas will 
agree that, while even in the matter of selecting a clerk to do purely 
clerical duty for a salary and nothing else, never to have any function 
committed to him which is to be compensated by a scale determined 
by the court, it is not wise as a future permanent policy to allow the 
question of selection between him and other competitors or applicants 
for the office to be determined by a near relative or to be determined 
by a tribunal of which a near relative is one; yet when that has been 
done under the permission of the existing law, and the act has taken 
effect, the man has given his life to a faithfal and honest service profit- 
able to the public and the country in an office to which he was so ap- 
pointed, it is very hard indeed for Congress now to swoop down and by 
a retroactive act turn that man out of his office. 

We had a case in Massachusetts which probably nearly all the New 
England Senators will recognize. The very model and beau ideal of 
all clerks of courts was Mr. Clark Wilde, of Suffolk County, in Mas- 
sachusetts. He was appointed when his father, who was a model and 
venerable judge on our supreme bench more than thirty years, was a 
member of the court; but he was appointed as absolutely on his merits 
as any man was ever appointed to an office in this world. He would 
have been appointed if his father had not been there, as the fittest man 
the court could find. Perhaps it would have been better to have had 
an ordinary general rule which would have prohibited the appointment 
of even so good a man as Mr. Wilde on that occasion, but it certainly 
would have been a reproach if after he had been in his seat fifteen or 
twenty years the Massachusetts Legislature should have turned him 
out of office because his father happened to be one of the judges of the 
court that appointed him. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How long would he be satisfied to hold one office 
in Massachusetts? 

Mr. HOAR. I think everybody in Massachusetts and every- 
where else that where an able lawyer leaves his practice and becomes 
clerk of a court he should be kept there as long as he performs his duties 
faithfully. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to vindicate my good friend from Texas 
[Mr. COKE] from the charge of overawing and overriding the will of 
the Committee on the Judiciary, with the distinguished Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] atits head. It seems that this provision has 
crept into this bill by reason of the exertions of the Senator from Texas, 
one of the newest members of that committee. I will read for the edi- 
fication of my good friend from Massachusetts the bill just as he pre- 
sented it at this session, and I understand that he presented it just as 
it passed the Senate at the last session: 


Src. 2. That no person related to any justice or judge of any court of the 
United States by affinity or consanguinity, within the degree of first cousin, 
shall be appointed to or employed in any office or duty in any court of which 
such justice or judge may be a member; and no person heretofore so appointed 
or employed shall continue in said ofice or employment after the expiration of 
six mon from the passage of this act. 


Mr. HOAR. I did not, I think. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But the bill shows that exactly, unless the com- 
mittee has made a false report to the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. .Why, Mr. President—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. The words in Italics are the amendments. 
not read them. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Missouri is right, I believe. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly I am. 

Mr. HOAR. The bill as I originally introduced it went further than 
Bie cea supposed, but still the substance of my statement is cor- 
Tec 
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Mr. COCKRELL, Then the Senator from Texas did not overawe the 
committee. 

Mr. HOAR. The second section was putin in the Senate last winter 
against my remonstrance, and the bill was introduced at this session as 
it the Senate last year. That is the fact. 

r. COCKRELL. I wassure of that, because there could be no mis- 
take about it. It shows on its face. 3 

I hope that the amendment of the Senator from Vermont will not be 
agreed to. The evil exists. The Senator says that it is n to 
cut down any opportunity for the growth of that evil in the future. 
Now let us eradicate what exists, and then it will be exactly right. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, I concur heartily in the amendment 
pro by the Senator from Vermont, for I doubt the policy of ever 
legislating any office-holder out of office. I think that when an officer 
goes in under a law and discharges his duty he should never be legis- 
lated ontof office. Itis true there are some clerks perhaps who are not 
discharging their duties with exceeding propriety and who are favored 
by relatives presiding over the courts; but we should not because of a 
few cases of incompetent officers of that kind legislate good men out of 
Office, for it can not be denied that there are competent clerks faithfully 
discharging their duties who have been appointed by relatives. Now 
let us make the law prospective and not retrospective, as it was origi- 
nally reported. I concurin the amendment, and think it is the wisest 
policy and the best course to pursue. 

Mr. COKE. If there is anything retrospective in this amendment, 
I can not see it. Has the officer any vested right in his office? He is 
subject to be removed at any time by the judge; he holds the office at 
the will and pleasure of the judge. Has he an estate in it which is 
being divested if the bill as reported be passed? It seems to me that 
he has not. It is not a proper case for the application of the principle 
respecting retrospective laws. 

Now, sir, if it is | sid to adopt an amendment at all upon this sub- 
ject, it is because of abuses which in the past, in the absence of a law 
forbidding them, have obtained; it is because the forbidden privilege 
has been abused by the district judges. If this be true, and if it is 
proposed to make a prospective law on this subject, why not go further 
and remove existing abuses? 

This bill as reported to the Senate passed the Senate at the last ses- 
sion with this amendment upon it. It was offered by myself in open 
session of the Senate. It has been approved by the Senate, but since 
that time personal importunities and personal entreaties and personal 
influences, creditable to the kindness of heart of the Senators who have 
been operated upon, but in my judgment not in accord with the public 
interest, have been brought to bear to raise an opposition to this amend- 
ment now that did not exist then. An abuse of any sort can not be 
attacked without being beset by this same character of influence if they 
have time enough to rally. Here is an admitted abuse, one that the 
Senate deems sufficient cause to enact a law against to prevent in the 
future. The cause of the enactment of that law is the existence of an 
abuse which the Senate can remedy. I can see no reason for failing to 
remove the existing cause that would not apply equally well to the 
prospective law. 

Mr. President, I admit that hardships may follow, but personal in- 
terests ought to give way to public good. I hope that the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont will be voted down. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from Texas 
that whenever a public body undertakes to attack an abuse, if there is 
time enough allowed, the people who are interested in that abuse will 
do everything they can to prera that attack being successful. I also 
agree to what I presume he would agree to, that whenever the Con- 
gress of the United States proposes to do an injustice, and an injury to 
the public service combined with it, the people who are the victims of 
that injustice havea right to complain and to be heard. They are the 
people for whom I am ing and of whom I am speaking. 

I beg to remind my friend from Texas, which I think ought to satisfy 
the matter he has in view, that if my amendment be agreed to all that 
will be left of the powers of these people who are left in office, which 
they have taken under a law that allowed it, will be the powers that the 
law imputes to them, and that if there be a clerk in a court whose father 
or uncle is judge, that father or uncle as judge can not designate that 
clerk either to be a master for any special occasion, or a commissioner for 
any special occasion, or a receiver or any other thing except what the law 
imputes to him. The judge can do no new act which confers any new 
power or authority upon his relative. So it really leaves these innocent 
people, the most of whom are perfectly innocent and desired by the 
whole bodies of the bar, to perform simply the functions of their proper 
office. I remember the Pennsylvania bar sent a representation to me 
about a gentleman there, and the whole body of the bar on all sides say 
that it would not only be an injustice to this gentleman, but it would 


be a great injury to the public service to legislate him out of his office 
of clerk of that court, and yet that kinsman of his, if the bill passes 
with my amendment, can not have imputed to him by his uncle any 
new powers or other powers than those that the law now fixes and reg- 
ulates. That ought to satisfy my friend from Texas and attain the 
object that he has in view referring to the case he has stated. 


_ The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair), The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 

Mr. COKE. I call for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (after having voted in the negative). I 
voted under a misapprehension. Iam paired with the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. I do not know how he would vote if he 
were present. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BECK. On this question I am paired with the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE], who is necessarily absent. 

Mr. CAMDEN (after having voted in the negative). I voted under 
a misapprehension. I am paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH]. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. COCKRELL. My colleague [Mr. Vist] was called away from 
the Senate Chamber by important business a few minutes ago. He is 
paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. My col- 
league would vote ‘‘nay’? if present. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. SEWELL], 
and a not know how he would vote on this question, I withhold 
my vo 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam generally with the Senator from Penn- 
eag [Mr. Cameron]. Not knowing how he would vote, I decline 
o vote. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from South Carolina may vote. We 
have paired the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] with the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam paired with the Senator from New Hampshire 
(Mr. PIKE] on party questions. I have not regarded this as a party 
question; but so many have recognized pairs on it that I suppose it is 
better for me to withdraw my vote. I want to place it on record, 
though, that I am against the amendment. 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 14; as follows: 


YEAS—23, 
Allison, Evarts, ‘ackson, Plumb, 
Bowen, X McMillan, Sabin, 
C q Gibson, Mahon Sawyer, 
Conger, Gray, Miller of N. Y. Spooner, 
Cullom, Hampton, Morrill, ‘eller, 
Dawes, ‘oar, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Edmunds, I Platt, Wilson of Md, 

NAYS—14, 
Berry, Coke, Mitchell of Oreg., Voorhees, 
Blackburn, Colquitt, Morgan, Walthall. 
Brown, Harris, Vance, 
Cockrell, Maxey, Van Wyck, 

ABSENT—H4. 
Aldrich, Fair, Kenna, Ransom, 
Beck, George, R Riddleberger, 
Blair, Gorman, McPherson, Sau! x 
Butler, Hale, Manderson, Sewell, 

k A Harrison, Miller of Cal. Sherman, 
Camden, Hawley, Mitchell of Pa. Stanford, 
Cameron, Jones of Arkansas, Palmer, Vest. 

Dolph, Jones of Florida, Pike, 
Eustis, Jones of Nevada, 


So the amendment was to. 
Mr. CALL. I move to add to the bill the following additional sec- 
tion: 


Sec. —. That the actual epsom | and other expenses of ju of the circuit 
court while holding court or traveling to and from‘court shall be paid to them. 
That no judge who has become disabled from rming the duties of the office 
from the habit of using intoxicating liquors, or from any other cause, shall have a 
right to the additional pay provided for in this act; and that on reasonable evi- 
dence of such fact being furnished the Attorney-General of the United States 
he shall bring a ‘proceeding by quo warranto before some judge of the circuit 
court to try and decide whether such judge has forfeited his right to such office 
by failing to perform the conditions-subsequent on which he received the same; 
and if the said court shall decide on such proceeding that such {oA is so dis- 
y 


abled, the President shall retire him on the salary now provided w, unless 
the said judge shall be removed by impeachment, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment popoa by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 
The amendment was rej 
Mr. MORGAN. In section 1, line 4, I move to strike out “‘ five” 
and insert ‘‘four;’’ so as to read: 
That the salaries ofthe several judges of the district courts of the United States 
shall hereafter be at the rate of $4,000 per annum, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 
Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I desire tosubmitsome remarks upon 
that feature of the bill. I have not heard of any great public clamor 
or outcry among the people of this country for the increase of the sal- 
aries of district judges of the United States. Iam sure thatin my State 
such a proposition would meet with public condemnation, and I could 
not vote what I esteem to be and what I am satisfied is the will of the 
ple of Alabama if I were to vote to give this great increase from 
,500 to $5,000 in the salaries of the district judges who are in Ala- 
bag nv E D E NEN ia TETEE 
This proposed increase of salary seems sugges y the i 
the men who are on the district bench of the United States, being com- 
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petent lawyers, are entitled to more compensation than they are get- 
_ ting for their services. The proposition to increase the allowance from 
$3,500 to $5,000 comes only from the bar. I do not remember to have 


seen any petition, to have heard any suggestion, from the great body 
of the tax-paying people of this country to the effect that the district 
judges of the United States are being very badly underpaid, and so I 
shall treat this question as one that comes from the bar. 

Tt does credit to the bar of the United States that they should desire 
to see their brethren in the profession amply paid for their services. I 
believe that I have as much of the esprit de corps as perhaps any other 
lawyer. Atthe same time I have some regard for the people who have 
to pay the money for these salaries; and looking back over the history 
of our country and finding that the salary was very much lower in many 
instances in the beginning of the Government than it is now, and that 
it has been increased from time to time until it has got to be generally 
$3,500, I do not remember a single case—perhaps there are some; it 
has escaped my attention, however—wherea district judge of the United 
States has resigned his office in consequence of the parsimony of the 


Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I will state that the dis- 
trict judge in New York, a model of judicial ability, Judge Choate, a 
distinguished lawyer of a distinguished race of lawyers, was appointed 
to the bench three or four years ago to the general satisfaction of all 
persons, with the understanding that the salary would probably be 
raised very soon, and for the failure of the bill to raise his salary he 
resigned. That gentleman was the judge of a court which, if there 
should be a war between this country and any European power, would 
represent the jurisprudence of the United States in prize causes, and in 
the matter of the law of nations would have property to the amount of 
hundreds of thousands, perhaps millions, of dollars before him for adju- 
dication. He left the bench, because of the inadequacy of the salary, 
within two years, I think—within three years, at any rate—of his 
appointment. 

r. MORGAN. We have had one name ted. Can any other 
Senator name another? The argument then on that side stands on the 
ground that Mr. Choate—— 

Mr. HOAR. Iam not prepared to affirm that Judge Lowell, of the 
Boston court, one of the most eminent jurists in this country, who re- 
signed his seat three or four years ago, did it for that cause. 

Mr, PLATT. He left the cirenit court. ee 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; he left the circuit court, not the district court. 

Mr. MORGAN. He left a five-thousand-dollar salary. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; he left the circuit court. 

Mr. MORGAN. Judge Dillon did that, and went into the railroad 


business. 

Mr. HOAR. Several circuit judges have resigned on account of the 
inadequacy of the salary. 

Mr. MORGAN. Judge Dillon did that. 

Mr. TELLER, Judge McCrary did it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Judge McCrary first resigned from the War Depart- 
ment to get on the bench, and then he resigned from the bench to get 
into better employment, Itseemsthat the indorsement which the Sen- 
ate gives to a lawyer by putting him on the circuit bench of the United 
States is a great recommendation to his clients, and the judges are not 
wanting in temptations to leave the bench, I am sorry to say, even leav- 
ing a five-thousand-dollar salary, with some other emoluments which 
are given to them, I believe, in certain cases. 

Now, we have one district judge in the United States, who has been 
named, a gentleman who went upon the bench with the expectation 
that he would get $5,000 salary, but being disappointed in that he con- 
cluded that he would not stay there. Then we have fifty-six judges— 
I believe that is the number—on the bench in the United States, and 
we have had a great retinue of them since the Government was or- 
dained, and I repeat the remark, that I have not been informed of any 
case where a judge has resigned because of the smallness of the salary 
which has been given to him except the one mentioned by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. PLATT. I think Judge William D. Shipman, of the district 
of Connecticut, resigned on that account. 

Mr. MORGAN. If one resigned in the district of Connecticut, that 
makes two. Looking at the evil that we are trying to remedy, and 
adapting our legislation to a supposed evil, we find that there are two 
judges out of perhaps two hundred and fifty who have held this office 
and drawn this salary, who have resigned. 

Is there a public necessity, I inquire again, for raising thesalary from 
$3,500 to $5,000 in order to keep good talent on the bench or in order 
to keep men of integrity onthe bench? I think I have not known a 
case where there was less excuse or less reason, so far as the public senti- 
ment and the public service are concerned, for increasing the stipend of 
officers than this one. 

I know that the style of living among men is more extravagant than 
it was perhaps when the law was first enacted, but at the same time the 
cost of living is not everywhere more expensive. But I do not under- 
stand that it is the business of the Congress of the United States to put 
this judicial office up as a prize and temptation for easy living and for 
money making. It is a very high, and distinguished, and dignified 


office, and there is noj of a district court in the United States pre- 
siding in a circuit court who has not afterall frequently very much more 
important duties to perform than the judge in usetts cited by 
the Senator from that State, who in case of war would have a large 
number of prize causes to determine and a vast amount of property to 
dispose of. Every one of these district judges when sitting in a circuit 
court at some time or other has to dispose of the question of human 
life, and a proper decision on a trial for a capital offense in a circuit 
court of the United States by a competent man is, after all, a very much 
higher reach of judicial power and a very much more important thing 
to attend to than the distribution of money in prize causes. SoI think 
the argument on that side is not at all enhanced in value by the fact 
that in case we should have a war there might be one district in the 
United States, or several indeed, where the prize causes would bring 
very important questions and very large amounts of money before the 
courts for adjudication. 

It must be remembered that these officers hold their places for life. 
It is an important thing, particularly with our laws in to the 
retirement of judges after they become superanuated, that a man should 
have a stipend secured to him for life, of which there is to be no abate- 
ment during his continuance in whether upon the bench or after 
he has been put into retirement, A salary of $3,500 for life is worth 
far more to a man and his family as a stated income, a secured income, 
than the salary of $5,000 which is paid to Senators who hold their offices 
for the term of six years, and it is avery much more important matter 
than the allowance to the Cabinent officers of the country. Itis a very 
much more secure living than is given to any other class of persons in 
the United States, unless it may be Army officers. 

When we come to consider the distinction between Army officers and 
judges of the courts, there is a matter of importance to which I desire 
to call the attention of the Senate which I think should affect our 
votes upon this question. A judge is placed upon the bench, confirmed 
by the te, and it is found afterward that he is a man in ill-health. 
He drags along his weary way at the of the docket, and of 
clients, and of justice; and that feature of the fundamental law which 
says that justice shall be administered without sale, denial, or delay 
is virtually abrogated by the fact that the judge is himself physically 
unable to perform the full measure of his duties. Yet you can not get 
rid of him. He stays there. He is there for life. If you fixed the 
salary at $3,500 when he went on the bench you can not reduce it; the 
Constitution prohibits you. If you raise it to $5,000 you can never 
reduce it; the Constitution prohibits you. When you enact this law 
to give him $5,000, it remains there beyond the power of Congress to 
revoke it. Another judge is shown to be incompetent. A fair trial 
before the bar and before the country proves that the man is not qual- 
ified for the place in respect of his legal attainments or perhaps in re- 
spect of his moral character. He may commit no crime against the 
Government, no high misdemeanor in office for which you could im- 
peach him, and the only means ordained in the Constitution of remoy- 
ing that man from office by impeachment virtually falls. Another 
man comes in and he is corrupt; it is obvious that he is corrupt. He 
abuses the powers of his office, the high trust in him, and you go to 
the Honse of Representatives to get articles of impeachment voted 

inst him. That body of three hundred and twenty-five men have 
so much to do, so many various cares on their minds, that they will 
not take up the subject; they will not vote the impeachment. It is 
the easiest matter in the world to defer and to delay the inauguration 
of an impeachment in the other House as long as the defendant chooses; 
and when you get it into the Senate we have scarcely time to sit here 
and try impeachments. The result is that the responsibility of the 
judiciary of this country to public sentiment, the responsibility to the 
law, is a dead letter on the statute-book. 

How then is it with the Army officers? If an officer of the Army, 
who is in for life and who is paid, I will admit, a high salary, commits 
some breach of military law or is guilty of some ou against public 
justice, he is tried by a court-martial of his peers in the Army, and we 
find frequently that these men are brought to task in those tribunals 
and they are broken of their offices. 

There are two classes of persons in the United States who hold office 
for life, the Army, which the Constitution and Rules and Articles of War 
provide shall have a speedy method of getting rid of bad material, and 
the judiciary, who when they are once fastened upon the country are 
fastened upon it for good and all. 

I think in view of these facts we ought to be chary about increasing 
the stipend of the judges, and I think particularly when we do come 
to inerease their salaries by as much as $1,500 to each judge per annum 
we should say to them and to the country, ‘‘This act is not to take 
effect in your favor until are willing to bring your claim before 
the Senate of the United States for an investigation into your conduct; 
and if the President of the United States shall appoint you and the 
Senate shall confirm you to this office, after a investigation into 
your judicial career, then well done, good and faithful servant, we will 
give you your reward; we will give you the $1,500 a year in addition.” 
As we are moving in a new direction and as weare a tremendous 
step to the front in favor of all the judges in the United States, when 
we are giving to some judges $1,500 a year additional salary who do 
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not do throughout the year thirty days’ work upon the bench, it is 
well enough for us to say in behalf of the people of this country that 
those judges shall receive it who are willing to take it at the expense 
of the resignation of their commissions, to the reputation which 
they have earned and the confidence which they have gained while 
they have been employed in their high offices for an appointment by 
the President and a confirmation by the Senate. 

If I were making this argument for the first time during the Presi- 
dency of a Democrat in the White House, perhaps I might be suspected 
of a desire to draw within the appointing power the judges in the 
United States; but thissame question came up under Mr. Arthur’s ad- 
ministration, when I supposed, as the world supposed, that the chances 
were about even as to whether there would be a Democratic ora Re- 
publican administration hereafter, and I wanted to give this power to 
a Republican President in order that the Senate of the United States 
might have some chance, when conferring benefits and favors in a large 
degree upon the judges, to say whether they were worthy of them in 
the estimation of the country. 

Now, when wereflect that after this proposed law goes on the statute- 
book it is to stay there and that we can not afterward reduce the sal- 
ary, when it is to be a law that will be irrevocable as long as this coun- 
try continues, for that will be the effect of it, an irrepealable law, I say 
that we ought to take advantage of this opportunity to have a re-ex- 
amination into the character and the conduct of the judges who are on 
the district bench of the United States, and we should say to them, 
‘You shall not take this increase of pay unless you resign and are re- 
appointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate.” 

I argue the two propositions together, although the one is not pre- 
sented in the amendment that I am at present offering to the Senate, 
for the reason that they stand united in principle, and it is not right 
that we should give this additional salary to the judges without giving 
to the people some opportunity to have the bench purged of bad and 
inefficient material. every Senator on this floor rise and say in his 
place that the judge who presides in the district court of his district or 
of his State is a man who is worthy and well qualified? I could not. 

Without the slightest reference to the political phase that has been 
injected into the district court of the United States and all the other 
courts by the fact of the long dominance of the Republican party in this 
country, it has turned out in practice that during the period of agita- 
tion after the war as well as during the war some men have found places 
upon the bench of the United States who are not worthy. They are 
men who I believe would not be willing to resign their offices for the 
purpose or with the expectation of being reappointed by the President 
and reconfirmed by the Senate. If they are men of that kind letthem 
remain under a ialay of $3,500. If they are not, if they have earned 
a larger sum, in the estimation of the Senate of the United States, bya 
worthy course in office and they resign, whether they are Democrats or 
whether they are Republicans, they will find every man in the Senate 
voting for their confirmation and glad to do it. 

Mr. President, the people of Alabama have their part of the taxation 
to pay for the judge in my district. We are not exempt from taxation 
because we are poor. Underthe burden of tariff regulations and laws, 
being large consumers and manufacturing but little, we pay large 
amounts of money into the Treasury of the United States out of that 
three hundred millions of cotton crop that we produce annually besides 
other things which we produce there. So we are tax-payers and we are 
very much interested in it. It makes no difference to the Alabama 
farmer or planter whether he hasto pay the money out of his pocket to 
the tax-gatherer of the State or whether he pays it through a tariff into 
the Treasury. It is the question of the amount, whether he is able to 
bear it or not, that affects him. And our people understand perfectly 
well that they are tax-payers, and that when you raise the salary of the 
district judge in Alabama from $3,500 to $5,000 a year they have to pay 
their aliquot part of this taxation. 

Now, sir, let me give you a little of the history of that State with a 
view to justify the vote that I feel compelled to give on this floor upon 
this bill. After the war and reconstruction had terminated and the peo- 
ple of that State for the first time got their government into their own 
hands, they adopted a constitution in which they fixed low salaries for 
all their officers, the judiciary, the executive officers, all the officers. 
The expenses of the State government of Alabama, exclusive of the 
school fund to which we appropriate liberally, do not exceed a million 
and a quarter of dollars a year, and that pays the interest on every dol- 
lar of money that we owe. A million and a quarter a year! Yetour 
people feelin that State that the burden of that taxation is pretty heavy. 
They would be very glad indeed to see it lightened, in view of the fact 
that their industries are not all very profitable, not certainly very money- 
making. They fixed the salary of the chief-justice of the supreme 
court of the State at $3,500; they fixed the of the associate jus- 
tices at $3,000; they fixed the salary of the circuit judgesand of the chan- 
cellors at $2,000; and there is not a man on the circuit or chancery bench 
or supreme court bench of Alabama to-day who is not a superior lawyer 
to the district judge of the United States in that State, who gets $3,500— 
notone, ~ 


Now is it to be expected of me that I shall vote to tax those people to 
raise that man’s salary from $3,500 a year to $5,000 when my ownState _ 
in her earnest desire to build up her prosperity—more than that, sir, to 
write her glory upon the escutcheon which as yet has never a tar- 
nish—is it expected of me that I shall under these circumstances vote 
to give to the district judge of the United States $5,000 a year out of 
the pockets of those people as a salary when her constitution forbids 
that her governor and her chief-justice of the supremecourt shall have 
more than $3,500 unless it is voted by a two-thirds majority of both 
branches of the General Assembly? 

I am willing to meet the Senators on a fair standard. As there are 
some cases in the United States where doubtless the salary ought to be 
increased, I am willing to go $500 on the present salary all around, 
make it $4,000; and then you have got, as I remember, but two judges 
in the United States who get any more. A judge in California gets 
$5,000, and I believe that one of the judges in New York gets $4,500. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. One in Louisiana gets $4,500. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, and onein California gets $5,000; but the high- 
est salary now paid a New York district United States judge is $4,500, 
and so as to the other judges in the large cities; but an allowance is 
made by statute for judges who preside in certain cities. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; who go out of their districts, 

Mr. MORGAN. We can very easily provide for those cases. If we 
can provide for judges who go out of their districts so as to meet the 
contingencies which were not expected when those gentlemen were 
placed upon the bench, we can very easily add to their salaries such a 
daily stipend as we may vote when they are presiding in court in such 
cities as New York, Philadelphia, Boston, Saint Louis, Chicago, Cin- 
cinnati, and so on—expensive places. But is there any reason why we 
should go among the judges who have very little to do, who have no 
admiralty jurisdiction, but exercise almost a nominal discharge of duty 
upon the bench—is there any reason why we should go among them 
and give them all $5,000a year? Iam willing to equalize them all up 
to $4,000 a year, and that is as far as I am willing to go, and I should 
very much prefer that in doing that the Senate would also adopt the 
proposition, which I expect to offer next, that this shall have a pros- 
pective operation. 

Sir, we have introduced a prospective feature into this bill, and the 
Senate came very near voting it into a retrospective feature. If we 
make the bill prospective as to those officers who may be hereafter ap- 
pointed by their kinspeople, why not make it prospective also in regard 
to the judges who shall have the benefit of this law? Itis no discredit 
to a judge to say to him, ‘‘ You can not get this salary while you hold 
the office that you took when it was paid only $3,500. . It is no dis- 
credit to a judge to say to him, ‘‘If you want to get the increased com- 
pensation you must resign and take the chances of a reappointment 
and a reconfirmation.’’ It might be unpleasant to him if we should 
pass a law of this kind and he should refuse to resign, but that would 
be his own matter. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Mississippi who sits on my left 
[Mr. GEORGE], when a bill just like this, when this bill in fact, was 
before the Senate in 1884, with his accustomed industry and careful- 
ness, brought up the history of these appropriations, I think from the 
foundation of the Government, and spread it upon the record of the 
Senate. Idesire to have the Secretary read what the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi said on that occasion in order that it may go into the RECORD 
again to refresh the minds of Senators upon this question. I could 
add nothing toit by comments upon it, and I certainly can not improve 
it by trying to state any additional facts. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Alabama says that he does not 
object toa motion to adjourn in order that he may conciude his remarks 
at the next sitting of the Senate. Therefore, if agreeable, I make the 
motion that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. HOAR. Lhope we may finish this bill. I understood the Senator 
from Alabama that when the extract was read he would have finished 
his speech. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very nearly. 

Mr. HOAR. I made the same request of him, intending to make a 
motion to adjourn if he desired. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Alabama has an amendment to 
offer, and I confess I should like to see that amendment. I have not 
as yet seen it. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam afraid that what the Senator from South Carolina 
desires to see is not the amendment, but his dinner. [Laughter.] I 
recognize the force of the suggestion. 

Mr. BUTLER. I admit very frankly that I am very anxious to see 
my dinner, and at the same time very anxious to see the amendment. 
I do not know which has the preponderance, but it is now after 5 
o'clock. 

Mr. HOAR. With the leave of the Senator I will consent to an ad- 
journment. . Indeed, I make the motion myself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator 
moves that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5o’clock and 8 minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


THURSDAY, January 14, 1886. 


The House met at120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ESTIMATES FOR COLLECTING THE REVENUE, 1887. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting estimates for collecting the revenue for the 
year 1887; also a statement of expenses and of collections in the sev- 
eral customs districts for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885; which 
was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and ordered to be printed. 

REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 


The SPEAKER also, under the rule, laid before the House Senate 
bills; which were severally read twice, and referred as follows, namely: 

A bill (S. 671) making an appropriation for the purchase of the late 
Produce Exchange building and the site, bounded by Whitehall, Pearl, 
Moore, and Water streets, New York city, for army purposes—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 16) forthe relief of J. A. Wilson, administrator of the estate 
of Gregory Jarrett, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PEOPLE’S NATIONAL BANK, LAWRENCEBURG, IND. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take up 
Senate bill No. 128, to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to issue a 
duplicate certificate of deposit to the People’s National Bank, of Law- 
renceburg, Ind., and put it upon its passage now, instead of referring it 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

This bill is manifestly a proper one and should be passed promptly. 
It comes from the Ways and Means Committee and the members of 
that committee it as a proper one to pass. It has been greatly 
delayed and should be acted upon promptly. At the last session of 
Congress it passed both Houses, but at a very late hour in the session, 
and failed to reach the President for his signature. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. This bill was fully considered by the 
Committee on Ways and Means and was passed by them at the last 
RTS There is no question but that the bill ought to pass without 

elay. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request of the gentle« 
man from Indiana for unanimous consent to consider the bill now, in- 
stead of referring it to the Committee on Banking and Currency. Is 
there objection to the request of the gentleman from Indiana? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was eget oo taken from the Speaker’s table, read a first 
and second time, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


It is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to issue and cause to be issued to the People’s National 
Bank of Lawrenceburg, Ind., a duplicate certificate of deposit numbered E 
35988, for the sum of $10,000, issued by the assistant treasurer of the United States 
at Cincinnati to the People’s National Bank of Lawrenceburg, Ind., upon such 
evidence of loss, and upori execution of such bonds of indemnity to the United 
Maen Legg under such regulations in regard to issue and payment as he shall 
pi 5 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
poset; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. « 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. , 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. BOYLE to withdraw 
from the files of the House the papers in the matter of the claim of §. 
Dillinger & Son without leaving copies. - 

THE FISHERIES. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privileged report 
from the Select Committee on Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 
I am directed by the committee to report back the resolution which 
was lately referred to them and recommend its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Select Committee on Ship-building and Ship-owning In- 
terests be and hereby is directed to inquire what, ifany, f.cislation will promote 
the interests of the American marine employed in the fisheries, and report by 
bill or otherwise. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The committee recommend the adoption of the 
resolution. e 

Mr. REAGAN. While I shall raise no objection at this time, I am 
unable to understand what connection the Committee on Ship-building 
and Ship-owning Interests have with the subject of this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. This isa resolution which has been already referred 
to that committee, and is by them reported back to the House. 

Mr. REAGAN. The reference was not a proper one in the first in- 


ce. 
The SPEAKER. The resolution is subject, of course, to amendment, 


and the House may direct any other committee of the House to con- 
sider the subject-matter embodied in it. 

Mr. REAGAN.. Iam not disposed to offer an amendment; but, as I 
have said, I do not think it was a proper reference in the first instance. 
I am opposed to this reference of matters to committees not properly 
haying jurisdiction, There are committees of the House which have 
power to consider such subjects, and to them all such subjects should 
be referred. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution 
reported by the gentleman from Maine. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. DINGLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate agreed to the amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill of the Senate, No. 602, to legalize the election of the 
Territorial Legislative Assembly of Wyoming. 

It also announced the passage of bills and a joint resolution of the 
following tifles, in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was requested, namely: - 

A bill (S. i for the relief of B. Jennings; 

_A bill (S. 87 for the relief of Thomas B. Miller, of Washington Ter- 


ritory; 

A bill (S. 163) releasing the estate of the late Frank Soulé, late col- 
lector of internal revenue for the first district of the State of California, 
and his sureties on his official bond; 

A bill (S. 178) for the relief of Ida A, Richardson, Caroline A. Urqu- 
hart, and Cora A. Slocomb as heirs at law of Cora A. Slocomb, deceased, 
Ida A. Richardson, and Caroline Augusta Urquhart; 

A bill (S. 193) for the relief of John Hollins McBlair; 

A bill (S. 214) for the relief of Oscar Eastmond and James W. Atwill; 
A bill (S. 216) to authorize the Secretary of War to furnish certifi- 
cates of di to certain members of the Missouri Home Guard; 

A bill (S. 218) to confirm the title to certain lands in Platt County, 
Missouri, and authorize patents to issue therefor to Kinsey B. Cecil; 

A bill (S. 221) for the relief of Alex. Smiley; 

A bill (S. 296) for the relief of the legal representative of John Hat- 


field, deceased; 

A bill 377) ting a pension to Mathias Leckner; 

A bill (S 389) for the relief of the heirs and legal representative of 
Robert J. Baugness, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 424) giving a military record to Alex. Francesco, deceased; 
+ A bill (S. 506) for the relief of Emerson Etheridge and William B. 

tokes; 

A bill (S. a for the relief of Betts, Nichols & Co. ; 

A bill (S. 767) for the relief of John Leathers; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 19) directing copies of the official letter-books 
of the executive department of the State of North Carolina to be fur- 
nished to said State. 


i PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 
Mr. WELLBORN, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, Thatall committees having jurisdiction of general appropriation bills 
be authorized to have printed and bound for their use such documents as they 
may deem necessary in connection with subjects referred to them during the 
present Congress, 


LUTHER F. WORDER. 

Mr. HOWARD, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 82) for the relief of Luther F. Worder; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Accounts, and ordered 
to be pifñted. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will now proceed, under the rule, to call 

standing and select committees for reports. 
ALEXANDER P. STEWART. 

Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 1318 for the relief of Alexander P. Stewart, a bill 
(H. R. 3846) to remove the disabilities of Alexander P. Stewart, of 
La Fayette County, Mississippi; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill (H. R. 1318) was laid upon the table. 


VICTOR BEAUBOUCHER. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1008) for the relief of 
Victor Beauboucher; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 5 
The call of the select and standing committees and of the commis- 
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sions and committees authorized by statute to report to the House was 
continued and concluded, no further reports being 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will now call the under 
clause 5, Rule XXIV, for the considerationof such bills as may be in- 
dicated by them. The call will be for one hour, beginning at twenty- 
three minutes after 12 o’clock m. 


DISTRIBUTION OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


The Committee on Ways and Means was called. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, my object being to 
reach the resolution for the distribution of the President’s annual mes- 


sage. j 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House isin Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the resolution 
CA the President’s annual message. The resolution will be 


Ihe resolution was read. 

[It has been already printed in the RECORD in the proceedings of the 
12th instant. ] 0- 

Mr. MORRISON. I move that the resolution be reported to the 
Fouse with the recommendation that it be adopted. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr, SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the ole House 
on the state of the Union, to yee was referred a resolution distributing 
the President’s message to the te committees, had had the 
same under consideration, and instructed him to report it back to 
the House with the recommendation that it be adopted. 

Mr. MORRISON. The resolution has just been read in Committee 
of the Whole. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of it at this 
time be with. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MORRISON. I = the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was scoped. 

Mr. MORRISON m to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INTEREST ON JUDGMENTS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The Committee on the Judiciary was called. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I call up from the House Calendar for consider- 
ation the bill (H. R. 3253) to amend section 1090 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to interest on hare ac rendered by the Court of Claims. 

The bill was read, as fo) 


Be it enacted, &c., That section 1090 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
be, and is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

*Sec, 1090. In cases where the a ent appealed from is in favor of the 
claimant, or the same is affirmed pegnnry eri interest thereon at the 
rate of 5 per cent. shall be allowed gens the date oe een to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury for payment as aforesaid ; Peo no interest shall be allowed 
ADIRIS the rmance unless presented ‘for payment to the Secretary of 

the Treasury as aforesaid.” 


Mr. HAMMOND. I call for the reading of the 
The report made by Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, was read as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3253) 
relating to payment of interest in the Court of Claims, submitted the following 


a bill under consideration is in the words of a bill unanimously re 

for passage by the Judiciary Committee of the House in the a varty-aavent Con- 

mae ae snp áth of February, 1882, oror aroaren this bill the rate of interest to 

© by final judgments ted States was in that bill © per cent. 

or in n this it is 3 per cent. That bili the House unanimously on the 

th of February, 1883. It was refe to the Committee on the Judiciary in 
the Senate, but no report was made thereon. 

As some objection might now be raised to paying on judgments a higher rate 
of interestthan that paid by the United States, your committee have putthe rate 
at 3 per cent. only to avoid such objections. 
ecg s! an aerie pri thee N. J. Hammon, of the 

„asto necessity for this legislation 
(see Report 353, first session Dorana Congress, to accompany bill H. R. 
701). Te is is as follows: 
seer The act of March 3, 1863, ch. 92, sec. 7 (12 U. S. Stat., 776), provided as fol- 

Nt Tn all cases of final Ln pret hewn aay te oron nage Aa the an reme 
pourte tab an te same sal l be affirmed in favor of caimant, ese sum due 

ereby o os wppropriatio —~ w for the pay- 
ment and satisfaction of private claims srana to the P og) festa of the 
‘Treasury of a copy of said ju hero certi ed by the clerk of said Court of 


— pena by the ustice, or, in his absence, by the presiding judge 
d co; 


onai ‘And in cases where the judgment premo Court, in isin favor of said claimant, 
or the same is ute aah | th Dy obey thereon at the rate 
pha per cent. shall be all t peop an resaid; but no interest 
of the yment as afo 

subsequent to the mor payme unless presented for payment to 
the Treas as aforesaid, 

“Section 1090 of the Revised Statutes of the United States is as follows: 

*“ ‘In cases where the ju ent a; poran favor of the claimant, and 
the same is affirmed by the Supreme Court, interest thereon at the rate of 5 per 


The committee ado; 
Committee on the J 


cent, shall be allowed from the date of its tation to the Secretary of the 
Treasury for payment as aforesaid; butno interest shall be allowed ey recat 

B oranes unless presented for payment to the Secretary of the Treasury 
as aforesa’ 

“The first sentence of the act of 1863, quoted above, pet orang for payment of 

pamana Sir the United States, whenever either in the Court of 

ms (of which that statute was the basis), or, if appealed from b; Bok | the United 
States, made final by affirmance in the Supreme Court of the United States, and 
makes the sche te seein simple and prompt. 

“The second sentence of the act of i - above wore duoa provided for payment of 
interest ne and after notice of either of uly served upon the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. In transferring the quoted law into the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States it was made sections 1089 and 1090. But in section 1090 
the ‘or’ after ‘claimant’ was changed .to ‘and,’ This the law, in 
the letter, so that no interest can be collected on a final ju —— 
United States in said pgp ASON TTSS APPIE SO it is also ed 
the Supreme Court, Atleast this is the construction of ‘the 
ment. nP Under that construction the United States may simply appeal in every 
case, with or without meritorious ground for appeal, Put the o! nt to the de- 
lay and expense of having the cause docketed and dismissed by the claimant 
under rule of the Supreme Court, or, worse, wait till the cause ie about to be 
heard and withdraw the a and save interest ad interim. For there is no 


there is nojudgmentof the Supreme Courtaflirming the judgment below, Such 
a construct SENT ayee violence tothe intention of law and to justice 
claimants who obtain judgments against it on its 


sss 


contracts, ‘After any final j tdgment by its own Court of Clai 
thereof served n the ; the 1e Frensury, itis 


upon Secretary of is right forthe 
to pay interest, sse it shows ht omg om to be wrong. It waz Do 
ly right for Ean So tiled oredr bi iyi ma ey 
should pay out no persons asing lain statutory authority. 

“ We suppose that the revisers did not intend to produce such an absurdity, but 
meant to say, ‘In cases where the judgment ed from is in favor of the 
claimant, and in cases where the same is affirm the Supreme Court, interest 
thereon ayasa rate of 5 per cent, shall be allowed,’ &c.; that is, on the original 


j ay pe accordingly we report a bill changing section 1090 to read as it did in the 


act of 1863.” 
The bill so reported the House on the 17th of May, 1854, but we believe 


was not acted upon in cerren 
We recommend the passage of ‘this bill. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The report explains fully the reason for this bill. 
Under the law as it was originally in 1863 final reroll ce 
the United States bore 5 per cent. interest. Itis thought proper, inas- 
much as there is but 3 per cent. interest on other matters, to ave this 
bill amended by striking out “5” and inserting “‘ 3.” 

I suppose it is useless to make any remarksin addition to what is con- 
tained in the report in favor of the passage of this bill. Itwas passed 
unanimously in the Forty-seventh Congress and was passed unani- 
mously in the Forty-eighth Congress upon like reports. It failed to be- 


„come a law because it was not reached in the Senate. This is simply 


the word ‘‘and ” back to the word “‘or,’’ and making the law in 
the Revised Statutes what it was by the act of 1863. In some way,for 
some reason, in the codification the word ‘‘or’’ was dropped and the 
word ‘‘and’’ substituted, and the Departments have held that before 
any final judgments against the United States on its own contract ob- 
tained in its own court can bear interest there must be a union of the 
two things—a judgment below plus anaflirmanceabove. That certainly 
= not the intentionof the law. Unlesssome gentlemen are desirous 

ng on the subject pro or con I will consume no further time. 

Me WARNER. of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, there was a portion of the 
Revit just made by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] 
which I did not distinctly hear, the portion relating to the effect of the 
substitution of the word Mand” for the word-‘‘or’’ in the bill, and I 
will ask him to repeat it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, the effect is this: Under the law 
of 1863 it is previded that any final judgment, either in the Supreme 
Court or the Court of Claims, after certified copy thereof delivered to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, shall bear 5 per cent. intereste r- 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I understand that. 

Mr. HAMMOND. But in codifying the law the word ‘‘or’’ was in 
some way changed to the word ‘“‘and,’’ so that it now reads: ‘‘ A judg- 
ment final in the court below and affirmed in the court above;’’ and the 
Department has held that until the two things concur the creditor can 
get no interest, which is manifestly unjust. 

Mr, Speaker, I now move the amendment reported by the commit- 
tee, to strike out the word ‘‘five’’ and insert the word '‘three,’’ so as 
to make the interest 3 per cent. instead of 5 per cent.; and I call the 
previous question upon the passage of the bill. 

The previous question hep ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the amendment was 

Whe bill a6 CAAMA wan coool to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. HAMMOND moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ASCERTAINMENT OF FACTS IN PRIVATE CLAIMS. 


Mr. SPRINGER: Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee 
on Claims to call up the resolution reported by me from the Committee 


: on Claims, which I ask to have read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be instructed to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of passing general laws for the ascertainment of the facts in all private 
measures rot person, Beyer tribunal before action by Congress; and also 
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iety of prohibiting the adjudication of private claims or relief measures by 
Congress, with power to report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask that the report also be read. 
The report (by Mr. SPRINGER) was read, as follows: 
The Commitee on Claims, to whom was referred the following resolution, 


namely: 
“Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be instructed to in 


into the expe- 

diency Or saxon! general laws for the asce: t of the in all vate 
measures by some judicial tribunal before action by Congress ; and also pro- 
or relief measures by 


Be ot Dennen bes een earns renee 
havine had the se einer ader aaor pa report as follows : 

Under the new rules adopted at this the number of bills referred to 
the Committee on Claims is much ter than heretofore, and the committee 
find it utterly impossible, with the limited time at the disposal of the respective 
members, to properly consider each case referred to them upon its merits, and are 
also fully aware of the fact that it is equally impossible for the House to 
of the cases should they be reported for consideration. Therefore the committee 
have thought it advisable to A ipren first to consider some general plan for dis- 
posing of a great portion of the business now referred to them and which will, 
in the course of the session, be referred to them, With this object in view, the 
Pade report the resolution back, with the recommendation that it be 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, Iask that the resolution be read again. 

The Clerk again read the resolution. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. SPRINGER] is 
entitled to the floor. = 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to cut the gentleman 
off if he wishes to make any remark upon this resolution. 

Mr. TUCKER.. Mr. Speaker, I desire simply to offer an amendment 
to the resolution. I move tostrike out the word ‘‘claims’’ where the 
resolution provides that the Committee on Claims shall be instructed 
to inquire into this matter, and to insert the word ‘‘ judiciary,’’ so as 
to provide that the inquiry shall be made by the Committee on the 
Judiciary. Not only was this question before the Committee on the 
Judiciary at the last session, but it seems to me that that is the proper 
committee, under the rules, to consider a measure like this and to de- 
vise means by which these private claims shall be adjudicated prior to 
being passed upon by Congress. That isa matter clearly within the 
jurisdiction of the Committee on the Judiciary; and, as a number of 
bills have been referred to that committee having this general object 
in view, and as the question was before that committee in the last Con- 

, I hope that the amendment I have proposed will be adopted. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Virginia [ Mr. TUCKER ] moves 
to amend the resolution by striking out the word ‘‘claims’’ and insert- 
ing the word “‘judiciary,’’ the effect of which will be to direct the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to make the proposed inquiry. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I hope that motion will not prevail. 
I desire simply that this matter should be referred to some committee 
that will takeit up and perfect a measure upon the subject at the earliest 
time practicable. Iknow of no committee of the House thatisso likely 
to dothat work promptly as the Committee on Claims, upon which, under 
the rules, now devolves the duty of considering the vast number of pri- 
vate claims already introduced and that will be introduced before this 
Congress adjourns. è 

In order to show the magnitude of the business coming before the 
House, and the necessity for prompt action on this subject, I call at- 
tention to the number of bills that have been introduced in the two 
Houses during the last five Congresses. In the Forty-fourth Congress 
there were introduced and referred in the Senate and the House together 
bills and joint resolutions to the number of 6,157; in the Forty-fifth 
Congress, 8,804; in the Forty-sixth, 10,095; in the Forty-seventh, 
10,704; and in the Forty-eighth, 11,443; making in the five Congresses 
last past a total of 47,205 bills and joint resolutions. 

During the last session of Congress there were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims for their consideration more than a thousand bills; 
and under the new rules, basing our estimate upon the number already 
referred, there will be per twelve hundred or fifteen hundred re- 
ferred to that committee during this Con It is absolutely impos- 
sible for any committee of this House, with so large an amount of busi- 
ness imposed upon it, to do justice to the claimants and to the Govern- 
ment, In view of this the Committee on Claims desired at an early 
day to perfect and bring to the attention of the House some measures 
& the purpose of adjudicating private claims in other tribunals than 

mgress. 

The present occupantof the chair, when as Speaker of the last House 
he made an address upon declaring the House adjourned sine die, used 
the language which I will ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Very few, even among those who are best acquainted with our legislative his- 
tory, have an adequate conception of the increased labors and responsibilities 
devolved upon Congress by the events of the last quarter ofa century ; and none, 
I am sure, who have not had actual experience can fully appreciate the difficul- 
tes attending the transaction of business in a body so large as this. 

In the First Congress the House of Representatives consisted of only sixty- 
seven members—less than the present membership ofthe Senate. Now there are 
three hundred and twenty-five, besides the Delegates from the Territories. From 
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1 general 


that half century. At present each one of our princi 
appropriation bills embraces as much manatas the whole amountof the net or- 


many as di 
the first nine or ten years of its 


riekla ge the spelifie oljecie to be anvestiguied andl edel aey ior ty th 
ce; e o an or ose 
bills have so increased in number that it has become a very considerable task 


even to enumerate them, 
Although this House has passed a larger number of bills than any ofits pred- 
sat for alonger time, itis not at all 


ecessors, except ‘perhaps one or two w 
gentlemen, in view of the facts just mentioned, that it should be com- 
j to leave a very large pe of the measures presented. 
tis evident that unless some constitutional or, 1 lative provision can be 
adopted which will relieve Congress from the consideration of all, or at least a 
large part, of the local and private measures which now occupy the time of the 
co! ttees and fill the calendars of the two Houses, the percentage of business 
left here POT of at each adjournment must continue to increase from year to 
ear, It is not reasonable to suppose that an alteration of the Constitution can 
effected, but it is worthy of serious consideration whether a (ener law might 
not be enacted which would authorize the several Executive Departments and 
the courts of justice to hear and determine these matters under such rules and 
regulations as would r TEES eNe the interests of the Government and at the 
same time secure to the citizen a more expeditious and appropriate remedy than 
is now afforded. If this shall be done, time and opportunity will be afforded 
here for the deliberate consideration of those pt public questions which the 
Constitution has committed to the legislative department, and something might 
be done to promote the welfare of the whole people without neglecting the spe- 
cial interests of any, 


Mr. SPRINGER. Underthe rules, the Committee on Claims has now 
jurisdiction of all proposed legislation relating to private and domestic 
claims; but under the resolution which is proposed the committee would 
have the right to report a bill covering war claims as well as other pri- 
vate claims. It was for the purpose of having a uniform system on this 
subject that our committee desired to have jurisdiction of the whole mat- 
ter. Thereis no disposition to take away from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary a subject which they might also consider; and if that committee 
will goto work and bringin a bill for this purpose I shall be delighted 
when it comes before the House to assist them in securing its passage. Our 
purpose is not to interfere in any manner whatever with the jurisdic- 
tion of that committee, but only to insure that such a measure as this 
resolution contemplates shall at an early day come before this House 
for consideration. If the two committees should simultaneously direct 
their attention to this subject and the Judiciary Committee should come 
in first with its bill, I shall take great pleasure, as I have already inti- 
mated, in assisting the honorable chairman of that committee [Mr. 
TUCKER] and other gentlemen in perfecting that legislation. 

I hope that instead of spending our time now in contending about 
questions of jurisdiction we shall go to work and perfect measures 
which will relieve Congress of this great and burden of pri- 
vate legislation. That is my sole object; and the committee, which is 
threatened with a deluge of bills of this description, and every member 
of which would have his time consumed in a very unsatisfactory inves- 
tigation of measures of this class during the whole Congressif we should 
enter upon such an undertaking, can certainly be relied upon to bring 
speedily into this House some general measureon this subject. Ihope, 

erefore, the gentleman from Virginia will withdraw his amendment 
and allow this resolution to pass. í 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. 8 er— 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
Yie ODEN. Mo Speak T hope the geaten trea Virgini 

5 : 5 er, ope the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. TUCKER] will see the propriety of withdrawing his amendment 
to this resolution reported by the Committee on Claims. The object 
sought by the resolution is simply the preparation and formulation of 
legislation looking tothe establishment of a judicial tribunal to which 

these private claims may be transferred for judicial investigation 
and determination. If any committee of this House is interested in the 
draughting and adoption of such legislation it is certainly the Commit- 
tee onClaims. The only object it has in view, I repeat, is the prepara- 
tion for presentation to the House of a bill seeking this end, which bill, 
subsequently to its presentation, might properly be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. There is no intention on the part of the Com- 
mittee on Claims to usurp the rights and powers properly lodged with 
the Judiciary Committee. Our only purpose is to facilitate the adop- 
tion of such legislation as will take from Congress the adjudication of 
private claims and transfer them to some judicial tribunal for settle- 
ment. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Unlessthe gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] 
desires to speak I will call the previous question; and if he does wish 
to submit any remarks, I will ask unanimous consent that this matter 
go over until to-morrow, in order that a measure of greater importance 
may come now before the House. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no! > 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Let us not ‘‘ make two bites of a cherry.” 

The SPEAKER. To-morrow is set apart by the rules for the con- 
sideration of private bills. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I merely desired that the bill in regard to the 
Presidential succession might come up at this time; and for that pur- 

I will now withdraw the report, as I have a right to do, I believe. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I object to that. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is now pending and under consid- 
ation before the House. 

Mr. TUCKER. The jurisdiction of the Committee on the Judiciary 
is overall matters relating to judicial procedure; the jurisdiction of the 
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Committee on Claims, to legislation in reference to private claims. I | tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 


suppose it never was intended, and no such construction can be given 
to the rules, to give to the Committee on Claims the regulation of ju- 
dicial procedure. Now, sir, this matter the gentleman from Illinois 
says the Committee on Claims are very much interested in. Until 
some act regulating the procedure in reference to these claims 
the Committee on Claims ought to busy itself with the adjudication of 
claims that are before it. They have abandoned that duty for the pur- 
pose of maturing a bill for a plan of procedure in reference to these 
claims. The result will be that private claims referred to that com- 
mittee will be neglected, and they will be maturing a bill which will 
come in and pass Leben & at the close of this Congress. In the mean 
time the private claims before that committee will be entirely neglected. 

A MEMBER, As they have been. 

Mr. TUCKER. Ihave no particular desire to claim for my com- 
mittee any more than the rules require, but I do think it is just to this 
House it should consider this committee has charge of the judicial pro- 
cedure in all the courts of the United States. But the proposition of 
the gentleman from Illinois is that some scheme should be devised by 
which these private claims should be adjudicated ina judicial procedure 
before they shall come before Congress at all. Well, if that does not 
belong to the Judiciary Committee I am at loss to know what does. 
Therefore I insist on my amendment and hope it will be passed to sub- 
stitute the word ‘“‘judiciary’’ for the word ‘‘claims’’ wherever it oc- 
curs in the resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will state to the gentleman from Virginia that 
the Bowman act in reference to the adjudication of claims was reported 
from the Committee on Claims in the Forty-eighth Congress when it 
was passed, and that at the last Congress a similar bill was considered 
by the Committee on Claims in this House. ‘ 

Mr. TUCKER. I will say to the gentleman in reference to the Bow- 
man bill that it has been a dead letter ever since and has been of no 
practical use, because a committee other than the one the House con- 
stituted for the purpose of devising judicial procedure, had the consid- 
eration of it. I thank the gentleman from Illinois for his suggestion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will now move the previous question. 

Mr. BURROWS. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Virginia 
if this matter has not been already referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. TUCKER. Istatedin my remarks when first up that a number 
of bills have been referred to the Committee on the Judiciary on this 
very subject, and gentlemen around me who were on the committee 
Jast year will remember we were maturing a plan at the last session 
of Congress to submit all these claims to adjudication before they ever 
came to Congress. 

Mr. LANHAM. Was that materialized? 

Mr. TUCKER. No, it was not; but the gentleman knows very well 
that here in Congress— 

The best laid schemes o’ mice and men 
Gang aft a-gley. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The same bill was referred to the Committee on 
Claims at the last session of Congress. It has been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims at this session. The Committee on Claims certainly 
has jurisdiction over the claims which have been referred to it. 

Mr. TUCKER, I think it is very desirable the House should set- 
tle this, as there are two committees attending to the same business to 
which the matter properly belongs. Ido not think there is enough 
time for any one of the committees to attend to more than properly 
belongs to it. The House, therefore, should determine the matter 
whether the Committee on the Judiciary or the Committee on Claims 
should regulate the procedure in reference to these judicial matters. 

Mr.SPRINGER. One word in reference to the gentleman’s remark. 
The gentleman’s committee has had measures of this kind before it 
ever since I have been here, and he has been chairman of it for the sec- 
ond time—— 

Mr. TUCKER. The gentleman anticipates the honor for me, as I 
have only been chairman of it for one Congress. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I will say he would have improved the 
committee if he had been there all the time. 

Mr. TUCKER. Iam much obliged to the gentleman. 

Mr. SPRINGER. My object was to have this matter brought be- 
fore the House as soon as possible, and when it gets here I will expect 
the attention and co-operation of the members of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee as well as of the other members of the House in maturing 
and passing this most necessary legislation. I now demand the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think it is proper and just to say that while 
the Judiciary Committee may have had the matter before it they never 
had until this session any real power of action. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question tirst recurred on Mr. TuCKER’s amendment. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 100, noes not counted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As it is important to get through with this matter 
in the hour I will waive any further count. : 

The resolution as amended was then adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 


on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRESIDENTIAL SUCCESSION, 


Mr. CALDWELL (when the Select Committee on the Election of 
President and Vice-President was called). Mr. Speaker, I now call up 
the bill reported from the Committee on the Election of President and 
Vice-President, Senate bill 471, to provide for the performance of the 
duties of President in case of the removal, death, resignation, or ina- 
bility both of the President and Vice-President. 

I desire, if I can, before proceeding with the consideration of this bill, 
to arrange with gentlemen who may be opposed to its passage in refer- 
ence to the extent of time that will be required for the discussion. I 
understand we go on under the rule now for one hour. 

The SPEAKER. Not for a full hour, but to complete the hour this 
morning, a partof which has been already consumed in the call of other 
committees. If the matter is not disposed of at the end of the hour 
the committee will be entitled to one hour’s further consideration on 
the next morning when public business is in order. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Not to-day? 

The SPEAKER. Not to-day. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I wanted to say my opinion is that this question 
has been already discussed, not perhaps on the floor of the House, but 
it has had exhaustive discussion elsewhere at the hands of the people 
and throughout the newspapers of the United States. In that view, I 
am inclined to think a lengthy discussion of it would simply be to thrash 
over the old straw; and I would indicate now, because I want to be 
perfectly candid, that I believe it to be my duty under the instructions 
of the committee at the proper time to call the previous question upon 
the passage of the bill with a view to limiting debate. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Will thegentleman from Tennes- 
see indicate what he regards as a proper time? 

Mr. CALDWELL. Iam perfectly free to hear suggestions from other 
gentlemen, and shall endeavor as far as I can to conform my action to 
their views. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I desire to say to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee that it seems to me he is mistaken in supposing that this bill 
has been already much discussed. It has been discussed elsewhere, it 
is true, to some extent, but the bill which received discussion at the 
hands of the public was a bill differing very essentially from this. 
There is an important omission that needs to be supplied in this bill 
before it is enacted into law. 

Mr. CALDWELL. ‘Then I will be compelled to take such course as 
I think proper in reference to the discussion. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Very well. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I will ask the gentleman who introduced the 
minority report if he will be kind enough to indicate what time would 
satisfy him? 

Mr, COOPER. Iamsatisfied, as far as I am concerned, with the time 
allowed under the rule; but I am informed by a number of gentlemen 
around me that they desire to discuss the bill, and I prefer that they 
shall have an opportunity to do so. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Allow me to say to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee that after the morning hour expires to-day there is no other busi- 
ness properly in order, and there may be, by consent, an ment 
renin that this matter can continue during the day beyond the morning 

our. 

Mr. CALDWELL. If that can be done, and that is what I had in 
mind, I will interpose no objection, and I think it likely that between 
now and the hour the House will feel like adjourning ample time will 
be afforded for the discussion. IPfthatwill be satisfactory to gentlemen, 
I will make that request. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I do not wish to be understood as suggesting 
that that should be the limit to the discussion. I only suggest to the 
gentleman that he allow the debate to go on to-day, and probably on 
Saturday, when the question comes up, we can arrange some limit to 
the discussion. For myself, I have no desire to indulge in any opposi- 
tion to the passage of the bill, if the House desires its passage, after a 
suitable discussion. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let me ask, Mr. Speaker, if, after the morning hour 
is disposed of to-day, it would not be in order to ask unanimous con- 
sent to consider this bill? : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that if the consideration of 
the bill is not concluded before the expiration of the hour to-day it will 
go over and be called up in the next morning hour when public busi- 
ness is in order, when it will be in order for consideration for one hour. 
If not then completed it will become unfinished business, and may be 
taken up for consideration at any time, if no other business having pre- 
cedence of it shall be in the way. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Would it not be in order now to place it on the 
Calendar as unfinished business and ask the House to proceed with its 
consideration ? 

Mr. CALDWELL. I prefer another course. I desire to say that if 
the debate shall go on by unanimous consent this evening I will en- 
deavor to act with reasonable fairness and extend the time as far as I 
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think it is necessary to do so; but I do not wish to be understood as 
promising not to call the previous question whenever in my judgment 
it is proper to call it. 

A MEMBER. Not to-day? 

Mr. CALDWELL. To-day orany other day when I may see proper. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentlemen of course has the right to do 
so, and there can be no objection to his exercising the right. 

Mr. EDEN. Mr. Speaker, let me make a parliamentary inquiry. 
If the course suggested by the gentleman from Tennessee be adopted, 
and the debate go on this evening by consent, and the bill is not dis- 
posed of, would we still have an hour on the next day when this com- 
mittee is called? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the suggestion in 
to unanimous consent is made upon the supposition that this bill will 
be considered to-day as if it was still in the morning hour; and it would 
be therefore entitled to this privilege of an hour on the next day when 
the committee is called for such business. Does the gentleman from 
Tennessee now ask unanimous consent to proceed in that manner? 

Mr. CALDWELL. Ido. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks that the con- 
sideration of the bill shall go on to-day as if it were being considered 
in the morning hour. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Since the death of the Vice-President many 
efforts have been notably directed toward the solution of the difficult- 
ies presented in the succession to the Presidential office, and to the 
honor of both parties be it said that the scurvy politician has notably 
kept aloof from this field. The reason doubtless is that it is above his 
habitat, and that it is in a rarer and purer air than he can breathe, be- 
ing above the snow-line, where patriotism, and not partisanism, alone 
can dwell. 

The many measures, joint resolutions, contemplating constitutional 
amendments referred to the Committee on the Election of President 
and Vice-President have not been disregarded or disallowed. All are 
emintntly worthy of consideration, and all, I think I may say, have 
been dictated by an honest and non-partisan desire to solve the prob- 


lem. 

The fathers of the Constitution thought that they had made adequate 
provision in the Constitution of 1787, as well as in the act following it, 
in the act of 1792, They may have done so, but whether they have or 
not is the subject of grave doubts, and a doubt as to the succession toa 
high ag Pe of king, president, or of subordinate, is a serious 
matter. Atoneageof the world such a doubt distracted states, divided 
allegiance, and overthrew the peace of governments. I have an abid- 
ing faith in the patriotism and conservatism of the American people, 
trained as they are by a hundred years of self-government, that they 
would prove themselves equal to any test that could be imposed. But 
the province of the lawmaker is to refrain from subjecting any system 
of government or any grade of intelligence or patriotism to unnecessary 
tests, and to provide as far as may be for the peaceable and orderly suc- 
cession in office. f 

I want to assure all who have given their efforts to the solution of 
this problem that the committee have not dealt with them or their pro- 
posed measures with indifference or disrespect. There may have been 
measures proposed that will better meet all possible or imaginable ex- 
igencies than the one now before the House. But they all, or nearly 
all, require constitutional amendments before they can possibly become 
law; and the passing of a, constitutional amendment involves delay 
which ill-accords with the reasonable anxiety that is felt by the great 
body of the people of both political parties. Their expectation being 
a reasonable one that we would bridge the present difficulty, it is our 
duty to satisfy it. 

There are many imaginable exigencies that this measure does not 
remedy, but the present exigency it completely answers. As has been 
su) in the views of the minority, there is no provision in this 
law for a vacancy in the Presidential office after election by the people 
but before inauguration. It does not fill the gap where a President 
may be elected and a vacancy occurs before he has taken upon himself 
the duties and functions of his office. There is no provision for that; 
but that is not a present case to be provided for. : 

This bill does not provide for another contingency, which, to my 
mind, it ought to provide for. It is this, that after the inauguration of 
the Presidentand Vice-President the bill before us designates the Cab- 
inet officer who shall succeed in the event of failure, and who shall 
have not only been nominated, but shall have been confirmed by the 
Senate; and the vacancy may occur before the confirmation of the Cab- 
inet officers whom the bill puts in the line of succession. That is 
another gap, but it is not now before us. 

The case before us is where, the Vice-President having died, the Pres- 
ident of the Senate of the United States, under the law as it exists, is 
in the line of succession. The effectof the passage of this bill will 
be that in case of the death or removal or resignation or inability of 
the President now in the White House the office shall devolve on the 
Secretary of State, and, failing him, on the different Cabinet officers in 
the order named in the bill, and that that succession shall be for the un- 
expired residue of his term. There will be no reversal of the popular 


will recently declared by ballot, no jar to social or political order, and 
no shock to the business of the country. This is the temporary bridge 
thrown across a possible chasm to meet the popular demand and to be 
followed in due tithe by a substantial and enduring structure over which 
a long line of Republican and Democratic Presidents may march in un- 


broken succession. All measures looking toward the solution of every 
imaginable difficulty will be duly considered, and some law it is con- 
fidently hoped may be evolved from the concurrent effort of both parties 
to put forever at rest all questions vexing the succession. 

I will state also that nearly every solitary contingency set forth in 
the views of the minority not only had consideration in committee, 
but, if lam warranted in saying what occurred in another body, they 
had fall and due consideration there; and the reason that amendments 
were not offered was simply because in every solitary instance that 
my mind has been called to it would have involved the delay incident 
to passing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States— 
and how long that might be no man can reasonably calculate—in- 
volving the action of the several State Legislatures, the delay conse- 
quent upon which is familiar to the gentlemen hearing me and by them 
as easy calculable. 

For instance, I have stated one or two of the contingencies. But this 
minority report says this bill suggests a constitutional question of im- 
portance, Stated broadly it is this: Can Congress pass a constitutional 
law under any circumstances for the appointment of a President to serve 
during a fullterm? If it can not, I would like to ask gentlemen who 
are in the habit of construing laws what the word ‘‘ declaring’? means 
as it is used in the section of the Constitution quoted. That section 
provides that in the case of a failure in both the Presidential and the 
Vice-Presidential offices Congress shall declare what officer of the Goy- 
érnment shall act as President, andso on. I take itthat there is found 
full constitutional warrant for what is proposed by this bill. Itis 
hardly a possible case that an officer so ‘‘declared’ could ever hold the 
office for a full term. He might hold for part of a term, or he might 
hold for almost an entire term, I admit; but that the power is vested 
in Congress to designate an officer of the Government to act in such a 
case does seem to me very clear. I think that power is fully given by 
the use of the word “ declare’’ in the section of the Constitution quoted. 

But it is said that it is presumptuous now, after the lapse of ninety- 
odd years, to challenge the provisions of the act of 1792, which pro- 
vided for a special election. In my opinion, the reason the act of 1792 
has never so far caused trouble is, that there has never been any occasion 
for its practical application. That any man can look at the Constitu- 
tion and say that the word “‘officer,’’ as there used, does not mean an 
officer of the United States Government, I really can not understand; 
and that there are grave doubtsin some of the best legal minds of both 
parties in this country as to whether either the President of the Senate 
or the Speaker of the House is such an officer, in the constitutional 
meaning of the word, as could succeed to the Presidential or Vice-Pres- 
idential office, is a fact that can not be questioned. In thereport which 
the majority of the committee have made there is no d tism, no 
assertion of infallibility with reference to what the Jaw is or is not. 
We state the fact, though, and I think it is incontrovertible that, how- 
ever the question may be ultimately determined, there is grave doubt 
in the minds of the statesmen of both parties in all sections of the 
country as to the succession provided for in the present law. 

Now, that being the case, I submit to the House whether prudence, 
conservatism, and abundant caution do not dictate that we should 
pursue the course recommended by the Select Committee on the Elec- 
tion of President and Vice-President? 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. CALDWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PERKINS. I wish to ask the gentleman thisquestion. Under 
existing conditions, if the President of the United States should die or 
be removed, who, under this bill, would succeed to the office? 

Mr. CALDWELL. Under existing conditions? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes. 

Mr. CALDWELL. ‘The Secretary of State. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then if in 1888 the result of the election of last 
year should be reversed and theelectoral collegeshould meet and should 
designate the President and Vice-President elect, as provided for by 
law, and, before their inauguration, those two officers of the Govern- 
ment should die or should be assassinated, who, under this bill, would 
be President of the United States for four years thereafter? 

Mr. CALDWELL. The present Secretary of State. S 

Mr. PERKINS. And then ifin 1892 the same should occur again, 
who would be President tor the ensuing four years ? 

Mr. CALDWELL. The gentleman’s questions are based on the as- 
sumption that in 1888 the gap would not have been filled by other and 
better legislation. 

Mr. PERKINS. One more question, if the gentleman will permit. 
Do you believe that it is good legislation to give to any officer power 
to perpetuate himself indefinitely in the Chief Executive office of this 
Government? 

Mr. CALDWELL. I do not, and Ido not understand that this bill 
admits of any such construction; because if you read it you will find 
that at the time of such contingency arising it is provided that the Con- 
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of the United States shall assemble, and if the Congress of the 
'nited States in session has the power to provide for special elections, 
as was thought in 1792 and is still thought by a great many gentlemen, 
they can exercise that power then. They are there for the purpose of 


meeting every possible exigency. You can go on and imagine contin- 
gencies until your brain reels, but the point is that this bill does not 
take you into an unexplored territory. We simply take you by the 
hand and carry you up to the side of the ditch that is across the field 


now. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman yield for another question? 

Mr. CALDWELL. Ican not yield further. 

Mr. PERKINS. Ifthesubjectis one ofsuch importance and urgency, 
why not yield now? 

Mr. CALDWELL. I must decline to yield further at present. The 
gentleman will undoubtedly have an opportunity to be heard hereafter. 
Isimply wish to say that what specially recommends this bill to me now 
is the fact that it deals with the presentemergency. Nomember of the 
committee is bound, because we have reported this measure, to say or to 
believe that it is perfect; but I do say that, so far as meeting the present 
em is concerned, this bill does it fully, and I say further that the 
only way to meet the objections that can be raised and that have been 
raised by the gentleman who has just taken his seat [Mr. PERKINS] is 
to amend the Constitution. In my opinion it can not be done by Con- 
gressional legislation. Mr. Chairman, I will reserve the balance of my 
time, and yield the floor to any gentleman who desires to take it. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, wholly inexperienced as I am in this 
House, it is with the greatest hesitation that I undertake to state very 
briefly, as a minority of the committee, the reasons why I have been 
unable to agree with the residue of the committee in recommending the 
passage of this bill. Iam somewhat relieved from embarrassment in 
submitting these objections by the admission in the very ee pre- 
pared speech of the gentleman who has charge of this bill [Mr. CALD- 
WELL] that the measure is manifestly in very many parts defective; 
these defects he proposes to cure after a while. In other words, we are 
now asked to pass a very important measure which, as he has publicly 
announced, he will commence repairing as soon as the work is over. 

Allow me to say in behalf of the existing law that it is almost coeval 
with the Constitution. The Constitution and this enactment were to 
a very large extent the work of eminent men who were members both 
of the constitutional convention and of the Congress immediately suc- 
ceeding the establishment of our present Government, So that this en- 
actment comes to us along with the Constitution, sanctioned by public 
acquiescence during almost the entire period of our national existence; 
and as a further indorsement of the present law I may state that thirty 
years ago (and we are often reminded that ‘‘there were giants in those 
days’’) the Committee on the Judiciary in the Senate, in mse toa 
resolution introduced by Senator Crittenden, carefully examined the 
existing law, and after a thorough investigation made an exhaustive 
report upon it, the conclusion of which I will read very briefly in their 
own language: 

It is apparent from these suggestions that the committee believes the act of 
1792 to be constitutional in all respects. 

That committee embraced among its members some of the foremost 
lawyers of the Republic, including, if I remember correctly, such emi- 
nent jurists as Senator Butler, of South Carolina, who made the report; 
Senator Crittenden of Kentucky, Senator Benjamin of Louisiana, and 
other men whose names stand and have a right to stand in the highest 
professional rank, . 

Ithasbeensuggested that there are doubts as to the constitutionality 
of the existing law. I grant you there was a time when it was ques- 
tioned whether oneof the features of this law was constitutional. The 
question was raised by Mr. Madison whether the President pro tempore 
of the Senate and the Speaker of the House were “‘ officers’’ of the Gov- 
ernment. But if Mr. Madison had doubts, they were so shadowy that 
he himself thrust them aside and assented to the law. If Iam right 
in my resollection he was himself a member of the committee of con- 
ference upon the differences between the Senate and the House from 
which committee emanated the present law. 

Yet I am not so much attached to the existing law that I would not 
favor any amendment which would reasonably promise manifest im- 
provement, but I regret to say that I can not find such promise in the 
pending bill. In the first place, I am opposed to the general idea of 
this bill. Iam opposed to vesting in the person who may occupy the 
Presidenfial chair the power to perpetuate in the naming of one of his 
Secretaries the succession of his party. Such a provision, to my mind, 
savors somewhat at least of those ancient days when dying kings had 
the power by their last will and testament to name the man whoshould 
rule over the people when the testator should be in his grave; and al- 
though there may be some reasons why a Cabinet officer would properly 
fill this position, there are, on the other hand, grave and potent reasons 
why he should never be permitted to do so. In ig ge of this view, 
I call attention to the very high authority to which I have already re- 
ferred, the report of the Judiciary Committee of the Senate. Speak- 
ing upon this subject, the authors of this report, after izing some 
considerations seeming to favor the filing of vacancies by a member of 
the Cabinet, add this language: 

There are other circumstances, however, which would make the Cabinet offi- 
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ought not to be in position of allies. To ailow any of 
President, therefore, might be to arm them with powers 

I call attention to a further suggestion which this eminent committee 
make through their eminent chairman: 

Another question also might arise—whether they could be led as ofi- 
cers after the official functions of their princi had termin: or were sus- 
pended, It might become the duty of the substitute of the President to have 
new advisers by removing obnoxious ones from their offending position, 

In other words, we who are now asked to destroy the existing law 
because there are doubts as to its constitutionality, are invited to do so 
by supplying its place with an enactment the constitutionality of which 
has been already questioned thirty years ago by this very high author- 
ity. But I might and could forego my objection to the appointment 
of a Cabinet officer to fill this position if this were to be that which our 
fathers beyond all question contemplated it should be, a mere tem- 
porary arrangement. Butif this be the object, there are in this bill 
defects which I think should be corrected. As has been admitted here, 
this committee is doubtful whether the provisions of the bill apply to 
a possible vacancy occurring by the death or disability of the President 
and Vice-President elect before inauguration. I know it has been 
claimed—I believe our fathers so understood, and perhaps the weight 
of authority is in that direction—that the words ‘‘ President and Vice- 
President’? apply as well to the President and Vice-President elect as 
after they have been inaugurated into these offices. But there is at 
least high authority for doubting this. It was held by the supreme 
court of one of the States that a man, though elected to an office, is not 
an officer until he has been installed; that he can not before entering 
upon his duties resign the office (although he has been elected) be- 
cause he isnot yetan officer. And Judge Story, in his work on the Con- 
stitution, expresses grave doubtas to whether the old law, which origi- 
nally stood in the same phrase as the pending bill, would apply toa 
President and Vice-President elect. And Mr. Curtis, in his History of 
the Constitution, has given it as his unqualified opinion that the words 
apply to the President and Vice-President in office and do not apply to 
the President and Vice-President elect. 

These doubts may not be well grounded; but I submit whether itis 
wise for us to pass an enactment which shall be clouded with doubt. 
All the great commentators upon our system agree that the weak spot 
in our frame of government, that from which is to be anticipated the 
great peril of the Republic, is in our Presidential succession, which we, 
who are now repairing or bolstering the law on the subject, propose to 
strengthen by an enactment which is clonded with doubt as to its con- 
stitutional character. Is this wise? 

But if there be no reasonable doubt that the provisions of this bill 
would apply as well to a President and Vice-President elect as to a 
President and Vice-President who have been inaugurated, then I sug- 
gest most serious objections which have occurred tome. First, I am 
profoundly doubtful of the constitutionality of a provision which would 
vest, as this bill, in one contingency, would vest, the Presidency for a full 
term of four years in an officer appointed by an outgoing administra- 
tion. Sir, I believe this to be in violation not only of the letter and 
spirit of the Constitution, but of the spirit out of which the Constitu- 
tion arose. The letter of the Constitution is that the President shall 
be ‘‘elected;’’ not that a man who may hold office under the President 
shall act as President, but that the President shall be elected; and it 
goes on to provide how he shall be elected. 

It was wise in the fathers to provide that the incumbent of this high 

office for any length of time should ever know and ever be reminded 
that he owed his position to the people; that he was under obligation 
to the ore for it, and responsible to the people for the proper dis- 
charge of his duties; and any legislation which tends to widen the 
space between the President and the people is, I submit, unwise legis- 
lation. And this bill, which provides for the holding of the office of 
President for a full Presidential term by a man who had not been elected 
and may only be a member of an administration which may have been 
defeated, repudiated, and dead, is in express violation of the Constitu- 
tion, and this was the opinion of the Senate Judiciary Committee of 
1856. 
. Mr. Speaker, under the provisions of this bill it is conceded, should 
President-elect Cleveland and Vice-President-elect Hendricks have be- 
come, by death or otherwise, disabled for the discharge of the duties of 
their offices, the Secretary of the outgoing Republican administration 
would have been President for four years following March 3, 1885. 

Mr.GOFF. Letmeask the gentleman from Ohio a question, whether 
under the provisions of this bill, if they had been inaugurated and had 
died previous to the appointment of the Cabinet—would not under those 
circumstances the old Secretary of State be President to-day? 

Mr.COOPER. Iso understand it, although I confess in this respect 
and in many others this bill isto me blind and doubtful. Therefore it 
should be corrected in many particulars which I will suggest; for in- 
stance, in the contingency suggested by the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia, and in the contingency suggested and admitted by the distin- 
guished gentleman having charge of this bill, that in case of the demise 
of the outgoing President before the inauguration of the President and 
Vice-President elect, even if they should be ready to qualify at the time, 
still in case of the death of the then incumbent the then Secretary of 
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State would by this bill become President of this Republic for four years 


to come—not, as is alleged in favor of this bill, to perpetuate the party 
and policy indorsed by the people, but perhaps probably in direct an- 
ism to the party and the policy which the people have indorsed. 
submit there might be cases in which the continuance of a policy 
which had been by the people rebuked would be so intolerable, so 
odious as to be provocative of revolution itself. I inquire if it is wise 
for us under these circumstances now to pass an enactment which may 
test to the utmost our system in its weakest spot? 

The remedy for this is the remedy provided by the fathers in such 
cases, to remit to the people the right and power toselect the person to 
fill the vacancy created by the death or disability of those whom they 
have already selected. The people, so far as I have heard, have never 
complained of being permitted to select their own rulers. On the con- 
trary, we have been in the habit everywhere of hearing and understand- 
ing that that privilege is one of the dearest teed tous by our 
system, and one of the most precious jewels of our Constitution. 

But it is alleged there is doubt as. to the constitutional power of 
Congress to provide for an interveningelection. Allow me to say, Mr. 
Speaker, that doubt is a new discovery, There was no such doubt in 
the minds of the fathers. It is worthy of note that during the ex- 
haustive and somewhat acrimonious debate leading to the passage ot 
the law of 1792 there is no record that any one suggested or even in- 
timated there was any doubt as to the constitutionality of this feature 
of the existing law. 

Allow me to call the attention of the House to a significant cireum- 
stance, which it seems to me ought to settle the question as to the con- 
stitutional power of Co: to provide for anintervening election. It 
is a fact, as appears in Elliott’s Debates and as appears in the Madison 
Papers, that the clause of the Constitution which provides for the filling 
of vacancies in the offices of President and Vice-President was reported 
by Governor Randolph, and when reported it was in the following lan- 
guage: ; 

And said officers shall act accordingly until the time of electing a President 
shall arrive. 

What followed? No other than James Madison himself rose in his 
place and moved an amendment as follows: to erase the words “‘ until 
the time of electing a President shall arrive” and substitute there- 
for the words ‘‘ until said disability be removed or a President shall be 
elected.” That rings. Ae doubt as to what the purpose of this 
substitution was, Mr. ison, at the time he made this motion, re- 
marked in the convention that the phraseology of Governor Randolph 
would prevent a supply of the vacancy by an immediate election, and 
he moved the amendment for the purpose of vesting in Congress the 
power to provide for an intermediate election. 

That motion was seconded by Gouverneur Morris, of New Jersey, and 
was adopted by that convention, And yet we must believe, under the 
doctrine paint Gos a that these eminent statesmen and jurists who 
undertook the express work of investing Congress with the power of 
providing for just such an Kgs rie as this bill contemplates did not 
know what they were doing, and that after the work was done they did 
not understand its effect, although they did what they undertook to do. 
It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that all doubts as to the power of Con- 
gress to provide for an intermediate election to fill such a vacancy are 
too shadowy to have any weight with this House. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Will the gentleman from Ohio permit a question? 

Mr. COOPER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Under Article IT, section 1, of the Constitution it is 
provided, as the gentleman knows, that the President shall hold his 
office during a term of four years. The gentleman from Ohio doubtless 
will recollect that in his own State, in the celebrated case of the State 
of Ohio against Salmon P. the governor (that eminent lawyer 
and jurist who was afterward Chief-Justice of the United States), it was 
determined in the case of such a constitutional provision fixing theterm 
of office of a public officer that when he was elected by the usual mode, 
although in case of a vacancy, he would hold for the full term. Does 
the gentleman mean to say that when a President of the United States 
is elected by a special election to fill a vacancy that he will hold for 
the full term of four years in obedience to this mandate of the Consti- 
tution? This is the doctrine expounded in the State of Ohio against 
Chase, which has been followed in other leading cases in this country, 
and as far as I am aware there is no decision to the con elsewhere. 

Mr. COOPER, Isounderstand it. I understand that in every case 
of an election of President he will hold for the full term. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Whether he be elected at a special election or not? 

Mr. COOPER. No matter how heiselected. There is no provision 
for a less term than four years in the Constitution. 

But, Mr. Speaker, if there is any doubt as to the power of Congress 
to provide for an intermediate election, it seems to me that is removed 
by the broad, sweeping provision of paragraph 18 of section 8 of Article 
I of the Constitution, which I will not stop here to read. > 

But, sir, there are other objections to the bill. It fails to point out 
or make provision whether the Secretary of State, who is the acting 
President, shall be President or Secretary of State, or what shall be his 
title or rank, or what his compensation. Shall he perform the duties 
of both offices? Shall he be knownasthe Presidentof the United States 
or the Secretary of State? 


Shall he receive as his compensation the $50,000 salary of the Presi- 
dent, or shall he receive the compensation fixed by law to the Secretary of 
State? Shall he have the right, or shall the people have the right, to 
say that he is to have the benefit of the advice or counsel of another Sec- 
retary of State, or is he to fill that position himself to the exclusion of 
others, occupying at the same time the position of President? 

If he has the right to a new Secretary of State, will not the new Sec- 
retary of State be able to cloud the title of the acting President by 
saying, ‘‘Sir, you are not President; you were only acting as President 
because you were Secretary of State. You are no longer the Secretary 
of State; I am the Secretary of State; therefore you step down and out, 
as I propose to act as President.’’ All of this, I say, sir, tends to cloud 
the title of the incumbent under this law; and while we are here for the 
purpose of removing doubts and removing clouds and stfaightening, so 
far as we can, this weak spot in our system, is it wise to pass an enact- 
ment like this in its present defective shape? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question ? 

Mr. COOPER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Is it not true that under the present 
system an election is to be held to fill such a vacancy? 

Mr. COOPER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Then the objection you make applies 
as well to the present law as to the proposed bill? 

Mr. COOPER. No, sir; not to the present law. It applies to the 

TO bill. I will show the gentleman the difference in a moment. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I understood the gentleman to say, in 
response to the question of a gentleman upon the other side, that there 
could not be an election for a less period than four years? 

Mr. COOPER. Well. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Under the present law when a va- 
cancy occurs must we not have a special election ? 

Mr. COOPER. inly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Then the objection you make to the 
pending bill would apply to the present law. 

Mr. COOPER. Notatall. That provides for an intermediate elec- 
tion. But I suggest an amendment to the pending bill for restoring 
the provision of the pending law to meet the defect. K 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. But I understood the gentleman to 
admit the point that under the present system the Presidential office is 
elective for a period of four years, whether it be a special or a general 
election. Now, why do you antagonize this present bill when the same 
objection applies to the law under which we are operating ? 

Mr. COOPER. Ido not understand the present law is in accordance 
with what I understand to be the position of the gentleman from Iowa. 
I understand that under the present law, an election being held, the 
President elected would hold the office for the whole term. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit another 
question ? 

Mr. COOPER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I understand the gentleman to raise 
the questionin respect to this bill as to whether the Secretary of State, 
if discharging the duties of President, would be both President and 
Secretary of State. Does the gentleman see anysimilar difficulty un- 
der the present law in a case where the President pro of the 
Senate or the Speaker of the House of Representatives shall be called 
on to discharge the duties of President? Is there not the same ground 
of objection and will not the same difficulties arise under the presen’ 

? Are there no difficulties under the present system? 

Mr. COOPER. It is sufficient response to that to say if there be de- 
fects in the present law correct them; but do not correct them by an 
enactment which is more odious in those particulars than the present 
law. 

pi PERKINS. And only temporary in character under the exist- 
ing law. 

Mr. COOPER. Yes; and only temporary in their character. I for 
one am willing to support any change in the present law which shall 
benefit and improve the existing state of affairs. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Will the gentleman from Ohio permit 
me a question ? 

Mr. COOPER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Suppose the Secretary of the Treasury 
should succeed to the office of President and then appoint a 
of State, assuming that a vacancy existed, who would be President 
under this bill? Would the Secretary of State, appointed by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, acting as President, after confirmation by the 
Senate, become President, or would the Secretary of the Treasury, act- 
ing as President, hold the office for the unexpired term and after the 
Secretary of State qualified ? 

Mr. COOPER. Thatis a conundrum which I give up. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAKER. If the gentleman from Ohio will allow me, I will say 
to the gentleman from New York that he will find a sufficient answer 
to that question by reading the second section ofthe bill. 

Mr. COOPER. I do not desire to weary the House longer with my 
views on the pending bill. That it is defective is, it seems to me, mani- 
fest; nay, indeed it isconceded. And I suggest that if the present law 
is defective and requires amendment for its improvement, let us make 
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those amendments and let us take time todo so. That which it is 
worth while for the American Congress to do is worth doing well. 
There is no exigency I know of now existing which requires this red- 
hot haste in passing this enactment. 

The statement that there is but one life between the Presidency and 
the vacancy to be filled under the present law is only the statement that 
we are now in the same condition of affairs that we have been in six 
times before in the history of our country—precisely the same condition 
as to this particularthat the country wasin under the administration of 
President Jacksonafter the resignation of Vice-President Calhoun; pre- 
cisely in the same condition as the country was in for nearly four years 
under the administration of President Tyler; as it was for years under 
the administration of President Pierce after the death of Vice-President 
King; as it wis during the years of the administration of Johnson; asit 
was during the administration of President Grant after the death of 
Vice-President Wilson, and as it was during the years of the adminis- 
tration which terminated last year. 

There is no special exigéncy now existing. I believe, and I thank 
God I have reason to believe, there are before President Cleveland many 
long years of life, and I pray they may be happy ones. Ido not think 
the passage of this bill will improve his chances of life. We are now 
all of us uniting in prayer for his long life. I would be glad to believe 
if this bill becomes a law there would be no diminution, no discontinu- 
ance of that prayer on the part of any one. 

Before I resume my seat I desire to explain the amendments which 
I propose to offer. 

I propose, after line 4 of section 1, to insert the words “or whenever 
the offices of President and Vice-President of the United States become 
vacant.’? Those who have the bill before them will see the amend- 
ment provides for the contingency I have named of a vacancy occurring 
by the death or disability of the President and the Vice-President elect. 
In other words, it provides for a vacancy occurring in any manner. 
This provision is copied from the existing law, and I think that amend- 
ment should prevail. 

Ishall also move to strike out from section 3 the enumeration of sec- 
tions of the Revised Statutes following section 146, so as to permit sec- 
tion 146 to be repealed, but not to repeal the sections enumerated in 

, the residue of the section. In other words, I would still permit to re- 
main that portion of the present law which provides for immediate elec- 
tion. Then I shall desire to correct it so as to provide that in caseof 
the death of both the President-elect and the Vice President-elect, or 
in case of their death after inauguration and before the appointment of 
Cabinet officers, the statute providing for election shall be fully opera- 
tive, but otherwise it shall be of no force or effect. 

E A AOE T AA O CEE SA AOTEA Be I am not so fa- 
miliar with the rules of the House as to know precisely when it is the 
proper time to move them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HAMMOND). 
offer his amendments now. 

Mr. COOPER. Then I move to amend the bill in the particulars I 
have named. I will put the amendments in form and send them to 
the desk hereafter. 

I reserve for the present the balance of the time I am entitled to. 

Mr. EDEN The gentleman who has taken his seat [Mr. COOPER], 
in presenting the views of the minority of the committee, has made a 
point which it would probably be very difficult to meet by an act of 

The gentleman referred to the difficulty which would occur 
in the succession to the Presidency in case the President and Vice-Pres- 
ident elect should both die before being inducted into office. This bill 
leaves that question where the Constitution leaves it, and where, ac- 
cording to the opinion of JudgeStory, from whom the gentleman quoted, 
the presentstatute leavesit. Ithink, however, that the twelfth amend- 
ment to the Constitution obviates the objection made, that the Vice- 
President would not succeed to the Presidency in case of the death of the 
President-elect before his inauguration. 

Mr. Speaker, the duty of Congress is imperative to provide by law a 
remedy for the defects in existing laws relating to the performance of 
the duties of the office of President in case of the removal, death, resig- 
nation, or inability of both the President and Vice-President. The Sen- 

gome bill now under consideration by this House is intended to remedy 

those defects. It is admitted on all hands that the present laws upon 
that subject do not furnish a full and complete remedy in every case 
wherethose duties may necessarily devolve upon some person other than 
the President ot Vice-President. 

Upon the adjournment of Congress on the 4th of March every second 
year a period of nine months intervenes when there can be no Speaker 
of the House unless there should be a called session of Congress. At 
the same time there may be a vacancy in the office of the President of 
the Senate. In case the Vice-President should fail to vacate the chair 
it has been held that the Senate can not elect a President pro tempore. 
Upon two occasions in the recent history of the country the contingency 
has occurred of an interval from the 4th of March until the first Monday 
of the next December when the Senate had no President and the House 
had no Speaker. x 

Upon one of these occasions, when we had neither President of the 
Senate nor Speaker of the House, the President was assassinated. Upon 
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the other of these occasions the Vice-President died. Upon the death 
of President Garfield, had the Vice-President upon whom the office of 
President devolved died before the meeting of Congress the law did 
not designate any other officer to act as President. Upon thedeath of 
Vice-President Hendricks the country was in a similar situation until 
the meeting of the present Congress, there being no officer designated by 
law to act in case of the death of the President. 

If upon either of the occasions referred to both the President and 
Vice-President had died, there was no constitutional mode by which 
the powers and duties of President could have been performed priorto 
the meeting of Congress. 

Congress has no power in the premises except to provide by law for the 
case of removal, death, resignation, or inability both of the President 
and Vice-President, declaring what officer shall then act as Presiden 
and such officer shall act accordingly until the disability be remoy 
or a President shall be elected. The President is a necessary part of 
the legislative power under the Constitution. Without a President to 
co-operate with Congress in the making of laws the legislative as well 
as the executive authority of the Government would become paralyzed. 
Hence, if we should unfortunately lose, by death or otherwise, both the 
President and Vice-President when the Senate is without a President 
and this House without a Speaker, the whole machinery of Government 
would stand still until a President or some officer authorized to dis- 
charge the powers and duties of said office could be selected under the 
Constitution and laws, unless the power should be applied by an un- 
authorized hand. 

We are apt to console ourselves with the cheerful assurance that our 
people are sufficiently intelligent and patriotic to meet and overcome 
a difficulty even so grave as the one I have supposed. In such an 
emergency, from necessity some irregular mode Bassa pany be 
adopted, under which the Government would go on until the execu- 
tive power could be lodged in lawful hands; but it is the part of wisdom 
to proide by law against any probable contingency involving so much 


There are other objections, having great weight, to the presentlaw de- 
volving the powers and duties of the office of Presidentupon the Presi- 
dent of the Senate or the Speaker-of the House in case of the death 
both of the President and Vice-President. A question has been raised 
as to whether either the President of the Senate or the Speaker of the 
House is an officer of the United States. It seems that Mr. Madison 
and others who took a prominent part in the formation of the Federal 
Constitution were of the opinion that the President of the Senate and 
Speaker of the House were not officers of the United States, and upon - 
that and other grounds they opposed their selection to the Presidential 
succession when the bill which passed and became a law in 1792 was 
being discussed in the House of Representatives. I do not propose 
to discuss that question. 

If it be doubtful whether the President of the Senate And the Speaker 
of the House are officers who may be lawfully designated to fill a possi- 
ble vacancy in the Presidency, we ought to confer the power upon others 
whose qualifications are unquestioned. The law should leave no room 
for controversy as to the constitutional qualifications of the officer se- 
lected by law upon whom the powers and duties of the office of Presi- 
dent shall devolve in case of a vacancy to be filled in that way. 

The bill under consideration provides that the members of the Cabi- 
net, beginning with the Secretary of State, and in case of vacancy or 
disability, going through the entire list, shall, in the order named, suc- 
ceed to the powers and duties of the office of President, in case of re- 
moval, death, resignation, or inability of both the President and Vice- 
President of the United States. This line ofsuccession beyond 
all question, officers within the meaning of the Constitution upon 
whom, when the contingency arises, the duties of the office of Presi- 
dent may lawfully devolve. No dispute or question can possibly arise 
as to the right of one of the Cabinet officers, under the circumstances 
named, to act as President. 

The public mind, now disturbed on account of recent events, under 
the apprehension that the question of the Presidential succession 
will remain in doubt and uncertainty until the country may be over- 
taken by a still greater calamity, will be composed and set at rest by 
the passage of this bill. Every reasonable precaution has been taken to 
provide by this bill for a lawful execution of the powers and duties of 
the office of President under all em cies likely to arise. 

I know an objection has been e that too much power is to be 
given to the President—that he can, in a certain contingency, name 
his successor. This objection is subject to the qualification that the 
person named by the President, who may become his successor, must be 
confirmed by the Senate. The members of this House may make the 
further objection that this bill leaves the President, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, to select the person who may become 
President. The answer to this is that this fault, if it be one, is the 
fault of the Constitution. 

In making a law providing for the Presidential succession we can 
only select an officer. I e it will be conceded that the officer 
to be selected must be an officer of the United States. I suppose we 
can not find an officer of the standing and qualifications to dis- 
charge the duties of the Presidency who does not owe his official posi- 


1886. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 669 


tion to the appointment of the President by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate. It was the manifest purpose of the framers of 
the Constitution that the officer to be designated by law to filla i- 
ble vacancy in the Presidency should owe his appointment to the 

ident, The same Constitution that provides for the selection of an 
officer to fill a possible vacanqy in the Presidency authorizes the Pres- 
ident, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint all 
opi of a grade from which Congress would be likely to make the 

ection, 

But let us inquire further and see what force there is in this objec- 
tion. There is a con cy in case no person voted for as President 
receives a majority of all the votes cast where the House alone, with- 
out the concurrence of the Senate, voting by States, elects a President 
from the three candidates receiving the highest number of votes. In 
the same contingency, in case the House fails to elect a President by the 
4th of March, and no person received a majority of all the votes cast for 
Vice-President, the Senate from the two highest on the list chooses a 
Vice-President and he becomes President. So it will be seen that under 
the Constitution, in one state of case, the House elects a President with- 
out the concurrence of the Senate, and in another state of case the Sen- 
ate elects a Vice-President without the concurrence of the House who 
becomes President; and in both cases the choice may be made with- 
out reference to the vote of the people. 

But the present law relative to the Presidential succession is even 
more objectionable upon the point under consideration than the bill be- 
fore us. The Senate elects the President pro tempore without any 
agency whatever on the of the President or the House, and he is 
first in the succession. Under the bill before us all the persons in the 
succession have the indorsement of both the President and the Senate. 
If the vacancy provided for in the present law relative to the succession 
occurs when there is no President of the Senate, the Speaker of the 
House, who was elected by the House without the agency of the Senate 
or the President, becomes the acting President. So that the objection 
to the mode of the selection of the officers upon whom the succession 
to the Presidency is devolved under this bill applies with equal or 
greater force to the mode of selection under existing law. 

That part of the bill most distasteful to me and liable to receive the 
severest criticism remains to be considered. I refer to the repeal of 
those sections of the Revised Statutes which provide for the election of 
a President and Vice-President in case of v: in the office of both. 
I believe the people ought to be consulted whenever practicable on a 
matter so important as the selection of President and Vice-President. 
The people are the safe depositaries of power in a republic. I have al- 
ready referred to several instances when under the provisions of the 
Constitution the people have no voice in the election of the two highest 
offices in the Government. 

When the President is elected by the House, or upon the failure of 
the House to elect under given the Senate elects a Vice- 
President, who succeeds to the office of President. The President so 
chosen holds the office the full term of four years. In case of the suc- 
cessionof a Cabinet officer to the Presidency under the provisions of 
this bill he holds the office for the residue of the term, be the time long 
or short. There is-no greater departure from the principles of repub- 
lican government in the one case than the other. In 1792, when the 
Constitution was being put in force by appropriate legislation, the laws 
were passed providing for a special election of President and Vice-Presi- 
dent, which this bill proposes to repeal. It may be asked why repeal 
these laws now after they have been in force nearly one hundred years 
and no injury has resulted from their operation. The answer is that 
no occasion has arisen to put these laws in force, and their value and 
efficiency have not been tested by actual experience. 

It seems to be conceded that if a President and Vice-President were 
elected at a special election they would hold, not for the unexpired 
term, but for a full term of four years. This would be asource of great 
inconvenience and confusion, by causing the Presidential term to com- 
mence at a time different from the one now fixed, to which the terms 
of members of Congress and other public officers have been adjusted. 
The circumstances attending the removal of the President and Vice- 
President from office, or the causes inducing or producing the death or 
resignation of one or both, might be such as to make it desirable that 
the public mind should have a season of repose before being aroused 
to action by the exciting incidents of a Presidential election. 

Recent discussion has made manifest a wide difference of opinion 
among statesmen whose views upon the question are entitled to con- 
sideration as to whether Co: has the power to provide by law for 
an election for President and Vice-President at a time prior to the ex- 
piration of the term of four years for which these officers were elected. 
‘The strongest ent in favor of the power is the fact that directly 
after the adoption of the Constitution an attempt was made, partici- 
pated in by a number of the men who assisted in making the Constitu- 
tion, to execute the power, by the of the sections of the Revised 
Statutes proposed to be repealed by the Senate bill. The contention 
in Congress pending the passage of the law of 1792 was over the selec- 
tion of the officer to exercise the powers and duties of the office of Presi- 
dent in the given case, and the then bitter political controversy between 
the friends of Mr. Jefferson and the friends of Mr. Hamilton prevented 


harmonious action upon the subject. Conflicting views had to be com- 
promised before any law could be passed, and the result was the adop- 
tion of the present law, making the President pro tempore of the Senate 
and the Speaker of the House, in the order named, successors to the 
Presidency in case of the disability both of the President and the Vice- 
President. There does not appear to have been any serious contro- 
versy about other provisions of the bill. 

Referring to the text of the Constitution, and looking to that alone, it 
would be difficult to find a grant of power to Congress to provide for 
the election of President and Vice-President in any case. The Consti- 
tution declares the mode of election of President and Vice-President. 
‘* Each State shall appoint, in such manner as the Legislature may di- 
rect, a number of electors equal to the whole number of Senators and 
Representatives to which the State may be entitled in the Congress.” 
No power whatever is here given to Congress. It all devolves on the 
States. Next, provision is made that ‘*Con may determine the 
time of choosing the electors, and the day on which they shall give their 
votes, which day shall be the same, throughout the United States.’? 
This grant of power is specific, and so limited as to be incapable of en- 
largement by construction. A preceding clause of the Constitution pro- 
vides that the President ‘‘ shall hold his office for four years,” &e. The 
twelfth amendment to the Constitution prescribes the powers and duties 
of the electors in voting for President and Vice-President, and the mode 
of electing the President and Vice-President in case no one receives a 
majority of all the votes cast. No legislative power is granted to Con- 
gress by that amendment to the Constitution. 

A President and Vice-President, under the provisions of the Consti- 
tution, are elected without the intervention of Congress, except to fix 
the time of choosing the electors and the day on which they shall give 
their votes. The term for which they hold their offices are prescribed 
by the Constitution, and Congress is powerless to change the same. 
Under these circumstances it became necessary to provide for saci, ak 
cancies that may occur at any time. As long as there is a living Vice- 
President he is heir apparent to the Presidency, and in case of a va- 
cancy will be inducted into office without the aid of Congress. No 
provision is made when the office devolves on the Vice-President for 
a special election to fill the unexpired term. The Vice-President fills 
out the term without question, though the Constitution is silent upon 
the subject of his term of service. 

At this point the Constitution grants power to Congress upon the ques- 
tion of the Presidential succession. ‘‘And Congress may by law provide 
for the case of removal, death, resignation, or inability both of the Pres- 
ident and Vice-President.” How may Congress provide for the case of 
removals, &c.? By calling a special election to supply the unexpired 
term? No; but by ‘‘declaring what officer shall then act as President.” 
Can you construe this clause of the Constitution to mean more than it 
says? Is itnecessary that anything shall be implied to enable Congress 
toexecute the plain and unambiguous power of designating what officer 
shall then act as President? It is true ‘‘ Congress may by law provide 
for the case of removal,” &c., but we are plainly told just how far we 
can go, and we must stop there. We may designate what officer shall 
act as President, and there the power is exhausted. 

The question then arises, How long shall this officer act as President? 
He shall act until ‘‘ the disability be removed or a President shall be 
elected.” When is a President to be elected and how is that elec- 
tion to be provided for? This clause gives Congress no power to pro- 
vide for an election. The Constitution provides for an election once 
in four years. Say one year of that time has expired when the Presi- 
dency is devolved on an officer designated by law to act as President, 
when a vacancy occurs by removal, &c. At the end of three years the 
period will have passed when under the Constitution another election 
is to be held, and when a President is again elected under the provis- 
ions of the Constitution the functions of the acting President will cease. 
The difficulty of calling a special election for President, &c., upon his 
being removed from office lies in the fact that the Constitution makes 
no provision for such election and does not expressly confer any power 
upon Congress to order an election; and a sure and certain mode is 
provided by the Constitution to fill such vacancy without any election. 

But suppose this is merely a doubtful question. Is it safe to resort 
to the expedient of an election and risk a controversy between the 
acting President and the President-elect when there is no question but 
without an election the acting President could lawfully fill out the 
unexpired term? ° 

I do not claim that this bill is perfect. But Ido claim that it pro- 
vides a safe and sure remedy for the glaring defects of the present law 
relative to the Presidential succession, and that its passage will meet 
the approval of the people irrespective of party, and relieve the public 
mind of a great anxiety on account of the danger of anarchy in case 
of a misfortune that we all hope may not occur, but against which it 
would be prudent to provide. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I rise at this moment, Mr. Speaker, not to de- 
bate the bill under consideration but to advise the House of a substi- 
tute which I shall offer at the proper time. My substitute preserves 
the law of 1792 with a single addition to section 146, which I ask to 
have read from the Clerk’s desk, and I ask that the entire substitute 
be printed in the RECORD. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
Pemepe ly ere ene 


o'clock m, on the 4th day of March next succeeding the election of Representa- 
tives in Congress; and whenever a vacancy exists either in the office of the 
President tempore of the Senate or Speaker of the House, the President shall 
ahead Sosa in which the vacancy exists for the purpose of electing a 
pres: o! Š 

SEC. 2 Whenever the offices of President and Vice-President both become 
vacant, the Secretary of State shall forthwith cause a notification thereof to be 
made to the executive of every State, and shall also cause the same to be pub- 
lished in at least one of the newspapers printed in each State. 

Sec. 3, The notification shall specify that electors of a President and Vice- 
espana of the United States shall be appointed or chosen in the several States, 
as follows: 

First. If there shall be the space of two months yet to ensue between the date 
of such notification and the first Wednesday in mber then next ensuing, 
such notification shall s; that the electors shall be appointed or chosen 
within thirty-four days p: ing such first Wednesday in mber. 

Second, If thereshall not be ee eg of two months between the date ofsuch 
notification and such first Wedn y in December, and if the term for which 
the President and Vice-President last in office were elected will not expire on 
the 3d day of March next ensuing, the notification shall specify that the elect- 
ors shall be agg reese or chosen within thirty-four days preceding the first 
Wednesday in ber in the year next ensuing. But if thereshall not bethe 
space of two months between the date of such notification and the first Wednes- 
day in December then next ensuing, and if the term for which the President 
and Vice-President last in office were elected will expire on the 3d day of 
March next ensuing, the notification shall not specify that electors are to be ap- 
pointed or chosen. 

Sec. 4. Electors appointed or chosen upon the notification prescribed by the 

receding section meet and give their yotes upon the first Wednesday of 

mber specified in the notification, 

Src. 5. The provisions of this title, relating to the quadrennial election of 
President and Vice-President, shall apply with respect to any election to fill va- 
cancies in the offices of President and Vice-President, held upon a notification 


given when both offices become vacant. 


Src. 6. Theonly evidence of a refusal to accept, or of a resignation of the of- 
fice of President or Vice-President, shall be an instrument in writing, declaring 
the same, and subscribed by the person refusing to accept or resign, as the case 
may be, and delivered into the office of the Secretary of State. 


Mr. McKINLEY. I shall further move to strike out all of the bill 
after the enacting clause and substitute what has just been read. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. EDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
PETERS] to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. PETERS. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. EDEN. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to reserve the balance of my 
hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the gentleman is too 
late, another ha intervened. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, the bill under consideration is uncon- 
stitutional, inexpedient, and impolitic. But for the want of these re- 
quisites it might be a very good bill. [Laughter.] It assumes that 
Congress has the power to declare what officer shall act as President 
duringthe remainder of a Presidential term in case of the removal, death, 
resignation, or inability of both President and Vice-President. To use 
the language of James Madison, ‘‘It prevents the supply of avacancy by 
anintermediate election of the President.” It does this by repealing the 
section of the law of 1792 providing fora special election. In its letter 
the bill complies with the Constitution. It d tes certain officers, 
and declares, almost in the very lan e of the Constitution, that they 
under certain circumstances ‘‘ act as President until the disabil- 
ity of the President or Vice-President is removed or a President elected.” 

This would all be very well if the bill ended with this section, but it 
repeals the law providing for a special election by the people, and in 
this respect at least it is unconstitutional. The law of 1792 was based 
on clause 5 of article 2 of the Constitution. It does not appear to be a 
difficult task to arrive at the meaning of the framers of the Constitu- 
tion from the words used. 

The declaratory part of the clause only delegates power to Congress to 
declare what officer shall act as President. It does not confer power to 
elect a President. It further limits the power by declaring that ‘‘such 
officer shall act. accordingly until the disability be removed ora President 
shall be elected.’ There is an entire absence of power to declare that 
an officer shall act as President during the remainder of the term. The 
obvious intent was to provide for a temporary vacancy, an unfortunate 
contingency that might occur, so that the machinery of the Govern- 
meut might be kept in motion until the ple, the source of power, 
the masters of Congress, the masters of the President and Vice-Presi- 
dent, the masters of us all, could elect a successor. 

In addition to the language used we are not without very positive 
proof as to the intention upon this subject of the framers of the Con- 
stitution. 

The meager minutes of the proceedings of the convention and the 
Madison Papers show that this very subject of providing forasuccession 
during the remainder of the term was fully and fairly presented and as 
fully negatived. Mr. Randolph proposed to do just what is proposed 
by this bill under consideration. He moved in the convention to amend 
the report of the committee on detail by inserting—now mark the lan- 
guage— 


The Legislature may declare by law what officer of the United States shall 
act as President, in case of the death, resignation, or disability of the President 


and Vice-President, and such officer shall act accordingly until the time for elect- 
ing a President arrive. Bina ia! 


This was the plain proposition to delegate power to Congress to fill 
the office during the remainder of the term. Mr. Madison objected, 


basing his objection upon the ground that the language used by Mr. 
Randolph in his proposed amendment ‘‘ yoni peorent a supply of the 
yacancy by an intermediate election of the dent.” Can there be 


any doubt as to his meaning? Mr. Madison then moved as a substitute 
the closing words, as we find them in the fifth clause of article 2, to wit: 

Until the disability be removed or a President shall be elected. 

Now notice carefully the difference between the ition of Mr. 
Randolph and that of Mr. Madison. The proposition of Mr. Randolph 
provided for tly filling the office during the remainder of the 
term. Ifadisability of the President and Vice-President took place, his 
proposition was to fill the place, not until the disability was removed, 

ut for the remainder of the Presidential term, ‘‘ until the time for the 
election of a President shall arrive.’’ The disability might be only 
temporary; but even in such a case Congress should have power to de- 
clare what officer should act as President forthe remainder of the term, 
and should the disability afterward be removed, the once-disabled Pres- 
ident, even though relieved from the disability, could not resume tho 
duties of his office. 

Let me quote again the proposition of Mr. Randolph: 

The Legislature may declare by law what officer of the United States shall act 
as President, and such officer shall act accordingly until the time of electing a 
President shall arrive. 

The power to be granted was not to fill the office temporarily but 
permanently during the remainder of the time. Thesubstitute of Mr. 
Madison introdu the idea of filling the office tem ly “until 
the disability be removed,” providing in plain terms that if the disa- 
bility of the President or Vice-President be removed he could resume 
the office, and in case the disability should not be removed, then until 
“a President shall be elected,” and not until the time for the election 
of President shall arrive. It was, in its substance, distinctly antago- 
nistic to the proposition of Mr. Randolph; and hence Mr. Madison of- 
fered it, not as an amendment, but as a substitute for that proposition. 
This substitute was adopted, and became a part of the Constitution 
submitted to the States; submitted in the light given by the motion 
of Randolph and the objection and substitute of Madison. The people, 
therefore, when they delegated power to Congress to make a certain 
declaration, did so with the fact plainly presented by the record and 
proceedings of the convention that this declaration was to be only tem- 
porary in its effectand force. They did not delegate the power to Con- 
gress to declare that a certain officer should act until the time for the 
election of a President shallarrive. This 


can be found not only in the proceedings connected with the passage of 
the act of 1792, but also in the fact that in that law, passed in the Res: 
ond Congress, was pg a provision for a — election. Why pro- 
vide for a special election if the power to declare what officer, should 
fill out the remainder of the term had been delegated to Congress ? 

Five persons, at least, were members of the House in the Second Con- 
gress who had been members of the constitutional convention. These 
were Messrs. Dayton, Fitzsimmons, Baldwin, Gilman, and Madison. 
While these men were divided in their votesas to what officers should be 
declared to be in the line of succession, they were united in supporting 
that provision of the bill which provided for a special election. They 
were comparatively fresh from the convention hall. The intention of 
the framers was known to them. Mr. Madison had tested the inten- 
tion of the convention by the substitute proposed by him for the amend- 
ment of Mr. Randolph. 

Who was it that signed and approved this bill? Who was it that 
gaveitafinalexamination? It was George Washington, the first Presi- 
dent of the United States and the presiding officer of the constitutional 
convention. He knew the intent of the framers of our Constitution 
with as muchor more certainty than any other man. Ifthe act of 1792 
had ignored the plain intent of the framers of the Constitution his veto 
would have killed the bill. He gave itthe stamp of his approval. He 
signed it, and it became a law. inety-four years of service have aged 
its provisions; the ent evidence may be faded or destroyed, but 
the intent of the fathers clings to it still. [Applause.] 

I assert, then, that Congress has no power to enact a law violative of 
the intent of the constitutional provision under consideration. It has 
no power to enact a valid law, which in effect declares that a certain 
appointive officer, an officer in the appointment of whom the people 
have had no voice, shall act as President ‘‘until the time for the elec- 
tion of a President shall arrive.” 

Pass this bill, and it will be a flagrant usurpation of the power vested 
in and retained by the people. I turn to the ninth article of the amend- 
ments to the Constitution, and I read: 


The enumeration in the Constitution, of certain rights, shall not be construed 
to deny or disparage others retained by the people. 


Statesmen, with some ghostly apparition of impending danger, have 
become panicky, and in their haste virtually declare that because the 
people delegated power to Co to confer Presidential robes upon a 
certain person until disability disappears or a President be elected, there- 
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fore Congress 

power in the Constitution so that it denies the right reserved to the peo- 

ple to ‘‘ supply a vacancy by an intermediate election of a President.” 
I turn to the tenth article of the amendments to the Constitution, and 

I read: 

hibited by itt not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor pro- 
e. 


can fill out the entire term. They construe the grant of 


it to the States, are reserved to the States respectively, or to the peo- 
ple. 

The power to provide for a succession for the remainder of the term, 
or for a definite period, was not delegated to Congress or to the United 
States. If the power was not delegated, the tenth article of the amend- 
ments says it is reserved to the people, and there it remains to-day. 

The present bill is inexpedient. What is the purpose, the object of 
this bill? It is to make certain, as is claimed, that which is alleged to 
be uncertain. It is to provide for a line of succession concerning which 
there can be no uncertainty. Does the bill accomplish this object? If 
not, it is inexpedient. The line of succession, as established by this 
bill is, first, the Secretary of State; then the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury; then the Secretary of War; then the Attorney-General; then the 
Postmaster-General; then the Secretary of the Navy; and lastly, the 
Secretary of the Interior. Suppose the Secretary of State is declared 
to be the officer to act as President, does he continue to be Secretary of 
State? Does his first assistant act as Secretary of State, or can the act- 
ing President appoint a new Secretary of State? Suppose he can ap- 
point a new Secretary of State, and that appointment is confirmed by 
the Senate, is this new appointee then in the line of succession? If so, 
then the acting President, under this law, has the absolute and kingly 
power to name his successor. ‘‘ Shades of our fathers!” the republi- 
can government you so wisely framed has been, by a species of legisla- 
tive legerdemain, transformed into a limited monarchy ! 

But suppose the Assistant Secretary becomes the acting Secretary, 
and the acting President has no power to appoint a Secretary? Then, 
in case of the death of the acting President, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury becomes acting President, and his assistant becomes acting Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. ig then the acting President should die, 
the Secretary of War then mes acting President. In that event 
who becomes acting Secretary of War? The Secretary of War has no 
assistant, and, as I understand the law to be, can only designate a per- 
son to perform the duties of that office for a period not to exceed ten days. 

Sup) the Secretary of the Interior should finally be reached in the 
line of succession and should become acting President, what officers 
would compose his Cabinet? 

The War and Navy Departments, neither of which have assistants, 
would be unrepresented in the Cabinet, and the rest of the Departments 
would be represented by assistants. I might multiply these questions 
almost indefinitely, and each query would present a case within the 
realm of possible realization. Iwantnosuch confusion; I want nosuch 
uncertainty. Rather bear the ‘‘ills we have, than fly to others that we 
know not of.” 

The bill is impolitic. It is unwise. It would be injurious to the 
interests of this republican government. The omnipresent idea in the 
very warp and woof of our governmental structure is that the people 
shall have a voice in the selection of their rulers. Whatever tends to 
silence this voice weakens the structure our fathers have builded. In- 
novations upon the prerogatives of the people increase in the human 
mind the thirst for power. The safety of the Republic is in the indi- 
vidual instinct of self-preservation of person and property. The weapon 
with which this is guarded is the ballot, Disarmed of this weapon 
resort is had to force, and this means revolution. The ballot has no 
potency in the selection of Cabinet officers. The advisers of the Presi- 
dent are not responsible to the people. The people have no power to 
appoint or remove them. They hold their positions subject to the will 
of but one mind. 

When the people, through theirState Legislatures, electa United States 
Senator, they do so with the full knowledge that he may be elected 
President pro tempore, and upon the happening of certain events may 
become acting President of the United States. They know that every 
six years he must come back to them and answer to them for his ac- 
tions. When the people by their votes elect a member of the House of 
Representatives, they do so with the full knowledge that he may be 
elected Speaker, and on the happening of certain events may become 
acting President of the United States. They know also that every two 
years he must come back to them and answer for his actions. The 
Cabinet minister answers to no one but his chief. He goes from among 
the people without their bidding, and is in no sense their representative 
or agent. To make it possible for such a person to become the acting 
President is to place over the people a ruler who has become such with- 
out their assent, either express or implied. 

The position of President of the United States is the most honorable 
position in the world. The people of the United States have made it 
so. The humblest native-born citizen has the right to aspire to it. It 
is impolitic and unwise to relegate this proud position to the domain of 
chance and exclude the people from haying part or lot in it. In the 
absence of any law or the power to make a better, resort might be had 
to this one as a last expedient. I have heard that the proposed law is 
better than none. I very much question the correctness of the propo- 


sition. I think the Constitution itself, without any law declaring a 
further succession, better than a law that is unconstitutional and mis- 
chieyous. 

But we have a law. The law of 1792, crowned with years, needs but 
slight additions by the legislative and executive pen to make it com- 
plete and forceful under all reasonable circumstances, 

The legality of this law is questioned because the President pro tem- 

of the Senate and the Speaker of the House are not officers of the 

nited States, and hence can not be declared to be in the line of suc- 

cession. I have noticed acres of assumption, but not a pin’s point of 
ent in favor of this proposition. [Laughter. ] 

It has been gravely asserted that in the Blount impeachment the 
question has been decided. Articles of impeachment were presented in 
the Senate of the United States in 1798 against William Blount, a Sena- 
tor from the State of Tennessee. That dignitary presented the point by 
demurrer that a Senator of the United States was not an officer within 
the meaning of section 4 of Article II of the Constitution. 

That section reads as follows: 

The President and Vice-President, and all civil officers of the United States, 
shall be removed from office on impeachment for and conviction of treason, 
bribery, or other high crimes and misdemeanors. 

The Senate sustained his demurrer, and so virtually decided that a 
Senator was not an officer of the United States. 

I do not have the most exalted reverence for a judicial decision by 
any legislative body, even though it may be sitting asa high court 
of impeachment. When a legislative body puts on the judicial gown 
the garment seldom fits well. While it may hide political vices and 
prejudice, or cover up friendships and legislative sympathy, it does not 
silence or destroy their influence. Legislative experience is not con- 
ducive to growth in the knowledge of the law. Aman may be agreat 
statesman but a very poor lawyer. He may have a correct knowledge 
of legislative necessities but a very infirm knowledge of 1 princi- 

les. I am therefore skepticalasto the infullibility of the decision in the 
Blount case. It may be good law, but Ishould wish to have it affirmed 
by some other judicial tribunal before I should vote to repeal a statute 
that had done good service for ninety-four years. 

In this connection, all those who are curious to see a very plain de- 
cision on this question I refer to the case er parte Yarborough (110 U. 
8S. Reports), where it seems to me the Supreme Court, through Justice 
Miller, emphatically declares, that these men are not officers of States. 
I submit, however, that the decision in the Blount case is not in point. 
A Senator or a Representative may not be an officer of the United States, 
but a President pro tempore of the Senate is something more than a Sen- 
ator of the United States. A Speaker of the House of Representatives 
is something more than a member of the House. These positions are 
created by the Constitution. 

The Senate of the United States is a constitutional body, and it is this 
constitutional body that elects a President pro tempore. 

The House of Representatives is a constitutional body, and this con- 
stitutional body elects a Speaker of the House of Representatives. The 
Constitution says: ‘‘The House of Representatives shall choose their 
Speaker and other officers.’ It does not declare that the Representa- 
tives (the members of the House) shall elect a Speaker of the House. 

The Constitution does not declare that the members of the Senate of 
the United States shall elect a President pro tempore; but the Constitu- 
tion of the United States does declare that the House of Representa- 
tives, a constitutional body, shall elect its Speaker, and that the Senate 
of the United States, a constitutional body, shall elect a President pro 
tempore. 

What is required to constitute an officer of the United States? 

First. The office itself must be created by the Constitution, or by 
some United States statute in harmony with the Constitution. 

Second. The person to fill the office must be elected or appointed by 
some body or person deriving the power of selection from the Consti- 
tution. 

Third. The person selected for the office must be eligible. 

These are requisites that are necessary to constitute an officer of the 
United States. If all of these requisites converge in a person, he is an 
officer of the United States. 

Test the Speaker of the House of Representatives by these require- 
ments and requisites. 

First. The office of Speaker is provided for by the Constitution. 

Second. He is chosen by the House of Representatives under and by 
authority of the Constitution: ‘‘The House of Representatives shall 
choose their Speaker.” 

Third. The person selected is eligible. 

Is anything more required in the case of the President and Vice- 
President of the United States? 

It has been urged that Senators and Members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives are officers of the States from which they come. 

Admit it for the present argument; but is the Speakerof this House 
the Speaker of the State of Kentucky? Is the present President pro 
tempore of the Senate the President pro tempore of the State of Ohio? 

Nowhere in the laws or constitution of any State are these offices pro- 
vided for. 

The people of the State of Ohio through its Legislature elected Mr. 
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SHERMAN a United States Senator, and, by that election and his actin 
taking the oath of office, as such he was rendered eligible to the posi- 
tion of President pro tempore of the United States Senate. Neither the 
pore of the State of Ohio nor its Legislature had the power to elect 

to his present position, That power alone exists in the Senate of 
the United States. 

The voters of the sixth Congressional district of Kentucky elected 
Mr. CARLISLE as a membor of the House of Representatives for the 
Forty-ninth Congress, and thereby rendered him eligible to the office of 
Speaker. He took the oath as a member of the Forty-ninth Congress 
and rendered his eligibility complete; but it was the House of Repre- 
sentatives that elected him Speaker of the Forty-ninth Congress and 
not the State of Kentucky. He, as Speaker, has charge of the Hall of 
the House and control of unappropriated rooms in this wing of the Capi- 
tol. He has a large number of duties by law and by rule which he is 
required to discharge. He shall sign all acts, bills, joint resolutions, 
&c., as prescribed by the law, and must perform a number of specified 
duties, not for the State of Kentucky, not for the sixth Congressional 
district of Kentucky, but he shall do these acts for the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America. Heis the presiding officer 
of a national legislative body—a body created by the Constitution, a 
part of the law-making power of the nation, entirely exempt from State 
contro]. It is the exclusive judge of the election and qualification of 
its own members. The State law can not control it in any particular. 
The State has no power over it. Can it be said, then, that the presid- 
ing officer of such a body is not an officer of the United States? 

Itis urged further that under this law tue succession might bring 
about a change of politics during the lifetime of one administration. 

This objection is seriously urged by believers in the Democratic faith. 
The belief in this objection has become very much stro on the 
Democratic side of this House since the 4th of March last. [Laughter 
on the Republican side.] There was a very perceptible lack of enthu- 
siasm inthis measure on the Democratic side during the last Congress. 
The bill as then framed permitted the law providing for aspecial elec- 
tion to remain in force, and was in consequence less objectionable than 
it is now. 3 

When I exercised the one-man power in this House before the holi- 
day recess and prevented the consideration of this bill, a look of holy 
horror seemed to steal over the faces of my Democratic friends. Now 
you ought to thank me for my action. Your party is in power here 
with 41 majority, and I was simply a temporary and self-appointed 
guardian to prevent you from enacting hasty and unwise legislation. 
Your party has one less sin to answer for, and I take credit to myself 
for having prevented the increase of its ponderous load. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. EDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PETERS. As soon as I have finished this subject on which I 
have entered. 

Mr. EDEN. My question relates to this very subject. 

Mr. PETERS. All right. 

Mr. EDEN. My question is this: Had the Senate when it sent the 
bill over to the House a political object to accomplish ? 

Mr. PETERS. As soonas the Senate pass a bill, regardless of what 
its subject or substance may be, they immediately transmit it to the 
House. 

But, seriously, the Democratic party has been in power in this House 
since 1875, with the exception of two years. You had a Democratic 
Speaker of this House during all that time, who was in the line of suc- 
cession. My party was in power at the other end of the Avenue, and 
bore up under the Democratic load at this end very well. [Laughter.] 

Now your party isin power atthe otherendofthe Avenue. My party 
took chances on a change of administration during two Presidential 
terms. Can not your party stand it until 1888? We will relieve you 
then by placing a Republican in the White House. 

The distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] is 
coming to your relief with a measure to continue the office of elector 
during the Presidential term. Thedistinguished gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE | is coming to your relief by a measure providing 
for a second Vice-President. Either of these remedies is better than the 
present bill, but better than all would be the re-enactment of the law of 
1867, providing for the meeting of Congress each alternate year on the 4th 
of March. The line of succession would then always be well provided 
for, and the organization of the House would then be perfected and ready 
for work when it would return to begin the long session in December, 
With this additional safeguard the law of 1792 should stand. It has 
done good service for nearly a century. Our Government has passed 
the experimental period and is firmly established. 

The crucial test of internecine war has been made, and while some of 
the dross yet remains, the pure gold has been separated from it, and the 
virtue, patriotism, and intelligence of our people will burnish it until 


the halo of its influence encircles the earth. 

This law of 1792 is one of our landmarks, honored and useful; as po- 
tent to-day as it was when adopted. Let us not cast it aside for an un- 
tried, inexpedient, and impolitic substitution. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
his time remaining. 


The gentleman has sixteen minutes of 


Mr. SENEY. Mr. Speaker, the existing law, declaring who shali 
perform the duties of President of the United States in case the offices 
of President and Vice-President become vacant, is nearly as old as the 
Government. It was made in 1792, and in no particular has it ever 
been changed. It provides that in case of removal, death, resignation, 
or inability of both the President and Vice-President, the President of 
the Senate, or, if there be none, then the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, shall act as President until the disability is removed or a 
President elected. In the same law provision is made for the election 
of a President and Vice-President when both these offices are vacant. 
In enacting this law it was intended, no doubt, to give effect to that 
part of the Constitution of the United States which provides that in 
case of the removal, death, resignation, or inability both of the Presi- 
dent and Vice-President, the Congress shall declare what officer shall 
en as as President until the disability be removed or a President 
elec 

Fortunately there has been no occasion to use this law. It is, and 
has been since its enactment, a sleeping statute. Of coursejthis is no 
reason why it should be altered or repealed. If the law gave proper 
effect to the constitutional provision upon which it rests it ought not 
tobe disturbed. It does not, and for this reason it ought to give place 
to a wiser and better enactment. The subject is one which deeply con- 
cane the country. Legislation upon it ought not to be delayed a single 

ay. 

Four times since the organization of the Government has the office of 
President of the United States been vacant. During the same period 
the office of Vice-President has been vacant six times. Both of these 
offices have never been vacantatoneand the same time. Such an event 
it is to be hoped will never occur. Butit may. Should it occur while 
the existing law is in force there is a possibility that for a time the Gov- 
ernment may be without an authorized ruler. Such an event ought 
not to be possible. It can be made impossible by enacting a law differ- 
ent from the one we now have. 

The Presidential succession under existing law is at best doubtful 
and uncertain. First in the line of succession stands the President pro 
tempore of the Senate. He ischosen from the Senate, and by the Senate, 
to preside for the time being over its deliberations, and holds his place 
during the pleasure of that body. If he is an officer within the mean- 
ing of that clause of the Constitution which fixesthe power of Congress 
to fill a vacancy in the office of President, then in this respect he is 
legally qualified for that position. This clause, it will be remembered, 
is that Congress may declare what officer shall act as President when 
the offices of President and Vice-President becomevacant. The words 
‘what officer’? in this clause deserve particular notice. Whether the 
officer meant is one having authority under the laws of a State or or 
the United States is by no means certain. Weare to presume that the 
officer intended is one exercising authority under the laws enacted by 
the Congress of the United States. In this construction it is believed 
acquiescence is general, 

But is the President of the Senate an officer of the United States? 
Upon this question there is a wide difference of opinion. Men pro- 
foundly learned in our laws say that he is not, and therefore can not 
act as President. Others, standing equally as high in the legal profes- 
sion, claim that the President of the Senate is an officer of the United 
States, and may act as President if Congress so declares. 

This question, it is said, was authoritatively settled as early as 1798. 
It was, if the judgment of the Senate in what is known as Senator 
Blount’s case is to be considered final and binding. In that case the 
Senate refused to impeach Mr. Blount, against whom articles of im- 
peachment had been preferred by the House. Senator Blount, it must 
be borne in mind, was not the President of the Senate. He was a Sena- 
tor from the State of Tennessee. The Senate determined that a Sena- 
tor in Congress was not liable to impeachment because he was not a 
civil officer of the United States. 

Upon this point the case is an authority; upon the point before us 
itis not. That the office of Senator in Congress is not a civil office 
within the meaning of the impeachment clause of the Constitution may 
be true. 

Another clause in the Constitution, it will be remembered, declares 
that no person holding any office under the United States shall be a 
member of either the House or the Senate during his continuance in 
office. When a Senator presides temporarily over the Senate he may 
be, while so acting, an officer of the Senate only, and in no sense an 
officer of the United States. Or it may be that he can not constitu- 
tionally act as President and as a Senator at the same time. 

Itis not my pu to discuss these questions upon precedent or prin- 
ciple. Until they are settled by binding authority there is room for 
contention and, pessibly, for bitter partisan strife. To change either or 
both of these clauses in our organic law would be difficult, if not im- 
possible. The two questions to which they give rise can not, in the 
absence of a case presenting them, be authoritatively determined. 

The only way out of the apparent difficulty is to conform to the Con- 
stitution and enact a law placing an officerof the United States, instead 
of a temporary officer of the Senate or House, in the line of the Presi- 
dential succession. 

But there are other difficulties in the way of makingan acting Pres- 
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ident ont of the Senate’s temporary presiding officer. Let it be sup- 
posed that the President of the Senate was born in any country other 
than our own, would he in such case be legally qualified to act as Pres- 
ident of the United States? The Constitution declares that no person 
except a natural-born citizen of the United States, or a citizen of the 
United States at the time of the adoption of the Constitution, shall be 
eligible to the office of President. 

Again, suppose the President of the Senate to be above the minimum 
age prescribed for a Senator, twenty-five years, and below the age pre- 
scribed for the President, thirty-five years, could he become an acting 
President of the United States? The Constitution declares all persons 
ineligible to the office of President of the United States'who shall not 
have attained to the of thirty-five years. 

Suppose again that the Senate’s President has been a resident of the 


United States less than fourteen years. Would he, in such case, have | thi 


the legal qualifications for an acting President? The Constitution de- 
clares that no person shall be eligible to the office of President who 
has not been a resident within the United States for fourteen years. 

If in the cases mentioned constitutional dfficulties are in the way of 
the President of the Senate becoming the acting President, upon whom 
would the succession fall? Certainly not upon the Speaker of the 
House, for he can not fill the place unless there is no President of the 
Senate. The President of the Senate may have every legal qualifica- 
tion required to fill that position in the Senate, and yet be disqualified 
by the Constitution from filling the office of President of the United 
States. In either of these cases itis plain that the Government would 
be without a legal head. 

If the President of the Senate was to assume the duties of President 
and subsequently be impeached, if liable as an acting President to im- 

ent, who then would be entitled to the succession? The im- 
peachment of an acting President, if he be alsoa Senator and President 
of the Senate, it is believed, would not in any wise affect his right to 
hold his seat in the Senate or his place as its presiding officer. The 
judgment of impeachment, probably, could have no other effect than 
to remove the im ed President from office and disqualify him to 
hold any office under the United States in the future. Still he would 
be a Senator, and as long as he continued to be President of the Senate 
the Speaker of the House could not take the Presidential office, and in 
the case supposed there would be no one legally authorized to adminis- 
ter the Government. 

Suppose that the President of the Senate while acting as President 
of the United States should die, what officer of the Government, under 
existing law, is appointed to execute the office of President? The 
Speaker of the House? But there may be no Speaker when the death 
oceurs. The President ofthe Senate, while acting as ident, may re- 
sign his seat in the Senate, or his term as Senator may expi 0, 
in either case, would become the acting President? Such acase might 
produce serious trouble. For cause, and for no cause, the Senate can 
remove its presiding officer, and this removal might operate to again 
vacate the Presidential office, and possibly give rise to a serious conten- 
tion as to who should succeed to the vacated place. More critical, if 
possible, might the situation become if the political complexion of the 
Senate was to change, 

The matter before us that another difficulty might arise in 
ease the President of the Senate should take upon himself the duties of 
an acting President. The clause of the Constitution, stated in another 
connection, declares that no holding any office under the United 
States shall bea member of the Senate or House during his continuance 
in office. To give to this clause its full m and effect it is not 
without pretense to say that no Senator shall hold any office under the 
United States. If this is the correct interpretation of this clause the 
question might arise whether or not-a Senator could act as President. 
Or the clause might suggest the question as to its effect on the right of 
the President of the Senate to retain his seat as a Senator, or his place 
as the Senate’s presiding officer. 

In the face of these difficulties, realor ap t, and of others of more 
or less moment, the question may well be asked, Why continue the Pres- 
ident of the Senate in the line of succession to the Presidential office? 

But this part of the argument need not be further pursued. 

Jia DOL A to BOI AASE ropet son De ie DEODIA, Ayi x e 
vernment under whi ey live, requires that in one respect, at 1 
the Presidential succession be = 

Second and last in the line of succession is the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives. Heis to take the Presidency when it and the Vice- 
Sears boc vacant, and there be no President of the Senate. Con- 
sideri is subject in the light of to-day it is to be wondered why this 
law was ever put upon the statute-book, or why it has been allowed to 
remain undisturbed for nearly a century. Those who made this law, 
or some of them, assisted in framing the Constitution of the United 
States. Some of them took an active and leading part in organizing 
the Government, and subsequently, for years, in directing its affairs. 
Why these wise and great men thought it best to fix the succession to 
the office of President in the legislative department of the Government 
it is difficult to understand. There seems to be no sufficient or control- 
ling reason for taking the acting President from the Senate or from the 
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House. He must, as we have seen, be an officer of the United States. 
But if the place is to be filled by an officer of the Senate or an officer of 
the House, there is an obvious propriety in the selection of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate and the Speaker of the House. 

Putting the Speaker of the House in the line of succession adds to 
the uncertainties and doubts of the situation. Congress is not in ses- 
sion when the President and Vice-President elect are inaugurated. It 
does not convene until nine months thereafter. During this long 
period the office of Speaker of the House is vacant. Should vacancies 
occur in the offices of President and Vice-President within these nine 
months the office of President could not be filled by the Speaker of the 
House; and if the Senate had no President pro tempore the office of 
President of the United States would be vacant, it may be, for months. 
Again, in the middle of the Presidential term, and for nine months 
ereafter, the House has no Speaker. If within this period these 
vacancies should occur, unless the Senate has a President pro tempore, 
there is no one legally authorized to perform the duties of President 
of the United States. The fact that in the term for which a President 
and Vice-President are elected the office of Speaker of the House is 
vacant for eighteen months, or more than one-third of the entire term, 
is strongly suggestive that the existing law fixing the Presidential suc- 
cession ought to be 

Is it said that the Housemay always havea Speaker? Not under ex- 
isting laws. To change themat this time isimpossible; and if changed 
it is questionable whether or not the public in other respects would 
be substantially subserved. 

But these are not the only reasons why the Speaker of the House 
ought not to be in the line of the Presidential succession. Unless the 
Speaker of the House is such an officer as the Constitution prescribes 
he would be legally disqualified to fill a vacancy in the Presidential 
office. The fact that he is amember of the House might be in the way 
of his holding the office of President. In case the Speaker was not a 
native-born citizen of the United States, or had not resided in the Uni- 
ted States for fourteen years, or was not thirty-five years of his 
legal Zee actas President might be disputed. Should he, while act- 
ing as ident of the United States, be removed from the Speakership 
oe elect pared of its onnen to preside in his stead, or 

e die, or resign hisseatin the House, or his term as Represent- 
ative expire, or the political complexion of the House change—either 
x uas events might make a situation abounding in difficulties and 

ou 

Under thelaw as it now stands controversies respecting thesuccession 
might arise between the Senate and House; and contention between the 
President pro tempore of the Senate and the Speaker of the House might 
possibly occur. 

What sufficient reason can be assigned for ing the Senate, with- 
out the concurrence of the House, to designate who of its members shall 
ia the vacancy, should one occur, in the office of President of the United 

tates? 

Upon what ground can it be claimed that the House, without the con- 
currence of the Senate, should make, it possible for one of its members 
to become President of the United States ? 

Both the Senate and the House united in ing the law to fix the 
succession. Under it the Senate stands first in the line and the House 
second. Ifthe virtue and purity of those who made this law were not 
beyond question there would be room to suspect that the enactment is 
the result of a compromise between selfish, jealous, and conflicting 
opinions. 

If the succession must be in the Senate and House, and can be kept 
there with safety, under the Constitution, its order ought to be 
The Speaker of the House ought to stand first instead of second, and the 
President of the Senate second instead of first. 

If the vacancy in the Presidential office could be filled at an election 
to be held by the people, instead of by the previous and fixed ae evel 
ment of the law, this method would unquestionably be best. the 
vacancy could be filled by the election of electors chosen by the people, 
this plan, no doubt, would be acceptable. Probably neither of these 
ways are at all practicable or expedient. 

The Speaker of the House, as a member of that body, is a representa- 
tive of the people, directly accountable to them, for this reason 
their interests are, or at least are supposed to be, safer in his hands 
than in the hands of one whose relations to the people are too remote 
to feel proper responsibility. 

The President of the Senate, as a Senator, is the representative of a 
State, and is not accountable, in theory at least, ae to his State, for 
the manner in which his official duties are perform 

If the succession is not to be changed there is need for legislation 
that will secure perpetuity, if it is possible, in one if not both of the 
offices of President of the Senate and Speaker of the House. 

To have the President pro tempore of the Senate or the Speaker of 
the House act for a time, long or short, as the President of the United 
States would not secure that care and attention to the duties of that high 
executive office which the place demands, and which the people have 
the right to : 

The duties, cares, and responsibilities of the President of the Senate 


674 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 14, 


and the Speaker of the House are great—enough, as we all know, to tax 


the strength, mental and physical, of the strongest and ablest. In ad- 
dition to the duties of presiding officer, the one is the representative of 
a State and all of its interests; the other, of a district and all that con- 
cerns it in Se Aa It is simply impossible for one man to discharge 
the duties of a tor, of President pro tempore of the Senate, and of 
President of the United States. 

There is no one who will say that the duties of President of the Uni- 

ted States and those of Speaker of the House of Representatives can be 
formed by one and the same person. To make it ible for the 
ident of the United States to be a member of the or House, 
or the presiding officer of either body, is jem 
interest suggests the wisdom of keeping the executive 
and legislative d ents of the Government widely apart. The 
President of the United States, if only for a time, sitting in the presi- 
ding officer’s place in the Senate, or in the chair of the Speaker of the 
House, is a scene which it is to be hoped no eye will ever witness. The 
law as it now is makes such a scene a possible event. 

We must not be deceived. Should the President of the Senate ever 
become acting President of the United States he will then hold three 
offices: Acting President of the United States, President of the Senate, 
and Senator in Congress, The duties of each of these places must be 
performed by the same person. 

And the Speaker of the House, should he become acting President, 
will hold three offices: Acting President, Speaker, and Representative. 
The duties of each the same person must perform. 

In the minds of those who made the law of 1792 we feel sure there 
was no thought that their work would open a way for the occupant of 
the Presidential office to preside in the Senate or the House, or take a 
part in the discussions or deliberations of either body. 

Those pure and good men had no idea that in making it possible for 
the Speaker of the House to be President, temporarily, the time would 
come when the duties of the two places would be so great, varied, and 
arduous that no one person could ‘orm them both. 

When this law was enacted the Union contained seventeen States and 
noorganized Territories. Ourpopulation was then less than 4,000,000— 
only a few more than the Li peri popas ion of Ohio, and considerably 
less than the present population of P lvania or New York. Now 
we have thirty-eight States and eight organized Territories, with 56,000,- 
000 of population. 

In my judgment it would be sadly out of place for the President to 
be in the Senate when that body is in executive session. Offensive to 
all sense of propriety would it be to have the President in the Senate 
with the tight to debate and to vote upon his own nominations to office, 
upon his own vetoes, upon treaties he negotiates, upon measures he 
recommends or opposes, upon each and every of his official acts. 

More offensive to propriety would it be, if possible, for the acting 
President to preside over the deliberations of the House and takea ce 
in the contentions in that body. Without a change in the existing law 
there is a possibility far from remote that what we would prevent may 

r. 


occur. . 

The office of President of the Senate or Speaker of the House may 
be vacant at a critical time. Both may be vacant at the same time. 
Both were vacant from the 4th of March last until December 7 follow- 
ing. Vacancies in the office of President and Vice-President durin 
this period would have left the Government without a constituti 
ruler. Perhaps we werenearer such a condition of affairs recently than 
ever before in our history. 

On the 25th of November last the death of the lamented Hendricks 
made vacant the office of Vice-President of the United States. At that 
time, and for twelve days thereafter, the Senate had no President pro 
tempore, nor had the House a er. Had the office of President be- 
come vacant during those twelve days the Government would have 
been without rule. Happily the situation was relieved by the 
Senate and the House electing their presiding officers on the first day 
Con; convened. 

The Senate, it will be remembered, was in session for several weeks 
in March and April last, and adjourned without electing a President 


ot is within the recollection of us all that in the Thirty-fourth Con- 

in 1855, the House was not able to elect a Speaker until the thir- 
tieth day of itssession. In the Congress of 1859 a Speaker of the House 
was not elected until the twenty-sixth day of the session. 

In the Senate it is believed that there is no fixed time for the elec- 
tion of a President f ririn wae It may be done when the Vice-Pres- 
ident is out of the te, if that body so wills, or it may not be done 
at all, as was the case at the session in last. 

There may have been times in the Senate when that body was unable 
to elect a presiding officer until after many days spent in the effort. 
The situation in the Senate and the House may be such as to prevent 


the election of a President pro for the former or a Speaker for 
the latter for months, it may be, Congress has convened. 
At times party feeling runs high in Congress. Equally high, if not 


higher, does it reach among the people. Bitter and angry at times are 


party struggles upon this floor and in the Senate Chamber. Among the 
people few political compaigns open and close without making bitter dis- 


appointments and lasting hates. In the contests for party supremacy 
waged here and elsewhere our Government has had its severest trials. 

Willany or the great contest for the Presidency in 1876? 
Memorable was the strife of the people. Memorable were the conten- 
tions in this Capitol—memorable for what was done and equally mem- 
orable for what was notdone. In every part of the Republic the strain 
from this eventful struggle was felt. 

We all remember the long, dreary, and anxious days of November, 
1884. Upon the electoral vote of a single State depended the result of 
the Presidential election of that year. The popular vote in that State 
was 1,125,159, and so evenly was it divided between the two great polit- 
ical parties of the country that the one had but 1,149 more than the 
other. Out of this condition of affairs contentions arose which for a 
time threatened the peace of the entire country. 

The existing law as to the Presidential succession shows a weakness 
in our political system. The time may come, soon or late, when for 
the want of proper legislation upon this subject the Government may 
be without one authorized to administer its laws. 

The President of the United States can not be removed from his office 
except on impeachment for and conviction of treason, bribery, or other 
high crimes and misdemeanors. Theacting President, if he be the Pres- 
ident of the Senate, may be removed at the mere will of the Senate; or 
if he be the Speaker of the House, at the mere will of the House. 

If my memory is not greatly at fault the records of Congress show 
that Senators have been expelled from the Senate, and Representatives 
have been expelled from the House, Senators and Representatives have 
been unseated for party reasons and for party purposes. Offenses short of 
a high crime or misdemeanor will not removea President chosen by 
the electoral college; buta President from the Senate or House may be 
ousted from his executive seat for the same causes which expel or unseat 
a Senator or a Representative. 

If we would give to the country and stability to the Govern- 
ment, the tenure of the Presidential office, permanently or temporarily, 
ought to rest upon something else than the mere will of either or both 
of the legislative bodies of the Government. 

We have two great political parties. One now controls the execu- 
tive department of the Government and the other is in control of the 
Senate. A vacancy exists in the office of Vice-President and one may 
occur in the office of President. Should: it occur, the party which the 
people voted into power so recently, and for four years, would surely 
and quickly have to give way to the opposite party, and its leader chosen 
by less than forty of its members. 

A government thus constituted is weak where it ought to be strong. 
More lives than one should stand between the party in and the party 
out of power. Let us meet the responsibilities imposed at this time 
and in this place, and make stronger and more enduring, in oné respect 
at least, the Government which cost so much blood and treasure to 
establish and so much blood and treasure to maintain. 

The pending bill is a move in the right direction. Its purpose is to 
change the law fixing the Presidential succession. The bill to 
take the succession out of the legislative department of the Government 
and place it in the executive department. It has passed the Senate, 
and ought, in my judgment, to pass the House. 

The executive department of the Government ought to be adminis- 
tered always by the officers of that department and never by the offi- 
cers of the legislative or judicial departments. The office of President 
of the United States is an executive office, and when from any cause 
its duties can not be performed by the President or by his constitutional 
successor, the Vice-President, another executive officer ought to fill, 
temporarily, the place. Experience in that department, and familiar- 
ity with its varied duties, ought to influence in some degree the ques- 
tion as to whoshall succeed the executive head in case his place and the 
place of the Vice-President is vacant. 

The principle urged is the same adopted and followed with eminent 
success in each of the several branches of the executive department. 
The Department of State, of the Treasury, of War, of Justice, the Post- 
Office, of the Navy, and of the Interior each has a head, and also as- 
sistants who are by law authorized to perform the duties of such head 
in case of his death, resignation, absence, or sickness until a successor 
is appointed, or such absence or sickness shall cease. In addition to 
this the President may authorize and direct the head of any other De- 
partment, or any officer in either Department, to perform the duties or 
the vacant office until a successor is appointed, or the sickness or ab- 
sence of the incumbent shall cease. 

This system, as organized and conducted, is believed to be entirely 
satisfactory and entirely free from objection. There are many reasons 
why the same principle should be controlling in declaring who shall be 
at the head of the executive department when the President and Vice- 
President, from any cause, are unable to perform its duties. 

The pending bill puts the succession where, in my judgment, it right- 
fully belongs. It provides that in case of removal, death, resignation, 
or inability of both the President and Vice-President the duties of the 
Gen veo r: the time being -_ be performed, 

F irst, e Secretary 0. ©; 

Second, by the Secretary of the Treasury; 

Third, by the Secretary of War; 
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Fourth, by the Attorney-General; 

Fifth, by the Postmaster-General; 

Sixth, by the of the Navy; 

Seventh, by the Secretary of the Interior. 

The bill further provides that in case either of these officers are in- 
eligible to the office of President under the Constitution, or are under 
impeachment by the House at the time the duties of the Presidential 
ofice devolve upon them respectively, then the officer next in the order 
of succession, if eligible and not under impeachment, shall act as Pres- 
ident. If there be no such officer, or in case of his removal, death, res- 
ignation, or inability, the same order as to the succession is fixed by the 
bill. 


From any point of view this bill is a model. It has the merit of 
brevity, precision, and p Make it a law, and the difficulties, 
dangers, doubts, and disputes which may come if the existing law 
stands will be removed. 

Under this bill, if it becomes a law, it can not be otherwise than that 
the office of President will bealways acceptably filled. Itis very doubt- 
ful whether a Cabinet ever had a member not fitted to perform the 
duties of President. Seats in the Cabinet have been ably and patriot- 
ically filled by hundreds of our countrymen. Satesmen of world-wide 
renown have occupied seats in the Cabinets of our Presidents. The list 
of Secretaries of State does not exceed thirty. Upon it are names which 
brighten many a page in our history. Men whose labors in the higher 
places of trust impressed deeply and indelibly every department of the 
Government with their learning, ability, and love of country have pre- 
sided over the Department of State. Six of them afterward became 
Presidents, With a few exceptions all who have held the place in the 
last sixty years have been more or less prominent in their parties as 

candidates for the Presidency. 

Little if any less distinguished are those who have filled the office of 
Secretary of the Treasury. There is no name upon this list unworthy 
of a place upon the President's roll. 

The other Executive Departments, without an exception, have been 
filled by men of marked ability and of eminent fitness for executive 
duty. 

There is no room for a doubt that should the time ever come when 
the offices both of President and Vice-President are vacant that the Cab- 
inet can be relied upon to furnish an acting President in whose integrity, 
ability, and patriotism the country will be entirely content. Such a 
disposition of the Presidential succession would, in my opinion, be in ac- 
cord with the sentiments and convictions of our people, and would have 
their hearty approval. 

In practice, if notin theory, the offices of President and Vice-President 
are not far from being elective. More than ten millions of our people 
participate in choosing electors, and these electors choose the President 
and Vice-President. Each political party puts innomination candidates 
for these two offices. They nominate also candidates for electors. The 
electors chosen in each State, by the people of the State, vote for the 
candidates of their party. The electoral votes of the States may be in 
favor of one party and the popular vote may favor largely the ite 
priy Both the electoral vote and the popular vote represent the po- 

itical opinions of the people, and are cast not so much for the party 
candidates as for the measures and policy which the party advocates. 

The will of the people as to the administrative policy of the Govern- 
ment thus ascertained, in the election of a President and hispay] 
the Constitution intends shall be operative and effective for the 
period of four years. This will the Constitution respects and enforces 
by the provision that in case of the death, removal, resignation, or in- 
ability of the President that the duties of his office shall be performed 
by the Vice-President for the remainder of the four-year term. The 
better to secure the will of the people from defeat within the four years 
the Constitution declares that Congress shall provide by law what offi- 
cer shall perform the duties of President in case of the death, resigna- 
tion, removal, or inability of the Vice-President, and this officer is, by 
the Constitution, to act as President until the disability be removed or 
a President elected. 

Under the present law as to the succession should the President of the 
Senate succeed to the Presidential office he may belong to the party 
holding political opinions directly the opposite of those held by the 
party voted into power only a short time before. Should this officer, 
while acting as President, resign, or die, or be removed, the Speaker of 
the House, who would succeed him, may belong to the party voted into 
power by the people. 

This is the situation to-day. A vacancy in the office of President now 
would put the party defeated by the people in the contest for that office 
one year ago in control of the executive branch of the Government. 
Before the close of this year the office may be vacant again. Should 
this occur the party now in control would, after a few months of rule 
by the opposite party, again assume control. 

During the Presidential term which expired in March last the situ- 
ation was in many the same. The special session of the Senate, 
which was held in March, 1881, adjourned without electing a President 
pro tempore. Until Congress convened in December following, a period 
of nine months, the House had no Speaker; and from March until soon 
after the death of President Garfield, which oceurred latein September, a 


period of more than eight months, the Senate was without a President 


pro tempore. The Senate met in special session in October, and elected 
a Senator (Mr. Davis), who was not identified with either of the two 

t political parties of the country, the President pro tempore of that 
fody. Shortly after Congress convened, and a Republican (Mr. Keifer) 
was elected Speaker of the House. Occurrences like these, if there be 
nothing else, ought to admonish us of the insufficiency of the present 
law fixing the Presidential succession. 

The people, regardless of party, are opposed to suddenor too frequent 
changes in the administration of the Government, Itis better, far bet- 
ter for all, that the party voted into power retain it, free from all in- 
terruption, for the full period of four years. 

The successful at the polls represents, under our system, the will 
of the people, and this will ought to be secured beyond the possibility 
of defeat for the full period of four years. Under existing law thiscan 
not be done. 

The pending bill accomplishes this purpose. If the temporary Presi- 
dent be taken from the Cabinet, appointed by the President to assist 
him in administering the Government, there is positive certainty that 
the same party policy will be faithfully pursued until the end of the 
Presidential term. The Cabinet is composed of representative men of 
the same party to which the President belongs, and in this is a guar- 
ry Bese for the Presidential term yet to expire the measures and policy 
of that party will be enforced. $ 

In placing the succession in the Cabinet an officer experienced in ex- 
ecutive duties will be at the head of the Government in case of a vacancy 
in the office of President. This is a consideration of the first impor- 
tance, and ought to weigh heavily in fixing the line of descent. An 
election within the four years to fill an unexpired term, or fora full term, 
opens the way for inexperience to reach the head of the executive de- 


ent. 
The Cabinet officer succeeding to the Presidential office would still 
retain his place at the head of his ent. Ifthe of State, 


he would continue to be the head of the State Department, the duties 
of which he would perform, and at the same time perform the duties 
of President. Possibly while actually engaged in doing the duties of 
President the First Assistant Secretary of State would, under another 
existing statute, be authorized to act as Secretary of State. If so, the 
Secretary of State would be relieved, in a large measure, from duty in 
the State Department, and thus be enabled to give his time and atten- 
tion to the more important duties of the President. 

Twice since the beginning of the Government has the office of Presi- 
dent been vacated by the hand of an assassin. The circumstances 
under which both of these foul crimes were committed have induced 
the belief in the public mind that Booth and Guiteau had noother mo- 
tive for taking the lives of Presidents Lincoln and Garfield than to bring 
about a change in the administrative policy of the Government. With 
the succession in the Cabinet, as proposed by the pending bill, it is be- 
lieved that the life of the President will be secured against the attacks 
of desperadoes actuated by such a motive. The members of the Cab- 
inet are the President’s advisers, and are in sympathy with him in all 
that he does. There is nothing to be gained by putting him out of the 
way, for his successors in office are his personal friends and chosen ad- 

and are committed to the same line of political action. 

It is said the bill ought to be amended so as to provide for an election 
for President and Vice-President immediately after the vacancies in 
both offices occur. This election ought to be held, it is said by some, 
to fill the vacancies for the unexpired term, and by others for a new 
term of four years. In another connection both of these points have 
been noticed. These suggested amendments are, to my mind, objec- 
tionable for several reasons. 

Perhaps there is no public event in which the people take a deeper 
interest than in a Presidential election. Every four years this election 
is held. The campaign, as itiscalled, opens months before. In it are 
employed all the agencies which human genius can devise to influence 
votes. Nothing that can be done is left undone by either of the political 
parties to win in the contest. As the campaign progresses the interest, 
anxiety, and excitement increase. There is scarcely a voter in the land 
who does not take a part, more or less active, in the struggle, and feel 
the deepest concern as to the result. And there is no department of 
labor, trade, or business which does not feel a depressing influence in a 
Presidential year. It is a year full of doubts and misgivings as to the 
immediate future. Elections are frequent. They come every year. 
They come in the spring and they come in the fall. 

A Presidential election once in four years is all that the country can 
well stand. Two Presidential elections in a term of four years ought 
not, in justice to the people and their interests, be made a possible 
event. 

Another consideration not to be overlooked is the cost to the people 
of holding a Presidential election. The cost is estimated at $2,000,000. 
To this sum may be added many millions for what is spent by the po- 
litical parties to achieve party success. 

Another objection to filling a Presidential vacancy by an election, to 
be held within the four years, is the changes that would surely follow 
in the subordinate places in the executive department. The few, com- 


paratively, who hold their places for a fixed term probably would not 
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be disturbed. There are thousands, however, who hold their places 
by a different tenure, and all, without exception, would hold them at 


the pleasure of the incoming Executive. 

e opponents of this bill say that the members of the Cabinet are 
not elected by the people, and therefore they ought not to be in the 
line of thesuccession. The existing law is open to the same objection. 
Neither the President pro tempore of the Senate nor the Speaker of the 
House is elected by the people. 

There are no officers of the United States elected by the people. 
None can be so elected without changing our organic law. The Presi- 
dent and Vice-President are not elected by the people, but by electors 
chosen by the people. 

We must not forget that the Constitution requires the successor of 
the President tobe an officer of the United States. Subject to this lim- 
itation Congress may declare who shall be the successor until the disa- 
bility is removed, or a President is elected. The successor for the time 
being, and until a President is elected; whoever he may be, must be 
appointed. He cannot be elected. From the very necessities of the 
case the appointment must come from Congress. The people may elect, 
but until they do the place must be filled in some other way; so that, 
after all, itisa question as to how long the appointment shall continue, 
or how early or late an election shall be held. If the country must be 
content with an appointed President for sixty or ninety days, it cer- 
tainly ought not to be dissatisfied with such a President for a longer 
period of time. 

Auother objection made to the bill is that it gives to the President 
the power to designate his successor in office. The Constitution, we 
have seen, provides that his successor shall be an officer of the United 
States. Wehaveargued thatthe Presidentof the Senate or the Speaker 
of the House can not be his constitutional successor. Who, then, shall 
be the successor? Congress certainly would not put the line of succes- 
sion in the judicial department. It must, therefore, go into the ex- 
ecutive Department. - If there, it must of necessity be in the Cabinet. 
Shall the seven Cabinet officers be ignored, and the acting President be 
taken from their subordinates in authority ? 

The Presidential vacancy must be filled until the people can elect. 
As they can not elect for a time the place must be temporarily filled 
by appointment. An appointment by the President in advance of a 
vacancy is as near an appointment by the people as one can be made. 
An appointment by Congress declaring what officer shall temporarily 
fill the place is no more an act of the people than is the act of the Pres- 
ident in naming his successor. 

The President, as the elect of all the people, is supposed to be the 
representative of their will. The people, through their electors, intrust 
him with the power to appoint, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, all embassadors, ministers, and consuls, all judges of the 
Federal courts, and all other officers of the Government, except the 
Vice-President, and, except, also, such inferior officers the appointment 
of which is vested by law in the President alone, in courts of law, or 
in the heads of Departments. It will be seen, therefore, that the ap- 
pointing power vested in the President extends to almost every office, 
civil and military, in the Government. 

To say that the Secretary of State, or either of the other heads of the 
executive department, ought not to fill, temporarily, the office of Pres- 
ident, if vacant, because they have been appointed to their places by 
the President, is an objection which, upon more mature reflection, will 
not be seriously urged. 

If this objection is tenable, then there is no officer in either the ex- 
ecutive or legislative departments of the government who can succeed 
to the Presidential office, for all officers in both departments are filled 
by appointment of the President. This, then, would leave no resting 
place for thesuccession, except where it now is, in the Senate and House. 

But read the bill, and it will be seen that unless the Cabinet officer 
has been confirmed by the Senate he can not act as President. So that 
if the bill is construed as giving power to the President to appoint his 
successor this is not objectionable, because the Senate has the power to 
reject or confirm the appointment. 

Who shall succeed to the office of President when it and the Vice- 
Presidential offices are vacant? The existing law says the President of 
the Senate, or, if there be none, the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. Shall this law stand, or shall it give way to a more satis- 
factory enactment? Shall the President pro tempore of the Senate and 
the Speaker of the House continue first and second in the line of suc- 
cession, or shall the line be changed and established for the future in 
the executive department of the Government? Where else can it go? 
If the opponents of this bill favor a change, and all save a few say that 
they do, tell me, gentlemen, where, if not in the Cabinet, ought the 
succession to be cast? I pause for an answer. 

In my opinion our Government will be stronger and better when the 

law is repealed and a law, such as this bill proposes, takes its 
place in the statute-book of our country. 

Pass this bill, and for the present and for all coming time, it is to be 
hoped, the question of the Presidential succession, now so disturbing, 
will be 


at rest. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Before the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 


BENEY] takes his seat I should like to address to him an inquiry. 


The SPEAKER. The timeof the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SENEY] 
has expired. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Irise to oppose the bill, but as I do not 
expect to occupy my full time, I have agreed to yield now five minutes 
to the gentleman from North Carolina [ Mr. Cow rs]. 

Mr. COWLES. Mr. Speaker, I have listened with a great deal of in- 
terest to the discussion of this question in this House, and without 
these walls the whole country is awaiting our action with suspense, if 
notanxiety. Thismeasure, sir, was conceived in a political crisis caused 
by the death of President Garfield. It should be borne in mind that 
it is a proposition of the Republican majority of the Senate. It failed 
to pass this House at the last session for wantof time. Since that time 
another political crisis is upon the country, caused by the death of Vice- 
President Hendricks, and such being the case, the Republican majority 
of the Senate could scarcely fail to bring their own proposition before 
that body again. They have shown their consistency by doing 99 now, 
and have passed it. Now, sir, it is not for me to say that this plan of 
succession is the best that can be provided, but it is sufficient for the 
evil we have to-day, and let this Democratic House refuse to pass this 
act, and that too without amendment, let them send it back to the Sen- 
ate with amendments, and in my opinion we will not have another op- 
portunity to agree with so good a proposition as this coming from the 
Senate. We will be unable to obtain their azreement to any proposi- 
tion or amendment we may send them, and f, for one, am unwillirg 
for this House to risk declining this proposition. The country, sir, is 
now inastate of uncertainty, depending upon the probability of achange 
of administration being precipitated by the death of one man, and the 
people, sir, demand, and properly demand, that the succession shall be 
fixed in that party whick they have chosen to adminxister it for the next 
four years. 

After it is passed and has become the law it can afterward be pər- 
fected by amendment or supplemental legislation; but, sir, it will re- 
main the law until it is amended or repealed, both Houses concurring, 
imperfect as it may be, and it will give that peace to the country upon 
this question in allits bearings that the country so much needs. This 
is surely a question of the most vital interest—the peace of the coun- 
try and the restoration of confidence in the stability of our institutions; 
and I for one am in favor of passing this bill at the very earliest oppor- 
tunity. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, there are two objections to 
the pending bill. 

First. The provision for the case of inability or disability in an act- 
ing President is a bad one. 

Second. There is no provision for a speedy election to fill the va- 
cancy in the office of President and Vice-President through the electo- 
tal college. 

First as to inability. We do not know just what itis. There is no 

legal mode of ascertaining whether it exists or not in a particular case 
at a particular time. One thing we do know aboutit. 1t may be tem- 
porary. The Constitution provides that a person who acts as Presi- 
dent in a case of disability acts as such only until the disability is re- 
moved. 
- As this is the meaning of the word in the Constitution, it is the mean- 
ing of the word inthis bill. Disability ina President or in a Vice-Pres- 
ident must be presumed to mean the same thing as disability in a Cab- 
inet officer authorized to act as President by statute. If it is the same 
he, ag should be followed by the same legal consequences as nearly as 
may 

As the President or Vice-President, being underdisability, is obliged 
to surrender the exercise of the powers and duties of the office during 
such disability, but when the disability is removed he resumes the ex- 
ercise of these powers and duties, sothe acting President temporarily 
under disability should upon recovery resu me the powers and duties of 
acting President. Such is not the provision of this bill. If the Secre- 
tary of State, being acting President, falls under disability for a single 
week, the authority to act as President passes from him not to return. 
And if the Secretary of the Treasury, having thus become acting 
President, should in his turn fall under disability fora single week, he 
too ceases to be authorized to act as President and does not regain his 
authority to act as such upon his recovery. And so the vast powers 
and responsibilities of the executive office pass from m:n to man al- 
ways in one direction. As it has been graphically expressed by the 
distinguished author of the bill, the powers of the Presidential office 
go down step by step along the Cabinet ladder. They never go up, 
even by a single round. 

This arrangement is objectionable for three reasons: 

First. We reach the bottom of the ladder sooner than necessary. 
The purpose of a bill like this is to provide against all contingencies 
that can be foreseen. It is not enough in legislation of this kind to 
meet contingencies that are strongly probable. We must, if we can, 
meet contingencies which are only remotely to be apprehended, because 
the consequences are so serious if they do happen to occur. If we 
vide a series of offices along which the powers of the Presidential office 
can gradually pass, as on the rounds of a ladder, before they land at the 
bottom on what excitable persons call chaos, we ought to see to it that 
the ladder is as long as conveniently may be, and that the acting Pres- 
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idency shall stay near the top as long as possible, in order to diminish 
the chances of arriving at the bottom. 

The second reason is that the top rounds of the ladder are better than 
the bottom rounds. That a sors paribus, a of State is 
rather better fitted to act as ident than a Secretary of the Treas- 
ury; a Secretary of the Treasury is rather better fitted than a Secretary 
of War, and a Secretary of War than a Secretary of the Navy. 

If this is not so, then the arrangement of the bill is all wrong and 
the order should be The Cabinet officers best fitted for the 
place should stand first; that is, in the position upon which the powers 
and duties of the Presidential office are most likely to fall. 

I will not discuss the relative importance of the Executive Depart- 
ments of the Government. It is enough to say of that which stands 
first in the order fixed by this bill that by ancient custom, if not by the 
nature of its duties, its head is the head of the Cabinet, the nearest and 
most trusted adviser of the President. If the Secretary of State first and 
other Cabinet officers afterward are authorized by law to act as Pres- 
ident in turn, the law should leave the execution of the duties of the 
Presidential office in the hands of the Secretary of State until some 
substantial reason appears for transferring these duties and powers to 
another officer. 

Besides, let us remember that if this bill or a similar bill becomes 
law, Cabinet officers hereafter appointed will, partly at least, be chosen 
with reference to this law. 

If in a Cabinet hereafter constructed it is known beforehand that the 
Secretary of State first, and the Secretary of the Treasury second, and 
the Secretary of War third, will be authorized to act as President in case 
of a vacancy in the office of President and Vice-President, persons will 
be chosen to fill these respective offices, not merely with reference to 
their relative fitness to perform the ordinary duties of their respective 
offices, but partly also with reference to their relative fitness to perform 
the vast powers and duties of the Presidential office under the trying 
circumstances of removal, death, resignation, or inability of those who 
were elected to the office by the people. 

It is wise, therefore, to provide that he who is best fitted shall not 
only take the duty first, but shall continue to discharge it till strong 
clear reasons arise for transferring it to another. 

This reason for objecting to the provision in the bill for the case of 
disability in an acting President seems to me a strong one. It is not 
nearly so strong, however, as the one which I will now try to state. 

The powers of the Presidency are so vast, the splendor of the office is 
so captivating to the minds even of the wisest of American statesmen, 
that the transfer even of the acting Presidency from one man to another 
ought not to be permitted to depend on astate of fact so hard to define 
and so hard to ascertain as disability. 

Remember that under this bill the term of a Secretary of State and 
ex officio acting President may last forfour years. Consider what state 
of things might arise out of the ambition and jealousy of members of 
the Cabinet and their respective political adherents. 

Suppose Thomas Jefferson were Secretary of State, as he once was, 
Suppose that in the same Cabinet Alexander Hamilton were Secretary 
of the Treasury, as he once was. Su Mr. Jefferson comes to act 
as President by virtue of this law, an a serious illness which well- 
nigh prostrateshim. 'Whateffect would be produced on Mr. Hamilton’s 
performance of his duties and on Mr. Jefferson’s performance of his duties 
and on the relations between them. Mr. Jefferson, however far he 
might be from ability to perform his Presidential duties, could not call 
on Mr. Hamilton for assistance, because by so doing he gives away the 
acting Presidency. Mr. Hamilton has noright to his name as 
retary of the and ex officio President merely because 
Mr. Jefferson wishes him to do so as a temporary accommodation to 
Mr. Jefferson. 

Mr. Hamilton has no right to sign as acting President until the 
law gives him thatright. The law does not give him that right unless 
Mr. Jefferson be under disability. And if by reason of Mr. Jefferson’s 
disability Mr. Hamilton has the right to sign once as acting Presi- 
dent, he has an equal right to act as President for the remainder of the 
term. Mr. Jefferson is not likely to call for help on the Secretary of 
the Treasury to any considerable extent, Rather will he allow the du- 
ties of his office to go half done or not done at all than to admit hisin- 
ability to his successor. And this he might do without any conscious 
lack of disinterestedness or public spirit. For he might persuade him- 
self, as Thomas Jefferson surely would have persuaded himself, that all 
the inconvenience that the people of this country might suffer from his 
temporary prostration would be as nothing compared with the public 
calamity involved in the transfer of the powers and duties of the Presi- 
dential office to Alexander Hamilton. 

And how would the matter be regarded from Mr. Hamilton’s point 
of view? Mr. Hamilton’s point of view might be that of his political 
adherents. Might not Mr. Hamilton and his political adherents con- 
sider Mr. Jefferson’s symptoms as truly alarming? Might they not 
say that the question of Mr. Jefferson’s disability must be determined, 
not by Mr. Jefferson’s resolution nor by Mr. Hamilton’s delicacy, but 
by the fact? Might they not say that they had undoubted testimony 
that Mr. Jefferson was in fact under disability? That Mr. Hamilton 
was therefore in fact the acting President, and that it was his duty to 


assume the duties attached to the position? This, too, might be said 
and thought by Mr. Hamilton himself without any conscious lack of 
disinterestedness or public spirit, for he might persuade himself that 
as the law, enacted under the Constitution, had made him acting Pres- 
ident without his act and independent of his volition, as Mr. Jeffer- 
son was therefore incapable under the law of performing any valid act 
thereafter as acting President, it was in the interest of the people that 
the powers and duties of the Presidential office should be immediately 
assumed by the only man who under the law was capable of perform- 
ing any valid act as acting President, namely, himself, and that no 
false delicacy of his own ought to stand in the way. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? - 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I desire to ask the gentleman whether the very diffi- 
culty by him would not exist or does not exist under the law 
as it stands and applies to the present instance to even a greater extent 
then it would exist under the proposed law ? 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I need not admitnor deny that, Mr. Speaker, 
because my intention is when I have got a little further on in my 
to suggest an amendment to this bill by which that difficulty will be, 
I think, overcome. 

Can it be said, Mr. Speaker, that this condition of things could not 
arise? Can it be said that intelligent men could not take sides on the 
question whether a public man is or is not under disability ? 

Have we not now living among us an American statesman who has 
recently given evidence of a high degree of mental vigor in a letter to 
yourself on the subject of coast defenses as to whom half of the news- 
paper men in the country claim that he has been under total disability 
for several years, while the other half unite in declaring that his men- 
tal condition is considerably above the normal level of the average Amer- 
eee th hing. S Mr. Hamilton, d Mr. Jeff 

Suppose another thing. Sup r. Hamilton, during Mr. er- 
son’s assumed disability, atai bai to act as President and con- 
tinues so to act to the end of the term. Mr. Jefferson protests, but his 
protests aredisregarded. It would make no difference perhaps whether 
he or not. He might even assent and it would make no dif- 
ference, for the law does not give Mr. Jefferson the right to make Mr. 
Hamilton an acting President by acquiescence. The question after all 
is a question of fact. It is the question whether Mr. Jefferson was in 
fact under disability. If he was, then all Mr. Hamilton’s acts there- 
after are valid. If he was not, then all Mr. Hamilton’s acts thereafter 
are invalid. And the validity or invalidity of all the official acts of the 
Executive of the United States for a term of years would turn perhaps 
on the degree of severity with which Mr. Jefferson during three weeks 
suffered from a lung fever. 

Whatever evils there are inseparable from the uncertainty attendin 
the question of disability in an acting President they should be redu 
toaminimum. They can be reduced toa minimum by giving pre- 
cisely the same legal effect to disability in an acting President which 
the Constitution gives to disability in a President or Vice-President. 
The powers and duties surrendered because of disability should be re- 
sumed when the disability is removed. 

This is the first objection to the pending bill. The remedy which I 
propose is as follows: Strike out of the first section the word ‘‘in- 
ability” wherever it occurs in connection with a Cabinet officer and 
insert the following as section 2 of the bill: ‘In case of inability to 
perform the powers and duties of the office of President existing in ay 
of the persons named herein during any part of the time during whic 
he would be authorized, save for such inability, to actas President, the 
person who in case of his removal, death, or resignation would be au- 
thorized to act as President shall act as President until the disability 
named in this section shall cease.” 

I wish now to state the second objection to the bill and the remedy 
which I would propose. 

There is no provision for a speedy election by the people through the 
electors to fill a vacancy in the offices of President and Vice-President. 
The provisions of existing law on the subject; which have stood for 
about ninety-four years, are repealed by the pending bill. ‘Tworeasons 
have been given for this radical departure from the ancient settled pol- 
icy of the Republic. 

First, it is said that there is no warrant in the Constitution for an 
election of President and Vice-President before the lapse of four years 
from the last election. 

Of this theory of the Constitution it may at least be said that it is a 
novelone. Ithas not been seriously proposed or even deliberately stated 
until after the present Congress had been some time in session. Even 
the Senate bill as originally introduced did not contain it. 

Mr. CALDWELL. It the gentleman will permit me, I will state that 
the original bill as introduced into the Senate repealed section 146 of the 
Revised Statutes, and thatit did not repeal sections 147, 148, 149, and 150. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, That is what I say—it only repealed sec- 
tion 146. But Iam talking about the existing law for a speedy elec- 
tion. That is contained in sections 147, 148, and 149,and ne one 
thought of repealing them till after the bill had been introduced in the 
Senate at the present session. è 

I do not wish here to repeat at length what has been said elsewhere 


. 
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on the subject. I wish, however, to call the attention of the House to 
one point of the history of the convention which adopted the Constitu- 
tion which has not been adequately discussed. I refer to the change 
made in giving its final shape to that clause ofthe Constitution involved 
in this discussion. When Mr. Randolph brought in his proposition to 

vide for the case of a vacancy in the offices of President and Vice- 
President it was in the following form: ‘‘The Legislature may declare 
by law what officer of the United States shall act as President in case 
of the death, resignation, or disability of the President and Vice-Presi- 
dent, and such officer shall act accordingly until the time of electing a 
President shall arrive.” 

Now, I wish the House to consider that those who maintain the theory 
that a speedy election of President and Vice-President can not be by 
law provided for the case of a vacancy ought to give some reason why 
the Federal convention found it necessary to 
ever in Mr. Randolph’s proposition. Their theory is that the sole 
power that Congress has in this matter is to declare what officer shall 
act in the interim. If that was indeed the purposeof the convention 
why was not Mr. Randolph’s proposition without the change 
of asingle word? It expresses the idea aswell as it could be expressed 
in words. It is clear, full, and precise. Its meaning can not be mis- 
taken. It is beyond the Teach of ingenious misinterpretation. Yet 
the convention amended it on the motion of Mr. Madison. Mr. Madi- 
son declared that if the foregoing propositions of Mr. Randolph were 
adopted it would preventan intermediate election of President. P That is 
tosay, Mr. Madison objected to Mr. Randolph’s proposition for the reason 
that if adopted it would make the Constitution mean what it is now 
for the first time contended the Constitution does mean, namely, that 
no intermediate election of President can be had. 

Mr. Madison did not wish the Constitution to convey that idea. 
Therefore he proposed that it be changed, and it was changed by the 
convention and evidently for the purpose stated. How can it be con- 
tended now that the Constitution expresses a certain idea when the 
convention amended the draught for the express purpose of not convey- 
ing that idea? 

The words ‘‘ until the time for electing a President shall arrive’’ were 
stricken out, and the words “‘until a President shall be elected ” were 


inserted. 
But this was not the only If this had been all the propo- 
sition would have read thus: e ture may by law detlare 


what officer of the United m shall act as President” (in the case 
provided for) ‘‘until a President shall be elected.’’ 

This was not enough. Itdid  abigchor the theory that the ad interim 
administration must necessarily last until the end of the term, but it did 
not clearly confer upon Congress the power to provide for an inter- 
mediate election of President and Vice-President. Accordingly, the 
other amendment was made which brought the Constitution in this 
regard to the form in which it stands to-day. These words were in- 
serted: 


The Congress may by law provide for the case of Lord removal, death, resigna- 
tion, or disability o President and Vice-Presiden: 

This covered the whole ground. Congress sed by law provide fora 
case which may be a case of vacancy in the Presidential office. How 
can such a ease be provided for? Twostepsare necessary. First, pro- 
vide a mode of filling the vacancy; secondly, provide a mode of admin- 
istering the office in the interval which must elapse before the vacancy 
can be filled. Nothing short of this is “‘ provision for the case;’’ noth- 
ing short of this was intended by the Federal convention. 

It may be said that the substance of Mr. Randolph’s proposition was 
retained as a part of the Constitution. True; it was necessary as a 
limitation upon the powerof Congress. Without it Congress might by 
law provide for an intermediate election, and might in the interim 
intrust the administration of the office to any one in itsdiscretion, even 
to the governor of a State, as some members of the convention wished, 
or to some person not holding any office at all. With it the power of 


Congress to provide for an intermediate election was not in the least | the 


affected, but the power of Congress to declare who should administer 
the office in the interim was confined to officers, and, as it is usually 
construed, officers of the United States. 

This construction gives a meaning to each part of the clause of the 
Constitution now in question. The opposite theory implies that the 
Federal convention marred the clear concise elegance of Mr. Randolph’s 
proposition merely to lengthen out the sound. Those who like my- 
self regard the Constitution of the United States as a modelof pure and 
undefiled English will not readily subscribe to this theory. 

I have examined all the volumes of Elliott’s Debates to ascertain 
whether this part of the Constitution was discussed in any of the State 
conventions. The only reference to it that fell under my eye was in 
a colloquy between Mr. George Mason and Mr. Madison in the Virginia 
convention. Mr. Mason, who was one of the ablest men of the time, as 
he was one of the ablest opponents of the new Constitution, expressed 
a cautious doubt whether an intermediate election could be had, and 
he stated it as an objection to the Constitution. Mr. Madison imme- 
diately rose and declared positively that Mr. Mason was mistaken, and 
that in case of a vacancy in the office of President and Vice-President 
a new President would immediately be elected. Mr. Mason, though 
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he strenuously resisted every other position that Mr. Madison took, 
made no answer to this. 

I wish to refer toone circumstance connected with the statute of 1792 
which is still on the statute-book, and which des for an interme- 
diate election in case of a vacancy. It is said that the frame of this 
statute was somewhat affected by jealousy of Mr. Jefferson which then 
prevailed in the Senate and House. This is true. It is probable that 
but for this jealousy the Secretary of State would have been the ad interim 
acting President instead of the President of the Senate or the Speaker 
of the House. But this does not affect the weight of the authority of 
this statute in favor of the power of Congress to for an inter- 
mediate election. On the contrary, if there had been any doubt of the 
power and duty of Congress to provide such an intermediate election, 
jealousy of Mr. Jefferson would have kept such a provision out of the 


e any change what- | bill. 


An intermediate election was, as things then stood, directly in the line 
of Mr. Jefferson’s political ambition. Washington and Adams were 
President and Vice-President, and were reasonably certain of being re- 
elected for another four years. The case contemplated by the statute 
was the removal, death, or resignation of Washington and Adams. If 
Washington and Adams were out of the way Mr. Jefferson was reason- 
ably certain to be chosen President at the next ensuing election. 
vision for a speedy election was in his interest. His enemies in ny see 
gress, had there been any decent show of opinion against the right and 
duty of Congress to provide for a speedy election, would have kept this 
a on out of the statute and thereby delayed the gratification of his 
ambition. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Idesire to ask the sates FM as he has obviously stud- 
ied this question very carefully, if he finds that the statute as it stands 
ae statute-book provides for an election in case of inability or disa- 

ility ? 

Mr. ADAMS, ofTlinois. The contingency which callsinto exercise the 
powers of Congress consists of four branches: death, removal, resignation, 
or disability. Three of those go in one category, because either of them 
creates a vacancy. The other goesintoanother category, because it does 
not create a vacancy. Congress was anthorized to provide for the case. 
It could not provide for a case in which there was novacancy by pro- 
posing a mode of fillinga vacancy which did not exist. Therefore that 
provision of the Constitution authorizes Congress to proceed by all ap- 

propriate means to fill the vacancy if a vacancy there should be, and in 
that case and also in the fourth case—disability without vacancy—to 
provide simply for an ad interim administration, since that was the only 
thing necessary to be done. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Then Iunderstand the gentleman from Illinois to say 
that in case of disability or inability there is no provision in the present 
law for a special election. 

Mr. ADAMS, oflllinois. I intended to express noopinion upon that 
subject. I never studied it, never had occasion todo so. But itis said 
that while an intermediate election may not be unconstitutional, itisat 
least inexpedient; that it disturbs the periodicity of the frame ofour Gov- 
ernment; that it interrupts the synchronism of the Presidential terms 
with the terms of Congress. I do not care to argue this, because it has 
been much discussed. I wish simply to show to what extent this would 
be the effect of the existing law and to propose a remedy. Under the 
existing law a Presidential election to fill a vacancy might occur in any 
year. It might occur inan odd-numbered year. If it did occur in 
such a year, it would in fact to some extent disturb the periodicity of 
our frame of government and the synchronism of the Presidential and 
the Congressional terms. In each four years there would be three national 
elections, one Presidential and two Congressional, but if the inter- 
mediate election happened to fall in an even-numbered year, then the 
number of national elections in each four years would not be increased, 
the periodicity of our frame of government would not be disturbed, and 
of the Presidential and term would not 
be destroyed, and the remedy I would propose is to provide that an in- 
termediate election of lent and Vice-President shall always fall 
on an even-numbered year. 

The amendment which I would propose, and it would be also a change 
of an existing section of the Revised Statutes, is as follows: 


Amend section 148 of the Revised Statutes so that it would read as follows: 
“SEC. 148. The notification shall that electors of a President and Vice 
President of the United States shall be appointed or chosen in the several States 


as follows 

“ First. it there shall be the space of bork Pe days yet to ensue between the 
date of such notification and tne nae next ensu ing oan Renner by law asthe day 
fora eral election of Representatives and Delegates to Congress, and if the 
term which the President and Vice-President last chosen were elected will 
not expire on the 3d day of March next ensuing said next ensuing day estab- 
lished by law as the day for a general election of resentativesand Del: 
to Congress, such ch notification shali shall specify that the electors shall be ap ted 
or chosen on anid nuxhoubuing 06 established by law for a general election of 
Lge rea RT ZTE and Delegates to Congress. 

Second. If there shall not be the space of rom days yet to ensue between 
ag Scene cdi of nOA E ane N E DLEA oe 
ora ne on oO! resen ves 

4 fiada aa which the P; Presideut and Vice-President last chosen were elected 
larei expire either on tbe 3d day of March next ensuing the date of such notifi- 
cation or on tbe 3d of March next ensuing said next ensuing day by 
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Jaw as the day for a general election of Representatives and Delegates to Con- 
oe. he notification shall not specify electors are to be appointed or 

The effect of this amendment would be that if the vacancy occurred 
early in the Presidential term it would be filled at the next ensuing 
Congressional election. If it occurred late in the Presidential term, it 
would not be filled until the next regular Presidential election. The 
new administration would always begin with the expiration of a Con- 
gressional term, as it does now. The new system of Presidential elec- 
tions would adjust itselfas accurately to the existing framework of State 
elections as the present does; and all the objections which have 
been made to a speedy election on the ground of inconvenience and con- 
fusion would vanish utterly. 

Mr. §: er, two amendments which I have prepared I will not read, 
but will send to the desk, that they may be published in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD. I will ask, Mr. Speaker, whether it isin order to 
have these two amendments now considered as pending? 

The SPEAKER. The present occupant of the Chair (having been 
out of the chair for some time during the day) is advised that a sub- 
stitute and also an amendment to the original text are pending. An 
amendment tothesubstitute would be in order, and alsoan amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Well, I will only ask that these amend- 
ments be printed in the RECORD, so that members may read them. It 
may be that I shall get an ene, to offer them. 

The SPEAKER. They will be printed in the RECORD if there be 
no objection. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The amendments of Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, are as follows: 


Strike out section 1 of the bill and insert the following as sections 1 and 2: 

denies oe by the Smala ana Sry <2 oval, ti ped ime rnd 
ica, gress n case of rem n or 

ability both of the President and Vice-President of the United States, the Sec- 
retary of State; or if there be none, or in case of his removal, death, or resi 
tion, then the of the ; or if there be none, or in case of his 
removal, death, or resignation, then the Secretary of War; or if there be none, 
or in case of his removal, death, or resignation, then the Attorney-General; or 
if there be none, or in case of his removal, death, or resignation, then the Post- 
master-General; or if there be none, or in case of eg TOROTEI, CONI OFTE 
nation, then the Secretary of the Navy; or if there be none, or in case of 
rem 5 h, or resi on, then of the Interior shall act as 
President until the d ility of the President or ident be removed 
a President shall be elected: Provided, That whenever 
the oftice of President of the United States shall devolve u 
sons named herein, if Co be not then in session, or eet 
in accordance with law hin twenty thereafter, it shall be the duty of 
the person upon whom said powers and duties shall devolve to issue a procla- 
mation convening Congress in extraordinary session, giving twenty days’ notice 
of the time of meeting. 

“Src. 2, That in case of inability to discharge the powers and duties of the of- 

States named herei 


fice of Presidentof the United existing in any of the persons n 
during any part of the time during which he would, save for such inability, be 
auihoelaed to nch a6 Président, the person who, in case of his remo d „or 

ation, would be authorized to act as i nt, shali act as ent until 


resi; 
the inability named in this section shall cease.” 

Strike out from section 3 the words ‘one hundred and forty-seven, one hun- 
dred and fort: and one hundred and forty-nine.” 

Add the fol ig as an additional section : 

“So. 5. That section 148 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended so as to 
read as follows: 

“*Src. 148. The notification shall specify that electors of a President and Vice- 
cereal the United States shall be appointed or chosen in the several States 
as follows: 

““* First, If there shall be the space of thirty days yet to ensue between the date 
of such ee — the sore Nee = established by law art ma for 
a gene ion of Representatives Congress, an 
for which the President and Vice-President last chosen were elected will 
expire on the 3d day of March next ensuing said next ensuing day established 
by law as the day for a general election of Representatives and legates to 
Congress, such n: ion shall specify that the electors shall be appointed or 
chosen on said next ensuing day established by law for a general election of 
Representatives and ty voy to Congress, 

***Second, If there shall not be the space of posh Brag to ensue between 
the date of such notification and the next ensuing day lished by law as the 
day for a eral election of Re tatives Delegates to Cosgas; orif 
ected 


and 
the term for which the President and.: Vice-President last chosen were 
will expire either on the 3d day of March next ensuing the date of such notifica- 


tion or on the 3d da pegon ernan Aroi any I established 
by law as the day for a general election of Representatives and tes to 
Congress, the no! ion shall not specify that electors are to be appointed or 


chosen.” 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. Fifteen minutes. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I yield the residue of my time to my col- 
league [Mr. ROWELL]. z 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, I would be glad to believe that no par- 
tisan consideration will influence any vote in this House upon the pend- 
ing proposition. But Iam persuaded that if the condition of affairs 
existing to-day were different, if the presiding officer of the Senate of 
the United States were of the same party as the Executive of the United 
States, there would not now be this hot haste to amend a law that has 
been in force forninety-four years. Indeed, Mr. Speaker, the only real 
reason offered upon the floor of this House for the passage of the pend- 
ing bill is the assumption that the party in power in the executive 
branch of the Government has. the constitutional right to continue in 
control of that department for the term of four years in any event. All 
the arguments in favor of the passage of this bill hinge about the single 
proposition that the people, having declared a certain party shall hold 


the executive office, have a right to have that office continued in one 
particular party for four years, and therefore we must change the law 
of succession, and provide that in case of a vacancy officers appointed by 
the President and confirmed by the Senate shall one after another dur- 
ing that time fill the executive office. 

The argument in favor of having no intermediate election is based 
upon the same proposition. An intermediate election might change 
the political complexion of the Government, and therefore an interme- 
diate election provided for in the Constitution is to be legislated away. 
All the arguments urged at this late day to the effect that the present 
statute is in violation of the Constitution are mustered up to justify a 
violation of the Constitution, a change of custom, so as to project an 
administration in every event across the period of four years. 

Ninety-four years ago a Congress fresh from the discussion of a new 
Constitution passed the law which has stood unchallenged and unques- 
tioned through all theintervening period; and there does not exist to- 
day as demanding a change any different condition from that which has 
existed during all these years. Remembering who enacted this stat- 
ute, the fact that it has remained upon the statute-books is persuasive 
proof that it is in accordance with the Constitution; and while, as we 
grow older as a nation, and wiser, I trust, we have a right to reform 
and ought to reform any law that may call for amendment, we ought 
not to pass hastily, in order to meet a political exigency, a statute so 
crude, so objectionable, as this one appears to be and so uncertain in 
its interpretation. 

It is said that the old law, because it provides that the President pro 

of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives 
shail be in the line of succession, is unconstitutional, upon the ground 
that these officers are not officers of the United States. 

Gentlemen forget that the original proposition in the constitutional 
convention contained the words “officers of the United States,” and 
after the suggestion of a member of the convention that Congress ought 
not to be limited to that class of officers, the words **of the United 
States’? were omitted by the committee of revision. So that judg- 
ing, asall courts must judge, from the discussion which then took place, 
it was not the intention of the Constitution to limit Congress to officers 
of the United States. 

But if such was the intention, the President pro tempore of the Senate 
and the Speaker of the House are officers provided for in the Constitu- 
tion itself. They exercise no other than Federal functions. The mem- 
bers of the Senate and of the House of Representativesaresuch by virtue 
of the Constitution of the United States. Theyassemble to make laws 
for the United States, not for the separateStates. They constitute the 
legislative branch of the General Government, and if the President pro 
tempore of the Senate and the Speaker of the House, as well as Senators 
and Representatives themselves, are not Federal officers, there is nolegis- 
lative branch of the National Government. Yet, because of a political 
decision once rendered to the contrary effect in the Senate of the United 
States, we are to di the contemporaneous construction of the Con- 
stitution by a Congress assembled so early after its adoption; we are to 
disregard a law coming down to us unchallenged and unquestioned 
throngh ninety-four years; we are to disregard the judgment of the best 
lawyers that ever sat in the Senate of the United States; and we are to 
disregard the construction given by courts in collateral proceedings. 

The power of the United States stands around the polls whenever a 
member of Congress is elected. The power of the United States reaches 
out and punishes the violator of the law when a Congressman is elected. 
A Senator or Representative has no State functions. He is i 
by no State constitution or statute; his official existence is only and 
solely by virtue of the Constitution of the United States. The start- 
ling admission made by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. CALD- 
tard who opened this discussion that under the bill proposed it is 
possible in the United States for one administration to be projected 
over four years after its term has expired ought to cause every gentle- 
man here to hesitate before voting for this proposition. In admits 
the gentleman, the President and Vice-President elect shall die between 
the declaration of their election and the 4th day of March following, 
then the Secretary of State of the administration going out of power 
becomes President under this law for another four years. Where, now, 
is the reason for this bill to secure to one political party four years of life 
and in the same bill to secure to the same party four years more of life, 
in opposition, it may be, to the voice of the people; in opposition to the 
theory of the Government established by our fathers; in opposition to 
the peace and good order of the people? Never before in the history 
of legislation was presented to the American people such temptation to 
crime, such temptation to bring on anarchy, such temptation to revo- 
lution, as is presented in the bill as admitted by the gentleman who 
opened this discussion. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Let me inquire whether the gentle- 
man agrees with the gentleman from Tennessee in his construction of 
the provisions of this bill? 

Mr. ROWELL. I exactly agree with the gentleman from Tennessee 
that such will be the construction if this bill shall ever become a law. 
The term of the President terminates on the 4th of March, but his 
Cabinet ministers continue in office until such time as they may be re- 
moved or shall resign. After the Presidential office has terminated, 
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therefore, there are a Secretary of State and other Cabinet ministers still 
holding place and capable of taking the succession. The Secretary of 
State will immediately enter upon his duties as President and will 
continue in office for four long years. Now, something ought to be 
done to correct this bill before we vote on it finally in order to pre- 
vent any such danger; and I do not believe there is any man on the 
floor of the House on either side who desires to perpetrate so great a 
crime. 

There are other matters connected with this bill which ought to be 
noticed. In case the Secretary of State becomes President, does each 
one of the Cabinet ministers acting at the time he assumes office re- 
tain the succession, or is it in the power of the Secretary of State, who 
has become President, to turn each and every one of them out and set 
up a new Cabinet, with a new line of succession of his own choice? If 
he may not turn them out, then he may not select the officers who shall 
constitute his political family. If he may turn them out, then it is in 
his power to select the man who may succeed him in office! 

We have an absolute provision for the succession now. It can never 
fail unless the Senate fails to do its duty. We have asecond succession 
which can never fail except once in two years, and that from the 4thof 
March until the meeting of Congress. We have also a provision which 
will allow no failure of succession, because there will always be a Pres- 
ident of the Senate and always a Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives after it assembles. There isnodanger because of a failure to have 
an officer and to continue to have an officer to fill the office in case of 
vacancy. 

There is noexigency, Mr. Speaker, pressing upon this House to pass 
such a law; crude, undigested; so full of uncertainties; so suggestive of 
objection and so provocative of revolution. I would, therefore, like 
to see some amendment made to perfect it. I have no objection to 
having an election to fill a vacancy postponed. I believe it is within 
the constitutional power of Congress to set the day of election further 
off than twenty or thirty days, possibly down to the next election 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DIBBLE obtained the floor. 

Mr. BLAND. If the gentleman will yield to me I will move the 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I am willing to yield for that purpose provided it 
does not take me off the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has been recognized and will have 
the floor the next time the consideration of this question is resumed. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I wish to state forthe information of the House 
that it is probable the Committee on Claims will want to-morrow, as 
there is little private business yet for consideration. Thein- 
tention is to resume the consideration of this bill, and I give notice to 
gentlemen who wish to address the House on the subject that it is my 
intention to call the previous question and have the matter disposed 
of before the adjournment. 

Mr. BLAND. Linsist on the motion that the House adjourn. 

Mr. TUCKER. Permit me first to say to my friend from Tennessee 
that, as to the Private Calendar to-morrow, there are two bills upon it, 
possibly three, which will not probably take more than two or three 
minutes each to dispose of, as they are bills simply for the removal of 
political disabilities. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled Senate bills of the follow- 
ing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 128) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to issue a 
duplicate certificate of deposit to the People’s National Bank of Law- 
renceburg, Ind.; and 

A bill (S. 602) to legalize the election of the Territorial Legislative 
Assembly of Wyoming. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, by unanimous consent, 
leave was ted to withdraw from the files of the House papers pre- 
sented in the Forty-eighth Congress in the claim of Mathilda Victor, 
there being no adverse report. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, it is suggested to me that we had 
better obtain unanimous consent now to go on with the debate to-mor- 
row on Presidential succession bill after the private business is dis- 

of. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

‘There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


EVENING SESSION FOR PENSION AND OTHER BILLS. 


Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask the attention of the House and 
the gentleman from Tennessee for a moment while I make a brief state- 
ment preparatory to presenting a resolution and asking its adoption. 
I have examined the Private Calendar, and discover that nearly all the 
bills on that Calendar have been reported from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions; all, in fact, with the exception of three or four. That 


committee desires an order such as has been customary heretofore for 
Friday evening sessions. Pending the motion to adjourn, therefore, I 
ask unanimous consent to offer this resolution, which is the usual order, 
adding, however, bills from the Committee on the Judiciary for the re- 
moval of political disabilities. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection to its present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That on each Friday the House shall take a recess from 5 o'clock 
p. m, until 7.30 E m., at which evening sessions private bills reported from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions and the Committee on Pensions, and bills re- 
eprom ee Judiciary Committee to remove political disabilities only shall 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ADDITIONAL EMPLOYES IN DOCUMENT-ROOM. 

Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
resolution providing for additional employés in the House document- 
room; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. EDEN. Has the consent been given that was asked for by the 
[se eles from Tennessee to continue the discussion of this Presiden- 
tial bill to-morrow after the private business is disposed of? 

The SPEAKER. It has been given. 

The motion of Mr. BLAND was then to; and accordingly (at 
5 o’clock and 22 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Papers in the case of Mrs. Ellen S. Tollman, 
an army nurse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of citizens of Washington city, asking 
for the extension of the Capital, North O Street and South Washington 
Railway—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of James E. Rose, administrator Malitty Rose, deceased, 
to recover certain arrears of pension—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, petition and pa: relating thereto of Folkes & Winston and 
others, of Lynchburg, Va., for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARNES: Memorial of the heirs of Col. James Mayson, pray- 
ing compensation for the services of said Mayson during the Revolu- 
tionary war—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Resolutions adopted by a convention of citi- 
zens of North Louisiana, memorializing Congress to remove the raft in 
Bayou Pierre, Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BLAND: Papers to accompany bill for relief of J. W. Me- 
Clurg—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CABELL: Petition of citizens of Carroll and Grayson Coun- 
ties, Virginia, for the improvement of New River between lead mines, 
in Wythe County, and the mouth of Wilson, in Grayson County, Vir- 
ginia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of Carroll and Grayson Counties, Virginia, 
praying the improvement of New River between the lead mines, in 
Wythe County, and the mouth of Wilson, in Grayson County, Virginia— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition asking that the pension of John P. 
Brinegar be increased—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of George R. Harlow, for rating by Pen- 
sion Office of disability in addition to that for loss of leg or arm—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Memorial from soldiers of the late war 
now residing in Iowa, praying for the allowance of 160 acres of land ag 
a homestead to soldiers and sailors of the late war—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LORE: Petition of John J. Coughlin, for services rendered 
under the Architect of the Capitol—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of D. H. Robbins, relative to the Mille 
Lac reservation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of Gustave H. Beaulieu, an Indian—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, petition of C. H. Beaulieu, relative to the license of traders of 
mixed blood among the Indians, &e.—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Charles E. Molen—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL:; Petition of William 8. Downs; of John Jett; 
of George Chrisman, executor; of Henry W. Dean, and of Jonathan 
Headley, asking the reference of their several claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RANNEY: Petition of Isaiah Rich & Co. and others, pro- 
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testing against the creation of a joint fish commission with Canada— 
to the Committee on Foreign i 

By Mr. T. B. REED: Petition of John M. Beal, fora pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. W. REID: Papers relating to the claim of G. W. Nor- 
wood—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Leander Nelson, of Stokes 
County, North Carolina—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petitions of James J. O’Marra, of Jane P. 
Messingale, and of the Nazareth Female Academy, asking compensa- 
tion for property taken and used by the United States Army during 
the late war—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of William Watson, late a private in Com- 
pany G, One hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SEYMOUR: A bill to repair thechannel and sea-wallat West- 
port, Conn., and to promote the commerce of said town—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SMALLS: Petition and papers in thecase of J. W. Collinsand 
others—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of G. W. Hayworth, praying for a joint 
resolution directing the Postmaster-General to comply with the act of 
March 3, 1883, relating to salaries of postmasters—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petition of Jennie R. Hassler; of George 
and R. B. Bradford, administrators of William B. Bradford; of A. M. 
Applewhite, administrator of Andrew J. Newsom; of John T. and 
S. M. McCallum, heirs of Malcolm McCallum; of T. S. Galloway, ad- 
ministrator of J. H. Mebane; of A. M. Lambeth; of Joseph T. Knight, 
administrator of Susan H. Knight; of Joseph T. Knight; of Daniel 
Earnhart; of R. A. Cleaver; of G. B. Barkerville, executor of John T. 
Barkerville; of Green L. Bennett, and of Thomas B. Allen etal., heirs of 
Darling Allen, asking that their several claims be referred to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. R. THOMAS: Petitions of 63 citizens of Union County, 
of 58 citizens of Jackson County, of 63 citizens of Williams County, 
and of 80 citizens of Jackson County, Illinois, praying for the passage 
of the Mexican pension bill with amendments—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Resolution of Board of Trade of Manka, 
Minn., favoring the repeal of the present coinage act—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. WARD; Petition of citizens of Tipton County, Indiana, to 
grart pensions to soldiers and sailors of the United States Army and 
Navy in the war for the Union—to the Committeeon Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of James A Patterson, of 
praying the reference of hisclaim to theCourt of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Petition of Grand Army of the Republic post 
at Alden, Minn., in favor of the re-enactment of arrears of pensions— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Resolution of Union Grange, No. 789, remonstrat- 
ing against the demonetization of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 


— 


The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 
upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates of one, 
two, and five dollars, the same being made legal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 
in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Bs and Measures: 

By Mr. FULLER: Of Adam Martin and others, of Floyd, Iowa. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Of 64 citizens of Branch County, Michigan. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 15, 1886. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Rev. S. K. Cox, of 
Washington, D. C. l 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS, 


The SPEAKER, under the rule, laid before the House Senate bills 
of the following titles; which were severally read twice and referred as 
follows, namely: 
ee bill (S. 83) for the relief of B. Jennings—to the Committee on 

aims. 

_A bill (S. 87) for the relief of Thomas B. Miller, of Washington Ter- 
ritory—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 163) releasing the estate of the late Frank Soulé, late col- 
lector of internal revenue for the first district of the State of California, 
and his sureties on his official bond—to the Committee on Claims. 


A bill (S. 178) for the relief of Ida A. Richardson, Caroline A. Urqu- 
hart, and Cora A. Slocomb, as heirs at law of Cora A. Slocomb, deceased, 
Ida A Richardson, and Caroline Augusta Urquhart—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 193) for the relief of John Hollins McBlair—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 214) for the relief of Oscar Eastmond and James W. At- 
will—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 216) to authorize the sae f of War to furnish certifi- 
cates of discharge to certain members of the Missouri Home Guard— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 218) to confirm the title to certain lands in Platt County, 
Missouri, and authorize patents to issue thereof to Kinsey B. Cecil— 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

A bill (S. 221) for the relief of Alex. Smiley—to the Committee on 


ims. 

A bill (S. 296) for the relief of the legal representative of John Hat- 
field, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 377) granting a pension to Matthias Leckner—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 389) for the relief of the heirs and legal representative of 
Robert J. Baugness, deceased—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 424) giving a military record to Alex. Francesco, deceased— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 506) for the relief of Emerson Etheridge and William B. 
Stokes—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 556) for the relief of Betts, Nichols & Co—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 767) for the relief of John Leathers—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Joint resolution (S. 19) directing copies of the official letter-books of 
the executive departmentof the State of North Carolina to be furnished 
to said State—to the Committee of Military Affairs. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. CUTCHEON, by unanimous consent leave was 
given to withdraw from the files of the House the papers filed in the 
case of Andrew Lafferty, no report having been made thereon, 


SUBSIDIARY COIN. 


Mr. BLAND, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3847) 
to repeal so much of the act of June 9, 1879, as provides for the exchange 
and redemption of subsidiary coin; which was read a first and second 
time. > 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri has marked on th 
back of the bill a reference to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. The Chair is inclined to think under the rules of the House 
it would go to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. BLAND. Similar measures have been considered heretofore by 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. I ask unanimous 
consent that this bill be referred to that committee. 

There being no objection, the bill was referred to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 


H. P. M’FARLIN. 


Mr. BURROWS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
3848) for the relief of H. P. McFarlin; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EXTRA PAY FOR DISCHARGED EMPLOYÉS. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Iask unanimous consent to report from the Com- 
mitteeon Accounts a joint resolution to allow discharged employés a 


month’s extra pay- 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report, after which the 


Chair will ask for objections, unless it be a privileged report. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Itis not a privileged report. 
The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


Your committee, to whom was referred the following joint resolution : 

“ Resolved, &c. That all officers and employés of the House who were a 
onthe 7th day of December, 1885, and who have , or shall prior to the y 
of February, 1886, cease, to be so employed, shall be paid a sum equal to one 
month’s pay at the same rate they were severally receiving on the 7th day of 
December, 1885; and an amountsufficient for this purpose is hereby appropri 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the same to be 
immediately a able”— 
respectfully report the following substitute, and ask its adoption: 

“ Resol: £c., That all officers and employés of the House, including E. C, 
Fields, clerk to the Committee on Accounts of the Forty-eighth Congress, who 
were employed on the 7th day of December, 1885, and who have ceased, or shall 
before the Ist day of February, 1886, cease, to be so employed, shall be paid a 
sum equal to one month's pay at the rate they were severally receiving on the 
7th day of si poser 1885; and Pace ae Sap! this purpose Sere. 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury no! erwise appropriated, the 
same to be immediately available.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The joint resolution (H. Res. 75) reported as a substitute was read 


a first and second time, and ordered to be en and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 
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: The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the joint reso- 
ution. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 51, noes 15. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. A quorum has not voted. Gentlemen 
seem to be diffident on this question for some reason. We might as 
well have the yeas and nays, 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there were— 
ayes 32, noes 87; theaffirmative being more than one-fifth of the whole 
vote. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I call for tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent to make a statement 
with reference to the resolution. 

Mr. MILLS. Iask that the resolution be again reported. 

The joint resolution was again read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY] 
asks unanimous consent to makea brief statement. Is there objection ? 

Mr. REAGAN. If permission be granted to reply I will not object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas askslike consent for a 
briefreply. Is there objection? ‘The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WISE. I desire to make an inquiry. Is it in order to move an 
amendment ? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution has passed the stage of amendment, 
having been and read a third time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. This is the usual resolution adopted at the begin- 
ning of each session, as [understand it. As an original proposition, I 
am frank to say I would not favor any such resolution. I believe the 
salaries of the oyés of this House ought to be fixed. I think the 
employés accept the position with the understanding they are to have 
certain fixed salaries, and I think they ought to be content with those 
salaries. But this is a custom which has grown up with years and 
has almost become an unwritten law. Perhaps it might be better hon- 
ored in the breach than in the observance. But it is the custom that 
has prevailed in former Congresses, it is a custom of which the dis- 
charged employés desire to avail themselves, and, in obedience to what 
we regard as the unwritten law of the House, the Committee on Ac- 
counts has considered this proposition and reported it back with a 
favorable recommendation. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. How many employés does this resolu- 
tion cover? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I can not say, because the resolution, to a certain 
extent, is indefinite. It is the usual resolution. It provides that all 
employés discharged prior to the 1st of February next shall receive an 
extra month’s pay. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Can the gentleman tell the House about 
how much it will cost? 

Mr. RY. Ican not, because I do not know how many em- 
ployés will be discharged prior to the date mentioned in the resolution. 
I only know that it is the customary resolution, and that if it were pre- 
sented asan original proposition I would be against it; but, as it is the 
customary resolution, I shall support it, as directed by the Committee 
on Accounts. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Missouri a question, if he will permit. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Were not these employés who are provided for in 
this resolution included in a resolution which was passed at the end of 
the last session of Songea giving an extra month’s pay. 

Mr. DOCKERY. No, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Are you sure of that? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ithink I am correct in that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. We did pass such a resolution, did we not, at the 
end of the Forty-eighth Congress, giving the employés of the House a 
month’s extra pay? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes; those who were then on the roll. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now are not some of these gentlemen who arein- 
cluded in this resolution employés who were on the roll at that time, 
and were they not beneficiaries of the resolution passed at the end of 
the last Congress? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suppose so. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then this resolution would give them another 
month’s pay, making two months’ extra pay within the year. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The resolution to which the gentleman refers, as I 
understood it, gave the extra month’s pay to all the employés of the 
House, both annual and sessixa. This resolution applies only to the 
annual employés who are discharged before the 1st of February. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But it gives all of those employés two month’s 
extra pay in the year, does it not? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suppose that would be the effect of it. Itisa 
thing that has always been done on such occasions. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I have on former occasions objected 
to the passage of resolutions like this. I know itis regarded as an un- 


gracious thing in any member to refuse to vote money to anybody who 
wants it from the Government. I know, too, from experience and ob- 
servation here, that we are exceedingly liberal when we are voting away 
other people’s money. If we were dealing with our own employés and 
taking the money out of our own pockets we would not think of giving 
it away in this manner, nor would it be asked fororexpected. But as 
it is the Government, as there is no one to take care of the Government 
because everybody is taking care of the private applicants for money, 
of course we give it. We forget that the Government is not a reservoir 
of money. We forget that this money which we vote away is drawn 
from the people by taxation, and comes from the hard earnings of labor- 
ing men at home, and women, too, who do not get half as much pay as 
the officers of this House receive. We seem to forget that we have a con- 
tract with these employés by law, by which we undertake to pay them 
more than men of like capacity can get in private employments. We 
have given these men already, or a portion of them, one month’s extra 
pay, and now it is proposed to give them a second month’s extra pay, 
and in addition to that, the men appointed at the beginning of this Con- 
gress who have been discharged or may be discharged, for inefficiency or 
any other cause, before the day named, are to have a month’s extra pay. 

This, Mr. Speaker, is all wrong. Will the time never come when 
the representatives of the American le can look to questions of 
economy and to the preservation of the publie funds from waste and 
squandering in this way? It seems that we can never reach the time 
or the occasion when we are prepared to take care of the people and 
protect them from the load of taxation which is put upon them for 
every imaginable subject. I make these remarks with no hope of suc- 
cess in resisting the of this resolution, but in the discharge of 
a duty which I feel I owe to my constituents and the country. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now proceed to call the roll. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I ask unanimous consent to say a few words. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope there will be no objection. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Mr. Speaker, in the Forty-seventh Congress it 
was stated to the House that it had been the custom to vote our em- 
ployés onemonth’sextra pay. The Republicans here, recollecting that 
the office-holders in the Forty-sixth Congress were Democrats, grace- 
fully yielded to the demand then made, though not without many a 
protest. When the Forty-sevyenth Congress had ended and the Forty- 
eighth came in, it was claimed on the part of the Republicans that a 
like provision should in fairness be made, and I recollect that the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GEDDES], speaking in opposition to voices 
raised on the Democratic side, remarked then that it would be violative 
of propriety and good faith for the Democrats to resist the proposition 
then made, but that the occasion was a proper one for giving notice 
that in the next Congress the whole matter should be cut off. 

It turns out thatwe have now another Democratie House. The great 
mass of the employés in this House were employés in the last Congress, 
and as such received their one month’s extra pay. So that if we now 
pass this resolution we shall give to many of these men two months’ 
extra pay. Both sides being now equal, and if there is any such thing 
as courtesy in this matter—courtesy having been shown on both sides 
of the House—the present is a proper time to inaugurate anew and cor- 
rect order of things. Let us pay men for the time they have actually 
been employed and stop this abuse. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I would ask the gentleman whether 
the object of this resolution is not suply to enable these men who have 
come here in the performance of public duty and been discharged with- 
out any fault of theirs to have means enough to get home? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Well, Mr. Speaker, I suppose these gentlemen 
are no worse off than other laboring men in this country. They knew 
when they came here that they were liable to be di 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Let meask the gentleman another 
question. Would he bring men miles away from their homes to enter 
his employ under the impression that they were to be employed for a 
length of time and then discharge them after one month, leaving them 
no money to get home? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. IfI had made a contract to employ a person for 
a certain length of time, I answer no; but if I had made a contract with 
him that he was liable to be discharged at any time, then I say yes. 

Gentlemen say that the voting of this extra pay has grown into ap 
almost immemorial usage. I have read about some goose-grease in 
Russia which ran a hundred years at an annual charge because a cer- 
tain doctor on one occasion ordered an ounce for a patient. I think 
that the practice which has grown up is all wrong, and now is the 
time to end this miserable business. 

Mr. BLAND. Before the gentleman takes his seat I would like to 
ask him whether it is not true that the Forty-third Congress made this 
provision for a month’s extra pay—— 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I was not here in the Forty-third Congress. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And whether that example was not followed by the 
Republicans in the Forty-seventh ? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. My answer to the gentleman is that I do not care 
how that matter may be. I put.it now to the common sense of this 
House whether this is not a proper time to end the abuse? 
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Mr. BLOUNT. I do not desire to go into the merits of the question; 


but as the gentleman is claiming some little credit for his party, I | Aiken, 


thought he had better look at the record. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will to call the roll. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iask unanimous consent at this time that this reso- 
lution be reeommitted to the Committee on Accounts. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. HAMMOND. [I rise to a parliamentary i 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. _Is not a motion to recommit now in order? 

The SPEAKER. It isif the order for the yeas and nays shall be re- 
considered by the House and the demand withdrawn or refused. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then I move to recommit the joint resolution to 
the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. BLAND. I move to reconsider the vote by which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I now move to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the yeas and nays is still pend- 
ing. The motion to reconsider having been agreed to, the question re- 
curs on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Can I not move now to recommit? A 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the yeas and nays has not been 
withdrawn. The question recurs on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 51. 

The SPEAKER. The vote in favor of ordering the yeas and naysis 
more than one-fifth of any vote taken during to-day. Unless a count 
Orie oyua side be insisted upon, the yeas and nays will be considered 
as o; i 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
70, nays 191, not voting 63; as follows: 


Adams, J. J. Curtin, Johnson, F. A. Scott, 
Anderson, J. A. Cutcheon, King, Shaw, 
Arnot, Dibble, Libbey, 
eS Si ene 
ur, wi Y, s 
Bliss, Dunn, Mahoney, Strait, 
Blount, Ellsberry, Maybury, 
C. R. Findlay, Mil Taylor, I. 
Breckinridge, WCP.Foran, Mitchell, 
Caldwell Morrill, Viele, 
pbell, Felix Gibson, 0. H. M Wi 
Cam J.E. Gibson, Eustace O'Neill, Charles bray ee 
eee J. Guenther, O'Neill, J. J. White, A. 
Candler, back, ins, White, Milo 
Cole, M rrt m is Pin Wise 
per, Hewitt, Rockwell, 
Croxton, Howard, 
NAYS—191 
A G. Farquhar, Lindsley, Sadler, 
Allen, O, H. Felton, Little, Sawyer, 
erson, C. M. Fisher, Long, yers, 
Atkinson, z Lowry, Seranton, 
Barksdale, F. Markham, Se 
e, ‘orney, ymour, 
Barnes, Martin, Snyder, 
Š Fuller, ron- 
, , , 
case ae See 
2 nson. 
Bland, Glover, McRae," Stew à 
Boung, Goff, M Stone, E. F, 
Boyle, Green, R. S. 3 Stone, W. J., of Ky. 
y, Green, W.J. Mills, Stone, W. J., of Mo 
Eg, Grosvenor, M b; 
B: T.M. Grout, Morgan, Swope, 
Brown, O. E. Morrow, Symes, 
Brown, W. W. Hale, ooo a Tarsney, 
Bia Hall, Raa Haa ee 
uck, Halsell, eece, Taylor, 

s Hammond, N Š Taylor, J. 
Burrows, Harris, N b Taylor, Zach 
Bynum, Hatch, Oates, Thomas, J. R. 

3 Hayden, ’Donnell, Thomas, 0. B, 
Campbell, J. M. H O’Ferrall, Thom 
Cannon, Hem Throckmecton,; 

y Aa e A Outhwaite, Tillman, 

Hepburn, wen, Trigg, 
Clemen! Herbert, yne, Turner, 
t H Peel, Van Eaton, 
, Hiestand, 5 hss eons 
$ ai 
Cowles,of N.C. Hiscock, Pi ‘ Ward, J. H. 
X, Hitt, Plumb, Ward, T.B. 
P, Holman, halere, J. 
Ranney, arner, William 
. ‘opkins, ‘Weaver, A. J. 
Davidson, R. H.M, Irion, 2 Weaver, J. B. 
Dinger? Tora, J.T. aoe ga Wen 

Y, o! 5 bo! 
Dorsey, Johnston, T. D. Rice, SE 
Dougherty, Jones, J. H. Richardson, Willis, 

en, ‘ones, J. T. i 4 
Eldredge, Kleiner, Wi 
La Follette Rogers, Wolf 
Ermentrout, ham, Rowell, Worthington. 
Lehibach, Ryan, 


NOT VOTING—63. 
Davenport, Laird, Pulitzer, 
Allen, J. M. Davis, Landes, 5 
Bayne, Dunham, Lawler, Rankin, 
Enea, Ga ia” ae 
ay, ui gieton 
Boutelle, Gilfillan, doo, Skinner, * 
Brumm, Harmer, McCo: Spooner, 
Burleigh, Henderson,D.B. MeMillin, Spriggs, 
rnes, Henley, M Stewart, J. W. 
rth, Hill, Muller, torm, 
Clardy, Houk, Norwood, Townshend, 
Col Hutton, O'Hara, Van Schaick, 
ary Kelley eine Whi 
. e s » 
Ke ‘ha kae Woodburn, 
Dargan, Laffoon, y 
So the resolution was rejected. 
During the roll-call, 


Mr. DIBBLE said: My colleague Mr. DARGAN is absent on account 
of sickness. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks he has leave of absence. 

Mr. BRAGG. My colleague Mr. RANKIN is confined to his room by 
reason of sickness. 

On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, by unanimous consent the reading of 
the roll-call was di with. 

Mr. LAWLER. I ask to have my vote recorded. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present when his name was 
called. 

Mr. LAWLER. No; I was absent when my name was called. 

The SPEAKER. There is a rule of the House which expressly for- 
bids the Chair entertaining any request for unanimous consent if the 
member was not present when his name was called. But the custom 
has been when a gentleman rose and said he was in his seat, but failed 
to hear his name called, to allow him to record his vote. 

Mr. LAWLER. I was in the Chamber at the time the vote was be- 
ing called. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the request of the gen- 
tleman, but he can state how he would have voted and that will be 
entered in the RECORD. 

Mr. LAWLER. Iask the unanimous consent of the House to be 
permitted to record my vote. 

The SPEAKER. But the rule prohibits the Chair from entertaining 
a request for unanimous consent for that purpose. 

Mr. LAWLER. Then I will state, Mr. Speaker, that I would have 
voted ‘‘ay’’ on this question. 

The pairs were then announced as follows from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr. | rai his with Mr. PAyson, for this day. 

Mr. Harris with Mr. CuLBERSON, on this vote. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. KetcH Am, for to-day. 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. LAIRD, for this day. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


MESSENGER FOR RIVERS AND HARBORS COMMITTEE. 


Mr. WILLIS, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts: 
Resolved, That the Doorkeeper be, and he is hereby, requested to employ a 
for the Committee on Ri d Harbors ata sala: 
paid ouf of the contingent fund of the House. © > to be 


PAYMENT OF INTEREST-BEARING DEBT. 


Mr. TARSNEY, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury and is hereby, uested - 
form the House at e earliest ateen m montent of sae amount ae shone ey Ae 
Treasury that can applied e mds, - 
terest-bearing debt Se tke Wate States, if ere be any pon ioe Decora 


Treasury legally applicable to the ent of the obligations aforesaid, wh 
the same has not been so applied. amie ji Sui 


Several members asked consent to introduce bills for reference. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to gentlemen on the floor that 
on next Monday all the States and Territories will be called for the 
introduction and reference of bills and resolutions. 

Mr. BEACH. I object to the introduction of any more bills or reso- 
lutions at this time. 

The SPEAKER. _ There is objection to the request of gentlemen. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with the morning 
hour for the call of committees for reports. 

The SPEAKER. That requires a two-thirds vote. 

The motion was agreed to two-thirds voting in favor thereof). 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does this motion dispense also with the second 
morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to dispense with that hour. 

The SPEAKER. There is no provision in the new rule for di 
ing with the second morning hour, and the Chair thinks it can only be 
done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimons consent to dispense with it. 

The SPEAKER. By clause 5 of Rule XXIV it is provided that this 
morning hour shall be for the consideration, on the call of committees, 
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of bills reported on a previous day and placed on either the House or 

the Union Calendar, no provision being made for the consideration of 

private bills on that call. But under another rule of the House this 

day is devoted 3 the consideration exclusively of private business, unless 
F it 


with. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desired to ask a ruling of the Chair on this 
point, Friday being devoted to the consideration of private bills, and 
as under the present rule we have a morning hour, under which second 
morning hour it is provided that only matters can be called up from 
the Union or House Calendar, my object is to get a ruling from the 
Chair as to whether that rule applies to-day. 

TheSPEAKER. TheChairsimply informed the gentleman that the 
morning hour for the call of committees for the consideration of bills 
could not be dispensed with by a simple vote of the House. But the 
Chair thinks that under the amended rules of the House on Fridays that 
morning hour can not be had at all, because during that hour bills upon 
the Union and House Calendars only can be considered; that is to say, 
bills of a public character; whereas under another rule Friday is spe- 
cially set apart for the consideration of private business only. If pri- 
vate business for to-day, therefore, be not dispensed with, the Chair 
thinks the time which on other days is devoted to that morning hour 
will be devoted to the consideration of private business in the usual way 
under other rules of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I fully agree with the Chair, and move to dis- 
pense with the private business to-day. 

The SPEAKER. That can be done by a majority vote under the 
amended rule. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That motion does not include the evening session? 

The SPEAKER, It doesnot; there will be anevening session under 
a previous order of the House for the consideration of pension bills. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. SPRINGER; and on a 
division there were—ayes 63, noes 41. 

So the motion to dispense with private business was agreed to. 


PRESIDENTIAL SUCCESSION. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour for the call of committees hav- 
ing been dispensed with and private business having been dispensed 
with for to-day, the business now in order is the matter under consid- 
eration yesterday, the bill reported from the Select Committee on the 
Election of President and Vice-President, the title of which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 471) to provide for the performance of the duties of President in case 
of the removal, death, resignation, or inability both of the President and Vice- 
President. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, Iam one of those who consider that to 
make a proper provision for every contingency of vacancy in the Presi- 
dential office a constitutional amendment alone would be satisfactory, 
but I propose to discuss the proposition this morning that the bill now 
under consideration is a far better statutory provision than the existing 
law. Under the present law the President pro tempore of the Senate, 
and if there be none the Speaker of the House of Representatives, shall 
act as President until the disability is removed or until a President shall 
beelected; and the present law further provides (not in the case of dis- 
abilities, but in the case of vacancy) that there shall be a special election 
to fill the offices of President and Vice-President. Under the pending 
bill the officers of the Cabinet, in a certain fixed order, are to act as 
President; and the pending bill also provides that so much of the stat- 
ute as relates to a special election be repealed. 

The first objection that is apparent to the statute is that it does not 
comply with the provision of the Constitution requiring the Congress to 
declare what officer shall act as President, the President pro tempore of 
the Senate not being an officer of the United States. What is the Presi- 
dent pro tempore of the Senate? He is the Senator from his particular 
State, presiding over the Senate. It has been decided in the Blount 
case that a Senator is not an officer of the United States. The Presi- 
dent pro tempore of the Senate holds the chair by virtue of being a Sen- 
ator. He takes the oath of office asa Senator. He does not take a spe- 
cial oath as President of the Senate; and the same applies also to the 
Speaker of this House. When the Nestor of the House administers the 
oath of office to the Speaker he administers to him an oath as a repre- 
sentative from his particular State. Thatis his qualification, and then 
he enters upon the duties of the position. 

But, sir, there is a second objection. A member of either House of 
Congress is incompetent to hold office under the United States during 
his membership; and if the President pro tempore of the Senate (as has 
been advocated in this debate) were an officer of the United States in 
the sense of the Constitution, then a member of the Senate could not 
hold the office; that is, under Article I, section 6, of the Constitution, 
which says: 

No person holding any office under the United States, shall be a member of 
either House during his continuance in office. 

Therefore, if the President pro tempore of the Senate be an officer 
under the United States, the Senator holding that office under that 
provision of the Constitution would, by going into it, vacate his seat in 
the Senate, and no longer represent his State on the floor. 


The distinction, Mr. Speaker, is again recognized in the Constitution 
and recognized in a recent amendment. The fourteenth amendment 
of the Constitution makes the same distinction: 

No person shall be aSenator or Representative in Con , or elector of Pres- 
ident and Vice-President, or hold any office, civil or military, under the United 
States, or under any State, who having previously taken an oath asa member 
of Congress or as an officer of the United States, he 

That is to be found in the third section of the fourteenth amendment, 
and it recognizes the existence of a distinction between a member of 
Congress and an officer of the United States. 

There is the further objection, Mr. Speaker, that the President pro 
tempore of the Senateis nota position always filled. And the Constitu- 
tion, when it says that Congress may declare what officer shall act in 
the case of disability or vacancy, must recognize the possibility, yea, 
even probability, of disability or vacancy during a recess of the Senate, 
and at a time when there may be no such officer as President of the Sen- 
ate pro tempore in existence. The Congress of the United States in the 
exercise of that duty of declaration must select an officer who would 
be in existence whenever the contingency might arise. He must be a 
continuing officer, and the President pro tempore of the Senate is not 
such an officer. 

But, Mr. Speaker, suppose the contingency should arise, and that there 
should be in existence at the time a President pro tempore of the Senate, 
and that, a vacancy occurring in the Presidential office, he should as- 
sume its functions and enter upon the discharge of its duties as acting 
President, what is his position then concerning the Senate? Suppose 
it is a case of disability; suppose it is a case of disability lasting only 
three months, for instance, does the President of the Senate vacate his 
place as Senator and vacate his place as President of the Senate in order 
to act as President of the United States for the three months and then 
be turned adrift as soon as the disability is removed ? 

The President pro tempore of the Senate is merely acting as President 
ex officio; he is a locum tenens; and the only consistent theory is, that he 
would be the member of the Senate from a State, the President pro tem- 
pore of the Senate, and the acting President of the United States. What 
arises from such a state of affairs? Why, we have theacting President 
of the United States sending in appointments to the Senate, and we have 
him presiding in executive session upon the discussion of those appoint- 
ments. Wehavehim voting as a Senator in confirmation of his appoint- 
ments—I will not say in rejection, because that would be stultifying 
his action. If he does not so vote, then his State, for the time being, is 
deprived of its equal suffrage in the Senate. 

Take another case, already illustrated in our history, as a reason why 
the President pro tempore of the Senate should not be the succeeding 
officer. Takethe case of impeachment, the impeachment of a President 
of the United States, with no Vice-President, and with the President 
pro tempore of the Senate under the act coming next in the succession. 
He either must violate the principle that no one should be a judge in 
his own behalf, or he must violate the mandate of the Constitution, 
equally peremptory, that no State shall be deprived of equal suffrage in 
the Senate, and that, too, in the gravest of cases—the case of the trial of 
the President of the United States by impeachment. 

But, Mr. Speaker, further, it is in violation of the spirit of the Con- 
stitution; it is in violation of the spirit of all of our constitutions. It 
is true there is not found in the Constitution of the United States ex- 
press separation of the three departments by a clause providing that the 
executive, legislative, and judicial functions shall be maintained dis- 
tinct from each other. We find that clause in the State constitutions. 
But we find practically and in spirit the same idea in the Constitution 
of the United States, becanse in Article I itis stated that all legislative 
powersshall be vested in one way; in Article IT, that the executive power 
shall be vested in another way; in Article III, that the judicial power 
shall be vested in another way, recognizing the separation of the three 
departments of the Government. But that principle is violated when- 
ever the President pro tempore of the Senate or the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives acts as the President of the United States. 

Another objection. The Senate have decided that the President pro 
tempore of that body is removable at their pleasure; that they can make 
one President pro tempore to-day, and they can remove him and ap- 
point another to-morrow. Now, it isnot for us to discuss in this House 
of Congress whether that decision of the other House be right or wrong. 
They are the ultimate tribunal to decide whether it is right or wrong. 
They choose their own officers, they make their own rules. We have 
that as a fact. 

There is then a vacancy in the office of President. The President 
pro tempore of the Senate acts as President under the law as it now 
stands and under the Constitution. ‘There comes a change in the po- 
litical complexion of the Senate, or for some other reason the Senate, 
in its pleasure, determines arbitrarily to remove its presiding officer and 
selects another. Then the President pro tempore of the Senate, acting as 
President of the United States, on being removed from his office loses 
the foundation for his executive functions, and the new appointee of 
the Senate takes the Presidential chair. I will say that to my mind 
there is no condition of things under any law that has ever been pro- 

that is as abhorrent to all our views of constitutional govern- 
ment as that the country should be put ina condition of being governed 
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by an oligarchy composed of a majority of one branch of the National 
A ture, bein ing us exactly into the position of the Republic of 
Venice under its and its Council of Ten. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as to the matter of special election. The Consti- 
tution as a whole does not seem to provide for any special election as 
it stands to-day. 

Take the history ofitsadoption. When the convention which framed 
the Constitution of the United States was within a few days of its final 
adjournment it passed a resolution that the Congress of the Confedera- 
tion should be notified, and that they should fix the time for the elec- 
tion or the appointment of electors and the time when those electors 
should cast their votes for President, and also the time when the new 
Constitution should go into operation. Under that action of the consti- 
tutional convention the Congress of 1788 fixed the first Wednesday in 
March, 1789, as the time when the operation of the new Constitution 
should begin, which in that year happened to be the dthof March. The 
President holding for a term of four years, that circumstance gave the 
Presidential office its period of termination on the 4th of March in every 
fourth year; the Senators holding for six years, and being divided into 
the three classes whose terms of office expired respectively in the second, 
the fourth, and the sixth year, and the members of the House the second 
year, Now, while itis true that in the Constitution as originally passed 
there is no mention of the 4th of March, yet that period has been rec- 
ognized in the twelfth amendment to the Constitution, in its provision in 
relation to the failure of the electors to choose a President, devolving 
the choice of President upon the House of Representatives. The lan- 
guage of that amendment is: 


And if the House of Representatives shall not choose a Presiden 
the right of choice shall devolve upon them, before the 4th of Ma’ 
lowing, then the Vice-President shall act as President. 


And s0 on. 

There, Mr. Speaker, is the recognition of that period in the Constitu- 
tion ; there is the recognition of the quadrennial election of the Presi- 
dent; and there, in the only provision which is of force to-day in rela- 
tion to the choice of a President by electors, is recognized the termina- 
tion of the right of the House of Representatives to make a choice of 
President on the 4th of March next following the commencement of their 
exercise of the right. 

Mr. Speaker, it occurs to my mind that there are two reasons for 
that provision. Oneis that, under the system of the Constitution, that 
House of Representatives expires on the 4th of March, and this provision 
is tantamount to saying that if the House fail to make a choice during 
their official life, then the Vice-President shall act as President. The 
other reason is, that the Presidential office expires on the same day, and 
the Vice-President comes in to prevent an interregnum or a hiatus. 

Such is the only provision for the election of a President. . Gentle- 
men say that in the discussion of the Constitution in the convention, 
when Mr. Randolph moved for this pe in Congress to declare what 
officer should act, and to provide that he should act ‘‘until the disability 
be removed or until the time for electing a President shall arrive,’’ 
that then the language was modified into the expression “‘ until a Presi- 
dent be elected ;’’ and they cite the colloquy which took place as evi- 
dence of the intent of the conyention. 

What was the colloquy, Mr. Speaker? Simply this: Here are the 
fathers of the Constitution meeting in council; they are making the 
Constitution; it isnot yet built up; they are working on one of its parts. 
An expression is put in that clause which in very terms would exclude 
the idea of an intermediate or special election. ‘The only change made, 
according to the colloquy, was to prevent such exclusion, that being the 
only idea that could be emb under the expression. It was nota 

of the expression ‘‘until the period for electing a President shall 
arrive” into “until a special election,” but to the expression 
broad enough to cover any case which, in the electoral provisions of the 
Constitution, might be made by them when they were building it up 
asa whole. It was designed to leave them liberty of action in the Con- 
stitution to put in any provision for a general election or a special elec- 
tion, either or both, as they might deem fit. It did not commit them 
to a special election by its nor does the uy embrace that 
idea, The point, Mr. Speaker, that I submit is : that, so far as 
that clause of the Constitution is concerned, its terms are broad enough 
to’embrace any kind of election. Butwe must read each part of the Con- 
stitution with its context; and ifin the Constitution elsewhere we find 
provision only for a general election—an election for the full term of 
four years—an election that is to be declared by the House of Repre- 
sentatives in one contingency before the 4th day of March following— 
and if we do not find in the Constitution any provision for a special 
election, or for peer pes. here power of choice of the House on a day 
other than the 4th of , then I submit that the expression ‘‘ until 
a President shall be elected,” which is broad enough 
special or a general el is confined by the context of the Constitu- 
tion to such an election as the Constitution in its context provides for. 

Now let us take the statute in relation to special elections, by which 
Co has assumed to provide for them. Upon that, Mr. er, 
my first observation is this: Without going into the details of the stat- 
ute, it poriga ttes Mn some cases of vacancy an election can take place 
in an off year; the electors meet on the first Wednesday in December 
in an off year, when there is neither a Congressional nor a Presidential 


whenever 
next fol- 


to cover either a 


election, and cast their votes,and the President thus elected and the Vice- 
President, too—because they can not elect one without electing the 
other—will be declared elected on the second Wednesday in February 
following that off year, in the middle of a Con ; gi us, in a cer- 
tain contingency, this situation: that the President of the United States 
will come into office in the middle of one Congress, and will be President 
through the whole of the next Congress and for half of the succeeding 
Congress; because I do not think any gentleman on this floor will gravely 
dispute this proposition, that when a President is chosen by electors he 
is elected for the full term of four years. That is the position into 
which the Presidential election will be thrown in the off years—either 
the first off year or the third off year of the Presidential term. 

That is one difficulty; but there is still further lack of symmetry in 
this statute as it stands on the books. In case of the regular election 
of a President, the term of office of his predecessor terminates on the 4th 
of March. Although the newly elected President is declared elected on 
the second Wednesday in February, he takes his office on the 4th of 
March next succeeding, because until that time his predecessor has not 
filled out his term. But suppose there comes a special election. On 
the second Wednesday of February the two Houses meet, the votes are 
counted, and it is declared that such a one has been elected President 
and“such a one Vice-President of the United States. There is a va- 
cancy ; and here isa man who has the full power conferred by the electors 
of the country, and there is no term to expire that he must wait for. 
Hence on the second Wednesday in February he comes into the Presi- 
dential office, and under the Constitution he holds it for four years. 
Now, let us follow this matter out to its legitimate conclusion. The 
term of this officer ¢xpires on the second Wednesday of February four 
years afterward or on the day of the month co: g with that 
on which his term began. On that day the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives again meet to count the votes of the electors; and itso hap- 
pens that the electors have failed to confer a majority of the votes on 
any of the candidates, and the election of the President is thrown into 
the House and the election of Vice-President intothe Senate. On that 
day the term of the incumbent under the special election 

Suppose, Mr. Speaker, the House does not fill the place on that day 
(and under the Constitution it has until the 4th of March to fill it) who 
takes the Presidential chair? Suppose on that day the Senate elects a 
Vice-President. Isthereaninterregnum? Istherea hiatus? The Vice- 
President elected on that day into office on that day in February. ' 
There is no President elect The Presidential term has expired. ' 
There is a Vice-President, and under the Constitution he takes the 
Presidential chair. But prior to the 4th of March, the time limited 
in the Constitution, the House under its constitutional authority elects 
a President of the United States. Does that Vice-President retire and 
this President elected after him take his seat? These are the ques- 
tions, Mr. Speaker, which are bound to arise; and there are two chances 
out of four that they will arise; yea, three chances out of four that they 
will arise if the statute of 1792 is ever put into practical operation. So 
that this statute destroys all the symmetry of our electoral system by 
reason of the possibility in the first place of the Presidential term be- 
ginning at the middle of the respective Congress, and again by reason 
of the certainty of a Presidential term under a special election running 
from the second Wednesday of February instead of from the 4th of 


HE ego gr DA EROE RE sterner ae Felgen phar a 
y, Mr. Speaker, even ere were & on for a special election, 
if Congress can say that in a certain con the election of electors 


shall take place within thirty-four days of a given time and in another 


contingency shall be postponed from one December to another—twelve 
months; ee enn Seg if the should occur in 
the third year wi two months of the first M a 

t election 


there shall be no election at all, pete his A 
shall be at the time of the next regular election? can ne 
the election twelve months, can they not postpone it two or three times 
twelve months? If they can say that when the interval is about five 
months there shall not be any Stectionl can they not so say in case the 
interval is twenty-five, or thirty, or forty months? i 

If under the Constitution, the discretion to determine 
the time of choosing the electors and fixing the same uniform day for 
them to cast their votes out the United States, as is expressly , 
provided in the Constitution, can they not, when they have put upon 
thebooksa statutelike this, take it off? It is no more unconstitutional 
to do so than to change the time for the special election provided in 
the statute as it stands. : ‘ 

It issaid that this power to provide for a succession for the remainder 
of the term, or for adefinite period, was not del to Congress or to 


the United States, and that bill is a usurpation of power retained 
by the people er the ninth and tenth amendments of the Constitu- 
tion. Now, Mr. Speaker, let me read those amendments: 
ARTICLE IX, 
The enumeration in the Constitution of certain rights shall not be con- 
strued to deny or disparage others retained by the people, 
ÀRTICLE X, y 


The ra not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor pros, 
hibited by it tothe States, are reserved to the States respectively, or to the people? 


Now, I contend that all executive Federal power is delegated by Artis 
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cle II, and all legislative Federal power is delegated by Article I. Rights 
and powers refer to the scope of the executive, legislative, and judicial 
rights and powers, and not to the officers administering these branches. 
The right to elect a President is not a reserved right, forit is delegated 
to electors to be appointed by the States. The power to elect, whether 

general election or ial election, is delegated to electors; and be- 
ing a delegated power, it is not reserved. The whole executive power 
is vested in a President, Vice-President, &c. ; therefore’ the power of the 
office is not reserved. So these are clearly Federal rights and powers, 
and the ninth and tenth amendments can have no application. 

Besides, Mr. Speaker, the people do not elect the President or Vice- 
President of the United States. There is no such provision in our Con- 
stitution. They are to be elected by electors; and those electors are 
appointed—by whom? Not by the people. 

Each State shall appoint, in such manner as the Legislature thereof may di- 
rect, a number of electors, 

So that there is no popular right affected, no popular power infringed. 
We have seen the operation of that rule of the Constitution in the elec- 
tion of 1876, when uel J. Tilden received by nearly a quarter of a 
million the majority of the people's votes, but the electoral vote by 
States gave 1 majority to Rutherford B. Hayes over Samuel J. Tilden. 
Under the Constitution the electors of the several States elected the 
President by that majority of 1, when the people had given a majority 
of a quarter of a millionof votes in favor of the other candidate. There 
is no such thing, under our form of government, as the direct election 
of President by the people. 

There are some objections which have been proposed to this bill. 
There have been ions made that possibly a party might be con- 
tinued in power for an additional four years under certain contingen- 
cies against a vote of the people if the candidates chosen by the electors 
should die before assuming the functions of their offices. Be that as it 
may, is there better in the statute? Suppose that one polit- 
ical party should be in power. Suppose that at the regular Presiden- 
tial election the other fsck party should elect a President and Vice- 
President to go into‘office on the ensuing 4th of March. Suppose the 
President and Vice-President elect should both die before the 4th of 
March. What is the consequence under the present law? Why, if 
the political complexion of the Senate should be different from that of 
the persons selected by virtue of the electoral vote the Senate would 
put in a President pro tempore of the other political party, whichever 


party it might be. 
But there is another con . If the President and Vice-Presi- 
dent elect should die before 4th of March there is no provision of 


law by which either House of Congress shall meet on the 4th of March. 
They meet in December, and, unless the outgoing President should call 
a session of the Senate ora session of Congress, there would be a period 
of nine months absolutely without any provision whatsoever under the 
tlaw. Isthereanything worse than that? Suppose the outgoing 
ident should convene Congress by proclamation to meet in extra 
session on the 4th of March, and that there has then arisen by death 
or disability the contingency of no President or Vice-President elect to 
take the oath of office. Suppose 
one political complexion as to its majority, and the other House of Con- 
gress was of the other, why, Mr. Speaker, there would be an unseemly 
scramble on the one hand to get possession of the Presidential chair, 
and a disposition to filibuster on the other hand to prevent it, both 
Houses of running a race for the Presidency through the Presi- 
dent pro tempore and the Speaker of the House. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, for these reasons there is at least necessity 
for a change; and while I do not subscribe to the p tion that the 
aoit Shiels is submitted before the House now as it has come over 
to us from the other House is perfect, or that it supplies every possible 
contingency, I do consider it is infinitely better than the present law, 
not looking simply at the present, but looking to any time and any con- 
tingency which may arise; and I do so irrespective of party consider- 
ations, because they should not enter upon this field. Ido submit that 
the provision that an officer of the executive department should be the 
locum tenens, should be the acting President, gives certainty to there 
being an officer to fill the office if it shall become vacant—gives con- 
sistency, and will answer about as well as any statute law would an- 
swer, until some provision can be made by which the Constitution can 
be amended. 

I am m; in favor of a constitutional amendment in this matter; 
but I say now, although I had the honor to submit one of the proposi- 
tions for such amendment, I am wedded to no scheme or system in that 
regard, so long as the language of the Constitution can be so amended 
as to be certain, and meet not only the contingencies for which the fore- 
sight of our ancestors have provided, but the contingencies which the 
experience of one hundred years have shown to us, and which were not 
anticipated ‘by the founders of the Constitution. Our life and our his- 
tory as anation have lessons of instruction, and the founders of the Con- 
stitution themselves did not once assume that they were completing a 
perfect work, for they provided for amendments to meet emergencies 
such as were not fully provided for in their system. Whether the 
amendment be to elect additional officers, as is p in one resolu- 
tion, whether it be that electors should hold office for four years to fill 


that one House of Congress was of | 4 


vacancies in the Presidential or Vice-Presidential office, as the case ma 
be, or any other plan which will give certainty to this matter by 
amendment to the Constitution, some measure ought to meet the full 
support of every one who feels that it is not right, it is not prudent, 
that the vast interests of this country, which has grown to be a mig! ty 
empire, should at any time be imperiled and our Constitution be in 
danger of overthrow by a scramble for the splendid position of head of 
these United States. j 

For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I am in favorof accepting this propo- 
sition which has come from the other House, taking it as it is, and then 
going on and, with the united wisdom of the country behind us, pro- 
viding for such fundamental remedy as will supply the desideratum 
which now exists in the Constitution of the country. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. Nine minutes. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. Iwill reserve my time until after the other 
side has been heard. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Very well; then I will reserve the whole time re- 
maining to me for the present. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr, Speaker, inasmuch as I have the honor to be a 
member of the select committee from which this bill was reported, it is 
my purpose to submit briefly the considerations which led me to favor 
the report in its present form. But I do not propose to occupy the 
whole of the time which belongs to me, and have agreed to allot fifteen 
minutes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OSBORNE], who de- 
sires to oppose the bill. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I fully appreciate the importance of 
the subject under consideration and exceedingly ‘t that the bill now 
pending before the House can not receive my sanction. I have listened 
attentively and with great interest to the able and learned arguments 
made by the friends of the bill in this House, and have carefully read 
all that was said by the Senator who advocated its in the Senate, 
but I am unable to find in this mass of learning and ability sufficient 
legal reason to answer the constitutional objection I find to it. 

The only authority Congress has to assume jurisdiction over any 
measure or thing is delegated to it and exists in the Constitution. 
All power and authority not granted in the Constitution of the United 
States remains with the States or in the people. 

The Constitution itself declares: 


wers not delegated tothe United States Brees Constitution, nor 


The 
hibi by it to the States, are reserved to the tes respectively, or to 


people, 


With these propositions of law settled by the Constitution and by 
judicial authority, the gravity of legal objection to this bill is presented 
with great force and clearness when we contrast what is sought to be 
done through its provisions and what Congress is allowed to do in the 
premises by the Constitution. 

Article II, section 1, of the Constitution provides: 

Erioa, DAEN boda hie ODS ORINE ts term of tows panes; aud, OEE 
ý e u e four and, 

with the Vice-President, chosen for ep ten term, be elected, on follows. 

We have in this clause three important elements: 

First. The office: President of the United States of America. 

Second. The term: four years. 

Third. How chosen: elected. 

I venture to say that no man can be found who would contend for a 

moment that the executive power could be anywhere except as vested 

by the Constitution. Nor do I think anybody entertains the opinion 

that Congress has the power to shorten or extend the term fixed by the 

Constitution. 

Such legislation would be usurpation, and the men who would at- 
tempt it would receive, as they deserve, the just condemnation of all 
citizens who love the Republic. Can we say less of an act passed by 
Congress that would establish a mode for choosing the Executive other 
than that prescribed by the Constitution ? 

This bill is aristocratic in its tendencies, does not conform to the spirit 
of our institutions, and if will be a usurpation by of 

still vested in the States or in the people. Hence it is uncon- 
stitutional, and should not receive the sanction of this House. 

In the language of Alexander Hamilton, I would say: ‘‘ The fabric 
of American empire ought to rest on the solid basis of the consent of 
the people. The streams of national power ought to flow immediately 
from that pure original fountain of all legitimate authority.” 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. 8 , I have agreed to allot a portion of the 
time remaining at my disposal to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Rock WELL], to whom I now yield five minutes. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Speaker, this bill leaves about fifteen da: 
from the time the vote of the electoral college is ascertained till the 
new Cabinet officers are announced, when, if both the President and 
Vice-President elect, or but just inaugurated, should die, or be 
unable to perform the duties of their positions, the Secretary of State 
under an outgoing administration would become President for four 

ears. 
a As the law of Presidential succession now stands, it is feared in case 


pro- 
the 
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of vacancy in both Presidential and Vice-Presidential positions the pro- 
visions for the succession of the President pro-tempore of the Senate or 
of the Speaker of the House of Representatives might give rise to grave 
complications because of the unconstitutionality of the law relating to 
= succession. The question at issue is which plan carries the least 
risk. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. S—ENEY] yesterday set forth ina judi- 
cial argument—where not a word was wasted—the risk underthe pres- 
ent law. I know of no amendment which will fill the gapin the bill 
now proposed, With this admitted defect, with which political par- 
ties equally take their chances, the bill yet makes it clear who in cer- 
tain contingencies shall be President. Under the present law it is un- 
certain. The question when it arises maybe referred to the Supreme 
Court, and if the law is then declared unconstitutional there may be 
an in um., 

It is against this bill that in case the Secretary of State of an 
outgoing administration should succeed within the fifteen days stated 
and so become President for four years, he might not be in harmony 
with the policy of the party that won at the previous election, and thus 
the registered will of the people be thwarted. Yet under the present 
law it is possible that the President pro tempore of the Senate or the 
Speaker of the House, whoever may succeed, may not be in accord with 
the winning party. In this respect there isa risk under either system. 

Preferring then, sir, that the question of the Presidential succession 
shall be determined and certainly fixed, I shall support this bill with 
its admitted defects, 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as I have the honor to be a 
member of the select committee from which this bill was reported, and 
since as a member of that committee and of the subcommittee I con- 
curred in the majority report accompanying the bill and so ably sus- 
tained by the chairman in his argument, it is my purpose somewhat 
briefly to state the considerations which lead me to favor the bill now 
under consideration in its present form. 

In the outset permit me to observe that I do not consider this bill 


entirely free from defects; indeed, many of the criticisms made and | Pr? 


questions suggested in the able arguments of the gentlemen on this 
floor in opposition to the bill have occurred to me and were considered 
by the committee; but in view of the fact that a very general public 
demand has been urged for several years for legislation upon this im- 
portant subject, and in view of the almost certain failure of all legisla- 
tion upon the subject if this bill be not passed in just the form in 
which it came from the Senate, I conceived it to be my duty to waive 
the several objections suggested, based as they are upon contingencies 
which are unlikely to occur within many years, if ever, and favor a 
proposition which clearly and fairly meets the present emergency. I 
conceive it to be our duty to consider this question in its highest, 
broadest, and most patriotic sense; to set aside all isan considera- 
tions, and face the subject as one people aiming for the tranquillity and 
prosperity of one great Union under the Constitution handed down by 
our fathers, the preservation whereof has cost so much in blood and 
treasure. 


The pending bill proposes in its first section ‘‘that in case of the re- 
moval, death, tion, or inability of both the President and Vice- 
President of the United States, the Secretary of State, or if there be 
none, or in case of his removal, death, resignation, or spay 2 then 
the Secretary of the Treasury; or if there be none, or in case of his re- 
moval, death, resignation, orinability, then the of War,” and 
in the same manner naming, respectively, the Attorney-General, the 
Postmaster-General, the Secretary of the Navy, and the Secretary of the 
Interior in the order stated, “shall act as President until the disability 
of the President or Vice-President is removed or a President shall be 
elected,” and further provides, ‘‘that whenever the powers and duties 
of the office of President of the United States shall devolve upon any 
of the herein named, if Congress be not then in session, or if it 
would not meet in accordance with law within twenty days thereafter, 
it shall be the duty of the person upon whom said powers and duties 
shall devolve to issue a ion convening Congress in extraordi- 
nary session, giving twenty days’ notice of the time of meeting,” 

By the second section it is provided: 


That the g section shall only be held to describe and fpr 
officers as have been appointed by the advice and comment-of the to 
the offices therein named, such as are eligible to the office of President 


under the Constitution, and not under im ent by the House of 

tatives of the United States at the 
sen! shia mee oo the powers and duties of the o 

At the present time the only existing law of Congress providing for 
the Presidential succession in case of a vacancy of both Presidential and 
Vice-Presidential positions is the act of 1792. 


An examination of the history of this section shows that in the pro- | fusi 


ceedings of the Federal convention— 


Mr. Gouverneur Morris objected to the President of the Senate rovis- 

een ee ident, and suggested a designation of the Jus- 

Mr. Madison adds, asa ground of objection, that the Senate might retard the 
tment of President, in order to carry whilst the revisionary 

wasin the President of their own body, but suggested that the Seer 

persens of the 


volume 3, page 1434.) 
the succession should take were finally re- 


All questions as to w. course 


solyed by the adoption of the section 1 in Article II of the Constitution, which 


provides: 
“In ease of the removal of the President from office, or his Mer akg conan 
or inability to disch; the powers and duties of the said office, the same 

devolve on the Vice- ident, and the Con may by law provide for the 
case of removal, death, ion, or inability both of the President and Vice- 
President, jeer | what officer shall then act as ent; and such officer 
shall act accordingly until the disability be removed or a President shall be 


From 1787 till 1792 Congress made no provision for the succession in case of 
vacancy in the offices of President and Vice-President, when it provided that 
the President tempore of the Senate, or, if there were none, the Speaker of 
the House of ntatives, should succeed. It was at the time questioned 
by Mr. Madison, in a letter to Edmund Pendleton, as follows: _ 

“The bill concerning the election of a President and Vice-President, and the 
eventual successor to both, which has long been depending, has finally got 
through the two Houses. * * * On another point bill certainly errs. It 

vides that in case of a double vacancy the executive powers shall devolve on 

e President pro pes say the Senate, and he failing, on the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives. The objections to this arran 

“1. It may be questioned whether these are officers in 

“2, If officers, whether both could be introduced, 

“3. As they are created by the Constitution, they would probably have been 
there designated if contemplated for such a service ins of being left to the 


legislative selection. 

4. Either they will retain their legislative stations and their incompatible 
functions will be blended, or the incompatibility will supersede those stations, 
and then, those being the substratum of the adventitious functions, these must 
failalso. The Constitution says, Congress must declare what officers, &e., which 
seems to make it not an appointment or a translation, but an annexation of one 
office or trust to another office. The House of Representatives proposed to sub- 
stitute the Secretary of State, but the Senate di: |, and there being much 
delicacy in the matter, it was not pressed by the former,” —Madison's Papers, 
volume 1, my org s 

It is thus shown that the propriety of this measure of succession was chal- 
ea Yay by the father of the Constitution, not only in the Federal convention, 
but in Congress. This certainly renders less presumpuous present criticism o 
an act apparently rendered sacred by the nin ears it has remained undis- 
turbed on the statute-book. It is true no trouble 
also true that there has fortunately been no occasion to apply it to the settlement 
of the Presidental succession, And itis i 
casion had arisen for its use, trouble wo 
tical application and enforcement. 


Itis to be observed that, periods 
have occured, and may occur again, caring which there is ident 

tempore of the Senate nor Speaker of the House of Representatives, and hence 
no one who could succeed to the Presidential office in case of the failure of both 
President and Vice-President. This possibility is certainly of great weight 
against this plan of succession. 


If we were confronted with the ition as to whether now and 
here we should that act of 1792 (section 146), I submit it would 
not have the serious consideration of Congress fora moment. Such be- 
ing the fact, it occurs to me we are called to act as if that law had never 
been passed, starting with the manifest proposition that it was wrong 
in principle and clearly of very doubtful constitutionality. 

But there are still graver objections to the present system. Thesep- 
aration of the departments of the Government, and the division of their 
powers and functions into executive, legislative, and judicial, forbid 
that they should under any circumstances be united. We say in our 
report further upon this subject: 

Hı uld have the executive d t into the legisl » 
anid the pavers and duties of the chief piane e Eai as mation kep r 
to the position of President pro tempore of the Senate or Speaker of the House, 
as the case fax ce be. He would preside, as President of the Senate, over pro- 
ceedings involving the confirmation of appointments to office that he has made 
Poy anagem ge rfp ag eave Serpe 
B: denk of the Unite f the United States, bring all th tt d AR 

n e 
of the preni office of the Chief Magistrate of the nation to teproperly infiuense 
l jon. Byen ag aiaa for the sake of argument t these are such 
o rs as are meant by the Coi they are the last that a wise Congres- 
sional discretion should select for succession to the office, because the duties of 
the a and legislative stations are utterly “incompatible” and should 


not 
But either House of Congress may l one of its members, Hence, for 
proper cause, the acting President of the United States might be expelled, and 
thus deprived of his of Senator or Representative, as the case might be. 
The Presidential annex then, lacking its “s ratum,” would fall, and the Gov- 
ernment would be deprived of a President. How? By im; for and 
conviction of treason, bri! ,or other high crimesand misdemeanors? No; on 
account of the vote of exp n of either House of one of its members for im- 
pence Hence, section 4 of Article Il of the Constitution, which provides 
‘or the President’s removal from office by impeachment for or conviction of 
high crimes and misdemeanors, as the only method, will be rendered nugatory 


and of no effect. 
But the Constitution itself in express terms forbids the blending of legislati 
ecutive functions. Section 6 of Article I provides, among other things, 


oo 
t= 

“No n holding any office under the United States shall be a member of 
either House during continuance in office." 

Itcan not be denied thatthe Presidency is ‘‘an office under the United States,” 
and to hold such an office is forbidden to any member of either House during 
his continuance in office. But he can not, under the law, actas President ex 
by virtue of being a member of Congress. His Congressional i is the 
“substratum of the adventitious functions,” Yet as soon as he takes the office 
under the United States he is forbidden longer to be a member of either House. 
Such attempted succession d be anomalous.and productive alone of con- 
on. 


entare various. 
e constitutional sense, 


T 
the United States is notan open one. Articlesofimpeachment against William 
Blount were exhibited by the House of Representatives in 1798, and the 
question arising on Brg pa to the jurisdiction ‘aa to whether a Benator 
was a civil officer of the United 
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er makes them such. But they can only hold such positions by virtue 
r commissions from their States and their qualifying as members of their 
respective bodies. They are still Senators and Representatives; they are not 
commissioned by the United States; they are amenable to their own Houses; 
they are subject to expulsion ; they may be removed by election by their Houses. 
At any rate this is manifestly so of the President pro tempore, who, by resolution 
of January, 1876, was declared ‘to hold at the pleasure of the Senate.” 

This would make the tenure of the Presidential office subject to the pleasure 
of the Senate. Hence they are in no sense officers of the United States u 
whom the succession could devolve. It is presumed to be useless to waste time 
in demonstrating that itis an impossibility that any man at one and the same 
time could perform the duties of President of the United States and preside in 
either House of Congress. The duties of either office during the sessions of Con- 
gress are cnough to employ all the time, industry, and capacity of any man, 


Hence it seems to me you will all agree that the e of the exist- 
ing law as an original proposition at this time would not fora moment 
merit or receive the serious consideration of Congress. What, then, is 
our duty? Clearly to make immediately some suitable provision to 
meet the existing contingency. 

Will the pending bill do this in such a way that if the hand of the 
Almighty should remove the present Chief Executive, and the Secretary 
of State should be called to perform the duties of that great office the 
vast business interests of our country would be less disturbed than if 
the succession should occur under the existing law? 

There can be no doubt as to your answer. The millions of people 
now looking to Cape for relief from the anxieties incident to this 
question answer affirmatively. Hence I am led to favor the pending 
bill, subject though it may be and is to many criticisms. We can not 
afford to disregard public sentiment and anxieties upon this subject. 

My conclusions are particularly strengthened in view of the fact that 
hy ae the ig Oe of such event the Secretary of State acting as Pres- 
ident would required immediately to issue his proclamation con- 
vening Co’ in extraordinary session—an act, a provision, that 
would further tend to preserve and promote the tranquillity of the na- 
tion. 

This is a non-partisan measure. It has twice passed a Republican 
Senate. It has met the approval of public sentiment as reflected 
through the press quite generally. The third section of the bill repeals 
the act of 1792 (sections 146 to 150, inclusive, United States Revised 
Piae), and so does away with the provisions of law providing for a 
special election. In my opinion it would be a calamity to subject the 
country to the strain of an extraordinary or special Presidential elec- 
tion, succeeding, it might be, within a very short period a regular quad- 
rennial election as now provided by the Constitution and the laws. 
The passage of the pending bill will largely, if not entirely, set at rest 
the public mind upon this as on all the exciting matters incident to 
this subject. 

I should regret to see this measure, important as it is, involving toa 
greater or less degree as it does the peace, prosperity, and welfare of our 
country, considered or discussed from any mere isan standpoint. I 
appeal to my colleagues on this floor to heed seriously the manifest de- 
sire of the people, from whom we have come freshly c with these 
responsible trusts, and to discharge this duty conscientiously, having 
si, only for the best interests of the whole people. 

e Boast bill has been carefully considered here and by the Sen- 

e objections to it do not wees are not contended to be, against 

it so far as it would meet an immediate contingency. Hence, I am 

leased to waive any personal objections, as I did in our committee, and 

fev the bill in its entirety as the only measure possible to pass at this 
Congres and fairly responsive to public demands. 

The amendments proposed only relate to remote contingencies. Any 
amendment means defeat of any legislation by this Congress, and I am 
unwilling to be a party to any proposition that would prevent prompt 
and proper action. 

Mr. RYAN. Ihave not formulated any remarks upon this subject; 
but some thoughts have impressed themselves upon my mind which, in 
a disconnected way perhaps, I desire to offer to the House. There are 
two things of the highest importance in formulating a provision against 
the apprehended dangers: First, certainty of succession; secondly, pu- 
ay of title. Any provision that falls short of this is wholly inadequate 
and irresponsive to the public demand. 

I have given some little thought to the various suggestions and prop- 
ositions which have been offered, and in the few observations I shall 
make I shall take a shot at the flock. I donot think that any of them 
affords both of the essentials I have suggested. I do not think that any 
of them Seda voh certainty of paors on and pomy of Baer The 
pending bill is in some respects in my judgment far superior to the ex- 
isting law. In other it is so Y afective that I do not feel at lib- 
erty to vote for it. No matter how odious an administration may be- 
come in the public judgment, no matter how much it has provoked the 
indignation of the American people by outrages and wrongs, no matter 
though every State in the Federal Union has cast its electoral vote 
against it, no matter though there has been entire unanimity among 
the American e in that respect, if the President-elect and the Vice- 
President-elect die between the time of the certification of the 
vote and the time for their inauguration into office then that odious 
administration is by the bill continued in power against the 
will of the e for four years more. That is a contingency that 
ought not to be permitted to be possible in any legislation which we 
are attempting now to formulate against apprehended dangers, 


There are many other defects in the pending bill, though in my judg- 
ment quiteinferior tothis. What, Mr. Speaker, is the power that Con- 
gress possesses under the Constitution in formulating a scheme of suc- 
cession? The Constitution declares that— 

The Congress may by law provide for the case of removal, death, resignation 
orinability both of the President and Vice-President, declaring what officer shall 
then act as President, and such officer shall act accordingly until the disability 
be remoyed or a President shall be elected, 

It would seem quite clear under this provision that the officer upon 
whom we devolve the succession by any law that we may enact that 
shall be in harmony with this provision of the Constitution must act 
as President ex officio—that is, he acts as President in virtue of the office 
he holds. In other words and to illustrate, the present law devolves 
the succession in a contingency upon the President pro tempore of the 
Senate. Now the President pro tempore of the Senate, under this pro- 
vision of the Constitution, can only actas President while he holds the 
office of President pro tempore of the Senate. It is in virtue of that 
office, in right of that position that the Constitution permits Congress to 
conar upon him the right and power to act as President of the United 

tates. 

My object in the few remarks I have to make will be to show that all 
propositions pending, including the present law, are so defective thatit 
would seem that the only adequate remedy that can be provided must 
be by an amendment to the Constitution of the United States. Take, 
if you please, the existing law, with which I am not so much enamored 
as some of those who have preceded me in the discussion. It does not 
come to me sanctified by use. Itis matter of history that that law is 
the offspring of the rivalry existing at the time between Mr. Hamilton, 
who was then Secretary of the Treasury, and Mr, Jefferson, who was 
then Secretary of State; that it is the product of the personal and po- 
litical animosities of that hour, rather than of the deliberate judgment 
of the Congress that passed it. In the Life and Times of Madison, 
page 223, it is stated: 

That this decision proceeded mainly if not exclusively from feelings of per- 
sonal and political enmity to the gentleman who then filled the office of Secre- 
pery tha State, and the owen entertained of him by the friends and partisans 
of the Secretary of the jury is rendered apparent by the surviving memori- 
als of thetime. Colonel Hamilton himself in a letter to a friend of his, of nearly 
contemporaneous date with the transaction, acknowledged that he used his influ- 


ence from motives of personal and political opposition to Mr. Jefferson to defeat 
the amendment of the House. 


That amendment of the House was that the office should devolve on 
the Secretary of State. Mr. Hamilton himself at that time wrote a let- 
ter to a friend, in which he said: 

You know how much it was a point to establish the Secretary of State as the 
ofticer who was to administer the Government in defect of the President and 
Vice-President, Here I acknowledge, though Itook far less paa was sup- 
posed, I ran counter to Mr. Jefferson's wishes; but if I had had no other rea- 
son for it, I had already experienced opposition from him which rendered it 
a measure of self-defense. 

Mr. Madison was then leader of the House and had been among the 
ablest of the men who framed the Constitution; buthe esga arpe the 
bill at every step as it finally , and that he regarded it as un- 
constitutional is evident from the letter written by him to Mr. Pendle- 
ton, of Virginia, immediately after it had passed both Houses. In that 
letter he says: 

The bill concerning the election ws President and Vice-President, and the 


eventual successor to h, whi long been depending, has finally got 
through the two Houses. It was made a question whether the number of elect- 


ors ought to co: nd with the new wr sa phsepene toner or the existing House of 
Representatives, e text of the Constitution was not decisive, and the North- 
ern interest was strongly in favor of the latter interpretation. The intrinsic TCC- 


titude, however, of the former turned the decision in both Houses in favor of 
the Southern. On another point the bill certainly errs. It provides that in case 
of a double vacancy the executive powers shall devolve on the President pro 
tempore of the Senate, and he failing, on the Speaker of the House of Represent- 
atives. The objections to this arrangement are various: 

1. It may be questioned whether these are officers in the constitutional sense, 

2. If officers, whether both could be introduced. 

3. As they are created by the Constitution, they would Toon bave been 
there d if contemplated for such a service, instead of being left to the 
1 tive selection. 

. Either gv will retain their legislative 
tions will be blended, or the incompatibility will supersede those stations, and 
then those being the substratum of the adventitious functio: 
ust declare what 


office or trust to another o: 
stitute the Secretary of State, but the Senate 
delicacy in the matter, it was not pressed by the former, 

So, Mr. Speaker, contemporaneous history stamps the scheme which 
was then formulated as the issue of personal and political strife and asof 
questionable validity. It has been said that this law is sanctified by 
nearly ninety years of use. It never, thank God, has been in use a 
moment. It has slumbered upon thestatute-book without ever having 
been called into action at all. 

Now, sir, what is the plan of our Constitution and the scheme of our 
Government with reference to this question? It is that the Govern- 
ment shall be made up of co-ordinate branches, each branch independ- 
ent within its own sphere, yet sustaining such relations to the others 


and 


that each shall be a check and a balance upon the rest. Running all 
along through the lines of the Constitution is this ideaof keeping each 
department separate and independent of the others, so that each shall 
be a restraint and check upon any abuses that may occur in any other 


department. The Constitution is careful not to confer any legislative 
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power upon the Executive. The only legislative function with which 
it clothes the Executive is the right to approve or disapprove bills which 
have passed both Houses of Congress; and when the Constitution pre- 
scribes what powers the Executive shall have in that it denies 
to him all other powers of legislation. Will it be contended for a sin- 
gle moment that the man who acts as President of the United States 
shall carry any greater constitutional or other power than the man who 
was duly elected President of the United States by the people? Cer- 
tainly not. But the President pro tempore of the Senate is still a Sen- 
ator after you have devolved upon him the duties of the Executive 
office; he still orms all the functionsof a legislator; he still has the 
right to speak in the Senate for or against every measure of legislation, 
and introduce legislation there and formulate it as freely he is 
clothed with executive powers as before. He has a right to vote for or 
against every proposition that may comebefore that body. His relations 
to the Senate as a Senator are not changed in any respect. Suchacase, 
in my judgment, was never contemplated by the framers of the supreme 
law. Such a power as that was never intended by them to be blended 
with the powers and duties of Chief Magistrate. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it may be fairly questioned whether the President 
pro tempore of the Senate is not made in positive terms ineligible by 
the Constitution of the United States. The Constitution declares that 
no person holding any office under the United States shall be a mem- 
ber of either House during his continuance in office. But here is a law 
which declares that a man shall be President of the United States while 
he is at the same time a Senator of the United States; whereas the 
Constitution says that while he holds the office of President, or any 


other United States office, civil or military, he can not be a member of 


either House of Congress. The impeachment provisions of the Consti- 
tution are the great safeguards placed in the hands of the representa- 
tives of the people as a protection against an unscrupulous and profli- 

te Executive. Yet for ninety years the law has obtained that a 

tor of the United States is not subject to im ent. If, then, 
you devolve the office of President of the United States upon the Presi- 
dent pro tempore of the Senate, will he be subject in any respect to the 
impeachment provision of the Constitution? Certainly not as Presi- 
dent pro tempore of the Senate. Can you apply it, then, to him as act- 
ing Presidentof the United States? If youdo that, heisstill, by virtue 
of the Constitution, a member of the high court of impeachment before 
which he is himself to be tried for treason, bribery, or other high crimes 
and misdemeanors. Hereisan incongruity that lapprehend was never 
contemplated by the framers of the Constitution. 

Again, the Executive appoints embassadors, consuls, ministers, and 
other officers of the United States, ‘‘by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate.” ‘Will this acting President preside in the Senate 
to act upon his own nominations, and, perhaps by his own vote, give 
the ‘‘advice and consent of the Senate’’ to the appointments which 
as Executive he is authorized under the Constitution to make? He 
is charged by the Constitution with the power to veto all legislation 
that he disapproves. Is he to sit in the Senate, introduce legislation 
of his own, formulate it, discuss it, vote upon it, and then as Execu- 
tive exercise the veto power with reference to it? If he shall disap- 
prove by his voice and vote in the Senate Chamber, will he disapprove 
as President of the United States? In other words, is the Executive 
to be so participating in legislation as all the time to flaunt the veto 
power in the face of Congress? 

But, sir, it is admitted that the President pro tempore of the Senate 
may be changed at the will of that body. When you devolve upon 
him the office of Chief Magistrate of the country, there is placed with 
the Senate of the United States the power to change the President at 
its own pleasure—to make and unmake a President of the United States 
with a frequency limited only by its own sweet will. 

All this is offensive to the Constitution and wholly inharmonious 
with our magnificent scheme of government. 

The Constitution creates the office of Speaker of the House; it cre- 
ates the office of President pro tempore of the Senate. These offices 
had been created before the framers of the Constitution reached the 

rovision in relation to the Presidential succession. They provided a 

ice-Presidént to succeed the President of the United States in certain 
contingencies, and then relegated to Congress the power to provide a 
further succession to the Presidential office. But if they had deemed 
the President pro tempore of the Senate and the Speaker of the House 
proper officers to succeed to the Presidental office and perform its fanc- 
tions, it would have been an easy matter, as Mr, Madison said, for 
them to have done so. The fact that the offices were incongruous, that 
to devolve the duties of President upon these officers would merge leg- 
islative and executive duties in one person in contravention of the whole 
sebene: of the Constitution, were perhaps sufficient reasons why they 

no 

One word in regard to the power to provide by law for a special 
election. The Constitution provides: 

And such officers shall act accordingly, until the disability be removed or a 
President shall be elected. 

How elected? It would seem to have been an easy matter for the 
fathers to have provided in express terms for an election to fill the va- 
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cancy if they had so desired. But they had already framed a provision 
in the Constitution for the election of a President. They had not only 
prae when and how he should be elected, but for all the details of 

is election, creating the office of electors and prescribing their duties 
in all respects; so that it is contended by some of the ablest constitu- 
tional lawyers in the country that the pa “or a President shall 
be elected’? relates to the quadrennial election, the election provided 
for by the Constitution itself. I desire to quote upon this question the 
judgment of a distinguished constitutional lawyer whose eminence as 
such commands the respect of the people of the United States. I refer 
to Mr. Evarts: 

Now the Constitution resumes its authority : * And such officer shall actaccord- 
ingly "—that is, discharge the duties of President—“ until the disability be re- 
moved ;” which is one of the occasions for the action of Congress, and the other 
occasion, the alternative occasion, when the office is vacant, “or” in that case 
“a President shall be elected.” And when the Constitution stops there, and 
does not provide for Congress the pane to determine whether there shall be an 
election or when shall be an election, and the power of the Constitution 
asserts itself as disposing of the whole question, when Co made its 
declaration of the officer and the Constitution has prescribed what shall ensue, 
it is then fastened upon the power of the officer; 

form the duties by reason of disability, the Constitution says he hold it 

or the disability, Does ony one pretend that Congress could order an election 
during a temporary disability, during a constitutional disability, whatever that 
may be? By no means. Here then is an exhausted power. It comes then to 
the alternative, the vacancy, however it may have occurred, ‘There it provides 
that the duties of the Presidency shall be executed until the election of a Presi- 
dent; and what does that mean? It means an election that the Constitution 
provides for; it means what the framers of the Constitution knew and recog- 
nized as a condition that was to follow. That is the whole frame of the perio- 
dicity of the Constitution, and that frame which protects the office against inno- 
vation from Congress is maintained in all respects and always. And you will 
find that all the mischiefs which have threatened and all the difficulties which 
have given rise to debate among eminent statesmen and eminent lawyers as to 
there g any doubt and therefore difficulty, come from not goer e| the Con- 
stitutionas meaning what the framers meant—meant by them intelligently— 
and what they were undertaking to provide for, what at least they meant to 
maintain, that whatever in the unforeseen vicissitudes that should attend the life 
of a Foe nation might occur, they meant this Lee yu at least should last, 
that Congress should not say whether or not there should be an election or when 
there should be one, but should do what? Exactly what the framers of the Con- 
stitution did not undertake to do and did not feel themselves competent to do. 


One of the most eminent constitutional lawyers of this country, Mr. 
Justice Story, in his great work on the Constitution of the United 
States, says in reference to this question of the constitutional power to 
provide law for a special election to fill the vacancy: 

Congress, however, have undertaken to provide for every case of a vacancy 
both of the offices of President and Vice-President, and have declared that in 
such an event there shall immediately be a new election made in the manner 
prescribed by the act (the existing law). How far such an exercise of power is 
constitutional has never yet been solemnly r preasa for decision, he point 
was hinted at in some of the debates when the Constitution was adopted; andit 
was then thought to be susceptible of some doubt. Every sincere friend of the 
Constitution will naturally feel desirous of upholding the power as faras he con- 
stitutionally may; but it would be more sat! ry to provide for the case by 
some suitable amendment which should clear away every doubt, and thus 
venta dangerous to our future peace, if not to the existence of the Goy- 
ernment, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we have this condition of things: The right to 
devolve this great office by an act of Congress upon the President pro 
tempore of the Senate or the Speaker of the House is questioned by some 
of the ablest constitutional lawyers in the land; and further, the right 
of Congress to provide fora special election to fill the vacancy is equally 
uncertain and equally doubtful and disputed by high authority. 

Now, let us consider for a moment the plan suggested by my distin- 
guished friend from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS]. He proposes to devolve, as 
unquestionably may be constitutionally done, the duties of President 
upon the Secretary of State temporarily. Then he undertakes to pro- 
vide for a special election to fill the vacancy. For the purpose of illus- 
tration, suppose the present Executive should unfortunately die before 
the expiration of his term and this proposition should be in force as the 
law. ‘Then this law would devolve the duties of the Executive upon 
the Secretary of State temporarily; then a special election is called, and 
the opposition to the administration prevails in the election. Suppose 
the Secretary of State, backed by his entire party, should assume the 

ition which has already been assumed by the most distinguished 
wyers and statesmen of the country in every division of public senti- 
ment, that that election was unauthorized by the Constitution and all 
the proceedings underit void. Here arises one of the most difficult and 
dangerous conflicts that we can possibly contemplate. The prevailing 
party in the election can not surrender. Their chosen officers take upon 
themselves the oath of office, provide a cabinet, and assume to perform 
all the functions of government. 

“Oh, well,” you say, ‘let the Supreme Court decide the controversy.”’ 
But you must remember that when there is such a condition of things 
the passions of the people are at white heat; and we would have very 
little reason to expect fromthe Supreme Court anything that we would 
not find in mortal man generally. Itisnot at alllikely we would have 
a decision embodying any other views than those which their partisan 
bias would reflect; and such a decision would be as unsatisfactory to 
the American people as anything possibly could be—an entirely parti- 
san opon. Inthe mean timedangers are multiplying and all business 
is paralyzed. 

I say it is the duty of the Congress of the United States to avoid even 
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the possibility of such a danger. Do you tell me it is remote, itis not 
probable? , Sir, itis against improbabilities that we are making 
provision. We have lived under the present law nearly one hundred 
years, and the contingency against which we are now trying to make 
provision has never yet happened; and the contingency I have mapped 
out is perhaps quite as possible as any other apprehended. 

Now, let us take the plan proposed by my distinguished friend from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. He proposes to devolve temporarily 
the office upon the Secretary of State. Then he provides the electors 
shall hold a four years’ term of office and that they may be called, upon 
certain notice which he provides for, to elect a President and Vice-Pres- 
ident of the United States to fill the vacancy. Here we shall runagainst 
another constitutional difficulty. The electors and their duties are 

ibed by the Constitution of the United States, and when they 

ve performed the last duty prescribed by that instrument they be- 

come functus oficio. They no longer exist as officers; and it may be 

fairly questioned whether Congress has theright, the Constitution hav- 

ing prescribed the duties of an officer, toimpose additional duties upon 

him, or, having imposed a limit to his term of office, whether they can 

itatall. Ifthatbethe condition, then we would have the same 

difficulty I have described in reference to the scheme of my friend from 
Illinois [Mr. ADAMS]. 

So, if a President should be chosen by the electors under such doubt- 
ful constitutional warrant the same difficulties mightarise. The party 
in power holding by constitutional right and the other party elected by 
a doubtful and disputed authority, the same perils and the same con- 
troversies are possible. Now, Mr. Speaker, all I have sought to do is 
to show that none of the propositions which have been formulated are 
free from uncertainties, are free from doubt. None of them are likely 
to give us, if the contingency should ever arise—which God forbid—an 
Executive with absolutely unquestioned and unquestionable title. 

My own judgment is that Congress never ought to adjourn until they 
make ample and adequate provision for the succession. Itcan be done 
easily by a constitutional amendment. If it is desired to provide a 
special election, lift it from the domain of doubt by making it a pro- 
vision of the Constitution. If it is not desirable to do that, some other 
method can be easily formulated. One that suggests itself to my mind 
as the best is an amendment to the Constitution that would provide 
two additional Vice-Presidents. In that case there would be no dif- 
ficulty, there would be no uncertainty, about the succession; there 
would be no question about the title. Whenever the vacancy did oc- 
cur there would be an official upon whom under the Constitution the 
office might fall without his right to exercise its functions or its powers 
being called in question by anybody on earth. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT rose. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I rise to give notice, Mr. Speaker, that I will 
call the previous question at 4 o’clock. 

Several MEMBERS. Call it now. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. Ifthe House is ready to vote I will cheerfully 
yield the floor for that purpose. Does the gentleman from Tennessee 
purpose to call the previous question now? [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’?] 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has the floor. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I wish to suggest to the gentleman 
from Tennessee, Mr. Speaker, that it is hardly fair to prohibit men on 
his own side of the House who object to this bill from expressing their 
views on it, when opportunity so far has only been given to those who 
oppose it on theotherside. There is plenty of time for discussion, and 
there is no other question before the House demanding attention. In 
my judgment there does not seem to be any good reason why a question 
so great and important as this is should be pushed through this House 
in this way without allowing members an opportunity to express them- 
selves on it. Iam hostile to this bill and desire to state the reasons 
why I can not vote for it. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I had no intention, Mr. S; er, unnecessarily 
to push the bill to a vote, but of course I must follow the wishes of the 
House. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. As it does not appear to be the intention of 
the House to take a vote on the bill at this time, I shall proceed, Mr. 
Speaker, to submit what I have to say on the eral subject. Ido 
not ind in this debate with the hope of ing anything new to 
what has already said, but simply to bear, if I may use the term 
in this connection, cumulative testimony in favor of this bill, and as 
briefly as possible to give my reasons for coming to that conclusion. 
My colleagues on the committee [ Messrs. CALDWELL and EDEN] who 
have addressed you, and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SENEY], in 
their able arguments yesterday, have exhausted the subject. They have 
shown conclusively, in my judgment, the great impropriety of the 
succession as fixed by the t law; for their arguments not only 
demonstrate that under the act of 1792 doubt as to constitutionality and 
uncertainty as to person attach to the first appointment of a successor 
to the Presidency in the contingency sought to be provided for, but also 
that after the first appointment this infirmity ety ees by insta- 
bility of tenure in the appointees by reason of the different constitutional 

ualifications required in a President, a Senator, and a § of the 
ASA by the appointment of President of the Senate and Speaker pro 


tempore during the absence or disability of either of these officers, and 
by the expiration of the term of a Senator or Speaker upon whom the 
succession has fallen before the expiration of the Presidential term. 

When my duty as a member of the committee that reported this bill 
to the House brought me to a deliberate consideration of its provisions, 
I confess to a stubborn ee not to support that section 
which repeals the special-election clauses of the act of 1792. Iam not 
betraying confidence when I declare that these were also the views of 
my patriotic and venerable colleague [Mr. EDEN] from Illinois. I can 
therefore sympathize with the views of the gentleman from Kansas and 
others who have scrupled to repeal these provisions. 

I did not doubt and do not doubt now that, in case the contingency 
had arisen, notwithstanding the doubts that have been cast upon the 
constitutionality of the act of 1792, that act would have been enforced; 
not, however, because it is a good law, but because that act, but five 
years younger than the Constitution, had almost acquired in the minds 
of the people the sanctity of a constitutional provision, and because it 
was the only protection the country would have had against confusion. 
The good sense of the American people, as on other occasions, would 
have controlled the matter to a peacefulsettlement. But when the death 
of two Presidents and one Vice-President within the memory of every 
man on this floor aroused the public mind, scrutiny was made of a law 
that had slept on the statute-book withouta single awakening from the 
time ofits enactment anditshistory was considered. It was then found 
to lack the great essentials of so important a measure, namely, certainty 
and stability. From 1795 down to the present time this infirmity has 
characterized it, if Madison and a long line of statesmen are to be con- 
sidered authority. The vehementcontentions in the Senate and House 
at various times established this. The contention of to-day establishes 
it, and the passage of this very bill by a co-ordinate branch of the 
National Legislature by so decided a vote should be most persuasive 
evidence to the ordinary mind. These all prove the contention to be 
over existing law. There should be none. To abide within the limits 
of the Constitution, to divest the succession of all doubt and controversy 
as to the person and as to the tenure of office, to go as far as that in- 
strument would allow to meet the emergency immediately before us 
and no further and thus quiet the country—these were the considera- 
tions that constrained me to yield up my conclusions on this bill. With- 
out question it answers every present purpose. 

It is not pretended that this bill supplies everything we ought to 
have. It is, however, as perfect as human wit, trammeled by consti- 
tutional requirements, can go. We must look to the wisdom of this 
House to provide proper amendments to the Constitution to supply what 
is necessary. Some gentlemen on this floor have sought to cloud the 
judgment of the House by injecting a little more than a suspicion of 
politics into the debate. Much might be said on both sides. I ho 
no one advocating the bill will by words spoken afford any excuse for 
anything of the kind. 

Whatever the errors or mistakes of either political party may have 
been in the past, let us patriotically seek to shun them in the future. 
It would be a sorry spectacle indeed to the } sian this country, anx- 
ious and in after the repeated a mitions given by Provi- 
dence on this subject, by crimination and recrimination to delay this 
important legislation. 

This bill provides for a successor to the present Executive in the event 
of his death certain as to person, certain and stable as to tenure of office, 
until the next quadrennial election, of the same political faith, which 
is in accord with that of the people as expressed at the last quadren- 
nial election, and all clearly within the lines of the Constitution. There- 
fore I yield it my hearty support. 

I now yield a moment to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS]. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I sent to the Clerk’s desk on 
yesterday a proposed amendment to the third section of this bill. I 
understand that a pending amendment to that section was offered, or 
was proposed tobe offered, by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, COOPER]. 
If there is no pending amendment to section 3, then I desire now to offer 
my amendment to this section and have it considered asa pending 
amendment; and if the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio is 

ing, then I desire to offer mine as a substitute for his, and I have 
consulted with him, and there is no discourtesy intended in the motion. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. WILKINS in the chair). The gen- 
tleman has forty-five minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, I now feel it to be my duty to call 
the previous question upon the of this bill. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Pending that I have a substitute to offer to the 
bill, which I send to the desk. 

Mr. CALDWELL. It has been suggested to me that the debate has 
been ample upon the bill, and in order to succeed in getting it through 
the House before the recess to-day it is proper to call the previous 
question now. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let me offer an amendment, to be pending 


only. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I must insist upon the demand for the previous 
question upon the bill and all amendments pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee dê- 


1886. 


mands the previous question upon the bill and the pending amend- 
ments. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And I ask him to allow me to offer an 
amendment to be considered as pending. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I have no objection to the gentleman from Ohio 
presenting an amendment to be considered as ing. 

The SPEAKER. It will depend altogether upon the character of 
the amendments already offered whether another amendment would be 
now in order. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Ofcourse consent is given subject to all points 
of order upon the amendment. 

The SPEAKER, ‘There is a substitute presented by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] for the bill pending; also an amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cooper] on the part of the 
minority of the committee. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. And an amendment to that amendment 
which I have just offered. 

The SPEAKER. And that is as far as an amendment can go under 
the rule, except there be an amendment to the substitute of the gentle- 
man from Ohio. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. IL offer it as an amendment to the substitute. 

Mr.CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, I must withdraw the consent I have 
given if it is to lead to any co m. TWAT O ES ACEON TROR Me 
bill promptly. Iam convinced that I am justified in demanding the 
previous question and allow it to have its full scope. I do not want, 
either by consent or otherwise, to embarrass the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOUK. DoI understand that my colleague demands the pre- 
vious question now? 

Mr. CALDWELL. Yes, sir, you do understand that. 

Mr. HOUK. But the gentleman gave notice a few moments ago that 
he would demand the previous question at 4 o’clock, and I am not 
aware of anything which has transpired since that time which would 
ase Drs House to go into this process of hasty legislation before the 

r fixed. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I will say to the gentleman this has transpired, 
that I have changed my mind upon the question, and to exer- 
ot oe right and privilege now that I thought I would exercise at 4 
o A 

Mr. HOUK. Isubmit to my colleague further that it is proper, I 
suppose, and he has theright to his mind as often as he pleases, 
es the gentleman has no right to change his mind so as to mislead 
others. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I have no desire to mislead others, and do not 
think the gentleman has any right to make such a suggestion. 

Mr. BURROWS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to know if the previous question shall be 
now ordered whether it will cut off all am: ents to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. It will, except those now pending. 

Mr. BURROWS. Except those pending. have an amendment I 
would like to offer. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair understands the gentleman from Ten- | B9 


nessee does not admit the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. WARNER]. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The amendment was offered while I had 
the floor and after the gentleman from Tennessee had yielded. 

The SPEAKER, Butthe gentleman from Ohio had the floor by per- 
mission of the gentleman from Tennessee, and not exactly in his own 


right. 
Mr.WARNER, of Ohio. The gentleman having given permission and 
the amendment having been o; I think it is too late to object now. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair is inclined to think not. The amend- 
ment was offered during the pendency of the demand for the previous 
question, and could only, therefore, be offered with the consent of the 
gentleman who asked the previous question. Ifthe House votes down 
e demand for the previous question, the amendment will then be in 
order. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire also to inquire if ordering the previous 
question cuts off debate on amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question, if ordered by the House, 
cuts off all amendments and all debate unless the gentleman having the 
measure in charge shall have the right to an hour to close debate—a 
se which the Chair has not decided since the adoption of the present 

e. 

Mr. BURROWS. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Tennessee 
whether by unanimous consent this bill could not be considered by sec- 
roe as in Committee of the Whole after the previous question is or- 

ered. 

Mr. EDEN. I shall object to that. 

Many members called for the regular order. 

Mr. PERKINS, I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the previous question is ordered would a motion 
sn the pending amendments are voted on be in order to recommit the 
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The SPEAKER. A motion to recommit will be in order after the 
previous question has been ordered and will be in order when the ques- 
tion is on the of the bill. 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, there 
were—ayes 89, noes 94. 

Mr. HOLMAN and others called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. CALDWELL and Mr. BURROWS were 
appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 132, noes 113, 

So the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS. I demand the yeas and nays on ordering the pre- 
vious question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 73 members voting in the affirma- 
tive. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 146, nays 119, not vot- 
ing, 59; as follows: 


YEAS—146, 
Anderson, C. M. Davidson, R. H. M. King, Sayers, 
Arnot, Dawson, Kleiner, tt, 
Baker, Dibble, Lanham, Seney, 
Barbour, Dockery, Le Fevre, Seymour, 
Barksdale, Dougherty, Lore, haw, 
Barnes, Dowdney, Lovering, Singleton, 

X Eden, Lowry, Sowden, 

5 Eldredge, Mahoney, Spriggs, 
Blanchard, Ermentro’ Martin, Springer. 
Bland, Fisher, Matson, Siahinecker, 
Bliss, Foran, McAdoo, Stewart, Char 
Blount, Ford, MeCr St. Martin, 
Boyle, Forney, McMillin, Stone, W. J., of Ky. 
Bragg, Frederi cRae, Stone, W. J., of Mo. 
Breckinridge, ©. R. Gay, Merriman, Swope, 
Breckinridge, WCP,Geddes, Miller, Taulbee, 
Bynum, Gibson, C. H. ills, Taylor, J.M, 
Cabell, Glass, Mitchell, Tillman, 
Caldwell Green, W.J. Morgan, Townshend, 
Campbell, J.E. Hale, Mo Trigg, 
Campbell, T. J. Hall, Neal, Tucker, 

ler, Halsell, N Turner, 
Catchings, Hammond, Norwood, Van Eaton, 
Clardy, Harris, 0 Viele, 
Clements, Hatch, O’Ferrall, Ward, J. H. 
Cobb, Heard, Outhwaite, Warner, A. J. 
Cole, —- Peel, Weaver, J.B. 
Collins, Henderson, J.S. Perry, Wheeler, 

Cor Herbert, ‘idcock, Wilkins, 
Cowles, Hewitt, Pindar, Willis, 
Cox, ill, Wilson, 
Crisp olman, Reid, J. W. Winans, 
Croxton, Hutton, Reese, Wise, 
nm, Richardson, Wolford, 
Curtin, Johnston, T. D, Robertson, Worthington, 
Daniel, Jones, J. H. TS, 
Davidson, A. O. Jones, J.T. er, 
NAYS—119. 
A G.E. Fuller, Loutitt, Rowell, 
Allen, 0. H. Fun: j Lyman, Ryan, 
Anderson, J. A. inger, Sawyer, 
Atkinson, Gibson, Eustace McComas, Seranton, 
Bayne, Green, R.S. McKenna, Smalls, 
Bennett, Grosvenor, McKinley, Spooner, 
und Grou Millard Steele, 
Boutelle, Guenther, Milliken, Stephenson, 
y, Hahn, Moffatt, Stewart, J. W. 
Browne, T.M. Hayden, Morrill, Stone, E. F, 
Brown, O.E. Haynes, Morrow, Strait, 
Brown, W. W., Henderson, T. J. Negley, Struble, 
B > Hepburn, Nelson, Swinburne, 
Buck, Herman, "Donnell, deep 
Bunnell, Hiestand, O'Neill, ylor, E. B 
Butterworth, Hiscock, Osborne, Taylor, I.H. 
Campbell, J M. Hitt, Owen, Taylor, fe 
Cannon, Holmes, Parker, Thomas, J. R. 
Caswell, Hopkins, Payne, Thomas, O. B. 
Conger, Houk, Perkins, Thompson, 
Cooper, Jackson, Peters, Van Shaick, 
Cutcheon, James, Pettibone, ‘ade, 
Davis, Johnson, F. A Pirce, Wadsworth, 
Dingley, Johnston, J.T. Plumb, Wakefield 
Dorsey, Ketcham, Price, Warner, William 
Ely, La Follette, Ranney, Weaver, A. J. 
Everhart, Lehlbach, Reed, T. B. Weber, 
Farquhar, Libbey, Rice, White, A. 0. 
Felton, Little, Rockwell, White, M. 
Fleeger, Long, Romeis, 
NOT VOTING—59. 
Adams, J. J. Davenport, Kelley, Rankin, 
Aiken, è Laffoon, Riggs, 
Allen, J. M. Dunn, Laird, ons, 
Ballentine, Ellsberry, Landes, Skinner, 
Belmont, Evans, Lawler, Snyder, 
Bingham, Findlay, Lindsley, Storm, 
Brumm, Gilfillan, ria he ý ey, 
Burleigh, Glover, Muller, ‘Throckmorton, 
Burnes, Goff, Murphy, Wait, 
Burrows, Hanback, "Hara, Ward, T.B. 
Campbell, Felix H: er, O'Neill, J.J, Wellborn, 
Carleton, Henderson, D. B. yson, West 
Compton, Henley, Phelps, Whiting, 
Crain, Hires, Pulitzer, Woodburn, 
Dargan, Howard, Ran 


So the previous question was ordered. à 
Mr. BEACH. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the reading 
of the names of members voting. 
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Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I object. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I desire to state that my colleague Mr. 
LAFFOON is sick in his room. If present, he would vote “ay.” 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. PAYson with Mr. DARGAN, on all questions, for to-day. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. HARMER, for this day. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, with Mr. DuNHAM, until Monday 
next. 

Mr. BALLENTINE with Mr. Gorr, for this day. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. HANBACK, on this vote. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. They are 
paired on the Presidential succession bill and all amendments thereto. 
If present, Mr. O’NEILL would vote for the bill and Mr. ADAMS 
against it. 

Mr. Storm with Mr. WHITING, on this bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iam paired on this vote with the gentleman from 
Illinois, Mr. Riecs. Having voted inadvertently, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. EDEN. I desire to announce that my colleague Mr, LANDES 
is detained from the House by sickness in his family. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that Mr. LANDEs has leave of 
absence, 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. The question is first upon the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. COOPER] on behalf of the minority 
of the committee. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 4, section 1, insert the words ‘‘ or whenever the offices of President 
and Vice-President of the United States become vacant ’’—— 

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk is now reporting the amendment. The 
Chair will hear the gentleman’s inquiry after the amendment is read. 

The Clerk continued the reading: 

Making the paragraph read: ? y 

“Thatin case of remo d resignation, or inability of both the President 
and Vice-President of the Uni States, or whenever the offices of President 
and Vice-President become vacant, the Secretary of State,” &c. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will now hear the parliamentary in- 
quiry of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. CALDWELL]. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, I am not now prepared to make 
any inquiry. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask the Chair to state to the 
House the order in which the amendments are to be voted upon. 

The SPEAKER. The House will first vote upon the amendments to 
the original bill, so as to ect the text of the proposition before it; 
after which the vote will be taken upon the substitute offered by the 
gentlemen from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY], and the amendments to the 
text will be voted upon in the orderin which they have been presented. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I should like to know when 
the vote will come upon my amendment? 

The SPEAKER. That depends upon what portion of the bill it pro- 

toamend. The Chair thinks it is the next amendment. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Ido notcare. I simply wish to know the 
order in which it comes. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment poe by the gentleman from 
Tlinois [Mr. ADAMs] is a substitute for sections 1 and 2 of the bill as 
reported, and, under the universal practice, the vote will be first taken 
upon the amendments to those sections so as to perfect them as far as 
the House sees proper to do so, and then the vote will be upon the gen- 
tleman’s amendment. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, Iam bound in honor to say 
that that isnot the amendment which I succeeded in getting in before the 
previous question was ordered. The amendment which I succeeded in 
getting in is the second amendment offered by me, which was an amend- 
ment to section 3. 

TheSPEAKER. Wehavenotyetreached that. Votes will betaken 
upon the amendments in their order, and when section 3 is reached the 
gentleman’s amendment will be considered. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parliament- 
ary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I desire to ask whether, after the 
previous question has been ordered, there is not still an hour left for 
debate? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide that question when it arises. 
It is a question which the Chair thinks has not been decided since the 
change of the rules in the Forty-sixth Congress. Thegentleman whore- 
ports a measure, and no one else, has, under the rules of the House, an 
honr to conclude the debate; but whether he shall conclude the debate 
before the previous question is ordered or after it has been ordered is a 
question which the Chair thinks has never been decided since the change 
of the rule. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I made the inquiry, Mr. Speaker, 
because it was understood by those who opposed this bill and the gen- 
tleman who has the bill in charge that there would be an hour for de- 
bate and that there would be a division of that time, and that under- 
standing has heen announced and generally accepted. 


The SPEAKER. Thatis not a question which arises at this stage of 
proceeding. 

A MEMBER. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order is demanded. The question is 
on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the minority of the com- 
mittee, which has just been read. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was disagreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all of section 3 and insert: "In the event of the death or constitu- 
tional inability of the President-elect, or failure to assume his office, the Vice- 
President 1 act as President the same as if such death or inability had oc- 
curred after his inauguration.” 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] 
ae part of the amendment as printed in the RECORD he finally 
offered ? 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. My amendment is published on page 679 
of the RECORD, and is an amendment to section 3. 

The SPEAKER. But the amendment as printed in the RECORD is 
quite long, and the gentleman stated he did not offer it all, that he did 
not succeed in getting it all before the House. If he will indicate 
what part was offered the Chair will have the question taken upon it. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. My amendments as printed begin— 

Strike out section 1 of the bill and insert the followingas sections 1 and 2, 

But several paragraphs further down the Speaker will find a separate 
proposition, beginning— 

Strike out from section 3 the words ‘one-hundred and forty-seven, one hun- 
dred and gt fm ey and one hundred and forty-nine.” 

Add the following as an additional section, 

My two separate amendments are printed so closely together in the 
RECORD that perhaps the Speaker has regarded them as one. But the 
amendment beginning very near the bottom of the first column on page 
679 is the amendment to section 3 which I succeeded in getting in. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it, because that must be 
voted on before the one which has just been read. The one just read 
being a substitue for section 3, the text must be perfected before that 
substitute is voted upon. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out from section 3 the words “one hundred and forty-seven, one hun- 
dred and AE ee and one hundred and forty-nine.” 

Add the following as an additional section: 

Section 5——— x 

The SPEAKER. What the Clerk has last read is not a part of the 
amendment to section 3. It proposes to add a new section as section 5. 
The vote will be first taken on the amendment to section 3. The Clerk 
will read the section as it will stand if this amendment be adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec, 3. That sections 146 and 150 of the Revised Statutes are hereby repealed. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, there 
were—ayes 92, noes 111. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 62 voting in favor thereof. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 113, nays 153, not 
voting 58; as follows: 


YEAS—113. 
G.E. Funston, Long, Sawyer, 
Alien, C. H. Gallinger, Loutitt, Scranton, 
Anderson, J. A. Gibson, Eustace Lyman, Smalls, 
Atkinson, Gilfillan, Markham, Spooner, 
Bayne, Grosvenor, McComas, Steele, 
Bound, Grout, McKenna, Stephenson 
Boutelle, Guenther, McKinley, Stewart, J. W. 
rady, Hahn, Millard, Stone, E. F. 
Brown, C. E. Hayden, Milliken, t, 
Brown, W. W. Haynes, Morrill, Swinburne, 
Bue! z Hepburn, Morrow, ymes, 
Bunnell, Herman Negley, Taylor, E. B, 
Burrows, Hiestand, elson, Taylor, I. H. 
Butterworth, Hires, O'Donnell, Taylor, Zach. 
Campbell, J. M. Hiscock, O'Neill, Charles ‘Thomas, J. R. 
Cannon, Hitt, Owen, Thomas, 0. B. 
Caswell, Holmes. Parker, Thompson, 
Conger, Hopkins, Van Schaick, 
Cooper, Houk, Perkins, e, 
Crain, Jackson, Peters, Vadsworth, 
Cutcheon, James, Pettibone, Wakefield, 
Davis, Johnson, F. A. Phelps, Warner, William 
Dingley, Johnston, J.T. Pirce, Weaver, A. J. 
Dorsey, Ketcham, Plumb, Weber, 
Everhart, La Follette, Price, White, A.C. 
Farquhar, Lehibach, Ranney, White, Milo 
Felton, Libbey, Rice. 
Fleeger, Lindsley, Rockwell, 
Fuller, Little, Rowell, 
NAYS—153. 
Anderson, C.M. Blount, Campbell, T.J. . Crisp, 
Arnot, Boyle, Candler, Croxton, 
Baker, Bragg, Catchings, Culberson, 
Barbour, Breckinridge, ©. R. Clardy, Curtin, 
Barksdale, Breckinridge, WCP Clements, Daniel, 
Barnes, Browne, T. M. Cobb, Davidson, R. H. M. 
s Buck, Cole, Dawson, 
= Bynum, Collins, Dibble, 
Blanchard, Cabell, Comstock, Dockery, 
Bland, Caldwell, Cowles, Dougherty, 
Bliss, Campbell, J. E. Cox, Dowdney, 
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Dunn, Holman, Norwood, Stone, W. J., of Ky. 
Eden, Hutton, Oates, Hanae) „J. of Mo, 
Eldredge, Irion, O'Ferrall, Struble, 
Elisberry, Johnston, T, D, Osborne, Swo} 
Ely, ones, J. H. R 
Ermentrout, Jones, J. T. Perry, Taylor, J. M. 
er, ng, , 4 
Foran, Kleiner, Pindar, Townshend, 
‘ord, Lan F. A 
Forney, Le Fevre, Reid, J. Ww. ‘Tucker, 
Frederick, Lo i r, 
Gay, Mahoney, Richardson, Van Eaton, 
Geddes, Martin, Riggs, Viele, 
Gibson, C. H. Matson, Robertson, Ward, J. H. 
Glass, McAdoo, Ropers, Ward, T. B. 
Green, R.S. ler, Warner, A. J. 
Green, W.J. McMillan, Sayers, Weaver, J. B. 
Hale, cRae, Scott, Wheeler, 
Hall, Merriman, Seney, Wilkins, 
Halsell, Miller, Seymour, Willis, 
Hammond, Mills, Shaw, Wilson, 
Harris, Mitchell, Singleton, Winans, 
Hatch, Moffatt, Sowden, Wise, 
Heard Morgan, Sp: ý Wolford, 
Hemphill, Morrison, Springer, Worthington, 
Hen deraon. J.S. chee ea Stahlnecker, 
Herbert, eal, Stewart, Charles 
Hill, Neece, St. in, 
NOT VOTING—538. 
Adams, J.J. Davidson, A.C, Laird, Romeis, 
Aiken, Dunham, Landes, Ryan, 
Allen, J. M. Evans, Lawler, Sessio! 
Ballentine, Findlay, Lore, Skinner, 
lmont, Glover, Lovering, Snyder, 
ett, ff, Maybury, Storm, 
Bingham, Hanback, Muller, Tarsney, 
Brumm, Harmer, O'Hara, Throckmorton, 
Burleigh, Henderson, D.B. O'Neill, J.J. Wai 
Burnes, Henderson, T. J. Outhwaite, Wellborn, 
Campbell, Felix Henley, Sayin, _ 
Carleton, Hewitt, itzer, Whiting, 
Compton, Howard, Randall, Woodburn. 
$ Kelley, Rankin, 
Davenport, Laffoon, Reed, T. 
So the amendment of Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, was not agreed to. 
The following pairs were announced: . 


Mr. CRAIN with Mr. BINGHAM, on this bill. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. HANBACK, for the balance of the day. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, on 
the Presidential succession bill. Mr. DAVIDSON would vote “ay,” 
Mr. HENDERSON, “‘no.’? 

Mr. Hewitt with Mr. REED, of Maine, on the Presidential succession 
bill. Mr. HEWITT, if present, would vote for the bill and Mr. REED 
against it. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


EVENING SESSION DISPENSED WITH. 


Mr. MATSON. Iask unanimous consent that the standing order of 
the House for eas evening sessions be set aside so far as this even- 
ing is concerned. ere is not enough business upon the Calendar to 
justify a meeting of the House this evening. 

The SPEAK The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON] asks 
unanimous consent that the order of the House providing for a recess 
at 5 o’clock on Fridays and an evening session for the consideration of 
pension bills, &c., be vacated for thisevening only. Is there objection ? 
‘The Chair hears none, and it is ordered accordingly. 

PRESIDENTIAL SUCCESSION. ` 


The House resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 471) to provide 
for the performance of the duties of President in case of the removal, 
death, resignation, or inability both of the President and Vice-Presi- 
dent. ‘ 

The question next recurred on Mr. CoopER’s amendment, as follows: 


Strike out all of section 3 and insert: “In the event of the death or constitu- 
tional inability of the President-elect, or failure to assume his office, the Vice- 
President shall act as President the same as if such death or inability had 
occurred after his inauguration.” 


The amendment was rejected. 
The question next recurred on the following amendment, moved by 
Mr. Cooper, as follows: 


Add section 4, as follows: 
“ Section 146 of the Revised Statutes is hereby repealed.” 


The amendment was disagreed to. 
The question next recurred on the amendment of Mr. ADAMS, of 
Illinois, as follows: 


Add the following as an additional section : 

“ Sec, 5. That section 148 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended so as to 
read as follows: 

“* Sec, 148. The notification shall specify that electors of a President and Vice- 
eke verso of the United States shall be appointed or chosen in the several States 
as follows: 

“* First. If there shall be the space of thirty days yet to ensue between the date 
of such notification and the next coming da lished by law as the day for 
a general election of Representatives an Dalagatesto Congress, and if the term 
for which the President and Vice-President last chosen were elected will not 
expire on the 3d day of March next enstiing said next ensuing day established 
by law as the day fora general election of Representatives and Delegates to 
Congress, such notification shall specify that the electors shall be appointed or 
chosen on said next ensuing day lished by law for a general election of 
Representatives and Dele; to Congress. 

*** Second. If there shall not be the space of thirty days yet to ensue between 
the date of such notification and the next ensuing yf Satablished by law as the 


day fora eral election of Representatives and Delegates to Congress, or if 
the term for which the President and Vice-President last chosen were elected 
will expire either on the 3d = of March next ensuing the date of such notifica- 
tion or on the 3d of March next ensuing said next ensuing day established 
by law as the day fora general election of Representatives and De! to 
Congres; the notification shall not specify that electors are to be appointed or 
chosen. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the result of the vote on the 
first of my amendment would render this of no value, and there- 
fore I do not insist upon it being voted on. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Thegentleman withdraws his amendment if there 
be no objection, and the Chair hears none. The question next recurs 
on the substitute for the bill proposed by the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
McKINLEY]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates o 
America in pengres Bian In case of removal, death, resignation, or inabil- 
ity of both the President and Vice-President of the United States, the President 
of the Senate, or, if there is none, then the Speaker of the House of Represent- 
atives, for the time being, shall act as President until the disability is removed 
ora President elected. And for the purpose of having a Speaker of the House 
of nat aeie big in office continuously, the Con, shall convene at 12 
o'clock m, on the 4th day of March next succeeding the election of Representa- 
tives in Congress; and whenever a vacancy exists either in the office of the 
President pro tempore of the Senate or Speaker of the House, the President shall 
SaNa _ House in which the vacancy exists for the purpose of electing a 
presiding officer. 

Sec. 2. Whenever the offices of President and Vice-President both become 
vacant, the tary of State shall forthwith cause a notification thereof to be 
made to the executive of every State, and shall also cause the same to be pub- 
lished in at least one of the newspapers printed in each State. 

Src. 3. The notification shall specify that electors of a President and Vico- 
dg of the United States shall be appointed or chosen in the several Stater, 
as follows: 

First. If there shall be the 


of two months yet toensue between the date 
of such notification and the Deon! 


Wednesday in ber then next ensuing, 


such notification shall specify that the electors shall be appointed or chosen 
within thirty-four days p: such first Wednesday in ber. 
tween the date of such 


Second. If there shall not be ected eng bag two months 
notification and such first y in December, and if the term for which 
the President and Vice-President last in office were elected will not expire on 

u that the electe 
=. preceding the first 


appointed or chosen within thirty-four pl poe fa 
Decem! shall e 


otf Vice-President last in office were elected will expire on the 3d day of March 
the notification shall not specify that electors are to be appointed 


Sec. 4, Electors a pointed or chosen upon the notification Peace by the 
first im y of 


Sec. 5. The provisions of this title, 
ident and Vice-Presiden’ 

cies in th 
when both offices become vacant. 

Sec. 6. The only evidence of a refusal to accept, or of a resignation of the of- 
fice of President or Vice-President, shall be an instrument in writing, declaring 
the same, and subscribed by the n refusing to or resign, as the case 
may be, and delivered into the office of the Secretary of State. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for a 
single minute to state the purport of my amendment, which is in the 
nature of a substitute to the committee’s bill and which has just been 
read. 

Mr. EDEN. I object. 

Mr. McKINLEY. [ask for not more than two minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman insist on his objection? 

Mr. EDEN. I withdraw it. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, my substitute A Shr bes existing 
law as it was made in 1792, and leaves the Presidential succession 
where we find it in that law; and the only new provision I propose is 
that we shall never be without a President pro tempore of the Senate 
and never be without a Speaker of the House of Representatives. And 
to this end my substitute provides that the Congress shall assemble at 
midday on the 4th day of March succeeding the election of Repre- 
sentatives in Congress for the purpose of electing a Speaker. And it 
further provides that in the event of the Speakership or the Presiden 
pro tempore of the Senate becoming vacant during the recess, the Presi- 
dent of the United States shall forthwith assemble the House in which 
such vacancy exists for the purpose of electing a presiding officer. 

It preserves intact the law as our fathers made it, and executes with 
certainty their purpose and that of the law itself. It avoids the dan- 
gerous step taken by the present bill, which takes away from the people 
of the country, in whom all power resides, the right to filla vacancy in 
the Presidency in a certain contingency, that contingency being the 
death or removal of both President and Vice-President of the United 
States. I would leave that power with the people, where it properly 
belongs. I am opposed to any step in theopposite direction. My sub- 
stitute follows the pathway of the founders of the Government, which, 
in my judgment, is the path of safety. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 

uestion ? 

Mr. McKINLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMMOND. What assurance havewe, if we adopt any amend- 
ment to this bill, the Senate will concur, or that we will get any law 
that will meet the present distress ? 

Mr. McKINLEY. In answer to the question of the gentleman from 
Georgia, I have no doubt if wesend to the Senate well considered amend- 
ments they will receive the attentive consideration of that body. At 
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all events, no matter whatthe Senate has done and no matter what the 


Senate may do, it is our business to perfect this bill as best we can. 
That burden rests upon us. And further, inanswer to the gentleman, 
I would say there is no such as he describes. There is no 
such lapse. There are two lives next to the President of the United 
States—the President pro tempore of the Senate and the Speaker of the 


The SPEAKER. This is the regular order of business. 

Mr. CALDWELL. The gentleman from Ohio only asked for two 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. But no limitation was put upon the time. 

The question recurs on the substitute of the gentleman from Ohio 
i pp teh Ss 

McKINLEY and Mr. ZACH, TAYLOR demanded the yeas and 

Sry 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
108, nays 159, not voting 57; as follows: 


YEAS—108. 

ee RS i pe pna 

n, C.H. T, A s 
Anderson, J. A. Fuller, : Loutitt, Ryan, 
Atkinson, Funston, a Sawyer, 
Bennett Giai” prea Smalls,” 
Bound, R Grosvenor, McKenna, Spooner, 
Boutelle, dpa eiren ad iaeo, 

’ uen phenson 
Browne, T.M. Hayden, Milliken, Stewart, J 
ag -3 = po dec Somi Pree E.F. 

rown, Hiestan: . Strait, 
Bi Hepburn, Negley, Swinburne, 
Bene Sion O'Donnell Taylor, E. B. 
Butterwo Hitt, O’Neill,Charles Taylor, I. H. 
Campbell, J. M. Holmes, Osborne, ylor, 
Cannon, H ý Thomas, J. R. 
Con, 9 fpr cay Poking, ro bog 
at Johnson, F. A. Peters, Van Schaick, 
—— Torann em pL a, 
Dingley, La Follette, Price, ' Weaver, A.J. 
eae tA Lave 1 Rice, = White, A0. 
Farquhar, sy, Rockwell, White, Milo, 
NAYS—159. 
Anderson, C.M. Dougherty, King, Sayers, 
Arnot, < Dowdney, Tlebier, Scott, 
Barbou i Eden’ Le Fevre, Seymour, 
se oe 7 Lowy, noc 
Barn 
Barty. Ry, Mahoney, Sowden, ` 
Beach y, Fisher, hi Matson, Springer 
Bland, Foran, McAdoo, Stahlnecker, 
Bliss, Ford, M A Stewart, Charles 
Boyle.” Frederick Mekae, Stone W. "Soy OK: 
Boy! eric! ne, o 
Breckinridge,0. R. Gay, ` Merriman, Ston y: J., of Mo, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Geddes, Miller, 
eee con Mitchell, Swope, 
num, ass, 5 
Abell, Green, R. S. Moffatt, Taylor, J. M. 
Caldwell. Green, W.J. Morgan, Tillman, 
ome e Haa —— a, 
NR = RR ey Si aN 
Clard: ai Hammond, Raol wae a Eaton, 
Clem: Harris, A e 
Cobh. _ Hatch, O'Ferrall, Wadsworth, 
Cole, H Outhwaite, Ward, J.H. 
Comte Hen pee 3.8, Peek” Warner, A T. 
Cowles, Herbert, F Perry, Warner, William 
Cox, Hill, Pidcock, eaver, J. B. 
Crisp, iscock, Pindar, Wheeler, 
Croxton, Holman, Ropy Wilkins, 
Culberson, Howard, Reid, J. W. illis, 
Curtin, Hutton, Reese, Wilson, 
Daniel, Irion, Richardson, W: 
Davidson, R.H. M, James, Riggs, ; Wise, 
Dawson, Johnston, T, D. rtson, Wolford, 
Dibble, Jones, J.H. ogan, Worthington. 
Dockery, Jones, J.T. $ 
NOT VOTING—57. 
Davenport, Laffoon, Reed, T. B, 
Ai keni Davidson, A. 0. Iaird, ree 
en, J. nham, Landes, ner, 
Ballentine, ¢ Lawler, Snyder, : 
Belmont, Findlay, Lore, Storm, 
Bingham, Gibson, Eustace. Maybury, Tarsney, 
Bragg, Gloyer; araor; iat 
rumm A Hara, , 
Burleigh, Hanback, O'Neill, J.J, Wellborn, 
Burnes, armer, Payson, wee 
Campbell, Felix Hen D. Phelps, Whiting, 
i Henderson, T. J. Piree, wW urn, 
Gompton, enley, Pulitzer, 
Crain, Hewitt, Randall, 
Dargan, Kelley, Rankin, 


So the substitute was rejected. 


On motion of Mr. BROWNE, of “pan ae by unanimous consent the 
reading of the names was dispensed wi 

The result of the vote was then idaki as above recorded. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker I desire at this time to move that 
this bill be recommitted to the select committee. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is now operating. After 
the bill has been ordered to a third reading, then, under the rules of 
the House, it will be in order to move to pack with or without in- 
structions, even though the previous question be then ordered or a de- 
mand for it pending. 

The question now is on ordering the bill to a third 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was read the time. 

Mr. ae WELL I demand the previous question on the passage 
of the bil 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to move to recommit this bill, 
but first make this parliamentary inquiry: If a motion to recommit 
without instruction is voted down will it bein order to move to recom- 
mit with instructions ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. Under the rule but one 
motion to recommit is in order, whether with or without instructions. 
The Chair, however, has ruled heretofore that a motion to recommit 
without instruction is subject to an amendment, so as to instruct the 
committee. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will make a motion to recommit this bill to the 
select committee from which it came, hoping that it may report a bill 
that will be satisfactory to the House. 

Mr. RYAN addressed the Chair. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. Ry AN], some time during the course of the debate, to say that it 
was his intention to make a motion to recommit. 

Mr. RYAN. I desire to submit that motion now. 

Mr. PERKINS. I give way to my colleague to make the motion. 

Mr. RYAN. I move torecommit this bill to the committee with the 
following instructions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Recommit the bill with instructions to report as a substitute a resolution sub- 
mitting an amendment to the tution viding one or more additional 
Vice-Presidents, upon whom, in their order, the office Sr President shall devolve 


in case of the removal, death, „resignation, or inability both of President and Vice- 


President, 

Mr. EDEN. That would not be in order upon this bill. 

Mr. COBB. I move to lay the motion on the table, 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I make the point of order that it is not in order to 
submit that motion at this time, the previous question having been or- 
dered. 

The SPEAKER. The rules of the House provide that this motion 
shall be in order at a certain stage of the bill even after the previous 
question has been demanded or ordered. 

Mr. MILLS. But the measure proposed the motion to recommit 
is not germane to the subject-matter of the bill; one is to report a con- 
stitutional amendment, another is the passage ‘of a bill for a specific 

P seen Bag The motion to recommit is not germane. 

SPEAKER. The Chair will examine the proposition of the 
tleman from Kansas and see whether it is germane or not. The Chair 
thinks on examination that the matter of the resolution which it is pro- 

to instruct the committee to report is germane to the subject- 
matter of this bill. It is upon thesuccession to the Presidential office; 
and though it may come back to the House in the form of a joint res- 
olution instead of a bill, technically speaking, yet it requires the same 
proceeding in the House, and is a similar legislative proposition. 

Mr. HATCH. I demand the order. 

Mr. EVERHART., Isit in order to move to amend the instructions? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is; but debate is not in order. 

Mr. EVERHART. Isubmit as a substitute for the instructions pro- 

by the gentleman from Kansas what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk proceeded to read as follows: 


That in the case of the removal, death, resignation, or inability — 


The SPEAKER (interrupting the reading). That seems to be an 
amendment to the bill. The pending proposition is to recommit to 
the committee with instructions. 

Mr. EVERHART. This is an amendment to the instructions. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, then, does not understand that the 
gentleman proposed this as a substitute for the whole of the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Kansas, but to recommit with the in- 
structions embodied in what the Clerk is now reading. 

Mr. EVERHART. That is the motion that I desire to make. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that it is not in order, 
on the ground that the motion to recommit is not amendable, Butone 
motion is in order under the rules, to commit with or without instruc- 
tions; and if it be held that that motion is amendable it is manifest 
that we could never come to a conclusion on a bill as long as amend- 
ments might be offered by its opponents. 

The SPEAKER. That point was made during the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress, and the Chair then decided that under the rule of the House one 
motion to recommit, with or without instruction, and one motion only, 
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was in order, but that from the very nature of the case members upon 
the floor ought to have the right to offer an amendment to ANDS, 
and for the very obvious reason that an advocate of the pending meas- 
ure, and therefore an opponent of recommitment, might offer a motion 
to recommit with such instructions as it was evident the House would 
not agree to, thereby preventing anybody who desired in faith to 
recommit the measure from submitting sucha motion. The Chair thought 
it was a matter of simple justice to those on the floor who desired to re- 
commit with substantial instructions that they should have an oppor- 
se = propose amendments. The motion to recommit is an inde- 
t proposition, upon which the previous guenon may be ordered, 
Lene unti such order is made by the House Chair thinks amend- 
ments may bep: as in other cases, The Clerk will read from the 
Digest the decision made on this point during the last Congress. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A motion to commit under clause Lof Rule XVI, with or without instructions, 
is subject to amendment under Rule XIX, unless precluded by ordering the 
revious question on the motion to commit,—Journal, first session Forty-eighth 
ngress, 
The SPEAKER, The Clerk will read the proposed substitute. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
That in case of the removal, death, resignation, or inability of both the Presi- 
dent and Vice-President of the United States, the Serer arp en to mo be- to 
the office of President, and not underimpeachment or a —— 


ing, shall, respectively, in the orderand on the conti: 
act as President of United States until the y ob the" President mt and 


then, second, the President nt pro tempore alle te per orifthere be no Presiden’ 
protempore of the Senate, or if there be and he decline, Sere Fg 
sign, be removed, or be unable to act as such, then, third the Secretary of State, 
having been legally confirmed; or if there be ne Secretary of State, or if there 


be and he decline, or, , a8 President, die, resign, beremo or beunable toactas 

such, then, fourth, Chief-Justice o! preme Court of Me Tana wate 
legall; confirmed ; or if ase Deore no ice, or if there be an 

he decline, or, as die, resign, be p renu may tesa Meanie 
e Secretary of o Treasury ofthe United States ha been ] 


confirmed oe ir eh Ra 00 Donata- of the Treasury, or if there and hode 


persons De- 
come St and he shall not exercise the functions of of any other public office of 
trust or profit w ae President, and mall, 2 within thirty days thereafter, issue a 
proclamation to the le of the U. gi 
that, in accordance with the provisions neat the act of March 1, 1792, electors of 
ere and Vice-President c of the United States shall be elected or appointed 

Sec. 2. That a all naw inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed, 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. EVERHART] to the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Ryan]. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. BURROWS. I offer what I send to the desk as an amendment 
to the resolution of the corps from 

Mr. CALDWELL. I call ta newness 

TheSPEAKER. The Geene hom ichigan has been recognized 
and has sent up his ent. The gentleman from Tennessee now 
demands the previous question upon the motion to recommit and the 
amendment thereto. e Clerk will read the proposed amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Recommit the bill to the Committee on Election of President and Vice-Presi- 
pec aie ppd eset report the same back to the House with the following 
aa Seniks ont the first section and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“«'Thatin case of remoy: ee eae or inability of both the President 
and Vice-President of the United of shall act as Pres- 
ident until the disability of the President or Vice- ent is removed ora 
President shall be el Provided. ‘That where the me a vag duties Feri the 
office of President of the United States shall devolve upon 
herein, if Congress be not then in nirre orifit would not not eee tccordance 
with law within twenty days th it shall be the duty Feu: such person 


roclamation Aiekin Cone in ext 

raies dapat notice of the time ot Congress — B giving 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee now demands the 
previous question on the resolution of the gentleman from Kansas and 
the amendment thereto. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon the amendment pro- 

by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] to the resolu- 

tion offered by the gentleman from Kansas. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on the proposition of the gen- 
apir from Kansas to recommit the bill with instructions as read. 

a uestion being taken, there were—ayes 81, noes 115. 

Mr. RYAN. I think we ought to have the yeas and nays. 

The question bein e aa on ordering the yeas and nays, there were 
ayes 17—not one-fifth of the last vote. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered, and the resolution to recom- 
mit with instructions was not 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on ordering the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Upon that question I call for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 186, nays 76, not vot- 
ing 62; as follows: 


YEAS—186. 
Allen, ©. H, Dunn, Le Fevre Sayers, 
Anderson, C.M., Eden, Long, x 
Lovering, ton, 
Atkinson, Ellsberry, Lowry, Seney, 
Barbot RER T eii sees 
ur, aw, 
ksdale, Fisher, n, Singleton, 
Barnes, Foran, Matson, Sowden, 

5 Ford, MeAdoo, Spriggs, 

Forney, McComas, Springer, 
Blanchard, erick, McCreary, Stahlnecker, 
Bland, — McMillin, Steele, 
Bliss, Gey, McRae, Stewart, Charles 
Blount, Geddes, Merriman, St. Martin 
Boyle, Gibson, C, H. Millard, Stone, W.J.,of Ky. 
B Miller. Stone, W. J., ‘of Mo. 

dge, ©. R, Green, W. J. Mills, Strait, 

Breckinridge. WOP Hale, Mitchell, Struble, 
Browne, T. M. Hal, Moffatt, Swinburne, 
Buck, Halsell, Morgan, Swope, 
Butterworth, Tammond; oran, R as 
Bynum, arris, urphy, ‘aulbee, 

Hatch, Neal, Taylor, J. M. 
Caldwell, Hayden, Neece, Tillman, 
Campbell, J. E. Heard, Negley, Townshend, 
Campbell, T. J. Hem hill, Norwood, Trigg, 
Candler, Hen aa J.S. Oates, Tucker, 
Catching, Herbert, O’Ferrall, Turner, 
Clardy, He rman, Outhwaite, Van Eaton, 
Clements, Hiestand, Payne, Viele, 

Cobb, Hill, Peel, Wade, 
Cole, Hires, Perry, Wakefield, 
Collins, Hiscock, Pettibone, Ward, J. H. 
Comstock, Hitt, Pidcock, Ward, T. B. 
Cowles, Holman, Pindar, Warner, A. J. 
x, Hutton, Price, Warner, William 
" Irion, Sat SEN Weaver, A. 
Croxton, James, Reid, J. W. Weaver, J. B. 
Culberson, Johnson, F. A. Reese, Wheeler, 
meen jeg en T Ds Richardson, Wilkins, 
; H. Riggs, Willis, 
Datina, R. H. M. Jones, J. pi Robertson, Wilson, 
Dawson, Rockwell, Winans, 
Dibble, Kin A Rogers, Wise, 
Dockery, Kleiner, Romeis, Wolford, 
Dougherty, La Follette Sadler, Worthington, 
Dowdney, Lanham, 
NAYS—%6. 

Adams, G. E. Dorsey, Lehlbach, Ranney, 
Anderson, J. A. inreg a: eee 
Bayne, ‘'arquhar, e, yan, 
Bennelt, aouo Lona Peet 

leeger, ý pooner, 
Boutelle, Fuller, McKenna, Stephenson, 

A McKinley, Stewart, J. W. 
Brown, C. E. G x Milliken. Stone, E. F. 
Brown, W. W. Green, R. 8. Morrill, Taylor, E. B. 
Buchanan, Grosvenor, Morrow, Taylor, I. H. 
Bunnell, Grou! Nelson, Taylor, Zach. 
Burro Guenther, O'Donnell, Thomas, J.R. 
Campbell, J.M. Hahn, O'Neill, Charles Thomas, O. B. 
Cannon, Haynes, Osborne, Thompson, 
Caswell, Hepburn, Parker, Van Schaick, 

mger, Hop! f Perkins, Wadsworth, 

ý Houk, Peters, Weber, 
Davis, Jackson, Pirce, White, A.C, 
Dingley, Johnston, J. T. Plumb, White, Milo. 
NOT VOTING—62. 
Adams, J. J. Davidson, A. C. Laffoon, Rankin, 
Aiken, Dunham, Laird, Reed, T. 
Allen, J. M. Evans, Landes, 
Ballentine, Findlay, Lawler, Sawyer, 
Belmont, Gibson, Eustace Lindsley, Sessions, 
Bingham, were rake en yl 
mm ry, nyder, 

Burleigh, Hanback, Muller, ‘orm, 
Burnes, Harmer, O'Hara, ey, 
Campbell, Felix Henderson, D, B. O'Neill, J.J. Throckmorton, 
Carleton, Henderson, T.J. Owen, Wait, 
Compton, Henley, Payson, Wellborn, 
Crain, Hewitt, Phelps, West. 
Curtin, Holmes, Pulitzer, Whiting, 
Dargan, Howard, Randall, Woodburn. 
Davenport, Kelley, 

So the bill was 


Mr. KING. I move to dispense with the reading of the names, 

There was no objection. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. HOLMES, on the Presidential suc- 
cession bill. Mr. HENDERSON, if present, would vote “ay” and Mr. 
HOLMES *‘ no,” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. CALDWELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I move that when the House adjourns 
to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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COMMITTEE CLERK. 
_ Mr. KING, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Levees and Improvement of the tray a 534 
River be allowed aclerk, and that he be paid the usual compensation for his 
service, 


SUITS AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT. 


Mr. TUCKER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3849) 
to provide for the bringing of suits by citizens of the United States 
against the Government thereof in certain cases; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. BEACH to have 
printed in the RECORD some remarks on Senate bill 471; and also to Mr. 
BAKER to extend his remarks in the RECORD on the same bill. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, indefinite leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
RANKIN, on account of sickness. 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON LABOR. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Iask unanimous consent to offer for pres- 
ent consideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Labor are hereby authorized to have printed 
such letters or circulars as they may deem necessary for the obtaining of infor- 
mation for the use of the committee, 

Mr. MORRISON. Let that go to the Committee on Printing. 
Mr, O’NEILL, of Missouri. Very well. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. COBB. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 55 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday next. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, un- 
der the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Memorial of W. U. Richardson, parish su- 
perintendent of education, and others, citizens of Louisiana, asking na- 
tional aid to the States in the cause of education—to the Committee 
on Education. 

Also, memorial of the Louisiana Educational Society, asking an ap- 
propriation to aid the cause of education in the States—to the same com- 
nittee. 

Also, memorial of citizens of Caddo and Bossier Parishes, Louisiana, 
taking that Sale and Murphy Canal, an outlet of Red River, be closed— 
© the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, papers to accompany H. R. 964 for relief of Mary J. Cloud, as- 
signee of John W. Smith—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of James Bainster, of Missouri, for relief— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of citizens of Beebe, White 
County, Arkansas, praying for temporary national aid to education—to 
the Committee on Education. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of the estate of William 
Wright, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of Thomas B. Ford and 
other citizens of Frankfort, protesting against the division of Kentucky 
into two judicial districts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers relating to claim of D. W. Price—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Papers relating to claim of William Dalton— 
to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to claim of James McAnny—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to claim of James F. Smith—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. COLLINS: Petitions of Jesse Perry and 18 other citizens, of 
William Clark and 11 other citizens, of C. F. Williams and 30 other 
citizens, of Nathaniel P. Doane and 11 other citizens, of Thomas J. 
Wreiser and 10 other citizens, of Thomas Leavitt and 21 others, citi- 
zens of Boston; of John Smith and 43 others, citizens of Provincetown; 
and of George Steele and 15 others, citizens of Gloucester, Mass., for 
the erection of a light-house at Deer Island Point and the State Ledge, 
Boston Harbor, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of citizens of Warren, Me., for improve- 
ment of Saint George’s River, between Warren and Thomaston—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Sumner A. Gowin, of Edgecomb, Me., for pension 
on account of war of 1812—to the Committee on Pensions. R 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Petition of Holmes Erwin, of Palatka, Fla., 


asking reference of claim to Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 


Also, petition of R. von Balson, of Saint John’s County, Florida; 
and of W. H. Holden, of Orange County, Florida, praying that their 
claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: Papers relating to claim of James Gilbert— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of J. M. Demary, W. H. H. Gable, and 
152 others, asking that proper measures be taken to protect the growers 
of tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Of citizens of Ottawa, and of citizens of Douglas 
County, Kansas—to the Committee on Coi , Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. GAY: Papers relating to claim of Alexander Judice, of Louisi- 
ana—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of J. R. McMillen and 610 others, pray- 
ing that all soldiers of all wars by which the United States has been 
benefited shall be pensioned—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMAN: Petition of Elizabeth Bates, of Evansville, Ind., 
for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. IRION: Petitions of Ursule Lamorandier and of heirs of 
Ducondray Lamorandier, for reference of their claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. H. JONES: Petition of Caroline A. Cain, of Smith County, 
Texas, praying reference of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: Papers relating to claim of Daniel K. 
Fenney, of Chicago, Ill.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of El Paso, Tex., showing 
grievances under the operation of the Free Zone—to the Committee on 
‘Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Petition of Soldiers and Citizens’ National League, 
of Elizabeth City County, Virginia, praying for the pensioning of all 
honorably discharged soldiers of the late war—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of citizens of New York, asking that all 
honorably discharged soldiers should be placed on the pension-rolls 
and that pensions of soldiers’ widows be increased—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Papers relating to bill H. R. 1107, granting a 
pension to Augusta M. Richards—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the resolution in favor of Seth Wilmarth, of 
Malden, Mass.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph H. J. Rut- 
ter, of Baltimore, Md.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of O. M. Thurman, for relief—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of Ida A. Taylor, for relief—to the Com- 
mitttee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. T. B. REED: Petition of 40 citizens of Bucksport and 
Camden, Me. ; of 49 citizens of Bath, of 46 citizens of Rockland, of citi- 
zens of Stone, of Portland, of Wintersport and Bucksport, and of East- 
port, for the erection of a light- house at Deer Island Point and the State 

, Boston Harbor, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. SADLER: A bill making an appropriation to continue the 
work on the Tallapoosa River, Alabama—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of J. M. Brown and 46 others, citizens of 
Wood County, Ohio, to provide for the expenses of third and fourth 
class post-offices—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SEYMOUR: A bill to improve the harbor of Stamford, State 
of Connecticut—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Petition of 149 legal voters of Trumbull 
County, Ohio, praying for free silver coinage—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of Judson S, Post, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAM WARNER: Petition of J. H. Daniel, of Jackson 
County, Missouri, to refer claim of John Daniel, deceased, to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WEBER: Papers in case of Timothy Pai=:—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Leonard Green, praying the refer- 
ence of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 
upon an equality with gold; that there beissued coin certificates of one, 
two, and five dollars, the same being made legal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 
in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to the Committtee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures : 

By Mr. BARRY: Of certain citizens of Calhoun County, Mississippi. 

By Mr. ELY: Of George W. Kimball and 190 others. 
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SENATE. 
MONDAY, January 18, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The pe of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
DISTRICT METROPOLITAN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
communication from the president of the Metropolitan Railroad Com- 


pany; which was read, and, with the accompanying paj referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and po Fo ny be printed: 


OFFICE OF THE METROPOLITAN RAILROAD COMPANY, 
NEAR P STREET BRIDGE AND Rock CREEK, 
Washington, D. C., January 15, 1886. 

Senators: In eompliance with the twenty-second section of the act of July 1, 
1864, incorporating this company, I have the honor to transmit herewith the re- 
en for the fiscal year 1885, and returns for the preceding years of 1879 to 1884 
inclusive. 

It will be observed that the returns prior to 1885 are not sworn to, as the affairs 
of the company were during years under different management and the 
present officers have not the knowledge that would enable them to make oath 
hie respecstatt uggested for the consideration of the Senate that th 

t ys for the co: on oi e pres- 
ent officers of this company are not responsible for the omissions occurring 
prior o their csr to its control. 

ery respe yY. 
ac GEO. W. PEARSON, 
President Metropolitan Railroad Company. 
Hon, JONN SHERMAN, 


President pro tempore U. 8. Senate, 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Board of 
Public Works of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the location of a national 
foundry for the construction of ordnance for the Army and Navy at that 
place; which was referred to the Select Committee to Inquire as to the 
Capacity of Steel-producing Works in the United States. 


Mr. HARRISON. I present the petition of Wallace Foster and 308 
other pensioners, who are sufferin; m deafness, praying the passage 
of a law inc the pension for that disability. I move that the 


petition be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present the petition of certain citizens of Iowa, pray- 
ing for the forfeiture of what is known as ‘‘the unearned Sioux City 
and Saint Paul Railroad land grant.” The bill prorjatog Mr this for- 
feiture having been reported from the Committee on Public Lands, I 
move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MAHONE presented resolutions adopted by the Commercial Ex- 
changeof Alexandria, Va., favoring liberal appropriations for the United 
HE Signal Service; which were referred to the Committeeon Military 

airs. 

Mr. COKE. Ipresent the petition of a large number of merchants of 
El Paso, Tex., praying for the intervention of the Government of the 
United States in be of the Rio Grande border, to which they say a 
large number of the lawless men in the Republic of Mexico are being 
attracted by the facilities offered by the Mexican tariff laws and the 
creation of the Free Zone, the Zona Libre, as itis called, for smuggling. 
They represent that it is impossible for Americans on the American side 
of the Rio Grande to do a legitimate business when foreigners can trans- 
port their goods and land them on the other side of the Rio Grande free 
of duty and await opportunities for successful smuggling, a great deal of 
which, it is said in this petition, is being carried on, greatly to the det- 
riment of the revenues of this Government, as well as that of Ameri- 
can traders on this side of the river. 

The petitioners claim the establishment of the Zona Libre to be an 
unfriendly act on the part of the Mexican Government, and ask some 
relief from this Government, and if it can not be donein any other 
way, they pray that negotiations be opened with the authorities of the 
Republic of Mexico looking to some ge in the Mexican law which 
creates a depot on the bank of the Rio Grande, from its mouth to its 
source, from which smugglers can introduce their goods free of duty 
into the United States. 

I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I present the petition of L. J. Bales and 
78 other citizens of Iowa, praying that the charge of desertion be re- 
moyed from the record of Daniel , late a private in Company G, 
Fifth Regiment West Virginia Volunteers. This petition is addressed 
to me personally, but it is evidently intended for the consideration of 
the Senate. I therefore present it, and ask that it be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be received, if 
there be no objection, and so referred. 

Mr. VANCE presented the petition of Hardy Summerline, of New 
Hanover County, North Carolina, praying that his claim for supplies 
furnished the United States during the late war be referred to the 
Court of Claims under the provisions of the Bowman act; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, 


Mr. FRYE presented the memorial of Alvah Dolliver and 74 other 
fishermen of Southwest Harbor, Me., remonstrating against the ap- 
pointment of a commission to negotiate a renewal of the fishery pro- 
visions of the treaty of Washington; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on bia tions. 
Mr. CALL. present a petition signed by several hundred mer- 
chants and ship-owners of New York city, praying for the establish- 


ment of a telegraphic line and a signal station at Point Jupiter, Florida. 
The petition states that— 


All vessels from the Gulf of Mexico to ports on the east coast of North 
America or leer EY and nearly all steamers from those ports to the Gulf of 
Mexico, pass within signaling distance of that point. 

The successful work skay accomplished in Warning masters of vessels of 
the approach of severe storms at other points, resulting in the safety and pro- 
tection of life and property exposed to the dangers of the sea, strongly influ- 
ences us in making this request. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
to be considered in connection with the bill introduced by me for this 


Tpose. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL presented a petition of the Board of Underwriters of New 
York city; a petition of the Maritime Association of the Port of New 
York, and a petition of the merchants and ship-owners of the city of 
New York, praying for the passages of the bill providing that a tele- 
graph line be constructed, operated, and maintained in connectien with 
a signal station at Point Jupiter, Florida; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of the Legislative Assembly of the 
State of Oregon, praying that an appropriation be made for the erection 
of a fish hatchery on the Clackamas River, in the State of Oregon; which 
was referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

He also presented a petition of the Legislative Assembly of the State 


of Oregon, praying for the enactment of a law setting a from the 
public domainas a public park or pleasure ground for the benefit of the 
people of the United States, and reserving from public sale, settlement, 


or occupancy townships 27, 28, 29, 30, and the north half of township 
31, in ranges 5and 6, east of the Willamette meridian, State of Oregon; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the Legislative Assembly of Oregon, 
praying for a survey of the rapids of Link River, and an estimate of the 
cost of constructing locks and dams and removing obstructions from 
that river, so as to make the same navigable between the Upper and 
Lower Klamath Lakes, in Klamath County, Oregon; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Legislative Assembly of the State 
of Oregon, praying that sufficient appropriations be made for the speedy 
completion of the work being constructed for the improvement of the 
bar at the mouth of the Columbia River, in Oregon, and Washington 
Territory; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Leglslative Assembly of the State 
of Oregon, praying that an ap — of $200,000 be made for a sur- 
vey of the Siuslaw Bay and the bar, for the construction of jetties at 
the mouth thereof, and the crection of a light-house near the mouth of 
that river; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Legislative Assembly of the State 
of Oregon, praying that the use of certain lands appropriated by the 
United States for the purpose of constructing a canal and locks at the 
Cascades of the Columbia River, in the State of Oregon, be granted by 
the Government to the public for the transportation of freight and pas- 
sengers around the portage by a temporary railway or other suitable 
means, under such restrictions and regulations as may be deemed nec- 
essary to prevent injury to said canalor the obstruction of the progress 
of the work thereon; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of the officers and citizens of Clatsop 
County, Oregon, praying for the passage of a bill authorizing Clatsop 
County to construct a bridge across Young’s Bay and Skipanon Creek, 
in that county; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I present the petition of the Legisla- 
tive Assembly of Oregon, praying that the grants of land to aid in the 
construction of military wagon-roads from Eugene City, Oreg., to the 
eastern boundary of the State, and from Dalles City, by way of Camp 
Watson, Canyon City, and Mormon or Humboldt Basin, to a point on 
Snake River opposite Fort Boisé, so far as the same has not been pat- 
ented or listed, may be abolished, vacated, annulled, and declared 
lapsed; and in case patents have already been issued for all or any part 
of the lands to any corporation, that suits be authorized in the United 
States courts to vacate the lists and patents except where lands have 
been acquired in good faith. I move that the petition be referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, 

The motion was a to. : 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I present a petition of the Legislative 
Assembly of the State of Oregon, praying that the United States reserve 
from public sale, settlement, or occupancy townships 27, 28, 29, 30, and 
31 south, in ranges 5 and 6 east, of the Willamette meridian, State of 
Oregon, and that the same be set apart exclusively as a public park for 
the people of the nation. 


The petition recites that within said limits 
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is Crater Lake, which pay very properiy hoxenket the wonders 
ofthe world, its surface being 6, eet above the sea and Smiles 
long and 6 miles wide, having within it a circular island 600 feet high, 
contai an extinct crater which is 90 feet deep and 475 feet in diam- 
eter, and in another portion a conical-shaped rock dicular, and 
rising 2,200 feet above the watersurface. Iwill state that this is adif- 
ferent petition from the one on the same subject presented by my col- 
league [Mr. DOLPH], beingin addition toit. I move that the petition 
be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, presented a petition of the Legislative 
Assembly of Oregon, praying thata portion of the Siletz Indian reserva- 
tion, in the State of Oregon, be thrown open to settlement; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Legislative Assembly of the State 
of Oregon, praying that an appropriation be made for the purpose of 
opening a channel sufficient for navigation up the Umpqua River to a 
point at or near the town of Elkton, in Douglas County, Oregon; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Legislative Assembly of the State 
of Oregon, praying for the passage of the bill known as the ‘‘ Cullen ” 
House bill No. 7498, Forty-eighth Congress, for appropriating sums of 
$15,000 for agricultural experiments at the various State agricultural 
colleges; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

Mr. GEORGE presented the petition of E. P. Ward, of Benton 
County, Mississippi, and the petition of Mrs. Angeline Floyd, of Ben- 
ton County, Mississippi, praying for relief under the provisions of the 
so-called Bowman act; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MAXEY presented the petition of Theodore J. Eckerson, major, 
United States Army (retired), praying an amendment of the law in 
reference to grades in the military service; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of the National Association for 
the Relief of Destitute Colored Women and Children of the District of 
Columbia, praying an appropriation to assist them in their work; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr, PIKE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 574) for the reliefof Robert Strachan, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 699) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
issue to K. Otis duplicates of certain land-warrants lost while 
in the n of the officers of the Government, reported it without 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
764) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue to K. Otis 
duplicates of certain land-warrants lost while in the possession of the 
officers of the Government, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am also instructed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 624) to extend the laws of 
the United States over certain unorganized territory south of the State 
of Kansas, and for‘other purposes, to report it withamendments. I ask 
the privilege at some subsequent day to present a written report to ac- 
company the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will have that privilege. 
The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 391) for the relief of A. A. Thomas, reported it 
without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 150) to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines River lands, in the 
State of Iowa, and for other purposes, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. 518) for the relief of John Alexander, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs; which was agreed to. ] 

Mr. PLUMB. I present a written report to accompany the bill (S. 
149) forfeiting a part of certain lands granted to the State of Iowa to 
aid in the construction of railroads in that State, and for other pur- 
poses, which bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands a 
few days since. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be received and 


Mr. TELLER from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 620) to grant the right of way through the public 
lands for irrigation purposes, reported adversely thereon; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was referred, 
reported a bill (S. 1092) to grant the right of way through the public 
lands for irrigation purposes; which was read twice by its title. 

NAVY REGISTER. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing 


to back favorably, withoutamendment, the resolution for print- 
ing Navy Register, and I ask for its immediate consideration. 

By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded to consider the following 
resolution: 

Resol: That 1,000 ies c 
a yen oe copies of the Navy Register for 1586 be printed for the use 

Mr. COCKRELL, I should like to ask the Senator from Nebraska 
if that is the usual number and the same number that is printed of the 
Army Register. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have here the resolution with regard to the 
Army Register; which I shall report when this is disposed of. I will 
state for the information of the Senator that there is no law or rule which 
provides for the printing of either the Army or the Navy Register for 
the use of either House of and we are compelled either to 
a special resolution in this form or to obtain the volumes from the koo. 
retary of War or the Secre of the Navy. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iamaware of that fact, but I was inquiring about 
the number. I know we have to order them printed every year, but I 
should like to have some uniformity and regularity in the number that 
is ordered printed, 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand from the clerk of the committee 
that a thousand copies isthe usual number. The matter is all in type, 
and the cost will be about $150 for printing that number. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


ARMY REGISTER. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam also instructed by the Committee on Print- 
ing to report, with an amendment, the following resolution : 

. Resolved, That 800 copies of the Army Register for 1886 be printed for the use 
of the Senate, 

By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. ` 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend the resolution by striking out 
**8007? and inserting ‘*1,000,’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON, ‘That is the recommendation of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment reported by the com- 
mittee will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 1, before the word ‘‘ copies,’’ it is pro- 
posed to strike out ‘'800’’ and insert ‘‘1,000;”’ so as to make the reso- 
lution read: 

Resolved, That 1,000 copies of the Army Register for 1886 be printed for the uso 
of the Senate. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. CULLOM. From the select committee appointed to investigate 
and report on the subject of regulating the transportation of freights 
and passengers between the several States by railroads and water routes 
I submit a report, and with it I offer a resolution to be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. I desire also to report a bill upon the same 
subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution reported from the se- 
lect committee will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 
ditional cop mot the rindar ers Select Committee E Come 
merce be printed for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution, under the rule, will 
be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does that include the testimony ? 

Mr, CULLOM. ‘The purpose is to include the testimony. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the resolution be read again. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. CULLOM. I find that the words ‘‘and testimony” are not in- 
cluded in the resolution. I should like to have those words inserted, 
so as to include the testimony. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it read ‘‘ the report, including the testimony.” 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that amend- 
ment will bemade. The Chairhearsnone. The resolutionas amended 
will be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. CULLOM. I also report a bill on the same subject from the 
select committee. 

The bill (S. 1093) to regulate commerce was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the bill be recommitted, and that the 
committee be continued until the subject is disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois moves to 
recommit the bill to the committee reporting it, being the Select Com- 
mittee on Transportation by Railroad between the several States. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to ask the Senator from Illinois 
whether the bill is reported from the select committee or whether it 
is a bill introduced by the Senator? 

Mr. CULLOM. It is a report of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois moves 
that the bill be recommitted. 

Mr. HARRIS. Before the motion is put, I desire to say that the re- 
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port of the committee accompanying the bill is somewhat voluminous, 
and I have not had an , as a member of the committee, to 
examine it with the care that I should like todo. While so far as I 
tine erage ely aay O eect meet my approval, 
I am not qui tosay that I do approve everything which may 
be found fa it, use I have not had an opportunity to examine itall. 

In the main I concur in the provisions of the bill reported, but the 
committee deemed it best to scrutinize the bill a little more carefully 
before being finally reported to the Senate for its action. 

The PRESIDENT protempore, If there be no objection the bill will 
be recommi 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to include in the motion to recommit that 
the committee be continued until the subject is disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was included in the motion 
made by the Senator from Illinois, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The recommittal of the bill would continue the 
committee in and of itself, although it is a special committee. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘That was included in the order made. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. COLQUITT (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1094) for the relief 
of Thomas A. McLaughlin; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1095) for the relief of Joel 
A. Billups; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 1096) defining the rights of pur- 
chasers at judicial sales under mortgages or deeds of trust of the road 
and property of railroad corporations organized under the laws of the 
United States and creating such purchasers a new corporation vested 
with all the franchises and privileges of the old corporation; which was 
read twice by its title, and refi to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 1097) to promote the 
efficiency of the ‘artillery of the United States Army; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1098) granting a pension to H. R. Duke; 
which was read twice byits title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 

Mr. SABIN introduced a bill (S. 1099) to authorize the Mississippi 
Water Power and Boom Company, of Brainerd, Minnesota, to construct 
adam across the Mississippi river; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 1100) to amend the ninth section 
ofan actentitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expensesof the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stip- 
ulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1886, 
and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1885; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1101) to provide for allotments of lands 
in severalty to the Indians residing upon the Round Valley reserva- 
tion, in the State of California, and granting patents therefor, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on indian Affairs. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 1102) granting an increase of 
pension to Dr. A. Lanning; which wasread twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1103) granting a pension to Caroline E. 
French; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRISON. I introduce a bill to carry out the purpose of the 
petition which I presented this morning, proposing to increase the pen- 
sion of soldiers who are suffering from deafness. 

The bill (S. 1104) giving to honorably di soldiers and sailors 
of the war of the rebellion increased pensions for loss of hearing was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (S. 1105) ae 
ing the t of way to the K. Tacony Railroad 
through the arsenal grounds at Bridesburg, Philadelphia, Pa. ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


Mr. PIKE introduced a bill (S. 1106) in regard to the conveyance and 
devise of real estate in the District of Columbia and keeping a record 
and index of attachments of real estate; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. STANFORD introduced a bill (S. 1107) for the relief of J. G. 
Fell, Edward Hoopes, and G Burnham on account of Indian dep- 
redations; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1108) to confirm title to certain private 
land grants in Arizona Territory; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1109) to confirm the title to that certain 
private land grant “Tres Alamos,’’ in Arizona Territory; which was 
read twice by its title, and rm | to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1110) to relinquish the interest of the 
United States in certain to the city and county of San Francisco 


reconsider that vote. 


and their grantees; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 


the Committee on Public 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1111) to set a from the public 
domain in the State of Oregon as a public park the benefit of the 
pou e of the United States townships 27, 28, 29, 30, and 31, in ranges 

5and 6, east of the Willamette meridian „in the State of Oregon; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
a 
Mr. MILLER, of New York, intrédueed a bill (S. 1112) granting a 
pension to Phcebe H. Meech; which was read twice by its title a and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1113) granting a pension to Law- 
rence A. Hudson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am requested by some gentlemen from Dakota to 
introduce a bill and have it referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (8. 1114) defining the powers of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office in respect to canceling private entries of the public 
domain and to quiet title to land in the Northwest, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLUMB subsequently said: I desire to call the attention of the 
Senate to the reference which was made of the bill introduced by the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] a few moments ago. The title 
of it plainly indicates that it is a bill referring solely to the public 
lands of the United States; yet it was, on the suggestion of that Sen- 
ator, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. Iam not tenacious 
specially of the jurisdiction of the Committee on Public Lands, but in- 
asmuch as that committee now has before it and is carefully consider- 
ing all the phases of the public land questions which have been brought 
to its attention with a view to the formulation of a general bill which 
shall meet the situation according to the conception of that committee, 
I think that everything of that character ought to go to the Committee 
on Public Lands and not to other committees of this body not inter- 
ested specially in such matters. 

Mr. MORGAN. I had thesame view of the subject, and only asked 
the reference of the bill to the Committee on the Judiciary because the 
gentlemen who requested me to introduce the bill said they had taken 
some opinion of Senators about it, and the Committee on the Judiciary 
was supposed to be the proper committee. It is a subject that relates 
to the administration of the public land laws of the United States and 
might very appropriately go to the Committee on Public Lands. That 
would be my private judgment about it. Ionly yielded to the sugges- 
tion of those gentlemen. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the reference be changed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been-referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and the Senator from Kansas moves to 


spoken to on the subject that the bill refers 
to in view of the relief that the le interested wish to obtain, and 
I told them plainly that I th t the bill ought to be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. I hope that the Senate will agree to the 
motion of the Senator from Kansas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves to 
progr retina T by which the bill was referred to the Committee on 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill 
will be roterte to tha Connlites on Pabia Labis. 

Mr. PAYNE introduced a bill (S. 1115) to increase goed pananta of 
Mrs. Isabella H. Silvey, of Richmond, Va.; which was 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BOWEN introduced a bill (S. 1116) for the erection of a public 
building at Pueblo, Colo.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. JACKSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1117) for the relief 
of Emanuel Mason; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 1118) authorizing the Secretary 
of the to deliver to the rightful owners the contents of certain 
boxes deposited in the Department by the Secretary of War; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 


Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 1119) to provide for the ap- 
pointment of hospital stewards, United States Army, and to fix their 
pay and allowances; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1120) to authorize the Omaha National 
Bank, of Omaha, Nebr., to increase its capital apa Teta which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee o 

He also Oy. request) introduced a bill (S. 1121) saree patent of 
Frederick S. Jennings, of Danbury, Conn.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. TELLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1122) for the relief of 
the heirs of a Leschot, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1123) to authorize the Chicago, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Iwas 
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Milwaukee and Saint Paul Railway Company to construct, te, and 
maintain a pile ponton railway bridge across the Missouri River near 


or in the vicinity of Chamberlain, in the Territory of Dakota; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1124) granting a pension to William 
Bethuren ; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1125) granting a pension to Noah Nelson; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1126) granting a pension to William H. 
Moore; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1127) to amend and correct the act ap- 
proved March 3, 1885, granting a pension to Sarah Hague; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. . 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1128) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Daniel Van Wicklin; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 


Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 1129) to exempt from taxation all 
property held by the trustees of the Louise Home, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1130) to exempt from taxation all prop- 
erty held by the trustees of the Corcoran Gallery of Art, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 1131) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to provide for the purchase of a site arid the erection of a public 
building thereon at Detroit, Mich.,” approved March 2, 1885; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committce on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, introduced a bill (S. 1132) for the relief 
of Green Arnold, of the State of Oregon; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1133) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Hunter Hardie; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying Ps referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KRELL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1134) for the cre- 
ation of acommission to distribute the balance of the fund derived from 
the Geneva award, and for other p ; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1135) to reorganize the 
steamboat- on service and to consolidate the office of Supervising 
Inspector-General of Steamboats with the Bureau of Navigation, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ipresent, toaccompany the bill, a brief statement 
and explanation of it and its effects. I move that it be printed for the 
use of the Committee on Commerce and referred to that committee. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. VAN WYCK introduced a bill (S. 1136) additional to an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to provide a national currency secured by a pledge of 
United States bonds, and to provide for the circulation and redemption 
thereof,” passed June 3, 1864; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HAMPTON introduced a bill (S. 1137) directing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to examine and settle the accounts of certain States and 
the city of Baltimore growing out of moneys expended by said States 
and the city of Baltimore for military purposes during the war of 1812; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. VQORHEES. Pursuant to the act of their Legislature, the people 
of the Territory of Montana in 1884 held a constitutional convention, 
adopted a constitution, submitted it to the vote of their people, and it 
was ratified. They also upon a memorial to be presented to the 
Congress of the United States praying for admission as a State, and des- 
ignated a committee of ten persons, eminent citizens of the Territory, 
to see that it was presented. 

I have the honor to present that memorial, and as it is brief I will 
venture to ask that it be printed in the RECORD. I also present the 
constitution, which is properly certified by the secretary of state as cor- 
rect, and ask that it be printed for the use of the Senate, and having 
done that, I present a bill for the admission of the State of Montana 
into the Union. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana moves 
that the constitution of the Territory of Montana presented by him be 
printed as a document. Thatorder will be made if there be no objec- 
tion. i 

The bill (S. 1138) for the admission of the State of Montana into the 
- Union was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

Territories. 

The PRESIDENT pro e. The Senator from Indiana asks that 
the paper referred to by him be printed in the RECORD. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none, and that order is made. 


The memorial is as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 

Pursuant to an ordinance adopted by the constitutional convention of the 
Territory of Montana, begun and held at Helena, Mont., on January 14, A. D. 

884, and concluded February 9, 1884, the undersigned committee have the honor 
to submit herewith the following memorial adopted by said convention : 
“To the honorable the President of the United States 
and the Speaker of the House of Representatives: 

“Your memorialists, the people of Montana Territory, through their repre- 
sentative in Congress assembled, respectfully represent : 

“ That since the organization of the Territory of Montana we have cheerfully 
yielded obedience to the laws of the United States and recognized the right of 
Con; to make all needful rules and regulations respecting the Territories: 

“That we now disclaim any pupas of disloyal action, but renewing our 
fealty to the Constitution of the United States, and recalling to mind the right 
of the people to fully assemble and by petition represent their grievances 
to Congress, do further chy ous 

“That the policy which so long prevailed of sending strangers to rule over 
us and fill our offices has become distasteful to us, and is wholly unsuited to our 
presene condition and the growing importance of the diversified interests of our 
country. 

“That within the past few years our population and resources have been 
largely augmented, whereby the proper administration of our laws demands a 
more perfect and comprehensive system of government than can ever be at- 
tained under our Territorial organization. 

“That in order to enlarge our liberties, secure a closer connection with the 
American Union, and for the establishment and maintenance of a better gov- 
ernment, your memorialists, with the consent of the Legislative Assembly, 
have met in convention, and framed a constitution, republican in form, for the 
State of Montana, and herewith present a certified copy thereof for your ap- 
proval; and if, upon consideration of the same, you find it paps Pao toning n 
substance and form, your memorialists pray that the Territory of Montana be 
ee Aa into the Union of the United States thereunder; and your 
memorialists will ever pray.” 

JOS. K. TOOLE, 


Delegate in Congress, 
W. A. CLARK, 
President of Constitutional Convention, 
8. EL T. HAUSER, 
Governor. 


WM. H. HUNT, 
E. W. TOOLE, 
JAMES H. MILLS, 
RICHD. O. HICKMAN, 
JOSEPH A. BROWNE, 
W. J. McCORMICK, 
WALTER COOPER, 

Committee. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 1139) to increase the pension of 
Peter Lennon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1140) granting arrears of pension to 
Alexander St. Bernard; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BROWN introduced a bill (S. 1141) for the relief of the heirs of 
W. D. Ellis, deceased, late of Atlanta, Ga.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 1142) to authorize the Secretary of 
War to sell certain land of the United States in the city of Saint Louis, 
Mo. ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1143) to direct the Secretary 
of the Navy to purchase for the United States the right to make and 
use a certain ‘‘improvement in machines for bending metal links,” 
and to provide for the payment thereof; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Mr. CAMELON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 30) authorizin 
the printing of a naval report; which was read twice by its title, an 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. MANDERSON, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the bill (S. 879) for the relief of A. G. Shaw 
be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. MAXEY, it was 


Ordered, That the pa; in the case of Maj. Theodore J. Eckerson, United States 
Army, retired, be drawn from the files and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. PLUMB, it was 

Ordered, That the papers relating to certain lands in Saginaw Bay, in the State 
of Michigan, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, 

On motion of Mr, PIKE, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the claim of Laban Heath & Co, be withdrawn 
from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims, there being no adverse 
report. 

brdered, ‘That that the papers in the case of the American Board of Commis- 
sioners for Foreign Missions, Rev. Worcester Willey, and Esther Smith be with- 
drawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims, 
there being no adverse report. 

On motion of Mr. HARRISON, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Caroline E. French be withdrawn from 
the files and referred tothe Committee on Pensions, there having been no adverse 
report thereon. 

On motion of Mr. MILLER, of New York, it was 

Ordered, That the papers on file in the Senate in the case of Phasbe H. Meech 
be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Mathilda Victor on file in the Senate 
be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


1886. 


On motion of Mr. CONGER, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the pension claim of Peter Lennon be withdrawn 
from the files and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
COMPILATION OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 


Mr. VANCE. I offer the following concurrent resolution for refer- 
ence to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 

rinted at the Government Printing Office 1,000 copies of the compilation of the 
nternal-revyenue laws of the United States, with a history of the 1 m in 
regard thereto from the ng) peor of the Government to the present time, by 
D. R. Goodloe; of which 200 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 700 copies 
for the use of the House, and 100 copies for the use of the Treasury Department, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the rule the resolution will 
be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BECK. I think a compilation of that sort, if it is from a pri- 
vate person, ought first to under the review of the Committee on 
Finance, to see whether it is such a matter as the Finance Committee 
would care torecommend, because we have had several compilations, and 
unless it is perfectly accurate (and I suppose the Committee on Print- 
ing would not have the same opportunity of testing that as the commit- 
tee in charge of those ig la weshould notcare to have it. Ishould 
like to have the resolution go to the Committee on Finance and let them 
report back whether this is such a compilation as they would recom- 
mend the printing of. . 

Mr. VANCE. I have no objection to that reference. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from North Carolina is himself a member 
of the Finance Committee, and I think the resolution had better go 
there first. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the refer- 
ence of the resolution will be made to the Committee on Finance in- 
stead of the Committee on Printing. é 


PURIFICATION OF POTOMAC WATER. 


Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are 
hereby. instructed to ascertain the practicability of providing the water-works 
of the District with filterers or other ee for clearing and purifying the 
water, and shall report the result of their inquiries, together with estimates of 
the cost and application of the same, 


CALLED BONDS HELD BY NATIONAL BANKS, 


Mr. INGALLS. I ask for the adoption of the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the Senate 
what proportion of the $10,000,000 United States bonds called for payment Feb- 
ruary 1, 1886, are held by national banks asa basis for circulation; and ifany are 
so held, by what banks and the amount held by each, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas 
whether he thinks the Senate has any right to ask the Secretary of the 
Treasury for any information concerning matters that are in his Depart- 
ment, I have heard it doubted in the newspapers and so on. 

Mr. INGALLS. Ipresume that the Senator from Vermont is hardly 
serious. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Perfectly so. 

Mr. INGALLS. I presume that he is hardly serious in the question 
that he asks as applied to this resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Orany other. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have understood from credible sources thata very 
large proportion of the $10,000,000 of bonds which have been called 
for payment on the Ist day of February next is held by national banks 
as a basis for circulation, and that therefore instead of a payment of 
$10,000,000 from the surplus funds now held in the Treasury to extin- 
guish the interest-bearing debt of the United States there is tobe merely 
a process of book-keeping by which certain bonds, amounting, I am ad- 
vised, to nearly $8,000,000 out of the $10,000,000, are to be called from 
national banks, by means of which a large amount of circulation will be 
reared. and the circulating medium of this country to that extent con- 
tracted. 

I think it concerns the country materially to know whether there is 
to be a payment of $10,000,000 out of the Treasury on the Ist day of 
February or whether by a process of book-keeping we are to have a re- 
duction of the circulating medium of this country to one-half or two- 
thirds of that amount. 

As the Senator from Vermont suggests, I do not know that we have 
any right constitutionally to call upon the Secretary of the Treasury 
for information on any point confided to him for execution, but at least 
we can have the opportunity of ascertaining whether the Secretary of 
the Treasury thinks that he is authorized to communicate that fact to 
the Senate and after that to take such action as we may think advisable. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Kansas advise me whether 
the law does not require the Secretary of the Treasury to call in for 
redemption and payment the outstanding bonds ina certain order, and 
whether the Secretary can consider or even make any regulation in re- 
gard to bonds that are held by the national banks different from bonds 
held by individuals? 

Mr. INGALLS. My resolution makes no implication upon the Sec- 
retary; it inquires merely about a matter of fact, whether or not any 
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portion of these bonds, which are called in accordance with law I as- 
sume, is held by national banks as a basis of their circulation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that, but I simply asked the Sena- 
tor a question. He on the Judiciary Committee is presumed to 
know all things, and I asked him if the law did not require the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to call bonds in a certain order. 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly there is no controversy upon that point. 
My resolution is directed merely to an inquiry of fact, and intends no 
imputation whatever upon the exercise of the duty or the discretion 
of the Secretary. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I understand that the Secretary of the Treasury 
in calling for bonds makes a call for certain designated bonds without 
regard to whether they are held by national banks or by others. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understand so; but I desire that the Senate shall 
know what proportion of these bonds is at this time held by national 
banks as a basis for circulation, to the end that we may understand 
what proportion of the money now held in the Treasury is to be used 
al the purpose of extinguishing the interest-bearing debt of the United 

tates. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the resolution is a very proper one, whether 
the Secretary of the Treasury has any discretionary power as to what 
kind of bonds he will call or not. 

The point to which I (with a slight attempt at humor, I will say to 
be careful about it) called attention was to have the Senate vividly 
sensible of the fact that the public press of the country has latterly 
given out in pretty large doses apparently the idea that neither House 
of Con had a right to know anything regarding what existed in 
the various De ents; and so, as I wished to vote for this resolution 
understandingly and with my eyes open, I thought I would open the 
eyes of others. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think the resolution is of sufficient importance 
to be printed and go over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the resolu- 
tion will lie over under the rules and be printed. 


ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 


Mr. HARRISON. I offer the following resolution and ask for its 
immediate consideration: 

Resolved, That Hon. G. C. Moody, of Dakota, be admitted to the floor of the 
Senate during the present session. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be printed and lie over. Does it come 
from a committee? 

Mr. HARRISON. No, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let me appeal to the Senator from Missouri not 
to make an objection. The Senator may have forgotten that this is one 
of the gentlemen who have been elected by the people there who are 
trying to form a State as Senators, and I remember that in all the 
former instances for twenty years when a Territory applied irregularly, 
as we determined in the case of Colorado when it first came up without 
authority and the Senate rejected their proposition, the person claim- 
ing to be elected Senator was permitted asa matter of courtesy to come 
on the floor just as our friends do. I am sure that it does not recognize 
any ip in those people to form a State to allow this gentleman to be 
treated as all his predecessors in like circumstances have been. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Missouri will allow a word be- 
fore he responds. The Senator will notice that the resolution is care- 
fully framed. It does not involve any concession to the movement that 
has been inaugurated in Dakota; does not describe the gentleman named 
as a Senator or give him any official appellation at all. I have omitted 
from the resolution the name of his associate, Hon. A. J. Edgerton, for 
the reason that, having been a Senator in this body, he is already en- 
titled to the privileges of the floor. 

I could the Senator’s attention to a number of precedents upon 
this subject. In the case of Michigan Mr. Benton, of Missouri, made æ 
little speech upon the subject; and if the Senate will bear with me a 
moment I should like to read what he said on this subject. Itisa brief 
extract. 

In the proceedings of the Senate on December 10, 1835, the following 
appears: 

Mr. Benton presented the credentials of Hon. Lucius Lyon and Hon, John Nor- 


vell, elected by the Legislature of Michigan Senators from that State; which were 
read, 


This was before the admission of the State, while the matter was still 
pending. 
Mr. Benton then moved that seats be assigned to Mr. Lyon and Mr. Norvell on 


the floor of the Senate until the decision of the question of their admission as 
Senators. This (Mr, B. said] had been done by courtesy in similar cases, 


A few days afterward, speaking to this question, he said of his own 
case—and I call the attention of the Senator from Missouri to the court- 
esy which was extended to the first Senator from Missouri before that 
State was admitted into the Union: 

When a gentleman brought a letter to him from a reapectable source he at 
least asked him to take a seat until he read it; and here (said he) these gentle- 
men have brought a letter from a State, de facto, signed by a high offi func- 


tionary, and we are to hesitate before we extend to them an act of common 
courtesy! * * * But it had been said that the adoption of the resolution 
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would prejudge the case of the admission of Michigan into the Union; thatthe 


asking the gentlemen to sit down was to commit the Senate 


th 

to recollect what took place with regard to the admission of Missouri into the 
Union? Were the Senators from Missouri not sent back after having 
assigned them? Was there one single Senator influenced in the vote he gave 
Sn that cosanion: by Wis tans tas seats had been assigned to the Missouri Sena- 
tors pending the question of their admission? He [Mr. B.] was here as one of 
those Senators— 

Again I ask the attention of the Senator from Missouri to the court- 
esy extended to the first Senator from Missouri— 


and was told by that accomplished gentleman and amiable man who then filled 
the chair [Mr. Gaillard] to take his seat; and he [Mr. B. ] had all the incidental 
privileges of a Senator extended tohim. He the right to frank documents 
to wherever he pleased, and he had the panes of using the stationery of the 
Senate, notwithstanding the question of right was decided a nee him and he 
was sent home, Asto the question of the admission of Mic he, for one, 
remained notonly uncommitted but undecided as to the course he should take, 


The Senate adopted the resolution a few days afterward extending 
to the gentlemen from Michigan the privileges of thefloor. Ihaveonly 
readsomuch. I could call up other precedents. It has been regarded 
as a matter of co in a case like this. Still, if the Senator from 
Missouri insists on his objection, the resolution must go over for fur- 
ther debate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itisa very unfairstatement of the distinguished 
Senator from Indiana that I was objecting to this or asking it to lie 
over because I was opposed to it. I am not opposed toit, but there is 
no necessity for any such hurry and speed about this matter now. 

The Senator has had a month in which to present this, and now, be- 
cause in the absence of my colleague I asked that it lie over, we have 
got to have a harangue here in regard to what has been heretofore done 

n these cases and what courtesies have been extended to the Senators 
from Missouri and other Senators. This distinguished gentleman will 
not suffer by being kept out of the Senate Chamber until to-morrow. 
I do not propose to offer any objection to it, but in deference to the wishes 
of my colleague I asked that it lie over. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator’s manner I can overlook, for I know 
that it does not represent that which is in his heart; otherwise I should 
— resent the terms which he has used in criticising the remarks 

made, 

I made no objection to the resolution going over, though the Senator 
did not disclose his purpose, because I recognize the t ofany Senator 
to ask that any resolution may lie over. I should have said nothing 
whatever on the subject now except for the fact that the Senator from 
Vermont had made an appeal to the Senator from Missouri for the present 
consideration of the resolution. That having been done, I felt called 
upon to make the brief statement I did make in reference to the prece- 
dents. Iam glad to hear the Senator from Missouri say that he does 
not intend when the resolution comes up in an orderly way to offer any 
objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
rules, until to-morrow. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the House had the bill (S. 471) toprovide for the 
peers of the duties of the office of President in case of the removal, 

eath, resignation, or inability both of the President and Vice-President. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The mags also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (S. 128) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
issue a duplicate certificate of deposit to the People’s National Bank of 
Lawrenceburg, Ind.; and it was thereupon signed by the President 
pro tempore. 


The resolution lies over, under the 


THE LATE ISRAEL KIMBALL, JR. 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, it is a painful duty which I now rise 
to discharge of announcing to the Senate the death of Mr. Israel Kim- 
ball, jr., lately clerk of the Committee on Education and Labor. Last 
Tuesday morning he was in full health and strength, in the 
discharge of the ordinary duties of his position, and on Friday morn- 
ing, after peng stricken with illness the day betre tia died. 

Mir. Kim was a young man of fine natural abilities, which had 
been improved by cultivation, and among all his numerous friends he 
was known as a genial and true-hearted gentleman. He was aman of 
most endearing personal qualities. He had served this committte and 
the Senate for several years with conspicuous ability and fidelity. By 
his sudden death his widow and his littlechild are left entirely depend- 
ent, and the circumstances are such as, if they were fully given to the 
Senate, would excite the strongest sympathy. They are also such as to 
call for immediate action on the of the Senate on this resolution 
which I now present, following the usual resolution in such cases. 

The PRESIDENT pro The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


an amount equal to one year’s salary at the rate per diem allowed by law to the 
clerk aforesaid, said sum to be considered as inclading faneral penses all 
jowances, 


Mr. BLAIR. I understand that it is usual in all cases of the death 
of our employés to pay six month’s salary. In this particular case the 
widow and child are left entirely dependent, and there is this reason 
for making the amount equal to what is called for by the resolution. 
It is the usual allowance, except that I have asked the generosity of. 
the Senate to pay one year’ssalary, and it seems to me that if Senators 
knew as I know the circumstances there would not be the slightest 
hesitation in according this. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of this resolution. 

Mr. PLUMB. I shall have to object; though I would be willing to 
consent to its going to the proper committee. I do not know myself 
what the precedents are, but I should like to have the matter consid- 
ered by a committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The rules require that it be referred. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The rules require that it shall be so referred. 

Mr. HARRIS. So I remember. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the rules, withouta motion, 
the reference would have been made, but that the Senator from New 
Hampshire asked unanimous consent to waive that rule. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not ask it if there is objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is referred to the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


THE NORTHEASTERN FISHERIES. 


Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Whereas the President in his late message recommends “that the Congress 
peee for the a: porene of a commission, in which the Governments of the 
nited States reat Britain shall be respectively represented, with 
the consideration and settlement, napos a just, equitable, and honorable basis, of 
the entire question of the fishing ri gats of the two Governments and their ro- 
apeceres citizens on the coast of the United States and British North America;"’ 


an 
Whereas “the fishing rights” were settled for ten years by a commission ap- 
pointed under the treaty of Washington at a cost of $5,500,005 paid in money and 
a remission of duties amounting in the ten years to ut $6,000,000 more; and 

Whereas the effect of the terms m by the said commission was fur- 
ther an increase in the Canadian eet of five hundred vessels and of 
ten thousand seamen, with a corresponding decrease in our own fleet and sailors, 
without any appreciable benefitsto the people of the United States: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Senate of the United States, That in the opinion of the Senate 
the appointment of a commission clothed with such powers ought not to be pro- 


vided for by Congress. 
Mr. FRYE. I move the reference of the resolution to the Committee 


on Foreign Relations. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That reference will be made unless 
there be objection. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish tobe heard on the subject of this resolution. 
I have no objection to the reference, andI am glad it has been intro- 
duced; but perhaps it ought not to pass without a wordin tothe 
action that has been taken by the President of the United States in the 
agreement about the fisheries, as shown by the papers we now have be- 
fore us, entered into with Her Majesty’s Government after the time had 
expired when, according to the provisions of the law, the whole fishery 
matter and the customs matter connected with it were absolutely ter- 
minated. 

I see by the report lately received, which I was just at this moment 
reading, that it ap to be stated—I speak of it under reserve, be- 
cause I have only just seen it—that the President of the United States, 
without any advice or consent of the Senate, has entered into an ar- 
rangement with Her Majesty’s Government by which citizens of the 
United States are accorded certain rights in fishing in British waters 
which by existing treaties and the laws of nations they would not other- 
wise have, and that British subjects are accorded certain rights in re- 
spect of fishing in American waters which under the laws of nations 
and existing treaties they would not otherwise have. 

If that be the correct meaning of this report that is made to us it cer- 
tainly presents a very grave question of the exertion of executive power 
in regard to entering into arrangements with other powers affecting the 
security of pey and rightsof citizens mutually, in the face of a Con- 
stitution which only gives the President power to make treaties by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate. It may be said that this is 
not a treaty; but in respect of the objects it covers and the ends to be 
obtained it is precisely what a treaty would do and what it has never 
been sup: , I believe, could be done without a treaty. 

But I donot intend to go into this now, because it may be (and I hope 
it will so turn out) that the nature of this arrangement is of so trivial 
and slight a character that it would not involve an assumption by the 
President of a power that the Constitution has not given to him; but I 
thought it right to call attention to the importance of thesubject in that 
light. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to ask the Senator from Vermont what right 
exists under the agreement entered into with the British Government 
that would not exist independently of that agreement. As I have un- 
derstood the agreement between our Government and the British Gov- 
ernment, there were no rights under it conceded to British fishermen 
which they would not otherwise have had. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Let me read from the report before us: 
This ent proceeds from the mutual good-will of the two Governments, 
and has reached solely to avoid all misunderstanding and difficulties which 


might otherwise arise from the abrupt termination of the fishing of 1885 in the 
midst of the season. Theimmunity which is accorded by thisagreement to the 
vessels belonging to citizens of the United States engaged in fishing in the British 
American waters will likewise be extended to British vessels and subjects en- 
gaged in fishing in the waters of the United States. 

Now if it be true—which I do not affirm or deny at this moment be- 
cause I wish to proceed with the greatest consideration toward the Chief 
Magistrate, whose good intentions I have not the least doubt of—if it 
be true that the vessels of the United States would have had no author- 
ity to fish in British waters without the consent of Her Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment, which she under her system is competent to give, it is equally 
true under the treaty of peace of 1783 and the treaty of peace of 1815 
that British subjects are under like cireumstances not authorized by the 
laws of the United States to fish in American waters, because the rights 
are reciprocal, I believe; but I only speak of it now offhand. If that 
be so, then the President of the United States would have accorded to 
subjects of Her Majesty by negotiation between him and Her Majesty’s 
Government the exertion of rights which the laws of the United States 
did not allow them to exert and which they could only exert, as I un- 
derstand the Constitution, by a treaty or a convention made by the 
President in the constitutional way. It may be that it will turn out 
that this is otherwise. I only call attention to the subject now in the 
best possible spirit that it is important to see that the line be not over- 
looked. 

Mr. MORGAN. It sometimes turns out that even the Senate and 
* Congress of the United States take unfortunate action in regard to pub- 
lic affairs, and in the resolution which we passed here instructing the 
President to terminate the fishing treaty we happened so to fix the time 
of its termination as that it should arrive in the middle of the fishing 
season after the people of the Northeast had equipped large fleets for 
the purpose of fishing on the mackerel and other fishing coasts of Lab- 
rador and other parts of the British ions. It would have been a 
very serious inconvenience and injury to those fishing fleets to have 
been stopped in their operations in the midst of their cruises; and it 
may be that the President of the United States, in conference with the 
British authorities, has strained a point in order to accommodate the in- 
terest and provide for the welfare of this large class of people who have 
a large amount of money invested in the fisheries. 

That may be; and I shall be prepared on my part at any time to assert 
the privileges of the Senate of the United States under the Constitu- 
tion against an ent of that kind and to bring censure where cen- 
sure should properly belong. But, sir, in timing our resolution for the 
termination of this treaty the Senate and the House did not take into 
consideration the fact that we were requiring it to be terminated in the 
midst of the fishing season, and there may have been evil inflicted on 
the people of the United States which the President sought in the best 
way he could to avoid, which evil lies at the door of Congress and not 
of the President. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to this matter 
for a moment—— 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator from Maine proceeds will he allow 
me to state one fact—I do not wish to make aspeech—in regard to what 
has been said by the Senator from Alabama ? 

I suppose I represent with my coll e very far the largest majority 
of these fishing interests, and so far as I know or am informed no fish- 
erman agrees with the statement which has been made by the Senator 
from Alabama that any inconvenience was caused to them by the ter- 
mination of the treaty and no fishermen of ours desired to have it ex- 
tended. ; 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to say to the 
Senator from Alabama that there was a year’s notice to everybody who 
went into these waters that all these privileges were to be terminated 
at a given time, so that there was no occasion tomake this agreement 
on the ground that it came suddenly upon fishermen embarked in the 
enterprise. A year’snotice was given, so that they were perfectly aware 
of it, and I agree with my colleague that they have not discovered that 
it was done in their interest at all. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire tosay a few words touching this, Mr. President. 
I call the attention of the Senator from Alabama to this very singular 
fact, that while it is claimed in these papers that this recommendation 
was for the protection of American fishermen and American interests, 
no American citizen, no American fisherman, ever called the attention 
of the Secretary of State or of the President of the United States to the 
danger. It was left to Mr. West, the minister from Great Britain, who 
on the 12th day of March, 1885, when the Senate was in session, wrote 
to Mr. Bayard as follows: 

If, underthese circumstances, the provincial or municipal authorities in Canada 
were to iae upon their strict rights, and to compel such vessels, on pain of 


seizure, to desist from fishing, considerable p would be occasioned to 
the owners. 


I regard that as remarkable. No owner, no sailor, no citizen of the 
United States, although the two years’ notice had been given, ever saw 
anything of his interest in jeopardy sufficient to lead him to call the 
attention of the President of the United States or of the Secretary of 


State to it; but Mr. West, the British minister, was the gentleman who 
was protecting the rights of the United States and of her fishermen! 
Why, Mr. President, Great Britain has been doing this ever since 1783, 
protecting, forsooth, the rights of American fishermen! And I truly 
admit that the United States has failed utterly and entirely in this re- 
gard during the whole one hundred years of our national life. 

I call the attention of the Senator from Vermont to one other, as it 
seems to me, very remarkable part of this agreement entered into at the 
request of the British minister, and that is that the President of the 
United States should ask Congress to provide for another commission, 
which should not only consider but settle all these fishing rights. So 
we have this very singular combination of affairs, that our Secretary of 
State, at the request of the British minister and without any expressed 
wish from any American citizen, makes practically a new treaty or ex- 
tends the provisions of an old one, and further binds the President of 
the United States to present a recommendation to this Congress that 
another commission be appointed not only to consider but to settle, as 
the President says, these questions. To me thisisa mostamazing per- 
formance, and I fail to see how it can be justified. 

The people of New England at any rate do not want anything to do 
with commissions to settle fishery questions. We had one under the 
Washington treaty, and I say that the United States paid $15,000,000 
without ever receiving one single cent in return. Fifteen millions, I 
say. Iremember the amount which was paid as a matter of course, 
five and a half millions, but we have remitted six millions of dutiesin 
the same length of time and we have opened up our markets to free 
fish, amounting last year to $3,500,000 worth, while Canada has a duty 
of 1 cent a pound against our fish. Why, sir, by that settlement 
Canada has gained immensely; gained in her fleet five hundred vessels; 
gained in her sailors nearly ten thousand men; Canada has gained an 
open market for fresh fish to the amount of three and a half millions 
of dollars annually—more even than she gained by the admission of 
cured fish to our markets free; and we of the United States have gained 
literally not onesingle cent. On the contrary, we have lost five hundred 
vessels in our fleet, over eleven thousand men, by reason of permitting 
the Canadians to have our market for their fish. During the whole 
twelve years of the treaty we did not take in Canadian waters more 
than seven hundred thousand dollars’ worth of mackerel, and they 
actually cost us nearly a million of dollars. 

The Senator from Alabama says that our fishermen would be there 
in the Gulf of St. Lawrence within the three-mile shore-line of Can- 
ada fishing in July and would need this protection. In 1881 there 
was 1 fisherman there; in 1882 there were 2 therein the month of July; 
last year and the year before there were not over 20 fishermen in all the 
British waters conceded to us under the Washington treaty. 

I remember that in the treaty of 1783 Great Britain conceded to us 
the right to fish on the Grand Banks and the Banks of Newfoundland. 
Wonderful imity on the part of Great Britain! Not one of 
these banks was within 25 miles of the British possessions, and running 
from that to 150 miles away; and in a solemn treaty she conceded to 
the fishermen of the United States the right to fish there. Why did 
she not concede to us the right to breathe the air of heaven? She had 
as much right to that asshe had to those banks when she made that con- 
cession. And in our last treaty she conceded to us the right to fish 
within the shore-line, and when we went there to fish we found no fish. 
We have not taken in ten years enough fish within the shore-line and 
within the bays of Canada to pay two-thirds of the cost of the outfit and 
of the fishermen’s wages. We took some five years ago $56,000 worth 
of mackerel in the British waters, and it cost $122,000 to take them. 
There is not a fisherman on the American side who asks any privilege 
in those waters. 

Now, Mr. President, Mr. West can not possibly have wanted to pro- 
tect our fishermen against Canada, but he did wish an agreement en- 
tered into under which a commission should be appointed to make us 
pay $5,500,000 more. In this same correspondence Mr, West says, and 
I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the significance of it: 


In authorizing me to negotiate this agreement, Earl Granville states, as I 
have already had occasion to intimate to you, that it is on the distinct under- 
standing that it is a temporary one, and that its conclusion must not be held to 

ice any claim wh. may vanced to more satisfactory equivalents 

y the colonial governments in the course of the negotiation for a more per- 
manent settlement. 

Looking for one more chance to get five and a half millions of dollars 
out of us literally for nothing, and I do not blame the British minister 
for expecting success, for he got it before when the evidence all showed 
that we received nothing for the five millions and a half, and asa mat- 
ter of fact it was simply taken out of what they regarded as an abun- 
dant fund given to the United States for their unjust and unrighteous 
interference with piratical vessels on our commerce in the late war. 

Mr. President, the United States ask nothing, the people of the United 
States ask nothing, of Great Britain in these premises, We desire to 
send no boat into their waters. They allow us to take fish for bait 
under the treaty of Washington and say that is valuable to us. Why, 
Mr. President, it was not worth a cent to us, for when we went in there 
to take bait we interfered with the natural rights of those people, and 
they are the most dangerous rights on earth to interfere with, and we 
found it out in the Fortune Bay case, so familiar to the distinguished 
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Senator from New York. Those people living in these little hamlets 
on the coast do not have a dollar year in and year out yr te what they 


get from our fishermen, paid to them for bait gathered in their harbors; 
and when one of our vessels undertakes to go there under that treaty 
and throw out a great seine, gather in all the bait within their little 
harbor, load it on board, who blames those fishermen for cutting the 
cables, even in a storm, and letting them go riotously out to sea? It is 
all they have to live on, and our fishermen gave that up the third or 
fourth year of the treaty, absolutely gave it up, and never have taken 
one pound of bait from that day to this, but have bought it of them 
and paid them nearly $150,000 a year for it—more money than they 
ever had in any one hundred years before that treaty. Besides, they 
accord us the privilege of shelter, buying wood, and nothing else. 
Amazing privileges ! 

I wished simply to refer this resolution, and did not propose to discuss 
this question at all this morning, but it is hard to refrain from saying 
that this agreement or treaty is amost marvelous piece of Britainism on 
the part of diplomacy that I have ever seen, and there have been a great 
many marvels in the history of diplomacy in our career. Ourfishermen 
do not ask the British minister to interfere to save them. Our fisher- 
men ask that the United States of America shall be self-asserting, and 
that is all they ask. Our fishermen ask that this great Republic of 
56,000,000 people shall protect her fishermen in their rights, and secure 
them in seeking particular harbors and ports in Canada as Canada is 
permitted to seek harbors and ports in the United States of America. 
Our fishermen demand that, instead of yielding as we have every time 
to Great Britain, we shall stand for our rights. They know as wellas 
I know that Great Britain dares not to undertake to uphold Canada in 
any repetition of the history from 1818 to 1826 and from 1866, after the 
repeal of the reciprocity treaty, to 1871. England dares not uphold 
Canada in sending out her cutters to seize again, as she has in the past, 
United States vessels, try them in colonial courts, by colonial judges, 
and condemn them on evidence of colonial witnesses who stood on the 
shore, looked out on the sea, and guessed that they were within the 
three-mile limit. 

Why, sir, let this Republic be true to herself, and not tremble at 
the ghosts of dead treaties, like, for instance, that of the Clayton-Bul- 
wer treaty. 

England has regarded it dead for a quarter of a century, and yet to- 
day our great Republic, through its distinguished Executive and Sec- 
retary of State, is trembling at its ghost and sacrificing our interests. 
Let us assert ourselves and our power, and there will be no war, but 
our people here at home and on the Canadacoasts will have their rights. 
That is all that they ask of the American Government—nowar. There 
never was a country in the history of the wide world so under a mort- 
gage to keep the peace with us as Great Britain is to-day. Neither 
they nor we seek any war. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is moved that the resolution be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MORGAN. Before that reference is made I wish to say a word. 
I confess that I am a good deal astonished at the vigor and zeal with 
which this question is being argued here and at the principles which 
seem to underlie the debate. First of all the action of the Government 
has not been laid before the Senate except in an informal way, has not 
been brought into this debate at all so that the Senate can now pass 
any just criticism upon the diplomacy of the State Department or of 
the President. We have certain assertions made here by Senators which 
I am not prepared to admit. They may turn out to be true, but they 
are startling in their nature, and I must ask further time to consider 
before I will agree to those statements. 

It has been stated herethat no American citizen and no American fish- 
erman suggested at all that there was any necessity for the informal 
extension of the treaty agreement, in some of its parts at least, after it 
had been terminated in the midst of the fishing season by the require- 
ments of an act of Congress. I do not know where Senators get their 
information from—I am not informed to that extent—that no American 
citizen and no American fisherman had presented any request to the 
Government of the United States to consider this subject, and that the 
request and suggestion came alone from Minister West, who is residing 
at Washington. I must be informed by the State Department before I 
can understand or believe that our Government has been actuated only 
by requests made by the British Government ina matter so important, 
as was supposed by all the world, to our fishermen along the northeast- 
ern shore. 

I am equally surprised by the statements the Senators from Massa- 
chusetts make that their fishermen really had no beneficial interest in 
this subject, and they had no desire to have the privileges extended 
that were guaranteed under the fisheries treaty until the close of the 
fishing season. It was supposed by the rest of the United States that 
this agreement was being made entirely for the protection and benefit 
of our fishermen until they could close out the season upon which they 
had entered with a large expenditure of capital and the employment of 
a large number of men, and I confess that I am entirely i now 
to find thatthat was an intrusive in tion or injection of authority 
and power by the Governmentof the United States when the fishermen 
on the northeastern shore made no such request, had no such desire, 


and would not be in any way in the world benefited by it. I do not 
know whether they thought they could prowl their way along the British 
coast and take out their mackerel, cod, and other fish, or not. 

arp MORRILL. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to say a 
word ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRILL. I beg to inform the Senator that the fish have en- 
tirely changed their ground. There is no longer such good fishing on 
the Canadian shores as there is upon the shores of New England, and 
the fish caught on the Canadian shores are merely such as are at- 
tracted by the bait thrown out by the fishing vessels. It is no longer 
any object for our vessels to go there. 

Mr. MORGAN. That curious habit of the fish of changing their 
feeding grounds, grounds to which they sometimes migrate in very large 
schools, seems then to account for the whole of the zeal of the Senator 
from Maine in regard to this matter. It turns out that the Senators 
from Massachusetts and Maine have found out that the fishery shores 
of New Engiand are richer in mackerel and other fishes this season than 
they were last season. 

Mr. HOAR. The fish come from the British to the American side, 
but the action of the Government seems to go from the American ta 
the British side. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is a very fishy way of stating the proposition, 
to say the least, and one that the Senator from Massachusetts will per- 
haps find himself embarrassed with hereafter. That evidently is a fish 
story. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator is desirous of information, and he seems 
to be in a position of acquiring it for the first time. He intimates that - 
this is a sudden change. This has been known to everybody who was 
negotiating these treaties for five and a half million dollars for years. 
There has not existed for ten or twenty years any home or fishing ground 
of the fish in the British waters at all, and the Senate putan end to the 
treaty because of that state of facts in 1883. It is no new position at 
all. It is known to every American who attempts to get fish in the 
northern waters that there are no fish there except the bait, and our 
people do not suppose that the British Government desires to exclude 
them from purchasing bait. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihad supposed that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL) knew something about the interest of the fisheries along the 
New England coast, and he has just stated that within the last two 
years mackerel have changed their run so that they now go down to 
the neighborhood of Boston, I suppose in search of a higher civilization, 
instead of running up on the coast of Labrador or the coast at the mouth 
of the St. Lawrence. Now the Senator from Massachusetts says that 
this thing has existed for several years, that the mackerel changed their 
habits several years ago, and afterall that was our reason for terminating 
the fisheries treaty. 

Mr. President, I think it beggars the Senate to assign any reason of 
that kind for its action in the termination of a great international con- 
vention between ourselves and Great Britain. We have found out, ac- 
cording to the statement of the Senator from Massachusetts, that the 
fish themselves by some new instinct had commenced floating to our 
Massachusetts shores, and therefore we found that it was convenient for 
us and proper for us to change the fundamental law between the United 
States and Great Britain on the subject of the fisheries. If that is not 
bringing the Government of the United States down upon its knees in 
an attitude of humiliation before the other nations of the world I do 
not understand the subject. I had supposed, when the Senators from 
the northeastern coast of the United States were here berating this fish- 
eries treaty and complaining of its inequality and of the five millions 
we had to expend, as they said unjustly, in settling balances in conse- 
quence of that treaty, that there was some permanent defect in the law, 
that there was some wrong about it in essence. Now it turns out that 
the whole trouble is that the mackerel have changed the course of their 
run, and that we are now making a bad bargain out of what was for- 
merly a good bargain. 

I confess that I am a little surprised that mere private and the 
desire for gain has found its way into the Senate and into the diplomatic 
action of the Government of the United States to such an extent as that 
we set aside solemn treaties with foreign powers intended to promote 
peace between the countries because the advantage in setting them aside, 
even for a moment, happens to turn on our side, and that too on a ques- 
tion of this character of bait and these fishing arrangements through- 
out. 

The honorable Senator from Maine complains about the results of a 
commission, and he says that we want nomore commissions. Mr. Presi- 
dent, it does not follow, because a commission appointed under a pre- 
ceding administration, who made a bad riga aeure bad negotiation 
and involved us in trouble with preceding administrations, and settled 
at our expense, unjustly as it is said, to the amount of $5,000,000, that 
anew commission will repeat their errors or follow in an im course 
of diplomatic arrangement with the Government of Great Britain. That 
does not follow. Upon other topics I have understood that these gen- 
tlemen who are now opposing the suggestion of the President of the 
United States in to a commission have been very actively assert- 


ing that it was the duty of the Congress of the United States to create 
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commissions. I have understood that we could not have any tariff leg- 
islation in this country of any just or sensible character at all unless 
we first organized a commission to conduct it. But now, because the 
President of the United States suggests or responds to a suggestion of 
Mr. West, that a commission between the two governments would be 
an appropriate way to settle the law for all future time on this impor- 
tant question, the Senator from Maine, forgetting all the precedents 
under which he has been legislating himself, and which he has advo- 
cated heretofore, flares up in a tremendous opposition to intrusting 
anything at all to a commission. 

Now, who are the commissioners to be if they are to be appointed ? 
Citizens of the United States and citizens of Great Britain, who meetin 
convention and who will consider these questions and refer their con- 
clusions to the respective authorities of their Governments for ratifica- 
tion or for rejection. It may be that it is an unwise thing to recom- 
mend acommission; that we had better treat through the diplomatic 

ers that exist rather than create any new ones on questions of that 
kind, but that relates merely to the form of procedure or to the agents 
that we shall employ in the procedure. There is nothing in the fact 
that a commission may be created that can work prejudice to the peo- 
ple of the United States, for we can deal with this subject just as well 
through acommission as we can through our foreign ministers or through 
our Secretaries of State. 

Ithink, Mr. President, this debate having anticipated the whole ques- 
tion, at least having it made to go to the bottom of the whole subject 
so far as the action of our Government is concerned, it is but proper 
that I should spread upon the record and ask to have read the letters 
which between our Secretary of State and Mr. West, the min- 
ister of Great Britain, upon this question, so that the country may see 
whether or not the Administration has been thoughtless in regard to the 
interests of the public, or whether the Administration has preferred for 
a time to present some arrangement which might keep down strife 
rather than te venture upon that other arrangement which the Sen- 
ator from Maine so vividly presents. Whenever you want to speak to 
Great Britain about any of the rights of American citizens, you must 
man your ship and load your gun, you must go prepared with your 
matchlock to set off your artillery before the ent opens, other- 
wise you will not get your rights. No, Mr. President, there is a good 
deal in war that is not to be approved, even where justice requires that 
war should take place. It is an affliction and a trouble to the world, 
and its evils and its oppressions and its disasters sink into the hearts 
of men who are not atall responsible for it, and they last for generation 
after generation, as this country in its recent and present experience is 
capable of testifying. 

__ I, sir, am for negotiation; I am for ment; I am for the sway of 
reason; I am for the influence of justice and truth in preference to war 
or to anything that looks like war; and proper self-respect on the part 
of this great Government does not require it to buckle on its armor 
every time it enters into an argument with Great Britain or any other 
power. It can go out armed with the power of truth, it can meet its 
antagonist or its corresponding negotiating power upon an open field 
under any and all circumstances, without the slightest apprehension 
that our rights, or the rights of our people, or the cause of truth will 
suffer any defeat at the hands of other people. There is no occasion for 
us to commence to bluster the moment we think we have got a right 
which we can assert in some form through diplomacy. Let us conduct 
this Government in proper style; and, sir, I do heartily applaud the 
spirit of the President in the manner in which he has dealt with this 
question, and I am sure that the people of the United States applaud 
it also, for if the Senator from Maine could have had his way and if he 
could have been the conductor of the negotiations between the United 
States and Great Britain in regard to this subject, which has now had 
proper repose, he would have commenced with some belligerent demand 
me have backed it up by this little sham of a Navy that we have got 
ere, 

I think, Mr: President, after all, it will be found that when we work 
out the proposition to its bottom the Senator from Maine will require 
the rest of us in this country to pay a subsidy to his fishermen, that he 
will require us to consent that the fishermen shall have a bigger price 
for their fish than they are getting now, and-that he will try to work 
it out through the instrumentality of a tariff. It is very well to com- 
mence quarreling with the Administration because it is an anti-tariff Ad- 
ministration to some extent, and to open this question in this direction. 
The Senator is entitled to credit for great sagacity in making the assault 
where he begins it; but when the thing comes to work out and wind up 
it will be found that this is the avant-courier for a mere proposition on 
He part of the Senator from Maine, I think, to increase the tariff on 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, one word in reply to the Senator from 
Alabama. He seems to have misunderstood my statement that in my 
judgment the United States had nothing to leave toa commission. 
The United States is asking nothing of Great Britain. The United 
States does not desire to fish in Canadian waters. The United States 
has not asked anything of Great Britain; and why in the name of com- 
mon sense should we have a commission when it is only one side that 
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is asking? Canada is the party seeking. Take the Canadian papers 
and the discussions in the Canadian Parliament and you will find whois 
seeking for a commission and who is asking for favors. It is the party 
that has been built up under the last treaty made in 1871 that is seek- 
ing its renewal now and not we who suffered from it. Isimply put it 
on the ground that we desire nothing and therefore we must inevitably 
be the loser by a commission. 

Mr. MORGAN, Will the Senator oblige me with a copy of the cor- 
respondence? I did not happen to have one on my table, not expect- 
ing any debate. to arise. 5 

Mr. FRYE. I drew the resolution calling for this correspondence so 
that it should cover everything; and the Senator will see by reference 
to it that it requires all correspondence and all information whatsoever 
touching this extension of the rights and privileges under the Washing- 
ton treaty, and this is the Secretary of State’s reply to that request, and 
undoubtedly it contains every single thing there isin the case. It does 
not show anybody on the part of the United States asking for protection 
or privilege or fishing rights. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘The Senator will indulge meamoment. Iask the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to incorporate this correspondence in 
my remarks, so that the country may see what the correspondence is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama asks 
unanimous consent to incorporate in his remarks printed in the REc- 
ORD the papers he refers to. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and that order will be entered. 

The correspondence is as follows: 


To the Senate: 
I transmit herewith, in response to a resolution of the Senate of the 5th instant, 
a report of the Secretary of te, containing all the correspondence and infor- 
on in the custody of his Department relative to the extension of certain fish- 
ing rights and privileges under the treaty of Washington from July 1, 1885, to 


January 1, 1886. 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, January 12, 1886, 


To tħe President: 

In compliance with the resolution of the Senate of January 5,1886, I herewith 
transmit a copy of all the correspondence between this Departmentand the rep- 
resentative of the Government of Great Britain in relation to the extension of 
certain fishing rights and privileges under the treaty of Washington from July 
1,1885, to January 1,1886. 

As part of this transaction the following paragraph of your late message to 
Congress seems appropriate for consideration in connection with the correspond- 


ence: 

" The termination of the fishing clauses of the treaty of Washington, in pur- 
suance of the joint resolution of March 3, 1883, must have resulted in the abru 
cessation on the Ist of July of this year, in the midst of their ventures, of the 
operations of citizens of the United States engaged in fishing in British American 
waters, but for a diplomatic understanding reached with Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment in June last, whereby assurance was obtained that no interruption of those 
operations should take place during the current fishing season. 

* In the interest of good neighbor! and of the commercial intercourse of 
adjacent communities, the question of North American ries is one of much 
importance. Following out the intimation given by me when the extensory ar- 
rangement above Sonata was negotiated, I recommend that the Congress pro- 
vide for the appointment of a commission, in which the Governments of the 
United States and Great Britain shall be respochiveiy represented, charged with 
the consideration and settlement, upon a just, equitable, and honorable basis, 
of the entire question of the fishin. ights of the two governments and their re- 

ve citizens on the coasts of the United States and British North America. 

he fishing interests being intimately related to other general questions depend- 

ent upon contiguity and intercourse, consideration thereof, in all their equi- 

ties, might also Ds rly come within the purview of such a commission, and 
the fullest latitude of expression on both sides should be permitted.” 


Respectfully submitted. 
T. F. BAYARD, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, January 12, 1856, 


AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND GREAT BRITAIN RESPECTING THB 
FISHERIES, CONCLUDED JUNE 22, 1885, 
Notice. 

By direction of the President, the undersigned, Secretary of State, hereby 
makes known to all whom it may concern that a temporary diplomatic agree- 
ment has been entered into between the Government of the United States and 
the Government of Her Britannic Majesty in relation to the fishing ; privileges 
which were granted by the fishery clauses of the ae, between Uni 
States and Great Britain of May 8,1571, whereby the 2 lege of fishing, which 
would otherwise have terminated with the treaty clauses on the Ist uly, 
proximo, may are to be enjoyed by the citizens and subjects of the two 


countries fishing operations ughout the season of 4 
This ent proceeds from the mutual good-will of the two governments, 
and has n reached solely to avoid all misunderstanding and culties which 


might otherwise arise from the abrupt termination of the fishing of 1885 in the 
midst of the season. The immunity which is accorded by this agreement to the 
vessels belo g to citizens of the United States engaged in fishing in the 
British American waters will likewise be extended to British vessels and sub- 
jects engaged in fishing in the waters of the United States, 

The joint resolution of Con of March 3, ed phone! for the termina- 
tion of the fishing articles of the treaty of May 8, , having repealed in terms 
the act of March 1, ae for the execution of the fishing arti and that repeal 

express and absolute from the date of the termination of the said fishing 
articles, under due notification given and p: ed by the President of the 
United States, to wit, July 1, 1885, the present temporary agreement in no way 
affects the question of statutory enactment or exemption from customs duties, 
as to which the abrogation of the fishing articles remains Sopota: 

As hay of this agreement, the President will bring the whole question of the 
fisheries before Con, at its next session in December, and recommend the 
ETETEN of a joint commission by the Governments of the United States and 

reat Britain to consider the matter in the interestof maintaining good neigh- 
borhood and intercourse between the two countries, thus eng a 

rospect of negotiation for the development and extension of trade between tho 
United States and British North America, 
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agreement rests 
Reference of ae enta to the President's oy ere ee of January 31, 1855, 
ean Log Cs o A Eo, Washington. 


T. F. BAYARD, Secretary of Siate, 


Appendices. 
West's memorandum of March 12, 1885, 
ard to Mr. West, AA of April 22, 1885, 
est's memoranda of June 13, 1885, 


PRSAPSSH 
i 


to 5 
Sonar ae 


1.—Mr. West's memorandum of March 12, 1835. 
[Memorandum.—Confidential.] 
The fishery clauses of the treaty of W: of 1871 will expire on the Ist 
of July next. It has been represented by the Government that much 
inconvenience is likely br) arise in consequence, unless some can be 


made for an extension of the 
When the time comes "ecg cel sa y next) American ships will be actually en- | 2y 


gaged in a 1 waters of the Dominion. These vessels 
will have been out for y tise eeceou'e Bastian oad terme AAO tat tale somal 


arrangements for following it up until its termination in the autumn. If, under 
these Seung rani the provincial or municipal authorities in Canada were to 
insist upon their ct 
desist from fishing, occasioned to the owners, 
and a feeling of bi tterness engendered on both sides which it is clearly the inter- 
est of both governments to avert. 

It seems therefore desirable, in order to avoid such possible a hag pe aren 
that both governments should come to an 5 atom under which 


might be in effect extended until arp ir of January, 1886, 

If this were done the existing state of things would come to an end at a date 
between the fish sora of tink ana chek of and an t transition at 
a moment when a were being don would thus be avoided. 


WASHINGTON, March 12, 1885. 
2.—Mr. Bayard to Mr. West, April 22, 1885. 
[Memorandum of April 22, 1885.—Personal.] 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, April 22, 1885. 

Dear Mar. West: I have on several occasions lately, in conversation, ac- 
quainted you with my interest in the fisheries memorandum which presetan] 
your personal letter of March 12. 

Several informal talks I have had with Sir Ambrose Shes have enabled meto 
formulate the views of thisGovernment upon the proposition made in behalf of 
the Dominion and the Province of Newfoundland, and I take p! in hand- 
ing you herewith a memorandum embodying the goats If This suits, I shall 
be happy to confirm the arrangement by an exchange of notes at your early 
convenience, 

Iam, my dear Mr, West, very sincerely, yours, 


The Hon. L. 8, SACKVILLE West, &c. 


MEMORANDUM. 
clap an, mapana oeroet x Se Jue of the United States, act orh I 


T. F. BAYARD. 


See Or e ty tee oink ra lutis a non 3, 1868 tne Set Sdr po sor 
resolution o: e 
July 1,1885. From that date the effects of the articles of the treaty of 
Washin absolutely so far as their execution within the j 
tion of United States is concerned, and withoutnew legislation by Cao | A 
modifying or that the Executive is not constitutionally com- 
petent to extend provisions of the treaty beyond the lst 
of July next, the date fixed by the action of 

est's memorandum of March 12, 1885, su: the mutual eto p con- 


Mr. 
venience that would accrue from allowing the fish: 
Mi AA 3) Sees Se oan rae Son eae OL tee Benen Oe fishing of that year, 
patra fe ra their abrupt termination in the midst of fishing operations on 

e lst oi A 

It Machen, mideeaver. suggested on the part ofthe Province of Newfoundland 
and of the Dominion of Canada pme] in view of the mutual benefit and conven- 
a a shin aupelien ty ted irinna of the TILTA Beolue CTICO in tots 

ni es e e Un en; - 

ing from tue hom the inhabitants of The British o 


American fishing the moa opa 
tions of tne fishing season of 1885 should be continued oy the g v be- 
longing to citizens of the United States until the end of the season of that year, 
and that the local authorities of pamorna and ofthe Dominion of Canada, 


amity 
fishermen or dapes 
incidental to during the of 
the understan thatthe President of the United States would bring the whole 
question of Bo Fm eries before Congress at its next session in December, and 
recommend a 


intment of a commission in which the Governments ofthe 
United a a o ul vel; 
erman Org 


s oarit onla honorable basis, of the entire question of the fishing 
o governments and their respective citizens on the coasts of the U; 
Staten and British North America. 


The President of the United States would be to recommend the 


sons of restrictive laws and ions by the authorities of the Do- 
sag of Canada or of the Province of indo pean the fishermen 
resorting to Bri waters between the Ist of 


States 
weve and the close of they present year's a poh the mutual object 
pe gevee being to avoid any annoyance to the in: 
ness and traffic and the irritation or ill-+ aaaea Deon might be engendered b 
harsh or vexatious enforcement of stringent regulations on the g 
coast pending an effort to have a just and amicable Severe snus of an impor- 
tant and somewhat delicate question between the two nations, 
Public knowledge of this understanding and Ga apa open be aed 
exchange of notes between Mr. West and myself, which can be 
press. 


to the 


3.—Mr. West's memoranda of June 13, 1855. 
(Memoranda. ] 


It is proposed to state in notes according temporary arran 


gements ni 
fisheries that an agreement has been arrived at under cirecmstancon m 


ording 


rospect of negotiation development and extension of trade between the 
United States and British North America: S 


4.—Mr. Bayard to Mr. West, June 19, 1885. 
[Confidential.] 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, June 19, 1885, 


My Dear Mr. West: I assume that the two confidential memoranda you 
ded to me on the 13th instant embrace the acce by the Dominion and 
the British American coast provinces of the general of my memorandum 
21, co: a ent respecting the fisheries, with 
derstanding exp: on their that the “ has been ar- 

rived at under circumstances geome TOS of for development 
extension of trade between ited es and British North America.” 

To such a coni understanding I can have no objection. re- 


2 
p reached “ with the ae da h onee m 
President of the United States would bring the — question af of the 
before Congress at its next session in December, and recommend the 
eae rede of a commission in which the ip ese ens of the United States 
sna = Great ee should be respectively pat cer ga » Which commission 
d be with the consideration and mgr pa argh owe acing 


PS p aia , Of the entire question of the fishing of the two gov- 
ts and their’ respective ci on the coasts of the United States and 
British North America.’ 


The equities of the geao being before such a mixed commission would 
doubtless have the fullest latitude of expression and treatment on both sides; 

and the purpose in view being the maintenance of good neighborhood and in- 
tercourse between the two countries, the php wagered of any measures 
which the commission might deem necessary to attain those ends would seem 
to fall within its province, and such recommendations could not fail to receive 


pipette Frige omas repared to state limits to the proposals to be brought fi 
am no re, pre e e for- 
ward in the suggested comm ission on behalf of party. 
I bye yoegan Weg ater peers to you, and I should be 
be informed at the earliest da: ‘practicable. of your peg a pr mae of the under- 
standing on Senet xe: of British $ simple ge o 
and memoranda the r will be compl: in season to 
President to make the result y known tothe engaged in the fish- 
ing on the British American Atlantic coast. 
haye the honor to be, with the highest respect, sir, your a servant, 
T. F. BAYARD, 


The Hon. L. S. SACKVILLE WEST. 


5.—Mr. West to Mr. Bayard, June 20, 1835, 
[Confidential.] 
Britis LEGATION, Washington, June 20, 1885, 
ee. en bat ay PA comeing: tea prepaeed eames radeona 
N 
in bag b fh which. Iam authorized by Her Mi essa é Caen 
of the peweromane of the of Canada 


effected by an ex: of notes 
oe 


opment and 
America, a contingent understanding to Yaon, as you state, you can have no 
pres as you regard it as covered by the A erms of your UAAR of 


ai authorizing moto Earl Granville Tha 
SENG eter neers 


as a mark of good-will 

to avoid difficulties which might be raised b termination of the 

cles in the midst of a fishing season; and the acce ARoS OE Soh S-a 
vivendi does not, by any implication, affect the value of the inshore fisheries by 
the ernments of Canada and Newfoundland. I occasion to remark to 
‘ou that while the colonial are asked to immunity 


respect would be mutual. this vi it vould T think be 
Woi mutual, ew, 
as well that mention should be e to this effect in the ‘notes, 

Under the reservations as above indicated, in which I believe you acquiesce, 
I am prepared to accept the a on behalf of British; North America, 
sndips thi ajrak th highest iige sir, bedia 

ve the honor e ‘our o! nt servant, 
S. SACKVILLE WEST, 


Hon. T. F. BAYARD, &o. 


6.—Mr. Bayard to Mr. West, June 20, 1855. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, June 20, 1885. 
Ga: I bave just received your note rede Bae Hal date in regard to the proposed 
mporary 


ch might 
oahere TAP the midst of the 
season, 

I understand also that the same immunity which is accorded by this agree- 
ment to the vessels belonging to the citizens of the United States engaged in 
fishing in the British American waters will be extended to British vessels and 
subjects siya ee in ee z in the waters of the United States. Perceiving, 

fore, no substan! ference between our itions 
the corresponden: 


ce be- 
to that affect will be 


ant, 
The Hon. L. S. SACKVILLE WEST, &c. 


T. F. BAYARD. 
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7.—Mr. Bayard to Mr. West, June 22, 1885. 
SEE REET OF E Washington, June 22, 1835, 


tat pose ndence ing, questio; that your memorandum of the 13th in- 
Soot renee the has been 


ment and extension of trade between the 
ica;” ias Sane Coa ee orjanion so aes an understand 
ed it as amp! raced in our proposal to 
eal with the pas we a outijoot in inthe iniecest of good 
and that the Spree nr of any measures w. commissio: 
deem necessary to attain those ends would seem to fall a a ne at and 
such recommendations could not fail to have attentive consid: n. 

Having thus not only admitted the proviso of your memorandumin 
Janguage, but gone still further and paana ont that no limits would 
far as I was concerned, to the to be bro forward in the suggested 
commission on behalf of either rad ering I do not see how it is possible for me to 
give any stronger assurance that e understanding has “ reached under 
circumstances affording a sa ro tat negotiation for the development and ex- 
tension of trade between nited States and British America.” 

I have the honor to be, with the highest consideration, sir, 


‘T. F. BAYARD. 
The Hon. L. S. SACKVILLE WEST, &c. 


8.—Mr. West to Mr. Bayard, June 22, 1885. 
WASHINGTON, June 22, 1855. 


t proceeds from the mutual good- 
to avoid be difficulties which 
the season, ‘hiss 


ment to the vessels belonging to the 
fishing in the British American watérs will be extended to British ve: 


wues cn in fishing in the waters of the United States, and that the 
olagan a rj ma eana deals paean Ag, BEE A 
tation for for “the development and extension of trade between. nited States 


and British North America. 

As therefore there exists no substantial difference between our respecti 
ositions and the statements as contained in our correspondence on the ect, I 
shal) our memoranda and corre- 


l consider the agreement as em in 
spondence between usas thus conclud and shall i inform Her y’s Govern- 
ion of Canada and Newfoundland ac- 


ment a the governments of the Do 
y: 
I Rae the honor to be, with the highest consideration, sir, your obedient sery- 


cordin; 
ant, 
L. S. SACK VILLE WEST. 
Hon. T, F. BAYARD, &c. 


BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
A PROCLAMATION. 


Baloo tne the treaty hegg praia between the United acter of Seog pie and Her 

y umeen reat Britain and Ireland, concluded at Washington on 

a ol wae E oaea other articles the following, namely : 
“ARTICLE XVIII, 

“Itis agreed by the high contractin; es that, in addition to the liberty se- 
cured to the U. raa tiie tenon the convention between the United 
States and Great Britain, a by London on the 20th day of oa; 
taking, curing, and dryi 

colonies therein defined, 


rapen pe ero dase f to take fish of every kind, except 
reagi on sef Gucbec, Nova shores, an din d of 
rovinces mebec, Nova Scotia, and New Bru 
Prince Edward's Islan: 
Pipi pinta 
said coasts and shores and AA EDA cian 
edan of 


that the above-mentioned mre dl em solely to the sea 
fishery, and that the salmon and shad all other es in rivers 
and the mouths of rivers, are hereby reserved ph ne en r for British fishermen, 


“ ARTICLE XIX. 


“It is agreed by the high contracting parties that British subjects shall ha: 
in common with the citizens of the United States, the liberty, for the term o 
years mentioned in Article XXXII of this treaty, to take fish of every kind, 
except shell-fish, on the eastern north 
of the thirty-ninth 
islands thereunto 


interfere with the 


their 
‘hts of private pees Bn 
States in the ie use of Ok RAY past OF Vw AEN GODALA TA 
for the same purpose. 


“Itis understood that the above-mentioned liberty applies solely to the 
fishery, and that salmon and ahaa Beheries, and all other fisheries in rivers anak 
Peysa of rivers, are hereby reserved exclusively for fishermen of the United 


“ARTICLE XX. 


“Jt isagreed that the places designated b y the commissioners appointed under 
the first article of the treaty between the United States and Great Britain, con- 
cluded at Washington on the 5th of June, 1854, upon the coasts of Her Britannic 
ay s dominionsand the United States, as reserved the common 

t of fishing under that treaty, shall be PB as in like manner reserved 

AN the common right of fishing under the preceding articles, In case any 
P enee should josty ast the the Governments of a nited States and of Her 
as e common right of in places not thus desig- 
nated as reserv is agreed that a commission be appointed to designate 
gaoa piora and shall es Se, in the same anan pant have the same 
, duties, and authority as the commission a ted under said first ar- 

ticle of the treaty of the 5th of June, 1854. sink 


ne islands aforesaid doing, 
„or with the fishermen of the United 


“It z 


“Inasmuch as it is e pug re by the Government of Her ms cent 
accorded the United States under Article 
ener papiera than those accorded by Articles XIX and XXI 

of this treaty to the subjects of Her Britannic reared and this assertion is not 
admitted by the Government of the United States, it is further agreed that com- 
inted mae determine, having regard to the privileges ac- 

to the subjects of Her Britannie Majesty, as stated 
in Ae XXI of this py ara amount of Pt the Untied Siae es 
in their opinion, ought to be paid by the Government of United States to the 
Government of Her Britannic Majesty in return for the 
the citizens of the United States under Article XVIII o this treat 
any sum of ey. which the said commissioners may so award aul be paid 
by the United States Government in a gross sum: within twelve months after 
such award shall have been given. 


“ARTICLE XXIII. 


“The commissioners referred to in the preceding article shall be appointed in 
the following manner, thatis to say: One commissioner shall be named by the 
President United States, one by Her Britannic Majesty, and a third by 
the President of the United States and her Britannic intly; andin 
case the third commissioner shall not have been so named within a a of 
three months from the date when this article shall take effect, then the third 
commissioner shall be named by the representative at London of His Majesty 
the Emperor of Austria and King of Hungary. In case of the death, absence, 
or in ty of any commissioner, or in the event of any commissioner omittin; 
or ceasing to act, the vacancy shall ‘be filled in the manner hereinbefore provid 
for making the aes appointment, the period of three months in case of such 
substitution being calculated from the date of the happening of the vacancy. 

“The commissioners so named shall meet in the city of fialifax, in the prov- 
ince of Nova Scotia, at the earliest convenient period after they have been ro- 


vely g before p: ing to any busi: make and sub- 
scribea solemn declaration that they will impartially and carefi yer examineand 
decide the matters referred to them to the bestof their judgment, and according 


to gatio and equity; and such declaration shall be entered on the record of 
“Each of the high contracting parties shall also name one person to attend 
the commission as = agent, to represent it generally in all matters connected 
with the commissio 

“ARTICLE XXIV. 


paee p a be nonae in such order as the commissioners ap- 
pointed sade and XXIII of this treaty shall determine. They 
n agy receive such e poaae paread g eoar are 

either party shali offer oral testimony, the other shal 

Sa ay ender each rales na the cocmmisstoners aball 


py If in a the case submitted to the commissioners either party shall have speci- 
fied or —— to sy eTa Do 
the ot 
either may 


curring among the commissioners under th 
Article XXIII of this treaty. 
“ARTICLE XXV. 


“The commissioners shall keep an accurate record and correct minutes or 
notes of all roman pecan with the dates thereof, and may appoint and em- 
ploy a resoga sy and any er necessary officer or oiticers to assist them in the 
transaction of the business which may come before the: 

contracting paee sn y Raio own commissioner and 
other expenses yed by the two governments 


“ARTICLE XXX. 
mentioned in Article XXXIII of this 


“It is me pog rroan 
treaty, of Britannic ee y carry in British vessels, without 
payment of duty, goods, wares, or me: Lawrence, thee place within 


transportat 
En portion of and in bond, under 
n between the Government of 
sty and the Government of the United States, 
ed Eme forthe like period carry in United States ves- 
sels, without a dhe posees of duty, 7. good s, wares, or merchandise from one port or 
e possessions of Her in Pisia America to an- 


esty. 

oy The Government of the United States further engages not toimpose any ex- 
port duties on wares, or merchandise carried under this article through 
the territory of the United States; and Her Majesty's Government engages to 
ange the Parliament ofthe Dominion of Canada and the Legislatures of the other 
colonies not to imposeany export duties on goods, wares, or merchandise carried 


under this article; and the Government of the United States ori in case such 
export dutiesare imposed by the Dominion of Canada, suspend, during the period 
that such duties are imposed, the right of carrying granted under this article in 


favor of the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty. 

“The Government of the United States may suspend the right of carrying 
granted in favor of the subjects of Her Britannie esty under this article, ix 
case the Dominion of Canada should at any time deprive the citizens of the 
United States of the use of the canals in the said Dominion on terms of equality 
with the inhabitants of the Dominion, as provided in Article XX VIL.” 


HARTICLE XXXII. 


“Tt is further agreed that the provisions and stipulations of Articles XVII to 
of this treaty, inclusive, shall extend to the colony of Newfoundland, so 
farj;as they are a But if the Imperial Parliament, the Legislature of 
Newfoundland, or the en of the United States, shall not embrace the col- 


ony of Newfoundland in their laws enacted for carrying the foregoing articles 
make pros 


into effect, then this article shall be of no effect; but the omission to 
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vision by law to give it effect by either of the legislative bodies aforesaid shall 
not in any way impair any other articles of this treaty.” 

And whereas, pursuant tothe provisions of Article XX XIII of said Reay; due 
notice has been given to the Governmentof Her Britannic Majesty of the inten- 
tion of the Government of the United States of America to terminate the aboye- 
recited articles of the treaty in question on the 1st day of July, 1885; 

And whereas, pursuant to the terms of said treaty and of the notice given 
thereunder by the Government of the United States of America to that of Her 
Rritannic Majesty, the above-recited articles of the a A Washington, con- 
cluded May 8, 1871, will expire and terminate on the Ist day of July, 1885: 

Now, therefore, I, Chester A. Arthur, President of the United States of America, 
do hereby give public notice that Articles XVIII, XIX, XX, XXI, XXII. XXIII, 
XXIV, we and XXXII, of the treaty of Washington, concluded May 8, 
1871, will expire and terminate of the Ist day of July, 1885, and all citizens of the 
United States are hereby warned that none of the privileges secured by the above- 
recited articles of the treaty in question will exist after the Ist day of July next; 
all American fishermen should govern themselves accordingly. 

Done at the city of Washington, this 31st day of January, in the year of Our 
Lord one thousand eight hundred and eighty-five, and of the Independence of 
the United States of America the one hundred and ninth. 


[SEAL] CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
Ey the President: 
FREDK. T, FRELINGHUYSEN, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. FRYE. Now I desire to answer in a word or two the facetious 
remarks of the distinguished Senator as to the Senators from Massachu- 
setts and Maine and the habits of the mackerel. I think he is en- 
tirely mistaken in bis statement of thecase. The truth is, the methods 
of taking mackerel have changed entirely and not the mackerel. They 
are the same they were in 1860 and 1818, but the method of taking 
them has changed entirely. 

We used to go into the Gulf of St. Lawrence, for instance, in Cana- 
dian waters, with six hundred fishing vessels, each one of them with 
from thirty to fifty barrels of bait, throw that bait on each side of those 
vessels all around through the waters of the bay, attract all the mack- 
erel there or anywhere around, and that bait scattered in that way from 
those six hundred vessels would keep the mackerel together there for 
months, and it was a profitable place to fish in for mackerel undoubt- 
edly. Then the privilege was worth something. That was true twenty 
to thirty years ago, but about twenty years ago we adopted seine fish- 
ing for mackerel, and to-day we commence fishing off Hatteras and we 
follow the fish up the Gulf Stream on the inside coast of the Gulf Stream. 
We follow the mackerel up with it may be five hundred fishing ves- 
sels from the time they leave Hatteras until they get away up to Cape 
Cod, and instead of scattering bait, we take those great seines and throw 
them around a whole school and scoop the school in. A man is kept 
at the masthead night and day on all these vessels. He sees a school 
of mackerel a mile or two off. The boats immediately go out with this 
great net, row itaround the school, tie itat the bottom as you tiea silk 
purseat the top, bring them to the side of the ship, and take them aboard, 
or rather the vessel goes to them. 

The result is that by the time the mackerel have got up in the neigh- 
borhood of Cape Cod you have frightened them so they do not go into 
the shore as formerly, and for the last ten years the fish we have taken 
on the Canada shores are not worth anything. So that fishery is en- 
tirely given up, and I say to the Senator it is absolutely true that we 
have not a single thing to ask to-day of Great Britain in this matter of 
fisheries. 

As to the increase of tariff, the Canadian tariff against us is twice our 
tariff against the Canadian fish. Theirsison fresh fish and salt. There 
is no tariff here on fresh fish to-day, and under the recent decision of 
the Secretary of the Treasury you can bring in $600,000,000 worth of 
frozen fish in refrigerators and keep them in New York and Boston in 
refrigerators for six months’ time and put them on the market at your 

leasure. Two-thirds of all the business in fish to-day is fresh fish. We 
ve only a duty of half as much against Canadian-cured fish as they 
have against ours. We do not ask any increase of duty. We simply 
ask, as I have heard other people ask before now, let us, for Heaven’s 
sake, alone; keep your hands, and keep Great Britain’s hands off, and 
we will take care of ourselves. 
Mr.CONGER. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair, 2 o’clock 


having arrived —— 
Mr.CONGER. Idesire to have possession of the floor when the sub- 
ject comes up to-morrow. p 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan will be 
recognized then. Now it is the duty of the Chair to announce the un- 
finished business, being the bill (®. 6) fixing the salaries of the several 
judgesof the United States district courts at $5,000 per annum, and for 
other purpdses. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the enrolled 
bill (S. 471) to provide for the performance of the duties of the office 
of President in case of the removal, death, resignation, or inability both 
of the President and Vice-President; and it was thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 3253) to amend section 1090 of the Revised Statutes 
relating to interest on judgments rendered by the Court of Claims, 


was read twice byits title, and referred to the Committee on the Jndi- 
ciary. 


COIN DUTIES ON IMPORTED GOODS. 


Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the unfin- 
ished business will be informally laid aside to proceed to the consider- 
ation of the resolution of the Senator from Kentucky on the silver ques- 
tio; upon which the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] has the 

oor. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution submitted 
December 18, 1885, by Mr. BECK, relative to the payment of customs 
dues and the disbursements thereof, &e. 

Mr. TELLER. I give notice that at the close of the morning hour 
to-morrow I shall submit some remarks on the question of silver coin- 
age, if the business of the Senate shall not be disturbed by my doing so. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, in discussing the silver question ie ex- 
perience one serious difficulty, which is that, although I have carefully 
considered and weighed the arguments presented against the continued 
coinage of the silver dollar, Iam not able to understand the exact posi- 
tion which the opponents of silver coinage occupy to-day. In 1878 their 
position was clearly defined. Speaking generally, they were gold mono- 
metallists. They then advised us that we were taking a leap in the 
dark; that gold ought to be the exclusive standard of values; that we 
could not become a bimetallic nation without an agreement with other 
nations establishing the ratio of silver to gold; that the effect of our 
then proposed legislation would be to cause our securities held abroad 
to flood this country; that silver and gold would part company; that 
gold would be exported from this country; that the inferior silver money 
would supersede the superior gold money; that our securities would de- 
preciate; and, indulging in every possible prophecy of impending woe, 
they confidently predicted that universal distress and serious financial 
disturbance would inevitably result from the legislation which we then 
proposed to enact. 

What was at that time an untried experiment, which invited these 
gloomy forebodings for those who chose to indulge them, has become an 
established financial scheme, it is true, only partially developed, yet 
sufficiently matured to make actual results and actual experience dis- 
place mere conjecture, speculation, and prophecy; and we have now to 
deal with the problem which is presented to us in its most practical 
form, the law of 1878 having been in active operation for about eight 
years. We are to-day, in fact and in law, a bimetallic nation. Weare 
coining both gold and silver, and both of these metals so coined are full 
legal-tender for all private and public debts; and the issue presented for 
our consideration really is not whether we shall continue or cease to be a 
bimetallic nation, for, as I understand it, no one has yet advanced that 
proposition, but to what extent shall we continue to develop and sus- 
tain that bimetallic policy already established and acquiesced in both 
by those who advocate and those who oppose the coinage of the silver 
dollar. 

This acquiescence by the advocates of suspension of the coinage of 
silver dollars under onr present established bimetallic policy is clearly 
indicated by the fact that neither the President nor the Secretary of the 
Treasury hasrecommended that any change should be made in the exist- 
ing silver dollar, now amounting to 215,000,000; that either its value 
should be enhanced by recoinage or that it should be withdrawn, or 
that it should be disposed of in any way. And if itis the dishonest 
and depreciated dollar which it is represented to be, then it must neces- 
sarily be the basis of an unsound, unwise, and disreputable policy, and 
it is almost incredible that those who seem to be so wat l of the 
public honor, so solicitous about private credit, and who exhibit such 
a high moral tone upon this financial question should be willing to oc- 
cupy the position of sustaining and acquiescing in this dishonest, depre- 
ciated, deprecated, and denounced silver dollar. 

It certainly can not be possible that the executive department desires 
any one to believe or to suspect that it is in favor of a bimetallic cur- 
rency, such as it is, as regards the people; but are in favor of a mono- 
metallic currency of gold as regards the Treasury in its dealings with its 
creditors, for that would be declaring it to be an honest dollar for some 
and a dishonest dollar for other purposes. Such a policy would be so 
unpatriotic, unjust, and oppressive in its effects that its adoption and 
practice can be attributed only to errors of judgment rather than to the 
dictates of enlightened deliberation. 

The Secretary of the Treasury informs us ‘‘that ceasing to coin more, 
our 215,000,000 silver dollars will remain,” ‘‘and because it isnot to be 
expected that Congress will redeem and melt them and sell the metal,’” 
which is not recommended by him, ‘‘we can not but be a bimetallic 
nation.” 

Althoughof the 215,000,000 coined there are in circulation, including 
silver certificates and silver dollars, about 140,000,000, speaking of this 
amountof coin the President informs us ‘‘there is certainly not enough 
silver now in circulation to cause uneasiness, and the whole amount 
coined and now on hand might, after a time, be absorbed by the people 
without apprehension; but it is the ceaseless stream that threatens to 
overflow the land which causes fear and uncertainty.’’ 

Are we to understand that it is right and just and unobjectionable 
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that these two hundred and fifteen millions of dishonest dollars shall 
be absorbed by the people? Are we to understand that this depreciated 
silver dollar is an honest dollar when absorbed by the people, buta dis- 
honest dollar when absorbed by the bondholders in their dealings with 
the T ; that itis right and just to maintain among the people 
the circulation of this dishonest dollar, and that as regards them among 
themselves it is good enough to circulate as money to liquidate their 
own indebtedness, to perform all the functions and to fulfill all the re- 
quirements of good money; and that the bondholder, after the repeated 
legislative adjudications upon this question, hasa right to tell the exec- 
utive officers who are charged with the faithful execution of the laws 
that that same money which the executive department of the Govern- 
ment says is good money for the people is dishonest money for him, 
and that they accede to this statement? Are we to have a double 
standard of financial morality, one for the people and the other for the 
bondholder? And will any department of the Government arrogate to 
itself the arbitrary authority of establishing such an unjust discrimina- 
tion against the people, and such an indefensible favoritism to the 
bondholder? _ 

If the executive department of the Government does occupy this 
position, does indulge in this practice, it might be properly asked un- 
der what theory of fair dealing and equal justice the people will be 
willing to accept that department as the guardian and protector of 
their interests. 

If we accept as true—and I believe it to be true—the statement of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, that these two hundred and fifteen mill- 
ions of existing silver dollars are to remain with us unchanged; if we 
accept as trne—which I believe to be true—the statement of the Presi- 
dent, that these $215,000,000 might after a time be absorbed by the 
people, I would ask, what calamity, catastrophe, or cataclysm which 
have been predicted has really happened up to this date under our pres- 
ent financial system? Wehavenot been informed that by reason of the 
law of 1878 there has been any unusual exportation of gold from the 
country, because such is not the fact. 

We have not been informed that gold and silver have parted company, 
but on the contrary we have been informed by the Senator from Dela- 
ware, in his speech in favor of suspension of silver coinage, that they have 
not company, and we all know that statement to be true. We 
likewise know that the prediction as to the depreciation of bonds is falsi- 
fied, for they are to-day worth more than they were at the time of the 
passage of that law (1878). We likewise know that we are a bimetallic 
nation, notwithstanding the statement made that we could not become 
so without an agreement with other nations; and that silver money has 
not superseded gold money, as there has been coined since 1878 in gold 
$381,960,690, and in silver since that date about $215,000,000. So that 
if it be true, as would seem to be conclusively established, that we have 
not yet been visited by any of those evils which were predicted would 
impair our ability to maintain this present bimetallic system, and that 
no such alarming confusion or apprehended perturbation in our mone- 
tary affairs confronts us; but, on the contrary, that neither by reason of 
any alleged redundancy of our metallic currency nor of any inequality 
in the market value of the two metals of gold and silver we have any 
cause for any uneasiness or dissatisfaction with the present condition, then 
we are certainly entitled to be furnished with Senne peer and reli- 
able data and information instead of reiterated prophecies which have 
not been fulfilled, to enable us to appreciate the Soahable consequences 
of merely continuing a system already established and acquiesced in by 
the executive department of the Government. 

This demand for serious argument instead of unfounded speculation 
is not unreasonable when we censider that we are asked to discontinue 
or reverse an established financial policy. Weare not prepared to make 
to the country the stultifying confession that our legislation has so far 
been unwise or dishonest, or fo accept the gratuitous imputation that 
we have not the intelligence or the good faith to deal with this question 
of financial economy and morality; and it is to be hoped that we have 
the courage and the determination to maintain our convictions, which 
we propose to surrender only to the force of argument and the empire 
ofreason. It would be an appalling admission to make to the country 
and destructive of the stability of all interests, if every few years we 
are to create and destroy a financial policy merely for the reason that 
others, however high in authority, have chosen to differ from the views 
which we entertain, and which have found such emphatic expression 
in the declarations of our legislative will. 

Allusion has been made in very di ing terms to the fact that the 
Government is coining a silver dollar whase ratio to the gold dollar is 
not what it is declared by law to be, the ratio under the law being 16 
to 1, whereas the market value of the bullion is, say 20 to 1, and that 
the Government is profiting to the extent of the difference between 
the market value of silver bullion and the coin value. The market 
ratio becomes inoperative under limited compulsory coinage, for what- 
ever may be the market value of the bullion the legal ratio determines 
the value of the coins, whereas under free coinage the market ratio 
will generally supplant the intended effect of the legal ratio, unless 
some mutual ent between nations is sufficiently comprehensive 
to equalize the market and legal value of the two coins, the desirability 
of which I do not propose nòw to discuss. It is this difference exist- 


ing between a limited compulsory coinage and a free coinage that re- 


lieves us entirely from all those complications so difficult of adjust- 
ment, which haye heretofore vexed the financial statesmen of this 
country. 

This difference between the two systems explains the reason why un- 
der previous in the history of this country one coin has dis- 

laced the other, and why under the present system these two coins 
have not parted company, as is admitted and asserted even by the op- 
ponents of silver coinage. Atthe time that the coinage of metal money 
was first proposed in this country, in 1792, establishing theratio between 
gold and silver, such eminent statesmen as Mr. Hamilton, Mr. Jefferson, 
and others, after a careful search to catch the ratio between gold and 
silver so that the mint ratio would correspond to the market ratio, 
caught the wrong ratio, and consequently we find that by reason of the 
free-coinage system which existed in this country from 1792 to 1873 
the impossibility of establishing this exact correspondence of ratio be- 
tween the two metals produced what are known as the silver and gold 
periods in the history of our financial systems. 

From 1792 to 1834 we had a silver period; from 1834 to 1853 and 
from 1853 to 1873 we had a gold period,and it was for this reason 
that in 1834 the fineness of the gold dollar was changed, and in 1853 the 
fineness of the subsidiary coin was changed so that its debasement 
amounted to nearly 6 percent. Inasmuch as under our present system 
this displacement or irrepressible conflict between these two concurrent 
coins has not occurred, but that they are keeping and not parting com- 
pany, that they are equally the basis of financial transactions, we can 
not resist the conclusion that this system, which has avoided all the in- 
conveniences and evils of previous systems, and which has established 
a perfect interchangeable accord between the gold and silver coin, isen- 
titled to our unlimited confidence and most earnest support. 

That the Government should make a profit by buying silver bullion 
cheaper to-day than it could some time ago it will certainly not be pre- 
tended inflicts any injury upon any one, for the moment that the silver 
dollar leaves the mint whoever gets it receives a dollar which has the 
same purchasing power and the same debt-paying power as a gold dol- 
lar, and those are the only two functions that any man who has any 
use for money can expect, desire, or require that that money should 


possess, 

We have never proposed, because we know that it is not in our power, 
to control the market value of silver bullion in London. Its price there 
is determined by causes outside of our legislation. Nor was it intended 
or desired that our coin legal-tender money should be subject to or con- 
trolled by the varying fluctuation of the price of silver bullion in other 
countries. It is sufficient for us to say that the present silver dollar 
contains the same number of grains of silver that it has always con- 
tained from 1792 to the present time. Its metallic value may enhance 
or depreciate, but its legal-tender-power value will not be affected or 
disturbed by any extraneous causes. To us it is money, coin money, 
legal-tender money, equivalent to gold money, and money wanted by 
the people, used by the people, and satisfactory to the people, and nothing 
more can be or need be said in its favor. 

It seems to me, and I say it with due deference to those who differ 
from me, that every argument that has been presented by the opponents 
of silver coinage can be refuted by considering the present and past 
financial condition and system existing in France. Amid the 
of government which have occurred in that country, revolutionary or 
otherwise, there are two institutions for which the people of France and 
her public men have always seemed to have had a profound respect, and 
whose stability they have successfully maintained. One is her finan- 
cial system and the other is her judiciary, Although burdened with 
an enormous public debt, she promptly paid a war indemnity of an 
amount so stupendous that it was believed that under this additional 
burden she would be crushed and would not be able to recover from 
this overwhelming financial strain. It was because of the soundness 
of her financial condition, which we are in this country to-day gradually 
approaching, that she was able to recover so rapidly from this extraor- 
dinary draught upon her resources. It was because of the patriotic re- 
sponse of her people who had silver coin to loan to the Government, as 
well as those who had gold coin, that she was able in so short a time to 
free her territory from military occupation by discharging the war in- 
demnity exacted by Germany. 

The Secretary of the Treasury informs us that France has to-day six 
hundred millions of 5-franc pieces, equivalent, say, to $600,000,000. Mr. 
McLane, our minister to France, makes the same statement officially, 
and says: ‘‘A legal-tender silver coinage of about $600, 000,000 in value 
was maintained in France in September last;’’ and explains this by the 
fact that France and other countries suspended the coinage of silver. 
In addition he informs us that there is in circulation in France of Bel- 
gium silver 465,000,000 of francs, and of Italian silver 425,000,000 of 
francs. Adding these two amounts they represent $180,000,000, which 
added to the six hundred million of 5-franc pieces makes a total amount 
of silver coin in France of $780,000,000, which does not even include 
her subsidiary coinage. So that whatever may be the reason the factis 
indisputable that this enormous amount of silver coin equivalent to 
$780,000,000, is absorbed by the French people and the French Gov- 
ernment, 
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It is incumbent on the opponents of silver dollars, if the absorption 
of this enormous amount of silver can take place without any uneasi- 
ness or disturbance in France, the market value of silver bullion being 
comparatively the same there and in this country and the metallic 
value of the American silver dollar being equivalent to the French 5- 
franc piece, to explain why this same process of absorption could not 
occur in this country and produce the same results that are exhibited 
by the financial policy of France, which Mr. McLane tells us, to quote 
his language: 

Rag ey ages op geting yg enon gloom sr-reeie| ow 
national exchange. 

If the people and Government of France, leaving out the question of 
any embarrassment that might be causad by the circulation of foreign 
coin, desire to maintain their present policy it is because they are sat- 
isfied with it after over eighty years of itsexperience. Gold and silver 
have not parted company in France, nor have they in this country. 
- Neither coin has displaced the other there, nor has it here. 

France has a large amount of gold, amounting to nearly $600,000,000, 
although in paying a war indemnity she paid out $55,000,000 of French 
gold coin. Mr. McLane informs us her 5-franc piece is worth only 4 
francs, as we are told our silver dollar is worth only 80 cents in the 
market; yet he also informs us *‘ that no consideration of future conse- 
quences could induce France to adopt a different ratio of gold to silver 
from that she has’’—which we know was established by her mone- 
tary law of 1803—‘‘and still less would she adopt any higher ratio to 
assimilate the present commercial or market value of silver with the 
value of gold.” So that from the highest authority, from our minister 
to France, who has sought authentic information upon the subject under 
instructions from his Government, we positively learn that it is neither 
the desire nor the intention of the French Government or her people to 
make a single change in the existing financial system of France. 

Mr. Cernuschi, a favorite authority with those who oppose further 
coinage, informs us in his latest work why gold and silver have not 
parted company in France. He says: 

ee Eee still more gold francs than silver ones. But for this 
the go. cs would long haye been at a premium. 

And if this reason be true, and I assume that it is, what ground is 
there for apprehending that gold and silver will part company in this 
country so long as we have more gold than silver? At the present rate 
of coinage it would take us fifteen years to make our silver coinage 
equal in volume to our gold coinage, as any one can ascertain by calcu- 
lation; or, in other words, it would take us fifteen years at the present 
rate of silver coinage in this country to reach the existing volume of 
silver 5-franc pieces circulating and in France to-day. This exhibit of 
the soundness of the present financial of France when applied to 
our country derives still greater force from the fact that our popula- 
tion is much larger than that of France, that the commercial activity 
of our country is much greater, and that we possess larger resources for 
the absorption and uses of money than exist to-day in France. 

It would seem that upon this question of silver coinage, if the argu- 
ments and facts I have ted are worthy of attention, we can ap- 
proximate the condition of France with perfect safety, with unabated 
confidence, and with full guarantee of future security. It will be only 
when we reject the wise teachings of her experience and her financial 
statesmanship that we need fear to encounter those disturbances and 
confliets which I will assume we are all equally anxious to avoid and 
to prevent. There is though one striking point of contrast between 
the operation of our financial system and that of France, and this may 
partially account for the smoothness and perfect adaptability of the 
one and the i and unsatisfactory development of the other. 

In France all the departments of the Government are in hearty sym- 
pathy with the financial policy of the country and actively co-operate 
with the people to sustain it, because in France ‘‘ public office is a pub- 
lic trust,” while it would seem that in this country that patriotic maxim 
prevails only to a limited extent when financial questions are involved, 
if we are to believe the following explicit language used by the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky in his speech the other day. He said: 


I venture to assert that no man will contend that the laws recited in the pre- 
amble to the foregoing resolution either are now or have for many years past 
been o! . Allsorts of excuses may be and have been offered their vio- 
lation; still the factremains that the laws of the land have been disregarded by 
our executive officers, and the legislative power has been subordinated to the 
will of men whose duty it is to submit to them and to execute them as they 


In this country the executive department by its practice manifests an 
unfriendliness to the policy of the legislative ent, and conse- 
quently we have the results of a policy which has never been fully tested 
according to its true intent and spirit, but which has been rather re- 
tarded by partiality and discrimination, which were not contemplated or 
intended should be exercised. The executive department would have 
been in a much stronger position to attack the legislative policy of the 
Government upon this question if it had been able to show that it had 
aided and had promoted the full development and unimpeded operation 
of the financial policy established by Congress, and that under such cir- 
cumstances it believes such a policy to be a failure. 

An effort by the executive department to create the impression upon 


the people that the legislative department is wrong, and that the execu- 
tive department is right, might have been entitled to more success and 
would have commanded more serious attention if the executive depart- 
ment had not discriminated in favor of the ee ee the 
people in executing the financial policy intended and by Con- 
gress; and it willonly be when the executive department can show that 
without favor, and without favoritism, it has held with a steady and 
impartial hand the scales of public justice, that it will be in a position 
to ask us even to consider the question whether or not we should aban- 
don and surrender a financial policy which we claim has never been 
tested, executed, or enforced according to the true dictates of our legis- 
lative intention. Isayit will only be when the discrimination in favor 
of the bondholders, by paying them in gold, shall cease that the execu- 
tive department or we can be ina position to understand and appreciate 
the full effects, beneficial or otherwise, of our present financial policy. 

But if this disloyal practice of incivism by the executive department, 
in declaring war against silver coin, which is the coin of the Govern- 
ment, in belittling its usefulness, in deprecating its exi and in 
inviting others to believe that it is the deformed offspring of legislative 
imbecility, is tocontinue, and the capitalistsand bankersof the country 
are to be encouraged in the belief that the financial views of the execu- 
tive under this system of agitation and denunciation will ultimately 
prevail so that the purchasing power of gold will enhance proportion- 
ately to proposed limitations and restrictions upon silver currency, then 
some of those evils which have been depicted may occur. But if they 
do, their a will be attributable not to any vice in our financial 

but to the practices and assertions of the executive department, 
by which they have sought to disassociate the silver dollar from the 
gold dollar as unworthy, and thus dishonoring and discrediting the 
coin which it is their duty to sustain with all the influence and power 
of their official authority. 

As we are informed by the President and Secretary of the Treasury 
that this two hundred and fifteen million coin silver dollars are to re- 
main with us and might after a time be absorbed by the people, this 
whole controversy would seem to resolveitself into the simple question 
whether the American people have the capacity to absorb more than two 
hundred and fifteen millions of silver dollars. Whoarethe best judges 
of that question of their capacity of absorption? I would say the peo- 
ple themselves. And I understand that through their Representatives 
they have explicitly and emphatically passed judgment upon that 


q 

Last February by a decisive majority the proposition to suspend silver 
coinage wasdefeatedin the Houseof Representatives under very extraor- 
dinary circumstances. Iamnotawarethatthereexistany data by which 
it can be ascertained or established that the people desire to reverse that 
judgment which they rendered through their tatives in Con- 
gress at that time. Iam not aware that anything has ocčurred since 
that vote except the increased coinage to the amount of a few millions of 
dollars, which the people knew would occur as a consequence of that 
vote. Their Representatives did not think proper ther to yield to the 
influence that was exerted or to heed the arguments which were then 
presented. But by that vote they reasserted their unshaken confidence 
in our present financial system, established by themselves h their 

tatives, and resisted the effort then made to arrest the full de- 
velopment of that policy which they insisted should be maintained. 

The prediction that one of the probable results of our policy will be 
to cause the outflow of gold from the Treasury and an inflow of silver 
I must confess does not excite my alarm to the extent manifested by 
those who anticipate such a result. To the people of the United States, 
so long as there is not an excessive amount of gold exported from this 
country, and that has not happened, and that can not be truly pre- 
dicted will happen, I can not see what difference it makes whether there 
is an outflow or an inflow of any one of these two coins from or into the 
Treasury, so long as the special redemption gold fund remains intact. 
And we here again see a distinction made between the people and the 
Treasury; the people are not interested in having gold coin in the Treas- 
ury. They are only interested in having it in the country, and if we 
honestly believe, as we assert, a silver dollar has an equivalent value 
to a gold dollar, what possible concern can the people have in the osten- 
tatious parade of accumulation of gold coin in the Treasury. 

If silver coinage is not to be suspended, and I earnestly hope and con- 
fidently believe that it will not be, and this predicted outflow of gold 
and inflow of silver from and into the Treasury does occur, and we shall 
reach that period when bonds and the interest on those bonds can only 
be paid in silver, it seems to me that it is a much wiser and more prudent 
course to anticipate that event, said to be inevitable, and to begin to pay 
our bonds and the interest on those bonds in silver coin as wellas gold 
coin, indiscriminately, while we have gold in the Treasury, thus making 
such payments voluntarily in compliance with law and in deference to 
our established policy, not await the time when we will be compelled 
to do it under the stress of necessity. : 

I do not understand that a single payment in silver coin would be a 
diserimination against gold coin, considering the enormous amount 
which has been paid exclusively in gold, and it is, for that reason that I 
advocate the immediate abandonment of that practice which is disap- 
proved by the resolution I had the honor to introduce, in order to have 
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specdily determined by a practical test whether the mere enforcement 
of a policy which is on our statute-book, and which was adopted after a 
most exhaustive and diligent investigation of the whole subject, could 
by any possibility produce the commotion or distrust which interested 
parties assert will ensue. So far as Iam concerned I utterly disbelieve 
in that threatened disturbance in our monetary affairs, 

In conclusion, Mr. President, I would say that in this country, where 
the people enjoy all the benefits and advantages of education and havo 
the right to dictate their wishes to those who represent them, and where 
knowledge is so generally disseminated by the press, even upon ques- 
tions which the people in other countries do not study, we can safely 
follow the guidance of their judgment. In this country, unlike what 
occursin other coantries, public opinion is formed neither by intellectual 
leaders nor by the accident of temporary authority, but has its source 
in the conservative intelligence of the people, who can easily detect, if 
any there be, the fallacy of arguments that are presented. 

Although this is neither a political nor a sectional question, yet we 
can not overlook the fact that the vast preponderance of opinion in favor 
of silver money is expressed in those sections of our country where the 
larger number of debtors and producers reside. For product and labor 


against classes, and if there exists a serious con- 
flict between certain social forces, itis only because perfection inhuman 
government and equality in social conditions are unknown and unat- 
tainable. But it is not the less our duty to endeavor to equitably ad- 
just conflicting interests and to retard the threatened ap; of those 
evils which are so dangerously manifested by the condition of wide- 
spread distressand deep-seated dissatisfaction. It would be extremely 
unfortunate if the suspicion should ever find lodgment in the public 
mind that classes already rich and powerful are desiring or seeking 
unjust or insidious legislation to increase their wealth at the expense of 
the people. And if it be true, as many believe, that there exists an or- 
ganized conspiracy of capital to render money dearer at the expense of 
the labor and products of the people, I would prefer to recommend some 
other form of spoliation, one less calculated to breed discontent and to 
arouse popular indignation. 

JUDICIAL SALARIES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The Sen- 
ate resumes the consideration of its unfinished business. The bill (S. 6) 
fixing the salaries of the several judges of the United States district 


courts at $5,000 per annum, and for other purposes, is before the Senate 
asin Committee of the Whole, the ing question being on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], upon 


which the Senator from Alabama is entitled to the floor. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. MorGAwn was, in section 1, line 4, 
to strike out ‘‘5’’ and insert ‘4;’’ so as to read: 

That the salaries of the several j of the district courts of the United 
States shall hereafter be at the rate of $4,000 per annum. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, when the Senate adjourned on Thurs- 
day in the discussion of this bill I was about to present some remarks 
made by the Senator from Missi ji on my left [Mr. GEORGE] on the 
21st of March, 1884, upon a bill of precisely the same character, in the 
debate that occurred on that day. The Senator from Mississippi went 
through the subject with such care, and presented the statistics that 
bear on this question with so much force and , that I prefer to 
have his remarks read rather than to undertake to debate the subject 
by a mere reference to them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the Secretary 
wi epee the quotation from the RECORD presented by the Senator from 

a 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: e 


position should never be forgotten and should be kept stead! 
a servant of the public includes the idea to some extent sacrifice. 
It means serving a master, and not serving one’s self. It excludes the idea of 
such advantages derived from the poraa as place the incumbent exceptionally 
in a better condition than those whom he serves. Taxation is restricted to the 
legitimate wants and needs of the Government; it can not be justly used to en- 
eyes of any class, or unnecessarily to grant liberal largesses toany class 
of men. 


Our fathers in the beginning of this Government acted on this rule. They 
did not give these and enormous salaries. They calculated largely upon 
the patriotism and pu ic spirit of officials in order to have offices well and prop- 
erly filled. I have during the last night looked over the legislation of 

upon the subject of official salaries from the beginning down to the present, and 
I desire to bring the facts before the Senate. 

In 1789, in the very first bill that ever was passed on this subject, a bill approved 
by Washington, the salary of the supreme judges of the United States was fixed 
at $3,500; in 1819 the salary was made $4,500; in 1855 the salary was fixed at $6,000, 
I am speaking now of the salaries not of the inferior judges, but of the supreme 
judges. At that figure it remained as long as the Democratic party was in power 


the present amount. ‘ A 
the act of 1789 had salaries as follows; The district juago 
; of New Hampshire, $1,000; of Massachusetts, $1,200 (in 1819 
Massachusetts to $1,600); in Connecticut it was $1,000, and so far 
researches go the salary of the district judge of Connecticut, fixed by the 
1789 at the sum of $1,000, wasnot chan; until 1836. In New Y rong aens 
theact nNew 


5 ware the salary was put at$800. Two hundred dollars was added 
to that in 1795, and in 1819 it was raised to $1,600, and in a subsequent statute the 
unprecedented thing was done in the history of official salaries that it wasreduced 
$100, so as to put it at $1,500. In Maryland the salary was $1,500; in Virginia, 
$1,800, and in 1818 a western district was formed for Virginia, and the ot 
that district judge was fixed at $1,600. In Kentucky it was fixed at $1,000, and in 
1802 raised to $1,500. In South Carolina the salary was fixed at$1,800; inGeorgia, 


judge was fixed at $800, raised in a 

the Union, the salary of the district ju was fixed at $1,000. In komara Eh 
1803, the of the district judge was O00, lenges than. Say Slee ante t 
time that had given toany roe ge inthe Union. In Ind , admit- 
ted in 1817, the salary was fixed at $1,000, and in Mississippi at $2,000, 

‘And in that very singular piece of judicial legislation performed in the clósing 
P een aerating patronage to the Hederel party, then in iis lass hours 

or u o e e , then in hours 
of life, baa I believe s ARI were created, the salaries of those 
officers were fixed at $2,000, except in tho sixth circuit, and in that circuit the 
salary was $1,500. 

In 1819 Illinois was admitted into the Union and the salary of the district judge 
was fixed at $1,000; in 1820 Alabama was admitted with a ict judge's salary 
of $1,500; in 1822 Missouri came in with a salary for the district judge of $1,200. 

In 1830 there seems to have been a general revision of the salaries of the dis- 
trict judges by Con and in that revision I find that the district judges in 
the of and the eastern 


Pennsylvania $1,800. 

In 1836 Arkansas was admitted into the Union and the district judge of that 
State had his salary fixed at $2,000. In the same year Michigan was admitted 
and the salary of the judge there bee at $1,500. Texas was admitted in 1845 
and the there was $2,000, and Wisconsin in 1546 and the salary was $1,500, 

Again,in there seems to have been a kind of general revision of the sub- 
ject of the salaries of the district judges with this result: In Maine, New Hamp- 
shire, Vermont, Rhode Island mnecticut, Delaware, New Jersey, Iowa,and 
Wisconsin, the salary was fixed at $2,000 each; in the northern district of Florida 
it was fixed at $2,250; in the western district of Virginia, in North Carolina, in 
the eastern and districts of Tennessee, in the northern and southern 
districts of Mississippi, in the western district of Pennsylvania, in the western 
district of Louisiana, in Texas, in Kentucky, in Ohio, in Indiana, in Missouri, in 
the eastern and western districts of Arkansas,in Illinois,and in Michigan the 
$2,500each. In Geo: by this same act of 1855, in South Caro- 
in the northern district of New York, 


$2,750; in revel ogee Massach: 

southern d; of Florida, and the southern district of California at $3,000; the 
eastern district of Louisiana at $3,500; the southern district of New York at 
$3,750; and the northern district of California at $5,000. 

In 1857 the salary of the district judge of the northern district of Ilinois was 
made $3,500; in the district of Wisconsin it was made $2,500, and in Michigan 
$3,000. In 1864 the salary of the district judge of the northern district of New 
York was made $3,500. In 1865 the salary of the district judge of Nevada was 
fixed at $3,500. In 1867 the salary of the California judge was fixed again at 
eastern district of Louisiana at $4,500; Massachusetts, the northern 

southern and eastern districts of New York, and the eastern and western 
districts of Pennsylvania, Maryland, the northern district of Illinois, the south- 
ern district of Ohio, and New Jersey, at $4,000; and all the other districts at 


PN jo ale ae salaries of these judges is fixed by section 554 of the Revised 
utes: 


,000, 
d 


ern 
allowance or 
It will be 
the acts which have heretofore m passed has 
the several district judges. This is the first bill that was ever introduced which 
ignored the difference between the several districts and undertook to have a 
uniform salary utthe United States. The former acts to which I have 
called attention, especially the earlier ones, seem to have been framed upon a 
careful consideration of all the elements which ought to be taken into consider- 
ation in fixing the salaries of ju 
And here let me remark, Mr. President, that it isnot the sole or even the most 
important element in cigs Ane salary of a judge to determine as to what may 
be the abstract value of service. Uniformly up to now the salaries have 
been with reference to professional gainsin the’State in which theap- 
pannas were made, with reference to the cost of living in the several States 
which the judges resided, and by taking into consideration all these things 
and another one, to which I will allude presently, the Congress has up to now 
fixed a satisfactory adjustment of these salaries. 
The other consideration to which I allude is this: that up to now Congress in 
— salaries of the district judges has had some reference to the salaries 
the States in which the judges discharge their duties to their own judi- 
r Hoe It has not, up to this time, been the policy of Con; to give toits 
judicial officers eo local duties inside of the States an invidious adyan- 
tage over the judicial officers of the States in whose jurisdiction they perform 


I have a list of the salaries paid by the several States of this Union, not totheir 
inferior judges—I could not get that—but to their highest judicial officers, and 
by a comparison of that list, which I shall read tothe Senate directly, it will be 
seen that to these inferior—because that is the term by which they are desig- 
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paia in ie eote aaa omes of tae Goreramant Lblany Sellen 
states, t ill pro} vea ry larger than venin a orit; 
of the States oft thee Union to their highest judicial ot Sse I have made oS 
comparison between similar officers in the States to these—the circuit and dis- 
trict judges who perform nisi prius duties. I have had no means of ascertain- 
ing what is the salary paid to those officers in the States, but I have taken the 
highest judicial officers of the States, the supreme judges, and I find thatin only 
six States is the vont paid to the highest judicial officer higher than is proposed 
by this bill to be paid to inferior Federal officers. In New York the ey. is 
$7,000, with $2,000 for expenses; in Pennsylvania it is $8,000 ; in New Jersey itis 
$7,000; in Nevada it is 36,000; in California it is $6,000; in Massachusetts it is 
$6,000. These six States are the only States which pay their highest judges a 
my poe than is allowed by this bill. 

Mr. Cameron, of Wisconsin. Allow me to say that the judges of the supreme 
court in the State of Wisconsin receive a salary, the chief-justice and the asso- 
ciate justices of $5,000 a year. The act increasing their salary was only passed a 
few years ago, so that the Senator may have overlooked that fact, 

Mr, GEORGE, So far as the State judges are concerned I have obtained my 
figures from the American Almanac, prepared by Mr. Spofford, the Librarian. 
I am willing to be corrected in reference to Wisconsin; but there are yet only 
six States which pay Shek highest judges a larger salary than is proposed to be 
paid by this bill to the inferior judges of the United States. 

I find that there are only six of the States which ad their supreme judges a 
salary equal to the salary pro by this bill. hey are Colorado, Illinois, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Wisconsin, and Ohio; and Ohio's law does not go into 
E REE as to the present incumbents, only as to the future incumbents, an 
idea which sustains the proposition contained in the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. fey el aad is also support for that amend- 
ment in the effort made by Mr. Madison in the convention which framed the 
Constitution to haye inserted in that clause which prohibits the diminution of 
the salaries of the judges during their continuance in office the further provis- 
ion that they should not be increased, 

I goon. In Missouri the salary of the supreme judge is $4,500, 

Mr. FARLEY. Allow me a moment, 

Mr. GEORGE, Certainly. 

Mr, FARLEY, In the State of California the judges of the courts of the State, 
their salaries being fixed when they enter on the duties of the office, can not be 
increased or diminished during their term. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is in accordance with Mr. Madison's idea, That seems to 
be the idea embraced in the amendment offered by the Senator from Alabama. 

Now, Mr. President, I go on further because I want all these statistics to be laid 
before the Senate and before tas goai; however dreary they may be. In Mis- 
souri the salary of the supreme judges $4,500; in Connecticut, Rhode Island 
Michigan, Minnesota, Indiana, and Iowa the salary is $4,000, less than the amou nt 
proponon to be paid by this bill to the ju of the inferior courts of the United 
States sitting in the same State and Aaa pepr, a part of the same jurisdiction 
as the State supreme jud. do. Maryland, M wy oe § South Carolina, and 
Texas pay their supreme judges $3,500—$1,500 less than is proposed by this bill 
to be paid to the inferior judge of the United States district court who holds his 
court within the limits of the State. In Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Maine, 
Virginia, and Kansas the salary of the supreme judges is $3,000; in New Hamp- 
shire itis $2,700; in Georgia, Nebraska, Vermont, and North Carolina it is $2,500 ; 
in West Virginia, $2,250; in Oregon, $2,000; and in Delaware, $2,000. 

A recapitulation of this will show that there are three States that pay asalary 
of over $6,000, four which pay a salary of $6,000, seven which pay a salary of 
$5,000, one of $4,500, seven of $4,000, four of $3,500, six of $3,000, one of $2,700, four 
of $2,500—just one-half of the amount to be paid under this bill to this inferior 
judge of the United States—one of $2,250, and two of $2,000, 

But, Mr. President, that is not all the difference ; it lacks a great deal of being 
all the difference in favor of the Federal judge against the State judge. The 
difference of tenure is great. I find in looking over the tenure of the judges of 
the supreme courts of the various States that they range about six and twelve 
years. One State has twenty-one, Pennsylvania; in New York it is fourteen 
years, and in New Jersey seven, but all of them have limited terms, very few 
going over nine years, some of them ing as low as two years as in Vermont, 
and one, a very remarkable tenure in Rhode Island where they hold their office 
nntil a ons resolution shall pass both houses of the Legislature removing them 
from office or asking them to resign. 

‘These Federal officers have the advantage in tenure, and it is a very great 
advantage that they have security in their position. They are appointed dur- 
ing goo behavior, which is tantamountto an <ppo ent for life. Thatseems 
to be the practice of the Government, though from the little reflection I have 
given to that subject Iam satisfied that there is a mode, if adopted, by which 
they can be got rid of without impeachment when they become inefficient. 
That is not all, Mr. President; when one of these inferior judges has served ten 

ears and arrived at the of seventy he can resign his place and draw his salary 

or the rest of his life. Thatis the law; but in practice, owing to the difficulty 
of getting them out of their places, if one of them becomes inefficient before he 
reaches theage of seventy years and before he has served ten years he will be in- 
vited or authorized to resign his place by an act of Congress giving him his 
malar. to the end of his term, as was done in the case of Judge Hunt, I believe 
that is the only case, but it is the P aasar set, and it will be followed when- 
ever and wherever one of these judges, before the expiration of his tenure of serv- 
ice and before his arrival at the age of seventy, shall become disqualified inany 
way tod the duties of his office. There is no reason why it should not 
be done in a case of that sort the same as it was done in the case of Judge Hunt; 
and so, sir, I may say that it is the accepted doctrine that a Federal judge may 
resign his place under the authority of a act of Congress at any time 
that his health will not permit him to d the duties of his office and 
fae the salary to the end of his life. No such privilege is allowed toany State 
udge, 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I have laid these extensive extracts 
from the speech of the Senator from Mississippi before the Senate be- 
cause I could not have more clearly stated the statistics that he has 
furnished us with after his valuable labors, and I consider that they 
are very important in their bearing upon this question. 

We see from the array of facts presented by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi how gradually we have proceeded in increasing the salaries of the 
different judges of the United States. Congress has evidently attempted 
to accommodate the salaries to the ability of the country to ey taxes 
and also to the requirements made upon these*judges for their time 
and for their talents in the discharge of their public duties. 

From 1873, the time of the adoption of the Revised Statutes, to 1886, 
thirteen years, we propose to raise these salaries $1,500 each throughout 
the United States, giving to fifty-six judges an increase of $1,500 oe 
salary. Itseems to me that that is progressing entirely too fast. en 
we come to consider the fact that after we put this statute on the book 
it is irrepealable, that the Constitution holds it there beyond the power 


of Congress to modify it, I think we are going entirely too fast in the 
increase of these salaries. 

Now, take the sum of money which would be necessary to produce 
$5,000 at 5 per cent. interest per annum. It is $100,000. Under this 
bill we set apart $100,000, secured in the Treasury of the United States, 
upon which interest at 5 per cent. is to be payable annually to the judge 
during his natural life. No matter how old the man may be, nor how 
disabled he may be, he and his family can rely upon that annuity with- 
out any sort of apprehension that it will ever failthem. That sum of 
money ($100,000) put in a bond of the United States bearing 5 per cent. 
interest would be worth to-day about 20 or 25 per cent. premium, taking 
the average life of a judge of the district court of the United States as 
the time the bond was to run. 

So we are making a provision in the nature of a certain support for 
the judges by setting apart out of the Treasury of the United States or 
out of the credit of the people asum of money which I think is entirely 
excessive. There is no reason when we take a lawyer from his practice 
and put him on the district bench of the United States why we should 
call upon the people of the United States to set apart for that man 
$100,000 in perpetuity, at least during his life, the interest of which at5 
per cent. per annum is to be paid to him. 

There is a great deal of strain upon public sentiment, at all events, 
in allowing the judges of the United States district and circuit courts 
to hold their offices during good behavior. It seems to be the opinion 
of many excellent lawyers that the term ‘‘ behavior” is one that 
can not be controlled otherwise than by a regular impeachment brought 
by the House and tried by the Senate; that we have no power to pass 
a statute defining what is good behavior; and that we have no power 
to retire a judge from his office because he may be ineflicient, or because 
his health may fail, or from any other cause except some high crime or 
misdemeanor in office or some act which would render him obviously 
unfit to preside in a court of the United States. If that is the true 
construction, and really I do not know how to combat it, we are ina 
condition that when a man is put upon the bench he is put there prac- 
tically for life; it makes but little difference what his course of conduct 
may be, it is almost impossible ever to rid the country of him. 

Looking over the bench of the United States as it exists to-day, is 
there any occasion for rewarding the judges who are upon that bench 
by setting apart practically an annuity for life to them which will yield 
$5,000 per annum, which, as I have said, at 5 per cent. would be $100,- 
000? I do not recognize the justice of it. It is too great a sum. 

More than that, it puts the officers of the United States Federal courts 
in an attitude of social supremacy over the officers of the State courts. 
We find that the judges of the supreme courts of the different States 
by no means receive anything like so large salaries as are provided 
under this bill; and we find that the terms of their offices are brief, 
ranging from two years to I believe fifteen or sixteen years. In my 
own State the judges of the supreme court are elected for six years ; 
and it is considered a great honor for a man to get upon that bench and 
receive as chief-justice of the State $3,500 a year. Yet the judges of 
that State, I can say without any improper boastfulness, are the equals 
at least of the district judges of the United States. I can say without 
venturing very much that they are the equals of the judges of the Su- 
preme Bench of the United States in their learning and in their abilities. 
They are not dissatisfied with their offices, and yet they hold them for but 
six years, at a salary of $3,500 for the chief-justice, and $3,000 for the as- 
sociate justices. I grant you that thatis hardly a sufficient salary, and 
if the State of Alabama felt able to pay larger salaries than that in her 
present condition, I have no doubt the Legislature by a vote of two- 
thirds, as it may, would increase their salaries perhaps to $4,000 each, 
which I believe is the limit that we have ever gone in the State of 
Alabama. 

Here is that State government and here are other State govern- 
ments that stand next to the people, that administer the laws in which 
the people are most interested, that try men for their lives, that have 
jurisdiction of questions involving character and property and liberty, 
and those judges under the State governments having shorter terms are 
content with their offices; they are not breaking away from their offices 
in order to go back to the bar all over the country; and I can see no 
reason why we should aggrandize out of the national Treasury the 
judges of the United States district courts in comparison with the judges 
of the various State courts. 

What is this country after all but a community of people organized 
under State governments, and when they give expression to their opin- 
ions, as we see they have done in the laws which have been quoted in 
the extract read from the speech of the Senator from Mississippi, show- 
ing the rate of salaries which the highest judicial officers who deal with 
these delicate questions in the States receive, where is the occasion for 
Congress to overstep these boundaries by $1,500 at a single step and to 
raise these salaries, which are to be perpetual, from $3,500 to $5,000 a 
year? Not because I believe it is just, not because I believe it is de- 
manded by public sentiment, but becanse there seems to be an impres- 
sion among the lawyers of this body that there ought to be some gen- 
eral increase in the salaries, I am willing to vote a salary of $4,000 a 
year, but I can not consent to go beyond that sum. 

I have not opposed this feature of the bill because I desire to cast any 
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reflection upon the bench or upon the legal profession, but I have done 
it because I believe it is an unjust thing to give every judge of the 
United States the sum of $5,000. Ifsome of them work sufficiently to 
earn that amount of money we know that others perhaps do not work 
twenty or thirty days in the year. 

In this bill we depart from a principle which we have observed from 
the foundation of the Government, which is that we will discriminate 
in the salaries of the judges according to the requirements of the serv- 
ice, the amount of service that they perform, and in accordance also 
with the ability of the respective communities where they are located 
to pay money. It is true this comes out of a common treasury, but 
when you measure in Congress the salary that a district judge of the 
United States ought to receive in the State of Alabama you lay down a 
very high precedent, to say the least of it, in of your own opin- 
ions as to what the people of Alabama should do with their own judges. 
Our people have frequently had this subject under consideration, and 
it would be, I think, impossible to get a majority even of the Legisla- 
ture of Alabama to raise the salaries of the supreme court judges of that 
State from the present amount to $5,000. 

Mr. HOAR. Willmyhonorablefriend allow me to ask him whether 
he thinks that the same reasoning would not cover the case of Senators 
and Representatives, that Congress should pay the Senators or Repre- 
sentatives from a commercial State more than those are paid from Ala- 
bama, or that they should be paid in accordance with the amount of 
work they have to do by reason of the size of their State? 

Mr. MORGAN. Congress does pay Senators and Representatives 
who come from distant States more than it pays those who come from 
Maryland in their mileage accounts. Congress undertakes to compen- 
sate every Senator on this floor and every member of the House, not for 
his actual expenditures, but for supposed expenditures, in his mileage 
accounts. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam not speaking of mileage, which is intended as com- 
pensation for traveling; I am speaking of the doctrine which the Sen- 
ator advances, that the official who represents a community which is 
not commercial and not wealthy should be paid less in the United 
States Government than the official who represents a wealthy and com- 
mercial community. I do not see why the doctrine would not lead toa 
conclusion which I suppose none of us would accept. 

Mr. MORGAN. The judge of the district court of the United States 
who presides in Nevada never tries an admiralty cause. He has very 
little work to perform of any kind. Iexpect it would task the district 
judge of Nevada to find twenty days of honest work in a year in his 
office, whereas the judge of the district court who presides in Boston has 
continued employment; he presides in a wealthy seaboard State and 
one that has a large admiralty practice; he is more employed, he ren- 
ders more service to the Government, and the discrimination is made on 
that account. Ido not pretend that the salaries fixed by the States 
ought to be arule for the United States in fixing the salaries of the dis- 
trict judges; but I say it ought to have some influence upon the vote of 
a Benator here. TheState of Massachusetts is perhaps not one-third as 
large as the State of Alabama. However, the honorable Senator from 
Massachusetts, representing a rich community, is not expected to do 
three times as much work as I do in this body, and I dare say he does 
not doit. Ifthe judges who are in Nevada and in other States that I 
could mention could have the duties imposed upon them, and could 
perform the services to the country that are rendered by the judges in 
Philadelphia, in New York, and in Boston, then we might have some 
excuse for making their salaries equal. But there ought to be some 
correspondence between the amount of service rendered by every man, 
or the amount of duty devolved upon every man, and the compensation 
which he receives. We havestatutes here also which are not enforced, 
providing that where a Senator is absent from his place in the Senate it 
is the duty of the Secretary of this body to dock his pay every day that 
he is absent. Why do-we enact a law of that kind as against Senators? 
It is to compel them to the performance of public duty. It is to com- 
pel them to exercise the opportunities furnished to them by law and the 
Constitution for serving the whole Government here. 

We have a system now that discriminates between judges. We have 
asystem to pay a judgean extra allowance when he is called from one 
district to preside in another. I maintain that the bill as now offered, 
which equalizes the salaries of the judges throughout the country, is 
a total departure from the present state of legislation and from that state 
of legislation which has existed since the foundation of the Government. 
_ Now, I have said about this all that I choose to say, all that I think 
is necessary, perhaps a great deal more. I regret that I am put in an 
attitude where I have to controvert the Committee on the Judiciary 
about their recommendation, but I do not believe that this bill will rec- 
ommend itself to the judgment of the American people; I am sure that 
it would not recommend itself to the judgment of the people of Ala- 
bama; and so I have antagonized it thus far by the amendments which 
I have had the honor to offer. 

_ I should like very much, indeed, that the Senate would stop and con- 
sider again a proposition which I have advanced several times in de- 
bate here, which is that these increased rewards ought not to be given 
to the men who are on the bench now. They ought to be given to men 
who will come out and risk their offices if they choose to ask for the 
higher salary, because this is an opportunity which, when it escapes 


us, will never recur. When we have placed the salary at $5,000 and 
then find inefficient judges, judges against whom the Committee on 
the Judiciary have discriminated here because of the fact of their im- 
propriety of conduct, which is denounced in this very bill—when we 
find them fastened upon us with salaries of $5,000 a year, we shall never 


get rid of them. I appeal to the good sense and sound judgment of 
this body that now is the right time to in some difficulties and 
obstructions to men getting higher salaries under this pro; law. 


If they feel that they have honestly and faithfully and with ability dis- 
charged their duty as judges, let them rely upon the good will and the 
good sense of the American people for a renewal of their term of office. 
Let them come here and say, ‘‘I am willing to resign my office and a 
pay of $3,500 in order to get the $5,000 pay that you offer me under 
this new bill, and I am willing to have my conduct investigated by the 
Senate of the United States and by the President of the United Sta’ 

so that it may be determined whether I am a good and faithful offi- 
cer.’ Noman ought toobjectto that. Noman who is upon the bench 
of the United States to-day ought to be willing to receive this 
without submitting his claim to the executive department of this Gov- 
ernment and to the Senate in respect of his ability and his fidelity in 
the discharge of these public duties. I have dwelt upon this because 
I feel that an opportunity is passing us now that we ought to seize upon. 
When this bill becomes a law it is gone, and gone forever. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, inasmuch as a bill substantially like 
the one under consideration passed the Senate during the last Congress 
by a large majority, I was in hopes that this bill would be permitted to 
pass without an extended discussion, and, although greatly interested 
in it myself, I had not intended to take part in the debate; but inas- 
much as the opponents of the bill seem disposed to discuss it, I ask the 
indulgence of the Senate for a few moments. 

Ibelieve this measure to be a wise one, and I hope the bill will pass with- 
out farther amendment. It seems to me thatan increase in the salaries 
of the district judges, as proposed by the bill, is demanded upon the prin- 
ciple of equality. So far as my observation extends I think the district 
judges perform quite as much labor and are quite as able and experi- 
enced as the circuit judges, who receive $6,000 per annum, and when 
the salaries of the district judges are increased to $5,000, as p 
by the bill, they will only be placed on an equality as to salary with 
members of Congress, although the judges as a rule are employed the 
year round, while, as we know, Congress is in session less than half the 
time. If we compare the salaries of the district judges with the salaries 
of the officers, civil and military, in the Executive Departments of the 
Government, it will be found, I think, that after the salaries of all the 
district judges shall be increased to $5,000 per annum they will be still 
less liberally compensated than the officers of relative importance in the 
Executive Departments. Equality is equity, and inasmuch as Co: 
has the fixing of the salaries not only of its own members but of the 
officers of the judicial and executive departments it ought to be care- 
ful to do exact justice. I think it has been the aim of Congress to do 
this whenever judicial salaries have been the subject of legislation here- 
tofore, but since the salaries of district judges were fixed as they now 
are the business in most if not all the judicial districts has greatly in- 
creased. t 


Section 554 of the Revised Statutes now regulates the salaries of the 
district judges, butasa matter of fact they were fixed long prior to that 
time. Even since the revision of the statutes the growth in pop 
and business of the older States has been rapid and continuous and in 
some of the Western States it has been phenomenal. I think the sal- 
aries of the district judges should now be fixed with reference to the 
in¢reased business in the several districts. 

When the bill which passed the Senate at the first session of the Forty- 
eighth Congress to increase the salaries of the district judges was under 
discussion the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] presented 
some statistics, which have been read at the desk to-day, to show how 
the salaries of the Federal judges had been increased since 1797, when 
the first act upon the subject was passed, and which fixed the salaries 
of the Supreme Court judges at $3,500 and the salaries of the district 
Jonge at from $1,000 to $1,600, to the present time when the salaries 
of the Supreme Court are fixed at $10,000 per annum, the salaries of the 
judges of the circuit courts at $6,000 per annum, the salary of the dis- 
trict judge of Louisiana at $4,500 per annum, the salaries of the district 
judges of Massachusetts, of the three districts of New York, of the two 
districts of Pennsylvania, of the districts of Maryland and New Jersey, 
of the southern district of Ohio, and the northern district of Illinois at 
$4,000 per annum, and the salaries of the other district judges at $3,500 
per annum. But it will be observed that this increase was not all made 
atone time. It seems to have kept pace with the growth of the coun- 
try, with the increase of business in the several districts and the in- 
creased cost of living. In my judgment, so far from those statistics 
showing that the district judges are now amply rewarded for their serv- 
ices they afford asufficient reason why the salaries of the district judges 
should be increased as now proposed. 

It appears to have been the policy of Congress under all administra- 
tions to take notice of the growth of the country and the increase of 
business in the several districts, and to regulate the salaries of the 
judges of the several courts accordingly. 

Besides (and I make the statement without a recent examination), 
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I think the salaries of district judges have remained unchanged for a 
longer period than at any other time since the courts were organized. 
One case I have in my mind, with which I am entirely familiar, and 
that is the case of the district judge of who came upon the 
bench when was admitted into the Union in the spring of 1859 
at a salary of $3,500, which has remained unchanged for a quarter of a 
century, although the business of his district has more than doubled 
every ten years. The rapid growth of this country in wealth and popu- 
lation, the rapid settlement of our public lands under new and varied 
Jaws, the great increase of our commerce, domestic and foreign, the in- 
crease of the number of questions of jurisdiction between the States 
and the Federal Government to be decided by the Federal courts, the 
multiplication of transportation lines and of corporations, State and 
Federal, under special charters and general laws, with the numerous 
questions which are constantly arising between corporations and their 
stockholders, their creditors and the public—in a word, the vast in- 
crease in the number of cases to be heard and considered and deter- 
mined by the Federal courts and the great and constantly increasing 
number of decisions of State and Federal courts to be examined when- 
ever a new question arises for consideration in my judgment have 
more than doubled the labor of the judges of all the Federal courts 
within the last twenty years. 

The Federal courts are also intrusted with the decision of great and 
delicate questions. They hold the scale of justice between the Gen- 
eral Government and the States, to restrain each within their consti- 
tutional limits, between the legislative department and the people to 
enforce the restrictions contained in the Federal Constitution which 
have been provided for the protection of the people’s rights, between 
the executive department and the people to restrain and redress illegal 
and arbitrary acts and to enforce the laws; and in the first instance, as 
our judicial system is now constituted, these questions are largely 
heard and passed upon by the district j Intrusted with power 
over these great, important, and vital questions regulating the vast ma- 
chinery of the Federal Government, I think that the judicial depart- 
ment is second in importance to no other department of the Govern- 
ment. 

Besides, a judge’s salary ought not to be determined alone by the 
amount of labor he performs nor by the responsibility that devolves 
upon him. ‘The law is a jealous mistress, and he who attains to emi- 
nence in the profession must have devoted long years of patient and 
unremitting study to it, and the preparation and experience necessary 
to fit a man for a district judge represents an amount of time, labor, 
and capital which would have enabled him to have achieved success in 
any calling. The method for the selection of Federal judges prescribed 
by the Constitution are admirably adapted to secure the best men. I 
for one should like to see the salaries of all the Federal judges fixed at 
such an amount as would induce the best lawyers in the country to 
seek the positions, 

There is another matter to which I allude with some hesitation. I 
do so not so much because I think any utterances in the debate on this 
measure call for criticism, as because what I have in my mind to say 
can be better said at this time than at sometime when the occasion for 
it is more marked. - In fact, if I thought any utterances during this 
debate in regard to the judiciary deserved criticism I should not be the 
one, with the profound respect I entertain for the opponents of this bill, 
toundertake toanswerthem. I think that our Federal judgesasa rule 
are men of integrity, ability, and of painstaking industry, and worthy 
of commendation; and Iam sorry thatit should have ever been thought 
necessary by any member of this body on this floor to make any sugges- 
tion to the contrary. I regret to say that I have heard, on a few occa- 
sions since I have been a member of the Senate, criticisms of the judi- 
cial department of the Government, of the executive department, and 
even of this body, which I believe unjust and uncalled for. There may 
be no rule of this body and no law that prevents the severest criticism 
of a co-ordinate branch of the Government at all times, without any in- 
formation before the Senate to warrant it, but I think there is a law of 
the fitness of things which prevents it, a law not found in the statutes, 
a law not to be found in judicial precedents, but a law which we allof 
us ought to be none the less willing to obey. 

The case would be different if the heads of the Departments and the 
judges of the courts could appear on this floor in their own vindication; 
but situated as we are here, relieved from liability for our utterances, 
without fear of denial or contradiction, it appears to me whenever we 
undertake to criticise the co-ordinate departments of the Government 
it ought to be done with moderation and justice. Besides, sir, I be- 
lieve that any general adverse criticism of the judicial department of 
the Government is undeserved. You may search history and examine 
the judicial of all civilized countries from the time when Moses 
undertook to devolve upon his associates some share of the responsi- 
bility and labor of governing the children of Israel to the present time, 
and there is not and there never has been, in my judgment, in any 
country a purer or abler judiciary than we have in this country to-day, 
Federal and State. Itis true that there have been men upon the bench 
in the State and Federal courts who have been unworthy of their posi- 
tions, who have prostituted their high offices for unworthy ends, but 
the examples of incompetency and corruption upon the bench in other 
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countries have been quite as numerous and conspicuous as in our own. 
I will go further: in my opinion the men who to-day occupy the posi- 
tion of judges of the Federal courts, Supreme, circuit, and district, for 
integrity, ability, learning, and industry will com favorably with 
the great lawyers who have filled similar positions since the courts were 
organized, many of whose names we to-day venerate. 

There is another suggestion which I desire to make in this connec- 
tion. Every adverse criticism of the judiciary is calculated to weaken 
the respect of the people for our laws and for the administration of jus- 
tice. This is an of unrest. The times are out of joint. As we 
were told the other day by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDER- 
SON ], there is a spirit of dissatisfaction and insubordination abroad, not 
only in Europe butin the United States. It manifestsitselfin denuncia- 
tion of the laws that are necessary for the protection of life, liberty, and 
property; in unjust and ignorant criticisms of officials in every depart- 
ment of the Government; in distrust of the lawmakers, both Federal 
and State; in criticisms of our courts of justice and the manner of con- 
ducting the judicial business; in flagrant violations of the laws by mobs 
under the pretense of administering justice. What is more to be dep- 
recated is that such unlawful acts are frequently approved by consid- 
erable portions of the communities in which they take place and are 
often commended by portions of the public press as being either neces- 
sary or more fitting means for redress of supposed public wrongs than 
the lawful methods provided by the people themselves. 

Such a sentimant imperils the existence of the Government. Gov- 
ernment is organized society. It is intended for the protection of life, 
liberty, and property. It is intended to secure the power of the whole 
community for the protection of each individual. It isapparent tome 
that whenever we weaken the security designed to be afforded by civil 
government and remit individuals to their own unaided efforts to pro- 
tect their rights, we are retrograding in the scale of civilization. Every 
adverse criticism, every unjust criticism of a department of the Gov- 
ernment, every charge or insinuation of wrongdoing against an officer 
of this Government made upon this floor is caught up and heralded upon 
the wings of lightning to the four quarters of the globe, and has a tend- 
ency to weaken the respect of the people for the laws which they have 
made, for the officers they themselves have chosen, for the institutions 
they have established, and for republican government. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I know how useless it is to at- 
tempt to oppose any measure in this body which proposes to increase 
salaries. I have been here too long not to have learned—I should have 
been a very dull scholar if I had not learned—that there is great liber- 
ality on the part of members of the Senate as well as the other House, 
and that almost every proposition to increase salaries prevails. Never- 
theless I have had to meet this very question of the increase of the sal- 
aries of judges on several occasions, and invariably I have voted against 
the increase, as I shall do now, not because I do not suppose there are 
some of the district judges who earn by the services performed not only 
$3,500, but $5,000; but the proposition is to raise the salaries of over 
forty judges, some of whom do not earn by any service rendered to the 
Government anything more than they are getting to-day. If we could 
have an adjusted scale and pay gentlemen according to the services 
they render, I should be perfectly willing to pay some of the district 
judges even the sum of $5,000 a year. But when you make a proposi- 
tion to pay on a straight line every district judge of the United States 
the sum of $5,000, I can not vote for it, because I believe the services 
they render the Government do not entitle them to it. The sum of 
$4,000, as proposed by the Senator from Alabama, isa very liberal com- 
pensation when you take into consideration that that isasalary for life, 
not only while they are performing duty on the bench, but as long as 
they draw the vital breath they are to receive that sum: I think itis 
a liberal com tion in many of the districts for the services the 
Judges render. I shall, therefore, vote for the amendment. If that 
amendment does not prevail I shall not be able to vote for the bill as it 
is reported, because I believe the compensation provided for in the bill 
is more than ought to be given indiscriminately to all the Federal district 

ndges. 
: Mr. Président, I have voted against the proposition before and I shall 
vote against it again, not because, as I say, I am opposed to paying men 
the full value for the services rendered, but from a conviction that the 
bill proposes to pay certain district judges more compensation than 
they earn by their services to the Government, and I am not for making 
any of the Federal judges or any other Federal officers mere gratuities. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to ask the distinguished Senator who has this 
bill in charge, the chairman of the Judiciary Committee, or the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, equally distinguished, whether or not the com- 
mittee considered the question of an adjustment of these salaries ? 

Mr. HOAR. I stated that some days ago, but I will restate in 
answer to the Senator from Maine. The committee tried to find some 
principle by which they could make such a scale. They sent to every 
district judge in the country and obtained answers as to the extent of 
the business in each district. The committee got statistics from either 
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the judges or the clerks as tothe numberof cases in the various courts. 
They became satisfied it wasentirely impracticable. They became sat- 
isfied also that the opinion of a large majority of the Senate wasagainst 
that view, the most experienced lawyers of theSenate. One groundis 
this: Thejudge of the United States district court who does the least work 
may have a most important cause in his district at any time, a cause in- 
volving the holding of some great railroad, a giant ion, in the 
grasp of the law, and requiring not merely the quality of integrity and 
ability, but requiring the profoundest public confidence in the integrity 
and ability of the judge who presides in the court in order to have the 
public feel that the law is administered without respect of persons. 

The judge who spends but fifty or one hundred days in the year in 
court must hold his whole year at the command of his office. He is 
not permitted to practice law, is not ex to engage in any other 
business. It would be regarded as indecent for a judge to be engaged 
in speculation or in any general business, the interests of which might 
be affected by judicial decision, as it would be for a Secretary of the 
Treasury, who is prohibited from doingit by law. Therefore it seemed 
that this salary, a high one it is true in some few portions of the 
country, but generally a moderate income of an average respectable 
and able lawyer, was not too high. 

Iquite agree that the judge is not to be compensated in proportion to 
the vast ae good lawyers make in great commercial cities 
or the great rai lawyers of the country. There are certain voca- 
tions in life, the vocation of a the vocation of the college pro- 
fessor or procent; the vocation of the legislator, and the vocation of the 
judge, where unquestionably the dignity, the public respect, the r 
manence of tenure go very far to eke out a moderate salary; but I do 
not think that in fixing this sum of $5,000, the same sum which we fix 
for own salaries—a sum less by a thousand dollars than that fixed for 
the salary of the judges of the circuit court—we are transgressing that 
principle. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I have listened with a good deal 
of interest to the observations of the Senator from Alabama on this 
subject. I can fully sympathize with him from his standpoint in the 
views he entertains. There have been members of the Federal judi- 
ciary, and especially in that portion of the country, who are not only 
not worth what they are getting now, but not worth anything at all. 
They have been obstacles to the administration of justice rather than 
ministers of justice. But while sym izing to this extent with the 
Senator from Alabama, I turn to look at the condition of the State Lin 
part represent on this floor, and I feel impelled by every sense of fair 
dealing and public interest to support the bill as it has been reported 
by the Judiciary Committee. 

The State of Indiana has over two milliong of people in it. There 
are over 6,000 miles of railroad in the State, ene omy on, 
but two within its borders. The Federal litigation is y ; 
I might say enormous. There are four courts held by the district j 
tor the district of Indiana—one at Indianapolis, one at Fort Wayne, one 
Je New Albany, and one at Evansville. He pays his prea graye 
travel and of hotels. The only criticism I have upon this bill is that 
for such a man as occupies that bench at this time, such 
services as he does, it is really not enough. I should be if there 
could be some method, and yet I do not see that there can be, by which 
discriminations can be made as to labor or merit on the bench in the 
salaries which we shall pay judges. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would like to call the attention of the Senator to 
the fact that the present system is adi inati Ten judges 
get $4,000, one judge gets$4,500, one judge gets $5,000, and forty other 
j get $3,500. That is a discriminating system. 

Bos gt VOORHEES. There is no measure presented, I believe, of that 
ere. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have not thought it worth while to present any- 
thing of that kind now. 

Mr. VOORHEES. When a measure of that kind is introduced and 
comes up for consideration, I will give it a careful examination; but 
as the measure stands now, I feel impelled by the considerations which 
I have stated to support the bill. I am not alarmed about the cry of 
large salaries when the men who getthem earn them by faithful service 
and by conspicuous ability. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish it to be observed that I am grateful to the 
Senator from Indiana for the sympathy he has expressed for the people 
of my State. That is due to them also. But if the district judgeship 
in Indiana were to become vacant, I expect I should have a chance to 
reciprocate the sympathies of the Senator from Indiana, for I suppose 
there would not be less than one hundred very admirable Indiana law- 
yers who would be applying for it at $3,500 a year. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The yeas and nays have been ordered 
on the amendment of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 14, nays 
43; as follows: 


YEAS—l4. 
Berry, ui Mı 
Call Colq t, organ, vaw ; 
Cockrell, Harr, Saulsbury, 
Coke, Maxey, Vance, 


NAYS—43. 

Allison, Edmunds, Kenna, Plumb, 
Blair, Evarts, , Sabin 
Bowen, Meklilian, Sawyer, 

Hale, Sewell, 
Butler, Ham Manderson, Sherman, 
Grace” Hawle Manel i SS SÀ ord, 

awley, o J 
Conger, ‘oar, 7i Mitchell of Pa., H Teller, 
Cullom, ls, Morrill, Voor! 
Dawes, Jackson, Palmer, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Platt, 
ABSENT—19. 
Aldrich, Fair, Jones of Nevada =. 
Beck, Gibson, McPherson, Riddleberger, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Miller of Cal., Vest, 
Camden, Gray, Payne, Wilson of Md, 
Eustis, Jones of Florida, Pike, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. CALL. Iofferanamendment to comein as an additional section. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


be rem: 
an application shall be made by any pee Se: retirement under this act the 
rmation before some judge of the circuit court 
of the United States, setting forth the application of pach ja for retirement 
under this act on account of disability to perform the duties of his office, and it 
shall be the duty of such circuit 


judge to cause witnesses to be examined as to 
the condition of such judge and the disability alleged, and to certify the eyi- 
dence, with his decision 


ereon, to the President of the United States, who is 
hereby authorized to retire such judge under this actif he approves the decision 
of the judge of the circuit court, and to nominate another person to be judge of 
said d ct or circuit court in place of the judge retired under the provisions of 
this act. 


Mr. CALL. I suppose, sir, there can be no controversy or question 
that a judge who is disabled from performing the duties of his office ought 
to be retired. That is a proposition too manifest to admit of any kind 
of question, and it is a great evil in the judicial system of this country 
that men who render themselves incapable of performing their judicial 
duties by habits of intoxication, by notorious drunkenness, or who are 
disabled from any cause, whether innocent or vicious, should remain upon 
the bench for a lifetime, an obstruction to the administration of justice, 
an evil example to the community, and in every respect failing to per- 
form the duties for which they were appointed. I introduced anamend- 
ment to this bill, in which I proposed a proceeding by quo warranto to 
determine whether or not the condition on which a judge received his 
appointment had been performed, and the condition of a proper use of 
his office and thedischarge of his functions should be judicially ascer- 
tained, and if decided adversely to him, that he should be retired on a 
salary. Itmet with nosympathy from the Committee on the Judiciary 
nor from the majority of the Senate and no support, and yet unless there 
be some such proceeding as that there is no remedy for the case. It is 
laid down in Blackstone and in all the law books that it is an implied 
condition upon whicha man receives his appointment that he shall per- 
form the duties of the office. Blackstone lays it down: 


generally without adding other words, the law tacitly annexes hereto a secret 
condition that the 

dition it is lawfal 
person; for an office, either public or private, mey be forfeited by misuser or 
non-user, both of which are breaches of this implied condition: 1. By misuser or 
abuse; as if a judge takes a bribe, or a park-keeper kills deer without authority. 
2. By non-user or neglect; which in public offices that concern the administra- 
tion of justice, or the commonwealth, is of itself a direct and immediate cause of 
forfeiture.—Blackstone’s Commentaries, volume 2, page 152. 


The Constitution provides that the civil officers of the United States 
may be removed on impeachment for high crimes and misdemeanors, 
but drunkenness, disability produced from bad habits or from over- 
work in the faithful discharge of his duties, are neither crimes nor 
misdemeanors, and if that construction be maintained, that there is no 
other mode of removing a man save by impeachment, his appointment 
is a sinecure, a permission to him to do anything and everything either 
of non-user or misuser of his office within the limits of a high crime 
and misdemeanor, that alone excepted, he may fail to perform every 
single duty of his office. But there is a difference of opinion, and the 
judicial tribunalsof the country, jealousof their own rights, have looked 
in the direction in their decisions that the removal by impeachment 
was the only proceeding to which a judge was amenable, and therefore 
I have asked this amendment to the bill in which a judge on his vol- 
untary application may be retired, the fact of his disability being as- 
certained by a judicial proceeding. 

I hope that the Senate will adopt the amendment. It willopen the 
way for the retirement of some men who are upon the bench whoought 
not to be there and who do not perform and can not perform the con- 
dition upon which they received their appointments. 

The amendment does not impute wrong to any man., He may apply 
for retirement for disability, and that disability being judicially ascer- 
tained he retires on an adequate salary for his life, which is far better 
for the public interest and for the people over whom he presides than 
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that he should continue pretending to perform duties which he does not 


perform and receiving a salary for wrongdoing or for being incapable 
of ees his duties instead of the administration of his office. 

. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the amendment, although well in- 
tended I am sure, ought not to be adopted. The Senate has been, and 
the other House of Congress as well has been, extremely reluctant in old 
times to go as far as the law now goesin respect of retiring civil officers 
on salaries; but after a great deal of discussion and trouble we fixed the 
law allowing ajudge to retire at seventy years of age after ten years of 
service. This amendment opens it to the will of anybody who may 
be appointed to-morrow to retire the next day, with the assent of the 
President, with his salary. Therefore it would appear to me—and I 
think I am safe in speaking for the committee in that respect—that it 
would not be wise to adopt this amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer another amendment. In line 4, after the 
word ‘‘States,’’ I move to strike out the words ‘‘shall hereafter” and 
insert ‘‘who shall be appointed hereafter;’’ so as to read: 

That the salaries of the several judges of the district courts of the United States 
who shall be appointed hereafter shall be at the rate of $5,000 per annum. 

Mr. HOAR. We voted on that once. 

Mr. CONGER. Would an amendment to that be in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would be. 

Mr. CONGER. I more to insert after the word ‘“‘appointed’’ the 
words ‘‘ during this administration.” 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam glad the Senator from Michigan is convinced 
that the only chance to get an honest judge is from a Democratic admin- 
istration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Michigan will be read. 

Mr. CONGER. Let it be read so that I may hear how it sounds. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the word “‘appointed”’ in the amendment 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘ during this administration; *’ so as to read: 

That the salaries of the several judges of the district courts of the United States 
whoshall be hereafter appointed during this administration shall be at the rate of 
$5,000 per annum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. ConGER] to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Alabama. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CALL. Iwouldask the members of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary if, when an evil of this kind is presented to them of an incompe- 
tent or a disabled judge who does not perform the duties of his office 
at all, of a judge who has rendered himself or has innocently become 
incapable of performing them, they do not propose some remedy for it? 
The Constitution is plain. Drunkenness is not a crime ora misdemeanor, 
nor is disability or the failure to perform the duties of an office or in- 
capacity, and I ask the Committee on the Judiciary, who seem to con- 
trol the Senate on this subject, if communities are to be afflicted for the 
whole life of an incapable judge who refuses to perform his duty openly, 
wantonly refuses to do it, or who has become disabled by an act of 
Providence, if there can be no remedy provided for that? 

Mr. HOAR. I have, of course, no authority to speak for the Judici- 
ary Committee in regard to the question which has been proposed by 
the Senator from Florida; but speaking for one, I believe that drunken- 
ness, incapacitating a judge for the performance of the duties of his office, 
or so habitual and open as to be scandalous, even if it does not give 
public scandal or offense or shock the sense of the community, is an 
impeachable misdemeanor, and that the remedy is open by impeach- 
ment in the case which the Senator suggest. And it is not anew 
question. More than once in the history of the United States a judge’s 
impeachment has been proposed in such cases and the judge has re- 
signed to avoid it; and I haveno doubt that would operate on any judge 
if the state of case the Senator from Florida supposes were true. 

I will say to that Senator again, having no authority to speak for the 
committee but only speaking for one, that if he will send to the Judi- 
ciary Committee any resolution or bill seeking to protect the public 
against such a scandal as he suggests, it shall have my own most care- 
ful and prompt consideration, and I have no doubt it will have that of 
the whole committee; but of course I can not make promises for any- 
body but myself. 

Mr. CALL. Iam very glad to hear that, because I propose to ask 
the attention of the Committee on the Judiciary to the existence of 
this evilinthe country. There may bea case of paralysisor incapacity, 
waiving the question whether or not that is a crime and misdemeanor 
which is not so declared by law, which I do not think itis. I do not 
think anything can be a crime or a misdemeanor until the law has so 
declared it to be, and certainly the law can never declare that to be a 
crime which is a mere incapacity, such as paralysis, such as physical 
weakness, mental or physical incapacity, rendering a man incapable of 
performing the duties of the office. 


Theamendment of the Senator from 


There is not only one, but there are numbers of cases of this descrip- 
tion within the knowledge notonly of Senators on this floor but of judges 
of the Supreme Court of the United States who have been personal wit- 
nesses of the fact of men being upon the bench sitting in the trial of 
causes who are certainly incompetent, disabled both in mind and body 
from performing the duties of a judge, and who for years have been in 
this condition, and something ought to be done to avoid not only this 
wrong to the public but this disgrace to our laws. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator pardon me for one moment? 

Mr. CALL, Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I believe that the statement to the House of Representa- 
tives on his personal responsibility of such a fact by any respectable citi- 
zen of Florida or anywhere else would secure the attention of that House 
and would result in an examination to see whether the fact alleged was 
probably true, and if they found the fact sustained, it would result inan 
impeachment of the officer or in his resignation in consequence of the 
proceeding. 

Mr. CALL. I do not wish to make any charge against any judge or 
any particular person. I am not here to charge the judge in one dis- 
trict or another with wrongdoing or with incapacity; but I am allud- 
ing to the existence of an evil which can be readily asceriained, whether 
it isin one part of the country or in another. But I do not see how 
you could convict a man by impeachment for being habitually intoxi- 
cated in the performance of the duty of a judge, or how you can con- 
vict for being disabled either mentally or physically, because neither is 
a crime or misdemeanor in the language of the Constitution until it is 
so declared by the laws. These two words have atechnical and legal 
meaning in the laws of England and those of our country. And by all 
the principles of our law you can not punish a man for an act before the 
law has declared the act to be criminal and forbidden by the Jaw. It 
is said misdemeanor means misdemeanor in office; but you can not give 
it this meaning, because it is a criminal proceeding in which a man is 
to be punished for a ‘‘high crime or misdemeanor,” and by our law he 
must be advised before committing the act that it is criminal. ‘‘ High 
crimes or misdemeanors’? mean greater and smaller crimes, and these 
words can properly have no other meaning. 

Mr, President, I only wished to call the attention of the Senate and 
of the country to the existence of this condition of the law. A man 
may under this construction of the Constitution never perform a single 
duty as judge; he may accept the office and draw the salary and never 
do anything else; and yet there is no mode known to the laws as they 
now are by which he can be gotten rid of. He can not be impeached; 
and unless itcan be judicially ascertained (which I believe it may be by 
a proceeding of quo warranto) and a forfeiture declared, there is no 
way that such a judge cay be removed or retired. Evenif there should 
be crimes and misdemeanors impeachment is almost impossible and 
practically useless. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I should be sorry, as late as it is, 
to have this observation of my friend from Florida go without any re- 
ply, because it would be a reproach to the administration of this Gov- 
ernment for now a century if it was supposed to be necessary to have 
a statute law in order to make it a high misdemeanor under the Con- 
stitution of the United States for a judge to be intoxicated or affected 
by the use of intoxicating liquors while sitting on the bench, because 
it is a public scandal, an obstruction to the administration of justice, 
a reproach to the whole administration of justice, and therefore I be- 
lieve it to be just as impeachable as if he had committed murder or as 
if he had taken bribes—more than as if he had committed murder in 
fact and as if he had taken bribes. ; 

Mr. BUTLER. There are numbers of instances where judges have 
been tried on such allegations in the State tribunals. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And I was going to add, as my friend from 
South Carolina suggests, that there have been instances in the States 
where judges have been tried and removed from office for that very 
offense, and, if I do not misrecollect, in the earlier history of this coun- 
try there was a case, I think from Pennsylyania—certainly from some 
State—where a district judge was tried and disposed of on that ground. 
Certainly there can be no doubt in my mind of the fact that intoxica- 
tion on the bench of a court of justice is a high misdemeanor in the sense 
of the Constitution. 

Mr. DAWES. There was an early case of a district judge of the 
United States in New Hampshire who was impeached and removed. 
The articles of impeachment embraced two charges. One was of inca- 
pacity and one was of drunkenness. He was convicted without spec- 
ifying for which, and was removed from office. 

Mr. CALL. I do not desire to detain the Senate, but I do not see 
how you can attach to misdemeanor a criminal meaning unless the law 
has previously declared that the act shall be a criminal offense and 
what misdemeanor shall be. The language of the Constitution is used 
in its legal and technical sense when it a Hage of crime. I do not 
know how you can make a crime except by law. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator understand thatifa judge should take 
a bribe, there being no statute law against taking a bribe by a judge, 
he could not be impeached ? 

Mr. CALL. I understand this, that you cannot make a crime except 
by the lawmaking power, whether it be the taking of a bribe or what- 
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ever it may be. There is no power competent to make an act a crime 


except the law-making power, anda statute must create a crime in our 
country. When it is so declared in the law it becomes criminal. But 
what of the incapacity to which my amendment refers, the disability ? 
It may be a perfectly innocent incapacity, a perfectly innocent disabil- 
ity which has overtaken the man. That, so far as the public is con- 
cerned, is the essential feature, whether produced by drunkenness and 
scandalous conduct or by some innocent eause. It is the incapacity to 
perform the duties of the office; and how are you to get rid of that by 
im ent as a high crime and misdemeanor ? ere is evidently 
a necessity for some legislation on the subject such as I have proposed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
made as in Committee of the Whole were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was read 
the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. MORGAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to announce that I am paired generally with 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN], but understanding that 
he would vote for the bill if he were here, I vote in the affirmative. 

The result was announced—yeas 43, nays 13; as follows: 


YEAS—43, 


Aldrich, Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Payne, 
Allison, Edmunds, Kenna, Platt, 
Blair, Evarts, Sewell, 
Bowen, Frye, Me. illan, Sherman, 
Brown, Hale, Mahone, Spooner, 
Butler, Hampton, Manderson, Stanford, 
Cameron, Harrison, Miller of N. Y., ‘Teller, 
Chace, Hawley, Mitchell of Oreg., Vest, 
Conger, Hoar Mitchell of Pa., Voorhees, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Morrill, ilson of Iowa, 
Dawes, Jackson, Palmer, 
NAYS—13. 
Boi George, Walthall. 
B). burn, H sS, Saulsbury, 
Coke, Maxey, Vance, 
Colquitt, Morgan, Van Wyck, 
ABSENT—20. 
Beck, Fair, Jones of Nevada, Pugh. 
Call, Gibson, MePherson, Riddleberger, 
Camden, Gorman, Miller of Cal., Sabin, 
Cockrell, Gray, e, Sawyer, 
Eustis, Jones of Florida, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
So the bill was passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1144) for the relief of Col. 
Daniel McClure; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask leave to present at this time with the bill 
the memorial of Col. Daniel McClure, assistant paymaster-general Uni- 
ted States Army, praying for relief in the settlement of his accounts 
with the United States. I move that it be printed and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs to accompany the bill just introduced. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair feels it his duty to call 
attention to the fact that the memorial is long, and it is rather unusual 
to print memorials without the special order of the Senate. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It is a matter of grave importance, and I think 
the committee would prefer that it be printed for their use. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The tor from Indiana moves that 
the memorial just presented by him be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Indiana that he leave 
that to the committee to which he refers the memorial. It can have it 
printed if it deems it necessary, and I suggest to him that there is no ne- 
cessity for an order of the Senate. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Very well; for the present let it stand in that way. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The memorial will be referred to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 1145) for the government and con- 
trol of the Saint Mary’s Falls Canal, Michigan; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. KENNA (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1146) for the better 
government of the Light-House Establishment; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MAHONE introduced a bill (S. 1147) providing for the retire- 
ment of wagon-masters; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1148) providing for the construction of 
an iron pier at Fortress Monroe, Va.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1149) allowing di officers of the 
Army one year’s pay and allowances; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1150) for the relief of P. L. Ward, widow 
and executrix of William Ward, deceased; which was read twice by its 
sua and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 

aims, 


ADMISSION OF DAKOTA. 


Mr. HARRISON. I desire to give notice to the Senate that on Fri- 
day next I shall call up for consideration the bill for the admission of 
Dakota. I name that day because I am advised by the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] that he desires some little time with a 
view of submitting the views of the minority of the committee. If the 
business of the Senate will admit, on Friday I shall call up that bill. 


LAND-GRANT WAGON-ROADS IN OREGON. 


Mr. DOLPH. I offer the following resolution, which I ask to have 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, directed to furnish 
to the Senate copies of all maps, papers, and documents on file in the Interior De- 
partment showing the location of wagon-roads in the State of Oregon under the 
provisions of grants made to said State to aid in the construction of military 
wagon-roads, and the time when such locations were made; of all papersand 
documents filed as evidence of the completion of said roads and compliance with 
the conditions upon which said grants were made by private rations to 
whom said grants were transferred by said State; and a statement of the number 
of acres of land to which said companies ©, or would have become, en- 
titled to upon compliance with the conditions of such grants,the number ofacres 
within the limits of each of said ts surveyed to this date, the numberofacres 
selected and listed by each of said companies, and the number ofacres heretofore 
patented to each of said companies, together with copies of all papers showing 
or tending toshow a failure on the part of said State or said private corporations 
to comply with the conditions upon which such grants were made. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
Order of Business No. 10, being Senate bill No. 9. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Order of Business 
No. 10, being the bill (S. 9) to fix the day for the meeting of the electors 
of President and Vice-President, and to provide for and regulate the 
counting of the votes for President and Vice-President and the decision 
of questions arising thereon. 


The motion was to. 
The PRESID pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was paren to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After thirteen minutes t in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, January 18, 1886. 


The House was called to order at 12 m. by the Clerk, Hon. JOHN B, 
CLARK, Jr., who directed the reading of the following communication: 
WasntncTon, D. C., January 18, 1886. 
Hon, Jons B. CLARK, Jr., 
Clerk House of Representatives: 
I hereby designate Hon, WILLIAM M. SPRINGER to act as Speaker pro tempore 
during my absence this day. 
JOHN G. CARLISLE. 


Mr. SPRINGER accordingly assumed the chair as Speaker pro tem- 


pore. 
Prayer by Rev. S. K. Cox, of Washington, D. C. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. MOFFATT, à mem- 
ber of the committee having in charge the Presidential succession bill, 
was debarred from expressing his views on that bill by the ordering of 
the previous question, and I now ask unanimous consent that he be 
permitted to print those views in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON ELECTIONS. 


Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution will be read, after 
which the Chair will ask for objections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Elections have leave to print the testimony 
and all other papers g to the several contested-election cases referred to 
said committee, and that said committee also be authorized to have printed for 
the use of said committee such documents and papers as it may deem necessary 
in connection with subjects considered by said committee. 

Resolved, further, That said committee have leave to sit during the sessions of 
the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of this resolution? 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Mr. Speaker, is thatresolution presented for im- 
mediate action ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itis. The resolution simply provides 
for printing the record in contested-clection cases. It is the usual res- 
olution upon that subject. 


Is there objection to the present con- 
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Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state for the information of 
the chairman of the Committee on Printing that this is the usual and 
necessary order which has always been made, and always made by 
unanimous consent. é 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I ask that the resolution be again read. 

The Clerk again read the resolution. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Mr. 8 er, I will not raise the point of order 
upon the resolution in view of the statement which has been made by 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER]. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

LEAVE TO PRINT, 

By unanimous consent, Mr. BENNETT and Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, 
were granted leave to print in the RECORD remarks on Senate bill 471, 
the Presidential succession bill. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This being Monday, the Chair will pro- 
ceed to call the States and Territories for the introduction of bills and 
joint resolutions for reference to appropriate committees. Under this 
call joint resolutions and memorials from State and Territorial Legis- 
latures will be in order; also resolutions calling for information from 
the heads of Departments. 

GUSTAV SCHUFFERT. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (H. R. 3850) granting a pension to 
Gustay Schuffert; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM P. SHELTON, 

Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. 3851) granting a pension 
to William P. Shelton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. KENNARD. 


Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3852) for the relief ot 
George W. Kennard; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


[BRIDGE ACROSS THE COOSA RIVER. 

Mr. FORNEY introduced a bill (H. R. 3853) to authorize the Talla- 
dega and Coosa Valley Railroad Company of Alabama to erect a bridge 
across the Coosa River; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


SCHOOL FUNDS IN ALABAMA. 

Mr. FORNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3854) to increase the 
school fand in certain townships of the State of Alabama; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Education, 
and ordered to be printed. 

THE BRITISH BARK VISCOUNT CANNING. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama, introduced a bill (H. R. 3855) to remit the 
forfeiture of the British bark Viscount Canning, and to refund the pro- 
ceeds of the sale thereof to her owners, Edward D. Morris and C. R. 
Morris; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES A. TORBERT. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3856) for the 
relief of the legal representatives of James A. Torbert, deceased; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS AT LAW OF FRANCES HOLMAN. 

Mr. PEEL introduced a bill (H. R. 3857) for the relief of the heirs 
at law of Frances Holman for property taken by the Army of the United 
States in the late war; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LARCENY. 

Mr. ROGERS introduced a bill (H. R. 3858) prescribing the punish- 
ment for the crime of larceny; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH STANLEY. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3859) for the relief of 
Joseph Stanley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. WALTERS. 

Mr. ROGERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3860) grantinga ion 
to John H. Walters, and for other purposes ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed, 

JOHN S. LUFF. 

Mr. MCKENNA introduced a bill (H. R. 3861) for the relief of John 
8. Luff; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BEET-SUGAR MACHINERY. 
Mr. McKENNA also introduced a bill (H. R. 3862) to exempt the 


importation of beet-sugar machinery from duty fora limited time; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. - 

GOTTLOB GROEZINGER. 

Mr. MORROW (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3863) for the 
relief of Gottlob Groezinger; which was read a first and second time, 
referréd to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAIAH W. LEES AND OTHERS. 

Mr. MORROW (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3864) to 
compensate Isaiah W. Lees and H. H. Ellis, of San Francisco, for serv- 
ices rendered the Government; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM D. HALEY. 

Mr. FELTON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3865) for the re- 
lief of William D. Haley; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. LOUTITT introduced a bill (H. R. 3866) to extend the provis- 
ions of the pension law in certain cases; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

THOMAS F. RILEY. 

Mr. HENLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 3867) for the relief of Thomas 
F. Riley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

G. W. VARNUM. 


Mr. MARKHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 3868) for the relief of G. 
W. Varnum; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SOUTHERN UTE INDIANS, 

Mr. SY MES introduced a bill (H. R. 3869) to remove Southern Ute 
Indians from Colorado; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ALEXANDER SHAW. 


Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3870) granting an increase 
of pension to Alexander Shaw; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee’on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

VINTON G. HOLLIDAY. 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3871) for the relief of Vin- 
ton G. Holliday; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TRAVERS SWAN. 


Mr. SEYMOUR introduced a bill (H. R. 3872) for the relief of Travers 
Swan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK 8. JENNINGS. 

Mr. SEYMOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 3873) extending patent 
to Frederick 8. Jennings, of Danbury, Conn.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to 
be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. LORE introduced a bill (H. R. 3874) to amend chapter 182, vol- . 
ume 20, United States Statutes at Large; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Revision of the Laws, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER MOSELEY. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, introduced a bill (H. R. 3875) for the re- 
lief of Alexander Moseley, executor of William D. Moseley, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

“MALLORY LoT,’? KEY WEST. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3876) for 
the purchase of the *‘ Mallory lot” at Key West, Fla., for naval pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIM OF THE STATE OF FLORIDA. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY introduced a bill (H. R. 3877) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to settle and pay the claim of the State of 
Florida on account of expenditures made in suppressing Indian hostil- 
ities, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL A. DONALD. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3878) for the relief 
of Samuel A. Donald; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, DRUNSWICK, GA. 
Mr. NORWOOD introduced a bill (H. R. 3879) for the erection of a 
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custom-house and post-office building at Brunswick, Ga.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, SAVANNAH, GA. 

Mr. NORWOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3880) for the erection of 
acourt-house and ce building at Savannah, Ga. ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS A. M’LAUGHLIN, 

Mr. NORWOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3881) for the relief of 
Thomas A. McLaughlin; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUNISHMENT FOR PERJURY. 

Mr. HAMMOND introduced a bill (H. R. 3882) to amend the law as 
to perjury; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CIRMINAL PROCEEDINGS, UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. HAM#IOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3883) to simplify the 
pleadings and procedure in criminal cases in the United States courts 
and of the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH B. REYNOLDS. 

Mr. BARNES introduced a bill (H. R. 3884) for the relief of Joseph 
B. Reynolds, of Augusta, Ga.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FIRST GEORGIA STATE TROOPS. 

Mr. CANDLER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3885) for the re- 
lief of the First Georgia State Troops ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CUSTOMS AND INTERNAI-REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3886) to repeal sections 
3412 and 3413 of the Revised Statutes, and part of sections 19 and 20 
of an act amending customs and internal-revenue laws, approved Feb- 
ruary 8, 1875 ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS. 
Mr. MORRISON submitted a resolution to authorize the Committee 
on Ways and Means to have certain documents printed and boûnd for 
use of said committee; which was referred to the Joint Committee on 


Printing. 
EMANUEL KLAUSER. 

Mr. EDEN introduced a bill (H. R. 3887) for the relief of Emanuel 
Klauser; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

R. B. PHELPS, 

Mr. EDEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3388) to place the name of 
R. B. Phelps on the pension-roll; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN SEARS. 

Mr. EDEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3889) for the relief of the le- 
gal representatives of John Sears, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DENNIS PRIDE. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois (by request), introduced a bill (H. R, 
3890) for the relief of Dennis Pride, late first lientenant Company K. 
Twenty-eighth Illinois Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
Sme Ie ati to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MICHAEL PIGGOTT. 

Mr. RIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. 3891) for the relief of Michael 
Piggott; which was reada first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LOUISE K. ROSE. 

Mr. ROWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 3892) to increase the pension 
of Louise K. Rose, widow of the late Capt, Thomas Rose, Company D, 
One hundred and seventh regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R. 3893) to repeal certain 
sections of the Revised Statutes and of the Statutes at Large, relating to 
the remoyal of causes from State courts and to suits concerning corpora- 
tions and to writs of error to review judgments of State courts relating 
only to the revenue laws of the State where the judgment is rendered; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


ALASKAN REPORTS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also submitted a concurrent resolution providing 
for the printing of the Alaskan reports of L. M. Turner and E. W. Nelson; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

A. M. M’CONNELL, 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 3894) for the re- 
lief of A. M. McConnell; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LEGAL HEIRS OF HUGH WORTHINGTON. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3895) for the 
relief of the legal heirs of Hugh Worthington; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN P. GREGSON AND FRANCIS H. ELLISON. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Ilinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3896) for the 
relief of John P. Gregson and Francis H. Ellison; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PROCEDURE IN PENSION CASES. 

Mr. CANNON introduced a bill (H. R. 3897) to simplify procedure in 
pension claims and to extend the benefits of the pension laws to worthy 
claimants for invalid pensions, and widows, minor children, and depend- 
ent relatives of soldiers and sailors of the late war who are unable by 
existing law to furnish the necessary evidence required to connect the 
disability with such service, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. DEWALD. 

Mr. CANNON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3898) granting a pension 
to George W. Dewald; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


INSPECTION OF LIVE-STOCK. 

Mr. DURHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 3899) to provide for the in- 
spection of live-stock hog products and dressed meats, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. LINA ALFORD. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 3900) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Lina Alford; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to bo 
printed. 

EFFICIENCY OF ARTILLERY, UNITED STATES ARMY. 

Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. 3901) to promote the efficiency 
of the artillery of the United States Army; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SUSANNAH CARMICHAEL. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3902) for the relief of 
Susannah Carmichael; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TAYLOR Voss. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3903) granting a pension 
to Taylor Voss; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILEY SPURGEON, L 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3904) granting a pension 
to Wiley Spurgeon (war with Mexico); which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES F. M’MICHAEL. 

Mr. FORD (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3905) granting a pen- 
sion to James F. McMichael; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHARINE JOHNSON. 

Mr. KLEINER introduced a bill (H. R. 3906) for the relief of Catha- 
rine Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

M. TRICKETT. 

Mr. KLEINER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3907) for the relief of M. 
Trickett; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN ELLIS. 
Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 3908) for the relief of John 
Ellis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 


HARRY FISK. 


Mr. HOLMAN also introduced ‘a bill (H. R. 3909) for the relief of 
Harry Fisk, postmaster at the city of Aurora, Ind.; which was read a 
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first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered | a pension to Bri 


to be printed. 
ELIZABETH WARD. 

Mr. HOWARD introduced a bill (H. R. 3910) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth Ward; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. DEAN. 


Mr. HOWARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3911) granting a pension 
to John A. Dean; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered _to be printed. 


JOHN H. HATHORN. 


Mr.T. D. JOHNSTON introduced a bill (H. R. 3912) torelieve John H. 
Hathorn from the charge of desertion; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF CHARGE OF DESERTION. 

Mr. BYNUM introduced a bill (H. R. 3913) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Frank Wempe, late private Company A, Thirty- 
second Indiana Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BYNUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 3914) to remove the charge 
of desertion against James Kiley, late of the Fifty-first Indiana Volun- 
teers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN MAHOLM. 


Mr. BYNUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 3915) granting a pension 
to John Maholm; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


J. 0. HARDING. 


Mr. BYNUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 3916) for the relief of J. 
0. padine er of Company C, Seventy-ninth Illinois Infantry Vol- 
unteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN TRAINING SCHOOL, NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 3917) to appro- 
pse $127.50 to reimburse the Indian committee of Western Yearly 
eeting of Friends in Indiana for money expended by them in the 
urchase of Government lands in North Carolina for an Indian train- 
ing school; which was read a first and second time. 
rt. BROWNE, of Indiana. It is probable that under the rule that 
bill should be referred to the Committee on Claims; butif there be any 
doubt aboutit I ask unanimous consent that it shall go to the Commit- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. of 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is this money to be paid out of funds 
belonging to the Indians? 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. No, sir. I believe it is money to be 
paid out of the Treasury. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs if there be no objection. 
There being no objection,'the bill was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM M’GARRAHAN. 


Mr. MURPHY irtroduced a bill (H. R. 3918) for the relief of Will- 
iam McGarrahan, and for the adjustment of his rights in the New 
Idria quicksilver mines of California; which was read a first and second 
time. 

Mr. MURPHY. I ask thatthis bill be referred to the Committee on 
Mines and ‘Mining. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The proper reference seems to be to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. MURPHY. This bill has been before the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, and also before the Committee on Public Lands; but the 
pun interested think it more properly belongs to the Committee on 

ines and Mining. It ins exclusively to the matters over which 
that committee has jurisdiction, and they would be pleased therefore 
to have it so referred. I have no interest in the matter myself, and 
simply introduce the bill by request. It occurs to me that would be 
the proper committee to which it should be referred. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The bill does not propose to dispose of 
any portion of the public domain. 

Mr. MURPHY. No, sir; it is a question that pertains to mining 

- rather than to anything else, as I understand it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that the 
bill, under the rule, should go to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
But the gentleman may ask unanimous consent for a different refer- 
ence. 

Mr. MURPHY. Iask unanimous consent that the bill be referred 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

There being no objection, the bill was referred to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGET O'BRIEN. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 3919) granting 


t O’Brien; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
SINKING FUND. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, submitted the following resolution; which 
was read, and referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

Resolved, That the of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to re- 

rt to the House the total amountapplied to the sinking fund between June 30, 

jand June 30, 1885, and under what dates and in what amounts the same was 

applied. . 

Mr. STRUBLE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3920) to provide 
for a uniform ballot-box to be used in Federal elections, and appropriat- 
ing money forthesame; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Elections, and ordered to be printed. 


RICHARD GEAR. 
Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (H. R. 3921) granting an increase of 
pension to Richard Gear; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


S. T. MARSHALL. 

Mr. HALL introduced a bill (H. R. 3922) for the relief of S. T. Mar- 
shall and payment to him of $6,598.49 for beef cattle furnished General 
Estill for commission sent to California in 1850 to treat with the In- 
dians; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. . 


DECREES OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. HALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3923) for the enforcement of 
judgments and decrees of United States courts in the United States 
courts in other States than where rendered; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PATENTS. 

Mr. HALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3924) to provide for the ter- 
mination and extinguishment of patents issued under the United States 
patent laws; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

ORSON YOUNG. 

Mr. HALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3925) granting a pension to 
Orson Young, of Burlington, Iowa; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pension, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HEZEKIAH HARNEY. 

Mr. HALL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3926) granting 
a pension to Hezekiah Harney; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROWLAND NOBLE. 

Mr. HALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3927) granting a pension to 
Rowland Noble; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARGARET BALL. 
Mr. HEPBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 3928) granting a pension to 
Margaret Ball; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. HEPBURN alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 3929) to establish a board 
of commissioners of interstate commerce, and toregulatesuch commerce; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

WELLS C. M’COOL. 

Mr. LYMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 3930) for the relief of Wells C. 
McCool, late first lieutenant Company I, Twenty-ninth Iowa Infantry 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


NANCY GUNSALES. 

Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 3931) granting a pension to Nancy 
Gunsalez, widow of Samuel Gunsales, late of Company K, One hundred 
and ninetieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN N. PENNELL. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3932) to grant a pension to 
John N. Pennell, late of Company K, Forty-seventh Iowa Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN W. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3933) to grant a pension to 
John W. Williams, late of Company H, Fourth Indiana Cavalry; which 
was read a firstand second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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LUCINDA BURKE. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3934) to grant a pension to 
Lucinda Burke, mother of Shaler A. Burke, late of Company C, One 
hundred and say ee Ohio Volunteers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN J. MILLER. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3935) for the relief of John 
J. Miller, late of the One hundred and twenty-first Ohio Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. J. G. SMITH. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3936) to grant a pension to 
Mrs. J. G. Smith, widow and guardian of the children of Jesse G. Smith, 
late of Company D, Sixty-second Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

M. M. BROWN AND LEE M. OWENS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3937) for the relief of M. M. 
Brown and Lee M. Owens; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES COUGHLIN. 

Mr. Sheet sio inoan = Lard a R. = spam relief of James 
Coughlin, late of Company in ennsylvania Cavalry; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL T. EVEY. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3939) forthe relief of Samuel 
T. Evey, late of the One hundred and twenty-eighth Indiana Volun- 
teers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JOB WELTON. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 3940) for the 
relief of Job Welton, deceased; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY M. GALLEYAN. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3941) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary M. Galleyan; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ADAM ZARN. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H.R. ee) eon 
ing a pension to Adam Zarn; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FRANCIS A. LIEBSCHEETS. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H.R. 3943) to re- 
adjudicate the pension claim of Francis Liebscheets; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MILITARY RESERVATION OF FORT WALLACE. 

Mr. HANBACK introduced a bill (H. R. 3944) abolishing the mili- 
tary reservation of Fort Wallace, in the State of Kansas, and author- 
izing the Secretary of the Interior to have the lands embraced therein 
surveyed and made subject to homestead entry the same as other public 
lands; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
teen on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. B. ALFERS. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (H. R. 3945) for the relief of Mrs. 
B. Alfers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER FORSYTH. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3946) to increase the 
pension of Alexander Forsyth; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AUGUST SCHINDLER. 

Mr. FUNSTON introduced a bill (H. R. 3947) granting a pension to 
August Schindler; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES F. SALYERS. 

Mr. ROBERTSON introduced a bill (H. R. 3948) granting a pension 
to James F. Salyers; which was read a and second time, referred to 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM B. WHITE. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3949) for the relief of 
William B. White; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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ISAAC R. H. CALDWELL, 


Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3950) granting a pen- 
sion to Isaac R. H. Caldwell; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN P. BARRETT. ' 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3951) for the relief of 
John P. Barrett; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. ‘ 


JOHN KNOCKELMANN. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3952) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of John Knockelmann; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. BROWN. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3953) for the relief of 
William H. Brown; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRIETTA FISHER. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3954) granting a pen- 
sion to Henrietta Fisher; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PIUS A, COOMES. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3955) ting a pen- 
sion to Pius A. Coomes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM R. GIBSON. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3956) for the relief 
of William R. Gibson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES HONE. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3957) granting a pen- 
sion to James Hone; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MILES H. WATKINS. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3958) granting a pen- 
sion to Miles H. Watkins; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN LUCAS. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3959) granting a 
pension to Benjamin Lucas; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3960) for the relief 
of Benjamin Lucas; which was read a firstand second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JACOB JOHNSON. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3961) for the relief 
of Jacob Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES HENTZ. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3962) for the relief of 
Charles Hentz; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY P. REED. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3963) granting apen- 
sion to Henry P. Reed; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

A. C. P. SHOEMAKER. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3964) for the relief 
of A. C. P. Shoemaker; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS BOWLES, 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3965) removing the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Thomas Bowles; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET LYNCH. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3966) restoring to the 
pension-roll the name of Margaret Lynch; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

SAMUEL 0. HANCOCK. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3967) granting a pen- 
sion to Samuel O. Hancock; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELLEN RAY. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 3968) for the bene- 
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fit of Ellen Ray; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMANDER HENRY GLASS. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3969) to carry 
into effect the recommendation of the board of admirals convened under 
the joint resolution approved February 5, 1879, in the case of Com- 
mander Henry Glass, United States Navy; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ATTACHES TO FOREIGN LEGATIONS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 3970) 
to assign officers of the Army as attachés to foreign legations; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WEISSINGER & BATE AND OTHERS, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
3971) for the relief of Weissinger & Bate, Edward Holbrook, and oth- 
ers; which was read a first and second time, referred by unanimous 
consent to the Committee on Waysand Means, and ordered to be printed. 


SANFORD C. WILLHOITE. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
3972) granting a ion to Sanford C. Willhoite; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

VINEGAR MADE FROM GRAIN. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
3973) to regulate the manufacture of vin made from grain; which 
was read a first and second time, refe to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH A. HICKS. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
3974) granting a pension to Sarah A. Hicks; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOSIAH SHINKLE, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
3975) for the relief of Josiah Shinkle; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN RAIPE. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
3976) for the relief of John Raipe, of Newport, Ky.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HENRY F. SCHRADER. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
3977) for the relief of Henry F. Schrader; which was read a first and 
ssi op time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ESTATE OF PEARCE NOLAND. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (H. R. 3978) for the relief of the 
estate of Pearce Noland; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN H. M’GAUGHEY. 


Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R, 3979) for the relief 
of John H. McGaughey, of Shelby County, Kentucky; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SALLIE A. HIGGINS. 


Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3980) for the relief of 
Sallie A. Higgins, of Lincoln County, Kentucky; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

W. K. DENNY. 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3981) for the relief 
of W. K. Denny, of Madison County, Kentucky; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN PENNINGTON. 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3982) granting apen- 
sion to John Pennington, of Jackson County, Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM HOWARD. 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3983) granting a pen- 
sion to William Howard; which was read a first and secend time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

A. B. RAZ. 
Mr. HALSELL introduced a bill (H. R. 3984) for the benefit of A. 


B. Ray; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN H. MILLER. : 
Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3985) for the benefit of 


John H. Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. A 


ALONZO A. CHADDOCK. 
Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3986) gran ing a pension 
to Alonzo A. Chaddock; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES W. FOSTER. 
Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3987) for the benefit of 
James W. Foster; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SEPTIMIA RANDOLPH MEIKLEHAM. y 

Mr. WOLFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 3988) for the relief of Sep- 
timia Randolph Meikleham, sole surviving grandchild of Thomas Jef- 
ferson, author of the Declaration of Independence; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOSEPH RUSSELL. 

Mr. WOLFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3989) to restore to the 
pension-roll the name of Joseph Russell; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SARAH J. PRATER. 

Mr. TAULBEE introduced a bill (H. R. 3990) to restore to the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Sarah J. Prater; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

©. W. I. PUGH. 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3991) for the relief of 
C. W. I. Pugh; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN P. VAUGHAN. 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3992) granting a pen- 
sion to John P. Vaughan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN POWERS, SR. 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3993) for the relief of 
John Powers, sr., of Magoffin County, Kentucky; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PATIENCE BEATTY. 


Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3994) for the benefit of 
Patience Beatty; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JACKSON COOMER. 


Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3995) for the relief of 
Jackson Coomer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A. J. BOWMAN, 


Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3996) for the relief of 
A. J. Bowman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

P. R. NAPIER. 


Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3997) for the relief of 
P. R. Napier; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SUSAN A, WAMACK. 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3998) for the relief ot 
Susan A. Wamack, administratrix of the estate of Stephen M. Farish, 
deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MEXICAN AND INDIAN WAR PENSIONS. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 3999) granting pensions to the 
survivors of Mexican and Indian wars; which was read afirst and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSEPH HAXTHAUSEN. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4000) for the relief of Joseph 
Haxthausen; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHAMBERS & BROWN. 

Mr. WILLIS alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 4001) for the relief of Cham- 
bers & Brown; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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CARTER W. TILLER. 


Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4002) granting a on 
to Carter W. Tiller; which was read a firstand second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


KUNIGUNDA A. MILLER. 


Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4003) granting relief to 
the heirs of Kunigunda A. Miller, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MARY HOWARD. 


Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4004) granting a pension to 
Mary Howard; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


EQUALITY OF GOLD AND SILVER DOLLARS. 


Mr. WADSWORTH submitted the following resolution: 


Whereas by the fourteenth section of the act of of Feb 12, 1873, 
now section 3511 of the Revised Statutes, the gold Sé the United States of 
5.8 dard fineness is made the unit of value; 


ons 
ereas the President, on his to office, fotnd each and all of the 


cules gr Eaa santas a eon ‘the United ARETA 


Be it resolved by the House of ene ey eae 
President to use all lawful mieans in his po SS a ine 


of such d d that in th Of this H he has 
ollars, an ae esau 
pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that this reso- 


and properly endeavored to 
The SPEAKER pro 

lution should be referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 

Measures. 


Mr. BLAND. I ask that the resolution be referred to the Committee 


on Coinage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will beso referred unless the gentle- 
man from Kentucky desires to submit a motion for a different reference. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I was under the impression, as it involves 
simply a question as to whether the President had or had not violated 
the laws, that therefore it should be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and I ask that reference. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The bill does not refer at all to coinage. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Not at all to coi It simply declares the 
opinion of this House that the President of the United States has faith- 
fully and i, tr hitherto discharged his duty in endeavoring to main- 
tain the equality in the value of our legal-tender money. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Can the resolution be again reported ? 

The resolution was sgain read. 

The SPEAKER pro The gentleman from Kentucky moves 
Marinei be refered to the Conpmniites on the J 

Mr. BLAND. I think it had better be referred to the Committee on 
Civil Service Reform, as that seems to be in the line of the recommen- 
dations it embodies; and I think it belongs properly to the duties of that 
committee. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX. The Committee on Civil Service Reform will take care of 
such subjects as properly come within its jurisdiction. I am satisfied 
this properly belongs to the Committee on 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky moves 
to refer this to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Would a motion be in order in the shape 
of an amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks not, except to refer 
to another committee. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. This is simply a declaration on the part of the 
House as to its belief that the President has executed the law. Itisa 
judicial question, and not one of caine. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I desire, if it be in order, to move its refer- 
ence to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

The SPEAKER pro tem, The thinks that motion is in 
order; age the ne qursdon will be first taken on the motion of the gentle- 
man 

Tho question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 90, 
noes 54. 

Mr. DUNHAM. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. BLAND. This resolution refers exclusively to coinage, and it 


ought to go to that committee. 
The SP. PEAKER pro tempore. It is not debatable. 


‘The point of order being made that no quorum has voted, the Chair 
will order tellers. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, and Mr. WADSWORTH were appointed tellers, 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 120, noes 59. 

So the amendment was agreed to, 

The motion as amended was agreed to; and the resolution was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 


DUTY ON MACHINERY. 


Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. 4005) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to admit certain machinery free of duty; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
‘Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN SPICER VS, UNITED STATES, 

Mr. BLANCHARD (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4006) 

to authorize the Supreme Court to reopen and rehear the case of John 

Spicer against the United States; which was read a first and second 

time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
ADMISSION OF ALTARS FREE. 

Mr. GAY introduced a bill (H. R. 4007) to admit free of duty a cer- 
tain set of altars for the Catholic church of St. John the Evangelist, in 
the parish of La Fayette, Louisiana; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Waysand Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A. LA FOREST. 

Mr. GAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4008) for the relief of A. La 
Forest; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ANN B. HUBBARD. 

Mr. DINGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 4009) for the relief of Ann 
B. Hubbard, administratrix; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN I. SAWYER. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4010) granting a pen- 
sion to John I. Sawyer; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THE FISHERIES. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4011) to encourage the 
American marine employed in the fisheries; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Select Committee on Ship-building and 
Ship-owning Interests, and ordered to be printed. 


ABRAHAM BRAFMAN. 


Mr. FINDLAY introduced a bill (H. R. 4012) to relieve Abraham 
Brafman from a forfeiture under the internal-revenue law; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FINDLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4013) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Sarah R. Darley; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM TALBERT. 

Mr. COLE introduced a bill (H. R. 4014) for the relief of William 
Talbert; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THE EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. COLEalsointroduced a bill (H. R. 4015) constituting eight hours 
a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed by and 
in behalf of the Government of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ANNAPOLIS, MD 

Mr. COLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4016) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of Annapolis, Md.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

CONVICT LABOR. 

Mr. COLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4017) forbidding employment 
of convict labor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


NORTH GERMAN LLOYD STEAMSHIP COMPANY. 


Mr. COLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4018) for the relief of the 
North German Lloyd Steamship Company; which was read a first and 
aroa ine, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BETSEY WEISENFELD, 

Mr. COLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4019) for the relief of Betsey 
Weisenfeld; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MONUMENT TO F. SCOTT KEY. 

Mr. COLE also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res, 83) 
for the erection of a moriument in Patterson Park, Baltimore, Md., to 
the memory of Francis Scott Key, author of the Star Spangled 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Joint Commit” 
tee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES COVER. 


Mr. SHAW introduced a bill (H. R. 4020) to reimburse James Cover 
for property and supplies taken and destroyed by United States soldiers 
during the war of the rebellion; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EMANUEL MACKLEY. 


Mr. SHAW also introduced a bill (H. R. 4021) to reimburse Eman- 
uel Mackley, of Carroll County, Maryland, for property taken from him 
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by soldiers of the United States Army during the war of the rebellion; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH STOCKSDALE. 


Mr. SHAW also introduced a bill (H. R. 4022) granting a pension to 


Elizabeth Stocksdale, widow of Aaron Stocksdale, deceased, a soldier 

during the war of 1812—14; which was read a first and second time, re- 

ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
CAROLINE STURTZ. 

Mr, SHAW also introduced a bill (H. R. 4023) granting a pension 
to Caroline Sturtz, widow of Jacob Sturtz, deceased, late of Company 
G, Twentieth Maryland Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. . 
THOMAS B. PRICE. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. 4024) for the relief of 
Thomas B. Price; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL 8. LOY. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4025) for the relief of 
Daniel 8. Loy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALGERNON 8. FLAGG. 

Mr. RICE introduced a bill (H. R. 4026) granting a pension to Al- 
gernon S. Flagg; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SOPHIA F, BIXBY. 


Mr. RICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4027) granting a pension to 
Sophia F. Bixby ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL SAWYER. 

Mr. RICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4028) granting a pension to 
Samuel Sawyer; which was read a and second time, referred to the 
Comittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALVINE 8. GRATON. 

Mr. RICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4029) granting a pension to 
Alvine S. Graton; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE A. WARREN. 

Mr. RICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4030) granting a pension to 
George A. Warren; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RACHEL W. HEARD. 

Mr. RICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4031) granting a pension to 
Rachel W. Heard; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M’GOWAN. 

Mr. RICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4032) granting a pension to 
John McGowan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD A. NEUERT. 

Mr. LOVERING introduced a bill (H. R. 4033) for the relief of Rich- 
ard A. Neuert; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CONVICT LABOR WITHIN TERRITORIES. 
Mr. LOVERING also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 84) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States pro- 

ibiting the contracting of convict labor within the territorial limits 
thereof; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


LETTERS PATENT. 

Mr. COLLINS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4034) author- 
izing the extension of letters patent to inventors and patentees, or their 
lawful representatives, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered 
to be printed. 

COURT OF ALABAMA CLAIMS. 

Mr. COLLINS introduced a bill (H. R. 4035) to provide for closing 
up the business and paying the necessary expenses of the Court of Com- 
missioners of Alabama Claims, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the J udiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. MYKINS. 

Mr. COLLINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4036) granting a pension 
to Mary A. Mykins; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EMMA L. CLAPP. 


Mr. ELY introduced a bill (H. R. 4037) granting a pension to Emma 


L. Clapp; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JUDITH PLUMMER. 
Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (H. R. 4038) for the relief of Judith 


Plummer, an army nurse; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PROMOTION OF LIEUT. A. W. GREELY. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. 4039) con- 
ferring the rank of colonel on Lieut. A. W. Greely; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HAVERHILL, MASS. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4040) 
for the erection of a public building at Haverhill, Mass.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

LOSSES OF POSTAL FUNDS. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts, also offered a resolution relating to 
claims of postmasters for losses of postal funds; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMISSION OF ALABAMA CLAIMS. 

Mr. MAYBURY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4041) to estab- 
lish a commission of Alabama claims; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES COONEY. 

Mr. MAYBURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4042) to amend the 
records of the War Department in the case of James Cooney; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SAINT MARY’S SHIP CANAL, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. MAYBURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4043) for the control 
and government of the Saint Mary’s Ship Canal, Michigan; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM R. ELLIS. 

Mr. COMSTOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 4044) for the relief of Hiram 
R. Ellis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK LOWNDES. 


Mr. COMSTOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4045) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frederick Lowndes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
te be printed. 

JOHN FULLER. 

Mr. WINANS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4046) for the relief 
of John Fuller, late second lieutenant of Company F, Fourth Michigan 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

E. R. SWAIN. 

Mr. WINANS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4047) for the 
relief of E. R. Swain, late second lieutenant of Company B, Third Mich- 
igan Infantry; which was read a first and second time; referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. MOFFATT introduced a bill (H. R. 4048) to define the time at 
which payments of pensions under special act of Congress shall com- 
mence; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LANDS DUE MICHIGAN. 

Mr. MOFFATT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4049) to authorize the 
State of Michigan to select, in the smallest legal subdivisions, the re- 
mainder of lands due said State under existing laws for internal im- 
provements; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

‘*PORTERFIELD WARRANTS.” 

Mr. MOFFATT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4050) to prohibit the 
location of ‘‘ Porterfield warrants ” on occupied orimproved lands; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS M. POTTER. 

Mr. O'DONNELL introduced a bill (H. R. 4051) for the relief of 
Francis M. Potter, late First Lieutenant One hundred and twenty-second 
New York Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY W. SMALLEY. 

Mr. O'DONNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4052) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary W. Smalley; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 
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CATHERINE CARPENTER. 

Mr. O'DONNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4053) granting a pen- 
sion to Catherine Carpenter; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ZENAS HAMILTON. 

Mr. O'DONNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4054) granting a pen- 
sion to Zenas Hamilton; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE OTIS. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (H. R. 4055) for the relief of George 
Otis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HIRAM CASE. 
Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4056) for the relief of 
Hiram Case; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN M. RUSSEY. 
Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4057) for the relief of 
John M. Russey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JOEL D. MONROE. 
Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4058) for the relief of 


Joel D. Monroe; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AUGUST WAGNER. 

Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4059) for the relief of 
August Wagner; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM E. KANE. 

Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4060) for the relief of 
William E. Kane; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


BETSEY H. WHITESIDE. 

Mr. FISHER introduced a bill (H. R. 4061) for the relief of Betsey H. 
Whiteside; which was read afirst and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ELSIE OSBORN. 

Mr. FISHER also introduced a biH (H. R. 4062) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Elsie Osborn; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WATER-POWER, LITTLE FALLS, MINN. 

Mr. H. NELSON introduced a bill (H. R. 4063) to authorize the im- 
porenmi of the water-power in the Missisippi River at Little Falls, 

inn. ; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. NELSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4064) granting pensions 
to certain soldiers under Major-General Twiggs’s command in the De- 
partment of Texas at the outbreak of the rebellion in 1861; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES E. MOLEN. 

Mr. NELSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4065) for the relief of 
Charles E. Molen; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY M. TAYLOR. 

Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 4066) granting a pension to 
Mary M. Taylor; which wasread a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES H. BACON. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4067) for the relief of James 
H. Bacon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. JOHN BOHL, 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4068) for the relief of Mrs. 
John Bohl; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M’CALL. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4069) for the relief of John 
McCall; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. BRIDGET SMITH. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4070) for the relief of Mrs. 

Bridget Smith, mother of Patrick Smith; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


L. P, FLUKE. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4071) for the relief of L. P. 
Fluke; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ANSON NORTHUP. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4072) for the relief of Anson 
Northup; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MEDEWAKANTON BAND OF SIOUX INDIANS. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4073) for the relief of the 
Medewakanton Band of Sioux Indians in Minnesota, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


FREDERICK KRAUSE. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD introduced a bill (H. R. 4074) for the relief of Fred- 
erick Krause; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN KAULA. 


Mr. WAKEFIELD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4075) for the relief 
of John Kaula; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE A. ROBERTS. 


Mr. WAKEFIELD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4076) for the relief 
of George A. Roberts; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FREDERICK KORTH. 


Mr. WAKEFIELD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4077) granting a 
pension to Frederick Korth; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT WINONA, MINN. 


Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, introduced a bill (H. R. 4078) to appro- 
priate money to complete the public building at Winona, Minn.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

ASTRONOMICAL OBSERVATIONS. 


Mr. BARKSDALE introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 85) for 
printing the astronomical and meteorological observations of the Naval 
Observatory; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


ESTATE OF JOHN C. THOMPSON, DECEASED. 


Mr. MORGAN (by Se est) introduced a bill (H. R. 4079) for the re- 
lief of the estate of John C. Thompson, deceased; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 
HENRY L. HAWKINS. 

` Mr. MORGAN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4080) for 
the reliefof Henry L. Hawkins, of the District of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

R. 8. STANLEY. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, introduced a bill (H. R. 4081) for the 
relief of R. S. Stanley, postmaster at Booneville, Miss.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and orde: 
to be printed. y 


THADDEUS BOERNE. 

Mr. VAN EATON introduced abill (H. R.4082) granting a pension to 
Thaddeus Boerne; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TRANSFER OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. HATCH introduced a bill (H. R. 4083) to empower the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture to transfer certain appropriations; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committeeon Agriculture, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK BACKOF. 
_ Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 4084) for the 
relief of Frank Backof; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CHRISTIAN BROTHERS’ COLLEGE, SAINT LOUIS, MO. 

Mr. O'NEILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4085) forthe relief of the 
trustees of the Christian Brothers’ College of Saint Louis, Mo.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN C. ADKINS. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 4086) for the re- 
lief of the legal representatives of John C. Adkins, late of Kansas City, 
Mo.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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JURISDICTION COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4087) au- 
thorizing the Court of Claims to hear and determine in claims; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF CERTAIN VOLUNTEER OFFICERS. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4088) for the 
relief of certain volunteer officers. 

Mr. WAR of Missouri. That bill refers to bounties to men who 
were honorably di or who were promoted, and I am in some 
doubt as to whether it should go to the Committee on Military Affairs 
or War Claims. It isa matter, however, which the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions should have jurisdiction of, and I ask its reference to 
that committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill will 
be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

There being no objection, the bill was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. There is also an accompanying peti- 
tion, signed by some three thousand soldiers, which I ask to be referred 
with the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That will be referred through the peti- 
tion-box. 

JURISDICTION OF TERRITORIAL COURTS. 

Mr. GLOVER introduced a bill (H. R. 4089) to authorize the service 
of criminal process issued by Territorial courts within military and In- 
dian reservations and the National Yellowstone Park; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENTS OF RIVERS AND HARBORS. 

Mr. GLOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4090) to provide for carry- 
ing on the improvements and repairs of rivers and harbors by contract; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

SKRAINKA & VIETHS. 

Mr. GLOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4091) for the relief ot 
Skrainka & Vieths; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committae on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

W. R. ALLEN, 

Mr. GLOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4092) for the relief of W. 
R. Allen; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAINT LOUIS, MO. 

Mr. GLOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4093) forthe relief of the 
city of Saint Louis, Mo.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB V. L. DAVIS. 


Mr. HEARD introduced a bill (H. R. 4094) for the relief of Jacob V. 
L. Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLOTTE D. DAVIS. 


ead NATO Se oTa s ay (H. R. 4995) for the relief of 
Charlotte D. Davis; which jwas read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

M. S. ELKINS. 


Mr. HALE introduced a bill (H. R. 4096) for the relief of M. S. Elkins; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. OWINGS. 

Mr. HALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4097) for the relief of Will- 
iam J. Owings; which was read a first and second time, referrred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM, C. Woop. 

Mr. HALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4098) granting a pension to 
William C. Wood ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID ©. PUGH. 

Mr. HALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4099) granting a pension to 
David C. Pugh, of Trenton, Mo. ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL M’BRIDE. 

Mr. HALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4100) for the relief of Daniel 
McBride, of Linn County, Missouri; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA A. SILKEY. 

Mr. HALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4101) granting a pension to 
Martha A. Silkey ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LOUIS LOE, 


Mr. HALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4102) to rerate the pension of 
Louis Loe, Company C, Fifth Kansas Cavalry; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

M. S. CLAY. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 4103) granting a 
pension to M. S. Clay; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ALEXANDER SMILEY. 
Mr. DAWSON introduced a bill (H. R. 4104) for the relief of Alex- 


ander Smiley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES V. BODINE. 
Mr. DAWSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4105) granting a pension 
to James V. Bodine; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


STEPHEN M. M’ ALISTER. 
Mr. DAWSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4106) | panes, a sages 
to Stephen M. McAlister; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MISSOURI JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 

Mr. DAWSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4107) to amend the act 
dividing the State of Missouri into two judicial districts and to divide 
the eastern and western districts thereof into divisions and to prescribe 
the times and places for holding courts therein, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

OFFICERS OF STEAM-VESSELS. 

Mr. CLARDY introduced a bill (H. R. 4108) for the relief of cap- 
tains, pilots, engineers, and mates of steam-vessels; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

LAND FOR STREETS IN SAINT LOUIS, MO. 

Mr. CLARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4109) donating to the city 
of Saint Louis, Mo., a certain strip of land for street ; Which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN L. CUNNINGHAM. 


Mr. CLARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4110) for the relief of John 
L. Cunningham; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MINERVA T. THOMPSON. 

Mr. CLARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4111) granting a pension 
to Minerva T. Thompson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LIZZIE KENAMORE. 

Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 4112) granting a pension to Lizzie 
Kenamore; which was read a and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDERSON COLLETT. 

Mr. BLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 4113) granting a pension to 
Anderson Collett; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANTHONY HARSEL. 

Mr. DOCKERY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4114) granting a pen- 
sion to Anthony Harsel; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN TAGGART. 

Mr. DOCKERY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4115) for the relief of 
John Taggart; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN P. BRINEGAR. 

Mr. DOCKERY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4116) to increase the 
pension of John P. Brinegar; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LEWIS W. AYERS. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, introduced a bill (H. R. 4117) grant- 
ing a pension to Lewis W. Ayers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FRANK LIGHTNER. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4118) grant- 
ing a pension to Frank Lightner; which was read a first and second 
Leen a TRTA to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, 
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POSTMASTERS’ SALARIES. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, also introduced a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 86) declaring the meaning of an act approved March 3, 1883, enti- 
tled ‘‘An act authorizing and directing the Postmaster-General to re- 
adjust the salaries of certain postmasters in accordance with the pro- 
visions of section 8 of the act of June 12, 1866;’’ which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY VAN BLARICOM. 


Mr. DORSEY introduced a bill (H. R. 4119) for the relief of Henry 
Van Blaricom, formerly a member of Company E, First Regiment United 
States Mounted Riflemen; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT MORAN, 


Mr. DORSEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4120) for the relief of Rob- 
ert Moran, late lieutenant-colonel Second West ies, ‘ssi Volunteer In- 
fantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN SCHOOL-HOUSE AT CARSON. 

Mr. WOODBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 4121) for the erection of a 
public building at Carson, Nev., to be used as a school-house for the 
education of children of the Indians in that State; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SCHOOL BUILDING FOR INDIANS IN NEVADA. 


Mr. WOODBURN also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Ne- 
vada, praying for an appropriation to erect a school building in that 
State for the education of the children of Indians living therein; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY E. SNOW. 

Mr. HAYNES introduced a bill (H. R. 4122) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Snow; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invaid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

; CHARLES J. ESTY. 

Mr. HAYNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4123) granting a pension 
to Charles J. Esty; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES F. HILDRETH. 


Mr. HAYNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4124) granting a pension 
to Charles F. Hildreth; which was reada firstand second time, refi 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN M. MILTON. ; 
Mr. HAYNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4125) granting a ion 
to John M. Milton; A E ees tant cn ELAO LRA eh nd to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TRIAL BY JURY OF REJECTED PENSION CLAIMS. 

Mr. HAYNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4126) to give the right 
of trial by jury to claimants of ions under the laws of the United 
States whose applications have rejected by the Secretary of the 
Interior on appeal from the decision of the Commissioner of Pensions; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTION OF SENATORS. 

Mr. GALLINGER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4127) to 
amend section 14 of the Revised Statutes of the United States concern- 
ing the election of Senators; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


REDUCTIONS AND CONTINGENT EXEMPTIONS OF TONNAGE DUES. 


Mr. PHELPS, of New Jersey, offered the following resolution; which 
was read, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 

Resol That the Secretary of State be, and is h requested, if not incom- 
patible with the public interest, to transmit to SS hoes of Representatives 
opie of pere p pee ohne Fs his peg ir =<} ae ves of the 

Vernm ol um, , German ortu, d rwa; 
relating to the claims of said governments to be SOORA the 30 FP pts 
Schr ge exemptions of tonnage dues accorded to vessels entering ports of the 
Uni States from certain ports named in section 14 of the ship) act, ap- 
proved June 26, Pag goa with pe of any correspondence with the Attor- 

-General of the United States and with the Secretary of the Treasury re- 
ng thereto, 
SURVIVORS OF THE JEANNETTE. 


„Mr. MCADOO introduced a bill (H. R. 4128) for the relief of the sur- 
vivors of the exploring steamer Jeannette and the widows and children 
of those who perished in the retreat from the wreck of that vessel in the 
arctic seas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARTIN M’NAMARA. 


Mr, MCADOO also introduced a bill (H. R. 4129) for the relief of 
Martin McNamara, alias Martin Mack; which was read a first and sec- 


ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 
POST & M’CORD. 

Mr. McADOO also introduced a bill (H. R. 4130) for the relief of 
Post & McCord; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL C. PECK, JR. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, introduced a bill (H. R. 4131) for the 
relief of Samuel C. Peck, jr.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY E, JOHNSON. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4132) for 
the relief of Mary E. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY H. DE HART. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4133) 
granting a pension to Mary H. De Hart; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MARGARET CALLANAN. 

Mr. LEHLBACH introduced a bill (H. R. 4134) for the relief of 
Margaret Callanan; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

à JULIA A. GOLSTON. 

Mr. BUCHANAN introduced a bill (H. R. 4135) for the relief of 
Julia A. Golston; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNA M. THOMAS. 

Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4136) granting a pen- 
sion to Anna M. Thomas; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PRINTING OF MONETARY CONFERENCE DOCUMENTS. 

Mr. JAMES introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 87) providing for 
the printing and distribution of documents of the monetary conferences 
of 1878 and 1881; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Joint Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. REVERE. 


Mr. JAMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4137) for the relief of George 
W. Revere; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 


erred | mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


BUTLER & PITKIN. 

Mr. JAMES also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 88) for the 
relief of the late firm of Butler & Pitkin; which was read a first and 
mondi time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
prin 

FEES AND TAXES ON INVOICES. 

Mr. BELMONT introduced a bill (H. R. 4138) to limit the exaction 
of fees or the levy of taxes for the consular verification and anthentica- 
tion of invocies; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS SAMPSON. >- : 

Mr. BELMONT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4139) for the relief of 
Thomas Sampson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPT. ANDREW W. JOHNSON. 

Mr. BELMONT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4140) for the relief of 
Capt. Andrew W. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE CONWAY. 

Mr. BELMONT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4141) for the relief of 
George Conway; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL W. FRANCIS. 

Mr. BELMONT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4142) for the relief of 
Samuel W. Francis; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET MADDEN. 

Mr. BELMONT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4143) for the relief of 
Ma: t Madden; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CURRENCY. 

Mr. BEACH introduced a bill (H. R. 4144) additional to an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to provide a national currency secured by a pledge of 
United States bonds, and to provide for the circulation and redemption 
thereof,’’ passed June 3, 1864; which was read a first and second time, 
aceite to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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MARIA KILE. 

Mr. BEACH also introduced a bill (H. R. 4145) granting a pension 
to Maria Kile; which was read a first and second time; referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. BEACH also introduced a bill (H. R. 4146) toamend seetion 1556 
of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ANGELINE M. POWERS. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (H. R. 4147) for therelief of Ange- 
line M. Powers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMOS C. HUNT. 


Amos C. Hunt; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
MINERVA ANDREWS. 

Mr. MILLARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4149) granting a pension 
to Minerva Andrews; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. SWINBURNE introduced a bill (H. R. 4150) for the relief of sol- 
diersand sailors who have become blind since di from the service; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CATHERINE L. SNOW. 


Catherine L. Snow, widow of Capt. Henry E. Snow, and to increase her 
pension; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


REIMBURSEMENT TO PRISONERS OF WAR. 


Mr. SWINBURNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4152) to reimburse 

- certain prisoners of war captured during the rebellion; which was read 

a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM STANTON AND JOHN B. DOYLE. 


Mr. SWINBURNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4153) to reimburse 
William Stanton and John B. Doyle for money expended in removing 
sand, earth, and reefs in the Hudson River, New York; which wasread 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, ETC. 


Mr. SWINBURNE also submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics be, and hereby 
is, authorized to extend its mareata to all public buildings owned or occu- 
pied by the Government in the rict of Columbia, and to report, by bill or 
otherwise, at any time, such alterations to buildings now in use or in course of 
construction, or for the erection of such new bu $ an e its ety ee the 
health and comfort of those employed by the Government or those dependent 
upon its on require, , whatadditional powers and authority, if any, 
should be conferred on the present medical officers of the Government to pre- 
vent the cae wont or spread of contagious diseases among the people or 
see imported from abroad or produced in this country for human 


UNITED STATES PRISON. 

Mr. SWINBURNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4154) for the erection 
of a United States prison and for the imprisonment of United States 
prisoners, and for other purposes; which was read afirst and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


NATHANIEL M’KAY AND OTHERS. 


Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELLintroduced a bill (H. R. 4155) for the 
relief of Nathaniel McKay, George M. Clapp, George W. Lawrence, 
Snowden & Mason, and the executors of Donald McKay, the Atlantic 
Works, Jeremiah Simeson, and Curtis & Tilden; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. : 


REPEAL OF TOBACCO TAXES, 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 4156) repealing all internal- 
revenue taxes on domestic tobacco and relating to the duties on leaf- 
tobacco; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES A. WILCOX. 


Mr. HISCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4157) to relieve James 
A. Wilcox, a private in the Fifteenth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Cavalry, from the charge of desertion; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PROHIBITION OF POOL SELLING, ETC., IN THE DISTRICT, 

Mr. SESSIONS introduced a bill (H. R. 4158) to prohibit pool sell- 

ing and gaming in the District of Columbia; which was read a first and 
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Mr. SWINBURNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4151) for the relief of 
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second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 
DISTRIBUTION OF OFFICIAL REGISTER. 

Mr. FARQUHAR introduced a joint resolution (H. Res, 89) provid- 
ing for the distribution of the Official Register of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Joint Committee 
on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (S. 471) to 
provide for the performance of the duties of President in case of the 
removal, death, resignation, or inability both of the President and Vice- 
President; when the Speaker signed the same. 


DEFECTS OF JUDICIAL SYSTEM. 

Mr. DOWDNEY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4159) to pro- 
vide for the appointment of three commissioners to take into considera- 
tion the defects in the present judicial system of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

IDA A. TAYLOR. 

Mr. PARKER introduced a bill (H. R. 4160) for the relief of Ida A. 
Taylor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN RICHARDSON. 

Mr. PARKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4161) for the relief of 
John Richardson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CONVEYANCE OF ALLEY. 

Mr. SPRIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. 4162) authorizing the District 
of Columbia to convey the alley, 15 feet wide, running east and west be- 
tween lots 6 and 7 in square 635, comprising an area of 3,480 square 
feet of land, to the owner of said lots; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

DR. WILLIAM H. SHEFFIELD. 

Mr. DAVENPORT introduced a bill (H. R. 4163) granting a pension 
to Dr. William H. Sheffield; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

W. H. HUSON. 

Mr. DAVENPORT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4164) for the relief 
of W. H. Huson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MALINDA STEDWELL. 

Mr. DAVENPORT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4165) granting a pen- 
sion to Malinda Stedwell; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHERINE S. TODD. 

Mr. VIELE introduced a bill (H. R. 4166) to increase the pension of 
CatherineS. Todd; which was read a first second and time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY G. WALKER. 

Mr. PINDAR introduced a bill (H. R. 4167) granting a pension to 
Mary G. Walker; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. LEE. 

Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 4168) amending an act (H. 
R. 1073, Forty-eighth Congress, first session) to rate the pension of 
William J. Lee; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TERM OF OFFICE. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 4169) 
to prescribe a term of office for persons employed in the civil service; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Commit- 
tee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 


APPORTIONMENT OF CIVIL OFFICES. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4170) to provide for the apportionment of appointments to the public 
service among the several Congressional districts upon the basis of pop- 
ulation; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 

ADULTERATION, 

Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 4171) to 
check frauds in the make-up of articles of diet, drink, and medicine; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF COUNTERFEIT BUTTER. 
Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4172) 
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to prevent a counterfeit or imitation article being sold as genuine but- 


POST-OFFICE BUILDING, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


ter; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee | Mr, WILKINS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4187) to 


on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

COMPENSATION AND MILEAGE IN CONTESTED-ELECTION CASES, 

Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4173) 
to regulate compensation and mileage in contested-election cases; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON VENTILATION. 

Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina, also submitted a resolution author- 
izing the Select Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics to employ a 
clerk; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 

RETIREMENT OF CERTAIN ARMY OFFICERS. 

Mr. COX introduced a bill (H. R. 4174) for the retirement of Army 
officers in certain cases; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL LIFE-SAVING STATION, NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. SKINNER introduced a bill (H. R. 4175) for establishing an addi- 
tional life-saving station on the coast of North lina; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ABEL COMSTOCK. 
Mr. SENEY introduced a bill (H. R. 4176) to grant an increase of 
ion to Abel Comstock, late a private in Company C, Twenty-first 
egiment Ohio Veteran Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. i 
DOMESTIC MONEY-ORDERS. . 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 4177) to reduce the 
fee on domestic money-orders on sums not exceeding $5; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION TO FILL VACANCY. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4178) to pro- 
vide for the election of a President in certain contingencies; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on the 
Election of President and Vice-President, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4179) to regu- 
late the granting of pensions in certain cases; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, also submitted a resolution providing for the 
appointment of a special committee to examine and report upon the jet- 
ties at the mouth of the Mississippi and the various works of the Mis- 
oe River Commission; which was referred to the Committee on 

es. 
JOHN M. HIGGINS. 

Mr. THOMPSON introduced a bill (H. R. 4180) for the relief of John 
M. Higgins; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIO BUILDING, IRONTON, OHIO. 

Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4181) providing for the 
erection of a public building at Ironton, Ohio; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTIN BARRINGER, 

Mr. LE FEVRE introduced a bill (H. R. 4182) to amend the mili- 
tary record of Martin Barringer, late of Companies I and K, Fifth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK GRAY. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. 4183) granting a pen- 
sion to Frank Gray; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

R. G. HUSTON & CO. 

_ Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 4184) for the re- 
lief of R. G. Huston & Co.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM ELDER. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4185) for the relief of William Elder ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SARAH COLES, 

Mr. WILKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 4186) granting a pension 
to Sarah Coles ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


purchase a site and erect thereon a public building in the city of Wash- 
ington for a city post-office, and for other purposes ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNA DE LONG. 

Mr. WILKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4188) granting a pension 
to Anna De Long; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BOYLE & ROACH. 


Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 4189) for the relief of 
Messrs. Boyle & Roach, contractors for work on the Saint Mary’s Falls 
Canal, in Michigan; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

‘ MINNIE HARMON. 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4190) granting a 
pension to Minnie Harmon; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNA M. WEHE. 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4191) granting 
a pension to Anna M. Wehe; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH R. HULL. 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4192) granting 
a pension to Elizabeth R. Hull; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELIZABETH BAUER. 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4193) granting 
a pension to Elizabeth Bauer; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARGARET WADSWORTH. 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4194) granting 
a pension to Margaret Wadsworth, of Cincinnati, Ohio; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MINERVA E. SWEENEY. 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4195) granting a 
pension to Minerva E. Sweeney; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HIRAM D. ROGERS. 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4196) for the relief 
of Hiram D. Rogers, of Cincinnati, Ohio; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ENOCH JACOBS. 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4197) to compen- 
sate Enoch Jacobs for services rendered to the Department of State; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4198) for the relief 
of Enoch Jacobs, United States consul at Montevideo; which was read 
a firstand second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM B. JACOBS. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY introduced a bill (H. R. 4199) grantinga pension 
to William B. Jacobs; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELMER A. JOHNSON. 

„ Mr. ELLSBERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4200) granting a pen- 
sion to Elmer A. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER CALDWELL. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4201) granting a pen- 
sion to Peter Caldwell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS M’CLANNAHAN. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4202) granting a pen 
sion to Thomas McClannahan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARLES WHITE. 

Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 4203) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles White; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK O'BRIEN. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 4204) granting a 
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pension to Patrick O’Brien; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
HENEY MADDEN, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4205) grant- 
ing a pension to Henry Madden; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN M’GRAW. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4206) grant- 
ing a pension to John McGraw; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NOAH REID. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (H. R. 4207) granting a pension to Noah 
Reid, late Company I, Forty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSHUA HARPER. 


Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4208) granting a pension to 
Jeshua Harper; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ALEXANDER M’CONKEY. 


Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4209) to restore Alexander 
}{icConkey to the pension-roll; which was read a first and second time, 
raferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM S. GRANT. 
Mr. HILL request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4210) for the re- 
lief of William 8. Grant; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS, DELILAH COPELAND. 
Mr. GROSVENOR (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4211) for 
the relief of Mrs. Delilah Copeland; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
THOMAS H. BARRETT. 

Mr. FORAN introduced a bill (H. R. ‘gee granting a pension to 
Thomas H. Barrett; which was read a first second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH CRAIG. 

Mr. McKINLEY (by Mr. LITTLE) introduced a bill (H. R. 4213) 
for the relief of Joseph Craig; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
” ALFRED C. PONTIUS. 

Mr. McKINLEY (by Mr. LrrrLE) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4214) 
for the relief of Alfred C. Pontius; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELIAS HAINE. 

Mr. McKINLEY (by Mr. LITTLE) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4215) 
for the relief of Elias Haine; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. JONES AND THOMAS D. HARRIS. 

Mr. McKINLEY (by Mr. LITTLE) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4216) 
for the relief of John H. Jones and Thomas D. Harris; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SARAH §. FOGLE. 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4217) ting a pen- 
sion to Sarah S. Fogle, widow of Evans D. Fogle; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. i 

INABILITY OF THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. LITTLE introduced a bill (H. R. 4218) supplementary to the act 
entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the performance of the duties of Pres- 
ident in case of the removal, death, resignation, or inability of both 
the President and Vice-President,” and to provide a mode of ascertain- 
ing when an ‘‘inability’’ of the President to discharge the powers and 
duties of his office exists; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Election of Presidentand Vice-President, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, offered a resolution granting a clerk to the 
Select Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Trafic; which was referred to the 
Committee on Accounts, 

DANIEL JACKS. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4219) grant- 
ing a pension to Daniel Jacks; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH ENDERS. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4220) for the 
relief of Elizabeth Enders; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


AGRICULTURAL SCHOOLS. 


Mr. HERMAN presented a memorial of the Legislature of Oregon, for 
the passage of the Cullom bill in view of its great advantage to agricult- 
ural schools in America, especially the Agricultural College sópa 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JASPER W. JOHNSON. 


Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4221) for the relief of 
Jasper W. Johnson for services rendered and to pay him therefor; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM H. BRAMLETT. 


Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4222) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Bramlett; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PATENTS OF LAND GRANTS FOR MILITARY WAGON-ROADS, OREGON. 


Mr. HERMAN also offered the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested to 
inform this House, if not incompatible with the public interests, how much of 
those certain grants of lands to the State of Oregon to aid in the construction of 
the military wagon-roads has been patented to the assignees of said State, and 
how much, if any, remains unpatented, with the reasons for not patenting the 
same, traced with the names of the said respective Kear gee of said lands; 
and, fu whether any investigation has ever been © by the Department 
of the Interior as to the compliance or per ye meena by said assignees with 


the conditions of those certain grants to said State by act of Con a ved 
July 3, 1864, to aid in the construction of a milita: enigomeced trees po baen 


Jas city, in 
or Humboldt Basin, to a point on Snake 


the furtherapproval of selections and assurances of paten: 
suspended by the said Department of the Interior, and what action, if any, has 
been ad by said Department as to how much of said grants patented and in 
which there has been a non-compliance with the conditions thereof. 


LAND GRANT TO NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4223) restoring to the 
United States certain of the lands granted to the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road pao svi Sete aid in the construction of a railroad from Lake Supe- 
rior to Puget Sound, and to restore the same to settlement, from Wallula 
to Portland, and to protect ri of settlers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the ittee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY ON EMBANKMENT, COLUMBIA RIVER, OREGON. 


Mr. HERMAN also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Ore- 
gon, for oy of way on embankment of Columbia River, in Oregon, along 
the side of cascades, locks, and canals, for passage of people and goods, 
between the upper and lower navigable waters in said Columbia River; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS IN OREGON. 


Mr. HERMAN also presented a memorial of the Oregon Legislature, 
asking for a ions to continue work now in progress at the mouth 
of Columbia River, in Oregon and Washington Territory; which was 
referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. HERMAN also presented a memorial of the Oregon Legislature, 
for improvement of Umpqua River to Elkton, in Oregon, and for sur- 
veys of the same; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and 


Mr. HERMAN also presented a memorial of the Legislature, 
for survey of Siuslaw Bay and bar and construction of jetty and light- 
house; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. HERMAN also presented a memorial of the n islature, 
asking for examination and survey of Wood and Link Rivers at th 
Lake, in Oregon, with a view to construction of locks and dams in said 
Link River to connect Upper and Lower Klamath Lakes for navigation 
from Fort Klamath into California; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 


SILETZ INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. HERMAN also presented a memorial of the Oregon Legislature, 
asking that the northern portion of the Siletz Indian reservation be set 
apart for settlement; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 


MILITARY WAGON-ROAD GRANTS. 


Mr. HERMAN also presented a memorial of the Oregon Legislature, 
asking for legislation to investigate alleged fraudulent selection, loca- 
tion, and patenting of those military wagon-road grants from Eugene 
City to eastern boundary of Oregon; and also that one from Dallas city, 


in Oregon, by way of Camp Watson, Canyou City, and Morrison Basin, 


1886. 
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to Snake River, opposite Fort Boise, in Idaho Territory; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
FISH HATCHERY IN OREGON. 


Mr. HERMAN also presented a memorial of the Oregon Legislature 
for the establishment of a fish-hatchery on Clackamas River in Oregon; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

AMANDA RODGERS. 


Mr. SWOPE introduced a bill (H. R. 4224) for the relief of Amanda 
Rodgers, widow of Matthew B. Rodgers, Company C, First Regiment 
United States Dragoons, Seminole war; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SYDNEY KEMPTON. 

Mr. SWOPE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4225) granting an increase 
of pension to Sydney Kempton; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SAMUEL KITZMILLER. 

Mr. SWOPE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4226) for the relief of Sam- 
uel Kitzmiller; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. ANNA HOUGHTELIN. 
Mr. SWOPE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4227) for the relief of Mrs. 
Anna Houghtelin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JACOB JOHNSON. 


Mr. SWOPE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4228) for the relief of Jacob 
Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLOTTE ALGIER. 


Mr. SWOPE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4229) granting a pension to 
Charlotte Algier, widow of Samuel Algier; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


REIMBURSEMENT OF CITIZENS OF ALLEGHENY, PA. 


Mr. NEGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 4230) to reimburse certain 
citizens of Allegheny County, P lvania, for money advanced to 
prevent a permanent obstruction to the navigation of the Ohio River; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TEN-HOUR LAW. 


Mr. NEGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4231) constituting ten 
hours a day’s work for all conductors and drivers employed on the 
street railways in operation within the District of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Labor, and 
ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS. 

Mr. NEGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4232) to reimburse the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers for losses incurred 
through the failure of the Exchange National Bank of Norfolk, Va., 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I move that bill be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the new rules it should go to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I think it would be more appropriately referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rules provide all claims against 
the United States should go to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. NEGLEY. This contemplates further legislation; and I ask by 
unanimous consent it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

There was no objection, and the bill was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EXPENSES OF ELECTION OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. OSBORNE introduced a bill (H. R. 4233) to define the neces- 
sary and proper expenses incident to the nomination and election or ap- 
pointment of Senators and Representatives in the Congress of the United 
States and to authorize the payment thereof; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EDWARD W. HORN. 

Mr. SOWDEN introduced a bill (H. R. 4234) granting an increase of 
pension to Edward W. Horn; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MEDALS OF HONOR TO PENNSYLVANIA VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS, 

Mr. SOWDEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4235) directing the Sec- 


retary of the Treasury to prepare medals of honor to be bestowed upon 
certain Pennsylvania volunteer soldiers of the late war; which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 
ROBERT MEDIAN. 

Mr. STORM introduced a bill (H. R. 4236) for the relief of Robert 
Hedian; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

AUGUST W. BALLARD. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 4237) for the relief of 
August W. Ballard; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN MANNING. 

Mr. BUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. 4238) granting a pension to 
John Manning, Company C, Two hundred and third Regiment, Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF CHARGE OF DESERTION. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 4239) to 
remove the charge of desertion from the military record of Joseph P. 
Swope, late a member of Company A, Eleventh Pennsylvania Cavalry; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN F. JAMISON. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4240) 
for the relief of Benjamin F. Jamison; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SCRANTON, PA. 


Mr, SCRANTON introduced a bill (H. R. 4241) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to authorize the purchase of a site and the erection of a 
suitable building for a ce and other Government offices in the 
city of Scranton, Pa., approved July 27, 1882; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 4242) to pro- 
vide for the adjustment of matters connected with certain judicial pro- 
ceedings in Pennsylvania in which the United States was a party; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

KENSINGTON AND TACONY RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4243) 
granting the right of way to the Kensington and Tacony Railroad Com- 
pany through the arsenal grounds at Bridesburg, Philadelphia, Pa. ; 
which was. read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LIEUTENANTS MARINE CORPS. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4244) 
giving to lientenants of the United States Marine Corps, who have 
served as such for a period of fifteen years or more, the rank, pay, and 
emoluments of captains; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES L. SELFRIDGE. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4245) 
for the relief of James L. Selfridge; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FRANK HEINLEIN. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4246) 
for the relief of Frank Heinlein, of Washington, D. C.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ENLARGEMENT OF THE PHILADELPHIA MINT. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, also submitted the following reso- 
lution A which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds: 


cost of the purchase of sufficient ground adjoining the said building on the west, 
if it be necessary to more ground for the purpose of said en nt, 
so that the accommodations for carrying on the business in the said mint may 
be so improved as to afford greater facilities than now exist therein. 


ESTHER A. REYNOLDS. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 4247) grant- 
ing a pension to Esther A. Reynolds, widow of Thomas H. Reynolds, 
sutler Seventy-cighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN G. ORR. 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4248) 
to place tke name of John G. Orr on the rolls of company A, Seventy- 
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eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


JOHN A. STEWART. 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4249) to 
increase the pension of John A. Stewart, late private Company A, 
Sixty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ALLISON LOUDERBACH. 

Mr. BAYNE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4250) granting a 
pension to Allison Louderbach; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN L. JACOBS. 

Mr. HIESTAND introduced a bill (H. R. 4251) granting a pension to 
John L. Jacobs, second lieutenant One hundred and eighty-fourth 
Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

` DANIEL W. BALMER. 


Mr. HIESTAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 4252) to grant an addi- 
tional pension to Daniel W. Balmer, of Company I, Eleventh Pennsyl- 
vania Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EXTENSION OF PHILADELPHIA MINT. 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
I understand the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. O’ NEILL] hasin- 
troduced a bill to enlarge the Mint in Philadelphia, which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. I wish to state, if 
this information is correct, that heretofore these bills have been referred 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania did 
not introduce a bill, but a resolution of inquiry, addressed to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury; and he asked from his place on the floor, as he had 
a right to do, that the resolution of inquiry should be referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, which was done without 
objection. It was merely a resolution of inquiry. 

Mr. BLAND. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. And let me state to the gentleman 
that when the answer comes back from the Treasury Department I shall 
have no objection to letting that information go to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

JOHN HENRY TILLEY. 


Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (H. R. 4253) for the relief of John 
H. Tilley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

COTTON CLAIMS. 


Mr. DARGAN introduced a bill (H. R. 4254) enabling owners of cotton 
seized during the late war between the States, or the legal representa- 
tives of such owners, to apply to the Court of Claims for relief; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PEACE ARBITRATION. 

Mr. PETTIBONE introduced a bill (H. R. 4255) to promote peace 
among the nations by the establishment of an international tribunal or 
some fixed principle of arbitration; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that I introduce 
that by request of the American Arbitration League, and also with my 
own hearty concurrence. 

AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 


Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4256) to amend sec- 
tion 4695 of the Revised Statutes relating to invalid pensions; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM D. O'BRIEN. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4257) for the relief 
of William D. O’Brien; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL BIRD. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4258) for the relief 
of Samuel Bird; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Z. L. CHANDLER, 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4259) granting a pen- 
sion to Z. L. Chandler; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY LINEBAUGH. 
Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4260) for the relief 


of Henry Linebaugh, late of Company A, Third Tennessee Mounted 

Infantry Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 

to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
JORIAL ONKST. 


Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4261) granting a pen- 
sion to Jorial Onkst; which was read a first and second time, referred 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
WINIFRED SAMS. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4262) granting a pen- 
sion to Winifred Sams; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NELSON M’LAUGHLIN. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4263) for the relief of 
Nelson McLaughlin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT BURCHFIELD. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4264) for the relief of 
Robert Burchfield; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSIAH MAHONEY. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4265) granting a pen- 
sion to Josiah Mahoney; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DR. JOIN W. HARTMAN. 


Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4266) for the relief of 
Dr. John W. Hartman; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES WHITE. 


Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4267) for the relief 
of James White; which was reada first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF JOHN D. RILEY. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4268) for the relief 
of the estate of John D. Riley, deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SARAPHINA DUKES. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4269) for the relief of 
Saraphina Dukes, widow of Alexander Dukes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ALBIRA TRENT. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4270) granting a pen- 
sion to Albira Trent and minor children; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

THOMAS PEMBERTON. 


Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4271) for the relief of 
Thomas Pemberton; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH BRAY. 
Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4272) for the relief of 
Elizabeth Bray; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH BRAY. 


Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4273) for the relief of 
Elizabeth Bray; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JESSE P. HARTMAN. 
Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4274) for the relief of 
Jesse P. Hartman; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM J. SMITH. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR (by Mr. PETTIBONE) introduced a bill (H. R. 
4275) for the relief of William J. Smith, late collector of customs for the 
port of Memphis, State of Tennessee; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN C. BUCKNER. 


Mr. HOUK (by Mr. PETTIBONE) introduced a bill (H. R. 4276) for the 
relief of John C. Buckner, of Union County, Tennessee; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M’CULLOUGH. 

Mr. HOUK (by Mr. PETTIBONE) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4277) 
for the relief of John McCullough, of Maryville, Tenn.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 
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JAMES C. KEITH. 

Mr. HOUK (by Mr. PETTIBONE) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4278) 
granting a pension to James C. Keith; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ynvalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HENRY THOMPSON. 

Mr. HOUK (by Mr. PETTIBONE) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4279) 
granting a pension to Henry Thompson, of Clinton, Tenn. ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN HUTCHESON. 

Mr. HOUK (by Mr. PETTIBONE) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4280) 
granting a pension to John Hutcheson; which was read a first and second 
time, on to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES HALE. 

Mr, HOUK (by Mr. PETTIBONE) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4281) 
granting relief to James Hale, of Maryville, Tenn.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH HARTMAN. 

Mr. HOUK (by Mr. PETTIBONE) also introduced a bill R. 4282) 
granting a pension to Joseph Hartman; which was read a and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LEWIS SNODERLY. 

Mr. HOUK (by Mr. PETTIBONE) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4283) 
granting a pension to Lewis Snoderly; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ord 
to be printed. : 

FRANKLIN E. DUNSMORE. 

Mr. HOUK (by Mr. PETTIBONE) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4284) 
granting a pension to Franklin R. Dunsmore; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

TERILL HAMBLIN, 

Mr. HOUK (by Mr. PETTIBONE) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4285 
granting a pension to Terill Hamblin; which was read a first and secon: 
time, referred to the Committee on invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN W. C. NELSON. 

Mr. HOUK (by Mr. PETTIBONE) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4286) 
granting a pension to John W. C. Nelson, Company G, Tenth Tennessee 
Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NANCY J. FREELS. 


Mr. HOUK (by Mr. PETTIBONE) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4287 
to grant a pension to Nancy J. Freels, widow of Pleasant M. Freels; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN SCOTT. 

Mr. McMILLIN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4288) for the 
relief of John Scott; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ATHA L. ISENBERY. 

Mr. MCMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4289) for the relief of 
Atha L. Isenbery; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT STANTON. 

Mr. MCMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4290) for the relief of 
Albert Stanton; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER J. DRUMRIGHT. 

Mr. RICHARDSON introduced a bill (H. R. 4291) for the relief of 
Alexander J. Drumright; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA L. RUSSELL AND OTHERS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4292) for the relief 
of Martha L. Russell, Mary A. Howse, and Lulu H. Howse; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS FOR ARMY SUPPLIES. 

Mr. RICHARDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4293) in relation 
to the examination of claims for army supplies; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF MRS. L, BIVENS, DECEASED. 


Mr. RICHARDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4294) for the relief 
of the legal representatives of Mrs. L. Bivens, deceased; which was 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 
D. J. FRANKLIN, 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 4295) for the relief 
of D. J. Franklin, of McNairy County, Tennessee; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SEBRON SMOTHERS. 


Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 4296) for the 
relief of Sebron Smothers, Company E, Seventh Tennessee Cavalry; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF EATON BOND. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 4297) for the 
relief of the heirs at law of Eaton Bond, deceased, of Madison County, 
Tennessee; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

C. A. DIETRICH. 

Mr. LANHAM (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4298) granting 
a pension to C. A. Dietrich; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN KOUNS. 

Mr. LANHAM (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4299) for 
the relief of John Kouns; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CYRENUS BEERS AND VAIL & ROBINSON. 


Mr. VELLDORN che yo a bill (H. R. on oe Hoge relief of Cy- 
renus Beers, or his personal representatives, and a e personal rep- 
resentatives of Vail & Robinson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 
FRED. PHILLIPS. 
Mr. WELLBORN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4301) for the relief of 
Fred. Phillips; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FIRST, SECOND, AND THIRD VICE-PRESIDENTS. 

Mr. CRAIN (by Mr. MILLER) introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
90) proposing amendments to the Constitution of the United States 
creating the offices of first Vice-President, second Vice-President, and 
third Vice-President, defining their respective pea and duties, and 
providing for the election of a President and of three Vice-Presidents; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS LITTLE. 


Mr. SAYERS introduced a bill (H. R. 4302) to authorize the restora- 
tion of Thomas Little to the rank of captain; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FRANCIS GILBEAU. 

Mr. SAYERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4303) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Francis Gilbeau; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT OF LAW IN RELATION TO TAKING DEPOSITIONS. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (H. R. 4304) to amend section 
863 of the Revised Statutes relating to the mode of taking depositions; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

RIGHT OF ACTION IN CERTAIN CASES IN COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4305) to revive and ex- 
tend the right of action in the Court of Claims in certain cases; which 
was read a and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary and ordered to be printed. 

REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. TUCKER submitted the following resolution; which was referred 

to the Committee on the Judiciary: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested, if convenient, to transmit 
to the House, to be placed in its library, 100 copies of the second edition of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, with supplement thereto, 


PAY DIRECTOR, UNITED STATES NAVY. 

Mr. O’FERRALL introduced a bill (H. R. 4306) to authorize the 
President of the United States to nominate and, with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, to appoint one pay inspector, now on the retired- 
list of the Navy, a pay director on the retired-list of the Navy without 
increase of pay; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PAY INSPECTOR JAMES W. CARPENTER, UNITED STATES NAVY. 

Mr. O’FERRALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4307) for the relief 
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of Pay Inspector James W. Carpenter, of the United States Navy, re- 

tired; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 

tee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
STEAM-ENGINEERING. 

Mr. WISE introduced a bill (H. R. 4308) to regulate steam-engineer- 
ing in the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HEIRS AT LAW OF JAMES W. SEARS. 

Mr. WISE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4309) for the re- 
lief of the heirs at law of James W. Sears, deceased; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS AT LAW OF REBECCA SEARS. 

Mr. WISE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4310) for the re- 
lief of the heirs at law of Rebecca Sears; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

GEORGE W. JAMISON. 

Mr. WISE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4311) for the re- 
lief of George W. Jamison; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES. 


Mr. WISE also presented a memorial of the General Assembly of the 
State of Virginia, instructing Senators and requesting Representatives 
from that State to vote for repeal of all laws imposing internal-revenue 
taxes; which was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

SEWELL B. CORBETT. 

Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (H. R. 4312) for the relief of Sewell 
B. Corbett; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

¢ MARGARET POLAND. 


Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 4313) for the relief of 
Margaret Poland, administratrix ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT L. BROCKETT. 

Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 4314) for the relief of 
Robert L. Brockett, executor of Robert Brockett; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HEIRS OF WILLIAM FALLS. 

Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 4315) for the relief of 
the heirs of William Falls; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN HENRY HARROVER. 


Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 4316) for the relief of 
John Henry Harrover; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


POST-OFFICE BUILDING, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4317) to au- 
thorize the acquisition of certain parcels of real estate embraced in square 
No. 406 of the city of Washington for the enlargement of the Post-Office 
Department building, and to provide accommodations for the city post- 
office; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

METROPOLITAN RAILROAD COMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4318) to 
amend the charter of the Metropolitan Railroad Company; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB HARMON. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (H. R. 4319) granting a pension to 
Jacob Harmon, late a member of the West Virginia State Scouts; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF WILLIAM ELLIOTT. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4320) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of William Elliott, deceased; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

THEOPHILUS MOORE. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4321) granting a pension 
to Theophilus Moore, late of Company C, Seventh West Virginia Vol- 
unteers; which was read a-first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY A. INSKEEP. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. 4322) grant- 
inga pension to Mrs. Mary A. Inskeep; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


H. H. SMITH. 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4323) 
restoring to the ion-rolls and granting back pay to H. H. Smfth, 
a captain in the Mexican war ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. CYRUS. 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. E. 4324) 
granting a pension to William H. Cyrus; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SIMON STUMP, 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4325) 
for the relief of Simon Stump; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A. WESTFALL. 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4328) 
for the relief of A. Westfall; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM DANIEL. 


Mr. SNYDER (by Mr. Witson) introduced a bill (H. R. 4327) grant- 
ing a pension to William Daniel; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Commitee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BENNETT. 

Mr. SNYDER (by Mr. Writson) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4328) 
granting a pension to John Bennett; which was read a first and second 
time; referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. ; è 

ELMORE HYRE. 

Mr. SNYDER (by Mr. Witson) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4329) 
granting a pension to Elmore Hyre; which was read a first and second 
corer referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. t 

SAMUEL K, LEMASTERS. 

Mr. GOFF introduced abill (H. R. 4330) granting a pension to Samuel 
K. Lemasters; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REUBEN MARTIN. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 4331) granting a pension to 
Reuben Martin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIAS THOMAS. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 4332) granting a pension to 
Elias Thomas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES J. FERRELL. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 4333) granting a pension to 
James J. Ferrell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

H. W. PHILLIPS AND OTHERS. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 4334) for the relief of H. W. 
Phillips, Clark Hanes, and Jobn Beam; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, CLARKSBURG, W. VA. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 4335) making an appropria- 
tion to continue the construction of the public building at Clarksburg, 
W. Va., and changing the limit of cost thereof; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. KIRBY. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 4336) granting a pension to 
William H. Kirby; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES C. MORRIS. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 4337) granting a pension to 
James C. Morris; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ENDSLEY H. KERANS. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 4338) to increase the pension 
of Endsley H. Kerans; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC BLOSS. . 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 4339) for the relief of Isaac 
Bloss; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL M. FETTY. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 4340) granting a pension to 
Samuel M. Fetty; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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ANDREW T. SHELINE. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 4341) granting a pension to 
Andrew T. Sheline; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NIMROD M’KEE. 

Mr. GOFF (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4342) for the re- 
lief of Nimrod McKee, failing contractor on mail-route from j 
in Roane County, to Arnoldsburg, in Calhoun County, West Virginia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NATHANIEL P. LEE. 
Mr. GOFF (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4343) pontnga 
ion to Nathaniel Lee; which-was read a first and second time, re- 
erred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
EDSON S. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. CASWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 4344) to increase the pension 
of Edson 8. Williams; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN CALLIHAN, 


Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. 4345) granting a pension to John 
Callihan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIJAH W. PUTNEY. 


Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4346) granting a pension to 
Elijah W. Putney; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered. to be printed. 

DAVID 8. CLARK. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4347) to increase the pen- 
sion of David S, Clark; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PURCHASE OF CERTAIN WATER COMMUNICATION, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK introduced a bill (H. R. 4348) to purchase the 
land and private water communication of T. and A. Heiss, being the 
north eight acres of lot 1, section 33, township 23 north, of range 16 
west, in the State of Michigan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PROTECTION OF DEPOSITORS IN NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE introduced a bill (H. R. 4349) to protect de- 
positors in national banks and to punish any officer of sach banks who 
receives a deposit when said bank is insolvent; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
and ordered to be printed. 

g GEORGE B. CARTER. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4350) granting a 
pension to George B. Carter; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY MILL. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4351) granting a 
pension to Henry Mill; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY DANER. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4352) 
granting a pension to Henry Diner; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM FRANKLIN GROUNDS. 

Mr. BEAN introduced a bill (H. R. 4353) for the relief of William 
Franklin Grounds; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

P. C. DAVIS. 

Mr. BEAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4354) for the relief of P. C. 
Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK HOLBUNG, 

Mr. BEAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4355) for the relief of Fred- 
erick Holbung, of Pima County, Arizona, for property taken by the ex- 
tension of the Pima reservation; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JUDICIAL OFFICERS, ARIZONA. 

Mr. BEAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4356) to increase the num- 
ber of judges in Arizona and to increase their compensation; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT CARRICK. 
Mr. BEAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4357) for the relief of Robert 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN E. CLARK. 

Mr. BEAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4358) for the relief of John 
E. Clark; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ESTABLISHMENT OF POST-OFFICE, ETC. 

Mr. HAILEY introduced a bill (H. R. 4359) to regulate the estab- 
lishing of the post-offices and mail service in the States and Territo- 
ries of the United States; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Il, B. STONE AND D. E. ROUSE. 

Mr. TOOLE introduced a bill (H. R. 4360) for the relief of H. B. 
Stone and D. E. Rouse; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ALFRED WOLVERTON. 
Mr. TOOLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4361) for the relief of Al- 
fred Wolverton; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


F. A. THOMPSON. 

Mr. TOOLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4362) for the relief of F. 
A. Thompson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ADMISSION OF MONTANA. 

Mr. TOOLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4363) for the admission of 
the State of Montana into the Union; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CANCELMENT OF PRIVATE ENTRIES. 

Mr. JOSEPH introduced a bill (H. R. 4364) defining the powers of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office in respect to canceling pri- 
vate entries of the public domain and acquired titles to lands in the 
Western States and Territories; which was reada first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WYOMING PROBATE COURTS. 

Mr. CAREY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4365) to confer 
upon the probate courts of Wyoming Territory additional jurisdiction; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Territories, and ordered to he printed. 

FORT BRIDGER MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. CAREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4366) for the relief of cer- 
tain settlers upon the military reservation of Fort Bridger, Wyo.; which 
was read afirst and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FORT D. A. RUSSELL. 

Mr. CAREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4367) providing for the com- 
pletion ot Fort D. A. Russell, Wyoming Territory; which was read a 
firstand second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WYOMING SUPREME COURT. 

Mr. CAREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4368) providing for an ad- 
ditional associate justice of the supreme court of Wyoming Territory, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Chair will now recog- 
nize gentlemen who were absent from their seats when their States were 
called and who may desire to introduce bills and resolutions. 

There was no objection. 

WILLIAM WALTERS. 

Mr. LAWLER introduced a bill (H. R. 4369) granting a pension to 
William Walters; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Psnsions, and ordered to be printed. 

M. S. TOWNE. 

Mr. HATCH introduced a bill (H. R. 4370) granting a pension to M, 
8. Towne; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. ELIZABETH A, NEWLAND. 

Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. 4371) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Elizabeth A. Newland; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD A. WOOD. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 4372) granting a pension to 

Richard A. Wood; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


Corrick, late first lieutenant Eighth Cavalry, United States Army; which ' the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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SWIFT MERCHANT STEAMSHIP. 

Mr. KING (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4373) to provide for 
the construction of a merchant steamship of not less than 20 knots 
speed, upon new designs; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on Ship-building and Ship-owning Inter- 
ests, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL FROST. 

Mr. NEECE introduced a bill (H. R. 4374) granting a pension to 
Samuel Frost; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HARRIET M. RIDER. 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4375) granting a pension 
to Harriet M. Rider, widow, and the minor children of Van Renselaer 
Rider; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. OATES submitted the following resolution; which was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That subdivision 33 of Rule XI be amended so as to read as follows: 
“To the revision and codification of the statutes of the United States and the 
amendment of statutes other than those relating to judicial proceedings and not 
expressly within the jurisdiction of some other committee of the House; to the 
Committee on Revision of the Laws.” 


MENT AT SAINT LOUIS, MO. 

Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 4376) to establish a mint of the 
United States at Saint Louis; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. BLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 4377) to amend section 
3144 of the Revised Statutes in relation to the election of directors of 
national banks; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

TEXAS JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 

Mr. LANHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 4378) to detach Hood County, 
Texas, from the Waco branch of northern judicial district of Texas and 
attach the same to the Graham branch of said district, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL JACOBS. 

Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. 4379) for the relief of Daniel 
Jacobs; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SWAMP AND OVERFLOWED LANDS. 

Mr. HITT (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4380) to extend the 
provisions of an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of purchasers and 
locators of swamp and overflowed lands, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

CONTRACT SURGEONS. 

Mr. MILLIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. 4381) for the relief of con- 
tract surgeons; which was read a 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN F. CHASE. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4382) to increase the 
pension of John F. Chase; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES MURRY. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4383) granting veteran 
bounty to James Murry; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M’GARIGLE. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4384) for the relief of 
John McGarigle; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

J. M. DENNIS. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4485) granting a pen- 
sion to J. M. Dennis; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM F. CLARK. 

Mr. BUCK (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4386) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William F. Clark; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, 

MRS. JOSEPHINE D. HELLYER. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 4387) 
for the relief of Mrs. Josephine D. Hellyer; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


first and second time, referred to 


DAVID WARD. 
Mr. GROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 4388) for the relief of David 
Ward; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM BRIDGES, JR. 
Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4389) granting a pension to 
William Bridges, jr.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


EVELYN M. LOVEJOY. 

Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4390) to pay Evelyn M. 
Lovejoy, widow of Daniel W. Lovejoy, late of Company C., Ninth Ver- 
mont Volunteers, thesum therein mentioned; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EVALINA HOWLAND. 

Mr. GROUT (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4391) granting 
a pension to Evalina Howland; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD DODGE. 

Mr. GROUT (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4392) to restore 
Richard Dodge to the pension-roll; which was read a first and second 
ce at to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSHUA N. STEVENS. 

Mr. GROUT (by request) also introduced a bill (H. Z. 4393) granting 
apension to Joshua N. Stevens; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ADELINE MARSTON. 

Mr. GROUT (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4394) to re- 
store Adeline Marston to the pension-roll; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BETSEY MARTIN. 

Mr. GROUT (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4395) grant- 
ing a pension to Betsey Martin; which was read a first and second time, 
reervedts the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HARRIET E. HARRINGTON. 

Mr. GROUT (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4396) to pen- 
sion Harriet E. Harrington; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordcred to be printed. 

JULIA SPENARD. 

Mr. GROUT (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4397) to pen- 
sion Julia Spenard; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. ELLEN M. CHANDLER. 


Mr. GROUT (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4398) rerat- 
ing the pension of Mrs. Ellen M. Chandler, widow of Capt. R. B. Chand- 
ler, of Company E, First Regiment Vermont Cavalry; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

H. C. NICHOLS. 

Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4399) granting a pension 
to Capt. H. C. Nichols, First Regiment Louisiana Colored Troops; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

POLLY BELDEN. 

Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4400) granting a pension 
to Polly Belden, dependent mother of Hemom Belden; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

GRAFTON MUNROE. 

Mr. COMPTON introduced a bill (H. R. 4401) for the relief of Graf- 
ton Munroe, late postmaster at Annapolis, Md.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

INSULATING SUBMARINE CABLES. 

Mr. COMPTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4402) to provide for the 
extension of letters patent for an improvement in insulating subma- 
rine cables; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS P. GRAY. 


Mr. COMPTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4403) for the relief of 
Thomas P. Gray; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ALBERT V. CONWAY. 


Mr. COMPTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4404) authorizing the 
Secretary ef the Treasury to issue bonds to Albert V. Conway, substi- 
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tuted trustee for certain registered United States bonds redeemed or 
assigned by the Government upon forged assi ents; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Waysand Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM F. MILLER. 

Mr. PERKINS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 4405) 
for the relief of William F. Miller; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FREDERICK FORD. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
4406) for the relief of Frederick Ford; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHRISTOPHER C. WHITE. 

Mr. MCMILLIN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 4407) 
granting a pension to Christopher C. te; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CAPT. WILLIAM H. REXFORD. 

Mr. STEELE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 4408) 
for the relief of Capt. William H. Rexford; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PRINTING OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. The Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred a resolution authorizing the La tay, fe 25,000 extra copies of 
the President’s message for the use of the House, have had the same 
under consideration, and have instructed me to recommend its 
The estimated cost of printing the message, as recommended, is $612. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House los aha sae (ihe Senate concurring), That there be 
printed and bound 25,000 extra copies of the President's last annual message 
and accompanying documents for the use of the House. 

The resolution was considered and adopted. 

Mr, BARKSDALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DOCUMENTS FOR APPROPRIATION COMMITTEES, 


Mr. BARKSDALE. I desire to make another privileged report from 
the Committee on Printing. That committee, to whom was referred a 
resolution with regard to the printing of documents for the several ap- 
Loe aeyeeo committees, have instructed me to report the same back 
with a recommendation that it be adopted. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That all committees hav: jurisdiction of general appropriation 
bills be authorized to have printed and bound for their use such documents as 
they may deem necessary in connection with subjects referred to them during 
the present Congress. 

The resolution was considered and adopted. 

Mr. BARKSDALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DEATH OF HON. REUBEN ELLWOOD. 


Mr. HOPKINS. I ask unanimous consent that the hourof 1 o’clock 
on the 28th day of the present month be fixed as the time for consider- 
ing the resolutions heretofore offered respecting the death of my esteemed 

ecessor in this House, Hon. REUBEN ELLWOOD. 
iors ETARE pro tempore. If there be no objection that order will 
e. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


MESSENGER FOR COMMITTEE ON RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Idesire to submit a privileged report from the 
Committee on Accounts. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committce on Accounts, to whom was referred the following resolution 
of Mr. WILLIs— 

Resolwed, That the Doorkeeper be, and he is hereby, requested to employ a 
messenger for the Committee on Rivers and Harbors at a salary of $—, to be 
ps out of the contingent fund of the House— 

ve considered the same, and offer the following as a substitute, and ask its 


adoption: 

 Besalced That the Doorkeeper of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and di to employ a messenger for the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
until the end of the present fiscal year, with compensation at the rate of $1,000 
per annum, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House.” 

The question being taken on the adoption of the resolution reported 
by the Committee on Accounts asa substitute, there were—ayes 92, noes 
29. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. DOCKERY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
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tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move that the House adjourn. 


CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER. Pending the motion to adjourn the Chair desires 
to correct some erroneous references. 

The bill (H. R. 2179) proposing to grant a pension to Lena Kebler for 
mili services of her husband prior to the late war should have been 
Trefi to the Committee on Pensions instead of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 2763) for the relief of Hiram Haskell was referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions when it should properly have gone 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

The bill (H. R. 3647) for the relief of Joseph Walton & Co., was im- 
properly referred to the Committee on War Claims instead of the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

If there be no objection the references in these cases will be changed 
and the bills properly referred, as just indicted by the Chair. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Several members addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] has 
moved to adjourn, and, as the Chair understands, does not withdraw 
the motion. A 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I wish to makea parliamentary inquiry. 
If the motion to adjourn should not prevail what would be the next 
business in order? 

The SPEAKER. The call of committees for motions to suspend the 
rules, this being the third Monday of the month. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ilinois withdraw the 
motion to adjourn? 

Mr. MORRISON. What does the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
NELSON] propose ? 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to report from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs a joint resolution for the relief of some starving Indians in Mon- 


tana. 
Mr. MORRISON. I yield for that purpose. 
RELIEF OF NORTHERN CHEYENNES IN MONTANA. 


Mr. NELSON, by unanimous consent, rted from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs a joint resolution (H. Res. 91) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to use certain unexpended balances for the relief of 
the Northern Cheyennes, in Montana; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORRISON (at 3 o’clock and 50minutes p. m.). I now renew 
the motion that the House adjourn. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 86, 
noes 75. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I ask for the yeas and nays on the mo- 
tion. 

The question was taken; when 34 members voted in favor thereof 
and 134 in opposition, the affirmative vote being more than one-fifth of 
the total number. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I demand tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. MORRISON and Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, were appointed tellers. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to fritter 
away the time of the House, and as there is an evident disposition on 
the part of a considerable majority to adjourn, I will therefore with- 
draw the motion. i 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the yeas and nays is withdrawn. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I sympathize with gentlemen who are 
afraid to go on record anyway. 

Mr. MORRISON. We have a record already that is satisfactory. 
So, no further count being demanded, the motion of Mr. MORRISO: 
was agreed to; and accordingly (at 3 o'clock and 58 minutes p. m.) the 

House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of Mary A. Ripley, asking fora pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the Commercial Exchangeof the City of Alexan- 
dria, Va., asking an increase of the appropriation to the Signal Service 
Corps to enlarge its usefulness—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolution of Encampment No. 1, of Union Vet- 
eran Legion of Pittsburgh, Pa., and resolutions of Grand Army of the 
Republic, Post 157, of Pittsburgh, Pa., in favor of giving title to a por- 
tion of the public domain to the surviving officers, soldiers, sailors, and 
marines of the late war for the Union, or to their widows and children, 
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nt ee ee re the value of paper money and gold 
at the several times o perma the same committee. 
Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburgh, Pa., asking 
i the cag purchase of the Monongahela Navigation Company’s works, to 
ree navigation—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Ry Mr. BELMONT: Petition of Margaret Madden, widow of Chris- 
topher Madden, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, petition of Ernest Rudolphus Knorr—to the Committee on 


Also, petition of Samuel W. Francis—to the Committee on Patents, 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Papers relating to the claim of Caroline L. 
Maury—to the Committeé on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLISS: Petition of William Blanchfield, asking that his mil- 
itary record be corrected—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOUND: Petition of R. W. Hardin, for res Mar the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of William F. Coggswell—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, 

Also, petition of Julia A. Golston, for a pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of Richard Atkinson, for relief—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COBB: Petition of citizens of Kentucky, protesting against 
the division of that State into two judicial districts—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Joint resolution directing a survey of the Grand 
River, with reference to the improvement of the same—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. COMPTON: Memorial of Thomas P. Gray, asking relief—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, resolutions of tobacco board of trade, asking for increase of duty 
on imported tobacco for cigar-wrappers—to the Committee on Waysand 
Means. 

Also, memorial of Baker A. Jamison and Tallmadge A. Lambert, ad- 
ministrators of George B. Simpson, asking extension of letters patent— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. CRISP: Papers relating to the claim of John A. Morris—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: Petition of Thomas M. Carroll and others, of 
Kansas; of W. R. Manning and others, of Iowa; and of Hon. W. P. Mc- 
Lean and others, asking for the passage of an act for the relief of Mrs. 
M. A. Ault—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Papers relating to bill granting pension to 
Dr. William H. Sheffield, assistant surgeon One hundred and seventh 
New York Volunteers—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill appropriating $30,000 for the improvement 
of Current River, Missouri—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill a a $40,000 for the improvement of Little 
River from Wernersvi Mo., to "the janction with the Saint Francis 
River, Arkansas—to the same ‘committee. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Memorial of N. A. Farwell and 276 citizens of 
Rockland, Me., protesting against any commission looking to the free 
admission of Canadian fish—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: Memorial of Nannie N. asking for 
increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FLEEGER: Petitionof P. F. Campbell, for veteran bounty— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of A. J. Anders, John Irvine, G.W. Jami- 
son, and 230 citizens of Iowa, asking Congress to protect settlers on the 
land known as the unearned Sioux City and Saint Paul Railroad land 
grant by an “‘act of absolute forfeiture’’—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of T. L. Newcombe and others, and of 
T. C. Hughes and others, for the unlimited coinage of silver—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. GEDDES: Petition of M. D. Harter and 54 others, citizens of 
Mansfield, Ohio, for the appointment of commissioners on the part of the 
United States to confer with those of Canada in regard to the duties on 
fish—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of James B. Smith and 59 others, asking a 
pension for James J. Ferrell; of David Hickman and 24 others, asking 
special provision in behalf of Francis M. Weakly, a pensioner—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Endsley H. Kearns, for increase of pension—to the 
same committee. 

Also, petition of Andrew J. Sheline and others, for a pension for said 
Sheline—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of O. W. A. Hardman and others, asking a pension for 
Reuben Martin—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of T. W. Dawson and 41 others, asking the passage of 
a general pension law—to the same committee. 

asd pa of Nathaniel P. Lee, for a pension—to the Committee 
on 


Pensions. 
Also, petition of Nimrod McKee, for relief—to the Committee on 


By Mr. W. J. GREEN: Memorial en oL of Mrs. W. H. Polk, for 
compensation for damages done to certain estatein Columbia, Tenn., 
by United States the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of George W. Hunt, for repeal of limita- 
tion of arrears of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Maynor D. Brock, for ion of $10 per month for 
loss of both legs or both arms or equivalent disability—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. HALL: Bill appropriating $10,000 in addition to former 
appropriation for construction of pier at outer wall of the Des Moines 
Rapids Canal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Papers relating to H. R. 1470, granting a pension 
to John E. Little, and to H. R. 1472, granting a pension to Mary Mur- 
phy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: Papers relating to the claim of George Jackson— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Paper from Rev. B. C. Hammond, 
urging that Congress increase the allowances to chaplains in the Army 
of the United States—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition from members of Kenyon Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Sanborn, Iowa, for repeal of limitation on arrears of pensions— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition from E. A. Dawson and 120 pe pes citizens of Wav- 
erly, Iowa, asking that a pension be granted by Congress to Bridget 
O’Brien, widow of James O’Brien, Company I, Fourteenth Illinois Cav- 
alry—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HENLEY: Paper to accompany H. R. 151, first session Forty- 
ninth Congress—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HERMAN: Bill an appropriation for a thorough 
survey of the harbor and bar of Siuslaw River, in Oregon, with a view 
to ent improvement by jetty or otherwise—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Judge J. E. Murphy, J. W. Wimer, and 1,000 oth- 
ers, citizens of North California and South for improvement of 
Smith River, in California—to the same committee. 

Also, petition from S. M. Yoran, F. B. Dunn, and 125 others, citizens of 
Oregon, for improvement of Siuslaw River, Oregon, and for light-house 

construction—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Hon. A. G. Hovey, J. F. Robinson, and 100 others, 
citizens of Oregon, asking for the improvement of Siuslaw River, Ore- 
gon, and for light-house construction on Worth Cape—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, petition of Louis Belfils, of Roseburg, Oreg., for payment of prop- 
erty destroyed in Panama in 1856—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Petition of Daniel W. Balmer, for increase of 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: Memorial of Jesse Y. R. ity of Morristown, 
Pa., for relief—to the Committee on Invalid 

Also, petition of W. H. Jenkins and others, tor a bill a bill for education— 
to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of Jane M. Massingill, for relief—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. HOWARD: Petition from citizens of Jackson County, Indiana, 
praying for certain ion in favor of officers, soldiers, and sailors 
who served in the Army, Navy, or Marine during ihe late war for 
aperiod not less than sixty days—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

E Mr. J. H. JONES: Petition relating to claim of D. E. Barrett— 

e Committee on War Claims. 

Ry Mr. JOSEPH: Petitions from Lake Valley and Hillsborough, 
Sierra County, and from Silver City, Grand County, New Aapo; hg asking 
an appropriation for volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: Petition of Henry Mills, praying for pen- 
sion of Mexican soldiers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of John K. Owens, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: Petition of Margaret Callanan, widow of 
Eugene Callanan, praying for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of Hon. W. H. West and others, for the 
transfer of Logan County, Ohio, from the northern to the southern dis- 
trict of said State—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LORE: Petition of Joel Thompson and 47 others, of New 
Castle County, Delaware, asking for the repeal of the law authorizing 
the coi of standard silver dollars—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Petition of the officers and members of the 
Nineteenth Massachusetts Volunteers, in favor of Mrs. Ann E. Plymp- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Papers in support of claim of T. W. Holdeman—- 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Wells C. McCool, for relief—to the same committee. 

By Mr. McKENNA: Resolution authorizing a resurvey of San 
Francisco Bay and other waters in California—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of Hon. Louis Schaefer, a citizen of 
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Canton, Ohio, for a pension or donation to Septima Randolph Meikle- 
ham, the only living grandchild of Thomas Jefferson—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, petitions of 132 citizens and soldiers of Stark County, of 72 sol- 
diers and citizens of Columbiana County, and of 16 citizens and soldiers 
of Summit County, Ohio, asking that a pension be granted every honor- 
ably discharged soldier or sailor of the late war—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition for special pension to Caroline F. Spiegel—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. MCMILLIN: Petition of Robert Herrin, fora pension—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. MAYBURY: A jointresolution ordering the survey and esti- 
mates of cost of removing middle ground in Saint Clair River, Michi- 
gan—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Robert B. Gray and others, for im- 
provement of Bagaduce River, Me.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: Papers relating to the pension of Thomas But- 
ler—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NEECE: Memorial of Bryson &Son, asking for relief—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NEGLEY: Petition of Post 157, Grand Army of the Republic, 
requesting a land grant for loss in receiving paper money in lieu of 
coin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NORWOOD: Resolution asking for survey of Savannah River, 
oe from Savannah to the sea—to the Committee on Rivers and 

‘bors. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of Mary W. Smalley, fora pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PEEL: Papersrelating to the claimsof E. B. Moore, of Charles 
Crowell, of George W. Phillips, and of Marion D. Steele—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

By Mr. PERRY: Papers relating to the claim of T. M. English, 
administrator of Richard Fitzpatrick—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition for relief of William A. Price, of 
Greene County, Tennessee—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PLUMB: Petitionof certain citizens of Kendall and La Salle, 
TIL, praying for the election of United States Senators by the people— 
to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

By Mr. PRICE: Memorial of the supervisors of Saint Croix County, 
Wisconsin, favoring a return tothe tariff of 1846 and protesting against 
any reduction of the tax on whisky—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, memorial of the city of Eau Claire, Wis., for a public building 
at said city—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Appeal of the Woman’s Christian Association 
of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Ap tions. 

Also, appeal of the National Association for the ief of Destitute 
Colored Women and Children of the District of Columbia—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. RICE: Petition of A. E. Day, of Webster, Mass., for a joint 
resolution compelling the Postmaster-General to obey the actof March 
3, 1883—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Petition of Warfield, Grover & Co. and others, citi- 
zens of Quincy, Ill., relative to the fisheries question and the duties 
on fish—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Petitions and papers relating to a proposed 
mantis building for a post-office, court-room, &c., at Springfield, Mass.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ROWELL: Papers relating to the claim of James 8. Clark 
& Co—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAYERS: Papers relating to the claim of John Mellifent and 
Ellen Riordan—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of citizens of Port Deposit, Cecil County, 
Maryland, for repeal of the law authorizing the coinage of silver—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of Wilson Walker, for reference of 
claim to Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relative to the establishment of a life-saving station be- 
tween ‘Cape Lookout and entrance of Beaufort Harbor, North Caro- 
lina—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of John M. Mann and 68 others, for an appropriation 
to improve the harbor of Englehard, on Pamlico Sound, North Caro- 
lina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of N. Beckwith and others, citizens of Hyde County, 
North ‘Carolina, for an appropriation to dredge out Yesocking Bay, 
Pamlico Sound, North Carolina—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SOWDEN: Petition of Edward W. Horn, for increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Petition of John Henry Tilley, of Newport, R. I., 
for payment of services rendered as clerk in the custom-house at New- 
port, R. I.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of Isaac R. Hitt, agent for Christian 
ew Illinois, praying for relief—to the Committee on the Public 


By Mr. SYMES: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Colo- 
rado, in favor of the coinage of silyer—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr.STEELE: Petition of Benjamin S. Coppock, for increase of 
pay for caring for Indian children—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SWOPE: Petition of Amanda Rodgers, asking to be placed on 


the pension-rolls—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition for the removal of charges of desertion 
of Harrison Barrett, of Kentucky—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, petition of Peter Clay and 46 others, citizens of the Sandy River 
Valley, in Kentucky, asking for the completion of improvements of 
Sandy River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Petition of A. A. Brooks, to be placed on 
the pension-roll and for the correction of his military record—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, of R. S. Owens, of Henderson County, Tennessee, to 
be placed on the pension-roll—to the same committee. 

By Mr. TOOLE: Petition of citizens of Montana, asking the passage 
of Senate bill cutting down Indian reservations in Montana—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Helena, Mont., asking an 
appropriation to continue the United States Signal Serv ice—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the constitutional convention of Montana, asking 
admission for the State of Montana into the Union—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: Papers relating to the petition of T. and A. 
Heiss, for the purchase by the Government of their harbor in the State 
of Michigan—to the AS on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Petition of 29 citizens of Klikitat County, 
Washington Territory, praying for the forfeiture of the land grant to 
the Northern Pacific Railroad—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WILLIAM WARNER: Petition of Capt. F. C. Jones and 
3,668 others, officers and soldiers of the war from the States of Missouri, 
Illinois, Pennsylvania, New York, Nebraska, Iowa, Delaware, Connect- 
icut, Michigan, Kansas, Vermont, New Ham Ohio, Massachu- 
setts, Indiana, West Virginia, New Jersey, Wisconsin, Maryland, and 
the Territories of Dakota and Washington, asking relief of certain vol- 
unteer officers who enlisted early in the war and were promoted—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. B. WEAVER: Petition of W. A. Martin and 91 others, 
citizens of Iowa, praying | for a law to authorize the Post-Office Depart- 
ment to pay for of third and fourth class post-offices—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

LaS petition of Marian Stewart, of Pennsylvania, and about 60.oth- 

ers, praying for a law to prevent non-resident aliens from acquiring 
title to real estate—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of J. J. Werline and about 95 others, of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the passage of a law for a duty of $400 per capita upon im- 
ported laborers—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. WELLBORN: Petition of John T. Moore, praying reference 
of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of James McPeters, administrator of 
John W. Briggs, praying the reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Thomas N. Allison, administrator of James L. Al- 
lison, praying reference of his claim tothe Court of Claims—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. WILSON: Petition of Theophilus Moore, for a special act for 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claims of Henrietta M. ss and of 
the trustees of the Elk Branch church, of Jefferson County, W. Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of William M. Morrison—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petitions of Robert Lawson; of Edward Tearney, administrator 
of Samuel Ridenour; of George H. Beckwith; of Mrs. E. C. La Rue; of 
George H. Small; of Thomas H. Hysarg; of William B. Daniels; of Isaac 
W. Hutton; of William Lloyd; of S. W. Wysarg, executor; of J. J. H. 
Straith; of John Burns, and of Thomas B. Moore, administrator of Lydia 
Miller, praying that their several claims be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WISE: Petition of Robert F. Williams, for refund of taxes— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WOODBURN: Memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
Nevada, praying for an appropriation to erect a school building in that 
State for the education of Indian children living therein—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 


The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 
upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates of one, 
two, and five dollars, the same being made a legal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be paid 


as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 
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in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Mapa and Measures: 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Of Jacob Fender and 38 others, of Wayne 
County, Indiana. 

By Mr. BURNES: Of 128 citizens of Ebony, Mo. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Of citizens of Mills County, Iowa, and of C. E. Din- 
widdie and others, of same county and State. 

By Mr. NEECE: Of Richard J. Cabene and 46 others, of Alexis, Ill. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Of 44 citizens of Calhoun County, Michigan. 

By Mr. RYAN: Of 8. H. Rhodes and others, of Pomona County, 
oe and of William J. McMillan and others, of Osage County, 

ansas. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Of 90 citizens of Palmer, Ill., and of citizens of 
Sangamon County, Illinois. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Missouri: Of J. E. Hard and 223 others, 
citizens of Barton County, Missouri. 

By Mr. TOOLE: Of the Board of Trade of Helena, Mont. 

By Mr. J. B. WEAVER: Of J. G. Ellis and 100 others, citizens of 
Kansas; of 8. A. Holcomb and 100 others, of Oregon; of J. J. Wesline 
and 60 others, of Pennsylvania, and of W. S. Pelham and about 100 
others, of Iowa. 


SENATE, 
TUESDAY, January 19, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of Francis R. Crone and other 
citizens of York County, Pennsylvania, praying for an amendment of the 
tariff act of 1883 relative to the importation of tobacco; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BECK presented the petition of Samuel Ceas, of the District of 
Columbia, praying that his claim for supplies furnished the Army of 
the United States be referred to the Court of Claims; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Franklin County, Ken- 
tucky, remonstrating against the division of the State into two judicial 
districts; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the memorial of C. R. Cowley, O. H. Keith, Charles 
Collins, and other citizens of Wyoming, Genesee County, New York, 
remonstrating against the suspension of silver coinage and favoring the 
unlimited and indefinite coinage of that metal; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. -- 

Mr. SPOONER presented the petition of T. J. Spear and other resi- 
dents of Vernon County, Wisconsin, ging or the passage of a law for- 
feiting absolutely the Sioux City and Saint Paul Railroad land grant in 
Iowa; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Eau Claire, Wis., 

praying thatan appropriation be made for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Eau Claire; which was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 
a also presented a memorial of the board of supervisors of Saint 
Croix County, Wisconsin, favoring a return to the tariff of 1846, and 
remonstrating against any reduction or repeal of the tax on whisky; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented the petition of Mrs. N. C. 
Cushman, widow of the late Commander Charles H. Cushman, United 
States Navy, praying for an increase of pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of citizens of Armada, Nebr., 
praying national aid to education; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

le sien presented a petition of hospital stewards in the United States 
Army, praying for an increase of compensation; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a resolution of the Memphis (Tenn.) Cotton 


Exchange, asking increased appropriations for the support of the Signal 
Service Ya the cotton States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 491) to provide for an American register for the steam- 
ship Caroline Miller, of Baltimore, Md., reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 390) for the relief of H. A. Myers, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (8. 94) for the relief Mrs. Sarah Elizabeth Holroyd, widow and 
administratrix of the estate of John Holroyd, deceased, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. 8 , from the Committee on Military Affhirs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 223) to regulate the promotion of graduates 


of the United States Military Academy, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 806) granting a pension to Mary B. Holmes, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


SENATE SEAL. 


Mr. INGALLS, The Committee on Rules, by a resolution of the 
Senate adopted on the 31st of March last, were directed to procure a 
seal for the use of the Senate. They have discharged that duty, and I 
now place the seal in the custody of the Senate with a written report, 
and a resolution for adoption which I ask may be reported at the desk. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Committee on Rules report a 
resolution, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That the Secretary shall have the custody of the Great Seal, and 
shall use the same for the authentication of process, transcripts, copies, and 
certificates whenever directed by the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. I will ask that the resolution may lie upon the table 
and, with the report, be printed. The committee were not clear that it 
was desirable, and they are very sure it is not necessary, that the seal 
should be used for the authentication of all-the process and proceedings 
of the Senate. There is no existing authority whatever for the use of 
a seal under any circumstances, and how far authority should be given 
for the use of the seal hereafter is a matter for somewhat serious delib- 
eration. 

The resolution that I have offered is in aceordance with the views of 
the committee, but inasmuch as it may require further consideration I 
will ask that it may lie over and I shall call it up at a subsequent day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution and report will lie 
upon the table and be printed if there be no objection. 


MANAGER OF NATIONAL SOLDIERS’ HOME. 


Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported a 
joint resolution (S. R. 31) appointing John F. Hartranft a manager of 
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; which was read 
the first time by its title. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask for the immediate consideration of the joint 
resolution if there be no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read at 
length for information. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved, That General John F. Hartranft, of Philadelphia, in the) State of 
Pennsylvania, be, and he is hereby, appointed a manager of the National Home 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers to fill the vacancy in the Board of Managers of 
said Home caused by the death of the late General George B, McClellan, 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee ofthe Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. HALE. Does that come from a committee? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Itcomesfrom the Military Committee, to which was 
referred a formal notification of the death of General McClellan. 

Mr. HALE. It is then upon the report of a committee? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. That I did not understand. 

Mr. HAWLEY. A communication was addressed by the chairman 
of that board to the presiding oflicer of the Senate notifying the Senate 
of the vacancy and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, by 
which I was directed to report this joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

COMPILATION OF SENATE ELECTION CASES. 

Mr. HOAR. The Committee on Privileges and Elections were di- 
rected at the spring session of the Senate to cause to be compiled the 
Senate election cases from the beginning of the Government and to 
report the compilation to the present session. I now lay before the 
Senate that se arp in print. It has been made by the clerk of the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, George S. Taft, who has de- 
voted almost entirely the whole summer with great labor and fidelity 
to the work, and I think I am warranted in saying that it is a most ad- 
mirable compilation and will be of very great convenience to the Sen- 
ate. I offer the following resolution, which I ask may be considered 
at the present time. 

Resolved, That there be printed for the Senate 500 extra copies of the compila- 
tion of Senate Election Cases; 250 of the sameto be bound in cloth and 250 to be 
bound in “ half Turkey morocco.” 

We have an estimate from the Government Printer. The number 
mentioned in the resolution can be printed within the limitation of the 
statute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the adoption of 
the resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like toask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts if that is not a document of sufficient value to justify the publica- 
tion of a greater number of copies. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The resolution provides for 500 copies, of which 250 
are to be bound with brown leather backs and the others in cloth, I 
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propose hereafter to introduce a joint resolution or bill to go to the 
Committee on Printing for a larger number. 
Mr. COCKRELL. All right. 
The resolution was agreed to, 
CUSTOMS FRAUDS AT NEW YORK. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, reported the follow- 
ing resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to: 

Resolwed, That the Committee on Finance are hereby authorized to employ a 


ographer and such clerical assistan 


are autho: 

other collection port in the United States. The expenses p! 
with the provisions of this resolution shall be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the Senate upon the approval of the committee or of the subcommittee. 


; BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 1151) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri River at a point to be selected either in 
the counties of Clay and Jackson, in the State of Missouri, or in the 
county of Clay or Platte in said State, and the county of Wyandotte 
in the State of Kansas, and to make the same a post-route; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 1152) granting a pension to Sarah 
E. Bassett; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 1153) to prevent frauds upon the 
customs reyenue; which was read twice by its title, and refi to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1154) to authorize the city of Newport, 
R. I., to use the site of Fort Greene as a public park; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, introduced a bill (S. 1155) for the relief 
of Samuel B. Flowers and A. T. Fitzhugh, of Oregon; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 1156) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Ann Atkinson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 1157) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of James A. Torbert, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. CONGER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1158) relating to con- 
tracts of common carriers and to certain obligations, duties, and rightsin 
connection with the carriage of property; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

Mr. MAHONE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1159) for the relief 
of William Rutherford; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PIKE introduced a bill (S. 1160) authorizing the retirement of 
Lieut. Adolphus W. Greely with the rank and pay of colonel; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


Mr. MANDERSON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 32) provid- 
ing for the indexing and sale of public documents; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. BLAIR, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers in the case of Ann Atkinson be with- 
drawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. HALE, it was 

Ordered, That the papers now on the files of the Senate relative to the restora- 
tion of cadets to the naval service be taken therefrom and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. VANCE, it was 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of J. S. Clark & Co. be taken 
trom the tiles of the Denata and referred to the Commiites on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. WALTHALL, it was 
Ordered, That all now on file with the the pertain 
ing to the bill (S. 415) authorizing the Secretary of War to transfer the United 
tates al n > 
cultural Coll at said place be taken from the files and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 


On motion of Mr. HAWLEY, it was 


Ordered, That the paj relating to the claim of Capt. Samuel B. Horne be 
taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, no adverse report having been made thereon. 


RIVER IMPROVEMENTS IN OREGON, ETC. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, submitted the following resolution; 

which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
and he is hereby, directed to transmit 
the annual report of W.A, Jones, 
m Territory meg fiscal se at fom 1865 tn form ions 
Nandos date 6 


nall tted by him to the Chief of ee: of July 27, 1885, 
kether with full vin of all statistics Dect aa in or AAN to such 
repo: 


LAND GRANTS IN OREGON. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I offer the following resolution, and 
ask for its present consideration: 
Whereas it is all 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it had better be printed, it is so long, and 
go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the order to 
print will be entered, and the resolution will lie over under the rule. 


SILETZ INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Whereas the ve Assembly of the State of Oregon, at its late session, 
by joint memo: to Congress, respectfull resented that the northern por- 
tion of the Siletz Indian reservation, in e State of Oregon, from a line com- 
mencing at the point on the coast of the Pacific Ocean where the northern 
extremity of the Siletz Bay enters said ocean, and running eastward to the east- 
ern boundary of said reservation, embraces an area of country equal to four or 
five townships; that said northern portion of the said reservation is 

rom the remaining portion of the reservation by natural barriers, which ren- 


Is there objection to the present con- 


x y com- 
pensate them for such improvements; that there are abundant lands on the re- 
dians th . 


That 
uire into the propriety of such legislation, and to report at an early day 


by bill or otherwise. 


ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no further ‘‘ concurrent 
or other resolutions’’ the Chair will submit the resolutions which came 
over under objection from yesterday. The first resolution will be read. 
3 ss resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. HARRISON was read, as 

‘ollows: 
That Hon. G. C. 
Papag ai omy Eos ey of Dakota, be admitted to the floor of the 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the adoption 
of the resolution. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I was unavoidably absent from the Senate 
yesterday spare, Bator this resolution was called up. I am fully 
aware of the fact that it will be adopted. Itisa part of the programme 
agreed upon by the majority of the Committee on Territories, and it 
will be ratified by the Senate. 

A great deal has been said in regard to the courtesy involved in this 
proposition. I concede to no man living for myself any greater personal 
courtesy to a political or mal opponent than I am willing to grant 
upon all proper occasions; but there ought to be a reciprocity of co 
py Spei ae ganant enS is amona in the resolu- 

on an colleague and the people whom they propose to represent 
have not exhibited that courtesy to the Senate of the United States or 
the Congress of the United States which entitles them to any such ac- 
tion as is now proposed. I say this deliberately. The records of the 
Senate show that during the last Congress a bill was reported from the 
Committee on Territories, by its chairman, the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. HARRISON], which enabled the people of Southern Dakota to form 
a constitution for the purpose of being admitted into the Union. That 
was the deliberate expression on the part of the Senate of the proper 
course to be pursued in regard to this matter. The bill was passed, 
sent to the House of Representatives, and not acted upon by that body. 
Proper respect for the Senate of the United States ought to have con- 
vinced these gentlemen in Dakota that they should at least show def- 
erence to this public expression of opinion, coming as it did from their 
own friends upon this floor, conspicuously from the Senator from Indi- 
ana. 
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But they were not willing to await any action on the part of Con- 
gress; they trampled under their feet this expression of opinion on our 
part, and they said to the world and to the Senate, ‘‘ We propose to act 
in this matter against your deliberate parliamentary action and take 
this matter into our own hands and judge of it for ourselves.” They 
proceeded then, in what I have declared and what I now believe to be 
anillegal and revolutionary manner, to divide this Territory of Dakota, 
to form a State constitution, to elect officers; and they send two gentle- 
men here now p ing to be Senators from a State de facto and de 
jure. I deny thatthis is proper courtesy upon the part of any portion 
of the people of the United States to this Senate or to the Congress. 

Farther than that, sir, I deny absolutely, and I wish now to hear 
some Senator upon either side of this Chamber state that he believes, 
that this so-called State of Dakota is a State either de jure or de facto. 
I pause for a reply to that proposition. I do not think that any Sena- 
tor can be found who will state that any portion of the people of the 
United States have the right to establish a State without the consent 
of Congress, or that they can exist as a State without the action of Con- 
gress. I know it is said that they come here and offer to us a constitu- 
tion, and that this is simply a proposition for their admission into 
the Union. Mr. President, we have the right to judge of this matter, 
as of all other matters, by contemporaneous facts and evidence. I 
can produce here the discussions of that convention, in which a very 
prominent member—a gentleman already alluded to in a former de- 
bate, Judge Campbell—declared that these people had the right to 
make a State without consulting Congress; that they were, so far as the 
constitution of the State was concerned, above and beyond the juris- 
diction of Congress; and after a debate between that gentleman and 
Judge Edgerton, a former colleague of ours, and now one of the so-called 
Senators from Dakota, who assumed the other side of that proposition, 
Judge Edgerton was voted down by an overwhelming majority. In 
that debate it was asserted over and over again by members of the con- 
vention that that body was equal to Congress and had a right to form 
a constitution without our consent and without any consultation with 
us. That proposition can meet with no assent, I take it, from any 
Senator on this floor; and I understood from the debate yesterday, as 
I saw it inthe RECORD, that the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] 
and the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] both denied that propo- 
sition, or at least failed to assert it or give it any sort of countenance 
here. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Indiana saw proper yesterday to al- 
lude to what Mr. Benton, my distinguished predecessor in this Cham- 
ber, said in regard to the admission of Michigan, and he indirectly, if 
not directly, sought to establish a sort of analogy between the admis- 
sion of Missouri into the Union and this pro; admission of Dakota. 
In 1818 Missouri applied for admission into the Federal Union. In1819 
the Congress of the United States anenablingact. That act was 
passed as the result of what is known as the first Missouri compromise, 
which prohibited the existence of slavery north of the degree of 36° 30’. 
This enabling act, giving to the people of Missouri the right to form a 
State constitution, was acted upon by that people. They formed a con- 
stitution by a convention, of which David Barton, the first Senator from 
Missouri, was chairman. That constitution was brought to Congress, 
presented to the Senate and to the House of Representatives, and in it 
was found a provision that no free negro should be permitted to come 
into the State, and calling upon the Legislature to pass laws for the 
purpose of enforcing that enactment. 

Upon thatsingle provision sprang up the celebrated debate, the debate 
on what is known as the second Missouri compromise, which finally re- 
sulted in the resolution of Mr. Clay, forming a committee of thirty, upon 
whose report it was resolved that Missouri should be admitted into the 
Union under this constitution, provided the clause to which I have al- 
luded should be strickenout. A popularand erroneous impression has 
existed that Mr. Clay was the author of the line of 36° 30’ north lati- 
tude. The author of that proposition was a member of the House of 
Representatives from the State of New York, and Mr, Clay was simply 
the author of the second Missouri compromise, under which the State 
was finally admitted into the Union. 

The position of Missouri from the time that the enabling act was passed 
and the State constitution adopted by the willand through theauthority 
of Congress was an anomalous one. It was a State by the consent of 
the highest legislative authority; it sent here David Barton as its first 
Senator. He was invited to a seat upon the floor which he did not take, 
for he refused, as did Mr. Benton, who was elected a year afterward. 
Both declined to take seats upon the ground that they were regularly 
elected Senators from that State. Itis true Missouri, while she was in 
this anomalous position, a State under the enabling act and yet not a 
State admitted into the Union, undertook to cast her electoral vote in 
the Presidential election which immediately ensued, but that vote was 
not counted except upon the condition that it did not affect the result 
of the Presidential contest. 

Is there any analogy between a case of that sort where a constitution 
was formed under an enabling act of Congress and the case now before 
the Senate in which the Senate deliberately declared that these people 
of Dakota should be enabled to enact a State constitution and where 
they disregarded the action of the Senate and undertook of their own 


will to fix the boundaries of the State, adopt a constitution, and send 
Senators here for admission? 

Mr. President, I know that this resolution will be adopted. I desire 
to state that I do not propose to be guilty of any personal discourtesy 
to the gentleman who is named in it; but for historical accuracy Ihave 
made the statement which I have submitted here. The Senator from 
Indiana quoted yesterday some expressions of Mr. Benton. Mr. Benton 

i his duty, and it was avery distinguished oneas Senator from 
the State of Missouri, but his deelarations upon this floor and his offi- 
cial action are not binding upon me or upon my judgment. Illustrious 
as was his career, I did not agree with him always when he was alive, 
and I do not agree with him now. I had great admiration for many of 
his characteristics. TheState of Missouri takes great pride in his illus- 
trious public service. But I do not hold myself committed to declara- 
tions which he made at a time of great party excitement and when he 
had committed to him, as the Senator from Indiana has now committed 
to him, a party measure, the admission of Michigan to the Union, which 
came in as a Democratic State, Mr. Buchanan having committed to him 
by the Democratic party at that time charge of the bill for the admis- 
sion of Arkansas. 

But Mr. Benton even made declarations in regard to this matter which 
I commend to the people of Dakota at this time. What said Mr. 
Benton—I quote from the Congressional Globe of December 22, 1835— 
when the identical question which is now pending before the Senate was 
pending in regard to giving seats upon the floor to two gentlemen claim- 
ing to be Senators from the State of Michigan, and when, as in this case, 
one of them had been a member of the House and was thus entitled to 
the privileges of the floor, and the resolution therefore applied to only 
one of these gentlemen as does the resolution uow pending? What 
said Mr. Benton? 


the debates interesting to the diagram of country (he would not speak of Michi- 

gan as a State), the diagram of country they came to a. It was a mat- 
this privilege; they might hear something in 

debate interesting to the country they came from, that they would be able to 

answer, and they might thus be led to furnish some Senator with the 

answer to make forthem. He thought it would be better to furnish the gentle- 

men with chairs, as was done in the case of the Senators from Tennessee. 

In reply to this, said Mr. Hendricks of Indiana: 

The Senator from Missouri had spoken of precedents, and had instanced those 
of Tennessee and Missouri. But the Tennessee case conferred no greater priv- 
ilege than that sucet Sorea by Hon, Lucius Lyon, one of e puana in 
question, in virtue of his havin; n s Delegate in the House Representa- 
tives, and no greater privilege that proposed by his amendment to be con- 
ferred on the other, Hon. Mr. Norvell. The precedent of Missouri! And isthere 
any similarity between the case of Missouri and that of Michigan? 


The Senator from Indiana has quoted my distinguished predecessor; 
now I quote his: 


ere was no question of boundary—no question about her t of admission 
asa State. The only question was one involving the power of Con: to at- 
tach a condition after her t to admission had e perfect. , in the 
case of Michigan— 


And here in the case of Dakota— 


the question of State or no State has yet to be settled,as well as the question 
of boundary, involving as it does the integrity of one or more of the States, In 
relation to other States, where there were no difficult preliminary questions to 
settle, he believed that no special comity had been shown to the Senators who 


presented themselves. He referred to the admission of Ohio, Louisiana, Indi- 


ana, and other new States, where the Journals showed no resolutions of courtesy 
to the Senators in attendance before they were sworn as members of the body. 
He well recollected that the Senators from Indiana did not obtain seats until 
the joint resolution of admittance had passed both Houses and obtained the ap- 
propriate signatures. The precedents which the practice of the Senate in these 
cases afforded were against the application in the present case, 

I read this to show that there is not the line of uninterrupted and 
unbroken precedent which was spoken of yesterday. I grant that in 
the case of Colorado a different practice obtained. I understand now 
that there is no claim that this action of the Senate admits for a single 
instant that these are Senators from a State either de facto or de jure, 
and I have said what I have tosupplement and add to that expression 
my unfaltering and unhesitating adherence to the doctrine that no por- 
tion of the people of the United States without the action of Congress 
can segregate a part of the public domain and assume to represent the 
sovereignty of a State. Suppose this doctrine should not obtain, and 
gentlemen from Utah should apply here for seats on this floor as a mat- 
ter of courtesy to a State constitution republican in form! If that 
should occur, it would be a little interesting to see the application of 
this principle, and I should be very much astonished if precedents did 
not give way to opinion in regard to the institutions of that State known 
to exist; and I should be utterly astounded if any such persons were 
permitted to remain in this Chamber by consent of the Senate, even 
with the poor privilege of sitting in the galleries. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iask that the resolution now under consideration 
be read at the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That Hon. G.C. Moody, of Dakota, be admitted to the floor of the Sen- 
ate during the preseat session. 


1886. 
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Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest] seems to find it difficult to discuss any proposition that relates, 
even by indirection, to Dakota or her people without indulging in ref- 
erences that are, in my judgment, unjustifiable. What right had the 
Senator from Missouri to say thatthe introduction of this resolution was 
part of a programme determined upon in committee? The resolution 
was offered by me upon my own responsibility, without any consulta- 
tion in committee or anywhere else with the members of the committee. 

The other day when this matter was under discussion in a prelimi- 
nary way the Senator from Missouri took occasion to refer contempt- 
uously and to use opprobrious references toward two gentlemen who 
have been connected with this movement for Statehood in Dakota, one 
of them the distinguished gentleman whose name is mentioned in the 
resolution now before the Senate. The Senatoris not only unfortunate 
ind ing in these personal allusions, but unfortunate in his facts. 

He alluded to Mr. Moody as one who had, upon the bench, made a 
decision against the validity of the Yankton County bonds. It is not 
true. TheSenator was misinformed. Judge Moody, though upon the 
bench in Dakota, never, at any time, passed upon the question of those 
bonds. He was not upon the bench at the time that question was tried; 
he was a practicing attorney and ted the county of Yankton in 
the litigation as an attorney; and yet, Mr, President, the Senator was 
willing to put into the RECORD, upon insufficient ion, this un- 
just reference to a gentleman who I undertake to say is, in all respects, 
the peer of any one who sits on this floor for character and integrity. 
He was a distinguished soldier from my ownState, serving in the Seventh 
Indiana Regiment, and for more than a year upon the staff of that cap- 
tain a won so largely the affections of the American people, General 

. Thomas. 

The Senator indulged in references to another gentleman whose name 
was only before us as a signer to the communication transmitting these 
documents, Hon. Hugh J. Campbell, of Dakota, and spoke of him as 
having some unsavory relations to the electoral-count business in Louisi- 
ana. Mr. President, I do not need to speak for JudgeCampbell. He 
has spoken to a wider audience than this for himself. 

Now the Senator says there is something discourteous in the method 
by which these men as the representatives of Dakota and by which the 

le of Dakota themselves have come before the Senate. I deny it. 
do not desire here, upon this resolution, to open for discussion the line 
of precedents upon this subject, but I do now say that time and again, 
in the cases of States of this Union where enabling acts have been pro- 
posed and have passed one House of Congress and have not passed the 
other, the people themselves have initiated just sucha movement as the 
Laat age! Dakota have here, and these proceedings have been overwhelm- 
gly ratified hy the votes of both branches of When such 
movements for Statehood paused when the i was complete, 
and by a constitutional provision staid all exercise of governmental 
functions by the State government until Congress admitted the State, 
it was never before said that such an attitude was disrespectful to the 
Congress of the United States. 

Mr. President, these people of Dakota come here as the le of nearly 
one-half of the States admitted since the origi Union» was formed 
have come. Having initiated a movement for a State government, 
formed a constitution, they quietly stay their hands while they ask of 
Con, admission as a State. 

e Senator from Missouri says that Missouri was a de facto State 
when Mr. Benton wasadmitted, as he has told us, to a seat in this Cham- 
ber, and not only to a seat, but to the exercise of the franking privi- 
lege as a Senator, and to the privilege of a Senator in the use of the pub- 
lic stationery of the Senate. Do I understand the Senator from 
souri to claim that at that period of time the State of Missouri was a 
State in the Union? Congress had passed an enabling and under 
it the people had formed a constitution; but that constitution was yet 
to be submitted to Congress for its judgment whether it met the require- 
ments = rat rep wei =< oe it contained the compact which was 
required in the law; and until Congress had passed the act acceptin 
that constitution Missouri was no more a State of the Union than Dar 
kota is to-day, neither one of them having received the sanction of Con- 
gress. Congress had in the case of Missouri authorized these initial 
proceedings. Missouri had sent her constitution here, objection was 
made to it, and Congress had refused to tit. Does the Senator 
from Missouri claim that Missouri was then either de facto or de jurea 
State in the Union? If he should make such a claim he would aban- 
don u popon which has been the foundation of all his discus- 
sion of question. But, sir, the Senator does not feel bound by this 
precedent in the case of his own State. He admires Mr. Benton; but 

admiring, differs with him, differed with him in life, and now that 

e has gone to his rest and his fame only survives, still ventures to dif- 
fer withhim. Mr. Benton declared that he, as a Senator from Missouri, 
had been allowed in the Senate these privileges as a Senator, and I af- 
firm that his State was then no more a Statethan Dakota. It was wait- 


Sy bey passage of a law by Congress to recognize the constitution which 
it formed. 

Mr. President, this is not the only precedent. In the case of Michi- 
gan, as the Senator from Missouri knows, Mr. Benton actually laid be- 
the Senate the credentials of the gentlemen from Michigan nomi- 


nated in those credentials to be ‘“‘Senators from the State of Michigan,” 
and those credentials were respectfully received by the Senate and appro- 
priately referred. Pi his motion that those gentlemen be admitted 
he made the remarks to which I referred yesterday, stating in thestrong- 
est terms that ithad nothing to do with the question of the final admission 
of the State of Michigan, any more than it hadin the case of Missouri; 
that it was a simple act of courtesy extended to gentlemen who came 
here with what purported to be a high official communication from the 
people of apart of this country. The resolution I have proposed simply 
admits to the floor of the Senate a gentleman who has been chosen by the 
proposed State of Dakota to represent Dakota upon this floor when Con- 
gress shall have ratified her constitution and given her a place among 
the States. 

Mr. President, the 263,000 American citizens who have united in this 
movement in Dakota are entitled to the respect of the Senators here 
who represent the States. There is nothing in their institutions, there 
is nothing in their history, that should justify any Senator in coupling 
Dakota with Utah. There is not an institution that has life in Dakota, 
there is no practice among her people, that is not consonant with the 
best impulses and the best civilization. 

I do not care to follow the Senator from Missouri through these cases. 
I have with some care discussed them in the report which I have sub- 
mitted in connection with the bill for the admission of the State, I 
am willing to leave the case to the unbiased and non-partisan judg- 
ment of Senators when that bill is up for discussion, and if I am not 
then able to convince any one who has not shut his ears to argument 
that the ings taken by Dakota are conformable to precedent 
and have the sanction of the ablest men of both parties in this coun- 
try and the sanction of Congress by overwhelming majorities, then I 
shall surrender this debate. 

Why, Mr. President, it is not new that the people of part of a Terri- 
tory should organize by a popular movement for admission into the 
Union as a State. In the case of California there never was even a Ter- 
ritorial government. California was a part of the great domain we had 
acquired from Mexico. Congress had never marked out its bounds as 
a Territory even; it had never given it any sort of a civil government; 
it was governed by a military governor. Congress had been appealed 
to to give it a Territorial government and failed. had been 
asked to admit it as a State and failed. The movement forthe forma- 
tion of a constitution in California began by a proclamation from the 
military governor, General Riley, which was attested by the late Gen- 
eral Halleck, then a captain in the Army, as secretary of state. The 
whole movement was A cave and in the face of the fact that Congress 
had refused even a Territorial organization. The constitution was 
brought here by the Senators-elect and submitted to Congress, and the 
State was admitted. Congress had given no intimation as to what were 


ca sapere boundaries for California. 

wa initiated proceedings for admission as a State and formed her 
constitution without any enabling act. She proposed certain bound- 
aries, and in her original constitution the northern boundary of Iowa 
went up to a point near Saint Paul and followed the Mississippi River 
down to its present southern boundary. Congress declined to accept 
that constitution and proposed to the people of Iowa another boundary. 
That was submitted to vote, and the people rejected it, and then again 
by a lar movement, initiated by an act of the Territorial Legis- 
lature of Iowa, a new constitution prescribing new bounds to them- 
selves was prepared and submitted to Congress and accepted. 

I undertake to say that so far from lacking precedent, so far fromin- 
volving any taint of rebellion or disrespect to Congress, the precedents 
in our legislation go entirely beyond the necessities of Dakota. The 

ents in the case of Michigan, in the case of Tennessee, in the case 
of California, all go entirely beyond the necessities of Dakota. 

In the case of Tennessee President Washington, in transmitting that 
constitution, makes an argument to show that Tennessee had a right to 
organize a constitution and State government without any enabling act 
on the part of Congress, and he puts it upon the ground that the ordi- 
nance of 1787 expressly stipulated that when there were 60,000 free in- 
habitants they should be entitled to form a State government. The 
ordinance of 1787 had by statute been extended to the Southwestern 
Territory, called Tennessee. As Ishow in my report, this ordinance has 
also been extended to Dakota; but the committee did not deem it nec- 
essary to rest its argument there and was entirely willing that the other 
rule should be applied to Dakota, namely, that sheshould be shown to 
have a population equal to the unit of representation in the House of 
Representatives, which I undertake to say is the highest limit of pop- 
ulation that has ever been demanded even in those times of hot party 
strife growing out of slavery over the admission of States; that is the 
highest number of people that has ever been insisted upon in debate in 
either branch of Congress as essential to the admission of a State. 

But, Mr. President, I did not intend to allow this debate to be pre- 
cipitated upon us at thistime. The resolution which I propose does not 
mention Dakota, except as itis alluded to as the place of residence of 
the gentleman to whom we propose to extend the courtesies of this floor. 
Of course it is not concealed that the reason this is done is because a mat- 
ter is to be debated herein which that gentleman has a personal interest, 
the question of his admission to this floor with the full rights of a Sen- 
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ator, and because there is to be debated here a question in which his 
pene are interested, and, as Mr, Benton says in the remarks which the 

mator from Missouri read, it seems to be but common and scant court- 
esy to allow one thus interested to be upon the floor of the forum in 
which the debate is to be conducted, even though his mouth is closed so 
that he can not participate in it. I hope that on Friday of this week 
this whole subject will be before the Senate for consideration. 

Mr. President, I call upon Senators on the other side to bear witness 
that I have avoided from the beginning, ever since this matter has been 
in my charge, anything that would be calculated to array parties upon 
the question. The Senator from Missouri has said he excuses the re- 
marks of his distinguished predecessor in the Senate, to which I called 
attention yesterday, on the ground that Mr. Benton was in charge of 
the pending bill and it was aparty question. Mr. Benton wasanxious 
to get in a Democratic State, I suppose the argument is, and therefore 
was willing to extend to the representatives of a Democratic State the 
courtesy which he might not have been willing to extend if the politics 
of the State had been different. 

Mr. President, I hope not. I believe in the case of Mr. Benton and 
I believe in the case of my associates here on the other side of this Cham- 
ber that we can look upon this question, as he did, entirely disconnected 
from the question of the admission of Dakota. We can admit this gen- 
tleman to come upon the floor of the Senate and listen to our debates 
for and against this measure without in any way committing any of us 
in our votes upon the proposition when it shall finally be voted upon, 
and in this way, instead of treating with contempt these people lately 
citizens of our States, lately in their own States in the full exercise of 
all the rights of American citizenship, we can through their represent- 
ative extend to them our courtesy and give them this evidence that we 
propose to discuss their claim for admission and the steps they have 
taken toward that end in a calm, dispassionate, and fair manner, and 
settle the grave questions which are involved upon principles other than 
those of mere party advantage. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire before there is any further discussion 
to offer the following amendment to be added to the resolution of the 
Senator from Indiana: 

But the courtesy hereby extended shall not be construed as indicating a recog- 
nition of any right of Dakota to admission as a State into the Union. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it was not my purpose to precipitate a 
debate—certainly not my purpose to get into any personal controversy. 
I never alluded to any citizen of Dakota whose name was not brought 
in here on his own motion. Mr. Campbell came up as the regularly 
constituted chairman of a committee appointed by the constitutional 
convention. I had a right to criticise the communication which he 
made to the Senate. I had a right to allude to his public career, as he 
has a right to allude to mine. I have never alluded to Judge Moody 
except in a respectful way, and in regard to his connection with public 
transactions in the Territory of Dakota. I thought that he had been 
the judge who delivered that opinion, and that is my impression yet. 
I recollect distinctly when the question was before the Senate some 
three years ago, and when the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] stopped 
the bill for the admission of Dakota on the ground that they had de- 
nied their honest indebtedness, so adjudged by the Supreme Court of 
the United States, I was under the impression then, and it still remains, 
that Judge Moody gave the decision in the Territorial court. Whether 
he did or not is an immaterial question. 

If I chose to put a personal aspect upon this case, I could show col- 
umns of vituperation, blackguardism, and abuse of myself from almost 
every one of the petty papers in Dakota that would shame a fish-woman 
in Billingsgate, but they amount to nothing. Let them go. This is 
a public question, and should be determined without any sort of insin- 
cerity upon the grounds that should influence the Congress of the 
United States in regard to the admission of new States. 

I deliberately assert that there is no such case on record in the United 
States as the people of Dakota have made for themselves. California 
never in the face of the action of the Senate of the United States under- 
took to divide upa Territory, hold an election in one-half of it, and then 
come here in the face of the deliberate action of Congress and claim ad- 
mission as a State. Itis true that California organized under a mili- 
tary governor and offered herself as a State to the Union, but never 
after the Senate had pointed out the way in which she should come to 
these halls asking for the sovereignty of a State. Tennessee did not 
doit. Michigan even did not do it, because Michigan organized as a 
Territory. It was first a Territory, and then, under the leadership of 
the Territorial governor, Mr. Mason, organized itself as a State and 
claimed to exist without the consent of Congress; but not one of the 
illustrious statesmen who then discussed that question admitted for a 
single instant that it had any claim as a matter of right to exist as a 
State. I never claimed that Missouri was a State before she was ad- 
mitted into the Union. I spoke of the anomalous condition of the 
people of Missouri. They had organized under an enabling act of Con- 
gress. Whether it was an inchoate and imperfect State or in a Terri- 
torial condition seems never to have been determined. It was called 
the State of Missouri; her Senators came here as from the State of Mis- 
souri, and for two years and 2 half they waited admission on account 
of the interminable and exciting debate upon the subject of slavery. 


I know, Mr. President, this resolution will be adopted. I have not 
the slightest objection to the Senate filling up these halls with gentle- 
men as spectators from any of the Territories if the majority of the 
Senate think it proper. I simply wished to give my opinion of the his- 
torical precedents and my opinion of the propriety of such a measure. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, when the resolution of inquiry in 
regard to the proceedings of the convention which framed the consti- 
tution for Southern Dakota was before the Senate, I desired to briefly 
submit as a matter of historical interest what had been done by the Ter- 
ritory of Oregon under similar circumstances. But at the suggestion 
of the chairman that the resolution should go to the committee, I de- 
ferred what I had to say to a more appropriate time. I crave the in- 
dulgence of the Senate for a few minutes simply to give the facts in 
regard to the admission of Oregon. 

The constitution of Oregon was framed by a convention of sixty del- 
egates chosen on the first Monday of June, 1857, by virtue of an act 
of the Territorial Assembly of December 12, 1856. The constitution 
was adopted by the convention September 18, 1857, and ratified by a 
vote of the people of the Territory November 9, 1857. Section 6 of ar- 
ticle 18 of the schedule provided: ‘‘If the constitution is ratified an 
election shall be held on the first Monday in June, 1858, for the elec- 
tion ofmembers of the Legislative Assembly, Representative in Congress, 
and State and county officers,’’ and that the Legislature should convene 
at the capital on the first Monday of July, 1858, ‘‘ and proceed to elect 
two Senatorsin Congress, and to make such further provisionas may be 
necessary to the complete organization of a State government.” 

The Legislature was elected, and met on the 5th of July, 1858. On 
the 7th of July, 1858, Joseph Lane and Delazon Smith were elected 
United States Senators. On July 8, 1858, the votes for governor were 
canvassed, and John Whiteaker was declared duly elected governor. 
Whiteaker took the oath of office and delivered an inaugural address, 
State officers were elected in June, 1858, as follows: John Whiteaker, 
governor; Lucian Heath, secretary of state; John D. Boon, State treas- 
urer; La Fayette Grover, member of Congress, whose term expired 
March 4, 1859. The State was admitted into the Union February 14, 
1859. Messrs. Smith and Lane were present with their credentials, and 
one on the motion of Mr. Pugh, of Ohio, and the other on the motion of 
Senator Gwin, of California, were admitted to their seats and sworn in 
oe day that the act was approved admitting Oregon into the 

nion. 

As a matter of historical interest I will ask the Secretary to read a 
brief quotation from the speech of Mr. Clark, of Missouri, which fully 
states the grounds upon which Oregon claimed admission into the Union 
and justified the course which was taken in regard to the organization 
of the State government. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, * * * No gentleman should anger! $ to interpose 
obstacles to the admission of a State which has a population cient in num- 
bers, and which, having been clothed with authority, has formed a republican 
constitution, and established its institutions in its own way. In my judgment 
such opposition is a high breach of power, unauthorized by the Constitution of 
our common country. 

I now approach the objections urged against the admission of Oregon. One 
of the objections made in debate here, and which we had to meet in committee, 
is, that Oregon has not sufficient population. I take the ground that Oregon is 
entitled to admission into the Union with her present population, if it be suffi- 
cient, in the opinion of the House, to enable her to organize a practical commu- 
nity for State purposes. 

I claim that Oregon has a right to come in under the ordinance of 1787, and 
that it is the duty of Con to admit her on the same principle and according 
to the same rule established in that ordinance for the Northwest Territory. Sir, 
if gentlemen will read the organic act of O n they will find that it is pro- 
vi in that act that she shall be entitled toall the privileges and subject to all 
the limitations contained in the ordinance of 1787. That ordinance provided 


by the Mississippi, the Ohio, and Wabash Rivers; a direct line drawn from the 
Wabash and Post Vincents, due north, tothe Territorial line between the United 
States and Canada; and by the sai 
and Lsosrgy S The middle State shall be bounded by the said direct line, 
the Wabash, from Post Vincents to the Ohio, by the Ohio, by a direct line drawn 
due north from the mouth of the Great Miami to the said Territorial line and by 
the said Territorial line. The eastern State shall be bounded by the last-men- 
tioned direct line, the Ohio, Pennsylvania, and the said Territorial line: Pro- 
vided, however, And it is further understood and declared that the boundaries of 
these three States shall be subject so far to be altered, that, if Congress shall here- 
after find it expedient, they shall have authority to form one or two States in 
that part of the said Territory which lies north of an east and west line drawn 
through the southerly bend or extreme of Lake Michigan. And whenever any 
of the said States shall have 60,000 free inhabitants therein, such State shall be 
admitted, by its De’ , into the Congress of the United States, on an equal 
footing with the original States in all respects whatever, and shall be at liberty 
to form a permanent constitution and geek deacons Provided, The consti- 
tution and government so to be formed sl be republican, and in conformity 
to the principles contained in these articles; and so far as it can be consistent 
with the general interest of the confederacy, such admission shall be allowed at 
an earlier period, and when there may bea less number of free inhabitants in the 
State than 60,000.” 

Mr, HOWARD., I would ask the gentleman if he considers Oregon a part of 
the old Northwest Territory? 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. No, sir; but by the organic act of Oregon the pro- 
visions of the ordinance of 1787 were extended to that Territory. Now that 
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ordinance yonan. that the Territories within the original Northwestern Terri- 
tory shoul: theg, had 60,000 

organic art of O. n having extended to herall the privileges and limitations of 
that ordinance 


ordinance, whi A , 
“And beit further That the inhabitants of said Territory shall be entitled 
to enjoy all and singular the rights, privileges, and advantages granted and se- 
cu to the people of the Territory of the United States northwest of the river 
Ohio by the articles of compact contained in the ordinance for the government 
of said Territory on the 13th day of July, 1787; and shall be subject to all the con- 


ditions and restrictions and Phaser in said articles of compact im: 
jo a the people of said Territory.’’—Congressional Globe, part 1, second session 
irty- Congress, 1858-59, page 968. 


Mr. DOLPH. Inasmuch as there has been some criticism on the ad- 
dress adopted by the constitutional convention of Dakota, I ask the 
Secretary to an extract which I have marked from the inaugural 
address of Governor Whiteaker, which, it will be remembered, was de- 
livered on the 8th day of July, 1858, and Oregon was not admitted into 
the Union until February 14,1859. Mr. Whiteaker will be remembered 
as the gentleman who was elected to the Forty-sixth Congress and made 
the then quickest trip on record across the continent to be here at the 
organization of the House of Representatives. ais 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the paper 
referred to will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

You are assembled here to-day under the provisions of the fundamental law 
of the State. The people by their own act called aconyention ; that convention 
framed a constitution, the people ratified it, and Sawon By put on the habili- 
ments of the full-grown man and emerge from Territo: vassalage into State 
sovereignty. It is worthy of note that while the people of Oregon were pre- 
paring for a State organization the Government of the United States was 
menaced and greatly imperiled by the acts of a sister Territory while framing 
for itself a constitution preparatory to entering the Union. It is amatter of grat- 
ification that no such lawless conduct and violation of rights chara the 

ple of our young and fair State while preparing to become one of the mem- 
Bons of this great confederacy, and it is attributable to the fact that Oregon was 
peopled by a high order of citizens—a people possessing a due sense of their 
seta and political duties to themselves, and a spirit of forbearance one toward 
another. 

The transition from a Territorial existence to that of State sovereignty is 
always attended with more or less disorder and delay; but when we consider 
the c that Oregon has passed through, the people, when but a handful, 
organi. and successfully maintained a provisional government, which gov- 


ernment was superseded by an organic act, and Gencral Lane sent here as our 


first governor, the ple readily accommodated themselves to the government 
and to his authority; and now they declare that they are ready for another 
change, and assume State sovereignty. 

Oregon goes into the Union under the most favorable auspices—a Democratic 
administration at- Washington standing by the Constitution of the Union, a full 
and hearty indorsement of that administration by the government and people 
of this State, a Representative-clect in Congress fully committed to the policy of 
that administration, and Senators known to be ardent in their support of the 
same. We feel warranted in saying that the interests of our State will be ably 
and successfully represented in the Congress of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. SAULSBURY]. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am not going to detain the Senate with any re- 
marks. I simply desire to say that regarding this resolution simply 
as a matter of courtesy to a distinguished gentleman from the Terri- 
tory of Dakota, I shall vote for it. I hope the Senator from Indiana 
will accept the amendment moved by the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not feel like assenting to the amendment. 
There is no reference in the resolution, as the Senator from South Caro- 
lina will notice, as I offered it, to any connection of this gentleman 
ma Dakota or a State movement in Dakota. He is simply mentioned 

y name. 

Mr. BUTLER. That may all be perfectly true, and yet-—— 

Mr. HARRISON. I think it is entirely a work of supe tion to 
declare that, when we do not allude to Dakota as a State in the resolu- 
tion or to the movement, we should declare that we do not mean some- 
thing that the resolution can not by any possibility mean. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the resolution does not mean that, it does not 
mean anything. While it does not refer in terms to the State move- 
ment there, it is thoroughly well understood that this gentleman is here 
claiming to represent Dakota—I will not call it State or Territory—on 
the floor of the Senate. I understand it to be simply a matter of court- 
esy to him, which I am quite willing to extend. I have no doubt he is 
a thoroughly worthy gentleman, of talent and position in Dakota. On 
that account I am quite willing that he should come upon the floor of 
the Senate. Ido not mean thereby to commit myself in the slightest 
degree to the bill which the Senator from Indiana has in , Which 
I shall discuss at the proper time, and I'think I shall be able to show 
that some of the positions taken by the Senator are untenable. 

Mr. HARRISON. In bringing in this resolution I thought I had 
abated something of that which these gentlemen had a right to insist 
npon. When I drew the resolution I did not follow the precedents. 
I did not, as Mr. Benton did in the case of Missouri, describe these 
gentlemen as Senators-elect from the Stateof Dakota. I did not present 
any credentials that would in any event involve a recognition of their 
right to be Senators at all. I purposely avoided all that, and I have 
framed this resolution just as I might in behalf of any other distin- 
guished gentlemen who made no such claim atall as Dakota isclaiming 
here, or not connected with any such movement, to whom we would 
extend the courtesies of this floor. 

I am sure if the Senator from South Carolina will reflect a moment 
he will see that my resolution has been carefully worded so that by no 


possible implication could any one say that we had committed ourselves 
at all even though they were given seats on the floor by name, I have 
avoided all that, simply mentioning one name, and I trust the Senator, 
whose kindly remarks I appreciate, will let it go as it is. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have not the slightest objection to the resolution 
as it is; but I thought out of caution it might be very well to it 
by the amendment which the Senator from Delaware offered. I have 
not the slightest objection to the resolution as it stands. We havea 
right to invite whom we please on the floor of the Senate, and therefore 
I have no objection to this courtesy being extended to this gentleman. 
It was only out of caution, so that there might be no misunderstanding 
in the future about it, that the amendment of the Senator from Dela- 
ware met the approbation of my judgment. i 

Mr. SAULSBURY. There is no question that the extension of the 
courtesy proposed by the Senator from Indiana to Mr. Moody from Da- 
kota is proposed because of the fact that he comes here claiming to 
represent that people. Whatever may be intended by the Senator from 
Indiana by his resolution, the construction put upon the resolution by 
the people of Dakota and the people of the country would be that there 
was an impression in the Senate that that Territory was entitled to ad- 
mission as a State. My amendment was simply to exclude such an 
idea, that we might deal with that question unprejudiced by any im- 
pression which might be made from the fact that we had extended the 
courtesy of a seat in this Chamber to a gentleman coming here who 
claims to be Senator from Dakota. It certainly can do no harm to ex- 
clude such an idea that might attach to the resolution on the part of 
the people of Dakota. Iam perfectly willing that this gentleman shall 
come into the Senate Chamber and have a seat on this floor; but in 
awarding him that seat, I do not want the impression to go out that we 
have prejudged the question that is hereafter to be discussed, or that 
we have expressed indirectly any opinion upon it. That was the rea- 
son I offered the amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. The State of Colorado had an enabling act in 1864, 
but the people by a very decided majority voted not to come into the 
Union then. In 1865 the people of that State by a popular movement, 
without the authority of Congress or without the authority of the Ter- 
ritorial government, organized a State constitution, elected a governor 
and all the State officials. Their Legislature convened and elected two 

tlemen and sent them here to represent the State in the United 

tates Senate. On the 8th of February, 1866, the Senate appes, with- 

out objection, without comment, to have adopted a resolution as fol- 
lows: 

Ordered, That the Senators-elect from the State of Colorado be admitted tothe 
privileges of the floor. 

Thereupon the Senators-elect had the privilege of the floor for about 
two years. The State was not admitted under that constitution; it 
was admitted under another constitution adopted in accordance with 
the provisions of an enabling act passed some four years later. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY]. 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. - Iam paired with the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
JACKSON], who is necessarily absent to-day. I do not know which 
way he would vote on this particular question, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam paired with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. VANCE] on this question. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘nay.’? 

Mr. KENNA. My colleague [Mr. CAMDEN] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] on this question. 

Mr. INGALLS. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. GRAY] on this question. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘ nay’? 
on the amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY (after having voted in the negative). I recall the 
fact that I am paired to-day with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 


Ransom]. I withdraw my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—22. 
Beck, Cockrell, Kenna, Saulsbury, 
aie Coke, McPherson, Vest, 
B burn, Eustis, Maxey, Voorhees, 
Brown, George, Morgan, Walthall. 
Butler, Har Payne, . 
Call, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, 

NAYS—29. 
Allison, Frye, Mitchell of Pa., Sherman, 
Bowen, Harrison, Pike, Spooner, 
Cameron, Hoar, Stanford, 
Conger, L n Plumb, Teller, 
Cullom, McMillan, Riddleberger, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dawes, Mahone, Sabin, 
Dolph, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Evy Miller of N. Y., Sewell, 

ABSENT—25. 
Aldrich, Gibson, Jackson, Ransom, 
Biair, Gorman. Jones of Florida, Vance, 
Camden, Gray, Jonesof Nevada, Van Wyck. 
Hale, Miller of Cal., Wilson of Md, 

Colquitt, ace seg Mitchell of Oregon, 
Edm s Hawley, Morrill, 
Fair, I k Palmer, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. - 
CALLED BONDS HELD BY NATIONAL BANKS. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘TheChair lays before the Senate the 
resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. IN- 


GALLS]. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
the Secret of the Treasury be directed to inform the Senate 
what n of the $10,000,000 United States bonds called for payment Feb- 


ruary 1, are held by national banks as a basis for 
so held, by what banks, and the amount held by each. 

Mr. INGALLS. I wish toamend and modify the resolution by omit- 
ting tho last clause, after the semicolon, in the words ‘‘ and if any are 
so held, by what banks, andthe amount held by each?” I do this at 
the suggestion of some gentlemen who have advised me this morning 
that, being interested in national banks, the bonds held by their insti- 
tutions as a basis for circulation have been called for payment on the 
ist day of February, and the publication of that fact might interfere 
with them in some way or perhaps impair their credit. I therefore 
ask, as I believe I have a right, the yeas and nays not having been or- 
dered, to amend by omitting the last clause of the resolution, and as 
amended I ask its adoption. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has a right to modify 
the resolution. The resolution as amended will now be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 4, after the word ‘‘circulation,’’ strike 
out the words: 

And if any are so held, by what banks, and the amount held by each. 


So as to read: 
what proportion jo hn $10,000,000 United ata bonis ett te sapendo Feb 
ruary 1, 1886, are held by national banks as a basis for circulation, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the adoption 
of the resolution as i 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


THE NORTHEASTERN FISHERIES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
next resolution in order. 

The CHIEF CLERK. - A resolution of Mr. FRYE in relation to the ap- 
pointment of a commission with the settlement of the fishing 
rights of the United States and Great Britain. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the reference 
of the pending resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations. The 
Chair hears no objection, and it is so referred. 

Mr. CONGER subsequently said: I stated yesterday that on the fish- 
eries resolution which would come up in the morning hour to-day I 
should desire to submit some remarks to the Senate, I supposed that 
the resolution would come up in the morning hour. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. Although the Senator from Michi- 
gan was not present, it was the duty of the Chair-to lay the resolution 
before the Senate, and it was referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. Does the Senator from Michigan desire to move to reconsider 
the reference. . . 

Mr. CONGER. I requested the gentleman who offered the resolu- 
tion to hold it a day or two until I had an opportunity to make some 
remarks, but if it is deemed improper that I should do so at this time 
Ican wait until some other time. 

Mr. FRYE. Ifthe Senator will hear me before he strikes, the Sen- 
ator from Maine was not present when the reference was made. If he 
had been, he would have informed the presiding officer that the Sen- 
ator from Michigan proposed to make some remarks upon it. 

Mr. CONGER, It might not have done any good, for the Senator 
from Michigan had himself personally stated yesterday that he desired 
to make some remarks upon that subject, that it was then too late to 
enter upon them, but he would do it at some future time. I suppose 
the Chair had forgotten that, or else it was not of importance enough. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chairremembered it distinctly, 
but he remembered also that it was his duty at the moment to lay the 
resolution before the Senate, and if the Senator was absent the Chair 
could not himself, according to the customs of the Senate, make a 
motion to postpone its consideration. 

Mr. CONGER. Isit proper to move to recall the resolution? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will]be proper to move to recon- 
sider the action of the Senate. 

Mr. CONGER. Imove toreconsiderthe vote by which the resolution 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion to reconsider was to. 

Mr. CONGER. Then [Ishall hope on some occasion, when there isa 
little more time than there will be this morning in the morning hour, to 
have an opportunity of presenting some remarks on the subject. 
ann PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will go over under the 

e. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator from Maine, who offered the fisheries 
resolution, which I asked to have reconsidered and brought back to the 
Senate, has informed me that he desires to have it go before the com- 


n; andif anyare 


mittee so that some gentlemen who are in waiting here may be heard 
before the committee, and that when the resolution is reported from 
the committee there will be an o ity for remarks from 

of which I was not aware. With that view I ask unanimous consent 
that the motion to reconsider be set aside and that the resolution be 
sent back to the committee as it was ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate for leave to withdraw the motion to 
reconsider. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the reso- 
lution stands referred to the Committee on Foreign Relatio; 


ns. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. PLUMB. Some days since I introduced a bill (S. 800) to au- 
thorize Dr. C. E. Price, assistant surgeon United States Army, to receive 
pay for discharging the duties of physician to the Hoopa Valley Indian 
reservation, such services ha been performed at the request of the 
proper officers of the Interior Department, and had it referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. I have been requested by the gentle- 
man who the billand at whose request I introduced it to ask to 
have the reference changed to the Committee on Claims. I presume 
that either committee will be entirely proper, but if there be no objec- 
tion I will ask that the reference be to the Committee on Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas re- 
port the bill from the Committee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. PLUMB. Idonotreport it back. I ask consentthat the refer- 


enea Da Mana 

The P. ENT pro tempore. The Committee on Military Affairs 
will be di from the further consideration of the bill, and it will 
be referred to the Committee on Claims if there be no objection. The 
Chair hears none, and itis so ordered. 


PURCHASE OF SILVER BULLION, 


Mr. INGALLS. I ask leave, out of order, to offer a resolution. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to 
what amount of silver bullion has been purchased for coi 
since July 1, 1885, in what market the same has been and 


from whom, and the price paid; also whether in any instance all bids have m 


, and, if so, for what reason; and in what money or currency the 
ments for such silver bullion have been made, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas ask 
for the immediate consideration of the resolution? 
Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


MAILING OF LOTTERY ADVERTISEMENTS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar is now in order under 
the eighth rule, The Secretary will call the first case on the Calendar. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 260) to prohibit the mailing of news- 
papers and other publications containing lottery advertisements and 
prescribing a ty for the violation of the same. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. JACKSON] 
is detained from the Senate to-day, and sent me a request to have the 
pending number on the Calendar passed over until to-morrow. I there- 
fore make that request, at the same time suggesting that the bill retain 
its place on the Calendar and be passed over informally. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection that order 
will be made. The bill will retain its place on the Calendar and go 
over under the rule. The next case on Calendar will be called. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DAWES. ‘The unfinished business before the resolution came 
up yesterday was the bill for opening a part of the Sioux reservation. 
Where has that gone? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘There is no unfinished business of 
the morning hour. The cases will have to be taken up in their order. 
The Senate will no doubt reach the bill indicated in a short time. 

Mr. DAWES. Just what is the iamentary situation of that bill 
which was commenced and partly ed ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis No. 34 in the Order of Business, 
two or three numbers ahead. It is on the Calendar. 

Mr. DAWES. _Is it necessary to make a motion in regard to it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not necessary for the Senator to 
callit up. It will be reached in order shortly. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not desire to call it up to-day, because there is 
but little time before 2 o’clock, but I should like to inquire what is 
necessary to bring it up to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be reached in its order in a 
few minutes, if the Senator will wait. 

ADMISSION OF DAKOTA. 


The bill (S. 967) to provide for the admission of the State of Dakota 
into the Union and for the organization of the Territory of Lincoln was 
announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask that the bill be passed over, as I have given 
notice that I shall call it up on Friday next. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That course will be taken. The two 
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next cases on the Calendar have been reported adversely, and will be| Mr. TELLER. I ask that the bill may be laid aside informally in 


passed over under the rule without being called. 


SIOUX RESERVATION IN DAKOTA. 

The bill (S. 52) to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux 
Nation of Indians in Dakota into separate reservations and to secure 
the relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder was announced 
as next in order on the Calendar. -; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This is the bill to which the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. DAweEs] referred. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] gave notice 

esterday that he would desire to address the Senate at 2 o'clock to- 

y, and I ask that this bill may be the unfinished business for to- 
morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over under the rale 
without displacement in its order. 

- Mr. DAWES. I desire that it may go over and stand precisely as it 
oes now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thatis theorder made in regard toit. 
The next business on the Calendar will be stated. 


CHURCH AND STATE. 


The CHIEF CLERK. “A resolution, by Mr. MORGAN, in relation to 
the appointment of officers of the United States to carr an with the 
officers of any church in the joint conduct and istration of the 
spiritual or temporal affairs of such church,” &c. 

Mr. MORGAN. That may go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over under 
the rule. 

Mr. FRYE. When the presiding officer says ‘‘it goes over under 
the rule,” is it intended that it shall go over and maintain its position 
on this Calendar or go on the General Calendar? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That it shall go on the General Cal- 
endar under Rule IX. 

Mr. FRYE. That is what I supposed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless the Senator from Alabama 
asks unanimous consent to have it go over without prejudice. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was not aware that that would be the result of 
sending the resolution over, inasmuch as it has never been before a com- 
mittee or reported upon. Then I prefer to have action taken upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Alabama de- 
sire to have the resolution go over without prejudice ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Without prejudice was my request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be adopted if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from Alabama think the resolution 
can be disposed of under the five-minute rule? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; I suppose so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Alabama as desiring to have the resolution go over under the rule, 
which would carry it over under Rule IX. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; that was not my purpose. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a concurrent resolution 
for the printing and binding of 25,000 extra copies of the President’s 
last annual message and accompanying documents for the use of the 
House; in which the concurrence of the Senate was requested. 


JOSEPH W. PARISH. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill on the Calendar will 
be announced. 

The bill (S. 241) for the relief of Joseph W. Parish was announced 
as next in order on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill will 
be considered as before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and 
will be read. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Is there a report in that case? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There isa rt. It will be read. 

Mr. HOAR. Thereport consists of a good deal in the way of statistics, 
figures, and other matters that the Senate could not very well follow in 
the reading. I think the Senate would prefer to have me make a brief 
statement of the case, and then determine whether they desire to have 
the report read or not. Butas that statement would be interrupted in 
about Task unanimous consent that it be considered 2 
o’clock now for purposes of business, so that the pending bill may go 


over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Chair 
will announce the “hinted Makina of eta” The Chair hears 
no objection. 
COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 9) to fix the day for the meeting of the electors of 
President and Vice-President, and to provide for and regulate the 


counting of the votes for President and Vice-President and the decision 
of questions arising thereon. 


order that I may address the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to lay aside the pending order inform- 
ally, with a view to taking up the resolution offered by the Senator 
from Kentucky[Mr. Beck]. That order will be made unless there is 
objection. 

COIN DUTIES ON IMPORTED GOODS. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution submitted 
December 18, 1885, by Mr. BECK, relative to the payment of customs 
dues and the disbursements thereof, &c. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the importance of the questions which 
have been under discussion, somewhat irregularly perhaps, is I think a 
sufficient excuse for my obtruding myself upon the Senate at this time. 
I shall not attempt to address myself as particularly and specifically to 
the pending resolution as to the general questions which have been dis- 
cussed in its consideration. 

A free commercial interchange between the different nations of the 
earth can only be had with the use of one or both of the money metals, 
and gold or silver is as indispensable for commercial transactions among 
the people at home as between the nations of the earth. Without a 
sufficient amount of money with which to do business, the energies of 
the people are depressed and in time destroyed. A scarcity of money 
meansa lack of production, dull times, stagnation in business, low wages, 
ornone atall, poverty, want, and general distress. The people who live 
on fixed incomes suffer the least, and the laborer the most. 

With a sufficiency of money with which to do business, commerce 
will flourish, manufactures will be stimulated, and productions of all 
kinds increased. The laborer will be worthy of his hire, and, what is 
of equal importance to him, will receive it. Capital will stimulate 
the energies of the people to produce; production is wealth. Indi- 
vidual and national prosperity will follow. Weall know the difference 
between periods of business activity and financial depression, and no 
one will deny that the people are happier when business is good than 
when bad. It is the money-loaner, the bill-discounter, and pawn- 
broker that flourish in the hour of financial distress, So the question 
comes home not only to the statesmen and capitalists, but to the poor- 
est laborer in the Jand, what shall we gain by the destruction of the 
money faculty of silver? Can the business of the commercial world 
be transacted with gold and paper money based on gold? 

If the last question is answered in the afirmative, then we may well 
consider the advantages and disadvantages of the use of gold alone, but 
if we answer itin the negative, we may cutshort our inquiries and cease 
our investigations. To determine whether we can di with one of 
the money metals and do the business of the world with the other neces- 
sitates the inquiry as to the amount of the metal to be discarded as well 
as the amount to beretained. The amount of gold and silver in circula- 
tion as money orin existence in such astate as to be converted into money, 
if the interests of trade require, has been variously estimated. At the 
best, all estimates must be largely a matter of speculation. Statisti- 
cians, writers on political economy and finance, have, in order to ascer- 
tain the amount in circulation, attempted to determine the amount of 
the world’s production, and especially the production since the discovery 
of America. But when we realize that the most enlightened nations of 
the earth kept little or no account of the production of their mines, their 
mintage, imports, and exports until within the last century, it will be 
apparent how difficult the task. 

Soetbeer estimates the world’s production since the discovery of Amer- 
ica up to 1875 in round millions as follows: Gold, $4,643,000,000; silver, 
$6,159,000,000. If we now add the production since 1875, estimated 
as gold $1,000,000,000 and of silver about the same, $1,000,000,000, 
we have a total of $12,802,000,000; or gold $5,643,000,000, and silver 
$7,159,000,000. This estimate is one-fourth too large according to some 
and one-fourth too small according to others. It doubtless presents 
very nearly, if not quite, the relative amounts of gold and silver pro- 
duced in the world since the discovery of America. 

When we consider the character of the two metals, taking into con- 
sideration the large amount of gold used in the manufacture of personal 
ornaments, its loss by use, &c., in comparison with the loss of silver in 
the same way, it is quite apparent that if the original production of 
gold and silver was equal the silver must now be largely in excess of 
the gold. What has been the world’s production of gold—and silver is 
of no importance, except that it may enable us to determine the amount 
still in existence—available for circulation? This at first sight might 
not appear to be a difficult matter, but when we commence onr inves- 
tigations in that direction we shall find the same difficulty, although 
= a lesser degree, that we found in determining the world’s produc- 


on. 

Mr. Burchard, late Directorof our Mint, in his report for 1884, page 
486, gives a table of the amount of coin and bullion in the principal 
countries of the world in round millions as follows: 


i ull limited legal tender. 
Mr. Burchard has given his authority for most if not all of his esti- 
mates, so we may form our own conclusions as to the correctness of his 
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In this table he estimates the amount of silver in India at $1,037,- 
000,000. Mr. Chapman, before mentioned, estimates the silver circu- 
lation in 1881 at $1,250,000,000. 

The amount given by the Director of the Mint for India is but a little 
more than the net imports into that country within the last twenty- 
seven years, and no account is made of the silver that has been pouring 
into the country for the last two hundred years. 

No estimate is made of the silver in China, Java, Persia, Siam, and 
other Asiatic countries, and as these countries must contain a large 
amount of silver in circulation as money, it is evident that the estimate 
of $2,754,000,000 is too small. I submit a table of estimates from the 
recent work of Soetbeer, showing the amount of gold and silver in the 
principal countries in the world at the end of the year 1884. This table 
was kindly furnished me by the Director of the Mint. 


Goldand sil- 


Countries. | Gold, | Silver. ver: 

Great Britain .............. $575, 246, 000 $92, 820, £068, 066, 000 

British colonies, t 14, 280, 000 109, 480, 000 

The Nether 64, 022, 000 78, 064, 000 
France, It: 

zerland 833, 000,000 | 1, 898, 050,000 

Austria- 71, 400, 000 119, 000, 000 

212, 296, 586, 432, 000 

10, 234, 000 37, 604, 000 

57, 120, 000 193, 970, 000 

276, 080, 000 861, 560, 000 

194, CS4, 000 451, 486, 000 l 646, 170, 000 


3,115, 658,000 | 2, 082,738,000 5, 198, 396, 000 


It will be observed that Soetbeer has omitted India, which he esti- 
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mated in 1881 as having over $1,000,000,000 of silver. If this isadded 
to his total of silver in other countries his estimate will be in the neigh- 
borhood of three hundred million more than the estimate of Director 
Burchard for 1884. 

In 1876 Mr. Seyd estimated the gold of the world at $3,750,000,000, 
Mr. Chapman, of India, in a letter addressed to the late monetary 
conference, estimated the gold at very nearly twice that amount, esti- 
mating the gold and silver of the world at £2,800,000,000 or $14,000,- 
000,000. About one-half of this amount is supposed to be gold; that 
is, $7,000,000, 000. 

Our minister to France (Mr. McLane) estimates the total silver coin 
in France at about $980,000,000, which includes foreign coins as well 
as French coins, but all circulating as the equal of gold. 

I have another table (kindly furnished me by the Director of the 
Mint) of the world’s stock of gold and silver. It will be observed that 
in this table the stock of gold in the United States is put at $609,000, - 
000, instead of $610,500,000, as estimated by Director Burchard. 

It will also be observed that the estimate of Soetbeer of the gold in 
the United States is about $25,000,000 less than Burchard’s; but 
whether we take Burchard’s or Kimball’s estimate of 1884, we must 
add the imports of gold since the close of the fiscal year 1884 over the 
exports to the present time. The excess of imports of gold over the 
exports of that metal from July 1, 1884, to July 1, 1885, was $18,213,- 
804, and the excess of imports over exports to the Ist of October, 1885, 
was two and a half millions, making the total of $20,500,000 in round 
numbers; this, without allowance for our production, would give us 
$631,000,000 according to Burchard, and a million and a half less ac- 
cording toKimball. With our own production, itis safe to say we have 
a stock of gold of at least $650,000,000. Kimball gives our silver stock 
at $283,000,000, which of course comprises our legal-tender silver as 
well as subsidiary coin and bullion. 


Stock of gold and silver coin and bullion in the principal countries of the world. 


RHSIBSSBSASRASRYSSRAZISSNRSRZSSTLRSS 


Per capita. 
Countries. Population. Gold. Silver. Total. 
Gold. | Silver. | Total. 
United States......c.secssscsersersees #58, 000, 000 $283, 000, 000 $392, 000,000 | $10 50 $ 88| $15 38 
Great Britain and Ireland.. 35, 246, 562 95, 000, 000 678, 500, 000 16 56 269| 1925 
Dominion of Canada, inel 4, 506, 563 4,500, 000 13, 826, 000 207 100 3 
British India.. 252, 541, 210 .| 1,037, 000,000 1,037, 000, 000 |.......seseese 410 4 
2, 758, 166 š 772,000 772,000 |... sos soes0° 28 
2,798, 898 5, 000, 000 70, 000, 000 23 22 17| 2 
1,67 018 |  ssoooo|  sorwoowj ason] aa) eal g 
, 000 » , , ‘ 38 
2, 867, 626 3 300" O00 5,915, 000 15, 215,000 324 2 06 5 
185, 460 381, 000 281, 000 662,000 2 06 152 3 
5, 585, 846 64, 000, 000 59, 500, 000 123, 500, 000 11 46 1066| 22 
2, 846, 102 17, 000, 000 14, 700, 000 1, 700, 000 5 97 516) 11 
28, 452, 639 +140, 000, 000 472, 000, 000 $212, 000, 000 492 253 7 
1, 979, 423 2, 702, 000 2, 702, 000 5, 404, 000 1 36 1 36 a 
16, 625, 860 130, 000, 000 70, 000, 000 200, 000, 000 7 82 421| 12 
1,394, 516 9B; 188; 000 kocana hiii 28, 181, 000 20 20 G ERARE 20 
4,450, 191 762, 000 2, 236, 000 2, 998, 000 17 50 
4, 550, 669 30, 000, 000 10, 000, 000 40, 000, 000 6 59 220 8 
45, 235, 061 834, 420, 000 211, 480, 000 545, 900, 000 7 39 467| 12 
35, 839, 428 45, 000, 000 75, 000, 000 120, 000, 000 1 26 209 3 
6, 479, 168 14, 296, 783 5, 138, 368 19, 435, 151 221 79 3 
2, 096, 400 13, 936, 000 4, 958, 000 18, 894, 000 6 64 2 36 9 
4,172, 921 28, 000, 000 57, 000, 000 85, 000, 000 671 1366| 20 
98, 323, 000 TE ET A R 124,008, 153 SDB T (ho: 
24, 987, 000 39, 600, 000 35, 200, 000 74, 800, 000 159 141 3 
5, 376, 000 163, 000 11, 387, 000 11, 550, 000 03 212 2 
9,787, 629 10,000, 000 40, 000, 000 50, 000, 000 102 409 5 
2, 891, 600 2,318, 000 374, 000 2, 692, 000 80 13 
2,540, 000 10, 000, 000 10, 720, 000 20,720, 000 3 93 422 8 
3,000, 000 |. .cecccsrsssasescoreresesnel 4, 000, 000 4,000,000 |......seseseees 33 
3, 050, 000 62.000 1, 820, 000 1, 882, 000 02 60 
2, 075, 245 2,000, 000 123,000 2, 123, 000 sö 06 1 
DF AIO IO 1. A caso yvessninontos esses 6, 000, 000 6, 000, 000 |......secseeeee 2 47 2 
2,325, N AES 5, 400, 000 5,400,000 |... eeseove 2 82 2 
438, 245 4, 601, 000 1, 000, 000 5, 601, 000 10 49 228| 12 
ama dml amm emam) Toj taj g 
> + 
66, 895 ~” 549, 900 950, 000 1, 499, 900 820 1421| 22 
a A EA TE D EAA EA OTSE [stnenetentere | 3,292, 106, 836 | 2,775,611,080 | 6, 067,717,916 
* Estimated by the Director of the Mint. t Wahrung’s Politik, I8H. Į Bank reseryes only. 
The $594,900,000 doubtless represents French coins only, and does | apparent that the Government could not then pay in coin. In the 


not include the foreign coins in circulation in that country. —— 

Whatever may be the amount of gold and silver in circulation, it is 
evident that hitherto the two metals have not sufficed as a circulating 
medium to meet the demands of the business of the world, and all civ- 
ilized nations have been compelled to resort to paper to make up for 
the lack of gold and silver. This paper money must, by the laws of 
trade, bear a certain proportion to the amount of gold and silver held 
as the basis of its issue. 

We can not have forgotten in this country the es issue of the na- 
tional notes during the war, without any considerable amount of gold 
and silver in reserve, either in the hands of the le or in the vaults 
of the Government. Its rapid depreciation was not from a want of faith 


in the Government ultimately paying these notes, but because it was 


nature of things, apaper not based on gold or silver will not cir- 
culate beyond the territorial limits of the nation issuing the same; but 
make it exchangeable on demand for coin, and its value will be sub- 
stantially the same throughout the commercial world, the difference 
being only the cost of the ey a 

The experience of all nations that have resorted to the use of paper 
money, when destitute of gold and silver, has been the same as our 
own, and we may regard it as a fixed rule in finance that such issue 
must always have reference to the gold and silver available for the re- 
demption of such paper. The paper currency then issued is but the 
representative of money, a promise that the paper dollar shall be ex- 
changed for the real dollar. Such exchange must be on demand without 
trouble or expense to the holder, or else the note depreciates. With 
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both gold and silver in circulation as money, the principal nations of 
the earth have issued more paper money than either the silver or gold 
in circulation, or about $3,943, 000,000. 

The business of the world can not be transacted as it was fifty or 
one hundred years ago. The activity in all kinds of business largely 
pede about by the discovery of gold in California and Australia de- 
mands much more money for daily use than was required previous to 
1848. We need all our money metal and all the issued on it 
for the convenience of trade. If we destroy one-half of the money metal 
we must curtail the paper issue in the same proportion. 

If, then, it has been found impossible to do the business of the world 

* with the gold and silver in circulation, what reason have we to sup- 
pose the gold alone will suffice? Is business to be less active, the wants 
of the people less than heretofore? With the increasing population 
and extension of settlement, the opening of new regions of country for 
the use of civilized men, the demand for money must increase. Fifty 
million le need more than five million, and one hundred million 
more than million. 

The increased demand for money will not be met by the uction 
of gold alone. The annual production of gold has decreased from $192,- 
000,000 to $100,000,000, with every prospect of its falling very much 
below that amount. The amount consumed in arts and manufactures 
will in a short time equal the annual production. When we consider 
the amount that will be required in the arts and manufactures it is 
quite apparent that we can not hope to increase the world’s stock of 
gold for use as money. Butif it is still said we may dispense with sil- 
ver and use gold only and not disturb the commerce of the world, what 
oipe abr we gain by so doing? Why shall we deny to silver the 
money tion which the whole world has until recently conceded 
to it? 

That itis a money metal by the almost universal consent of mankind 
will not be denied, and it is no answer to the demand for its continued 
use to say that it is not the best money in the world. Silver has been 
money since the dawn of civilization. It is money to-day in the hands 
of 90 por cent. of the human family, and by three-fourths of them, 
either by law or by preference, itis placed above gold. Itis the money 
metal of commerce, and it is better adapted to trade than gold at a ma- 
jority of the ports of the world. It will be received where gold will, 
either as a legal-tender metal or as a valuable commodity that can be 
converted into money to be used elsewhere, and in many countries it is 

referred to gold ata ratio less than that existing in this country. Eng- 
fend, Germany, and a few other countries will not take it at its mint 
value, yet will take it by weight as a money metal. 

If silver is adapted by nature to supply the wants of the human race 
as money, why is itthat such an effort is being made to destroy its 
monetary value? It is to destroy one-half of the money of the world 
to enhance the value of the other half. The advocates of the single 
standard declare that gold is immovable in its price; that the destruc- 
tion of silver as a money metal can not increase the price of gold. 
John Locke declared ‘‘that if you increase or lessen the quantity of 
money current in traffic the alteration in values is in the money,” a 
proposition that only need be stated to compel a recognition of its 
truth. When you have destroyed the money faculty of silver and left 
the business of the world to be carried on with gold alone you have 
increased the purchasing power of gold, and it is immaterial whether 
you say the thing purchased has fallen or gold has risen. Property 
values become less, and those who have money on deposit, the holders 
of bonds and mo and Government securities, are directly bene- 
fited, for the principal and interest of such and all other debts remain 
to be paid with but one-half of the money that was in existence at the 
time such debts were contracted. 

One reason given by the friends of the single standard in the monetary 
conference of 1881 the remonetization of silver by the entire 
commercial world was that it would enhance the price of all commodi- 
ties. If its complete remonetization will raise prices, is it not certain 
that the demonetization will lower the prices? 

But it is said that silver is not astable metal like gold, and therefore 
it disturbs prices and values when received as money; and to make 
good this charge, the price of silver is ganged by the price of gold. In 
other words, when in London 15} ounces of silver will buy 1 ounce of 
gold, we say silver is at par with gold. 

But if the demand is so great for gold, and the supply so small that 
the holders declare that they want 18 ounces of silver for 1 of gold, we 
say that silver has fallen, when it is notorious that 15} ounces of silver 
will buy as much of everything else in the world except gold as when 15} 
ounces of silver bought 1 ounce of gold. Is it not then apparent that it 
is gold that has risen? If we measure silver by the standard value of 
all other things silver has stood still and gold has gone up, and its pur- 
chasing power, not only of silver but all other things, has increased. 
It was declared at the monetary conference of 1881 that in India silver 
would buy more of all things except gold than when it was worth 59 
pence per ounce. Still an ounce would not buy over 52 pence in gold. 
Suppose we gauge gold by silver, and we find that silver stands still and 
gold moves—to-day it is worth fifteen and a half silverdollars per ounce, 
to-morrow eighteen, and the next day sixteen. What is that buta fluc- 
tuation in the price of gold? If you measure the price of gold by all 
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other values, you will see it has risen in price or its purchasing power 
has increased in a greater degree than silver. 

But if we submit to gauge silver by gold alone as its standard, and 
admit that it has fallen and gold stood still, can we find the cause ot 
such fall outside of and not inherent in silver? Silver was worth 61} 
pence per ounce in London in December, 1865, at the time of the or- 
ganization of the Latin Union. This was a premium on silver or a dis- 
discount on gold. No one then talked about the fluctuation of silver. 
It was the stable metal; gold was the unstable metal; silver was the 
valuable metal. A silver dollar of 412} grains was worth 105 cents. 
A gold dollar of 25.8 grains was worth only 95 cents in silver. 

1873 the average value of silver was 59} pence, and the silver dol- 
lar was then worth more than a gold dollar, and had been for fo: 
years; that is, from 1833 to 1873. Thus, during the forty years - 
ing 1873 the gold dollar had been at a discount, the silver dollar at a 
premium. The gold dollar had been worth nearly all that time from 
3 to 6 per cent. less than the silver dollar. But in 1867 an effort was 
made by several of the leading nations of the world to adopt a gold 
standard, not because silver was the cheap metal, for it was not. 

The monetary conference of Paris, held in June, 1867, reported in fa- 
vor of the gold standard. Using this Og alah the basis of action, the 
Finance Committee of the United States in June, 1868, reported 
a bill making silver a legal tender for $10 only, thus pro g the de- 
monetization of silver. It was urged that as the United States wasa 
great gold-producing country, it ought therefore to adopt the gold stand- 
ard. As we now produce more silver than gold, what will the former 
advocates of the gold standard say to that argument now? The effort 
culminated in the legislation of 1873 demonetizing silver. 

In 1871 Germany demonetized silver when the market price was 
about 60 pence and the American silver dollar was worth about 103 
cents. commercial ratio between silver and gold was very nearly 
15.50, the legal ratio; or, to be exact, 15.58. The demonetization of sil- 
ver by Germany was not on account of the low price of silver, and not 
because of any objection to the ratio of 15.50 to 1, because that ratio 
had been too high for the market from 1853 to 1861, when the market 
and legal ratio were exactly ther, the ratio again dropping below 
fifteen and a half until 1867, when it went to 15.57. 

The demonetization of silver in Germany by Jaw in 1871, and in fact 
in 1873, did not materially lessen the price of silver, and the silver 
market was not seriously disturbed until 1874, when silver was quoted 
at 58,5; pence per ounce, and the American dollar of 412} grains, if in 
existence, would have been worth a little less than 99 cents, measured 
by agolddollar. The Latin Union, alarmed at the warfare made on sil- 
ver by Germany and other countries, also took steps to degrade silver 
from its money function by refusing it free minage atthe mints of the 
Union, and providing for only a limited amountof coinage. Just how 
it was supposed this denial of the money function of silver would sus- 
tain it in the market must ever remain a mystery to thinking men. 

Germany was offering to the world from $350,000,000 to $400,000,000 
of silver no longer desired for home use as money. Every nation that 
used silver saw herself the depository of Germany’s silver, and feared 
that their gold would flow to Germany in exchange for such silver; 
and, strange as it may seem, the wise financiers at the head of our Gov- 
ernment, notwithstanding we had neither gold nor silver in any con- 
siderable quantities, feared the loss of what little gold we had and that 
we should be overwhelmed with German silver, and the Government 
hastened to declare that silver was not money in the United States _ 
except in small sums. Thus Germany, the United States, the Scandi- 
navian countries, and the Netherlands were engaged in destroying the 
money function of silver and endeavoring to make ita mere commodity. 
With the loss of the money faculty of silver its real value was gone, 
and had all the nations of the earth followed the example of the nations 
before named silver would have been about as valuable as copper, for, 
shorn of its money faculty, it is of less value to mankind than either 
copper or brass. 

The commercial ratio of silver to gold had been quoted steadily at 
from 15} to 1 for many years, but now silver was degraded and denied 
its proper function and gold was increasing in demand, for with the loss 
of silver came ademand for gold to perform the money functions hereto- 
fore performed by silver and gold, and thereafter to be performed by 
gold alone. Thus the price of gold went up as the demand for it in- 
creased 


In addition to the assault that had been made on silver the demand 
for silver for India fell off, not because India intended to discontinue the 
use of silver, but for other causes. For fifteen years previous to 1870 
India had taken net imports on an average each year of almost 
$50,000,000, and this demand fell off, so that from 1870 to 1877, a 
period of six years, the net import was only about $12,000,000 each 
year. Is it strange, with the hostile legislation against silver by the 
great commercial nations of the world, and the threat of others to do 
the same, that silver depreciated or gold appreciated ? 

It was pretended that the world’s production would largely increase, 
and to such an extent that the traffic of the world could not make use 
of the amount produced as a money metal. The world had passed 
through a period of business activity, large credits had been given, until 
the bankers, brokers, and money-loaners held mortgages on all the great 
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ic works, whether contracted by corporations or municipalities. 
tates, counties, cities, and towns had loaned their ROR hig FRCS 
or had been the borrowers of on their own account. ouses and 
lands had been mortgaged at large rates of interest, and it is no fiction 
when it is said that the debtor class were fast becoming the slaves of 
the creditor class. 

‘The creditor class, always powerful in affairs of state, controlled the 
legislation as well as the financial affairs of the world. Thedestruction 
of one-half of the money of the world would enhance the value of all of 
thesesecurities. Isitvery strange that thecommon people ofall nations, 
deeply absorbed in their efforts to pay their interest and escape from 
their debts, did not interfere in the attempt to lessen all values except 
that of gold? Thus the demonetization in Germany did not call from 
that class a protest any more than the act of 1873 did from the people 
of the United States, who were busy in trying to save something from 
the wreck produced by overspeculation and overcredits, and were suffer- 
ing from stagnation in business produced by a want of real money to 
carry on the legitimate business of the country, and did not discover 
that silver was demonetized until months after it was done. 

Bat it is said that it is not just and honest that the silver dollar of 
4123 grains shall be received as of the same value as a gold dollar of 
25,', grains when silver bullion of the weight of the silver dollar will 
not buy gold bullion of the weight of the gold dollar, and the silver 
dollar of 412} grains is called a clipped dollar, dishonest dollar, and a 
cheat. If gold was denied access to the principal mints of the world 
and threatened with destruction as a money metal 25,4; grains would 
not buy 412 of silver, and for forty years a gold dollar would not buy 
a silver dollar, and that, too, immediately preceding the demonetizing 
of silver in the United States. 

We are told that we can not circulate both the gold andsilver dollar 
unless we make them of equal value, treating them as so much bull- 
ion. The ratio between gold and silver has ever been a varying one. 
This ratio is determined by human consent based on the cost of pro- 
duction and the demand for its use. In France, in 1785, the market 
ratio, or the ratio established by the consent of the merchants, was 

tol. By the actionof the French Government the ratio was made 
15,59; to 1, and the mercantile consent was given to it, and thus all the 
gold in France appreciated the difference between the mercantile ratio 
and the government ratio; but the mercantile ratio disappeared, and 
the government ratio took its place and held it one hundred years with- 
out any material variation. Had the French Government declared the 
ratio 15 to 1, the mercantile assent would have been given, and all the 
silver would have been appreciated. In this country it takes 160unces 
of coined silver to pay the debt that can be paid with 1 ounce of coined 
gold. In France and many other countries 15} ounces of coined silver 
will pay a debt that can be paid with 1 ounce of gold. 

Does any one doubt that if the monetary conference of 1831 had se- 
cured the assent of all the nations represented at that conference to de- 
clare the ratio 15} to1 that therewould have been anything more said 
about the dishonest dollar or the low priceof silver? Thus the ratio be- 
tween gold and silver is dependent on human consent, either in shape 
of legislative declaration or by the universal consent of mankind or some 
considerable portion of it. The stability of such ratio must depend on 
the universality of such consent. If the entire world consents that it 
be 154 to 1 it will be fixed at that ratio, and so remain, until atleastsome 
portion withdraw that consent. To attempt to put in the silver dollar 
an amount of silver that treated as bullion will buy a gold dollar and 
thus keep the gold and silver dollar of equal market value, is to ignore 
the fact that silver is a money metal as well as gold, and deny it the 
value conferred on money metal by its mintage. Both metals possess- 
ing money functions, they must be treated according to their respective 
value, measured by the cost of their production and their adaptability 
as a circulating medium. 

A dollar, whether 412} grains of silver or 25,4; grains of gold, repre- 
sents a certain amount of human labor. When it takes fifteen and a 
half times as much labor to secure 1 ounce of gold as it does an ounce 
of silver, the consent of mankind can be readily obtained that the rate 
be 15} to 1, but if the time shall come when 20 ounces of silver can be 
secured with the same labor that it requires to secure 1 ounce of gold, 
human consent will soon fixitsratioas20to1. Inthe nature of things 
the ratio can never be fixed ing to the exact proportien of labor 
required to secure the metal. Gold and silver may be mined in some 
places and at some times much more cheaply than at others, andsome 
nations may prefer one metal and other nations the other; so the hu- 
man consent is after all the recognition of the difference in the cost of 
production, considered in connection with its fitness for use as money 
and the demand therefor. 

Notwithstanding that I have declared that the ratio between gold and 
silver is one of human consent based on the cost of production, demand 
for its use, and its fitness for use as money, I will not overlook the fact 
that the ratio may be impaired by a greater demand for one metal than 
for the other or by the denialof its moneyfunction. Thus, when large 
shipments are to be made of silver to India, when gold is not desired, 
lounce of gold may not buy 154 ounces of silver. From 1833 to 1873 
the demand for silver was so great that the ratio fixed by law was im- 
paired, and silver was at a premium, or gold at a discount, when meas- 
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ured by the ratio of 15} to1. Owing to the assaults made on silver 
since 1871, and the demand made for gold, the ratio has been somewhat 
impaired, but it is evident such impairment is not the result of an 
overproduction of silver, or because silver has been produced with less 
labor than was formerly required to secure it, nor on account of its un- 
fitness for use as money. 

It has been discredited as a money metal, denied access tothe mints, 
and in a variety of ways its enemies have made repeated assaults on it, 
and its friends, overwhelmed by the clamor against it, have made but 
a feeble defense. Its enemies, under the guise of friendly aid, urge the 
partial demonetization, restrict its coinage, falsify its history, prophesy 
an overproduction, and contend for an increased ratio. Put the ratio, 
say they, at 18 to 1 or 20 to 1, and we then are in favor of the double 
standard. The hundred years of its history with a ratio of 15} to 1 
proves that it is a stable money metal, and in addition thereto proves 
that the ratio is as high as it ought to be. With the ratio at 16 to 1 
for forty years, we failed to keep an American dollar in circulation. 
Suppose the commercial and financial world had assaulted gold as silver 
has been assaulted when gold was from 3 to 6 per cent. below silver, 
does any one suppose gold would not have fallen still lower? 

The gold production sprung within afew years from about $15,000,000 
a year to nearly $200,000,000. That might have looked like an over- 
Ronee ae Silver from $50,000,000 to $100,000,000 is not alarming. 

‘or a hundred years the average annual production of silver has been 
about $50,000,000. When we consider the production of gold for a few 
years after the discovery of gold in California and Australia, and that 
it has now fallen to half the annual production of some years, is it to be 
supposed that a business world that could absorb that amount without 
a material disturbance in its financial condition will be disturbed by an 
increase of silver from $50,000,000 to $100,000,000 ayear? The de- 
mand for gold and silver both as money and in arts and manufactures 
will increase with the increase of population and civilization. 

In 1878, when the proposition was before Congress to remonetize sil- 
ver, all the evils that could befall a nation were predicted if the dollar 
of 412} grains was made a legal tender. We were told that we should 
become the depositary of all the silver in the world, and that we should 
lose all our gold and be reduced toa silver standard; we were threatened 
with aloss of national credit, with an inability tosell ourbonds. Shame 
and disgrace were to be our portion if we dared pay individual and na- 
tional debts with the silver dollar. It was declared to be robbery to pay 
our bonds in the coin in which we had stipulated we might pay when 
the bonds were issued. Not only did this Chamber echo with the de- 
nunciations of those who believed the silver dollar was a legal tender for 
such bonds, but the pulpits thundered forth their denunciation of the 
friends of the double standard, who were declared to be as destitute of 
integrity as they were ignorant of finance. If the just vengeance of the 
gods was not invoked, it was threatened. What was our condition then 
as compared with ourcondition now? During the year 1877 the national 
notes were worth 94 cents on a dollar. 

The total amount of gold and silver in the land could not have ex- 
ceeded $200,000,000. Government bonds bore 4, 5, and 6 per cent. in- 
terest; business of all kinds at a standstill, or nearly so; the laborer 
in all parts of the land crying for an opportunity to earn his bread; the 
store-houses full of goods, but no purchaser, because the great mass of 
people were without means with which to buy. Wewere told that we 
had produced too much, and that we were suffering from overproduc- 
tion. It was said that the halcyon days of the American laborer had 
passed, and that with the increasing population we must expect lower 
wages and Jess luxurions living for the poor than they had been accus- 
tomed to have. With an abundant harvestand surplus for exports, the 
people complained of want and distress. Distrust and uncertainty in 
business was the rule, confidence the exception. 

It was declared in a public speech by a former member of President 
Lincoln’s Cabinet that there were 1,200,000 laborers seeking employ- 
ment and unable to find it. The country was full of tramps. 

The total imports of gold and silver for the fiscal year 1877 was 
$43,732,595, and the total exports $56,054,737. That is, the total ex- 
ports of gold and silver exceeded the imports by $12,332,142. The 
total imports of gold and silver from the 30th of June, 1877, to the 1st 
of March, 1878, were $17,625,556, and the total exports during the 
same time $30,587,874. That is, the exports of gold and silver ex- 
ceeded the imports $12,962,318. 

In July, 1877, silver was worth only 46} pence per ounce, and the 
bullion in the silver dollar was worth only 80. cents when measured by 
a gold dollar. We were without metallic money. The gold in the 
country was held either by the Government or the banks. It was not 
handled by the people. Forsixteen years gold had not been money in 
the popular sense. The people were strangers toit. During the pre- 
ceding seven years we had produced about three hundred millions of 
gold and nearly as much silver, yet thousands of men actively engaged 
in business had never handled a dollar of either silver or gold unless it 
was subsidiary silver coin. 

With the remonetization of silver came prosperity. Confidence was 
restored, business revived, the laborer no longer vainly sought for the 
opportunity to earn his bread. The Government credit was notim- 
paired, but advanced, and no one pointed the finger of shame at usas 
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a nation proposing to escape the payment of its just obligations accord- 
ing to the letter and the spirit. The bondholder was satisfied with his 
interest and the Jaborer with his Yet the enemies of silver 
have not ceased to prophesy as to the evil results of the use of silver as 


money. 

Since February, 1878, the imports of gold in excess of exports have been 
very large, and silverimports less than exports. Still we are told thatit 
is not safe to continue to coin silver dollars nor to treat silver as a money 
metal; that the will not receive it as when we have more 
than $140,000,000 of itin circulation, eitherin ‘hard do ” orinsilver 
certificates, when we can not ignore the fact that the people have ex- 
changed gold for silver that they might secure the silver certificates. 
Eighty million dollars gold was exchanged for the despised silver cer- 
tificates, as shown by the Government reports. The silver certificate 
circulates as freely as the national note or the bank note. Should we 
coin the entire production of the silver mines of the United States for 
ten years we would have less than France has had in circulation with- 
out detriment to her financial condition. If we coin oursilverand put 
it in the vaults of the Government and issue certificates therefor we 
shall have a safe currency. 

We need not be afraid to inflate with silver, whether it circulates as 
a dollar or whether it goes into Government vaults and is 
by the silver certificates. Nor need we be alarmed at the cry of a 
short dollar, a clipped dolar, or dishonest dollar. Of the $2,754,000,- 
000 silver now in circulation in the various countries of the world, 
$2,500,000,000 of it circulates at the ratio of 15} to 1. Our dollar is 
elo cent. more than any silver coined at the ratio of 
15} to 1. 

If the commercial world ever consents to the fixing of a ratio between 
gold and silver that shall be general in its character, it must be on the 
basis of 15} to1. To put the ratio higher is to depreciate silver and 


iate gold. 
“PE hall the United States, producing one-half of the silver produced in 
the world, take any step which looks to its depreciation? To increase 
the ratio between gold and silver is to depreciate silver to the extent of 
the increase of the ratio. To this the countries owning large amounts 
of silver will never consent. For one hundred and thirty years the 
ratio of 15} to 1 was too high, as may be seen by the following table. 


I submit herewith a table of the price of silver in Hamburg from 
1744 to 1844, one hundred years: 


India with its $1,000,000,000, France with her nearly $1,000,000,000, 
will hardly consent tothe destruction of that amount of metallic money 
nor to its debasement 15 or 20 per cent. by increasingitsratio. Ifthe 
nearly $3,000,000,000 of silver now doing duty as a money metal is de- 
prived of its money function what are we to have in the place of it to 
use as money? After the destruction of its money value or its depre- 
ciation by adverse legislation what are the holders thereof to receive to 
make them whole? It is said that silver is the money of poor nations 
asit is of poor people. Granting that for the sake of the argument, is 
that any reason why it should be destroyed, and nations like some of 
the South American republics, Chili, Bolivia, Peru, having but little 


or no gold, should be deprived of silver money and compelled to use 
paper money alone? Ifit is the money of poor people we ought to re- 
store it, for even in our own proud country the poor outnumber the 
rich many times. 

From 1873 to 1878 inclusive, a period of six years, the of 
gold exceeded the imports by $123,754,210, oran average of $20,625,000 
a . Since the passage of the much despised and abused silver bill 
of 1878, partially restoring to silver in thiscountry its money function, 
the imports of gold have exceeded the by $200,856,031. 

In 1877 we had in the United States about $193,000,000 of gold. For 
six years previous we had been accumulating gold at the rate of $22,500,- 
000 each year. We have now not less than $650,000,000 of gold. Thus 
we have added to our stock of gold since the passage of the silver bill 
at the rate of about $60,000,000 each year, and yet we are told that the 
coining of silver will drive gold out of the country, and is in fact doing 
sonow. If it does not drive it outof the country, we aretold by high 
authority that it will be hoarded, and in fact it is being hoarded now, 
to come ont some day and buy up the unfortunatesilverdollar. Well, 
when it is used for that purpose it will go into the channels of trade 
and commerce, and I can not see any cause for alarm from that source. 

What evidence is there that gold is being hoarded? Not a particle. 
It is the pretense of the enemies of silver to frighten the people into 
submitting to their demands to suspend the coinage of the silver dol- 
lar. What evidence is there that the coinage of silver has exerted an 
evil influence on the finances of the country? None whatever; nor is 
there reason to suppose that its continued coinage will. Compare the 
condition of the national banks in 1877 with 1885, and we find no indi- 
cations in that direction of financial disaster in the near future. 


1885. 
Undivided fits and surplus funds.. 206, 500, 000 
Capital stock $§........0ccrssecomsessessencoseessoee 500, 000 
Specie...... ... 174, 900, 000 
FAG POG ARI AE ES EAR R A 1, 120, 100, 006 


Deposits in national banks have increased eo last year $127,- 
000,000, and they have also added to their stock of specie $46,000,000 
during the last year. 

The deposits in savings-banks were $200,000,000 greater in 1885 than 
in 1881. No accurate data can be given of the amounts of deposits in 
savings-banks in 1877 or 1878. I therefore compare the deposits of 1885 
with those of 1881 as given by the Comptroller of the Currency: 


The New York city national banks had, December 28, 


BITE RS betaine ie nan yah atin oo pfs Re eZ $21, 074, 826 20 
They had in October, 1885, gold ------------------ 91, 454, 167 74 
Other national banks had, December 28,1877, gold __- 1, 625, 974 00 
ANA in Ocigber A on an cee mecs A 83, 418, 409 00 
The United States Treasury had, September 30, 1877, 

7p Be RE TA eee SIS E SE ASE 107, 039, 529 00 
On September 30, 1878, gold ---------------------- 136, 036,302 00 
September 30, 1877, silver 7, 425, 454 00 
September 30, 1878, silver 27, 933, 142 00 
December 31, 1885, the Treasury had, gold -~--~ 253, 351, 409 00 


And of silver, exclusive of fractional coin__._-..___ 76,179,465 00 


Since July 1,1878, we have paid of our bonded debtabout $600,000, 000. 
The opponents of silver coinage in the country pyr epee bags © pcg 
by monometallists of Europe, and especially in Great Britain. Nearly, 
if not quite, all financial authorities in that country have prophesied our 
financial ruin unless we follow the example of England and adopt the 
gold standard. 

Letus, then, compare British finances with ours. The exports ofspecie 
and bullion from Great Britain since 1878 have exceeded their imports 
by something over $9,000,000. 

Under date of April 1, 1885, Minister Lowell transmitted to the 
Treasury Department a statement from the mint of Great Britain, show- 
ing that during the last year the exports of gold exceeded the imports 
by $4,160,857, and the of silver exceeded the imports by $900,000, 
So it appears that the total loss for the year was over $5,000,000 of 
metallic money. 

From the 24th of June to the 30th of December, 1885, the Bank of 
England lost, of coin and bullion, $37,976,675, and its deposits had de- 
creased in that time nearly $48,000,000. During that time the bank 
lost one-third of its reserve, or over $33,000,000. Within three months 
prior to December 1, 1885, there was sent to Germany from England, 
gold, $10,780,000. 

I clip the following from the Economist of January 2, 1886, concern- 
ing the present condition of the Bank of England: 

The bank is evidently not in a position to reduce its rate at present. Nor will 
it be warranted in making a reduction until it has not only checked the foreign 
demand for gold, but has also succeeded in attracting gold hither to replenish 


its depleted reserve. Asyet there is nothing to indicate that it will soon succeed 
in accomplishing this. 


I have shown that our national banks have increased their stock of 
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since 1877 from $22,700,000 to $174, 900,000, or nearly eight times 
‘the Bank of Popiand had in 1877, gold, $126,850,000, and December 
? , 2 126 , an 
16, 1885, $98,041,975, a decrease of $58, 808,025. The bank rates of 
t were 2 per cent. in June and 4 per cent. in December. 
| The Bank of England holds less coin and bullion than at any other 
time within the last fifteen years—that is, at the close of the year. 


The Bank of France had, December 31, 1877, gold------ $235, 400, 000 


October’16;71885) gold 222 a E S 211, 005, 000 
es I OEE ee CRS eer it eee 24, 385, 000 
The Bank of France had, December 31, 1877, silver-.-.- 173, 080, 000 
December 31, 1885, silver... -....+---.------.------- 211, 500, 000 
An increase of silver of.......-..-------------- 38, 420, 000 


_ France adopted the policy now contended for by those who favor sus- 
pension of silver coinage, and yet the Bank of France has not accumu- 
ted but on the contrary has lost gold, and that loss has been sup- 
plied ver. Itisnot at all probable that the stock of gold in 
France has increased while the bank has been losing that metal. 


The Imperial Bank of Germany had, December, 1877, 


ee eS ee $130, 776, 000 

DOPE DOr GOL OGE MOMS ano eaten heen eens rene 124, 457, 000 
A NOOCTORED OF ence ine teen ton oes eernes 6, 319, 000 7 

ES 

October 25, 1877, the Irish banks had, gold ------------ 17, 837, 355 

‘July 25, 1885, these banks had, gold------------------ 12, 692, 750 

i OCTORES OF oases net Canna EA 5, 144, 605 

In 1877, the banks of Scotland had, gold -------------- 24, 431, 030 

Tn 1885, these banks had-<---_.----.22_--.-2--------. 19, 520, 920 

ERE ki <7 esse E E E a 4,910,110 


It is not only the great banks that I have mentioned that have lost 
gold, but it is a fact that nearly all the great banks of the world have 
lost gold as compared with the stock of 1877. Such is notably the case 
with Australian banks. Is it not strange that, if our policy concerning 
silver is so unwise, we have been able to accumulate such a stock of 
gold, while England, Ireland, Scotland, and Germany, where the gold is 
the only legal tender, save for small amounts, the stock of gold appears 
to have decreased ? 

Not a single disaster predicted at the time of the passage of the silver 
bill has happened. Gold has not been driven out of the country, but 
on the contrary has accumulated at arate never before accumulated by 
any othercountry. Bankruptcy and national dishonor have not been the 
result of that legislation. The credit of the Government has not been 
impaired, and the rate of interest on Government securities has gone 
from 5 and 6 per cent. interest to 3 per cent., and those at 3 per cent. 
are at a premium. 

Such is the credit of the Government thata New York syndicate within 
the last two years desired to take $50,000,000 of Government bonds at 
2 Pe cent. interest, and they did not stipulate that either interest or 
principal should be paid in gold. 

The Comptroller of the Currency puts our stock of gold 


October E Ihe, Bente ns eeta na o eset eeenanseane $622, 829, 106 
OT et pet ne ay Sey Bey eer ee poe te 292, 769, 417 
Total metallic money--.-.-...........-....-.--- 915, 598, 523 


To this we must add excess of gold imports over exports during the 
months of October, November, and December, about $10,000,000. 

It is true that about one-third of this amount is silver, but I suppose 
no one will deny that the accumulation of silver in this country adds 
to its wealth. We coined during the last year more gold than any 
other nation. 

Only one nation has more gold than the United States. France has 
$848,000,000 gold, England has $583,000,000 gold. 

Noone can deny that prosperity has followed the passage of the silver 
bill. No one can deny the statement we are still increasing our supply 
both of silver and gold, and our gold twice as fast as our silver. That 
more gold has been imported than exported, and more silver exported 
than imported. What, then, is the evil to be ayoided by the demone- 
tization of silver? The advocates of demonetization declare that the 
danger is ahead, that it isimminent, and that gold will leave the coun- 
try if we continue to coin silver. So they said in 1878; so they have 
said every month since. From this Chamber, from the other, from the 
Executive Mansion and the Treasury Department we have heard the 
same cry for the last seven years. An ounce of fact is said to be worth 
more than a pound of theory. We have the facts and they the theory. 

The financial condition of the country is a flat denial of the theory 
of the monometallists and opponents of silver coinage. Does any one be- 
lieve we would have accumulated more gold in the last seven years if 
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the silver bill had not passed? No other nation in the world, in the 
course of legitimate business, has ever for a period of seven years accu- 
mulated as much gold as we have accumulated during the last seven 
years. 

Mr. President, what will be the result of the repeal of the silver bill, 
or, what is the same thing, the suspension of coinage under it for an in- 
definite period of years, or at all? It will be to discourage the friends 
of the double standard all over the world. It will be to put on the mar- 
ket two millions more of silver, with the declaration that the great sil- 
ver-producing country has denied to it its money function. It will de- 
preciate silver, and that is what the advocates of suspension declare 
they want todo. Itsimmediate effect on the price of silver may be seen 
Sron the following, clipped from the London Economist of January 2, 
1881: 

In referring to the introduction of a bill by Senator McPurrsow for the sus- 
pension of the coinage of the standard silver dollar, in a strict line with the rec- 
ommendation contained in the President's message, Bradstreet’s says: ‘The 
presentation of this act, following closely upon the recommendations of the Presi- 
dent's message, has undoubtedly had great effect upon the London silver market. 
The view taken there is that Congressional on will be arrived at on the 
question much more rapidly than is actually likely to be the case, and the price 
of silver bars fell from tid. to 47d. ea upon the receiptof this intelligence, 
the price making a further fall on Wednesday to 46d. at which the value 
ofthe standard dollar is 79.47 cents.” It only remains to be added that it is very 
unlikely that theaction contemplated in Senator MCPHERSON’s bill can be passed 
in Houses of Congress at this session. The so-called silver men are ac- 
counted too strong to permit the unconditional suspension of silver coi It 
is ne fs course, improbable thatsome compromise measure may pieso ta be- 
coming law. 


It will increase the value of gold, Government bonds, and mort: 
and all securities of that class; and will decrease the value of all other 
things, whether they be lands and houses, the product of labor in its 
thousand forms, or labor itself. It will destroy commerce and trade, 
and stupefy and destroy the energies of the people, curtailing their pro- 
ductive capacity. It will practically add to the national debt from 
$300,000,000 to $400,000,000, and from 20 to 30 per cent. to every dol- 
lar of indebtedness in the land, which is too great for computation. 

The suspension of coinage and the repeal of the silver bill is in the 
interest only of the creditor class, a class insignificant in numbers as 
compared with the debtor class. 

It is that class that demands the suspension of silver coinage and the 
degradation of silver. It is that they may add to the already great bur- 
den of the debtor class and enhance the value of their own holdings, 
whether that is represented by cash in their coffers or bonds and other 
securities held by them. They will abate nothing of the principal or 
interest, but with the destruction of one of the money metals they will 
still demand the payment of their obligations in the other metal, en- 
hanced in value by the destruction of the other. It will not do to de- 
clare the real purpose and object of the proposed legislation nor the 
effect thereof, for the debtor class is much more numerous than the 
creditor class; for the men living on accumulated labor bear a small 
proportion to the men who labor day by day for their living. 

And so we find to-day the men who as a class have ever been obliv- 
ious of the interests of the laboring man, those who have got as they 
could and heldas they might of ‘‘this world’s goods’’ without much re- 
gard for right, justice, or law, have all at once become deeply interested 
in the welfare of the laboring man, and declare with great emotion he is 
in great danger; that his wages will be paid in a depreciated dollar. 
This pretense of interest in the wages of the laboring man is not only 
weak, deceiving no one, but itisfalse. When did the banker, the note- 
shaver, the bill-discounter, or money-loaner ever before exhibitsuch zeal 
for the laborer? When has that class of moneyed men ever before ex- 
hibited any great interest in securing to the laborer steady employment 
or remunerative wages? How is it that even a convention of national 
bankers forget for the time their usual and annual raid on the Govern- 
ment for the reduction of taxes, or no taxes at all, in their anxiety to 
serve the laboring man by recommending the ion of silver coin- 
age? What interest have they heretofore exhibited? What methods 
have they devised to benefit the men who day by day consume their 
earnings? 

No, Mr. President, the banker, the money-loaner, and bondholder, as 
a class, have not been noted for their zeal in the interests of the poor 
and opp save as through them they may increase their holdings 
and the more rapidly fill theircoffers. If they have taken deep interest 
in the welfare of the laboring class, the fame of their doings has not yet 
reached the supposed object òf their beneficence. These men have no 
right to speak for the poor, for the farmer, mechanic, or artisan, nor to 
use their names to cover up their nefarious purposes, by which they hope 
toenrich themselves at the expense of the very class they profess to serve. 

The honorable Secretary of the Treasury tells us that it is the labor- 
ing man who will first suffer if silver coinage is continued. Let the 
honorable Secretary speak for the great moneyed corporations, the bond- 
holders, and the capitalists, but not for the laboring men, be they either 
those who live day by day by their labor, or the well-to-do mechanic, 
artisan, and farmer, for these men are not deceived by expressions of 
good-will, of anxiety for their welfare in a state paper. They know 
too well, and it has long been too apparent, that this great Department 
of the Government has passed into the control of the banks, bankers, 
and moneyed powers. They know that statutes made to curtail the 
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powers of such moneyed corporations and capitalists, and to protect in 
some measure the interests of the great masses of the people who arenot 
capitalists save in a small way, are violated every day in that 

ment. Not in the interest of the many, but in the interest of the few. 

The intelligent laborers ofthe country are not to be deceived by such 
specious pretenses. They know thatthe destruction of one-half of the 
money of the world will make it more difficult for them to pay their 
debts and provide for their every-day necessities. They know that it 
will decrease their wages, if they are laborers who sell their wages day 
by day. They know, if mechanics or artisans engaged in manufactur- 
ing, or farmers in tilling the soil, that it will reduce the value of their 
products, They may be ignorant of finance, unlearned in the lore of 
political economy, but they do know that bankers and money-loaners 
will increase their rates of interest with the scarcity of money; that it 
will require more days’ labor, more manufactured goods, more 
produce to pay a given number of dollars if the volume of the world’s 
money is reduced one-half. 

. The great mass of the people are honest, and any attempt to scale the 
national debt, or in any way to repudiate the obligations of the Gov- 
ernment concerning the same, will meet with determined opposition 
from the people. They are proud of our national credit. To the bond- 
holder and all other creditors of the Government they will give the utter- 
most farthing due. If their sense of justice and right rebels at the idea 
of sealing the public debt, the same sentiment restrains them from as- 
senting to any proposition that will in effect increase not only the pub- 
lic debt but all other debts from 20 to 30 per cent. If to scale the pub- 
lic or private debts of the country without the consent of the creditor 
is an injustice, they believe it is an equal injustice to compel the debtor 
to pay more than he contracted or ina coin different from that in which 
he contracted to pay. 

We are told that we do not need as much metallic money as hereto- 
fore; that bank notes, greenbacks, checks, and drafts will take theplace 
of coin. A good bank note or greenback is but the representative of 
coin and a promise on the part of the maker to pay the holder coin. 
And what is a check or draft but an order by one man to another to de- 
liver actual money to a third? The money may not be actually deliv- 
ered, butit must exist, or the check or draft is of no value whatever. 
Greenbacks and bank notes will soon be at a discount if it is once un- 
derstood that they do not represent actual existing coin either in the 
vaults of the banis or that of the national Treasury. Al the wealth 
of the Government was back of the greenback, and noone doubted the 
ability of the Government to ultimately pay; but lacking the present 
ability so to pay, the greenback depreciated to 40 cents on the dollar. 

For convenience we may use checks, drafts, bills, notes, and certifi- 
cates of deposit, but the full measure of money called for in these in- 
struments must be in existence, pledged to the payment of such paper 
instruments. If less than the full measure of it is forthcoming the pa- 
per is at a discount, and if wholly wanting the paper is worthless. The 
creditor class demand— 

First. The suspension of silver coinage. 

Secondly. That the greenback or national notes, amounting to $346,- 
600,000, be paid in gold and withdrawn from circulation. The sus- 
pension of silver coinage will be to all practical purposes the destruc- 
tion of the silver dollar, for the next move that the creditor class will 
make will be to destroy its legal-tender qualities, as was done with the 
trade-dollar. Thus, with the suspension of the silver coinage and the 
discrediting of the dollar coined and the greenbacks retired, there will 
be a reduction of circulation of about $561,600,000, which is over 
one-third of the circulation in the United States, including gold, sil- 
ver, and paper; yet we are gravely told that this proposed currency re- 
form is in the interest of the laboring men and producers. If the 
laborer and producer have found difliculty in finding labor and mar- 
kets for products with the past circulation, what will be their condition 
with two-thirds of the present amount? 

With $400,000,000 of the balance locked up in the Treasury, as itnow 
is, the business of the country will be left to be done with about one- 
third of our present stock of money. December 31 there was in the 

$511,277,120. The outstanding certificates of gold and silver 
amounted to about two hundred millions—that is, there was that 
amount not held by the Treasury. But how valuable a portion of these 
certificates are as a circulating medium can be seen by an extract from 
the — of the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], made in 
this mber a few days since. He says: 

The Treasurer's report, (page 23,) shows that on the 30th of June, 1885, the out- 
standing gold certificates amounted to $137,760,860, of which all but $33,360,000 
were in denominations of $500 and upward, more than $55,000,000 of them being 
for $10,000 each. It is obvious that the ple get no benefit in the form of cur- 
rency when bills or certificates exceed Fioo. 

Mr. President, we complain of stagnation in business. The holder 
of money is anxious to lend but not to buy. Why is this? Millions 
of money can be had on Government loans at 2 and 3 per cent. when 
legitimate business enterprises, promising much larger returns, as 
dividends, cannot find takers. It is because the holders of money 
believe that the legislation of the country, proposed by the Treasury 
Department and the national banks, will appreciate money and de- 
preciate property. No one having money desires to exchange it for 
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property with an almost certainty that the property will depreciate 
and the money appreciate. When we inquire of the bankers why, with 
an abundance of money in the country, business is not better, he tells us 
it is a lack of confidence among the people. A lack of confidence in 
whom? And why should there be a lack of confidence? What evilis 
threatened save that of the destruction of the silver money of the world? 
It can not be that it is the continued coinage of silver or the prospect 
that it will be continued, for I have shown that gold has accumulated 
and bank deposits have increased, and it is a fact I need only to men- 
tion to have admitted that the business of the country is better to-day 
than it was twelve months ago; was better then than it was twelve 
months before that, and during all that time we have been coining 
silver dollars at the rate of two millions per month. 

With business improving in all departments of trade and commerge, 
better with two hundred millions of silver dollars than it was with one, 
it will not do to say that the business is suffering because of the coinage 
of silver. Neither will it do to say that the people fear continued coin- 
age of silver, and that silver money will become cheap, for cheap money 
is always exchanged for property. Banks and moneyed men do not hold 
dollars that are depreciating in value, but hasten to exchange them for 
property. Other reasons may be found for the depression in business _ 
than the coinage of silver dollars. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, in his annual report for 1885, on page 
13, gives the net balance of cash in the Treasury as $8,764,590; this, 
with the $100,000,000 reserve charged to liabilities, makes net cash at 
that date of $108,764,590. Again on page 14 he gives the net balance 
on the Ist day of November, 1885, as $66,818,292. Add to this the 
$100,000,000 reserve, and we have net cash, November 1, $166,818,- 
292. The Secretary says: 

The balance in the Treasury has therefore been increased within the above 
period (from March 4 to November 1, 1885) by the sum of $58,053,702. 

I notice that in the last statement made by the Treasurer of the 
United States, dated December 31, 1885, the net balance is put at 
$99,342,147. Add this to the $100,000,000 reserve, and we have net 
cash in the Treasury, $199,342,147—a vast sum to withdraw from its 
proper use and lock up in Government vaults. Even after the $10,- 
000,000 is paid out on the recent call for bonds there will remain at 
the disposal of the Government $80,578,576 more than was reported 
in the T; March 4, 1885. 

The same report shows that since the 1st of November last the Gov- 
ernment has increased its stock of available gold $5,632,219, and has 
now $147,991,808 of gold not represented by the gold certificates. 
While the Government has been accumulating money in the Treasury, 
the national banks have been reducing their circulation. The reduc- 
tion in national-bank circulation during the year was $17,712,645. 
The decrease of national-bank circulation, the accumulation of vast 
sums in the national Treasury, together with the threat to practically 
destroy $215, 000,000 of silver and retire $346,000,000 greenbacks, justi- 
fies the money-holder in the belief that his money is to be appreciated 
in value by the reduction of the volume of money heretofore in use; 
and while so believing he will not invest his money, believing he will 
make a greater profit by its appreciation or rise than by investment. 
If he loans it, it will come back to him with increased purchasing power. 
If he invests it by an exchange for property, the property will depre- 
ciate by the appreciation of money. 

We need have no difficulty in determining why the money-holder 
will loan, but not invest, and we need not resort to the hackneyed 
phrase ‘‘a want of confidence” to explain why, with an abundance 
of money, the industrial and commercial interests of the country lack 
proper financial support. When the people have demonstrated that 
they are stronger than Treasury officials, bankers, bank conventions, 
and clearing-houses, then will the money of the country return to its 
natural channels and be applied to its normal use, as the servant of 
commerce and trade. Commonly we speak of the divergence between 
gold and silver as a fall in the price of silver; when it is notorions that 
when we compare silver with other things except gold, silver has not 
fallen, and will buy more of all the necessaries and luxuries of life than 
it would in 1870, when sixteen ounces of silver would buy more than 
one ounce of gold. 

The depreciation of silver has materially affected our exports of wheat 
and cotton, as it will all other exports of a character that must com- 
pete with exports from India and other countries using silver alone. 
The importation of wheat into Great Britain has been stimulated by the 
low price of silver, which is bought up at its bullion value, coined into 
rupees, and paid out at their full nominal value, received and accepted 
by the India wheat-raiser as full legal-tender money for the same quan- 
tity of wheat that he would have given when silver was worth 60 pence 
per ounce. 

A few years since the imports of wheat into Great Britain from India 
was so small that it did not in any wise interfere with our exports of 
wheat to that country, yet within the last year such imports have 
amounted to nearly 40,000,000 bushels, and on account of such imports 
the American wheat-grower has lost a market for that amount. Iclip 
the following from the Economist of September 12, 1885. 

It is consequently too early yet to assume that if the supplies of silver which 
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Not only have the wheat-growers lost a market fór their wheat, but 
the cotton market has also been affected in the same way, for the same 
reason given in the Economist for the increased export of wheat from 
India may be given for the marked increase of the imports of cotton 
and cotton yarn into Great Britain from that country. Solong as Eng- 
lish merchants and traders can buy silver at 47d. and pay it out at 59d. 
we may expect to see the imports into Great Britain from India increase 
and come into direct competition with our exports to that country. 
The loss of a market for 40,000,000 bushels of wheat has depreciated 
the price of all the wheat raised in this country. The same is true of 
the cotton cop 

If we inel India and China in the list of silver-standard countries, 
fully one-half of the people of the world, in their commercial affairs, 
recognize silver as the valuable and stable money metal, and all pay- 
ments mustbe made init. Nearly 200,000,000 people besides use gold 
and silver interchangeably, both being legal-tendermoney metals. Less 
than one-half that number use gold exclusively as a legal-tender money. 
If we trade with China, Russia, Austria, British India, Egypt, Central 
America, Mexico, Ecuador, Peru, we must trade on a silver basis. On 
the double standard we may trade with all other nations save and ex- 
cept Great Britain, Canada, Cape of Good Hope, the Australian coun- 
tries, the Netherlands, Germany, and the Scandinavian countries, and 
perhaps a few others, insignificant in a commercial sense. 

The opponents of the unlimited coinage of silver declare that if adopted 
in the United States all the silver of the world will find its way to our 
mints to be coined into dollars; that these dollars will drive out all the 
gold; that we will be left with silver only. If the foreign holder of sil- 
ver brings it to our mints and coins it into dollars the dollars so coined 
will be his property and not that of the United States or the people 
thereof. How can it be valuable to him over and above its bullion value 
except by its use here as money? If he wants to buy gold with it he 
must offer the American holder of gold so much silver that the holder 
of gold will consider the exchange a profitable transaction. Such ex- 
change is wholly dependent on the consent of the holder of gold, His 
consent can not be obtained unless he sees it is to his interest to do so, 
and if it is to his interest, it can hardly be to the detriment of the rest 
of the le. 

If the holder of the silver dollar can not buy gold on profitable terms 
he will not buy. Gold ought to be as valuable to the American holder 
as to the holder of silver coin, whether he be an American holder or 
a foreign holder. Why should the foreign holder of silver be willing 
to pay more for gold than our own people? The foreign holder of sil- 
ver after having it coined at our mints must make use of it either by 
taking it outof the country, by hoarding it, or by its use here asmoney. 
If he takes it out of the country, no harm is done; if he hoards it, no 
one is injured here; if he uses it as money, he must either buy gold, 
American products, or invest it permanently in thecountry. In either 
case we shall get the full equivalent for his silver or he will decline to 
take it. 

The only compulsory use that can be made of money is to pay debts, 
and if the holder of foreign silver is indebted here he may with his silver 
coin pay his debt, but he can not make us take it in exchange for gold 
or propertyJunless he makes it to our interest to do so. 

It issaid that the debtor class will with our gold buy silver in the 
cheap silver markets, coin it into dollars, and pay their debt therewith. 

Mr. President, more than 99 per cent. of all the debts contracted in 
the United States (not especially contracted to be paid in gold) were 
contracted with a provision that the debtor might use a silver dollar of 
412} grains to liquidate such debt; not a proyision in the contract, but 
a provision of law, and still more binding than if inserted in the con- 
tract; so if the debtor class shall buy silver and pay their debts there- 
with, there can be no just cause of complaint. Since these debts were 
contracted the great fall in prices renders it exceedingly difficult formany 
debtors to pay, yet the creditor abates nothing of principal or interest; 
and why should he complain if the debtor, in strict compliance with 
the terms of his contract, pays the debtin silver? Such payment is not 
only honest and just in a commercial sense, but is consistent with the 
highest moral law. The senior Senator from Texas said a few days 
since ‘‘the honest dollar is the dollar of the contract, any other dollar 
isa dishonest dollar—if lighter, dishonest to the creditor; if heavier, 
dishonest to the debtor.” 

Is the creditor class the only class whose interests we are to consider 
in this legislation? Let us legislate also for the debtor, for the man 
without capital or with but little, and the man with capital who uses 
itin producing, who manufactures, who employs labor, and who en- 
riches the country by the variety of his productions. The few debts 
contracted between 1873 and 1878 were not contracted to be paid in 
silver, but the legislation of 1878 provided that the last-mentioned 


debts might be paid in silver. I suppose no one will deny the right of 
the Government to so provide; for the opponents of legislation have 
been eversince demanding that the Governmentshould declare all debts 
pa in gold alone, and if the authority exists to make gold the sole 

egal tender it will hardly be denied that the Government may make 
both gold and silver legal tender, for they are both money metals un- 
aa the Constitution, and in that instrument gold is not placed above 

ver. 

What will be the result of the passage of an act providing for the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver? It will en all the nations now 
using silver in a restricted way to give it its full money function by 
opening their mints to it as fully as they do to gold. It will provide 
for the consumption in anatural and legitimate way of all the silver pro- 
duced in the United States and will bring silver back to its price be- 
fore it was discredited and degraded as a money metal. It will stim- 
ulate commerce, trade, and industries of all kinds; it will open the 
closed manufactories and give employment to millions in shops, fields, 
and mines at remunerative wages, enabling them to buy the products 
of manufactoriesand farms. Good wages, steady employment, will fol- 
low for all classes who have labor to sell, and that class may be able 
to hoard silver and gold for time of need, instead of leaving all the 
hoarding to be done by bankers and moneyed kings. 

There ought to be, and with prosperity there will be, millions of dol- 
lars, both gold and silver, hoarded by the laboring people of thiscountry. 
Such hoarding is not to be feared; it ought to be encouraged. There 
ought to be at least three hundred millions hoarded in cellar and garret, 
in homes and shops, of the laboring men, who in times of business activ- 
ity are neither rich nor poor. 

When France was called on by Germany to pay the war indemnity, 
it was the laboring people, the small shop-owners, the men who culti- 
vate a few acres of land, who came to the relief of the government. It 
was because France was richin hoarded treasures held by her peasantry 
and laborers that she was able to meet so promptly the demand on her 
for more than $1,000,000,000. France, humiliated by her defeat, had 
the proud satisfaction of promptly paying that regal sum from the sav- 
ings of her own people. 

It is said silver will not circulate, therefore we must stop coinage. 
The $31,000,000 of silver certificates: now in the Treasury are there 
because the Treasury Department does not intend to circulate silver 
either in fact or by the aid of certificates. Why not put out the certifi- 
cates in payment of the daily expenses of the Government? Why not 
pay with silver certificates the many thousand employés of the Gov- 
ernment here and elsewhere? Not one would object to a silver certifi- 
cate. If they are not good enough for the bondholder, the laborer does 
not despise them. The mail contractor, the army contractor, the sol- 
dier, and Government employés at the various offices in the country will 
gladly take a silver certificate. It will buy for them as much of the 
necessaries and luxuries of life as a gold dollar, 

Diseredited as the silver dollar is by the Government and the national 
banks, it isin high favor with the t mass of the people. The farmer, 
the trader, the merchant, man , and laborer all take it and 
find it capable of discharging the full function of a dollar. 

It is said if we can further debase and degrade silver as a money metal 
England, in the interests of her India possessions, will come to our re- 
lief and join us in fixing a ratio for it, and thus in the end help silver 
countries. 

It is useless for the advocates of the suspension of coinage to tell us 
that such ion will in the end compel all nations now using a gold 
standard, or a restricted silverstandard, to adopt an unlimited silver 
standard, making silver interchangeable for gold. If this is their object, 
and this will be accomplished by the suspension of the coinage, why do 
all the monometallists in this country and England cry out for the sus- 
pension of the coinage? Do they hope and expect that the suspension 
of silver coinage will compel all nations ultimately to come to the double 
standard? 

No, Mr. President; it is because they believe that. sion will 
degrade silver to such an extent that it will cease to be a money metal. 

The present disturbed and excited state of the public mind at home 
and abroad concerning the continued use of silver as money in this 
country may be traced directly to the attacks made on the coinage act 
by Government officials. Every device and scheme that could disgrace 
and destroy silver, impair the confidence of the people in its continued 
use as a money metal, has had the sanction of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, if such devices and schemes did tery Sempre the Treasury 
officials themselves. From that Department come the cry that sil- 
ver and gold could not be made to circulate , that the people 
would not take silver or silver certificates, when the records of that De- 
partment were full of proof of the willingness, nay, more, the desire of 
thepeople touse silver and silver certificates, and that they preferred 
it to gold. 

If isc ban chara disposition to advance in price, the Treasury 
Department has refrained from buying until it began to recede and un- 
til its lowest price wasreached. The savings by this course,amounting 
in fact to but a few thousand dollars, has heen paraded before the coun- 
try as one of the great achievements of the Administration. The people 
will hardly believe that aiding to depreciate silver and increase the 
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divergence between it and gold is a virtue to boast of, even if the sam 
so saved did amount to the magnificent sum, as is alleged, of $7,000. 

In July last the people of the United States were surprised, if not 
alarmed, at a statement made from the Treasury Department that the 
stock of gold in that D: ent was practically exhausted, and that 
unless such stock could be speedily replenished the Government would 
be compelled to pay interest on its bonded debt in silver dollars, and 
that by such a course the credit of the Government would be destroyed. 
The remedy for this anticipated evil was at hand and the danger could be 
averted—the honor of the Government saved by the suspension of the 
coinage of the silver dollar, and by thatalone. 1t was at first thought in 
such an extreme case the Department would be justified in declaring that 
the appropriation to purchase silver in 1878 was not a continuing one, 
and that the Department might, for want of funds to buy bullion, dis- 
continue the further coinage of the silver dollar. The public pulse was 
felt of on that point. Delicate and carefully phrased notices appeared 
in the public press suggesting that in the great emergency it might do 
to hold the appropriation was not a continuing one, and coinage might 
be suspended for want of funds. 

But it was quite too apparent that the people would not submit to 
that, and so that scheme was abandoned. As the Treasury Depart- 
ment did not possess legislative powers, nothing could be done toward 
discontinuing the coinage of silver until Congress authorized it. But 
would Congress authorize such discontinuance? That was the question 
that disturbed the Treasury Department and the bankers. It was 
doubtful. It had been demonstrated that the House of Representa- 
tives was not so inclined even under executive pressure. If public 
sentiment could be created against a further coinage, Congress, recog- 
nizing the voice of the people as “the voice of ,”? might yield to 
the demand of constituents that denied to executive influence. 

On the 13th day of July last there assembled in New York city the 
resentatives of fifty-four national banks to consult and devise some 
eme by which the Government could increase its stock of gold and 

avert the threatened disgrace of paying its debt in the coin it had stip- 
ulated to pay. The Treasurer of the United States was there asthe rep- 
resentative of the Government. The fact of this assemblage, his pres- 
ence there, and the purpose and objects of the meeting were telegraphed 
to all corners of the earth. All the nations of the world were informed 
of our dire distress and of the steps taken for our relief. The result of 
that conference is well known, ‘The banks consented to deliver to the 
Government from ten to twenty million dollars in gold for lixe amount 
in subsidiary silver, and about six millions were so ex for 
which ultimately, I believe, the banks reccived legal-tender notes and 
not subsidiary silver. It was declared that this was but a temporary 

ient to save Government credit and honor until the coinage of 
silver could be discontinued by law. ; 

What was the danger to be averted? Simply that the Government 
might not be compelled to pay in the very money it had stipulated to 
pay and the bondholder had agreed to receive. What was the effect of 
this unauthorized and unjustifiable procedure? It did not destroy our 
credit either at home orabroad; but it did weaken it and create distrust 
in the minds of the uninformed people, and doubtless did impair the 
confidence of the people in silver as a useful money metal. It was, in 
my judgment, a scheme concocted to frighten the people into the belief 
that the farther coinage of silver was dangerous to the financial inter- 
ests of the country. It has been the stock in trade of the opponentsof 
the silver dollar ever since that if the banks had not advanced the gold 
the Government credit would have suffered, and that such threatened 
loss of credit was the result of the coinage of silver. 

I consider it the most indefensible attack that has been made on Gov- 
ernment credit since the war; and what makes it the more aggravating 
is that it came from Government officials and Government agencies. 
There was at no time necessity for such exchange. There was at the 
time of such exchange in the Treasury subject to the use of the Govern- 
ment to pay interest on the public debt or the debt itself $118, 400,000 in 
gold; legal-tender notes, $14,800,000; national bank notes that could be 
readily turned into greenbacks and into gold, $2,500,000. Besides this 
there was $68,200,000 silver, or a total of $203,900,000. Or if we dis- 
card the silver as not to be paid outon interest on bonds, $135,700,000. 
I know it will-be said that the $100,000,000, usually called the reserve 
to redeem greenbacks, could not be used except to redeem greenbacks. 
There is no law that requires the Treasury to hold $100,000,000 for that 
purpose. If it was thought n in 1879 and 1880 to do so, expe- 
rience has demonstrated it is not now required. 

The total redemption of greenbacks since January 1, 1879, has been 
only $15,676,286, of which amount more than $12,000,000 was redeemed 
within the first two years; for since December, 1881, the total amount 
of greenbacks redeemed has been only $3,608,000. Why keep on hand 
$100,000,000 when it is morally certain it will not be used to redeem 
greenbacks? No one now wants gold, and if the call should be made 
and the Treasury not prepared to pay, the authority exists to sell bonds 
for gold for the purpose of redeeming greenbacks. But if the holder of 
greenbacks calls on the Treasury to redeem the greenback, pay him in 
silver coin, in which the paper dollar is payable by law. 


Mr. President, I am not ignorant of the fact that in the new system 


000,000 of which I have spoken is put as a liability and not as one of 
the assets of the Government. It is said that we owe the greenbacks 
and that this is to pay them; therefore it is a liability, and according to 
that system of book-keeping the greater the amount of money the Gov- 
ernment has on hand to its paper money or pay its debts the 
greater its liability. If it had $346,000,000 in the T with which 
to pay off the greenbacks the account would stand on the books a lia- 
bility of $346,000,000. This kind of book-keeping is evidently the re- 
sult of long experience in Wall street. This change in methods in 
keeping the books was for the purpose of deceiving the people as to the 
amount of available funds in the Treasury, as it will always show 
$100,000,000 less than is actually there. This desire to deceive the 
people as to the amount of money in the Treasury arises first out of a 
desire to accommodate the holders of the $194,000,000 of bonds now 
due and largely held by the banks, by not calling bonds for payment; 
and the other reason is that the people may be made to believe that 
there is in the continued coinage of silver. , 

I do not doubt but the Treasury officials believe that the continued 
accumulation and retention of vast sums in the Treasury is beneficial 
to the Government, and I doubt not they also believe that it is to the 
interest of the Government to discontinue the coinage of silver; but 
the error of these officials arises from the fact that they consult the 
national bankers and money-loaners and not the real business men of 
the country. They do not go beyond Wall street and other money- 
centers, 

It has not occurred to them that the manufacturers, the farmers, 
men engaged in trade and commerce, might be as competent to instruct 
in matters of finance as the bankers or brokers. 

Had the Government officials, with the coinage of the first dollar un- 
der the act of 1878, determined to make gold and silver interchangea- 
ble here, as it has been in France, weshould have heard nothing about 
the danger of silver coinage, and the European countries would not be 
anticipating the suspension of coinage and the yearly addition of $25,- 
000,000 of silver to the stock now being received. The dollars would 
have found their way into the hands of the people; would have gone 
into bank vaults, to be held for the time of need. 

But we can not expect that the shoemaker, baker, and small shop- 
owner will accumulate or hoard a coin that not only the bankers but 
the Government officials declare is not honest money and must soon 
cease to the purchasing powerofadollar. Willing as they may 
be to handle it in daily use, they are not confident of its stability as 
money, and do not care to hoard it. 

Mr. President, I do not demand a forced circulation for silver. I 
know it can not be forced against the wishes of commerce and trade. 
I recognize it as but the handmaid and servant of commerce, and that 
commerce will select its own agents wherewith to transact its business. 
What I do demand is that it shall have an equal chance with gold asa 
money metal. When this is given I shall abide by thedecision of the 
commercial world. Ifsilver is not capable of discharging the func- 
tions of a money metal to the satisfaction of the commercial world 
its friends must cease to defend it as a money metal. But we cry 
out against the outrage of closing the mints against its coinage, and 
the denial to it of the function of money, and then because it falls be- 
hind gold in popular estimate declare it is not fit for money. Let 
the advocates of gold give it a fair trial; coin it without limit on the 
same terms that gold is coined; give it the rights of money in all com- 
mercial transactions the same asis given to gold, and let the judgment 
of mankind be taken on its valueas a money metal and not that of the 
few who are interested in its destruction or those who from prejudice 
may cry out against it. 

Do not allow Government officials to discredit it. Do not allow Gov- 
ernment agents, the national banks, to refuse to receive it on deposit. 
Let the debtor class understand that payment in it is a just and fair 
transaction within the letter and spirit of the law. Convince the peo- 
ple that its enemies are not strong enough to strike it down as a money 
metal; that it will continue, as it has done heretofore, to be used by 
seven-eighths of the race as a legal-tender money metal, and by all as 
valuable for either large or small transactions. When that is done it 
will resume its old place as the favorite money metal of commerce, and 
ae be as eagerly sought for, cherished, and hoarded by the rich as by 
the poor. 

Mr. President, it will be said that I am not an unprejudiced advo- 
cate of silver, that the interesis of the State I in part represent have 
warped my judgment or aroused my cupidity in her behalf. Itis true 
that Colorado produces about one-fourth of the world’s production of 
silver, but the question whether silver shall be used or not used as 
money is of but little more importance to Colorado than other States. 
It is not a question as to how much the silver producer shall receive 
per ounce for his silver, but a question of how much or how little 
money the business of the country and the whole world must be trans- 
acted with. Shall it be with both money metals or shall it be with 
one? Shall it be with all the money of the world or only with one- 
half? Itcomprehends more than the interests of the silver miners of Col- 
orado or all the silver miners of the world. It is a question that comes 
home to nine-tenths of the human race and affects their daily exist- 
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in the presence of its overwhelming importance party pride, prejudice, 
passion, and hate ought to disappear. It goes beyond territorial bound- 
aries; it takes in the whole world and all peoples. 

I do not, therefore, speak in the interest of any special class of labor- 
ers or producers, but in the interest of all who toil, labor, and produce; 
who create by their labor all the wealth of the world; the people who 
do not stand in high places, whose voices may not be heard in bankers’ 
conventions, but who are factors in all the t commercial and indus- 
trial pursuits of the world; who, with fertile brains, skillful hands, and 
cunning fingers, fashion the many articles of necessity and luxury in 
daily use; who rend from the reluctant earth the hidden treasures 
thereof and compel the unwilling fields to yield a bounteous harvest, 
or toil amid the clanging of machinery in mill and shop, and with 
patience, frugality, and courage combat and overcome adverse circum- 
stances and fortunes; and while not possessing all theculture of the age, 
exemplify the many sterling virtues of the race and do much toward 
keeping alive sentiments of honesty, justice, and truath—as mighty in 
numbers as modest in aspirations; not ignorant of their strength; con- 
servative in their methods; loyal to order and good government; forbear- 
ing and enduring, yet when aroused in defense of their rights of jus- 
and truth, know how to compel respect for and obedience to their 
will. 

Mr. EDMUNDS and Mr. MORRILL addressed the Chair. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Understanding that our friends on the other side 
desire to adjourn at this time, I was about to move an adjournment, 
but I yield to my colleague, who wishes to give a notice. 

Mr. MORRILL. I merely desire to take the floor to say that rather 
reluctantly I shall feel it my duty to ask the attention of the Senate 
to-morrow for an hour on this subject, which seems to attract such an 
enthusiastic crowd of Senators here—I mean the resolution of the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Irenewmy motion that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CULLOM in the chair). Pending 
the motion the Chair will lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, 

The SECRETARY. .A bill (S. 9) to fix the day for the meeting of the 
electors of President and Vice-President, and to provide for and regulate 
the counting of the votes for President and Vice-President and the de- 
cision of questions arising thereon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Vermont moves that 
the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 36 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 19, 1886. 
The House met at12o0’clockm, Prayer by Rev. 8. K. Cox, of Wash- 


ington, D. C. 

The ‘Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings. 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. § er, I ask by unanimous consent that the 
reading of so much of the Journal as relates to the introduction and 
reference of bills and joint resolutions be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The Clerk then resumed and concluded the reading of the remainder 
of the Journal, which was approved. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HIESTAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent at this 
time to have the reference of a bill changed. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule the Chair must first lay before the 
House executive communications upon the Speaker’s table for refer- 
ence. 

LIST OF CLAIMS ALLOWED SINCE JANUARY 1, 1855. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting a list of claims, with the papers in each 
allowance, since January 1, 1885, arising under the act of July 4, 1865; 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

UNITED STATES POST-OFFICE, POUGHKEEPSIE, N. Y. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Supervising Archi- 
tect of an appropriation of $10,000 for approaches to the United States 
post-office at Poughkeepsie, N. Y.; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

WATER SUPPLY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report from the Chiefof Engineers asking an ap- 
Ae Share for the work of increasing the water supply in Washington, 

. C.; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF SACO RIVER, MAINE. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 


of War, transmitting a report from the acting Chief of Engineers of a 
survey of Saco River, Maine; which was referred to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE DEPOT, ETC. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a report from the Light-House Board ask- 
ing an appropriation of $5,000 for a depot for the fourteenth light- 
house district, and an appropriation for the light-house tender Lilie; 
ich was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to to 
printed. 

MISSOURI RIVER COMMISSION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secreta: 
of War, transmitting a letter from the acting Chief of Engineers, wi 
a report of the Missouri River Commission, recommending an imme- 
diate appropriation; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


UNSETTLED ACCOUNTS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the First 
Comptroller of the Treasury, transmitting a list of officers who have 
failed to make settlement of their accounts for the last fiscal year; 
which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury 
Department, and ordered to be printed. 


SURVEYS OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter from the acting Chief of Engineers and 
a supplementary report from the Mississippi River Commission recom- 
mending an immediate appropriation of $50,000 for the general work 
of surveys; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 


REFERENCE OF EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER. There are on the table a numberof executive com- 
munications, which were presented to the House before the committees 
were appointed or authorized to be appointed, and if there be no ob- 
jection the Chair will at this time cause them to be properly referred. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The communications were severally referred as follows: 

Acommunication from the clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
statement of the judgments rendered during the year ended November 
30, 1885—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report of the dam- 
age by storm to Governor’s Island, New York Harbor, and asking an 
appropriation for continuing sea-wall around the island—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

A letter from the chairman of the Joint Commission for the Comple- 
tion of the Washington Monument, transmitting his annual report—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

A message from the President of the United States, transmitting a 
communication from the Secretary of the Interior relating to the trial 
and punishment of Indians committing certain specified es—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Am from the President of the United States, transmitting a re- 
port of the d of managers of the World’s Industrial and Cotton Cen- 
tennial Exposition held at New Orleans from December 16, 1884, to May 
31, 1885—to the Committee on Commerce. 

A message from the President of the United States, transmitting a 
communication from the Secretary of the Interior upon the subject of a 
draught of a bill to amend section 5388 of the Revised Statutes relating 
to timber depredations upon lands reserved or purchased for Indian, mili- 
tary, or other purposes—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a statement of ex- 
penditures at the Springfield armory for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1885, and of arms manufactured and repaired during that fiscal year— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

A message from the President of the United States, transmitting a 
communication from the of the Interior in relation to the 
draught of a bill for the relief of the Mission Indians in California—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting detailed estimates 
of the cost of protecting roads and public buildings at Fort Canby, 
Washington Territory, against the waters of Baker’s Bay—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting reports of inspection 
of money accounts of disbursing officers for the year ended June 30, 
1885—to the Committee on Expenditures in the War Department. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting letters of Joseph 
Rawicz, United States consul at Warsaw, and recommending the pas- 
sage of a bill granting him permission to accept certain decorations con- 
ferred by the Russian Government—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting petition of cadets of 
the United States Military Academy, praying for legislation that will 
secure them appointments in the Army—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
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A message from the President of the United States, transmitting a 
communication from the Secretary of the Interior in relation to the 
draught of a bill to provide for the settlement of estates of deceased 
Kickapoos in Kansas, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

A message from the President of the United States, transmitting a 
communication from the Secretary of the Interior relating to Indians 
on the Yakima reservation, in Washington Territory—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. ar 

A message from the President of the United States, transmitting a 
communication from the Secretary of the Interior relative to the right 
of way for the Chicago, Milwaukee and Saint Paul Railway through 
the Lake Traverse reservation, in Dakota—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 


A message from the President of the United States, transmitting a 
communication from the Secretary of the Interior relative to the fail- 
ure of the Utah and Northern Railroad Company to compensate the 
Indians on the Fort Hall reservation for lands taken—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

A message from the President ofthe United States, transmitting a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior relative to a right of way 
to the Jamestown and Northern Railway Company through the Devil’s 
Lake Indian reservation, in Dakota—to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

A message from the President of the United States, transmitting a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior relative to arightof way 
to the Canyon and Colorado Railroad Company through the Walker River 
reservation, in Nevada—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A message from the President of the United States, transmitting a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior relating to trespasses on 
Indian lands—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a memorial from Col. 
T. G. Baylor, of the Ordnance Department, and recommending he be re- 
lieved of the item of $431.69 charged against him on the books of the 
Treasury—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On the motion of Mr. DOWDNEY, by unanimous consent leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the case of 
George H. Mitchell, M. D., without leaving copies on file. 

On the motion of Mr. MAYBURY, by unanimous consent leave was 
given to withdraw from the file-room papers therein in the matter of 
the claim of the heirs of William Burt, inventor of the solar compass. 

On motion of Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, by unanimous consent 
leave was given to withdraw from the files of the House the papers in 
the Thirty-sixth Congress in the case of John Tubbs without leaving 
copies on file. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. DIBBLE 
for five days. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER. The bill (H. R. 1576) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Thomas Allcock, introduced on the 5th instant, was improperly 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. If there be no objec- 
tion the reference will be made to the Committee on Pensions. 

There was no objection. 


CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Onthe 5th instant I introduced a bill (H. R. 1498) 
extending the provisions and benefits of the act approved August 7, 
1882, entitled ‘‘An act to relieve certain soldiers of the late war from the 

of desertion ” to certain named recruits serving in the said war. 
The bill was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. The proper 
reference is to the Committee on Naval Affairs. I ask that the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill, and that it be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HIESTAND, On the 6th instant the bill (H. R. 1980) for the re- 
lief of Richard C. Ridgway and others was introduced by my colleague, 
Mr. KELLEY, and was referred to the Committee on Claims. Iask that 
the Committee on Claims be discharged from further consideration of 
the bill, and that it be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
which is the proper committee under the rules of the House. 

TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. COX. I object, Mr. Speaker, unless some sufficient reason can 
be given for the proposed change of reference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cox] 
objects, unless reason can be given. The tleman who desires the 
change of reference can make a brief statement, if he desires. 

Mr. HIESTAND. The reason is, Mr. Speaker, that in former Con- 

this matter has been considered by the Committee on Ways and 

eans, and that committee thoroughly understands it; whereas if it 
be now referred to the Committee on Claims they will have to go over 
the whole subject again. I wish the bill referred to the Committee on 
‘Ways and Means, because that committee has already examined it and 


because the documents relating to the subject are also in possession of 
that committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that under the amended rules, 
adopted at the present session, bills of this character must go to the 
Committee on Claims, unless by unanimous consent of the House, 
which was not the rule of the House when the bill was heretofore re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. HIESTAND. Well, Mr. Speaker, I now ask unanimous consent 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. COX. I object. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to introduce a bill for reference. 

Mr. BEACH. I object, Mr. Speaker; and I desire to give notice now 
that I shall object to the introduction of all bills and resolutions except 
on the day set apart for that order of business. 


CORRECTION. 


Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have the RECORD cor- 
rected. On page 692 it is stated that the minority report, or the amend- 
ment suggested by the minority report to the Presidential succession 
bill, was agreed to. It was not agreed to. It was voted down. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, as a parliamentary inquiry, I de- 
sire to ask whether these corrections of the RECORD can not be made 
without a motion in open House. In other words, where there isa 
variance between the Journal and the RECORD can not the correction 
be made without occupying the time of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is the custom of the Official 
Reporters of the debates to keep at their desk a copy of the RECORD of 
the preceding day and to make such corrections as members may desire 
upon that. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then it is unnecessary to make a motion or to 
ask permission of the House to correct the RECORD if it can be done by 
calling upon the Reporters. 

The SPEAKER. Where the Reporter is satisfied that a mistake has 
been made the Chair thinks he has the right to correct it; but if there 
should be a difference of opinion about it, the Chair supposes that then 
the House would haye to order the correction. 


CLERK COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 


Mr. SPRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged report 
from the Committee on Accounts, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the following resolution 
of Mr. EUSTACE GIBSON : 4 

“Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice 
be allowed a clerk during the session, and that he be paid $6 a day as compensa- 
tion for his services,” 
have considered the same, and respectfully report adversely to the same. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, after due consideration of the subject, 
the Committee on Accounts assigned clerks to the several committees 
of the House wherever they believed them to be necessary. In that 
action the committee did what they supposed would best subserve the 
business of the House, and they can not now change their conclusion by 
granting a clerk to this committee. They have therefore instructed 
me to report the resolution adversely for such action as the House may 
think proper. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I will offer as a sub- 
stitute for the report of the committee the original resolution, namely: 
‘Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of 
Justice be allowed a clerk during the session, and that he be paid $6 a 
day as compensation for his services.” On that resolution I ask the 
forbearance of the House for a few minutes while I explain the situa- 
tion of this committee. 

The Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice is com- 
posed of members every one of whom has been assigned to other im- 
portant duties, so that there is not a single member on that committee 
who, without neglecting other duties imposed upon him by the House, 
can give the time and attention required to make the investigation of 
the records of the Department that are necessary to be made in order to 
give the House such information as it desires. In addition to that, this 
committee is charged under the rules of the House with the examina- 
tion of the accounts and expenditures of the several Departments of the 
Government and the manner of keeping the same; the economy, just- 
ness, and correctness of such expenditures; their conformity with ap- 
propriation laws; the proper application of public moneys; the security 
of the Government against unjust and extravagant demands; retrench- 
ment; the enforcement of the payments of moneys due to the United 
States; the economy and accountability of public officers; the abolish- 
mentof useless offices; the reduction or increase of pay of officers. The 
rule provides that these shall all be subjects within the jurisdiction of 
the eight standing committees on the public expenditures in the several 
Departments. 

One of those cight is the Committec on Expenditures in the Depart- 
ment of State; to that committee a clerk has been allowed by the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. Another is the Committee on Expenditures in the 
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Treasury Department; to that committee a clerk has been allowed by 
the Committee on Accounts. Another is the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the War Department; to that committee a clerk has been al- 
lowed by the Committee on Accounts. Another is the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Navy Department; to that committee a clerk has 
been allowed by the Committee on Accounts. Another is the Commit- 
tee on Expenditures in the Post-Office Department; that committee 
also has been allowed a clerk. Another is the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Interior Department; to that committee also a clerk has 


been allowed. The Committee on Expenditures in the Department of | Ga 


Justice is the only one of these eight standing committees, all of equal 
dignity, to which a clerk is refused, although the services of a clerk are 
absolutely necessary for the proper performance of the duties of the com- 
mittee. 

Now I desire to say to the House that I have already some little in- 
sight into the examination of these records and some idea of the labor 
it involves. At the last session of this House, formy own information, 
I undertook to examine the workings of the department of justice of 
my own State, and I know that it required nearly the whole of the ses- 
sion for me to trace the operations of that department in that one State. 
Such an inquiry as this committee is required to make involves an in- 
vestigation of the expenditures of every circuit and district court in the 

_ United States; it involves an examination of expenditures by subordi- 
nate officers as well as by the Department in Washington, and to getat 
this information itis necessary to examine and collate the reports of the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue as well as the reports of the Depart- 
ment of Justice itself upon the suits instituted under the internal- 
revenue laws. So that it is utterly impossible that there can be any 
intelligent investigation or any trustworthy information given to this 
House upon the subjects under the jurisdiction of this committee with- 
out the services not only of aclerk, but of a very intelligent, competent, 
and experienced clerk, Many difficult questions come up in such an 
investigation, questions as to what suits should be brought, as to what 
sort of suits should be t, as to the fees of officers, and soon, and 
I want to say to this House that if they expect this committee to be able 
to make any i igent investigation or report they must give us a 
clerk who shall be under the control of the committee and competent 
to aid it inthedischarge of its duties. 

I make no reflection upon other committees, nor do I undertake to 
raise the dignity of the committee of which I am a member above any 
other; but I appeal to every member’s sense of duty tothe country and 
his sense of justice to this committee to give it a clerk. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, the whole matter referred to by the 
gentleman from West Virginia (Mr. Gipson] has been under consid- 
eration by our committee, and I can only say that we did what in our 
judgment seemed best in regard to assigning clerks to these com- 
mittees. 

If any other gentleman desires to speak I will yield the floor; other- 
wise, I move the previous question. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The Committee on Expenditures in the De- 
partment of Justice having been worked so hard in the last Congress, 


it was determined, as I understand, to let it lie fallow in this. [Laugh- | B 


ter. ] 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Thesame rule might apply to every 
other committee that had a clerk in the last ; and therefore 
we suould have no clerks to any of these committees, but simply take 
the reports of the last Congress for our action. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I should think that might probably be so. 

Mr. HERBERT. I would like to say a word on this question. 

Mr.SPRIGGS. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, it isa fact that some of the most im- 
portant legislation proposed in this Congress has been referred to the 
Committee on Expendituresin the De tof Justice—legislation 
relating to marshals and commissioners, to district attorneys and their 
fees; and for my part I can not see why a distinction has been made be- 
tween the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice and 
the committees on expenditures in other De ts. I hope this 
House will grant this committee a clerk just as it has granted a clerk 
to all similar committees, unless some good reason should be shown why 
a clerk should not be allowed in this particular case. I do not belong 
to thiscommittee, but I am very much interested, and I think the whole 
country is interested, in some of the legislation that it has before it. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. I now call the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; the first question being upon the 
amendment proposed by Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, as a substitute. 

The question being there were—ayes 106, noes 51. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The queStion was taken; and there were—yeas 128, nays 119, not 
voting 77; as follows: 


YEAS—128. 
Adams, J.J. Blanchard, Bunnell, Candler, 
Anderson, J. A. Bland, Bynum Carleton, 
Baker, Bliss, Caldwell, Comstock, 
Barbour, Brady, Campbell, Felix Croxton, 
Barnes, Breckinridge, C. R. Campbell, J. M. Culberson, 
Barry, Breckinridge, WCP.Campbell, J. E. n, 
Belmont, Brumm, Campbell, T. J. Davenport, 
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Davidson, R.H.M. Hayden, Morgan, 
Dawson, Haynes, Morrill, saan 
Dorsey, Heard, Muller, on 
Dougherty, Henderson, J. S. Negley, Stone, E. F. 
Dowdney, Henderson, T. J, prea 
Dunn, Herbert, O'Ferrall, Struble, 
Eld Hiestand, o’ Swinburne, 
Ellsberry, Holmes, O'Neill, Charles Tarsney, 
Farquhar, Howard, ONeill, J. J. 
Fin a Irion, Osborne, Taylor, J. M, 
Forney, Jones, J. M. Outhwaite, Thompson, 
Gallinger, en J.T. ae 

y, Cing, erry, „Turner, 
Geddes, Kleiner, Peters, an Sehaick, 
Gibson, Eustace Little, Pidcock, Wadsworth, 
Glass, Lore, Reese, 
Glover, Loutitt, Robertson, Weaver, J. B, 
Green, W. J. Lovering, Rogers, Wellborn, 
Grosvenor, Lowry, Romeis, Wheeler, 
Grout, Mar! Sadler, White, A. ©. 
Guenther, Matson, Sawyer, Wilkins, 
Hale, Maybury, Sayers, Willis, 
Harmer, McKenna, Seymour, Wilson, 
Harris, Merriman, Skinner, Wolford, 
Hatch, Mills, Snyder, Woodburn, 

NAYS—119, 

Adams, G. E. Eden, Libbey, Ri 
Atkinson, Ely, L N Row 
Bayne, Ermentrout, M Scott, 

h, Ever] McAdoo, Scranton, 
Bennett, Fleeger, McComas, Sessions, 
Blount, Foran, McCreary, Shaw, 
Boutelle, Ford, McKinley, Smalls, 
= yle, ee rer ata ly 

ragg, reen, e Spooner, 
Browne, T, M, Hahn, Millard, Spi 

rown, O. E. Hall, Miller, 4 
Brown, W. W. Halsell, M ell, Stewart, J. 
Buchanan, Hemphill, Moffatt, Stone, W. J., of Ky. 
Buck, Henderson, D.B. Morrison, 
Burrows, Hepburn, Morrow, Swo 
Cannon, Hewitt, Neal, Taylor, E. B. 
Caswell, Hiscock, O'Donnell, Thomas, J. R. 
Clements, Hitt, Parker, Thomas, O. B. 
Cobb, Holman, Payne, ly 
Cole, Hop 5 Payson, Townshend, 
Conger, Hutton, Peel Trigg, 
Cooper, James, Phelps, Van Eaton, 
Cowles, * Johnston, J. T. Pulitzer, Wade, 
Cox, Johnston, T, D. Randall, Wait, 
Crisp, Ketcham, Ranney, Warner, A. J. 
Cutcheon, Laffodn, ¥ Warner, William 
Davis, La Follette, T.B. Weaver, A. J. 
Dingley, Lanham, Reid, J. W. Winans, 
Dockery, Le Fevre, Rice, Worthington. 
Dunham, Lehlbach, Richardson, 

NOT VOTING—77. 
Davidson, A.C. Laird, Seney, 

Allen, C. H. Dibble, Landes, Singleton, | 
JET “i MoM. Fot Tanase St. Martin, ` 

erson, C. ‘elton, ain y, 

Arnot, isher, Long, Stone, W. J., of Mo. 
Ballentine, Frederick, Mahoney, es, 

e, unston, Taylor, I. H. 
Bingham, Gibson, C. I Murphy, Taylor, Zach 
Bound, Gilfillan, eece, Tucker, 
Burleigh, Gof, Nelson, Viele, 

urnes, mond, Norwood, ard, J. 
Butterworth, Hanback, Owen, Ward, T. B. 
il, ? Pettibone, Weber, 
aaee a. — a 
ardy, , 
Collins, Hires, Plumb, Whiting, 
Compton, Houk, Price, Wise. 
n, ackson, Rankin, 
Curtin, Johnson, F. A. Rockwell, 
Daniel, Kelley, Ryan, 


So the amendment of Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, was agreed to. 

The following pairs were announced : 

Mr. DIBBLE with Mr. West, until further notice. 

Mr. HILL with Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. AIKEN with Mr. KELLEY, until further notice. 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. WARD, of Indiana, on this vote. 

Mr. BALLENTINE with Mr. Gorr, for to-day. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the report of the committee 
as amended, it was agreed to. 
CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON LEVEES AND IMPROVEMENT OF MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. SPRIGGS. I have another privileged report, which I ask the 
Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the resolution of Mr. Kise, 
er aid. That the Committee on Levees and Improyement of the a 
River be allowed a clerk, and that he be paid the usual compensation for his 


services?’— 
have considered the same, and respectfully report adversely to the same. 


Mr. KING. I offer the following as a substitute for the resolution 
reported by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Levees and Improvement of the a 
River be allowed a clerk,and that he be paid the usual compensation for his 

ices, 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, I do not hesitate to state to the House 

that the usual apprehension indulged by members that clerks for com- 
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mittees are used for mal purposes need not lodge in this case. I 
make no reflections, but I wish to say that it has never been my prac- 


tice when chairman of a committee of this body to use a committee 
clerk in any way in my personal service. Now I am convinced this 
committee was created by this House for a purpose, and that purpose can 
only be seryed by having the servicesof a competent clerk. To call the 
committee together alone requires the writing of twelve letters or notices. 
Thatcommittee has been intrusted with a part of the work—thelevees— 
which is considered by the engineers indi le to improve the navi- 
gation of the Mississippi, the greatest river on the continent. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Do I understand the gentleman from 
Lonisiana to say his committee needed a clerk to call it ther? 

Mr. KING. I did-so state, and I thought the gentleman from Indi- 
ana would so understand. I said that to call the committee together 
alone necessitates the writing of twelve letters or notices. To impose 
this upon the chairman of the committee and the other work that de- 
volves upon a clerk is more than is just, and I do not believe this House 
intends it. 3 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The inquiry I desired to make, Mr. 
Speaker, was whether it would not be the principal duty of the clerk 
of the committee to call the committee together? 

Mr. KING. If the gentleman was ignorant of the duties of that 
committee, I would say no. I will invite him, however, to attend a 
meeting of the committee, that he may be enlightened as to its duties 
and labors. He is a resident of a Western State, deeply concerned in 
the improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi. To carry out 
the work of the committee, it is proposed that a series of investigations 
shall be conducted and measures introduced which will require daily 
meetings and an amount of clerical work which no chairman can be 
expected to perform. 

The committee was created for a great cay tees pur- 
. pose of helping in the improvement of the Mississippi River. I hope 
the House will aid the committee in the performance of that duty by 
granting it a clerk who can at all times be at the command of the com- 


mittee. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. In reference to this clerk, Mr. Speaker, I can only 
repeat what was said before, that the Committee on Accounts did not 
deem it essential this committee should have a clerk. We 
gave the Committee on Mines and Mining a clerk and directed that the 

- clerk should also act as clerk for this Committee on Levees and Improve- 
mentof the Mississippi River when required. This committee, I under- 
stand, has not been called together yet, and they have no reason to sup- 
pose the clerk we gave them will not act and do whatisrequired. Still, 
we did the same thing for the other committee, and it is now a ques- 
tion for the House. committee could not take the responsibility of 
giving to each one of these committees a clerk, which we did not think 
had anything particular to do to require a clerk. As I said, however, 
it is now a question for the House to settle. 

The question recurred on Mr. Krxa’s substitute; and on a division 
there were—ayes 44, noes 62. x 

Mr. KING ded tellers. 

The SPEAKER. Nineteen have voted in the affirmative—not a suf- 
ficient number. 

So the substitute was rejected. 

The report of the committee was then adopted. 

Mr. SPRIGGS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
of the committee was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CALL OF COMMITTEES FOR REPORTS. 


The SPEAKER next, under the rule, proceeded to call standing and 
select committees for reports. : 
GEORGE 8. HUNT & CO. 
Mr. REED, of Maine, from the Committee on Ways and Means, re- 
back favorably a bill (H. R. 1005) for the relief of 8. 
unt & Co.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 
PHINNEY & JACKSON. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, from the Committee on Ways and Means, also 
reported back favorably a bill (H. R. 1006) for the relief of Phinney & 
Jackson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the bill and report ordered to be printed (Mr. 
REED, of Maine, being granted, by unanimous consent, leave to file the 
report hereafter). 

DUDLEY HALL & CO. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, from the Committeeon Ways and Means, also 
reported back favorably a bill (H. R. 1007) for the relief of Dudley Hall 
& Co.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

EDWARD G. W. BUTLER. 

Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, repo as 
a substitute for H. R. 987, a bill (H. R. 4409) to remove the disabil- 
ities of Edward G. W. Butler, of Missouri; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
The SPEAKER. House bill 987, for which the bill just reported is 
a substitute, will be laid upon the table, if there be no objection. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
ADDITIONAL COPIES REVISED STATUTES FOR LIBRARY. 


Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, also reported 
back with favorable recommendation a resolution requesting the Sec- 
retary of State to transmit to the House 100 copies of the second edi- 
tion of the Revised Statutes and Supplement thereto, to be placed in the 
Library; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS FOR WAR TAXES. 


Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 3) to prevent the claim of the war taxes under the 
act of August 5, 1861, and acts amendatory thereof, by the United 
States as set-off against States having claims against the General Gov- 
ernment; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire at some later date to present the views of 
the minority of the committee on this bill. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I would ask the gentleman how long this will 
delay the consideration of the bill? 1 shall object to ‘‘some future” 
time, but if some reasonable time is suggested I shall not object. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ina reasonable time. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Well, how much? 

Mr, HEPBURN. Probably during the next week. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Very well; I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, leave will be granted to 
oir minority to file its views, to be printed with the report of the com- 
mittee. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

NATIONAL BANK, WINONA, MINN. 


Mr. WILKINS, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, re- 
ported back with favorable recommendation the bill (S. 126) to change 
the name of the National Bank of Winona; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying rt, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILKINS. Iam also directed by the committee to report back 
House bill 1253, to change the name of the National Bank of Winona, 
Minn., with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER. That order will be made. 

MERCHANTS’ NATIONAL BANK, LITTLE ROCK, ARK. 

Mr. DINGLEY, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, re- 
ported back favorably, with an amendment, the bill (S. 382) to author- 
ize the Merchants’ National Bank of Little Rock, Ark., to change its 
name to the First National Bank of Little Rock; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 

Mr. SNYDER, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, re- 
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 1260) to authorize an 
increase of the capital stock of the First National Bank of Minneapolis, 
Minn., not to exceed $2,000,000; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL BANK OF LINCOLN, PA. 


Mr. BRADY, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 2139) authorizing the National 
Bank of Lincoln, Pa., to change its location and name; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HIESTAND. Mr. Speaker, I move that that bill be referred 
back to the Committee on Banking and Currency, as I filed this morning 
a petition against the removal, signed by a majority of the company. 

The SPEAKER. Itis notin order during this call to move to re- 
commit a bill. When it comes before the House, a motion will then be 
in order for its recommitment with or without instructions. The com- 
mittee can withdraw the bill if it is desired. 

Mr. BRADY. I desire to state in behalf of the committee that the 
matter suggested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania has been at- 
oan to in one of the amendments the committee recommend to this 
bill. 

PURCHASE OF OLD PRODUCE EXCHANGE BUILDING, NEW YORK. 


Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with amendments the bill (S. 671) making an appropriation for the 
purchase of the old Produce Exchange building and the site bounded 
by Whitehall, Pearl, Moore, and Water streets, New York city, for 
Army p ; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, withthe accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 
Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
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back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 67) for the relief 
of Fitz-John Porter; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 
Mr. BRAGG. Iask consent on behalf of the minority to present its 
views and file them in connection with the report of the committee. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


JOHN HOLLINS M’BLAIR. 


Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (S. 193) for the relief of 
John Hollins McBlair; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM P. CHAMBLISS. 


Mr. WOLFORD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 68) for the relief of 
William P. Chambliss; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


FORFEITURE OF LAND GRANTS. 


Mr. COBB, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 392) declaring forfeited certain grants 
of land made to certain States in aid of the construction of railroads; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

PLANTS AND SHRUBS FOR NEW PENSION BUILDING. 


Mr. REESE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 71), authorizing the Superintendent of Public Buildings and 
Grounds in the District of Columbia to supply plants and shrubs to 
fill certain vases in the Pension building; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

NANCY L, RIBBLE. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 16) granting a 
pension to Nancy L. Ribble; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordcred to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 545) to increase 
the pension of widows and dependent relatives of deceased: soldiers 
and sailors; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

ALEXANDER HARPER. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 758) granting a 
pension to Alexander Harper; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


AUGUST SCHINDLER. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 802) 
granting a pension to August Schindler; which was referred to the 

mmittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN C. CLARK. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported, as a substitute for H. R. 780, a bill (H. R. 4410) for the relief 
of John C. Clark; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

DR. J. F. BRUNER. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 702) grant- 
ing a pension to Dr. J. F. Bruner; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with adverse recommendations bills of the following titles; 
which were severally laid on the table, and the accompanying reports 
ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 726) to place the name of George Barrett on the pension- 
roll; 

A bill (m. R. 73) granting a pension to Albert E. Magoffin; 

A bill (H. R. 687) to rerate the pension of Philip Hofeld; 

A bill (H. R. 806) to provide for the payment of arrears of pension to 
/ ugust Weide; 


A bill (H. R. 781) granting a pension to B. J. Dreesen; 

A bill (H. R. 782) to increase the pension of Robert M. Forsyth; 
A bill (H. R. 735) for the relief of Nicholas W. Barnett; 

A bill (H. R. 669) granting a pension to Bernard Carlin; 

A bill (H. R. 688) for the relief of Jacob Snovely; 

A bill (H. R. 716) granting a pension to Isaac Welch; 

A bill (H. R. 784) granting a pension to Henry D. Grewell; 

A bill E R. 685) togrant a pension to Eli W. Campbell; and 
A bill (H. R. 674) granting a pension to Mrs. P. E. Broaddus. 


ANNA D. W. EICHMAN. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 602) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Anna D. W. Eichman; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN DEFENBAUGH. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 634) grant- 
ing a pension to John Defenbaugh; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

CHARLOTTE D. CROCKER. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 650) 
granting an increase of pension to Charlotte D. Crocker; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CATHARINE COLLINS. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also rc- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 613) for 
the relief of Catharine Collins; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

ELEANOR C. BANGIAM. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invaild Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1582) for the 
relief of Eleanor C. Bangham; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

AMY A. LEWIS. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1579) for the re- 
lief of Amy A. Lewis; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. , 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. LOUTITT, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 196) granting a 
pension to Henry H. Stutsman; which was laid on the table, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. O’ HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
the bill (H. R. 1730) granting a pension to Andrew M. Holderby, and 
moved that the Committee on Invalid Pensions be di from the 
further consideration of the bill, and that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

RACHEL NICKELL. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 925) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act granting a ion to Rachel Nickell,” approved 
March 3, 1885; which was refi to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

CHARLES W. MANNIX. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 934) grant- 
ing a pension to Charles W. Mannix; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

G. W. FRALEY. 


Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 929) grant- 
ing a pension to G. W. Fraley; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS A. THORNBURY. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably a bill (H. R. 928) granting a pension to Lewis A. 
Thornbury; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
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on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 
JAMES T. CASKEY. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 936) grant- 
ing a pension to James T. Caskey; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE SLACK. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an amendment a bill (H. R. 1836) granting a pension to 
George Slick; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

NATHANIEL TAYLOR. 

Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 1568) granting a 
pension to Nathaniel Taylor; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House onthe Private Calander, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with an adverse recommendation a bill (H. R. 242) for the relief of 
Charles V. Wise; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

V. F. GORRISSEN. 

Mr. LANHAM, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 2428) for the relief of V. F. 
Gorrissen; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

L. S. ENSEL. 

Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 290) for the relief of L. 8. 
Ensel; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Zorii Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

g WILLIAM H. WHEELER. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 822) for 
the relief of William H. Wheeler; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

; REPRESENTATIVES OF JOHN HATFIELD. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with an amendment a bill (H. R. 212) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of John Hatfield, deceased; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

A, 8, BLOOM. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 899) for the relief of A. 8. 
Bloom; which wasreferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

A. GATES LEE. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, also 
reported a bill (H. R. 4411) forthe relief of A. Gates Lee; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed, 

HEIRS AT LAW OF ANDREW F. M’MILLIN. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, also 
reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 897) for the relief of the 
heirs at law of Andrew F. McMillin, deceased; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. COAN. 

Mr. KLEINER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a bill (H. 
R. 4412) for the reliefof John A. Coan; which was read a firstand second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

D. E. DOWNING. 


Mr. PERRY, from the Committeeon War Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 832) for the relief of D. E. Downing; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. , 

JAMES MILLINGER. 

Mr. PERRY, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1217) for the relief of James Millinger; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


JOHN M’ NAUGHTON. 


Mr. HIESTAND, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1877) for the relief of John McNaughton; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM CLIFT. 


Mr. HIESTAND, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported 
a bill (H. R. 4413) for the relief of William Clift; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

PRYOR N. LEA. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on War 
Claims, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 79) forthe relief of Pryor 
N. Lea; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and theaccompanying report ordered to be printed. 


LIEUTS. GILES B. HARBER AND WILLIAM H. SCHUETZE. 


On motion of Mr. HERBERT, by unanimous consent, the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs was discharged from the further consideration of a 
joint resolution of the following title; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 54) to credit Lieuts. Giles B. Harber and 
William H. Schuetze with sea-duty and sea pay while engaged in the 
search for Lieutenant Chipp and party, and also for the time employed 
in bringing home the remains of Lieutenant-Commander De Long and 


party. 
WRECK OF EXPLORING STEAMER JEANNETTE. 


On motion of Mr. HERBERT, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
on Naval Affairs was discharged from the further consideration of a bill 
of the following title; and the same was referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 1620) to fix and determine the date of the decease of 
those who perished in the retreat from the wreck of the exploring 
steamer Jeannette in the arctic seas. 

The call of standing and select committees and of the commissions and 
committee authorized by the statute to report to the House was con- 
tinued and concluded, no further reports being presented. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. In accordance with the rule, the Chair will now 
call the committees for the consideration of bills or resolutions hereto- 
fore reported. ‘The hour begins at seven minutes before 2 o’clock. 

Mr. WILKINS (when the Committee on Banking and Currency was 
called). Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up Senate bill No. 126, reported 
this morning from the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order, as the bill was only reported 
to-day. Under the rule a committee during this hour has the right to 
call up any bill reported by it on a previous day. 


RELIEF OF CHEYENNES IN MONTANA. 


Mr. NELSON (when the Committee on Indian Affairs was called). 
I call up for present consideration the joint resolution reported yester- 
day by the Committee on Indian Affairs—joint resolution (H. Res. a 
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to use certain unexpend 
balances for the relief of the Northern Cheyennes in Montana. 

The SPEAKER. This resolution is in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. NELSON. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittec of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of the resolution. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. EDEN in the chair), and proceeded to 
the consideration of the joint resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, &-c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to use out of the unexpended balance of the $50,000 appropriated in the act 
making gt tyres for the Indian service for the fiscal Segre 1886, approved 
March 3, 1885, to supply food and other necessities of life in cases of 
among Indians not ha g treaty funds, the sum of $12,000; and so much thereof 
as may be necessary to relieve the distress now existing among the Northern 
Cheyennes, on the Rosebud and Tongue Rivers, in Montana, and tofurnish them 
with such food and other necessary articles as may be required. And in expend- 
ing such amount he is authorized, if necessary, to purchase supplies in open 
market to an extent not exceeding $5,000. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire, Mr. Chairman, to make a brief explanation 
of the matter involved, or of this joint resolution. On the 14th of De- 
cember the President of the United States sent a special message, in 
writing, to Con calling attention to the fact that there were great 
suffering and distress among the Cheyenne Indians in the Territory 
of Montana, on the Rosebud and Tongue Rivers. There areabout seven 
hundred of these Indians, and they are in distress and in a destitute con- 
dition, with the annuities granted to them last year entirely exhausted. 

-The last Indian appropriation bill contained a general contingency 
appropriation in this language: 

To supply food and other necessaries of life in cases of distress among the 


Indians not having treaty funds, arising from emergencies not foreseen or other- 
wise provided for, to be used at the discretion of the President, $50,000; anda 
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pepork of thie erpen inro sitar, als: groviston: mall be made to Congress at its 
next session thereafter. 


This is a sort of contingent oe of $50,000, butit is not avail- 
able for this particular ease of distress of the seven hundred Indians, for 
the reason they are annuity Indians. They have annuities, but these 
annuities are entirely exhausted, and the object of the joint resolution is 
to authorize $12,000 of this $50,000 to be used for their relief. It in- 
volves no new appropriation, but simply gives the ae to use a portion 
of this contingent $50,000 appropriation for this case of emergency and 
distress. 


That it is a case of great emergency appears further from the fact that 
on the 9th of the present month the Secretary of the Interior again called 
the attention of the Committee on Indian Affairs to this subject. And 
this resolution has been prepared under the direction of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs. 

If no one objects to the passage of the joint resolution, or wishes to 
make remarks on the subject, I will move the committee rise and report 
it back to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I shall not offer any ob- 
jection to the joint resolution, but I wish to remark that Ihope thetime 
is not far distant when the Government will adopt a sensible policy 
toward these Indians and all other Indians under our jurisdiction. 
The uncivilized Indians are not self-supporting, nor will they ever be. 
They are chiefly found lying around agencies, dependent on the Gov- 
ernment for their support. They are allowed to occupy 134,000,000 
acres of land, very little of which they cultivate, and there are but 
260,000 Indians, all told, under the jurisdiction of the United States. 

I do hope the present policy may speedily be abandoned, and that 
some sensible policy may be adopted by the Government in treating 
with these wards of the nation. Gratuity appropriations can only be 
justified on the ground that the Indians are wards of the Government. 
Let a policy be adopted that will make them citizens under such safe- 
guards as will insure their proper protection and bring them in proper 
relations to the Government and their white neighbors. 

I will vote for the joint resolution, but I do hope for the inaugura- 
tion of a wiser policy. 

Mr. WELLBORN. The clear statement made ofthe necessities of this 
case by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] was not heard 
by some gentlemen on this side of the House, and they have requested me 
simply to state the es which require the of this reso- 
lution. As stated by the Gun plan from Minnesota, the President of 
the United States on > the 16th of last month sent in a special message 
to Congress urging immediate action in this matter. On the 7thof the 
present month, the day the committees in this House were announced, 
the Secretary of the Interior addressed to the chairman of the Indian 
Committee an urgent communication setting forth the necessity for im- 
mediate action. 

Now the facts are just these: In the last Indian appropriation bill 
$50,000 were setapart asa fund to be used in the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Interior to relieve the distress of those Indians to whom no annui- 
ties were due from the Government. A portion of that $50,000 is yet 
unexpended. These Montana Indians, numbering aboutseven hundred, 
have small annuities, but they are totally Eraspen tra they are now 
in a distressed, perilous, and probably starving ition; so that the 
Indians in question, while they come within the spirit of the appro- 
priationof last year, are excluded from any participation in its benefits 
by a strict construction of the terms in which the appropriation was 
couched. All that this resolution does is to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to use the sum of $12,000 of that money for the immediate 
relief of the distress now prevailing among the Indians. It is emi- 
nently a proper resolution, and humanity demands its immediate pas- 


sage. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman, I now renew my motion that the 
committee rise and report the joint resolution favorably to the House. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. EDEN reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the joint res- 
olution (H. Res. 91) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to use 
certain unexpended balances for the relief of the North Cheyennes in 
Montana had directed him to report the same to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the joint resolution to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third mk reeding; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. NELSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint res- 
olution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed a bill and joint resolution of the following 
titles, in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 

uested, namely: 

A bill 6. 6) fixing the salaries of the several judges of the United 
States district courts at $5,000 per annum, and for other purposes; and 


Joint resolution (S. 31) appointing John F. Hartranft manager of 
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. 


FOURTH OF JULY CLAIMS, 


The Committee on War Claims was called. 

Mr. GEDDES. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on War 
Claims, I desire to call up for immediate action the bill containing the 
claims reported by the accounting officers of the Treasury, known as 
the 4th of July claims. 

The SPEAKER. That bill is on the Calendar of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GEDDES. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
considering the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that this bill has not yet 
reached the House from the Government Printing Office. 

Mr. GEDDES. That will of course postpone the consideration of the 
bill until to-morrow. I therefore withdraw it for the present. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to makea parliamentary inquiry. Will 
that bill come up hereafter as unfinished business? 

TheSPEAKER. Itwillnot. The gentleman simply withdraws the 
proposition to take it up for consideration to-day. It can be called up 
again as soon as the committee is reached in the call of committees. 


ORDEE OF BUSINESS, 
The call of committees was resumed and concluded. 


MEMORIAL STATUE OF JAMES A. GARFIELD. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
call up the Senate concurrent resolutions relating to the statue of the 
late President James A. Garfield for immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Theresolutions referred to by the gentleman from 
Ohio were laid before the House on the 6th of the present month by 
the Chair, and by unanimous consent were laid on the table for the 
present, with the understanding that they would be called up at a fut- 
ure day for consideration. If there be no objection they will be now 
taken up. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the resolutions be 
read, as also the letter from the governor of the State of Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. The resolutions will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


iy THE SENATE or THE Ustrep eye 


January 5, 
Rssolved =e the Senate (the House of 
of Congress be presented to the governor, leew, nebo: ot 
Ohio for the statue of James A. Garfield pot aang name is so serei identified 


EN e of Ohio. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Task that the letter of the governor be 
also read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


STATE or OHIO, EXECUTIVE DEP. 
OFFICE OF GOVERNOR, 
Cotu ghane a 10, 1885. 

Sim: I have the honor to inform you that, in acceptance of the invitation con- 
tained in section 1814 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, the State of 
Ohio, in pursuance of an act of its General Assembly, has caused to be made by 
the sculptor, Carl H. Nichaus, and placed in the old lof the Barrer of Repre 
sentatives, in the itol of the ioa Horan chent in the custody of the Architect of 
the Pyar a marble statue of that illustrious and lamented citizen of Ohio 
James A. Garfield, late President of of the United States. 

This work is now presented to the ray aa of the United States as one of the 
statues contributed by the State of Ohio in pursuance of this invitation. It is 
hoped that it may be found worthy of acceptance and approval as a fit contri- 
bution from this State to the United anena in whose service President Garfield 


passed so much of his life, and whose chief executive officer he was at the time 
of his mare Š 
Very respectfully, 
? GEO. HOADLY, Governor of Ohio. 
Hon. Jous G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, as others will speak upon 
this resolution my words will be few. 

James A. Garfield was born of asturdy, self-reliant parentage. With 
“a sound mind in a sound body,” he commenced life under favorable 
auspices; so poor as to be mainly self-dependent, but untouched by 
distressing poverty—a condition favorable to to development and success 
under the: ARA of free institutions; one not waited upon by indo- 
lence or pleasure, but where hope abides. From the time he first at- 
tracted attention Garfield’s course was onward and upward, his motto 
and his life ‘‘ Excelsior.” Labor and genius placed him in and fitted 
him for every position he ever occupied. Indeed, work was his ladder, 
and by it he reached the highest eminence. Asstudent, soldier, states- 
man, it was the sign by which he conquered, and by it he achieved all 
his successes, various and great as they were. He was neveralaggard, 
but ever striving to learn, he was always learning. His eyes were al 
= open, and he saw the wayside flower as well as the distant mount- 


Ta his public life he was devoted to principle, resolute in the dis- 
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charge of duty, diligent, informed, able, and eloquent to the point 
where he keen Conciliating to opponents, refined in speech, 
courteous in manner, with a bounteous fund of loving kindness, he had 
the of friend and foe. 

He loved his State as a son his mother, and the country with undy- 
ing devotion. 

This occasion does not permit me to dwell upon the purity or great- 
ness of his character, or to speak in detail of his services, known of all 
men; but those who knew him well, and their name is legion (for none 
was so easily known, few so difficult to forget), turn to his private life 
with joy and pride. There he wasseen at his best. The domestic side 
of that life Ido not here touch. It was simply so perfect that concern- 
ing it language fails to convey ideas. 

That life is the enduring pride of his people; in it he raised up such 
friends as few can boast; they came in troops and battalions, and never 
in his life or since have they broken their allegiance. Even now they 
mourn him with a grief that finds no comfort. 

The people of Ohio appreciated him from the first, and they stood 
about him like a wall of defense; and now, prompted by gratitude, ad- 
miration, and love, they have, through their i and authori- 
ties, caused to be made a marble statue, re ting as well as marble 
may the well-loved son of that State, the citizen, soldier, sta 
president, Garfield; have placed it in the Hall of the old House of Rep- 
resentatives, and ask Congress in behalf of the American people to ac- 
cept it as theirs, and to w it to remain till it also turns to dust. 

The statue now stands so near the way through which Mr. Garfield, 
as member of this House for almost eighteen years, daily passed to 
reach this Hall that one standing there may almost touch it with his 
hand as it seems to gaze toward the Senate, which he had a commis- 
se to enter; but did not, because the nation said to him, ** Go up 

igher.” 

He stands among the fathers of the Republic, by the side of their 
great successors, and in the presence of some of his contemporary pa- 
triots. The martyr President is not far away. 

In this exalted company President Garfield is not out oi place. He 
came last into it, but he there greets only his His compatriots 
who are ‘‘standing in that silent senate of the ” if in life, would 
recognize the fitness of the association—none more readily than his old 
friend the matchless orator of Gettysburg, the liberator President, the 
immortal Lincoln. s 

Accept, then, Ohio’s gift, ‘‘the image in enduring marble” of one 
she loved so well, tendered as it is with her patriotic aspirations for 
the prosperity, the happiness, and the continuance of the great Ameri- 
can Union, ‘* one and inseparable, now and forever.” 

I now yield so much time as he may desire to my colleague, Mr. 
MCKINLEY. 

Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. Speaker, complying with an act of Congress 


were other citizens of Ohio earlier associated with the history and - 
ress of the State and illustrious in the nation’s annals who AEDE hae 
been fitly chosen for this exalted honor. Governors, United States 
Senators, membersof the supreme judiċiary of the nation, closely identi- 
fied with the growth and greatness of the State, who fill a large space 
in their country’s history; soldiers of high achievement in the earlier 
and later wars of the Republic; cabinet mini trusted associatesof 
the martyred Lincoln, who had developed ma qualities and ac- 
complished masterly results in the nation’s supreme crisis; but from 
the roll of illustrious names the unanimous voice of Ohio called the 
youngest and latest of her historic dead, the scholar, the soldier, the 
national Representative, the United States Senator-elect, the President 
of the people, the upright citizen, and the designation is everywhere 
received with approval and acclaim. 

By the action of the authorities of the State he loved so well and 
served so long, and now by the action of the National Congress in which 
hewas so longa conspicuous figure, he keeps company to-day with ‘‘the 
immortal circle’? in the old Hall of Representatives, which he was wont 
to call the ‘‘' Third House,” where his strong features and majestic form, 
represented in marble, will attract the homage of the present and suc- 
ceeding generations, as in life his great character and commanding 
qualities earned the admiration of the citizens of his own State and the 
nation at large, while the lessons of his life and the teachings of his 
broad mind will be cherished and remembered when marble and statues 
have crumbled to decay. 

General Garfield was born on the 19th day of November, 1831, in the 
village of Orange, in Northern Ohio, and died at Elberon, in the State 
of New Jersey, on the 19th day of September, 1881. His boyhood 
and youth differed little from others of hisowntime. His parents were 
not opulent. He worked from an early age, like most Western boys of 
that period. He was neither ashamed nor afraid of manual labor, and 
engaged in it resolutely for the means to maintain and educate himself. 
He entered Williams College, in the State of Massachusetts, in 1854, 
and graduated with honor two years later, when he assumed charge of 
Hiram College, in his own State. _ 


In 1859 he was elected to the senate of Ohio, being its youngest 
member. Strong men were his associates in that body, and have since 
held high stations in the public service. Some of them were his col- 
leagues here. In this, his first political office, he displayed a high 
order of ability, and developed some of the great qualities which after- 
ward inguished his illustrious career. 

In August, 1861, he entered the Union Army, and in September fol- 
lowing was commissioned colonel of the Forty-second Ohio Infantry 
Volunteers. He was promoted successively brigadier and major gen- 
eral of the United States Volunteers, and while yet in the Army was 
elected to Congress, remaining in the field more than a year after his 
election, and resigning only in time to take his seat in the House De- 
cember 7, 1863. His military service secured him his first national 
prominence. He showed himself competent to command in the field, 
although without previous training. He con)d plan battles and fight 
them successfully. As an officer he was exceptionally popular, beloved 
by his men, many of whom were his former students, respected and 
honored by his superiors in rank, and his martial qualities and gallant 
behavior were more than once commended in general orders and re- 
warded by the Government with well-merited promotion. 

He was brave and sagacious. He filled every post with intelligence 
and fidelity, and directed the movement of troops with judgment and 
skill. Distinguished as was his military career, which in itself would 
have given him a proud place in history, his most enduring fame, his 
highest renown was earned in this House as a representative of the 

ple. Here his marvelous qualities were brought into full activity, 
ere he grew with gradual but ever-increasing strength, here he won 
his richest Jaurels, here was the scene and center of his greatest glory. 
Here he was leader and master, not by combination or scheming, not 
by chicane or caucus, but by the force of his cultivated mind, his keen 
and far-seeing judgment, his unanswerable logic, his strength and power 
of speech, his thorough comprehension of the subjects of legislation. 
Always strong, he was strongest on his feet, addressing the House, or 
from the rostrum, the assembled people. Who of us having heard him 
here or elsewhere, speaking upon a question of great national concern, 
can forget the might and majesty, the force and directness, the grace 
and beauty of his utterances. He was always just to his adversary, an 
open and manly opponent, and free from invective. He convinced the 
judgment with his searching logic, while he swayed his listeners with 
brilliant periods and glowing eloquence. He was always an educator 
of the people. His thoughts were fresh, vigorous, and instructive. 

In running over his public service here, covering a period of nearly 
eighteen years, crowding page after page of the CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
ORD, I have sought to settle in my own mind the question or questions 
in which he was greatest, and with which his name will be best re- 
membered. I confess it is no easy task. He was not a ialist in 
statesmanship. The subjects which he debated covered all the lead- 
ing issues of the parties and the political policies of histime. He lim- 
ited himself to no one topic and was confined to no single range of na- 
tional legislation. His thoroughness upon every question he touched 
was marked and habitual. The ional debates show him prom- 
inent in discussion of the military affairs of the Government in time of 
war, when mighty armies were to be mustered and the means provided 
for their maintenance; the emancipation of the slave, and the problem 
of his future; reconstruction of the seceding States; the amendments to 
the Constitution giving su to the newly enfranchised race; the 
tariff; refimding of the national debt; general education; the resump- 
tion of specie payment; silver coinage; the civil service; the independ- 
ence of the several branches of the Federal Government. 

He brought to this wide range of subjects vast learning and compre- 
hensive judgment. He enlightened and strengthened every cause he 
advocated. Great in dealing with them all, dull and common-place 
in none, but tome he was the strongest, broadest, and bravest when he 
spoke for honest money, the fulfillment of the nation’s promises, the 
resumption of specie payments, and the maintenance of the public faith. 
He contributed his share, in full measure, to secure national honesty 
and preserve inviolate our national honor. None did more, few, if any, 
so much to bring the Government back to a sound, stable, and consti- 
tutional money, He was a very giant in those memorable struggles, 
and it required upon his part the exercise of the highest courage. A 
considerable element of his party was against him, notably in his own 
State and some partsof his Congressional district. The mad ion of 
inflation and irredeemable currency was sweeping through the West, 
with the greatest fury in his own State. He was assailed for his con- 
victions, and was threatened with defeat. He was the special target for 
the hate and prejudice of those who stood against the honest fulfillment 
of national obligations. Ina letter toa friend on New Year’s eve, 
1867—68, he wrote: 

I have just returned from a tedious trip to Ashtabula, where I made a two- 
hour upon ce, and when I came home, came through a storm of 
paper-money denunciation in Cleveland, only to find on my arrival here a six- 
teen-page letter, full of alarm and prophecy of my political ruin for my opinions 
on currency. 

To the same friend he wrote in 1878: 

On the whole it is probable I will stand seon for the House. Iam not sure, 
however, but the nineteenth district will go k upon mè upon the silver ques- 
tion. Ifthey do, I shall count it an honorable discharge. 


These and more of the same tenor, which I might produce from his cor- 
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respondence, show the extreme peril attending his — upon the cur- 
rency and silver questions, but he never flinched, he never wavered; he 
faced all the dangers, assumed all the risks, voting and speaking for what 
he believed would secure the highest good. He stood at the forefront, 
with the waves of an adverse popular sentiment beating against him, 
threatening his political ruin, fearlessly contending for sound principles of 
finance against public clamor and a time-serving policy. To me his 
test effort was made on this floor in the Forty-fifth Congress, from 

is old seat yonder near the center aisle. He was at his best. He rose 
to the highest requirements of the subject and the occasion. His mind 
and soul were absorbed with his topic. He felt the full responsibility 
of his position and the necessity of averting a policy (the abandonment 
of specie resumption) which he believed would be disastrous to the 
highest interests of the country. Unfriendly criticism seemed only to 
give him breadth of contemplation and boldness and force of utterance. 

Those of us who were so fortunate as to hear him can not efface the 
recollection of his matchless effort. Both sides of this Chamber were 
eager listeners, and crowded eries bent tocatch every word, and all 
were sensibly moved by his forceful logic and impassioned eloquence. 
He at once stepped to the front without rival or contestant, secure in 
the place he had fairly earned. The press and the people received the 
address with warm approval, and his rank before the country was fixed 
as a strong, faithful, and fearless leader. No one thing he had ever 
done contributed so much to his subsequent elevation; no act of his life 
required higher courage; none displayed greater power; none realized 
to him larger honors; none brought him higher praise. 

Something of his real character and high aims asa legislator and pub- 
lic servant is disclosed in his private correspondence, from which I quote 
a single sentence: 

You know that I have always said that my whole 
ment to determine whetheran intelligent people would sustain a man in acting 


sensibly on each proposition that arose, and in doing nothing for mere show or 
demigogical effect. I do not now remember that I ever cast a vote of that latter 


ie eps one and fraught with extreme 
danger, was yet.su is a high tribute not to him alone but 
to the justice and intelligence of the old Western Reserve district and 
the whole American people. He was sustained, triumphantly sus- 
tained, over and over again by his immediate constituency. His State 
sustained him and at last a nation of fifty millions of people rewarded 
his courage and consistency with the highest honors it could bestow. 

Al elected, General Garfield never took his seat in the Senate 
of the United States. His legislative career ended here, where it had 
practically begun eighteen years before. His nomination for the Pres- 
idency soon after the Legislature of Ohio had chosen him Sen- 
ator, and came to him eee Al- 
though unsought, no mere chance brought him rare distinction. 
His solid reputation rendered it not improbable at any time. He had 
the qualities which attached his great party to him and the equipment 
which filled the highest measure of public and party requirement. 
From the stirring scenes at to the ing election he bore 
himself like a statesman and ot fit for the highest trust. He ad- 
vanced in public confidence and whenever he met with or addressed the 

ple he enlarged the circle of his admiring followers and friends. 
His brief term in the Presidency so tragically ended gave promise of 
large usefulness to the country in the realization of the true American 
policy at home and abroad. His death filled the nation with profound 
and universal sorrow, and all lands and all peoples sympathized in our 
overshadowing bereavement, 

In General Garfield, as in Lincoln and Grant, we find the best rep- 
resentation of the possibilities of American life. Boy and man, he 
typifies American youth and manhood, and illustrates the benetficence 
and glory of our free institutions. His early struggles for an educa- 
tion, his self-support, his ‘‘ lack of means,” his youthful yearnings, find 
a prototype in every village, city, and hamletoftheland. They did not 
retard his progress, but spurred him on to higher and nobler endeavor. 
His push and perseverence, his direct and undeviating life purpose, his 
sturdy integrity, his Christian character were rewarded with large re- 
sults and exceptional honors; honors not attainable anywhere else, and 
only to be acquired under the generous and helpful influences of a free 
government. 

He was twenty-three years of age when he confronted the more prac- 
tical duties and the wider problems of life. All before had been train- 
ing and preparation, the best of both, and his marvelous career ended 
before he was fifty. Few have crowded such great results and acquired 
such lasting fame in so short a life. Few have done so much for the 
country and for civilization as he whom we honor to-day, stricken down 
as he was when scarce at the meridian of his powers. He did not flash 
forth as a meteor; he rose with measured and stately step over rough 
pathsand through years of rugged work. Heearned his passage toevery 
preferment. He was tried and tested at every step in his pathway of 
progress. He produced his passport at every gateway to opportunity 
and glory. 

His kad and benevolent nature made him the friend of all man- 
kind. He loved the young men of the country and drew them to him 
by the thoughtful concern with which he regarded them. He was 


ublic life was an experi- 
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generous in his helpfulness to all, and to his encouragement and words 
of cheer many are indebted for much of their success in life. In per- 
sonal character he was clean and without reproach. Asa citizen, he 
loved his country and her institutions and was proud of her p: 

and prosperity. As a scholar and a man of letters, he took high rank. 
As an orator, he was exceptionally strong and gifted. As a soldier, he 
stood abreast with the bravest and best of the citizen soldiery of the 
Republic. As a legislator, his most enduring testimonial will be found 
in the records of Congress and the statutes of his country. As Presi- 
dent, he displayed moderation and wisdom, with executive ability, 
which gave the highest assurances of a most honored and successful 
administration. 

On the 19th day of December, 1876, the State of Massachusetts pre- 
sented the statues of John Winthrop and Samuel Adams, as her offerings 
to Memorial Hall. On that interesting occasion General Garfield said: 

As from time to time our venerable and beautiful hall has been peopled with 
the statues of the clect of the States, it has seemed to me that athird House was 
being organized within the walls of the Capitol, a House whose members have 
received their high credentials at the hands of history and whose term of office 
will ou the ages. Year by year we see the elect of their country in eloquent 
silence taking their places in the American Pantheon, bringing within itssacred 
circle the wealth of those immortal memories which made their lives illustrious, 
And year by year that august assembly is teaching a deeperand grander lesson 
to all who serve their brief hour in these more ephemeral Houses of Congress. 
And now two places of great honor have just been most nobly filled, 

Mr. Speaker, another place of great honor we fillto-day. Nobly and 
worthily is it filled. Garfield, whose cloguent words I have just pro- 
nounced, has joined Winthrop and Adams and the other illustrious 
ones, as one of ‘‘the elect of the States,” peopling yonder venerable 
and beautiful hall. He receives his high credentials from the hands of 
the State which has withheld from him none of her honors, and history ` 
will ratify the choice. We add another to the immortal membership. 
Another enters ‘the sacred circle.” Insilent eloquence from the ‘‘Amer- 
ican Pantheon ” another speaks, whose life-work, with its treasures ot 
wisdom, its wealth of achievement, its great work wrought, and its 
priceless memories will remain to us and our descendants a legacy, 
forever and forever. 

Mr.EZRAB.TAYLOR. Inow yield tomy colleague, Judge GEDDES. 

Mr. GEDDES. Mr. Speaker, it was in 1864 that Congress invited 
each State of the Union to erect statues in the Old Hall of the House 
of Representatives of two of its most eminent citizens." In pursuance 
of this, many of the States have accepted the privilege, and now, by the 
action of the General Assembly of Ohio, 2 marble statue of James A. Gar- 
field has been presented to Congress as the first contribution by that 
State. This selection will, I am certain, meet with universal, heart- 
felt approval. 

In the few moments allowed me in accepting this token of the senti- 
ment of my State it is not my purpose to give a biographical sketch or 
even to outline the life-work of him whose memory so richly deserves 
this recognition. 

Asa work of art I find it highly commended, and most forcibly by 
that close observer and well-known writer, ‘‘ Gath,” as follows: 

I had not seen the new statue of Garfield, sent by the State of Ohio to the 

I it was one of the best statues 


Hall of Representatives, until . _ I thought 

that has been presented to the Capi I could realize the man with whom I 
have often walked and talked to the life,or as well as white marble can em- 
body man. There arc no accessories of this statue which take tbe away 
from the head and face and expression. He has at his left hand a little et, 
on which is the of his notes or manuscript, and, holding this, he speaks, 


and all who want to see him as he lived in life, rty and high and broad, can 
look at him there as he was until the assassin, with the spitefulness of a back- 
biter, fired into the citadel of his life. 

Although we often met, my political views contributed in part to 
deprive me of the privilege and honor of a more intimate personal ac- 
guaintance with him, but could not and did not prevent an apprecia- 
tion of his virtues, and admiration of his typical American character. 

My first substantial knowledge of him was when he was engaged in 
raising volunteers for the regiment which he subsequently commanded 
as colonel. Many of the men were raised from the families and fire- 
sides of those with whom I was well acquainted. 

On an occasion of a reunion of that regiment held at Ashland, Ohio, 
in 1880, we met. He was before the people at that time as the Repub- 
lican candidate for the Presidency, and I was invited to speak from the 
same stand, although I was then the Democratic candidate for Congress. 
The occasion was intended to benon-partisan. An incident occurred at 
that time that might lead a superstitious person to regard as a premo- 
nition of the sad and tragic death he subsequently suffered. During 
the time he was speaking, the platform on which he stood fell several 
feet to the ground, but unmoved by the accident he continued his ad- 
dress to the multitude assembled to hear him. 

I now distinctly recall the heartfelt earnestness with which I con- 
gratulated the people on the honor conferred upon us all by the pres- 
ence of our illustrious citizen who had addressed them, and then con- 
gratulated him on the honor paid him by the presence of so many 
thousands of our people. 

Early in my Congressional experience I was deeply impressed with 
the wonderful intellectual storehouse he had at his command for every 
emergency. Let me give you an illustration: 

On the 13th of January, 1815, Congress bought 6,700 volumes of 
Thomas Jefferson’s library, a well preserved collection of books, consti- 
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tuting the basis of the present Government Library, and will be found 
to be among the richest intellectual treasures of the world. This col- 
lection of books, so indispensable to every American statesman, I found 
was familiar to him. 

I had the honor to present to this House from the Library Committee 
a proposition in the interest of our national Library, which I urged in 
a few words in my humble way, and, meeting with opposition that 
alarmed me, our lamented late President unexpectedly came to my res- 
cue in words so pertinent, as matter of argument and so preciousas his 
personal sentiments, that I now quote them from the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD of May 9, 1879. He said: 


We are here under cireumstances where, without the slighest ip eben party, 
we ought all to vie with each other in being proud of that great Li and do- 
ing tonbe in the world that is reasonable to maintain it and render it more 
ectiye. 
5 Let us remember that the foundation of that Librarywas laid in the small library 
of Thomas Jefferson, and the spirit of scholarship and thoroughness that he 
showed in the care of hisown books, which are still preserved in the Library as 
a monument of his learning and wisdom, seems to have been secured in the 
management of the Congressional LT itself. Perhaps gentlemen may not 
know that every one of the large bod books obtained from Thomas Jeffer- 
son, to form the foundatio&& of this Li , has his own mark at some distinct 
away over in the book indicating his ownership. 

I recollect to have seen a little thing whichis worthy of mention here. Inone 
of these books, when it came here, there happened to be left a little piece of pa- 

r not more than five in square, in Mr. Jefferson's handwriting. He had 

ept during the eight years of his Presidency this curious memorandum. He 
had f paete fa off in the form of a table, with the year at the head, a column for 
each year, and the of appearance of lesin the Washington market— 
in 1801, on such a date, asparagus, and so on through, showing that in the midst 
of great affairs, when President of the United States, he took care of little things. 
These little observations marked him as a philosopher, 

Mr. Speaker, this gift from the State of Ohio is to be deposited in the 
old Chamber occupied by the members of the lower House of 
prior to the 16th of December, 1857, but now dedicated as a d tory 
of the statues of American citizens most distinguished in civil or mil- 
itary life. 

How appropriate the place. As the citizens from all portions of our 
beloved country enter this Capitol building they find itin ts gi with 
the genius and spirit of our form of government. They its chief 
beauty and most imposing qualities consisting in its exhibition of 
strength, plainness, and durability. It at once demands and receives 
the closest attention and earnest admiration of every lover of our Re- 
publican simplicity. 

As you pass from either branch of Congress to the other this room is 
on the line, and in passing through it you never fail to observe the large 
number of visitors charmed by the scene. Not only the statues that 
attract, charm, and force the admiration of all who pause and think, 
but the memories that cluster around every object and bring fresh to 
mind the memorable scenes in the history of that hall all unite to con- 
strain you to feel that you are in the presence of objects rendered sacred 
by their history. These objects—statues of our great and good men 


from the colonial period down to the present—will, I trust, unite to | Par 


prove that— 
No sound is breathed so potent to coerce 
And to conciliate as their names who dare 
For that sweet mother-land which gave them birth 
Nobly to do, nobly to die. Their names, 
Graven on memo. columns, are a song 
Heard in the future; few, but more than wall 
And rampart, their examples reach a hand 
Far thro’ all years, and everywhere they meet 
And kindle generous purpose, and the strength 
To mold it into action pure as theirs. 

But these statues are not to all the most impressive and inspiriting as- 
sociations to be found in this old hall. The heart and mind are soon 
filled with thoughts of the glowing, thrilling eloquence, undying patri- 
otism, and stern, immovable integrity that characterized the lives of 
many connected with that old whose statues arenot there. They 
too have enduring monuments. Their life-work forms the grandest, 
most magnificent, and enduring of all monuments. Such lives speak 
in trumpet tones to all nations, for all nations, and for all time to come, 
‘Though dead they yet speak.” 

And is he dead whose glorious mind 
Lifts thine on high? 

To live in hearts we leave behind 
Is not to die. 

Although the gift and reception of this statue of our noble dead, the 
lamented late President, is the performance of a holy work of love, a 
patriotic and sacred duty, yet we should be led to look beyond the work 
of aie ra bere fresh inspiration from the heroic deeds performed in civil 
or e. 

The oy pee noblest, and best quality in a nation is premis with- 
out which it would soon fall an easy prey to either violence or corrup- 
tion. Our nation has always manifested in the most conspicuous ways 
its unstinted gratitude to the men who founded the Government, who 
conceived and formulated the great principles upon which our institu- 
tions rest, or who have done most in civil or military life to maintain 
and preserve them, 

No nation can forget or neglect its benefactors and illustrious public 
servants and be itself worthy of admiration. It must itself liberally 
shower just rewards on all who serve with fidelity its truest and highest 
interests in war or peace. 


In ing and enjoying the priceless and glorious results which 
the Paai dara Jor death of our country achieved on land and sea, we must 
accord to their memories the most hearty and generous recognition. 

One favorite form of expression of the patriotic gratitude of this gen- 
eration is to erect monuments. Constitutional liberty, vindicated by 
the pen or sword on the judicial bench or battlefield, or in the halls of 
legislation, we find honored in monuments and statuary in all parts of 
the nation’s capital. 

These exhibitions of our appreciation of the heroic virtues, glorious 
deeds, incorruptible purity, exalted patriotism, and self-sacrificing de- 
votion to duty will secure to the present and coming generations the 
same pac to guide, mold, and govern the destiny of this mighty 
Republic. 

erein lies our greatest security against every form of danger. The 
ancient Roman gloried in the security afforded him by the declaration: 
“Iama Roman citizen.” It secured him personal safety throughout 
the known world. Butitwasan insecure privilege. Fear of physical 
power—mere brutal force—was his only guarantee of safety. 

Not so with an American. To be able to say "I am an American 
citizen’? commands the respect and love of all classes throughout the 
civilized world. It is therefore a great privilege to belong to a country 
thatcan present to the world so many striking and illustrious examples 
of the ennobling and elevating power of free institutions. 

Mr. EZRAB. TAYLOR. I now yield to my colleague, Mr. BUTTER- 
WORTH. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ohio has placed in this Capitol a statue of 
James A. Garfield. Itis a gift by the people of that State to the nation. 
A resolution accepting the gift has the Senate and now waits the 
action of this House. Before the final vote is taken I desire to speak 
for a few moments of the dead after whose living likeness the marble 
statue is fashioned. 

It seems but yesterday that Garfield stood in our midst, a leader of 
his party and a teacher of the people. He was a leaderon this floor— 
not by virtue of those qualities that made Clay and Stevens great and 
successful parliamentary leaders. They sought the right as Garfield 
did, but their imperious wills brooked no opposition and tolerated no 
hesitation in the ranks of the column at the head of which they marched. 
They led, if might be, and forced, if necessary, the column forward as 
the exigency of the hour demanded or seemed to them to demand. 

In this Garfield differed from those two great leaders. In forensic 
eloquence he was the equal of Clay and superior to Stevens. He was 
more than the peer of either in ripe scholarship, was a more profound 
thinker, and had a wider range of experience in the midst of those great 
events which test the metal of statesmen and soldiers and try the 
strength of governmental institutions and shape the course and fix the 
destiny of nations. 

Few men were better equipped in matter of mental furnishings for 
liamentary debate and party leadership. He always led the column, 
he never forced it forward. No one questioned the accuracy of his 
learning or doubted the integrity of his purpose. 

His strength as a leader was due to his unswerving love of right, and 
his unmatched ability in satisfying candid minds that he sought with 
singleness of purpose ways which wisdom commended and truth and 
justiceapproved. In thegreat conflict of principles mere expedients to 
dodge or delay an issue found no favor with him. 

Truth is eternal, and her time is now. He recognized that in all 
life’s labors duty is ours, results are God’s. He despised demagogy, and 
had little patience with those who seek exaltation by that ladder of 
corrupt ambition. He loved his fellow-men. He never learned to 
hate even the meanest of mankind. 

The one weakness in his leadership was that howsoever he condemned 
the act, his great unguarded kindness, unasked, forgave the actor. His 
head won vantage ground, his heart not unfrequently surrendered. 

In his judgments of men mercy so tempered justice as often to de- 
stroy that needful quality. This controlling love of his fellow-men 
would tend to make him better fit in times of public peril to write the 
law than to be the agent of its execution. He would have hailed with 
delight a dispensation that would from punishment have divorced all 
pain and left to just judgment no quality but mercy. Of the great 
attributes of his kindly heart, nothing manifested itself more grandly 
than the tender and constant love he bore his mother. 

I heard and saw him first, more than twenty years ago. In the 
speech he made all hearts were moved by the splendid tribute that he 
paid to her. 

When unsought the people of his State chose him for United States 
Senator, his friends in this city were pleased to tender him a serenade. 
On that occasion one of the speakers pronounced some words of well- 
deserved praise of Garfield’s mother. A moment afterward Garfield 
approached the speaker and, unobserved of others, placed his arm about 
his neck, and with voice choked by emotion, and eyes wet with tears, 
he said: ‘God bless you for the good things you said aboutmy mother.’” 

On his inauguration, when the oath that made him Chief Magistrate 
of this great nation had been taken, he turned amidst that vast waiting 
multitude and bending down to her he kissed his aged mother. Mali- 
cious envy called this acting. How little such ‘critics’? knew the 
heart of that great man. 
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By that act of reverent filial piety he touched the hearts of this na- 
tion. They knew what great emotions wrought him in that hour and 
in that presence to bear witness to what a mother’s love and care had 
done, could do, for a home and for a people. 

He was credulous and confiding as a child, and gave his confidenceal- 
most eee reserve, and seemed to deem a betrayal of that confidence 
impossible. 

Lincoln and Garfield were essentially of the people, in the widest and 
best sense of that term. Both were born in low estate. Both were 
freedom’s apostles and humanity’s friends. 

Inscrutible Providence that so ordained that these two, of all men 
most near the people, most actively in sympathy with them, at once 
their friend and champion, should in all the line of rulers have been 
singled out by the assassins as victims of their bloody work, and be by 
these ministers of crime cut downin the very flower of their usefulness ! 

While the life and character of Garfield may challenge closest scru- 
tiny, it is not urged that he was free from human faults and frailties. 
He stood conspicuously prominent among his fellow-men, while his 
adversaries were hidden by their own obscurity. 

The moon being clouded presently is missed, 
But little stars can hide them when they list; 
Gnats are not noted wheresoe’er they fly, 
But eagles gazed upon by every eye. 

So his whole course of life was noted. 

To find a fault in him was justly to accuse the party led by him. To 
baffle him was to halt the column at the head of which he marched. 
To hide his prominence was impossible. To curb or destroy his in- 
fluence was the aim of those who felt and feared his power. His coun- 
= had learned to love his precepts and to walk in the light of his 
example. 

The record of his life was to his fellow-countrymen at once a bene- 
diction and an inspiration. While they loved and honored him, they 
were in the last degree exacting. With unwonted eagerness they searched 
his life to find, if such there was, a single stain or touch of taint, and 
were the while indifferent to gross lapses on the part of those who had 
attained to eminence, good or bad, by means that would have hurled 
Garfield from the pedestal of popular favor into well-deserved contempt. 

But it is always so. 

The greatest scandal waits on greatest State, 
The crow may bathe her coal-black wing in mire, 
And unperceived fly with the filth away ; 
But should the like the snow-white swan di 
The stain upon his silver down would stay, 

Garfield could not be pushed into nor find obseurity, nor his life- 
service in the interest of his countrymen be tten. 

His nomination for the Presidency was not accident of the dis- 
tempered time nor the result of mere manipulation of rival factions. 
There is abundant witness, that in the wildest tumult of that stormy 
contest the master’s voice was heard, and, yielding to its stern com- 
mand, the convention confirmed the people’s choice. His defeat was 
impossible in the absence of some means to take away the support of a 
people’s confidence and love, yielded to uphold him, and which the 
struggling millions of our land gave willingly, and which made him 
strong for his labors. 

Unworthy as was the end, the means were worse— 
Forgery, the fruit and coinage of one base mind, 

The destruction of a hecatomb of men the nation might and would 
survive,and possibly forgive, but willfully to misdirect and trample down 
the people’s will and by chicane defeat them in their choice has no fellow 
in the annals of dangerous example, and can only well up froma de- 
pravity that is indifferent alike to every sense of patriotic duty. 

Against the assault that comes in open day and seeks by means heroic, 
however wicked, prudent foresight may provide. But what human 
agency ean protect this nation against the all-destroying poison injected 
into the healthful current of public thought and private judgment by 
some living, breathing source of foul contagion which infects the very 
life-blood of our governmental system. 

The rate purpose of a desperate man was too soon conceived, and, 
though well planned, miscarred in its execution. And though to the 
humble homes throughout the land, on wings of lightning that corrupt- 
ing agent flew, yet, thank Heaven, in thatwild raceof right with 
God's truth o’ertook the ing falsehood and bore it to the 
and - once restored to Garfield’s fame the shield and armor of his spot- 
less life. 

The offerings from the people of well-earned confidence were but for 
a moment interrupted. The heart that beat for all his race had not 
been false to the burden-bearers from whose ranks he came. The arm 
that had struck and only struck for their disenthrallment had not been 
raised against them. The voice that had spoken, the pen that had 
written for their ennobling had not been suborned to base betrayal of 
a single trust. 

Loved by his countrymen as only Lincoln was; trusted by his coun- 
trymen as only Lincoln was, by means only less infamous and by a 
man only less depraved than he who struck down Lincoln, Garfield 
fell; but he is not lost to this people. 

Garfield is in his shroud and tomb, but in this nation he is mighty 
yet. His utterances and his example will outlast the earthly monu- 
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ments fashioned to make his name immortal. His grave will be the 
patriot’s shrine; his life and character be an inspiration to the lovers 
of freedom throughout the world. The fathers of this land will seek 
his footsteps and our children learn of him. He has taught our youth 
to rise to exalted station by wise and virtuous action. He has taught 
them that the highway to eminence and worthy renown leads not alone 
from nor yet along the paths of luxury, but that it finds its 
way alike from the abode of poverty and the home of wealth. 

It will go ill with this Republic when such lives are forgotten and 
the influence of such examples is unheeded. [Applause. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I now move that the House concur in the 
Senate resolutions. 

Mr.SYMES. Before the question is put I ask unanimous consent 
of the House that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PETTIBONE] be 
allowed to address it on these resolutions. To my knowledge Mr. 
PETTIBONE was a pupil of the distinguished statesman whose memory 
we are now honoring when he taught school in the State of Ohio and 
has always been one of his great admirers. I know the House will be 

to listen to his remarks. 

TheSPEAKER. . The gentleman from Color#flo asks unanimous con- 
sent that the gentleman from Tennessee be allowed to address the 
House.on the pending resolutions. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. In addition to what has been said by the eloquent 
sons of Ohio in admiration and commendation of the character of our 
late President, whose marble image is to-day received by the House of 
Representatives, I shall have but little toadd. And, Mr. Speaker, I only 
desire to say that it is 1 -cause it so happens that one of the earliest , 
teachers with whom I had the privilege of studying the classics and 
reparing for college was the late President Garfield. I knew in early 

ife his complete and utter devotion asa teacher. He taught not merely 
at Hiram, but he taught always in the whole course of his life; not 
only in Ohio, but in this foram; and all who heard him knew that he 
was a model teacher. 

He loved to teach. His wide-minded character and his yearning for 
his fellow-men expanded itself in every variety of way. 

If, Mr. Speaker, there was any one trait in the character of General 
Garfield more predominant than another it was his great kindliness, 
his universal charity, his love for humanity. I recollect receiving lon 
ago, some twenty-six years ago, a letter from him in which he saa | 
this expression: Being invited to come and partake on one occasion the 


hospitalities of a li society, he said: ‘‘I know the portals of your 
heart will fly open ata friend’s approach like the gates of Peter’s prison 
at the angel’s touch.” 


This sentiment in Garfield’s heart touched all his students at Hiram, 
and among the hundreds who have gone out from that institution not 
one will forget it; and by the hundreds of splendid women, then youn; 
maidens and then in the first blush of glorious womanhood, who receiv 
his instructions and who are to-day Vorrink We golden crown of ma- 
ternity—by them will be handed down to their children, and by them 
togenerations yet unborn, reminiscences of the kindliness, the greatness, 
and the magnanimity of this man who was so great among the children 
of Ohio thirty years ago ! 

Never will we who used to hear him forget that element in his char- 
acter that so closely akinned him with the spiritual and led him to ad- 
mire the brilliant and beautiful touches in ‘‘Jn Memoriam” when he 
used to quote the lines so often heard and so frequently repeated by him. 


When Lazarus left his charnel cave 
And home to Mary's house return'd, 

Was this demanded—if he yearn’d 
To hear her weeping by his grave? 


“Where wert thou, brother, those four days?" 
There lives no record of reply, 
Which telling what it is to die 

Had surely added praise to praise. 


From every house the neighbors met, - 
The streets were filled with joyful sound ; 
A solemn gladness even crown’d 

The purple brows of Olivet. - 

Behold! a man raised up by Christ! 
Th remaineth unreveal'd ; 


e rest u ; 
He told it not; or something seal'd 
The lips of that Evangelist. 


But, Mr. Speaker, the hour draws on. This statue of purest Parian 
marble will crumble into dust, but the memory of the marytr Presi- 
dent will live; and I could not repeatif I desired a more fitting eulogium 
than he used to quote with admiration from Tacitus, a classic which once 
it was his fortune to teach to us at Hiram, and, Mr. Speaker, a more 
fitting and better and more characteristic statement than that which 
was made by Tacitus, speaking of the merit of Agricola, a passage I 
know President Garfield used to admire, does not exist. Said Tacitus 
in the old language of Rome: 

Quidquid ex co amavimus, quidqu id mirati sumus, manet, mansurumquc est 
tate temporum, fama rerum. 

Whatsoever of him we have loved, whatsoever of him we haveadmired, 
remains, and will remain in the eternity of time and in the fame of 
great events. [Applause. ] 
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Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. LI now repeat my motion that the House 
concur in the Senate resolutions. 

The resolutions were concurred in. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolutions were concurredin; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 


Mr. BRAGG. Before the question is taken on the motion to adjourn 
Lask unanimous consent to submit for present consideration the resolu- 
tion which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That House bill No. 7, reported for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, be,and 
ishereby, made the special order for Saturday, the 23d, immediately after the read- 
ing of the Journal; and if the debate be not concluded on that day, that there be 
a night session on Monday, the 25th, at 7.30 p. m., when the debate shall be con- 
cluded and the previous question ordered, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unanimous 
consent, as the Chair understands under the instructions of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, for the present consideration of the resolution 
which has been read. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. BRAGG. I will say to the gentlemen on the other side of the 
House that this was the arrangement made between the majority and the 
minority of the committee this morning. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order being called for, the question is 
on the motion to adjourn. 

The motion wasagreed to; and accordingly (at30’clock and 30 minutes 
p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Papers in the case of Judith Plummer—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARNES: Petition of Joseph B. Reynolds, of Georgia, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition for relief of Terby Rusick—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Papers relating to the claim of William 
Kendall—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of J. R. E. Darden and others, citi- 
zens of Tennessee, for national aid to education—to the Committee on 
Education. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Memorial of Robert Batey, W. D. Bard, and 
the heirs at law of John Hill—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COLLINS: Petition of 8. A. Pleffer & Co. and 44 other busi- 
ness men and firms of Boston, for the appointment of a commission on 
the fisheries question to confer with the Canadian authorities—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of Dwight Cutter and others, citizens 
of Grand Haven, Mich., for the payment of of salaries to 
captains of Life-Saving Service on Lake Michigan—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. DARGAN: Petition for an appropriation for digging a canal 
to connect Winyah Bay, in South Carolina, with Mosquito Creek, an af- 
fluent of Santee River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: Petition of M. C. Mordecai, praying for compen- 
sation for mail service from Charleston to Havana in 1859 and 1860— 
the Committee on Claims. . 

By Mr. DUNN: Bill for the relief of Ray Phillips—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: Memorial ofthe York Division Travelers’ Pro- 
tective Association of 1,700 members, praying for the passage of bills for- 
bidding taxes by States and ETE ER upon commercial travelers— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FELTON: Papers relating to the ‘‘ Tres Alamos” land grant, 
Arizona—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. FORAN: Petition and memorial of 500 ex-U.. -a soldiers 
and sailors of Cleveland, Ohio, praying that lands be set apart for sol- 
diers and sailors of the late war and that aid be furnished them to locate 
upon and occupy said lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FULLER; Memorial of soldiers of the late war, residing in 
Iowa, praying for the allowance of 160 acres of land as a homestead to 
soldiers and sailors of the late war—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Papers relating to bill H. R. 1462, grantinga 
pension to Addie L. Macomber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EUSTACE GIBSON: Petition of Guy R. Hanshaw, fora pen- 
sion—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of Jeddiah Rumble, for increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of the citizens of Arrow Rock, Saline 


County, Missouri, for an appropriation for the protection of their harbor 
or landing—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HEWITT: Resolutions of the Maritime Association of New 
York, in favor of an appropriation for the improvement of Buttermilk 
Channel—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Remonstrance of 33 stockholders of the Lin- 
coln Bank of Lancaster County, Pennsylvania, representing three hun- 
dred and sixty-three shares of stock, against the removal to Ephratah, 
Lancaster County, Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition and papers for the payment of funeral 
expenses of Lieut. John G. Kyle—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Papers relating to bill H. R. 4032, for the re- 
lief of Richard Neuert—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petitions of James Resley, of John Ash, of 
Christian Smith, and of James Hoffmaster, Washington County, Mary- 
land, asking reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petitionand papers of James Clark Smith, rel- 
ative to his claim—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petitions of R. N. Doughty, and of Samuel Baily, for relief— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of Mrs. Sallie J. Nunn, widow of Admi- 
ral N. Nunn, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. MARKHAM: Papers relating to the land grants of San Juan 


de las Boquillas y Nogales; of San Rafael del Valle; of San José de 
Sonoita; and of ton Nogales de Elias, Arizona Territory—to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of William M. Tate, ex-postmaster of 
Bloomington, Ind., asking the passage of a joint resolution requiring 
the Postmaster-General to execute the law of March 3, 1883, relating 
to readjustment of salaries—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of James M. Snikes, second lieutenant Company K, 
Seventy-first Regiment Indiana Volunteers, asking for honorable dis- 
charge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Memorial of Mrs. Angeline M. Powers, widow 
of John Powers, Company G, Fiftieth Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of A. M. Lyles, and others, for relief of 
the heirs of Samuel A. Bell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition for the relief of Gottlob Groezinger— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, concurrent resolution of the Legislature of California, relative 
to adulterations of food—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Petition of Woman’s National League, by 
Charlotte Smith, president, for the establishment of a bureau of labor 
for women—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Lawrence, Kans., asking for an appropriation for the completion of Has- 
kill Institute—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Report of the Adjutant- General, relative to 
rove McMinnville and Manchester Railroad—to the Committee on War 

ms. 

Also, petition of Laodica Bivens, for relief—to the same committee. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Resolutions of Chicago Union Veteran Club, relative 
to equalization of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition for relief of Lieut. Fred. S. Calhoun, Four- 
teenth Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. E. F. STONE: Petition of postmaster J. Frank Dalton, for 
correction of error in his accounts—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Papers relating to the claim of the legal repre- 
sentatives of John Henry, deceased, with request for reference to Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of 121 citizens, to have Big Bear Creek 
opened from the mouth of Blare Creek to the Tennessee River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. A. C. WHITE: Petition and affidavit of Mrs. Esther Ann 
Reynolds, widow of Thomas H. Reynolds, for relief—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, petition and papers of Dr. W. S. Hiscock, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WORTHINGTON: Petition of Edward B. Hughes, for re- 
moval of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 
upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates of one, 
two, and five dollars, the same being madea legal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 
in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 
es Mr. COMSTOCK: Of E. Paneborn and 62 others, of Sand Lake, 

ie 

By Mr. SESSIONS: Of citizens of Chautauqua County, New York. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 

Jonn P. JoNEs, a Senator from the State of Nevada, appeared in his 
seat to-day. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with the re- 
quirements of the act of January 26, 1885, a report of the Quartermaster- 
General upon the claim of Elizabeth Carson; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


The following concurrent resolution, received yesterday from the 
House of Representatives, was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 


printed and bound 25,000 extra copies of the President's last annual message and 
accompanying documents for the use of the House, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HALE presented the petition of Admiral Porter and other offi- 
cers of the United States Navy, praying for legislation in favor of the 
mates in the naval service; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, 

Mr. DAWES. I present the petition of John D. Driscoll, colonel of 
the Ninth Massachusetts Regiment of Volunteers, and 234 other officers 
of the various volunteer regiments in Massachusetts, praying for the 

of a bill for the relief of General Fitz-John Porter. Imove that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. INGALLS. I present the petition of Mrs. Mary Anna Egan, who 
asks for a remission of the accumulated interest upon taxes for special 
improvements on certain property in the city of Washington. I move 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of Sarah Jones, of Hood’s Run, 
Ky., widow of Franklin Jones, late a private in Company E, Twenty- 
second Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, praying that the charge of de- 
sertion be removed from the record of her late husband; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Breeding’s, Ky., praying for 
the repeal of the limitation in the arrears-of-pension act; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of Esther A. Keyser, of the 
District of Lpeisiry-ncg DaViDe the passage of an act refunding to her 
certain sums paid by her for taxes on property in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of a committee representing the 
convention which met at Savannah, Ga., in November, 1885, praying 
for the passage of a bill for the speedy prosecution of the works com- 
menced in the harbors on the South Atlantic coast; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 570) for the relief of Jabez Burchard, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 367) authorizing the President of the United States 
to appoint Lieut. William P. Randall a lieutenant-commander on the 
retired-list of the Navy, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 738) for the relief of James Clifford, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1052) for the relief of Capt. C. H. Warren, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 510) for the relief of Sophia B. Moore, submitted an adverse 
report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 605) for the relief of the estate of J. J. Pulliam, deceased; 


and 

A bill (S. 601) for the relief of the Sone and Fleming Manufacturing 
Company (limited), of the city of New York. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 177) for the relief of the heirs of Maurice Grivot, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 1161) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of Jacob A. Hale; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 1162) for the erection of a post- 
office building at Lynn, Mass.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1163) for a public building at 
Lancaster, Pa.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1164) for the relief of Charles 
M. Blake, post chaplain of the United States Army, retired; which was 
zeng twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 

TS. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 1165) in relation to the 
Supreme and circuit courts of the United States; which was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I introduce the bill by request. Ihave not 
had an opportunity to examine the details of the bill, and therefore 
am not committed to its provisions. I move that it be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I alsointroduce another bill, concerning 
which I make the same statement. 

The bill (S. 1166) in relation to the Court of Claims was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER introduced a bill (S. 1167) for the relief of 
Thomas J. Patrick, of Danville, Va., refunding taxes improperly col- 
lected from him on manufactured tobacco; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LOGAN. Lintroduce a bill by request. I have not examined 
it, and therefore can say nothing as to its merits. 

The bill (S. 1168) to extend the provisions of ‘‘An act for the relief of 
purchasers and locators of swamp and overflowed lands” was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 1169) granting a pension to John 
8. Bridges; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1170) granting a pension to 
Nancy C. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1171) for the relief of the heirs 
of John Byrns; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VAN WYCK introduced a bill (S. 1172) to declare forfeited cer- 
tain lands granted to aid in the construction of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1173) granting a pension to David 
E. Ford; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

r. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1174) to provido for the coinage 
of half-dollars, quarter-dollars, and dimes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 1175) to facilitate the giving of 
bonds required by law; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. CAMERON, it was 
Ordered, That the petition and papersin the case of Edward H, Leib be taken 
from the files and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PEORIA POST-OFFICE BUILDING. 


Mr. HALE. I offer a resolution for immediate action. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine offers a res- 
olution, which will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secre of the Treasury be directed to forward to the Sen- 
ate all papers in relation to the contracts let to Brainard & Co., or to other par- 
ties, for the work, or any part of the same, of putting an additional story on the 
Peoria, Ill., post-office in 1885; also, all protests filed by labor leaguesin relation 
thereto; also, a copy of the protest filed by Messrs. Straub & Co., of Buffalo, N, 
Y., giving information that the work on said contract would be performed by 
convict labor, and consequently contractors who employed free labor could not 
afford to bid for the work. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to consider the resolution at this time. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the question is on the 
adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. HALE. Iam not prepared to believe without further informa- 
tion that the Secretary of the Treasury has let any contract for perform- 
ing work upon public buildings that would be performed by convict 
labor, but I have had information placed in my possession containing 
statements so clear and direct that such is the fact that I have felt it im- 
portant enough to ask for information from the Secretary of the Treasury 
upon this matter. I have drawn the resolution in such a way that all 
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the information which can be obtained upon this subject-matter ma: 
be sent to the so that if there is nothing in the statements whi 
have been made to me the Secretary may be completely exonerated. I 
do not believe that any Government contract for work to be done for it 
should be let to be performed by convict labor when there is no lack of 
ordinary laborin this country to perform anything and everything that 
can be done, and that labor should not be put in competition with the 
labor furnished by the penal institutions of the country. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


SIOUX RESERVATION, IN DAKOTA. 


Mr. HARRISON, I desire to p an amendment in the form of 
two additional sections to the bill (S. 52) to divide a portion of the res- 
ervation of the Sioux Nation of Indians, in Dakota, into te res- 
ervations, and to secure the relinquishment of the Indian title to the 
remainder. The amendments relate to the case of the settlers who 
under the executive proclamation of the 27th of February last went 
upon the Crow Creek and Winnebago reservations on the east side of 
the Missouri River and made claims, either homestead, ion, or 
town site or other claims, under the laws of the United States, and who 
were subsequently removed from the reservations by an executive order 
dated, I think, the 17th of April following. 

The bill deals with the subject of opening those reservations. If its 
provisions are accepted by the Indians, a portion of the lands in the 
Winnebago and Crow Creek reservations will be thrown open to settle- 
ment. I think it fair that those persons who under the invitation of 
the President’s proclamation went upon those lands and were after- 
ward required to vacate their claims should have a first claim to take 
them up again in case they are opened to settlement under the bill; and 
as to those to whom this privilege can not be extended by reason of the 
fact that the lands are still retained within the reservations, I think it 
clear that they ought to be compensated for the losses they have suf- 
fered, for they went upon the lands under the invitation ofan executive 
order. In order that this matter may be before the Senate, as I sup- 
pose the bill will hardly be up for consideration to-day, I offer the 
amendments and move that they be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, submitted the following resolution; 
which was read, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, directed to transmit to 
the Senate copies of all correspondence between the United States Government 
and the Chinese minister and our legation at Peking since the A gto cpm of 
our treaty with China governing the emigration of Chinese to United States 
having reference to the enforcement of the treaty provisions by the Chinese, 


LAND GRANTS IN OREGON. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no further ‘‘concurrent 
or other resolutions” the Chair lays before the Senate, under the rule, 
a resolution coming over from yesterday. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
MITCHELL, of Oregon, as follows: 


Whereas it is all by the Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon in 
senate joint memorial No. 6, recently adopted by that body and now before the 
Senate, that the companies succeeding to the land grants made by act of Con- 
gress approved July 2, 1864, to aid in the construction of a military road 
from Eugene City, in the State of Oregon, to the eastern boundary ofthe State, 
and by act of Congress approved July 5, 1866, granting lands to the State of Ore- 

m to aid in the construction of a military w: n-road from Dallas city, Oreg., 

y way of oanp Watson, paayon Da ormon or Humboldt Basin, to a 
pointon Snake Riveropposite Fort Boisé, have in no manner complied with the 
conditions of said grants, but, on the contrary, have failed, and re- 
fused to build or repair any roads along the routes over which they should have 
constructed them in accordance with the intentand meaning of the acts of Con- 
gress aforesaid and of the actsof the Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon 


in reference thereto; and 

Whereas it is further — in such bes Sere memorial now presented to 
Congress that by means of false and fraudulent representation an 

such compliance said corporations have already obtained and are obtaining pat- 
ents and lists for large portions of said land, and by means of similar false and 
fraudulent evidence are about to obtain patents and lists for other amounts 
of said lands, and under a claim of priv and right of selection of lieu lands 
within 6 miles’ limit on either side of the routes of said preten roads are 
withholding other large amounts of land in fraud of the Government and tothe 
eer detriment and injury of the State of Oregon and its inhabitants: There- 

ore, 

Be il resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be, and it is hereby, in- 
structed to inquire into the truth of each andall of said allegations, and iffound 
to be true, to report to the Senate, by bill or otherwise, what, if any, action can 
or should rightfully or properly be taken by Congress in the Herta oy 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I desire to offer an amendment to the 
resolution. By inadvertence one clause was left out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the words ‘‘ to the eastern boundary of the 
State,” in the sixth line of the first paragraph of the preamble, insert: 

And by an act of Con a ved July 5, in 
a military wagon-road kon Abaas Q: £ ran way of Canyon City: to the 


eastern boundary of the State, and by sul chan b 
way of Camp Handly instead of Canyon City, eet bo go by 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has a right to modify 
his resolution. That modification will be made. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of on. Also, inline 7 of the first ph of 
the preamble, I move to strike out the word and figures “July 5, 1866,” 
and to insert in lieu thereof the word and figures ** Feb: 27, 1867.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thatamendment will be made, 
The Senator has a right to modify the resolution. 

Mr. PLUMB. Has the resolution been introduced this morning? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution was introduced yes- 
terday and laid over and printed. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

Mr. PLUMB. 
tainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the resolution be read as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution without the pre- 
amble will be read for the information of the Senate. The preamble 
is lengthy. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the resolution be read as modified. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The modifications occur in the pre- 
amble and relate only to dates and forms. The resolution as it now 
stands will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be, and it is hereby, in- 
structed to inquire into the truth of each and all of said allegations, and, if found 
to be true, to report to the Senate, by bill or otherwise, what, if oars fea can 
or should rightfully or properly be taken by Congress in the prem: 

Mr. PLUMB. I suggest that the resolution lie over until it has been 
printed. It has not been printed yet. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been printed. 

Mr. PLUMB. It fis not been laid on the desks of Senators. At 
all events I can not find one. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator move to postpone 
the resolution until to-morrow ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Iwill move to pore it until to-morrow. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I desire to state to the chairman of the 
Committee on Public Lands that the resolution was printed as offered 


I do not see it in print. It is not on my desk, cer- 


yesterday. Ifind it on my desk. Iwill send the Senator a copy of it. 
Mr. PLUMB. Isu , as it will not make any delay in regard to 
the investigation which is proposed, that it is proper to let the reso- 


lution lie over until we can see exactly the terms of it. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I consent that the resolution shall go 
over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By consent the resolution will go 
over until to-morrow and be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the resolution be printed as amended by 
the Senator from Oregon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be done as a matter of 
course under the rule. 

SENATE SEAL. 


Mr. INGALLS. I offered a resolution yesterday from the Commit- 
tee on Rules. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask that it may be now considered. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
rs Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolution indicated by 

im. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution reported yesterday by Mr. IN- 
GALLs from the Committee on Rules, as follows: 

Resolved, That the shall have the custody of the Great Seal, and 
shall use the same for the au! tication of process, transcripts, copies, and cer- 
tificates whenever directed by the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move in the first line to strike out the word 
“*Great’’ before ‘‘Seal,’’ so as to read: 

That the Secretary shall have the custody of the seal. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thatamendment will be considered 
to. 


as agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. Now I move to add to the resolution the following 
words: 

d th to authenti h dd 

Baa egare errepre ea w a E a ar 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that amend- 
ment will be considered as agreed to. The question is upon the adop- 
tion of the resolution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


ALICE C. UNDERWOOD. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar now comes up under 
Rule VIII. The first case on the Calendar will be stated. The Chair 
calls the attention of the Senate to the fact that the first resolution now 
upon the Calendar comes over from the special session of March last. 
It will be read. 

Mr. INGALLS. How does it come over from the special session ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was omitted from being entered 
upon the Calendar, as it should have been, under the rule, in the ses- 
sion of March last. It will be read and the Senate can then dispose of it 
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as it sees proper. The clerks state that it occurred in that way, and 
under the rule they hold that it takes its place first on the Calendar. 
The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted March 10, 1885, by 
Mr. HOAR, and reported March, 19, 1885, from the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, as follows: 


Resolved, That there be allowed and paid out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate to Alice C. Un of the last will and testament of Maria 


$5,000, in full com nfor the time and ex of thesaid John C. Under- 
wood in prosecu! his claim to a seat in the as a Senator from the State 
of Virginia. 
Mr. ALLISON. Will one objection carry the resolution over now ? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will. It is subject to objection. 


Mr. ALLISON. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Being objected to, the resolution 

over under the rules. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the resolution goes over I should like to say that 
the matter has been before the Senate at several sessions; it has been 
debated two or three times; it never has been voted upon, and it seems 
to me that not only justice to the persons interested but a due regard 
for our comfort requires that the Senate should take it up, consider it, 
understand it, and decide it one way orthe other. The debates which 
have taken place heretofore have shown on the part of very careful 
and conscientious Senators who have opposed it—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to remind 
the Senator from Massachusetts that any debate upon the resolution is 
out of order. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; I ask unanimous consent simply to make astate- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the Senator will proceed. 

Mr. HOAR. I think that when they come to understand the facts 
thoroughly most of the Senators who originally had that feeling will 
find that the objection is not as strong as they supposed. I wish to 
give notice, therefore, that I shall ask at a very early day to take the 
resulution up and have it disposed of. ` 

Mr. COCKRELL. One moment to correct a misstatement of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. The Senate did once take action upon 
the resolution, and indefinitely ed it. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam not aware of that. I believe not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know of what I am speaking. The record 
shows that to be the fact. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This debate is out of order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The resolution was indefinitely postponed on the 
motion of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the Senator is mistaken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next case on the Calendar will 
be reported by title. 

MAILING OF LOTTERY ADVERTISEMENTS. 

The bill (S. 260) to prohibitthe mailing of newspapersand other pub- 
lications containing lottery advertisements, and prescribing a penalty 
for the violation of the same, was announced as next in order on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam satisfied that a bill of that importance can not 
be considered in a satisfactory manner under the five-minute rule, and 

I shall therefore object to its consideration at this time. 

- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over under the rule. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask the Senator from Tennessee to with- 
draw the ee until I can have one or two amendments to the bill 


o; 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly, for that purpose I will, most cheerfully. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. There is an amendment to it from the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The objection being withdrawn, the 
bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 
was, in section 2, line2, after the word ‘‘shall,’’ to insert ‘‘knowingly;’’ 
so as to read: 

Sec. 2. That all other persons not embraced in the foregoing section who shall 
knowingly violate the provisions of this act, with intent to give circulation to 
any advertisement or notice of a lottery, or any agency thereof, or any notice, 
report, or statement of any drawing of a ery, shall be subject to the penalty 
prescribed in the first section of this act. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understood the Senator from Iowa to ask that the 
objection be withdrawn in order that he might offer some amendments. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desired that amendment acted on, and one 
other that I intend to propose. That amendment is a limitation of the 
force of the section, and I thought no Senator would object to its going 
into the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. How does this mat- 
ter come before the Senate at this time? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under Rule VIL it is at the head of 


the Calendar. 
Mr. HOAR. I desire to remind the Chair that in dealing with the 


Calendar under Rule VIII yesterday Order of Business No. 47 was 
reached. The bill was read, and I had the floor and had a state- 
ment, when it was suggested that, as it wanted one minute of 2 o’clock, 
it should be unanimously agreed that the hour of 2 o’clock had arrived. 
I do not suppose that you can go back to a prior order under these cir- 
cumstances, but I wish to waive any claim I have to have that matter 
go, as the Senate has this bill. I do not wish to interfere with 
the Senator from Iowa, but I claim the right to proceed with-that bill 
when this is over. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Unanimous consent was given that this 
should be passed, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. I know, but that has not given it precedence over a 
matter actually under consideration. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Then it would not retain its place on the 
Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It isimportant that the Senate should 
decide this matter now, because the contest may occur every morning. 
The Chair and the officers at the desk take the view that when the con- 
sideration of a bill is waived when reached, without prejudice to its 
place it is to be called in its order the next morning, without respect 
to a bill that may have been pending at the moment of the arrival of 2 
o’clock. That has been the uniform custom and that is the course now 
being pursued. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido notunderstand thatthatapplies. Such bills retain 
their place as against all other matters which are not half through and 

ly under consideration. Ido not understand that they are dis- 
placed. Suppose, instead of its coming up to-day, that matter had been 
passed over temporarily to take up another case until some Senator came 
in. When he arrived, that would not take a Senator off the floor who 
had the floor on another bill. However, I do not desire to insist on 
precedence, but when the question arises properly I shall. 

Mr. HARRIS. The rule, as announced by the Chair, has been the in- 
variable practice in the Senate since I have observed it, that where a 
bill has been informally passed over and another bill taken up, even 
though you were half through its consideration, the Calendar is taken 
up in regular order next morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has been the rule which has 
been acted on. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. As I think there will be no objection to the 
amendment reported from the committee and to the one I shall propose 
to section 1, I desire to have them acted on now, in order that we may 
take up the bill as amended under Rule IX, as the Senator from Ten- 
nessee proposed. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ihave noobjection to the Senator offering any amend- 
ment that he would like to have offered and printed; but I prefer not 
to act on amendments or the bill at this time. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Very well. Of course if the Senator inter- 
poses an objection the bill will lie over. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator will offer any amendment he de- 


sires. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The amendment I desire to offer to section 
1 is, after the words ‘‘one hundred,” in line 18, to insert “‘nor more 
than one thousand;’’ so as to read: 


Any person engaged in p! a newspaper, as owner or partowner, 
prietor, general manager, or su tending agent, president, or other officer 
connected therewith, and any person in ucting a „RS owner 
gen agent, oc in any stharenpactiy, violating the proviels f this act, =f 

. or an yi e ms oi! upon 
ecules AnA So aE ak tine Ren sachs CIA o aot Jea thee toe 
hundred nor more than one thousand dollars, with costs of prosecution, or im- 
prisonment for not less than thirty days nor more than one year, or both, at the 
discretion of the court. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending that amendment, the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee objects to the further consideration of the bill, and 


it goes over under the rule. The next bill will be stated. 
ADMISSION OF DAKOTA. 


Mr. HARRISON. The next three orders on the Calendar have been 
passed over before and may be again. I have given notice that I will 
call up the Dakota bill on Friday. 

The PRESIDENT pro The next three orders on the Calen- 
dar will be regarded asobjected to. Is it the desire of the Senator that 
they should retain their place on this Calendar or go to the regular 
Calendar? 

Mr. HARRISON. It is not important that they should remain on 
this Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. They will be considered as objected 
to, and go over to the Calendar under Rule IX. 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish at this time, in connection with the Dakota bill 
which has been called to the attention of the Senate, to make an an- 
nouncement. The Senator from Indiana has given notice that he will 
call up that bill for action next Friday. I wish to give notice to the 
Senate that immediately upon the disposition of the Dakota bill I pro- 
pose to eall up Order of Business 15, being the bill (S. 194) toaidin the 
establishment and temporary support of common schools. I shall ask 
the Senate to consider that bill immediately on the disposition of the 
Dakota bill. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill on the Calendar will 
be reported. 

SIOUX RESERVATION IN DAKOTA. 

The bill (S. 52) to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux 
Nation of in Dakota into separate reservations,’ and to secure 
the relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder, was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] has this 
morning presented and asked to have printed two im t amend- 
ments to this bill. Ifthe Senator desires to have the bill go over until 
to-morrow on that account I shall not object. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think it would be well that those amendments 
should be in print before the Senate. Indeed, I desire to look over 
them myself. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask, then, that the bill remain in its place, to be 
called to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over until to-mor- 
row without prejudice, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

CHURCH AND STATE. 


The resolution submitted on the 11th instant by Mr. MORGAN in re- 
lation to the appointment of officers of the United States to participate 
with the officers of any church in the joint conduct and administration 
of the spiritual or temporal affairs of such church, &c., was announced 
as next in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator offering this resolution 
not being present, it will by common consent go over. 

JOSEPH W. PARISH. 

The bill (S. 241) for therelief of Joseph W. Parish was announced as 
next in order, and theSenate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed its 
consideration. It provides for the payment to Joseph W. Parish, late 
of Peoria, Ill., of $58,341.85, being the balance of pry fig out and 
expended by him in the purchase of 17,232 tons of ice for the use and 
at the request of the Government of the United States, which were not 
afterward called for or taken by the Government, but were wholly lost 
to Parish. 

Mr. HOAR. I think I can make a brief statement which will be 
understood by the Senate, and then if any Senator desires the reading 
of the report it can be read. 

Joseph W. Parish made a contract with the United States to de- 
liver at four principal cities in the theater of war an amount of ice 
which should be required to furnish the hospitals and supply other 
army uses in those cities. He was ordered by the assistant surgeon- 

neral to deliver a certain named quantity (the quantity and the place 

ing left at the discretion of the Government in the contract) at each 
of the four cities, Cairo, Nashville, Memphis, and Saint Louis; and he 
purchased the ice and had it on its way. Then he wasinformed by the 
Surgeon-General that the action of the assistant ser Woes. 
disavowed and that the ice would not be needed. pon all the 
money which he had spent and all the ice which he had procured was 


wasted. 

He brought his suit in the Court of Claims for the amount which he 
had spent to pre himself to comply with the contract, and the Court 
of Claims held that the act of the assistant -general was in- 
valid and illegal, on the ground that he had no authority to exercise 
this power, which belonged to the § -General alone. Thereupon 
he went to the Supreme Court, and the Supreme Court held that the 
act of the subordinate was lawful, and that it was impossible to carry 
on the Government without holding that the powers of these heads of 
bureaus (if that term may be applied to this office in the War Depart- 
ment) could be exercised by the assistant, and accordingly that the 
petitioner wasentitled to recover. He went back tothe Court of Claims, 
and the Court of Claims held that although he was entitled to recover, 
yet that his case had been made out as a claim for technically 
and not a claim as having set forth the contract and alleging that he 
had fulfilled it, and that the evidence which he had put in was not suf- 
ficient to sustain the claim. Thereupon, instead of going a second time 
to the Supreme Court and getting an order on the Court of Claims to 
open the case and admit further evidence, he came to Congress. 

The Surgeon-General of the Army recommends the payment of the 
claim; and the amount which the committee award him is the amount 
estimated by the War Department and communicated to us in great de- 
tail by the Surgeon-General, whose letter is found in the report. 

The only objection to the claimant's case is that instead of coming to 
Congress for his relief, his equitable claim against the Government hav- 
ing been absolutely established, he did not go a second time to the Su- 
preme Court. Well, the result of that technical error on his part has 
been solely an advantage to the Government, because it has saved the 
Government interest on this sum of money for all these years, and the 
committee were of opinion that, the case being a clearly just one, the 
whole justice of it being established by the Supreme Court and being 
also conceded by the War Department and the Surgeon General’s Office 
to be just both in its foundation and in its amount, the claimant ought 
to have the relief which he prays for. 

Mr. LOGAN. How much is the claim ? 

Mr. HOAR. Fifty-eight thousand dollars, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES TRABUE AND OTHERS. 

The bill (S. 311) for the relief of James Trabue, Thornton Thatcher, 
Michael and the widow of John Waters, was considered as 
in Committee ofthe Whole. It provides for the payment, in full set- 
tlement of the claims of the parties named for use and occupation of 
property by the United States, to James Trabue, $600; to Thornton 
Thatcher, $93.33; to Michael Callahan, $113.66; and to the widow of 
John Waters, $1,825. 

Mr. HOAR. These are four little claims embraced in one bill, which 
have been separately reported from the committee before, for rent. It 
has been the uniform policy of Congress to pay rent to whose 
property was taken during the rebellion, whose loyalty was established, 
under circumstances indicating that it was the purpose of the military 
authorities not to seize the property as enemy’s property and occupy it, 
but to take it and use it on condition of payment. In all these cases 
there were vouchers given by the quartermasters. Theyare littlesums 
varying from $90 in one case and $113 in another up to $600 and $1,800; 
and in all such cases the policy of Congress has been to grant relief. 

Mr. INGALLS. Ifregular vouchers were given, why were the claims 
not paid by the quartermaster? If the property had been contraband 
of war, or the parties had been disloyal, vouchers would not have been 
given in due form. 

Mr. HOAR. Vouchers were given in due form in all these cases, as 
will beseen by the report; but the act of Congress of February 21, 1867, 
prohibited the officers of the Treasury Department settling and paying 
such claims where they originated in States lately in rebellion. 

Mr. INGALLS. But theseclaims originated in 1865; why were they 
not paid before 1867? 

Mr. HOAR. I do not know why they were not paid before 1867. 
Perhaps they were delayed by the ordinary delay; there were a great 
many such claims. The Senator knows very well in regard to matters 
of p taken and consumed by the Army they are paid under a 

eral bill which we pass every year; but claims for rent have come to 
Sores always by special bill and have been allowed. I suppose the 
Army officials returned with their reports the claims to the Govern- 
ment at Washington in due time and they were settled, but the claim- 
ants did not get pay; and during the war in many cases there were great 
delays attending the operations of the Government. 

Mr. INGALLS. Here is a statement in one of these claims; let:me 
call the Senator’s attention to it—the claim of Mr. Callahan. The 
report says: ~ 

These reported the depot-quartermaster at Huntsville, a 
abun den aud Wises bon soak air eee r yasi: 

That was in 1865— 

ee ee ee eee bah page a adar koar mipsel 
Treasury the Quartermaster- 


the 
itional on of loyalty. ‘The services 
regulations.” 


tificate given him during the 


I assume, of 
sachusetts has given due attention to this matter, but here was a claim 
for rent incurred in 1865 in a disloyal State, and that was certified by 
all the officers of the Government as not coming within the provisions 
of law that forbade payment. Now the Senator in 1885, twenty years 
after the war has closed, reports to us that they were barred from pay- 
ment by the act of 1867, when they might have been paid two years 
before. I confess that while I do not propose to resist the passage of 
the bill, because the amount is not worth the time it would take, it ap- 

to rea is oe otiia class of claims, meei have been too 

tin late years, of claims arising from dislo; tates during the 

war that are being paid by act of Congress in violation of what seems 
to me at least true principle in the matter. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The principle, whetherit be the true principle or not, 
is I suppose as well settled as anything in the Congressional legislative 
policies of this country; and that is, that when the Army took posses- 
sion in its march by conquest or occupied for military purposes any por- 
tion of the territory of the rebel States, it was within the laws and 
customs of war, if the military authorities saw fit, to take possession 
by capture of real or personal estate and te appropriate it for the pur- 
poses of the United States as booty in the case of al estate, or for 
the occupation of the Army in the case of real estate, without any com- 
pensation whatever; butif on the other hand the Government did not 
choose to avail itself of that extreme and harsh rule of war, but chose 
to hold out by general representation by the commanding officer, by the 
proclamation of the President of the United States, or by the action of 
the particular officer in command in any locality as a condition of re- 
turning loyalty and good behavior or as a matter of sound policy that 
that customary right should not be exercised, that parties whose prop- 
erty was taken for the use of the Government should be paid for it, 
the Government would respect that obligation; and that has been the 
uniform policy of Congress. When it is shown by the quartermaster’s 
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voucher that at the time real estate was taken in territory which, though 
rebel, had submitted, it was understood that it should be paid for, there 
the Government will make the payment of a reasonable and proper rental. 
In those cases the officers had no authority to pay themselves, and dur- 
ing the war they returned to the War Department and from thence to 
the Treasury their reports of the particular transactions; and as in all 
cases, especially during the war, those things did not get reached and 
acted upon very soon, as they were settled they were examined by offi- 
cers who had a thousand other things to do; few of them were paid, 
and many of them did not get paid; and then came the act of 1867 per- 
emptorily forbidding any such payment by the authority of a Depart- 
ment, and since 1867 all these cases have come to Con VWa 
ve them by the thousands. In regard to taking Peona ywoperty 
for quartermaster’s supplies, we have an omnibus bill every session; 
they are nearly all disposed of; but we have still a few payments to 
make for rent. While I have been on the Committee on Claims, now 
for eight years, there has not been an instance of the refusal to pay such 
a bill by Congress; there has not been an instance, so far as I now re- 
member, of a question being made about it. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. GETTY. 


The bill (S. 225) to authorize Col. George W. Getty, United States 
Army, retired, to be placed upon the retired-list of the Army with the 
rank and pay of a brigadier-general, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri objects, 
and the bill will be passed over under the rule. 

Mr. SEWELL. Did I understand there was objection to the present 
consideration of the Getty bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL] objected. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can hardly discuss it in the morning hour. 

Mr. SEWELL. If the Senator would allow it to go over informally, 
I should not object; but I object to its going to the other Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be informally passed 
over without prejudice. 

GEORGE T. DUDLEY. 


The bill (S. 498) for the relief of George T. Dudley was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The preamble recites that onor about the 18th of May, 1865, George 
T. Dudley, first lieutenant of Company M, Fiftieth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Engineers, for visiting the city of Richmond, Va., on the oc- 
casion of its evacuation by the confederate army, on the 3d of April, 
1865, was dismissed from the United States service by sentence of court- 
martial, with loss of pay and allowances, having been absent from his 
command without permission for twenty-four hours; that the facts in 
the case being put before him, the honorable Secretary of War did or- 
der ‘‘that the sentence of said court-martial be revoked,” intending to 
restore to the officer his pay and allowances, as well as his rank and com- 
mission; and that the order issued by the War Department did not carry 
out the wishes of the honorable Secretary, but merely restored to the 
officer his rank and commission, without giving him his pay and allow- 
ances, which can only be restored to him by an act of Con 

Therefore, the bill provides that George T. Dudley shall be entitled 
to and receive the pay and allowances of his rank which was due him 
at the date of his dismissal from the service. 

Mr. SEWELL. The report in this case will take a little time to 
read, and I can probably explain the case briefly so as not to take up 
the time of the Senate. 

Lieutenant Dudley was near Richmond atthe time of the evacuation 
and went into the city with the provost-marshal and not with his com- 
mand, being directed toretire immediately, but was kept on duty there 
with the provost-marshal and detained until after the evacuation. He 
was tried and dismissed, however, for absence without leave at a critical 
period. The Secretary of War, on investigating the matter, restored 
him to duty and allowed him permission to get a new certificate from 
the governor of New York, which he did and joined his command; but 
the restoration to duty did not carry with it, as the Treasury Depart- 
ment decided, the pay then due him. This bill simply allows him the 
pay that had accrued to him up to the time that he was dismissed 
amounting to a couple of months—two or three hundred dollars. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on the adoption 
of the preamble. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


REPRESENTATIVES OF JOHN M. ROBESON, DECEASED. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
the bill (S. 200) for the relief of the legal representatives of John M. 
Robeson, deeeased. It provides for the payment of $1,000 in full sat- 
nen of all claims of John M. Robeson’s estate against the United 

tates, 


Mr. PLUMB. Is there a report in that case? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. There is. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. PIKE 
January 13, 1886: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 209) for the relief 
of the legal representatives of John M. Robeson, deceased, having considered 
the same, present herewith the following report: 

This case has been before Con, several years, and has been considered 
and favorably reported upon by the Senate Committee on Claims. 


This committee adopts the report made at the Forty-eighth Congress, pre- 
pared by Mr. PIKE, on this case, which is as follows: ¥ 


[Senate Report No. 121, Forty-eighth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the petition of Frances A. 
Robeson, administratrix of John M. Robeson, late of Independence, State of 
Missouri, deceased, ther with Senate bill No. 372, having had the same un- 
der consideration, ask to submit the following report: 

The petitioner avers in her petition that she is the widow and administratrix 
of John M. Robeson, deceased; that, for some time previous to the war of the 
rebellion, and at the commencement thereof,said John M. Robeson resided in 
the city of Independence, in the State of Missouri; that he was the owner of a 
foundry situated in that city; that said foundry was at the beginning of the 
late war completely furnished with all the machinery, fixtures, and appurte- 
nances necessary for its operation, and was operated said Robeson until he 
was compelled to close it or cast cannon-shot for the rebels; that he refused to 
submit to this latter alternative, and, being loyal to the Government of the 
United States, he closed his foundry and became a soldier in the Fifth Regi- 
ment of Missouri State Militia, commanded by Col. William R. Pennick, which 
regiment was mustered into the service of the United States; that while he was 
serving as a soldier in this regiment said Col. William R. Pennick took posses- 
sion of his said foundry, and used it as a cavalry-yard for the horses of his reg- 
iment, and used the tools and iron for shoeing the said horses; that all the ma- 
ehinery, fixtures, patterns, &c.,in said foundry were removed or destroyed by 
the soldiers under command of said officer, and were wholly lost to their owner; 
that he, John M. Robeson, used every possible effort to prevent this destruction 
of his property, but without avail; and that the property thus destroyed or car- 
ried away was worth from $17,000 to $20,000, 

These are substantially the statements contained in the petition. Numerous 
affidavits are on file. It appears from them that the said John M. Robeson was 
the owner of a foundry located in Independence, in the State of Missouri; that 
he was operatig the same at the commencement of the war; that he and his 
widow, the petitioner and his administratrix, were loyal to the Government of 
the United States ; that he refused when requested to aid the rebellion, became 
a soldier, enlisted in the Fifth Regiment of the Missouri State Militia, com- 
manded by Col. William R. Pennick; that the said Colonel Pennick, as com- 
mander of said regiment, and serving under the United States Government, late 
in the fall of 1862, or the first of the winter of 1862-63, took possession of said 
foundry, and used it as a cavalry-yard for the horses of his regiment from that 
time until 1863; that the blacksmith tools found therein and some wrought iron, 
belonging to the said Robeson, were used for shoeing the horses of said com- 
mand; and that a lot of seasoned lumber in said foundry, the property of the 
said Robeson, was also used by the said regiment in making bunks for the 
soldiers and in sepeteg wagons for the command. 

It appears from several affidavits in the case that there were in the building at 
the time it was seized by Colonel Pennick the following items of personal prop- 
erty, with the following estimates of value of each article : 


l engine and boiler. . $2,500 
1 large iron lathe.... . 1,200 
1 medium iron lathe.. 920 


2 small iron lath §50 
1 iron planer. 700 
1 screw-cutte: 150 
1 power-drill. 175 
1 full set machinists’ tools... 350 
1 full set foundry patterns... 4,250 
1 lot foundry flasks,......... 950 
3 new engines........... ses 3,050 
5 tons wrought iron, new. 500 
1 lot machinery belts.... 350 
Machinery for wood sh 750 
Lot of unfinished work. 650 
Lot of seasoned lumber 450 


3 full sets smiths’ tools. 


Making a tOM 08 sosis sacs cocacicetdesth cssscehecskseusocatnasustabuvevabacdsceerdesi a 18, 220 


Of the articles enumerated in the above list, alleged to have been used or de- 
stroyed by Colonel Pennick's military command, there are but a few which could 
have been legitimately and properly used for the benefit of the soldiers or to 
supply the n wants of the regiment. The five tons of wrought iron 
were used in shoeing the horses of the command. The item “sets of smiths’ 
tools” were used for the same purpose. The lot of seasoned lumber was used 
for making bunks for the soldiers and in repairing the wagons of the regiment. 
The other articles mentioned in the above bill were not in any sense necessary 
to nor could they haye been used by the regiment, and, if destroyed by the 
troops, the destruction must have been wanton; and it is well settled by nu- 
merous precedents that the Government is not liable to pay for property wan- 
tonly destroyed. 

Except as to the wrought iron, the proof is indefinite and unsatisfactory. The 
testimony is silent as to the quantity, kind, or quality of the “Jot of seasoned 
lumber.” 


The committee recommend the allowance of the following sums: 


For 5 tons of wrought iron.....sessesssssserese 
For lot seasoned lumber ...... 
For three sets smiths’ tools . 


Making........000+++ ET 


1,000 00 


ASS, 
x No evidence has been furnished the committee that the claimant is adminis- 
tratrix, and the payment of the claim should be made to the legal representatives 
of the said John M. Robeson, as provides by amendment, 

Your committee recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 
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Mr. ALLISON. The committee recommend amendments, as I un- 
derstood the reading. 

Mr. PIKE. There was an amendment reported at the last Congress, 
which is incorporated in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill was reported at this session 
without amendment. 

Mr. PIKE. That is right. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and ; 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House agreed to the concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Senate presenting the thanks of Congress to the governor, 
and through him to the people, of Ohio for the statue of James A. Gar- 
field. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 91) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to use cer- 
tain unexpended balances for the relief of the Northern Cheyennes in 
Montana; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


REPORTS ON ALASKA. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolutions; which were 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


* Resolved by the Senate mbar United States (the House of Representatives concurring), 

That the report on Alaska by L. M. Turner be printed, with the necessary illus- 
trations, and that 4,000 additional copies be printed; of which 1,000 copies shall 
be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the House of resenta- 
tives, and 1,000 copies for distribution under the direction of the Signal 
Officer of the United States Army. 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the report on Alaska by E. W. Nelson be printed, with the necessary illus- 
trations, and that 4,000 additional opa be P ted; of which 1,000 copies shall 
be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the House of Representa- 
tives,and 1,000 copies for distribution under the direction of the Chief Signal 
Officer of the United States Army. 


COIN DUTIES ON IMPORTED GOODS, 


Mr. MORRILL. Pursuant to the notice I gave yesterday, I should 
like to have the floor on the subject of the resolution of the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BECK]. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Vermont asks con- 
sent of the Senate to proceed now to the consideration of the resolu- 
tion submitted by the Senator from Kentucky relating to the silver 
question. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution submitted 
December 18, 1885, by Mr. BECK, relative to the payment of custom 
dues and the disbursement thereof, &c. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, on the day of our adjc«rnment for 
the holiday recess my friend the distinguished Senator from Kentucky, 
with all of his usual ability and industry, made an elaborate speech of a 
character that seemed to me then, as it does now, to throw the burden 
of rejoinder upon the friends of the present Administration. I do not 
mean to encroach upon the privileges, which so many Democratic Sena- 
tors appear eager to enjoy, of coming to the rescue of the President and 
the Secretary of the Treasury against the rather cruel attack madeupon a 
cardinal measure of the Administration, as I know the fate of those who 
venture to interfere with family quarrels; but this measure, by which 
silver might be maintained on a par with gold, so worthy of all accep- 
tation, I fear will not have, after the hot demonstration of the recognized 
leader of his party in the Senate against it, that unanimous support to 
which it may be fairly entitled. I shall hope, therefore, to be 
doned for briefly attempting to relieve the party from some part of its 
difficulties by showing that the distinguished Senator in his vigorous 
leadership has not escaped some new errors, while he may presumptively 
be assumed to have adhered to all of his old ones. The new and smaller 
field will be quite as much as I propose at the present time to explore, 
and, along with that, to offer occasional suggestions which may seem 
pertinent from my own point of view. 

In the first place, let me say that there are no parties, so far as I 
know, in the Senate or out of it, that propose or that have any wish to 
demonetize silver. To charge otherwise is a baseless assumption and 
anworthy of the arena of fair debate. Everybody is willing, nay anx- 
ious, to keep as much of silver in circulation as can be done, and keep 
it at the same time at par with our gold coinage. The only hostility 
to silver arises from what seems to be a fixed and passionate purpose 
on the part of some of its advocates to promote such an excess of silver 
coinage as will drive gold coinage out of the country and leave our vast 
trade and commerce based upon silver only. In reaching this position 
of silver monometallism it is impossible to be blind to the disastrous 
contraction of the circulating medium of the country that would at once 
occur, for when the moment arrives that gold commands a premium it 
will all be held as a commodity for sale, not for circulation, a small or 
a 5 per cent, premium being as productive of universal hoarding as 25 
per cent.; and no possible advantage to our people could be expected 
from following the lame and feeble example of India or Mexico in util- 
izing a silver currency only, but they would be sure to be visited by all 
the evils arising from the abandonment of that currency with which at 
least 90 per cent. of all our commercial business with foreign nations 
has been and must be conducted, by all the evils ever predicated upon 


the use of a comparatively inferior or depreciated coinage everywhere 
known to be, as a sole reliance, clumsy and inconvenient in the great 
bulk of financial transactions, domestic as well as foreign, and a coin- 
age now less than ever promising to be stable and fixed as a standard 
of value. 

No, Mr. President, there is no war upon silver, which, ifmade, would 
be equally regretable, only that we have but half as much of it; but, 
instead, we have in substance and effect, I fear, if not in words, a dec- 
laration of war upon gold, in the most insidious and destructive form, 
by the leader of the Democratic party in the Senate, who proposes to 
supersede it in the use and place of honor it has hitherto maintained. 

‘As the conclusions of all the Treasury officials we have ever had, after 
years of — study, are adverse to those of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, and as I am not disposed to believe that their financial reputa- 
tions have been suddenly overthrown by a ‘‘cyclone,’’ nor that their 
utterances are only to be taken ina technical and ‘‘ Pickwickian sense” 
which they are swiftly to abandon, I do not, therefore, feel it to be 
necessary for me to weary the Senate with all of the statistical lore of 
their long array of facts, which, though often avoided, few have at- 
tempted to refute. 

It will not be necessary for me, in consequence of the line of my argu- 
ment, as it seems to have been for the Senator from Kentucky, to give 
any assurances that I am not and never was the owner of any stock in 
silver mines, although I sincerely rejoice in all their legitimate prosper- 
ity, however great that may be, and while I am entirely ready largely 
to protect their silver, it seems imprudent to me to buy and hold it all. 

The speech of the Senator from Kentucky opened with such an im- 
pressive eulogium upon the glories promised in the message of the Presi- 
dent and the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, that I could not 
but apprehend it might be true that these officials were doomed to suf- 
fer, as the country had for some time been warned before the distin- 
guished Democratic leader got to the end ofhis speech. In this respect 
the speech reminded me of a sermon I heard in my boyhood from an 
excellent Baptist minister, when, after dwelling in detail upon the great 
promises of the gospel, he said: . 

I now come to the threatenings of the gospel, and it gives me great pleasure 
to dwell upon them, 

It did seem to me that the Senator delivered his antagonisms to the 
policy of the President and the Secretary of the Treasury with more 
pleasure and with greater emphasis than any other part of his speech; 
and my excuse for the Senator—and he well knows he can hardly do any- 
thing I am not ready to excuse—was this, that the Democratic leader 
was under the delusion for the moment that he as has long been 
his chronic habit, belaboring with left-handed compliments some Re- 
publican President and Republican Secretary of the Treasury. As for 
myself, I looked on with composure, confident, however the contest 
might terminate, in the ‘‘survival of the fittest.” 

My convictions that the continuance of the coinage of large amounts 
of silver will have the effect of driving gold out of the country and of 
leaving all of our business snowed ‘n or floundering in the silver- 
standard blizzard now raging, are largely based upon the past experi- 
ence of all civilized people, that the inferior money never fails to expel 
the superior, and upon the facts that our own silver mines annuall 
furnish one-half or more of the entire annual product of the world, 
being in 1884 the sum of $48,800,000, which, with our imports, mainly 
from Mexico, amounting in 1885 to $16,550,627, makes our total an- 
nual supply over $65,000,000. This appears far more than we can 
practically absorb, and all that portion not used for coinage and the 
arts must here find a market for exportation. The and frequent 
sale of this surplus establishes its commercial value, and is the tell-tale 
barometer which daily exhibits the wide disparity between the nominal 
value and the intrinsic value of our silver coinage. No large excess of 
the nominal value of coinage can long withstand the effect of such 
paie disclosures. With this disparity always visible it will prove to 

a strain even upon our all-abounding silver-tongued orators to over- 
come the reluctance of the common people to aid by “‘ faith and works”? 
the circulation of silver dollars. 

The exodus of gold, however, is not likely to appear with much 
force until its shipment becomes frequent, or until it commands a 
prenu; but a large return of American securities from abroad, af- 

ecting foreign exchange adversely, or any great commercial disaster, 
from which the world is never exempt, may suddenly produce this re- 
sult, and then, like swallows at the first approach of autumnal frosts, 
gold would take wings and depart, no one knowing whither. 

It is true that many gentlemen of great respectability do not think 
there is any peril in the largest as well as perpetual outpouring of silver 
from theMint. They see the Secretary of the Treasury, likesome strong 
swimmer in the rapids of Niagara, pulling with all his might against 
the current, but they see no signs of any disaster, and seem to believe 
that no harm need be apprehended even if the fatal plunge should be 
made. They rely upon the marvels of our history, and hold it incredi- 
ble that the progress of the nation can ever be arrested, for “have we 
not been victorious,” they ask, ‘‘in big wars; why then should we be 
alarmed about any defeat in a little war with gold-bugs?” 

The questions relating to our currency are of great moment and above 
mere partisan questions, that may be here to-day and gone to-morrow. 
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In the discussion of these grave questions it is always well to adhere 
‘with some precision to facts. The preamble to the resolution of the 
Senator from Kentucky begins as follows: 
Whereas the laws of 
shall he paid ie hn States require that all duties on imported 

This unfortunately does not happen to be altogether true. All du- 
ties may be paid in coin, in silver or gold certificates, or to a limited 
extent in United States notes payable on demand, which were author- 
ized to be issued prior to the 25th day of February, 1862; and it is well 
also to remember that the resumption of specie payments occasioned 
some changes in the practical administration of the law, by which the 
custom-house collectors received United States notes, knowing they 
might call at once upon subtreasurers for their redemption instead of 
always imposing that messenger duty upon importers. The Govern- 
ment was neither richer nor poorer whether the gold, all the time in 
its custody, was in one or the other place. 

The Senator sets forth the provisions of the Revised Statutes that “‘the 
coin paid for duties on imported goods shall be set apart as a special 
fund,” and shall be applied, ‘‘ First, to the interest on the bonds and 
notes of the United States; second, to the purchase or payment of 1 per 
cent. of the entire debt of the United States to be made within each 
fiscal year, which is to be set apart as a sinking fund, and the interest 
of which shall in like manner a to the purchase or payment of 
the public debt as the Secretary of the Treasury shall from time to time 
direct; third, the residue to be paid into the Treasury.” 

These provisions of law, the Senator asserts, no man will contend are 
now or that they have for many years past been obe and yet we 
have only to read the annual report of the the Treasury io 
learn that the receipts of the fiscal year 1885 from customs, and apart 
from all other receipts, are $181,471,939.34. ‘This would seem to show 
so far strict obedience to the first requirement of the law, and, when 
we reach the second, we find by the same report that ‘‘ United States 
bonds and fractional currency to the amount of $45,604,035.43 were ap- 
plied to that fund during the past fiscal year.” Isnotall this well and 
properly done? If the remainder of the money from customs is and 
has been in the , & fact not disputed, it is a mistake for any- 
body to assert that the third and last requirement of the law quoted 
has not been fully obeyed. There is no provision of any law which 
designates silver instead of gold for any payments whatsoever, and 
there has been enough money received from customs thus far equivalent 
to gold te coverall the ay ayes It will not be contended by 
any man, unless it be by the Senator from Kentucky, that each piece 
of money as it comes into the custom-house should have been branded 
or ear-marked and then set apart in some far-off private compartment, 
not to be covered into the Treasury until the end of the year, or until 
the interest on the public debt and the si fund had been fully 
paid in the branded money; and, therefore, all of the provisions of the 
Jaw would to have been honestly and fairly obeyed. Most cer- 
tainly there is no need of any change in the system of book-keeping at 
the Treasury Department. . 

The Senator must permit me to say—no matter what may be his 
avowed subject of discussion—that he rarely fails to give vent to some 
vituperative explosions intended to do grievous harm to the tariff; and 
whether these ions jar the tariff or not, what I most regret is 
that they always jar him. So, in his latest effort, he rather recklessly, 
as it appears to me, ventures to assert that the American agricult- 
ural industries ‘‘ receive no real consideration here, and are not even 
ranked among the industries of the country over which Congress is 
asked or expected to throw its protecting arm.” Therecord will show, 
I think, that this statement has been made without being based upon 
even a fraction of evidence in its support. The farmers of the Cana- 
dian Dominion, as are all other foreigners, are subjected to 
duties upon cattle, sheep, wool, hay, barley, pease, potatoes, starch, &c., 
when brought into our markets. There isno article of ‘‘ domestic prod- 
ucts” ee TTE ee eee ee 
considered and which has not actually covered by our tariff. To- 
bacco in the leaf is subjected to a high duty; and corn, wheat, pork, 
bacon, lard, beef, cheese, butter, sugar, leather, oils of all kinds, hemp, 
flax, and even peanuts are not omitted. If there is a single agricultu- 
ral product that has been let it be named, and I shall have 
great in following the lead of the Senator from Kentucky in 
giving it a “‘ protecting arm.” Upon one a, at least, we will go 
arm in arm, Surely the Senator forgot, when he made his statement, 
where he was, and supposed he was on the stump in the blue-grass region 
instead of the United States Senate. Certain! y agricultural products 
have not been neglected. 

It is true, our New World is so vast in extent, with its free home- 
steads and free trespassing upon Government lands, that food products 
have become so abundant and cheap that we are now able to furnish to 
foreign markets a surplus for which we do not find consumers at home, 
howevet reduced the price; and prices here for agricultural product 
will be still more reduced whenever protection is withdrawn from man- 

iling consumers and increasing producers—which the 
Senator constantly and loudly We have interfered in Great 
Britain enormously with the profits of their farmers and with rentals 
by our cheaper exports of wheat, beef, and pork; and lately they have 


much sore competition from our exports of even dairy products. The 
farmers of England have ‘‘no protecting arm,’’ and are full of lamen- 
tation, except when they read one of the Senator’s free-trade speeches. 

That extreme depression in the prices of all products prevails through- 
out the world no one disputes; but unquestionably there is less suffer- 
ing here than elsewhere. Modern improvements in machinery and the 
universal application of steam-power-appear to have produced asurplus 
of manufactures among all the leading nations, and all are more anx- 
ious to sell than tobuy. The reduced cost of transportation brings the 
harvests of the remotest lands into all ports and all, anarkets. India, 
Africa, Australia, and New Zealand are neighbors to all mankind, and 
their products must now be counted. The great powers of Europe, 
hungry for the ungathered scraps of trade to be found lurking among 
the rudest tribes of men, are making war for colonial empire, for the 
islands of the sca, or for petty provinces, and spending millions upon 
millions abroad as the price of protection to manufactures at home, 
which some of them there ostentatiously pretend to refnse. Our pol- 
icy, on thecontrary, is altogether peaceful, and it does not, with hos- 
tile armies, invade peaceful communities; but we prize the home mar- 
ony Neder its fifty millions of prosperous people, so highly as to be un- 
ean g to surrender it to any kind of foreign invasions, civil or mili- 

The Senator makes the lugubrious declaration that ‘Our carrying 
trade is gone and is in the hands of our foreign competitors.’’ ‘This is ` 
partly true, but is only true because our own people and capital can be 
more profitably employed. American sailors will not accept the scale 
of paid on foreign ships, nor will they consent to live on their 
limited fare. Very few of the foreign lines in the carrying trade are 
now making sufficient money for their owners to pay for the ordinary 
wear and tear, and nearly all would be glad to find purchasers for their 
ships. At the t time, though very much of our carrying trade is 
ttin the hands of (low-paid) foreigners,” it is no serious loss to us and 
very littleadvantagetothem. But whenever the business shall promise 
better returns—better than silver-mining or better than building and 
running railroads—our people will show their former aptitude by re- 
claiming the business. That the germinal ideaisnot dead and gone may 
be seen from the official reporton commerceand navigation, which shows 
that during the four years ending with 1884 there were constructed in 
this country 4,937 vessels, with a tonnage of 1,053,672 tons. If there 
were ever made a greater amount of tonnage in any four years when 
we were near the basis of free trade, as from 1857 to 1861, I have been 
unable to discover it. But the Senator appears unconscious that he is 
doing all he can to place our manufacturing trade alongside of our carry- 
ing trade ‘‘in the hands of foreign competitors.” 

That trades-people as well as the farmers of Great Britian are suffer- 
ing more than in the United States may be seen by the speeches of 
Lord Salisbury, as reported in his late political campaign; it is also pite- 
ously proclaimed by the many thousands now crying for bread in Glas- 
gow, the ship-building center of Great Britain, and it sufficiently ap- 
pears in a late letter of the London co dent of the New York 
Times, a free-trade paper, from which I will take an extract: 

Any day during the past fortnight one could see thousands of faintand 
wretches prowling outside the wharves, each ready to fight the other in order 
to be one of a score who were admitted to a day’s work for 40cents if aship hap- 
pened tocome in. Everywhere business is to be worse than a year 
ago. When itwas stated a year ago that the British shi ildi: 


were off half a million tons, it seemed that the worst showing had passed; 


now is likely to show another diminutio: 


but the Rar n and one nearly as 
great, This is asample of all industries, while the farmer's prices have reached 


a starvation point. é 

This is the condition of affairs in the land of free-trade, and I do not 
think our own people will be anxious to exchange conditions notwith- 
standing the pity manifested by the Senator from Kentucky for those 
who will never know, unless they read the Senator’s speech, how badly 
off they really are. 

By the report of the United States Treasurer it a that there is 
somewhere in the Treasury $165,535,000 of silver dollars, 
which we are struggling to find how and where to safely store until by 
some miracle they can find more favorinawicked world. The percentage 
of these dollars in actual circulation, outside of the Treasury, it also 
appears, has been constantly growing less since 1881, being then 30.8 
per cent. and now only 18.8 per cent. We have coined over two hun- 
dred and fifteen million of silver dollars, and have only been able at any 
time, through much cost and tribulation, to get not quite fifty million 
into spasmodic circulation, or a circulation which has no confiding re- 
pose, but seems to be disgorged from all with a now-or-never 
promptitude, much to the dismay of the recipients. People do not like 
to be compelled by law to carry it. We do not receive it here ourselves 
with any praiseworthy cordiality. Our condition is somewhat like that 
of one of our distinguished humorists, who in our late war would not 
enlist himself, but was very willing that all his wife’s relations should. 
All are willing that everybody else may enjoy the single silver banquet, 
but as for ourselves individually it has no temptati 

It is true that it is often smartly claimed that over ninety million of 
the one hundred and sixty-five million now in the Treasury of these 
standard silver dollars is represented by an issue of that amount of sil- 
ver certificates, meaning to convey the inference that these certificates 


1886. 
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will ultimately all be met and paid with silver; but this is practically 
a circumlocutory fraud, cheating nobody, however, but ourselves, so 
long as the holders of the certificates have the option of taking the tur- 
key instead of the buzzard, or so long as the h have the option of 
tendering them at the custom-house as an equivalent of gold. None 
ever have been redeemed with silver and none ever will be. When 
gold has been exchanged for silver certificates, the owners made their 
“calling and election sure’ through the custom-house. 

For the month of December, in 1884, 44 per cent. of the receipts at 
the custom-house in New York were in silver certificates and 41 per 
cent. in April, 1885. 

The Secretary of the Treasury has already found it necessary to resort 
to unusual resources to avoid the shock to all business interests of a 
sudden drop from using both gold and silver, hitherto ever maintained 
by our country, toasingle silver standard. Whenever the Government 
from inability or from indisposition shall fail to maintain the silver dol- 
lar on a par with gold, all of the silver certificates as well as all other 
paper currency, er with the silver dollar itself, will fall to the ex- 
act commercial value of the bullion contained in the standard silver 
tender must then stand on that basis. There 


is no financial or legislative witchcraft that offers any other fate. 
But we have on seventy-five million of unused and unusable 
silver, unre even by the conceit of silver certificates, and, be- 


millions to our t unwieldy pile 
devious dees ? 


ported by gold, will be sure to follow its enthronement as our so 
standard 


ens us upon every monthly additional of siver by the Govern- 
ment. Its approaching dominance is so ites arid coe te President 
felt it his duty to inform us in his message that gold was beginning to 


be hoarded. It is assumed, however, that the President need not be 
heeded, because he has been “alarmed.” The newspapers say that 
the ‘‘Sage of Ge: ” Governor Tilden, has bought large amounts 
of foreign Alas! has he, too, been alarmed? 

To show, however, the lack of infallibility of the Senator’s table pur- 
porting to give “‘ the annual average export price in currency” of sev- 
eral articles of domestic product, it may be only necessary to refer to 
the single article of ‘‘eggs,’”’ which, it is claimed, were exported at 
the price of 39.6 cents per dozen in 1870 and at 21.5 cents in 1885. 
Surely foreign hens in 1870 must have been on a strike; but will any- 
body believe ihat eggs, to the extent of dozens were actually 
and found a market abroad in 1870 at the price of over 39 cents 


the figures set forth ? 

I do not think for a moment the Senator himself intended any decep- 
tion by his table, but I fear he has been SRE Ht e 
official or greenhorn tabulator. The table gives the prices of 1870 and 
1885 in ‘‘currency;’’ but in 1870 our currency was wholly of depreciated 
PA and gold borea high premium. In 1885, however, our currency, 

am happy to say, was at par with gold. It appears to me not too 
much to have , from the usual acuteness and fairness of the 
Senator from Kentucky, that he should not only have discovered this 
fact, but should not have left it buried out of sight. 

Selected statistics can be made to prove almost an; For ex- 
ample, the table already mentioned gives the prices of some products 
in the year 1860, an erasomewhat i 
but the Dena pE SAn KEAT penre O A oe eh a 
prices when cotton and wheat brought very low prices, and w: beef, 
pork, bacon, and butter sold for a good deal less than they do now. 
‘There was no such general depression of prices or trade in 1860 through- 
out the world as exceptionally prevails now, while in 1870 everything 
was inflated. 

The fall in the value of silver in the United States has been denounced 
by some of our advanced silver financiers as 
the Wall-street bondholders, and not like the recent fall in the value of 
copper, owing entirely to a largely increased supply and a diminished 
demand. The banks are also denounced as conspirators engaged in 
this unholy depreciation of one of the precious metals, because their 
customers, whom they serve, have not found a use for it; but the im- 
putation is hardly less preposterous than it would be to charge the 
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banks with the depreciation in the value of copper, because they do 
not buy and hoard uncalled-for millions of bronze or copper cents. 
Democratic Treasury officials are held to be no more honest than their 

and itis not for me to claim that they are, but all have been 
at work from the early morn until the evening twilight in pushing sil- 
ver at every cross-roads of the country, although they are esteemed in 
some quarters as nothing less than traitors because they have not had 
greater success, as accredited missionaries, in mading mankind that 
the silver dollar was worthy of a more obedient faith and greater adora- 
tion among the unconverted. 

It would be well to remember that no country in all the world has 
been exempt from the depreciation of silver. Mexico cannot obtain 
any higher price for her silver bullion than can our miners in the State 
of Nevada or Colorado. The silver rupee of India, with a nominal 
value of two shillings, will not buy more of British merchandise than 
about what one shilling and sixpence would be an equivalent for in the 
money standard of Great Britain. The indictment for a conspiracy will 
have to cover tho whole world: It is difficult to see how parties in 
America could conspirs to cheapen the price of silver in the markets 
of Europe or of India, and silver in bars or bricks may be expected 
everywhere to obey the law of supply and demand with as much regu- 
larity as the same bars and bricks obey the law of gravitation, regard- 
less of po epithets distributed upon bankers and bondholders. 

The is so much of a devotee of the silver dollar, intrinsically 
worth less than 80 cents, that he proposed at once to commence the 

ment of the public debt with that coin and no other, although later 

seemed to have consented toa mixture. Of course heex tocarry 
the Empire State in 1888 on his platform. Not himself eligible as a 
candidate for the Presidency, the distinguished Senator waves his ban- 
ner reckless of the clouds, without any ‘‘silver lining,” which there be- 
token the fate of any Democratic son of New York who may seek to con- 
quer under thatsign. Whatdoesthe original or the revised programme 
portend? Of course the inevitable result of using silverin the payment 
of the public debt would be to banish gold, or two-thirds of all our pres- 
ent metallic circulation, and leave us with nothing but silver coinage. 
Our five orsix hundred millions of gold would soon command a premium, 
increasing day byday. Go where it might, it would have more appre- 
ciation, and its departure could not fail to uce a serious monetary 
crisis, a contraction which Congress would be promptly asked to cure 
by an indefinite issue of a new edition of legal-tender greenbacks or by 
a revival of the *‘wild-cat banks” to supply the place of the departed 
dä. This, or anything, the Supreme Court has already announced 
may do at its pleasure. Sucha step.once taken, however, the 
ience of the world shows can not be easily retraced. It might pos- 
sibly cure some financial vagaries of those who think everybody crazy 
but themselves, and who now have no ears to hear except when ad- 
dressed by those with whose sentiments they are in accord, but the cure 
would come too late. 

The distinguished Senator made his irrefutable sneer at ‘‘ bankers and 
bondholders and their able and well-paid press’’ as though they were 
conspirators wickedly trying to keep up the premium on our bonds, but 
he unquestionably knows that it will make no scrap of difference to 
bankers and bondholders now whether our bonds beara premium or not. 
All they expect to realize or can realize from their bonds is the fixed rate 
of interest and their par value when due, and it makes not a farthing's 
difference to the Government whether bonds bear a premium or not, un- 
less the Government to use its funds for speculative purposes 
them in advance of their maturity, If thereare 
any parties who desire to organize new banks, they might be interested 
in depressing the cost of bonds in order to obtain all that were required 
for that purpose without a premium. Surely, it ought not to be a re- 
proach that any parties, directly or indirectly, are striving to uphold 
the credit of the Government. 

When the United States were striving to obtain in 1863 a loan of one 
thousand million dollars by the issue of its bonds, subscribers to the loan 
were assured, by its only authorized agent, that the bonds were payable 
in gold. The letter of Jay Cooke, as agent of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, dated March 13, 1863, and everywhere published and distributed, 
contained the following statement: 

these bonds are called five-twen! because, while they are twenty- 
gian may be redeemed by the p amnre entin gold at ay time anter five 


ERTS. 
> The duties on imports of all articles from abroad must be paid in gold, and this 
is the way Secretary Chase gets his gold. 


This statement by theagent of the Secretary of the Treasury, with his 
knowledge and approval, was never questioned nor controverted, in Con- 
gress or out, for years afterward. All branches of the Government 
then so understood the contract, and knew the creditors so understood 
it. Silver dollars had never had any prominence as money of the United 
States. We had circulated little of it and made less, or from 1805 to 
1839 only $1,000,000 were coined, and up to 1869 only $4,709,490 of 
silver dollars were coined. Such were the circumstances of the past 
and the only basis upon which our people could judge of the future. 

The letter of the law unquestionably made United States bonds pay- 
able in either gold or silver coin, but this was done when no silver dol- 
lar was in circulation, then worth more also than a gold dollar, and 
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when the policy of the Government had been for generations to coin 
little more of silver than what was required for ordinary use as change. 
This policy had prevailed up to the act of 1878, which then started on 
a new theory, and provided for extraordinary and successive issues of 
silver dollars monthly, or seemingly determined by the revolutions of 
the moon, intrinsically then worth about ten per cent. less than par; but 
this legislation it was never proposed by its leading advocates should be 
adhered to, unless we found ourselves able to make some agreement with 
other bimetallic nations by which silver could be maintained in uni- 
versal circulation at par with gold. This expected agreement appears 
to have been impossible, and certainly appears impossible at present. 
Our own legislation is hastening a disastrous revolution, as the Presi- 
dent and Secretary of the Treasury believe, in all the conditions sur- 
rounding the silver dollar, now in danger of further depreciation, and 
the question arises, can we with proper decency take advantage of our 
own act to pay off the bonds of the United States at a eost of only 79 
cents or less on the dollar? 

For many years we have paid both interest and principal of these 
bonds in gold, and this inflexible rule has given the pledge of public 
faith that they would forever continue to be so paid until their final 
extinguishment. It was this trusting faith of our own people which 
enabled the Government to refund its bonds at the low rate of 3 per 
cent. interest, and these are the bonds which the Senator from Ken- 
tucky so sternly advises the Secretary of the Treasury should be paid at 
once, and paid in silver. Woe be to the Secretary if he dares to disre- 
gard this blast of the silver buglemen! 

Saying nothing about what would or would not be conducive to the 
public honor, it may be truthfully asserted that it concerns the high- 
est interest of our future career in the world’s history to preserve the 
public credit above all criticism and aboveall suspicion of the smallest 
financial crookedness. 

Whatever loss might be suffered by those who are now our public cred- 
itors by asudden change to payment in silver instead of gold, it would 
be the merest bagatelle, unworthy of consideration, comparatively, with 
the loss which would be suffered by the wage-earning portion of the 
people. Creeping upon them imperceptibly, they would find their 
means of subsistence, month by month, growing less and less, and not 
until every one else had looked out for himself would these sons of 
toil, at all times our largest creditor class, if ever, find any redress. 

These sufferers would also find little consolation in the fiat of the 
Government, by which, without any legislation upon the tariff, a hor- 
izontal reduction had been accomplished of 21 per cent. or any other 
amount, simply by forcing silver to be received at the custom-house, 
and thereby making a wide opening for foreign workingmen to be 
employed instead of our own. Possibly it may be the last resort of 
revenue reformers to effect the changes they seek by changes of the 
monetary standard. At present the Mexican silver dollar, containing 
more silver than our standard dollar, is rated by the Treasury Di 
ment at eighty-one cents and six mills, but when we drop to the silver 
standard, the Mexican dollar would be rated two cents and four mills 
above par. 

The Senator also solemnly said this: 

I desire tosay with t distinctness that Iam not making war on bondholders 
or national banks or bankers, 

And yet, like Shylock, he is constantly whetting his knife to take the 
pound of flesh nearest their hearts. Our bonds are largely held by na- 
tional banks and by savings-banks. Thestock of national banks (hold- 
ing $308,000,000 of bonds, largely 3 percents) is owned by a very large 
proportion of small shareholders, as was shown years ago by the Com 
trollerof the Currency. Thenumber of depositors in the savings- 
of the MiddleStates was 1,473,319, averaging for each $356.94; the num- 
ber of depositors in New England was 1,460,185, averaging for each 
$337.20; and there is hardly a township in all the North where small 
bonds will not be found distributed. They are often held for the heirs 
of deceased persons, and, with rare exceptions, they are seldom held by 
millionaires, for the reason that such persons are able to find more profit- 
able investments. This is the true character of those who now our 
bonds, and yet they are covered with defamatory epithets as though they 
were culprits worthy of sentence to a dungeon or to a chain-gang. 

During the long ascendency of the statesmen of the Democratic party, 
when the Government was controlled by their most eminent leaders, 
one of the most notable characteristics of the party was its inflexible 
hostility to paper money and its rapturous devotion to gold, ‘‘ glitter- 
ing through the interstices ofevery man’s silken purse.” That was the 
Bentonian slogan leading to victory during the era of Jacksonian De- 
- mocracy, and the reason for the law of 1834, approved by Jackson, by 
which gold was brought into the country and silver almost wholly ex- 
pelled; and it was also the pith and force of the Van Buren subtreasury 
act, which aimed to wholly divorce the Treasury from all paper money. 
In those days it was the pre-eminent policy of the party in relation to 
making gold coins circulate at home in the hands of the people which 
apparently gave to its supporters their highest political prestige. Why 
is it that these fundamental principles of Jefferson, these favorite doc- 
trines of Jackson, should now be esteemed as heterodox and be dismissed 
with elaborate denunciations by those who claim to be the legitimate 
political heirs to all of the renown of these great historic names? It 


can not be that any section of any is covertly seeking a chea 
dollar, to-day barely worth 79 peal f mills, with which to vero 
the wages of laboringmen; and I trust there is neither new-born nor 
old-lingering reluctance in any quarter as to paying the annual pensions 
of Union soldiers in dollars worth at all times and everywhere 100 
cents. The Senate of the United States, it is to be presumed, would not 
be the foram where any measure designedly favoring a 79-cent dollar 
with which to pay State debts would find favor. And may I not also 
hope that the full cost of arestored Union will not be esteemed so great 
as to justify the risk of even its possible diminution by indirection, or 
to tempt the payment of what remains unpaid, in money that may not 
be current in any other part of the civilized world. 

The Senator from Kentucky reminded us of the passage of an act of 
Congress in 1869 declaring that the bonds of the United States should 
be paid in coin, ‘‘against the vote and protest [as he is happy to say] 
of every Democrat in both Houses.’’ In all our previous history no 
public debt, at home or abroad, was ever contracted by the United 
States with any other expectation than that it would be paid in coin, 
and the coin only of the country. No civilized nation has ever con- 
tracted a public debt on any other basis, or on the idea of reserving the 
right to pay it in its own depreciated paper, and any nation proposing 
such a payment would be forever branded with degradation in the esti- 
mation of the civilized world. Those who invested their means in our 
bonds assumed the risk of the war and trusted to the good faith of the 
pope We were as much morally bound to pay our bonds in coin 

fore as after the passage of the act of 1869, which was the first act 
approved in the administration of General Grant. But the Senator then 
was here in opposition, as I understand it, to the Union party, and that 
opposition was very damaging to the public credit. Up to the time of 
this act, by which the public credit was strengthened and established, 
we had been paying 6 per cent. interest or more on all of our public 
debts; but ever since we have been able to do much better in refund- 
ing bonds at much lower rates, saving millions upon millions thereby; 
and, but for the protracted opposition brought against fixing a time for 
the resumption of specie payments on United States notes, we might have 
had still lower rates of interest at an earlier period, in refunding a much 
larger part of the public debt. And yet the Senator is ‘‘ happy ’’ to say 
that the act of 1869 ‘‘ was passed by Congress against the vote and protest 
of every Democrat in both Houses.’’ Has notthe Senator inadvertently 
disclosed the index-finger with which, as the recognized leader of his 
party, he is pointing ont the way to eventually pay off the public debt 
with a cheapercoin? He obviously still thinks that it would have been 
square and right to have paid the bonds in legal-tenders when they 
were worth, as he declares, only 60 or 70 cents on the dollar. He does 
not say when he would have paid the legal-tenders, nor with what. 
But, all the same, public creditors would have been forced, if ‘‘ every 
Democrat in both Houses ’’ could have had his way, to surrender bonds 
bearing interest for paper promises bearing no interest and depreciated, 
as the Senator has said, to the extent of 30 to 40 cent. The Sena- 
tor is no longer in the opposition, but, it must be admitted, he pre- 
serves his consistency. 

The Senator referred to France and other members of the Latin Union 
for an example that we should follow, but forgot to mention that they 
have all, or nearly all, some years since—France in 1879—ceased to 
coin silver, and have limited even minor silver coinage. They stopped 
about the time we began, willingly surrendering the whole business 
and the whole responsibility. By that means they have been able to 
maintain their present stock of silver on a par with gold, and that is 
now the most important part of their example which we might safely 
follow, but from which the Senator blinds his eyes and turns and runs. 
By their latest monetary convention, signed on the 12th of December 
last, these powers appear to have agreed ultinatsly to call home their 
silver coin for redemption, Belgium engaging not to make any change 
in its monetary system that might prevent the silver from returning, 
or, if she does, then to take back all her silver at once. And further, 
if the surplus after exchange exceed two hundred million of francs, then 
to reimburse so much that the sum not reimbursable shall not exceed 
one hundred millions. Similar provisions have been made by other 
parties to the treaty. 

Like Belgium, we have been making large nominal profits on the 
coinage of silver, but the day may come, unless we can reach some in- 
ternational arrangement with the bimetallic nations, when the voice 
of our own people will demand its redemption in coin equal to its full 
nominal value. Government wealth, fictitiously accumulated by the 
issue of coins above their intrinsic value, never has been and is not 
likely now to be a permanent inheritance. It would be better for the 
present not to have too much of it outstanding for any possible or final 
day of settlement. 

To continue the coinage of the present standard silver dollar of 412} 
grains when much more than 480 grains of silver can be purchased for 
a dollar is exposing the country to very graye risks, not of counterfeits, 
but of dollars made in exact similitude of our own and containing an 
equal amountof silver. Twenty-five per cent. of clear profit isa great 
temptation. There is no kind of manufactures known anywhere prom- 
ising equal or safer profits io bold and unscrupulous enterprise. What 
isto prevent the establishment of competing mintsin Mexico, in Canada, 
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or anywhere else, from injecting into the country a multitude of alien 
but undistinguishable dollars, in every way just like our own, and, by 
all the known tests of ex just as good as our own? In the hands 
of innocent holders, how can be arrested, or who can be punished? 
The danger signals may not now be heeded, but time may disclose the 
fact that they should have been heeded. 

Some references were also made to the large amount of eoin held by 
France, as though we were deficient or had not reached the proper and 
supremely advantageous maximum required for national prosperity. 
The conditions, however, are widely different in France, where there is 
only one bank, with branches in a few of their most prominent cities, 
and therefore almost every man there most hold some amount of ready 
money constantly on hand for daily use. He can not deposit his funds 
in a bank to obtain interest thereon until he may ‘need to pay it out 
and then draw his check upon a neighboring bank, as nearly all of our 
people are in the daily habit of doing. This accounts for the unusual 
amount of coin required for circulation in France. With our numer- 
ous banking institutions our people do not bury their talents and, there- 
fore, get along with a far less amount. 

But our gold and silver coin, together with all the authorized paper 
circulating as money, has had a prodigious expansion within a half 
dozen years, and may now be said to be overabundant, or far more than 
is really required. It amounted January 1, 1879 to $1,055,356,619, 
and on November 1, 1885, the amount was $1,556,914,798, having been 
increased by over $500,000,000. There is no deficiency in the supply 
of money, of which an unexampled surplus may be found almost every- 
where awaiting some demand for remunerativeemployment. Capital- 
ists and banks all have money to lend; and large idle deposits in banks, 
as well as the low current rates of interest, testify to the universal pleth- 
ora of the money markets; but the real trouble is a lack of general 
confidence as to the present standard of money. Investments and con- 
tracts are no longer made with abiding trust in the future. Silvery, if 
not slippery, propositions are too frequently made in Congress, and re- 
ceived with a too conspicuous appreciation, for the healthy stability of 
business. 

The large nominal profits in the coinage of silver dollars are subject 
to very heavy drawbacks. The cost of coining is 14 cent for each dollar, 
amounting since 1878 to over $3,000,000, or to about $42,000 for each and 
every month. The inconvenience and expense for additional vaults has 
been large, and even the expense attending telegraphic correspondence 
is not small, amounting at the New Orleans mint sometimes to $200 in 
a single quarterofthe year. But the expense of transportation incurred 
by the Treasury Department in its industrious efforts to popularize sil- 
ver in all markets and way places is enough at least to dissipate any 
surprise that no private enterprise has attempted the task. The express 
charges from 1878 to 1885 on theshipment of $55,000,000 from Philadel- 
phia were $217,389.83, or $3.94 per thousand, and for $25,000,000 more 
shipped to subtreasurers the charges were $28,151.29. The charges on 
shipments from the San Francisco mint of $13,541,500 were $125,033.25, 
or $9.23 per $1,000—almost 1 per cent. The express charges at New 
Orleans for the shipment of $25,546,998 have been over $56,000. 

Shipments from the mint at Carson, Nev., have been peculiarly ex- 
pet For example, $150,000 were sent to New Orleans ata cost of 

,625; on $450,000 shipped to Saint Louis the charges were $5,625. 
From to $30 per $1,000 were on shipments to places in 
Montana. Onshipments to Leadville, Colo., the express charges were 
at the rate of $20.60 per $1,000, and to Trinidad and other places in 
Colorado $11 per $1,000. Shipments have been made to places where 
a silver famine seemed to exist with only 33 inhabitants, according to 
the latest census. The shipments have varied in amount from $500 
to $6,000,000. Silver thus has been shipped at much cost, wherever 
an opening has been found, and yet Treasury officials are berated as in- 
sincere and destitute of honesty because they have not bewitched the 
world with more love for silver dollars, although they appear to have 
kept the axles of the express cars hot in their transportation to every 
nook and corner of the continent. The expenses attending any of the 
ac, cies of coinage and distribution of the silver dollar, however 
] ey may be, are perhaps insignificant compared with the loss to 
be e by the Government from having paid a much higher price for 
the bullion already coined than it would now fetch in any market. 

Thesuspension of the coinage of the silver dollar will not depreciate its 
value, nor increase the value of the gold dollar. They will then both pass 
from hand to hand equally current in all of our business transactions, 
Confidence and stability will be restored to our commerce, to invest- 
ments, tocontracts. The laboring man will not be in dread of a pinched 
and depreciated dollar. The farmer will know that he is to receive for 
his grain and cattle money not a whit inferior to the money paid to 
farmers in any other country. The miseries of a fluctuating premium 
on exchange will not rise to vex the foreground of all business affairs. 
The retention of all of our five or six hundred millions of gold coin will 
be assured with the promise of more annual additions. And then we 
need not humbly seek foreign aid to float the world’s product of silver, 
but wait until our aid has been sought, as sought itsurely would be, to 
establish a potential bimetallic arrangement with the leading nations of 
Europe, by which any surplus of silver would have some chance of being 
utilized. The owners of the great silver bonanzas would not then have 


to rely for support upon the United States alone, but would have the 
major part of the commercial world promoting their permanent pros- 
perity. It has been sufficiently demonstratedjthat the service of the 
whole Government for seven years in the coinage of our 24,000,000 of 
silver dollars annually has failed to increase the value of silver, but it 
is worth far less to-day than in 1878, when the experiment began. It 
must be equally obvious that it has also been a failure as a fertilizer to 
business—helping neither the farmer nor manufacturer to greater prod- 
ucts nor to greater prices. 

It is a pity that arguments on the silver question, upon either side, 
are so seldom listened to, except by those who may be in accord with 
the argument for the time presented, but are regarded as inapplicable 
and as foreign to the real merits of the subject as would be some alge- 
braic problem or statistics on color-blindness. The fact that nearly all 
the merchants and trained business men of the country, whose dail 
life has afforded broad information upon the history and practical knowl- 
edge of the subject, are arranged upon the side favoring, at the very 
least, either an increase in the weight of the silver dollar, a limit to 
or a temporary suspension of its coinage, does not gard to have the 
slightest weight, but is contemptuously di ed by those who the- 
oretically and sentimentally cling first and last to the dollar of 4124 
grains of silver. The fact that President and the Secretary of the 
Treasury, the Treasurer, the Director of the Mint, and the Comptroller of 
the Currency, the experienced Treasury officials, no less under the pres- 
ent Administration under the preceding, are all agreed in urging 
Congress to cease the present coinage of the silver dollar, goes for noth- 
ing with the Senator from Kentucky and his obedient followers. Even 
the authority of Cernuschi, the foremost and most learned advocate of 
bimetallism in France, also goes for nothing when cited to show that 
the continued coinage of silver in the United States is calculated to de- 
feat its maintenance at par with gold, and to defeat any concurrent 
agreement of nations by which a greater amount in the aggregate of 
silver might at once be brought into permanent circulation and uni- 
versal acceptance. The facts obtained from our foreign ministers by 
the present Administration, all pointing to the absolute necessity of a 
suspension of the coinage of the silver dollar, are regarded with dis- 
trust, if not with pity, ‘or those who attribute any importance to the 
wisdom or virtue of these functionaries. Such authorities as these, and 
the highest practically available, would have, when brought to bear 
upon any other subject, somewhat of a controlling influence; but on 
silver we are yet to see whether or not such authorities, all and the best 
our country affords, are to stand at zero in the United States Senate. 

Is it possible that Americans will ever be contented with a monetary 
system which will subject us in all our foreign traffic to payments in gold 
for all we buy and to receive for all we sell nothing but silver? I do not 
know how it may be with others, but I confess that, should we ever sink 
to the level of those nations of the second, third, and fourth rank, whose 
wealth and enterprise is too inconsiderable to require all and the best 
monetary instrumentalities, including both gold and silver, in the con- 
duct of trade and commerce, I should feel it to be a sad degradation, a 
complete surrender, of the proud position we now hold as the foremost 
power among great and enlightened nations. 

[During the delivery of Mr. MORRILL’S remarks the hour of 2 o'clock 
arrived, when, by unanimous consent, the regular order was postponed 
and Mr. MORRILL allowed to conclude his speech. ] 

Mr. BECK. I ask the Senate to give me only ten’ minutes. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope that will be granted. 

Mr. BECK. I believe there is no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection at all, but I desire to state 
that after the Senate gets through I wish to take up another bill, the 
Presidential count bill, and unless some other Senators desire to speak 
this afternoon I wish to submit an amendment and some remarks 
upon it. 

Boe BECK. I shall only occupy a few minutes; certainly not over 

een. è 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair). The 
Chair hears no objection to the request of the Senator from Kentucky. 
The resolution submitted by him will be regarded as before the Senate. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] on yester- 
day, at the close of a very able and elaborate speech made by the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], said: 

I merely desire to take the floor to say that rather reluctantly I shall feel it 
my duty to ask the attention of the Senate to-morrow for an hour on this sub- 
ject, which seems to attract such an enthusiastic crowd of Senators here—I 
mean the resolution of the Senator from Kentucky. 

I have listened to that speech, which he has so carefully prepared. 
I suppose it has required a monthof elaboratestudy, and I agree that he 
ought to have been a little reluctant to present it. I think he will 
himself think so when he comes toexamine it, and I think the country 
will understand, when they read it and consider it as the official reply 
to the arguments made on the other side, as the best the chairman of 
the Committee on Finance can do, and the best the Treasury officials 
can aid him in doing, that the monometallic position of the present 
and past administrations will not be very much advanced. 

Why, sir, for the Senator from Vermont to tell the Senate, as he does, 
that the best way to increase the value of silver is to stop the coinage 
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of it seems to me too absurd for serious consideration, the coin- 
age of it and thereby increase the value of it! Stop grinding wheat 
into flour to increase the value of wheat; stop allowing broadcloth to 
be used for clothes to increase the value of the material, would be quite 
as good an argument as the argument he now presents. I hardly know 
how to answer such suggestions. It is on a par with the arguments he 
has heretofore made on this floor, when he told the people of this coun- 
try that they must stop cong DOSAO OR OL cra Med were raising 
too much, that they were wearing out their lands, that the smaller 
quantity would bring them as much or more than the larger by mak- 
it scarcer and dearer. 

not the Senator from Vermontknow, does not every man know, 
that the moment we stop the coinage of silver we depreciate it that much 
more, because we deprive it of the use it now has at least to the extent 
of twenty-four million or twenty-eight million dollars a year in this 
country, and that we will by this process enable foreign nations to buy 
it as bullion that much cheaper? Does he not know that the power 
which stops the coinage now will ever afterward prevent its restora- 
tion to our coinage? ‘That is the real object of the crusade which is 
now being made upon it. 

When'the Senator from Vermont says that he desires a bimetallic cur- 
rency and desires to keep silver in circulation he hardly disguises the 
fact that he wants it forall but the bondholder and the national banker, 
he confesses that the so-called degraded coin he determines to keep in 
circulation is good enough for the laborer, good en for the pensioner, 
good enough for everybody except the men who hold our bonds and who 
alone agreed to takeit and covenanted that it should be paid to them at 
its present standard value. No other man ever made or required that 
agrecment but the holders of our bonds, and they alone seek to repu- 
diate their ebligations, and have always been and are now sustained in 
doing so by our Treasury officials. 

The Senator speaks of the t silver coinage as compulsory. 
True, it is compulsory coinage in one sense, and only in one sense; itis 
in fact a limited coinage, in d ion of a former right. This coin 
has been in the hands of its enemies for many years. From the day 
that the Congress of the United States, in 1878, declared that it 
should be a legal tender for all debts, publie and private, every Secre- 
tary of the ‘Treasury, every oflicial, Republican and Democratic, that 
we have placed in power has been denouncing it and trying to put it 
down. We know that if Congress had not compelled them to coin at 
least $2,000,000 a month they never would have coined a dollar. To 
prevent that, Congress said that they should coin at least $2,000,000 a 
month; that they should buy that much silver, and now I and those 
who agree with me insist upon saying to them, knowing that they 
never would have bought adollar’s worth or coined a dollar, that they 
shall pay it out toall men who are compelled to receive it, bondholders 
included, as the law and the contracts require them to do. 

That is all that we ask. We say that the bondholder and the na- 
tional banker is no better and no more meritorious creditor of the Gov- 
ernment than 5 4 other man, that he holds no higher obligations, and 
that our agents not assume that he does. The only struggle we 
are now making is to require our officials who have treated our silver 
coin as a step-child from the beginning until now to pay it out to the 
men who bargained for it, and who can pay it out to those who deal 
with them and who will payit out when it is paid to them. Weinsist 
that it shall be paid to the men who agreed to take it and whose obli- 
gations on their very face required them to take it. That is all we are 
asking. No man can decently assert that there is anything wrong, 
unjust, unfair, or dishonest in that proposition. We know they are 
refusing in New York and elsewhere to receive it on deposit, and we 
propose to require them, as its owners, to seek to utilize it, instead of 
seeking to degrade it as they do now, when everybody takes it but 
themselves. 

Yet we are told that we are trying to foist upon ignorant, unsuspect- 
ing people depreciated dollars; and Jay Cooke is paraded here as au- 
thority to show that what I said in regard to greenbacks and the origi- 
nal 5-20 bonds was untrue. Jay Cooke, it is true, wasthe agent of the 
Government, striving like all other agents to make a fortune out of 
his commissions; he was seeking to press sales by advertisements in 
every form. He, I repeat, is paraded here by the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] and the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MoR- 
RILL] as being absolute authority in the face of the law and to the 
subversion of the law, which they admit to be as I state it. We are 
told that I and other men like myself- 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senatoryield to me for one moment? 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir; to anybody. 

Mr. McPITERSON. If the Government of the United States made 
Jay Cooke the subscription agent of the Government, as the evidence 
is abundant that they did, and also the fiscal agent of the Government, 
and permitted Jay Cooke to spread broadcast over this land, in every 
newspaper in the land, the advertisement stating that the interest of 
the bonds was payable in gold, I claim, and justly claim, that the Gov- 
ernment itself isa party to the terms of that contract, and of necessity 
a party to the fraud, if fraud there was. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. Jay Cooke was bound by the law. ‘This Govern- 


ment acts only through written laws. ` His advertisements could only 
be properly issued in accordance with the acts of Congress. 

Mr. MCPHERSON rose. 

Mr. BECK. Waitamoment. The present Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and all former Secretaries of the Treasury are bound by the law; 
yet, as if toshow their contempt for it, they have never paid out a dollar 
of silver coin to any bondholder, although it was made a special fund 
for the payment of these very debts when received at the custom-houses; 
and now we are told by the Senator from New Jersey and the Senator 
from Vermont that because Jay Cooke once misquoted and Secretaries 
of the Treasury have for years defied the law and Congress did not and 
does not stop them, therefore the law is of no effect, and the obliga- 
tions become what our agents have asserted that they are or should be 
by their violations of the solemn acts of Congress. ‘That is the whole 
argument; there is nothing more in it. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to say one word more, if the Senator 
from Kentucky will pardon me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenator from Kentucky yield 
to the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. In the opinion of the Senator from Kentucky 
how many people investing in the bonds of the Government of the 
United States knew anything at all about the conditions of the law? 

Mr. BECK. In answer to that, while I heard from the Senator from 
New Jersey the other day how helpless, how ignorant, how innocent,’ 
how little the people who invested in bonds knew about what they were 
doing, yet the fact remains that every greenback has written on the back 
of it, to be seen by every man who can read, that it is payable for all 
debts, public and private, at its face value except interest and customs 
dues. I presume oey one of these poor bondholders could read, and 
in the face of the very bond they now hold is written that every oneof 
them shall be and are lawfully and honestly payable in coin, gold and 
silver coin, of the standard value of July 14, 1870; and I assert, not- 
withstanding the pleas of ignorance and innocence, that any man who 
refuses to take it and any official who refuses to pay it is willfully vio- 
lating the law, and is an untrustworthy agent to act for the people he 
represents. Do you tell me, or tell Congress and the country, when the 
greenback has written on its back that it will be receivable for the prin- 
cipal of the public debt, and when the bond of 1870 substituted for the 
5.20 has written on its face that it can be honestly paid in coin, of gold 
or silver at the option of the United States, of the standard value of 
July 14, 1870, that the poor, innocent bondholder and banker did not 
know that to be the fact, and that our officials do not know thatit is the 
fact? It is too bald and naked an absurdity to require a serious answer. 

I do not desire to give silver any preference over gold; I desire to keep 
them together; but I insist that when the Treasury officials, who are 
the trustees of this people, and not the trustees of the bondholders, have 
a right to pay in gold or silver coin at their option, that the right to so 
pay makes it their duty to pay in the metal that is most beneficial to the 
tax-paying people they represent. If a trustee had the right to pay a 
debt for his cestwi que trust in rye or wheat, and rye was worth 75 cents 
a bushel and wheat was worth a dollar a bushel, and the trustee should 
refuse to pay in rye and pay in wheat, he would be false to the man who 
trusted him as an agent to pay his debts, and any court would remove 
him for a violation of his known duty. It is our interest to make our 
coins of equal value and credit and to make them stay together; and 
when national banks will not receive silver dollars on deposit—-when 
they will not receive silver certificates at the clearing-houses, although 
the law requires that they should—while as I said beiore Iam not mak- 
ing war on them as men, I would forfeit every charter that was granted 
to them rather than to allow them to violate the law or avoid it by in- 
direction, which is meaner and worse than a direct violation of it. 

No man denies that silver stands on an equality with gold before the 
law, and no man denies that it has been treated as a step-child by every 
Treasury official at the dictation of the bondholders and bankers of the 
country. When Jay Cooke is brought before the Senate as evidence 
and authority I turn to the records of the country. I turn to the great 
speech made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], the present 
presiding officer of this body, in this Chamber, on the 27th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1868, when a set of men were clamoring over Jay Cooke's cer- 
tificates. Senators will find that he denounces all the people who made 
such demands as extortioners for daring to demand more than they 
agreed to receive at the time their contract was made. He as the 
leader of the Republican party then denounced them in this Hall. I 
read his letter when I spoke before. The Senator from Vermont care- 
fully and studiously avoids any allusion to it, but refers to me as not 
being loyal to the Union party in 1870. The war ended two years be- 
fore Í came to Congress. I have endeavored to do my duty with the 
best lights before me, looking to the good of this whole country as ear- 
nestly as the Senator has. That is all I care to say as to that, but I will 
read again what the distingui President of this body said months 
after he made that great speech in 1868 in a letter to a friend: 

I think the bondholder violates his promise when he refuses to take the same 


kind of money he paid for the bonds, If the case is to be tested by law, I am 
right; if it is to be tested by Jay Cooke's advertisements— 
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As the two disagree, and the two distinguished Senators are driven to 
admit that Jay Cooke is the only authority they have to stand upon, I 
hope they will listen— 
wrong. I hate repudiation, ything like it, but ought not to be 
Frees ene doing what is Fight by fear ae ee ee the 
If, under the law as it stands, the elders of the five-twenties ean coly bopel 
in gold, then we are repu Digi ps goede pear poring If the bond- 
ho ean legally demand only the kind of money he paid, then he is a repudi- 
alor dod extostionsr $0 Samandi manay more- yalnable than Be aave. 

JO. SHERMAN. 


Mr. MCPHERSON, Will the Senator yield for one question now? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Willhe point me to some declaration made by 
the honorable gentleman whose letter he has just read, or any other 
Secretary of the from the time the bonds were first issued 
and given to the public, in which they disavowed in any way, sha 
or form the advertisement of Mr. Jay Cooke? Was there ever a 
ration made by net berger! of this Government at any time or anywhere 
in which he said that the advertisement of Jay Cooke promising and 
pledging this Government to the payment of the interest of the bonds 
in gold was false? 

Mr. BECK. That whole question is mere clap-trap. Mr. Jay Cooke 
was agentin 1865 and 1866. Here is the letter of Mr. in 1868. 
There was the great debate in in 1868, when it was denied, 
and denied emphatically on this floor, that Mr. Jay Cooke had any 

t to make any such advertisement. 

r. MCPHERSON. The bonds had been originally issued on the 
advertisement. What has taken place since has simply been a renewal 
of the same bonds. 

Mr. BECK. Is there anybody who denies now that the bondholders 
are obliged to take silver coin at the standard value of July 14, 1870? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not deny it; I believe that y the 
bondholder is required to take his payment in silver coin, if you exact it. 

Mr. BECK. Then, since we are questioning each other, is it not the 
duty of the Secretary when he has that silver coin in the Treasury and 
complains that he can not get it out, and it is made a special fund to 
pay that interest and bonds, so to pay it? 

Mr. McPHERSON,. No, sir; the practice of this Government from 
the time the bonds were issued up to the present hour has been to pay 
the obligations of the Government in gold. In 1853 you practically 
abandoned the coinage of silver. You had no silver then to pay with. 

Mr. BECK. We had buta small amount of either silver or gold then. 
We had almost as much silver in one form or otheras we had gold, and 
we had coined over $2,000,000 into standard dollars in the thirteen 
months before the act of 1873 was passed; the history of that fraud I 
do not care to go into. We had more silver than we had coined gold in 
this country up to 1849. We purchased Louisiana, we fought the war 
of 1812, we fought the Mexican war, and gained all the great countries 
from whence the gold came on substantially a silver basis. Because 
we discovered gold in California and it was discovered in Australia, 
more gold was produced for atime than silver; but is that an argument 
to lay before the of the United States and either seek to annul 
the law or prevent a demand for the honest execution of a law in the 
interest of a few men who are no better than the humblest citizen in 
the land? I repeat that the moneyed corporations created by us and 
maintained by us have determined to defy us and control our action; 
that is the whole of it; and their aiders.and abettors here and in the Ex- 
ecutive Departments are doing the same thing. They are seeking, in 
order to enrich the bondholders at the expense of the country, to strike 
down half the coinage of the world. They propose to unite with England 
and Germany, two of the great creditor nations, while we ourselves 
are | y in debt on account of our rapid development, to strike down 
one- the circulating and regulating medium of exchange in order 
to make the other half purchase twice as much property as it will now, 
and that too in the name of the Lord and in the interest of the poor ! 
It is the baldest hypocrisy. 

I have no patience with such pretenses when I hear Senators talk 
about the interest of the poor and the laborer, in view of the fact that 
the silver dollar to-day in Havana and everywhere is ing as high 
as the gold dollar, and when it is agreed that we have less one- 
third of the silver coin that France has and maintains in spite of the 
efforts of those two great dominant nations. It is, I repeat, absurd to 
ask us to stop silver coinage now inorder to double the purchasing power 
of gold, or, what is the same thing, to reduce all the value of all the 
property in this country one-half below what it is now in order to en- 
rich a set of bankers and bondholders in Wall street, who are not pro- 
ducing anything, but gambling in the misfortunes of the laborers and 
producers of this country. If there is any set of men less indebted to 
the respect of Congress and the country than any other, it is the Wall 
street gambler, who corners bread, meat, anything, no matter who suf- 
fers so he thrives. 

I can not properly take the time to answer the argument of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont when he was ing about the present troubles of 
England and Germany, which he called free-trade countries. I could 
not but think that he might have said they are gold countries as well. 
They hayestricken down the silver coinage as far as they dared, and the 
people of England went through from 1819 to 1840 such a condition as I 


hope this country will neversee or feel after striking down hersilvercoin. 
Germany struck it down, when she thought she could humiliate France, 
after receiving a thousand millions of gold from her; she has been de- 
eted year by year of her working people. On the average, 250,000 of 
er citizens have come to our shores to seek refuge from the grinding 
tyranny of the money policy of the German Empire. 

Recollect when silver was stricken down in England the Parliament, 
as was said the other day, was owned by twenty or thirty men. The 
Duke of Newcastle sent five or six members, the Marquis of Westmin- 
ster five orsix more. The body was controlled by a few men; the Ger- 
man Empire iseven now governed bya few men. Thisisa government 
of the people, and for the people, and by the people in theory, and I 
hope we shall maintain it in practice, and that it shall not become a gov- 
ernment of bondholders, for bondholders, and by bondholders, in vio- 
lation of the spirit of our Constitution. 

But, Mr. President, I said I would not take more than five or ten 
minutes of the time of the Senate. I will close with the promise that 
I will answer the of the Senator from Vermont, even to his sat- 
isfaction, some of days. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I suppose the Senator from Ken- 
tucky has not really heard an able speech since he addressed the Senate 
on this question before, and I fear he never will again. The Senator 
from Kentucky, when he speaks, always speaks in capitals, but I think 
when we come to read his to-morrow in print it will be in the 
ordinary type, and it will not read any louder and more argumentative 
than other speeches. 

It is rather singular that the Senator from Kentucky should haveso 
misunderstood the propositions advanced by me. I neveradvanced the 
idea that by stopping the coinage of silver only we were to advance the 
price of it. It was only the argument that by ceasing to coin it for a 
space of time we might obtain the co-operation of other governments in 
using a larger amount. 

But, Mr. President, I am not disposed to take up more time after 
having occupied so much as I have to-day. I will say that the Senator 
to-day, while he appears loud, yet, so far as his logic is concerned in 
reply to what I have said, has excited some of my sympathy in the 
same way as the child for its mother when he had just received a flog- 
ging from the mother and shed tears for the first time. He wasin- 
quired of what was the matter. ‘‘ Why,’’said he, ‘‘I ive, mother, 
you are growing weaker and weaker every time you flogme!’’ [Laugh- 
ter.] That is my case with the Senator from Kentucky. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. A few words, : 

Mr. SHERMAN, I have no objection to yielding for a while. Ido 
not desire to talk on this question, but this debate goes on by nnani- 
mous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the đe- 
bate is proceeding by unanimous consent of the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. I only wish to say afew words. I want tocall the 
attention of the Senate to the very remarkable statement made by the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance. It is in keeping with every 
statement that has been made from the Treasury Department since 
1878. Ido notsay of the speech made by the Senator from Vermont 
to-day that it is made for the purpose of deception, but I have said that 
as UE CNET thea ag! AERA TOD the Treasury De- 
partment. The Senator makes the statement here, in the face of the 
record, that $165,000,000 of the $215,000,000 silver coined under the act 
of 1878 does not circulate and can not be circulated. The Senator is 
not ignorant of the fact that that is not technically correct. "The Pres- 
ident of the United States made the same statement in his message. 
Former Secretaries of the Treasury have made the same statement in 
their reports to the public. I say again it is not made by accident; it 
is not made by inattention. It is made for the express purpose, so far 
at least as Treasury officials are concerned, to mislead the public; and 
it has misled the public. 

I have seen intelligent men in this country who were astonished 
when told that there were $140,000,000 of this silver in circulation. 
The honorable Senator did say ina few paragraphs below that there 
were $75,000,000 actually inthe Treasury. He was compelled to make 
that statement in justice to himself. The first statement that he made 
will be paraded all over the country in every paper devoted to attacks 
upon silver coinage. The President’s message was published every- 
where with that part of it, and with thesubsequent and later sentence 
eliminated. One hundred and sixty-five million dollars, we are told, 
are in the Treasury that can not be circulated. Does not the honorable 
Senator know that upon the same logic and upon the same method of 
reasoning there are $253,000,000 of gold that will not circulate and can 
not be put out. Is it fair for me to say that the $253,000,000 of gold 
will not circulate? Why, Mr. President, there are $93,000,000 of cer- 
tificatesin the hands of the people, and there are $31,000,000 there now 
in violation of law and contrary to the good faith and equity upon 
which the bill that they are now seeking to attack was passed in 1678. 

There is not a man on this floor now who was on this floor in 1878 
who does not know that it was the distinct understanding of this body 
that the whole sum we had named in that bill, $4,000,000 a month, 
was to be the silver coinage of this land. It was understood here that 


780 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 20,- 


it would take up the entire production of thiscountry. From the very 
hour that the bill became a law the hostility of the Treasury Depart- 
ment cut it down to $2,000,000 a month, and has kept it there from 
that time to this, with the exception of now and then a little more or 
a little less. The average coinage has only been about $24,000,000 a 
year, and we have been fed year after year with the statement that the 
silver would not circulate, and the Senator spent some time to show 
the great expense and outlay that the Government has been to in stor- 
ing the silver and sending it out. 

Why, Mr. President, the Government has made from 13 to 20 per 
cent. out of the people of the United States, I say in violation of funda- 
mental law, in violation of good faith. The Government has no right 
to coin the people’s money and make a profit thereon; and yet it has 
done so to the extent of more than $25,000,000; and the Senator tells 
us, as the bankers have told us recently from New York, that the Gov- 
ernment is losing on the coinage of silver owing to the great expense it 
has been at to send it all over the country—the veriest bosh, the veri- 
est nonsense, unfit for the Senate and unfit for any place where intel- 
ligence pervades and is the rule of conduct. The Governmentis ahead 
to-day more than $20,000,000 on the coinage of silver, with all its out- 
lay for distributing it and for vaults that it has built in which to put it. 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not wish to interrupt, but I do not know that 
I quite understand the Senator from Colorado. Who ought to have the 
twenty-five millions the Government has made—the owners of the 
mines? 

Mr. TELLER. Who ought to have it? The people who owned the 
silver ought to have had it, as the people who own the gold have had 
it; and had we in 1878 passed a bill for the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver, as we ought to have done, in my judgment the people would 
have had it, and there would have been no contest before this body 
to-day as to the coinage of silver. 

More than that, if the Treasury officials, when the act of 1878 passed, 
had attempted in good faith and with earnest endeavor to enforce the 
law and make gold equivalent to silver, as the French Government and 
French officials had done, there would to-day be no question. France 
can circulate, with eight hundred millions of gold, nine hundred mill- 
ions of silver, and keep it at all times at par, when its silver coinage 
is worth 3 cents less on the dollar than ours. I say that it is unfair 
to come here with arguments of this kind, that tell the truth, but not 
the whole truth. Weare entitled to have it go to the public that there 
are $140,000,000 of this money and not $65,000,000 in circulation, as 
the speech of the Senator would lead us to suppose. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. TELLER. inly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I think I heard him make use of a remark in 
which he said that the Government had made something over $20,000,- 
000 out of this coinage. He spoke of it as though it were a virtue. If 
the Government has made over $20,000,000 out of it somebody must 
ultimately sustain a loss, Possibly it will be the citizens to whom the 
Government paid this money. Now, I wish to know if that is either 
honorable or honest. 

Mr. TELLER. The honorable Senatorcould not have listened care- 
fully to what I said. I did not say it was a virtue. I said it was in 
violation of fundamental principles that the Government should take 
my coin and coin it, pay me 80 cents on the dollar for it, and then send 
itout to the ‘people at a hundred. Now I will answer the other branch 
of the honorable Senator’s question: Noman has lost a dollar who has 
taken a silver dollar. It has performed all the functions of a gold dol- 
lar everywhere and at all times. It will buy as much in any market 
in the world as the gold dollar will, and everywhere it is recognized to 
be the equal of the gold dollar, save and except when you come to 
touch the sacred character of the bondholder. When you touch him, 
then Senators say, ‘‘Oh, Jay Cooke stood up and published an ad- 
vertisement, and because we did not understand the law we are not to 
be held to the strict letter of the law and we are to have gold.” 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator yield to me one moment more? 

Mr. TELLER. Of course. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iam quite sure I understood the Senator aright 
when he made use of the expression that the silver dollar would buy 
in all the markets of the world as much as the gold dollar. Suppose 
he wanted to buy a thousand or ten thousand dollars’ worth of goods 
in England to-day, from whom we are receiving a large amount of manu- 

and against whose trade we find it necessary to close 
our ports by high tarifis. 100S nist pn sa ede the 
silver dollar, it to-day being issued at the rate of two millions a month 
from the Mint, and at what rate will the English merchant receive our 
silver dollars? ‘Would they be taken at their bullion price or would 
they be taken upon the stamped value given them by the United States 
met They would be taken only at the bullion value in the London 
marke 

Mr. TELLER. Is the Senator through? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I am through that much. 

Mr. TELLER. Then Iwill goon. He will take it just according to 
the terms of the contract. If the American who wants to buy goods 
proposes to pay gold he can pay gold; if he agrees to pay silver he can 
pay silver; and if he does not agree to pay any specific thing he can pay 


silver under the law. If he goes to Great Britain with the silver, then 
Saco there is a difference between our silver dollar here and in Great 

ri e 

Mr. McPHERSON. One question more. The honorable Senator will 
certainly admit that in a European country whose mints are not open 
to the coinage of silver silver itself is simply merchandise. He must 
therefore necessarily admit that if we undertake to pay in silver, which 
isonly merchandise in the countries from whom we make the purchase, 
then it would have exactly such a purchasing power as wheat, or cot- 
ton, or beef, or pork, or any other article of merchandise that we send 
to that market. A man who contracts to pay his debt in silver could 
no more know in advance how many silver dollars it would take to 
pay the debt than he would know how much cotton or wheat it would 
take to pay the same debt before the market price of the wheat or cot- 
ton was determined. 

Mr. TELLER. I submitthatisnotaquestion. The honorable Sen- 
ator may take the floor when I get through. In the first place, no mat- 
ter how much silver you put in the dollar, when it goes abroad it goes 
as bullion. No matter how much gold you put in your gold dollar, it 
goes abroad as bullion. You donot circulate a gold dollar abroad any 
more than you do a silver dollar. I said that in this country no man 
had been cheated by the coinage of silver dollars, because that was the 
answer to the question. If the question is, whetherit is honest to pay 
to the citizen a dollar of less than 100 cents, I reply now that no man in 
this country has been cheated, because he can exchange the silver dol- 
oe i niaamic if the law is properly enforced, for its equal, the gold 

ollar. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator has been very indulgent; and right 
in this connection I should like to make one further remark. The Sen- 
ator will be so kind as to yield to me? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. z 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator from Kentucky, I believe, in the 
short speech he made to the Senate to-day, took the ground that I at 
least was opposed to any coinage of silver because I was opposed to the 
further coinage of silver at this time. That was the deduction I drew 
from his remarks. Now, sir, I do not hold to that doctrine at all. I 
am in favor of just as much silver coin as can be kept on a legal par 
with gold. 

The Senator from Colorado now says that the silver dollar will pay 
just as much of debt as the gold dollar. Very true; and why? Be- 
cause there are not too many silver dollars in circulation to-day to en- 
able them to be kept at a legal par with gold; but the Senator wishes 
to have the silver coinage increased to such an extent that it will be 
impossible to maintain a parity with gold. When the time arrives and 
we get to a silver basis, which the Senator by his hypothesis is really 
trying to drive this country to, then we shall have to measure all our 
transactions by silver, and not by silver upon its legal or stamped value, 
a value given to it by your law, but a value governed by the bullion 
market of the world. 

Mr. TELLER. When we arrive at that stage it will be time enough 
for us toact. I recollect very distinctly sitting here day after day in 
1878 and hearing the prophesies then made, coming, too, from the very 
Senator who has just dropped into his seat, that the very declaration 
that we proposed to coin the silver dollar would destroy the credit of 
the Government of the United States! 

Mr. BECK. Will the Senator from Coloradoallow me to make a sug- 
gestion tohim? In the year 1881, if I recollect aright, the Senator from 
New Jersey, because of his great apprehension that the day of judgment 
or of repudiation was to come, introduced a bill to stop the coinage of 
silver; and that very year the men of the West shipped to New York 
sixty-six millions in gold dollars and took silver certificates sustained 
by silver alone, and the Treasury stopped them from going further 
because it had no more silver dollars to give out. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Do I understand the Senator from Kentucky to 
say that the people of the West sent in gold dollars for silverin that way? 

Mr. BECK. Ido. 

Mr. MecPHERSON. I do not understand, from any facts I can get, 
that the people of the West ever sent any gold dollars here for silver 
certificates. 

Mr. BECK. _ If the Senator will yield, I will read exactly what the 
official report shows. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I shall be glad to hear it. 

Mr. BECK. I thought there was room for a good deal of informa- 
tion in regard to that. 

Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BECK. ‘The Treasurer in his last report said that $80,000,000 
of gold coin had been exchanged for silver certificates. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Very true. 

Mr. BECK. On the 18th day of September, 1880, Mr. SHERMAN, 
then Secretary of the Treasury, issued a circular allowing the people of 
the United States to send gold to the subtreasury at New York and to 
receive silver certificates in lieu of it. In two months afterward, on 
the 1st day of November, 1880, the Treasurer of the United States said 
this: 


The demand for silver certificates under the circular of the Department dated 
September 18, 1880, authorizing their exchange for gold coin and bullion, has 
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been quite extensive at New Orleans, Saint Louis, Ere pale Cincinnati, and 
there were paid out at these points du the month of ber $3,455,000 in sil- 
es onee for an equal amount of coin deposited in the 

ew York. 


And still further, in December, 1881, after fourteen months had 
elapsed, the Secretary of the Treasury, in his report, said: 
The Department has issued silver certificates at the several subt: 
m a deposit of gold coin in like amount with the assis 
Wook on through this means certificates have been issued for near! 
silver held by the Treasury. These certificates amount to about $66, 

are now outstanding. 5 

And in a few days afterward the Secretary of the Treasury issued 
this order: 
aig ig nap the eee of ces seins Sa oe eet 
pended and Department circular No. 75, of September 18, 1880, is hereby modi- 
fied accordingly, 

The men of the West had taken every dollar that could be covered 
by silver certificates, had sent at their own gold to New York 
to cover it until the Treasury stopped them from doing it, and at the 
same time that the Senator from New Jersey was introducing a bill to 
stop the coinage of silver because of the ruin that was going to come 
some time before the millennium! 

Mr. McPHERSON. Why did the people who deposited gold coin 
prefer silver certificates to gold certificates ? 

Mr. BECK. Because one was as good as the other, and there wasno 
gold lying in the Treasury to cover it, and they regarded silver as good 
as gold, and there were sixty-odd millions of silver in the A 
and that was there for that purpose, and they took the silver certifi- 
cates and were glad to have that security. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. I will conclude my remarks and the Senator can 
make his afterward. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Only one word. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Colorado yield? 

Mr. TELLER. Iwill for a moment, but not for an extended speech, 
because I agreed not to detain the Senate. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I promise not to interrupt the Senator again; 
but what the Senator from Kentucky has said requires an answer right 
in this connection. Does the Senator from Kentucky say that the vast 
amount of gold, of which he speaks, was sent from the West to the sub- 
treasury in New York and deposited there for the purpose of getting 
silver certificates ? Z 

Mr. BECK. I do. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Let me tell the Senator exactly what was 
done, The Senator knows very well that for a long time past there has 
been a large increase of the gold reserve in the banks of New York. 
They have been apprehending exactly such trouble as is now being 
forced on the country by the continuance of silver coinage. What do 
they do? They have deposited their gold in the subtreasury of New 
York; the ‘original certificate has been sent to the Treasury at Wash- 
ington, and a silver certificate has been issued upon that and 
against the silverinthe Treasury. Now, then, what becomesof the cer- 
tificate? Atacertain time when avast amount of currency is needed at 
different in the West to move the crops, as the Treasury itself 
agrees and takes upon itself the responsibility and cost of transporting 
these certificates to the West without cost to the bankers, the bank- 
ers then trade silver certificates for exchange. Why? Because they 
needed exchange. All the West and South needed . The bank- 
ers bring the exchange to New York and recoup themselves out of the 
exchange there. In other words, the banker makes a handsome finan- 
cial transaction by depositing his gold, which he did not wish to use, for 
the purpose of getting certificates and making a profit between exchange 
and certificates. 

Mr. TELLER. I will not yield any longer. 

T praia OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado declines 
to yield. 

Mr. BECK. One word and I am done. The Secretary shows that 
in the first month after the order of September, 1880, from New Orleans, 
Saint Louis, Chicago, and Cincinnati, $3,485,000 were sent to New York 
in gold and silver certificates taken, and the next ear $68,000,000 xe- 
ceived in all, when they stopped the allowance of it, and the Senator 
from New Jersey was then predicting what would happen some time 
between now and the final dissolution of things. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TEL- 

LER] is in possession of the floor. 

Mr. TELLER, I did not intend to detain the Senate to any great 
length. I am not responsible for colloquy that has passed on the other 
side of the Chamber. 

I was proceeding to say, when interrupted, that I had heard the iden- 
tical argument in 1878 which is now being presented, that there is great 
danger ahead. It was declared that the danger would be just as great 
the moment we authorized the issue of silver dollars as it would be at 
any other time. It was asserted here by all the enemies of the silver 
dollar that the very fact that we passed such a bill would ruin the credit 
ef the Government. And now the Senator from New Jersey says that 
the bankers have been hoarding their gold anticipating justsuch trouble 


,000 and 


as now exists in the financial world. I challen 
all his great financial learning, to show me that 


the Senator, with 
ere has ever been a 
time in the history of this country from the very moment that we be- 
gan to administer public affairs to this hour when there has been so 
satisfactory a financial condition as there is to-day. Thereis more gold 
in the country a people, there is more in the banks, there is 


more of everything that goes to make a country rich and prosperous 
than there ever was at any other time; and there isno pretense, outside 
of banks and bankers and brokers and the Treasury Department, that 
there is a financial panic ahead. 

Mr. MAXEY rose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenatorfrom Colorado yield? 

Mr. TELLER. For a moment. 

Mr. MAXEY. It was predicted that the opening of the discussion 
on silver in December last would have the effect of depreciating the 
credit of the Government, lower the price of bonds, and cause the ex- 
port of gold. What is the fact? The credit of the Government never 
was better, bonds never higher, and the little ‘‘ring’’ fixed up to ex- 
port gold last December in order to produce an effect was a dead failure. 

Mr. TELLER. On an average, every month since the bill of 1878 
was passed there has come to this country $5,000,000 more of gold than 
has gone ont, besides what we havecoined; and yetSenators, whose great 
financial knowledge, I suppose, comes from the fact that they are mem- 
bers of the Committee on Finance—for they show it in no other way, 
I am certain—stand up here and talk about the danger that is threat- 
ened and that the bankers have been getting themselves ready for this 
financial disaster! The bankers have put in their vaults since 1878 from 
$22,000,000 to $175,000,000 of gold, not because they needed it, not be- 
cause they anticipated trouble, but because they believed it would ap- 
preciate whenever they could break down silver coinage; and the honor- 
able Senator from New Jersey has been the champion of those porns 3 
on this floor. It was he who introduced the bill for the repeal of silver 
coinage. It was that side of the question, that class of persons who in- 
troduced this discussion here, and not the silver men of the West or the 
South. 

Now, Mr. President, I am not going into any extensive discussion. 
I did not mean to speak three minutes when I gotup. The honorable 
Senator from Vermont alluded, I think in a very unkind way, to the 
men who advocate silver as if they were repudiationists, and as if they 
had some latent, hidden design to destroy the credit of the Gevern- 
ment. Why, Mr. President, that is an unfair argument on this floor. 
Each Senator here is presumed by law, and he ought to be presumed 
otherwise, to be equally patriotic with any other; and I, for the people 
whom I represent, repudiate any idea that we want to scale public or 
private debts. We are as loyal to the Government, to its honor, to its 
integrity, as any people in the world. We gave to the Government, to 
save it in its hour of distress, more men in proportion to our population 
than any State in the Union. We are just as loyal as the people of 
Vermont; we have the same interest in the stability and integrity of 
the United States that they have; but we have been educated in a school 
which teaches us that there are other men who have rights besides the 
men who hold the credits. I do not care whether it be said that the 
laborer is the creditor or who it may be, the man who has contracted 
to pay has contracted an obligation that he is bound to fulfill to the 
letter, and the man who has contracted to receive it is under the same 
obligation to receive it to the letter. When we said the bonds were 
payable in coin and the présent holders took them, they took them 
to be paid in silver, if we did not have gold, or if the Government pre- 
ferred. It is neither dishonest nor impolitic, and I am, with the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, in favor of keeping the good faith of the Govern- 
ment and paying the bonds according to the spirit of the law. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 91) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to use certain unexpended balances for the relief of the North- 
ern Cheyennes in Montana was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 


COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont calls for 
the regular order, which will be stated by the Secretary. 

The CHIEF CLERK. ‘“‘A bill (S. 9) to fix the day for the meeting of 
the electors of President and Vice-President, and to provide for and 
regulate the counting of the votes for President and Vice-President 
and the decision of questions arising thereon.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I yield to the Senator from South Carolina, 
i TA SHERMAN. I desire to take the floor on the electoral-count 

ill. , 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Pending which I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After one hour and ten minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and 50 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 
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EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS. 


Received the 20th day of January, 1886. 
ASSISTANT TREASURER. 


Charles J. Canda, of New York, to be assistant treasurer of the United 
States at New York city, State of New York, vice John Bigelow, who 
has declined the appointment. 


INDIAN AGENT. 


Peter Gallagher, of Wytheville, Va., to be agent for the Indians of 
the Fort Hall agency in Idaho, in place of Abial L. Cook, whose term 
of office expired January 17, 1886. 


NAVAL LIEUTENANTS. 


Lieut. Walter C. Cowles, junior grade, a resident of Connecticut, to 
be a lieutenant in the Navy, from the 1st December, 1885, vice Lieut. 
R. E. Impey, promoted. 

Lieut. Austin M. Knight, junior grade, a resident of Florida, to be a 
lieutenant in the Navy, from the 19th December, 1885, vice Lieut. C. 
H. Judd, retired. 

Lieut. Clinton H. Lyeth, junior grade, a resident of West Virginia, 
to bea lieutenant in the Navy, from the 1st January, 1886, vice Lieut. 
E. W. Remey, dropped from the rolls. 

Lieut. Charles J. Badger, junior grade, a resident of the District of 
Columbia, to be a lieutenant in the Navy, from the 5th January, 1886, 
vice Lieut. H. T. Stockton, retired. 

Ensign Walter McLean, a resident of New York, to be a lieutenant, 
Junior grade, in the Navy, from the 1st December, 1885, vice Lieut. T. 

B. Howard and W. C. Cowles, promoted. 

Ensign Washington I. Chambers, a resident of New York, to be a 
lieutenant, junior grade, in the Navy, from the Ist January, 1886, 
vice Lieuts. A. M. Knight and C. H. Lyeth, promoted. 

(All of the foregoing have been examined for- promotion, according 
to law, and have been found qualified, with the exception of Lieut. C. 
H. Lyeth, who is now absent abroad on duty. He will be required to 
pass his examination before receiving his commission. ] 


MARINE CORPS, 


First Lieut. D. Pratt Mannix, of the Marine Corps, a resident of Ohio, 
tobe acaptain in said corps, from the 19th of December, 1885, vice Capt. 
F. C. Corrie, retired. 


Second Lieut. Howard K. Gilman, of the Marine Corps, a resident | 1885 


of Maine, to be a first lieutenant in said corps, from the 19th of De- 
cember, 1885, vice First Lieut. D. P. Mannix, promoted. 


SECRETARY OF LEGATION AND CONSUL-GENERAL. 


D. Lynch Pringle, of South Carolina, to be secretary of legation in 
Central American States and consul-general at Guatemala, vice H. Rem- 
sen Whitehouse, 


NOMINATION WITHDRAWN. 


The nomination of D. Lynch Pringle, to be eT of legation; &e., 
which was delivered to the Senate December 10, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 20, 1866. 
ARMY INSPECTOR-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 
Capt. Henry J. Farnsworth, of the Eighth Regiment of Cavalry, to 
be inspector-general, with the rank of major, September 22, 1885. 
Lieut. Col. Joseph C. Breckinridge, inspector-general, to be inspector- 
general, with the rank of colonel, September 22, 1885. 


Maj. Edward M. Heyl, inspector-general, to be inspector-general, 
with the rank of Hekteniank-coldnal, September 22, 1885. 


QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 

First Lieut. Francis B. Jones, regimental quartermaster Third In- 
fantry, to be assistant quartermaster, with the rank of captain, April 
16, 1885. 

Maj. Charles A. Reynolds, quartermaster, to be deputy quartermas- 
ter-general, with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, April 9, 1885. 

Capt. Gilbert C. Smith, assistant quartermaster, to be quartermas- 
ter, with the rank of major, April 9, 1885. 


ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 

Capt. James W. Reilly, to be major, May 9, 1885. 

First Lieut. Marcus W. Lyon, to be captain May 9, 1885. 

First Lieut. Charles W. Whipple to be captain, May 9, 1885, having 
served SORG continuously as lientenarft (section 1207, Revised 
Statutes). 

First Lieut. Andrew H. Russell, to be captain, June 12, 1885, having 
seryed fourteen years continuously as lieutenant (section 1207, Revised 


Statutes 
Senta Lieut. Sidney E. Stuart, of the First Regiment of Artillery, 
to doi first lieutenant in the Ordnance Department, August 6, 1885, 


FIRST REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 
Lieut. Col. Nathan A. M. Dudley, of the Ninth Cavalry, to be col- 
onel, June 6, 1885. 
Capt. Henry Carroll, of the Ninth Cavalry, to be major, July 3, 1885. 
SECOND REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 
ys John Green, of the First Cavalry, to be lieutenant-colonel, July 


ee Frank T. Bennett, of the Ninth Cavalry, to be major, June 6, 


3, 


FIFTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 
First Lieut. Earl D. Thomas, to be captain, April 1, 1885, vice Volk- 
mar, who resigns his line commission only. 
Second Lieut. Fred. W. Foster, to be first lieutenant, April 1, 1885. 


SEVENTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 
First Lieut. George D. Wallace, to be captain, September 23, 1885, 
vice Nave, retired from active service. 
Second Lieut. Edwin P. Brewer, to be first lieutenant, September 23, 
1885. 
EIGHTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 
. First Lieut. Harrison S. Weeks, to be captain, April 4, 1885. 
First Lieut. Henry W. Sprole, to be cai July 23, 1885. 
Second Lieut. Henry F. Kendall, to be lieutenant, April 4, 1885. 
Second Lieut. William A. Shunk, to be first lieutenant, July 23, 1885. 
NINTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 
Maj. James S. Brisbin, of the Second Cavalry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, June 6, 1885. 
First Lieut. Martin B. Hughes, to be captain, June 6, 1885. 
First Lieut. Clarence A. Stedman, to be captain, July 3, 1885. 
Second Lieut. George R. Burnett, to be first lieutenant, June 6, 1885. 
Second Lieut. Alton H. Budlong, to be first lieutenant, July 3, 1885. 


TENTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 
i ome Lieut. Millard F. Eggleston, to be first lieutenant, April 30, 
FIRST REGIMENT OF ARTILLERY. 
Second Lieut. David Price, to be first lieutenant, July 1, 1885. 
SECOND REGIMENT OF ARTILLERY. 
Capt. William Sinclair, of the Third Artillery, to be major, April 6, 


Second Lieut. Hamilton Rowan, to be first lientenant, March 28, 1885. 
THIRD REGIMENT OF ARTILLERY. 
First Lieut. William A. Kobbé, to be captain, April 6, 1885. 
Second Lient. George P. Scriven, to be first lieutenant, April 6, 1885. 
FOURTH REGIMENT OF ARTILLERY. 
icing Lieut. John T. French, jr., to be first lieutenant, September 

: FIFTH REGIMENT OF ARTILLERY. 

Peona ame William W. Galbraith, to be first lieutenant, September 
*Bocond Lieut. Solon F. Massey, to be first lieutenant, October 31, 1885. 
FIRST REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 

First Lieut. Matthew Markland, to be captain, September 23, 1885. 
ipea Lieut. Lewis H. Strother, to be first lieutenant, September 
SECOND REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 

Maj. Joshua S. Fletcher, jr., of the Twenty-third Infantry, to be 
lieutenant-colonel, July 10, 1885. 

7 aon Edmund Butler, of the Fifth Infantry, to be major, October 8, 
THIRD REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 

First Lieut. William Krause, to be captain, July 1, 1885. 

First Lieut. William C. Bartlett, to be captain, September 12, 1885. 
P< pape Lieut. Arthur Williams, to be first lieutenant, March 26, 
A 5 ms Lieut. William C. Buttler, to be first lieutenant, April 16, 

Second Lieut. Frank P. rpg “thes to be first lieutenant, July 1, 1885. 

Second Lieut. William E. P. 
ber 12, 1885. 

FOURTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
ee Jacob F. Kent, of the Third Infantry, to be major, July 1, 


FIFTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. . 
First Lieut. Henry Romeyn, to be captain, July 10, 1885. 
First Lieut. Theodore F. Forbes, regimental quartermaster, to be cap- 
tain, October 8, 1885. 
Second Lieut. Joseph M, T. Partello, to be firstylieutenant, July 10, 


1885. 
Second Lient. Thomas M. Defrees, to be first lieutenant, October 14, 
1885. 


ch, to be first lieutenant, Septem- _ 
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SEVENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Lieut. Col. Henry C. Merriam, of the Second Infantry, to be colonel, 
July 10, 1885. 
First Lieut. Allan H. Jackson, to be captain, November 14, 1885. 
gy Lieut. Daniel A. Frederick, to be first lieutenant, November 
4 EIGHTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Second Lieut. John J. Haden, to be first lieutenant, April 8, 1885, 
TENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Lieut. Col. Henry Douglass, of the Fourteenth Infantry, to be colonel, 
July 1, 1885, 
ELEVENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Ay John H. Page, of the Third Infantry, to be major, September 
1885, 


First Lieut. John Whitney, to be captain, October 9, 1885. 
‘ao Lieut. William H. Wheeler, to be first lieutenant, October 9, 
> THIRTEENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Peo Duncan M. Vance, of the Sixteenth Infantry, to be major, June 
1885. 
; FOURTEENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Maj. Isaac D. DeRussy, of the Fourth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, July 1, 1885. 
f FIFTEENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
First Lieut. Cyrus M. DeLong, to be captain, September 23, 1885. 
= Lieut. James A. Maney, to be first lieutenant, September 23, 
i SIXTEENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. x 
First Lieut. William V. Richards, regimental quartermaster, to be 
captain, June 28, 1885. 
Second Lieut. Samuel W. Dunning, to be first lieutenant, July 1,1885. 
TWENTIETH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Maj. Leslie Smith, of the Second Infantry, to be lieutenant-colonel, 
October 8, 1885. s 
TWENTY-FIRST REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
First Lieut. Frederick H. E. Ebstein, to be captain, April 1, 1885. 
Second Lieut. Solomon E. Sparrow,to be first lieutenant, April 1,1885. 
. TWENTY-THIRD REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
k B Samuel Ovenshine, of the Fifth Infantry, to be major, July 10, 


Second Lieut. S. Allen Dyer, to be first lieutenant, April 10, 1885. 
TWENTY-FIFTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 

Maj. James J, Van Horn, of the Thirteenth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 

colonel, June 28, 1885. 
TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS. 
Signal Corps. 

gee slik ge Mitchell, of the Signal Service, August 15, 1885, to fill 
an vacancy. — 3 r 

Sergt. Frank W. Ellis, of the Signal Service, August 15, 1885, to fill 
an original vacancy. 


Eighth Regiment of Cavalry. 
ist: Sergt. Charles W. Farber, Troop H, Eighth Cavalry, August 
a ie Tenth Regiment of Infantry. 


Sergt. Evan M. Johnson, jr. (who served under the name of James 
Scarlet), Company F, Tenth Infantry, August 25, 1885. 
5 SEVENTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY, 

ass 


rank, 
12. Cadet Lorenzo P. Davison. 


CORPS OF ENGINEERS, 


1. Cadet Joseph E. Kuhn. 
2. Cadet William E. Craighill. 


FIRST REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 
17. Cadet Willard A. Holbrook. 
32. George L. Byram. 
SECOND REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 
Cadet Robert E. L. Michie. 
FOURTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 
11. Cadet Robert A. Brown. 
21. Cadet Frank A. Cook. 
FIFTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 
14. Cadet John M. Carson, jr. 
SIXTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY, 
Cadet Lewis M. Koehler 


26. 


24, 


NINTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY, 


. Cadet Philip A. Bettens, jr. 
. Cadet James W. Benton. 
TENTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 
38. Cadet Herbert S. Whipple. 
FIRST REGIMENT OF ARTILLERY. 
. Cadet Elmer W. Hubbard. 
SECOND REGIMENT OF ARTILLERY. 


4. Cadet Cornélis De W. Willcox. 
6. Cadet Arthur F. Curtis. 
0. Cadet Charles F. Parker. 


THIRD REGIMENT OF ARTILLERY, 


9. Cadet John D. Barrette. 
. Cadet John K. Cree. 


FOURTH REGIMENT OF ARTILLERY. 
7. Cadet John C. W. Brooks. 

SECOND REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
. Cadet Charles D. Towsley. 

THIRD REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 


5. Cadet Haydn 8. Cole. 
. Cadet Henry P. McCain. 


FOURTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
. Cadet Austin H. Brown. 
FIFTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Cadet Edward R. Gilman. 
EIGHTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Cadet Samuel E. Smiley. 
NINTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Cadet Frank De W. Ramsey. : 
TENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
. Cadet Robert L. Bullard. 
THIRTEENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
. Cadet Michael J. O’Brien. 
Cadet William 8. Biddle, jr. 
Cadet Edward P. Lawton. 
SIXTEENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Cadet Beaumont B. Buck. 
. Cadet George I. Putnam. 
SEVENTEENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
8. Cadet Charles H. Muir. 
TWENTY-FIRST REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Cadet Almon L. Parmenter. 
TWENTY-THIRD REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
. Cadet Daniel B. Devore. 
TWENTY-FOURTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Cadet John Little. 
Cadet George S. Cartwright. 
TWENTY-FIFTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Cadet William F. Martin. 


FIRST ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 
Adlai E. Stevenson, of Illinois, to be First Assistant Postmaster- 
General. 
SECOND AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY. 


William A. Day, of Illinois, to be Second Auditor of the Treasury. 
THIRD AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY. 
John S. Williams, of Indiana, to be Third Auditor of the Treasury. 
FIFTH AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY. 
Anthony Eickhoff, of New York, tobe Fifth Auditor of the Treasury. 
DEPUTY FIRST COMPTROLLER. 
John R. Garrison, of Virginia, to be deputy first comptroller of the 


SECOND COMPTROLLER. 
Isaac H. Maynard, of New York, to be Second Comptroller of the 
SUPERINTENDENT OF THE PHILADELPHIA MINT. 


Daniel M. Fox, of Pennsylvania, to be superintendent of the mint of 
the United States at Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania. 


CHIEF-JUSTICE OF DAKOTA. 


Bartlett Tripp, of Dakota, to be chief-justice of the supreme court of 
the Territory of Dakota. 
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ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF DAKOTA. 
William B. McConnell, of Dakota, to be associate justice of the su- 
preme court of the Territory of Dakota. 
ATTORNEYS OF THE UNITED STATES. 
James H. Hawley, of Idaho, to be attorney of the United States for 
_the Territory of Idaho. 
John C. Wickliff, of Kentucky, to be attorney of the United States 
for the district of Kentucky. 
SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF COLORADO, 
see A. Dawson, of Denver, Colo., to be surveyor-general of Colo- 
o. 
APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE. 
Edward R. Pierce, of Maine, to be appraiser of merchandise in the 
district of Portland and Falmouth, in the State of Maine. 
Albert B. Stearns, of Massachusetts, to be appraiser of merchandise 
in the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the State of Massachusetts. 
Cornelius §. Schenck, of Oregon, to be appraiser of merchandise in 
the district of Willamette, in the State of Oregon. 


CONSULS-GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES. 


John Cardwell, of Austin, Tex., to be agentand consul-general of the 
United States at Cairo. 


James W. Porch, of Saint Joseph, Mo., to be consul-general of the | Per 


United States at the city of Mexico. 

Benjamin F. Bonham, of Salem, Oreg., to be consul-general of the 
United States at Calcutta. 

CONSULS, 

George B. Goodwin, of Boston, Mass., to be consul of the United States 
at Annaberg. 

J. C. Monoghan, of Providence, R. I., to be consul of the United States 
at Mannheim. 

Frank W. Roberts, of Biddeford, Me., to be consul of the United States 
at Coaticook. 

Willis Y. Patch, of Bangor, Me., to be consul of the United States at 
St. Stephen, N. B. 

Thomas E. Heenan, of Morris, Minn., to be consul of the United 
States at Odessa. 

Preston L. Bridgers, of North Carolina, to be consul of the United 
States at Montevideo, 

William D. Wamer, of Charleston, 8. C., formerly consul at Dussel- 
dorf, to be consul of the United States at Cologne. 

AS Allen Lybrook, of Indiana, to be consul of the United States 

a ers. 

William A. Garesché, of Saint Louis, Mo., to be consul of the United 
States at Martinique. 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Willis G. Clark, of Alabama, to be collector of customs for the district 
of Mobile, in the State of Alabama. 

John C. Byxbee, of Connecticut, to be collector of customs for the 
district of New Haven, in the State of Connecticut. 

Benjamin R. Tate, of Connecticut, to be collector of customs for the 
district of New London, in the State of Connecticut. 

Walter Goddard, of Connecticut, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Fairfield, in the State of Connecticut. 

Alpheus A. Hanscom, of New Hampshire, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Portsmouth, in the State of New Hampshire. 

Richard T. Rundlett, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Wiscasset, in the State of Maine. 

Jacob E. Dart, of Georgia, to be collector of customs for the district 


n, in the State of Oregon. 
John Hobson, of Oregon, to be collector of customs for the district of 
Oregon, in the State of Oregon. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS, 


Ariel C. Jones, of Roseburg, Oreg., to be receiver of public moneys at 
Roseburg, Oreg. 

William M. Townsend, of La Fayette, Oreg., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Lakeview, Oreg. 


POSTMASTERS, 


Burritt B. Breed, to be postmaster at Lisbon, in the county of Ransom 
and Territory of Dakota. 
Cornelius Carr, to be postmaster at Woonsocket, in the county of San- 
born and Territory of Dakota. 
Ransom Nutting, to be postmaster at Decatur, in the county of Van 
Buren and the State of Michigan. 
George W. Statler, to be postmaster at Mansfield, in the county of 
as rae to o comet t West Libe: in the ty of Logan 
J. Pla era county o. 
ater el 
rank A, Mi , to be master at Menomi in the county of 
Menominee and State of Michigan, { 


Willard P. Carr, to be postmaster at Sioux Falls, in the county of 
Minnehaha and Territory of Dakota. 

Charles Jenney, to be postmaster at Camden, in the county of Cam- 
den and State of New Jersey. 

Russell Chapman, to be postmaster at San Rafael, Marion County, 
California. 

John T. Wrinkle, to be postmaster at Plattsburgh, in the county of 
Clinton and State of Missouri. 

Charles J. Walden, to be postmaster at Fayette, in the county of How- 
ard and State of Missouri, 

William H. Tatum, to be postmaster at Glasgow, in the county of 
Howard and State of Missouri. 

Benjamin B. Smith, to be postmaster at Chilicothe, in the county of 
Livingston and State of Missouri. 

George M. Shelley, to be postmaster at Kansas City, in the county of 
Jackson and State of Missouri. 

Thomas M. Shelton, to be postmaster at Windsor, in the county of 
Henry and State of Missouri. 


Henry P. Renick, to be postmaster at Holden, in the county of John- 
son and State of Missouri. 

Newton J. Price to be ter at Neosho, in the county of New- 
ton and State of Missouri. 


Edward D. Porter, to be postmaster at Joplin, in the county of Jas- 
and State of Missouri. 
Enoch A. McLeod, to be postmaster at Palmyra, in the county of 
Marion and State of Missouri. 

Norman E. Ives, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of Linn 
and State of Iowa. 

Paul Dowlin, to be postmaster at Greenfield, in the county of Adair 
and State of Iowa. ` 

Samuel M. Childs, to be postmaster at Atlantic, in the county of Cass 
and State of Iowa. 

T. S. Brokaw, to be postmaster. at Mount Vernon, in the county of 
Linn and State of Iowa. 

Annie Brennock, to be postmaster at Dunlap, in the county of Harri- 
son and State of Iowa. 

Jacob L. Bake, to be postmaster at Red Oak, in the county of Mont- 
gomery and State of Iowa. : 

L. L. Manghs, to be postmaster at Denison, Grayson County, Texas. 
T George B. Gerald, to be postmaster at Waco, McLennan County, 

exas. 

W. J. F. Ross, to be postmaster at Waxahachie, Ellis County, Texas, 
akopa H. Harry, to be postmaster at Watseka, Iroquois County, 

nois. 
J. 8. R. Scoville, to be postmaster at Morris, Grundy County, Mi- 


nois. 

William Osman, to be postmaster @ Ottawa, in the county of La 
Salle and State of Illinois. 

Edwin 8. Hawley, to be postmaster at Hyde Park, in the county of 
Cook and State of Illinois. 

Bazel D. Meek, to be postmaster at Eureka, in the county of Wood- 
ford and State of Illinois. 

Frank W. Havill, to be postmaster at Mount Carmel, in the county 
of Wabash and State of Illinois. 

John H. Golden, to be postmaster at Minonk, in the county of Wood- 
ford and State of Illinois. 

Andrew Borders, to be postmaster at Sparta, in the county of Ran- 
dolph and State of Illinois. 

A. J. Greenfield, to be postmaster at Oil City, in the county of Ve- 
nango and State of Pennsylvania. 

William R. Dawson, to be postmaster at Tidioute, in the county of 
Warren and State of Pennsylvania. 

Samuel H. Smith, to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county of Ches- 
ter and State of Pennsylvania. 

George Schall, to be yosma at Norristown, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 

John G. Randall, to be postmaster at Doylestown, in the county of 
Bucks and State of Pennsylvania. 

M. S. Lo er, to be postmaster at Pottstown, in the county of Mont- 
gomery and State of Pennsylvania. 

John Haviland, to be postmaster at Phænixville, in the county of 
Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 

Mrs. Mary H. S. Long, to be postmaster at Charlottesville, in the 
county of Albemarle and State of Virginia. 

Peter A. Reed, to be postmaster at Tyrone, in the county of Blair 
and State of Pennsylvania. 

John B. Larkin, to be postmaster at Pittsburgh, in the county of Al- 
legheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

George T. Gross, to be postmaster at Allentown, in the county of Le- 
high and State of Pennsylvania. 

Daniel W. Connolly, to be postmaster at Scranton, in the county of 
Lackawanna and State of Pennsylvania. 

Ezra Evans, to be postmaster at West Chester, in the county of Ches- 
ter and State of Pennsylvania. 

J. K. Coffroth, to be postmaster at Somerset, in the county of Som- 
erset and State of Pennsylvania. 
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John J. Simmler, to be postmaster at San Louis Obispo, San Louis 
Ohispo County, California. 

Alfred R. Story, to be postmaster at Dixon, in the county of Solano, 
in the State of California. 

W. J. Thomasson, to be postmaster at Gilroy, in the county of Santa 
Clara and State of California. 

Susman Mitchell, to be postmaster at Visalia, in the county of Tu- 
lare and State of California. 

Robert J. Chilton, to be postmaster at Santa Ana, in the county of 
Los Angeles and State of California. 

Jacob Van de Grift, to be postmaster at Riverside, in the county of 
San Bernardino and State of California. 

G. W. Jorres, to be postmaster at San Diego, in the county of San 
Diego and State of California. : 

Edward A. Pueschel, to be postmaster at Bakersfield, in the county 
of Kern and State of California. 

Benjamin R. English, to be postmaster at New Haven, in the county 
of New Haven and State of Connecticut. 

William B. Hall, to be postmaster at Wallingford, in the county of 
New Haven and State of Connecticut. 

John L. Lindley, to be postmaster at Ansonia, in the county of New 
Haven and State of Connecticut. 

Albert B. Page, to be postmaster at Houlton, in the county of Aroos- 
took and State of Maine. 

Delance Young, to be postmaster at Auburn, in the county of Andros- 
coggin and State of Maine. 

John L. Rice, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the county of Hamp- 
den and State of Massachusetts. 
_ Frank H. Daniells, to be postmaster at Franklin Falls, in the county 

of Merrimac and State of New Hampshire. 

Richard H. Piatt, to be ster at Napa City, in the county of 
Napa and State of California. 

Charles R. Vance, to be postmaster at Saint Helena, in the county of 
Napa and State of California. 

George Beck, to be postmaster at Livermore, in the county of Ala- 
meda and State of California. 

Albert O. Bristol, to be postmaster at Pasadena, in the couaty of Los 
Angeles and State of California. 

Bartholomew Tristram, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of 
Marion and State of Ohio. 

Jacob J. Zeller, to be postmaster at Ottawa, in the county of Putnam 
and State of Ohio. 

S. N. McCloud, to be postmaster at Marysville, in the county of Union 
and State of Ohio. 

J. T. Burns, to be postmaster at Dayton, in the county of Columbia 
and Territory of Washington. 

Daniel Stewart, to be postmaster at Walla Walla, in the county of 
Walla Walla and Territory of Washington. 

Isaac W. Bush, to be postmaster at Howell, in the county of Living- 
ston and State of Michigan. 

William J. Edwards, to be postmaster at Niles, in the county of 
Berrien and State of Michigan. 

Fred A, Stebbins, to be postmaster at Mount Pleasant, in the county 
of Isabella and State of Michigan. 

George Haumesser, to be postmaster at Wauseon, in the county of 
Fulton and State of Ohio. 

A. A. Lewis, to be postmaster at Gallatin, Sumner County, Tennessee. 

James B. Tolliver, to be postmaster at Lebanon, Wilson County, 
Tennessee. 

J. B. Cook, to be postmaster at Kenton, in the county of Hardin and 
State of Ohio. 

Charles W. Roby, to be postmaster at Portland, in the county of 
Multnomah and State of Oregon. 

John C. Bell, to be postmaster at Astoria, in the county of Clatsop 
and State of Oregon. 

Hermon A. Pettingill, to be postmaster at Peterborough, in the county 
of Hillsborough and State of New Hampshire. 

John Ryan, to be postmaster at Anaconda, in the county of Deer 
Lodge and Territory of Montana. 

John F. Wedow, to be postmaster at Marine City, in the county of 
Saint Clair and State of Michigan. 

Edwin 8. Smith, to be postmaster at South Haven, in the county of 
Van Buren and State of Michigan. 

C.E.R ie, to be postmaster at Ludington, in the county of 
Mason and State of Michigan. 

Marshall P. Maxon, to be postmaster at Union City, in the county 
of Branch and State of Michigan. 

William A. Lewis, to be postmaster at Evart, in the county of Osce- 
ola and State of Michigan. 

Byron Bradley, to be postmaster at Recd City, in the county of Osce- 
ola and State of Michigan. 

Charles A. Bowles, to be postmaster at Otsego, in the county of Alle- 
gan and State of Michigan. 

Charles H. Adams, to be postmaster at Allegan, in the county of Al- 
legan and State of Michigan. 
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Lucius M. Thomas, to be postmaster at Watertown, in the county of 
Codington and Territory of Dakota. 

Michael P. Slattery, to be postmaster at Bismarck, in the county of 
Burleigh and Territory of Dakota. 

John D, Pratt, to be postmaster at Ipswich, in the county of Ed- 
munds and Territory of Dakota. 

George T. Lashell, to be postmaster at Larimore, in the county of 
Grand Forks and Territory of Dakota. 

Francis G. Horton, to be postmaster at Ellendale, in the county of 
Dickey and Territory of Dakota. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 20, 1886, 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday were read and approved. 


CLAIM OF ELIZABETH CARSON. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting a report from the Quartermaster-General upon the 
claim of Elizabeth Carson and recommending its payment; which was 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF WASHINGTON AND GEORGETOWN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the president 
of the Washington and Georgetown Railroad Company, transmittin; 
the annual report of receipts and disbursements for the fiscal year end 
June 30, 1885; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


RED CLOUD AND RED LEAF INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of the In- 
terior of an appropriation to pay the Red Cloud and Red Leaf bands of 
Sioux Indians in Dakota for ponies taken by the militaryin 1876; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SALARIES OF UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 6) fixing the sala- 
ries of the several judges of the United States district courts at $5,000 
per annum, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MANAGER NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEERS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a joint resolution (S. R. 
31) appointing John F. Hartranft a manager of the National Home for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF A BILL. 


Mr. LONG, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw a bill 
(H. R. 1086) for the relief of John Dolan, a similar bill having been 
already introduced. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. ScRANTON, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of absence 
for the remainder of this week, on account of important business. 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, 


Mr. BARKSDALE. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee 
on Printing to submit a privileged report, which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk to be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the following resolution, 
have considered the same, and have instructed me to make a favorable report 
thereon and to recommend its passage : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be authorized to have 
printed and bound such papers and documents for the use of said committee 
as it may deem necessary in connection with subjects considered by the com- 
mittee during the present Congress, 


Mr. BARKSDALE. I move the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BARKSDALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted;"and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING FOR THE COMMITTEE ON LABOR. 


Mr. BARKSDALE, from the Committee on Printing, also submitted 
the following privileged report: 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the accompanying resolu- 
tion, have had the same under consideration, and have instructed me to report 
it favorably and to recommend its passage : 

solved, That the Committee on Labor are hereby authorized to have printed 
such letters or circulars as they may deem necessary for the obtaining of infor- 
mation for the use of the committee. 
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Mr. BARKSDALE. I move the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted. . 

Mr. BARKSDALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
Jaid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ASSISTANT FOLDER IN SEAL-ROOM. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee on 
Accounts to submit a privileged report and ask its immediate consid- 
eration. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the following resolution 
of Mr. HESDERSON, of Illinois— 

“ Resol: That the Doorkeeper be authorized to employ James D. Ryan as as- 
sistant folder in the seal-room, and pay him atthe rate of $2.50 per day out of 
the contingent fund of the House until further ordered’’— 
have considered the same, and ully report the following substitute and 
recommend its adoption: 

e~ That the Doorkeeper be authorized to employ James D, Ryan as as- 
sistant folder in the seal-room of the House at the rate of $2.50 2A day during 
the present session, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House,” 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Speaker, I would state, for the information of 
the House, that the seal-room is the room in the rear of the House, where 
documents are folded for immediate use and dispatch. This resolution 
proposes to employ the same young man as assistant folder who was 
employed in that capacity in the last Congress. The Committee on 
Accounts think the employment of this additional folder is a necessary 
provision for the convenience of members of the House. I move the 
adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish tomakeasuggestion. I submit 
that the Doorkeeper is the proper person to appoint these folders. It 
seems to me the House of Representatives is falling below its proper 
function when it undertakes to do a matter of this kind. I object to 
this House undertaking to supersede the proper authority of the officers 
of the House and appoint their subordinates. These principal officers 
whom we select are responsible for their subordinates; we hold them 
accountable for their conduct. I move, therefore, to amend this reso- 
lution by striking out so much as names the person to be appointed, 
and by inserting a provision that the Doorkeeper appoint an additional 
folder if necessary. 

Mr. SPOONER. In reply to the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN], I willsay that formerly there were two men em- 


loyed in the formance of this duty in the seal-room. During the 
Forty-eighth gress it was found that the employment ofthis young 
man ata lesssalary than had been paid would secure the efficient perform- 


ance of the service in that room. Hence the employment of this young 
man was in the line of economy. He has given perfect satisfaction, I 
doubt not, to the Doorkeeper as well as to all having business in that 


room. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to add a word to what I have already stated. 
Whenever we undertake to appoint by a vote of the House subordinate 
officers the object, I take it for ted, is to confer a personal favor on 
some particular individual. e ought to act with reference to the 
good of the public service, and not undertake to pension our friends 
upon the House. If we permit the Doorkeeper to judge when he needs 
help and allow him to select the men for whose conduct he is to be re- 
sponsible, we are likely to have efficient service; but when we under- 
take to appoint these subordinate officers, whether they are needed or 
not, we may te friends, but we may not be serving the pub- 
lic. I trust we shall amend the resolution as I have proposed. 

Mr. SPOONER. I assure the gentleman from Texas that there is no 
design on the part of the committee to favor any particular person by 
this appointment, but merely to secure the selection of a young man 
who hasshown himself to be abundantly able to perform the duties re- 
quired, and who discharges them at less salary than has been paid for 
the same service. 

Mr. REAGAN. If he has performed his duty, the Doorkeeper knows 
it better than does this House or that committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I trust the gentleman from Rhode 
Island [Mr. SPOONER], who has this resolution in charge, will accept 
the amendment of the gentleman from Texas. I fully sympathize with 
the declaration made by the gentleman from Rhode Island in behalf of 
the committee that the committee had no desire to display any favor- 
itism. The gentleman who originally introduced the resolution named 
this young man, I suppose, for the reason stated by the gentleman from 
Rhode Island, that he had displayed conspicuous ability in this service 
in the last Congress. But it seems to me the objection made by the 
gentleman from Texas is well taken. This House ought not to under- 
take to designate any particular person as a subordinate in any branch 
of our service. I think that the amendment proposed by the gentle- 
man from Texas will be acceptable to the House, and that the Door- 
keeper, izing the conspicuous ability of the young man in ques- 
tion, willreappointhim. Ihope the gentleman from Rhode Island will 
accept the amendment, and then I think there will be no objection on 
this side of the House. 

Mr. SPOONER. At the suggestion of the gentleman from Missouri 


[Mr. DOCKERY], a member of our committee, I will, unless some other 
member of the committee objects, assent to the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The House must vote on the amendment, because 
it is proposed as an amendment to the report of the committee. 
The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. REAGAN, it was 
to. 


The question then recurred on agreeing to the substitute reported by 
the committee as amended. 

A MEMBER. Let the substitute be read as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper be authorized to employ an assistant folder in 
the seal-room of the House at the rate of $2.50 per day during the present ses- 
sion, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

The substitute as amended was agreed to; and the report of the com- 
mittee as amended was adopted. 

Mr. SPOONER moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WAIT. I ask unanimous consent to offer a resolution. 

Mr. BEACH. I shall object. 

Mr. WAIT. I think the gentleman from New York [Mr. BEACH] 
when he hears the resolution will not object. 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. Speaker, there is a day set apart for the intro- 
duction of bills and resolutions. The gentleman from Connecticut has 
only to wait three days in order to introduce his resolution. I main- 
tain my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the matter is not before the 


ouse. . 
Mr. MILLARD. Iask unanimous consent to introduce a bill—— 
Mr. BEACH. I shall object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Bracu] ob- 
jects, and has given notice that he will object to all requests for unani- 
mous consent for the introduction of measures for which a day is as- 
signed under the rules of the House. 

Mr. MILLARD. LIhope the gentleman will not object to this. Itis 
a bill in the interest of the laboring men of his own State. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will proceed to cal] the committees for 
reports to be placed upon the appropriate Calendars. 


FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF SHAKOPEE, MINN. 
Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, re- 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1245) to authorize the increase of 
the capital stock of the First National Bank of Shakopee, Minn.; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


LIEUT. WILLIAM P. RANDALL. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 1151) authorizing the President 
of the United States to appoint Lieut. William P. Randall a lieutenant- 
commander on the retired-list of the Navy; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 


RETIREMENT OF NAVAL OFFICERS. 

Mr. BALLENTINE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 339) authorizing the voluntary retire- 
ment of certain officers of the United States Navy who have rendered 
conspicuous services in battle or who have served thirty years in the 
Navy; which was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 

PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Iask, by unanimousconsent, Mr. Speaker, 
that the report made by the Committee on Pacific Railroads at the last 
session of Congress, numbered 1431, together with the minority report, 
be printed in the RECORD, the copies on file being exhausted. 

The SPEAKER. That is not a report which can come in under this 
call. The gentleman will retain it for the present and he can submit 
his request hereafter. 

BENJAMIN M. SIMPSON. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, from the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, reported back a bill (H. R. 61) for the relief of Benjamin M. 
Simpson, with an amendment; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the bill and amendment, 
together with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CALL OF COMMITTEES FOR ACTION ON BILLS. 


The SPEAKER. This completes the call of standing and select 
committees for reports, and the Chair will now proceed with the call of 
committees for the consideration of bills for one hour. The hour be- 
gins at twenty-two minutes to 1 o’clock. 


INCREASE OF PENSIONS OF WIDOWS AND DEPENDENT RELATIVES. 


Mr. MATSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions to call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 545) to increase the 
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pensions of widows and dependent relatives of deceased soldiers and 
gail 


ors. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of the 
bill the title of which has been read. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, Mr. WELLBORN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Houseisnow in Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration of the bill which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, d&c., That from and after som a los this act the rate of pension 
for widows, minor children, and dependent relatives now on the pension-roll, or 
hereafter to be placed on the pension-roll, and entitled to receive a less rate than 
hereinafter provided, shall be $12 per month; and nothing herein shall be con- 
strued to affect the existing allowance of $2 per month for each child under the 
age of sixteen years. And all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with the provis- 
ions of this act are hereby repealed. 

Sec. 2. Thatnoclaim agent or attorney shall be recognized in the adjudication 
of claims under this act, norshallany such person be entitled to receive any com- 
pensation whatever for services or pretended services in making applications 
thereunder. 

Mr.MATSON. Mr. Chairman, the bill which has been read has been 
very thoroughly considered by the Committee on Invalid Pensions in 
this Congress and reported unanimously by that committee. Thesame 
committee in the Forty-eighth Congress considered the same proposi- 
tion and reported it unanimously. The provisions of the bill are very 
simple. It provides that widows of soldiers—not of officers, but of sol- 
diers—who are receiving a less ‘rate of pension than $12 per month shall 
be increased to $12 per month. The increase in nearly all cases is from 
$8 to $12 per month. There are a very few cases, perhaps less than 
twenty in number, upon the pension-roll, in cases of the widows of war- 
rant officers of the Navy, where $10 per month is given, but the sub- 
stantial provision of this bill is an increase of pensions of widows of 
soldiers from $8 a month to $12 a month. 

‘The provisions of the bill also apply to dependent fathers and mothers 
who are drawing pensions on account of the death of their sons. 

Mr. i I apprehend the proposition in reference to which this 
House wishes to be informed is as to what this isgoing to cost the peo- 
ple and the Government. A very careful estimate was made less than 
two years since based upon the number of this classof pensioners upon 
the roll, an estimate based, too, upon the number of applications then 
pending of that kind, and the total cost was estimated by a gentleman 
‘who was thoroughly familiar with the Pension Office, having served 
there for twenty years and having been chief of the miscellaneous di- 
vision, whose duty it was to make such estimate for the benefit of the 
Commissioner of Pensions and the Secretary of the Interior, and he 
fixed the cost at something over $5,000,000—less than $6,000,000. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Does my colleague mean to say that 
waye the total cost at the end of the term or that will be the annual 
cost 

Mr. PATON It will be that much added tothe annual cost of the 

on-ro 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. That the annual cost will be that sum? 

Mr. MATSON. That the annualcost will bethatmuch. The ques- 
tion then is as to whether the representatives of the people here are 
prepared to say the Government can pay that sum of money to that 
worthy class of people. The Committee on Invalid Pensions have 
answered it in the aflirmative, and I think I may say the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions is not in favor of every wild proposition of pension 
iginn which may be suggested to them. I think they have shown 
a degree of moderation in recommendations to this House, and I feel 
perfectly sure as to this proposition there can be but little division on 
either side of this House. 

Here is a proposition toadd $4 a month to the pension of widows 
and of old men and old women of this country—to those who have lost 
their husbands and to those who have lost their sons upon whom they 

to lean in their old age. This is a very moderate proposition. 

I wish to say further in relation to this matter that this rate of $8 
was passed in 1816, just after the war of 1812, and at that time it was 
the full pay of the soldier. This Government thought then when the 
soldier was killed in battle or gave his life to the country in any way 
his widow should be entitled to receive the pay her husband was re- 
ceiving when he was in the Government service. Since that time the 
pay of a private soldier has been increased and has varied from eleven 
to thirteen and up to sixteen dollars a month. The proposition has 
been urged upor Congress to follow out the original principle and to 
give to these widows and dependent parents the same pay that the sol- 

ier was receiving at the time he lost his life; but the committee 
thought it fit and wise to compromise by adopting a sum which bore a 
relation between the two extremes which had been paid, and therefore 
we have fixed upon a sum that is between the highest and the lowest 
ne pa for the service of the soldier, $3 being the lowest and $16 

e highest. 

There isanother thing, Mr. Chairman, to which I desire to call the at- 
tention of the committee, and that is thatthis bill applies to all widows 


of the soldiers of the wars in which this country has been engaged who 
are now on the rolls, and there is not a community throughout all the 
length and breadth of this land in which there is not some humble home 
in which light and joy will be shed by the action of this Congress in 
passing this bill. Eight dollars a month at this time, when it costs 
more to live than it did when the rate was fixed by law, is not enough 
to support these old people. These widows and dependent relatives are 
growing old. I have received, I may safely say, since this proposition 
has been pending in Congress, thousands of letters from all parts of the 
country from these old women addressed to me, some of the writers 
stating that they were then over ninety years of age, all of them begging 
and asking this additional $4 a month in order to enable them to live 
comfortably or with a little more comfort during the few remaining 
years of their lives. Now I have said this much in explanation of this 
bill and I apprehend that there will be no very serious opposition to its 


passage. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Do I understand the gentleman 
from Indiana to say that this embraces the widows of the war of 1812 
and of the Mexican war? 

Mr. MATSON. The billis drawn to include all the widows who 
are now upon the pension-roll at the rate specified. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. MATSON. Certainly, 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I would ask if this bill as drawn ap- 
plies to the widows of soldiers whether they lost their lives in the line 
of duty or from disease contracted in the service ? 

Mr. MATSON. It does not change the pension Jaw as far as the 
right to receive a pension isconcerned at all. It only changes the rate 
of pension to those who receive the sum indicated. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. But itenlarges the number of those 
who will be entitled to pension. 

Mr. MATSON. No, it does not. 

Mr. REAGAN. Permit me to ask the gentleman if there is any esti- 
mate as to the increased expenditures which this bill will involve? 

Mr. MATSON. I have already stated to the committee, but I pre- 
sume the gentleman from Texas was not in his seat at the time, that it 
is estimated, and a very careful estimate has been made, that it will in- 
crease the expenditures for pensions between five and six millions of 
dollars annually. 

Mr. HOLMES. May I ask the gentleman a question? Does this 
increase apply to those receiving pension under special acts of Con- 

9 


Mr. MATSON. It applies to all persons who are on the pension-roll 
who come within its provisions as to rating, or those who may hereafter 
be placed upon the roll at the rate specified. 

Mr. HOLMES, Under the term used in granting a special pension, 
“according to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws,” they 
will get $12 a month? 

Mr. MATSON. Of course that will be the effect. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Indiana a question. The rate of compensation to private soldiers 
during a portion of the war was as much as $16 a month, I believe. 

Mr. MATSON. I think so; in fact, I know it was. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Now Iam warmly for the $12 a month 
as provided by this bill; but let me ask if it would not be wise for the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions to go a step further, and give the rate 
of pension to these widows and old parents that was paid to the soldier 
at least during a part of the time he was in the service, $16 per month? 

Mr. MATSON. Ihave already stated that that was urged upon the 
committee, but the committee thought it the right thing to compromise 
the matter and fix the rate of pension between the highest sum paid 
and the lowest. 

The husbands of some of these widows never received $16 per month 
while in the service; many of them received but $13, and we fixed on 
$12 as a compromise. That seems to be a fair increase, which we hope 
will obtain. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, Will the gentleman permit amendments? 

Mr. MATSON. I have no power to prevent amendments. I hope, 
however, the gentleman will allow me to say I hope that this bill will 
not be amended except in so far as it relates to the subject-matter with 
which it deals. If the gentleman from Indiana is in favor of this bill, 
I hope he will allow it to stand as it is—at least allow it to relate to 
one subject-matter. The proposition to combine different subjects in 
relation to pensions will combine all opposition to the bill. This isa 
measure nearly all of the House concurs in; but if you fasten upon it 
some other proposition irrelevant to it you will bring against it oppo- 
sition that would not otherwise exist. Therefore I beg my friend not 
to offer an amendment not relating to the subject-matter of the pensions 
of widows and dependent parents, 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I am very distinctly fa- 
yorable to the bill reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions and 
now before us. In a very humble way I labored a good long Sabbath 
day, just at the close of the last session, to get certain gentlemen to 
consent that the House might take a vote on the proposition. 

It came here from the other end of the Capitol. We could not secure 
a vote for it then, and I am glad we are able to secure one upon it now. 
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I should regret exceedingly to offer any proposition that would en- 
danger a bill the provisions of which I consider so just as those of the 
one under consideration. 

Mr. MATSON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Notatthis moment. I wish to say I 
have a proposition connected directly with the question of pensions 
that is eminently just. We have been telling the soldiers of this coun- 
try, I think all of us at least in the northern section, that at the ear- 
liest opportunity we would put it through the Congress of the United 
States; and thatis the repeal of an unwarrantable discrimination against 
a portion of the soldiers of the Republic. 

A few years ago we passed a law reported by a Democratic committee 
to this House, supported by the Democratic party here and putinto the 
platforms of the Democratic party in their political campaign, and that 
is, that pensions should date back to the time of the incurrence of the 
disability or the discharge from the service of the United States because 
of it. We paid one hundred and fifty or two hundred million dollars 
under this just and beneficent Democratic measure; but by the act of 
Congress the provisions of the bill so far as they related to 
Propped on the 1st of July, 1880. Soldiers who have presented their 

since then, and even those who had claims pending at that time 
but who have been compelled since then to amend them so as to cor- 
rectly describe their disability, have been prohibited from receiving pen- 
—_ from the Treasury except from the time when the application was 
made. 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, to the gentleman from Indiana and to the 
House whether there ought to be any discrimination made against these 
men simply because they were willing to delay the presentation of their 
just claims against the Government, hoping that their condition in life 
might be such that they could live without appealing either to the 
justice or the charity of the nation. I know men who came from the bat- 
tlefields of the Republic halting upon their canes or walking upon their 
crutches who said they would never ask a pension from the Govern- 
ment, and they have not done so until their necessities, the wants of 
their families, their wives, their children, have compelled them to ask 
this at the hands of the nation they served. 

I want to know now if the gentlemen on the other side are willing 
to repeal the proviso to the second section of the act making appropria- 
tions for the payment of arrears of pensions adopted in the year 1879. 
I have prepared an amendment, which I will send to the desk. 

Mr. MATSON. Will the gentleman from Indiana permit me to ask 
him a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. | The Chair will state to the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. BROWNE] that the offering of amendments will not be in 
order till general debate has closed. s 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The amendment then may be read at 
this time from the desk as a part of my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. As soon as general debate is closed it will then 
be in order for the gentleman to offer his amendment. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will offer it at the proper time if I get 
recognition. 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

ge. 3. That the proviso to the second section of the act entitled ‘An act 
making appropriations for the payment of arrears of ergy ted by act of 
Congress approved January 25, 1879,’ approved March 3, 1879, be, and the same 
\s hereby, repealed.” X 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I feel as much interest in the proposition offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE], which involves the re- 
peal of the proviso to the arrears act, as it is possible for me or for any 
other member on this floor to feel. For years, asa member of the pen- 
sion committee of the Grand Army of the Republic, I have been labor- 
ing to bring about this legislation. i 

But I want to say simply this at this time. The bill under consider- 
ation is a bill about which there seems to me to be no controversy what- 
ever. It has been embodied substantially in every proposition bringing 
about the needed reform of the defective and blundering legislation of 
the country that has been submitted to Congress for the past ten years. 
Itstandsalone. It is no part of a system necessarily. Everybody is 
in favor of its passage who is in favor of affording some remedy and some 
relief to this class of pensioners of the country. There are a great many 
other propositions, Mr. Chairman, that have already been submitted to 
this House, and there are many more to be submitted, and the whole of 
them, or a large majority of them at least, will ultimately become a 
sort of code involving, if intelligent legislation is to prevail, a change of 
the whole system upon which pensions hitherto have been granted. 
Among these are the equalization of bounties and therepeal of the proviso 
to the arrears act, but they stand in such a position, the one to the other, 
that it is necessary and proper that ultimately the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions shall evolve out of the mass of legislation some systematic 
scheme orproposition. I know notwhat their purpose is, butitisenough 
for me to know that here is a single proposition everybody is in favor of, 
which comes in such a form that it can be adopted now; which comes 
in such a form that, if in the House, it will speedily be passed in 
the Senate and become a law of the country. 

The future legislation which I shall advocate, and which others will 
advocate, will in no wise collide or be inconsistent with this, There- 
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fore, Mt. Chairman, I am not willing to impede the possibility or prob- 
ability of the passage of this bill by at this time consideringany amend- 
ment to it that is not to perfect the bill itself. In other words, I stand 
in that sort of position where I feel that I have no hesitation about vot- 
ing against this amendment, notwithstanding that the amendment it- 
self is one that lies nearer to my heart than perhaps any other one that 
can be offered in this House. But I want to wait until the proper time 
comes and take these measures as they come from the committee and 
pass them as rapidly as we can. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, I think the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] ought not to pass, and I 
regret very much that for reasons which seem to me proper I shall be 
placed in the same attitude tothe bill itself that has been reported from 
the committee. My reasons for opposing the proposition coming from 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] may be briefly stated thus: 
No soldier who suffered a disability sufficient to entitle him to a pen- 
sion at the hands of the Government failed to know it for twenty years 
after the war, or waited until he had to be spurred up by some claim 
agent in the city of Washington who reminded him that he had been 
disabled for twenty years and ought to draw a pension for that time. 
That is my objection to the gentleman’s proposition. I object to the 
bill, not because I do not recognize the fact that there is a class of widows 
who should be entitled to greater pensions than they now draw, but I 
object to it for two reasons. First, I hold that the whole system of 
pensions should be reorganized. A bill should be introduced and should 
become a law which would make the system harmonious. The Pen- 
sions Committee of this House ought, in my judgment, to perfect and 
present such a bill; but the special acts which are being passed from 
time to time, piecemeal by piecemeal, instead of harmonizing our pen- 
sion laws, make them, from session to session, more unequal and incon- 
gruous. 

For instance, Mr. Speaker, ‘‘ total disability ” of asoldier—and what 
can be greater than that—is pensioned at $8 a month, while we have 
classifications of pensions for private soldiers that run up as high as 
$70 a month. Many of those who are drawing such pensions, al- 
though disabled by the loss of a leg or an arm, are still able to earn a 
livelihood, and many of them do earn a livelihood. But the poor sol- 
dier who was shot through the body and totally disabled, rendered un- 
able to do a day’s work, what does he get? Eight dollars a month. 
‘Total disability’? stands graded at the highest notch and draws the 
lowest pension! Howcomesthis? It grows out of the fact that legisla- 
tion precisely like this which is now proposed has been enacted from 
time to time for the benefit of special classes. Some one hundred per- 
sons apply for a special rate for a particular kind of wound, and state’ 
that there are no more than one hundred such cases, and they ask a 
pension of $16 or $20 a month. Another class apply, and there are only 
perhaps two hundred of them, and they want $24 a month, Nobody 
mania to vote against the soldier, and the claimants go on the roll at 

t rate. 

Another class have applied, and they areallowed $36 a month; another 
class haveapplied, and they get $50 a month; another class have applicd, 
and they get $70 a month; while the poor broken-down veteran, who 
did not happen to be injured in the exact place and manner that these 
special acts describe, gets only $8 a month. Sir, it is a shame and dis- 
grace to this people that such inequalities of pension exist. It would 
be better for us to pass a general bill repealing all existing laws upon 
the subject and then to an act that would grade these pensions and 
make them as they ought to be, in accordance with the disability that 
the soldier has received. Another objection I have to this bill is that 
it provides for all widows now on the pension-roll or who may hereafter 
go upon the pension-roll. I am opposed to that. We are still payin 
pensions to the widows of the soldiers of 1812, and after a time we shal 
reach a like point in regard to the widows of the soldiers of the last war. 
For example, you find a widow of a soldier of the war of 1812 on the 
pension-roll, and when you look into the facts you find that someold man, 
seventy or seventy-five years of age, married a young girl who took care 
of him during the last two or three weeks of his life, and then got herself 
placed on the ion-roll as the widow of a soldier. Now this bill 
should provide only for the widows of soldiers who were killed in ac- 
tion, or, if it should be further extended, it should be only to those 
cases where the woman was married to the man before he was on the 
verge of the grave. 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BRAGG. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to ask the gentleman whether he has any 
objection to old veterans marrying young girls? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir; no, sir. It shows a quality that every good 
soldier was remarkable for, love of the sex... But, sir, I have objections 
to these young misses becoming soldiers’ widows to such an extent as to 
fasten themselves as pensioners upon the Treasury of the United States. 
A young girl may marry an old man, and I think very much of her when 
she marries him for love; but when she marries him for ducats, then 
all my respect for her is gone. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, yesterday the House was very much con- 
cerned on the score of economy about the appointment of a clerk to one 
of our committees, involving a possible expenditure of perhaps $700 of 
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$800 a year. Now, there is pending here to-day a proposition which, it 
is admitted, will cost annually some five or six million dollars—which 
possibly mayinvolve four or five times that amount; and it seems it is 
to go through the House almost unchallenged. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not opposed to paying pensions to soldiers or to 
the widows of soldiers, but I do believe our taxation ought to be so 
arranged that the wealth of this country will contribute something to 
sustain those whom the fortunes or misfortunes of war have made de- 
pendent upon theaid of theGovernment. The wealthy peopleescaped all 
the privations and sufferings of that great e. They staidat home 
and husbanded their resources, or they shi their wealth out of the 
country. As soon as the war was over they came, by their representa- 
tives, into this House and had all the taxation they were bearing taken 
off their shoulders. Sir, since the war closed Congress has repealed 
$300,000,000 of taxation; yet it persistently refuses to take into con- 
sideration the needs of the poor poopie of this country and reduce the 
burden of taxation resting upon them, The first tax that passed away, 
one which was characterized as the ‘‘ most obnoxious,” the ‘‘ most odi- 
ous,” the ‘‘ most oppressive to a free people,” was the tax on incomes. 
The tax upon those great fortunes that had grown up in this country, 
showing $800,000,000 or $900,000,000 accumulated in one year in the 
hands of four or five hundred thousand people, was swept away in this 
House almost without discussion. Yet the tax on the garments the 
poor people wear in the coldest weather of winter is clung to in this 
House with dogged pertinacity. One after another the taxes paid by 
the wealthy classes have been cut down until, in the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress, this House with heroic fortitude came forward and relieved the 
sufferings of the manufacturers of playing cards! The duty was so 
onerous, and upon a subject of such vital concern to all the people of 
the country, that the internal-revenue tax on playing cards was in the 
interest of public morality swept away! But at the same time the tax 
of 100 per cent. on imported playing-cards was continued in order to 
give some one a monopoly of the trade. All the revenues of this Gov- 
ernment derived from wealth have one after another been swept away, 
until substantially the whole burden of taxation rests upon the imple- 
ments of labor, upon cotton and woolen goods, and such things as the 
necessities of the people demand day by day. 

Weare called upon to maintain a vast pension establishment. Iam 
not opposed, I repeat it, to the payment of pensions to soldiers and 
their widows. It is a debt of gratitude that every country owes to its 
gallant defenders and those who are dependent upon them. But our 
own intelligence, our duty to our constituents, and our duty to our 
country require that we should reim the taxation on the wealth of 
the country and compel it to bear atleast some part of the burden nec- 
essary to sustain the pension establishment of this country. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, the political party that 
shall from any motive defeat the passage of this bill assumes a respon- 
sibility in which I shall not share. Iam not Lay Arrain any gen- 
tleman who takes this occasion to discuss the tariff; neither will I be 
drawn into a discussion of the amendment which my friend from In- 
diana [Mr. BROWNE] has incorporated in his remarks. 

T am in favor of that amendment, but not to the pending bill, which 
it may defeat. Earnestly do I concur in the remarks of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. I have given evidence of it by intro- 
ducing a bill to repeal the limitation in regard to the payment of ar- 
rearages. MyStateisin favor ofit. The political party of which Iam 
a member declared in its last convention in our State in favor of the re- 
peal of that limitation. But, as has been so ably stated by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, there are many measures which appeal to the patriotic 
heart and the just mind in favor of the soldier, but which can not be 
incorporated in the present bill. Let them in their order be taken up 
and fairly’ met. 

I see an opportunity for political advantage perhaps by forcing this 
amendment upon the House; butI do not ask that advantage. I want 
no better advantage for my political party than that it give its earnest 
support, without hesitation, without let or hinderance, to this proposi- 
tion in favor of the women of this country whom the war has deprived 
of their natural and legal support in their hard struggle for existence. 
It at best can go buta short distance toward their support, and can never 
compensate for the great losses that they have sustained. 

I am glad that the rules of the House give us this opportunity to meet 
this question, and I appeal to all gentlemen here to look this question 
fairly in the face. Hereare anumber of peopleto be benefited who are 
without votes, without political influence, and who appeal to us simply 
as those crushed and deserving beings who need the aid of generous and 
just legislation. 

I do not sympathize with that class of men that seek on every occasion 
to hurl a hobby into the debates here. I think we can commend our- 
selves to the Republic as legislators if we will meet propositions with 
an eye single to the interests that are involved. 

God knows that I believe every soldier should be pensioned from the 
hour he was injured. God knows that I can with a clear conscience 
vote to give to the widows, fathers, and mothers provided for in this bill 
$16 a month; and that amendment I would offer to this bill but for the 
fact that I would not lay a single straw in the way of the speedy adop- 
tion of this proposed legislation. My hope now is that the gentleman 


in charge of this bill will take such action as will enable the intelli- 
gence to be sent over the wires to-night that the House of Representa- 
tives has this jnst legislation. 

Under the present rules we can meet the other propositions in due 
time and in proper form. If wenow putin one amendment the tempta- 
tion is presented to offer another and another. I can think of several 
that I could urge with all earnestness and en upon this House. 
But I appeal to every gentleman here to allow this bill, untrammeled 
and unweighted with any other proposition, to be passed, and 
now. This done, we can address ourselves to other considerations. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] raises objections which 
I will not stop to discuss. The pertinent question of my friend from 
Indiana [Mr. STEELE] suggests enough to meet the judgmentof every 
one here. If the gentleman will allow me I will say that it is beneath 
his own broad mind to raise such an objection to the proposed legisla- 
tion, to wit: that the motive isto be analyzed that enters into the mind 
of a woman who links her destiny with a crushed or crjppled soldier 
of the Republic. 

I appeal to the members of this House to lay aside all such sugges- 
tions, and to consider those only which are pertinent to the issue. Let 
us promptly pass this bill. Iassure each and all that in these remarks 
I do not mean to make any imputation against the motives of any gen- 
tleman on either side of this House. I appeal for a class who have 
written letters to me by the hundred asking for this increase of pen- 
sion. And with these remarks, Mr. Chairman, I submit the time now 
is to act. Let us act promptly, patriotically, and now especially when 
the question is legitimately before us. [Applause.] 

Mr. WOLFORD was recognized. 

Mr. CANNON. Iask the gentleman from Iowa to yield to me for 
five minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will do so with pleasure. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman from Iowa had surrendered 
the floor, and the Chair had recognized the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. WOLFORD] to address the committee. 

Mr. CANNON. I was trying to propound a parliamentary inquiry 
to the gentleman from Iowa. I rose in my place toask the gentleman 
to yield to me five minutes of his time. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’?] 
I did not get the recognition from the Chair I believe to be proper. It 
seems to me I was in time. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I hope there will be no objection to 
my yielding five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman had yielded the floor and the 
Chair had recognized the gentleman from Kentucky. [Cries of ‘‘ Reg- 
ular order !’’] 

Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Chairman, I rise for the purpose of opposi 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE 
and for the purpose of advocating the bill presented for our considera- 
tion by the Committee on Invalid Pensions of this House. It is well 
known no doubt to the members of the last Congress who are also mem- 
bers of this that I am in favor of granting pensions to our soldiers and 
sailors at higher rates than are now allowed by the law. It is equally 
well known, I presume, that I am also in favor of granting a 
of pension. I believe in the right and justice of giving to the men who 
fought the battles of this country and who endured hardships and suf- 
fered wounds in our defense, and to the widows and dependent mothers 
and fathers of those who died in battle, a rate of pension higher than that 
now allowed, and one more commensurate with the heroic services of 
those gallant men. 

I intend, Mr. Chairman, when I have time, to present my views fully 
as to the propriety of the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. BROWNE], andalsoin reference to other changesof the pension laws 
in the interest of doing justice to those to whom the country is so deeply 
indebted. I hold to the belief that the widows of those gallant men 
who have fought the battles of their country in any war, at any time, 
under any circumstances, are entitled to at least $15 per month. 

In response to the argument made by my distinguished friend from 
Texas [Mr. MILLS] I have only to say that because the tariff ought to 
be reduced and goods of all sorts made cheaper to the people and be- 
cause that legislation is delayed is no good reason why the widows of 
our soldiers and sailors who died in the service should not only be com- 
pelled to pay the higher price for their goods, but denied that increased 
rate of pension to which they are so justly entitled. Yet that is the 
gist of the argument made here to-day by the gentleman from Texas. 
The conclusion to be derived from his remarks was that because the 
tariff was not reduced therefore the widow of the soldier must starve. 

Mr. MILLS. Oh, no! I made no such statement. My argument 
was that the rich as well as the poor should pay their share of the money 
necessary for governmental expenses. 

Mr. WOLFORD. What I have stated is I think the legitimate con- 
clusion from the argument made by the gentleman from Texas. Why 
is it, Mr. Chairman, this tariff argument is introduced here in opposi- 
tion to the interests of our soldiers and sailors? Whois it this bill pro- 
vides for? Who does it recognize? It recognizes the widows of our 
gallant soldiers and sailors who died in the service. It also recognizes 
the dependent mothers, nearer and dearer than widows. The sweetest 
word in the English language is that of mother; and this bill is to in- 
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pension of the mothers of the soldiers whose death in the 
service deprived them of the upon which they ed—the 
mothers of those soldiers who died in battle that you and I, Mr. Chair- 
man, might live as freemen—who died that we all here might enjoy 
the blessings of civil and religious liberty in all its in all 
its grandeur, inallits greatness! [Applause.] Now, then, shall these 
dependent mothers, because there is a tariff, which, as the gentleman 
says, makes goods higher, fail to receive enough from this Government 
to properly support them ? 

It has been argued that this will entail an expenditure of $5,000,000 
ayear. What is $5,000,000 to the blessings which have been showered 
upon sixty millions of freemen in this country? What is $5,000,000 
to the gratitude which this country feels for those who in the hour of 
peril bore the brunt of the conflict of battle, to those who carried our 

triumphantly in a great war, to those to whom we owe our present 
incalculable advantages? 

The reason I oppose any amendment to the pending bill is because I 
want it to go through just as it is, clear and clean, as it came from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. There are many amendments I de- 
sire to see made to the pension laws, but we can not expect to have 
them all at once. 

The chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions stated one ob- 
yious fact, and that is that the Committee on Invalid Pensions has been 
economical. Iadmitit. Many times in the last Congress, when that 
same distinguished gentleman was chairman of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, I felt it to be my duty to oppose his measures because 
in my judgment they did not give enough to the soldier or to his widow, 
and I spoke and voted to that end. 

They have been more economical, I confess, than I would have been; 
but they have placed upon the Calendar of the House for our consideration 
a reasonable and modest demand, which none can object to—one that 
will fill with light and peace and joy and gladness the hearts of many 
poor, straggling widows, and many old, poverty-stricken mothers 
throughout the land, who are now toiling and ped, Shee get enough 
for their children to wear and to eat, or to give them a little education. 

It is hard work, sir. Will any gentleman in this House say that he 
or any other member here could live on $12 a month? ‘‘ Oh, well,” 
they will say, ‘‘the soldier’s widow must be more economical than we. 
They are able to stand hardship and want while the country doles out 
to them little by little the pi allowance of $8 a month,” 

Mr. Chairman, when this country was"poor, when we were struggling 
with its enemies, and had but little to pay with, this pension was fix 
at $8a month. It was then the measure of the wages paid to the sol- 
dier. But, beac through the ergo of oe and the ee 
edge of the people digging mines vating the fields, in bring- 
ing forth the treasures from under the earth and on the earth and 
utilizing them, we have grown rich pee: 

Now, there are men of large capital I agree with gentlemen 
that there ought to be a way to make men of large incomes pay a part, 
and I did introduce a bill to that effect, but I will not undertake to 
discuss it here—I say there are men of large capital and there are 
wealthy and prosperous enterprises throughout thelagnd. Now weare 
able to pay and pay liberally. is little pittance to the soldier’s widow 
will not be felt. I take this bill justas I findit. I am for it most 
heartily. It creates in the hearts of the widows of our brave soldiers 
a grateful spirit. They will say, ‘‘I gaveto my countryall that I had; 
I would have given moreif it was necessary, but they now remember 
me in my old age and give me enough to eat and care for me, as a rec- 
ompense for the service of my husband or the service of my son who 
lost his life in battle.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, I want the hearts of arte pure, faithful women to 
be raised up in thankfulness. Iwant them to feel that they are not neg- 
lected in their time of want and necessity. I want them to feel grateful 
to their country. And what will be the effect? Why, they teach les- 
sons of patriotism and pure love of country to their children. Whenher 
little ones gather around her, even though dressed in humble clothes, 
she will find it in her heart to thank God that although her husband 
died for the Government, that Government has not forgotten his widow 
and children. It will make these children feel that they have a coun- 
try to live for or to die for if necessary. But if they go hungry, and I 
ask pardon of the committee for speaking in humble language, if they 
go hungry and become ragged, it follows as a necessary consequence 
that they will not love their country so well when they know that their 
country neglects them. 

They will say, ‘‘It fails to give that which it has promised; it has 
failed to care for the aged mother or the helpless father; it does not 
feed and clothe me; it does not help to keep me from going ragged and 
hungry.” Iputitto the patriotism of every member of this House if we 
would teach our children to love their country, then we should pass this 
bill or some such measure. Butif you would teach the children of this 
country to want respect and confidence in their Government, then put 
the pensions as low as you can. I know, sir, that there is a sort of in- 
fluence, an imaginary feeling in the minds of some men that large | goed 
sions will break up the country. I deny it. Iam not in favor of ex- 
travagant pensions, but the Lord alone knows, when a man has given 
his life for his country, what is an extravagant I repeat that 
Iam not for extravagant pensions either for the soldier or for his widow; 
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but I am for such a pension as will make them feel that under the 
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, Mr. i when panoply of gory war shall 
be seen in the land—it has away now, and I hope in God for- 
ever—when danger comes, if ever, and the flag of this country is threat- 
ened and you appeal to our young men to rally to the defense of the 
country, whether on land or sea, the Seong ap you can make 
to them will be, ‘‘This country remem! your er’s services; it 
took care of your mother in her helplessness and poverty, and it will 
remember you if you die or become disabled.’’ ; 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

TheCHAIRMAN, The hour for the consideration of bills on this 
call having expired the committee will now rise. The gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. WoLrorp] will be entitled to the floor when next this 
business is in order. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the S having resumed 
the chair, Mr. WELLBORN reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 545) to increase the pensions of widows and dependent rela- 
tives of deceased soldiers and sailors, had come to no resolution thereon. 


FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. On behalf of the minority of the Committee on 
Military Affairs I am instructed to submit their views on the bill (H. 
R. 67) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan, in accordance with 
permission given by the House, now presents the views of the minority 
on the bill he has indicated. They will be printed with the report of 
the majority. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would suggest that by unanimous consent we 
might go on with the discussion of the bill which has been pending 
during the morning hour, as there seems to be nothing else pending. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on the motion to adjourn. 

‘The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. MATSON. Now I ask unanimous consent that we may proceed 
with the consideration of the bill which has been pending in Commit- 
tee of the Whole during the morning hour. I think it is a bill which 
is entitled to the fair consideration of the House. I move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of as Union, for the purpose of resuming the consideration of that 

Objection was made. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Matson] that it is not in order at this time to move to go into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to consider 
any icular bill unless it be a revenue bill or anappropriation bill or 
a bill relating to public lands. But it isin order to move general], y to 
gointo Committeeof the Whole House on the state of the Union, and then 
bills will be taken up in their regular order. The Chair will also state 
that the bill which has been under consideration this morning has not 
become unfinished business after the expiration of the m hour. 
But it would be unfinished business take its place in that class if 
still ponding at the expiration of the morning hour the next time it is 
Teac 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. WELLBORN in the chair. ° 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and business on the Private Calendar 
will be taken up in its regular order. The Clerk will report the first 
business in order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to inquire if the President’s m: would 
not be the first subject for consideration, and whether a general discus- 
sion upon any subject relating to the state of the Union would not now 
be in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The President’s message has already been dis- 
tributed. The Clerk willreport the title of the first bill on the Calendar. 


PURCHASE IN NEW YORK FOR ARMY PURPOSES. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 671) making an appropriation for the poose of the old Produce 
building and the site bounded by Whiteball, Pearl, Moore, and Water 
streets, New York city, for Army purposes. 
The bill was reported by the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments. 
Mr. SYMES. That is the bill I desire to A Ryen upon. [Laughter.] 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Colorado will proceed. 
SILVER COINAGE, 
Mr, SYMES. I ask the Clerk to read as a part of my remarks the 
resolution I send to the desk. 


1886. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 791 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Whereas ae pey dkna uncertainty and apprehension are felt throughout the country 
e question SEDER IS EO pD and 
cond such apprehension and uncertainty are very detrimental to the busi- 
ness and industrial ig anian of the jerome ‘Therefore 
Beit resolved by the Hi of ( 
eof silver dollars would be unwise, 


ring herein), That the By Zeren the coi 
inexpedient, and prejudicial to the industrial, and commercial pros- 
perity of this country. 


Mr. SYMES. I introduced that resolution into this House on the 
7th day of January, and I propose to submit some remarks upon the 
silver question in support of it. During the time I shall oceupy the 
floor of the House I attempt to answer some of the reasons which 
have been adyanced hy monometallists in favor of the suspension of sil- 


ver coinage. 
SILVER WILL CIRCULATE. 

Tt is said that silver will not circulate—that the people do not want 
it; and numerous schemes have been proposed to partially suspend the 
coinage and leave it in the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to coin ‘‘so much as there should be a demand for.’? ‘The Presidents, 
Secretaries of the Treasury, and several of the bureau officers have 
been reporting this to the country almost continually since the passage 
of the Bland bill. It has been repeated and reiterated by all the lead- 
ing gold organs. It has been proclaimed by the special advocates of 
the monometallists in speeches, addresses, and interviews upon every 
opportune occasion. 

Mr. Chairman, how can silver dollars be put into circulation except 
by the Treasury Department paying them out for the expenses of the 
Government? How can any so-called demand of the people govern 
the Treasury officers regarding the kind of currency or coin they pay 
out each day and month to the creditors of the United States? The 
people can regulate this o by the statute laws passed by their Rep- 
resentativesin A careful examination of these statutes shows 
they have been continually and willfully violated by the executive 
officers of the Government whose duty it is to enforce them. 

As an eloquent orator expressed it, ‘‘ This Government is a pauper. 
It possesses and can obtain nothing except whatit levies from the people 
by way of taxation.” The last report of the of the Treasury 
shows that the ordinary revenues of the Government for the fiscal year 
1885 were $323,690,706.38, and the ordinary expenditures teresa 
period were $305, 830, 970. 54, leaving a surplus of $17,859,735.84, which 
shows that almost $1,000,000 per day was and is being ‘collected from 
the people and paid out to the creditors of the United States. 

e principal portion of this great revenue comes from custom duties 
and internal taxes. The receipts from customs or duties on imports 
during the last fiscal year were sar i be and from internal- 
revenue taxes $112,498,725.54. the act of Congress passed Febru- 
ary 25, 1862, section 5, and Beisel tatutes United States, section 3473, 
ali duties are required to be paid in gold or silver coin or certificates. 
All other taxes and debts due th the United States may be paid in gold 
or silver coin or certificates, or national-bank notes. All 
debts due or owing by the United States to any person or persons, ex- 


cept interest and principal on the public debt, may at the op- 
tion of the Government, in Said oe elites suit ce E or Treas- 
ury or national-bank notes. 


By the provisions of the Bland silver bill the Government purchases 
silver bullion, coins the silver dollars, and stores them in the 
vaults. No person can take silver to the Treasury and obtain silver 
coin for it. No person can obtain silver dollars from the Government 
in any way whatever except in payment of a debt due him from the 
United States. Then how could this so-called demand of the people for 
silver arise or exist at the Treasury. Tf any individual has a guid bar 
he can go to the United States mints and obtain gold coin for it; but if 
he has a silver bar there is no way to obtain coin for it. If the United 
States buys his silver bar and coins it the silver dollars are stored up 
in the vaults. 


As above stated, the Government collects from the people and t Ba peor 


out to its creditors approximately $1,000,000 every day, or about 
000,000 each month. Estimating from ‘the Treasurer’s report for the 
four months ending October 31, 1885, in thestatement giving the monthly 
receipts of the custom-house at New York, we find that about 53} per 
cent. of this is received in gold coin and certificates; about 14.8 per fag 
in silver coin and silver certificates, 14.2 per cent. of which is in silver 
certificates, and the United States purchases and coins $2,000,000 a 
month of silver. The remaining 31.9 per cent. is received in United 
States notes, as will be seen from the following table, taken from page 
69 of the Treasurer’s report: 


Total re-| Gold | Silver | Goldcer-|Silvercer-|, Unt 
Month. ceipts. coin. coin. | tificates, | tificates, es 


This latter 31.9 per cent. received in United States notes for duties 


on imports is in direct violation of the statute (Revised Statutes, sec- 
tion 3478). 


Mr. Chairman, suppose 
that the supersensitive ideas of the Secretary of 
the maintenance of the public credit and the interests of the bondhold- 
ers justified him in paying all the interest on the bondsin gold. After 
that, what excuse is there for his not paying out the legal-tender silver 
dollars, which he complains are accumulating in the Treasury so fast, 


we admit, for the Lipo td of argument only, 
the Treasury 


for a portion of the ordinary expenses of the Gaerne The interest 
on the public debt is approximately $4,000,000 a month, leaving over 
$20,000,000 each month to be paid out for other expenses of the Gov- 
ernment. The largest items are civil expenses, approximately $2,000,- 
000; pensions, $5,000,000; Army and Navy, $5,000,000; sinking 
$4,000,000; miscellaneous expenditures, including public buildings, 
ligh: t-houses, collecting revenues, Indians, and other items, $4,000,000. 
The disbursing officers can pay out this $20,000, 000 in either gold or 
silver coin or certificates or United States or national-bank notes, at 
their option, except the sinking fand, which has to be paid in coin. 

The Secretary of the Treasury has said, and proclaimed in different 
ways, that he has been making every effort to put the silver dollars in 
circulation. The President has announced in the Secretary’s behalf 
that he was so doing. Then why are not such amounts of these silver 
dollars paid out each month as will reduce the accumulation in the 
vaults? Do the poor pensioners object to receiving their $4,000,000 a 
month in silver dollars or certificates? Do the soldiers and sailors ob- 
ject to receiving teir af in silver dollars or certificates? Dothe clerks 
in the Departments, laborers on public buildings, or any of those 
classes, object? Not at all. 

It is a false pretense, Mr. for the Secretary to say he was 
and is making an unsuccessful attempt to put silver in circulation, 
when if one-fourth of the ordi of the Government had been 
paid in silver dollars each month there would have been no surplus of 
silver dollars in the Treasury. These are the facts, admitting the Sec- 
retary is justified in using only gold to pay the interest on the bonds, 
to pay the sinking fund, and in keeping $100,000,000 all in gold as the 
so-called ‘‘legal-tender reserve fund.’ But this cannot be justified. It 
is a direct violation of the statutes I have referred to, not to collect all 
the duties on imports in gold and silver coin or certificates, and not to 
apply such gold and EEN alike to the payment of the interest on bonds, 
the sinking fund, and the redemption of the public debt. 

Then for what reason is this false outcry made, that the people do 
not want and will not accept the silver dollars in the Treasury and 
that the Secretary can not put them out or keep them in circulation? 

The President states in his message that ‘‘every month two millions 
of gold in the public Treasury are paid ont for two millions or more of 
silver dollars, to be added to the idle mass already accumulated.” The 
Sevan asi robably has information from the Treasury officials that his 

been and is continuing to pay out $2,000,000 of gold per 
rng d for silver bullion, coining the bullion into silver dollars, and 
piling them up and keeping them idle in the Treasury. We must pre- 
sume that is the fact; aS mi : a plain violation of the stat- 
utes of the United States regarding th and coinage of silver 
bullion and the disbursing of publie eae for the ordinary expendi- 
tures of the Government. What excuse has the Secretary for not pay- 
ing for this silver bullion in silver dollars? Do the silver miners who 
produce this bullion object to taking silver coin or certificates in pay- 
ment forit? Certainly the Secretary has no excuse in this case for 
saying that the credit of the Government will be affected by paying for 
this bullion in silver. The bondholders may object to taking silver; 
but the silver producers do not. If the Secretary should advertise for 
bids for silver bullion to be paid for in silver dollars or certificates, a 
large number of the great silver producers of the country would sell the 
bullion as cheaply as if it were advertised to be paid for in gold. 

These misrepresentations are made for the purpose of deceiving the 
le. penlan made in pursuance of a great conspiracy formed by the 
bondholders, talists, and monometallists of the money centers to 
peta peg fort the metal money of the world, thereby to greatly 
appreciate the value ofall fixed incomes and credits and depreciate all pro- 
ductive property and labor. It is a matter of most serious public con- 
cern that the highest executive officers of the Government are aiding 
barge anew d by Violating the plain letter and spirit of the statute law 

coun’ 

Last August the Secretary of the Treasury and his assistants, the 
monometallists, made a great effort to get up a panic against silver by 
ss that the gold reserve in the Treasury was fast falling be- 

ow the legal limit. What the legal limit is they have never yet ex- 
plained tous. The Eastern papers informed us that a great financial 
disaster was about to come upon the country because the silver dollars 
were driving all the gold out of the Treasury; that Secretary Manning 
had a co tation with the New York bankers and explained the im- 
pending calamity; that those bankers, in their zeal for the public good 
and the public credit, agreed to exchange a certain amount of gold for 


fractional silver coin in the Treasury to enable the Secretary to meet 
the immediate ‘‘so-called’’ gold obligations. In this way they said the 
financial honor of the Government and the people was preserved. These 
gold-bug papers all gravely suggested that the Secretary, on account of 


192 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 20, 


this assistance, could probably meet all his “‘ gold obligations’? until 
Congress should convene, and then silver coinage would be suspended. 

The following statement, taken from the Treasurer’s report, page 71, 
shows the amount of gold coin and bullion in the Treasury and of gold 
certificates outstanding at the end of each month from January to Oc- 
tober, inclusive, 1885: 


Total gold in | Gold certifi- Gold ifi- Net gold in 
Treasury, cates in cert ury 
1885. coin and| Treasury,| ctes in cir-| coin and 
bullion, cash, 
January 31.. , 167, 975 84 | $22,299,150 00 
Februa: 240,029, 843 24 | 40,426,930 00 
March 3: 241,440,796 37 | 37,689,990 00 
April 30... ..| 243,162,194 81 | 28,625,290 00 
May 29.. ..| 244,363,543 59 | 14,371,350 00 
June 30.. 247, 028,625 25 | 13,593,410 00 
July 31... 249, 367,595 20 | 17,332,320 00 
Au 3 250, 257,417 89 | 16,606,230 00 
September 30. 251,251,114 54 | 22,249,240 00 
ber 3L..........- 251,359,349 29 | 31,115,850 00 


This report of the Treasurer shows that on the 31st of July last there 
was in the Treasury $126,078,595.20 in gold coin and $17,322,320 in 
gold certificates, being a total of net gold in the Treasury of $143,400,- 
915.20. On the 31st of August there was net gold coin and certificates 
in the Treasury $143,978,157.89: on September 30 there was $155, 352, - 
564.29; on October 31 there was $173,454,439.29. The gold certificates 
held in the Treasury as cash are a legal tender for all so-called gold ob- 
ligations the same as gold coin. 

Mr. Chairman, I always deprecate the use of harsh or flippant terms 
in the discussion of grave and importantsubjects. But am I not justi- 
fied in saying that all this attempt to create alarm on account of the so- 
called reserve in the Treasury falling below the legal wants or needs of 
the Government was a farce and not founded on facts? Could this at- 
tempt have had any other object than to mislead the people of this 
country regarding the condition of the ? 

At this time when this pretended effort of the Secretary and the New 
York bankers was being made to pile upa little more gold in the Treas- 
uty vaults, and hearalded all over the country, $50,000,0000 of gold 
could have been used in the redemption of bonds under theact of Con- 
gress of March 3, 1881, which provides that ‘the Secretary * * * 
may at any time apply the surplus in the Treasury to the purchase or 
redemption of United States bonds * * *:;™ and then the balance 
would have been entirely sufficient to meet all the so-called “gold ob- 
ligations of the Government.” 

I use the terms “ gold obligations of the Government” in deference 
to the monometallists and their allies, the Treasury officials, and the 
President of the United States. No such ‘‘ gold obligations ™” exist 
against the Government. There is nota section of a statute that author- 
izes—there is not a bond or a contract, except the gold certificates 
given for gold deposited in the Treasury, that binds the Government, or 
by which the Government has agreed, to pay any sum in gold. They 
are all coin obligations ; and silver as well as gold is a legal tender for 
allof them. Still we are continually hearing and reading of these 
‘* gold obligations of the Government,” made by the President, the 
Treasury officials, and the monometallists, I again say for the purpose 
of misleading the people. 

The President in his quasi-silver message to Hon. A. J. WARNER, 
and other members of Congress, on the 24th of February, 1885, said: 
‘*Silver and silver certificates haye displaced and are now displacing 
gold, and the sum of gold in the Federal Treasury now available for the 
payment of the gold obligations of the United States and for the re- 
demption of the United States notes called ‘ greenbacks’ if not already 
encroached upon is perilously near such encroachment. These are facts 
which, as they do not admit of difference of opinion, call for no argu- 
ment.” They have been forewarned to us in the official reports of every 
Secretary of the Treasury from 1878 until now. 

Mr. Chairman, these statements of the President regarding the so- 
called ‘‘ gold obligations of the Government’? are not so surprising to 
me as to many gentlemen whom I have heard criticisethem. The Pres- 
ident refers to the former reports of Secretaries of the Treasury to con- 
firm his statement. This shows that he has been in the habit of read- 
ing and examining upon this subject only the reports of the Treasury 
oficials and the statements of newspapers and journals in the East, all 
acting in concert with the gold-bugs. From these continued misstate- 
ments any intelligent gentleman, who had not made a special examina- 
tion of the subject and read the statutes of the United States, would be 
liable to make just such erroneous declarations. If so intelligent a 
gentleman as the Presidentof the United States has been misled by the 
continued misrepresentations which I have been referring to, published 
in most of the leading newspapers, read throughout the country, and 
proclaimed in the addresses and speeches of monometallists of high rep- 
ntation as economists, what effect must such misrepresentations have 
upon the people. 

I venture to state, from considerable investigation of this subject dur- 
ing the past year in the South, in the West, and in the East, that many 


people have announced themselves to be in favor of suspending silver 
coinagesolely for the reason they have been entirely misled in this way; 
and who, if they had been familiar with the history, the legislation, an 

theactual facts upon the subject, would unequivocally be opposed to the 


on. 

It seems to me, sir, the time has arrived when the people of this coun- 
try should know whether the statutes, and the contracts made in pur- 
suance of them, create any ‘‘gold obligations. °? It is time they should 
know whether the statutes of the United States, passed by their repre- 
sentatives in Congress, are to be enforced if they suit the ideas and 
financial views of the officials who temporarily occupy positions in the 
Treasury Department, or ignored and violated if they donot. Itistime 
for the Congress of the United States to know whether the laws they 
pass over the veto of the President by more than two-thirds majority 
are to be treated as a dead letter if they come in conflict with the sup- 

interests of the bondholders, the monometallists, and the capital- 
ists of the money centers. 

It seems that the doctrine of nullification has been revived again. 
It has assumed a different form and has been practically carried out for 
a different purpose, but it is nevertheless as much nullification as the 
doctrine advocated by Calhoun and Hayne and refuted by Webster in 
the United States Senate in the years 1831 to 1833. That was a nulli- 
fication of the laws for the collection of the revenue in the form of duties 
upon imports. The refutation of that nullification doctrine by Web- 
ster in the Senate and by Jackson as President has made them im- 
mortal as defenders of the Constitution and enforcers of the law. The 
violation of these statutes brought forth Jackson’s celebrated procla- 
mation against nullifying the statutes. 

We now have to confront the nullification of the coinage and legal- 
tender statutes. It does not come from the South this time, but from 
the gold-bugs, the bondholders and the money-kings of the Eastern 
cities, assisted, as I have stated, by the highest executive officers of the 
Government. The United States, through its Treasury officials, has 
become a member of a clearing-house association which ‘* boycotts”? sil- 
ver and refuses to receive it in settlement of balances. This is done 
mostly by the national which receive all their franchises, privi- 
] and powers from the United States Government. : 

niel Webster, in his great speech on the legal currency in the House 

of Representatives in 1816 in support of a resolution directing the 

Treasury officials to collect the money due the United States in accord- 
ance with the statutes, said: 

I have had, it is true, some objections against proceeding by way of bill, be- 


cause the case is not one in which the law is deficient, but one in which the exe- 
cution of the law is deficient. 


In the same speech he said that he wished inquiry had been made by 
Congress into the conduct of the Treasury officials. He said: 


I wish such inquiry had been instituted. It ought to have been; it is of dan- 
gerous consequence to permit plain omissions in executing the law to pass off, 
under any circumstances, without inquiry. . 


Again, in December, 1836, in his celebrated speech in support of the 
resolutions introduced for the purpose of rescinding the so-called specie 
circular issued by the Secretary of the Treasury, providing that certain 
kinds of money should be received in payment for public lands differ- 
ent from what the statutes had prescribed, he said: 

The statutes have declared what should be received from debtors and from 
meron: and have left no ground whatever for the interference of executive 

iscretion or executive control. * * * From that time to this the medium 
for the payment of public debts and dues had been a matter of fixed le; right, 
and not at all a matter of executive discretion. The Secretary of the Treasury 
has had no more power over those laws than over other laws. He can no more 
change the legal mode of paying the debts than he can change the amount of 
the debt to be paid. He can no more alter the legal means of ying for lands 
than he can alter the prices of the lands themselves. It would be strange in- 
deed if this was not so. It would be ridiculous to say that we live under a Gov- 
ernment of laws if an executive officer may say in what currency or medium a 
man shall pay his taxes or debts to the Government, and he may make one rule 
for one man and another rule for another. We might as well admit that the 
ry had authority to remit or give in the debt to one, while he enforced 
payment from the other. 


This language of the great defender of the Constitution and the laws 
is specially applicable to the Treasury officials of the executive depart- 
ment at this time. They have expressly violated the statutes referred 
to by receiving Treasury notes instead of gold and silver in payment of 
the duties on sey They have expressly violated the provisions of 
the legal-tender laws in buying silver bullion, coining it, and piling it 
up in the Treasury, when the very object of the law was to have it put 
in circulation. They haveexpressly violated the sinking-fund law, and 
they have continually misrepresented to the public generally the letter 
and spirit of the law and the condition of the assets and liabilities of 
the public Treasury in its relation to those laws. 

Itseems almost unaccountable why the Congress of the United States 
have submitted, without inquiry or investigation, to such continued 
violation of the statutes. These statutes ought to be repealed or they 
ought to be enforced. If the financial policy of the people and of this 
Government is to be controlled by the Secretary of the Treasury and 
not by the acts of Congress it should be so understood, and the mode 
of selecting that official should be changed. 

I desire to say as a matter of justice to the present Administration 
that the criticisms I make with regard to the violation of these statutes 
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apply with about the same force to past Republican administrations. 

As a Republican, in justice I must say that about the same course was 

pursued by the Treasury officials under the late Republican adminis- 

trations in the interest of monometallism, the bondholders, and the com- 

bination formed to demonetize silver as has been pursued under the 

posse Administration. This is not a partisan question, and party 
ines are not drawn upon it. 

It is a question between the labor interests, the great material and 
productive property interests, and the debtor classes on one side, and 
the bondholders, the capitalists, and the creditor classes on the otherside. 

SILVER CERTIFICATES. 

Mr. Chairman, the Treasury officials and the gold monometallists, in 
their zeal, are not content with making war upon the silver dollars— 
calling them cart-wheel dollars and dishonest dollars and insisting they 
will not circulate—but they attack the silver certificates, which are as 
convenient and acceptable a currency to the people as ever existed in 
the country. On page 24 of the Treasurer’s report he says: 


The further issue of silver certificates should be discontinued as both useless 
and expensive. Issued to aid in the circulation of the standard silver dollar, 
these certificates have actually proved to be a hinderance to the carrying out 


this pu ; and the circulation of this coin can not be increased to any greater 
extent than at present without the suppression of the issue of the certificates, 


One would suppose from this strain of invective against silver certifi- 


cates by this subordinate officer of the Treasury Department that it was 
the object of those who passed the Bland bill to keep as many silver 
dollars as possible in circulation in coin and as few silver certificates in 
circulation as possible, and that it was their intention not to encourage 
the issue of silver certificates. The Treasurer certainly knows this was 
not the intention of the authors of the Bland bill. He knows it was 
expected that the coined silver dollars would circulate mostly in the 
certificate form. He knows that very little gold circulates except in 
the certificate form. The statement of the percentage of the different 
kinds of money received for customs at New York, page 69 of his report, 
shows that only seven-tenths of 1 per cent. was received in gold coin 
for duties on imports at New York from July to October, 1885, and that 
52.6 per cent. of all the gold received was in gold certificates. This 
shows that practically all the gold circulates in certificate form. Dur- 
ing the same time one-fourth of 1 per cent. was received in silver coin 
and 14.55 per cent. in silver certificates. So most of the silver circu- 
lates in certificate form, as it was intended by the authors of the Bland 
bill. 


The following table from the Treasurer’s report, page 73, shows the 


of | amount of silver dollars coined to October 31, 1885, the amount in the 


Treasury, the amount of certificates held as cash, the amount of certifi- 
cates in circulation, the net silver dollars in the Treasury, and the 
amount in circulation in coin: 


Standard silver | Silver sertifi | sitver certifi- | Net standard | Standard sil- 


cates in circu- ver dollars in 


dollars in the 
Treasury. nese sury, | Jation. in Treasury,* | circulation, 
150, 632, 154 27. 337, 890 113, 858, 811 36, 773, 343 41,315, 040 
153, 561, 007 29, 951, 880 111, 467, 951 42, 093, 056 686, 
156, 698, 482 30, 861, 615 112, 820, 226 43, 878, 256 39, 998, 912 
159, 441, 034 32, 141, 140 109, 443, HG 49, 997,088 }, 666, 
162, 244, 855 35, 575, 590 105, 085, 186 57, 159, 669 39, 264, 376 
165, 413, 12 38, 370,700 101, 530, 46 63, 882, 166 38, 471, 269 
499, H8 40, 340, 980 98, 872, 106 67, 627, 842 39, 284, 433 
166, 854, 215 42,712, 890 96, 079, 296 70, 774, 919 41, 405, 166 
September 165, 483, 721 31, 722, 990 93, 656,716 71, 827, 005 45, 275,710 
October 31 .. 213, 259, 431 163, 817, 342 31, 906, 514 93, 146, 772 70, 670, 570 49, 442, 089 


*After deducting silver certificates in circulation. 


This table shows that on the 31st day of October, 1885, there wasinact- 
ual circulation 93,146,772 silver dollars in certificate form, $31,906,514 
in silver certificates held as cash in the Treasury and $49, 442, 089 in circu- 
lation in còin. There was at this time in circulation, approximately, 
$50,000,000 in fractional silver coin, so there were about one hun- 
dred and ninety-three millions of silver in circulation in coin and cer- 
tificate form, about one hundred millions of which circulate in coin. 
There is no such amount of gold coin in circulation among the people 
of thiscountry. This one hundred millions of silver coin is in active 
circulation among the people. Itis peculiarly the money of the people, 
and the silver certificates would be in more active ci ion if they 
were not of such large denominations. They circulate upon a par with 
gold certificates and answer the same purpose in every way. 

In the Treasurer’s a ere page 24, he gives a table, in which he pre- 
tends to show the actual circulation ofsilver dollars, and the percentage 
of distribution to the annual coinage and percentage of the outstand- 
ing silver dollars to the coinage, during the fiscal years from 1878 to 
1885, as follows: 


Net distri-| Outstand- y 
. | Annual | Total coin- n ae be bution| ing at į ¿ 
a coinage. age. during| close of 2 

= year: year, year, 2 

a © 
. ct.|Pr.ct 
1878...| $8,573, 500 $8, 573, 500 $7,718, 357 $855, 143 $855,143 | 9.9 | 9.9 
1879...| 27,227,500 35, 801, 000 28,358,589 | 6,587,268 | 7,442,411 | 24.2 | 20.8 
1880.,,| 27, 933, 750 63, TA, 750 45, 108, 296 | 11,184,043 | 18, 626, 454 | 40.0 | 29.2 
1881...| 27, 637, 955 91, 372, 705 63, 249,300 | 9,496,951 | 28,123,405 | 35.8 | 30.8 
1882...| 27,772,075 | 119, 144,780 87,524,182 | 3,497,193 | 31,620,598 | 12.6 | 26.5 
1883...) 28,111,119 | 147,255,899 | 112,362,510 | 3,272,791 | 34,893,389 | 11.6 | 23.7 
1884...) 28,099,930 | 175,355,829 | 135,810,368 | 4,652,072 | 39,545,461 | 16.5 | 22.6 
1885...) 28,528,552 | 203,884,381 | 165,535,854 | 1,196,934 | 38,348,527 |.........) 18.8 


This table states, and attempts to convey the idea, that only 18 per 
cent. of the coined silver in this country is in circulation or can be kept 
in circulation. It says nothing about the ninety-three millions of sil- 
ver dollars which are in circulation in certificate form; but still it pre- 
tends to show to the people the amount of silver dollars actually in cir- 
culation. The Treasurer says: 


It will be observed that during the year more of these coins were returned 
to the Treasury than were issued; the issues amounted to $16,627,691 and the 
amount returned to $17,824,625. 


We have shown that the amount of silver dollars orsilver certificates 
held in the Treasury depends upon the pleasure of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. From the reports $31,906,015 of silver certificates and 
$49, 442,089 of standard silver dollars were held as cash in the Treasury 
on the 31st of October last. We have shown that the Secretary of the 


Treasury could have paid out at pleasure these certificates and these 
coined dollars for a small portion of the ordinary expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, 7 

This table states that 165,535,854 silver dollars were in the Treasury at 
theendof thefiscal year. More than ninety-three millions of these silver 
dollars belong in the Treasury vaults and can not be paid out any more 
than can the one hundred and five millions in gold held in the Treas- 
ury for that amount of gold certificates actually outstanding. Thelast 
statement of the assets and Jiabilities of the Treasury on December 
31, 1885, shows two hundred and fifty-three millions of gold coin and 
bullioninthe Treasury, and $147,000,000 net gold in the Treasury over 
and above the one hundred and five millions of gold certificates out- 
standing. It also shows one hundred and sixty-nine millions of silver 
in the , being seventy-six millions over and above the ninety- 
three millions of outstanding silver certificates. There is stored in the 
Treasury only about one- as much net silver as there is net gold. 

The Secretary of the Treasury claims to have been making an extra 
effort to circulate silver dollars by calling in some of the one and two 
dollar United States Treasury notes and trying to replace this circula- 
tion with silver dollars. The Secretary knows there is a prejudice 
among some people against carrying from one to five dollars in silver as 
change. He knows much of the prejudice against silver comes from a 
certain class who make this objection, and ask for one and two dollar 
bills. It is not the object of the bimetallists or the silver men to urge 
or compel people to carry silver dollars if they prefer one and two dol- 
lar bills, It is their intention to give the people their choice. One 
and two dollar certificates should be issued and circulated with the one 
and two dollar United States national-bank notes. But the Secretary 
knew this would aid in prejudicing a certain class of people against the 
circulation of the silver dollars, and hence the pretended effort was 


made. 

The day has passed in the commercial world when silver and gold 
coin form the circulating medium among the people, strictly speaking. 
Silver and gold now form the standard and legal measure of value and 
circulate in the form of paper money which represents them. Itisa 
misrepresentation of the intention of the bimetallists, and those who 
favor silver coinage, to say they desire to force the people to carry 
around silver dollarsin any quantity whatever. It is their desire to re- 
tain silver as one of the money metals; but they desire that itshall be 
used as a standard of value with gold, and circulate mostly in the cer- 
tificate form, the same as gold. 

I desire to correct another misrepresentation of the position of those 
who are opposed to the suspension of silver coinage. The Eastern pa- 
pers and the gold bugs have been representing that those who favor 
silver coinage are in favor ofsilvermonometallism. I claim to know the 
opinions of the advocates of silver coinage throughout the Southern, 
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SILVER COINAGE WILL NOT DRIVE GOLD OUT. 

We have been told again and again, it has been repeated by all the’ 
single gold standard he maen and by all the monometallist journals 
throughout the country ever since the passage of the Bland bill, that 
the coinage of silver dollars and the issuing of silver certificates would 
drive all the gold out of the country. They are continuing to repeat 
and to im this to the people of the country to-day. They have 
succeeded in frightening many into the position of favoring a temporary 
suspension of silver coinage by the continued reiteration of this. But 
the best estimates show that there has been a net gain of gold coin in 
this country of about three hundred and millions since silver coin- 
age began under the provisions of the Bland bill in 1878. 

The history of gold leaving the country from about 1856 to 1876, com- 
pared with the history of the imports and exports during that period 
and since, is sufficient to show that it is the relative amount of imports 
and exports, called the balance of trade, that in a great measure keeps 
gold in the or causes it to be During the twenty 
years from 1856 to 1876 the annual production of gold in this country 
ranged from fifty-five to forty million dollarsperannum. But, notwith- 
standing this immense production of gold as compared to the popula- 
tion, wealth, and business of the country during that period, most of the 
gold left us. In 1876, as shown by the rt of the Director of the 
Mint, it was estimated that there was only $153,493,378in gold coin in 
the United States. This caused many tooppose resumption because not 
enough gold to resume. It can not be said that the coinage of silver 
during these twenty years drove gold outof the country, for during this 
period very little silver was coined, not enough to have any appreciable 
effect upon the movement of gold. Andalthough we produced in this 
country during these twenty years $912,650,000in gold, yet at the end 
of that time the best estimates place the total amount of gold coin in 
the country at $153,493,378. 

It will not be contended that the coining of the silver dollars and 
piling them up in the Treasury vaults during these twenty years drove 
about nine hundred millions of gold out of the country. It seems 

e in the face of these facts and that it should have been 
contended, both before and since the passage of the Bland bill, that the 
coinage of twenty-five millions of silver dollars a year would drive, and 
was driving, all gold outof the country. Such experience is a superior 
guide to the theoretical prophecies, the fallacious reasonings, and the 
false assumptions of the gold-standard men, and the so-called political 
economists. 


In the report of the Director of the Mint for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1885, pages 4 and 5, it is stated that the import of gold coi 
and bullion during the year was $29,064,305.45, and the export of gold 
coin and bullion was $8,082,142, showing an excess of imports over the 
exports of gold coin and bullion of $20,586,413.45. 

It is a significant fact that from 1873, when silver was demonetized, 
to 1878, when the Bland bill , there was a continued excess of 
exports over the imports of gold coin and bullion which amounted dur- 
ing these five years to $127,526,036, and from the year 1878, after the 
passage of the Bland bill, to end of fiscal year 1885 there has been a 
continued increase of the imports over the exports which in the aggre- 
gate, during these seven years, amounts to about two hundred millions. 

Mr. Chairman, in the face of this the different Secretaries of the 
Treasury in their annual reports since 1878 have given it as their opin- 
ion that if the coinage of silver at the present rate was persisted in it 
would soon drive gold out of the country. Sherman in 1878 
recommended that he be authorized to discontinue silver coinage when 
the amount of silver dollars should exceed fifty millions, and that, in 
his opinion, this-was all the silver that could be maintained in circu- 
lation ona parity with gold. In 1879 the Secretary again recommended 
the suspension of silver coinage, or, as he said, the inevitable result 
would be to exclude gold coin from circulation. In 1880 the same Sec- 
retary repeated in substance the same recommendations and statements; 
and every Secretary of the Treasury up to the present time has contin- 
ued them and predicted the same evil results if their recommendations 
were notcarriedout. BntCongress has refused tosuspend silver coinage 
or to carry out the recommendations of these different Secretaries. 

The representatives of the people have watched with unabated inter- 
est the result of the progress of silver coinage, and many of them with 
fear and trembling have waited to see when the gold would pass from cir- 
culation, and when itshould commence to leave the country, as we have 
shown it continued to do up to1878, when the Bland bill was passed. But 
they hare seen that gold continues in circulation in certificate form; 
that over 50 per cent. of the receipts at the New York custom-house is 
in gold certificates; and a much tage of gold would be re- 
ceived were it not for the violation of the law by the Secretary of the 
Treasury in receiving over 25 per cent. in United States notes in one 
ment of customs. They have seen about fifty millions of silver 
in active circulation among the people of the country; they have seen 
nearly one hundred millions of silver certificates, and more than fifty 
millions of fractional silver coin, making approximately two hundred 
millions of silver, in active cireulation among the people of this country; 
and still the amount of gold in the country is fast increasing and the 


If the Secretary 
of the Treasury had obeyed the spirit and letter of the statutes thirty 
millions of silver certificates now lying idle in the and more 
than fifty millions of silver dollars piled up in the vaults of the Treas- 
ury, not represented by certificates, would have been paid out for a 
part of the ordi expenditures of the Government, and activity 
added thereby to industry, trade, and commerce. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

On motion of Mr. PETTIBONE the time was extended for Mr. SYMES 
to conclude his remarks. 

Nevertheless, at the opening of the present session of Congress the 
T officials, the President, the leading newspapers East, the bond- 
holders, and the monometallists, with a zeal and a perseverance worthy 
of a better cause, make the same recommendations and statements, pro- 
claim the same prophecies, and urge Congress to suspend the silver 
co) 


See MO N a 


nage. 

It is a somewhat doubtful problem to determine how much gold and 
silver can circulate on an equality of value in this country. There is 
much room for honest difference of opinion on this subject. But aside 
from theory we have some practical illustrations of the subject. 

France with a population not two-thirds as large as that of the United 
States, and with an area and material resources insignificant when com- 
pared with those of our country, has, from the last estimates made in 
December, 1885, in reserves in the Bank of France $233,475,000 in gold 
and $217,945,000 in silver. Outside of the bank, circulatin among 
the people in business and industry, there are six hundred and twenty 
millions in gold and $320,000,000 of silver, making a total of $853,475, - 
000 in gold and $541,945,000 in silver in the country, and being a grand 
total coin circulation of $1,395,420,000. There is a paper-money cir- 
culation of $556,000,000, making a grand total of paper and metallic 
money of about $1,950,000,000. Estimating the population of France 
at 38,000,000, we find there is in that country a per capita circulation 
of $22.45 of gold, $14.26 of silver, and $14.63 of paper money—a total cir- ` 
culation per head of $51.34. In the United States thereis a per capita 
circulation of about $9 of gold, $4 of silver, and a smaller circulation 
of paper money. 

France has gained in her amount of gold over England during the past 
few years. England, Germany, and the Scandinavian gold-standard 
countries surround France, as it were, and have endeavored to force a 
single standard upon her. . 

Mr. Chairman, why does not the five hundred and forty-one millions 
of silver in France drive out the eight hundred and fifty-three millions 
of gold, according to the notorious Gresham law so much harped upon 
by the monometallists? Why has the industrial and commercial pros- 


perity of France during the past ten years exceeded that of any other 
country? It is because she has a larger bimetallic m cireulation 
thananyothercountry. Thelarge amountofsilver inci ion among 


her people stimulates and increases her industries and commercial pros- 
perity so much that she is enabled to increase her stores of gold from 
the surrounding single-standard countries. 


The United States will have to continue the coi of $25,000,000 
of silver per year for about twelve years before it will have in circula- 
tion as much silver as France. imating our population at fifty-five 


millions, we would have to continue our present rate of silver coinage 
for more than twenty years before we would have a per capita circula- 
tion in silver as large as that of France, even if our population did not 
increase in the mean time. The twenty-five millionsof silver coinedin 
this country is only about 1.7 per cent. of our present circulating me- 
dium—fifteen hundred million. Our population is increasing at the 
rate of about 3 per cent. per annum, and the increase of our trade and 
commerce exceeds this. 

In the face of such facts and figures, drawn from the practical mon- 
etary experience of silver and gold coi and circulation in France 
andin this country, how can it be contended that the coinage of twenty- 
five million silver dollars per annum can cause an excess of circulation 
or drive gold out of the country? 

France hasactually gained in gold by excess ofimports over exports dur- 
ing the last ten years $276,000,000. During the same period France has 
increased her silver circulation over $155,000,000. olland has a sil- 
ver circulation of $12.66 per head and a gold circulation of $10 per head. 
Belgium has asilver circulation of $9.22and a gold circulation of $11.13 
per head. Holland and Belgium have accumulated a much greater 
amount of gold and silver per head during tho last ten years than any 
of the other nations of Europe, with the exception of France, and they 
are double-standard countries. 

It has been well said by an able writer on this subject that— 

If ever there was an opportunity for the Gresham law to show its truth or fals- 


ity it has been in France and Holland and Belgium and the other bimetallic 
countries during the past ten years. 


They have continually increased the amount of gold and silver coin 
in these countries since silver was so much depreciated by being de- 
monetized in Germany and the United States in 1873. According to 
this so-called Gresham law, so much cited and so flippantly refi to 
by every gold bug of the money centers, cheap silver should have taken 
the place of gold in France, Holland, Belgium, and the other states of 
the Eatin Union, and a large portion of their gold should have 
out of these countries into the gold-standard countries of Germany and 
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d has gained only a little over $13,000,- 
| aver expats; gud. tee BIOKO 


last, 
of Germany held only 40,125,000 in gold reserves, and at the same 
time it held 120,300,000 in silver; and thisis the single-standard coun- 


tem: ted this because France was compelled to pay her about one hou- 
aad PANE ook aan wis none: The result is that the bime- 
tallic circnlation of France, which has quickened all her energies and 
advanced her industrial and commercial prosperity, has enabled her to 

ually draw this gold back from Germany, while Germany is mak- 
ing every sacrifice she can to maintain a single gold standard; still the 
coin reserves of the Imperial Bank to-day consist of three times as much 
silver as gold. 

I might illustrate further from the history of the commercial world 
during the past decade, and show that this Gresham law, which to a 
certain extent is true, has been imperfectly understood and greatly 
i ted. When it is considered ered te tation A errea 
prosperity and the balance of trade as applied to nations, it contain 
one element of truth, and that is, that when the balance of trade is 
against a country that balance has to be paid in the dearer money. 
Consequently, when the balance of trade is in favor of a country on ac- 
count of her industrial, commercial, and material prosperity, she will 
receive from other countries the accumulation of the dearer money. 
When a nation is internationally rich, has become a creditor nation, 
and has great industrial and material prosperity, she will receive an 
accumulation of the dearer money from the other countries less rich and 
less prosperous. 

e have not space to illustrate at this time the rules of financial and 
political economy which make a country so rich and prosperous that 
she will receive from the other nations an accumulation of the dearer 
money. But one unvarying principle will not be denied, as shown by 
the prosperity of the countries above referred to, and that is, that the 
greater the amount of coin per head in circulation in a country the 
greater will be the material prosperity of that conntry. It vitalizes and 
quickens the industries. It increases the diversified resources. Item- 

ys, keeps at work, and pays all the laborers. It causes the manu- 
of the raw material into useful commodities, and carries a 
country along the road from a debtor to a creditor nation. 

Mr. Disraeli, prime minister of England in 1873, in commenting upon 
the results of the dentonetization of silver in Germany, said: 


But it is the greatest delusion in the world to attribute the commercial pre- 
ponderance and of England to her having a gold standard. Ourgold 
standard is not cause of our commercial prosperity but the consequence of 
our commercial J 


England has been enabled to maintain a gold standard because she is 
pre-eminently the richest nation in the world, commercially, interna- 
tionally, and industrially, and because she is the greatest creditor na- 
tio 


n. 

If the United States had two-thirds the coin circulation per head that 
France has to-day, with the addition of a paper circulation based upon 
that coin, a tide of material and industrial prosperity would extend all 
over this country, and would soon make us one of the greatest creditor 
nationsinthe world. Our undeveloped material resources are so bound- 
less, and the wages we expect our laboring people to receive are so much 
larger than those of other countries, that we need a greater circulation 
per head than any other people. How can we increase this circulation 
except by the coinage of silver when we produce only thirty millions ot 
gold per annum, about ten millions of which is consumed in the arts and 
manufactures ? 

While attempting to show that the increase in the coin circulation, or 
in paper currency based on coin, will greatly stimulate our industries 
and material prosperity, I am no advocate of a fiat money, or of a large 
paper circulation insufliciently secured and not convertible into coin on 
demand. I advocated the return to specie payment from 1875 to 1879, 
and at the same time I urged the remonetization of silver to aid in that 
resumption. The return tospecie payment and the partial remonetiza- 
tion of silver in 1878 did bring about an era of great material prosperity. 
A large insufficiently secured or a fiat paper currency may apparently 
give temporary prosperity, but it is of a deceitful character, because the 
people, under such circumstances, generally think that they are getting 
rich, when in fact they are getting in debt. 

I would say to those who fear fiat money, or a large insufficiently se- 
cured paper circulation in this country, that they are hurrying the day 
when such a thing is probable, by their attempted demonetization of sil- 
ver. The contraction, depression, and stagnation which the demoneti- 
zation of silver would bring about will create a fiat paper money party 


in this country in comparison with which the Greenback party from the | p 


close of the war to 1879 was small and insignificant. 


GOLD MEN ARE TO BLAME FOR DEPRECIATION OF SILVER, 
ent made by the monometallists in favor of sus- 


regret it much 
more than the bondholders. But whois to blame forit? Was it not 
the demonetization of silver in 1878 by the monometallists that caused 
the depreciation in the price of silver? Before that time thesil- 
ver dollar had a greater bullion value than the gold dollar. The foun- 
dation of value of all articles is use; and when silver suddenly ceased 
to be used for the purposes of coinage by two of the greatest nations in 
the world and was boycotted by the gold-bugs and by the monometal- 
lists in the money centers, it depreciated. 

In 1852 Mr. Corwin, then Secretary of the Treasury, recommended 
reducing the quantity of metal in the silver dollar to 384 grains, be- 
cause its bullion value was greater than thatof the gold dollar. An act 
was reducing the weight of metal in all coins of less denomina- 
tion than one dollar. At that time the metal in the silver dollar was 
worth 4.26 per cent. more than the metal in the gold dollar. Theprice 
of silver at that time had risen in consequence of the scarcity for ex- 
port and use in the arts, as some said; but more correctly, as others 
stated, the value of the gold dollar had fallen asa result of the immense 
production in the newly discovered gold fields of California and Aus- 
tralia. From 1834 to 1873 the premium on the silver dollar ranged 
from .34 to 5.22 per cent. over the gold dollar. It was at 2.67 per 
cent. premium in 1873 when silver was demonetized. 

The arguments in favor of demonetization from 1870 to 1873 were 
mostly based upon the fact that silver dollars were intrinsically worth 
so much more than gold dollars they were bought up, exported, or used 
in the arts, and practically kept outof circulation. ‘This was the reason 
given by Mr. Knox, then Comptroller of the Currency, in his report 
which contained a copy of the bill for demonetizing the silver dollar 
drawn. by Mr. Boutwell, then Secretary of the Treasury, and sent to Mr. 
SHERMAN, chairman of the Committee on Finance in the Senate in 1870. 
Dr. Linderman, Director of the Mint at that time, gave the same reason 
in support of demonetization. Mr. Hooper, a member of the Coinage 
Committee in the House, offered an amendment to the bill which had 
passed the Senate to demonetize silver, providing that the silver dollar 
should be retained as a iary coin and its metal reduced to 384 
grains. pported his amendment by the same argument, that the 
bullion value of the silver dollar of 4123 grains was somuch than 
its nominal value it was melted by the manufacturers of silver or ex- 


ported. 

Mr. Chairman, from this it seems the monometallists demonetized the 
silver dollar in 1873 for the reason that its bullion value was so much 
greater than the gold dollar that it could not be kept in circulation. 
After the demonetization, by reason of which silver depreciated in 
value, these same of the single gold standard opposed remon- 
etization for the reason that the bullion value of the silver dollar had 
become so much less than the gold dollar that it would not circulate 
or be received by the people, When they urge suspension of coinage, 
for this reason they seek to take advantage of their own wrong. 

Many who at this time to be bimetallists and who are favoring 
what they temporary suspension of silver coinage are acting as in- 
consistently with their professed motives as those who demonetized the 
silver dollars because their bullion value was too great, and shortly 
afterward opposed their remonetization because their bullion value 
was too Gentlemen of high reputation as economists and pro- 
fessed advocates of bimetallism are publishing articles and addresses 
advocating that the sure way to permanent bimetallism is to temporarily 
suspend silver coinage until an international monetary conference can 
fix the ratio of coinage between gold and silver throughout the com- 
mercial world. They claim that the temporary suspension of silver 
coinage in the United States would bring about this result. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to goreuon the motives of any gentle- 
man. But after our experience with the international monetary con- 
ferences of 1867, 1878, and 1881, I can not understand how gentlemen 
can have any confidence that the great states of Europe, whose policies 
and interests are so opposed to those of the United States, can be ex- 
pected voluntarily to remonetize silver after it has been demonetized 
in this country. We might as well expect an international conference 
on the tariff to te the tariff system of the commercial world in 
accordance with tt American system” of Henry Clay. 

We are the greatest silver-producing nation. Weare a great debtor 
nation. All ourgreat industrial and material interests demand bimet- 
allism for our prosperity. The nations having a single gold standard 
are creditor nations. Their great material interests are already devel- 
oped. They are seeking an outlet for their accumulated capital. They 
seek to control the nations of the commercial world with this accumu- 
lated capital. They seek to invest large quantities of money in the 
United States and to derive large fixed incomes and revenues therefrom, 
which come from our labor and productive property. The interests of 
the moneyed classes in these countries demand that one-half the metal 
money of the world should be demonetized, so as greatly to appreciate 
the value of the other half and depreciate the value of all productive 

and labor, and add to the burdens of the debtor. 
Any able and ingenious politician or economist, acting in the interests 
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of the capitalists of these nations, may certainly urge the demonetiza- 
tion of silver; and if the same person was acting in the interest of the 
great majority of the people of our country he would advocate a bime- 
tallic currency and a full remonetization of silver. The London bankers 
buy $20,000,000 of our cheap silver every year and coin it into roubles 
and make a larger profit on it, and we make it cheap for them. 

Why, then, do these advocates of the so-called temporary suspension 
of the coinage suppose that the politicians and statesmen of those coun- 
tries will act in opposition to the interest of their own moneyed classes 
and in favor of the interests of this country? I give it as my opinion, 
and caution this House and the people, that if Congress should suspend 
silver coinage temporarily these same gentlemen would immediately 
proceed to show that it was impracticable to resume the coinage. The 
people have more to fear from such pretended advocates of bimetallism 
than from those who openly advocate monometallism. 

It is such dissimulation and unfair conduct of the monometallists and 
their allies that have misled many well-meaning people into the beliet 
that silver coinage ought to be temporarily suspended. 

Mr. Chairman, we have been and are practically doing business upon 
the single gold standard basis in this country, notwithstanding the 
statutes create a double standard. Of my own knowledge I can state 
that large amounts of money are being loaned throughout the country 
to-day where a special contract is required that it shall be repaid in 
gold. ‘The debtor gives his bond and mortgage and receives silver cer- 
tificates or other paper currency; bat he is compelled to enter into a 
special contract to repay the same at some future day in gold coin., In 
this way the large, increasing creditor classes are becoming more and 
more interested in the demonetization of silver, which would result in 
the further appreciation of gold. This is another reason why silver 
has depreciated; and this is another reason why this Congress should 
notify the country that silver coinage will not be suspended. 

Suppose, sir, all the power of the capitalists, the creditors holding the 
immense bonded debt, State and national, municipal and corporation, 
and the leading bankers and brokers who control the money centers of 
this country and of Europe, aided by the officers of the Treasury De- 
partment who control the receipts and disbursements of the fiscal affairs 
of this Government, had combined against gold as they had against silver. 
They could have depreciated it as much as silver has been depreciated 
by the same combination and money forces. The most powerful bank- 
ers’ association on the continent, the New York Clearing-House, has re- 
fused to accept silver in payment of balances, and the United States 
subtreasury is a member of this association. ‘The large money-loaners 
tell every person who asks for a loan they can only make it on a con- 
tract torepay in gold—that silver must necessarily soon be demonetized 
and pass out of circulation. Most of the leading journals throughout 
the country continue to say silver must and will be demonetized, and 
gold will become the only standard and measure of value in the com- 
mercial world. If the same combined money forces had been arrayed 
in favor of silver the bullion value of it would equal if not exceed gold 
to-day, as it did before demonetization in 1873. 

Mr. Chairman, the legislation of this country for the past twenty years 
has been so formed and shaped as to make it to the interest of those 
controlling these money and fiscal forces to raise the price of bonds and 
gold and to depreciate all other commodities. The legislation ought 
now to be shaped so as to make it to the interest of these same forces to 
raise the price of silver. A fair portion of the debts and expenditures 
of the Government ought, by express law, to be paid in silver dollars 
and certificates. The national banks ought to be compelled to keep a 
fair proportion of their reserves in silver and silver certificates. 

Time does not permit us to give a detailed outline of this proposed 
legislation, the most necessary and immediate of which is to notify the 
people of all classes and interests that Congress will not suspend the 
coinage of silver. 

I have, sir, little but praise for the national-bank system and banks. 
They form the best banking system and the best banks of issue we have 
ever had in this country. Compared with the old insufficiently se- 
cured stump-tailed, red dog State bank currency of ante-bellum days 
they are as superior as silver dollars to an irredeemable paper currency. 
But they were created by the Government and given valuable fran- 
chises and privileges to aid in carrying out its financial policy, and 
when, instead of assisting to do so, they combine to defeat the will of 
the people and the financial policy of the Government as expressed by 
the acts of Congress, they should be taught their proper place, and that 
their relation to the Government is one of assistance and not of dicta- 
tion. It cannot be expected that such a great curse to a government 
as a national debt shall be continued for the sole and single purpose of 
enabling national banks to keep up their circulation secured by the na- 
tional bonds, 

National-bank circulation must soon be retired because the bonds that 
secure it must be paid off. Why should not silver coin or bullion or 
certificates take the place of these gold bonds to secure the national-bank 
circulation? The United States bonds arose from the necessities of the 
war and must pass away with the debt created by that war. Silver isas 
stable as the mountains from whence it is mined, and it has, by the com- 
mon consent of mankind, been considered as convenient as gold for use 
as money since the days of Genesis; and the majority of the people of 
the commercial world to-day prefer it to gold for coinage. It has an 


absoluteintrinsic value, because the experience of allsilver mining shows 
that it takes over 95 cents’ worth of interest on capital invested and of 
animated bone and muscle to produce a dollar’s worth. No people on 
earth know this fact so well as the prospectors and miners of the Rocky 
Mountains, 

Let not the largest silver-producing country in the world pursue the 
suicidal policy of depreciating her own money and one of her greatest 
productions. 

NOT A DISHONEST DOLLAR, 

They say the silver dollar is a dishonest dollar, and that the 412} 
grains of standard silver in it is worth 15 or 18 cents less than the gold 
dollar in the London market. One hundred silver dollars will pay just 
as much indebtedness as one hundred gold dollars. But aside from 
this it is not a dishonest or depreciated dollar when tested by the cor- 
rect rule. This must be determined by comparing its value with the 
gold dollar when the great bulk of the indebtedness, in payment of 
which it is a legal tender, was contracted, and by comparing it with the 
value of the gold dollar with reference to the average price of the ordi- 
nary commodities which man requires to live comfortably and respect- 
ably. The fact is, the gold dollar has risen in value over 25 per cent. 
since 1873, and the silver dollar has not depreciated in value. 

The proofs of the rise in gold are many and conclusive. One evidence 
of the rise in the value of gold is derived from statistics, which we have 
dwelt upon, showing the great decrease in the production of the mines 
and the great increase in the demand for current use in the arts and 
manufactures and for coinage. If it be true that the mines have pro- 
duced much less gold, and the consumption of gold has increased, then 
gold must have advanced in value. The unerring law of supply and 
demand proves this. Another evidence of the rise in gold is derived 
from the testimony of the leading experts and economists of the com- 
mercial world. Economists of world-wide reputation have been point- 
ing out the rise in gold for many years. They have also shown how 
the Spear lara of silver must inevitably greatly advance the value 
of go 

The most conclusive proof, which intelligent people can understand 
is the falling off in the average price of commodities in gold or 1 
tender during the past ten or fifteen years. There is a paramount 
standard by which the relative value of every commodity can be tested, 
and that is by comparing the price or value of one commodity with 
the average price of all other commodities for a series of years. To do 
this thoroughly requires more space than we have at command. In 
the report of the Director of the Mint for the calendar year 1884, from 
pages 497 to 502, are tables showing the value of the principal domestic 
commodities exported from the United States, and the values at the 
time of export. They show also the prices of the principal commodi- 
ties in the New York market for the calendar years 1883 and 1884, com- 
pared with the prices of the preceding year and compared with the aver- 
age prices of such commodities for fifty-six years preceding 1881. They 
show the percentage of the average value of these commodities for the 
years 1883 and 1884 and their average prices for the preceding period. 

These tables show that the average price or value of these commodi- 
ties in 1884 was 73 per cent. of their average value in 1870. Thesetables 
are too voluminous for insertion here. They can be referred to by those 
interested in investigating the question. Hon. Robert J. Hughes, in 
his work on the American dollar, exhibits carefully compiled tables 
showing the fall in the price of commodities and the consequent rise in 
the price or value of gold for a long series of years. He has selected 
these tables from the ablest authors upon the subject. 

The following table taken from Mr. Giffen’s article in the Contem- 
porary Review gives the actual price, according to American quotations, 
of about twenty leading articles and showing the price of these articles in 
in the London market, quoted in gold, in the years 1873, 1879, and 1835: 


1873. 1885. 
£ed|/£e8. d. | £8. d. 
Scotch pig-iron., 6 700} 2 300 219 
Coals.. 1 10 00 19 00 18 00 
91 00 00 | 57 00 00 | 48 10 00 
142 00 00 | GL 00 00 | 77 10 00 
21511 119 7 11411 
2 76/11700 1 12 00 
3 10 210 400 
H 10 5a 6 
„| 23 00 00 | 13 00 00 | 11 00 00 
Sugar, Manila........... „per cwt....| 40000) 3 500 3 11 00 
Pepper, black Malabar per pound... 7 4} 8 
Saltpeter, foreign .......s.rscerscsrersoeresreseres per ewt....| 1 900 19 00 15 3 


The London Economist confirms this showing of Mr. Giffen by in- 
vestigations ofits own. It exhibits a table which shows the falling off 
of prices in London during the last ten years. The deductions drawn 
from these and other sources conclusively show that there has been a 
falling off in the general average value and price of commodities since 
1870 of from 20 to 25 per cent. This shows that silver bullion and 
general average prices have remained very near on thesame level. The 
prices of silver bullion have advanced slightly in comparison with the 
general average prices of other commodities; but the gold dollar hea 
actually risen in value from 20 to 25 per cent. 


1886. 
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As Judge Hughes has said: 

It is not property that has fallen, but gold that has increased in value. * * + 
The small class who hold the thirty-five thousand millions of bonds, a portion of 
tothe nggregate of about 7 000.000.000 at Hie expense Sr the idake hospi date: 
owing populations of the world. ` = 

In this view of the situation of things, are the masses of the people to 
quarrel with thesilver dollar that has remained on a par with property, or 
with the goid eagle that has taken a flight into the empyrean ? 

In 1855 and 1856 Michel Chevalier wrote a series of articles on the 
fall in the price or value of gold on account of the great productions of 
the mines of California and Australia. He wrote in behalf of thecred- 
itors, the bondholders, and those haying fixed incomes. He pointed 
out the very great injustice that would be brought about if coin 
in Europe remained a legal tender in the same ratio with silver that it 
had before. He drew distressing pictures of the injustice that would 
be visited upon those having fixed incomes of from £100 to £1,000 in 
England and other money centers, if they were compelled to accept 
the interest and principal of these credits in gold in the same fixed ratio 


to disarrange the relative value of the two metals throughout the com- 
mercial world. ‘The silver product of the State of Nevada and of the 
United States was also greatly ted. It has been shown that 
the average general product of Nevada during the six yearsimmediately 
receding December, 1876, amounted to $19,000,000 per annum. 

The whole silver product of the United States from 1870, when de- 
monetization was first recommended, to 1876, was from sixteen to thir- 
ty-eight million dollars per annum. During the same period the gold 
product of the United States was from fifty to thirty-three million dol- 
lars per annum. The following portionof a table taken from page 483 
of the Director of the Mint for the calendar year 1884 shows the pro- 
duction of gold and silver in the United States from 1878, the year the 
Bland bill passed, to the year 1884: 


that had before existed. He pointed out the means by which the gov- | 18%. 


ernments of Europe should increase the amount of gold in the coins 
where they were a legal tender with silver. Atthetime he wrote, on ac- 
count of the visionary tions regarding the continued gold output, 
he had some foundation for his predictions and claims. But the increase 
of the metallic-money circulating medium brought about such an in- 
crease in industry, manufacturing, and commercial activity throughout 
the world that it was soon discovered that the increase of business and 
population kept pace with the increase of the precious metals, and prices 
settled back in a few years to about their old status. 

But the gold monometallists have not the foundation of Michel 
Chevalier. We have conclusively shown that silver has not fallen in 
relation to the ave: price of other commodities. A person holding 
bonds, and having a fixed income therefrom to-day, can take the bullion 
value of the silver dollar and purchase as many of the ordinary neces- 
saries of life as he could with the nominal value of the gold or silver 
dollar before 1873, even if the silver dollars were nota legal tender and 
were not as valuable as gold dollars in any ordinary business transac- 
tions, 

NO INCREASE OF PRODUCTION OVER CONSUMPTION. 

Mr. Chairman, the monometallists urge the objection that the pro- 
duction of silver has become so great and the cost of production so lit- 
tle since 1873, and the supply so greatly in excess of the demand, that 
it is no longer practicable to maintain its money or legal-tender char- 
acter. If founded on fact, this would be legitimate argument; but like 
most of their arguments, it is not founded on fact. The discovery and 
rapid development of the large bodies of silver ore in the so-called Bo- 
nanza mines of the Comstock lode in the years 1874, 1875, and 1876 
were used with great effect in this country and Europe against remone- 
tization. As stated in the report of the monetary commission, March 
2, 1877— 

Similar bodies of nearly equal extent had previously been discovered and ex- 
hausted in the Spanish-American silver lodes and in the Comstock lode without 
pian | universal attention or arousing universal fear that the commerce of 
the world was about to be del with a flood of silver; but in the p tin- 


stance, thro ponen and infectious eyaggerations in respect to the extent 
and Sa arona e new ore bodies, the most visionary expectations and unwar- 
ranted fears became universally epidemic. 


We allremember how the hired experts of the Bonanza kings made ex- 
aminations of the Comstock ore bodies and published reports, which 
were spread broadcast, estimating that there were from three hundred 
millions to one thousand millions of dollars’ worth of silver in these 
mines. The newspapers and the monometallists gave these imaginary 
facts as the cause of the depreciation of silver and a great reason why 
itshould be demonetized. The newspapers and gold-standard men in 
this and other countries pursued the same course of misrepresentation, 
and those opposing the remonetization of silver in this country, who 
ought to have known better, acted in concert with the monometallists of 
foreign countries in their exaggerations and misrepresentations regard- 
ing the production of the Comstock and other silver mines. 

These misrepresentations were not confined to the kind of metal in 
the Comstock mine, but it was universally stated to be all silver, and 
the people generally supposed from these reports that the output from 
these mines was all or very nearly all silver metal. The fact is that 
474 per cent. of the metal product of the Comstock mines was gold. 
The most correct reports show the product of all the Bonanzas during 
the four years they had been worked, prior to 1877, did not exceed $52, - 
500,000 worth of metal, of which over 45 per cent. was gold, leaving 
the product of silver from these most wonderful bonanzas in the world 
about $7,000,000 per annum. The estimates of the probable future 
production of these mines, made and reiterated by those who were at 
this time strenuously opposing remonetization, will rank among the 
brilliant works of fiction of the nineteenth century. Hundreds and 
even thousands of millions were talked about in these estimates with 
apparently the same degree of certainty that the Statistician of the 
Agricultural Bureau estimates the number of bushels of wheat or corn 
the next crop will produce. 

But the most inexplicable conclusion drawn from the product of the 
bonanza mines by the gold-bugs at that time was that these mines which 
produced approximately the same amount of gold and silver were going 


The increase in the production of silver in this country has not sup- 
piat the decrease in the production of gold. From this table it will 
seen that the total product of gold and silver in the United States 
fell from $96,400,000 in 1878 to $79,600,000 in 1884—a decrease of 
$16,800,000. Thesilver product of the United States increased during 
this period from 1878 to 1884 only $3,600,000, and during the same 
time the gold product fell off $20,400,000. 

Still those who urge the suspension of silver coinage continually rep- 
resent that the increase in the production of silver in this country is so 
great that it has been the cause of the depreciation in the value of silver, 
and for that reason silver should be demonetized. They do not deny 
the falling off in the production of gold; they do not deny the great in- 
crease in the use of gold in the arts. But they do not inform us what 
is to supply the place of silver as money. But with that blind zealand 
prejudice which is characteristic of the money-loaners, the bondholders, 
and the creditor classes in all ages, they seek to demonetize one-half of 
the money metal of the world, with the object in view of appreciating 
the value of the other half. The production of silver outside of the 
United States has been falling off for the past twenty years, The pro- 
duction outside of North and South America is unimportant. The best 
estimates place the annual production of the world outside of America 
at $10,000,000. 

The production of Mexico and the countries in South America have 
been growing less. These countries from 1852 to 1868 produced about 
$30,000,000 per annum. From 1868 to 1875 the production was about 
$25,000,000 per annum, falling off of about$5,000,000 per annum, and it 
has been decreasing since 1875 with no probability of an increase. In 
1877 and 1878 the yield of the Comstock mines decreased rapidly. and 
has been decreasing eversince, until it is now inconsiderable. The cele- 
brated carbonate deposits of Leadville have partially taken the place 
of the Comstock lode, and, fortunately, have kept up the silver prod- 
uct of our country. The great exaggeration regarding the actual and 
probable output of the silver mines had a great effect in depreciating 
the price of silver; and they were all made in aid of the same combi- 
nation and conspiracy to demonetize silver. 

Mr. Mulhall, in his Dictionary of Statistics, gives estimates of the pro- 
duction and consumption of silver in the world for fifty years, from 1830 
to 1880, giving the respective amounts used for coinage, manufacturing, 
and for exportation to the East. These estimates show that during this 
period the mines of the world produced 57,270 tons of silver, valued at 
$2,475,000,000. There was consumed 62,500 tons, valued at $2,725,- 
000,000, or a consumption of $250,000,000 more than the production. 
The same authority estimates that 5,230 tons of old silver candlesticks, 
&e., in the temples of Europe and the East, were melted down by the 
world to supply the deficiency between the production of the mines and 
the demand for current uses. 

The amount of silver in the world, coined and uncoined, is estimated 
to be about $6,000,000,000. There is supposed to be about the same 
amountof gold. The gross annual productof all the mines in the world 
is about $100,000,000. This amounts to an annual increase of about 
1.4 per cent. to the accumulated stock on hand. There is no correct 
data for determining the annual loss by abrasion, fire, shipwreck, and 
other accidents, but it is considerable in the aggregate. 

The increase in the accumulation and value of property has been, and 
is, immense; and the continued increase in population and in the vol- 
ume of exchange, trade, and commerce is almost beyond computation. 
During the twenty years from 1860 to 1880 the value of property in the 
United States increased 214 per cent., at the rate of 10.7 per cent. per 
annum. The foreign commerce of this country from 1860 to 1880 
amounted to 40 per cent. more than all the commerce of the United 
States from the Revolution to 1860. The internal commerce of this 
country has passed all precedent, and almost conjecture. It is esti- 
mated to be twenty times greater in amount than our foreign com- 
merce. When we contemplate that this commerce is aided by the op- 
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eration of over 100,000 miles of railroad, more than exist in all other 
parts of the world, and nearly all constructed during the last forty 
years; that it is aided by internal navigation upon thousands of miles 
of the lakes and rivers in the world; that itis enlarged by the 
production of the greatest crops of cereals in the Western and Southern 
States the world ever saw, to be exchanged for the immense quanti- 
ties of manufactured articles produced in the Middle and Eastern 
States, figures and statistics are set at naught and the mind staggered 
in its efforts to comprehend its immensity. 

To carry on this great commerce and trade we imperatively need, as 
one of the mediums of exchange and measures of valve, the coinage of 
all the silver dollars our mines can produce. The amount of silver 
coined into money from 1875 to 1883 ranged from one hundred to one 
hundred and sixty-one millions perannum. This coinage among the 
larger States was as follows: The United States, twenty-seven mill- 
ions; Mexico, twenty-five millions; India, twenty-nine millions; Spain 
ten millions, and the balance among other countries. The best esti- 
mates show that during the past ten years a great deal more silver has 
been coined in the world than all the mines have produced. 

The Director of the Mint made an investigation in the United States 
and foreign countries for three years to form a correct estimate of the 
amount of silver consumed in the world for other uses than coinage. 
He estimated that not less than thirty-five millions per annum is used 
in the arts and manufactures and for chemical and medicinal prepara- 
tions. Dr. Soetbeer, of Germany, made a detailed estimate, and con- 
cluded that over twenty millions per annum was used in this way. 

The principal supply of silver in the future for the East including 
India and China, and for Russia, Austria, Egypt, and the other coun- 
tries where they have the single standard of silver, and produce none; 
and for the double standard countries of Holland, France, Italy, and 
others where they also produce no silver, must come from the mines of 
America. 

The report of the Director of the Mint shows over twenty-nine mill- 
ions of silver coined, nineteen millions and over five millions 
used in the arts and manufactures in the United States in the year 1884, 
making a total of $53,000,000. The production of all the mines in the 
country amounted to forty-eight millions, showing a consumption and 
exportation of $5,000,000 more silver than the mines produced. Then 
where is this great and dangerous accumulation of silver that we hear 
so much about? 

Dr. Soetbeer and the Director of the Mint have made careful estimates 
of the amount of gold used in ornamentation and in the arts and man- 
ufactures. The estimates show that over $10,000,000 worth of gold per 
annum is used in the United States in the arts and manufactures. The 
same authority states that the large addition to the metallic circulation 
witnessed in the last thirty years appears to have been required by the 
increased wealth and the greater commercial enterprise and industry, 
and seems to have been absorbed without materially affecting general 
prices. These statements were madein 1879 or 1880. That prices have 
fallen very much since that time is conceded. It has been estimated 
that there has been about as much gold used during the past few years 
for ornamentation and in the arts and manufactures as all the mines in 
the world produce. Those who advocate the suspension of silver coin- 
age do not attempt to deny these facts,"nor do they attempt to point 


out what is to take the place of silver as a circulating medium when it | mak 


is demonetized. 

Mr. Chairman, the monometallists do not attempt to answer the ob- 
jections made by the silver men to a single standard or to a sus- 
pension of silver coinage. They do not attempt to show that gold has 
not risen in value in comparison with all other commodities or that 
silver hasnot fallen. Few of them admit that they are monometallists. 
Most of them say that they are bimetallists; butstill they contend that 
gold and silver can not circulate together, and that silver coinage should 
be suspended. They do not deny that the demonetization of silver has 
greatly appreciated the price and value of gold and depreciated the price of 
silver compared with gold alone and the price of all other commodities. 
They do not deny that the production of gold is falling off very rapidly 
and that the demand for current uses has increased and is increasing 
both for coinage and for use in the arts and manufactures; they do not 
attempt to point out what is to take the place of silver if it is demone- 
tized or the coinage suspended. 

They do not propose any legislation or any remedies for the stagna- 
tion of industry and the falling off in the prices of all productive prop- 
erty and labor that will result from suspending silver coinage, and still 
they advocate suspension. They are continually finding fault with 
and delivering philippics against compulsory coinage of the silver dol- 
lar; but they refuse to grant the people free coipage and to put silver, 
where it ought to be, on an equality with gold. They do not attempt 
to argue or show that a double, or even an alternative, standard is not 
more stable and better for the country, in every way, than a single gold 
standard; but still they resort to every means in their power, even to 
the violation of the plainest laws on the statute-books, to depreciate 
and boycott silver and, in effect, bring about a single gold standard. 
[Applause. ] 

PURCHASE IN NEW YORK FOR ARMY PURPOSES. 


Mr, BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, I desire to explain the object and pur- 


port of Senate bill 671 which has the Senate and comes to this 
House upon the report of the House ittee on Military Affairs. The 
object of that bill is to buy a block in thecity of New York for the use 
of all the Army officers and offices in the city of New York. The Gov- 
ernment has been renting a building there and paying a very rent 
since the year 1868. That buildingis known as aens paidin 3 
and for its use the Government has already paid some $373,000, when 
the original purchase-price at which it was offered to the Government 
was $375,000, as appears by the papers in the case. The lease will ex- 
pire on the Ist day of May next. We are paying $25,000 per annum for 
the use of that building. Upon the recommendation of the Secretary 
of War a proposition from the Produce Exchange was accepted to pur- 
chase their building for $250,000. 

From the report of the architect, which accompanies the papers on 
file, it appears that it will require an additional expenditure of $200 000 
to make the building just what the Army needs for its purposes in 
New York. The location is more favorable for Army purposes than 
that of the present building, being more convenient to the ferry, and 
its purchase is recommended by all the officers who are connected with 
the Quartermaster’s Department and by the Secretary of War. The 
Committee on Military Affairs have back the bill of the Senate 
with two amendments. The Senate bill provides that $450,000 shall 
be appropriated for the purchase of the building and for making the 
necessary improvements, The Committee on Millitary Affairs have 
proposed an amendment which will make the bill specify the amount 
to be paid as purchase-money and the amount which is to be expended 
for repairs. The amendments will make the bill appropriate $200,000 
for the purchase of the building, and $200,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, for the alterations to be made therein. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Wisconsin what steps have been taken to ascertain the value of this 
property ? 

Mr. BRAGG. The officers of the *s Department in 
New York were directed to take steps to ascertain the value of the 
property, and I can assure the gentleman [Mr. REAGAN] that this 
property is offered at a very low figure, much lower than persons who 
are familiar with its value supposed it could be bought for. When the 
building is purchased and completed fit for Army use, the interest on the 
money invested, at 5 per cent., will be less than the amount that we 
are now paying as rent of a building which is much less convenient, 
much less conveniently located, and which involves a much greater ex- 


pense for ion, because the building it is proposed to purchase 
is near the ferry which connects the city with Governor's d, the 
Army headquarters there. 


Mr. REAGAN. Then I will ask the gentleman upon what predi- 
cate it is assumed it will take $200,000 to repair this building? 

Mr. BRAGG. It appears from the papers in the case that, under the 
direction of the Secretary of War, the officers of the Quartermaster’s 
Department took steps to ascertain what repairs would be required and 
what they would cost. To that end an architect was employed, and he 
has furnished a plan of the proposed repairs, with an estimate of the 
cost. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I will ask that the Clerk shall 
report the bill before I enter upon the few remarks that I desire to 


e. 
The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] 
finished ? 

Mr. BRAGG. I have done. 

The Clerk read the bill and the proposed amendments, as follows: 


essary, be, and hereby is, appropriated for the purchase of the old uce Ex- 
change building and site, bounded by Whiteball, Pear], Moore, Sad watese; 
New d for the alteration and remodeling o 


ork city, for Army p! an 
the building so as tə make it suitable in all respects for Government use, said 


provements thereon contemplated by this act, and the consent of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of New York obtained to the 4 

2 Strike out the word “four,” in the first line, and insert “two.” 

2) Insert in the fourth line, after the words “Army purposes, and,” the words 
“two hundred and fifty thousand dollars, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary.” 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, this bill having come from the 
Senate after apparently careful consideration, and having been also con- 
sidered by the Committee on Military Affairs of the House, it is proba- 
ble that I ought not to antagonize its ; but I rise for the pur- 
pose of calling attention to the fact that when the Government has prop- 
erty to sell it can get but the lowest price, in fact oftentimes only a 
portion of its real value; but when it becomes necessary for the Gov- 
ernment to buy property it is generally necessary for the Government 
to pay the very highest price for it. Now we are in danger of estab- 
lishing a precedent here for boards of trade in the different cities to un- 
load upon the Government old buildings for which they have no further 
use. I think we should carefully consider this bill before we establish 
such a precedent. 

When I first came to Congress, some eight years ago, there was pend- 
ing here a bill for the sale of the old ffice site at the corner of 
Liberty and Nassau streets, in New York city. The minimum price 
then fixed for that building was $250,000. The bill was antagonized 
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by myself and other members and was defeated. In the next Con- 
the bill came back with some increase in the minimum price for 


which the property was to be sold. We antagonized the bill in that 


Congress for the reason that act ay coe was in a location where real 
estate was constantly and rapidly increasing in value, and that this 
property was worth a million or a million and a half of dollars. Iwas 
supported in that assertion by Mr. Cox, of New York, and by other 
members from that city. The bill was defeated in that It 
continued to reappear untilin the Congress before the last those in New 
York who were anxious to purchase that property, as well as others 
who desired the Government to dispose of it, succeeded, by fixing the 
minimum value upon the property at $650,000, in inducing a majority to 
pass the bill in both Houses. I was told one day in New York by an 
ex-Secretary of the whose office is within half a block of the 
property that it was worth $1,000,000 or $1,500,000. 

That property was finally sold under the bill passed by Congress; and 
it brought, just as I expected it would, the minimum price fixed by 
Congress, $650,000. I venture the assertion now that if that property 
were to-day vacant, without any building whatever upon it, it could be 
sold for one million and a half of dollars. 

That was property offered by the Government for sale; and it seemed 
to be the general desire of many parties in New York that the Govern- 
ment should part with its title for the very least possible sum. In the 
particular case now under consideration I will not venture to say that 
the sum recommended by the committee is not a fair and just price for 
the property offered the Government} but it strikes me that if the 
matter has not already been carefully inquired into we should ascer- 
tain the real value of the property before final action. I well know the 
location of this old building. It is in a locality where property is not 
growing in value. On the contrary, it is my impression that 
in that vicinity is growing less valuable every year because the better 
class of business is going away from there. 

When the bill for the sale of the old post-office site in New York city 
was under consideration I called attention to the fact that we were pay- 
ing rent on buildings in that city for the use, I believe, of the Quar- 
termaster’s Department and for other Army and governmental pur- 
poses, and I desired to saye this property at the corner of Liberty and 
Nassau streets for the construction of buildings upon it and the use of 
the Government—probably for the very purpose contemplated in the 
present bill. Ifthe Government had retained the ce property, 
which was every year increasing in value, it might have been used for 
these purposes; and when we might desire to dispose of it we could 
gain the increase in value which will inevitably follow. 

I merely desired to call attention to these facts. I have not risen for 
the purpose of opposing this bill, because I know ing about the real 
value of this particular pro or the necessity that the Government 
may have for it. But I wish to emphasize the fact that when the Gov- 
ernment desires to sell property it is forced to take a price which is gen- 
erally less than its actual value; and yet when the Government seeks 
to purchase it seems that property-holders are anxious to unload their 
real estate upon the Government at far more than its just value. 

Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Chairman, I do not know what the object of 
my friend from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] -has been in referring, in 
connection with this bill, to the sale of the old post-office site in the 
city of New York; but he has made some statements which I can not 
allow to a without positive and absolute contradiction. 

The old post-office site, situated on Nassau street, was abandoned by 
the Government at the time the new post-office building in the City 
Hall Park was occupied. That old post-office property was free from 
taxation. The Government was holding in the city of New York a 
property upon which it was collecting rents, but upon which the city 
of New York levied no taxes. That wasan intolerable state of affairs. 
The property was not wanted for any purpose that the Government had 
then or has now in view. Butit was a very valuable piece of property. 
It was proposed to sell it. It was sold at public auction, after full and 
complete advertisement for more than sixty days, and the sale wasmade 
subject to confirmation by the Secretary of the Treasury, who con- 
firmed it after having made the most careful examination of the value 


of the property and having procured the estimates of competent and 
reputable experts. 
Imyself procured estimates from leading real-estate brokers in the city 


of New York, among whom I may name Mr. Ludlow, now dead, than 
whom no man ever stood higher in his line of business in that city, and 
Mr. A. H. Muller, now living. Neither of these gentlemen valued that 
property at over $600,000. I proposed to make that the limitin the bill. 
Not $650,000, but $600,000 was the minimum limitimposed. The sale 
was made; the property brought $650,000, not the minimum amount 
named in the bill, but $50,000 more; and all ‘the leading owners of 
real estate in New York, including Mr. Astor and men as familiar with 
property as he is, were present, as I was, at the sale, ready to buy at a 
fair price. The sale was made in open market with the fullest compe- 
tition, and a building has been erected on the property ata costof more 
than $1,000,000; so that the taxable property of the city has been to 
this extent increased. 

The tleman from Illinois, when that bill was under consideration, 
said: ‘‘Let us remove the army headquarters down to this building.” 


I replied that the premises occupied for the army headquarters were 
hired for $17,000 a year, and that the interest on $600,000 at 3 per cent. 
would more than pay the rent of the army headquarters; that the site 
and building of the old post-office was altogether unsuitable for the 
; that the Government, having originally bought the 
pro) for $200,000, could sell it at a profit of over $400,000, out of 
which it would be able to buy a more desirable site, one better adapted 
to use for army headquarters. What I then told the House has been 
verified; $450,000 of profit from that sale is in the Treasury, of which 
the sum of $250,000 is now asked to purchase a larger property, better 
situated for the army headquarters than the other would have been; and 
from the profit which the Government has realized there will still be a 
surplus sufficient to put the building in perfect order and make it am- 
ple for the p of the Government for years to come. 

The present rent is $17,000 a year; and when we have expended 
$450,000, taking interest at 3 per cent., the current rate of interest on 
Government obligations, the rent will amount to $13,500, a saving of 
$3,500 a year. That is the result of this operation; and the result of 
the other operation was the United States sold a piece of real estate it 
did not want and made a profit on it of $450,000, which, if to-day put 
up for sale, would bring no more than the price at which it was sold, 
which was-$650,000. And that the gentleman from Illinois may un- 
derstand what I mean by it, asI am familiar with this kind of property 
and understand its value, I stake whatever reputation I have for judg- 
ment, I state explicitly, that property was sold for the largest procur- 
able sum, and could not be resold if the building was off for what it 
was sold at the time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to dispute any 
of the statements made by the gentleman from New York. The ques- 
tion as to the value of real estate is always a question of mere opinion. 
I know this, that a former colleague of the gentleman from New York 
stood on this floor for two terms antagonizing the selling of that prop- 
erty at the price then fixed in the bill, because, ashe insisted, the prop- 
erty was worth fully a millionofdollars. Iallude to the present min- 
ister to Turkey, Mr. Samuel S. Cox. 

Mr. HEWITT. He was in an Oriental frame of mind at the time. 
[Langhter. ] 

Mr, TO 


. TOWNSHEND. I do not wish to take issue with the gentle- 
man as to the most suitable location for this property, as he is more 
familiar with the localities in New York than I am; but it is strange 
to me, Mr. Chairman, in the large city of New York, when the build- 
ings are only about three blocks apart, one should be so suitable for 
army headquarters and the other should not. The old post-office site 
is, as I understand it, only three—at any rate not exceeding four—blocks 
from the old Produce Exchange building. Am I correct in that? 

Mr. HEWITT. You are not; and in the most of the statements you 
are now making you are not correct. 

Mr. TO . Lleave that to besettled by the gentleman from 
New York with those who live in New York and who I know entertain 
the same opinion as I do, and who if here would make precisely the same 
statements I do. The gentleman says the property was sold at the high- 
est procurable price, but I have the opinion of men, good judges of real 
estate in New York, who have told me that the property was sacrificed 
at least for one-half of its value. I will put this statement as well as 
other statements against that of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. HEWITT. Name your man. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I name as one the ex-Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, General Benjamin H. Bristoe. I could name other gentlemen, 
whose names perhaps I ought not to bring into this debate. 

But I have not risen, as I have said, for the purpose of antagonizing 
this bill. As a representative, however, of constituents who are inter- 
ested as much in the money which comes into and goes out of the 
Treasury as those represented by the gentleman from New York, I 
enter my protest against any sacrifice of the property of the Govern- 
ment for a less sum than its fair value or the purchase of property on 
unfair terms. 

Now, another fact in regard to this matter. I believeif the old post- 
office site were putup for salein New York and no effort made by spec- 
ulators to keep bidders away from the place of sale, it would bring the 
price put upon it by the gentlemen I have mentioned and others I 
could mention in New York. I simply call attention to this fact be- 
cause I believe the opposition made in this House against the passage of 
that bill when it was first broughtin fixing the price at $250,000 saved 
the difference between $250,000 and $650,000 it realized. 

Mr. HEWITT. Six hundred and thirty thousand dollars when the 
accrued taxes were deducted. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, I thought it was $650,000. 

Mr. HEWITT. Six hundred and thirty thousand dollars was the 
amount. I know the exact facts. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My recoilection was that it was $650,000. 
That is all I wish to say about the matter. 

I do not complain of the gentleman, and perhaps others in New York 
who were anxious the Government of the United States should dispose 
of its property in that city in order that it should pass under the opera- 
tion of the laws of the State of New York. They were anxious, no 
doubt, to realize a large sum in annual taxes from it to go toward de- 
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fraying the expenses of the city and State. Perhaps if the building 
were located in my district I might have had some such motive actuat- 
ing me. The gentleman himself has stated now, as he stated once be- 
fore, that one reason why he desired the property to be sold was because 
the Government was paying no tax upon it, while the city and State of 
New York to-day are realizing, no doubt, quite a revenue from it. 

But I did not rise to make any factious opposition to the bill. Ionly 
‘want to get at the facts. The representations which have been made 
to me are sufficient tosatisfy my mind that the position I take is a correct 
one, notwithstanding the contradiction of the gentleman from New 
York. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, as this is nota bill to sell the old post- 
office in New York, and as there has been no amendment offered to set 
aside the sale of the old post-office, I ask the committee to recur to the 
bill which is now pending to act upon the amendments of the com- 
mittee, and if these amendments shall meet their judgment and the 
Committee of the Whole shall agree with the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to report the bill back as amended with a favorable recom- 
mendation to the House. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask either the 
tleman from Wisconsin or the chairman of the Committee of the 
ole whether there is a report on this bill from the Committee on 

Military Affairs; and, if so, whether it has been read? 

Mr. BRAGG. There is a report. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. There being such a report, showing the 
importance of having this building for the use of the Government, then 
I would be glad to have it read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted the following 


report: 

The Committee on aor Affairs, to whom was referred the Senate bill No, 
671, “making an appropriation for the purchase of the old Produce Exchange 
building and the site bounded by Whitehall, Pearl, Moore, and Water streets. 
New York, for Army p' have had the same under consideration an 
find that the interests of the Government require for its use such a tiing 


in 
ur- 


Strike out the word “four,” where it occurs in the first line of the bill, and 
insert the word “two.” 

Insert in the fourth line, after the words “‘ Army purposes, and,” the words 
“two hundred thousand dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendments 
proposed by the committee. 

The first amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the second amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in the fourth line, after the words ‘‘ Army purposes and,” the words 
two hundred thousand dollars, or so much thereofas may be necessary.” 


Mr. HEWITT. I would like to ask a question before the vote is 


taken on that amendment. Is the amount reduced for the purchase of = 


the site from $250,000 to $200,000? 

Mr. BRAGG. No, $450,000 in all isappropriated by the bill, $250,000 
for the purchase and $200,000 for repairs. 

Mr. HEWITT. That is right. 

The second amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. BRAGG. I move that the committee now rise and report the 
bill to the House with the recommendation that it do pass as amended. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. WELLDORN reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration Senate bill 
No. 671, had directed him to report the same to the House with sun- 
dry amendments and recommend its passage as amended. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is onagreeing to the amendments 
reported by the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BRAGG. I ask the previous question on the bill and amend- 
ments. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Let the bill be reported as it will read if 
amended. 

The bill was read at length as amended. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin demand the 
previous question upon the bill or the pending amendments ? 

Mr. BRAGG. Upon the bill and the pending amendments. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Mr. Speaker, ig in order, I move that 
the bill be recommitted—— 

The SPEAKER. That motionis notinordernow. The gentleman 
from Wisconsin demands the previous question upon the bill and amend- 
ments. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, rose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. ADAMS] that the previous question has been ordered on the 
amendments and on ordering the bill to be read a third time, and dur- 


ing the operation of the previous question at that stage itis not in order 
to move to recommit the bill. But after the bill has been ordered to 
be read a third time and the question recurs on its passage it will be 
in order to move to recommit with or without instructions, although 
the previous question should be then demanded or ordered. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the first amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the second amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows. 

Insert in the fourth line, after the words “Army purposes,” the words “ two 
hundred thousand, or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill asamended was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time. 

Mr. BRAGG. I move the previous question on the passage of the 
bill. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I move that the bill be recommitted 
with instructions to ascertain and report the value of the property in 
question. I may say that a large number of the New York delegation 
are unable to come to any determination in regard to this. They know 
nothing about it. 

Mr. BRAGG. Can I be heard for a momenton this motion? 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. 

Mr. BRAGG. I would like to say to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. ADAMs] that the only method we have of ascertaining the value 
of the property is through the Quartermaster’s Department, which is 
charged by the Secretary of War with making an investigation and a 
reporttohim. We have noother mode of ascertaining the value of the 
property than the report, which is lengthy and goes very fully into all 
details. 


The SPEAKER. The motion isnot debatable. The question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. ADAMS] to recom- 
mit the bill with instructions. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 98, noes 54. 

Mr. BRAGG. I call forthe yeasand nays. I would like to say—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I object to debate. 

Mr. BRAGG. I would like to say that we are liable to pay $25,000 
a year for the rent of a building if you defeat the pama of this bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 34 members voting therefor—more 
than one-fifth of the last vote. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 112, nays 131, not 
voting 81; as follows: 


YEAS—112. 

Adams, G. E. Dingley, Lanham, Price, 
Adams, J.J. Du: z Le Fevre, Ranney, 
Allen, C. H. Ely, bach, Reagan, 
Allen, J.M. Evans, Lindsley, Romeis, 
Anderson, J. A. Everhart, Little, Rowell, 
Atkinson, Felton, Long, Sayers, 
Bayne, Fleeger, Lo Scranton, 
Blanchard, Fuller, Lyman, Sessions, 
Bland, Funsto k] Sowden, 
Bound, Gallinger, Martin, Spi 
Browne, T. M. Glass, McComas, enson, 

rown, C. Guenther, á Stone, E. F, 
Brown, W. W. Hale, McKenna, Stone, W.J., of Mo, 
Bunnell, Hanback, Millard, torm, 
Caldwell Harmer, Milliken, Strait, 
Campbell, Felix Hepburn, Moffat, Struble, 
Campbell, J. M. Herman, Morrill, Tarsney, 
Campbell, T, J. Hitt, Neal, Taulbee, 
Cannon, Holman, O'Donnell, 

Holmes, o’ < ‘Thomas, O. B. 
Clements, Hopkins, Owen, Thompson, 
bb, How: Payson, Townshend, 
Collins, Hutton, Peel, Wade, 
Cooper, Irion, Perkins, Wadsworth, 
Cowles, Johnston, J.T. Peters, Wakefield, 
Cris; isp, Johnston, T. D. Pettibone, Warner, William 
Davidson, R. H. M. La Follette, Pidcock, Weber, 
Dawson, Landes, Pindar, White, A.C. 
NAYS—131, 

Anderson, C.M. Croxton, Hemphill, Muller, 
Baker, Culberson, Henderson, D.B. Negley, 

ur, Cutcheon, Henderson, J.S. Nelson, 
Barnes, Daniel, Henderson, T. J. Norwood, 

> Fs Herbert, Oates, 

4 Davenport, Hewitt, O’ Ferrall, 
Belmont, Davidson, A.C, Hiestand, O'Neill, Charles 
Bennett, Dorsey, ires, O'Neill, J.J. 
Bliss, Dowdney, Hiscock, Osborne, 
Boyle, Dunn, es, Outhwaite, 
Brady, Eden, Johnson, F. A. yne, 
Bragg, Eldredge, Jones, J.T, Perry, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Elisberry, Ketcham, Pulitzer, 
Breckinridge, WCP Findlay, King, Reed, T. B. 
Brumm, isher, Kleiner, Richardson, 
Buck, Ford, Laffoon, Rockwell, 
Burrows, Forney, Libbey, Rogers, 
Bynum, Gay, Lore, Sawyer, 

ME Obea OH per Seva 
Campbe ibson, C. H. aybury, ymour, 

er, ` reen, R.S. McKinley, Shaw, ' 
Carleton, Grosvenor, McMillin, Skinner, 
Ciardy, Grout, McRae, Snyder, 
Cole, 6 Miller, Spooner, 
Comstock, Hammond, ills, Springer. 
Conger, Harri Mitchell, StahInecker, 
Cox, Hayden, Morrison, Steele, 
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Stewart, Charles Trigg, Wait, Willis, 
Easdbegt’ yes Tucker, Weaver, J.B. Tion, 

ne, W.J., of Ky. 
Taylor, I. H. Van Eaton, T, Wise, 

orton, Van Schaick, White, Milo Wolford. 
Tillman, Viele, Wilkins, 
NOT VOTING—41, 

Aiken, Foran, Lowry, Scott, 
Arnot, _ jer’ Mahoney, Singleton, 
Ballentine Gibson, Eustis McAdoo, Smalls, 
Barksdale, ilfillan, > St. Martin, 
Bingham, Glover, Morgan, Swinburne, 
Blount, Goff, ‘orrow, Swope, 
Boutelle, Green, W.J. Murphy, 8S: 
Buchanan, Hahn Neece, Taylor, E. B. 
Burleigh, Halsell, Parker, Taylor, J. M. 

rnes, F g Phelps, ylor, 
Butterworth, Haynes, Pirce, ard, J.H. 
Caswell, eard Plumb, Ward, T. B. 
Compton, Henley, Randall, Warner, A. J. 
Crain, ill, Rankin Weaver, A. J. 
Curtin, Houk, Reid, J. W. West, 

vis, Jackson, Whiting, 
Dibble, Jones, J.H. Rice, Woodburn, 
Dockery, Kelley, Worthington, 
Dougherty, Robertson, 
Ermentrout, Lawler, Ryan, 

a Lovering, Sadler, 


So the motion to recommit was not agreed to. 

Mr. LORE. Iask unanimous consent-to dispense with the reading 
of the names of members voting. 

eraen Aere ced an paired 

ollowing-named members were announced as paired on all polit- 
ical questions until further notice: ra 

Mr. DIBBLE with Mr. WEst. 

Mr. HILL with Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. AIKEN with Mr. KELLEY. 

sk Hepara pia oe 

. The following-named mem! were announced as paired for this day: 

Mr. SADLER with Mr. HALSELL. i 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. Jones, of Texas, with Mr. JACKSON. 

Mr. J. M. TAYLOR with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. Ricas with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. BLOUNT with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. COX. I desire to state that my colleague from North Carolina, 
Mr. GREEN, is absent on account of sickness. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire the privilege of voting. 

Pe aay Was the gentleman in his seat when his name was 

Mr. MORGAN. I was not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain a request for unan- 
imons consent unless the gentleman was in his seat and failed to hear 
his name called. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous question 
on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered; and the question being taken on 
the passage of the bill, there were—ayes 125, noes 34. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, there is no quorum voting. 

thong were ordered; and Mr. DuNHAM and Mr. BRAGG were ap- 
pointed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, let me suggest to my colleague 
this 


os DUNHAM] that we have the yeas and nays on the passage of 
i 
A MEMBER. Regular order. 


Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused, asufficient number not having voted 
in bet thereof. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 143, noes 25. 

So the bill as amended was passed. sh: 


Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had bills of the following titles; in which the con- 
currence of the House of Representatives was requested, namely: 

A bill (S. 209) for the relief of the legal representatives of John M. 
Robeson, deceased; 

A bill (S. 241) for the relief of Joseph W. Parish; 

A bill (S. 311) for the relief of James Trabue, Thomas Thatcher, 
Michael Callahan, and the widow of John Waters; and 

A bill (S. 498) for the relief of George T. Dudley. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 


the motion to adjourn— 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Iam directed by the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads to ask that the report 1431, Forty-eighth Congress, first ses- 
sion, together with the views of the minority, be printed in the RECORD, 
as the copies on file have become exhausted. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The reports are as follows: 


Mr. THompsox, from the Committee on Pacific Railroads, submitted the fol- 
lowing report, to accompany bill H. R. 6771: 

The Committee on Pacific to whom were referred so much of the 
message of the President of the United States as relates to the Pacific 
railroads, and House bills Nos. 35,516, and 3801, have had the same under con- 


sideration, and leave to submit the following report: 
On the Ist day of July, 1362, ——— “An act to aid in the construction 
of a railroad and tel ph line e Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean 


and to secure to the Government the use of the same for , mili , and 
other pu “ by which lands and bonds were granted to certain railroads 
therein mentioned to aid in their construction. By section 6 of said act it was 
provided ‘‘ that the grants aforesaid are made upon condition thatsaid company 
shall pay said bonds at maturity, &c., and all compensation for services ren- 
dered for the Sree ing) 5 olgced EO EDO PAES E DONAA 
terest until the whole amount is fully paid. Said company may also pay the 


The grant in lands and bonds was doubled by the act of July 2, 1864, and many 
other powers pra the companies, among which was to place a first mo: 
upon ds equal in amount to the subsidy in bonds given by the = 
ernment, and prior in lien to the lien heretofore held by the Government. (See 
section 10, act of 1864.) 

They were also granted powers of consolidation, and were compelled by the 
twefth section to operate all the roads and branches, as far as rtation was 
concerned, as a continuous route. 

It is evident that when the bonds were given to aid the roads the intention was 
for them to provide out of their assets for the payman of the interest as it fell 
due, and also to provide a 5 per cent. sinking fund which would retire the prin- 
cipal at the end of twenty years from the bplen meer Ey of the roads. It wasstated 
upon the floor of Congress, and generally be: , that the com tion then 
boing paia out for transportation of mailsand Government supplies, all of which 
would be carried by the roads, along the routes aided, was nearly double the inter- 
eston the subsidy and that to one-half of said compensation would 
be sufficient in the hands of the Government to meet the interest payments, leav- 
ing the 5 per cent. of net earnings to liquidate the principal and any interest left 
unsettled. So by the fifth section of the act of 1864 it was provided “ that only 
one-half of the compensation for services rendered for the Government by said 
com shall be pes eps to be applied to te paytan ofthe bondsissued by 
the Government in aid of the construction of said roads.” 

The words in the act of 1862 to which all 


the Central Pacific, the Kansas 

consolidated with the Union Pacific), the Sioux City and Pacific, and the Central 
Branch of the Union Pacific have received bonds upon which the Government 
has paid interest from time to time, some of which been repaid, but a large 
rtion of which has not. The following table will exhibit the status of each 
une 30, 1883, which is sufficiently near to show the necessity of some action be- 
ing taken ed eo to secure repayment to the Government of the large and 
increasing debts from these roads, if repayment is desired or expected: 


Tablz showing status of each company June 30, 1883. 


Name of railway. 


Gers tral PAROS eaor isis rii eanas 
Western Pacific, ‘i 

Union Pacific. 
Kansas Pacific... 
Central Branch 
Sioux City and Pacific. 


Total 


S460 ee ea nenennneeeneeene sees eeeeeeeeennen: 


E3 E = Z Interest repaid by trans- z 
2 a2 3 i rtation to credit of a3 
zÈ bs md and interest ac- 5 F] 
F eg “3 count. È 
z ze 83 
8 FE =: a asse 2s 
sz 3 ESS zegeg op 
Z $s Se egg gasas Zo 
3 Ese EP SEE] saif] j8 
ZEP = & h o sb 
È | E | 5 a a ae 
$776,553.60 | $23, 452,555 27 | $4,592,158 
59,116 80 1, 668, 248 94 9, 367 
817,095 36 | 24,957,850 41 | 8,933,292 
189, 090 00 6,129,333 09 | 2,969,049 
48,000 00 1,549, 808 26 152, 157 
48, 849 60 1, 464, 297 49 121,355 abbedese 
1,938,705 36 | 59, 222,093 46 | 16,777,380 20 | 655, 198 87 | 41,789,514 39 


ie fe ee We athe. er em ry 
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This table is from the public debt statement and report of the Commissioner of 
Railroads, 1883, page 7. 

After the bonds were received by the roads, and transportation commenced, 
the officers of the Treasury gave such a construction to the act of 1864 that they 
only retained one-half the compensation for any pu „and the 5 per cent. of 
net earnings. It was found ily inadequate to repay the 


by an act of March 3, 1873, carried into section 5260 of the 
directed that the of Treasury hold 
“all payments to any railroad com y, and its on account of freights 


ments made by the United States for interest upon bonds of the United States 
issued to any such company, and which shall not have been rei |, together 
with the 5 per cent. net earnings due and unapplied as provided by law,” 
and then provided for suit to be brought by any company forsuch rta- 
tion, which is practically a declaration by Congress thut the whole should be re- 
tained and applied, if it can legally be done, to the of interest. After 
the passage o! + oapeneteo OES OE e IAPR r all payments from 
the roads on the accounts mentioned, and applied them to ord arera ofin- 
terest until May 7, 1878, when Congress pa what is known as “Thurman 
sinking-fund act,” to which act this bill is an amendment. 


THURMAN ACT, 


We regret to say this act has not fully met the expectations 
From "dave ot tan CRDA A DIR FATSA nid tx bonds from the 


vide means 
dividing all their 
resent day they should lay by some- 
No harm can follow from ea 

grow the Government debt may some day be 


KANSAS PACIFIC. 


Government Sea Soe! out for the Kansas and 


as interest, and 
believe, however, the future of this road will 


CENTRAL BRANCH UNION PACIFIC, 


The Central Branch of the Union Pacific is operated by the Missouri Pacific 
system, and is about 100 miles long, running from Atchison to Waterville, Kans, 
A statement of its condition will be found on pages 62 to 66 inclusive, of the re- 
port of the Commissioner of Railroads for 1883, The last statement of its net 
earnings shows $236,193.77, from which deducting $96,000, interest on the first- 
mortgage bonds, leaves $140,193.77 as a surplus fund, We think 35 per cent. of 
this can be applied safely to the Government requirements. 

SIOUX CITY AND PACIFIC. 


This road has been aided with bonds to the extent of 101.77 miles. A state- 
ment of its accounts will be found on page 75 of said repork; which shows an in- 
crease in net earnings last year of over 200 per cent, net earnings on the 
subsidized portion of the road was $1 94, and as the interest on the first- 
mortgage bonds must be provided for ine auiy sequivecnentt for altiing- Grud 
purposes is taken, there will be no increase in the amount realized at present 


under this act. However, no reason exists why it should not ly, and assoon 
as the earnings reach a point where something can be realized a reduction of 
its liability will begin. 


ENLARGEMENT OF THE POWERS OF INVESTMENT. 
The low rates of interest realized on the sinking-fund investments have de- 
terred some of the companies, in a measure, from 
i with the terms of the law. 
Teana O neg year 1883, also page 12, 


i the 
the object in establi the sinking fund was not to make mon: 
these corporations, but to compel them to aside a fund to meet debts 
they were not providing for, and which could not be met if all the earnings of 
the roads were divid: the 
that taos nai should 


for 


provided 
pay the EAE EE ER ag investment if they choose, with a 
Tight to have H refunded af any time $ the rights of prior creditors seem to 
require it. UNPAID INTEREST ACCOUNTS. 


Theactof May7, 1878, was expected to keep down the indebtedness of the roads, 
but it has todoso, The-unpaid interest accounts have continued to in- 
crease from year to year, and unless the amount now required of the companies 
is largely increased will so continue until in 1898, when the subsidy bonds, on an 
average, mature. It amounts now to $102,376,312.94. This is an enormous debt, 
increasing at the rate of $1,000,000 a year, maturing in about fourteen years, for 
the payment of which no provision is being made by the companies voluntarily, 
They only do what the statute compels them, and thisslowly and with bad z 
There seems to be a fear, ibly with some foundation, that the companiesare 
discriminating in through freights against the subsidized roads. The receipts 
upon this portion of the roads upon which the lien exists are declining, the 
through freights being diverted over parallel lines owned by the corporations, 
thus giving them the advantage over the subsidized poeson in the division of 

rofits, and enhancing their value at the expense of t portion on which the 

jovernment lien exists, which is correspondingly depreciated. 

How far it may be to the interest of the owners and controllers of the Union and 
Central Pacific to build parallel roads, surround and cut off the trade legitimately 
belonging to the subsidized roads, as population increases in the West and States 
grow up, and thereby render these lines useful only to their systems and profit- 
able only tothem, can only be determined by their presentconduct, Iftheyare 
strangling them now, itis not without a purpose, and we may expect a continu- 
ation ofthis policy. The Pakon is to en r the final payment ofthe 
debt which will soon be due the Government. The policy of the Government 
should be to compel such substantial rednotions of the debt, or of those prior in 
lien, as will leave the remainder in 1898 so small in comparison with the value 
of the franchises thatself-interest will compel the corporations to adjust it in 
order to retain control of the road. 

We therefore recommend that the 25 per cent. fixed in the fourth section of the 
‘Thurman act be increased to 35per cent. The affairs of this portion of the Union 
Pacific are about as follows: 


Bond-subsidized road, miles.... O83 Ai 


236,512 
762, 300 


ened 
$27, 


On which stock dividends have been declared and paid at the rate of 7 per cent. 
per annum, as well as upon other stocks issued to the stockholders thereof. We 


append a table furnished in the Commissioner's report, page 26: 
Statement of dividends paid on its capital stock by the Union Pacific Railway 
Company. 


Annual 


Capital stock 


Amount paid. 
Year ending December 31, 1877.. $2, 939, 600 00 
Year ending December 31, 1878.. 1, 837, 250 00 
One-half year ending June 30, 1879. 1, 102, 350 00 
One-half year ending December 31, 
Ge ecsabemmasboosenss 3 rae wnvecee: caren oe pa pipe i. 1, ree 00 
ne-half year en ing June 30, aa s 50 
One-half year ending December 31, iin En 
Gane mai ETE soson AN T Sa Aa ye eri 50 
ne- ear ending June 30, aer p 673, 7: ` 494 62 
One-half car ending December 31, see sig 
1SB1.....corssessceceracecostscesesesssscerevesesoeee} 60, 868, 500 0D 2,127,639 50 
One-half year ending June 30, 1882....| 60,868,500 00 2, 130, 387 00 
One-half year ending December 31, 
1 IION PE AAEL EE E 60, 868, 500 00 2, 130, 401 00 
One-half year ending June 30, 1883.....| 60,868,500 00 2,130, 394 00 


pier gree some of the irx 

was contrary to the 

worse than doubtful ety ‘ion 

that upon the consoli —_ r. 

ie, cent. of its stock, which had been selling as low as 1? per cent. short! 
e about t 


before he same cond: 
„almost worthless, the stock of the Union way 
was giyen at par, which increased the stock of the new com y to fifty mill- 
ions, in round numbers, which was increased to its present of $60,868,500 
by a new issue, for some pu not disclosed in the report of the Commis- 
sionerof Railroads. Inaddition to these dividends the company has from 
its earnings a large surplus of over a million and a half dollars per annum, 
The 1,038 miles of bond-subsidized road is the princi contributor to those 
profitable results. Thenet earnings on this portion of the road in 1883 was (see 
Comm ner’s report, page 28), after deducting all expenses and interests to 
prior bondholders, $8,129,216.19; after deducting the ing-fund and interest 
requirements of $2,032,311.55, would leave over $6,000,000. In this showing 
of the earnings of this road (see pages 26, 27, and 28, Commissioner's report, 
1883), we have taken no account of the lands. Weare told by the commissioner 
(see report of Auditor of Railroads, 1880, page 25) that at the consolidation there 
had been sold about 3,300,000 acres out of 19,000,000 , Which had realized 
$13,000,000. There were 16,000,000 left, which, if sold at the same rate, would 
nearly pay the bonded debt twice over. 


Crédit Mobilier), it was 682,223.96. In 1879 the Auditor of Accounts 
his report says: “The cost of building and equipping a railroad like the 
Union Pacific main line from Council Bluffs to en, wii ilar grades and 


on same route, the whole of it laid with steel rails, may be stated approximately 
at ry rupee (See report of . of Interior, 1881, page 577.) It could be 
built for much less now; steel rails other expenses are 50 per cent. less, 
The first-mortgage bonds were over $27,000,000, the Government subsidy over 
$27,000,000. These funds more than built the road. The es then 
$10,000,000 of meer come pe and $10,000,000 of income (since replaced by 
the sinking-fund „Which they divided in addition to the $36,000,000 of 
stock. With this record it behooves the Government to take care of itself. The 
35 per cent. will take about $2,844,237.10 from the Union Pacific perannum. The 
Government now pays out about $1,634,190.72. 
But the company is behind in back interest not repaid $16,024,557.54; the ad- 
ditional requirement will about provide a fund to pay this at the time the bonds 
mature in 1898, The Commissionerin his late computations eous Doc- 
ument No. 44, House of KARE eR says the amount due from the Union 
Pacific Railway under the law as it now will be $57,544,181,68; this ineludes 
Sebi as aati or oe take et ae ee ee 
000,000, n o and we may o; r - 
ment at the date of maturity. on ~ 
CENTRAL PACIFIC. 


The bond-subsidized portion of the Central Pacific is 860,66 ie upon which 
bonds have been given amounting to $27,855,680, and interest paid and not yet 
wpe to the amount of $19,871,007. We are glad to say this road has complied 
th the United States requirements, and, in addition thereto, puts aside about 
$1,000,000 per annum to pay its bonded debts, having a sinking fund of its own 
amounting to over $6,000,000. e 
The earnings of the subsidized portion of the road will be found on page 43 of 
the Commissioner’s report for 1883, in which it after deducting all 
expenses and costs and the interest on the bonds prior in lien to the Govern- 
ment bonds, there was a net earning of $3,171,680.95. Thirty-five per cent. of this 
sum will not meet the interest yearly paid out by the Government for this road, 
namely, $1,671,340.80, but the large sum laid by in its own sinking-fund volun- 
tarily, and its compliance with the requirements of the acts heretofore B 
taking intoconsideration the value of its land grant, amounting to over $26,000,- 
000, lead us to believe that the debt due the Government will be adjusted at ma- 
turity. It pays its stockholders a large dividend, and has continued to doso for 
someyears. We exhibit a table from the Commissioner's report: 


Annual 
Capital stock 
Date. outstanding. ane Amount paid. 
Per cent. 
$54, 275, 500 6 $2,171,020 
59, 275, 500 6 1, 628, 265 
59, 275, 500 6 1, 778, 265 
59, 275, 500 6 1, 778, 265 
59, 275, 500 6 1,778, 265 
59, 275, 500 6 1,778, 265 
50, 275, 500 6 1,778, 265 
59, 275, 500 6 1,778, 265 


The amount of increased requirement under this act is insignificant com- 
pared with the dividends and resources of the company. 
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CLAIMS OF ROADS, 


The accounts between the Government Boson wht tania apa A TIT ORMS 


the 
as section 5260, The companies claim that this act was an attempted modifica- 


tion, without their consent, of what they claim was aa tract made in 
the act of 1864; that by act Congress ly the b to withhold 

and raged one-half the compensation earned upon the ap eke portion 
the by services to the Go s ies Ao igy officers 
having retained all not poy on the bond-aided portion also on the non- 
road owned not the Thur- 


d upon by 

— act since it took effect), they have a right to recover the same back with 

nterest, 
These claims, as stated, are about as follows: 
1, One-half compensation earned on bond-subsidized roads from 
January 1, 1873, to June 30, 1878 .......sessscsess sonsscccsesssesneseesessnees s $1,753, 554 79 

2. Total compensation earned oa non-bond-subsidized roads 

subsidized 


owned, leased, or operated by Sn from 
January 1, 1873, to June 30, 1882... Re ines, 1, 418, 110 84 
8. One-half compensation earned from 
on bond-subs: zed roads not covered by the aut of Muy 7 ism 
or Thurman sinking-fun dosenocesebanse 221,572 01 
TORT cts yorsen shos: duabeveb sont sao: weseesssssseee 3, 398, 207 6A 


This is for mail transportation AR A the data furnished does not run down 

to fo ee, nor has it been practicable to obtain sufficient information to give even 

pete “se roximate a as to the amount of compensation earned bond- 

for services other than mail ee na yu ra n of the several 

pe sem shave om MAR end for the mentioned. It is thought it 

bard equal, if it does not exceed, the amoun mit allowed for mail transporta- 
ion. 

‘These claims, if allowed with interest, will be om anms aag opens ery require large 
deficiency appropriations to pay the same, or in some way 
covered into the sinking fund? 

It has been held by the Court of Claims that the Government could not retain, 
for the Bay! mow poner of paying interest, any portion of the compensation due on the 
non-subsid ed portions of said roads, or on roads controlled, | or 
by the subsidized companies; further, that itcould only retain one] e com- 
pensation for that purpose on the subsidized port: rtions of said roads. This prac- 
poe declares the act of March 3, 1873, i cena and leaves the Government 

pay the claims above set forth, unless ogy deren ere intoa sinking fund. 
tis Court of Claims, 360.) It must be ented maiden that the sinking-fund act 
was not under consideration in the d above. 

We will not argue the right of the (ramon rg at this late day to establish a 
sinking fund for these corporations. Thisright and the constitutionality of the 
act of May 7, 1878, have received the sanction of every branch of ag ee 
ment. Passed by th e Senate, agreed to by the House, signed b; 
and declared ys the Supreme Court, we can safely proceed on t mien oro 
out, If the sinki: Bip nd can be lished, the amount to be paid into it, the 
time when it must be paid, Sarl of what funds belon to the on not 
devoted to prior claims it is to be paid, the manner of its payment, are all fit 
Pepa fant which Congress can ed, its legislative discre- 

ion 

The amount now due on these claims from the Government, and which they 
claim has been unlawfully detained and applied to the payment of interest or 
sinking fund, is, if their pain be true, but part of their funds, not devoted in 
ret Pg to claims having priority over those debts provided for in the sinking 


Congress has clearly as much power to direct that $13,000,000 be paid by these 
companies rauan Í over to the sinking fund as to eons the amount fixed 
by the fourth section of the act of 1878. Having directed at ba paih ithean aright 
to and apply any funds due the co: ms in the han the Govern- 
mare n this payment so o; The ute between the Governmentand 

over claims has stood a long time, and should be settled. so 
eras Gene lave amoran keins the interest accoun aaee ia Da So Dalee 
way than to transfer them to te atuking TON where had power to 
have passed them before, and in doi so, inorder that full justice may be done, 
allow them interest at 3 par oe cent, on all sumsso SORAI As and applied, and upon 
the residue the interest realized upon investments at the vedates 
each sum was collected and paid into thesinking tuna seo other words, put the 
companies as near in statu quo as we can. Of course, claims against the Gov- 
ernment bear no interest, mind the rule Anok 60 bey H. DOLIDO ANAS cam andl 
should be made an tion to that rule. 

This action will te a restatement terest will merous farge Govern- 


In pE Aia to these claims the Central and Union Pacific each have claims 
now pending for settlement for transportation 
about $i, over what has been allowed by the Pi 
about $4,000,000 each. 

mag claim the original contract in the act of 1362 gave them the right "to rea- 
sonable compensation for like service rendered for private parties,” ahd say 
transportation of mails is like express matter, and c The 
psn p Sos until Ranan to pay the same rate as is paid to 
ther rail to are it, and claim on this account, for 
ne 4 a cone about ona wes We cannot deal with this claim, because it is re- 
pudiated by the Government. If they succeed, however, in establishing it be- 
Ore ne oo courts, it can be covered into i the sinking fund by some further action 
° n 

The same Sone DA IE which brought us to the conclusion that the thirteen mill- 
ions can be covered into Lie sinking fund authorizes us to provide that aney 
thing due the bond-subsi ised: sont, elton ther earned themselves or earned by 
others for them, if due ag the Government, can be retained to meet the de- 
mands upas the company and secure a compliance with the sinking fund, and 
wee have th a so. able ore ae 3 

reserve an nothing from other companies except what belo: to 
those for whom the soaking fund is made. Itis merely in the nature of prie 
ae process, or right of equitable set-off, which any court of equity would 
sustain, 

Your committee therefore report the accompanying bill, and recommend its 
passage. 


Mr, Post, from the Committee on Pacific Railroads, submitted the followiug 
as the views of the minority, to ry ong soon bill H. R. 6771: 
“The a ah ae members of the Committee on Pacific Railroads, while be- 
“ing ea esirous with the majority of the committee of enacting such legis- 
yap: Mor best conserve the interests of the Government in providing for 
the ultimate yment of the indebtedness of the railroads to whi hich the the subsid: 
bonds of the United States have been advanced in aid of the construction th aes f 


are yet compelled to disagree with the conclusions of the ority, and believe 
that the provisions of the bill reported (H. R. 6771), ae hile ntetee teat 


reduce the 


beyond that irod by thoat of May 
requ 
status of affairs, as it is xt 


tintin Berm period when some 
definite action must be taken looking toward an adjustment. of the debt, whieh 
must of necessity be based upon an extension of time wherein the debt may be 


We believe it to beof the highest im to devise some method where! 
the b shall be secured ort seer plese caw rd aera 
arane dak aor by wae a a 
ies toge! 


p] 
po! Davis in del Pests the 
nied a ent of the ote d Court in United States vs. Union Pacific Railroad 
States Reports, S. 


C. 79), in 
from 


railroads is related, 

about the inauguration of the enterprise. 

He says: 
“Many of the provisions in the original act of 1862 are outside of the usual 
course of ve action concerning grants to railroads, and can not be prop- 
erly a without reference to the circumstances which existed when it 
was passed. The war of the rebellion was in progress, and owing to complica- 
tions with England the country had become alarmed for the safety of our Pacific 


‘The enterprise was viewed asa national undertaking for a national purpose, 
and end ogean carey yore grow a be than to the particu- 
lar means for securing it. Although the road was a military necessity, there 


were other reasons ve at the time in ee an opinion for its completion 
besides the protection of an exposed fro: ; there was a vast unpeopled terri- 
tory lying between the Missouri and Aarsag e Rivers which was practically 
WORA. without the facilities afforded 7 a railroad for the transportation of 
ms and property. With its construction the agricultural and mineral re- 
sourcesof this territory could be developed, settlements made where settlements 
were possible, and thereby the wealth and power of the United States ly 
increased; there was also the pressing want, in time of peace even, of an 
improved ‘and cheaper method forthe transportation of the mails and of supplies 
for the A and mh rren 
“It was in presence of these facts that Congress undertook to deal with the 
oe this railroad, The difficulties in the way of building it were great, 
by many intell considered insurmountable, 


“The scheme for uiiding Mac epee two thousand miles in length, across 
mountains, over dese: iva a country inhabited by Indians, jealous of 
intrusion upon their VOT regarded at the time as a bold and 


hazardous undertaking. It pepe nE to the purpose that theapprehended difi- 
culties in a great measure disa; after trial, and that the road was con- 
structed at less cost of time than had been Se No 
argument can be drawn from the om that comes after the 
The project for building the road was not conceived for private ends, and the 
revalent opinion was that it could not be worked out by private capital alone. 
twas a nai work, ng in national necessities, and requiring na- 


tional assistan 
“The sc “ines object of the Government was to advance itsown interests, and 
it endeavored to engage individual co-operation asa means to an end—the se- 
pig om Seta which could be used for its ag 
ve given careful co: ion to the methods of securing to the 
Government the enormous debt of the Central and Union Pacific Railroad Com- 
iroads Heport fo iss p ety Ta Ser ‘ln = oa 
for ere will remain 
ea A p e 
yw payments peri 
h Mi paymon of May 7, 1878, com- 


as intended, 
by reason of conditions hesar À — not, and at the time of its passage could 
PSEA REAA sm It was then foreseen that the 6, 5, and 4 per cent. Gov- 
ernment a a hee called in and extended at a lower rate of interest. 


The report Commissioner shows that on June 30, 1883, there remained 
in the United , uninvested, to the credit of the Central Pacific, 
PRAAN andtothatofthe Union Pacific, 532.16, being a total of $1,703,184.29. 
It Agron nvested in borg eee nd for the Central 


Mier devi al ach of 150 and t the act supplemental thereto of 1864 evidently con- 
for the Government would pay the 
pence nra anaa hong ram dy and that 5 per cent. of the net earnings 


ment abundantly secure by extendin 

of ten years over. 
Atthat time the expenditure by the Government for military and other trans- 
portation exceeded the a which would accrue upon the whole sub- 
oo caen the condition of affairs in the 


ne Thurman's act” was an effort to secure the paymeut by an increase of the 
anp aen a of net earnings which the com ies Leer hyn should eke This 
act has proven to be a source of litigation ween the co! the Gov- 
ernment and of difficult enforcement. 
TEk D end roads were first constructed they had a EEO transpor- 
n 


and population the net earnings of the roads have been seriously diminished. 
and future earnings are dependent upon conditions which can not be antici- 
oar a= and which may 7 cause net earnings todisappear. The Northern 
has withdrawn from these lines a proportion of the trade of Ore- 
gon, Washington,and Montana. The Atlantic and Pacific as a central line com- 
petes ep Bag the trade of San Francisco, Central California, and the inter- 
ven terri 
The Southern Pacific a directly for the trade of Southern oem 
and thus is withdrawn to n these three great competing lines a 1 
[Posies of the traffic upon which the earnings of the Central and Union Pitio 
yore re |. Apart from all questions of traffic purposely diverted from 
and non-subsidized roads, the necessary and natural competition 
areren Prea same roads seriously impairs the earnings of both and renders 
the payment of this enormous debt at least doubtful under any system which 
ag ent upon the levying of a percentage of net earnings. 
manifest that under this effective and persistent competition an in- 
crease of the percentage, as proposed by the bill reported by the majority, hore 
compel these roads to increase the rates upon the subs dized portions of the 
roads, and as a consequence reduce the ti on through freights, as it would 
seek other and = routes so quick to take advantage of every embarrass- 
ment which the ri companies would thus encounter, and thereby seriously 
impair the ability of the roads to comply with the requirements of the law, 
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It is equall neparni that if a compliance is had with the terms and provisions 
of the law w y the amount required is paid into the sinking fund by the 
roads, such ase can only be obtained by an increase upon local freight and 
passenger ral 

In our opinion such a possibility can not be viewed without deep concern, for 
it would impose additional burdens upon the people of Kansas, Nebraska, Ne- 
vada, Colorado, and California, as well as upon those residing in the Territories 
through which the lines of road affected by the law are o) A 

The policy of the reduction of rates now being pursued by some of the Pacific 
roads, and the evident tendency on the of Congress to compel a reduction 
of rates on all of the roads, would inevitably have to be abandoned, to the se- 
rious injury of the local patrons. In view of this, it is submitted to the candid 
reason of the House that no scheme should be adopted the effect of which would 
surely be to enforce the payment of the debt at the expense of the people resid- 
in mg these great thoroughfares, 

rmore, experience has demonstrated that any scheme based upon a per- 
centage of the net earnings must necessarily srs e Government at a disad- 
vantage, and lead to endless complication and litigation, for the vi good and 
sufficient reason that the railroad companies are directly interested in reducing 
these earnings to a minimum in their settlements with the Government, 

The Court of Claims and the Secretary of the Treasury, adopting the opinion 
of the First Comptroller (see Report Railroad Commissioner, 1883, p. 244), who 
held that the Government can not lawfully claim any portion of the net earn- 
ings earned upon part of the road not subsidized pat the Government at great 
disadvantage in dealing with the active competit on which the existing roads 
necessarily produce, 

The Union Iùcific system embraces a total of 4,303.5 miles, of which only 1,436 
miles are subsidized. The Central Pacific system embraces a total of 3,041.71 
miles, of which only 863.98 miles are subsidized. 

It thus appears that the Union Pacific leases and operates 2,867.5 miles, and the 
Central Pacific 2,177.73 miles, upon which the Government can not appropriate 
any portion of their net earnin, 

he Union Pacific main line from Omaha to Ogden, 1,024 miles, is all subsi- 
dized. But of the 629 miles of the Kansas Pacific from Kansas City to Denver, 
394 miles only are subsidized, The whole line, 106 miles, from Denver to Chey- 
enne is not subsidized, Neither is the Utah Northern, from Ogden, Utah, to 
Garrison, Mont , 452.54 miles, nor the Oregon Short Line, from Granger, Wyo., 
to Weiser, Idaho, 575.96 miles. The Union Pacific main line is paralleled its en- 
tire distance from en eastward by the Denver and Rio Grande, and the Bur- 
lington and Missouri River Paika operated by the Chicago, Burlington and 
Quincy Railroad yng ey! a The former makes a direct connection at Ogden, 
and competes for all the through business of that line. 

Under these circumstances it is believed that no amount can be levied by co- 
ercive legislation upon the subsidized portions of these roads which will be atall 
adequate to the payment of the debt. 

Es y is this true when we take into consideration the facility with 
which pooling arrangements may be made with competing lines, whereby 
freights can be diverted from the subsidized roads, and thus, by diminishing the 
volume of business of these lessen theamount of net earnings from which 
alone the Goyernment is to realize its payments. 

We have taken into careful consideration the recommendation of the Commis- 
sioner of Railroads (report, 1883, p. 16) that “Congress consider the practicability 
of commuting the present book account indebtedness for securities having the 
same lien and of fixed amount and payable at fixed periods.” 

A bill to effect this pur , the provisions of which are believed to be the 
most practical solution of this question, is herewith reported as a substitute for 
the bill presented by the majority of the committee (H. R. 6771). 

The scope of the bill, briefly stated, is to fixa dey on which the indebtedness 
of the companies respectively to the Government ll be ascertained upon the 
same principle as if the whole debt and interest were to be paid on said day, 
with a proper rebate of interest at the rate of 3 per cent. per annum, and de- 
ducting from such amount all payments made by the companies in money or 
transportation or otherwise, and extending the time at an interest of 3 per cent. 
The period of extension for payment of the last installment of the indebtedness 
is forty-six years beyond the date of maturity of the subsidy bonds, or an aver- 
age extension of the whole debt of twenty-three years. 

In consideration of the extension of time thus granted the companies are re- 

uired to deposit with the Secretary of the Treasury bonds of redemption for 
the amountof the debt as ascertained, in specific sums, one bond to mature every 
six months, and all the earnings of the road by Government transportation upon 
any roads owned, leased, or operated by the company shall be applied to the 
payment of the current maturing bonds of Pyne SET, and no money shall be 
paid bythe Government for transportation or service of any kind over the aided 
or non-aided roads until the bond next maturing shall be fully paid. 

It extends the statutory lien and security now subsisting overall roads owned 
or operated, or hereafter acquired, no matter where situated, by the companies, 
including telegraph lines, franchises, rolling-stock, and property of every kind 
and description, to remain as security for the bonds of redemption until all are 
paid, embracing over 5,000 miles of road not now held as security by the Gov- 
ernment, 

It also requires that the company accepting the provisions of this bill shall 
also accept the provisions of the Thurman act, voluntarily yielding all questions 
of the constitationality of said act. 


The plan further provides that either of said companies may prepay and dis- 
charge the debt in full at any time, and as an inducement for such prepayment 
an al ment of 3 per cent. per annum in interest isallowed, and the companies 


are authorized to mortgage their franchisesand Lo nbd for the purpose of rais- 
ing funds to redeem these bonds of redemption, if they are able and see fit to do 
so. The meen eg fund heretofore established in the Treasury is continued, and 
all money paid in liquidation of the bonds of redemption by the com es will 
be turned into said sinking fund, and the Secretary of the Treasury is author- 
ized and directed to invest such sums in interest-bearing bonds or securities so 
that the Government shall derive the benefit of the accruing interest to aid in 
the payment of the subsidy bonds at maturity. 

The rail and telegraph lines are required at all times to be at the service 
of the Government at rates as low as the lowest accorded to any individual for 
like service. A failure for six months to Rey, cos of the redemption bonds at 

l, renders all of said bonds due and 


n order that the companies shall or apo of the benefits of the proposed plan 
eir corporate seals on or before October E 


The purpose of the extension propo is to bring the semi-annual payments 


mortgage bon 
time, and these presak havin under the act of 1864 priority of lien over the Gov- 


to cover the debt. with interest of the mortgage which has priority over the 


Government, 
In the event of the com es failing to accept the provisions of the plan of 
Sahna the Thurman sinking-fund act ere sh in Aar force and effet as to 
aided un- 


e including the three lines not hitherto embraced there! 
der, with the percentage increased from 25 to 35 cent, IftheThurman sink- 
ing-fund act remains in force by the neglect of the companies to accept the plan 
heretofore described, then the Secretary of the Treasury is given enlarged 
power in the investment of the fund. 

The Attorney-General is required to look to a strict enforcement of this act. 
Believing the plan of adjustment provided for in the bill herewith presented 
to be preferable to that presented by the bore ei G we offer the accompanying 
bill, and recommend its adoption as a substitute for Se a a: rll 
. A. T. 


LEWIS HANBACK, 
ISAAC M, JORDAN. 


A bill to amend an act entitled “An act to nid in the construction of a rail- 
road and tel: ph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to 
secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, and other 
purposes,” approved July 1,1862; also to amend an act approved July 2,1864, 
and also an act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-men- 
tioned act; to provide for a settlement of the claims growing out of the issue 
of bonds to aid in the construction of said railroads, and to secure to the United 
States all indebtedness of the companies therein mentioned. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of 
America in Congress assemb!ed, That the tary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to ascertain the present worth, as of the Ist day 
of October, 1884, of the indebtedness to the United States of the Central Pacific 
Railroad Company, the Western Pacific Railroad Company, the Union Pacific 
Railroad Company, the Kansas Pacific Railroad Company, the Central Branch 
Union Pacifice Railroad Company, and the Sioux City and Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, to which subsidy bonds of the United States were advanced in aid of their 
construction, by adding to the principal of said bonds advanced to each company 
or to the companies of which such company is the successor, all sums which have 
been paid, or which are to be paid, by the United States, as interest thereon, from 
which sum, so ascertained, shall be deducted the true discount, computing the 
same on abasis of 3 per cent. per annum; and he shal! deduct from said total so 
ascertained the amount of money then already in the sinking fund or reim- 
bursed to the United States by services or otherwise by either of said companies 
up to and including the 30th day of September, 1884. 

Src. 2. That the several companies mentioned in the preceding section be,and 
they are hereby, authorized to make, issue, and deliver to the Boats of the 
Treasury, who is hereby authorized and directed to receive the same, their 120 
several bonds of redemption, each bearing date the Ist day of October, A. D. 1884 
to an aggre: amount equal to the balance of said indebtedness so computed 
and ascertained as in section 1 of this act is provided; and each of said bonds 
shall provide for and bear interest at the rate of 3 per cent. per annum for the 
time each bond torun; and each of said bonds shall be for the equal one 
hundred and twentieth part of the balance of such debt and interest so ascer- 
tained. Each ofsaid bonds shall be payable semi-annually, with interest at 3 per 
cent. per annum, in lawful money of the United States, the first thereof on the 
Ist day of April, 1885, the second on the Ist day of October, 1885, and so on on the 
lst days of April and October in each year thereafter until all said bonds shall 
have n fully paid and discharged; and cach of said bonds, respectively, when 

id, shall be t perocoe canceled and surrendered to said companies. Said 
Bonds of redemption shall be received by and on behalf of the United States in 
provisional payment of the bonds so issued by the United States to said compa- 
nies mentioned in section 1 of this act: Prov |, however, That no money shall 
be paid to the said companies, or either of them, from the United States Treasury, 
for or on account of services rendered to the United States, or any Department 
of the Government thereof, over or upon the said railroad and telegraph line so 
aided by the advances of subsidy bonds, or upon any railroad or telegraph line 
owned, leased, or operated by said companies, until the bond next maturing 
shall be fully paid as herein provided ; but the obligation to pay said bonds so to 
be executed to the United States by said companies, and the obligation of the 
United States to ae Seer services, shall be deemed otherwise independent. 

Sec, 3. That the statutory lien and security created and subsisting under and 
by virtue of the act of Congress approved July 1, 1862, and the act of July 2, 1864, 
and the act of May 7, 1878, to secure the payment of said subsidy bonds, and the 
interest thereon, including and together with the whole line of the said com- 
panies, and also any railroads owned by them, wherever the same may be sit- 
uated, and all their telegraph lines, rolling stock, fixtures, and property of 
every kind and description forming a part of the operating property of said com- 

nies, as well as that which said companies, their successors or assigns, may 
ereafter acquire, shall be and remain as security for the payment of the bonds 
of redemption herein authorized until the same are fully paid: Provided, however, 
That either of said companies, or their successors as aforesaid, shall be entitled at 
any time to prepay or anticipate the payment and discharge of said bonds of 
emption so held in the United States Treasury; and to that end it shall be 
lawful for either of said companies, its successors ereen. to make, issue, and 
dispose of, subject to said lien and security of the United States, until the same 
shall be extinguished, its bonds toan of the amount of said bonds of re- 
demption which may remain then ou ing and unpaid, t with the 
amount of the pasty ee hay i bonds of said companies outstanding, to bear such 
rate of interest and to run for such term as may be deemed most expedient, and 
to secure the same by m , upon their railroads, bray bao np Son aa ee 
franchises, and property; and upon such pare of all said bonds to the Un 
States the said statutory lien and security in favor of the United States shall 
thereupon cease and be ofno effect; but the duty of said 7! poy tte obey and 
perform all the requirements of law in all other respects shall continue to exist ; 
and upon any antici, Ferment of said bonds of redemption the Secretary o! 
the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to abate m said bonds inter- 
est on the amount thereof, from and after the date of such payment to the ma- 
turity thereof, at the rate of 3 per cent. per annum. 

Src, 4. That all sums now in the sinking fund established in the Treasury of 
the United States by the provisions of section 3 of the act of May 7, 1878 (includ- 
ing all sums heretofore reimbursed to the United States by services or other- 
wise by said several railroad companies, and to the credit of said companies in 
the United States , uninvested), shall remain in said sinking fund, and 
all sums derived from time to time from the payment of the bonds of redemp- 
tion, either in cash or by services rendered by the said several railroad compa- 
nies, shall be turned into the said sinking fund, and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury js hereby authorized to invest the said sinking fund in the ripen. ry 
bonds of said companies, prior in lien to the Government, or bonds or securities 
of the United States, in his discretion, and said sinking fund shall be held and 
applied as in sections 7 and 8 of said act of May 7, 1878, a $ 

EO, 5. That so long as said companies respectively l keep the said rail-_ 
roads and telegraph lines in proper repair and use, and shall at all times trans- 
mit dispatches over said telegraph lines, and transport mails, troops, munitions 
of war, and suppliesof public stores upon ssid railroads for the Government, or 
any Department thereof, whenever required to do so (at fair and reasonable 
rates of compensation, not to exceed the lowest rates paid by any private party 
for the same kind of service), and shall give the Government ence 
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use of the same for all the pu aforesaid, as mentioned in the sixth section 


of the act of July 1, 1862, and l make punctual payment of the said bonds of 
emption, no other or further sums shali be d on re pa ra aa 
g with this act; and none of the 


pany so ee said service and complyin: 
pronn or liabili 

enforced upon such said companies while such punctual paym 

Rat all such payments, requirements, penalties, and liabilities shall be suspen 
and not deemed to be due, or jo; ot pa yahia owing, , until default of some 
of the provisions hereof shall be made, and have continued for a period of 
three months, in which case they shall, at the option of the United States, stand 
revived and continue in force in the same manner and to the same extent as if 
this act had not been passed. 

Sec. 6. That the acceptance of this act shall be deemed and held to be an ac- 
ceptance of the act approved May 7, 1878, entitled “An act to alter and amend 
an act entitled ‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line 
from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government 
the use of the same for postal, military, and ‘other purposes, penne 6 ate July 1, 
1862,” and also to alter and amend the act of CORO approvi uly 2, 1864, in 
amendment of said first-mentioned act. 

Sec. 7. That a failure e A fag of said redem: n bonds shall 
be deemed, taken, and held to make all said bondsdueand payable, and all 
the rights and securities of the United States ma: a be thereupon oe fe 

Sec. 8. That this act shall take effect, as to of said companies or the suc- 
cessors thereof, upon. its acceptance by its board of directors, and under its cor- 
pora rate seal, signed b; y its president Bs countersigned by its secretary, being 

led or deposited with the Secretary of the Treasury on or before the Ist of 
October, A. D. 1884; but if such acceptance be not so filed on or before that day, 
said company shi shall take no benefit therefrom. 


foregoing Seala eres of this act, there and collected from such 
company or companies so ing, from a after lst day of October, 18%, 
35 per cent. of their annual net earnings, to as provided in sec- 
tion 1 of the act of May 7, 1878, for in said 


1878, in lieu of the 25 per cent, pro 
f May 7 7, 1878, commonly called the “ Thurman sink- 


ereby, extended to os toe Pacific Railroad Company, to the 
Sioux City oe pes ree to the Central Branch of the 
Union c Pan. Company; an eaid act, and all amendments or modifi- 


SRO: 10, "Phat in the mas aor the non-acceptance of the provisions of this act 
by said companies it is further provided that section 3 of said act of May 7, 1878, 
is so amended as to allow th the Beoretany’ of the Treasury to invest the sinking 
funds of said companies in the frst mortage bo mds of said companies, or any 
bonds or securities of the United States discretion; or he may, with the 
assent of the companies, apply the same to the extingui tof the interest 
of the subsidy bonds, the Government to refund the same on demand at any 
time, if at any time it becomes necessary in order to meet any debts or obliga- 
tions of the cet corporations priorin lien to said interest. 

Sec, 11. That it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General to cause the pro- 
visions of this act to be enforced, and he shall take all steps needful to that end, 
and shall ots to the President each year or oftener thereon. 

Sec. 12. That this act shall be deemed and taken to be a public act to all in- 
tents and purposes. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. DIBBLE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for 

ten days, on account of important business. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 

Mr. FREDERICK, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House the na tion papers of citizens 
which were filed as evidence in the contested-election case of Frederick 
ts. Wilson in the Forty-eighth Congress without leaving copies, 

The motion to adjourn was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 
o’clock and 27 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. J. J. ADAMS: Petition for land 
bounties to veterans of the regular Army and Navy of the United States— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Papers in the case of Mrs. Ellen S. Tolman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of Mrs. Martha J. Coston, for the exten- 
sion of Vermont avenue from its present northern terminus to the Sey- 
enth-street road—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
claims petition of John A. Faifax, for relief—to the Committee on War 


Mr. BELMONT: Papers to accompany claim of George Conway— 
to ‘i e same committee. 

By Mr. BENNETT: Papers relating to the claims of Armand D. 
Young, of Wilmington, N. C.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BRADY: Petition of Alfred An of Amelia County, 
Virginia, praying for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Memorial from the state board of health 
of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania—to the Committee on the J udi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Petition and papers of A. W. Hicks, pray- 
ing payment of amount due him, and unpaid, for services—to the Com- 
Sse on Claims. 

Mr, CLEMENTS: Papers relating to the claim of John Hill, 
william } D. Bard, and Robert Batey—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. COLLINS: Petition of all the fish merchants of Boston and 

Gloucester, Mass., for recognition of the heroic services of the officers 
and crews of the British steamer Lord Gough and the German steamer 
Gillert in rescuing the crews of the American ee Ivanhoe 
and Cleopatra—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


ts and equalization of 


By Mr. CROXTON: Petition of John N. Gatewood, of Virginia, pray- 
ing that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of Hiram S. Barton, in regard to 
the readjustment of postmasters’ salaries—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Pa relating to the case of J. B. Hardman—to 
the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of officers of Woman’s Association of Mis- 
souri, protesting action of Senate in sustaining that clause of 
the Edmunds polygamy bill disfranchising the women of Utah—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HERMAN: Petition and o Suo papens of P. C. Davis, for H. R. 
1968—to the Committee on Indian 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of the citizens of Madison, Ind., for the 
erection of a public building in that city—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of Francis W. Haldeman, to accompany 
his claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Papers relating tothe claim of William Dadds— 
to the same committee. 

Also, petitions for the relief of estate of Jacob Grim; of Jacob D. 
Eavey; of Charles W. Hoffman, executor of W. C. Hoffman; and of Eli 
A. Jarboe—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Hamilton Downs; of Mrs. Sallie Carroll; of Owen 
Bissett; and of Herman L. Roulgaten, administrator, asking reference 
to the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of Hannah §. Crane and others, praying 
that the Secretary of the Treasury be authorized bal gue ga of the peti- 
tioners the undivided one-sixth part of the ground and premises situ- 
ated on Commercial street, in San Francisco, Cal., now occupied by the 
United States as a subtreasury—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MULLER: Petition and papers of Ferdinand Fritey, Com- 
pany K, Sixty-eighth Regiment New York Volunteers, for a pension— 

e Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEAL: Papers relating tothe claim ofthe First Baptist church 
in Cha’ Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NORWOOD: Memorial of the committee appointed by the 
harbor improvement convention held at Savannah, Ga.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. O° HARA: Resolution of sundry citizens of Edgecombe County, 
North Carolina, asking the passage of an educational bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Education. 

By Mr. PETERS: Affidavit of D. A. Gilbert, in support of H. R. 794 
for the relief of D. McArthur—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition for the relief of Lewis F. Selz, late 
postmaster at Greeneville, Tenn.—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. T. B. REED: Petition of A. M. Smith and others, citizens of 
Maine, for the suspension of the importation of mackerel during cer- 
tain periods—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. RIGGS: Papers relating to H. R. 3891, for the relief of Michael 
Piggott—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, letters in support of bill No. 3283, for the relief of Ida B. Lithi- 
cam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition of Eliza W. Riley, widow of Lar- 
kin M. Riley, late first lieutenant Company G, Third Regiment Illinois 
Volunteers—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Papers relating to the claim of Bath County, 
Kentucky—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WAIT: Memorial of W. G. Rathburn and 81 others, citizens 
of serie: earnestly protesting against any legislation looking to 
the creation of a joint commission for negotiating a new treaty with 
Canada on the subject of fisheries—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, relating to the claim of Francis A. Robeson—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Saint Paul, Minn., in favor of Captain Eads’s Tehuantepec ship- 
railroad—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of certain drafted men of Pendleton County, 
Kentucky, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also,’petition of certain citizens of Jefferson County, Kentucky, for 
relief—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Isaac L. Hyatt, for relief—to the same committee. 


SENATE. 


THURSDAY, January 21, 1886. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance 
with section 248 of the Revised Statutes, reports from customs and law 
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officers concerning an amendment of the laws regulating protests, ap- 
peals, and suits against the exaction of money as duties by collectors of 
customs; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of members of the 
Savannah (Georgia) Cotton Exchange, praying for the repeal of the pres- 
ent laws relating to silver coinage; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the petition of the American Peace 
Society, praying for the passage of a bill to promote peace among na- 
tions and for the establishment of a tribunal for international arbitra- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of 32 officers and soldiers of the Union 
Army, representing the regular service and the volunteer service in 
thirteen States, praying for the establishment of national homes for in- 
digent maimed ex-confederate soldiers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of J. H. Miller and several hundred 
other citizens of Missouri, praying for the free coinage of silver; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of Thomas Button, of Mis- 
souri, in behalf of the ex-Union soldiers of that State, praying for cer- 
tain legislation in their interest; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr, FRYE presented the petition of Benjamin F. Virgin, late a pri- 
vate in Company B, Ninth Maine Volunteers, praying that the 
of desertion be remoyed from his military record; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 702) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the 
United States steamer Tallapoosa, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon, 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Library, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 261) to provide for the distribution of the Statutes of the 
United States and the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD to designated incorpo- 
rated bodies, institutions, and associations within the several States and 
Territories, reported a bill (S. 1176) to provide for the distribution of 
public documents among the depositaries of public documents; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian irs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1055) to amend section 2148 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States in relation to trespassers on Indian lands, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the joint resolution (S. R. 10) to amend the statute in relation to the 
immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes, ap- 
proved June 10, 1880, so that the provisions of the same shall be ex- 
tended to the port of Key West, Fla., and the provisions of the seventh 
section of the statute be extended to the port of Tampa, Fla., 
it withont amendment. 


REPORT ON INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. MANDERSON. There was referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing a resolution introduced by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] 
providing that there be printed 5,000 additional copies of the report of 
the Senate Select Committee on Interstate Commerce. The 5,000 copies 
proposed to be printed are in addition to the 1,900 copies, the usual 
number, heretofore ordered by the Senate. This report will make two 
volumes. I have here the printed matter. It is a very proper supple- 
ment to the exceedingly valuable report of Senator Windom ata former 
Congress. The Committee on Printing have thought it advisable to 
report in favor of the printing of this work, and to amend the resolution 
so as to provide that 15,000 copies shall be printed; 5,000 for the use of 
the Senate and 10,000 for the use of the House of Representatives. We 
have made an investigation as to the cost of printing the work, and find 
that it will cost $992.65 a thousand, the cost of printing the 15,000 
copies, two volumes each, being $14,889. We report back the resolu- 
tion and favor its adoption. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Nebraska ask 
for the immediate consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments reported by the 
Committee on Printing will be stated. 

TheCuier CLERK. In the second line, strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert 
‘‘fifteen;’’ in the last line, insert “5,000” and add ‘‘and 10,000 for the 
use of the House of Representatives;’’ so as to read: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 15,000 addi- 
tional copies of the report of the Senate Select Committee on Interstate Com- 


merce, together with the testimony, be printed; 5,000 for the use of the Senate and 
10,000 for the use of the House of Representatives. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CHACE introduced a bill (S. 1177) for the relief of James Cal- 
pin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1178) to amend title 60, chapter 3, of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 1179) for the relief of Benjamin 
B. Landis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs, 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1180) for the reliefof Alexander Mose- 
ley, executor of William D. Moseley; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1181) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Margaret E. Pierce; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (8. 1182) making an appropriation 
for the erection of a light-house on Castle Hill, Newport, R. I.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1183) making an appropriation for the 
erection of a light-house on Gull Rocks, Newport Harbor, R. I.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (8.1184) granting a pension to Jane D. Mum- 
ford; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1185) to regulate the pay of clerks to 
commandants of navy-yards; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Nayal 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1186) making an a) i fora light- 
house on Gould Island, Narragansett Bay, Rhode ; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. INGALLS. Lintroducea bill which I ask may be twice read and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. I introduce 
the bill by request, not having examined it and knowing nothing about 
its provisions. 

The bill (S. 1187) to amend an act incorporating the proprietors of 

t Hill Cemetery, approved June 13, 1860, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 1188) toexempt the property of the 
Young Men’s Christian Association of Washington, D. O., from taxation; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr, SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1189) for the relief of Bessie S. 
Gilmore; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
Papers, referred to the Committee on Finance. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 1190) granting increase of pension to 
Benjamin Fisher; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
com ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1191) granting a pension to Theresa 
Schleyer; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 1192) granting a pension to Alfred 
Denny; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. VAN WYCK introduced a bill (S. 1193) to declare forfeited cer- 
tain lands in the State of Michigan granted to aid in the construction 
of railroads and to enforce the same by judicial proceedings; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1194) to prevent demonetizing American 
coin by certain persons in the United States; which was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] in 
his speech yesterday said that no parties in the Senate or outside were 
seeking to demonetize silver. Even now and for some time there has 
been a determination or conspiracy on the partof capital todemonetize 
silver and violate the laws and Constitution, 

Some years ago national banks in New York made an attempt tode- 
monetize by ostracising silver, butas they were the immediate creatures 
of the law they shrewdly calculated the hazard of that venture. Now 
the wedge is to be entered in a differentshape. Capital is arraying it- 
self against the laws, the almost universal sentiment and prosperity of 
the people—a bold, deliberate strike done with malice aforethought 
against the interest of the masses, the interest of labor. $ 

Severe penalties are denounced against those who debase our coin, 
Why should not adequate punishment be provided for those who are 
seeking not only its debasement but its complete overthrow ? 

Capital, by its extravagant and illegal demands, is arousing the storm 
it professes to dread, and when it succeeds, as surely it will, in forcing 
a stern and active protest, it will then appeal for protection to the Gov- 
ernment whose laws it has set at defiance. 

I desired to say so much in advance in order to call the attention of 
the Finance Committee to the matter. I ask that the bill lie on the 
table so that I may call it up in a few days and makesome suggestions 
in regard to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table. 
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Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1195) to provide for 
the final settlement of the accounts of the United States with the Mis- 
rot and Tennessee Railroad Company; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. HARRIS. I presume the bill, from the nature ofits provisions, 
should be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LOGAN. I ask the Senator from Tennessee if the bill refers to 
the military operation of the railroad? 

Mr. HARRIS. It does. 

Mr. LOGAN. I think then it ought to go to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. I will say to the Senator that such bills heretofore as 
the one in reference to the Georgia Railroad have been referred to the 
Military Committee. I presume this bill is of the same character, 
though I do not know. 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes; the matter to be investigated is the sale of roll- 
ing-stock to the railroad company, relating to the military operations to 
which the Senator refers. If the Committee on Military Affairs has 
taken jurisdiction of that subject heretofore, I suppose that would be 
the proper reference of this bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire if that is the bill which has 
been before the Committee on Claims once and reported upon by that 
committee ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Ithink the particular bill I have introduced in re- 
spect to the adjustment of the accounts of this railroad company has 
never been before any committee. The same general subject has been 
before the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR. IftheSenator will pardon me, there is one railroad—I 
do not now remember which it was, but the Senator’s colleague will 
know, I am quite sure—where some point of this kind came up—— 

Mr, JACKSON. Iwill state to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
it was the Mobile and Ohio Railroad. 

Mr, HOA. We were asked to make an allowance to a particular 
railroad, and we were satisfied that if we made the allowance prayed 
for it would go not to the old stockholders who had really sustained the 
loss at the time, it being in the nature of a bounty from the Government, 
but to the present stockholders, who had bought the stock without ex- 
poring any such grant from the Government, and that the persons who 

suffered the loss would not be the persons who would receive the 
indemnity. I do not know whether this is that road or not. 

Mr. HARRIS. No; thisis a different road. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I have nothing further to say. 

Mr. HARRIS, I will state the precise question involved in the bill. 
This railroad company in purchasing the rolling-stock at the time it 
did gave personal security, and the sureties compelled the railroad com- 
pany to pay the contract price. In respect to quite a large number of 
similar corporations, making exactly the same character of purchase 
and at the same valuation, from time to time Congress has given relief, 
has abated a proportion, a percentage of the contract price of the rolling- 
stock, it being admitted on all hands that it was exorbitant. This 
bill proposes to investigate the settlement made with this railroad com- 
pany. Iam indifferent as to whether the bill goes to the Committee 
on Military Affairs or the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. LOGAN. The only reason why I made the suggestion was be- 
cause the claims of the Georgia Railroad and other railroads (I do not 
know whether they were precisely the same as this or not, but cer- 
tainly they came under the same rule) have been referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs and reported therefrom, and I took it for granted 
that it was proper this bill should go there unless there was some rea- 
son why it should go to some other committee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I know of no reason, except as a matter of memory. 
I distinctly remembered that the Committee on while I was a 
member of it, had had at least one such bill before it; but if the gen- 
eral rule has been to send such bills to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, let that reference be made. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have no desire about it, except that bills of like 
character have been before the Military Committee and re upon 
prior to this time. The settlement with the Georgia I re- 
member very well was before the Military Committee for some time, 
and was finally reported upon. 

Mr. HARRIS. I yield to the ion of the Senator from Illi- 
nois, and will ask the reference of the bill to the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That reference will be made if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. SEWELL. I suggest to the Senator from Illinois and also to 
the Senator from Tennessee that this question has been before the Rail- 
road Committee for the past two It has been peop. bac 
investigated there; they are quite familiar with the subject, andI 
a reference to that committee would be much better than a reference 
to the Military Committee, where it would be a new subject. 

Mr. LOGAN. I beg the Senator’s pardon as to its being a new sub- 
ject, because the subject has been considered by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr.SEWELL. I mean as to bringing it up now for the first time 
in the last two years. Certainly it has not been there for four years. 


Mr. LOGAN. All the settlements made with railroads operated 
under the military branch of the Government have been referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs heretofore, and with the Georgia Railroad 
and others very important settlements were made through that commit- 
tee. There may be some reason why this bill should be referred to some 
other committee; but, as I understand, the Committee on Railroads is 
a committee for a different p from an examination into the mili- 
tary operations of railroads as to what should be paid to them or whether 
anything should be paid. It seems tome that the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs is the proper committee, though I am not tenacious. about it. 

Mr. SEWELL. It is quite immaterial tome. I made the sugges- 
tion because I was somewhat familiar with the subject. 

Mr, LOGAN. I know nothing except that where matters of this kind 
have been referred to a committee, unless the committee has shown an 
incapacity to examine them, it has been the rule that they should go 
to the same committee, unless there was some reason to the contrary. 
It looks after a committee has examined a question when it is proposed 
that a bill of a similar kind shall be referred to another committee that 
there should be some reason for it. Now if there is no reason, as the 
Senator says there is not, it seems to me it ought to go to the Military 
Committee. 

Mr. SEWELL. I do not wish to raise the question of the capacity 
of different committees to deal with subjects of this kind. I merely 
made the statement that this subject-matter had been investigated by 
the Committee on Railroads for the past two Congresses. There is cer- 
tainly no objection to the bill going to the Military Committee if, as the 
Senator from Illinois says, that committee settled these questions orig- 
inally after the war. So I withdraw the suggestion I made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Before the reference is made I desire to state what 
I think is about the exact history of this transaction. In the Forty- 
third Congress a bill was passed, and I think it was reported from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, making an allowance to one railroad. 
Then in the Forty-fourth Congress a bill was introduced and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and for some time, during one or 
two Congresses at least, all such bills were referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. Then in a subsequent Congress they were referred 
to the Committee on Claims, the very same kind of bills, and recently 
the Georgia Railroad bill and some others have been taken to the Com- 
mittee on Railroads. That is the exact status of this class of claims, 
for I have been watching them very closely. I suppose any one of the 
three committees would have jurisdiction so far as that is concerned, as 
they have all three exercised that jurisdiction. I never could see how 
such bills could very well go to the Committee on Railroads, but either 
of the other two committees would be proper. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs if there be no objection. There being none, 
that reference will be made. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Ores, introduced a bill (S. 1196) to amend 
section 3019 of the Revised Statutes relating to drawback on duties on 
imported material when manufactured and exported; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York (by request), introduced a bill (S. 1197) 
for the relief of William H. Young; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 1198) to disapprove chapter 49 of the 
acts of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, en- 
titled “‘An act to prevent the introduction of diseased cattle into the 
Territory of New Mexico,’’ approved March 19, 1884; which was read 
twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories if there be no objection. 

Mr. COKE. I suggest that it go to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro t . That reference will be made. 

Mr. HARRISON subsequently said: I rise to call attention to the 
reference that was made a moment ago of the bill, as I understood the 
title to prohibit the spread of contagious diseases among cattle in the 
Territory of New Mexico. I think the reference was made to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That reference was first made, but 
at the request of the Senator who introduced the bill it was referred to 


the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. HARRISON, I think the reference would be more appropriately 
made to the committee which has charge of the general legislation on 
the subject of the introduction and spread of contagious diseases. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At the request of the Senator from 
Texas the bill was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 1199) for the relief of 
Silas F. Feild, one of the sureties on the bond of John G. Halliburton, 
deceased, late marshal of the United States in and for the eastern dis- 
trict of Arkansas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 33) to provide for 
printing the annual reports of the Smithsonian Institution and of the 
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National Museum; which was read the first time by its title and the 
second time at length, and referred to the Committee on Printing, as 
follows: 


Resolced by the Senate, &c., That hereafter there be printed of the annual re- 
ports of the Smithsonian Institution and of the National Museum, in two octavo 
volumes, annually, 16,000 extra copies; of which 3,000 copies shall be for the use 
of the Senate, 6,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 7,000 for the 
use of the Smithsonian Institution. 


ADMISSION OF DAKOTA. 

Mr. BUTLER. I offer an amendment to the bill (S. 967) to provide 
for the admission of the State of Dakota into the Union, and for the or- 
ganization of the Territory of Lincoln. Iintended to prepare a minority 
report dissenting from the report of the majority ef the Committee on 
Territories; but instead of that I offer this amendment as a substitute 
for the bill now pending from the Committee on Territories, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator wish to offer it as 
a substitute or as a new bill? 
Mr. BUTLER. I will offer it as a substitute, and will state that it 


is substantially the bill that was passed by the Senate at the last Con- 
gress. In all essential particulars it is the same bill, applying to the 
whole Territory instead of to a part of it, with some minor changes. 

Mr. HARRISON. I understand the amendment the Senator pro- 
poses constitutes an enabling act for the whole Territory. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then it is very unlike the bill reported at the 
last Congress. 

Mr. BUTLER. I say, with that exception it is the same bill. I 
stated, when I presented it, that with that exception it was the bill 
which passed the Senate at the last Congress. Let the amendment lie 
on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by the Senator from South Carolina will lie on the table and be 

rinted. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. McPHERSON, it was 

Ordered, That the papers on the files relative to the case of Capt. Andrew 
W. Johnson, United States Navy, be taken therefrom and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Nayal Affairs, 

On motion of Mr. DOLPH, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Thomas Guineau (Senate bill 814, first 
fession Forty-cighth Congress) be withdrawn from the files and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Eugene Wells be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


VENEZUELAN AWARDS. 


Mr.SEWELL. Iofferaresolution and move its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. I am notsufficiently conversant with the 
subject to ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to furnish the 
Senate, if not incompatible with the public service, with copies of correspond- 
ence between the of State and holdersof Venezuelan certificates of 
award, or their attorneys, since March 4, 1885, in to the awards of the 
Caracas commission, or to the distribution of the amount now standing to their 
credit in the De; ent of State, or to alleged pro; of the Venezuelan 
minister in Washington, or other representatives of the Venezuelan Govern- 
ment, to buy up the said certificates pending n ons for a review of the 
said awards, or any of them, under a new convention between the United States 
nnd Venezuela. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


ARKANSAS HOT SPRINGS. 


Mr. BERRY submitted the following concurrent resolution; which 
was read: 


Whereas the leases heretofore made of the bath-house and hot-water privileges 
upon the Tesee vas Soe of Government lands at Hot Springs, Ark., have expired 
by limitation wW; 

 ebereas the Attorney-General of the United States has given an opinion that 
such leases may be renewed by the Secretary of the Interior without additional 


ba ryan 
the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives con- 


it resolved by 
curring), That in the opinion of Congress such leases of bath-house and hot- 


water privileges should not be renewed by the Secretary of the Interior until 
proper legislation is had with reference thereto. 
Mr. BERRY. Iask that the resolution lie on the table, and be printed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the table 
and be printed if there be no objection. 


CLAIMS UNDER FRENCH AND SPANISH TREATIES, 


Mr. HOAR. I offer the following resolution and ask for its present 
adoption: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to furnish the Sen- 
ate with a statement showing the character and amount of each of the claims 
paid under the treaties with France of April 30, 1803, and of July 4, 1831, and un- 
mee the treaty with Spain of February 22, 1819, together with the names of the 
ciaiman 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I wish to inquire of the Senator if that will not 
entail a very large amount of labor upon the Secretary of the Treasury? 


Mr. HOAR. I do not understand that it will involve a very large 
amount of labor. It merely covers claims under the treaties named. 
They were all collected and a report made on each of them at one time. 
I understand it will not require very considerable labor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. If I may be permitted to state one fact further, I will 
say that this will save an immense labor to the Treasury Department 
and to citizens in regard to the matter of French spoliation claims. <A 
great many persons who have had an idea that their ancestors lost 
money in those claims will find that the loss was under these special 
causes, which were paid for under the treaties enumerated. I have 
no doubt it will save a great deal of labor in dealing with individual 
inguiries. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

COMPILATION OF SENATE ELECTION CASES. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following concurrent resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of ony EN concurring) 
That there be printed and bound for the use of the two Houses 2,500 additional 
copies of the Compilation of Senate Election Cases, 1789-1885, 


ARMY BUILDING IN NEW YORK. 


A message from the Honse, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, announced that 
the Honse had passed the bill (S. 671) making an appropriation for the 
purchase of the old Produce Exchange building and the site bounded by 
Whitehall, Pearl, Moore, and Water streets, New York city, for Army 
porposes, with amendments; in whichit requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

Mr. LOGAN. Task that the amendments made by the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill just received be read, if there is no objection. I 
think the Senate will concur immediately in the amendments without a 
reference to a committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the Sen- 
ate the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 671) 
making an appropriation for the purchase of the old Produce Exchange 
building, and the site bounded by Whitehall, Pearl, Moore, and Water 
streets, New York city, for Army purposes. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the amendments be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments of the House of 
Representatives will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 1, strike out the word “‘ four” before 
“hundred” and insert the word ‘‘two;’’ and in line 5, after the word 
“and,” where it first occurs, insert the words ‘‘two hundred thousand 
dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary ;’’ so as to read: 


That the sum of $250,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and 
hereby is, appropriated for the purchase of the old Produce Exchange build- 
ing and site, bounded by Whitehall, Pearl, Moore, and Water streets, New York 
city, for Army pi and $200,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
for the alteration and remodeling of the building, so as to make it suitable in all 
respects for Government use, said appropriation to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of War. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none. The question is on con- 
curring in the amendments made by the House of Representatives, 

The amendments were concurred in. 


ALLOWANCE OF PENSION CLAIMS, 


Mr. HARRISON. Before the Calendar is taken up I desire to ask 
unanimons consent that we may take up and dispose of Order of Busi- 
ness No. 14 on the Calendar, being the resolution relative to certain 
statements made in the last annual report of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions. I proposed a substitute, which I presume is agreeable to those 
who offered amendments to the original resolution, and it will not 
occupy any time. 

Mr. VOORHEES, I do not hear the Senator. 

Mr. HARRISON. I will say to my colleague that I desire to call up 
the resolution in reference to certain statements in the report of the 
Commissioner of Pensions and have it acted upon at this time if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Would the Senator care if it went over until 
Monday? 

Mr. HARRISON. No, I would not. I have been intending several 
times to call it up, but I have waited until there was a convenient time 
in the order of business and until I found my colleague present at such 
time. If he requests it the resolution may go over until Monday. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes, I will be obliged to my colleague. 


SIOUX RESERVATION IN DAKOTA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next business in order is the 
Calendar under Rule VIII. ‘he first case on the Calendar will be an- 
nounced. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 52) to divide a portion of the reservation of the 
Sioux Nation of Indians, in Dakota, into separate reservations, and to 
secure the relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
HARRISON] has proposed amendments which will be read. 
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Mr. HARRISON. Before those amendments are presented there are 
one or two other verbal amendments which I desire to propose. In 
section 12, line 24, the additional proviso reads: 

Provided further, That the law of descent and partition in force in the Terri- 
tory of Dakota or in the State of Nebraska, as the lands may be situated, shall 
apply thereto after patents therefor have been executed and delivered. 

I move to amend by inserting after the word ‘‘the,’’ in line 24, the 
words ‘‘State or,’’? and after the word ‘‘Territory”’ to strike out the 
words ‘‘of Dakota or in the State of Nebraska, as,” and to insert the 
word ‘‘where;’’ so as to read— 

That the law of descent and partition in force in the State or Territory where 
the lands may be situated shall apply thereto after patents therefor have been 
executed and delivered. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. In thenext section — 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator allow me to modify an amendment 
which has been already adopted? When the bill was before the Senate 
the last time an amendment was adopted to section 16, at the close of 
the section. It is the amendment in reference to certain railroads. It 
is not printed in the present bill. The amendment which was adopted 
reads as follows: 

But the Chicago, Milwaukeeand Saint Paul Railway Company and the Dakota 
Central Railroad Company shall respectively have tbe right to purchase of the 
United States at the sum of $2.50 per acre, prior to any white person and to any 
corporation or association, the fee title to the two separate sections of jand em- 
braced in said agreement: Provided, The said railway companies shall have 
made the payment and performed the conditions to be by them under said 
agreement performed: And provided further, That said right of purchase shall be 
exercised within six months after the passage of this act. 

It turns ont, on examining that agreement, that there was a small 
tract of land purchased by each of these railway companies under the 
agreement, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, on the 
other side of the river. Therefore I propose to modify that amend- 
ment, with the consent of the Senate, by inserting after the word 
‘“ agreement,” and before the word ‘‘provided,’’ what I send to the 
Chair. That carries out the sale in reference to these small tracts on 
the other side of the river. 

The ESE, pro tempore. The proposed modification will be 
reported, 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the eleventh line of the amendment, after 
the word ‘‘ agreement *’—— 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Secretary please advise us what section 
and what page? 

Mr. DAWES. It is not in the print of the bill. It was an amend- 
ment offered and adopted when the bill was before the Senate on a 
former occasion. That amendment was defective in not reaching these 
two small tracts of land, and the amendment which I propose is to ap- 
plyit, justas it was adopted, to these two tracts of land. One is 75 acres 
and the other is 188 acres, and it applies precisely the same provision, 
that the railway companies may have the fee-simple after they have 
paid the United States $2.50 an acre in addition to what they paid the 
Indians under the arrangement made with the Secretary of the Inte- 


rior. 

Mr. HARRISON. After the amendment is reported I desire to say 
a word about it aoe. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the word “‘agreement,’’ in the eleventh 
line of the amendment, it is proposed to insert: 


And also the former bapa ram Me the 188 acres and the latter company to the 
75 ae on the east side of the Missouri River likewise embraced in said agree- 
men 


So as to read: 


The modification of the amendment 


t to purchase of 
rior to any white and to 


ver like- 


Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, it seems to me that this provision 
should only grant to these railroad companies so much as isnecessary or 
convenient for railroad uses. The grounds here were procured from 
the Indiansat a time when this territory was a reservation, and of course 
it was then necessary, as there were to be shops, that ground should be 
taken out of the reservation for the residences of those who might live 
there. It was appropriate then that the company should secure these 
two grants. Now that the whole territory is thrown open to public 
settlement, I suggest to the chairman whether in his opinion this ex- 
tended provision is necessary. If so, I will not make any objection. 

Mr. DAWES. The two tracts of land covered by this modification of 
the amendment are in the case of one railroad 75 acres on the other 
side of the river, and in the case of the other over 100 acres. These 
were purchased of the Indians under an agreement entered into under 
the direction and with the approval of the of the Interior. 
They agreed to pay the Indians $5 an acre for this land and have paid 
it to the Interior Department, and it has been distributed among the 
Indians. They havean idea, whether sound ornot, that when this bill 
passes they will not have the fee to the land, that they will only have 


the title which the Indians had, which they claim was only a pos- 
sessory title. Now they are willing to pay in addition to what they 
have paid the Indians two and a half dollars an acre for whatever in- 
terest the United States may have in that land when this bill passes. 
It seems to me to be very fair, and the Indian does not suffer, because 
the Indian will not have an-opportunity to settle on this land, and he 
ought not to have the general 50 cents an acre, which is provided as to 
the other lands, because he has already received $5 an acre forit. Sol 
think the Indian is well taken care of, and if the title of the railroad 
companies is in any possible way short of a fee they are entitled to the 
fee, especially when they are willing to pay the additional price. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the modification 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have an amendment to present to section 1. 
I move at the end of that section to add: 

Provided, That the said tract of land in the State of Nebraska shall be reserved 
by executive order only so long as it may be needed for the use and protection 
of the Indians receiving rations and annuities at the Pine Ridge agency. 

I will explain in a very few words what the object of the amendment 
is. This large body of land known as the Sioux reservation, consisting 
of about 35,000 square miles of territory in Dakota, adjoins Nebraska 
on its northern boundary. Some years ago, by executive order, witha 
view of benefiting the condition perhaps of the Sioux Nation by pre- 
venting the establishment of liquor saloons upon this land, there was 
a strip of land 5 miles in width and 10 miles long taken from the 
State of Nebraska and added to this Sioux reservation. This bill pro- 
poses that the President of the United States shall execute to these In- 
dians a tribal patent for all the lands described in the bill. I do not 
understand that it is the intention of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
that this tribal patent shall apply to this 10-mile strip of land in the 
State of Nebraska. We do not object, of course, to its being retained 
for the purposes for which it was originally established by executive 
order, although the conditions have very greatly c by reason 
of the stringent liquor legislation in the State of Nebraska. It is al- 
most impossible that there should be any liquor saloons established 
in this territory; but I ask that this amendment may be adopted, so 
that it may not be included in the tribal patent to the Sioux Nation. 
I understand the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs not to 
object to this amendment, but really to desire it. 

Mr. DAWES. The amendment ought to be adopted, for this strip 10 
miles long and 5 miles wide taken out of Nebraska is no part of the 
Sioux reservation. It is only a temporary arrangement for the protec- 
tion of the Pine Ridge agency, and therefore should not be included in 
this operation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. LI also propose an amendment which meets the 
approval of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and is simply to carry out 
the provisions of the treaty with the Santee Sioux Indians. In section 
7, line 9, after the word ‘‘thereto,’’ I move to insert: 

In accordance with the provisions of article 6 of the t 
1868, and the agreement with said Santee Sioux approved 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I offer an amendment to section 13, commenc- 
ing at line 9. After the word “‘ provided, ’’ in that line, I move to in- 
sert: 


concluded April 29, 
ebruary 28, 1877. 


But if any such Indian shall fail to reside upon and improve such allotment 
for the of one year from the ratification of this act, the land so allotted to 
him shal! revert to the United States, and shall be subject to entry in all respects 
in conformity with the provisions of this act. 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] suggests the advisability of 
making ‘‘one year” ‘‘two years.” I will so change the amendment, 
and make the time two years instead of one year. f 

The PRESIDENT. pro tempore. The amendment will be so modi- 
fied. ` 

Mr. MANDERSON. It seems to me this is an important amend- 
ment to this section. Itis true that, following the language where I 
propose to insert it, section 13 provides: 

Any Indian REAR a within six months after this act shall take effect, this 
allotment, shall be entitled to such compensation for any improvements by him 
made upon said land as shall seem to the Secretary of the Interior just fair, 

But it seems to me there should be a limit of time within which the 
Indians may avail themselves of the provisions of section 13. This is 
the provision: 

That any Indian receiving and entitled to rations and annuities at either of the 
agencies mentioned in thisact at the time the same shall take effect, but residing 
upon any portion of said great reservation not included in either of the sepa- 
rate reservations herein established, may, at his option, have the allotment to 
which he would be otherwise entitled on one of said separate reservations npon 
the land where such Indian may then reside, such allotment in all other respects 
to conform to the allotments hereinbefore provided. 

It certainly seems to me there should be a reasonable limit to the 
time within which the Indian may select that land, and if he does not 
do so within—— 

Mr. DAWES. What is the effect of the next line? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think that simply entitles him, if he does not 
see fit to select an allotment, to claim compensation within six months; 
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but I do not see that there is any limit of time within which he is 
bound to make his allotment. 

Mr. ALLISON. This provision applies where the Indians now have 
allotments on the lands that will be open to settlement, and the eee 
of the Senator from Nebraska is to require that these Indians shall im- 
prove that allotment within two years or else take their allotments 
elsewhere. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes, sir; and then it will be open as other land. 

Mr. ALLISON. It would then come under the general provisions 
of this bill? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest, instead of that, after the words ‘‘ may at 
his option,’’ in line 5, to say that within a certain time after the 

of this act the party shall have the allotment on the other Jand. 
Then he will be obliged to do just what he would on the lands of the 
reservation. Will that meet the view of the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not know but that it will; and I do not 
know that I grasp just the idea, or where he intends to insert the lan- 
guage proposed. 

Mr. DAWES. The idea of the bill is to separate these Indians as far 
as possible in their allotments from each other all over this territory. 
It is provided in the bill and it is provided in the treaty that they may 
take up their allotments on separate reservations, but if an Indian de- 
sires, instead of going upon these reservations, to go upon any of the 
lands that are opened by this act, the bill provides that he may have 
that option. I think it is right that he should make that election 
within a reasonable time, and I donot see that thatisinthe bill. There- 
fore the Senator’s idea, if I understand what he is at, is just what ought 
to be in the bill. I suggest that the Indian may have this option for 
six months or a year after the bill shall take effect asalaw. He may 
at his option have the allotment to which he would be otherwise en- 
titled on one of the separate reservations, or have that allotment upon 
the land where the Indian may then reside. That is, if he is resident 
upon the lands which fall within the part opened to the public he may 
have for a given time, say six months—I think that is enough—after 
this act takes effect, his option to remain there or to take his allotment 
upon the reservation. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will the Senator from Massachusetts state 
where he proposes to introduce the words of limitation that he sug- 
gests? I think we are both aiming to reach the same result. 

Mr. DAWES. In the fifth line of section 13, on page 13, I will move, 
if the Senator will allow me, an amendment, so as to read: 

May at his option within one year from the time this act shall take effect—— 


Mr. MANDERSON. “Have the allotment,” and so on. 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I withdraw my amendment. I think that 
reaches the matter. 

Mr. ALLISON. DoI understand the effect of the amendment now 

proposed to be that any Indian may within one year, or within the time 
Bxed, take an allotment of land upon that portion of the reservation 
which is now to be surrendered to the Government ? 

Mr. DAWES. Any Indian residing on it, any Indian who is already 
living there. 

Mr. ALLISON. That, itseems to me, ought to be done, and I think 
that the provision of the Senator from Nebraska should also be inserted. 
Suppose an Indian now residing upon the part of the reservation to be 
surrendered shall choose to continue to reside there for the time being, 
but does not make any improvements? 

Mr. DAWES. The further provision of the bill is that he may de- 
cline, within six months after the act takes effect, this allotment. Per- 
haps the two ought to coincide. If one is a year the other should bea 
year, or if one is six months the other should be six months, 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr.DAWES. That is the purpose of it. Ithink the twoshould be 
the same. Therefore, if this amendment is adopted, I will not interfere 
with the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Then you will make “six months,” in line 10, 
“one year?” 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir. Therefore, after the word ‘‘option,”’ in line 
5 of section 13, with the consent of the Senator from Nebraska, I offer 
the following amendment: 

Within one year from the time this act shall take effect. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwEs]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. Does that accomplish the object of the Senator from 
Nebraska? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Only in . My own idea is that there not 
only should beselection or allotment, but that the Indian should go upon 
the land as a settler for the purpose of improving it, and if he does not 
do something in n of improvement—— 

Mr. DAWES. If he is residing there alone he is just like any white 
man residing alone on land. 


Mr. MANDERSON, If I understand the object of this legislation, 
it is to teach him habits of industry as an agriculturist. 

Mr. DAWES. In line 10 of section 13 I move to strike out ‘‘ six 

monha and insert ‘‘one year,” to correspond with the previous amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment will be considered 
as agreed toif there be noobjection. The question is still on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. 

Mr. HARRISON. In this immediate connection I desire to call at- 
tention to what seems to me to be a defect in the bill. In line 9 of 
section 13 and following are these words: 

Any Indian declining, within six months— 

Or, as it has now been amended, ‘‘one year’’— 
after this act shall take effect, this ERAPR shall be entitled to such compen- 


pas- | sation for any improvements by him made upon said land as shall seem to the 


Secretary of the Interior just and fair. 

I call the attention of the chairman of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs to the fact that there is no provision in the bill as to who shall pay 
that compensation. An Indianhas madesomeimprovements upon lands 
not included in any of the reservations established by this bill, and 
he declines to take his allotment there and goes upon the reservations 
under the bill; the bill declares that he shall be compensated for his 
improvements, but it does not say who shall pay him that compensa- 
tion. The of the Interior is to determine what is just and 
fair, but it would evidently be improper for the Government to pay it, 
for it will get no benefit from the improvements. It ought to be paid 
by the settler who under the provisions of this bill shall take up the 
allotment which the Indian has abandoned. As it is now heissimply 
left in the air without any person to look to for compensation for his 
yi Mens I call the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts 
to 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator is correct that the bill makes no pro- 
vision for paying that expense unless it be in the twenty-first section, 
and I hardly think the twenty-first section is broad enough for that 
purpose. Therefore it would be a fair subject for the Committee on 
Appropriations whenever there should be any such claim made, unless 
the Senate thinks it would be wise to insert it here. 

Mr. HARRISON. I suggest to the Senator that this is not a matter 
of public appropriation at all. Suppose an Indian has a house on his 
land; he abandons his allotment and a homesteader comes in and takes 
it under the provisions of this bill; he gets the land for 50 cents an acre 
without any regard to the improvements upon it; and why should the 
Government pay the Indian for his improvements which the settler 
has the benefit of? If they are paid for, it ought to be by the person 
who gets the benefit of them, in addition to the 50 cents an acre. 

Mr. DAWES. Ifanybody except the United States should pay for 
it, the improvements, it should be the settler whotakesthe lot. If the 
Senator’s experience in those matters will lead him to suggestan amend- 
ment that will cover that case I should be very glad to have it. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ihavehastily writtenone. Afterthe word “‘ fair,” 
in line 13, I propose to insert: 

To be paid by the poem who shall afterward take up such land under the 


provisions of this act. 

Mr. ALLISON. Looking at this provision Iam doubtful of its pro- 
priety either with or without the amendment suggested by the Senator 
from Indiana. I do not know what sr uiing these Sioux people have 
made within the last few years in houses and opening up 
farms on the Sioux reservation; but I ihoia, think a very small sum 
at this time would pay all the damagesthat would result to any Indian 
because of his refusal to accept the provisions of this particular clause. 
But I think we open here a way by which some ten or fifteen years 
from now there will be found a good many of these people who have 
maintained large improvements there. It seems to me that if an In- 
dian under the treaty of 1868 has ted himself from his tribe and 
wishes to open up a farm and build a house and have the accompani- 
ments of civilization, he ought to be permitted, if he so desires, to re- 
side upon the particular tract that he has taken; and if he does not 
choose to so reside he should share the fate of the provisions of law now 
in existence. I do not think we ought in advance to make provision 
suggesting that there shall be compensation made for improvements. 
So I would prefer, without knowing much about it, that this whole 
provision should be struck out. 

Mr. DAWES. Ithink there is a good deal in what the Senator from 
Towa says about this. It must, in the nature of the case, be a very lit- 
tle amount that an Indian can have done in the way of improvement 
up to this time, but he has his choice under the bill to take the land 
with the improvements or to leave the land and locate himself without 
the improvements. Unless the other members of the committee disa- 
gree with me, I shall move to strike out the provision. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If the Senator will yield tome a moment I de- 
sire to suggest to him a further consideration. There are perhaps on 
the land occupied by the Pine Ridge agency about nine hundred houses 
built by the Indians, and some eight hundred and fifty I understand at 
the Rosebudagency. These houses, asa rule, are builtof logs, are rough 
in character, but the material is all furnished by the Government of the 
United States free of cost to the Indian. He is not only allowed to cut 
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timber, but the team with which he hauls it and the tools with which 
he shall dress it into shape are all furnished by the Government. 
he comes to build his house he is furnished with doors, windows, sash, 
hardware, and everything that goes into the construction of the house, 
so that really his improvements have cost him nothing. So far as other 
improvements are concerned, in a visit that I made during the last sum- 
mer to the Pine Ridge and Rosebud agencies, while I found that the In- 
dians had constructed these houses, as a rule they were li in their 
tepees outside of them, and apparently the construction of the house 
was ratherfor the of obtaining the chattel material that was do- 
nated with it than for the purpose of livinginit; andalthough they were 
furnished by a liberal government through the agent with the material 
for farming, the yoke of oxen, the of horses, the plow, the hay-rake, 
and so forth, all free of cost, yet I do not think I saw on any one farm 
more than 15 acres under cultivation for any purpose. I do not think 
they are a success as farmers or that their improvements will ever be of 
any t value. 

Mr. DAWES. I will not enter into a discussion with the Senator 
from Nebraska upon the actual condition of these Indians. The Sen- 
ator will find great gratification, I think, as well as all of us, in com- 
paring their actual condition, whatever it may be, with their condi- 
tion ten years ago; but I think that the Senator—— 

Mr. TELLER rose. 

a PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
yield? 

Mr. DAWES. I will first make this motion. I think the 
tion of the Senator from Iowa is a wise one, and therefore I move to 
strike out the clause commencing with the word ‘‘any,’’ on the ninth 
oo saa ending with the word ‘‘fair,’’ on the thirteenth line of sec- 

on 13. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “ provided,’’ in line 9 of section 
13, it is proposed to strike out down to and including the word ‘‘fair,’’ 
in line 13, as follows: 

Any Indian declining within one year after this actshall take effect this allot- 
ment shall be entitled to such compensation for any improvements by him made 
upon said land as shall seem to the Secretary of the Interior just and fair, 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, if I understood the Senator from Ne- 
braska correctly he stated that these Sioux buildings had been sub- 
stantially built by the Government, because the Government had fur- 
nished all the materials. That may be true as to some, but I find in 
the report of 1883 of the Secretary of the Interior—and I do not think 
there is a mistake in it—that there were 2,519 houses built on the Sioux 
reservation by the Sioux Indians, who substantially furnished all the 
materials, unless if may have been the windows and the doors. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If the Senator from Colorado will pardon an 
interruption, my statement was that about nine hundred houses had 
been built upon the land occupied by the Pine Ridge , and about 
eight hundred and fifty upon the land occupied by the bud agency. 
There may be outside of that in this vast extent of land known as the 
Sioux reservation many hundred other houses. The statement with ref- 
ference to the manner in which these houses are built the Senator and 
myself will substantially agree about. The Indian does the work of 
building the house, I ss i fa the material that goes into its construc- 
tion, the team with which he hauls the lumber from the cafion to the 
place where he is to build his house, are furnished to him by the Gov- 
erment and are paid for by the Government. 

Mr. TELLER. I think very likely that the statement made is cor- 
rect in the main, but in 1883 it became necessary to determine what 
ite due from the Government of the United States to the confederated 

ux. 

As I was about to say, we located these Sioux on this great reserva- 
tion in 1868. The Sioux Nation formerly occupied pretty nearly all 
the northwest country, including Colorado, Nebraska, Dakota, Wyo- 
ming, and Montana to someextent. Welocated them on an area about 
as large as the State of Indiana. We entered into a contract with these 
Indians that if they did certain things the Government would do cer- 
tain other things. We first made an agreement with them; we then 
ratified that agreement by statute; and one of the things that we 
agreed to do was that whenever an Indian should go out and locate 
upon a piece of land the Government would build him a house. That 
is in the contract. We agreed further, that whenever he did that the 
Government would furnish him a good American cow and a good yoke 
of oxen. Two thousand five hundred and nineteen of these Indians 
complied on their part with that statute. They built their houses. 
Whether they built them with the aid of the Government or whether 
they built them alone the houses were built. The Government avoided 
expense except in a very small sum, and the estimate made by the In- 
terior Department was that the Government owed to each of these Indian 
families not less than $500 to pay them for building the house as they 
were required by the treaty. Not asingle cow has ever been furnished 
these Sioux, not a single yoke of oxen, inaccordance with that treaty, 
that I am aware of. 

A Senator near me asks why not? That is a question very much 
easier asked than answered. Every Secretary of the Interior and every 
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Commissioner of Indian Affairs since that bill passed has besought this 


When | body and the other for the appropriation of sufficient money to carry 


out in good faith the treaty of 1868. 

I have no doubt it is exactly true, as the Senator from Nebraskasays, 
that they have not more than 15 acres as the farm that they 
have cultivated. Ionly wonder myselfthat they have any. I wonder 
that these Indians in that country have even an acre, when the Gov- 
ernment has so studiously and continuously declined to fulfill its part 
of the contract. 

We are about to make another contract with them. We are about 
to buy the rest of their land, amounting, as I understand, to some ten 
or eleven million acres, for which we are to pay them 50 cents an acre. 
Mr. President, it is not at all necessary to the welfare of these Indians 
that we should pay them a dollar. Ifthe Government will carryout 
the contract that it has made with them in good faith these Indians will 
be the richest community in this country. They will have cattle and 
they will have farms and they will have houses, and they will have 
their support for a good many years yet. Under the treaty we agreed, 
among other things, that for every thirty school children we would es- 
tablish a school—an exceedingly foolish contract, I will admit. We 
have not furnished one school for thirty children. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis the duty of the Chair to advise 
the Senator that the Senate is operating under the five-minute rule. 
The Senator has already exceeded that time. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iask unanimous consent that the Senator be 
ee 

Mr. R. Ihave no disposition to infringe the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem If there is no objection the rule 
will be waived. It is the duty of the Chair to remind Senators of the 
expiration of their time. 

Mr. TELLER. Iwas notaware we were considering anything under 
the five-minute rule. I have no desire to detain the Senate beyond a 
few moments on this question. 

We made a contract with these Indians, as I was saying, to establish 
a school for every thirty children, a thing utterly impracticable and use- 
less; and yet the contract was solemnly made, and the Government ac- 
cording to all rules ought at least, if they do not carry out the contract 
in its letter, it out in its spirit. Making a fair estimate, in 1884 
we owed the confederated bands of Sioux a million and a‘half of money 
that we had failed to appropriate as we ought to have appropriated under 
that provision of the treaty of 1868. Ido not remember how much more 
we owe them by the other provisions, but it is a very large amount. I 
can turn to it ina moment. The estimate made in 1883 of what was 
due these Indians by a failure on the part of the Government to keep 
the contract, after deducting all appropriations that had been made for 
schools and all p that were included in the contract, is something 
over $2,229,000. Add to that the million and a half, and there is some- 
thing over three anda half million dollars due these Indians under the 
treaty of 1868, if we attempt to enforce the contract as we made it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to 
ask a question? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There are perhaps twenty thousand of these 
Sioux. Does the Senator from Colorado think it would be advisable in 
the interest of the advancement of the Indians that the Government 
should pay to this nation of Indians the three or four million dollars 
that he says we owe them by reason of failure to fulfill the contract, 
and continue indefinitely to support them in the idleness in which they 
now live? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not think it would be wise for the Government 
to pay all this money under the terms and according to the provisions of 
the treaty; but what I was coming at was that the Government should 
enforce all the provisions of this agreement and keep them honestly, 
or the Government should have the courage to say ‘‘ we will deal with 
these Indians as we deal with our own people, legislate for them and 
not treat with them.” 

The last section but one of this bill provides that when this bill shall 
have passed both Houses of Congress and have received the sanction of 
the Executive, then it shall, before effect, have the sanction also 
of the Sioux Nation. If we were keeping implicitly and in good faith 
our contracts, there would be some propriety in keeping that provision 
in the bill, because it is provided in the treaty of 1868 that no further 
treaties or arrangements or agreements, or whatever you choose to call 
them, should be made with this tribe, except upon the sanction of 
three-fourths of the adult males of the tribe. 

Now, why single out that particular portion of the contract and in- 
sist that these Indians shall have the veto power on the legislative 
body of the United States, when we are so palpably acting in violation 
of the more advantageous provisions to them, as they think, of the 
treaty of 1868? I would not carry out the contract by establishing a 
school for every thirty children, but I would carry out so much of the 
contract as requires us to furnish to each Indian family that had gone out 
on a farm a cow and a yoke of oxen, for that is to their advantage and 
tends to their civilization; and I would take the money that they are 
entitled to under the school clause and put sufficient educational facili- 
ties in their hands and within their right. 
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I have no objection to this bill except the one that I have mentioned. 
I think it violates the principle of proper legislation. In 1870 it was 
declared by a provision now in the Revised Statutes that no further 
treaties should be made with Indians, that they should no longer be 
recognized as a treaty-making power. It was evidently the purpose of 
the Legislature at that time to deal with them directly, as I say now 
they ought to be dealt with. Ido not pretend to say that we ought 
not to give them 50 cents an acre, but I do:say that it is no very great 
kindness to pile up money in the Treasury of the United States to be 
paid out to these Indians year after year to keep them paupers. The 
legislation of this country with reference to the Indian should be with 
a view to making him self-supporting, and not for the purpose of pro- 
viding for the generation to come in idleness, and in consequence thereof 
in vice. 

It is absolutely impossible to elevate the Indian race or any other 
race till in the sweat of their brow they are taught to earn their bread. 
No nation in the history of the world ever came up from savagery to 
civilization except it was by manual labor, and no nation ever will. 
You may give them $10 an acre if you choose for their lands, and pay 
them the interest annually, and the more you pay them the worse they 
are off, if you pay them in the way payments are now being made. 
One million seven hundred thousand dollars was spent last year for the 
support of the Sioux in the way of food and clothing alone! It is not 
in the interest of Indian civilization that this thing should be con- 
tinued. 

I have only called attention to this that I might enter my protest, as 
I did years ago in this body when formerly a member of it, against the 
attempt to treat these people as independent powers. The sooner you 
bring them within the provisions of American law and compel them to 
obey the law and give them the protection of the law and legislate here 
for them as you legislate for the rest of the people of the United States, the 
sooner you will putthe Indian on the high road to civilization, and you 
never will do it with appropriations and gifts and schools and every- 
thing else until you do recognize his right to legislation as we legislate 
for all others. 

The Indians are our wards. Who ever heard of a guardian ora 
trustee consulting his ward? Suppose when a guardian goes into court 
and presents his account it should appear that he had made an im- 
proper use of the money,and the court should call him to account, would 
he say, ‘‘My ward wanted me to expend it thus and thus??? He would 
be turned out of court. These people occupy the relation of wards to 
the nation, and it is our duty to legislate for them; and if we think 
they are wise we may consult them; if we think they are unwise, it is 
our duty to legislate against their will, for the Indian must be, if he 
is to be preserved, compelled to enter civilization whether he will or 
whether he'wills it not. i 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, much that the Senator from Colorado 
has said I commend, and much that he has done heretofore in the ad- 
ministration of the Indian Department has my commendation. So far 
as I am concerned, I desire to give him full credit for much that has 
been done in the past for the advancement of the Indian. I desire now 
simply to say a few words in reference to his criticisms of this bill. 

The Senator says that he does not see why we are required in this bill 
to conform to our treaty obligations with these Indians when we have 
confessedly failed to fulfill many other requirements in this treaty just 
as solemn. We have bound ourselves to furnish these Indians with 
oxen, with schools, and with school-houses, but we have never done it. 
He says, as an inference from that and as a justification, ‘‘ why shall we 
conform to other stipulations in this agreement?” We bound ourselves 
when we bought certain lands of these Indians and told them that if 
they would surrender their titles to these lands we would give them 
this land. In consideration of that release on their part of their title 
to the lands we bound ourselves in these words: 

No treaty for the cession of any portion or part of the reservation herein de- 
scribed, which may be held in common, shall be of any validity or force as against 
the said I ndians, unless executed and signed by at least three-fourths of all the 
adult male Indians occupying or interested in the same. 

They parted with theirown title to other lands, and took these lands 
under this stipulation in the title-deed. Their deed is the treaty. The 
Senator says he does not see why we should keep this obligation when 
we have not kept other obligations. He says that the Indians are our 
wards, and why should we ask the consent or opinion of our wards 
when we are disposing of their estate. Did he ever hear of a trustee 
coming into court and undertaking to defend himself for a violation of 
the law which governed his trust by setting up that in very many other 
things he had violated that law? I never did; the Senator may have; 
and I never heard of a court that would tolerate such a plea as that. 

It is quite true that in very many other things, as the Senator says, 
in our dealings with these very wards since 1868 our delinquincies, if 
measured by dollars and cents, would amount to between three and four 
million dollars.. Now, when we would make a feeble attempt here to 
conform to the treaty, when we propose to take from these Indians and 
open up to the public for settlement 11,000,000 acres of as fine land as 
there is in the great West, which if they were individually authorized 
to sell for themselves they could sell all the way from $3 to $10 an acre, 
when we propose to take that, we simply say to these Indians we will 


not take this land away from you for the public good except in conform- 
ity with the title-deed by which you hold it. 

The Senator says we ought to rise above all our obligations, our con- 
tract, our treaty, and assert our legislative power above and beyond them 
all and dispose of this property justas if it wasourown. Sir, that may 
be wise; it may be just; but it can not be based upon the fact that we 
have been doing that all along, that we have succeeded with impunity 
for many years in violating the obligations of our treaty to these indi- 
viduals. Itmust be found somewhere else, and it must be founded upon 
some other notion of right and wrong than that which the Senator sug- 
gested. And therefore the Senator says that in 1870 we declared we 
would not make any more treaties with them, and the Senator has sought 
to draw the inference that because we passed the law that we would 
make no more treaties with them in 1870 therefore we were not bound 
by the treaties we had made. But the very statute which we passed 
saying we would make no more treaties with them contained a clause 
which I commend to all those who havean idea that because we are to 
make no more treaties with them therefore we are not bound by the 
treaties we have made, for while the statute says: 


No Indian nation or tribe within the Territory of the United States shall be 
acknowledged or recognized as an independent nation, tribe, or power with 
whom the United States may contract by treaty— 


It adds— 
but no obligation of any treaty lawfully madeand ratified with any such Indian 
nation or tribe prior to March 3, 1871, shall be hereby invalidated or impaired, 

That was an honest declaration that we would keep all the contracts 
and obligations we had made up to that time, but instead of making 
contracts with them in the form of a treaty hereafter we would make a 
contract with them which should for its validity require the action of 
both Houses of Congress, and thatis this. This is an agreement which 
is to be ratified by both Houses of Congress, but when we ask these In- 
dians to part with these 10,00,000 acres of land in conformity with the 
treaty we say that this act shall not take effect until the Indians have 
signified their acceptance of it in conformity with the provisions of their 
treaty. That is the lastsection of the bill. Thatis keeping faith with 
them according to their treaty. It is providing what in the judgment 
of both Houses of Congress is for their best interest. It is making a 
proposition in advance to them, and it is asking them to accept it in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of their treaty. As is suggested by the 
Senator from Alabama [ Mr. MorGAn ], itis the ordinary method of two 
parties having made a contract, getting together and modifying that 
contract according to existing circumstances and exigencies. 

I know that the Senator from Colorado in his argument emphasized 
the delinquency of this Government in its failure heretofore to fulfill 
the stipulations of this treaty, which no one would think it would be 
wise to make now, but they are stipulations of a treaty, and are as bind- 
ing upon the United States as any contract the United States is capable 
of making. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, whatI meant to say and what I wanted 
to emphasize was that we should have a policy either to maintain in- 
flexibly our treaty obligations or to abandon them. In my judgment, 
we made so many treaties impossible of execution, impossible of being 
carried out without detriment both to the Government and to the In- 
dian, that the wise policy is the one I have suggested. The Revised 
Statutes provide—I think the section the Senator alluded to is not the 
one in foree—‘‘No Indian nation or tribe within the territory of the 
United States shall be acknowledged or recognized as an independent 
nation, tribe, or power with whom the United States may contract by 
treaty; but no obligation of any treaty lawfully made,” &c., shall be 
repudiated by the act. That was passed in 1871, and it was then in- 
tended to be a departure from the old system and the adoption of a new 
one and the one that I have suggested. 

I say that we ought to do one thing or the other; we either ought to 
maintain the treaty obligations or we ought manfully to say that it is 
not well to maintain them, and we will legislate; and when we do leg- 
islate and when we are responsible and when the Indian has not been 
consulted, we shall legislate with a great deal more care and with a 
great deal more safety to the Indian than we have legislated for the 
last fifty years. 

In 1880 I had the honor of protesting on this floor against the pas- 
sage of a bill that received the almost unanimous support of this body. 
I protested against it as being inimical and injurious to the supposed 
beneficiaries of the bill, and to-day there is under that bill a tribe of 
Indians in Southern Colorado with a reservation 15 miles long and 110 
miles wide. It would not be possible for an Indian to pass over from 
one end of the reservation to the other in a straight line; I presume it 
would take him three weeks, and at most seasons of the year it would be 
absolutely impossible for Indians or white men tə pass over it at all. 
And yet the Indians were put there because the Indians wanted to go 
there, because they were incompetent to determine for themselves where 
they ought to go. Isaid then that the Government of the United States 
should put them where they ought to go, and not where the Indians 
thought they ought to go. There has been trouble ever since down 
there. Within the last few months several Indians have been killed 
in Colorado because of the conflict that arises on account of a reserva- 
tion so narrow as that. The Indians’ stock can not be kept on it, and 
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the white men’s stock can not be kept off, and it is a continual source 
of friction. I have a letter, received this mo: , stating that there 
was danger that these Indians would be whenever they got 
off the reservation. They have goneoff and killed cattle, and they have 
irritated and a settlers on both sides of the line, both in New 
Mexico and in Colorado, and their safety will demand that the Uni- 
ted States Government remove them from that place whether they will 
go ay or not, These same Indians were sent, contrary to their 
will, onto the reservation, and then when they concluded it was a good 
enough place as long as the Government paid them their annuities, they 
thought they would stay, and then we said because they wanted to 
stay, ‘‘ We will not take them off.” 

I do not advocate the violation of any treaty as long as we profess to 
abide by the treaties; but what I have contended for ever since I have 
been a member of this body is that it is the cue of the Government 
not to treat these people as powers, not to treat them as righ does 
but to treat them, if not as citizens, at least as entitled to the protec- 
tion of the General Government; and I say now, after an experience of 
twenty-five years on the frontier, with an experience with the Indians 
that I do not think is second to that of anybody, with a knowledge of 
the Indians from coming in contact with them, that the legislation for 
twenty-five years, if devised by their enemies, could not have accom- 
plished their ruin much more certainly than it has in all parts of the 
country with which I have been familiar; and if the legislation was 
brought home to us, and we and we alone were responsible, you could 
not pass through this body bills to put the Indians on arid land where 
they would starve to death, and where a white man would starve to 
death, simply because the Indian said he was willing to go or he wanted 
to 


go. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, in the chair). 
The question is on the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Dawes]. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I do not concur in the amendment 
poopeee by the Senator from Massachusetts. It will be noticed that 

1e reserves to the Indian, the bill after the amendment will still re- 
serve to the Indian, who is himself a settler and having an improved 
farm, some improved lands and possibly a house upon that part of the 
reservation which is thrown open to settlement, the option to leave that 
and go upon the reservation constituted by this bill. If he has the op- 
tion to do that, if we offer him another allotment on the reservation, 
then we ought to make some provision by which if he elect to take that 
allotment he can have compensation for that which he leaves. It will 
be a matter of negotiation. He can get it now. It leaves him at the 
mercy of the person who may want a homesteader’s claim. He may go to 
him and say by way of stimulating his choice, ‘‘ If you will give pp this 
place that you now live upon and go onto the reservation I will give 
youa pony for what you have got here.’ So it leaves the Indian open 
to this sort of inducements from the settlers to make this option which 
we reserve to him in the bill. That being the case, it seems to me that 
the matter of the compensation which he is to have ought to be under 
some supervision, because, even after the Senator has stricken out the 
words to which his amendment refers, there is still the opportunity that 
the white man may buy him out of his claim without any supervision 
as to the negotiations. 

I think, therefore, it would be better to let the words stand and to 
incorporate the amendment I peers, so that the homesteader who 
takes his land, if there are valuable improvements upon it, should be 
under the su m of the Interior Department as to what those are 
worth when he takes them if the Indian decides to go. 

I think further that there should be an amendment just above, in 
section 7, providing that the election of the Indian should be in some 
way recorded, so that if an Indian happens to-day to be gone from his 
settlement some settler may not assume that he has elected to leave it 
and move in upon it. I would, therefore, propose, in line 5, after the 
word ‘‘option,’’ to insert: 
$ By recording his election with the proper agent at the agency to which he be- 

ongs. 
ae ne the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts will not be 
opted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr, PLUMB. Is that the amendment to strike out ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis. 

A division being called for, the ayes were 3. 

Mr. DAWES. I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent the amend- 
ment may be withdrawn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator has a right to withdraw it, as it has 
not been amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. HARRISON. I believe an amendment of mineis pending; I think 
it is at the desk. It is to insert after the word ‘‘fair’’ the words: 

To be paid by the person who shall afterwards take up such lands under the 
provisions of this act, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. 


Mr. PLUMB. That is just as indefinite, I think, as the provision is 
now. By what tribunal is it to be settled? What trib is to settle 
the time and manner of payment? For instance, suppose the Indian 
does not take the allotment to which he is entitled, and some one goes 
on then and settles upon the land,remains there four or five years accord- 
ing to this bill, pays the money to the Government, and then demands,’ 
as he has a right to do under the law, his patent? Is the Secretary of 
the Interior to say to this man, “‘ You shall not have your patent until you 
have paid this money?” Andto whom shall he pay it? It seems to 
me that the original proposition of the Senator from Massachusetts 
ought to have been adopted. We ought to strike out that entire pro- 
vision unless we are prepared to go into a very elaborate system of ex- 
ecution. I know that in the case of the Kaw Indians in Kansas that 
provision was attempted to be made for their benefit, and the appraisal 
which was made of improvements cost more than the value of the im- 
provements. In all these cases my judgment is that it will cost the 
Government as much to make the appraisement and see that the money 
gets into proper hands as it will be worth after it gets there. 

In addition to that, as a general thing, as has been said here very well, 
the improvements are usually of the most SLY Seay, t will 
be very hard, except in the case of some person who is vip rng in- 
clined to the Indians, to fix any value on them at all. ey may be 
made, therefore, the subject of a very trifling valuation or of a very ex- 
aggerated valuation, and it seems to me that it is a subject which we 
ought not to enter upon at all. I believe I will renew the motion the 
Senator from Taste, exert made, if that is in order, to strike out, 

Mr. HARRISON. It can hardly he in order now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. An amendment is now pending, the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana. ‘The question is on- that 
amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 
aan PLUMB. I move an amendment to come in after the word 

fp? 

Mr. HARRISON. If the Senator from Kansas will allow me, this 
seems to be seesawing back and forth. It is very clear that if my 
amendment is not source this whole thing ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will move to strike out the provision. 

Mr. HARRISON. I will withdraw any point of order if the Senator 
from Kansas moves to strike out. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think itis very clear that ought to be done. We 
shall simply getinto amaze of detail of administration, which will not 
only be expensive, but without practical result to anybody. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 13, line 13, after the word “ fair, ” it 
is proposed to insert: 

Whenever it shall come to the knowledge of the President thatany land allot- 
ted under the provisions of this act shall have been abandoned for more than two 
years, he may, in his discretion, by proclamation declare said land so abandoned 
open to homestead settlement under the provisions of this act, 

Mr. PLUMB. I shall move, first, to strike out, and then I move to 
insert what has been read. I move to strike out all between the word 
“any” and the word “‘ fair. ’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 13, after the word “ provided,’’ in 
line 9, itis pi tostrike out down to and including the word ** fair,’? 
in line 13, as follows: 

Any Indian declining, within one year after this act shall take effect, this al- 


lotment, shall be entitled to such compensation for any py spsttrea-vong by him 
Arpan upon said land as shall seem to the Secretary of the Interior just and 
r. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 20’clock having arrived, 
it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate its unfinished busi- 
ness, being the bill (S. 9) to fix the day for the meeting of the electors 
of President and Vice-President, and to provide for and regulate the 
counting of the votes for President and Vice-President and the de- 
cision of questions arising thereon. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask that the regular order may be laid aside in- 
formally. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio [Mr, SHER- 
MAN] is entitled to the floor on the regular order. 

Mr. DAWES. I rose simply to state that after I had moved to strike 
out this clause the suggestions of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HAR- 
RISON] were of such a character as led me to doubt the propriety of 
it. Still it is so small a matter that it is easier for the bill to get 
through by striking it out. I am satisfied that the provision shall be 
stricken out and the hardship of it I think will be very small, and 
therefore, on the whole, I shall adhere to the amendment now moved 
by the Senator from Kansas to strike it out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam advised by several Senators around me that 
this bill will take an hour, or two or three hours more. Ifso, I think 
we had better go on with the regular order; but if the Senator from 
Massachusetts can get through with this bill in half an hour I have no 
objection to its being concluded. 

Mr. DAWES. I had the expectation that it would be disposed of in 
half an hour. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator on my right [Mr. HARRISON] tells 
me he has some amendments to offer. 


Mr. HARRISON. They may not take time. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Let me suggest this course: There are two or 
three amendments here that are entirely local in their character and 
we can get those out of the road ina few minutes. I think the debate 
will be caused by the amendment of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
HARRISON]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

Mr. HARRISON. Is there a pending amendmen 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fine Senator from Kansas (Mr. PLUME] 
has submitted an amendment. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask that it be stated again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent the regular 
order will be laid aside for the purpose of proceeding with the bill un- 
der consideration at 2 o’clock. The amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas is to strike out in section 13, line 9, beginning with the word 
“any,” all down to and including the word ‘‘fair,’’ in line 13. 

The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the next 
amendment, proposed by the Senator from Kansas, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the word ‘‘ provided,’ in line 9 of section 
13, it is proposed to insert: 

Whenever it shall come to the knowledge of the President that any land al- 
eee peg ela gabon reer ee pp 
Moned Gaon to e pira settlement Arp the provisions of this act. 

Mr. HARRISON. DoT understand the Senator from Kansas to mean 
that that shall apply to lands allotted within these reservations? 

Mr. PLUMB. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think that would be a surprise to the Senator 
from Massachusetts. These lands are set apart in a reservation. 

Mr. PLUMB. Oh, no; not on the allotments within the limits of 
the reservations that are to be patented all together. 

Mr. HARRISON. But the language used by the Senator is broad 
enough, because it refers to all the lands alloted under the provisions 
of thisact, which also includes allotments on the reservations that are 
provided for by this act. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ido not think that follows, because the provis- 
ion is this: 

se +f 
sca tankudioa tn either af the piane namke A opine phe 
option, have the allotment to which he would be otherwise entitled, &c. 

Mr. HARRISON. Thatis true; but that limitation is not extended 
to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. Perhaps that should be limited to the allotment pro- 
vided for in this section. 

Mr. HARRISON. That would do. 

Mr. PLUMB. I was not observing the fact that there was provision 
for allotments on the reservations. I will modify the amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Pending the modification of the amendment 
I wish to ask the action of the Senate upon another amendment that 
is agreed to by the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
There are two islands in front of the towns of Chamberlin and Pierre, 
in Dakota, that by this bill are donated to the two towns respectively 
for park purposes. In the Niobrara River there is a small island known 
as the Niobrara Island, in immediate front of the town of Niobrara. 
Niobrara is a thriving town, the equal of either Chamberlin or Pierre, 
not only in its present munici importance, but in its ions 
for the future; and I ask that amendments be introduced in sec- 
tion 20 and be aeted upon pending the change of the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas—— 

Mr. PLUMB. I have already changed my amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON. All right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas has been modified. It will be read as modified. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the word ‘‘provided,” in line 9 of section 
13, it is proposed to insert: 

Whenever it shall come to the knowledge of the President that an: 
lotted under the provisions of this section shall have been abandon: 


than two years, he may in his discretion by proclamation declare said 
abandoned open to homestead settlement under the provisions of this act. 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. now offer an amendment for the purpose of 
reaching the case of Niobrara Island that I have described. There are 
two amendments reaching the same subject-matter. On page 18, sec- 
tion 20, line 2, after the words ‘‘Farm a7? I move to insert “and 
Niobrara Island.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I now move to strike out the word “‘and”’ be- 
fore ‘‘Farm Island,” so as to make the phrase grammatical. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That change will be made by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The next amendment I have to offer reaching 
the same idea is, at the end of section 20, to insert : 


Niobrara Island, an island in the Niobrara River, near Niobrara, and now a 
of the Sionx reservation, is ereby donated to the said city of Niobrara: 
rovided, further, That the said city of Niobrara shall formally accept the same 


reservation 
my; at his 


land al- 
ews more 
so 


of this act, upon the express condition that 
and ased for all time entirely an a publie park, and 


subject to modification the 
United States; and upon the fai failure of any of said conditions 
shall revert to the United 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. I want to recall the attention of the Senate to 
section 13. I call the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts to 
the amendment I afew moments ago. This section provides 
for an option to be exercised by the Indian, by which he abandons his 
reservation in that part thrown open to settlement and takes an allot- 
ment upon the reservation established by the bill. There ought to be 
some way of recording it. 

Mr. DAWES. I will agree to the amendment. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then I propose, after the word ‘‘option,” in line 
5 of section 13, if no other amendment comes in there, the insertion of 
these words: 

By recording his election with the proper agent at the agency to which he 


belongs. 

Mr. PLUMB. I suggest that that ought to be amended somewhat. 
The location ought to be platted as well as recorded, and a copy of that 
should be sent to the office of the Interior Department. It is to bea 
muniment of title practically, and that ought to be deposited first or 
last in the Department from which all title is derived. I move toamend 
the amendment by inserting the word ‘‘ platted,’ so as to read: 

Platted and recorded, anda copy of which shall also be filed in the Interior 
Department. 

Mr. HARRISON. The trouble is that the Senator imposes upon the 
Indian the duty of platting his land. 

Mr. PLUMB. No; the Secretary of the Interior will make some 
arrangement about that, I su The Indian can plat it just as 
well as he can record it. I think, on the whole, he can do that a great 
deal better. 

Mr. HARRISON. The recording is simply signing a proper paper 
in the office of the agent. The platting certainly involves some survey. 

Mr. PLUMB. Itisall surveyed. The section and quarter-section 
on which he is situated would have to be noted. 

Mr. HARRISON. Would it not be better to add at the end: 

And a plat of such abandoned location shall be made and forwarded to the 
Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. PLUMB. This is not in regard to the abandoned allotments, as 
I understand it, but in regard to those that are to be occupied. It is 
for the purpose of giving definiteness and certainty, as I suppose, to the 
metes and bounds of the occupation. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Kansas I think is mistaken as 
to the effect of this. This is the case of Indians who have present al- 
lotments on the lands thrown open to settlement. This bill gives them 
the election to abandon those allotments and go on the reservation, 
My object was to have some record of the fact of the abandonment of 
the allotment on the public lands so that it might be definitely settled 
in case of dispute whether he had or had not abandoned it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Indiana [Hr. HARRISON]. 

Mr. CHACE. Let that be read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Inline 5 of section 13, after the word “option,” 
it is proposed to insert: 

FRc Atte his election with the proper agent at the agency to which he be- 
gS. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. I now offer amendments in the form of two addi- 
tional sections, to come in atthe end of thebill. Laskthatthereporting 
of the amendments at this time be omitted, as it is not intended to pro- 
ceed further with the consideration of the bill, but to take up the regu- 
lar order. 

Mr. DAWES. As those amendments may possibly cause some dce- 
bate, I feel that I can hardly ask the Senate to continue over into the 
regular business the consideration of this bill; but I should like to have 
it go over so as not to lose its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over inform- 
ally, the Senate p to the consideration of the regular order. 

Mr. DAWES. Imove that the bill be printed, with the amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] gave 
notice some days ago that he would to-morrow ask the Senate to con- 
sider the Dakota bill. If itis not disagreeable to the. Senator from In- 
diana, I desire to move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to 
meet on Monday next, if the Senator from Indiana will allow his notice 
to go over until Monday. 

Mr. HARRISON. I an not make objection to that. Ishall be 
Bs myself to proceed with the consideration of that matter to-mor- 
row; but if it is the desire of the Senate to adjourn until Monday I 
shall not interpose that business in the way, with the understanding 
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that my notice stands for Monday, and that at 2 o’clock on that day, if 
I can not reach it earlier, I can have consent to take up that bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I make the motion, then, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that when the Senate adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. ‘ 

The motion was agreed to. 


COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 9) to fix the day for the meeting of the electors of President 
and Vice-President, and to provide for and regulate the counting of the 
votes for President and Vice-President and the decision of questions 
arising thereon. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. President, I have no purpose to inflict a long 
speech upon the Senate on the electoral bill. I think, however, that 
this important question ought to be considered at a time when we are 
as free as we ever can be from political bias. I believe that this bill 
affects a question that is more dangerous to the future of this country 
than probably any other. For twenty years it has been debated in this 
Senate Chamber whether we could not devise some mode better than 
the present one to count the electoral vote. Various expedients have 
been proposed by able Senators, and they have always been approached. 
with an acknowledgment of the difficulties in the way, and yet with an 
earnest desire by every one of both parties to reach a satisfactory con- 
clusion. 

For a long time, I think for fifteen or twenty years, we had a joint 
rule to regulate the mode of counting the vote. ‘That proved to be un- 
satisfactory, and when a critical time arose, it being within the power 
of either House, the joint rule was withdrawn, and the result was that 
this most important duty of counting the electoral vote, this most im- 
portant act of the people of the United States, is now without law or 
rule to govern the mode and manner of its procedure. 

The Committee on Privileges and Elections for a number of years has 
given to it its careful consideration, and I think twoor three times has 
reported without a division, certainly with no division on party lines, 
a proposition, but with the distinct understanding and feeling among 
them all that it was not entirely satisfactory, and that all that could 
be hoped for would be to bring abouta conference with the other House, 
main that way come to some satisfactory solution of this most difficult 

roblem. 

Mr. President, the bill that has twice passed the Senate and been sent 
to the House, rather with a view to gain a conference than otherwise, is 
now before us again. A conference was defeated by the unwillingness 
of either House to abate its ideas on this question, and it now comes 
before us again at the beginning of an administration, when no party 
advantage can be derived from our decision, when the Senate is clearly 
on one side in party politics and the House clearly is on the other; and 
now, if ever, this matter ought. to be settled upon some basis of princi- 


ple. 

The bill before the Senate in its general provisions, those which are 
merely legislative or regulating the mode and manner of proceeding, is 
not objected to by any one. The critical points involved are two, and 
they are both presented by the fourth section. This bill provides that 
in case of but one return from a State, when the two Houses shall meet 
according to the provisions of the Constitution the votes shall be opened 
by the presiding officer of the Senate, in whose custody they have 
been, and that they shall then be counted. That mandatory provision 
is the only mandatory provision in the Constitution on this subject, 
that the votes of the electors ‘‘shall then be counted.” 

There isno mode pointed out in the Constitution by which they must 
be counted. No provision is made in the Constitution for a dispute as 
to the legality of the votes of the electors, whether the electors have 
conformed to the Constitution, whether one set of electors or another 
set of electors have been elected; no provision whatever pointing out 
either any authority or any person or any body to decide which of two 
sets of electors shall be counted, or whether the votes of some of the 
electors on account of their being ineligible shall be rejected or whether 
the State was in a condition to have its vote counted, or whetheran act 
of Providence, such asa snow-storm that occurred in the ease of Wiscon- 
sin or some other accident, prevented the electors from voting at the 
time fixed by the Constitution—in none of these eases is there a mode 
provided by law by which these questions are to be determined. It 
all rests in the single provision contained in a single paragraph of the 
twelfthamendmentto the Constitution. Uponits constructionall these 
matters, of which I intend to speak very briefly, depend. There is no 
declaration that the President of the Senate, who opens the electoral 
vote, shall count them, or that the House or the Senate either shall pass 
upon the question of counting. This is the clause: 

The President of the Senate shall, in the presence of the Senate and House of 
Representatives, open all the certificates, and the votes shall then be counted, 


Itis tobe presumed thatthe framers of the Constitution did not foresee 
and could not foresee the difficulties that havearisen since upon this mat- 
ter. Theconstitutional provision as to theelection of President was un- 
satisfactory to the framers of the Constitution, and it was after 
the celebrated difficulty when it was a long time in doubt whether Aaron 


Burr or Thomas Jefferson should be President of the United States. 
This demonstrated that the original provision of the Constitution was 
faulty, and our predecessors of that day undertook to correct it and 
adopted a new provision, but that new provision presents many of the 
same difficulties that occurred under the old, and to this day Congress 
has never been able to solve any of them. : 

Since that time there have been eleven cases of disputes as to elect- 
oral votes, and twenty-one objections have been made to the electoral 
votes of different States, presenting a great variety of questions. For 
instance, in the Missouri case the question came up whether the vote 
of Missouri, which before being admitted as a State undertook to vote 
for President and Vice-President of the United States, should be counted. 
That created a difficulty which was finally solved by the men of those 
days by simply resolving that whether it was counted or not it would 
make no difference in the result, and they therefore passed it by. 

Again, when the electors of Wisconsin had been prevented by a great 
snow-storm in the Northwest, just in the midst of winter, from meet- 
ing at the place appointed by the Constitution at the time designated 
by law, they were unable to convene and could not vote according to 
the Constitution, but met the next day and voted and sent their votes 
here to be counted. I remember as well as I remember the counte- 
nances that are now before me the scene of riotand tumult, of disorder 
and confasion, that arose when the question about Wisconsin came up 
in 1857, when Mr. Buchanan was elected President of the United States. 
I never saw the House in a condition of tumult and disorder more vio- 
lent than occurred then. The President of the Senate, Mr. Mason, 
undertook to give a construction to this clause of the Constitution, 
which was at once met by violent outcry not only from members of the 
House but from members of the Senate, and it led to the separation of 
the two Houses in confusion and the return of the Senate to this Cham- 
ber, and the only way by which the difficulty could be solved at that 
time was a resolution that whether Wisconsin was counted 
or not the result was the same, that James Buchanan was elected Pres- 
ident of the United States. 

And so, sir, in the many cases that have occurred since that time 
where the votes of several States were in dispute, especially after the 
reconstruction period, the same difficulties arose and were solved in the 
way I have mentioned,|by saying that whatever way the disputed vote 
was counted the people have elected by theirelectors a President of the 
United States. And, sir, in my judgment, if in 1869 the election of 
President Grant had depended upon the vote of the State of New York, 
after it had been made public and was generally known all over the 
country that the election in the city of New York had been carried by 
overwhelming fraud, I do not believe the people of the United States 
would have been satisfied with any result that depended upon the vote 
of the State of New York. But there again, fortunately for the coun- 
try, we were able to avoid the difficulty by the fact that, however New 
York might be counted, it would not the result. No question 
was made about the vote of the State of New York at that time, be- 
cause it was known that however it was counted—and it was counted 
upon the face of the papers for Mr. Seymour—it would be acquiesced in, 
because it made no in the result. 

Several times that condition of affairs existed, until finally, in 1877, we 
came to a point that did really threaten our national existence; when 
civil war might have occurred under certain circumstances; where the 
disputed votes did change the result; where a change even to the extent 
of one vote might have altered the result. That was happily avoided 
by a contrivance—for I can not call it much more, and I suppose Sena- 
tors did not think it much more; I did not support it at the time, but 
it was a wise measure—by which a solution was brought about of this 
difficulty without producing actual contention and strife. 

I feel, therefore, that this is a vital question that we ought to decide. 
We ought to approach it without regard to party division, and try to 
resolve, if we can, this most difficult question of American politics. 

The objection I have to this bill is that it does not solve the most 
dangerous of these contentions. It does notsettle a single one of those 
that have arisen in the past or that are likely to arise in the future. 
This bill makes a distinction between the votes of electors from States 
where there is but one return and votes from States where there are 
two or more returns or papers purporting to be returns. Thisis a dis- 
tinction without a difference, because in any case of a dispute that 
may arise the manufacturing or creating of double returns is the easiest 
possible process to present the question involved. If there is but one 
return, then this bill provides that the return shall not be excluded 
except by the concurrent votes of the two Houses. 

If the two Houses disagree as to the validity of the return, then the 
vote is counted. But suppose on that return or from evidence on file 
it appears that some of the electors claimed to be elected from the dis- 
puted State were ineligible, were members of Congress or judges of the 
courts or officers of the United States, and therefore ineligible to be 
electors, how would that question be determined where the matter in 
dispute did not go to the whole electoral vote, but only to a part of it? 

I suppose that undera strict construction of this section, in that case 
the yotes would have to be counted, and therefore votes that are de- 
clared by the Constitution itself to be illegal would have to be recorded 
in making up the result. 
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There are many supposable cases. Suppose that one House in the 
future should determine that in a case like that of Wisconsin the vote 
ought to be counted and the other House should determine that it 
ought not to be counted, how would this rule determine it? I pre- 
sume that on the strict of the bill the vote of Wisconsin would 
be counted because the two Houses disagreed, and in that particular 
case where the informality grew out of an act of Providence that would 
be right; but I could name many cases where it would be wrong, 
where a difference between the two Houses would compel the count- 
ing of an electoral vote when it ought not to be counted. 

Even in such a case how shall it be counted, by whom shall it be 
counted, and who shall declare the result? But I could overcome 
these doubts; I would not stand in opposition to this bill because it 
does not solve all possible disputes, 1 can see that there ought to be 
some mode of determining questions arising at the count, and if the two 
Houses, who are made by the Constitution the witnesses of this act, 
agree upon the counting of a certain vote, I would regard that as the 
best solution. Where the two Houses agree, the vote ought to be 
counted; the two Houses may properly be regarded as the judges of 
whether the vote ought to be counted; but if they disagree, why should 
you give tothe opinion of one House more weight than to the opinion of 
the other? Why should we say that in case of disagreement the vote 
shall be counted? Who will count the vote? The tellers? That 
leaves it still in confusion. 

Mr. HOAR. If the honorable Senator will pardon me, I think in 
this particular it is proper to interrupt him for a moment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam perfectly willing. 

Mr. HOAR. AsI understand, the bill provides for the process of 
counting. I do not rise now to answer the tor’s argument, but to 
point out an insufficient comprehension of the bill itself. The bill pro- 
vides a certain process to be gone through with, and it then declares: 


And the votes having been ascertained and counted in the manner and accord- 
ing to the rules in this act provided, the result of the same shall be delivered to 
the President of the Senate. 


The bill provides for tellers, members of the two Houses and their 
representatives, who are to receive a certain statement purporting to 
be the certificate of a State of its action in a matter which the Consti- 
tution most carefully commits to State action. The theory of this bill 
is that when a State presents itself and by but one utterance declares, 
“ This has been my action,” it shall be counted as the constitutional 
action of the State, unless both Houses of ee sares to reject it. 
When there are two voices, each purporting to f course not each 
actually, but each purporting to be—the declaration of the State what 
its action has been, then it requires the concurrence of the two Houses 
to accept one and reject the other. Of course in each case it is a re- 
jection of something. 

And now, without going at this time into the argument in favor of 
the wisdom, as far as it goes, of this provision in comparison with the 
existing law, that is the proposition of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the Senator does not yet meet the 
difficulty. Suppose the question is not merely upon the admission or 
the legality of the vote at the time, a question affects the whole 
vote of a State, but suppose that some of the electors are ineligible ? 

Mr. HOAR. My will pardon me; I did not rise to meet the 
difficulty; I did not undertake to address myself to that; I rose simply 
to answer the question put by the Senator from Ohio, who was to count 
under the bill? 

Mr.SHERMAN. I do not think the Senator answers that question. 
Here is the language of the bill. Where there is but one return the bill 
provides as it now stands: 

And no electoral vote or votes from any State from which but one return has 
been received shall be rejected except by the affirmative votes of both Houses, 

This its both Houses acting in concord at the time to reject the 
vote of a State, for it provides that in case there is a division of the two 
Houses a vote shall be counted. What vote? The whole vote or part 


of the vote in dispute? 
Mr. EDMUN Does my friend from Ohio wish for an explanation 
now? 


Mr. SHERMAN. No; I think it would interrupt me. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That might be so, but I think there is a perfect 
answer to what my friend has said. I will reserve it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I could overcome in my own mind—and the sub- 
ject has often been a matter of conversation as well as debate in the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections—the difficulty in this matter, 
because I can see that this provision might be sustained, that if both 
Houses a: to accept a vote that probably was as good evidence as 
we could have; but suppose they agree to reject the vote of a State? 
Thatis a aape gto That allows the two Houses of Congress, 
which are not armed with any constitutional power whatever over the 
electoral system, to reject the vote of every elector from every State, 
with or without cause, provided they are in harmony in that matter. 

It was one chief object of the framers of the Constitution to separate 
as wide as the poles the election of electors from the power of the leg- 
islative branch. That is plainly shown by the debates. Itwas at one 
time proposed, as has been adopted in France, to allow the Congress 
to elect the President, but this was rejected as being dangerous to our 


system of government, and therefore the framers of our Government 
selected an entirely distinct body of men, of the same number it is true, 
but chosen in a different way by the States, to wees the high duty of 
selecting a President of the United States, and the Constitution gives 
to Congress no power whatever over that great act except the power to 
be present at the count of the votes and to see the result declared. All 
the rest of the power drawn from that clause of the Constitution which 
I have read is inferential. 

Now, sir, even this proposition—to which I might agree from the dif- 
ficulty of pointing outa better way to pass upon the count—does violate 
the idea of the framers of the Constitution that the election of a Pres- 
ident should be by electors a sae from the legislative or law-making 
power of the country. The President speaks the voice of the States 
andof the people. He is chosen by electors elected in the several States 
according to the laws of each State; and yet this bill confers power upon 
Congress, the two Houses being in harmony with each other, to exclude 
the vote of any State. 

But that is not my chief difficulty. The difficulty with me grows 
out of another clause of the bill. I ought to say the second section of 
the bill provides a mode by which the legality of the appointment of 
electors may be decided according to the laws of each State by judicial 
interpretation. I see some objection to that, but at the same time I do 
not make any point against it. Then the fourth section provides: 

And in such case of more than one return or paper purporting to be a return 
from a State, if there shall have been no such p Hatice paa of the question in 
the State aforesaid, then those votes, and those only, shall be counted which the 


two Houses, acting separately, shall concurrently decide to be the lawful votes 
of the legally appointed electors of such State. 


This gives to either House of Congress in the case of a double return 
the power to exclude the vote of New York or of any other State inthe 
Union, not by the will of the two Houses, but by the veto of either 
House. We know the frailties of human nature well enough to know 
that the Senate of the United States and the House of Representatives, 
though great political bodies, as deserving of respect as probably any 
that have ever been elected under a republican system of government 
or any other, yet after all we are human, and are governed by passions 
and by prejudices and by party bias and by party feel I ask you 
whether it is safe to confer upon either House the power by its simple 
vote to reject the electoral vote of any State. because there are two re- 
turns from it. If this was a case that could only arise in rare events it 
would be different, but the cases of double returns can be provided for 
in every election in any State at each‘Presidential election. Sup 
a dispute arises, suppose the question shall arise whether a Republican 
body of electors or a Democratic body of electors have been elected in 
any particular State, and there is an honest difference of opinion as to 
which was elected. We recently had an im t instance where in the 
State of NewYork the whole matter turned iy fe athousand votes. Sup- 
pose there had been a question between the Republicans and Democrats 
as to the legality of that count and the zanan of those proceedings, 
and there had been a meeting of two ies of electors, the Republi- 
can electors and the Democratic electors in New York, and double re- 
turns from those two op bodies had come here to be counted 
representing two political parties; suppose the Senate of the United 
States should be Republican as now and the House Democratic as now, 
and that question arose between the two parties in a great State which 
would affect and control the results of the election, and that question 
was to be decided by the majority votes in these several Houses. 

Here is a case where the vote of either House might under this bill 
defeat an election. If the Senate should reject the vote of a State, and 
thus secure a party advantage, the House could reject the vote of an- 
other State to obtain a like advantage, and a contention would spring 
up which would prevent the election of a President of the United States. 

ere is the difficulty with this bill, and I wish I could overcome it. I 
do not think we have the power under the Constitution to give to either 
House the right to exclude the vote of a State. The Constitution says 
that in the presence of the two Houses the votes shall be counted. That 
is all there is mandatory in the Constitution as to the election. Con- 
gress has no right to go behind those votes. The votes must be counted 
one way or the other, for or against, and we can not by a bill of our 
framing here enable either House upon this case of double returns to 
exclude a State from the count. It not only goes to the extent of double 
returns, but it goes further—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to make an explanation? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to inquire of the Senator, as part of this very in- 

ing statement, what in his judgment is the existing law on that 
subject; that is, who is to count the vote now? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will come to that ina moment. I will answer 
that. I am perfectly willing to come to that, and propose to do so in a 
moment. 

This not only provides for the case of double returns, but it provides 
for the case of more than one return, or ‘‘ paper purporting to be a re- 
turn,” from a State; and in some of the cases I have seen of the count- 
ing of the électoral votes for President I have heard papers read pur- 
porting to be returns which were ridiculous, frivolous, foolish; still 
they were properly read, because the presiding officer can do nothing 
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but.to lay before the two Houses all the papers. So it provides not 
only for two formal returns by contesting electors but any paper pur- 
porting to be a return. 

Now, not only is the question sometimes involved which of two 
sets of electors are the legal electors, but the question often arises as to 
whether the electors themselves were competent to be electors, whether 
a particular elector received the requisite number of votes, or whether 
some of both tickets may not have been elected, as occurred in some of 
the earlier cases in the history of the Government. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It occurred in California within a short time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; a case may frequently occur where the ques- 
tion does not extend to the whole electoral vote of the State, but only 
to a part of it, or to an individual member. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that this is not a constitutional meas- 
ure; that it does not provide what the Constitution provides for, the 
counting of the yote, but it provides for the exclusion of the vote upon 
the mandate of either House. I have no doubt whatever of the power 
of Congress to do all that is necessary to regulate the mode and manner 
of counting the vote. I think that power isas plainly given by the Con- 
stitution as any power expressed or implied, because in the absence of 
any provision in the Constitution itself to carry itinto execution the Con- 
stitution confers upon Congress full power to regulate the mode and 
manner of carrying into effect all the granted powers, and therefore of 
counting the vote, but with this one limitation upon the power of Con- 
gress, which stands like a rock in the Constitution, that ‘* the vote shall 
then be counted.” Nothing can be done under color of law by the ac- 
tion of the two Houses to prevent the count of the vote, because ‘* the 
votes must then be counted.’’ 

I now come to a question of greater difficulty. How are you to deal 
with this? The Senator from Massacbusetts asked me what I proposed 
to do. 

Mr. HOAR. Under the existing law what is to be done? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is now no law or rule except the Constitu- 
tion. - 

Mr. HOAR. My learned friend did not understand my question. My 
question was not by what other methods he proposed dealing with it, 
but where the existing authority is now, as he understands, to deter- 
mine all these questions. Iam not speaking of the distinction between 
an act of Congress and the Constitution, but I suppose if two returns 
come from a State or one return about which questions of law are 
raised somebody must determine it. He says Congress must not. 
Where has the authority from the beginning of the Government to this 
day been lodged to do this thing that somebody must do? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think I have answered that already. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not hear the answer. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Congress has undoubted power under the residuary 
clause in the Constitution giving powers to Congress to pass all laws 
suitable and necessary to carry into execution the express ts of 
power. Here is a provision in the Constitution for the election of elect- 
ors, and therefore the mode and manner by which the votes of electors 
may be counted may be pointed out, but Congress shall not provide that 
the votes shall not be counted, because the Constitution says that the 
votes shall be counted then and there. 

Mr. HOAR. I must have shown a great want of clearness in putting 
my question. The question which I ask the honorable Senator from 
Ohio was not whether Congress had the power to make a law for the 
future; not, if it had, what law he would make; but to make his state- 
ment complete, that I might understand his constitutional theory, I 
wanted him to state where the power had been, not to provide fora 
method but to do this thing for the twenty-four Presidential elections 
we have had. Who had the right to count the vote in John Adams’s 
day, or Thomas Jefferson’s, or Mr. Grant’s, or Mr. Hayes’s, or Mr. 
Garfield’s? Was it the Vice-President, or was it nobody, or was it the 
two Houses of Congress? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I said before that I had no doubt about the power 
of Congress to pass a law prescribing the ordi proceeding, the mode 
and manner of counting the vote, how the list should be prepared, how 
the returns should be made, what should be done with them, and all 
the n that lead to the counting of the vote; but when 
that vote is to be counted in the presence of the two Houses, 
has no right to interfere at the critical moment and say that the two 
Houses while engaged in this business shall separate, and that either 
House may in case of a double return declare that the vote shall not 
be counted. That is the point. There is a limit to the power of Con- 
gress in this respect. Its power to pass laws to carry into execution 
provisions of the Constitution does not give Congress power to override 
the plain mandate of the Constitution. That is the only answer I can 
make to the Senator, 

Mr. HOAR. Then, if the Senator will pardon me, I understand as 
the basis of his constitutional argument that he avows that for the last 
ninety-six years, I think —— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Donot impute tome thatI did not utter. 

Mr. HOAR. There has been no lawful authority to count the votes 
in the Presidential election in existence under our Constitution. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I never said such a thing in the world. 
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Mr. HOAR. That is the substance of what the Senator said. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I say there is lawful authority to count the vote, 
it must be counted, but you can not allow one House to prevent the vote 
from being counted. You can not make a law that would deprive the 
people of the United States of the power to elect electors whose vote shall 
be counted. You may prescribe the mode and manner and form, the 
clerical work, and all that sort of thing, but when it comes to counting 
the vote you can notinterpose a law and say that no vote shall be counted 
unless the Senate agrees to it or unless the House agrees to it. The 
vote shall be counted. 

All the proceedings had heretofore have been recorded and are set out 
in this book and in the books that I holdinmy hand. They show every 
case where these difficulties have arisen and were put aside as not 
changing the result of the election at the time to be dealt with. There- 
fore it is that now, when we have no Presidential election in view, 
when the two Houses are of opposing parties, I desire, if possible, to 
find some way that will enable us to count the vote according to the 
Constitution. 

The. Senator will no doubt remember the position I took when this 
question was before us in 1876. Then there was no law on the subject. 
The joint rules had been abandoned. The two Houses could not agree 
upon the mode of counting the vote. We discussed it day after day. 
Then it was that the plan of an electoral commission was gotten up. 
I did not believe in the constitutionality of that plan. It was a wise 
solution of a great difficulty; it operated well; but I should like to have 
the provision pointed out to me which authorized Congress to make 
such a tribunal for such a purpose. I could not think so then; but I 
was glad, and will be glad to see agreed upon now any mode of solu- 
tion that will secure a settlement of the question. 

I have never claimed that the Constitution conferred upon the Presi- 
dent of the Senate the absolute power to count the vote. All that I 
have said, and the substance of what I said, was based upon the re- 
mark made by Chancellor Kent in his Commentaries, in which he 
says: 

The Constitution does not expressly declare by whom the votes are to be 
counted. Inthe case of questionable votes, and a closely contested election, this 
power may be all-important; and, I presume, in the absence of all legislative pro- 
vision on the subject, that the President of the Senate counts the votes and de- 
termines the result; and that the House are present only as spectators to wit- 
ness the fairness and accuracy of the transaction, and to act only if no choice 
be made by the electors. (Kent's Commentaries, volume 1, page 277.) + 

What I have contended is that the power of the presiding officer of the 
Senate to count the vote in the absence of all other legislation, resting 
alone upon the provisions of the Constitution, naked and unchanged, 
might be fairly inferred from the Constitution. This officer opens 
the returns, hands them to the tellers, performs the ordinary duty ofa 
presiding officer, and declares the result. What may be the 1 effect 
of that declaration I never have pretended to say. It is not and 
conclusive upon the people of the United States. On the contrary, my 
opinion has always been that if the declaration made there in the pres- 
ence of the two Houses is not satisfactory or is contested, the House of 
Representatives may then meet and upon their authority to do a cer- 
tain act in a certain event may decide that the time had arrived for 
them to perform their duty and proceed to elect a President of the 
United States, and that the Senate, under like circumstances, on the 
failure of the electoral college to produce a result, might also proceed to 
elect a Vice-President of the United States. This would at once pre- 
sent a contest for the courts to decide. 

I do not give these opinions with any desire to excite controversy, 
but only with a desire to produce a solution of this question. I am 
satisfied that the bill as it stands is not a proper solution, nor would I 
vote now to confer such a power upon a presiding officer or upon any 
man. I think Congress ought to do its duty in this behalf and make 
other provision, and not leave to any human being alone to exercise so 
great and important a power. 

There are three ways which have been proposed at different times to 
solve the questions that may arise in the presence of the two Houses 
upon the vote of any State as to its legality in whole or in part. Asto 
the form and time and manner in which these questions should be de- 
cided, there ought to be ample provisions by law—some tribunal pro- 
vided to whom all questions should be referred. It has been suggested 
that the President of the Senate should be clothed with that power. I 
do not believe it, except in the absence of all legislation, when I think 
itis a partof his duty as a presiding ollicer to announce the result, leav- 
ing to others to determine the legal effect of that announcement. But 
I do not believe in that mode. It would be totally unsatisfactory, and 
I would vote for no bill which would confer such a power. 

Another plan which has been proposed in the debates at different 
times, and I think also in the constitutional convention, was to allow 
questions of this kind to be certified at once to the Supreme Court for 
its decisions in case of a division between the two Houses. If the House 
should be one way and the Senate the other, then it was proposed to 
let the case be referred directly to the prompt and summary decision 
of the Supreme Court. But there is a feeling in this country that we 
ought not to mingle our great judicial tribunal with political ques- 
tions, and therefore this proposition has not met with much favor, It 
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would be a very grave fault indeed and a very serious objection to re- 
fer a political question in which the le of the country were 

about which their feelings were excited, to this great tribunal, which 
after all has to sit upon the life and property of all the of the 
United States. It would tend to bring that court into public odium 
of one or the other of the two great parties. Therefore that plan may 
probably be rejected as an unwise provision. I believe, however, it 
is the provision made in other countries. 

I think it issoin Mexico; and my impression is that itis soin France, 
but I have not recently read their constitution. In France the election 
is made by their legislative bodies. Therefore I regard it as being on 
the whole not a wise provision to refer the question to the Supreme 
Court. 

What other remedy is open? Afterall the forms provided by the law 
shall have been gone through with, and after a marked and decided vote 
between the two Houses shows that one is on the one side and one on 
the other, I know no better way than to bring the two Houses into joint 
conyention, and there polling each House separately to decide the re- 
sult bya vote of a majority of the representatives of the people and the 
representatives of the States combined. 

I know that in the Senate this usually has not been considered with 
much favor. In the first blush I did not myself like it. The Senate 
of the United States being a smaller body than the House of Represent- 
atives naturally does not wish to see its power blended in and formed 
asa part of the whole of which it is but a comparatively small part. 
In ordinary matters I would reject this as being a d re from the 
separate and independent action of our two legislative bodies, one the 
representatives of the States, the other the representatives of the peo- 
ple. But when you have examined all other remedies proposed this 
seems to me the wisest solution of this question. 

This very proposition was adopted with great wisdom by the Senate 
of the United States by the act of 1866 prescribing the mode of electing 
members of this body. Our Constitution declares that the electors 
shall be chosen according to the laws of the States. Our Constitution 
also declares that the members of this body shall be chosen by the Leg- 
islatures of the States. In every State of our Union two bodies com- 
pose the Legislature. In1866 Congress declared that if the two Houses 
should disagree upon the election of a Senator they should meet to- 
gether jn joint convention and decide that matter by a majority vote 
of the members voting. 

The same repugnance existed in that case asin this. It was the Leg- 
islature that was to act, and yet our people stood for seventy years the 
inconvenience of the old system before they proposed this radical rem- 
edy. For a time Ohio was not represented in the Senate, because the 
senate of the State was one way and the house was the other, and they 
would not agree to go into joint convention. Nearly every State in the 
Union had been from time to time y unrepresented by the contests 
that grew out of the election of United States Senators. 

At one time before the passage of that law there were several vacant 
seats in this body, made vacant by the want of unanimity in the two 
legislative bodies of a State. Before that time the case often occurred 
when a pending controversy over a United States Senator hung the 
Legislature in doubt for one or two and sometimes three years, divided 
it politically, and entered into all business of the Assembly, and was 
made the basis of corrupt propositions, until the election of Senator in 
the old-fashioned way became—I can scarcely use any word 
enough—it became the mere plunder of political contention and bar- 
ter. That was the old way. 

Finally the two Houses were brought toa concurrence by corrupt ar- 
rangements that had been made beforehand. So it was alleged at the 
time that the law was passed. In the case in New Jersey, which I be- 
lieve was the immediate cause of the grag rd that law, the case of 
Stockton, the matter was hung here in the te and we debated over 
it for days and days, and we allcould see that in the speedy future, un- 
less that controversy about Senators was we would have grave 
difficulties from time to time in our own body, and that the time of 
the oome would be constantly employed in dealing with these dis- 

cases. 

The case of Stockton took many weeks of debate. Then it was that 
Congress, the Senate waiving its objection to mingle the two houses of 
the State Legislature into a joint convention, doubting the power todo 
it, because it was then contended that the Legislature meant a vote of 
the two houses separately, still overruling that construction of the con- 
stitution of all the States of the Union, did pass the law of 1866, which 
provided that in case the two houses di as to their choice they 
should, not as houses but as members of the two houses, meet in joint 
convention on the next day, and then by the vote of the majority a 
Senator should be promptly elected. From that time to this we have 
had no trouble in having these seats filled by all the States entitled to 
representation. 

Now, why is not that a good example for the counting of the elect- 
oral vote? We meet not with full powers to count the electoral votes, 
not with the same power that the State assemblies have to elect a Sen- 
ator, but only with the power conferred upon us to witness the count- 
ing of the vote. Therefore, if there must be some tribunal to decide 
disputes which may arise from time to time on the question of count- 
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debate in the separate Houses to meet and vote there, 
representatives of States and representatives of the people on the same 
footing, vote for vote, and abide the result? That at least does furnish 
adecision. That provides a mode by which a controversy may be ended, 
because if you take a body of four hundred men it can scarcely be 
sible in the course of human events that these two bodies should be 
divided equally if merged together; while, if you require a separate vote 
in either House, more than half the time in all your political history 
the two Houses have differed in opinion, and therefore you would have 
an equal chance every four years either of the rejection of the votes of 
States by want of agreement or the admission of the votes of States by 
want of agreement. This plan does at least furnish a solution. 

When this bill was sent to the House of Representatives last year they 
sent us a proposition called Mr. Eaton’s bill. He had his views upon 
it very decidedly. It was a plan not like this, because there the two 
Houses were at once merged, and the votes of Senators and Members, 
I believe, were to be counted in alphabetical order upon every question 
without a division. That did not seem to be satisfactory; the Senate 
would not agree to it. I remember the committee of conference would 
not agree to that proposition. But it does seem to me that we would 
not lower our standard, that we would not lower our position as Sena- 
tors, that we would not lower our position as representatives of States 
by going into a joint convention and there taking the vote by separate 
Houses, but let the result be determined by a majority of the aggregate 
assemblage then gathered together. 

This might not create a different result. Suppose, however, that by 
a narrow vote of one in the House of Representatives they should de- 
clare that the vote of a certain State was not legal and should not be 
counted, and we here by a united vote, governed as we thought by the 
interests of the people of the United States, should declare that the vote 
ought to be counted; in that case, the very case provided for by the 
bill, a majority of the two Houses taken together would be in favor of 
counting the vote and carrying out the will of the people. While if 
the majority of one House, actuated by political motives, perhaps by 
the passions and contentions of the hour, should say no, the great State 
of New York or Pennsylvania or Ohio or even the smaller States in the 
Union would be excluded from this great college of electors by the ar- 
bitrary will of a majority of one House. 

After a full study of all this question I am perfectly willing to adopt 
the principle of the act of 1866, to surrender my superiority as a Sen- 
ator in legislation and go in with the Members of the House. After 
we have tried to agree in separate Houses and failed, I am willing to go 
with them and settle the question in dispute, whatever it may be. In 
this case we would at least secure a mode of decision that would proba- 
bly be effective, and that in all time would not result in an even divis- 
ion of opinion. Then, according to the mandate of the Constitution, 
which is put in there without any ifs or ands, without any qualification, 
the vote shall then be counted. It would be done even if it was not 
sati to usin the Senate. 

Mr. President, these are my views, and with these opinions I intend 
to submit some amendments which in my judgment will carry them 
out, but if they are defective in detail I should be very glad indeed to 
have them referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, or to 
my friend from Massachusetts who has charge of the bill, for any re- 
vision or criticism that he may make upon them. Itis my idea that 
after all these proceedings in this bill have been gone through with the 
clause allowing either House to exclude a vote should he stricken out 
of the bill, and that there should be inserted in it a provision that when 
an agreement has failed between the two Houses they should then meet 
in joint convention, have the votes of each House counted, add the ag- 
gregate together, and let the majority decide. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the proposition of the Senator from 
Ohio, which has not been read at the desk but has been clearly stated, 
frees 


Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator allow me to have the amend- 
ments sent up and read? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Never mind; we may treat them as sent up, and 
they can be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; I will send them to the desk. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Ohio has stated with clearness 
his proposition. After the votes, as they are called, are opened and a 
disagreement arises between the two Houses in regard to what shall be 
done in identifying a vote (for that is all there is to it, because every- 
body agrees that whatever is the vote of a State must be counted, so 
that the action of both Houses, or either House, or any other tribunal, 
is to ascertain whether the paper presented is the vote of the State), 
that dispute existing, the proposition of the Senator from Ohio is that 
in ease the Senate and the House of Representatives disagree in their 
constitutional and automatic capacity as the Government of the United 
States, there shall be a consolidated count of heads of the seventy-six 
Senators and the three hundred and twenty-five Representatives, as the 
numbers are now, and that the majority of all, per capita, shall deter- 
mine the result. The Senator appears to have laid some stress upon 
the fact that that is only a last resort; that where after discussion and 
consideration in either House they have failed to come to an agreement, 
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then in order to get some solution this is the bestthingtodo. IfI were 
a mouse and had got to be eaten up by the cat at last, I should just as 
soon be swallowed to-day as to be undergoing adiscussion in her claws 
for three or four days before I was swallowed. Thatis exactly this case. 
The Senate of the United States might just as well propose to the House 
of Representatives a bill which declares that in case of a di ent 
between the two Houses in of the identification of a vote, then 
and therethe judgment of the House of Representatives shall prevail 
and be done with it. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘That is what the bill says now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg the Senator’s pardon; that is not what the 
bill says now. The bill says now that. in case either of these equals, 
one re’ ting the sovereignty and purity and independence of the 
States, and the other re ting the massof the people of all the States 
without regard to State lines, disagree, in a certain event, nothing shall 
be done in respect of the particular pointof disagreemeut. That isall 
it says. 

My honorable friend has stated that the thing which has seduced him 
(if I may use such a phrase) into this remarkable proposition has been 
the analogy which he sees, the parallelism, between the act of Congress 
of 1866 providing for the election of Senators by the Legislatures of 
States and his proposition. With the greatest possible respect to my 
distinguished friend from Ohio I must disagree with him in that re- 
spect. There isin my judgment neither constitutional, nor political, 
nor moral parallelism in any respect between the act of Co: of 
1866 and what is here proposed; and why? The government of aState 
is a unit; it is not complex. The division of its own powers within 
itself is only a partition of limitations and securities of private rights 

inst hasty legislation. The composition of the Congress ofthe United 
States and the Government of the United States is nota unit. Itis 
complex. It recognizes in and important respects the impor- 
tance of preserving the independent eee ee of each one 
of the States; and every letter and every line in the Constitution of 
the United States that refers to this complex autonomy separates it 
from being a unit into three several parts, neither of which can act 
without the consent of the two others except in the case of overriding 
the Presidential veto by two-thirds of all the States and two-thirds of 
all the people represented in the other House. There is the distinction. 

There is, therefore, I repeat, with great respect, no possible analogy 
between the provision of the act of Congress that the Legislature of a 
State, its senate and its house of representatives, shall vote as a solid 
body in a certain event for a Senator of the United States, and the case 
of providing that it shall be determined who shall be the President of 
the United States under our Constitution by the consolidated vote of 
the members of the Senate and the members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States. 

Do you not remember, Mr. President, does not every Senator remem- 
ber, how carefully and how explicitly in the Constitution of our fathers, 
as it now stands, still undisturbed by amendment, unassailed by public 
opinion, are preserved the rights of States in every act that leads to and 
is consummated in the election of a President of the United States? 
First, the Constitution declares that the several States shall appoint 
their own electors of President, and nothing is left in all the other pro- 
visions of the Constitution in regard to that great act except the mere 
method of ascertaining what is the will of each State as a State in regard 
to who its choice shall be for the Chief Magistrate of thisnation. Then 
when the occasion should happen, as our fathers saw it might, that there 
was a failure of any one candidate to receive a majority of all the elect- 
ors of all the States put together, which was required to make a valid 
election, they provided that the House of Representatives, not voting 
in solido, not voting per capita, not voting with the members of the Sen- 
ate, not voting concurrently with the Senate as a body, but voting by 
States, each delegation for its own State casting one vote and one only, 
should select the person who should discharge the executive functions 
for the next four years. 

Yetin the face of all that, my honorable friend asks the Senate of the 
United States to provide that in case the question of the identification 
of an electoral vote is so doubtful and so difficult that the two Houses 
acting in their independent and constitutional character (named in the 
Constitution as the two Houses and not the members of the two Houses 
who are to participate in this t act of summing up the result) dis- 
agree, the representatives of the States shall be lost and dissolved in 
the representatives of the people, and that a per capita voice shall de- 
termine the result. I can not see that there is safety in that; I can not 
see that there is constitutional right in that; for whether the State be 
great or small, whether it be Ohio or Delaware, the necessity to the 
people of either and each and both of those States is just as great that 
their Statehood, their independence, in this act, as in every other under 
the Constitution, must be preserved intact and exclusive for itself, 
whether it be a great State or a small State. 

But I did not expect this afternoon to go into a general discussion of 
this subject, and therefore I will leave the matter with what I have 
now said for the time being. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr, President, I have but avery few words to say 
in reply to the Senator from Vermont, for whose opinion I have great 
respect. The first point and the only point that he makes in this case 


is that the Senate surrenders something of power. Idenyit. The bill 
as it stands now gives to a majority of the House of Representatives the 
right to exclude the vote ofany State where two returns have been made 
or even formulated on a paper purporting to be a return. ‘The bill as 
it now stands gives the House of Representatives absolute power, per 
capita, without the vote of the Senate at all, overriding the vote of the 
Senate, to exclude the vote of any State where there are tworeturns. 

If, therefore, there is any surrender of the power of the States it is 
in the bill as it stands, because it is not any answer to say that we have 
the same power to defeat the will of the people. We assume that the 
Senate of the United States would never do that, and it does not give 
us any advantage to say that we can do as much mischief as the House 
can do. If the House is bent on evil, to follow partisan designs and 

y ends, it has it now under the bill. Whatever may be our opin- 
ion in the case I put, where by a majority vote of one in the House of 
Representatives a State may be excluded and our united vote could 
not overtop that single vote of a single member, the House has the 
power to exclude the vote in any case. 

The only other objection which occurs to me is that the Senator 
says this is an abandonment of State rights. Notatall. The States 
are equal, New York and Delaware, Pennsylvania and Florida, and 
that we all stand by as the basis of the organization of the Senate. 

But does my proposition make any inequality of the States? Does 
not Florida have as many votes in that joint assembly as the State of 
New York? Does not Delaware vote equally with Pennsylvania? 
Where is the inequality of the States? It may be that the presence of 
the Senate di ing with the House; with its vote representing the 
States, might change the result which otherwise would be within the 
power of the House by party majority, by party votes, to overturn and 
override the will of the people and exclude States from their votes. 
They represent people; we represent States. 

Therefore the proposition made by me gives the advantage to the 
smaller State, if there is any advantage, because when we go there in 
joint assembly the small States may have 3 votes for a population of 
200,000, while the great States would have only 1 vote for 160,000, or 
whateverit maybe. Sothe advantage is always with thesmallerStates, 
and my proposition does not disturb that advantage but gives them the 
benefit of it. 

Nor do I see anything in the point made by the Senator thatour Gov- 
ernment is a complex government. So it is; but one of the essential 
properties of this Government has been to separate the powers of the 
great divisions of the Government—executive, legislative, and judicial. 
It was the intention of the framers of this Government to make the 
election ofa President far removed from the Congress of the United States, 
and the only part Congress plays in it on the face of the Constitution is 
that the votes must be counted in the presence of the two Houses. The 
bill as it stands now not only gives Congress power by the two Houses 
to override the will of the people expressed through their electors, but 
it gives to either House upon a pre case that can be made in any 
State the power to defeat the will of the people. 

Now, sir, I do not want to see that power rest anywhere, and if it 
must rest somewhere I want it to rest with the largest body of repre- 
sentative men—who represent the honor, the property, the States, and 
the people of this great country. I should rather take the decision of 
a majority of four hundred men than the separate decisions of two 
bodies, one composed of seventy-five and the other of three hundred 
and twenty-five. In the one case there is a certainty of a decision, and 
that is more than anything else, because even a bad decision is better 
than no decision. No decision in the case of the election of a President 
may involve us in a civil war, which God forbid—we haye had enough 
civil war for our generation or for all generations—while if there is a 
settlement of this question by the vote of a majority we know how cor- 
dially the people acquiesce in whatever is done according to law. 

Senators, I have given to this subject my earnest consideration, cer- 
tainly with no desire of a party advantage, and I have come to the con- 
clusion that the safety of our country within a brief period of time may 
turn upon the mode in which we decide this question. I am willing to 
leave the decision of the controverted questions which come up in those 
stormy scenes, seven of which I have witnessed to the final resort, to be 
settled by the majority of the votes of the representatives of the people 
and the representatives of the States united in one general assembly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The difficulty that the Senator from Ohio suggests, 
of not deciding in one case and deciding in the other, is an imagi 
one. Under the bill as it now stands, or any other possible bill that 
regulates by law this process, the result is a decision conformable to the 
form of the law. It does not leave anything undecided. It only pro- 
vides by law that whatever the two judges can not agree upon shall be 
followed by a result, that that paper shall not be treated as the au- 
thentic act of the State. Now, suppose you put it the other way, that 
would decide it equally well, that wherever they could not agree the 
paper should be treated as the authentic act of the State; and having 
reached that, as I said before, we have got to the end of the question, 
for the authentic actof the State having been ascertained, then the Con- 
stitution, superior to everybody and everything, declares what shall be 
-the consequences of it, and that the man who gets the majority of all 
the votes of the electors of the States shall be the President. It does 
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not leave anybody to decide anything, and that is just where the case 
stands. Therefore, when the Senator proposes that in the case of a dis- 
agreement between the two Houses of a complex government 

ing distinct and separate rights and liberties, that shall be followed by 
leaving it to one of those two Houses (for that is what it is) to decide 
what shall become of the rights and liberties and securities in elections 
of the people, you have given away your case. 

The Senator says: Why the House of Representatives may be influ- 
enced by a political bias and by 1 majority may declare that a vote 
shall not be counted or shall, because they may decide either way. 
Where is the Senate? May not the Senate be influenced by a similar 
bias and in a similar way? We areall alike. So we do not gain any- 
thing in the illumination of this result by saying that one body or the 
other body may be influenced by a bias, or by corruption, or by what- 
ever. 

Power must be reposed in every government somewhere. The fathers 
who built this Government reposed it, as it regards this matter and all 
others affecting the whole people of the United States, in three separate 
bodies, four in fact, the legislative in its two branches each acting in- 
dependently of the other, the executive, and the judiciary. That was 
the system, and I repeat a thing to which my friend did not refer at all, 
that every step in this constitutional process of the election of a Presi- 
dent is a step of States and nothing else. So when you declare that the 
States shall disappear in case of disagreement between their represent- 
atives and the representatives of the whole body of the people, and 
that seventy-six Senators shall be consolidated with three hundred and 
twenty-five Representatives, you might just as well in a case of party 
bias leave the Senate out altogether. Takeit as it is now, 6 or 8 Re- 
publican majority, whatever it is—not being much of a politician I 
have not counted it up, but somewhere there—and the House of Rep- 
resentatives, as I believe, 40 or 50 Democratic majority. Now, sup- 
pose the case of this bias which is to operate at the other end of the 
Capitol in one way on a disputed vote and to operate at this end of the 
Capitol the other way. Weare then consolidated. The voice of the 
Senate is lost except as to the 6 votes, or the 8 votes, or whatever it 
is. Suppose fifteen years ago, when the House of Representatives had 
a large Republican majority and there was the same party bias, then 
the result would be exactly reversed if bias is to have its influence. 
That is the ease which my friend presents, and nothing else, that we 
are to get rid of the difficulties of either House acting by itself under a 
bias, and to accomplish that result, to obviate that bias, by putting the 
two biases together and letting the biggest bias manage the perform- 
ance. That is the way it is. 

We can not legislate in that way, sir. We must legislate upon the 
theory that in these two great departments of the legislative power of the 
Government, and of all its power so far as regards carrying on a gov- 
ernment, year in and year out and in the long time to come the States 
and the people will have such representation as on the whole will bea 
representation of justice and of the truth; and when you undertake to 
legislate in view of the idea that one party or the other is to be carried 
away by a bias you are legislating for a contingency of affairs that no 
human contrivance can provide for. You have only put together the 
opposing influences of bias or of corruption, or whatever it may be, and 
say that the largest amount of corrupt influence, if it were that, that 
can be got together in one solid body shall have its victory. 

That, Mr. President, is not the theory of this Government. The the- 
ory of this Government, as the Constitution declares in this sig is 
that the States shall choose their electors, that the votes of those States, 
as certified by the governors, as it respects the character and office of 
the persons who cast them, shall be counted, and that they shall be 
counted not in the presence of the members of the two Houses, not to 
be acted upon by the members of the two Houses, as such, as one body, 
but in the presence of the Senate of the United States and in the pres- 
ence of the House of Representatives of the United States; and when 
there is a failure of the character described in the Constitution, then 
the members of the House of Representatives, each State acting through 
its own delegation as one single unit of power, shall choose the Presi- 
ident. Now, into the face of that is thrown the proposition that the 
States and the representatives of the people shall be poured into one 
mass and melted together, and that every disagreement—and there 
would always be one in such a case where there was a possibility of rais- 
ing it—shall be left to that solid body to decide. I can not see either 
the constitutional propriety or the wisdom of such a proposition. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, if we are to test the question now in 
debate by its influence in the determination of the election of a Presi- 
dent, and if that determination is to be decided by one or two of the 
Houses of Congress, or by the two Houses of Congress together, it is 
worth while for us to see in what possible predicament this issue may 
be placed under the Constitution. If it be true that the only debate 
raised in behalf of the power of the Senate is against its being swallowed 


up in the numerical count of the two Houses—in other words, that its 
preference and its duty may be sacrificed by this numerical count—let 
us see how the disposition of the case is to present itself, and what the 
consequence is to be to the Senate’s power, if there is a difference between 
the two Houses. 

It is not worth our while to debate what may be the juncture when 
the rejection or the acceptance of the vote of any State will not affect 


the election. It is only in the critical condition when the rejection of 
the vote of a State or its acceptance will vary the result; and how can 
that arise? It never can arise from suppressing the vote of a State ex- 
cept in its depriving a candidate of a majority of the electors; other- 
wise it is ineffectual. You therefore must deduct from the triumphant 
candidate, if the State’s vote is counted, enough to deprive him of the 
right of election, but you can not confer upon the competing candidate 
the superiority of votes to elect him. A candidate, to succeed, must 
have a majority of the electoral college. Youcan not increase the vote 
of the candidate who is to profit to a certain extent apparently by de- 
priving his competitor of votes. 

What, then, happens if you adopt the system that difference between 
the two Houses by negation of opinion shall suppress the vote of a 
State? Simply that that candidate whose vote is suppressed has not a 
majority; his competitor has no majority, and the Senate in numerical 
count is absolutely swallowed up by the House whenever it chooses to 
make a difference of opinion, for then by the House making a differ- 
ence of opinion it prevents there being a majority for any candidate, 
and then the House isin possession of the election. There the method 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio at least gives an opportunity to 
have the Senate in its count with the House carry the day in a nice 
contest, when absolutely the Senate is suppressed entirely by the mere 
assertion of difference of opinion by the House. Thus by the difference 
raised as to the suppression of a vote, when the suppression of the vote 
takes the election away from a candidate who would have with ita 
majority, the House is at once the master of the election, and what can 
happen when the two Houses meet together and try conclusions in a 
numerical count except that the House carries it? That is, to reject 
the vote, and then be in possession of the election, which it was in pos- 
session of before there was any comparison. 

I will agree that when the election of President would not depend 
upon whether a State’s vote was to be rejected or accepted, it is a mat- 
ter of interest and of importance that no such injustice or no such rash- 
ness of judgment should suppress a vote; but I submit that the only 
debate here, and that is the way it has only been urged, is that the 
vote of the Senate and its protective power in the election is lost by the 
count in the general ballot of the two Houses connected. Ican not but 
perceive that the methods proposed by the Senator from Ohio give one 
opportunity to the Senate to overcome the majority in the House by 
the count of the united votes of the two bodies. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that the amendments which I sent to the 
eas may be printed in the RECORD. It is hardly worth while to read 


em. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order to print will be made if 
there is no objection. 

3 The amendments intended to be proposed by Mr. SHERMAN are as 
‘ollows: 

In section 4, lines 37 to 39, strike out the words: 

And no electoral vote or votes from any State from which but one return 
= been received shall be rejected except by the affirmative votes of both 

‘ouses, 

In same section, lines 51 and 52, strike out the words ‘‘acting sepa- 
rately”? and the word ‘“‘concurrently’’ and insert ‘‘as hereinbefore 
provided ” before the word ‘‘shall.’’ 

In same section, lines 57 to 60, strike out the words: 

Then those votes,and those only, shall be counted which the two Houses, act- 
ing separately, shall concurrently decide to be the lawful votes of the legally 
appointed electors of such State. 

And insert the following in lieu thereof: 

Then upon the reading of such returns or papers purporting to be a return 
from such State, the same proceedings shall be had as are prescribed in the pre- 
ceding section. 

In same section, line 62, after the words ‘‘decision of the,” insert 
“two Houses on the.” 

In lieu of section 5 insert: 

Sec, 5, If it shall apy from the action of the two Houses that they disagree 
upon any question submitted to them under the provisions of the preceding sec- 
tion, then the members of the two Ho in joint convention, shall imme- 
diately, without debate, upon the roll-call of the respective Houses, vote upon 
the question or questions upon which there has been such a disagreement, and 
the decision of the majority of the members of the joint convention present shall 
be deemed final and conclusive, and the vote shall be counted accordingly and 
be announced by the President of the Senate. 

‘That while the two Houses shall be in meeting as provided in this act the 
President of the Senate shall have power to preserve order; and no debate shall 
be allowed and no question shall be put by the presiding officer except to either 
ponee on a motion a heer weal or upon questions upon which the two Houses 

ve as afo: 


Mr. MORGAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With the consent of my friend from Alabama—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Alabama yield 
to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. MORGAN. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar], who desires to explain a point in the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg pardon. _ 

Mr. HOAR. I do not desire to enter irto the debate at this time, 
for I am not sure that the condition of my voice will allow me to be 
heard, but it seems to me that the remarks of the Senator from New 
York [Mr. EVARTS] are based, I will not say upon a misapprehension 
in regard to so eminent a constitutional authority as he, but upon a 
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difference of opinion with the committee as to the effect ofthe bill. I 
understand his proposition is that if the vote of a State be rejected by 
the operation of the mechanism provided in the bill it will result as a 
subtraction of so many votes from the otherwise triumphant candidate 
in the case where it makes a difference in the election, but it will not 
result in an addition of those votes to the other candidate or in a dimi- 
nution of the number of votes necessary for a choice, which must be a 
majority of the whole number of electors. As the committee under- 
stood that proposition, so far as I know, and I think I have a right to 
speak for them in that particular, they supposed that when there are 
two returns from a State and under the operation of the bill no return 
from a State is counted, that is not merely a subtraction of the votes 
from one side or the other of the two candidates, but it is a diminution 
of the whole number of electors found by that legal and constitutional 
pros to be appointed. For instance, if three electors are certified to 

ve been appointed from the State of Rhode Island by one return, and 
three different electors are certified to have been appointed by the State 
of Rhode Island by another return, if the two Houses differ and, there- 
upon, Rhode Island is not counted, it is no more counted in making up 
the number of electors appointed than it is counted for one or the other 
of the icular candidates. So, then, the seer as I understand 
it, of the Senator from New York proceeds from a difference of opinion 
on his part with the committee as to the effect of its bill. 

Then he says that in that case, if it resulted in no choice after the 
count had been made in this way, the House would get possession of 
the question equally under the bill reported by the committee and un- 
der the method proposed by the honorable Senator from Ohio, and 
would proceed to elect; but the House as an electing body is quite a 
different thing from the House acting per capita under the proposition 
of the Senator from Ohio, because in one case it is to be an election by 
the House by States. For instance, there are to be but 38 votes cast 
for the Presidency in the existing condition of the Union, and under 
the process of the Senator from Ohio it is a body of four hundred per- 
sons and over, who are practically and in effect, though not in form, to 
elect the President of the United States. 

Indeed, Mr. President, though I do not wish to discuss this question 
now, with all due respect to the honorable Senator from Ohio who has 
just addressed the Senate, it seems to me that his proposition to solve 
this grave constitutional difficulty is precisely Mr. Pickwick’s advice 
to his followers how to behave when they came into a town where 
there was a mob. ‘‘Always shout with the mob,” said Mr. Pickwick. 
“ But,” said Mr. Tupman, ‘Suppose there are two mobs?” ‘‘Then 
shout with the largest.” [Laughter. ] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, Mr. President, with the consent of my friend 
from Alabama who wishes to address the Senate—— 

i The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama has the 
oor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After twelve minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 0’clock and 5 minutes p. m. ) 
the Senate adjourned. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 21, 1886. 


POSTMASTERS, 

Norval Blackburn, to be postmaster at Decatur, in the county of 
Adams and State of Indiana. 

W. H. Norton, to be postmaster at Elkhart, in the county of Elkhart 
and State of Indiana. -` 

William P. Baird, to be postmaster at Mount Carroll, in the county 
of Carroll and State of Illinois. 

William H. Bennett, to be postmaster at Bluffton, in the county of 
Wells and State of Indiana. 

William H. Elgar, to be postmaster at Plattersville, in the county of 
Grant and State of Wisconsin, 

‘Thomas H. Bayless, to be postmaster at Hope, in the county of Hemp- 
stead and State of Arkansas. 

Thomas Richards, to be postmaster at Stanford, in the county of 
Lincoln and State of Kentucky. 

ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 

Charles D. Jacob, of Louisville, Ky., to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States to the United States of 
Colombia. 

MINISTER RESIDENT. 

Lambert Tree, of Illinois, to be minister resident of the United States 

to Belgium. 
MINISTER RESIDENT AND CONSUL-GENERAL. 


Boyd Winchester, of Kentucky, to be minister resident and consul- 
gencral of the United States to Switzerland. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 


Edward H. Strobel, of New York, to be secretary of the legation of 
the United States at Madrid. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 21, 1886. 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayerby the Chaplain, Rev. W. H, 
MILBURN, D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


CLAIM OF 8. F. RICE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting, with accompanying papers, a letter from the 
Attorney-General relating to the claim of S. F. Rice for services in pros- 
ecuting certain deputy marshals; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims, 

PACIFIC RAILROAD SINKING FUND. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, submitting an account of the investments of the sink- 
ing fund for the Union Pacific and Central Pacific Railroad Companies, 
and recommending a modification of the provisions of the act of March 
7, 1878, indicating the securities in which the fund shall be invested; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered - 
to be printed. = 

BUILDING NO. 17, NORFOLK NAVY-YARD. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of the 
Navy of an appropriation for altering and refitting building No. 17 at 
the Norfolk navy- ; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


DRAWBACK ON EXPORTED STILLS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, inclosing letters from the First Comptroller and the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue asking that section 10 of the act of 
March 1, 1879, be amended so as to provide for the payment of draw- 
back of internal-revenue tax on exported stills as such claims accrue; 
which was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CHANNELS LEADING TO PENSACOLA, FLA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the Light-House 
Board asking an appropriation of $17,250 for aids to navigation in the 
channels leading to Pensacola, Fla.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PROTESTS AND SUITS AGAINST CUSTOMS EXACTIONS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting communications from customs and law 
officers recommending a revision of the laws regulating protests, appeals, 
and suits by importers against the exactions of money as duties by col- 
lectors of customs; which was referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills of the follow- 
ing titles; which were twice read and referred as indicated: 

A bill (s. 209) for the relief of the legal representatives of John M. 
Robeson, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 241) for the relief of Joseph W. Parish—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 311) for the relief of James Trabue, Thomas Thatcher, 
Michael Callahan, and the widow of John Waters—to the Committee on 


Claims. 
A bill (S. 498) for the relief of George T. Dudley—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The Speaker proceeded to call the committees for reports to be 
placed upon the appropriate Calendars. 


J. W. EWING. 


Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Patents, reported back ad- 
versely the bill (H. R. 830) to provide for extension of letters patent 
for improved medical compound to J. W. Ewing, assignee of M. R. 
Garsam, administrator of the estate of C. H. Mitchell, deceased; which 
was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

REPORT OF THE PUBLIC LAND COMMISSION. 

Mr. BARKSDALE, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 18) for the further distribution of 
the report of the Public Land Commission; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 

The call of standing and select committees and of the commissions 
and committees authorized by statute to report to the House was con- 
tinued and concluded, no further reports being presented. 


INCREASE OF PENSIONS OF WIDOWS AND DEPENDENT RELATIVES. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour for the call of committees for 
the consideration of measures already reported now begins at 12 o’clock 
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and 21 minutes p.m. The call rests with the Committee on Invalid| The CHAIRMAN. Your colleague cannot yield, as he has not the 
Pensions. floor. Does the gentleman from Ken ? 


Mr. MATSON. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of re- 
suming the consideration of the bill (H. R. 545) to increase en a 
sions of widows and dependent relatives of deceased soldiers and sailors. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The gentleman from Texas [Mr. WELLBORN] not 
nels Nee, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] will take the 

ir tem ily. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. Hasmronp in the chair) and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 545) to increase the pensions of the 
widows and dependent relatives of deceased soldiers and sailors. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WOLFORD] 
has forty-three minutes of his hour remaining. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Chairman, I have decided not to occupy 
more than a few minutes upon this proposition, and then, at the ear- 
nest request of the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, I 
will yield my time to him, as he desires to close this debate. During 
the few minutes I shall occupy I propose to generally on the 
question of pensioning soldiers and soldiers’ widows. The question, 
who should receive pensions is one upon which there is perhaps more 
diversity of opinion than on any other question that has ever been be- 
fore the Congress of the United States. Formy own part lamin favor 
of giving the largest pensions that we are able to give. I do not belong 
to that party who would bankrupt the Government by pensions, how- 
ever meritorious; but I am in favor of giving the highest pensions that 
we are able to give to those who have suffered in the service of their 
country, who have been permanently disabled for labor, many of them 
ruined physically. Persons of this class, and many such are not now 
drawing pensions, deserve pensions. To this deserving class I am in 
favor of giving the highest pensions that can be granted having due 
regard to the interests of the tax-payer. Iam also in favor of giving 
to the widows and orphans of those who have lost their lives in the 
service of their country such pensions as will preserve them from a 
condition of dependence. I would vote for such pensions as these even 
at the risk of ye the tax-payer a little, 

There is, as I have a said, great diversity of opinion on this 
subject. Some men have said that to pension the soldiers of our armies 
as they ought to be pensioned would bankrupt the Government; and I 
was glad of the sr eters made by the disti tleman from 
Texas [Mr. MILLS], that the Committee on Ways and Means might 
have to revise our present system of raisi 

Should we adopt the amendment by my distinguished friend 
from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] and give ions to our soldiers from the 
date of their disability, without ni onerat they may have made 
application, the amount paid for pensions will be greatly increased. 
But, sir, in my heart and soul I am favor of that view. While it may 
not be expedient—and the Committee on Invalid Pensions earnestly 
desire that there shall be no amendment on this subject to this bill— 
yet these pensions ought to be granted. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. WOLFORD] indulge me in a question ? 

Mr. WOLFORD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I understand the gentleman to say that 
he is in fayor of the amendment I have suggested. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRO of Indiana. Will you vote for it? 

Mr. WOLFORD. Iwill tell you all about that before I am done. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I would like a categorical answer. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Well, I decline to give a “ ical answer,” 
reserving to myself the right toanswerin the way I please. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Then allow me a further question. It 
has been said here that to tack this amendment on this bill puts the bill 
in peril. Now if there are enough men here like the gentleman from 
Kentucky and myself, who favor the amendment, to vote it up, is there 
not sufficient strength in the House to pass the bill as amended ; or it 
the amendment be voted down, will not the bill be left to be voted on 
by the House untrammeled by the amendment? Why is it that the 
gentleman from Kentucky and those like him who agree with me as to 
the justice of this amendment are so suddenly seized with a panic? I 
will tell the gentleman frankly—I want to whisper just a word in his 

r—_ 

Mr. WOLFORD. You mayspeak itout. Iwanteverybody to hear 
it. (Laughter. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It was said to me during the last cam- 
paign in my State that the reason the bill in reference to the limitation 
to the payment of arrearages was not passed was because it was voted 
down by a Republican Senate. Now, I am going to givea Democratic 
House the opportunity of voting itup. Doesthe gentleman understand ? 

Mr. WOLFORD. Yes. 

Mr. MATSON. I wish to ask my colleague a question if he will 
allow me. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Yes. 


tucky 

Mr.WOLFORD. Ishall not beable to deliver the floorto my friend 
from Indiana as suggested unless I rg poi tne oxen now. And 
I will answer—not categorically, but I willanswer everything my dis- 
tinguished friend from Indiana [ Mr. BROWNE] has put—but in my own 
way, Mr. Chairman, for I always reserve tomyself thatright. [Laugh- 
ter.] Isaid I was in favor of giving to every soldier arrears from the 
date of his disability. Inthe last Congress I universally advocated that 
proposition and always voted forit. My recollection is that my dis- 
tinguished friend who now questions me did not. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BROWNE, of i rose. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I know what Iam talking about. My recollec- 
tion is that my distinguished friend did not. Time and again when 
some of the most important bills—they were, to be sure, private bills— 
when some of the most important bills to pension the meritorious 
widows of dead officers and dead soldiers were before this House I 
saw you then urging we should confine ourselves to a rule which the 
gentleman tried tomake that arrears should not be given upon a par- 
ticular bill. Then the gentleman said to me, ‘‘I will not vote for the 
bill, I will cut out these meritorious cases, I will cut out the widow ~ 
of that distinguished soldier or of that distinguished officer because 
you have not made a general bill.” 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Ah! 

Mr. WOLFORD. I thought then it was captious, and, if the gentle- 
man from Indiana will pardon me, I think so now. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. WOLFORD. I will answer your questions, not categorically, 
but I will answer them fully, and I hope to the satisfaction of this 
House as well as to yourself. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Kentucky does not yield to 
the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The gentleman from Kentucky does not 
intend to misrepresent me. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. No, he does not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield to the 
gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. WOLFORD. I intend totalk in my own time, and to make m, 
own speech without having your es put intoit. [Laughter. 
Iprefer my own speech on this occasion. [Laughter] 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Kentucky declines to yield. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I decline also to assist him in making 
his speech on this occasion. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Idecline the assistance. [Laughter.] I propose 
to make my own speech in my own way. 

I said, sir, that I was for pensions going back to the time of disability. 
I am for that in every case. I am for it in every individual case, and 
the gentleman from Indiana who puts his categorical questions to me 
can not say that and tell the truth. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Idosayit. The gentleman said I could 
not say it. I do say it. s 

Mr. WOLFORD. In every individual case? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. WOLFORD. You astonish me. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Iwill say, with the gentleman’s per- 
mission, I had during the last Congress and have now a bill pending 
before the Pensions Committee proposing to give the benefitof the arrear- 
ages act in every individual case. : 

Mr. WOLFORD. In every individual case? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Why you, tomy certain knowledge, voted against 
it. [Laughter.] I have the question fairly before this House and I 
insist he is not the man to put categorical questions to me on such a 
question as this. And now, sir, I want to talk a little about that prop- 
osition which the gentleman from Indiana put to me. I admire him 
for his eloquence, and I admire him because he loves the soldier, but it 
does seem to me he never talks but he shows he loves his party better than 
he loves the soldier. [Laughter.] 

Now, the gentleman from Indiana says it has been thrown be him 
that but for a Republican Senate the bill would have gone ugh, 
Be that asit may, Mr. Chairman, I am one of those who entertained 
the hope that politics would not have come into aquestion of this char- 
acter. It has no place here. On yesterday, in his speech, the gentle- 
man from Indiana said that we had put into the Democratic platform 
a provision that that party was in favor of arrears of pension. Does 
the gentleman mean to say that he is going to stand with us upon these 
great principles of the Democratic party, the principles of equal rights 
to all and exclusive privileges to none? I sincerely hope so; let him 
come, we will welcome him. If you desire we will open wide the door 
for you on that platform. That is the platform of Democracy, and we 
ask you to accept it. 

I stood on that at the canvass preceding the election, and I stand on 
that platform now; but, Mr. Chairman, I stand to-day upon a higher one 
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eventhan that. I stand to-day u ee tform of the very best inter- 
ests of my country, for the e soldier and for his widow. 
But I will receive with open hands he PE EN Indiana when- 


ever he sees proper to come into the Democratic fold upon our platform. 
That is Democratie doctrine, and I believe that in every part of the 
country the Democratic party and the Democratie majority on this floor 
will vote for arrearsof ion when the question is properly ted. 
It is nothing but right that we should vote for it. Why is it, I would 
like to ask, that a soldier wht did not rush up to ask for a pension im- 
mediately at the close of the war should be entirely cut off from all 
rights by the passage of such a limitation act? 

My distin ed friend from Wisconsin, General BRAGG, in his criti- 
cisms on bill yesterda, , Stated as one reason why he opposed it 
that the soldier had to be ‘‘reminded by a claim agent.’ Sir, I take 
issue with the distinguished gentleman thes Ti wad not that the sol- 
dier had to be reminded; but, coming from the war as he did, finding a 
country covered with debt, poor and impoverished (although, thank 
God, the great development has since more than covered the effects of 
the warand has brought prosperity and plenty to our land)—but at the 
end of the war, I say, coming back as the soldier did, finding the coun- 
try poor, with many debts and with many doubts in the minds of the 
best men of the country as to whether we should ever be able to meet the 
indebtedness—and there were many who believed that we could not— 
this same gallant soldier, who had in a thousand instances risked his 
life in the defense of his country, said to himself, ‘‘I will not in this 
depressed condition of affairs ask for a pension.” But, Mr. Chairman, 
time goes on and the country has developed in prosperity and plenty un- 
der the blessings of Almighty God; and now, when the country is able to 
pay, these poor, broken-down old men, or the dependent families of those 
who have since died, come and ask this Government, rich and mighty as 
itis, to give this little pitiful pension, Now the soldier says, ‘‘Iam ready 
and to receive the generosity of the country; I am ready to 
take that which the Government can so well afford to pad, cpap me, ery I 
have no hesitancy in asking for it when the country is 

Isubmit, therefore, whether the distinguished KIRAKA $s ight 
to say that the soldier has to be reminded by a pension agent. In his 
heart all the time thousands of them in all parts of the country desired 
to be by the Government. But they would not make their 
appeals when the country was poor, and [admire them, Mr. 
for not having made the claim sooner- Instead of cutting them out alto- 
gether under a limitation act, I say they deserve credit for having with- 
held their claims so long. 

But I want to talk a while more upon the views of my distinguished 
friend from Indiana. 

Mr. BRO of Indiana. But I understand you to indorse them. 

Mr. WOLFO. I indorse them, but I do not indorse the manner 
in which they come. I do not indorse the way you present them here. 
I am in favor of the proposition; but the distin; ed chairman of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions tells me that will in time have a 
bill to deal with that very question—perhaps own bill. I have no 
objection to that bill, and if it comes up I will stand by you and vote 
for it, whether it comes from Democratic or Republican quarters. I 
will not ask what party is to be benefited ec E IT oF the 
soldier, but I will ask all men to unite in doing justice to these brave 
men. That is all upon that p tion. It would be no objection to 
this bill to have it incorporated upon it, but I would not to 
hamper this bill and encumber it or endanger its Let it stand 
udon its own merits, and let us pass another bill for the other p 

I remember, sir, in the last Congress that we to what was in 
my judgment a most just and righteous bill, a bill to pension the Mex- 
ican veterans, and it passed the House by an overwhelming majority. 
But I remember that when that bill was amended, as it was amended 
by the Senate—and I did not object to the amendments myself, for every 
man in that Congress will bear me witness that I was willing to take 
the Senate amendments and all and voted for the bill and spoke for it 
as I did—but we all remember that a large majority here was in favor 
of it, and yet we never could get the n two-thirds to pass the 
bill, and the old veterans have not yet got their rights. There- 
fore I am willing to take a lesson from that ce, and pass this 
bill without any amendments which willendangerits passage. Letthis 
bill stand alone. When the other comes up we can take action upon it, 
and I hope speedily. Iam to join the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions in support of that bill when it shall come 


wir MILLIKEN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. WOLFORD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Isit not true that the same party in this House 
which voted for the Mexican pension bill when it was passed here voted 
it down when it came back from the Senate, amended as it was with 
its six amendments in favor of these old veterans? 

Mr. WOLFORD. If that is true I do not know it. But I remem- 
ber, sir, and I have a good memory upon that subject—I remember that 
some few Democrats voted against it—many of them for it. I remem- 
ber that the man who brought it up, the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. 

TOWNSHEND], was a Democrat and stood by it; and I remember your 
humble servant—and I claim to be a Democrat—stood by it with all 


his might. And I remember alarge number of Democrats voted for it, 
And I remember a few sore-footed Republicans that slipped in the con- 
test. [Laughter.] But, sir, it was no party issue as to which party 
was to have the honor of the bill. It was a question, shall the vete- 
ran have the pension? And for that reason I say I am to take 
the advice of the chairman of the Committee on invalid Pensions and 
as this bill eps a alone. 

e criticisms of my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. puaga] 
in nAn to ns and the pension law were eminently just, and 
hope they all be adopted one by one; for if there is anything I 
do desire more than anything else on the pension question it is the 
carrying out of the old Democratic doctrine of equal rights, so that 
every one of these soldiers shall be placed on an equal footing, that a 
a man who is totally disabled shall receive the same compensation 
whether his disability was received in one way or in another, provided 
it was received in his country’s cause. And I go further, and say that 
I admire that old Democratic doctrine that, looking over all our wars, 
said, ‘‘ Weshall not inquire in what war a man was engaged, provided 
he served his country.” Can the gentlemen on the other side say that— 
that we will not inquire whether it was in the war of 1812 or in the 
war with Mexico or in the war of the States; but did he serve his 
country; did he do his duty? 

That is the Democratic view as to pensions. We want to put them 
all on an equality. But it is said all these cases are not reported in 
this bill. I know that. Yes, sir, I know—I have had sore experience 
on that subject—that the report of a committee has many followers in 
the House, and the House will vote to sustain the committee. My 
friend from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] in his zeal might endanger the vill, 
and any of you might in your zeal endanger the bill by putting on an 
amendment that would be an advantage in itself. 

But all these propositions will come up, and in the very nature of the 
case must come up. The mind of the American people is intent on the 
question, What shall we do for our soldiers that defended us on the 
battlefield? Those propositions will come up and justice will be done. 
It may be delayed for a while, but I hope it will not be longer delayed 
than this Congress until every one of these cases will be settled. 

I agree with my distinguished friend from Wisconsin that many 
amendments are necessary to the pension law; but I do not agree with 
him that because a young and fair and handsome lady, with patriotic 
feeling burning in her heart, admired the old soldier of 1812 who had 
marched to Canada or went from Boston to Lake Champlain, who fol- 
lowed his flag wherever it went and fought the battles of his country— 
I do not with the gentleman in attributing unworthy motives to 
the young lady who married sucha veteran. Though he was wounded, 
she loved him. She loved him because of his patriotism. She had in 
her heart and her soul a great admiration for the American cause and for 
the American flag and for the American name and glory, and that gave 
her a foundation to begin with, to induce her to love the old man who 
had fought for his country. She did love him and married him and 
nursed him. And when he died will you tell her, ‘‘ You can not have 

a pension, because you, a youngand beautiful girl, might possibly have 
married the old man in order just to get a pension when he died.” Do 
m believe it? That is not reasonable. She had higher motives. 

ut even if it were so—if she did marry him to get a pension, and took 
care of him and soothed the last days of the old soldier so that he was 
allowed to go down to the e in peace under the kind and tender 
hands and attentions of a Tady such as no man can use—if she did 
all that, I say she deserves her pension anyhow, and I would feel all 
the inducement to vote for it. 

But I pass over this. I think I have answered categorically all the 

of my friend from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE], and I now want 
to pledge him on this floor. When these bills do come separate and 
alone will I find you, sir, standing for equal pensions? Will I find you 
standing for the pensions of every man and every lady that had a hus- 
band or a son who died for his country’s cause? Will I find you stand- 
ing for equal rights and equal privileges for all? I hope I will; andI 
ny will no more hear gentlemen saying, ‘‘Oh, we wanta general 

wW. 

Mr. BROWNE, ofIndiana. Doesthe gentleman from Kentucky pause 
for a reply? 

Mr. WOLFORD. The gentleman may reply if he desires to do so. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I desire to say to the gentleman from 
Kentucky now, quietly and kindly, that as there are some two thousand 
persons who have pensions by special acts of Congress, if the two thou- 
sand and first comes in and asks Congress that under a special act 
arrearages shall go to him in advance of an act of Con; that shall 
put all who stand in his position upon terms of equality with him, I 
will vote against it. 

Mr, PETTIBONE. So will I. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Then, sir, I have the answer at last, and I haveit 
as I expected to get it. You are not for the measure. In your heart 
and in your soul you do not want it. [Laughter. ] That is one broad 
plank in the platform of the Democratic party that you do not indorse, 


although you talk about it. [Renewed laughter. ] Tias Republicans 
all : me who are for it, who will vote for it and will do all they 
can for it. 
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Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. WOLFORD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to ask the gentleman whetherit is nota 
matter of fact that the Committee on Invalid Pensions have always uni- 
formly opposed the granting of arrearagesin special pension bills? Is 
not that their rule ? 

Mr. WOLFORD. I believe it is, sir, and I am sorry for it, just as 
sorry as I was to see the distinguished gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
BROWNE] oppose it. You, sir[Mr. CUTCHEON ], did not opposeit, and 
I give you credit forit. You took the view, which I believe to be the 
right one, that every bill should stand upon its own merits, and that 
Congress, this great body which is chosen to speak the sovereign will of 
this nation, is not bound by laws or rules, but has a sovereign right to 
do what it thinks just in every case that comes before it. Thatis the 
view that I took, and that is the view that the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. C¢trcHEon] took. [Laughter.] I willsay, too, that I believe 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions went wrong upon this proposition; 
but they are right now. They have introduced here a bill that ought 


ut, Mr. Chairman, I am taking up too muchof my time. Ishould 
not have done it but for the interruptions that have been made upon 
other questions; and I want to talk now upon the question of pensions 
generally. 

I do not agree with the doctrine of some gentlemen upon that sub- 
ject. Iam_not in favor of putting the widow of the gallant officer or 
private who served his country for long years, fought many battles, won 
many glorious victories, made for himself a name and a record, honor- 
able and glorious in the history of his country—I am not in favor of 
putting the widow of that man upon an equality with the widow of one 
who did nothing remarkable, but was merely a soldier. That is con- 
trary to the natureof things. The very order of Heaven is that he that 
doth much good shall receive much, and the very law of righteousness 
is that the reward shall be proportioned not to good intentions, but to 
righteous acts. For that reason, sir, we love General Washington pre- 
eminently among all the great men of ourcountry, because he did more 
for his country than any other man. That is why his country revere 
him above all others. Upon that principle I am for making a distinc- 
tion; and when you have put the general pension, as I believe in my 
heart you will, at $12a month for all, that means the lower grade; and 
then, when a case of extraordinary service to the country comes up for 
consideration, I will vote to raise by special enactment the pension of 
that widow or that soldier. 

I believe, sir, not only in the doctrine of invalid pensions, but I be- 
lieve in the doctrine of service pensions. I believe the very highest 
point the Lessee queron can rise to is that of a service pension. I 
remember from ing the history of my country that very soon after the 
Revolutionary war the questionofpensionscameup. There were noin- 
valid pensions then; they were not talked of at that time; but there were 
service pensions voted for every man that had an honorable discharge, 
provided he could swear that he was not worth $100. But the people 
rose and frightened the men that had passed that law, and Congress 
very soon repealed it, and said that all should have pensions. The pen- 
sion was very small, to be sure, because the country then was poor; but 
it was a pension which the soldier valued. ‘‘ This,’’ said he, “‘is an 
acknowledgment to me that I served my country in the hour of her 
danger and her trial. I love it, Oh, I love it better than if it came to 
me in any other shape !”’ 

Again, after the war of 1812 the gallant soldiers who had done such 
service for their country were disbanded; the Congress of the United 
States came up and gave them aservicepension. I think that was right. 
It made the soldier love his country more. Oh, how grand the soldier 
feels! Can you imagine an old soldier who has gone through troubles 
and trials and has met the enemy in many a bloody conflict undaunted— 
can you imagine how proud that man feels when his services are recog- 
nized by hiscountry, when that country says to him in substantial shape, 
‘We honor you; we give you this pension for merit, for your patriotic 
services!’? Now, sir, I am in favor of that very thing. -I hope nogen- 
tleman will be alarmed, but I am in favor of a service pension. I am 
in favor of pensioning every soldierof the Mexican war. Give him what 
you gave the Revolutionary soldier; give him what you give the soldier 
of the war of 1812; give him that, and he will be satisfied. Give him 
that acknowledgment that he followed his country’s flag into a foreign 
country, that he went into the sickly climate of Mexico and fought and 
struggled through a series of unbroken successes unparalleled in the his- 
tory of the world. Give him that, and he will bow his head in grati- 
tude and say, ‘‘I love my country more than ever, because my country 
loves me and has ized my services.” 

But what about the soldier of the late war—the soldier in ‘‘the war of 
the States?’ What do I propose todo with him? Do not be alarmed, 
paeran ; Iam for giving him a service pension. Starting from the 

evolution, and coming down through the war of 1812 and the Mexi- 
can war to the war of 1861, I am for giving in due time a pension to 
all who deserve it. 

But you say; ‘‘We may bankrupt the Government.” 
alarmed about bankrupting the Government. The su 
distinguished friend from Texas [Mr. MILLS] that the 
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Ways and Means might report a measure declaring that men of over- 
grown fortunes should by an income-tax provide for taking care of the 
soldier—that is a suggestion which I rely upon. I believe that com- 
mittee, when the emergency comes, will do its duty, and that such a 
bill will be reported. I favor such a bill. I have no war to make 
against the bondholders as such. I thank God that there are men able 
and willing to hold bonds. I have no war to make against the rich in 
favor of the poor. I thank God when any man gets rich by proper 
means. But I do not thank God when Ife uses his riches to oppress 
his fellows. In my heart and soul I revolt against such use of wealth. 

The great problem now to be solved by the American people is, can 
your soldiers be properly pensioned, and can the poor be maintained 
against the oppressions of the rich? Is there any disposition by oppres- 
sion or fraud to grind the faces of the poor? Do men undertake to cast 
out the poor widow of the soldier of any war? Yes; right here in 
Washington the poor old mothers or the needy widows of men who died 
for their country are turned out of places where they might earn a liy- 
ing in order that these places may be given to those whose relatives 
never saw any service for the country; and this, too, in spite of a reso- 
lution of Congress that such places should be given to wounded soldiers 
and to those having claims upon the Government by reason of the sacri- 
fices and sufferings of their relatives. 

I am in favor of making, step by step, all these proper provisions in 
the way of pensions. I hope to live to see the day—I may not see it, 
for I am old and infirm, and perhaps will never be in the Congress of 
the United States again—but I hope to see the day, orif not, I hope my 
children will see the day, when every soldier that has honored his coun- 
try’s flag at home or abroad, on foreign or on native soil, on land or on 
sea, will be recognized by his Government and receive a pension. 

Can we doall this? Can the poor be defended against the rich? Is 
it in the wisdom of Congressto deal with this question as it ought to be 
dealt with? I invite thinking men and statesmen to the front. Will 
you say that this great Republic, this union of republics, has not power 
to make proper provision for its soldiers, has not power to preserve the 
poor against every oppressive influence that may be brought to bear 
upon them? England to-day is solving the question, Shall Ireland be 
a nation; shall that downtrodden and oppressed people be liberated and 
exalted? And that question will be solved. An anxious worldis look- 
ing on and with beating heart awaiting the result. But in this country 
our statesmen must solve the problem, What shall we do with our 
soldiers? How shall we provide for them in such away as they deserve? 

We are all familiar with that sound principle, ‘‘In time of peace pre- 
pare for war.’ Let your soldiers learn that whatever may happen they 
and those dependent upon them will be provided for. Let our policy 
on this subject of pensions become a permanent principle. Let the 
laws recognize it; let all the people recognize it. Let it be understood 
that our soldiers will be honored in this way, as they deserve. Such a 
policy is wise with reference to the possibility of future wars. If this 
country should be engaged in another war—which God forbid—then 
you will find coming from the South and from the North, from the East 
and from the West, a great host of soldiers rallying round the cause of 
their country because they love it. They will not falter in their step. 
As the armies tread the land, as the navies ride the sea, no soldier or 
sailor will falter, for every such defender of the country will feel that 
the banner of his country is over him and that country loves him. But 
if you do not put upon a permanent foundation this policy of pensions, 
I submit to you would not the soldier tremble as he marched? He 
might well say, ‘‘I love my country; Iam ready to undergo every hard- 
ship and to die for it; but, merciful God! should I die, whatis to become 
of my wife and my children?” Who could put away such a thought ? 

Let it never be said of the American Congress that they have left a 
doubt in the heart of the soldier as he follows the flag whether he and 
his family will be cared for by the country. Sir, victories have been 
gained on the battlefield; but this moral victory, this great statesman- 
like victory, which would place your soldiers above the fear of want in 
the hour of danger, would be worth more than all the victories of war. 
It would be a civil triumph, a victory of statesmanship. I invite states- 
men here to achieve that victory. 

O, that I had the voice and the eloquence to reach the minds and the 
hearts of the American Congress; but I tell you, whether your hearts 
and minds are convinced or not, the people are convinced. The people 
are in advance of Congress. They feel in their heart of hearts—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, the policy of pensioning soldiers who 
have been disabled in the military service of the country and thereby 
rendered unable to earn a livlihood and support their families, the 
policy of pensioning the widows of such soldiers who have lost their 
lives in the service—I mean those who were their widows at that time— 
is a just and beneficent policy. No one would more cheerfully than 
myself vote pensions for such soldiers and such widows. We have pen- 
sion laws providing, it would seem, for all the conditions that appeal 
to public justice. And yet, notwithstanding these laws, notwithstand- 
ing the Pension Office is open to all entitled to pensions under the laws, 
we have a deluge of private bills for pensioning the soldiers of the war, 
or those who profess to be soldiers of the war, each session of Congress. 
And instead of the number diminishing it is constantly increasing, 
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And in acting on these cases in many instances we give extraordinary 
pensions, and sometimes under extraordinary circumstances. Iremem- 
ber either in the Forty-fourth or Forth-fifth Congress we passed a bill 
through this House to pension a soldier for patriotic services in the war. 
President Grant returned that bill to the House with his objection to 
its approval. He informed us—and I understood afterward it was 
known here, too—that this man had twice deserted the confederate 
army and come to the Federal Army, and twice deserted the Federal 
Army and gone to the confederate army. [Laughter.] He said, sir, 
such a law would be a premium to treachery. 

Now, that is one case where we take up a man and give him a pen- 
sion which no just man on earth would conceive he was entitled to. I 
do not propose to enumerate them all, but Ido wish the American peo- 
ple could see the manner in which these private pension bills are 
here—a dozen or half-dozen of members meeting at night, cross-lifting 
for each other, and passing them by the dozen without regard to their 
merits. 

But that is not particularly what I propose to speak on here briefly 
at this time. It seems here, Mr. Chairman, judging from the debates, 
judging from other occurrences, that it is not so much a contest for se- 
curing pensions to deserving persons as it is a contest for political su- 
premacy; a bid for the votes of the American people; an appeal to see 
who will give the most money out of the Treasury for the soldier vote 
and its influence. I witnessed a scene on this floor—— 

Mr. FUNSTON. Will the gentleman allow me toask him this ques- 
tion: What right have you to impugn the motives of members on this 
floor in that manner? 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope the gentleman will take care of himself. 

I was saying, Mr. Chairman, that I witnessed a scene on this floor in 
passing a bill giving arrearages of pension, I believe it was, when Dem- 
ocrats were urged to vote for it by Democrats because it would give 
them the soldier vote, as the Senate would defeat it anyhow; and Re- 
publicans were u by Republicans to vote for it as it would get 
ahead of the Democrats for the soldier vote, and because the Senate 
would defeat it anyhow. It went through this House as any bill will 

through this House that proposes a ion, and when it got to the 
te it went through that body with as great unanimity as it did 
through this. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I had a friend in Congress a few years ago from 
the State of Kentucky who had in mind aproposition which he thought 
would settle all this trouble, satisfy all parties, adjust the political 
trouble. It proposed to pension everybody in the United States and 
give life-pay to retiring members of Congress. This, it seems to me, 
was a bid. It seems when we are struggling for political power 
if I should make this bid I would go as faras anybody could go to ben- 
efit my party by pensioning everybody and giving life-pay to retiring 
members of Congress. [Laughter.] 

But what is this to come to? No one can doubt, no one will doubt, 
that I am correct in saying instead of the supreme and sole motive be- 
ing to secure justice to those who deserve a pension, a motive as strong 
as that, I would say stronger, is to bid for the soldiers’ votes, and to pay 
the money of the tax-payers of this country as the price of political su- 

remacy. We proceed here as if there were no tax-payers in this country. 

e proceed here as if there were a great fund of money collected to- 
gether and we were engaged in its distribution. But, Mr. Chairman, 
there are millions of toilers in this land, poor, afflicted, with families to 
support, earning their bread from day to day by their sweat, who have 
to pay taxes for every appropriation which we make. And I assume to 
warn members that we may reach the point at which the public judg- 
ment will revolt against this outrage of giving the public money for 
political supremacy, of taxing the people’s sweat and toil and giving 
away their money in this manner. 

Who that listened to my friend from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON ] yester- 
day, who that listened to my friend from Kentucky [Mr. WOLFORD] 
this morning, who that listened to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
BROWNE], would not judgeastruggle was going on here as to which party 
shall make the highest bid in the way of pensions to secure the soldiers’ 
votes? 

Who has ever known one of these bills come up for consideration who 
has not seen this same thing enacted and re-enacted here? Iwill repeat, 
sir, what I said before, that the soldiers who are disabled in war ought 
to be pensioned, and I will vote ascheerfully as any man for every reason- 
able and proper pension for them, and also that those who are the wid- 
ows of such soldiers and were their wives when they were soldiers, or 
where the soldier lost his life in the public service, should be pensioned. 
No man will vote more cheerfully or readily than I a proper pension for 
such service; but I would drive the thousands who come here to these 
halls into the Pension Office to make there the proof required by law 
to enable them to secure their pensions. I would not allow them to 
come here upon ex parte statements to play upon political feelings and 
obtain pensions in the name or on account of those who have really ren- 
dered service to the country. There is not a man here who does not 
know, I presume, that there are numbers of men receiving pensions 
to-day, I think I may safely say thousands, who are not more entitled 
to it than I am. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Who are they? Just give us the names. 


Mr, REAGAN. The gentleman can make his speech when his time 
comes. I beg he will not interrupt me any more. Mr. Chairman, I 
come here as the representative of a portion of the American people. I 
come here to represent them, and I do not propose that members on this 
floor or elsewhere shall challenge my right to express my own convic- 
tions on great publie questions. [Applause. ] 

I have said, I believe, all I desire to say to the House in reference to 
this bill. I do not expect to defeat the passage of it. I do not expect 
to defeat the passage of any bill, however great an outrage it may be 
upon common sense or upon common right or however great a wrong 
upon the real soldiers or the soldiers’ widows. Isay I do not expect 
to defeat it; but I do in the name of my constituents, in the name of 
the tax-payers of this country, protest against the universal and indis- 
criminate giving of pensions to all men and women who come and ask 
for them. 

Mr. MATSON was ng seen 

Mr. BRUMM. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. REAGAN, I desire to yield to the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. BRUMM. I wish to ask a courteous question; will the gentle- 
man yield for it? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRUMM. Does the gentleman from Texas think that under any 
general law that has been passed granting pensions too much money has 
already been paid to the soldiers? 

Mr. REAGAN. I have no doubt, as I have already said, that there 
are thousands of fraudulent pensions being paid to-day. 

Mr. BRUMM. Iam notspeaking of individual cases, but I have ref- 
erence now to general laws, Does the gentleman think that too much 
is being paid under the general laws? 

Mr. REAGAN . lLamnot objecting to the general law. I havesaid, 
and I repeat it, that those who are entitled to pensions should have 
them. 

Mr. BRUMM. Iam speaking nowof the aggregate amount of pen- 
sions granted by law, not of individual cases; but whether the gentle- 
man thinks there is too much paid out for pensions under general laws? 

Mr. REAGAN, Yes; I think there are some $50 a month pensions 
that are too high. ' 

Mr. BRUM The gentleman does not understand my question. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to ask the gentleman from Texas if 
he will favor this increase of ions to widows. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iintend to yield to my friend from Arkansas, and 
if permitted.to do so I would like to yield to him. 

Mr. MATSON. I understood that I had been recognized by the 
Chair. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair recognized the gentleman from Indiana 
under the impression that the gentleman from Texas had yielded the 
floor. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desired to yield to my friend from Arkansas. 

Mr. DUNN. I will yield to the gentleman from Indiana, reserving, 
if I am permitted to do so, the time yielded to me. 

Mr. MATSON. My object was to move that the committee rise, and 
I make this statement as I do not want to take any advantage of the 
time which may have been yielded to gentlemen for the purpose of 
mo to close debate. 

Mr. DUNN. What time is left now of the hour? 

The CHAIRMAN. Only one or two minutes remain. 

Mr. DUNN. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. Can Iyield 
to my friend to move that the committee rise, and reserve the time 
yielded to me? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman can yield fora 
special purpose; but if general debate shall be closed, then the gentle- 
man would be cut off. 

Mr. DUNN. I yield to the chairman of the committee, 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, it must be apparent to this House 
that this bill in its provisions has been sufficiently discussed; and there- 
fore, as the whole subject-matter of pensions has been suggested by the 
discussion, and if that is to be considered by the House in this general 
debate there would be no end to the discussion, as all these various 
propositions may by amendment be discussed under the five-minute 
rule, I move that the committee now rise, the object being to limit the 
general debate on this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. WELLBORN reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration House bill 
545, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the House—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman that the time 
set apart under the rule for the consideration of bills under this call has 
expired. The gentleman from Indiana can make his motion, however, 
at any time when the House is about to go into Committee of the Whole, 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and pending that, that all gen- 
eral debate upon the pending bill, which as I understand is first on the 
Calendar, be limited to fifteen minutes. 
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I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
gentleman state it. 

I wish to inquire if the motion made by the gen- 

tleman from Indiana be in order until the bill has been considered in 

Committee of the Whole. It has heretofore been considered in the 

morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. But the bill has been in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union all the time; and the House in order to reach 
oars always been compelled to resolve itself into Committee of the 

ole. 

Mr. CANNON. That is true; but as I understand it is not on the 
Calendar of the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. It has been on the Calendar of the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, subject, like all other bills on the 
Calendar, to be called up during the morning hour by the committee 
reporting it. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON] moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and pending that he moves that general debate upon 
the unfinished business in the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union be limited to fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I desire tomake a parliamentary in- 


quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. After the general debate is concluded 
I suppose, as in other cases, we will be permitted to indulge in the five- 
minute debate? 

TheSPEAKER. Certainly. This bill in Committee of the Whole 
occupies no different position from any other bill of likecharacter. The 
first question is on the motion to limit general debate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion that the House 
a itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. WELLBORN in the chair. 

-The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the bill which 
forms the unfinished business on the Calendar of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. to increase the pensions of widows and dependent relatives 
of hata sites and sailors. oy 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate on this bill by order of the House 
has been limited to fifteen minutes. The gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. Dunn] is entitled to the floor. z 

Mr.DUNN. I had nothoughtof participating in this debate. Ihad 
supposed, when the bill was brought in by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions in the simple form in which it was presented, 
that it would be acted upon by the House without delay. And least of 
all did I imagine that it would be made a vehicle for carrying all other 
meritorious and worthy pension measures which might be in the 
minds of patriotic soldier-loving members of this House. I had no 
thought of engine 2 an amendment to the bill, nor did I imagine any 
other member But seeing that it is to be made a species of om- 
nibus, a sort of Santa Claus Christmas wagon, to be loaded up with a 

mass of gifts for the soldiers and ‘‘ their sisters, and their cousins, 
and their aunts,” I naturally remembered that long-neglected and 
seemingly forgotten, but deserving class of soldiers who did more to 
earn pensions at the hands of this Government, gave more of a quid 
pro quo for pensions that were never given to them than any other sol- 
diers ever have done in this country. I speak of the men who added 
to the public domain that vast reach of country from the Louisiana 
purchase to the Pacific Ocean—the men who rolled ont the map of our 
country across the rock-ribbed mountains of the West and down to the 
far-distant shores of California, glittering with its gold and sparkling 
with its diamonds—the men who bore the flag of our country victori- 
ously across the arid plains and under the burning suns of Mexico, and 
planted it upon the walls of the great city of the Montezumas. 

I thought of these men, to whom justice has been so long denied, who 
seem to have been forgotten, and I now speak for them, and I send to 
the Clerk’s desk a New Year's gift to put into Santa Claus’s pension- 
wagon for the soldiers of the war with Mexico, the war of 1812, the 
second war of American emancipation from British domination, and 
for the soldiers who met in deadly struggle the savage red man in the 
deep haunts of his forest home, gave peace and security to the homes 
of the frontiersman. I ask the Clerk to read that amendment, which I 
intend to offer when amendments are in order, and I challenge the vote 
of this House in behalf of these worthy and most deserving old veter- 
ans, whose scars of battles are now forty years old. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the peara oes the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected lace on pension-roll the names of the surviving and en- 
listed men, including militia and volunteers, of the military and naval services 
of the United States who served sixty days in the war of 1846 and 1847 with 
Mexico, who served thirty days in the Creek war or disturbances of 1835 and 
1836, or in the Florida war with the Seminoles from 1835 to 1842, or the Black 
Hawk war of 1832, and were honorably , and to such other officers 
and soldiers and sailors as may have been personally named in any resolution 
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remarried. 
Sec, 2. That this act shall not apply to any person who is receiving a ion 
at the rate of $8 or more per month, nor to any receiving a Mion fox 


person 
less than ow month, except for the difference between the g on now re- 


ceived and $8 per month. Pensions under this act shall be at rate of $8 per 
month, except as herein provided as to persons now recei' a pension for os 
than $$ per month. All pensions under this act shall be paid from and after the 


passage of this act for and during the natural lives of the persons entitled 
ereto, 

Sec. 3. That before the name of any person shall be placed on the pension- 
roll under this act proof shall be made, under such rules and ns as the 
Secretary of the Interior may prescribe, of the right of the applicant to a pension ; 
and any person who shall y and corruptly take any oath required under this 
act shall be deemed guilty of perjury; and the Secretary of the Interior shall 
cause to be stricken from the pension-roll the name of any person whenever it 
shall be made to appear by proof satisfactory to him that such name was put 
upon such roll through false and fradulent representations, and that such person 
is not entitled to a pension under this act. The loss of the certificate of dis- 
charge shall not deprive any person of the benefits of this act, butother evidence 
of service petotna and of an honorable discharge may be deemed sufficient. 

Sec. 4. That the provisions of sections 4745, 4746, 4747, 4748, 4766, 4785, and 4786 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States are hereby made a part of this act 
so far as the same are applicable; and no law or laws now in force which in any 
way conflict with the provisions of this act shall be applicable to the survivors 
a 1e rae above mentioned, or be so construed as to deprive them of the bence- 

oi act. 

Sec. 5. That section 4716 of the Revised Statutes is hereby repealed. 

Sec. 6. That the provisions of this act shall not apply to any Bowen: while un- 
der the political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amen: nt to the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 


Mr. DUNN. What time remains for general debate? 
The CHAIRMAN. Five minutes. 
Mr. DUNN. I yield to the chairman of Invalid Pensions. 


` Mr. HEPBURN. I wish to ask the gentleman from Arkansas is 
not this amendment which is offered now pending as asubstantive bill? 
Mr. DUNN. Itis not, so far as I am aware. Ido not know whether 


it is or not. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think that it is. 

Mr. DUNN. My amendment isa copy of a bill which was offered in 
the Forty-eighth Congress. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I make the point of order. 

Mr. DUNN. Thegentleman from Iowa isout of order. Theamend- 
ment is not offered now asanamendment. I merely give notice that I 
will offer it at the proper time. 

Mr. MATSON. ‘Thebill under the consideration of the House stands 
alone. No amendment has been offered as yet, and yet the discussion 
that has been had has pertained to almost everything else but the bill 
itself. There have been but two or three objections urged to this bill 
in the course of the general debate; two of them by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG], my distinguished friend who so gallantly and 
successfully and gloriously commanded the Iron Brigade of the Union 
Army during the last war. He says he is opposed to giving the widows 
of soldiers $12 instead of $8, because the soldier who is totally disabled 
gets only $8 a month. 

Tam sure that the gentleman misapprehends the provisions of the pen- 
sionlaws. Therearethreegrades. Therearethree “‘total disabilities”? 
provided for. The first is a total disability for the performance of hard 
manual labor, and for that the rate is $8 a month. Thenext is a total 
disability for the performance of any manual labor, and for that the rate 
is $24a month. The highest grade is that condition of total helpless- 
ness which requires the aid and attendance of another person, and for 
that the pension is $50 a month. Then there are other es for spe- 
cific disabilities even higher than that; so that when the gentleman 
comes to compare the pensions paid to the soldiers with the pensions 
paid to the widows of private soldiers, he makes an unfortunate compari- 
son and one that does not obtain against the widows, but, on the con- 
trary, makes greatly in favor of anincrease of their pension. The widow 
is left by the death of her husband without any support whatever. 
There is no longer any capacity left there for the performance of any 
manuallabor. Fora likedegree of disability the private soldier receives 
$24 month, and all we propose in this bill is to give the widow whose 
support is entirely gone just half that sam. Then the gentleman says 
that he is opposed to the bill because some young women marry old 
men—because there are counterfeit war-widows. He had as well say, 
in relation to a bill to provide for coining money, that he is opposed to 
it because somebody will counterfeit the money after it is coined. It 
is a very narrow view, Mr. Chairman, to take of the question of provid- 
ing for those who are entitled to be provided for by the Government of 
the United States to pick out certain exceptional cases and oppose the 
law because in such cases the law is abused. ‘There never was a law 
enacted, of general application relating to any subject whatever which 
was not more or less abused. It is no objection, therefore, to say that 
this law may be abused by individuals in isolated cases. 

Then my friend from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] says that he is opposed 
to this bill because there are some widows upon the rolls who ought 
not to be there. The same answer that I have attempted to make to 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] applies to him. He raises 
his fondata horror and says: ‘‘Where will this thing end? Whatare we 
coming to?’ Mr. Chairman, in all kindness to that gentleman, I want 
to say that he ought to have thought about thatlong ago. [Applause 
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on the Republican side.] The widows of this country whose husbands 
lost their lives in defense of the flag are entitled to be provided for in 
a way thatis commensurate with Beane and ability of the Govern- 
ment of the United States [applause], and it does not lie in the mouth 
of any one, no matter where he has or what he has been, to carp 
at small matters, and say that because of this little thing or that little 
thing this bill should be rejected. The great controlling question is, 
Is the bill right? That is the question. Do you favor it because itis 
right? When we come to talk about amendments I shall have some- 
thing to say in relation to that subject. I apprehend, Mr. Chairman, 
that the very life of this bill, and the very life of any measure that is 
proposed in the way of pension legislation in this Congress, depends upon 
the proposition that the measure shall stand or fall upon its own merits, 
and I know thereisno classof soldiersin this country—quarreling among 
themselves as they are, as we all know—there is no class of them that 
want to be pulled through Congress under the petticoats of these old 
women. ‘They want the pensions of the women first increased, and the 
pension committee of the Grand Army of the Republic, among its very 
first propositions, recommends the increase of the widows’ pension from 


$8 to $12 month. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Matson] has expired. General debate upon this bill is now closed by 
order of the House. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. PETTIBONE]. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Sir, I favorthis bill becauseitis right, and I am glad that now, 
after the very eloquent and effusive and diffusive speech of my friend 
from Kentucky [Mr. WoLrorp], the House has come back to the cool 
consideration of what is really here and now before us. Here is a bill 
reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions which proposes toin- 
crease the pensions of soldiers’ widows from $8 to $12 per month, and 
I opine, Mr. Chairman, that the sole question now before the House is 
simply this: Is this proposition right in itself? Believing every word 
of itto be right and just, I shall vote for the bill as it stands. But I go 
further, sir. Isay that not only is this bill manifestly just, but the pro- 
posed amendment of my friend from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] to strike 
out or remove the bar contained in the act which took effect on the 1st 
of July, 1880, by which arrearages are prevented from going back of 
that date or back of the date of the filing of the application, is also just 
and ought to be adopted. That law as itstands is all wrong; and in ad- 
dition to this bill I favor the proposition to extend the benefits of the 
pension law to all the old soldiers who were really disabled in the serv- 
ice during the war of the rebellion. Those men should not be deprived 
of their accrued pensions, whether they met their disabilities in camp, 
in bivouac, or on the battlefield. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, I know cases among my neighbors—and I have 
in my mind the case of a soldier whose good right hand was partially 
demolished by a musket-shot while he was poising his revolver in bat- 
tle. That man to-day can not gethis pension. Ihave asked him, ‘“Why 
did you not make yourapplication years ago?’’ And hisanswer was the 
answer that thousands of men would make to-day, ‘‘ Because when the 
war closed I had a competence; because when the war closed I did not 
need $8 a month from the Government; but now my property has been 
swept away and I ask this pittance; there is my right hand to show 
what I have done for the country.” 

Now, I say it is absurd at this late day to cling to the idea which was 
embodied in the act which took effect in 1880. If the money is due to 
the soldier, give it to him. I am in favor of this proposed amendment. 
And, Mr. i I believe the right way to do a thing is to do it 
when youcan. Wecan 
morning, if gentlemen will not abandon their honest sentiments on 
this floor. 

Mr. Chairman, I was pained this morning to hear the reflection thrown 
upon my honorable friend from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE], who was the 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensionsin the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress. Hehad the courage to say that he was opposed to special pension 
legislation—opposed to voting special pensions ; and he gavea reason for 
his position—because time so taken up might be better occupied in pass- 
ing a general act which would douniversal justice. Inever yet learned 
that it was wise every time a person wants a pin to go to town and get 
a pin ; it is wisest to buy a whole paper or a whole package at once. I 
do not believe it wise for us to entertain these private bills; for while 
we are occupying time in this way we are denying to hundreds the jus- 
tice that is due them. 

_ Mr. Chairman, it does seem to me that the gentleman from Wiscon- 

The CHAIRMAN. 
expired. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, to 
be inserted after the word ‘‘thereunder,’’ at the end of section 2. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That if any person shall receive any money, either directly or indirectly, for 
services actually rendered or alleged to have been rendered in the prosecution 
of any claim under this act, he or she shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and upon conviction thereof shall be liable to a fine not exceeding $500, or un- 
dergo an imprisonment of not less than six months, or both, or either, at the 
discretion of tl « court. 


The time of the gentleman from Tennessee has 


this bill with this righteous amendment this | pro 


Mr. CANNON. [Irise toa point of order. I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Chair to the fact—— 

Mr. REAGAN. [I have risen to a question of order. 

Mr. CANNON. But I rose before the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. WELLBORN). The Chair will first hear the 

tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. In stating my point of order I desire to call the at- 
tention of the Chair in the first place to the fact that this bill has not 
yet been read by sections for amendment; and secondly, when it is so 
read, I desire to offer an amendment to section 1, while the amendment 
of the gentlemen from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowDEN] is to section 2. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is correct. 

Mr. REAGAN. That is the point of order I was about to make. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposed that the bill was being read 
for amendment, and that amendments were being offered to the appro- 
priate sections as read. The Clerk will now report the bill by sections 
for amendment. 

The Clerk read the first section, as follows: 

Beit enacted, &c, That from and ener oe pai of this act the rate of pen- 


sion for widows, minor children, and dependent relatives now on the pension- 
roll, or hereafter to be placed on the popmon ro, and entitled to receive a less 


rate than fter pore shall be $12 per month; and nothing herein shall 
be construed to affect the ex: allowance of $2 month for child under 
the age of sixteen acts or parts of acts inconsistent with the pro- 


years. 
visions of this act are hereby repealed. 


Mr. CANNON. I move to amend by inserting after the word “‘ years,” 
at the end of line 9 of section 1, the proviso which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That in considering the claims of dependent parents, the fact and 
cause of death, and the fact that the soldier left no widow or minor children 
having been shown, as required by law, it shall be necessary only to show by 

tent and suflicient evidence that such dependent parent is without other 
present means of support than his or her own manual labor or the contribution 
of others not legally bound for his or her support. 


Mr. MATSON. I wish to make a point of order on that amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will siate it. 

Mr. MATSON. My point is that there are other bills pending in 
the House which involve that proposition. 

Mr. CANNON. Ifso, I am not aware of them. 

Mr. MATSON. Iam aware of them; and I think I can show the 
gentleman I am correct. I ask him whether this is not one of the 
propositions in ted in a bill introduced by him recently? 

Mr. CANNON. O, no, sir; not at all. 

Mr. MATSON. I thought there was some proposition of that kind, 

Mr. CANNON. On this point of order, if the Chair will allow me. 
I wish to say, first, that I do not think the amendment is subject to 
the point of order. It is designed, as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
MATSON] will observe, to perfect the bill, providing for that class of 
people, in substance, for whom he seeks to provide—dependent parents. 
Hence the proposition is not liable to the objection which has been 
made to other amendments. It is offered in good faith; it tends to 
perfect the bill; it is apt and germane and humane as well. 

Mr. MATSON. I know the provision offered by the gentleman from 
Illinois as an amendment is the substance of a proposition of more than 
one bill or clause of a bill now pending in the House. Perhaps it 
would take some time to discover that fact, but I am quite sure of it. 
There are gentlemen within the sound of my voice who could say 
whether or not they have offered such bills. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CURTIN] says he has a bill pending involving that 
position substantially. 

Now, as to the gentleman directing me not to insist upon my point 
of order, I desire to make a few remarks generally on the matter and 
amendment. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I wish the gentleman would refer to 
the rule he avails himself of in making his point of order. 

Mr. MATSON. I can not just now. 

Mr. ROGERS. It is to be found on page 261, section 4 of Rule XXT. 

Mr. MATSON. In relation to all these points of order I will say 
that I do not intend to make them myself, although they may be made 
byothers. I am satisfied, as I have stated in the general debate on this 
bill, it is not possible to pass any pension bill of any kind if it is loaded 
down with amendments. That has been tried before. Theright thing 
to do is to let each proposition stand on its own merits. We come here 
with a single proposition and ask the House to adopt it. We oppose 
amendments to it. I will promise the gentleman from Illinois the 
amendment he offers will be reported by the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions at an early day, so the House will have an opportunity to vote on 
that as well as upon other propositions of a similar character. I insist 
on the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman propose to put through this sin- 
gle proposition ? 

Mr. MATSON. That is the way we propose to put it through. 

Mr. CANNON. Is it the intention of the committee also to put 
through as a single proposition the amendment I have offered? 

Mr. MATSON. It is. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman insist on his point of order? 

Mr. MATSON. Ido. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds the point of order is well taken, 
and sustains it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I offer an amendment to come in at the 
end of the first section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of section 1 add the following: 
“Provided, This act shall apply only to widows who were married prior to its 
passage. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I wish to remark, Mr. Chairman, only 
this: This is an amendment which certainly is legitimate. I think 
it is right in itself and ought to be adopted to perfect the bill. There 
is certainly a difference between the rights of a widow who gave her 
husband to the service and who was killed in battle or contracted dis- 
ability from which he afterward died and the rights of a widow who 
shall marry hereafter. There is a broad difference between the two 
cases, and one which I think will be recognized by every one upon the 
floor. It is because of that broad difference between the two cases I 
have offered the amendment, 

Mr. BAYNE. Idesiretoreply. Now, Mr. Chairman, the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions offers to the House a bill which can be passed. It 
has offered one which will meet a grave exigency in this Government 
so far as the treatment of soldiers’ widows and minor children of de- 
ceased soldiers are concerned. It is within our power now to this 
bill. It will go beyond our power to do any good whatever if we pro- 
pose amendment after amendment to the bill and ask this House to 
consider and pass them. We will get a bill which will embrace all 
classes of soldiers, which will reach out in the domain of gratuity and 
generosity which this bill does not embrace. I hope the real friends of 
the widows of the soldiers of this country and their minor children, to 
whom we propose todo this service will stand up here asa solid phalanx 
and vote down every proposition offered as an amendment to this bill. 

The amendment proposed by the able gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Browne] is right, and Iam in favor of it. Theamendmentsubmitted 
by the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. CANNON] is right and proper, and 
I am in favor of it. Many other amendments may be offered here 
which will receive the concurrence and approbation of the House and 
the approval of the people of the country, but we would imperil this 
one proposition which should pass here by these various amendments. 
The true testin my opinion of an earnest and sincere desire to do a serv- 
ice at this time will be to stand by the report of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions and oppose every amendment which may be submitted 
toit. I hope therefore the pending amendment will be rejected. 

Mr. REAGAN. I had intended, Mr. Chairman, to offer the amend- 
ment made by the gentleman from Ohio. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will state debate on this amendment is 
exhausted. 

Mr. REAGAN. Imove, then, tostrike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is entitled to the floor for five 
minutes. 

Mr. REAGAN. Perhaps I had better ask the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. MATSON], the chairman of the committee which reported this 
pill, whether or notI have the privilege of addressing the House on this 
bill in the discharge of my duties as a Representative of the people with- 
out being considered as guilty of personal offense. 

The Constitution and the laws of the country and the partiality of 
my fellow-citizens sent me here, and I did not come to inquire of the 
gentleman from Indianaor any other gentlemen whether I had the priv- 
ilege of debating public qustions upon the floor of this House. 

Mr. MATSON. Do you desire an answer? 

Mr. REAGAN. I think the gentleman had better not have said so 
much as he did at first. 

Mr. MATSON. Do you wish an answer ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Notin my time. 

Mr. Chairman, under this bill as it stands in ten years from now, or 
twenty years from now, a soldier may marry, if he lives that long. 
When he dies his widow then goes on the pension-roll. Thirty years 
after the war is over, forty years, if he lives that long, he may marry, 
and the widow is entitled to a pension for fifteen or twenty years longer. 
If she lives to eighty years of age, all the years of her life this pension 
goes to her because she married a man twenty, thirty, or forty years 
after he performed the service which rendered him entitled to a pen- 
sion. Is that right? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let me suggest to the gentleman from 
‘Texas in this connection that there are now on the pension-roll some- 
thing like eighteen thousand names of widows of the soldiers of the war 
of 1812, while there are only some three to five hundred soldiers of that 
war on the roll. Fifty years from now, under the provisions of this 
bill, how many thousands of pensioners will be on the pension-roll is 
a calculation that human foresight can not undertake to make. 

Mr. REAGAN. I only desired to emphasize the point which has 
been made so well by the gentleman from Ohio and to support the 
amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out, in the fourth 
line, the words ‘‘ minor children.’’ 

I had hoped that this bill, so fair and justin its provisions, demanded 
as it is by an enlightened public sentiment and receiving the hearty 


approval of every true soldier in the country, would pass this House 
without opposition. The present law was enacted more than half a 
century ago, when the country was poor; when they were able to do but 
scanty justice to its brave defenders; when the cost of living was much 
less and the puronseng power of money much greater than it now is 
and when the prices paid for labor were far less. The widow’s pension 
was fixed at its present rate because that was the compensation the sol- 
dier received while in the military service, and it was considered but 
just and right that when he had given his life to his country his family 
should still receive his monthly wages. Amid allthe changes that bave 
been made in our pension laws, increasing the rates for given disabilities 
from time to time, with the increased cost of living and the rapid ad- 
vance in the price of labor, with the diminishing power of money to 
supply the necessaries of life, this rate has remained unchanged. 

The time has now come when simple justice to a large class which 
suffered more from the effects of the late war than any other demands 
that this increase should be made. I can conceive of no greater sacrifice 
that a woman can make for her country than to give him whom she 
has chosen to be her life companion, him who is the father of her chil- 
dren, her pride and her support; and for this sacrifice she has received 
the pitiful sum of $8 per month. The soldier who was slightly in- 
jured received an equal sum, and the one who returned from the war 
with the loss of an arm received three times as much. As an illustra- 
tion of this unjust discrimination let us suppose that from some North- 
ern village two men, neighbors, left their homes at their country’s call 
to maintain the integrity of the Government and to preserve it from 
the threatening danger of dissolution. Their circumstances were the 
same; each had a humble home, a loving wife, and two or three young 
children. The one returned to that home maimed and crippled by the 
loss of a limb but still strong and vigorous, with the prospect of a long 
life before him, spared to return to his family to protect them and to 
aid them in the battle of life—spared to cheer and comfort that wife 
and to watch over those children and direct and assist in their edu- 
cation. The Government allows him $24 per month to aid him in sup- 
porting his family and educating his children. The other never re- 
turns; that young wife never again looks upon the face of her husband. 
He falls upon the battlefield; andshe is a widow, and those children are 
fatherless. He is hurriedly buried in some unknown field, and she has 
not the poor consolation of watering with her tears the flowers that 
grow upon his grave. Single-handed she must fight the battle of life; 
alone and unaided, except by the scanty pittance that the Government 
pays her, she must feed, clothe, and educate that little family. Is this 
just? Isa limb more valuable than a life? I envy neither the head 
nor the heart of any man who would deny to this suffering class this 
smark cited so justly due them and for which they have so long 
waited. 

I agree most heartily with the gentleman from Wisconsin that our 
pension laws are imperfect and full of unjust discriminations, and I con- 
cur with him in his statement that there should be a revision of these 
laws; that they should be made to harmonize, so that all justly entitled 
to their benefits should share alike in proportion to their disabilities; 
and I have great confidence that the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
under the direction of its ableand efficient chairman, could prepare a re- 
vision which would remoye the many objectionable and inconsistent 
features of the present laws and which would embrace the more reason- 
able additions demanded by the soldiers of the country; but I have no 
faith that this Congress would adopt such a revision, nor do I believe it 
wise to refuse to grant the aid so justly provided by this bill because 
we can not get all that we would like to have. Half a loaf is much 
better than no bread at all; and if we can not build a new house such 
as we would like, it is far better to put needed additions to the old one. 

Mr. Chairman, I regret that the gentleman from Indiana offered the 
amendment that he did, notthat I objecttoits provisions. Iam heartily 
and earnestly in favor of the repeal of the limitation in the arrears of 
pensions act. I did all in my power to secure its passage during the 
last session. I believe the limitation was an unjust and unwarranted 
discrimination. I believe that those who marched side by side through 
the swamps and over the dusty roads of the South, those who fought side 
by side inthe same battles, who received the same wounds, endured the 
same sufferings, and who languished together in the same Andersonville 
hells, should be placed side by side on the same pension-roll; but a bill 
for that purpose is now under consideration in the committee, and I 
doubt not will be ily reported and can be considered upon its own 
merits. Our experience in the past has taught us that no general bill 
embracing a large number of amendments to the present laws is likely 
to pass. Each proposition should be considered by itself. 

There are now pending before the committee a large number of bills 
for the benefit of particular classes of cases. If this amendment is to 
be considered in connection with this bill, the friends of the bill pro- 
posing to increase the pension for the loss of an eye or for total deaf- 
ness, or those who think telegraph operators of the late war should 
have a military standing and pension, or those who believe that all dis- 
abled soldiers should be pensioned, or those who demand that all pris- 
oners of war should be included, may with equal propriety urge their 
amendments. ‘The effect of this amendment or any of the others I 
have named will be to jeopardize the bill. This bill passed the Senate 
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at its last session and a large majority of the last House desired its pas- 
sage, but under the rules it could not be reached. I appeal to the 
members of this side of the House to stand by the bill as it is and se- 
cure its early passage, There is nota villagein the North but what has 
some poor widow whose husband gave his life to his country who is 
toiling and struggling to keep the wolffrom the door. On the distant 
prairies of the grand young Commonwealth that I in part represent hun- 
dreds of soldiers’ widows are living in poor sod houses or rude dug-outs, 
scantily protected from the terrible storms that sweep over those vast 
plains, struggling to maintain themselves while they take advantage of 
the generous provisions of that law which gives them a homestead if 
they will live upon it. To all of these the passage of this bill will come 
as a benediction. 

[During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the hammer fell. 

Mr. PERKINS took the floor and yielded his time to Mr. MORRILL, 
who then resumed and concluded his remarks as above. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. , I rise for the purpose of support- 
ing the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, which seems to me 
to be most eminently proper as a provision to be added to this bill if 
the bill is itself to become a law. 

I have listened with a great deal of interest to the discussion of the 
question now under consideration, and I heard on yesterday the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin, General BRAGG, present with his usual clearness 
and terseness some very strong objections to its provisions. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] tells us that of the pensioners of the 
war of 1812, while there are about eighteen thousand widows upon 
the roll, there are less than five hundred names of who par- 
ticipated in that war. Will some man who advocates this bill, will 
some gentleman posted in pension matters that are affected by it, do 
the House the justice to state some principle upon which you can 
‘give the man who does the suffering only $8 a month for his service 
and give those who come after him $12 a month? I can not see the 
propriety of it. I have listened in vain for some utterances that 
would justify the discrimination. Now, if the bill becomes a law, 
what a spectacle is presented here! The three hundred old veterans 
who suffered in the war of 1812, who did the marching and the fight- 
ing, who spilt their blood and endured fatigue, endured all the trials 
and troubles incident to that warfare, will go on during the rest ot 
their lives drawing $8 a month pension, while the widow that was 
married to his deceased comrade forty years ago, and who possibly 
lived with him but a very short time, gets $12 a month. This is an 
injustice against which the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio 
provides. It is an injustice that cries aloud foraremedy. We will 
do ourselves and our constituencies injustice if we fail to remedy it. 
The woman has made some sacrifice who encouraged her husband to 
go to the war and was thereby deprived of the comfort of his society 
and the help of his hand in the struggle of life. But what commen- 
surate sacrifice has she made who did notmarry the soldier till years 
after the war closed? And let me repeat the question, what sacrifice 
has she made that has placed her on a higher plane of merit than the 
soldier himself stands on? 

Mr. Chairman, I have but little hope that my views, or any other 
man’s upon this floor, can materially affect the passage ofany pension bill. 
We saw the bill come forward here with a carefully prepared 
statement that it would drain the Treasury to the extent of about $20,- 
000,000. It has come nearer, or will come nearer before we are done 
with it, to twenty times $20,000,000. It has seemed to me that if you 
bring into the House of Representatives any pension bill it will I 
have as much respect for the members as any man can haye; I F re- 
spect for their integrity, for their ability, for their disinterestedness of 
purpose in the main, but I have never yet seen the House brought to 
a vote on any question of pensions, on a yea-and-nay vote, when the 
bill failed to pass. If this bill carried instead of a hundred thousand 
pensioners a million of pensioners, when it comes to the record the re- 
sult will be the same. 

But I wish to enter my protest against the injustice against which 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] provides, 
and to give thus briefly my reasons for it. And I would be glad to hear 
some gentleman state a reason why the man who is now suffering from 
his disability should get less pension than the widow who married a 
soldier forty years after the campaign ended. I believe in granting 
pensions to those who lose life or health in their country’s military serv- 
ice, but I would not go about it by methods so flagrantly unjust to him 
who did the fighting and now survives as I conceive this bill to be. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. While I shall vote for this bill in its 
present condition if I can not do any better, I am not in favor of it as it 
nowstands, Iverymuch regret thatany man whopretends tobe a friend 
of the soldier upon this floor should say he is opposed to any amend- 
ment to the bill, because if we can pass an amendment we are certainly 
able to pass the bill. I do not believe it is right or proper to distin- 
guish between the widow of the man who fell upon the battlefield and 
the widow of the man who got the seeds of disease while serving his 
country and died from the effects of the disease so contracted simply 
because the widow is unable to prove that he died from disease con- 
tracted in the Army. I do not believe that distinction is right. And 
I do not believe the principle is right, which the gentleman from Ohio 


[Mr. WARNER] seeks to ingraft in the bill, that it shall apply only 
to those who are married now; that if a man who is entitled to a 
pension marries after this bill passes his widow should not be entitled 
to draw a pension under this bill. 

One word more. We hear gentlemen upon this floor counting what 
this is to cost. It is right in a matter of this kind that we should look 
to but one thing and ask what is right and count the cost afterward. 
It would have been well in 1861, when gentlemen fired upon the flag 
of their country, to have stopped then and counted what it would cost to 
pension the maimed men of this country, instead of stopping to count the 
cost now when it comes to doing justice to the men who saved the life 
of the nation. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Two amendments are now pending which must 
first be disposed of. The question is on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, which the Clerk will again read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “ years,” in line 9, insert: 
m That this act shall apply only to widows who were married prior 
to its passage.” 


Mr. MATSON. Iask that the section be read as it will be if thus 
amended. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


AEE E VENES OSES SE 
children, and dependent relatives now on the 
placed on the on-roll, and entitled to receive a less rate than hereinafter 
provided, shall be $12 per month; and nothing herein shall be construed to 
affect the existing allowance of $2 per month for each child under the age of 
That this act shall apply only to widows who were 


nsion for widows, minor 
nsion-roll, or hereafter to be 


sixteen years: 
married prior to its . And all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with the 
provisions of this act are by repealed. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Idesire to know if a substitute for the amend- 
ment is in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to offer what I send to the desk as a 
substitute for the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And that ifany invalid pensioner, pensioned for a disability contracted in the 
mili or naval service of the United States, and in the line of duty, has died 
or shall hereafter die, leaving a widow, or minor children under sixteen yearsot 

, or both, at the date of the death of such pensioner, such widow or minor 
dren shall be entitled, in the order of su m named, to an original pen- 
sion in their own right, under existing law, without being required to prove that 
Joa ceath. of such pensioner was due to his military or nayal service of the United 

Mr. MATSON. I make the point of order that there is a bill pend- 
ing providing substantially the same thing as is provided in that sub- 
stitute; I know not but it may be in precisely the same language. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to be heard on the point of order, but 
I will yield first to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE]. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. This question may be as well settled 
now, as it will probably occur frequently before we conclude the con- 
sideration of this bill. Clause 4 of Rule XXT, on page 251 of the Digest, 
reads as follows: 

No bill or resolution shall at any time be amended b; 
corporatin 
before the 

Now, I believe it is insisted by the chairman of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions that if the amendment offered is a provision incorporated 
in some other bill in connection with other provisions it is obnoxious to 
the rule. For instance, there is a bill pending before the House con- 
taining ten sections, one of these being identical with the propositions 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND]. Isay he may offer 
it as an amendment to another bill. It is not the substance of any 
other bill pending before the House, but it is an isolated provision taken 
out of or among others in a bill and is certainly not obnoxious to the 
rule. 

I make this statement because I will offer an amendment, perhaps, 
that is part of along bill of many sections. I insist thatan amendment 
to be obnoxious to the rule must be the substance of a bill taking the 
bill in its entirety. 


annexing thereto or in- 
therewith the substance of any other bill or resolution pending 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee rose informally; and Mr. Crisp having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, 
its Secretary, informed the House that the Senate had concurred in the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 671) making appropriations 
for the purchase of the old Produce Exchange building and the site 
bounded by Whitehall, Pearl, Moore, and Water streets, New York 
city, for Army purposes. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a resolu- 
tion, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, for printing 
15,000 additional copies of the report of the Senate Select Committee 
on Interstate Commerce, together with the testimony; 5,000 for the use 
of the Senate and 10,000 for the use of the House of Representatives. 


PENSIONS OF WIDOWS AND DEPENDENT RELATIVES. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Indiana on my left [Mr. 
MATSON] anticipated one of the questions I intended to discuss in as- 
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serting that this amendment is obnoxious to a point of order. In the 
first place, the amendment I have offered is not the substance of a bill 


or resolution . As was stated by the gentleman from Indiana 
on my right [ Mr. BROWNE] there isa bill pending containing some ten 
provisions; and this amendment may bein substance identical with one 
of the provisions in that bill. I am willing to confess, and frankly do 
so, that this amendment is identical with one of the provisionsin a bill 
which I have introduced myself and which is now pending before the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, but it does not embrace or include the 
substance of that bill; it includes only one provision of the bill—a 
part of the substance of the bill; and it can not be contended or main- 
tained here that in the language of the rule it contains ‘‘ the sub- 
stance” of the bill. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. - Certainly. 

Mr. BAYNE. Ifthe gentleman’s argument be correct, can you not 
add one provision after another by way of amendment and thus get your 
whole bill in by indirection when you could not get it in directly ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is a question that I am not called upon 
to answer now. It may arise asa proper question when the whole sub- 
stance of a pending bill has been injected, or is sought to be injected, 
into another bill. What I hold now, sir, is that under the language of 
the rule this amendment does not fall within the operation of the point 
of order unless it contains the substance of a pending bill. What does 
that mean? It means, of course, if it means anything, the whole sub- 
stance of a pending bill, not merely a part of the substance of a pend- 
ing bill, which I frankly confess this amendment is. I insist, therefore, 
that the amendment does not fall within the fourth clause of Rule XXI, 
and is not obnoxious to the point of order. 

Mr. ROGERS. Justone word, Mr. Chairman. Thereisaruleoflaw 
that you can not do that indirectly which the law prohibits you from 
doing directly, and if you apply that principle to the question now at 
bar, it cuts off this amendment clearly and unequivocally. At the last 
session, if my memory serves me, this question was raised and decided 
either by the Speaker or the presiding chairman at that time in accord- 
ance with the principle I have just announced; for, as the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] has well said, if you could by this 
method introduce one section of a bill as an amendment, upon the 
theory that it did not embrace the substance of the whole bill, then you 
might take up section after section, and thus indirectly incorporate the 
whole bill as a series of amendments. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will my friend from Arkansas [Mr. RoGErs] 
be kind enough to cite the decisions to which he refers? 

Mr. ROG . Mr. Chairman, I have just at this moment turned 
to the new Di, with which I am notat all familiar, and have not been 
able to find rulings; under the circumstances I could scarcely be 
expected to cite from memory the particulars of any ruling without 
some reflection. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What I desire is that the gentleman will cite 
any decision where the chairman of the Committee of the Whole or the 
Speaker of the House has ever held that you can not embrace in an 
amendment thesubstance of a part of another bill. I wish to be referred 
to the name of a gentleman who made the rulingand the circumstances 
under which it was made; for certainly such a ruling ought to have 
made an impression upon the gentleman’s mind. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, Iam reminded by a gentleman on 
my right that Mr. WELLBORN so held this morning. I was not aware 
of that, however, and I now repeat that I am not familiar with the new 
Digest, only in print a few days, and that the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. TOWNSHEND] should not expect me to state from memory every 
transaction that took place in the Forty-eighth Congress. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I supposed, Mr. Chairman, that so remarkable 
a ruling would have made such an impression on the gentleman’s 
mind as to have enabled him to refer to it without the aid of the Digest. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, the remarkableness of a ruling de- 
pends very much upon the person who is considering it. Many things 
may appear very remarkable to one who never heard of them that are 
perfectly familiar to others. It would appear from the gentleman’s 
position here that he forgets the rule of law which I have just stated, 
that you are not allowed to do indirectly that which the law prohibits 
you from doing directly; yet that is a rule with which everybody is 
familiar. : 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Does the gentleman undertake to apply 
that rule of law to this case? 

Mr. ROGERS. It isa very sound rule, Mr. Chairman, and I should 
answer the gentleman’s question in the affirmative and as a matter of 
general parliamentary law. Perhaps it is inapplicable to the case now 
mad 


e. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman from Arkansas permit me to 
direct his attention to a ruling which bears upon the question he is dis- 
cussing? 

Mr. ROGERS. Certainly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. On page 271 of the new Digest he will find that Mr. 
Speaker CARLISLE ruled four timesin the last that ‘“‘ where an 
amendment proposed is one of the subjects or provisions of a pending 
bill it is not therefore obnoxious to clause 4 of Rule XXI.” 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me this point of order 
is not well taken. The argument that in this way we might accom- 
plish by indirection what can not be done by direct means does not a 
ply unless you assume that some one will offer every section of the bill 
referred to. Now, as suggested by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY], this point has been ruled upon at least four times in the 
last Congress. Iholdin my hand the volume containing those rulings. 
One was made by Mr. Cox, who then presided over the Committee of 
the Whole, and another by the Speaker. I ask the Clerk to read the 
ruling of the Speaker in a case where this same point was made. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. McCoid moved the previous question on the said amendment; 

Pending which, 

Mr. Alexander made the point of order that the said amendment was notin 
order, for the reason that it was a section of the bill (H. R. 4814) submitted by 
Mr. MecCoid as an amendment in the nature of a substitute, and ruled out on a 
point of order under clause 4 of Rule XXI. 

After debate on the point of order, 

The Speaker overruled the same on the ground, first, that the Chair could 
not possibly know in advance that Mr. McCoid intended to follow the proposed 
amendment by offering as substitutes for the various sections of the pending 
bill the several sections of the bill ‘referred to by Mr. Alexander and ruled out 
ona eae of order; and secondly, on the ground that it had not been shown to 
the n that the proposed amendment was the substance of the said bill (H. 


The CHAIRMAN (Mr. EDEN). Upon the authority which has just 
been read the Chair overrules the point of order, this amendment being 
merely a part of a pending bill and not being the substanceof that bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I have offered this amendment 
because I esteem it meritorious and justifiable from every point of view. 
When a soldier has unfortunately incurred a disability which entitles 
him to a pension, it does seem to me nothing more than humane and just 
on the part of the Government that his widow and minorchildren should 
be provided with means sufficient to keep them from the po -house. ` 

I have heard a great deal of denunciation of the present liberal policy 
of pensioning soldiers. Some gentlemen in voting upon appropriations 
will ‘‘strain at a gnat and swallow a camel.” I have known gentle- 
men who would stand on this floor and insist upon an appropriation of 
nearly half a million dollars to buy an old building in New York, and 
yet refuse to grant a pension of $12 a month to the widow of some sol- 
dier who gave his health, yea, his life, to preserve the Government. 

I am not afraid to announce now and here that I am one of those 
who believe in liberal appropriations for the soldier—not only the sol- 
dier of the late war, but the soldier of every war where citizens of the 
Republic have sustained the flag of our country. Ibelievein the policy 
of pensioning every soldier of every war that this country has ever 
been engaged in when the soldier has suffered disability by reason of 
his service for the Government; and when such a soldier has become 
old and unable to maintain himself, whether he incurred the disabil- 
ity in war or not, I feel it to be a duty zaning upon us that we should 
at least keep him from the poor-house in his old age. 

It was for this reason that I introduced into this House at the last 
session a bill pensioning all the surviving soldiers of the Mexican war, 
because I believed that the time had come when we should follow the 
precima which had been established in reference to the soldiers of the 

volutionary war and the war of 1812. And, sir, when I believe that 
sufficient time has elapsed since the late war I shall be ready to put upon 
the pension-roll every man who defended the flag of his country in that 
war. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. So will I. J 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Inmy judgment, no better use can be made of 
the surplus money in the Treasury than to distribute it among the peo- 
ple through the hands of our Army and Navy pensioners. The money 
you put into the pocket of the pensioner is not hoarded. It goes into 
circulation in every neighborhood and helps to increase the internal 
prosperity of the country. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Why isit notas proper now to pension 
the soldiers of the late war as it will be hereafter ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Perhapsitmightbe. That question is notnow 
before me. I will go as faras any man here to pension the soldiers and 
do full justice to them. If the time has now arrived for putting upon 
the pension-list all who in the Jate war fought in be of the flag I 
am ready to do it. I would pension the veterans of the Black Hawk 
war—the war in which Lincoln was at first enlistment a private, and 
afterward, when his term expired, re-enlisted and became a captain. 
I would pension the soldiers of the Creek and Florida Indian wars, and 
I would pension now, as I have stated, every one of the soldiers that 
fought for the flag in the Mexican war, their widows and their minor 


n. 

As Ihave stated, the money paid out of the Treasury to the pension- 
ers does the country more than any other money that goes out of 
the Treasury. It goes into circulation. Much of the large sums that 
you put into the pockets of contractors are hoarded up and to a consid- 
erable extent taken out of circulation; but as soon as the poor fellow 
who has borne his musket in the wars of the Republic receives a pittance 
of pension-money necessity drives him into the nearest store to pay his 
bill for the necessaries of life. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr.CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I am glad to have the opportunity 
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to vote for this bill. Ishall be glad to have the opportunity to vote 
for nearly every amendment that has been offered to the bill; and if 
there is any amendment which more than another it will do my heart 
good to vote for it is the amendment of my friend from Indiana [Mr. 
BrowNeE]. The amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. TOWNSHEND] extending ions to the widows of deceased pen- 
sioners, without the necessity of proving that the pensioner died from the 
BREEN disability for which he was pensioned, meets also my hearty 
approval. 

ut, Mr. Chairman, we want first and foremost to secure this meri- 
torious legislation in behalfof the widows of soldiers—to increase their 
pensions. It isa single issue, and it ought to be an untrammeled issue, 

I do not envy the men who can stand up here and oppose increasing 
the pensions of widows from $8 to $12 a month. I do not know what 
estimate gentlemen can place upon the value of life, or what estimate 
such gentlemen can place’on the value of the life of the husband to his 
wife, who will measure it at $96 a year and are opposed to increasing it 
to the pittance of $144 a year. 

But, Mr. Chairman, in the very few moments of time I have I desire 
to refer to the language of the distinguished gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
REAGAN], and I am sorry I do not see him in his seat, because what I 
have to say will refer to him. Yes, Iseeheisherenow. That gentle- 
man in his lan has seen fit to impugn the motives, toimpugn the 
integrity, of every gentleman on this floor, on the one side or the other 
of this House, who votes to increase the pensions for the soldiers of the 
late war or for their widows ororphans. For one, I donot acknowledge 
the right and I never will concede the propriety of the gentleman from 
Texas or any other gentleman on this floorimpugning my motives when 
I vote pensions for the widows of the men who in the crash and 
carnage of battle or for the orphan children they left behind them. 
The gentleman can look at the subject perhaps more impartially than 
we can; we never had an opportunity of looking at it from the outside 
as he has. [Laughter and applause. ] 

I do not come here, Mr. Chairman, to represent the ninth 
sional district of the State of Michigan to be lectured by the gentleman 
from Texas on that subject or on any other. So faras I have the privi- 
lege of a seat on this floor, in my integrity as a representative of the 
people of Michigan, I propose to vote for pensions whenever my con- 
science or my judgment deems it proper to vote for them without ask- 
ing his permission or the permission of any other gentleman of this 
House. [Applause. ] 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. REAGAN. Lhopenow thegentleman feels better. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. In order to avoid confusion, the Chair will first 
take the vote on the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
MORRILL], which was to strike out the words ‘‘ minor children.” 


Mr. MATSON. I wish to explain the provisions of the bill so far as 
that is concerned. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 


Mr. MATSON. I ask unanimous consent for that purpose. 

The Aptos The Chair hears no objection, and the gentle- 
man w. 2 

Mr. MATSON. The words ‘‘minor chil ”? apply only in case of 
the widow’s death. When the widow dies, she at that time drawing 
a pension and leaving minor children under sixteen years of the pen- 
sion is distributed among them, and that is the reason ss og words 
‘t minor children’’ were inserted in the bill. It is expressly provided 
inanother portion of the section that ‘‘nothing herein shall be construed 
to affect the existing laws of $2 per month for each child under the age 
of sixteen years.” 

Mr. MORRILL ’S amendment was rejected. 

The question recurred on Mr. TOoWNSHEND’S amendment to the 
amendment, as follows: 

And that ifany invalid fora disability contracted in the 


pensioner, pensioned 
mili or nayal service of the United States, and in the line of duty, has died, 
or shall hereafter die, leaving a widow, orminor child under sixteen of 
the death of such pensioner, widow 


in 

to prove that the death 
of such or naval service of the United States, 

Mr. MATSON, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I wish to know 
where that comes in. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is offered as a substitute for the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER]. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 95. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. MATSON and Mr. TOWNSHEND were 
appointed. 
nee committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 108, noes 

o. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The question next recurred on the amendment of Mr. WARNER, of 
Ohio, as follows; 

Provided, That this act shall apply only to widows who were married prior to 
its passage. 


The committee divided; and there were—ayes 81, noes 116. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, demanded tellers. 


Tellers were ordered; and Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, and Mr. STEELE 
were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 105, 
noes 126. 

So the amendment was rejected. - 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I desire tosay, Mr. Chairman, a few words on the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] 
to repeal the limit-of-arrears bill. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair would state that that is not now pend- 
ing. Does the gentleman move a pro forma amendment? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Yes; I move to strikeout the last word. If gen- 
tlemen of the House feel as I do they will see that that amendment is 
eminently just. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Irisetoa point of order, and it is this: That amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana is not pending before the House. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Sothe Chairannounced; but the gentleman sub- 
mitted an amendment of his own, to strike out the last word, which is 
in order. The gentleman from Maine will proceed. 

Mr. . I do not understand, Mr. Chairman, if that 
amendment is a just one, as seems to have been generally conceded 
during the course of this discussion, why this is not the very best time 
in the world pee it. The action of gentlemen in this seems 
to be a good deal like that of old Judge Stebbins, of Maine, at one time, 
who stated that he was thoroughly in favor of the prohibitory law, but 
that he was absolutely opposed to enforcing it. Gentlemen seem to be 
universally in favor of this proposition, but they seem to be opposed to 
passing it through this House. 

There are, sir, three classes of men who are especially interested in 
this amendment. There is a class of men who did not, when the war 
closed, apply for pensions, because they were too proud to do so. The 
same spirit that sustained them in fighting upon the perilous edge of 
battle, that carried them to the front to defend their country’s life, also 

ired them when the war was over not to ask a pension at their 
country’s hands. But many of these men have grown old; they haye 
grown poor and coo py and they find themselves absolutely in need 
of a pension to enable them to live. There is anotherclass of men who 
were not in need of a pension or governmental aid at the time the war 
closed. They had what seemed to be a competence and made no ap- 
plication for a pension. 

The same patriotism that inspired them to take up arms in support 
of their country also inspired them not to ask for a pension until the 
hour came when poverty and old age forced it upon them. There is 
another class yet who came out of the war when it was over with wounds 
and injuries which at the time did not entirely disable them. But 
time has developed the extent of the injury; old age has grown upon 
them, and they have become disqualified from earning a livelihood by 
manual labor. For these men I appeal to the House, and in their be- 
half ask you not to say that they shall not have their arrears of pen- 
sions because they were too modest or too proud or too patriotic to be 
among the first to rush to the Pension Office and apply for a pension 
when the war was over. I repeat, sir, I believe this amendment tobe 
an eminently just one; and I do not know why this House, if it so be- 
lieves, as indicated by this discussion, should not pass it now as well 
as at any other time. [Applause]. 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. HOLMES. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I have been somewhat surprised at the opposition that 
has ap) to this bill, as well as the reasons that have been given 
as the basis of such opposition. I do not understand that it is urged 
before this House that the bill is wrong in itself or unjust in any ma- 
terial respect. Ido not understand it to be claimed that it is exceed- 
ing justice to the people who are to be the beneficiaries under it. 

Objection is made largely on questions of expediency, and because it 
is to take money out of the Treasury of the United States it us urged 
that we should pause before passing such an act. 

Mr. Chairman, when the soldiers of this country, whom these widows 
and dependent relatives represent, were called on to stand by the flag 
of the country, they did not stop to discuss questions of expediency; 
they did not stop to count the cost in money -and blood. In my own 
opinion the only question presented in this bill is just this: Is this a 
just and measure? Nomatter what the cost may be. This coun- 
try has not occasion to go into bankruptey or to appoint a receiver 
in order to compromise its indebtedness. It is not a question of cost 


on the part of the Government. It has granted munificent bequests 
over all this broad land for the improvement of our water ways, forthe 
construction of railroad lines, and to carry out every substantial matter 


of internal improvement; and yet it should be remembered that it was 
only by the aid of these very men and their services in soppor of the 
fiag of the country that we to-day stand under the Dome of this Capi- 
tol a united people. 

I can not agree with my distinguished colleague from my own State 
who spoke so eloquently yesterday upon the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE]. I believe it is never the 
wrong time to do the right thing. We know how difficult it is to get 
pension bills before this House. We know how difficult it is to draw 
out from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, or rather a majority of 
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that committee, a bill in aid of the soldiers of this country. I have 

been on that committee, and know how difficult itis. There are, I 

dare say, more bills introduced and referred to that committee that af- 

fect the pensions of the soldiers of the country than are referred to any 
other committee upon any other particular legislation; and yet what 

did we report to this House during the last term of Congress affecting 
this question? True, gentlemen say this subject is being used as cap- 
ital to catch votes. Is it not trne that the country itself then demands 
this measure? Is it not true that gentlemen are trying to stay behind 
and the sentiment of the country is advancing them forward? Iam 
not prepared, sir, to sit here quietly and listen to the denunciations of 
gentlemen upon this floor of measures of this character; denunciations 
which they should not indulge in by reason of their antecedents or 
otherwise. I am not prepared to sit here quietly and hear my motives 
and the motives of other gentlemen denounced by gentlemen on the 
other side of the House and criticised as political trickery or de: 

_ when we ask the support of this House in behalf of our soldiers. ile 
I differ with my distinguished colleague, I believe I am supported by 
the gentlemen of my delegation on this side of the House in the position 
I take, that this is the right thing to do and that this is the right time 
to give the soldiers who deserve well of their country this ition, 
not only by their dependent relatives but the soldiers themselves, in the 
arrears provided for by this amendment. 

Isit wrong? No. But, say gentlemen, it will take something out 
of the Treasury of the country. Iam in favor of taking enough out 
of the Treasury to pay all our debts, this as well as others. 

The widows and dependent relatives for whom provision is made in 
this bill are usually far advanced in years and unable by manual 
labor to support themselves or the families depending upon them, even 
to the extent the disabled soldier himself might have done were he 
living. 

Besides, most of the avenues of life open to the male sex are debarred 
to women, and but a small proportion of the persons who would be 
beneficiaries under the isions of this bill have resources for main- 
taining themselves except by their daily labor. 

I know that there are thousands of these sitting by their scanty fires 
on the bleak prairies of the West who, deprived of their na pro- 


Mr. HANBACK. Upon yesterday the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. BRAGG] used this language: 

My reasons for opposing the proposition coming from the gentleman from In- 
diene (Mfr. Browse) ma be briefly stated thus: No soldier ho suffered a dis- 
ability sufficient to entitle him to a pension at the hands of the Government 
failed to know it for twenty years the war, or waited until he had to be 
peered up by some claim agent in the city of Washington, who reminded him 
that he had been disabled for twenty years and ought to draw a pension for that 
time. 


If the remarks made by the honorable gentleman from Wisconsin 
were hastily made I simply regret them, but if made with full knowl- 
edge of the power of the language he used I repudiate them in the name 
and behalf of the loyal soldiers of this country. : 

I live in a State where thereare over one hundred thousand soldiers, 
white and black, from every State in this Union. I know men, hun- 
dreds and thousands of them, who were too proud in the earlier days 
to ask for a pension. I know men who never knew of the arrears-of- 
pension act or of the limitation. They lived out upon the far prairies, 

ravely trying to fight out the great battle of life as they had bravely 
fought to a glorious conclusion under the flag of their country the battle 
for the preservation of thatcountry’slife. They had no means of know- 
ing these things, and they rested upon what they supposed was their 
right at any time in the future. 

In the name of those men out there and everywhere I denounce the 
statement which Ihave read. They were not required by aclaim agent 
to let it be known they were disabled. They bore in themselves con- 
tinually the shadow of the presence of death. Constantly they were 
reminded of a disability always existent and still existing. Because 
they did not know of the limitation, because they were too proud to ask 
for arrears, it comes withrill-grace now for any man whose name is upon 
the record of honorable service to his country to charge that these men 
who to-day are without pensions and who come under the provisions of 
this limitation have been prompted by the claim agents in Washington. 

I am in favor of the bill as pro by the committee; I am also in 
favor of the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE]. 
One reason why I am in favor of it is because the party I belong to 
said what Iam about to read. Thisis what the Republican party said 
at its last national convention. I want to know whether the delegates 
there meant it or not, and I want to know whether that sentiment is 
to be voiced here by the representatives of that party to-day or not: 


The grateful thanks of the American people are due to the Union soldiersand 
sailors of the late war, and the Republican pey stands P tosuitable pen- 
sions for all who were disabled and for the widows and orphans of those who 
died in the war. The Republican party also pee eee to the re of the 
limitation contained in the arrears act of 1879, so all invalid soldiers shall 


share alike and their pensions begin with the date of disability and not with the 
date of application. 


In the name and in behalf of the soldiers of this country who did 


their duty when their country was not worth a continental if they had 
not done so, I ask the House to do this act of justice tothem and theirs. 
[Applause. ] ; 5 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the committee do now rise, my pur- 
pose being to limit debate on the pending section. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I wish to make a suggestion to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. As I understand there is no amendment at all 
now pending to this section. After the next section is read amend- 
ments will be offered, and it is probable I will offer one which will open 
a field for debate on this subject. I suggest that there is no necessity 
for Hage a order to limit debate on the first section. 

Mr. TSON. If no other gentleman desires to speak on the first 
section I will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. EVERHART. I desire to offer an amendment to the first sec- 
tion. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON] 
withdraw his motion ? 

Mr. MATSON. I do not. 

The question being taken on Mr. MATSON’s motion, there were— 
ayes 102, noes 59. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. SPRINGER having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. WELLBORN that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 545) to increase the pensions of widowsand 
dependent relatives of deceased soldiers and sailors, had come to no res- 
olution thereon. 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the farther 
consideration of the unfinished business, being House bill No. 545; and 
I also move that all debate on the pending section and amendments 
thereto be limited to five minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is first on the motion to 
limit debate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. WELLBORN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union resumes consideration of House bill No. 545. The 
debate on the pending section has been limited by order of the House 
to five minutes. 

Mr. EVERHART. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 8, section 1, strike out all between the word “and,” in line 7, and the 
word “the,” in line 8, and after the word BR rece S in line 9,add the words 
“ shall be increased to $ per month ; ” so that it will read: “ And the existing 


allowance of $2 per month for each child under theage of sixteen years shall be 


increased to $ per month,” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read the second section of the bill, as follows: 

Sec. 2. That no claim agent or attorney shall be recognized in the adjudica- 
tion of claims under this act, nor shall any such person be entitled to receive 


any com tion whatever for services or pretended services in making appli- 
cations reunder, 


Mr.SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, I now offer the amendment which is 
already at the Clerk’s desk as an addition to the second section of the bill. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

And that if any person shall receive any money, either directly or indirectly, 
for services actually rendered or alleged to have been rendered in the prosecu- 
tion of any claims under this act, he or she shall be deemed guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and, upon conviction thereof, shall be liable to a fine not exceeding $500, 
or undergo an imprisonment of not less than six months, or both, or either, at 
the discretion of the court. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this amendment is 
simply to make more effective the provisions of the second section of 
the bill presented by the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Its object 
is to prevent the receipt of any money by any one either for services ` 
actually redered or for pretended services in securing a settlement or 
adjustment of any claim under this act. As the bill now stands, with 
this section unamended, what is there to prevent any attorney or claim 
agent from making a demand or receiving money from any claimants 
under this act for either services rendered or for services pretended to 
have been rendered the claimant in effecting the settlement of his, 
her, or their claim? The agent or attorney may appear before the De- 

ent without coming to the surface by actually appearing of record. 
There is nothing that can prevent an agent from appearing under cover. 
He may prepare theapplication for the allowance ofa claimin the name 
of the applicant, and in this way avoid his appearance of record either 
as attorney for the claimant oras a pension agent; and whatis there to 
prevent the party preparing the papers in the case in the manner sug- 
gested from receiving compensation after the claim has been allowed ? 
Nothing, unless we cure the defect by imposing the penalty proposed 
by my amendment upon the party who either directly or indirectly 
receives money from claimants for services rendered or claimed to have 
been rendered in securing or aiding to secure the settlement of any ef 
their claims. 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope that this amendment will be adopted. 
It is offered for the p of perfecting the bill. Itis not offered 
with siy view of encumbering its provisions, but rather to make them 
more effective in protecting these beneficiaries, who are worthy of the 
Government’s gratitude, from any imposition at the hands of claim 
agents of the country. There are amendments now pending, or we have 
heard speeches upon amendments thatare to follow, the merits of which 
we recognize and most heartily approve. I refer especially to the one 
offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] and which will 
soon be reached in its turn. By it he seeks to secure the repeal of the 
limitation in the arrearages act, which now completely bars these pen- 
sioners from receiving the benefits of that legislation because perchance 
the application was not made in time or the filing of the claim was de- 
layed by circumstances which could not be foreseen. I hope that amend- 
ment, however, will not be incorporated in this bill prepared by the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions and now under discussion. 

I desire to see it as it came from the committee, with only the 
addition of the amendment I have offered, and which tends to make it 
more perfeat. Ifa bill should hereafter be presented to this House em- 
bodying the provisions of the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] it would receive my cordial support. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. SowDEN] has expired. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowDEN], as I understand it, simply 
prescribes a penalty against those who take any fee or compensation 
for sper mas additional pensions ? 

Mr. SOWDEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MATSON. The general law now provides a penalty to be im- 

upon those who take from an applicant for pension any fee not 
authorized by law. But I have no objection to this amendment. I 
would rather have it adopted than occupy time in discussing it. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. SowDEN, it was 

to 


Mr. BROWNE, ofIndiana. I nowaskthat the amendment suggested 
by myself at an early stage in the discussion of this bill be read. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheClerk willreport the amendment now offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


‘That the proviso to the second section of an act entitled “ An act making ap- 
propriations for the payment of arrears of pensions ted by act of Congress, 


re nb January 25, 1879,” approved March 3, 1879, be, and the same is hereby, 
Mr. ROGERS. Irise to a point of order. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. 
ROGERS] allow me to appeal to him to permit me to speak five minutes 
on this question before he presents his point of order? 

Mr. ROGERS. If I can reserve my point of order, I will of course 
extend to the gentleman the courtesy he asks. 

Mr. BROW. of Indiana. The point of order will, I think;be re- 
served by unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. It can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ROGERS. Thechairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
(Mr. Matson], who has this bill in charge, does not desire the debate 
to go on unless it can proceed upon both sides. Therefore I insist on 
the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman state his point of order? 

Mr. ROGERS. Isubmit that the amendment is obnoxious to clause 4 
of Rule XXI; and I make the additional point, though with some doubt 
as to its correctness, that the amendment is not germane to the subject- 
— I should like to be indulged in a few remarks on this point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. ROGERS. In the discussion of asimilar question a few moments 
ago I said that, if my memory served me rightly, the Speaker or a chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole, I was not sure which, had held in 
the last Congress that where an amendment was offered which was a 
section or the substance of a section of another bill then pending in the 
House it was obnoxious to the clause of the rule I have cited. I desire 
now to correct that statement, because I find that my memory did not 
serve me correctly. I am informed such had been the ruling prior to 
that time, and I suppose I got the impression stated from the discussion 
at that time. 

But the amendment now offered by the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Browne] is, I think, clearly obnoxious to clause 4, Rule XXI. 
I hold in my hand two bills, one of which (H. R. 540), introduced by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson], seeks to accomplish pre- 
cisely the same object that the amendment of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. BROWNE] endeavors to accomplish. I will send the bill to 
the Chair. From information in my possession I think, though I have 
not here the bills themselves, that there are perhaps half a dozen bills 
looking to this same object. I have here one, introduced by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], the first section of which em- 
bodies if I am not mistaken, the same idea as the amendment now pro- 


XV II——53 


Mr. Chairman, the RECORD shows also that the gentleman from Ne- 
braska [Mr. LAIRD] introduced a similar bill—a bill proposing to ac- 
complish the very same purposes sought by the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. 

The provision of the statute which the gentleman from Indiana seeks 
to repeal is found in the twentieth volume of the Statutes at Large, 
page 470. He proposes to repeal the proviso of section 2 of the act of 
March 3, 1879, that proviso being in these words: 

Provided, The application for such pension has been or is hereafter filed with 
the Com: ioner of Pensions prior to the Ist day of July, 1880, otherwise the 
pension shall commence from the date of filing the application ; but the limita- 
tion herein ribed shall not apply to claims by or in behalf of insane per- 
sons and children under sixteen years of age. 

That is one of the provisos of the sections proposed io be repealed. 
The other is found on 265 of the same volume, and is the pro- 
viso to the second section of the act of March 3, 1873. 

Now I think, by a comparison of these provisions of the statutes 
(which I will send to the desk) with the bill of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Matson], the Chair will find that the object sought to 
be accomplished by the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana on 
the other side [Mr. BROWNE] is covered in substance by the bill of his 
colleague on this side [Mr. Matson]. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I can not discuss this 
question unless I have an opportunity to see the bills referred to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will give the gentleman that oppor- 
tunity. 

Mr. ROGERS. 
of the Chair. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the act of January 25, 
1879, provides for the payment of arrearages of pensions, that act being 
usually denominated ‘‘the arrearage-of-pensions act.” The act of 
March 3, 1879, simply makes appropriations to execute the provisions 
of the arrearage act, adding, however, a section which defines the man- 
ner in which the arrearages shall be computed; and there is also a gen- 
eral proviso that no claim shall be paid under the operations of the law 
unless presented on or before the Ist of July, 1880. 

Now, my proposition is simply to repeal the proviso. It does notadd 
a word to any statute. It does not pretend to prescribe the condition 
on which any payment may be made, but simply takes away the proviso 
by which all that remains of both these two statutes is left operative. 

In order to determine whether or not either of the two bills is sub- 
stantially my nips grace I will be compelled to read the bills and also 
the first section of the arrearages act. That first section I will let the 
Clerk read, and he may as well read the third section, too. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I send to the desk another bill for the information 


regulatin ms, or may 
a cause which originated in 


received or contracted in said service during said war o! 
commence from the date of the death or ane from 
son on whose account the claim has been or shall hereafter 


hereafter be granted, in consequence of death from 
the United States service during the continuance of 


originally ted. 
Sec. 3. ‘That section 4717 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, which 


resulted in the 


s hi 
made, and a copy of the ae: to be transmitted to the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, and the bar to the prosecution of the claim shall thereby be removed” — 
be, and the same is hereby, repealed. j 

Mr. ROGERS. In order to elucidate the act will the gentleman 
from Indiana let his amendment be read right now? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the proviso to the second section of the act entitled ‘‘An act making ap- 
propriations for the payment of arrears of pensions granted by act of Congress 
oasa January 25, 1879, approved March 3, 1879,” be, and the same is hereby, 
repealed. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Now, if the Chair has that appropria- 
tion act, I would be glad if the Clerk would read the proviso which the 
bill proposes to repeal. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Indiana there 
is no proviso in the act of January 25, 1879. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I am aware of that; it is the act of 
March 3, 1879. 

Mr. ROGERS. Does not your amendment designate it improperly ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I think not. 

Mr. ROGERS. I think so, if you will listen to it. 


whom it may be submi 
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Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It provides that the second section of the 
act of March 3, 1879, which limits the operation of the act of January 
25, 1879, shall-be repealed. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the proviso which the gen- 


tleman proposes to repeal by the amendment which he has offered. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Iam sure my amendment is drawn cor- 
rectly. It may have been printed incorrectly. 
Mr. ROGERS. I think the Clerk has read it incorrectly. It does not 


prescribe— 
tie ge eee + The Chair will have the amendment reported by 

e Clerk. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let me say there is no proviso to the second section. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Of March 3, 1879? 

Mr. ROGERS. But he says January 25, 1879. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If the gentleman will only pay atten- 
tion he will see it is all right. 

The amendment was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will finish the reading of the proviso. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the application for such pension has been or is hereafter filed 
with the Commissioner of Pensions prior to the Ist day of July, 1880, otherwise 
the pension shall commence from the date of the filing of the application, but 
the limitation herein prescribed shall not apply to claims by or in behalf of in- 
sane persons or children under sixteen years of age. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I would like now to see the two bills to 
which the gentleman from Arkansas has referred. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will send them to the gentleman from 
Indiana. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the committee 
will get back to the proposition I will repeat it. A general law was 
passed granting arrearages of pensions to certain persons who are pre- 
scribed in its first section, That law was passed on the 25th of Jan- 
uary, 1879. On the 3d of March, 1879, the House appropriated the 
money for the payment of those arrearages, and the second section of 
that act of the 3d of March, 1879, contains a proviso substantially say- 
ing thatunless the claim is presented on or before the ist of July, 1880, 
the claimant shall not receive his pay. 

My proposition is to repeal that proviso. Its effect is to leave all of 
the other legislation of Congress, and especially the act of the 25th of 
January, 1879, and the residue of the act of March 3, 1879, operative 
and in full force. As I stated before, the adoption of this amendment 
does not add a word to any statute of the United States on the subject 
of pensions. Or, in other words, having taken from the second section 
the proviso, it leaves all the balance of the legislation of Congress op- 
erative and in full foree. 

Now, it is said that there are bills pending which, under the fourth 
clause of the twenty-first rule, render the proposition I have submitted 
out of order as an amendment to this bill. I believe it is not insisted 
by the gentleman from Arkansas now that, if a similar proposition is 
inserted in some other bill but associated with other measures, for 
that reason it ought to be rejected under the point of order. But 
two bills, plain and simple, containing but single propositions, have 
been referred to as being substantially what is, or what will result from 
the adoption of, my amendment, and hence render the amendment 
subject to the point of order. The first is: 

That all acts and of acts by which the time is limited for fil merito- 
rious applications for pensions, and having them duly considered allowed 
when supported by satisfactory proofs, are hereby repealed. 

Thisis House bill No. 482, introduced by my colleague [Mr. Lowry]. 

Now I confess that I cannot find, within the short time that I have 
had to examine the statutes, to what subjects this may be applied. 
What construction may be placed on it by the Pension Bureau in the 
event it is passed by the Congress of the United States I do not know. 
It says, and I will repeat it: 

That all acts and parts of acts by which the time is limited for filing merito- 


rious applications for pensions, and having them duly considered and allowed 
when supported by satisfactory proofs, are hereby repealed. 


I do not believe that any lawyer will construe this into making a 
claim relate back to the time when the injury was incurred, or when 
the claimant was discharged from the military service in consequence 
of it. But it does provide that there shall be no limitation as to the 
time for filing meritorious applications for pensions, That is all. 

Why, Mr. i I do not know of any law now that limits the 
time within which meritorious applications for pensions may be filed. 
They are being filed under the law every day. The proposition that 
this comes within the purview of my amendment, so as to render the 
amendment subject to the point of order, I think need not be discussed 
for a single moment. 

Let me emphasize it, however, as I feel very much interested in this 
measure: 

All acts and parts of acts by which the time is limited for filing meritorious 
applications for pensions, 

Why, this arrearage act nowhere contains a limitation on the time 
within which meritorious applications for pensions shall be filed. The 
arrearage act simply refers to the time to which the allowance of pen- 
sion shall relate. Thatisall. If the application be filed now it re- 


lates to the date of application; if it had been filed before the opera- 
tion of the arrearage act it would go back to the antecedent time; and 
the limitation in the act of the 3d of March, 1879, is a limitation upon 
so much of the bill as makes the pension retroactive. It does not pre- 
tend to limit the time within which the claim shall be filed; and if this 
amounts to anything, it is at most but to repeal some general statute 
of limitation by which at some time a pension claim would be barred. 

The next bill introduced by my friend the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions provides: 


That from and after the 
, the same shall begin with the Cara ot iho gach 

of the amani or nease of claims of widows and a relatives, with 

ec. &. That all laws and parts or iawe in Sen AIA with the Sorepetng provielon 
are hereby repealed. 

And my friend who sits near me here [Mr. CASWELL] suggests to me 
a conclusive answer to the point made as to this bill. If the Chair will 
examine he will find that the act of the 3d of March, 1879, provides 
a method in which the antecedent pension, the shall be com- 
puted. That is to say, if a pension is for total disability, and when the 
claim was originally allowed the rate was $34a month, which was sub- 
sequently, a year after we will say, increased to $50, and after another 
year it went to $72a month, this actof the 3d of March, 1879, pro- 
vides that the Secretary of the Interior in making the rating shall com- 
pute the time under which the pension was operative under each of the 
several ratings. Now, under the original act, and I desire the Chair to 
pay attention to it—under the original act which was sought to be 
amended by the act of the 3d of March, 1879, there was a general pro- 
vision almost in the language of the bill of my friend the chairman of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. It was a general provision that all 
pensions should relate back to the date of the discharge; butit did not 
provide any method for the computation of the pension—I mean the 
pension that would accrue under the act antecedent to the time that 
the pension was granted under the certificate of the Pension Office. 

Now let me say that if this bill is to pass—and I desire to impress 
it upon the Chair and the gentleman from Arkansas—I ask him as a 
lawyer if this bill is to pass in what way will you compute these arrears 
of pensions? I wish the gentleman would answer the question, and I 
give him the question now that he may have the opportunity of making 
the answer. This bill expressly provides— 


That from and after parody 4 of this act all pensions now in force, or in all 
pistons poronsar granted, the same shall begin with the date of the discharge 


I need not read any further. 

Thesame shall begin from the date of the discharge of the claimant, 

Now let me ask my friend this question: Suppose when the disability 
was incurred the claimant would have been entitled to $2 month, and 
suppose afterward it increased so the rating would have been $4 per 
month, and when it had further increased to $6 the pension was granted 
at that rate; then suppose there was another increase of disability 
and the evidence showed that for a certain period he was entitled to $8 
a month and he was pensioned at that rate; and suppose after the pen- 
sion was granted it was increased by act of Congress from time to time; 
let me ask you how, under the provisions of this bill, this pension would 
be rated? Itcould not berated atall. It provides no method for com- 
putation. It is not rated at all by any law of Congress. Suppose you 
find this rating in the act of 3d of March, 1879—and so far as that pro- 
vision in that act is concerned this bill by operation of law repeals it— 
it sends the pension back to the date of its allowance at the rate that 
the pensioner is receiving at the time the application for the retroactive 
pension is made. That is what it does. 

Mr. Chairman, there is another thing that is equally conclusive, if not 
moreso. This arrearage act did not create an original pension. It 
simply granted arrearages of pay in certain cases. It referred to cases 
that were pending, to be sure, and those that would be filed afterward. 
Now, suppose that under this bill application is filed for a pension, and 
suppose an application ismade by one who has already been pensioned 
and has received or has not received the benefits of the arrearage act, 
what kind of construction will the Commissioner of Pensions put upon 
the act, and will it be construed to apply at all to any act that is barred 
by the statute of limitations? 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman from Indiana permit me to send 
up a bill of Mr. HENDERSON’ Son thesame subject? Iwill follow that 
up by the bill of Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I do not care to discuss these hills 
further. 

Mr. CASWELL. I desire to make a furthersuggestion in aid of the 
point made by the gentleman from Indiana. This bill if enacted would 
not extend to the class of cases that were filed prior to July 1, 1880, 
and already entitled to pension certificates. This only applies to pen- 
sions hereafter granted. The object is to extend the operation of the 
pensions back to the timeof discharge. It would not reach that class of 
cases where the claim was filed since the arrears act took effect if they 
were granted before the passage of this act. That would be a large class 
it would not extend to. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Thegentleman from Arkansas willallow 
me to say the bill he last sent up, that of Mr. HENDERSON, is obnox- 
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ious to the same objection I made to another, that it provides no method 
of computing arrears of pensions, but leaves it as it would have been 
under the original act of January 25, 1879. 

Mr. ROGERS rose. 

Mr. MATSON. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] I un- 
derstand desires further toexamine this question. Imovethat the com- 
mittee now rise. It is a very important matter, and we desire it to be 
thoroughly discussed and thoroughly investigated on both sides. 

The motion of Mr. MATSON was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. SPRINGER having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. WELLBORN that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 545) to increase the pensions of widows and 
dependent relatives of deceased soldiers and sailors, had come to no res- 
olution thereon. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 671) making an appropriation for the purchase of the old 
Produce Exchange building and the site bounded by Whitehall, Pearl, 
Moore, and Water streets, New York city, for Army purposes. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the titleof a bill 
which has been improperly referred. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (FH. R. 1561) to refund duties upon goods on shipboard when the tariff 
act of March 3, went into effect. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill was improperly referred to the fifty 


Committee on Claims. It should be referred tothe Committe on Ways 
and Means. . 

Mr. MORRISON. Iobject. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itis nota private bill, buta bill relat- 
ing to duties upon goods on shipboard when the tariff act went into effect. 
It properly goes to the Ways and Means Committee. 

The objection being withdrawn, the Committee on Claims was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill, and it was referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

FREE MAIL DELIVERY SYSTEM. 

Mr. BLOUNT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 4414) 
to extend the free-delivery system of the Post-Office t, and 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

ALLOWANCES FOR CLERK-HIRE TO POSTMASTERS, 

Mr. BLOUNT, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4415) to make the allowances for clerk-hire to postmasters of first and 
second class cover the cost of clerical labor in the money- 
order business, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FUND FOR RAILWAY POSTAL CLERKS. 

Mr. BLOUNT,by unanimous «consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4416) to provide a fund for railway postal clerks and for the care and 
distribution thereof; which was read a first and second time, referred 
o re eer! on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DELIVERY OF LETTERS IN CARE OF HOTELS AND CLUBS. 

Mr. BLOUNT, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4417) to facilitate the transmission and delivery of letters addressed in 
care of hotels and clubs; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to 
be printed. 

READJUSTMENT OF POSTMASTERS’ SALARIES. 

Mr. BLOUNT, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4418) to limit the time in which the applications of certain postmasters 
for readjustment of salaries may be made; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. : 

ADDITIONAL ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENEBAL. 

Mr. BLOUNT, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4419) to authorize the appointment of an additional assistant postmas- 
ter-general, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

POSTAL LAWS AND REGULATIONS. 

Mr. BLOUNT, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4420) to authorize the publication of a new edition of the Postal Laws 
and Regulations; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 
_ Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 14 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as x rant 

By Mr. BEAN: Preamble and resolutions of citizens of Tombstone to 
the governor of Arizona to convene the Legislature to provide ways and 
means to render life and property safe from hostile Indians in Arizona— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of citizens of Graham County, Arizona, for remoyal of 
the Indians from San Carlos reservation—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BENNETT: Petition of Hardy Summerline, of Brunswick 
County, North Carolina, for the reference of his war claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of George Seamone, for a pension—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. T. M BROWNE: Petitions of Capt. H. H. Darter and 120 
others, ex-soldiers and citizens, Delaware County; and of Alexander 
C. Walker and 85 others, ex-soldiers and citizens, of Wayne County, 
Indiana, for a service pension for all soldiers and sailors of the late war, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Memorial of John F. Paxon, for adjustment 
of certain ’ salaries—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIN: Petition of cigar-makers and tobacco-growers of 
Clinton County, Pennsylvania, asking an increase of tariff on Sumatra 
wrappers and binders to $1 per pound—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of Alonzo Smith, Post 356, Depart- 
mentof New York, Grand Army of the Republic, with reference to mili- 
tary record of Charles W. Lambert, late Company F, One hundred and 
-second New York Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. GALLINGER: Affidavitin support of bill (H. R. 3543) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary A. Moulton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GLASS: A bill to improve the navigation of the Forked Deer 
River, in West Tennessee, and appropriating $10,000 therefor—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. R. 8. GREEN: Memorial against bills Nos. 1220 and 1601— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Petition of A. A. Sherman and others, of Lexing- 
ton, Mass., in aid of Fitz-John Porter—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. HERMAN: Petition of John Campbell, of Oregon, for relief— 


for | to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. HEWITT: Petition of the Mutual Life Insurance Company 
of New York, for an a) iation to di liens and nses upon 
the old post-office site purchased by them in the city of New York— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Petition of citizens of Lynnville, Warrick 


County, Indiana, ~~ a pension of $8 per month to the honorably 
discharged soldiers of the Union Army—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 


By Mr. LOVERING: Papers relating to the resolution in favor of 
Seth Wilmarth, of Malden, Mass.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Resolution of the district convention of the 
Knights of Labor held at Canton, Ohio, protesting against the demone- 
tization of silver, and urging the of the Bland silver billi—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. : 

By Mr. MILLARD: Petition of S. N. Hess and others, asking a pen- 
sion for all honorably discharged soldiers suffering under disability— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of George Kent & Co. and others, of Binghamton, N. 
Y., opposing any increase of tariff on Sumatra tobacco—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of R. C. Barless and others, in favor of bill 
(H. R. 3549) granting a pension to Theodore MeWharf—to the Commit- 
tee on In Pensions. 

Also, affidavit of Mrs. L. S. Parker, for payment of readjusted salary 
of postmasters—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of F. E. Willard and 6 others, to so amend 
the Constitution as to confer suffrage on females—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr.SWOPE: Petition of 400 tobacco-growers and others, of York 
County, Pennsylvania, asking that section 2 of Schedule F, tariff act of 
1883, relative to the importation of tobacco, be amended—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAM WARNER: A petition of Capt. F. C. Jones and 
3,668 others, officers and soldiers of the late war from the States of Mis- 
souri, Illinois, Pennsylvania, New York, Nebraska, Iowa, Delaware, 
Connecticut, Michigan, Kansas, Vermont, New Hampshire, Ohio, Mas- 
sachusetts, Indiana, West Virginia, New Jersey, Wisconsin, Maryland, 
and the Territories of Dakota and Washington, asking relief of certain 
volunteer officers who enlisted early in the war and were promoted— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr.WELLBORN: Papers relating to the claim of JohnC. Jones— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WHEELER: Memorial of Catherine Herston, widow of Wm. 
C. Herston, praying the reference of her claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
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The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 
upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates of one, 
two, and five dollars, the same being made legal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 
in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 

By Mr. GILFILLAN: Of citizens of Hennepin County, Minnesota. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 22, 1886. 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
CONTINGENT FUND, NAVY DEPARTMENT, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the acting Sec- 
retary of the Navy, transmitting a statement of expenditures of the con- 
tingent fund of the Navy Department for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1885; which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Navy Department. 

PRINTING OF REPORT ON INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 


TheSPEAKER. In accordance with the statute, the Chair also lays 
before the House, for reference to the Committee on Printing, the fol- 
lowing Senate concurrent resolution: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 15,000 addi- 
tional copies of the rt of the Senate Select Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, together with the testimony, be printed ; 5,000 for the use of the Senate 
and 10,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to withdraw the application, affidavits, and all the papers in the claim 
of Alexander Goble, late corporal Company F, Sixty-third Regiment, 
and Company H, One hundred and fifth Regiment, Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteers, from the files of the House without leaving copies, no adverse 
report having been made thereon. 


REPORT ON WAGES. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee 
on Printing to make a privileged report, and to ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

TheSPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Printing, tò whom was referred the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 57), to print an addition to a report on wages o: printed January 17, 
1884, report the same back to the House, and recommend its passage, 

The joint resolution as reported is as follows: 


Resolved, £c., That the Secre: of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed toprint, as an addition to the report on the statistics of wages 
in cree eee industries, prepared by Mr. Joseph D. Weeks, and ordered 
printed by the House of Representatives January 17, 1884, a report on the rela- 
tive wages in the United States and Great B: , compi Mr. Weeks. 

Sec. 2. That a sum not to exceed $500 be, and hereby is, appropriated to pre- 
pare said report for publication. 

TheSPEAKER. The committee do not seem to have submitted any 
estimate of the cost of the proposed printing. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The estimate is that the cost will not exceed $400; 
$350 is the amount proposed. 

The SPEAKER. For the printing? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. For the printing of this addition to the report on 


wages. 

The SPEAKER. The rules of the House require the committee to 
present in each case an estimate of the cost of the printing proposed, 
but that point seems not to be made in this case. e question is on 
the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was concurred in. 

Mr. FARQUHAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, indefinitely, on account of 
sickness in his family. 

To Mr. Grsson, of Maryland, for two days. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This being Friday, the Chair will proceed to call 
the committees for reports of bills of a private nature. 

ERASURE OF INSCRIPTIONS, NORFOLK NAVY-YARD. 


Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of presenting a 
prec report from the Committee on Naval Affairs. The committee 
struct me to report back a resolution, which was referred to them, with 


certain amendments; and I ask that the report be read, after which I 
shall demand the previous question upon the report and amendments. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs has had under consideration the resolution 
referred to it by the House of Representatives, making inquiries of the honorable 
Secretary of the Navy relating tothe alleged erasure of certain inscriptions atthe 
Norfolk navy-yard and other matters, and beg leave to report back the said res- 
olution and recommend its passage with the following amendments thereto: 

Amend by inserting the word “and” between the words “ordered” and 
“upon,” in the resolution,and by striking out after the words “ what authority,” 
in the resolution, and inserting in lieu of the words stricken out the following: 

“ Honorable inscriptions have been obliterated and honorably discharged rot 
diers and sailors of United States have at any time been dismissed from the 
Norfolk navy- , and to transmit to this House reo of all correspondence 
in relation to dismissals or details made by order of the Secretary of the Navy. 
or his immediate predecessor, at the Norfolk navy-yard or in the light house.” 

The resolution as amended will read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, directed to trans- 
mit to this House such information as he possesses concerning the truth or fal- 
sity of certain statements which have appears in the public prints, as follows: 

“ First. That the commandant atthe United States navy-yard at Norfolk, Va., 
has caused the honorable inscriptions heretofore borne upon the cannon capt- 
ured by the United States military or naval forces to be obliterated. 

“Second. That said commandant has caused to be removed from the dry-dock 
at that nayy-yard the tablet placed there at the time of its reconstruction, and 
bearing the inscription: 

“* Destroyed by the rebels in 1862. Rebuilt by the United States Government 


in 1863. 
"J. W. LIVINGSTON, 
*** Commandant. 
=W, H. LYONS, 
*“! Superintendent of Machinery.’ 


“Third. That because of kis protest against the removal of said inscription the 
superintendent who wasin of the work of re! ng said dock, and who 
had faithfully served the Government for many years, has been removed from 
his position and a person who engaged in military service against the Govern- 
ment appointed in his place. 

* Fourth. That in disregard of that ‘ grateful recognition of the services, sacri- 
fices, and sufferings of persons honorably from the military and naval 
service of the country, invoked by sections 1753 and 1754 of the Revised Statutes, 
a number of such honorably discharged soldiers or sailors of the United States 
has been dismissed from employment at said navy-yard and their places filled 
by men who fought against the Government during the late rebellion.’ ” 

And be it resolved, Thatif said foregoing allegations are true, the Secre- 
tary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, requested to inar this House upon whose 
order and upon what Saam honorable inscriptions have been obliterated, 
and honorably discharged soldiers and sailors of the United States have at any 
time been dismissed from the Norfolk navy-yard; and to transmit to this House 
copies of all correspondence in relation to dismissals or details made by orderof 
the pank a of the Navy, or his immediate predecessor, at the Norfolk navy- 
yard, or in the light-house district in which said nayy-yard is situated. 

Mr. HERBERT. I demand tke previous question on the report and 
amendments. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama demands the pre- 
vious question on the adoption of the report and amendments. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to inquire, Mr. Speaker, whether the pre- 
vious question, if ordered, will cut off an opportunity for amendment 
in the House. 

The SPEAKER. It will; but there will be debate allowed under 
the rule for thirty minutes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like to ask my friend the chairman of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs if his object in demanding the previous 
question is to prevent a statement of the facts upon which this resolu- 
tion was based. 2 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman will have fifteen minutes within 
which to make his statement of facts. The resolution as amended 
calls for substantially all of the facts demanded by the resolution he 
submitted. It is in substance the same as the resolution originally in- 
troduced by the gentleman himself, except thatitis broader; and he will 
have, I repeat, fifteen minutes within which to make his statement of 
facts. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then I understand the object is to cut off amend- 
ment and to limit the statement to fifteen minutes. 

Several members demanded the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous ques- 
tion. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 87, noes 84. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. HERBERT and Mr. BOUTELLE were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 111, noes 7. 

Mr. PERKINS. No quorum. 

Mr. HERBERT. Itis very evident that gentlemen do not want their 
own interrogatories answered; I therefore withdraw the report. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I object to the withdrawal of the 
report, if it is within my parliamentary privilege to do so. 

The SPEAKER. The report has not yet been acted upon by the 
House—— ee 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But, Mr. Speaker, it is being acted upon by 
the House. It is now in the possession of the House, and must be dis- 

of by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama made the report 
from the committee, and thereupon demanded the previous question 
upon the adoption of the amendment and the report. The Chair will 
examine the rule, 
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Mr. HERBERT. I retain the floor while this point is pending. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Clause 2 of Rule XVI applies to this It will be 
HS on page 248 of the Digest. 
Mr. HERBERT. I believe I have the right to withdraw the report 
before it is acted upon. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the rule to be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Clause 2, Rule XVI. When a motion has been made, the Speer shall state 
ae ead S ia wrna in Sonne fe to be read aloud by the Clerk before being de- 
bated, and it shall then be in the possession of the House, but may be with- 
drawn re es time before a decision or amendment, 


Mr. REED, of Maine. But this isa repor of a committee, not a | zr, 


motion of an individual member. 

- The SPEAKER. The Chairthinks a proper construction of this rule 
is that it applies only to those motions made by members personally, 
on the floor, over which the member himself ought, as a matter ofj ‘justice, 
to have control until a decision has been reached upon them by the 
House. Such a motion may be modified by the member introducing 
it at any time before final action is taken, and its character may be 
changed. But this is a report of a committee of the House, fore to 
the House by the authority of the committee, and the Chair thinks 
that the agree himself can not withdraw it without the leave of 


the House. Apoue on the Republican side. ] 
Mr. REED, of Maine. I su to the gentleman from Alabama 
that he allow amendments to be offered by Sis colleague on the com- 


mittee, 

Mr. HERBERT. Ihave no instructions to allow any amendments, 
This matter was considered in the committee, and I make the report 
in obedience to the action of the committee. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But the chairman of the committee can allow 
an amendment to be offered, 

Mr. HERBERT. I decline to allow it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. There is a sufficient majority on the other 
side of the House to keep down any really obnoxious amendments. 

Mr. HERBERT. ‘The resolution embodies substantially all the 
inquiries contained in the original resolution. I move that there be 
a call of the House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like toask the chairman of the commit- 
tee— 

Many MEMBERS on the Democratic side. lar order ! 

The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I am addressing myself to the chairman of the 
committee. [Renewed cries of CRRI sodas: 2) Mr. Speaker, I rise 
to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The CITEA will state it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. IfI am not to be allowed to address the chairman 
of the Committee I will address the Speaker. 

Mr. HERBERT. Ihave stated that I would answer the gentleman’s 
question. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine will state his inquiry. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iask whether the chairman of the committee has 
stated to the House that the Committee on Naval Affairs instructed him 
to call the previous question upon this report. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair did not observe the statement the gen- 
tleman made. 

Mr. HERBERT. I made no such statement. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I suggest that the matterisimmaterial. The 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] has the right to call the previous 
question without instructions from his committee. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. He was not so instructed. 

Mr. RANDALL. Gentlemen have n ht to make inquiries or 
statements as to what occurred in the Poach od 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from ‘Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] 
moves a call of the House. 

The question bers ee on ordering a call of the House, there 
were—ayes 94, noes 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I call for the yeas and nays on this question. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 155, nays 123, not vot- 
ing 46; as follows: 


YEAS—155. 
Adams, J. J. Bynum, Curtin, Geddes, 
Allen, J. M. Cabell, Dargan, Gibson, Eustace 
Anderson, C.M. Caldwell Davidson, A. C. Glass, 
Ballentine, Campbell, Felix Da n, M. Green, R. 8. 

ur, Campbell, T. J. Dawson, Hale, 
Barksdale, Candler, Dibble, Hall, 

es, Catchings, Dockery, Halsell, 
Barry, Clardy, Dougherty, Hammond, 

f Clements, Dowdney, Harris, 
Belmont, Cobb, Dunn, Hatch, 
Bennett, Cole, Eden, Heard, 
Blanchard, Collins, Eldredge, Hemphill, 
Bland, Compton, EI . 

Bliss, Co. A Fisher, Hewitt, 
Blount, Cowles, Foran, Holman, 
Boyle, Cox, Ford, Hi i 

Crisp, Forney, Hutton, 
Brec inridge, ©. R, Croxton, Frederick, Trion, 
Breckinridge, WCP. Culberson, Gay, Johnston, T. D. 


Jones, J. H. ils, Richardson, Aaro 
aes J.T. Mitchell, Robertson, es man, a 
einer, ‘organ, rs, eiii ž 
Laffoon, Morrison, Bader 
Landes, Muller, Sayers, Tucker, 
Lanham, Le ta Seney, Turner, 
Le Fevre, à Seymour, Van Eaton, 
Lore, Neece, Singleton, Viele, 
ng, Norwood, Skinner, Ward, J.H. 
Lowry, R Snyder, Ward, T. B. 
Mahoney, O’Ferrall, Spriggs, Warner, A. J. 
Martin, Outhwaite, Springer, Weaver, J. B. 
Matson, l, St. Martin Wellborn, 
Maybury, Perry, Stone, W.J. ,of Ky, Wheeler, 
McAdoo, Pideock, Stone, W.J. of Mo, Wilkins, 
Pindar, rm, Wilson, 
McMillin, Randall, Swope, ise, 
cRae, : ey, Wolford, 
Merriman, Reid, J. W. Taulbee. Worthington 
Miller, x Taylor, J.M. 
NAYS—123. 
Adams, G. E, EP, Rowell, 
Allen, C. H. Fuller, cComas, yan, 
Anderson, J. A. Gallinger, McKenna, Sawyer, 
Atkinson, il k McKinley, ons, 
Baker, Grosvenor, illard, Smalls, 
Bayne, Guenther, Milliken, Spooner, 
Bound, Hahn, Moffatt, Stephenson 
Boutelle, Hanback, Morrill, Stewart, J. W. 
rady, Hayden, Morrow, t, 
Browne, T, M, Haynes, NA ley, Strubie. 
wn, © Henderson, D. B. Swinburne, 
Brown, W. W. epburn, O'Dontiel, Symes, 
Brumm, Herman, Taylor, E. B. 
Buchanan, Hiestand, hiari Charles Taylor, I. H, 
Buck, Hires, Osborne, omas, J. 
Bunnell, Hiscock, Owen, Thomas, Q. B. 
Burrows, Hitt, Parker, Thompson, 
Campbell, J. M. Holmes, Payne, Van Š 
Cannon, Hopkins, Payson, Wade, 
ell, Houk, Perkins, Wadsworth, 
Conger, James, Peters, Wait, 
Cooper, Johnson, F. A. Pettibone, Wakefield 
Davenport, os J.T. Phelps, Warner, William 
Davis, Ketcham, Pirce Weaver, A. J. 
Dingley, La Follette, Plumb, Weber, 
Dorsey, Laird, Price, Wi 
Dunham, Libbey, espe White, A.C. 
Ely, Lindsley, Reed, T. ite, Milo 
Everhart, Little, Rice, Whiting, 
Farquhar, - Long, Rockwell, Woodburn 
Felton, Loutitt, Romeis, 
NOT VOTING—46, 
Aiken, Evans, Hill, Scranton, 
Arnot, Findlay, Jackson, Shaw, 
ee Funston, Kelley, Sowden, 
Burleigh, Gibson, C. H. King, . eae 
Burnes, Glover, Lawler, 
Butterworth, Goff, Lehlbach, Stewart, Ch Charles 
Campbell, J. E. Green, W. J. Markham, 
ton, Grout, O'Neill, J.J. oe Gach i 
Crain, Harmer, Pulitzer, 
Cutcheon, Henderson, J.S. Rankin, 
Daniel, Henderson, T.J. Riggs, 
Ermentrout, Henley, Scott, 


So a call of the House was ordered. 
Before the result of the vote was announced the following proceedings 


took place: 
Mr. JAMES. Iask unanimous consent that the reading of the names 
be dispensed with. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. . I object. 

The names of members voting having been read, 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. HILL with Mr. LAIRD, until further notice. 

Mr. AIKEN with Mr. KELLEY, until further notice. 

Mr. DIBBLE with Mr. Gorr, for this day. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER with Mr. ScRANTON, for this day. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL with Mr. THOMAS, ot Wisconsin, until 
Wednesday next. 

Mr. aeria of North Carolina, with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, on 
this vote. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. Jackson, for this day. 

Mr. ARNOT with Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR, for this day. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. A call of the House having been ordered, the Clerk 
milluy call the roll, and members present will answer to their names 
as i 

Mr. HISCOCK. Before the roll is called I desire to ask leave of ab- 
sence, 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, before the call is com- 
menced the Chair will lay before the House requests for leave of ab- 
sence, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. PAYNE, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. FELTON, until Monday next. 

To Mr. Hiscock, for one week, on account of important business. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, I ask unanimous consent that leave 
of absence be granted to my colleague Mr. GREEN for one week. He 
is now absent on account of sickness, 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed to call the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; and the following members 
failed to answer to their names: : 

Mr. AIKEN, Mr. ARNOT, Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. BURLEIGH, Mr. FELTON, 
Mr. FINDLAY, Mr. FREDERICK, Mr. GLOVER, Mr. GOFF, Mr. GREEN 
of North Carolina, Mr. Grsson of Maryland, Mr. HENDERSON of North 
Carolina, Mr. HENLEY, Mr. HILL, Mr. Hiscock, Mr. JACKSON, Mr. 
KELLEY, Mr. Kine, Mr. PULITZER, Mr. RANKIN, Mr. Riaes, Mr. 
Scorr, Mr. SCRANTON, Mr. SowDEN, Mr. STAHLNECKER, Mr. STONE 
of Massachusetts, and Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. 

The SPEAKER. It appears from the call of the roll there are two 
hundred and ninety-eight members present and twenty-seven absent. 
The Doorkeeper will now close the doors of the House, 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask for a 
leave of absence until Wednesday next. - 

The SPEAKER. This is not the time for making excuses. 

Mr. HERBERT. I offer the following resolution: 

The Clerk read as follows: - 

Ordered, That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and b: to the bar of 
the House such of its members as are now without leave of the House, 

Mr. STEELE. I move that that resolution be laid on the table. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Have the list of absentees read. 

The SPEAKER. They have been called twice. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But has the list of absentees been read? 

The SPEAKER. They have not been read. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I submit that it is in order to have that list 
read. 

The SPEAKER. It is right to have the list of absentees read, as 
some of them may be absent on leave. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Opportunity should be given to offer excuses 
for those who are absent without leave before we take such violent 
means to bring them here. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read a list of the absentees, when 
excuses can be offered. 

The Clerk then proceeded to call the list of absentees. 

Mr. AIKEN. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is absent by leave of the House. 

Mr. ARNOT. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. Mr, Arwnor is absent from the House 
on account of illness, and I move he be excused. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BINGHAM: No excuse offered. 

. BURLEIGH: No excuse offered. 

. FELTON: No excuse offered. 

. FINDLAY: No excuse offered. 

. FREDERICK: No excuse offered. 

. GIBSON, of Maryland: No excuse offered. 
. GLOVER: No excuse offered. d 
. Gorr: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina. 5 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. My colleague Mr. GREEN is absent 
on account of sickness, and I move he be excused. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s colleague has already been ex- 
cused on his previous motion. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. All right then. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. My colleague Mr. HENDERSON has 
been granted indefinite leave of absence on account of sickness in his 
family. ; 

The SPEAKER. Itis not necessary to offer excuses for any gentle- 
man absent by leave of the House. The Chair will see no order is 
issued for the arrest of members who are absent on leave. 

Mr. HENLEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HILL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Htscock: No excuse offered. 

Mr. JACKSON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
Mr. KELLEY, has been confined to his bed for more than a week, and 
I ask that he be excused. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Let that be done by general consent. 

There was no objection, and it was ord accordingly. 

Mr. KING: No excuse offered. 

Mr. PULITZER. 

Mr. VIELE. My colleague is absent from the city, and I move that 
he be excused. 

The motion was agreed tz. 

Mr. RANKIN. 

Mr. CASWELL. My colleague is absent on account of sickness, and 
I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. Ricas: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Scorr: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. OSBORNE. My colleague is absent on leave. 

Mr. SowWDEN: No excuse offered. 


Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. DUNHAM. The Committee on Rivers and Harbors is sitting 
during the session of the House, and no doubt the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, who is a member of that committee, is attending the sessions 
of that committee. 

The SPEAKER. That will be a good excuse when he comes in. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I move that Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts, be ex- 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER. . 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. STAHLNECKER was summoned to New York last 
night, and I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. : 

Mr. HOUK. My colleague is at home attending the funeral of his 
father, and I move that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The question recurred on the motion of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. STEELE] that the order offered for adoption by the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] be laid on the table. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

The question recurred on the following resolution: 

Ordered, Sergeant-at-Arms custody teing 
the House oe ofits members as are Socom nth Sika Sere Sen 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 108, noes 93. 

So the motion was to. 

Mr. HERBERT. I move to reconsider the resolution just adopted; 
and also move that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 109, noes 34. 

Mr. STELLE. I demand tellers. - 

Tellers were ordered, 47 members voting therefor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from 
Indiana, Mr. STEELE, and the gentleman from Alabama, Mr. HER- 
BERT 


The House again divided; and thetellers reported—ayes 136, noes 41. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I move that we dispense with all further pro- 
ceedings under the call. It has become apparent there are only twelve 
absentees to be sent for, and that fact shows the House is unusually 
full—that there are enough members here for the transaction of the 
public business. 

The sole question which now exists between the two sides of the 
House is a question of The a debate. Spera br daeagey le time Joo re 
for by the minority. are perfectly to be conten’ i 
any reasonable time for debate, and we can dispose of the question in 
the regular way much sooner than we can by this consumption of time. 
No timeis saved by proceedingsof thisnature. And I do not thinkasa 
matter of parliamentary law that the previous question was intended 
to cut off a reasonable amount of debate on the subject pending. It 
was not intended as a gag law for the minority, but simply as a means 
of protecting the majority from too pro a debate. 

The debate which is asked for on this subject will not comprise more 
than an hour and a half or two hours on each side; and we shall cer- 
tainly waste much more time than that without any object by 
ings of this kind. It can not be that the gentlemen on the o side 
with a majority of 40 are desirous of suppressing debate for fear of any 
consequences. It seems to me that they ought to be willing to have 
this question fully and fairly discussed. 

One of the great objects of a meeting of Congress is to discuss a 
tions of whatever kind they may be that may come before itand which 
are the subjects of its action, and the right of debate ought to be sa- 
credly guarded by both sides. The means which are put in the hands 
of the majority for abridging an unreasonable continuance of debate 
ought not to be used for the purpose of silencing other gentlemen on 
the floor of the House. 

What I have said is just as applicable to one side as tothe other. It 
is reasonable and commends i to the good sense of all the members 
of the House. And I submit to gentlemen on the other side that the 
proper course with to this matter and with regard to all other 
matters of this kind is to make a reasonable adjustment of the time 
for debate and allow the matter to be discussed. 

No harm ever came in a free country by the free discussion of any 
proposition. This proposition which has been brought up here will 
have to be discussed in some shape or other, and it may as well be 
done decently and in order as in any other way. I appeal to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT], who is not constrained by any 
vote of his committee—for as I understood him to say on the floor of the 
House his committee gave him no directions with regard to that—I ap- 

to him to withdraw his motion for a time and have an understand- 
ing that it shall be renewed after a reasonable time has been allowed 
for debate, and then let us proceed with the public business. 

Mr. HERBERT. The rules of this House prescribe a reasonable 
time for debate upon such questions as this—fifteen minutes on each 
side after the previous question is ordered. This is simply a resolution 
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of inquiry which originated on the other side of the House. There is 
nothing to debate until theinquiries shall have been answered. I there- 
fore insist upon my motion. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. ‘Will the gentleman permit me a word? He 
proposes to add to the resolution which was introduced on this side of 
the House an amendment which discussion will show to be entirely 
ae It will be shown not to uce the result the gentleman in- 

and it is the object of all discussion toshow mistakes which may 
ie vine made on the part of the committees. 

Mr. HERBERT. We are entirely willing on this side to accept the 
consequences of any mistake we may have made by adding to the reso- 
lution introduced by gentlemen on the other side, and I think fifteen 
minutes a sufficient time to debate this resolution. If the inquiry we 
have added is futile the answer of the Secretary of the Navy will show 
it. The gentleman need not concern himself about that. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But it concerns the House. Iam not under- 
taking to concern myself about this matter at all. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Regular order 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Tica sagnia opiat la Aa Jami af tbe 
motion I have presented, which is that further 
call be dispensed with. That motion is 
pleases, I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know of any rule of the House 
which prohibits debate on the motion. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Therefore the presumption is I have the floor. 

Mr. HERBERT, Ihad not floor. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentleman will excuse me. He had 
yielded it. The gentleman had finished and I had 


the Chair did not understand whether she yichied the floor ately 
or simply for the answer of the question of the gentleman from Ala- 


Mr. REED, of Maine. Allow me to explain, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman from Maine had completed what 
he had to say, as I understood it, before I rose. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. § E A on nl pe ea 
HERBERT] had finished 


and called for the regular order, and I asseverated to the pres 

the regular order was some remarks from me. {ha hter. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman was not on the 

Mr. McMILLIN (in his seat). Let him make his 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. J] will pro- 

ceed, and after him the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Ala- 

p GE Aa Raa Xow, Me Spakar T wil ay, ia ope to 
oi ow, will say, in 

my friend from Tennessee Mr. MCMILLIN], that Ihave no desire what- 

ever to make a speech. simply desire to call the attention of the 


Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know whether, under the 
n TES SPEAKER.” ‘They aro not, ‘The question, mad thee 

The SPEAKER. They are not. ‘teil dienes ayap ar ques- 
tion now before the House, is whether it with further 
ceedings under the call. 

Mr. ERT. I trust that the Chair will confine the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED] to that question. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. I suppose, Mr. § 


mation which I can slag Sigg: raeg PEYO 
Ee et 


House on this subject. Wesit 
questions which legitmately come before us, 
debate. It is of the very essence of a free government that there shall 
be full and free debate ; nor ought the existence or continuance of that 
debate to depend upon the opinion of any gentleman, or set of gentlemen, 
as to whether the matter is a proper subject of discussion or not. What- 
ever is suitable to come before this House is suitable to be debated by 
this House, and the normal condition of a assembly is that 
of debating questions which are brought before it. 
Nevertheless, it was discovered that, in the 


ger 

discussing questions long after they had been decided in 
the minds of the members of the House; but the presumptionis always 
in favor of debate, and while the House is armed with power to limit 
debate, it ought to be a reasonable limitation. Gentlemen wish to dis- 


cuss this question. My colleague [Mr. BouTELLE] wishes to discuss 
it, and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BRADY] wishes to discuss it, 


and I submit to the House that upon every principle of reasonable 
aTe in a parliamentary body such discussion ought to be permitted. 
Mr. HEWITT. Mr. SH E 
And fifteen minutes does not 


Mr. REED, of Maine Iaom gs 

seem to any fair-minded a say anything offensive, but I 
will say that it does not seem ae me that fifteen minutes is a reasonable 
time for the discussion of a question of this kind. 

Mr. HEWITT. Does the gentleman yield the floor? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I yield to the gentleman from New York. 
ae HEWITT. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. Does he yield the 

Mr. REED, of — Oh, certainly. 

Mr. HEWITT. Speaker, from what has been said by the gen- 
tleman from Maine ite REED] so forcibly and eloquently in regard 
to the privilege of debate there will be no dissent on this side of the 
perk On the contrary, we upon this side of the House have for many 
years had to maintain the right of the representatives of the people to 
discuss im: t political questions, and many times since I have been 
D bda Foaie Date pany gar gag of it attempt to check and re- 

press debate, and on one memorable occasion, for more than two days, 
Eaa into the third day, this side of the House was compelled to 
vindicate the privilege of debate. It does not lie in the mouth of the 
gentlemen on the other side to taunt this side of the House with any 
attempt to limit debate. 

The House has settled this question by its rules. On resolutions of 
this sort the House has provided that fifteen minutes of discussion on 
each side, making thirty minutes inall, shall be allowed; and the decision 
of the House under the rules is justified in cases of resolutions of in- 
quiry, from the fact that there is no information before this House upon 
which an in t debate can be had. The very object of the reso- 
lution is to facts upon which the debate may proceed. E 
tlemen on other side wish debate, I think I may pledge this side of 
pmr arar as which I am a member to give them 

heady discuss the resolution when we have the 
prias na ore the But to undertake to come in here with 
a partisan statement of fete, about which no one is informed and no 
one can be informed until the inquiry is answered, and precipitate a 
debate on this House under these circumstances; isa waste of the public 
time and, in my judgment, an abuse of the confidence of the House. 
[Applause on the Democratic side]. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from cory has REED] that all further proceedings under the call be 


The motion was not agreed to; there being—ayes 95, noes 132. 
Mr. REED, of Maine (after a pause). Mr. Speaker, I trust that 
measures are being taken to bring in the dozen gentlemen who 
are stopping the Duaa of the House. 
The SPEAKER. The Sergeant-at-Arms is out with his warrant. 
The deputy sergeant-at-arms appeared at the bar of the House, hav- 
ingin n custody Mr. Riacs and Mr. SOWDEN. 

e SPEAKER. Mr. Riaos, you are reported as having been ab- 
sent from the House without its leave. What excuse have you to 
offer ? 

Mr. RIGGS. Mr. Speaker, if it were not that I might appear want- 


pro- | ing in proper deference for you and the House, I would propound a 


uestion for myself. I should like to know by what authority any of- 
ints of tha Soule cca arrest tan when I am in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, by the record made up after the 
lho nas been called twice, appears to have been absent from the 

ouse. 

Mr. RIGGS. I understand that is the appearance, but —— 

The SPEAKER. Of course the Sergeant-at-Arms had no discretion 
when acting under the authority of the House. 

Mr. RIGGS. But I was not absent. 

Mr. HAMMOND. It is impossible for me to hear the gentleman's 
excuse, and unless I hear it I shall not know how to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman [Mr. Riaas] states he was in the 
House when the officer came to him. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The t I desire to make is that gentlemen 
rans take their seats, so that we may understand the business which 

is proceeding. - $ 
The SPEAKER. The point is well taken; gentlemen will resume 
their seats. ‘The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. R1acs] was absent from 
the Hall of the House for a few minutes, as the Chair understands, and 
came back before the doors were closed, but after his name had been 
called. 

Mr. RIGGS. That is the fact. 

The SPEAKER. Shall the gentleman be excused? 

Mr.SPRINGER. Under the circumstances Imove that my colleague 
be excused. à 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. SowDEN, you are also reported as having been 
absent from the House withoutleave. Whatexcuse have you to offer? 
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Mr.SOWDEN. Mr. Speaker, I was unavoidably detained this morn- 
ing at the Pension Office on the business of my constituents, but I en- 
deavored to get here as promptly as possible. 


Mr. EDE 
cused. 
The motion was agreed to. 

The deputy sergeant-at-arms appeared at the bar of the House, hay- 
ing in custody Mr. BINGHAM. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. BINGHAM, you are reported as having been 
absent from the House without leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, having attended the session of the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads this morning at half-past 
10 o’clock, and having sat through the entire meeting, I obtained a pair 
at 12 o’clock with the gentleman from California fine, HENLEY], in 
order that I might go to several of the Departments to attend to some 
business I had there. Believing that the House would go to the Private 
Calendar to-day, I thought that my return at this hour would be early 
enough for the general business of the House. 

Mr. BEACH. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HERBERT. It seems, Mr. Speaker, there is a quorum present 
of those who will vote on this motion, and we can dispense with the 
call if all the Democrats now in the House shall remain and vote. I 
therefore move to dispense with all further proceedings under the call. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. How many of the half-dozen does that leave 
out still absent? 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to dispense with fur- 
ther proceedings under the call. 

The motion was to. 

The SPEAKER. The doors of the House will be reopened. The 
question is on the demand made by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
HERBERT] for the previous question on the adoption of the report which 
he has submitted. 

Mr. HERBERT. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and it was decided in the affirma- 
tive—yeas 160, nays 91, not voting 73; as follows: 


I move that the gentleman from Pennsylvania be ex- 


YEAS—160, 
A TA Culberson, Landes, n 
Allen, J. M. Curtin, Lanham, Ropers: 
Anderson, C. M, iel, Lawler, Sayers, 
Ballentine, A Le Fevre, Seney, 
Barbour, Davidson, A. C, Lore, Seymour, 
Barksdale, Dawson, Lovering, W, 
Barnes, Dockery, A Singleton, 
mal A Dough: a Mahoney, Skinner, 
> Dowdney, Martin, Snyder, 
Bennett Eldredge ares pee ona 
net 4 aybury, p r, 
Bland, > Ellsberry, McAdoo, Stewart, Charles 
Bliss, Ermentrout, McCrea: St. Martin 
Blount, Fisher, MeMillin ` Stone, W. J. of Ky. 
Boyle, Foran, cRae, Stone, W. J., of Mo. 
Bragg Ford, Merriman, Storm, 
Breckinridge, C.B. Forney, Miller, Swope, 
Breckinridge, WCP Frederick, Mills, Tarsney, 
Burnes, Gay, Mitchell, 
Bynum, Ged organ, Taylor, J. M. 
Cabell, Glass, Morrison, Th: M 
Fiba Feli Hall’ oer Townshend, 
„felix g urphy, 
Campbell, J. E. alsell, Neal, Tucker, 
Campbell, T. J. Hammond, ‘eece, ‘Turner, 
Candler, arris, Norwood, Van Eaton, 
Carleton, Hatch, es, Viele, 
Catchings, Heard. KF 1, Ward, J. H. 
Clardy, Hemphill, O'Neill, J.J. Ward, T. B 
Clements, erbe Outhwaite, Warner, A. J. 
Cole, Hewitt, Peel, Weaver, J. B. 
Cobb, olman, Perry, Wellborn, 
Collins, Pidcock, Wheeler, 
Compton, Hutton, Pindar, Wilkins, 
owe” Saeco. sengeat Wilson 
wiles, ohnston. n, 
x, ‘ones, J. H Reid, J.W. Winans, 
in, Jones, J.T. Richardson, Batons 
Crisp, Kleiner, Rigas, a Wolford, 
Croxton, oon, Ro n, Worthington, 
NAYS—91. 
Adams, G. E. Everhart, Libbey, Ryan, 
Atkinson, Farquhar, Long, ons, 
Baker, Fleeger, —_ 
Bayne, Fuller, kham, Spooner, 
Bingham, Funston, McCo' Steele, 
Bound, Gallinger, Millard, Stewart, J. W. 
Brady, Grosvenor, Morrow, Strait, 
Browne, T. M. Guenther, Negley, Struble, 
Brown, O.E. Hanback, O'Donnell, Swinburne, 
Brown, W. W. Harmer, 0’ Symes, 
Brumm, Hayden, O'Neill, Charles Taylor, I.H. 
Buchanan, Henderson,D, B. rne, Thomas, J. 
Buck, Henderson, T, J. Owen, Thompson, 
Bunnell, erman er, Van = 
Burrows, Hiestand, Pa; a Wade, 
Caswell, Hires, Perkins, Wadsworth, 
Conger, Hitt, Peters, ait, 
Cooper, James, Pettibone, Wakefield, 
Cutcheon, Johnson, F. A ps, Weaver, A. J. 
Davenport, Johnston, J.T. Plumb, 
Davis, etcham, ice, White, Milo 
Dorsey, rd, . 
Ely, Lehibach, Romeis, 


en, Gibson, Eustace King, Rowell, 
Allen, C. H. Gilfillan, La Follette, Sawyer, 
Anderson, J. À. Glover, Lindsley, tt, 
e T ia 
5 reen, nutit 
Boutelle, Green, W. J. Stahinecker, 
Burleigh, rout, McKinley, Stephenson, 
Butterworth i Milliken, Stone, E. F, 
Campbell, J. M. ynes, Moffat Taylor, E. B. 
non, Henderson, J.S. Morrill, Taylor, Zach 
Davidson, R.H.M. Henley, Nelson, Thomas, O. B. 
Dibble, apoun Payne, igg, 
Dingley, Hil, irce, Warner, William 
Dinara; k, Pulitzer, eber, 
Dunn, Holmes, in, White, A.C. 
Evans, Hopkins, Ranney, Whiting. 
Felton, Honk, Reed, 
Findlay, Jackson, s 
Gibson, C. H. Kelley, Rockwell, 
So the previous question was ordered to be now put.. 
During the roll-call, 
Mr. HERBERT moved to dispense with the reading of the names. 


Mr. BOUTELLE objected. 

The following additional pairs were announced: ; 

Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina, with Mr. Hiscock, for one week. 

Mr. Gipson, of Maryland, with Mr. PAYNE, for one week. 

Mr. Gipson, of West Virginia, with Mr. FELTON, until Monday 
next. 

Mr. HENLEY with Mr. BINGHAM, for to-day. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question having been ordered, under 
the rules of the House thirty minutes are allowed for debate; fifteen 
minutes in support of the report and fifteen minutes against it. The 
Chair will recognize the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] in 
support ofthe report and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] 
in opposition. 

Mr. HERBERT. I do not desire to debate this question unlesssome- 
thing is said on the other side of the House. The committee has re- 
ported back the resolutions referred to them and they are simply reso- 
lutions of inquiry addressed to the Secretary of the Navy. I will re- 
serve the balance of my time until I hear from the other side of the 
House—if they desire to discuss the question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I believe that the first legislative 
action of this House of Representatives at the present session was the 

of an act by unanimous consent, for which purpose the entire 
legislative business of the country was suspended, to remove the polit- 
ical disabilities of an ex-confederate who had waited more than twenty 
years before discovering that he desired to be placed in the line of eli- 
gibility to appointment under the executive department of the United 
States. In contrast with that I have been tauntingly informed here to- 
day that fifteen minutes of time is an ample allowance to present the 
case of the outrageous dismissal of the disabled veterans of the Union 
armies from the employment of the Government, and the defacement, 
obliteration, and removal of memorials of the success of the Union 
armies. I trust, Mr. Speaker, that these facts in themselves and in 
their juxtaposition may prove more impressive to this country than any 
remarks I cn h have been able to offer on the subject. 

The resolution which I introduced some two weeks ago related the 
fact that the public journals of this country alleged that an officer of 
the United States Government, at one of the navy-yards of the Govern- 
ment, had ordered the obliteration or effacement of honorable inscrip- 
tions upon cannon captured by the forces of the United States, and had 
caused to be removed from its place at the dry-dock at the Norfolk 
navy-yard a memorial tablet setting forth the destruction of that navy- 
yard by the rebels in 1862 and the reconstruction of the dry-dock by 
the United States Government in 1863. 

I do not understand, Mr. Speaker, that the facts as set forth in that 
resolution have in any wise been contradicted. - On the contrary, I find 
that in a newspaper entitled the Landmark, published in the city of 
Norfolk, in an editorial printed two days after the resolutions were in- 
troduced in this House, the editor of that paper, himself being closely 
connected as I understand in intercourse and intimacy with that officer 
of the Norfolk navy-yard, stated as follows: 

Resolutions of Sean ere been introduced in Congress by Mr. Bo 


of Maine, relative to actions of the commandant of this naval station; 
but we make bold to say that in place of implied censure, Commodore Truxton 


is entitled to praise, 
When h of this navy-yard he found an inscription which was in- 
tended to keep alive the bitter memories of our civil strife; and it is understood 
that with the patriotic remark that “the war had been over twenty years,” he 
had this removed, 


That tablet, Mr. Speaker, was placed on that dry-dock after the re- 
construction of the works there in 1863 by the United States Govern- 
ment by the order, primarily, as I am informed, of Admiral Joseph 
Smith, formerly of the State of Maine, at that time Chief of the Bu- 
reau of Yards and Docks, and also by the order and authority of the 
then commandant at the navy-yard, whose name appeared upon it with 
that of the superintendent of machinery, who supervised the re- 
building of the dock. 

This superintendent, Mr. W. H. Lyons, had found himself at Norfolk 
at the outbreak of the war, and being enabled to render to the United 
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States very valuable service, by furnishing drawings of the rebel iron- 
clad Merrimac to the Government at Washington, he was recognized, 
on our accession to the control of that place, by an appointment author- 
ized by the President, Abraham Lincoln, and made by Hon. Gideon 
Welles, then Secretary of the Navy, as superintendent of the machinery 
at that yard. He held that position with ability until the time when 
he was ordered by this commandant to take down that honorable me- 
morial of the recapture of that navy-yard by the Government, and be- 
cause of his demurring to the effacement of that honorable record he 
was summarily dismissed and a man appointed in his place whose title 
to the position rested solely upon his services in the confederate army. 

I deemed that, Mr. Speaker, a sufficient reason for offering the reso- 
lution calling the attention of the House of Representatives to this 
matter. I found, further, that since the 4th day of March, 1885, there 
has been at that navy-yard a repeated and systematic removal from the 
positions in which they were placed by the officers of the Government 
in ition of their services in behalfof this nation of the wounded 
and disabled veterans of the Republic to make places for the men who 
fought to destroy it. I deemed thatalso a fitting matter to call to the 
attention of the House of Representatives and of the country. 

Now, sir, I can not in the scanty moments allowed me read you this 
roster of names of Union soldiers and sailors thus removed which I have 
upon my desk. I have not time to read you the appeal that comes to 
me from the Richmond Post of the Grand Army of the Republic, that 
little outpost of patriots located down there in Virginia, against the 
outrages upon their comrades. I am obliged to hasten forward, and in 
this general manner simply touch upon what is covered by my resolu- 
tion. I desire to say, however, that the attempt, wherever made or 
by whomsoever made, to set up the plea that the tearing down of the 
loyal memorials of the war is demanded by any broad spirit of patriot- 
ism—the plea that the men on the other side are anxious to obliterate 
the recollections of the war—is based upon absolute sophistry. I say 
thatifthe time has come, or ifit shall ever come, to obliterate the grand 
memorials of that contest in which the nation's life was preserved, let 
us first have the monuments of rebellion itself torn down. Let us not 
begin by blotting out the inscriptions commemorating the victory over 
rebellion won by the loyal soldiers and sailors of the Army and Navy 
of the United States. 

I have here on my desk a long list of the great marble memorials that 
are going up all over the South to perpetuate the memory of treason and 
rebellion. I have here a description of a monument erected but a few 
years ago in Georgia bearing inscriptions breathing anything buta spirit 
of loyalty to this Government, a monument bearing upon its face the 
evidence of a desire to perpetuate the memory of the attack that was 
made upon the life of our Government; and while these memorials 
stand, here in the very capital of the nation, in the great art repository 
of Washington, the one-armed or one-legged soldier, or the soldier’s 
widow, who comes to the seat of Government, may wander in vain 
through its galleries looking for the counterfeit presentment ofa single 
one of the glorious heroes who sustained the flag upon the field of bat- 
tle; they will find that the only military chiefs who havea place in the 
famous Corcoran Art Gallery at Washington are Robert E. Lee and Stone- 
wall Jackson. And, Mr. Speaker, these portraitures are not simply to 
keep alive the memory of great men as citizens, but they are the like- 
nesses of soldiers ; they are decked in full confederate uniform, and 
represented as in the field of action directing and guiding the armies 
marshaled against the life of the nation. 

Down in Lexington, Va., we have in a marble sculpture of the sol- 
dier-chieftain Lee, in full confederate uniform, a similar exhibition of 
the determination of people on that side that the memory of the rebell- 
ion against the Government shall not be obliterated. Two years ago 
while this House was considering the appropriation of a million of dol- 
lars to the New Orleans Exposition, to encourage fraternal feeling and 
brotherly regard, the people down there who are so anxious to have 
Union memorials obliterated were erecting and dedicating a monument 
thirty feet high to Robert E. Lee, the military head of the great re- 


In view of these facts, Mr. Speaker, I say there is no basis for this 
claim that broad patriotism on our part requires us to begin here at the 
North or at the South in obliterating the records of the grandest tri- 
umph that was ever won for humanity since the morning stars sang 
together. [Applause.] 

I believe that the people of this country should say as that grand old 
hero General Dix said in regard to the American , if any man at- 
tempts to pull down asingle memorial of the great triumph of the loyal 
people of this country, shoot him on the spot! [Applause. ] 

Gentlemen have talked about the desire to bury the memories of the 
war. A few days ago, after we had had a meeting of the Naval Com- 
mittee, a report was sent down to a Richmond (Va.) paper in which I 
was spoken of with that degree of politeness habitual to gentlemen of 
that locality; and I was informed substantially that I had been macer- 
ated and desiccated by the gentleman from Virginia. And I found in 
the same paper a very pertinent article headed, ‘‘ The Southern Histori- 
cal Society Prapen which affords evidence that our Southern friends 
are not so ous to forget their part inthe war. I find one of the con- 
tributions to these papers thus referred to: 

The report of the Committee on Naval Affairs of the House of Representatives, 
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written by Mr. BALLENTINE, and presented May 31, 1884, is an able and exhaust- 

ive discussion of the fight between the Merrimac and the Monitor, and refutes 

ra the popular delusion at the North that the Monitor whipped the 
errimac. 


[Laughter. ] 

Mr. Speaker, these gentlemen are not anxious to have the history of 
the war wiped out. They want to write it over. They want to inscribe 
confederate victory across the face of the records that show the great triumphs 
of the Union arms. In my humble way I propose to enter my protest 
here and always against every such attempt. 

Whether I stand here or elsewhere, whether my position be that of a 
member of on this floor or a citizen in private life, I enter my 
protest against that morbid sentimentality, against that false idea of 
magnanimity, which would to us forone moment to tolerate the 
laying of the hands of desecration upon the memorials of the triumph 
of the Union armies. 

For lack of time I can not go into this matter of the removal of our 
soldiers from the places where they were earning their bread in the serv- 
ice of the Government. We have on our statute-books two distinct 
statutes proclaiming that this country, in grateful remembrance of ‘‘the 
services, sacrifices, and sufferings ” of our soldiers and sailors, will give 
them preference over even the loyal civilian in its employment. That 
has not only been treated with contempt, but in the case of the Norfolk 
navy-yard and of the Norfolk custom-house they have turned out gal- 
lant, efficient, worthy, faithful public servants, comrades of the loyal 
hosts who followed the flag of their country across a hundred battle- 
fields, turning them out in defiance of that other statute which prohibits 
political proscription in navy-yards, and for the purpose of filling their 
places with men who fought to destroy this Government. [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HERBERT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Wise. ] 

Mr. WISE. In the brief time which is allotted to me I have oppor- 
tunity to make only a statement of facts. I had hoped that the subject 
of this resolution would not have been discussed in this House until we 
had been informed by the Secretary of the Navy. The gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] on more occasions than one has sought to re- 
vive the passions and the prejudices of the war. Let ussee how much 
of truth there is in the statements of this resolution. 

The Secretary of the Navy is called upon to report to this House if 
any tablet has been destroyed at the Norfolk navy-yard which com- 
memorates or commemorated the fact that the dry-dock at Portsmouth 
had been destroyed. I am glad of the opportunity to inform the gen- 
tleman from Maine that’ the dry-dock at Portsmouth never was de- 
stroyed. [Applause. ] 

The gentleman asks the Secretary of the Navy if inscriptions have 
been removed from guns captured from the confederate army. I will 
inform the gentleman from Maine that no guns with such inscriptions 
were ever in the Portsmouth navy-yard. 

Mr. BOUTELLE rose. 

Mr. WISE. The gentleman from Maine wants to know if a Union 
soldier has been discharged and a confederate put in his place. ' The 
man who was di was never in the Union army, was never 
within a thousand miles of a line of battle, never heard the music of a 
minie bullet. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Did he not render great service to the country ? 

Mr. WISE. No, sir; no, sir! He, sir, was in receipt of a large sal- 
ary in a bomb-proof position [laughter on the Democratic side] while 
brave men fought the battles of their country. 

Mr. BRADY. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. Does he 
yield? 

Mr. WISE. No, sir; no, sir! Ga 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. WISE. No, sir; I do not yield. I will give my attention to 
you [addressing Mr. BRADY] ina moment. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRADY. The gentleman will not allow me an opportunity to 
reply. [Cries of ‘‘Order!’? ‘‘Order!?’] 

Mr. WISE. ‘The confederate, or the man who the gentleman from 
Maine alleges was appointed on account of services in the confederate 
army, was selected after a competitive examination, and the man to 
whom he refers as having been removed was dismissed for beastly in- 
toxication. [Renewed laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What man do you refer to? 

Mr. WISE. One other fact I commend to the consideration of the 
gentleman from Maine. During the Arthur administration the post~ 
master at Portsmouth, who was a Union soldier twice wounded and 
twice promoted for try, was removed at the dictation of William 
Mahone. [Renewed laughter.] Ah! Mr. Speaker—— 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman’sfiveminutes have expired. [Cries 
of “Goon!” “Go on!” “Let him go on!’’] 

Mr. WISE (continuing). Ah, Mr. Speaker, itis a good thing to raise 
a fuss over this matter, is it? Your fellow-citizens in Maine [address- 
ing Mr. BoUTELLE] are anxious to know if a confederate has been ap- 
pointed in the Norfolk navy-yard by this Administration. Have you 
forgotten that during the Grant administration, that during the ad- 
ministration of Hayes, and during the Arthur administration you sought 
out the captain of the confederate guerillas, John S. Mosby, and sent 
him to represent the Government of the United States in a foreign coun- 
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try? [ and applause on the Democratic side.] Have you for- | tion is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Committee on 
Eey preberi aaa vaten rarnana eaan Sree selected ¥ z 


that 
Goer Bopabiiean administrations for the most important office in Geor- 
gia? Why is as I would ask the gentleman from Maine, that we have 
not heard a howl from that ice-bound region about those aj tments ? 
[Renewed applause and anes ae the Democratic side. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Does the gentleman desire a reply? [Cries of 
“Not” *Nol??] 

Mr. WISE. I would say to the gentleman, go read the speech of a 
Senator of your own party, one of hom I thick itis no discourtesy 
to the gentleman from Maine to say that, in the estimation of the whole 
country, he was a better man than you are—go read the speech of Charles 
Sumner, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the gentleman permit me—— [Cries of 
“No!” “No!” “Regular order!’’] 

Mr. WISE, Tto okeana, 0ang reaa Mho Tea grt 
Sumner, of Massachusetts. I mistake not he was the first in the 
coun: es paea Py haa years ago, that the time had come 
for peace, and that these memorials of the war should be removed. 

The resolution of Mr. Sumner was as follows: 


E dferences, and it is contrary to the be as- 


feces Ac eaae 


e Army Registeror of atte on the regimental colors of the United 


Again, mark the contrast between the leader of the Federal Army 
and the gentleman from Maine. [Renewed applause.] The last words 
en by that leader on his dying bed at Mount McGregor were 
peace had returned tp a distracted comnry. [Loud applanse 
that peace had toa country. sane 
And yet the halls of legislation are to be annoyed by the secti 
tirades of such men as the gentleman from Maine. 

I want tosay one thing more to the gentleman. We will not permit 
you to declare it, while we sit here and vote pensions to your officers 
and your soldiers—— 

A MEMBER on the Republican side. You do not do it. 

Mr. WISE. Go look at the record, and you will find my votes re- 
corded for them. While we vote pensions to your soldiers and the 
widows of your soldiers—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Our soldiers? 


Be 
continued in 
States. 


Ah! 

Mr. WISE. Our soldiers! We are in the House of our fathers; and 
we have come to stay. appes] Mr. Speaker, while we are ready 
and willing to vote to honorably discharged soldiers, who hon- 
orably served their country in time of war, we will never consent that 
it shall be held or that one who happened to be in the 
confederate army is forever debarred from the service of his country. 
You have no right to establish such a principle; Ishall deny eee 
ever todo so. But I protest that these honorably discharged soldiers 
of the Union Army shall never again rater pins to the treatment to 
which they were subjected under the last administration, when men 
who had fought bravely for the Union were, under a cireular 
the name of WILLIAM MAHONE as chairman, and JAMES D. Brapy, 

t member from the fourth district of Virginia, as secretary 

Mr. BRADY. Thegentleman can not uce any such circular. I 
ore Ba him to do so. [Cries of ‘Sit down!’ on the Democratic 
side. 

Mr. WISE (continuing). When they were required, under the whip 
of a master, to give their money for partisan purposes—required like 
slaves to hold their allots up, that the boss’s minions might see whether 
they were voting right or not. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
Oh, God! What an attitude in which to place an honorably di 
soldier of the Union—under the whip and the lash of a confederate 
brigadier. [Renewed and long-continued applause on the Democratic 
side, the Speaker rapping panke, for order.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Wise] has expired. 

Mr. hia One word more. [Cries of ‘“‘Order!” and “Vote!” 

Vote!” 

Mr. HERBERT. Has the whole time allowed for debate expired ? 

TheSPEAKER. The thirty minutes allowed for debate, fifteen min- 
utes on each side, have 

Mr. oe Iask unanimous consent—— [Cries of ‘‘ Regular 
order!” 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. BRUMM. Objection can not be made until my request is heard. 

TheSPEAKER. The House will bein order; gentlemen will please 
resume their seats and cease conversation. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BRUMM] asks unanimous consent that the time of the 
or from Virginia [Mr. WIsE] bé extended. [Cries of “No!” 

o 


The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. BRUMM. Who objects? 

Mr. ROGERS. I object. 

The SPEAKER. A great number of gentlemen object. The ques- 


by | Naval Affairs, which will be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by inserting the word "and" between “order” and “upon, 
stri out all of the resolution after the words “ what O OA — Brahe d 
ing in ieu of the words stricken out the following: "honorable i 
obliterated, and honorably d 


to this Hi 
daai medo by order of 
at the Wosfotk aavy- -yard E in dea tight nove: ere or tee 
The question being taken upon agreein to the amendment, it was 
agreed to; there being—ayes 129, noes 3. j . 
The resolution as amended was then adopted. 
Mr. HERBERT moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT TILL MONDAY, 


Mr. MORRISON. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it 
adjourn to meet on Monday next. 


The motion was to. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move that the House take a recess till half past 
7 o'clock this ev 


ening. 
The SPEAKER, The motion to adjourn has precedence over the 
motion for a recess. 
Mr. HAMMOND. When I moved to adjourn I did not recollect 
that this was Friday. I withdraw the motion to adjourn and move 
that the House now take a recess. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER. Pending the motion for a recess, the Chair desires 
to correct a reference. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting estimates for collecting the revenue for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1887, with a statement of expenses of collections in the 
several customs districts, was improperly referred to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Treasury Department. If there be no objection, 
that committee will be discharged from its further consideration, and 
the communication will be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

There being no objestion, it was ordered accordingly. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


“Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent to pre- 
sent at this time a petition, in order that the body of it, without the 
names, may be printed in the RECORD. 

Several members objected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion for a recess, the 
session of this evening to be devoted to the considgration of pension 
bills under the standing order of the House. 

The motion was to, there being—ayes 119, noes 16. 

The SPEAKER (at 3 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) At the session 
this evening the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] will pre- 
side. The motion of the gentleman from Georgia is agreed to, and the 
House takes a recess until half past 7 o'clock this evening. 


EVENING SESSION, 
The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 7.30 p. m., Mr. 
MCMILLIN in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
Tne SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the resolution 
under which this evening’s session is held. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That on each Friday the House shall take a recess from 5 o'clock p, 
m. until 7.30 p. m., at which evening sessions private bills wade page from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions and the Committee on Pensions and bills re- 
ported from the Judiciary Committee to remove political disabilities only be 


Mr. MATSON. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of considering the special order 


for this evening. 

The motion was agreed to. 

‘The House ingly resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Cal , Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, in the chair. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of the Private Calendar under%the resolution which has 
already been read. 

REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES OF THOMAS L. ROSSER. 

The first business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3827) to remove 
the political disabilities of Thomas L. Rosser. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That all disabilities imposed upon and incurred by Thomas 
L. Rosser, of Virginia, by virtue of the fourteen fourteenth amendment of the Constitu- 
tion, be, and are hereby, removed. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I ask for the reading of the report 
of the committee. 

The Clerk read the report, by Mr. Tucker, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, as follows: 

That Thomas L. Rosser was an officer in the United States Army and resigned 
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therefrom, in the army of the Confederate States. He 
petitions for a removal of disabilities,and your committee report a substi- 
tute for the bill referred, same, and recommend 


and was a 


to remove the its passage. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not rise to make any Bashan 
this particular case because of the character of the bill, but I under- 
stand our evening sessions were solely for the consideration of pension 


Mr. McMILLAN. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Towa to the resolution under which the House assembles this evening. 
It is there provided that on each Friday the House shall take a recess 
from 5 o'clock p. m. until 7.30 p. m., at which evening sessions private 
bills reported the Committee on Invalid Pensions and the Com- 
mittee on Pensions and bills reported from the Judiciary Committee 
to remove political disabilities ngs oe considered. z 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I not read the order, but supposed 
it was the same as that adopted at aper aag pope 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection this bill will be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, rose. 
aioe: CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman rise to support or oppose the 

ill? 
Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. To oppose it. I can not say, Mr. 


sion upon this subject by other members to allude to the fact there were 
those on this side of the House who had been twenty-odd years ago on 
a different side of the contest that then raged between the two sections 
which were at war. 

Mr. MATSON. The gentleman from West Virginia will allow me 
_to correct him, I suppose? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. MATSON. I wish to say now that I said nothing of that kind 
either to-day or at any other time. The gentleman is mistaken in the 
person. I refer him to the RECORD. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. The gentleman did not call out by 
names, but he said to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], when 
he made a question as to reference of these pensions, that he ought 
to have thought of these things long ago, and every man in this House 
knew and knows to what he referred. 

Now I pects ar Pir frog Sua oud Indiana that we are here 
as the representatives people, clai equal 
triotism with him, and we challenge him by our volah took tonnes 
people to decide the question whether he is more patriotic or honest 
than we are. 

Mr. EDEN. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. EDEN. I wish to inquire whether general debate is in order 
under the special order of the House for this evening session to consider 

ion bills on the Private Calendar and bills for the removal of po- 
itical disabilities. The gentleman from West Virginia is proceeding 
to indulge in general debate, and if it is not in order I prefer he should al- 
low us to go on this evening with the special business for which we have 
been called here and to defer his general discussion to some other time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make the point of order? 

Mr. EDEN. Yes; I make the point of order that under the resolu- 
tion adopted by the House for these evening sessions general debate is 
not in order. ae z 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. the 1 of Mr. White, I 

this is not to come out of my time, (iain E 
he CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois that the gentleman from West Virginia rose and was recognized to 
to the bill under consideration, and that the same general debate 
is ai i under the rules as upon other bills in the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say 
to the gentleman from Indiana that twenty-odd years ago I became a 
pait opo he is ized as ‘‘the other side” in this House. 
Every day up to this time, hour by hour, day by day, and night by nigh 
I have carried Gs paira aniona tae a ier tan eaeee 
what it is to be a soldier; I know what it is to suffer as a soldier, and 
I thank my God I have the courage to say here that I can lay aside all 
prejudices and am prepared to stand by those who were the representa- 


tive soldiers of the Government that now exists in this country. But | tenant 


while the Southern people, who occupied the same position that I did 
in that regard, are here to vote for pensions, it is unnecessary and un- 
called-for on the part of the chairman of the Pensions Committee to make 
insulting remarks about our course in the When in this House 
did we ever refuse to vote for pensions to Union soldiers who were de- 
serving? Not one single instance can you point your finger to upon 
the record of this or preceding Congresses, and it was unnecessary and 
unmanly in the gentleman on his part to refer to us in that manner. 

I want to say, sir, that so far as the confederate soldiers are con- 


cerned we are here izing the co recognizing the devotion, 
recognizing the i of the Federal soldiers. We who went into 
the war on the other side know what you had to suffer. We tasted 
of the same bitter cup; and while we have no right to appeal to the Gov- 
ernment for you, we know that you have the right and the merit. 
The merit was upon your side, you have a right to appeal, and we are 
here to aid you in getting what is your due. 

What we object to on this question of Federal pensions is that you 
will not allow us to vote for reasonable pensions. You will notallow us 
to vote for a bill to pension Union soldiers. You will not allow us to vote 
for a bill to pension the widows of Union soldiers; but you declare that 
me must vote for a bill to pension a widow who may marry a soldier 
from to-day forward as well asthose who were the wives of soldiers who 
died in the service. If you would allow us that amendment to put the 
widows of Union soldiers upon their merits, there would not be a man 
on this side of the House that would not vote for it. I appeal to you, 
who are the advocates of this measure, to know what question of merit, 


gentleman from West Virginia is not speaking to the bill before the 
committee. That question that he now makes will come up after 
a while, and can be thoroughly discussed when we reach the bill to 
which it relates. But there are a number of small bills upon the Cal- 


The | endar that we ought to dispose of. We are consuming time in discuss- 


ing irrelevant questions, and there will be an opportunity for all of 
these questions to be discussed hereafter. We should endeavor to pass 
all of the bills upon this Calendar to-night. 

The . The Chair will cause the rule to be read. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I have but a word 
in conclusion. I want to say if the gentlemen who desire to put for- 
ward this measure for the ioning of Union soldiers will only put it 
in such a sensible, fair, just shape that we on the other side can 
vote for it in the discharge of our constitutional duty, I will guarantee 
to them that there is not a confederate soldier who bears the wounds 
or scars of battle that I do who will vote against pensioning the sol- 
diers—the Union soldiers of this country. 

Mr. MATSON. Thegentleman from West Virginia misapprehended 
me, I am sure. I move that this bill be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RHODA DANE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 551) 
granting a pension to Rhoda Dane. 
The bill is as follows: 


The report (by Mr. Matson) is as follows: 


ee bill applies to the Pension Office for a pension on ac- 
count of the di of her son, George W. Dane, who was a private in een? 
A, Thirty-third Indiana Volunteers. He was ed by the enemy under the fol- 
low circumstances; The soldier had a cousin with whom he had associated 
ever his infancy, and this cousin was a member of the Seventieth Indiana 


4 undertook to visit him, and while going from one 

t to the other was captured by guerrillas and shot. Another brother, 
and son of this claimant, was killed in front of Atlanta, but he left a widow. 
These both lost thei 


the small sum of $8 month, and we therefore report this bill favorably and 
ask that it be 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM B. KEITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 693) 
granting a pension to William B. Keith. 
The bill is as follows: A 


Tenth Regiment Kansas Volunteers, said pension to 
commence from the date when his name was dropped from said roll. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 

oly garane Er e mei bh ne t August 18,1864. On th 
um ly and was ora ™ oul nthe 
33d of Doses ication for a pension, alleging disability 
ares bloody the result of diarrhea contracted in canpana ton County. 


On the 23d of December, 1873, pension was allowed by the Department, but a 
few months later it was eA penen, Ellis a tant ts ea ten 
granted, and an investigation by a special 


examiner was ordered. Theevidence 
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in the matter. e substance of the evidence adverse to claimant seems to be 
that certain parties had heard claimant complain of piles before entering the 
service. Not one of the witnesses claimed to know anything further than that 
claimant had stated at certain times that he was suffering from the piles. On 
the other hand, a Jarge number of witnesses who were intimate with claimant 
that he was a strong, hearty man, able to do hard labor, and that they 
never heard him intimate that he was thus afflicted. Dr. Holaday testifies— 

“That he was claimant’s family physician for years before he enlisted, and 
knows of his own personal and professional knowledge that when he enlisted 
he was a sound, healthy man.” 

t. J. F. Broadhead, commanding Company E, says: 

* He knows of his own personal knowl: that claimant while in the lineof 
duty, October, 1862, in Benton County, Arkansas, in consequence of a forty-eight 
hours’ forced march, and an engagement with the enemy at Fort Wayne, was 
taken with diarrhea, from which he suffered for about two months, and which 
brought on a 

P. Gould ‘ker, regimental surgeon of the Tenth Kansas Volunteers, testi- 


es— 

“That he knows of his own personal knowledge that claimant, while in the 
line of duty, October 22, 1862, in Benton County, Arkansas, had been subjected 
to a forced march of two days and nights, wh was followed by the battle of 
Fort Wayne, when claimant was taken with diarrhea, which continued upon 
him for about two months and resulted in piles, for which affiant repeatedly 
prescribed while he continued in the service.”” 

Dr. M. F. Holaday, who had been claimant’s family physician before he en- 
tered the service, testified that— 

“ He saw claimant soon after his discharge, in August, 1864, and he was then 
afflicted with the piles, for which affiant prescribed for him then and has done 
so repeatedly since; that he has continued to be afflicted with said disease from 
his d to the present time, December 23, 1872, and that he has not aggra- 
vated or prolonged said disease by intemperate or other bad habits.” 

Some of his comrades testify to the same facts. There is no question but what 
the attempt to deprive him of his pension grew out of political differences, 
which finally degenerated into bitter personal feuds. But admitting without 

uestion all the evidence tending to show that claimant had been at times af- 
flicted with piles prior to enlistment, we cannot see that itaffects this case. The 
evidence is conclusive that he was sound when he enlisted, that the disease did 
not exist at that time. ‘That the disease for which he now claims pension did 
originate in the service, and has since continued, is fully and clearly shown, 
There is, however, oa! d strong evidence to show that the testimony in relation 
to prior disability is wholly false and malicious. 
our committee, a very careful examination of the evidence, which is 
voluminous, conclude that claimant was unjustly deprived of his pension 
and therefore recommend that the title of the bill be amended to “A bill 
to Toon to the pension-roll the name of William B. Keith,” and that the bill 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I desire to ask the chairman of the committee a 
question in reference to this bill before a vote is taken. 

Mr. MATSON. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] makes 
the report in this case. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I believe this bill does not carry the arrearage 
feature. As I understand it, it is simply to give the benefit for the pe- 
riod during which this party was dropped from the roll. 

Mr. MORRILL. Thatisall. It simply restores the ion. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. M. A. BICKERDYKE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 700) 
granting a pension to Mrs. M. A. Bickerdyke. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior is regs 2 authorized and 

directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs, M. A. Bickerdyke, a noted 

army — during the late war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension of $25 
r month, 

P Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Mrs. M. A. Bick- 

erdike. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


Among the thousands of noble women who left their homes and loved ones 
during the dark days of the rebellion to minister like angels of mercy to the 
sick and wounded soldiers of the Union Army;no one was more widely known 
or more loved and honored than “ Mother Bickerdike.” ‘To the soldiers who 
served in Sherman’s army she was a mother and a sister. Wherever she could 
render aid to, or through her indomitable energy and perseverance obtain suc- 
cor for, the wounded and the sick she was always the same generous, faithful, 
and untiring nurse and friend. 

Dr. A. Goslin, medical director of the Fifteenth Army Corps, speaks of her 
services as follows: 

* Mrs. M. A, Bickerdike came tome to assist in establishing the Fifteenth Army 
Corps field hospital on the 9th of June, 1864, at Allatoona Mountain, and con- 
tinued with me until the 28th of July, when I was ordered to move m hospital 
to Marietta, Ga. She there assisted me in organizing a hospital to e care of 
eighteen hundred wounded men that we found } on the ground without 
cots or shelter. In this great work I was nobly by Mrs. Bickerdike. I 
gave her charge of the cooking and laundry departments, and gave hera detail 
of over one hundred men, and she was fully equal tothe occasion. Herservices 
were simply indispensable. Icould not have conducted this great hospital with- 
out her, Some idea of the work done can be estimated when it is known that 
from June 9 to October 16, 1864, 5,763 sick and wounded passed through the Fif- 
teenth Army Corps hospital. worked early and late. She was very strong 
physically, and seemed tonevertire. After herday’s work was done in the cook- 
ing department she would go into the wards and nurse some poor dying soldier 
and speak words of comfort to him of home, mother, sister. No wonder she 
was known in the Army and called by the endearing name of “mother.” She 
was truly a mother to hundreds of sick and dying soldiers, Her services were 
worth more to General Sherman’s army during the Atlanta campaign than any 


brigadier-general in it.” 
hese are strong and eloquent words of È icra and yet they embrace but a 
small portion of the time she gave to the suffering soldiers. Through her efforts 


hundreds of lives were saved and untold suffering alleviated. At the third 


national convention of the Woman’s Relief Corps, held at Portland, Me., in June, 
1885, the following resolutions were adopted : 


ereas Mrs. Bickerdike, the noble arm nurse, by her tireless and 


“ Whereas she is now, at the age of seventy-two, incapacitated for further labor 
and in needy circumstances and without means of support: Therefore, 

“R That the Woman’s Relief Corps, auxiliary to the Grand Army of 
the Republic, in national convention assembled, do most earnestly and confi- 
dently petitión the Congress of the United States of A merica that they will by 

enactment place the name of Mary A. Bickerdike on the pension-roll for 

e sum of $16 per month for the remainder of her life.” 

She is now supporting herself by her own labor, doing the laundry work af 
the United States mint in San Francisco. Notwithstanding her advanced age 
she still retajns her old love for the soldiers who wore the blue, and spends her 
leisure in laboring to secure pensions for the poor and needy ones who so- 
licit her asAistance. o soldier wounded on the battlefield has a stronger claim 
on the tude of the nation than has this grand old lady. The thousands of 
brave meh who received her kind attention on the battlefields and in the hos- 
pitals of the country, and who know of her untiring and effective labors in secur- 
ing sanitaly stores for the sick and wounded, will rejoice to know that her serv- 
ices have bera recognized by a liberal pension, The usual pension to army 
nurses has been $25 per month. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill be amended by striking 
out “fifty,” in the fourth line of the bill, and inserting “twenty-five,” and that 
as amended it be passed. 


Mr. WOLFORD. Irise to spend a minute or two in opposing one 
of the amendments reported by the committee; that is, the amend- 
ment which proposes to strike out $50 and insert $25. I do not know 
that in all the reports that ever I read I was more astonished at the con- 
clusion come to by the committee from the facts they presented. In 
glowing and elegant language—language that reaches the heart—they 
tell of services indispensable to the country, indispensable to the Army, 
rendered by day and by night. They tell us of services that could not 
be done without. And yet they come down after saying all this and 
tell us, “‘strike out $50 and give $25.” 

Sir, this is one of the cases that will not break the Treasury. You 
may pension this old woman, now seventy-three years of age and who 
can not live long, at $50 a month, and still enough will be left in the 
Treasury to pay every member of Congress and all the other servants" 
of the Government. There is no danger of emptying the Treasury. 
Sometimes men get alarmed and say pensions will break up the Gov- 
ernment, but this will not break up the Government. 

I want for aminute or two to talk about the unreasonableness of what 
is here pro Here isa woman who, according to the report, has done 
so much for the country. In her old age she is poor and needs support. 
The report says she spent the best part of her life with the Army, nursing 
the sick and talking with the dying in the most lovely language about 
their sisters and their mothers; and a surgeon of eminence and renown 
says her services were of more importance to the Army than those of any 
brigadier-general that went on Sherman’s campaign. Who that has 
ever read the history of the country and knows about that splendid cam- 
paign where an amount of skill and valor was shown on both sides that 
has never been surpassed and seldom equaled, where brigadier-generals 
were promoted by the hundred for their efficient services—who that has 
read all this is ignorant of the value of those services? And here is a 
disinterested observer, a man that loved his country and her officers, who 
says the services of this woman were greater than those of all those 
brigadier-generals. 

Now, who would think of giving a brigadier-general a pension of $25 
amonth? Who would think of giving a brigadier-general such a pen- 
sion as that, or who would think of giving the widow of a brigadier- 
general such a pension as that? He would be hooted from the halls of 
Congress if hetalked ofsuchathing. Butahigher, grander, and nobler 
person comes before the committee to-night than any brigadier-general, 
I care not in what army he served, who, disregarding the delicacy of 
her sex, walks into perils and dangers and follows our Army and follows 
our flag amid the hail of balls—for they were shooting boys in Sherman’s 


army. 

She followed them in peril and danger and through carnage and blood; 
and she comes now, not as a warrior but as a mother; as one that loved 
her race, that loved her country; as one that loved the soldier. She 
comes and takes charge of a hundred men and prepares the delicacies 
of life for the wounded soldier. Such a record is a volume in itself. 
She has charge of a hundred men; she works by day and by night, and 
furnishes them with all that can soothe them; for she was physically 
strong, and mentally strong, and morally strong. She was higher than 
an ordinary patriot. She was a philanthropist of the highest order; she 
had a bright intelligence; she was a grand woman. And you tell me 
that that d woman that made all these sacrifices, that loved your 
flag so well, and your country so well, and your soldiers so well; one 
who, after working all day, would go where a dying soldier lay and 

to him in words of comfort and consolation—I gather from the 
report that she did this every mpre a you tell me you will not give 
her $50, but only $25! This physician says that she did more work 
than any brigadier-general of the army did. 

There are some questions that have two sides to them. Ithink there 
are three sides to this question. I venture to say of this great Govern- 
ment that your constituents would be ashamed of you if you were to 
talk about 350 as too large a recompense for this lady. I will venture 
the assertion that you may assemble the men and women of America 
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and get them in one great crowd and read to them that report to which 
we have just listened, and when you come to the last clause, ‘‘ strike 
out $50 and insert $25,” they will cry shame upon you. 

But, sir, there is another side to this question. Here is a poor old 
woman that has served her country as no brigadier-general could have 
served it, who has served her country in a way that certainly ought to 
be en . Fifty dollars a month would be a great thing to her in 
her old age. Ah! how it would console her heart in her old age to 
learn that the Government she had sacrificed so much for had remem- 
dered her and given her this pension. If it had been $100 a month I 
would not have opposed it. If it had been $500 I would not have op- 
posed it. But, as I have said, there are three sides to this case. 

Another side is this, Looking atit froma moral point of view, can 
our Government afford, taking the patriot’s stand and looking at itas 
aquestion of patriotism —can our Government afford to give this woman 
less than $50 a month? [Laughter.] Looking at the question from 
the standpoint of the philanthropist and the Christian, can our Gov- 
ernment afford to make this pension less than $50a month? Well sir, 
I am not going to talk any more about it, for I am ashamed of i 
upon a proposition that must commend itself to the mind and to the 
heart of every gentleman who reads or hears this report. I do hope, 
sir, that there will be a unanimous vote of this House and of this com- 
mittee to-night to oae this pension $50 a month. [Applause. ] 

Mr. MA’ N. M CORED, a O TOU O V Be babel bid 
lation to this matter for the satisfaction of m y distinguished friend from 
Kentucky [Mr. WoLrorp]. Idonot olors that he wants this woman 
to have a 1 pension than any other nurse, and the pension reported 
by the committee is the highest that has ever been given to any person 
for such services. We have fixed the pension in this case at the highest 
tate. Itis very important, we think, to be fair and just in all these 
matters. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MATSON. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Did all the others do what this woman did? 

Mr. MATSON. I presume that all the nurses did. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Thenif they all did what this woman did, for God’s 
sake give them all $50 a month. [Laughter. 

Mr. MATSON. Many of them rendered like services. 

Mr. EDEN. Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of the committee 
to the fact_that the pensioning of this lady was recommended by the 
Woman’s Relief Corps, and that the pension recommended by them was 
only $16 a month. 

The question was taken on agreeing to the amendment reported by 
the Committee on Invalid ae and there were—ayes 42, noes 8. 

So the amendment was 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Suissa the amendment in regard to 
name ought not to pass. The nameshould be spelled with a ‘‘y”’ ra 
stead of an ‘‘i,’? and I ask unanimous consent that it be so spelled all 
the way through the bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move, Mr. Chairman, that the bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Chairman, before the bill is laid aside I want to 
say that I did not oppose the amendment rted by the committee be- 

cause I recognized the propriety of the general rule applying toall nurses, 
but I do think it ought to be said with reference to Mother Bickerdyke 
that her case is almost exceptional, that she stands ed as the 
nurse of nurses re the war, a woman who devoted her life and her 
services without pay, I think from the beginning of the war to its close; 
a woman in whom the Grand Army of the Republic from one end of 
the country to the other are interested; a woman who never discrimi- 
nated in the charities which she bestowed between the boys in blue and 
the boys in gray; a woman who went with her lantern upon the battle- 
field in the night-time and searched out the wounded and the suffering; 
a woman who standsin a peculiar relation, not only to the soldiers, but 
also to that great body of women who stood back of her, and who will 
look to this action of Congress with a peculiar and very tender interest. 

The motion of Mr. MORRILL was to; and the bill was laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


PHILIP D. CAMPBELL. a 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 698) for 
the relief of Philip D. Campbell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized an 
directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the restrictions and imitations 
of the psn laws, the name of Philip D. Campbell, late of Company D, 
Twenty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 698) 
granting a ponen to Philip D, Campbell, submit the following re; 

We find that this soldier enlisted August 23, 1864, in Con: yD, Bwenty-sec 
ond Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, ‘and was d Etran rain 24, 1 
Immediately upon his arrival home he complained of an injury to to mie 
said that in the battle at Winchester he was knocked fro is horse by a toes 
received from a confederate soldier, and was step te w on by his horse, Soon 
after reaching home he commenced having ee have continued 
at short intervals since. Dr. H. 8. Chalfant testifies he was the family 
physician at the time of enlistment and for years bene ti that the soldier was a 


vigorous, robust, hearty young man of twenty years of age, perfectly sound and 
and had never shown any symptoms of epilepsy. 


Lieutenant Cross, of same com 
ways ready for duty.” Several 
complained of his head and acted arengely 

Dr. E. W. — capa States medi examiner, reports in 1881 that he wasa 


superintendent of the Kansas State Insane Asylum, testi- 
“mgr from the records of that institution that claimant was ad- 
September 4, 1883; that he had been an epileptic for eighteen years, and 

maine is evidently a chronic and incurable ere! unable to take care of him- 


self. ” 
epi has been supported 
fits until 


y says “ he was a sound, hearty man, al- 
tnesses testify that when he came home he 


was incurred in the service. His condition is a Sor e orable one, His whole life 
has been rendered worse than useless by his le affliction, and, while the 
Pension De tean not properly grant him a pan under existing laws, 
appeals strongly to Congress for ai 
ttee recommend the passage of the bill,with the following amend- 
ment: Add, And that the pension be paid to the legally constituted guardian 
of said Campbell for his use and benefit. 

The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to; and then, 
on motion of Mr. MoRRILL, the bill was laid aside to be reported tothe 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN P. DAVIS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1468) 
increasing the pension of John P. Davis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
to increase the pension of John P. . Davis, late a sergeant 


of Company H, Twelfth ent New Hampshire Volunteers, from $12 to $72 
ean bans unk GA the teomes of erg 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, as follows: 


In line 6, strike out “72” and insert “ 30;” and at the end of the bill add,“ said 
sum to be in lieu of any pension now him, 


The report (by Mr. Eia was as follows: 


ore of mod å forearm, He for an increase of pension u; the ground 
that his subsequent loss of both eyes was consequent upon and y attribu- 
table to said wound. Insupport of his claim he submits his own statement, duly 


2 B. Nelson, M. D. 
Pe Tu 2 ta 


his ‘cade as Sere i elson applied a 
light hammer, but the lint would pot loose an 
and to twist of the wrist was required 


See his hand ayia 


satai service of 
ko eg erene of his penson, and recommend the passage of the bill with 
lowing amendments 
Strike out the wo 
“thirty,” and after the word “act,” in the seventh line, insert ‘ said sum to be 
in lieu of any. pee now paid him.” 
Statement of John P. Davis, late sergeant Company H, Twelfth New Hamp- 
shire Volunteers: 


To the Congress of the United States : 

I enlisted and was mustered into the service of the United States May 15, 
1862; was severely wounded while in the line of duty at the battle of Gettys- 
burg, July 2, 1863. 

The wound was in the right arm, by a minie-ball, just below the elbow joint, 
on the inside, severely fracturing one of the bones, Pieces of bone were con- 
tinually coming away, and e set in, so that great weakness and debility 
resulted. I was sent nome e on furlough, and was under the ep Lost of Dr. 
D. B. Nelson, of Laconia, N. H., a physician and surgeon of ack: 
soh Who eanne to treat my case till September 16, 1863, when I I was 

service. 

After my discharge my arm continued to trouble me, pieces of cep coming 
out until pA en the whole of the ne come away. After the 
flesh had nearly healed, Dr, Nelson made and adjusted a splint, ie gee] 
that I could use my arm a little in doing light work, and in Ma; Re be S 
to work some at my trade as a blacksmith in the ops at 
attempting to use the hammer the splint would pka loose; and the roA a 
tempt to strike a lateral blow wo oe complete! ney paralyze, the muscles of the 
arm, so that the tool would fall to the floor; on one of occasions, in 
the the spring of 1 of 1866, ad cere of iron flew into the right ree and completely destroyed 

November, 1867, the sight of the ogra ghee veces eye 
ek Meaoyed in attempting to drive a nail, and since that time 
totally blind. I am now receiving a a pension of $12 per month “for pede aa 
wound of right forearm,” certificate Being totally helpless, as a re- 
sult of said gunshot wound, I respectfully petition onerien to increase the pen- 
sion to such sum as will give me an adequate support. 


“seventy-two,” in the sixth line, and insert the word 


his 
JOHN P. + DAVIS. 
mark, 


Signed in presence of— 
MARTIN HAYNES, 
GEORGE 8, CHASE, 


I, Charles O. Davis, of Newton, in the State of Massachusetts, on oath de 
and say thatI ama brother of John P. Davis, of Laconia, in the State of 
Hangs 4 and know that he was wounded in the right arm while in the tel 

t I am a blacksmith by trade, and the said John P. Davis is also a black- 
smith by trade; that from some time jn the winter of 1866 and 1867 till the Ist of 
November, 1867, both he and I worked in the blacksmith shop of the car com- 
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y at Laconia aforesaid; pagdaan e that perina while at mori ea 
opt great trouble with his po 


he was at work one day in said 
unfair and a shiver or scaleof riy in pe pring himi in theeye and Gako 

the sight. This was the right eye. After the soreness got out of sp he 
became able to work again he came back again into said shop, gy con- 
er until he lost the a of the other eye, n the first part 


tinued to work 
of November, , by a nail that he was tie | flying into it. That I haveno 
pecuniary interest in any claim the said John F 


Davis makes for a ering 
CHARLES O, DAVIS. 


On this 17th day of ah Ming A 1885, pA appeared Charles O. Davis, tome 
well known,and ye his oath declares that the foregoing statement subscribed 
by him is true. I further declare that I have no interest in the foregoing claim, 
and am not concerned in its prosecution. 

ISAAC F. KINGSBURY, 


[sean] 
Notary Public, of record at Pension Office. 
LACONIA, November 19, 1885. 
I, Frank Huntress, on oath de and say that I am well acquainted with 
John P. Davis. lama blacksmith by trade, and was in the shop with John P, 
Davis from Apay 1866, to November, 1867. During that he was troubled with his 
arm, occasioned Drue said wound. He complained of a numbness about the 
hand and wrist, which would cause him to lose control of his hammer, in con- 
sequence of which the steel and iron would be thrown toward his face. y 
is the time the remark made by him, as well as others, that he must 
look out or he would lose his eyes, I have no interest in the claim John P, Da- 
vis makes for a pension whatever. 
F. B. HUNTRESS. 


STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE, 
County 


of Belknap, ss: 
Personally appeared this 19th day of Rorvenee 1885, Frank B., Huntress, and 
made oath that the above affidavit by him signed is true. I have no interest, 
direct or indirect, in the claim phair 3 P. Davis for pension. 

{seax,] EPHEN 8, JEWETT, Notary Public. 


I hereby certify that I attended professionally John P. Davis, late 
Company H, Twelfth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers, on the 30th 
phe Lies 1863, and found him suffering from a gunshot wound of right forearm, yor 
ne affecting said wound and the entire arm. Fever, restless, pain, and 
Sn on of bone required close attention and nursing for many weeks, recovering 
very slow, with loss of the middle third of the ulna muscles, tendons, blood ves- 
sels, and nerves of outer section of the p dnei and in July, 1301, Ta 
int to enable him to handle a mer at his trade as blacksmi 
which would work loose and allow hand to turn, Acad sod reason of this dis- 
ability, in os an indirect blow, a piece of iron flew into and destro; yed the 


are 1866, and on November 3, 1867, in strik: sy eg it flew intoandde- 
oer api pea me N in each case with the best of counsel, but 
the injuries resul! blindness, 


D. B. NELSON, M. D. 
LACONIA, N. H., November 13, 1885. 
STATE OF New HAMPSHIRE, 
Belknap, ss: 
pa this Ist of December, A. D, 1885, personally appeared the above-named 
D. B. Nelson, to me well known, a a respectable witness and a physician in good 
standing, and subscribed and monde oath to the on A HAYNES me. 


Justice iaa the Peace. 
The amendments reported by the committee were 


There being no objection, the bill as amended was 
reported favorably to the House. 


MARGARET FLAHERTY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 1475) 
granting a pension to Margaret Flaherty. 
The bill bord read, as follows: 


Be it enact: ., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and red to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $8 per month, 
the name of Margaret Flaherty, dependent lang cites of Bartlett Flaherty, late 
a private in ir oa F, Thirty Maine Volunteers, said pension to com- 
mence 1885, 


The report (by Mr. HAYNES) was as follows: 
TheUommittee on Invalid a sa dal to whom was referred the bill H, R. 


tt 


tf saida to be 


seco 
not feel at libert 
Sayan Thirty-first. Th rt, by Mr. Ossian Ray, of the 
ment the © re CA 

Committee on Invalid Pensions, Forty-eighth ea bekuar ~ Taas 

+ parti naneo Prag gy ane served as a private Third Maine 
Volunteers, until May 12, 1864, when he was ied. wise hi in rr ee of duty, at 
the battle of Spottsylvania Court-House, in Virginia. He was an only son, and 
contributed between $200 and $300 of his bounty and pay toward the support of 
his dependent parents, Nicholas and Margaret Flaherty, The soldier's father 
died rari years ago, a very poor, and has y pension. The mother, Margaret 
Flaherty, is a widow and very poor, and applied to the Pension Office for a 
pension, but her claim was rejected on the ground she was not the natural 
mother of the deceased soldier. He was her ste = poe She was married to his 
father when Bartlett Flaherty was an infant, andalways acted the partof a true 

and faithful mother to him.” 


We recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. MATSON. This billis in the nature of an amendment to an act 
po March 3, 1885, for the relief of thiswoman. The soldier having 

described in that act as having served in the Third Maine Regi- 

ment instead of the Thirty-first, this bill is designed merely to correct 
that verbal error. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported favor- 
ahly to the House, 


THOMAS M. COMMUCK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 646) 
granting a pension to Thomas M. Commuck. 
The bill was read, as follows : 


Beit enacted, £c., hak tho Beoretary of Cha Interior bo; and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the n laws, the name of Thomas M. Commuck, late a nant 
vate in Company H, Twenty-ninth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infan 


The report (by Mr. CONGER) is as follows : 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred bill H. R. 646, 
haye had the same under eration, and make the following report there- 


on 
‘Thomas M. Commuck enlisted as a privato in Company H, Twenty-ninth 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and was Dapa as pie Feb 20, , on certifi- 
cate of disability at the general hospital in Helena, Ark, His declaration 
pension was filed February 22, 1869, alleging disabilit ocd digger thawing 

and was rejected by the Pension Office on or about 7, 1835; his. applica- 
tion was on the und “that the disability claimed existed prior to the 
soldier's ne mcrae y Sap wn by the record, which the non-professional 
testimon: PEro} not of sufficient weight to controvert,” 

The evidence of and nine other disinterested witnesses shows that 
claimant prior to his enlistment was a healthy, strong, and able-bodied man, 
free from any evidence of lung disease or other ‘disability; ; nor is there any tes- 
seanar, save the certificate of one physician and the ost Surgeon at the time of 


th scrofula or any 
disease prior to his enlistment. It is stated in the 
post surgeon at the hospital where he was 
with scrofula for years prior to his enlistment. A similar statement is made by 
Pied peated even whose certifivate of examination is on file, It is difficult to un- 
n what knowledge the post surgeon could make such statement 
în view view oth ‘the fact that the soldier was at the general hospital and that the phe 
rgeon had no knowledge of him prior to claimant's being assigned to 
hospital in question. 
cate of Dr. Rawson, whose acquaintance consisted of the medical 
examination alone, would seem to be Rane ners equally poor pelosi? These 
statements are so overwhelmingly negatived by the testimony of Drs. Floyd, 
Foster, and Morton, and some twenty-eight rad witnesses, that it seems d ade 
cult to entertain a doubt of the justice of claimant’s application. The undis- 
puted evidence of his comrades and others shows that while tand his 
command were in camp ata point in Mississippi op te Helena, Ark., and 
without tents and other shelter, except overcoats and blankets, claimant con- 
tracted, during the wetand diseara weather then prevailing, a severe cold, 
which settled on his lungs, and that he was sent to the hospitals and treated for 


for 


lung fever. 
The circumstances of his first illness with the regiment are fully set forth by 
tes comrades. His illness was and continued from the time of first go- 
from the general hi tal pours ee 


to the ape Hee until he wasd. 
An Even after his discharge he was confined to bed for nee patted om 

tis way home, and seems from the evidence never to have recove health 
at any time after his discharge. It appears from the record that the claimant's 
command removed from the vicinity oe on eign oes when he was sent to the 
hospital immediately after his departure. Pease signs claimant's cer- 
tificate of disability, and has signeda pra P NEA pri acommander of his com- 
pany, which is evidently a rer mide of the surgeon in signing his name upon the 
wrong place upon the thereby perhaps securing weight to his 
statement, as if made by two different persons, It is natural an Eanes bg 
this error may have influenced the Pension Office originally in the decision of 
the claim. 
The evidence in this case shows conclusively that claimant has been afflicted 
with his present ailment ever since he was carried to the hospital from his regi- 
mentee command, 


“He is continually suffering from pain in the taney Dee more especially ie 
© heart for the x 


raa at this point and in the extremi- 
pe Lies exhaustion ; at some of 


Ce; ra aA several matter and at other times 

ugust, 1884; had a v 
December, when the blood gushed out in great quantities, and did not entirely 
cease for six days; the last severe one occurred the 26th or 27th of December ; 
he is very weak and confined to the bed nearly all the time; at night feels as 
though he was burning up, though his skin feels cold; this condition is some- 
times reversed.” 

Dr. Floyd states that the examination shows the following objective facts: 

“ His left lung is very sore, and I had to percuss very en bby emg a cavern- 
ous sound over the whole of the upper lobe near the surface 
Boba Bores Veet but the sounds are much the same, but clearer; hse an 

much retracted; auscultation reveals cavernous respiration, pede 
rod ling sand in both lungs; ex on lj inches. His condition now 
e can not live Wer ean aaae a Ph Lorne of the lungs 
a to res the constant aid of another person. in our opinion, entitled 
to a first-grade rating for disability caused by e Te lun; 

The record in this case shows by a great ponderance of testimony that the 
soldier’s disability was incurred “8 line of duty, and that prior to his coleman 
he was free from — The continuance of his disability is traced clearly 
down to the present ti 

The abundant tributes, be affidavits and otherwise, tothe merits of his claim, 
both from his neighbors and distinguished gentlemen of his State; his evident 
high character and integrity, as evidenced by the record; his sufferings and 
probable edy death by reason of entering the service of his coun , combine 
to demand at the hands of your committee the just recognition whi agrateful 
nation is and should ever be willing to accord to her defenders. Your commitiec 
return the bill with a recommendation that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported favor- 
ably to the House. 
DANIEL B. CLARK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 414) 
granting a pension to Daniel B. Clark. 
The bill was read as follows: 


Be it enneted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, nu- 
itek and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Daniel B. lark, 
late of Gules ‘A. First Ohio Cavalry, now residing in Fandon, McDonough 
County, oyin Illinois, and pay him a pension at the rate of thirty dollars per 
mon 


‘The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 
At the end of the bill strike out the words “at the rate of thirty dollars per 
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month” and insert “subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 


laws.” 
The report (by Mr. NEECE) was read, as follows: 
‘The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred bill H. R. 414, beg 


a prisoner of war. Capt. Noah Jones, who was the captain 
5 Pi RN a member of said coni 


was 
disease, pleuritis, and piles; and that since 1872 he has been said Clark’s family 
msec ges ecim say a for said diseases, and that said diseases still con- 


tinue, and Clark is totally disabled. Dr. McDavit testifies that he 
treated said Clark in 1880 for heart and pleuritis. Dr. Compton sars ba 
knows said Clark, and that he treated him since 1872 frequenty for 


be a 
Your committee recommend that said bin do pass, with the following 


amend- 

ment: Strike out the words “at the rate of thirty dollars per month” and in- 
sert “subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.” 
The amendment reported by the committee was to. 


There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported favorably to the House, 


ALEXANDER P. STEWART. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3846) 
to remove the disabilities of Alexander P. Stewart, of La Fayette 
County, Mississippi. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That all disabilities imposed d incurred by Alexan- 
der P. Stewart, of La Fayette County, in the State of Mississippi, under the pro- 
visions of the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution of United States, 
be, and the same are , removed. 

The report (by Mr. TUCKER) was read, as follows: 


Sohne) hur paar aie a tear hae ERO ee IRE a ae 1318, beg 
leave to report : 
ae For a a la a edt which he asks to ha 
his disabilities remo sie “a 
Your ttee report a substitute for the bill referred and recommend its 


passage. 
CHANCELLOR’s OFFICE, UNIVERSITY OF ran motie P 
Oxford, December 19, 
To the Congress of the United States of America: 


The petition of Alexander P. Stewart, of the State of Mississippi, respectfully 


sets forth: 
uated from the Military Academy at West Point in 1342; was 
pono second lieutenant in the Third ; resigned in 1865, and’ oe 


doned by the President and took the oath uired in such cases. 
He asks that the Mgrs imposed by the fourteenth amendment to the 


ly submitted. 
ALEX. P. STEWART. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported favor- 
ably to the House. 

Mr. MORGAN. In reference to this case of General Stewart I de- 
sire to state that at the close of the war and before the adoption of the 
fourteenth amendment he was granted a full pardon, and took what is 
commonly known as the amnesty oath. He was under the impression 
that by reason of this fact he did not come within the provisions of the 
fourteenth amendment. Recently he has learned that gentlemen for 
whose opinions he has the highest respect think differently. This is 
the reason why the application in his case has been so long delayed. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I will ask the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi whether he expects this gentleman will receive a pension ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that this bill has already 
been laid aside. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. But the Chair certainly would not 
lay aside a bill without an opportunity for inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. Before the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
MORGAN ] rose the Chair had asked for objections, and there being none, 
the bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Ido not suppose that the Chair in- 
tended to be arbitrary. It would be better for us to inquire into these 
matters. I desire to ask whether the passage of this bill puts this gen- 
tleman on the pension-roll. 

Mr. MORGAN. My statement in reference to this case was made for 


the reason that some gentlemen on the floor drew my attention to the 
factthat the application in this case had been delayed some twenty years. 
I therefore thought it proper, in justice to General Stewart, that the 
reason of this delay should appear. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. But that does not answer the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will state to the gentleman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. MORGAN] and the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
GIBSON } that they are both out of order. The Clerk will report the 
next bill. 

EDWARD G. W. BUTLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4409) 
to remove the disabilities of Edward G. W. Butler, of Missouri. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 
enacted, ‘That all disabilities imposed and ineurred Edward 
a Ww butler, of hdissourt by virtue of the fourteenth pare neon the Con- 
stitution, be, and are hereby, removed. 


The report (by Mr. TUCKER) was read, as follows: 


= The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill H. R. 987, beg 
eave to report: 
The petition of Edward G. W. Butler sets forth the facts on which he claims a 
removal of disabilities. 

The committee report a substitute for the bill referred, and recommend its 
passage. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported favor- 


| ably to the House. 


NANCY L. RIBBLE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 16) 
granting a pension to Nancy L. Ribble. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Bett &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
Se re 
wate in Company K, Nineteen $ Indiana Volunteers, who died in the 
service and in line of duty; the pension to be subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, bd 


The report (by Mr. Matson) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensi to whom was referred the bill H. R. 16, 
ha had the same under leave to report as follows: 

in this bill had no children of herown. In 1844 her sister died, 
twoy the other six months. She nur- 
tured and educated both of these children, and 


band the oF ee eee names being Shafer. th en- 
listed in K, Nineteenth Indiana Volunteers, on the 29th day of July, 
1861, Ley ot rang older, being then in his nineteenth , and Andrew, the 

3 in his seventeenth George died -pox in the Dis- 
Xict of Columbia on the 12th day of lanuary, 1862, while in the service. Andrew 
was severely Saaana See in the battle of Antietam and never 


foster parents. They had 
whom 


they had nurtured educated so that they might expect to be able to do 
s0, and whose affections com: as shown by their letters. They were 
to all intents and purposes children of this woman, who is now old, feeble, 
and helpless. The father of the two soldiers has been dead many years, and 


was never pensioned on account of the death of either. 
Under these circumstances this committee do not hesitate to ask for the pas- 
sage of the accompanying bill. 


There being noobjection, the bill was laid aside to be reported favor- 
ably to the House. 
ALEXANDER HARPER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 758) 


granting a pension to Alexander Harper. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, d&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 

itations of the pension laws, the name of Alexander Harper, late of Company 

I, First Regiment West Virginia Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) ws read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 758) 
grantinga Ayon to Alexander Harper, submit the following : 

Wefind this soldier enlisted in Company I, First Regiment West Virginia 
Volunteers, May 21, 19861, and was di A t 27, 1861. On the 3d of 
July, 1876, he made application fora pension, alleging that about August 1, 1861, 
“he contracted measles, which has caused weak lungs and breast,” 

J. L. Harper and Nancy A. Wiley testify that— 

“He was a young man, stout and healthy, when he enlisted; when he re- 
turned home he was quite sick, and has gradually grown worse. His disease 
was lung disease, with cough. He was attended by Doctor McBath from the 
date of his return until he went West. The doctor has since died.” 

Capt. B. W. man, commanding the company, testifies that: 

“Claimant, in July or August, 1861, at Rowlesburg, Va., contracted measles. 
There was no doctor and I sent him to the hospital at Grafton. I saw 
him in said hospital and found that he had not been properly attended to and 
had contracted camp fever, and at date of his discharge was suffering with 
measles and ere. fever; that up to date of contracting the measles he wasfree 
from disease of all kinds.” 

February 2, 1878, Dr. J. M. Garrett testifies “that he has been sarge smgehareson | 
physician since 1865:” that "at that time (1965), or about that time, he examin: 
the said Alexander Harper, and found him suffering from con: on of the lungs 
and pain and weakness in the chest, which he learned was sequel to an at- 
tack of measles contracted while in the Army; and he further states that above 
disability has continued down to the present time, and that the above-named 
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Alexander Harper has not at any time been an able-bodied man or free from the 
disability above described during the period above stated.” 

The postmaster of Troy, Iowa, states that— 

“The reputation of Dr. J. M. Garrett in this community for truth is of the 

hest ; no man stands higher,” 
oseph Harper testified that— 

“Claimant came back from the three-months’ service siek with the measles, 
and lay sick in Hancock County, West Virginia, for three months before he 
could be moved.” 

Dr. William Craig, United States examining surgeon at Keosauqua, Iowa, re- 
ports September 16, 1881 : 

“This applicant issuffering from the effects of measles, resulting in bronchitis. 
I find him with a hacking cough and irritation of the bronchial tubes extending 


into the lungs.” 

The case was in the Pension Office because there was no hospital 
record, and the nt was unable to furnish medical evidence of treatment 
in service or at d The su 


n in charge of the hospital says he has no 
record and is unable to remember the cases he treated. Dr. McBath, whom it 
is shown treated him when he came out of the service, is dead, so it is impossi- 
ble for claimant to comply with the requirements ofthe Department. It is proven 
beyond question that he contracted measles in the Army, and from the want of 
care and proper treatment camp-fever followed; that while sick his term of serv- 
ice expired and he was Jisohargod; that for three months after his d 

he was unable to be moved to his home; that Dr. McBath treated him during 
this illness; that from 1865 to 1878 he was a constant sufferer from lung disease, 
and that in 1881 and 1884 the disease still continued. It would be unreasonable 
to presume that his present condition is not the result of his army service, The 
case is an unusually strong one. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported favor- 
ably to the House. 
AUGUST SCHINDLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 802) 
granting a pension to August Schindler. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of August Schindler, fate a pri- 
yaus in Company A, One hundred and ninety-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania 

olunteers, 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 802) 
granting a on to August Schindler, submit the following report: 

We find that claimant enlisted August 30, 1864, in Company A, One hundred 
and ninety-eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers, and was mustered out June 4, 
1865. March 24, 1880, he made application for a pension, “‘ alleging that in De- 
cember, 1864, he caught cold, resulting in diabetes.” This application was re- 
jected in 1882, on the ground that there was no record of the alleged disability, 
and the claimant was unable to furnish satisfactory proof of its origin in serv- 
ice. In the first session of the Forty-eighth Congress a bill was referred to this 
committee, upon which an adverse report was made on account of the lack of 
evidence tosustain the claim. Additional affidavits have since been filed which 
iea Pane cael strengthen the ease. Edwin A. Kratz, of the same company, 
testifies : 

“He and I were tent-mates, and marched together in camp and field, and 
fought side by side from the middle of Be A 1864, till March 29,1865; that he 
appeared to be sound and healthy, and I believed him to be so (except being 
near-sighted, necessitating the wearing of glasses) until early in December, 
1864, when, on General Warreh’s raid down the Weldon Railroad (our regiment 
being in the Fifth Corps), andafter marching through the rain and mud a day or 
two he commenced complaining of his back givingout, and we two drop to 
the rear near the evening of the second or third day, but caught up n the 
next day. For several days after the raid and at intéfvals rward he was 
troubled with pains in the small of his back. After the Hatcher’s Run fight, in 
February, 1865, the pains were so severe that he was scarcely able to perform 
camp duty, and I noticed that his urine was of ve high color and had to be 
voided frequently. Rubbing his back seemed to give temporary relief, which 
I did for him Speur after exposure to wet weather, and after coming off of 
picket duty du ng February and March, 1865.” 

John Sheridan testifies that he was sergeant of Scenpeny: A, One hundred 
and ninety-cighth Pennsylvania Volunteers, and was well acquainted with 
claimant; that claimant, after several days of exposure, complained of ge in 
his back and limbs, and that he took him to the regimental surgeon, who gave 
him medicine, saying he was exhausted and ought to have rest; that deponent 
was absent from the company for about ers ó , and when he returned he 
found claimant still debilitated and unfit for duty, and he remained so until he 
was discharged, and that he continued under the treatment of thesurgeon. He 
further <r that “claimant was as brave a soldier as I ever met.” 

Godfried H. Vogt says he knew claimant for years before he enlisted as a hale 
hearty man, and that upon his arrival home in 1865 he was a wreck of his former 
self, and Soos sap newts of rheumatism and kidney disease. Joseph Hacker and 
Andrus Fried y testify that he was well when he enlisted, and came home sick 
and continued so for two years and until he moved away. Dr, A. Antony tes- 
tifies to treating him for diabetes in 1869, and Drs. C. Ruttger and A. N. Brene- 
man from 1874 to 1876. The examining fon os at Garnett, Kans., reports in 
1882 that he is badly affected. He is now le to do any manual labor, is very 
poor, with a large nily to support. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN C. CLARK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4410) 
for the relief of John C. Clark. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to readjudicate the pension claim of John C. Clark, late a private in 
Company A, Thirtieth Regiment of Illinois Volunteers, as though the applica- 
uon under which said pension was granted had been filed on the 20th of June, 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 780) 
for the relief of John C. Clark, submit the following 3 

This bill asks that John C. k be allowed arrears of pension from January 
1, 1863, to July 1, 1882, at the rate of $4 per month, that being the rate of pension 
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. that said letter so received from the 


JANUARY 22, 


claims 
an on form, which was duly witnessed and attested, and placed 
itin United mail; that afterward he recei pe P 
from the Commissioner of Pensions, sono wedging the 
tion and apy here number under which it had been entered in the Pens: 
but he has 


sowed tof thls he Pen Dares. commencing 


Affidavit of J. C. Clark. 
STATE OF KANSAS, 
County of Rice, ss: 


on; 
ibly several days earlier, J. W. White, the attorney who pre 
plication had been duly Lisi ps 
says that some two 


tion it was stated that of said applications were evidently received in due 
time, and it was also stated that the ent had been a long while in ac- 
knowledgi boa on been which was talked over as probably being on account 
of the De; ent somewhat behind in its work. And affiant further says 

Department has in some manner been lost 
and can not be found, though diligent search has been made, That at the time 
of making said application affiant was in business in Lyons, and that in 1881 he 
moved to Missouri, and went into business there, and afterward returned to 
Lyons, and that it is his belief that said letter was lost rosie, d such moving, or 
was thrown into the waste basket by some of the clerks or the book-keeper as 
being of no value. 

J.C, CLARK, 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 20th day of May, 1884; and I hereby 
that said Clark isa man of respectability, a man of truth and veracity, 
and is entitled to full faith and credit in each every statement by him as afore- 
said made, and that I have no interest, either direct or indirect, in this claim or 
application or in its results. 
S. J. SMITH, 


Clerk District Court, Rice County, Kansas, 


Affidavit of J. W. White. 
STATE or KANSAS, 
County of Rice, ss: 

J. W. White, being first duly sworn according to law, says that he resides in 
Lyons, Kans., and isa lawyer by profession. That he remembers of his own 
personal knowledge that in the month of June, 1880, as attorney for John C. 
Clark, who was a private in Company A, Thirtieth Illinois Infantry, that he 
made out an application for a pension for the said Clark, and prepared other 
papers by way of affidavits in blank for certain witnesses to fill up and execute ; 
and affiant says that about the same time he was also acting as attorney for one 
A. W. Hoyt in aiding him in securinga pension, and that he pi papers at 
about the same time for the said Hoyt. And affiant further says that not later 
than the 18th or 20th of June, 1880, and possibly a week earlier, he placed in the 

fice at Lyons, Rice County, Kansas, two envelopes any ressed to the 
ension Department, at Hipage tree" D. i pona TE id, and that one of 
said envelopes contained the application of sai .W. Hoyt, with perhaps 
some other papers ia relation thereto in the way of affidavits and a letter ad- 
dressed to the missioner of Pensions, and that the other envelope contained 
the application and affidavit of the said J. C. Clark, made out in due form and 
duly ed by the necessary witnesses and by them duly sworn to the contents 
thereof, and her with said application of the said Clark was a letter ad- 
dressed to the Commissioner of Pensions in relation to said application. Both 
of said letters were so mailed on the same day,and afflant remembers that at 
the time of the making out of said appiiessions and on the very day they were 
so mailed, the question of the law being about to expire at an early day was 
talked over, and it was then stated that said letters had more than ample time 
to reach Washington before the Ist of July, 1880; and affiant says that k was at 
least ten days or two weeks before the expiration of the arrears-of-pension act. 
Since making affidavit some two months ago concerning this matter, aMiant 
says that he has refreshed his memory by examining papers and letters, and 
from such can state positively in relation to the time of said mailing of said let- 


Affiant further says that some six weeks or two months after the mailing of 
said application, as stated, he received a letterfrom the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions acknowl g the receipt of the said Hoyt’s application, and in about two 
weeks after receiving such letter as to the said Hoyt’s application being duly 
received this affiant received a similar letter acknowledging the receipt by the 
Commissioner of Pensions of the said Clark’s application. d letter was not 
preserved for the reason that affiant did not consider at the time that it would 
ever be of any service, su said application had been duly received in 
ample time, and was properly filed and a record made thereof. And affiant 

3 yve says, that he knows, of his knowledge, that the said Clark also received 
a similar letter from the Pension Department about the same time that said afti- 
ant received the one mentioned, he, the said Clark, having shown such letter to 
affiant in conversation at about that time. Said sion claim was not prose- 
euted to a final determination during that year of 1880 or 1881, for the reason 
that a very important witness could not be found or his address discovered. 
That in 1882 the said Clark removed to Missouri, and, as affiant is informed, he 
the said Clark, through the advice of connsel, made another application, and 
not until the fall of 1583 was this affiant ever informed that no record could be 
found in the Pension De ent of said original application so made in June, 
1880; and this affiant further says, that he has no interest either in the result of 
this claim or application of the Clark further than an ordinary attorney in 
—_ justice be done an old soldier, and that he has not made any charge 
for what he has done, and expects no remuneration. nor RITR 


and sworn to before me this 20th day of May, 1884, and I here 
certify that the said J. W. White is a respectable citizen, and isa man of tru 


and veracity, and is entitled to full faith, confidence, and credit upon each and 


S. J. SMITH, 
Clerk District Court, Rice County, Kansas, 


every allegation contained in the foregoing affidavit. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
August 20, 1880, 
Sır: The claim of A. W. Hoyt, of Company M, Eighth New York Heavy Ar- 
tillery, No. 878,269, for pension, has been received, and will be examined in its 
order, and the result communicated to you. In any communication you may 
find it necessary to address tothe office relative to this or any other 
indorse on each piece of evidence the full name and service of the soldier, and 
the number and character (whether invalid, increase, &c.) of the claim, 


Very respectful? 
os i JAS, BENTLEY, 


Affidavit of A. W. Hoyt. 


STATE OF KANSAS, 

County of Rice, ss: 
A. W. Hoyt, being first duly sworn according to law, says that he is fifty-two 
‘ears of age; resides in Lyons, Kans., and has so resided for over six years, and 
y occupation at present a dealer in cultural implements. And affiant fur- 
thersays that he is well acquainted with J, O. Clark, and has been so acquainted 
with him for six years last past; that he knows of his own personal knowledge 
that the said J. C. Clark, in the month of June, 1880, made his application for 
pension, this affiant having seen the said Clark’s affidavit and a niee and 
read thesame. And affiant further says that he was sergeant in Pompan M, 
a er United States Heavy Artillery, and that in’said month of June, , this 
t also made co avers for a pension, an his said application was 
prepared by J. W. White, greed f at Lyons, he being the same attorney who 
prepared the application of the said J.C. Clark; and  Mastonye thas of his own 
personal knowledge he knows that the said White, on a day not later than the 
to go to tine poet OOOO for the purpeee of manlling EDIGU A appliention, together 
to go e ce for purpose o; g s app! on, er 

with that of the said J. O. Clark. And affiant says that he reaso 


his pension 
thereon, the says that since 


makin: in relation to this matter, he 
ami his letters and papers received from the Pension Sopan 
freshed his memory in relation to said date of mailing of said application, and 
that he is well satisfied that said applications were mailed as early as stated 
herein, and that he remembers of a conversation had by and between himself 
and the said Clark and White, in which it was talked over and stated at about 
the time of mailing said applications that they were mailed in ample time to 
reach the Department, and several days to allow for any possible in the 
mails, barring uncontrollable casualties and accidents. 

And affiant further says thatin the month of August, 1880, he received a letter 
from the Hon. J. A. Bentley, Commissioner, acknowledging receipt of affiant's 
application, and which letter was the first communication received in relation 
thereto; that about two weeks after the receipt of said letter, and which is 
hereto attached and made a hereof, he, this affiant, had a conversation in 
the city of Lyons with the said Clark, in which he, Clark, said he had just re- 
ceived a similar letter acknowl ng receipt of his application by the said 
Bentley, and the said Clark then and there held in his hand an envelope showing 
on its face that it was from the Pension Office, and a to contain a letter. 
but which letter affiant did not read, and it was then and there stated by and 
between affiantand said Clark that both of theirapplications had evidently been 
received in proper time for due consideration by the Department. And affiant 
further says that he has no interest, either direct or indirect, in the result of the 
said Clark application, 

A. W. HOYT. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 20th day of May, 1884; and I hereb: 
certify that the said A. W. Hoyt is a man of respectability, and entitled to full 


credit and belief as to each an: onz statement contai. in the foregoing afti- 
davit, and that I have no interest, either direct or indirect, in the result of. said 
Clark’s application or claim. 

s 8. J. SMITH, 


. Clerk District Court, Rice County, Kansas. 
The evidence seems conolusive. Cases have occasionally occurred where 
applications have been lost or mislaid in the Department, and your committee 


recommend the of the following substitute : 
P the Donate ond House of the United States of 


Be it enacied by 
America in Congress assembled, That th of the Interior is hereby au- 
ion claim of John C. Clar 


n 
thorized and directed to readjudicate the k, a pri- 
vate in Company A, Thirteenth Regiment of Illinois Volunteers, as though the 
Seien under which said pension was granted had been filed on the 20th of 

Mr. PETERS. Mr, Chairman, I am personally cognizant of this 
case and of the parties who make the affidavits in it. The affidavit of 
Mr. Clark is supported by J. W. White, now a State senator, and also 
by A. W. Hoyt. All the witnesses are y known to me to be 
reputable men. This bill passed the House at the last session, but too 
Punts pass the Senate. The same evidence has been presented at this 

on. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The reason why I called for the reading of the 
report was to see what were the state of facts the committee acted on 
in making this exception to the rule which has been so long adopted 
here of allowing no arrears. I see the ground upon which it is based 
is that the committee were satisfied the application was actually filed. 

Mr. PETERS. That is so. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That being so, the claimant should stand on the 
same ground as if there had been no failure of duty on the part of the 
officials in the loss of the papers. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

DR. J. F. BRUNER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 702) 
granting a pension to Dr. J. F. Bruner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 

direstea to iea on oy rapyra es to Gas ee and limitations 
e pension laws, the name oi . J. F. Bran te assistan 

Seventh. Regiment of Missouri Cavalry. wise ee Oe 
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The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 702) 


ion to Dr. J. F. Bruner, submitted the following report: 
claimant was mustered into service May 11, 1562, as assistant sur- 
ed on account of ill health February 


granting a 
We find 


to resign. 

His application for pension was rejected on account of the statement made in 
his letter of resignation, giving as a reason for his leaving the service— 

“ On account of my own health, which has been gradually and certainly fail- 
ing for the past two months, originating from a return of my former disease, 
* mic bronchitis,’ combined with dyspepels., which, acting on a system con- 
stitutionally feeble, has rendered me so diseased and debilitated that I am satis- 
fied I am wholly unfit for future service.” 

Claimant, in an affidavit filed July 9, 1884, says that when he wrote the letter 
of resi; ion the statement that a former disease, "chronic bronchitis,” had re- 
turned was not intended to convey the idea that he was affected with such dis- 
ease in any manner or form prior tonorat time ofenlistment. That he then was 
and had been for a number of years a sound, able-bodied man. 

Dr. Joseph Malin, an old and well-known physician of Saint Joseph, testi- 
fies that he was intimately acquainted with claimant for several years prior to 
his enlistment, and to the best of his recollection claimant was sound at enlist- 
ment; that he had opportunities of knowing it had it been otherwise, as he was 
intimately acquainted with him and lived in the same town. 

Hon, JAMEs N. a member of this House, testified that he knew claim- 
ant from 1850 until several years after the war; was a stout, hearty man, ap; 
ently free from any disease ; had no trouble of the lungs or throat to deponent’s 
knowledge, and that claimant's moral character was unexceptionable in every 


A large amount of evidence from parties in good standing, some of them 
claimant's comrades and intimate associates, has been filed to show that claim- 
ant was in good health when he entered the service. 

Dr. W. Bertram testifies that himself and Dr. Jones were on the United States 
examining board for examining conscripts in 1864, and that claimant was ex- 
amined by them and given a certificate of disability on account of bronchitis, 
and was only fit for the invalid corps, and that he consulted with claimant at 
various times afterward as to his disease, which continued to trouble him, The 


evidence is conclusive that he has suffered from said disease ever since and is 


now in a very critical condition. 
: ang L. der testifies that he was, in August, 1882, in a condition of abso- 
ute need. 


Three ome examiners have carefully investigated the case, and all reported 
strongly in favor of allowing the claim. The examiner in charge of the case in 
the Pension Office submitted it to the board of review with the recommendation 
that it be allowed, in which your committee most heartily concur., Putting the 


most unfavorable construction ible on the lan of the resignation, it 
would only show that at some prior time the doctor n afflicted with bron- 
chitis, and that he had a weak constitution. Butadmitting this, with care anda 
careful avoidance of un: 


necessary exposure he might have enjoyed comparatively 
eos health. That he served in the field and hospitals for eight months; that 
suffered three days of exposure on the battlefield of Prairie Grove, and that 
under this severe strain he broke down, is clearly and conclusively established 
by a large number of trustworthy witnesses. Had he been a stronger man he 
might have endured more, but all that he had he gave to his country, 
Your committee recommend passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. ANNA D. W. EICHMAN. 


The next businéss on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 602) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Anna D. W. Eichman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Anna D. W. Eichman, of Du- 
buque city, Iowa, widow of Nicholas Eichman, late second sergeant of Com- 
pany G, 8 th Regiment of Iowa Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. CoNGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 602) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Anna D, W. Eichman, having given the same due 


consideration, beg leave to report: 

Nicholas Eichman, husband of claimant, was mustered into the United States 
service September 27, 1861, in Com: y G, Sixteenth Iowa Volunteer Infantry ; 
was wounded at the battle of Shiloh, an 6, 1862, by gunshot wound in left l 
and shell wound in right foot, by which he was totally disabled and for w 
he was honorably di August 15,1862. For this disability he was placed 
on the pension-roll April 20, 1863, at rate of $8 per month, and was borne on the 
roll continuously until date of his death, July 18, 1883. 
= a dow, Anna D. W. Eichman, filed her application for pension December 
Requisite proofs of marriage, number of children, and that neither party was 

reviously married, were duly filed; also following affidavit of Dr. Frederick: 

etzuhe as to cause of husband’s death, dated January 10, 1884: 

“That I have been the family physician of Nicholas Eichman for man years, 
during which time I have frequently attended to him on account of rheuma- 
tism, caused by the wounds in his foot, which wound became closed; also at- 
tended Mr. Eichman for the same in early part of July, 1883,at which time the 
rheumatism to his lungs and caused his death, the closing of the wound 
driving the rheumatism to his lungs.” 

Also March 11, 1884: 

“I have been the family physician of the late Nicholas Eichman since the 
year 1870, and have during that period, during every year, foranopen 
wound in his right foot, received by him atthe batile of Pittsburgh Landing, and 
also for rheuw as well as asthmatic difficulties and shortness of breath. 
In 1874 I found that the deceased, Mr. Eichman, was particularly affected with 
rheumatism whenever the wound in his foot closed, and was compelled to keep 
said wound open and promote the serous secretions from the same and avoid 
the difficulties above named. The cause of his death was undoubtedly the close 
of the wound in the foot, in addition to which he had contracted a severe cold. 
all of which caused a serous discharge in the lungs Gene which caused 
his death. Have thought for many years that Mr. Eichman’s death would be 
hamana by that wound, and firmly believe that same was the full cause of his 
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Claim was rejected April 24, 1884, because “ remote cause of death not medi- 


cally shown. 
am was resubmitted December 9, 1881, and the following affidavit of Dr. 
gg ear oe eyes a, 

“I, F. Robert Nitzuhe, duly sworn, upon oath depose and say that Ihave 
jaye eng oe A and eor peng Ae ee tog Puen 
city o! Dabuq owa, and am fifty: years of age; ince 1870 we been 
the family physician , deceased, and that I have 
edl: ) treated said Nich. Eichman for an ulceration of the 
mod TN, tof a gunshot wound received in the service of the United 
States erica, for rhe and d; 


ner Ist T found thai Trick Ten tah especially subject to 
the rheumatic and asthmatic affections above mentioned, when the ulceration 


the patins to reopen 
of the diseased extremity, which serous dis- 
am the system and become the cause of the affections 


named. 
A similar state of circumstances, culminating in the death of said Eichman, 
occurred shortly prior thereto. 
ulceration of the foot had healed, and this circumstance (possibly aided 
be a slight cold) caused the serous secretions, which otherwise were discharged 
through the wound 


the system ulceration, the gunshot 
E naa as for and 
r er Nich. Eichman died on 


8 


forego Pry minan affidavit is erroneous, 
through oversight on my and the inn 
further say that I was 


isa propi manner, this 


his last pp r gete was evidently an error in His testimony as 
to cause of death is positive; his statement of tho case as tocondition of wound, 
&e., a Se ene by all the biennial medical examinations since pension 


"The eoi ftra suffered for over s faithfully an with, and finally died of, wounds 
y and tenderly nursed him during all 


There being no objection, the bill was Jaid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
JOHN DEFENBAUGH. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 634) 


granting a pension to John Defenbaugh. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


oo a phar egal aed et having given the same due con- 

n, ve to 
John Defenbauy; gee ares & of a. K, Eighty-seco: = peraih 
ieena for pension for alleged wound in right by a piece of 
i, received in battle of Sailor's rae about 3 ene m. of April 


after, with his regiment, mustered out of the service, to wit, July 13, 1865. 
For hemi 0 Na A agen i ish the proof of incurrence in service in 
line of d giad ny Pym raungs - recone a eh meen yank 
co: uence, or owever, clearly proven by competent jay and med: 
cal y that he has suffered uously since his muster-out with said 

hich has grown constantly worse, and that from said wound, on the 
20th day of October, 1880, there was taken a fragment of an iron shell, which is 
now on in Pension Office with proofs ; that he is by reason of 
same ently disabled and utterly 


helpless. 
PRL Ng Erg age fo 
= corro! CR maces, Sree es his rig! a pension, 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

CHARLOTTE D. CROCKER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 650) 
granting an increase of pension to Charlotte D. Crocker. 

E io tll wean nena; an Dolls: 
Cio Soccetery of the Tntucion be, arid tista 


thorized an: crease the D. 
of Brig. Gen Marcellus M, Crocker, from $30 to $50 per month, from and after the 
passage ofthis act. 


oreen] 


The report (by Mr. CONGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill H. R. 650, 
— had the same under consideration, beg leave to re 


Mrs. Charlotte D. Crocker is now recet a month as th 
widow of . Gen. Marcellus nag) ot cee ee WO per monti Eesi 
aing of his country i in 1861 as or of the Second lowa Volunteers; 

to lieutenant-colonel of that Les or ce and on December 30, 


soon promoted 

1861, to ‘to the coloneley of: the Thirteenth Iowa. This. was brigaded under 
= order of General Grant, after the battle of Shilo! wit the Eleventh Iowa, 
the Fifteenth Iowa, and the Sixteenth Iowa, and this’ brigade was known as the 
Towa Brigade of the Seventeenth Army Corps, commanded by the lamented 

General McPherson, who was killed at "Atlanta: 
General Crocker's health wasalways feeble, but he was knownas a most faith- 
ful, vigilant, brave, and far-seeing officer. Under his command the Iowa Brig- 
ade became famous as an organization of fighting sem which utation they 


preserved to theend. He was transferred from this brigade er of General 
Grant to adivision, and in the various battles fo tm early in before the sur- 
render of V his management of his division and his great effort in the 


served. 

He was continually on duty and ae service in advance of hisrank. In 
the advance on Atlanta in 1864 he was placed in command of the Fourth Divis- 
ion Seventeenth Army ‘pet ye and started with his division, after their veteran 
furlough, for the field, but he was unable to bear the insidious attacks of the 
disease which his in the field had increased, and he relinquished the 

to Gen Gresham. He was then placed on duty in New Mexico 
returned to the mer s died in Washington, away from family, an 
—— August 26, 
Oaar that the caiiteaie placed on General Crocker by General wb enn SNA 
observer of mone men, may be only pane the following extract 
addressed b: onae Belknap, the president of the Society 


if to ines survivors -veterans of ab 


ficers with whom I 


thoron 
f Crocker’s I Brigade, isa 

o er er’s Iowa e, is 
Weg gh deve eget 

nowned for its 

ties of yt rector ane hea 


diers.” 
This letter had reference to a Galinstion A eoin aan of an invitation to 


attend the brigade meeting, as he was 
General Crocker was a brave and everlastingly en man, Attacked by 


sing | ais page y ee apt eed of pag bane he was ces the es ; he asa 
ght, won honor, gained the perso) 
Ge and died in early life from the effects of Pland enue 


le health, 
writing. 
family, 


-z r, and his two daughters, themselves in fi 
earn a singe ve Papik heey 3 they share with their mother, by t; 

ed services and the destitute condition of 
ttance hich hist his eraa asks should be added to her pension. 
Theiahae we Saammasnend the PARERES cf the DIL 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, any man can defeat this bill to-night by 
simply raising an objection to it. Any parrot can do the same thing. 
Therefore I do not rise to raise objection to it. I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the simple fact that the proper mode to legislate 
upon these cases is, in my humble judgment, to treat every soldier of the 
war exactly as though he possessed all the qualities this committee 
has stated to the country was possessed by General Crocker. He com- 
menced at the commencement of the war; so did they they. He left 
home; so did thousands of others. He was brave, energetic, and patri- 
otic; so were thousands of others. He died in the field far from home 
and among strangers; so did thousands of others, and those others or 
their dependents are as poor as those of General Crocker. 

They were just as brave, just as self-sacrificing; they suffered just as 
much, endured as much, and fought from as lofty motives, and yet 
there are thousands of them to-day dying in squalid homes and crowded 
poor-houses, all for the lack of the paltry $8 or $10 a month pension 
which they do not get, and we stand here and refuse to extend to them 
that Government help which every business man of common under- 
standing and just principles on this floor would extend to a man who 
worked for him and who might become disabled by the kick of a mule 
on his farm. 

Sir, I want to raise my voice here now, as I do not want to be con- 
tinually doing it, not to offer any captious objection, because of the few 
members present, to the passage of the bill; not to call fora quorum or 
to kill the bill in the absence of a quorum, but simply to call attention 
to this system of legislation, for the purpose of saying that in my judg- 
ment it is vicious and wrong all the way through. While it is true 
that General Crocker was in a position requiring more mental ability, 
a position more difficult to fill than that occupied by those who carried 
muskets and served in a humble capacity under him, it is also true 
that his condition and pay were commensurate with his responsibilities; 
and he had a thousand privileges not shared by the men who served 
under him in his command and who carried muskets during the war. 

We now propose to say by this class system of legislation, ** We will 
feed one of you upon codfish and one upon roast beef.” But one was 
a brilliant officer, high i in rank, the other a humble private. I admit 
that $30 a month is not a very "great income for anybody, but it is as 
good to the widow of a brigadier as to the widow of the soldier 
who served uni him; and I EES my voice pere eag pt. = 
special pleader for the r man, but on the simple ciple 
men canted by the onus motives, doing all that so cosas in any 
capacity, no matter how humble, have claims upon my grati- 
tude, and the justice if not the gratitude of the country. I will have, 
therefore, to vote against this amendment. Possibly I shall stand alone 
in that action; but I shall raise my voice against these distinctions that 
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are made here in these bills; and in the future it ism to vote 
against every single proposition of this character. Not I object 
preg depos ag ape OF 10-AK ions. Not that I object to 
the right of the House todo this. The House has theright to do, un- 
icon Cork G ee oa on TA opa gp the DUL ia saty dpi. 

eases, but it is my desire to enter my vote and my protest against 
this feature embodied in bills of this character. 

Do not tell me that I am fighting the memory of General Crocker. 
There is not a soldier who fought under him who does not cherish his 
memory, who does not honor him and love him; and yet there is not 
one of them who has a higher respect, regard, or veneration for his char- 
acter or services than I have. He has a claim on American gratitude 
which I am the last man to deny and the first to accord. 

But the fact remains that every man who tru in the mud and 
sand and the rain during the war and who a musket for $14 a 
month is just as much entitled to credit and to gratitude as General 
Crocker, and deserves as much at the hands of the people and of this 


Government. Why, look at the subject fora moment. Men may gush | tim 


upon this question of pensions; they may grow eloquent in support 
of it, but it does little credit to a man— m the expression—to 
gush and let his feelings get the better of his judgment, and 
those lofty sentiments in one case a man ha to hold high 
rank, while there are thousands of other soldiers just as meritorious 
who are receiving nothing from the Government. I say it is not good 
or fair legislation. z 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. PRICE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORRILL. Were General Crocker’s services as valuable to the 
country as old Mother Bickerdyke’s ? 

Mr. PRICE. The question has no relevancy whatever to the subject. 
But I would not give more attention to this woman than to the woman 
away out in some far-off corner in the northwest region, who chopped 


her own wood, repaired her own fences, gathered her own grain, har- 
nessed her own horses, and kept her children warmly fed, 
while her husband was in the front fighting the battles of his country. 


Each woman did all that she could, and they did their whole duty, 
and I would treat all alike. This is only justice to them all. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him a question ? 

Mr. PRICE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I desire to ask whether the theory 
of pensions, as adopted by all the governments of the world, has not 
been rather in the hght of a support for the future than as compensa- 
tion for the past? 

Mr. PRICE. There comes in the difficulty again. I have got your 
question. A lawyer can not do anything he has precedent. He 
can find a precedent for the murder of the purest and divinest character 
that man has ever known. I do not care for t. Iam governed 
by principles of abstract justice. That I would dothough the heavens 
= fall. 

e are standing right over a voleano, superinduced by this - 
tem of class legislation, which will wreck our Gareustiek disrupt it 
into a million of atoms, unless we do away with the causes which en- 
gender it. It is a volcano which will explode under our feet unless we 
adhere to the principle of doing exact and equal justice to all. We can 
never do too much for the widow of General Crocker or the widow of 
any other soldier who served his country, but we should do the same 
for all. To-day, but for their services, that would not be floating 
over the § er’s chair. We would not be able to sit here to-night 
under the shadow of if but for the gallant services of the thousands and 
tens of thousands of men who served the country just as faithfully as 
General Crocker. 

Now, sir, I do not want to say anything but what justice demands. 
We should take up all of these cases and relieve them so far as an ex- 
haustless Treasury and the boundless gratitude of the nation enable us 
todo. But forthese men, and their toils and sufferings, we should have 
no Treasury, and nothing to put in itif we had the Treasury. I shall 
vote the amendment, and if it isadopted I shall probably vote 
for the bill; but yet at the same time I seek to remind this House that 
there isa storm arising all over the country that will compel you ere 
long to heed it. They say that Iam severely criticised for voting alone 
against os Mrs. Grant; and yet, Mr. Chairman, I have more 
than a desk full of letters from all your States commending that vote, 
because it is consistent with the eternal principle of justice. 

If there was but one woman in this position I would give it to her. 
If there were a hundred, I would divide it them. If there were 
a thousand, I would divide it among them. But I would not make any 
distinction based on rank and position. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I desire to say, in connection with this 
bill, that Iowa does not ask anything for the widow of General Crocker 
that has not been given to the widows of other generals. If it is said 
that the widows of other generals are not receiving enough I will say 
amen to the proposition and will help to remedy that as fast as it can 
be done. But do not let us throw a block in the way of this ee 

bw. 


tion now before the House. There is precedent after preceden) 
widows of brigadier-generals have received $50 per month. This isthe 


first case where Iowa has presented a claim of this character; and it is 
for the widow, and the poor widow, of one of the most distinguished 


soldiers any State produced during the war. 

Mr, GIBSON, of West Virginia. Can the gentleman from Iowa give 
any reason why the widow of a brigadier-general should receive more 
than the widow of a private soldier? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I should like to give every widow of 
a private soldier just as much. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. It should be borne in mind that 
the fame of these generals would have amounted to nothing if it had 
not rested on the valor of the private soldiers under their command. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. If the gentleman from West Virginia 
will select the widow of some officer equally entitled with the widow 
of General Crocker to a pension like this, I will vote with him. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I will select the widow of some 
private soldier equally entitled. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. If you do, I will vote with you every 


e. 
Mr. PRICE. The logic of the argument in favor La PP ani is, if all 
are deserving of this recognition give it to one. But I say the inevi- 
table tendency of passing such bills as this is to defraud or lessen the 
chances of others equally worthy. You had a meeting of the Grand 
Army of the Republic in Maine last fall, and that body of men voted, 
by a small majority, against a general pension law. Why? Because 
those haying political positions, occupying the higher stations in life, 
where they could command support, are already relieved to a large ex- 
tent; and as these men of influence have their wants provided for, it 
must inevitably result in the others being uncared for. 

I say every one of these special acts lessens the chances of a broad 
comprehensive bill founded on the principles of justice. The gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] says they ask this for Iowa, and 
that this is the first time that they have made such a request. The 

tleman can ask nothing for Iowa that I would not give if it was a 

ir request. But Crocker did not belong to lowa. He was 

ours. He belongs to the people of the United States, and his widow 

deserves all that we can give her in justice to the widows of other men 
equally meritorious. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indians. WhileI am in favor of liberal pensions 
and in favor of pensioning every soldier that carried the musket and 
the knapsack for sixty days and has an honorable discharge, and while 
I am in favor of pensioning every widow of a soldier whether he lost 
his life in the service or not, believing that the Government owes that 
to the soldiers and their widows, yet I want to deny right here and now 
the proposition that the widow of an officer has any right to one cent 
more pension than the widow of the man who carried the musket and 
knapsack in the ranks. 

Mr. PRICE. Sound! 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Such a distinction is not right upon 
principle. The officer who goes into the field and gets his $150 or $250 
a month sleeps in his tent and lives like a prince when he can, while 
the poor soldier has to suffer innumerable hardships. The widow of 
the officer suffers no more pangs than the widow of the private soldier. 
She did not endure half the hardships during the war that the widow 
of the private soldier endured, because the officer received his larger 
pay and sent it home and was able to support her likea lady, while the 
wife of the private soldier was living in her hovel, and was working 
day in and day out to support her children all the time the wife of the 


‘officer was living in comfort provided by the means her husband got 


from the Government. To make this distinction is not right as a mat- 
ter of principle. I do not propose to vote against this bill, but I say 
ves Jeri distinction is not just to the widows of the private soldiers of 
Mr. PERKINS. May Iask the gentleman from Indiana a question ? 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Certainly. 
Mr. PERKINS. Did not the Government make a distinction in the 
compensation it gave to these men when they were serving their coun- 
9 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PERKINS. Is not Congress following the same precedent, and 
doing what the Government did when compensating these men for 
their services? Is it not preserving the same distinction, recognizing, 
perhaps, that their services were more valuable than the services of the 
private soldier; and that when the wife of one of these officers became 
a widow in consequence of his death, or being stricken down in battle, 
she suffered a greater pecuniary loss, because of the value of his serv- 
ices, than did the widow of the private soldier? Is not that the prin- 
ciple and distinction that have been formulated and observed in Con- 
gress and observed in legislation ? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I understand that is true; that that 
has been the principle that has been formulated and carried out in 
legislation here. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask the gentleman, is it a wrong principle? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, Yes, sir; it has been formulated here 
because the brigadier-generals have sat in these seats and the private 
soldiers have not. If the private soldiers had sat here this distinction 
wouldnot have been kept up. I wasmyselfin the Army. I carrieda 
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musket and knapsack for eighteen months, It was my fortune to geta 
commission afterward. After I got that commission and commanded 
the men of my company I did not undergo half the hardships that Idid 
while I carried a musket and knapsack by the side of my neighbor boy 
that I went out with, and I do not think that because I was fortunate 
enough to get that commission I should be entitled to one cent more pen- 
sion than he, because we started upon an equal footing. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. Did you not think at the time that you should re- 
ceive more compensation than the man who carried the musket and 
did you not accept it? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. No, sir; I did not believe that I was 
entitled to any more compensation, but the Government offered it to 
me, and, just like the rest of you, I took it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ROWELL. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I will answer it if I can. 

Mr.ROWELL. Do you think that in all positions of life and in all 
kinds of employment the compensation ought to be exactly the same? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. No, sir, [donot think that; butI think 
that where one man took equal risk with another the compensation 
ought to be the same. ; 

Mr. ROWELL. Do you think the pecuniary loss to a wife whose 
husband could earn her eight or ten thousand dollars a year is no ter 
when he dies than the loss in the case of a woman whose husband could 
earn her only $1,000 a year? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. You can not measure it in that way. 
There werea great many brigadier-generals who never earned their wives 
one-tenth of $1,000 a year; but this is a thing that you can not meas- 
ure inthat way. If you are going to undertake to regulate the pension 
by what the husband might have done or might have earned you will 
have a great deal of difficulty in dealing with the subject of pensions. 
If we undertake to do that we shall have to organize ourselves into a 
court to try each case by itself. I am talking now about the plain ques- 
tion of principle, and I say it is not right that a man because he hap- 
pened to be fortunate enough to get a commission should be preferred 
in the matter of pension. I have seen men command regiments and 
command brigades when men who were their superiors were in the ranks 
carrying muskets and knapsacks. It is not a question of ability; it is 
a question of fortune; it is a question that circumstances have a great 
deal todo with. While there are thousands of women who deserve pen- 
sions, but who have none, it is not right to increase a pension that is 
already large enough to support the widow. ‘The present pension will 
do that respectably, much better than $8 a month will support the 
widow of a private soldier. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr, Chairman, I have said perhaps a scorce of times 
on the floor of this House what I say now, and I hope that this will be 
the last time, atleast during the present Congress, that I shall be called 
upon to say it. The principle announced by the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. PRICE] is right; it meets my concurrence and it has always 
done so. I think that the pensions of the widows of general officers 
ought not to have been increased to $50 a month; but it was begun 
many years ago. It began by pensioning the widows of general ofi- 
cers who had been killed in battle, and soit went on step by step until 
the same rate of pension was given to the widows of all general officers. 

It is a very difficult thing for a committee now, when such a bill is 
brought before it, to refuse to allow the pension after such pensions 
have been allowed so frequently, for they have been allowed in nearly 
every case—in every case, I think, where they have been asked. In 
the same way it is difficult for the House to refuse these pensions. It 
was wrong in the beginning; I admit that. But it has been so estab- 
lished by precedent that it is almost impossible now to refuse in any 

icular case without saying to the person asking it, impliedly at 
east, ‘‘ Your husband’s services were not worthy of this mark of rec- 
ognition. They were not as valuable as the services of other general 
officers whose widows have had their pensions increased to $50 per 
month.’ That is the great difficulty in the way. 

Now, as to the other question, if the House will indulge me, I want 
tosay this, for I think it will relieve the minds of gentlemen in relation to 
the distinction between officers and privates. The law under which the 
volunteer forces are pensioned was made for the regular Army. There 
a reason obtained for the different rates of pension because an officer of 
the regular Army enters into an engagement for his lifetime. He goes 
into the Army to remain during good behavior, and he and his widow, 
perhaps, for that reason alone, are entitled to special consideration over 
the enlisted men of the regular Army who serve only for a definite period 
of enlistment, three or five years. That was the reason for establishing 
the distinction with reference to the regular Army; but I have never 
been able to see any reason why there should be such a distinction be- 
tween the offivers and the enlisted men of the volunteer forces; for the 
reason that they come out of the same community, out of the same 
walks of life, and return to the same community and stand there to- 
gether, citizens alike, having entered the service at the same time and 
left it at the same time. There seems to be no good reason why there 
should be any distinction between them. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. The more reason, then, for remov- 
ing the distinction. 


Mr. MATSON. Yes. There has been some suggestion in the course 
of the debate here during the last two or three days in regard to a gen- 
eral equalization law. That matter has been pressed upon the atten- 
tion of our committee. We undertook in the last Congress to devise 
some scheme in the nature of a commission or something of that kind 
for the purpose of revising the pension laws and making them more 
equitable, and I apprehend that the same thing will be undertaken 
again. We will do the best we can in that direction; but I trust the 
members of this House will bearin mind thatit is a very difficult thing 
to take away a pension that has once been ted. Itis a very diffi- 
cult thing to do that; and, on the other han it is avery difficult thing 
to raise the pensions of all to the highest limit. 

This is a broad question; and I have only thrown out these sugges- 
tions for the purpose of relieving the minds of members upon some of 
these points on which I thought I might be able to give some light. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. i , having been a sol- 
dier for four years, though on an unfortunate side, I have very little 

for these ‘‘ tin soldiers.” The truth is I have always observed 
that the reputations of the generals, the colonels, the majors, and the 
captains were made by the sweat and the sufferings of the private sol- 
dier. For this reason I have looked with abhorrence upon a disposition 
todraw a class distinction, and to give to the officer a pension which af- 
ter the battle is over would support him in avery different grade of life 
from the poor fellow who carried the musket and the knapsack and 
who gained the victory and gave reputation to his officer. 

Mr. PRICE. And came between the general and danger. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Myjudgmentin this matter has been 
formed from knowledge acquired on the battlefield—and I have no apolo- 
gies tomake for it; acquired on the battlefield—where I had opportunity 
to observe the difference between the common soldier and the officer, 
who in many cases stood hundreds of yards in the rear. Now, why 
in carrying outa great and beneficent system of pensions in this country 
should we draw a class distinction, and make an aris of the de- 
scendants and the heirs of officers, while we place upona lower plane the 
descendants and the heirs of private soldiers, who were alike volunteers 
in a great war? There is no other country on the face of the globe that 
has sucha pension law as you are undertaking to establish here. - 
land with her aristocracy, Russia with her autocracy, Germany wit 
her emperor, and France—none of these countries have any such pen- 
sion law as takes the officers and places them over and above the people 
whose lives have been sacrificed in defense of their country. We have 
seen here in this House a family with an annual income of over half a 
million dollars put upon the pension-list of this Government as the men- 
dicants of the Government, to the disgrace of the Congress that passed 
the measure, rather than of those who received its benefits. 

Following that up, I ask you what is the theory of pensions? The 
theory of pensions is to provide support for those who can not support 
themselves because of what they have suffered in defense of their coun- 
try. Why, then, do you want to degrade your soldiers, who deserve all 
the credit you can give them—the men who without training took your 
flag, hoisted it above their heads, and nerved by their own patriotism 
and energy marched to the front of the battle? Why do you want to 
degrade them as mendicants of the Government, to strike down that 
patriotism and make these men mere paupers dependent upon your 
will? 

I know that your common soldiers are honorable, courageous men, 
I know that they are patriots, because I have met them on the battle- 
field; I am here to stand by them; but I am here to protest in the name 
of the soldier who has suffered, and who suffers to-day on account of 
his service in behalf of the country, against degrading the patriotism 
and courage of the American citizen to the level of a mere dependent 
upon the bounty of the Government. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Before the vote is taken I want to say a few words; 
and I wish the attention of my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. PRICE], as 
well as everybody else. I propose to address myself to his head, not 
his heart. I disagree with the doctrine advocated so ably here by dis- 
tinguished men thatrank should make no differenceia pensions. Away 
back in the history of man—God knows when it commenced—when 
the best men were selected to command, it was thought that the com- 
mander deserved more credit than any private. Those old-fashioned peo- 
ple had not learned what my distinguished friend has learned. They 
thought that he who has control of ten thousand lives, and by his skill, 
his wisdom, his strategy is able to care for and defend the lives of ten 
thousand men is entitled to more credit than a mere subordinate. 
This is the way that our forefathers reasoned—the way that wise men 
have reasoned all through the annals of history. Thisis the principle 
on which God Almighty acted, as declared in Holy Writ. 

Now, I will put a case to my distinguished friend here. A man who, 
like General Grant, commanded a hundred thousand men with con- 
summate skill—what did he have to do? Only to take care of General 
Grant? It has been said—I hope not invidiously—that the officers 
stood back and the soldiers went in front. I have seen officers go in 
front—have seen it often. Gentlemen who have not seen this have not 
associated in the Army with the kind of officers I have known. 

When a military officer is placed in charge of a hundred thousand 
men, what mind, what genius, what collected courage he must have 
to lead such a command! What responsibility rests upon him! Why, 
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sir, in ordinary commercial business, when you make a man responsi- 
ble for a million dollars you pay him a higher salary than if he were 
responsible for only five dollars. Will any gentlemansay that the man 
who takes charge of a million dollars and is responsible for that amount 
should receive no more compensation than the man who takes charge 
of five dollars? 

Mr. PRICE. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. WOLFORD. Certainly; that is what I desire. 

Mr. PRICE. Did we not pay the officers more? 

Mr. WOLFORD. We did pay them more. I am undertaking to 
state the reason why they deserved more pay and why they deserve 
more pension. Will you tell me, sir, that he who is responsible for a 
hundred thousand lives should receive no more than a mere private sol- 
dier? Look at the questiona moment. Sir, it is a great thing to stand 
upon the battlefield and with your spy in hand, amidst the roar 
of musketry and artillery, be cool enough to take in the situation and 
so command as to make most effective the thousands of men who are 
to be controlled and made available. 

Mr. PRICE. Is it more dangerous to stand with a spy-glass in hand 
than with a musket? 

Mr. WOLFORD. I am not talking about danger, but about duty. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? . 

Mr. WOLFORD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SOWDEN. What is the difference between the wife of a great 
general who led a hundred thousand troops and the wife of a poor pri- 
vate? 

Mr. WOLFORD. Well, sir, I will come to the wives of our soldiers 
directly. [Laughter.] I put it to the candor of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. PRICE], when he talks as he does, whether the man 
who saved one hundred thousand lives—and what is higher, what is 
nobler, what is grander than one hundred thousand lives—who saved 
the honor of one hundred thousand men, is not entitled to more con- 
sideration and greater credit than the man who only saved one life? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Let me ask the gentleman aques- 
tion. 

Mr, WOLFORD. Certainly, I will yield for a question, although I 
wish to get through as quickly as possible. I have a few more things 
to say, and will say them now while I have the opportunity. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. AsI understand it, the gentleman 
yields to me, and I wish, as he had experience as a commanding officer 
in the war, to ask him if he ever knew of a single case of a captain who 
made his company; whether, on the contrary, it was not always the 
company that made the captain ? 

Mr. WOLFORD. Itis like King George’s apple dumpling, when he 
could not tell whether the dough was in the apples or the apples were 
in the dough. [Laughter.] I say they are all the same. y mt it to 
the candor of every man here, if you saved one hundred thousand 
lives—I put it to you, sir, if you itin your power to save one hun- 
dred thousand lives, or the honor of one hundred thousand people, if 
you had it in your power to save the best interests of your country by 
your skill and courage, have you done no more than the man who has 
merely packed his musket and obeyed your orders? You can not say 
so, because you would contradict the experience of men. The gentle- 
man from Wisconsin can not say so, because he would contradict and 
stultify his own great reasoning powers. 

I am now trying to address your reason. I am making no appeal to 

pathy—I scorn your sympathy insuch a case as this. I putit upon 

e ground of service. He that does much shall receive much. So said 
God Almighty, and do you wish to reverse that decree ? 

There is a thing called righteousness; all the world desires to be called 
righteous whether they are so or not. Now, whatis righteousness? It 
is a great number of righteous acts—doing right things and keeping on 
doing them—having it in your power todo great good. Well, the wis- 
dom of the world long before I was born, and I can not go back on that, 
the wisdom of the world, sir, before you were born, said he who has 
done most for his country shall receive most at his country’s hands. 
So it is now, and so it always has been. It is the unchangeable law. 

I ask the gentleman from Wisconsin—you need not accuse me now 
of trying to appeal to your heart; I am trying to talk to your brain 
[laughter]—I ask the gentleman from Wisconsin candidly, can he as 
an honest man answer this argument whieh I have made? Will he get 
up here and say that a man who has saved one hundred thousand lives, 
who has saved all the dearest, the sweetest, the most sacred interests of 
a hundred thousand people, is entitled to no more credit and no more 
honor and no more reward than the man who merely saved his own 
life? No, sir; he can not do it. 

A member arose. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Iam not through yet; I wish to go on and talka 
little farther on this matter. Why did the whole nation say, Mr. 
- Chairman, that General Grant was the greatest man in this whole na- 
tion! Not because he was intrinsically the greatest man in the whole 
country, not because as an individual he was greater than you or any 
other man, but because the opportunity was presented to him and he 
embraced it. It was because he saved the lives of many thousands of 
men—because he led them in the midst of a great civil war, through 


strife and , to crowning victory. It is because he won success 
for his country and made her triumphant in the day of peril. Thatis 
the reason why the whole country said he was the greatest man. That 
is the reason why the world said he was the greatest general of his 
time. He who was first in war, first in peace, and first in the hearts 
of his countrymen, the great Washington, he deserved more credit than 
anybody else in the Revolution, because he had the opportunity and he 
embraced it. He led our armies to victory. That is the fact in his- 
tory, and you can not change it, try as you will. It is astubborn fact 
and you can not get round it. 

We have heard some talk here that the officers made the privates, or 
the privates made the officers. They both belo to the country and 
each was necessary to the other, and the glory which was won belonged 
equally to both, but those who did the most were entitled to the most. 

I have been asked by my distinguished friend as to the wives of our 
soldiers. They were in partnership, the soldiers and their wives. 
The soldiers went into the Army and fought the battles of the country 
while their wives remained at home. I believe their interests were in 
common, and that they are equally entitled to credit. And they should 
be treated as entitled to equal consideration. Those who were re- 
garded as worthy to be wives of our gallant soldiers should not be de- 

ed—yonu, sir, should not go back on these widows, on these wives, 
or I understand you have taken a wife yourself. [Laughter.] Do 
them justice; that is all I ask at your hands, 

I hope you will not go back on your history. I hope that you will 
not say that these gallant soldiers’ widows shall not receive as much 
of a pension as the other widows of general officers have been allowed 
to receive heretofore. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, another word upon another subject before 
I take my seat. I shall not make any appeals to the House, but, sir, 
I want to say a single word and give the reasons why I discuss it now, 
as I have a right to do in the Committee of the Whole. I want to say 
a word in behalf of a lady whose pension claim was considered to- 
night, who did more for her country than any brigadier-general who 
has been referred to in this discussion. Her pension was not objected 
to on the ground that she was not meritorious, but because, as I un- 
derstand it, men were afraid that they would set an example and a 

recedent in other cases. But, sir, I hope when the vote is taken in the 

ouse, after this committee has risen, that you will consider that this 
lady has given more to her country than any brigadier-general, more 
on account of mercy to the suffering soldiers, more to save the lives of 
our wounded soldiers than any of them, and that you will consider 
when you come to vote on the question in the House the propriety of 
increasing her pension to $50 a month instead of that recommended by 
the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on laying the bill aside to be re- 
ported favorably to the House. 

Mr. HOLM Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word before the vote 
is taken upon the passage of this bill. 

The name of General Crocker is one that creates enthusiasm and is 
venerated on every hearth-stone in Iowa. I had hopes, sir, that this 
bill would pass without provoking any discussion. I can readily con- 
ceive the objection gentlemen urge when they oppose this bill, and the 
honest convictions which influence them, because they can see no rea- 
son why a larger pension should he given to the widow of a brigadier- 
general than to a private soldier. I think the gentleman from Wesv 
Virginia [Mr. GIBSON], in the course of his remarks, answered his own 
objections himself when he stated that it was for support and not serv- 
ice that extra pensions were granted. 

In a suit for damages for the death of an individual this widow or 
family would ask and receive a greater amount ina court of law if his 
earnings are shown to be large than would be received if his compen- 
sation had been small. That would be the measure of damages, and 
so it is in cases of this character. These matters are considered in all 
cases, both in law and equity. The compensation the individual re- 
ceives and the service he rendered must be taken into account, and it 
is the service of the man—what he did—which is the basis upon which 
relief is granted to his family after his death. I take it that that is 
the reason why all pensions have been graded in all nations of the earth 
that grant pensions. They are based upon the position held by the 
party entitled to the pension in the service. 

Ican readily understand the motives which infiuence my warm- 
hearted friend from Wisconsin [Mr. PRICE] in opposing this bill. I 
do not think, sir, that his opposition rests so much upon the fact that 
this is a pension for $50 a month to the widow of a brigadier-general 
as because the pension of the private soldier is not $50 a month. I 
agree with him most heartily. Certainly there is no difference in 
merit between the applicants; and on this question there is no differ- 
ence between the gentleman and myself. 

I know my friend’s warm and hearty feelings for the soldiers. Ican 
recollect of no other gentleman now who in the last session of Congress 
introduced a bill to pension every worthy soldier in our service, and I 
may be permitted to say that I know of no one else who made a favor- 
able report other than myself, who made a minority report from the 
committee upon that bill. I cheerfully yield, therefore, to the honest 
motives of my friend in opposing this bill. His heart is big enough to 
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take in every soldier in the country, no matter under what circum-| The amendment was read, as follows: 


ge yo E cae ere ae ge 


where he GIBSON of Wast Virginia, T would 1i 
Mr. HOLMES. With the ion of the Chair I will answer the 
gentleman from West V: by that when every soldier, great 


and small, in this country has received his just deserts, and when their 
widows and families have been cared for, and none are left destitute, 
then I will draw the line, and not before. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Then you mean to say that you 
will draw the line when the families of every officer have been favored 
over and above the families of the common soldiers of the country? 

Mr. HOLMES. _I think I have made myself clear. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside to be 
reported to the House with a favorable recommendation? 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 41, 
noes 3. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. In deference to the request of the 
other gentlemen I shall defercalling a quorum on this issue. I do that, 
I repeat, in deference to other advice, while I feel in my conscience 
that I am submitting to a wrong upon my constituents and upon the 
people of this country. 

So (no further count being demanded) the bill was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MATSON. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly ng and Mr. a Me Mta having 
the chair as Speaker pro tem, Harc reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, had under consideration the Private 
Chlanise anlak Sha special odar of the Hoan bat divested bits $0.76 
port sundry bills with various recommendations. 


BILLS PASSED. 


Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House without amendment, were severally ordered to be and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the 
third time, and passed, two-thirds voting in favor thereof: 

A bill H R. 3827) to remove the political disabilities of Thomas 
L. Rosser, of V: 

A bill (H. R. 3846) to remove the disabilities of Alexander P. Stewart, 
of La Fayette County, Mississippi; and 

A bill tit. R. 4409) to remove the disabilities of Edward G. W. But- 
ler, of Missouri. 

Bills of the following titles, ropored without amet aan were sev- 


taken 


A bill (HR, 551) gran 


A bill (H. R. 1475) pera jenen p paree rra Flaherty; 

A bill (H. R. 646) granting a pension to Thomas M. Commuck; 

A bill (H. R. 16) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy L. Ribble; 

A bill (H. R. 758) granting a pension to Alexander Harper; 

A bill (H. R. 802) granting a pension to August Schindler; 

A bill (H. R. 4410) for the relief of John C. Clark; 

A bill (H. R. '702) granting a pension to Dr. J. F. Bruner; 

A bill (H. ofa} canting a pension to Mrs. Anna D. W. Eichman; 

A bill (H. R. 634) granting a pension to John Defenbaugh; and 
ao H. R. 650) granting an increase of pension to Charlotte D. 

er. 


Bills of the following titles were reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House with amendments, the amendments were agreed to, and 
the bills as amended were ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
a and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third time, 


A bill (H. R. 698) granting a pension to Philip D. Campbell; 

A bill (H. R. 1468) increasing the pension of John P. Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 414) granting a pension to Daniel B. Clark; and 

A bill (H. R. 693) granting a pension to William B. Keith. 

The title was ch oe 1o read ito eens Se ae Dee ae 
The bill (H. R. 700) grantinga pension to Mrs. M. A. Bickerdyke was 

reported from the Committee of the Whole House with an amendment. 


Strike out $50 per month and insert $25 per month. 
ee GIBSON, of We ovat to apts vote on Dai amoan 
r, GIBSO: est Virginia. e report of the commi I un- 
derstand, is $25 per month. — 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The committee recommend an amend- 
in striking out $50 and inserting $25. The question is on the amend- 
men 

The amendment was agreed to—ayes 27, noes 12. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


RECONSIDERATION. 

Mr. MATSON. I move to reconsider the several votes by which bills 
have been passed; and also move that the motion to reconsider. be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 9 o’clock and 45 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday next. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolutions of Union Lodge, No. 86, of A. O. U.W., 
of Pennsylvania; of Ottawa Tribe, No. 64, I. O. of R. M., of Pittsburgh, 
Pa., and of Camp No. 4, Sons of Veterans, of Pittsburgh, Pa., in favor 
of of dicing ati to a portion of the public domain to the surviving offi- 

sailors, and marines of the late war for the Union, or to 
their widows and children, and to pay the difference between the value 
of paper money and gold at the several times of payment—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Maul & Grote and others, of Pittsburgh, Pa., ask- 
ing an increase of duty on a certain kind of tobacco leaf, &e.—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BELMONT: Petition of produce merchants of New York, in 
favor of the appointment of a fishery commission—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the Presbyterian Ministerial As- 
sociation of Philadelphia, Pa., asking for the of bills looking 
to the prevention of the use of the mails for the distribution of news- 
papers and other publications containing lottery advertisements—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of B. C. Cobb, for relief— 
Committee on War 

By Mr. COLE: Memorial of clerks in the Baltimore post-office, rela- 

tive to the classification of clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office 

and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CURTIN: Papers relating to claim of J. H. Merrill—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FLEEGER: Petition of Eliza J. Ray, of Meadville, Pa., for 

of the Treasury 


passage of Ty So authority to the 
eu of one lost—to 


to issue duplicate Spanish indemnity certificate 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARRIS: Papers in the case of James W. Hightower, of 
Columbus, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEWITT: Resolutions of the commissioners of pilots of New 
York, in favor of an appropriation for the improvement of Buttermilk 
Channel—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of George W. Farnam, of New York, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL: Papers relating to the claim of Abram G. Hoyt—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: Papers relating to the claim of James W. Harvey, 
assignee of Joseph Parkins—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. J. T. JONES: Papers relating to the claim of William F. 
Martin, of Mobile, Ala.—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the Deposits Saving Association 
of Mobile, Ala.—to the same committee. 

ales Mr. LAFFOON: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph Adams— 

Committee on War Claims. 

ee Mr. LYMAN: Paper relating to the claim of F. W. Haldeman, 
H. R. 658—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MAYBURY: Petition of H. P. Baldwin & Co. and many oth- 
ers, for the improvement of the Rouge River near Detroit, Mich.—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MCKENNA: Resolutions of the Board of Trade, Sacramento, 
Cal., for the improvement of the Sacramento River and tributaries—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. MOFFATT: Petitions of citizens of Michigan; of Massachu- 
setts and New York; of Calumet, Mich.; of Lake Linden; of Hough- 
ton; of Hancock; of. Detroit; of Saint Clair; of Marquette; "of Ashland, 
Mich. ; of Clayton; of Buffalo; of New York city; and of Alexandria 
Bay, N. Yot merchants and citizens of Cleveland, Ohio; of the Com- 
mercial Exchange of Philadelphia, Pa.; and memorials of Board of 
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Trade of Erie, Pa.; of Commercial of Philadelphia, Pa.; of 
the Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis.; and resolutions of the 
Legislatures of Minnesota; of Wisconsin; of Ilinois; of Michigan; of 
the Chamber of Commerce of Minneapoli Minn.: of the Board of 
Trade of Chicago; of board of managers New York Produce Ex- 
change; of Board of Trade of Duluth, Minn. ; of citizens of Waterbury, 
Conn.; of Genesee, N. Y.; of Milwaukee, Wis. ; and of Duluth, Minn., 

the two canals connecting 


By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Memorial of many engaged 
in this country in the manufactureandsale of vermicelli, and 
like products, asking that those articles be taken from the free-list and 
a duty imposed on the same—to the same committee. 

By Mr. T. B. REED: Petition of citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, against 
the renewal of fishery treaty with Great Britain—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SENEY: Memorial of A. E. Dickenson and others, about 
woman suffrage in Utah—to the Committee on the Ji ‘ 

By Mr. SYMES: Petition of Assembly of Knights of Labor, for free 
silver coinage—to the Committee on i and Measures. 

By Mr. WAIT : Petition of Charles Young, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. T. B. WARD: Petition of citizens of Hamilton County, Indi- 
ana, asking that soldiers and sailors of the United States Army and 
Navy be pensioned—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. A. J. WARNER : Petition and papers relating to the claim 
of Battelle and Evans—to the Committee on War Claims. - 

Also, papers in the case of Francis Hammond—to the Committee on 


By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of re-enlisted veterans of the Union 
Army and Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WISE: Resolution of District Assembly No. Knights of 
Labor, Richmond, Va., in reference to international cop; t—to the 
Committee on Patents. 


Thefollowing petitions, praying Congressto place the coinage of silver A 


upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates of one, 
two, and vee e same being made legal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that Let art debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 
in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 

By Mr. B : Of citizens of Utah. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Of citizens of Jefferson and Franklin Coun- 
ties, Illinois. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, January 25, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
Seine the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
SENATOR FROM MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. GEORGE presented the credentials of EDWARD C. WALTHALL, 
chosen by the Legislature of Mississippi a Senator from that State to 
fill the vacancy caused by the resignation of Lucius Q. C. Lamar in the 
term ending March 3, 1889. 

The credentials were read. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask that the oath of office be administered to the 
Senator-elect. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator-elect from Mississippi 
will please come forward and take the oath of office. 

Mr. WALTHALL advanced to the desk of the President pro tempore, 
escorted by Mr. GEORGE, and, the oath of office having been admin- 
istered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance 
with a resolution of the 19th i certain information in relation 
to the amount of United States bonds called for payment February 1, 
1886, held by national banks; which, on motion of Mr. INGALLS, was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

_ The PRESIDENT pro a als laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with the 
chases ok pepilion sini ty bla einai Ey w poor eo 

supplies e is de t during the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1885; Gaa Bse a nia: 7 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication is accompanied 


with a large mass of papers, which are in the Secretary’s office. What 
shall be done with the communication? 

Mr. INGALLS. I move the a hes the omie, va 
the accompanying papers, to the Commi on Military Affairs, 
they may decide i Sa they shall be printed or not. 

The P. IDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that refer- 
ence will be made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON] if the requirement of the act of July 5, 1884, was not at the 
instance of the Committee on Appropriations? I was thinking that 
probably the communication had better go to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and they can determine whether the accompanying papers 
ought to be printed or not. 

Mr. INGALLS. Either reference will be satisfactory to me, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri 
move that reference? A 

Mr, COCKRELL. I move that the papers be referred to the Com- 
mittee on A; riations, 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think this information was called for by 
the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is sent in accordance with a provision in an 
appropriation act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is an annual report, made in pur- 
suance of law. . 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with section 229 
of the Revised Statutes, a statement of the contracts made by the War 
Department and its bureaus for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885; 
which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting the report of the board on fortifications or other 
defenses, organized under a provision of the act of March 3, 1885; 
which was ordered to be prin and, with the accompanying papers, 
on motion of Mr. CAMERON, referred to the Committee on Coast De- 


enses. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with section 191 of the Revised 
Statutes, an annual repari of clerks employed in the War Department; 
which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, recommending an increase of the force in the office of 
the Commissioner of Railroads; which was ordered to be printed, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro t nted the petition of George Harlan 
Post, No. 139, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Ohio, pray- 
ing the allowance to each soldier of the late war of a portion of the pub- 
lic domain; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CAMERON ted a memorial of J. Monroe Kreiter, jr., pres- 
ident, and other officers and members of Typographical Union No. 14, 
of Harrisburg, Pa., protesting against tue paumas oi 1e so-called ‘‘in- 

copyright bill” on the ground that it will work great injust- 
ice to their trade; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented the petition of Caroline Sees, of Harrisburg, Pa., 
widow of Maj. Oliver W. Secs, late chief of transportation and tele- 
graphing department on the staff of Maj. Gen. D. N. Couch, command- 
ing ent of the Susquehanna, praying to be allowed a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Col. John B. Clark Post, No. 162, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Alleghany City, Pa.; the petition of 
Maj. A. M. Harper Post, No. 181, Grand Army of the Republic; the 
pation of Lieut, James M. Lysle Camp, No. 2, Sons of Veterans, West 

ennsylvania Division United States Army, of Allegheny City, Pa.; 
the petition of the Ottawa Tribe, No. 64, Independent Order of Red 
Men, of Pittsburgh, Pa.; the petition of the Union Lodge, No. 86, An- 
cient Order of United Workingmen of Pennsylvania, and the petition of 
Col. Henry B. Hays Camp, No. 4, Sons of Veterans, United States Army, 
of Pittsburgh, Pa., praying Congress to provide by proper legislation for 
giving to the surviving officers, soldiers, sailors, and marines of the late 
war for the Union, or to their widows and children, a title to a portion 
of the public domain, as was done to the soldiers of other wars, and also 
to the said officers, soldiers, sailors, and marines the difference of value 
between Sepa money paid them as pay and bounty and gold money 
at the sev times of payment; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present the petition of a large number of citizens of 
Kansas, setting forth at length the necessity for the opening of the In- 
dian Territory to settlement, the allotment of lands to the Indiansin 
severalty, and the appropriation of the remainder for the uses of actual 


a Or ee ar ae eee et ran eee alee. LOG oe ge ee are ae ne ere ae i el 
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settlers. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I also present the petition of a large number of citi- 
zens of Kansas, praying that the coinage of silver be placed on an 
equality with the coinage of gold, with certain other modifications of 
the present law in regard to the use of silver certificates. I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of citizens of Kansas, praying that 
a pension be granted to William Dobbs, late a private in Company K, 
One hundred and nineteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteers; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Sedgwick County, Kansas, 
praying that Oscar Reed, late a private in Company A, Second West 
Virginia Infantry, be placed on the pension-roll; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. DAWES. I present the petition of the National Association of 
Wool Manufacturers, praying for the enactment of a bankruptcy law. 
As a billin reference to that subject has already been reported from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL presented the petition of the Philadelphia (Pa.) Maritime 
Exchange, praying for the passage of the bill introduced by him provid- 
ing for the construction, operation, and maintenance of atelegraph line 
in conjunction with a signal station at Point Jupiter, Florida; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Florida, praying that the 
naval reserve lands in La Fayette County, Florida, be turned over to 
the Interior Department, in order that they may be subject to home- 
stead entry; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Healso presented a memorial of pilots of Pensacola, Fla., remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the bill relating to pilots and pilotage; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I present a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of the city of Saint Paul, Minn., in reference to the Upper Missouri River, 
and the Yellowstone River, its principal tributary. I ask that the me- 
morial be read. It is brief, and presents the public interests in that 
section so clearly that I think it proper to have it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the memo- 
rial will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


To the Congress of the United States: 


Your memorialist, the Chamber of Commerce of the city of Saint Paul, Minn., 

res lly represents: 

the business men of Saint Paul are very largely interested in the trade 
of the Upper Missouri River, and anxiously look to the General Government 
for the speedy improvement of that important water way. 

‘That there exists above the city of Bismarck 1,200 miles of navigable waters on 
this great stream, besides 400 miles of navigation on the main tributary thereof, 
the Yellowstone. 

‘That in the valleys drained by these 1,600 miles of river there are no means 
of communication save by,river. 

That during the last season of navigation nearly 40,000,000 pounds of freight, 
and a very | list of passengers, were carried by steamers on these rivers 
above Bismarck, 

That nearly all this freight went from Saint Paul. 

That in the allotments of money heretofore made by Con, for the im- 

rovement of the Missouri River the bulk of the money has n used on the 
ower half of the river, where there is a great amount of water and navigation, 
with little commerce, 

That the meager amounts heretofore allowed have made the navigation of 
the Upper Missouri possible for boats of 1,200 tons burden, and on the Yellow- 
stone for vessels of 200 tons burden, 

‘That the demands of this vast region are such that the improvement of these 
rivers should now be entered upon on a liberal and comprehensive scale and 
carried forward to an early completion, that the highest possible results may be 
accomplished by furnishing cheap transportation to this undeveloped and most 
interesting country. 

That this chamber does most cordially and earnestly indorse the recommen- 
dations of the water-ways convention held at Saint Paul September 3 and 4, 
1885, and which have recently received the strong approval of the con- 
vention held in Kansas City the latter days of December last, which provide 
among other things that the Missouri River be divided into five sections, and 
that the allotments of money to these sections be made equal in amount. 

Resolved, That our Senators and Representatives in Congress be, and they are 
earnestly, requested to give this matter great attention and use every proper 


effort in aid thereof. 
JOHN B. SANBORN, President, 
Attest: WM. F. PHELPS, Secretary. 


Mr. MCMILLAN. I move that the memorial be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON presented the petition of William P. Vansant and 
81 others, citizens of Morgan County, Indiana, praying Congress to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the record of Arnotes Forrester, late 
a private in Company C, Twenty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I present resolutions, in the nature of a 
memorial, adopted by the United Presbyterian Ministerial Association 
of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of the of the Senate bill to pro- 
hibit the mailing of newspapers and other publications containing lot- 
try advertisements, &c. Inasmuch as that subject has been reported 


upon by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads I move that the 
resolutions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, presented a petition of citizens of Mary- 
land, praying for the repeal of the law requiring the Secretary of the 
Treasury to coin not less than $2,000,000 per month of standard silver 
dollars; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of hospital stewards in the 
United States Army, praying for an increase of compensation; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, presented a memorial of citizens of the 
State of Oregon, remonstrating against the suspension of silver coinage, 
and favoring legislation placing the coinage of silver on an equality with 
the coinage of gold; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
_ He also presented a petition of citizens of Oregon, praying for the 
investigation of a land grant in Oregon, known as the Willamette and 
Cascade Mountain wagon-road grant; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of the Bar Association of the Terri- 
tory of Montana, praying for the passage of an act providing for five 
justices of the supreme court of Montana; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr, GIBSON. I present a petition of the governor and State officers 
of the State of Louisiana and of citizens of Baton Rouge, La., in favor of 
the transfer of the barracks at Baton Rouge to the Louisiana State Uni- 
versity and Agricultural and Mechanical College. I move that the pe- 
tition be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PLUMB. The Committee on Public Lands have had under con- 
sideration two bills, the bill (S. 1108) to confirm title to certain private 
land grants in Arizona Territory, and the bill (S. 1109) to confirm the 
title to that certain private land grant ‘Tres Alamos,” in Arizona Ter- 
ritory, and, conceiving them to belong properly to the jurisdiction of 
another committee, have instructed me to report them back to the Sen- 
ate and ask that the Committee on Public Lands be discharged from 
their further consideration and that they be referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 5) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Mis- 
souri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the 
use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,’’ zpprorea July 
1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an act 
approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned act; 
and to provide for a settlement of claims growing out of the issue of 
bonds to aid in the construction of certain of said railroads, and to se- 
cure to the United States the payment of all indebtedness of certain of 
the companies therein mentioned, to report the same adversely, and 
also to report on the same subject a new bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill re- 
ported adversely will be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. PLATT. Ought it not to go upon the Calendar? 

Mr. HOAR. The committee report the same bill in substance, only 
it is a new draught; that is all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill reported by the committee 
will be read by its title. 

The bill (S. 1200) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to 
the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same 
for postal, military, and other purposes,” approved July 1, 1862; also 
to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an act approved May 
7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned act; mat to provide 
for a settlement of the claims growing out of the issue of bonds to aid 
in the construction of certain of said railroads, and to secure to the 
United States the payment of all indebtedness of certain of the com- 
panies therein mentioned, was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. INGALLS. That bill is reported from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and I presume that I do not transcend the proprieties in 
saying that it did not receive the unanimous support of that commit- 
tee. It was reported by a majority, and I do not concur with their con- 
clusions. While I do not wish to submit any formal report in behalf of 
the minority, I merely announce that, not concurring with the commit- 
tee, I shall take occasion when the bill is called up to express my views 
upon the subject. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Iconcur in the statement made by the 
Senator from Kansas relative to the position of the committee in re- 
gard to the bill, and, in addition to what he has said, I desire now to 
pro an amendment to the bill, which I ask may be panied, I 
will venture the statement that the amendment will doubtless receive 
the approval of a majority of the committee. Iam not prepared to say 
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at this time that even with the adoption of the amendment I shall be 
prepared to give my support to the bill, but certainly I shall not be 
re to do so without the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I presume the amendment will receive the support 
of a majority of the committee. It was put in form by the Senator 
from Iowa too late to forma part of the report. If it be proper, I 
should like to have the amendment printed for the information of the 
Senate and referred to the committee without taking the bill from its 
place on the Calendar. I suppose that can be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. Wir- 
SON] asks the unanimous consent of the Senate at this stage in the bill 
to offer an amendment, it being considered as pending for that purpose. 
If there be no objection, that will be agreed to. The Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] asks that the amendment without the bill 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should be glad to hear the amendment read. 

Mr. HOAR. eThatis not n ; 

Mr. BLAIR. The amendment is very short, I understand. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read. 


Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

ThePRESIDENT pro tempore. Ifthere be no objection, the proposed 
amendment will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


anther poche date ther i b t to the right, titl 
which a oa, mortgage or other incumbrance, paramoun je, or 
Angad of the United States for the same property may exist, r iy senaia 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the amendment be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
se If there be no objection that order will be made. 

r. PLATT. The Committee on Territories, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 67) to provide for the formation and admission into the 
Union of the State of Washington, and for other purposes, direct me to 
report it with amendments. I have nearly completed a written report 
to submit, which, with the consent of the Senate, I shall file with the 
Secretary during he day. 

TPR: PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SAULSBURY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 466) to regulate the sublet- 
ting of contracts forcarrying the United States mails, reported adversely 
thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 


NORTHERN CHEYENNES IN MONTANA. 


Mr. DAWES. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropriations 
to report back the joint resolution (H. Res. 91) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to use certain unexpended balances for the relief of 
the Northern Cheyennes in Montana, and there being a pressing exi- 
gency which this is designed to meet, I ask unanimous consent that it 
may be put upon its now. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the joint resolution. It authorizes the Secretary of 
the Interior to use, out of the unexpended balance of the $50,000 appro- 
priated in the act making appropriations for the Indian service for the 
fiscal year 1886, approved March 3, 1885, tosupply food and othernecessi- 
ties of life in cases of distress among the Indians not having treaty funds, 
$12,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary,to relieve the distress 
now existing among the Northern Cheyennes on the Rosebud and 
Tounge rare in Montana, and furnish them with such food and other 
necessary articles as may berequired; and in expending this amount he 
is authorized, if necessary, to purchase supplies in open market to an 
extent not to exceed $5,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theverbal amendment reported from 
the committee will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 12, correct the spelling of the word 
‘Tongue’? by changing ‘‘ Tounge”’ to “Tongue.” 

Mr. DAWES. I apprehend it is not necessary for the joint resolu- 
tion to go back to the House for that. It is a misprint, a misspelling 
of the word. I presume the engrossed bill is right, if the Secretary has 
the engrossed bill, I would not want the joint resolution to go back 
to the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk calls the attention 
of the Chair to another misspelling. It may be right in the engrossed 
bill and wrong in the print. If there be no objection the verbal amend- 
ments in the A ge of the words will be made. 

Mr. DAWES. ill that involve its going back to the House? 


Mr. INGALLS. Then let it not be done by a motion. If the bill is 


amended by motion in this body there is no way by which it can escape 
being sent to the other House. 
The Chair has sent forthe engrossed 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
bill. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest that the joint resolution be informally laid 
aside so as to get the engrossed bill. I think there is a misprint, and 
the trouble is not in the engrossed bill. 

POTOMAC RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I report back from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia the bill (S. 200) to authorize the purchase of the 
Aqueduct Bridge or the construction of a bridge across the Potomac 
River at or near Georgetown, D. C. The bill is reported with one 
amendment. I understand perfectly well that I have no right to com- 
municate to the Senate what transpires in committee, but the chair- 
man of the committee will himself, I think, certify the fact that this 
is the bill as it passed before without an objection in the Senate, chang- 
ing the time from ninety days to six months, I ask to suspend any 
rule which prohibits the passage of the bill this morning and let it go 
through by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill at this time. Is there objection? 

Mr. MORGAN. Irise to morning business. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the bill be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama rises to 
morning business, which is an objection for the moment. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to introduce a bill. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Let me understand. Does the Senator 
from Alabama object ? 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; I merely rise to morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He objects for the moment. 

Mr. MORGAN. I donot care to interrupt the Senator with his effort 
to get the bill before the Senate. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Of course I shall wait. What time does 
the morning business hour expire? We have had some doubt as to 
whether it was 1 or 2 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
cluded before 2 o’clock at any rate. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I know the Senator from Alabama will not 
object after 2 o’clock. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to introduce a bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The introduction of bills is not yet 
in order. Reports from standing or select committees are still in order. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had the follo bills and 
joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3827) to remove the political disabilities of Thomas L. 


The morning business will be con- 


2 

A bill (H. R. 3846) to remove the disabilities of Alexander P. Stew- 
art, of La Fayette County, Mississippi; 

A bill (H. R. 4409) to remove the disabilities of Edward G. W. But- 
ler, of Missouri; 

A bill (H. R. 16) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy L. Ribble; 

A bill (H. R. 414) granting a pension to Daniel B. Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 551) granting a pension to Rhoda Dane; 
A bill (H, R. 602) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna D. W. Eichman; 


A bill (H. R. 634) granting a pension to John Defenbaugh; 
A bill (H. R. 646) granting a pension to Thomas M. Commuck; 
A bill (H. R. 650) granting an increase of pension to Charlotte D. 
er; 
= = ney te R. 693) to restore to the pension-roll the name of William 
. Keith; s 
A bill (H. R. 698) granting a pension to Philip D. Campbell; 
A bill (H. R. 700) granting a pension to Mrs. M. A. Bickerdyke; 
A bill (H. R. 702) granting a pension to Dr. J. F. Bruner; 
A bill (H. R. RA granting a pension to Alexander Harper; 
A bill (H. R. 802) granting a pension to August Schindler; 
A bill (H. R. 1468) increasing the pension of John P. Davis; 
A bill (H. R. 1475) granting a pension to Margaret Flaherty; 
A bill (H. R. 4410) for the relief of John C. Clark; and 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 57) to print an addition to a report on 

wages, ordered printed January 17, 1884. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The m also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. 671) making an appropriation for the par 
chase of the old Produce Exchange building and the site bounded by 
Whitehall, Pearl, Moore, and Water streets, New York city, for army 
purposes; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE RANKIN. 

The message further conveyed to the Senate the intelligence of the 
death of Hon. JosEPH RANKIN, late a Representative of the State of 
Wisconsin. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a concurrent 
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resolution for the appointment of a special joint committee of seven 
members 


members of the House of Representatives and three of the 
Senate to take order for superintending the funeral and to escort the 
remains of the deceased to Manitowoc, Wis., and that Mr. BRAGG of 
Mr. GUENTHER of Wis- 
Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois, and 
Mr. J OHNSON, of New York had been appointed the committee on the 
part of the House. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 1201) granting a pension to Louise 
Ambrecht; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1202) to authorize the appointment of 
Indians to certain offices; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
Da to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

of New York, introduced a bill (S. 1203) to amend 
ans 2805 of the Revised Statutes of the United States so as to allow 
oaths to be administered by notaries public; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the J Judiciary, 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1204) for the relief of the chil- 
dren of the late Surgeon Alfred M. Owen and to increase their pensions; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 1205) to provide for the issuing 
recording of certain commissions in the Department of Justice; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on ‘the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1206) granting a pension to 
Ellen Bishop; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1207) granting a pension to Caroline 
Sees; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

aae also introduced a bill (S. 1208) to authorize the proper account- 

officers of the Treasury to audit and psy the cisim o. Ihe acy 
of 'huylkill, in the State of Pennsylvania, for money advanced by it 
under allotments made by soldiers from said county during the late re- 
bellion by virtue of section 12 of the act of Congress entitled “‘An act 
to authorize the employment of volunteers to aid in the laws 
and protecting property,” ere July 22, 1861; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 1209) to amend the law in relation 
to the of trade-marks; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1210) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to make sale of certain lands of the Umatilla Indian res- 
ervation to William S. Byers and others and to issue patent therefor; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. DAWES introdneed a bill (S. 1211) to accept and ratify an agree- 
ment made with the confederated tribes and bands of Indians occu- 
pying the Yakama reservation, in the Territory of Washington, for the 
extinguishment of their title toso much of said reservation as is re- 
quired for the use of the Northern Pacific Railroad, and to make the 

necessary a ions for carrying out the same; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, introduced a bill (S. 1212) for the farther 
protection of property from fire and safety of lives in the District of Co- 

mbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1213) to regulate insurance in 
the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. INGALLS. The bill introduce by request, without any knowl- 
pos Be = of the provisions which it contdins. I move that it be 
e Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The siuo was to. 

Mr. INGALLIS also introduced a bill (S. 1214) granting a pension to 
Reamus G. Morris; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, introduced a bill (S. 1215) making an ap- 
gropriation for the purchase of a right of y to eo Orford light-sta- 
tion, Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1216) making an appropriation for the 
pa mrchase of a site and the construction of alight-house at Cape Meares, 

Namook Bay, Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Tie also introduced a bill (S. 1217) for the relief of Henry Bellion; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 1218) to regulate the removal of 
causes by Federal corporations; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 1219) for the relief of the heirs of 


Martin Kenofsky; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1220) for the relief of Edward G. W. 
Butler from political disabilities; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

Mr. BOWEN introduced a bill (S. 1221) relating to suits by the United 
States to set aside land patents; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 1222) for the relief of soldiers 
and sailors having lost a leg above the knee or an arm above theelbow- 
joint; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1223) for the relief of Wilbur F. Steele; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. BOWEN introduced a bill (S. 1224) granting a 
H. Stutsman; which was read twice by its titlerand «eferred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1225) granting a pension to W. Park 
Alexander; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 1226) to utilize certain public lands 
toward securing for the American people ‘‘ work for workers and 

for work,’’ or fair opportunities and just rewards; which was 
des, ENA by its title. 

Mr. BLAIR. Lintroduced this bill also in the last Congress, and then 
asnow at the request of Mr, Charles Fred. Adams, who is the ay pk as of the 
Civil Service Commission. The bill relates to the investment of the 
savings of working people in the public lands. I move that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VAN WYCK introduced a bill (S. 1227) granting increase of 
pension to William P. Squires; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1228) to increase the pensions of widows 
and d dent relatives, and granting pensions to invalid and depend- 
ent soldiers and sailors of the late war, and for other purposes ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1229) to adjust the inequalities in 
the pensions paid certain soldiers and sailors who are utterly helpless 
from injuries received or disease contracted while in the United States 
service, and to increase the pensions of such soldiers and sailors as are 
or may thus become utterly helpless ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1230) authorizing the Interstate 
Rapid Transit Railway Company to build a bridge across the Kansas 
River; which was read twice byits title, and referred to the Committee 


on Commerce. 

on Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 1231) for the relief of Frances Me- 
Neil Potter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHACE introduced a joint zaniuton oA R. 34) granting medals 
to the officers and men of the Thetis, Bea: Alert, com be mo 
Sled eat ans to thas alter ot r mare aa des carte 
1884; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

AIDS TO GENERAL OFFICERS. 

Mr. BUTLER. On the 12th of this month I introduced a bill (S. 
1043) to amend sections 1097 and 1098 of the Revised Statutes relat- 
ing to aids to officers of the Army, which was ordered to lie on 
the table. I move that the bill, with the accompanying pa which 
I now present, be referred to the Committee on Military 

The motion was agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. GIBSON, it was 
pers in the case of Lucien Goyeaux be taken from the 
Committee on Claims. 


nsion to Henry 


Sa aaas ae 
A That the pers in the OE Ss E TAR EASO TONERS 
Oramia case 
betaken AA tha tine tad vabactan te the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. PIKE, it was 


Ordered, That the papori in the slates Of She widow and ebiiires of Joke W. 
Judson be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims, the: 
being no adverse report, 


On motion of Mr. STANFORD, it was 


Ordered, That Jesse D. Carr have leave to withdraw the papers filed by him 
and now the files of the Senate. 

Ordered, all the papers relating to the cases hereinafter named be with- 
Seine: Shoes Wie Bios pe Sie AnaS naa Dee aeons aes TARTA to the commit- 
tees respectively hereinafter named, to-wi 

1. In the case of William R. Wheaton ke Charles H. Chamberlain, to the Com- 
mittee on Public saa to Lowy it considered in connection with Senate bill 
No. 988, first session Forty-nint 

-A Inthe cases of James M. Barney, William B. Hooper & Co., E. N. Fish & Oo., 
Tully, Ochva & Co., William B. Hugas, to the Committee on ‘indian Affairs, to 
be it considered in connection Senate bill No. 989, first ae 
nini mgress, 

3. In the case of State of California to take lands in lieu of the sixteenth 
thirty-sixth sections containing minerals, to the Committee on Public portage to 
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be by $è considered in connection with Senate bill No. 990, first session Forty- 


4..in the caso of the relief of Jerome Madden, to the Committee on Public 
Lands, to bo by te eomenears’ so. connection with RET METAR session 
Forty: 

5. Inthe case of the E Feb ogrooy aie gE PT Ka ge (Been — 

suppression of Indian ostilities in the State of Califor oh gag 

on Approptiasions, to be by 1b oonskdorei ia connertel egaa ith Senate bill NO D, 
first session Fi -ninth Congress. 

6. In the case of granting rap DeO EEE cent. of the net s 
of the sales of the SDS lendi in said State, to ttee on 


be ree considered in connection with Senate Sir No. 994, first session Forty- 


i In the case of crediting the several States and Territories rigmtyrrshateage weg 
under the direct tax levied by act of August 5, 1861, to the Committee on the Ju- 
hae ap bya pete Syste in connection with Senate bill No. 995, first session 


diciary, 
Forty-ninth Congress. 
ORDER DISBANDING CERTAIN REGIMENTS. 
Mr. CONGER submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to transmit 


to the Senate a certified co} wi Ao special order No. 89, Headquarters Department 
of Texas, dated April 28, 1 


PORT ORFORD BREAKWATER. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, submitted the TOE agrees 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to 


Resolved, That the pli diay Ana Tio T _fitected to report to 
the Senate what disposition, if any, has been made of the $150,000 appropriated 
by Congress for the commencement of the construction of at Port 
Orford, Oreg., by the act approved March 3, 1879. 


ADJOURNMENTS OVER. 


Mr. HOAR. I offer the following resolution as an améndment to 
the rules, to be referred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, That upon a motion that when the Senate adjourn to a day other than 
the next hl ive day, the question shall always be taken in open session and 
by yeas nays, 

I move that that be referred to the Committee on Rules, and on the 
motion I should like to say one word, Both Houses adjourned at the 
end of the last Congress with a very large number of measures not acted 
upon, demanded by the country, very important to the public interest, 
and which were favored I am quite sure by a large majority of both 
Houses. ‘Those measures were not dealt with simply for wantof time. 
Congress expired leaving the grievances so far unredressed. We have 
now already reached nearly the close of the second month of this ses- 
sion. One-third of the time usually allotted to the long session of Con- 
gress has passed; one-fifth of the life of this entire Congress has passed; 
and a practice has grown up of moving on Thursday that the Senate 
adjourn to the following Monday, the motion being made at a time 
when large numbersof the Senators are not in their seats, interrupting 
sometimes a to make that motion; and those who desire to de- 
vote the public time to the public business find to their surprise that 
the motion has been aopa It seems to some of us that a loss of 
two of the six days in the week devoted to legislation by the Senate 
ought not to be brought about without at least the entire Senate hav- 
ing an opportunity upon a call of yeas and nays to express its opinion. 
The call of yeas and seach secures the knowledge by the whole body 
that the question is pending. 

The PRESIDENT E se tempore. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on R if there be no objection. 


NORTHERN CHEYENNES IN MONTANA. 


Mr. DAWES. Now I ask that we resume action on the joint reso- 
lution I reported this morning 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumes the consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 91 
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to use certain unexpend: 
balances for the relief of the Northern Cheyennes in Montana. 

Mr. DAWES. Ihave examined the bill and I find that 
the mistakes to which attention was called in the print exist also in the 
engrossed bill. I am inclined to think that while the engrossed bill 
makes it possible to ascertain the meaning of Congress, it would look 
very bad in print in'the printed book of the laws of Congress, and there- 
fore I propose to correct what was evidently the mistake of those who 
engrossed the bill in the other House. In line 8 I move to strike out 
the word ‘‘live,’’ and to insert the word *‘ life.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment La lg by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be considered as 

Mr. DAWES. Ialsomovetostrike out in line 12 the sae which has 
been printed and is the same in the engrossed bill before ‘‘ rivers” and 
to insert in place of it the word ‘‘ Tongue.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment will be considered 
as agreed to, there being no objection, it being verbal in its character. 

The joint ‘resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the joint resolu- 
ata per lai ee The joint resolution was read the third 

e, an 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
why this appropriation is made by joint resolution instead of bill ? 

Mr. DAWES. If I had drawn this measure it would have been a 


gr rather than a joint resolution. I agree with the Senator that that 


e. 
Me. INGALLS. Then, inasmuch as we have amended this joint 
fiear and it must go back to the House for céncurrence, I move 
that the title and frame of the joint resolution be so amended as to 
make it a bill in proper form. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itismoved by the Senator from Kan- 


sas that this be in form from a joint resolution to a bill. Is 
there objection? If not, the amendment will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. In the title of the bill I observe that they have failed 
to write out the name of these Indians in the proper form, and I move 
that the word “‘ Cheyenns,”’ as it appears in the print, be amended by 

——_ (he letter “ʻe” after the last “n” before ‘‘s;’’ so as to 
read: ‘* Northern Cheyennes.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts will 
please call the attention of the Secretary to that. 

Mr. INGALLS. This seems to me an appropriate occasion to call at- 
tention tothe extraordinary condition of the engrossing force which sends 
the bills to this body for concurrence. I think at the last session of Con- 
gress there were at least a dozen or fifteen bills that came here in such 
shape, it being impossible to consider them word by word, that after 
they had been enrolled it became n to correct them by joint res- 
olution in consequence of the inefficiency of the enrolling force that was 
employed upon the bills before they were sent to this body. I do not 
know that there is any method by which this difficulty can be corrected, 
but it is a crying evil. It is a disgrace thata bill should be sent to this 
body in the condition of that which we have been considering this morn- 
ing, the commonest words misspelled, the plain intent and purpose of 
Congress frustrated by the ignorance or carelessness of those persons 
who are E OIA to write out these bills on paper. 

If any motion could be made I should be glad to submit it, but I 
know of nothing except the correcting influence of public opinion on 
this subject, and I take occasion therefore to call attention to the con- 
dition of this bill and of other measures that have been frequently sent 
here in such a condition that they were unintelligible and insensible. 
I trust that some measures will be taken to correct an evil that is dis- 
graceful to the Congress of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The bill having passed, the title will 
be changed to conform to the body of the bill. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Am I to understand the Senator from Kansas 
as referring to the enrolling and engrossing clerks of the Senate? 

Mr. INGALLS. Oh, no, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Because I was going to say that having been 
chairman of the Committee on Engrossed Bills for some years I have 
never seen a more efficient set of clerks than those on the part of the 
Senate who our bills. I have had occasion to examine a num- 
ber of bills, and very seldom have I found occasion to change a letter. 

Mr. INGALLS. I will say in. a pnd Senator from Delaware 
that I did not refer to the d engrossing force employed by 
the Senate. I referred distinctly to the force that is employed in writ- 
ing out the bills and resolutions which are sent to this body, and I called 
attention to the conspicuous neglect and carelessness that was apparent 
in the bill we have been considering this morning as an illustration. 


POTOMAC RIVER BRIDGE, 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I now renew my request for the consider- 
ation of the Laie pat by me this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia asks that 
unanimous consent be given for the consideration of the bill reported 
by him from the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I have understood that two-thirds of this 
body could at any time suspend a rule. If I have been mistaken in 
that, I shall be obliged if the Chair will inform me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tosuspenda rule requires the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate in this particular case. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the title of the bill be stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill which the Senator from Vir- 
ginia has from the Committee on the District of Colambia will 
be reported by its title. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 200) to authorize the purchase of the 
Aqueduct Bridge or the construction of a bridge across the Potomac 
River at or near Georgetown, D. C. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator that he ask the unanimous 
consent of the Senate. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Well, sir, Iam entirely willing to ask unan- 
imousconsent; but I am not willing toinfractarule. I claim that two- 
thirds of this ‘body ean change a rule; but I will withdraw that claim 
for the present and allow my bill to pass the Senate, if the Senate will 
just consider it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia asks 
unanimous consent of the Senate to consider the bill now. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 200) to authorize the purchase of the 
Aqueduct Bridge or the a of a bridge across the Potomac 
River at or near Georgetown, D. C. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. It will be observed that the committee 
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has reported one amendment to the bill which passed at the last session 
of Congress. The committee propose ‘‘six months”? instead of three 
months as the time within which the title shall be obtained to the 
Aqueduct Bridge. I ask that that be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 2, line 3, after the word ‘‘ within,” 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ninety days’? and insert ‘‘six months;’’ 
so as to read: 


Sec. 2. That if the provisions of the first section of thisact authorizing the pur- 
chase of the Aqueduct Bridge shall not be fully executed within six months 
the Ee of this act and the title therefor approved as herein required, then 
the retary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause to 
be constructed across the Potomac River at the Three Sisters, above Georgetown, 
in the District of Columbia, a substantial iron and masonry bridge, with ap- 
proaches; and the sum of $220,000 be, and the same is oped # appropriated, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the construction 
he = bridge and approaches, the same to be maintained as a free bridge for 

vel. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and theamendments 
were concurred in. j 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


ARKANSAS HOT SPRINGS. 


Mr. BERRY. Iask unanimous consent of the Senate at this time 
to call up the resolution submitted by me on the 21st instant in rela- 
tion to the Government reservation at Hot Springs, Ark, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas asks 
unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
resolution submitted by him. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Whereas the leases heretofore made of the bath-house and hot-water privileges 
upon the reservation of Government lands at Hot Springs, Ark., have expired 
by limitation of law; 

Whereas the Attorney-General of the United States has given an opinion that 
gueh Jonoa Hay, be renewed by the Secretary of the Interior without additional 

e it resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives con- 
curring), That in the opinion of Congress such leases of bath-house and hot- 
water privileges should not be renewed by the tary of the Interior until 
proper legislation is had with reference thereto. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Noobjection being made, the resolu- 
tion is before the Senate. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I shall detain the Senate but a few 
minutes to explain the reasons why I hope the resolution just read will 
pass the Senate. 

By an act of Congress approved in December, 1878, the Secretary 
of the Interior was authorized to lease to the owners certain bath- 
houses located upon the permanent reservation at Hot Springs, Ark., 
and also to lease bath-house sites for a period of five years. The same 
act authorized the Secretary of the Interior to lease the Arlington 
Hotel to the proprietors fora period of ten years. The leases made un- 
der this act, so far as they relate to the bath-houses, expired in De- 
cember, 1883. The of the Interior at that time, the present 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], decided that he had no power to 
renew those leases. He, however, permitted the parties who held un- 
der the former leases to retain ion as tenants at will upon the 
same terms as those that were provided for in the former leases. In 
October, 1885, the Attorney-General gave an opinion that the Secretary 
of the Interior did have the power under the act of 1878 to renew these 
leases. ‘This opinion, however, did not commit the Attorney-General 
to the policy of renewal. 

About the Ist of last December I called upon the Assistant Secretary 
of the Interior, who had this matter in charge, and represented to him 
that I did not think it to the interest of the Government or the people 
of Hot Springs that these leases should berenewed. Isaid to him that 
I hoped for legislation during the present session of Congress which 
would change that entire system and would forever prevent its renewal. 
I clearly understood from him at that time that no renewal would -be 
made until it was definitely ascertained that no legislation would be 
had during the present session. On last Friday I learned that there 
was a probability of some action being had in reference to this matter, 
and I called upon the Assistant Secretary again, and he informed me 
that one, if not two, of these leases had been renewed. I thereupon 
introduced the present resolution. I did not introduce it for the pur- 
pose of criticising or in any way reflecting upon the action of the In- 
terior Department. I presume the Assistant gavry Ata forgot or 
did not deem it any part of his duty to inform me of his change of in- 
tention. I introduced the resolution for the purpose, if possible, of 
preventing any further leases being granted, or in any event that I 
might put these lessees upon notice, so that they could not come in here- 
after, and in order to defeat legislation claim that they had expended 
money or incurred obligations that it would be inequitable and unjust 
for Con, to dis 

Is not attempt, Mr. President, at this time to state at any length 
the reasons why I think that the whole system should be changed of 
controlling the reservation and disposing of the hot water at Hot Springs. 
I will state, however, that under the present system it would be utterly 
impossible to ever improve and beautify that reservation in order to 


make it a desirable resort for the invalids and visitors who may go to 
that watering-place. I believe that so long as those bath-houses remain 
upon that reservation and are occupied by those in charge of them with 
their families it is utterly impossible to keep the place in that sanitary 
condition necessary for the health and comfort of the people. To-day 
that reservation is made a general dumping-ground for all those articles 
which good taste requires should be kept from public view. 

Another reason why I am opposed to the renewal of these leases is 
this: Under the present lease system there a few individuals, the owners 
of the Arlington Hotel, the owners of those bath-houses, have a com- 
plete monopoly over the hot water that is used and flows from the springs. 
In addition to that, under the present system, more than one-half, 
some say four-fifths, of that hot water escapes into the channel of the 
creek and is forever lost. I was going to remark, however, that so 
complete is this monopoly, that Captain Jacobs, of the United States 
Army, who had in charge the building of the Army and Navy hospital 
there, was compelled last summer to buy water for the United States 
Government for the construction of that building. I say while this hot 
water is allowed to escape not one of the citizens residing in the south- 
ern part of the city of Hot Springs, the most populous part of that city, 
is enabled to obtain a bath-honse or a single gallon of hot water. 

In addition to these reasons, Mr. President, the individuals who 
own these bath-house leases and this Arlington Hotel are not liable to 
pay any taxes for that property. They are practically the owners. 
They pay the Government a mere nominal rent. The Arlington Hotel 
cost perhaps $60,000; the bath-houses cost perhaps $100,000 or more; 
and the owners of this property are entitled to the benefit of the free 
schools, and they are entitled to protection from the State and munic- 
ipal authorities, and yet upon this property they pay not one dollar of 
tax. So long as this monopoly is continued so long will there be strife 
and contention at the Hot Springs, and so longas strife and contention 
continue there so long will visitors and invalids be deterred from seek- 
ing that greatest health resort on the American continent. 

While, as I have said, I have not fully matured any legislation on 
this point, while I am not pre to commit myself fully at this time 
toanysystem, yet I believe thatevery bath-house and every hotel should 
beswept from that reservation, that no structures should remain thereon 
save and except the Army and Navy hospital, a building which is now 
about completed, a magnificent structure, and one that does much 
honor to the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN], through whose exer- 
tions the bill was passed that secured its erection. I say, that build- 
ing should remain there, and perhaps a bath-house for the indigent 
invalids, but all others should be swept away. Further than that, 
the hot water should be collected in reservoirs, it should bedistributed 
throughout the different parts of the city through pipes connected 
with the reservoirs, and the Government should pass out of the bath- 
house business, and simply dispose of this water to the citizens; and 
the Secretary of the Interior should direct that this water should be 
distributed through all parts of the city, so far as the supply will 
extend, 

These are my views, and in presenting them I wish to say that I make 
no war upon the individual owners of these bath-houses or this Arlington 
Hotel. Iknow them personally, They are very clever gentlemen, but 
like most men who have special privileges conferred upon them they 
are disposed to look more to their own interest than they are to that of 
the public. I make war on this system or any system that gives a few 
individuals the monopoly of these privileges and exempts them from 
taxation. 

I may add, however, that for the present and in the adoption of this 
resolution I do not seek to convert any Senator to my way of thinking 
in regard to the final disposition of this matter. I speak for the present 
only to prevent these leases being renewed, to prevent these parties from 
obtaining additional rights to those which they now have, to prevent 
these parties from coming in hereafter and claiming that they are en- 
titled to equities. I ask that the matter rest as it is and that these 
leases be not renewed, or at least that Congress express that opinion 
which I hope and believe the Secretary of the Interior will regard un- 
til such time as a bill can be brought in and this matter can be thor- 
oughly considered by the present Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

Mr. LOGAN. I should like to hear the resolution read. I was not 
in when it was offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be again read. 

The Secretary read the resolution. 

Mr. LOGAN.. Of course the Senator from Arkansas knows much 
more about this matter than I do; but the language of the resolution 
would in my judgment do nothing more than suspend this leasing for 
almost an unlimited time. It took quite a number of years to get Con- 
gress to do anything in reference to the Hot Springsin Arkansas, One 
of the Senators from Arkansas for a number of sessions I think, or for 
at least two or three, tried to obtain appropriations for that locality for 
certain pu and failed, for the reason that it was almost impossi- 
ble to attract the attention of Congress to that particular thing, as every 
one knows it is very hard sometimes in reference to many other things 
unless they are of an overwhelming public character. 
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I desire, so far as I am concerned, to see the best mode adopted that 
could be devised for the general benefit of the people who go there. I 
think if the Senator will reflect a little in reference to the suggestion 
made in the resolution that he may change it. The idea he suggests to 
the Senate is that this hot water should be so by the Govern- 
ment that through pipes it would go to the houses of all the citizens of 
the town, so that they might all receive benefit therefrom. Would not 
that produce this result, that the citizens of Hot Springs would get this 
water if it was put in tanks or in a reservoir for their Peet me would 
they not sell it for a much larger amount than individuals have to pay 
for baths now? Human nature is a good deal alike everywhere, and 
giving a privilege to one individual sometimes works a hardship to 
others; but if you were to give the privilege.to those whom it works 
hardest against they would do precisely the same thing, and thus pro- 
duce the hardship that they had objected to. 

I was once at the Hot Springs for a short time, and I must say I re- 
ceived great benefit from those waters. While thereI came to the con- 
clusion that it would be very difficult to regulate the matter by law; 
that is, to define it in such a way that everybody would have an equal 
share in the waters of those springs; and I came to the conclusion that 
there could be no better way than to leave it in the control of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. If the Secretary of the Interior is a just man, 
which doubtless he is, a man of good judgment, of discretion, a man 
who desires to deal fairly and justly with all, he will certainly make 
such rules and regulations conn with the use of the water—as he 
has a perfect right, as I understand, to do under the law—as will be 
equitable and just to all the citizens. 

One of the difficulties, at least one that I found, was this: There are 
a great number of bath-houses at the Hot Springs receiving this water, 
all leased from the Government. I believe they are not allowed to 
have in excess of forty tubs to a bath-house. I donot know how many 
there are there, but I think there are some ten or twelve bath-houses, 
certainly a number that accommodate many people, and a great many 
people go there for their health. You may call the matter a monopoly 
or what you please; but the bathing is , and the bath-houses are 
kept in a cleanly condition; there are rubbers and servants there whom 
you can employ for the purpose of attending to your wants, and so far 
as I observed in connection with the bath-houses everything was cleanly 
and in good re i 

Now suppose it is a monopoly; everything for which a person has a 
privilege you may say is a monopoly; but really it is only a monopoly 
when you declare that nobody shall have a right except a particular 
individual. That is not the case there. These persons lease a piece of 
ground, they build a bath-house at their own expense, and then as the 
remuneration they are to receive to compensate them for the expense 
they have been at in building a bath-house they charge so much for 
each bath, 25 cents or 50 cents or whatever it is—I do not remember 
now—— 

Mr. BERRY. Thirty-five cents. 

Mr. LOGAN. No matter what the amount is, they charge so much 
in order to remunerate them for their outlay. Unless some one can 
devise a plan and bring it to the attention of Congress that is better 
than the presént arrangement, I would rather see the present arrange- 
ment continued. I certainly would join with the Senator from Arkan- 
sas in any plan or in any system that could be devised by which people 
would be accommodated in a better manner than they are at the present 
time. 

What I am saying is not with a view of pay cya, IRE that 
would be a benefit to the invalid, for it is to the invalid that I look 
much more than to the men who lease the bath-houses or citizens who 
would be benefited thereby. If he would change this resolution so as 
to suspend the leasing, say for one month or for weeks or two months, 
to see what Congress will do, and if Congress takes no definite step in 
that length of time then let the suspension cease, I should see no par- 
ticular objection to it; but I say to him now and to the Senate that I 
think when you undertake to bring this to the attention of Congress 
you will find Congress perhaps will not come up to the work as readily 
as you suppose. 

I know that a Senator i pay | that pe of the country knows 
much more about this matter than I do. merely rose to make this 
suggestion, that the Senator would find more difficulty perhaps in having 
a plan arranged and devised and passed through Congress than he an- 
ticipates now. Hence I think if the resolution is to pass s nding 
indefinitely the action of the Secretary of the Interior, it would work 
harm instead of good. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I think this resolution ought not 
to pass, at this timeat least. As I understand the situation in the De- 
partment, it is this: The Attorney-General of the United States has 
given it as his opinion that under the existing law the Secretary of the 
Interior may in his discretion extend these leases or not. e pres- 
ent Attorney-General has given his opinion that the Secretary of the 
Interior may or may not, as he chooses, extend these leases. Iam will- 
ing that that discretion should abide there, and I am not willing to take 
it away, for, after paying the closest possible attention to the remarks 
of the Senator from Arkansas, it seems to me his resolution embraces 
tha Jea of confiscating all the bath-houses on the hot-water reserva- 


tion. Ican conceive of nothing except an act of confiscation that would 
strike my mind as more unjust. There are bath-houses there with 
tens upon tens of thousands of dollars in them. Ido not know but 
that some of them have cost their proprietors $100,000. There is one 
bath-house where each tub has cost the proprietors $150 to put it in its 
place, made in Scotland and inlaid with porcelain, the finest bath-house 
to-day a in the world, certainly in the United States. If that 
man’s lease is not to be renewed and his property is to be taken off 
that reservation, it strikes me as simply a sweeping act of confiscation. 

Mr. INGALLS. When do these leases expire? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I do not know definitely when any of them ex- 
pire, but—— 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator allow me to state? 

Mr. VOORHEES. They will be expiring soon. 

Mr. BERRY. The leases have already expired. The proposition is 
to prevent their renewal, in order that their holders may not be able to 
come forward in the view the Senator from Indiana is contending for 
them and set up their equities to prevent legislation. The leases have 
expired. 

Ir. VOORHEES. The Senator knows re betterthanI. Very ' 
well, then, I will say that I am perfectly y and willing to consider 
carefully any measure of legislation that the Senator from Arkansas or 
anybody else will bring forward on this subject; but I am not willing 
to make proclamation in advance as to what we willdo. Iam not will- 
ing to bind myself by a joint resolution to destroy the present invest- 
ment without any knowledge of what is to take its place. Isay, with 
all respect to the Senator from Arkansas, and with a good deal of knowl- 
edge and Sp aera of that locality, that a proposition to take the bath- 
houses off the ground where they are now, where the hot springs in 
many instances bubble into them from the ground, and then pipe that 
water to distant parts of the reservation, is simply to destroy it in my 
jadgment. That is the way it looks to me. ' 

I think the better way would be, if the Senator from Arkansas will 
allow me to suggest it, thatsome measure of legislation embodying the 
ideas we are expected to act upon should be brought fo: ra 
than this notification of what we are going to do, without any particu- 
lars. 

So far as my participating in this matter is concerned, I desire to say 
and call the attention of the Senate to the fact that every Senator is as 
much interested in behalf of his constituents in this Government res- 
ervation as the Senator from Arkansas. It isa Government reservation 
in Arkansas; but it is Government property; it is public property; it 
is there for the public welfare, for the general good, and we are all in- 
terested in the subject, for I have met as many people from New Eng- 
land as I have from any portion of the United States there having the 
benefit of these magical hot waters. It is really, Mr. President, the 

test sanitarium on the globe. I have met gentlemen and ladies 

th who have sought health in all the famous resorts of Europe, who 

at last have come there and found what they have sought in vain every- 

where else; and the utmost care and consideration should be extended 
to this great interest. 

I hope the Senate will not commit itself in any haste upon this sub- 
ject. For the time being at least it is in safe hands. The Attorney- 
General having decided that the matter is one of discretion with the 
Secretary of the Interior, we are in no danger in leaving it there until 
some measure of legislation shall be perfected. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I distinctly stated that this resolution 
did not commit any Senator to the plan of removing the bath-houses 
from the reservation. I stated, furthermore, that my present impres- 
sion was that that was the best plan, but that I had not fully matured 
a measure upon the subject. 

The Senator from Indiana says we ought not to commit the Senate 
until it can be seen if legislation will be had. That is precisely what 
I seek to do by this resolution. Itsimply asks that the present status 
remain unchanged until it can be determined whether or not Congress 
will legislate. 

I can see no injury to result to the gentlemen who own these bath- 
houses, because they are holding the bath-houses to-day on the same 
terms that would be included in a new lease if it were granted. What 
injury possibly can result to them? They hold the bath-houses on the 
identical terms that the new leases would contain. We only ask that 
these gentlemen be not ted rights and privileges now under which 
they could set up equities hereafter to defeat legislation. That is the 
object and p , and the sole purpose. 

The Senator from Indiana says if these bath-houses were removed 
from there it would be confiscation. Mr. President, the Attorney-Gen- 
eral in that same opinion decides that at the expiration of the leases 
this property was the property of the Government of the United States. 
They took their chances when they built those bath-houses. They took 
them for a period of five years, and until the opinion of Attorney-Gen- 
eral Garland was delivered in October no one expected that there was 
any power within the Secretary of the Interior to renew these leases. 
All that we ask now is that the Secretary of the Interior shall not re- 
new the leases, that he do not confer any additional right until it can 
be seen whether or not Congress will legislate on the subject. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, these waters at the Hot Springs are 
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for the healing of the nation. They were of such recognized sanitary 
value that the Government of the United States took possession of them, 
and they now flow upon a public reservation. I understand that the 


administration under the system which was provided by Co has 
up to this time been entirely satisfactory; but 1am aware also there 
is now, as there always has been, a studied and persistent effort on the 
part of private speculators to obtain possession of these waters for pur- 
posesof private gain. I think myself thatthe Government having taken 
possession of these springs, and having thus far administered them for 
the benefit of the entire people, there being no complaint so far as I know 
about the price that is charged for the baths or about the accommoda- 
tions that are furnished for guests, we should not attempt any novel 
experiments in this business. I am willing that they should remain, 
where they now remain, in the custody of the Government of the United 
States under an officer as enlightened, as efficient, and as sincerely de- 
voted to the public welfare as is the Secretary of the Interior. Iam 
not willing that after the great struggle we had here six or eight years 
ago to obtain possession of these waters they shall be remanded again 
into the domain of private speculation, and that Congress shall be in- 
-vited to legislate upon some scheme which may possibly result in the 
Government finally losing control altogether. 

I was not aware that these leases hadexpired. I find in response to 
my inquiry that they have expired, and therefore the springs are now 
practically in the custody of the Government under a proposition, as I 
suppose, for a renewal. There should not be a renewal under any cir- 
cumstances that would be onerous to the public. I admit that, and I 
therefore move that this resolution be referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, if that be the appropriate committee, for the purpose of 
examining into the subject and reporting what legislation, if any, is 
necessary in the i 

The PRESID. tempore. It is moved that the resolution be 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, it seems to me that the 
discussion has drifted away from the sole point in this resolution. The 
Senator from Kansas a very great desire that the Government 
shall not lose control of these waters. This resolution is intended to 
accomplish exactly that purpose. Under the legislation under which 
this matter has been for five years rovision was made for 
certain individuals having the control of certain lots of land granted to 
them by the Secretary of the Interior for a term of five years. These 
leases have expired. The lease-holders certainly had rights during 
those five years of time. Those rights are now out. The Government 
has properly the control of all this water; yet these ies remain in 
control of the bath-houses and are controlling the hot water just as they 
did while their leases went on; and all this is subject to the will of the 
Government of the United States. This proposition is to keep it in ex- 
actly that condition, to keep these bath-houses and all these rights sub- 
ject to whatever legislation Congress may see proper to make. 

If the Secretary of the Interior is allowed to go on and renew these 
leases and give these parties the right to hold the property for five years 
to come, that takes it out of the control of Congress for that length of 
time, for if they have the right to retain the leases for that time we can 
not interfere with any vested rights. If there is a reservation in the 
lease kepus ponpa of the Government intact, then therecan be no 
harm done toany of these parties, because they are absolutely lessees at 
will. They are lessees at will as the matter stands. There can be no 
question about this. The renewal could have no effect except to raise 
the question whether they were lessees at will or had vested rights for 
five years to come. 

There is no good sense, it seems to me, es ayay Spa right of 
the Government and allowing these people this additional claim to a 
vested right. It seems to me proper for Congress to say there shall be 
no e inthe t status until there shall be a declaration on the 
part of the legislative department of the Government of what its will 
will be in the management of this hot water. 

It is entirely unnecessary to discuss now what policy the Government 
will pursue as to the management of the hot water. That must be 
matured in legislation yet to come. I have my own convictions as to 
what is best to be done; other gentlemen have theirs; but our opinions, 
whatever they may, ought to have no effect upon this matter until Con- 
gress acts. The point to be accomplished now is that we, having pos- 
session of the reservation and of the hot water, shall retain that 
sion until we see fit totake some definite and finalaction. Thatis the 
sole purpose of this resolution, and it seems to me the views expressed 
by the Senator from Illinois and the Senator from Indiana as well as 
the Senator from Kansas are all met by this resolution, and there can 
be no reasonable objection to its 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me toask 
him is it not probable, is it not almost certain, that if some bill regu- 
lating this matter were introduced and pending, the Secretary of the 
Interior without any such resolution as is now before the Senate would 
allow matters to stand in statu quo until he saw whether Congress took 
any action? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. My colleague was under the impression 
that such would be the case, and for that reason he called on the As- 
sistant Secretary of the Interior having charge of this matter before the 


session began and requested that no steps should be taken by the In- 
terior Department until it was apparent that this Congress would or 
would not adopt somesort of legislation; but, to his surprise, on Friday 
last he found that notwithstanding the agreement, as he understood it 
to be, between himself and the Assistant Secretary, there had been one 
or two leases already made. He believed they ought not to be made, 
and if these parties get in by their leases they certainly will insist that 
the Government has no power to divest them of whatever rights they 
have under their leases by any subsequent legislation. It is to pre- 
vent this thing going any further that the resolution was introduced 
by my colleague. 

Mr. VOORHEES. What injury to the public interest—and that is 
the only interest to be considered in connection with these waters— 
would accrue if these leases were all renewed for five years more, with 
those spoonid bath-houses as they are now accommodating everybody? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. In answer to the Senator from Indiana I 
will say that it gives the half-dozen individuals who control these bath- 
houses the absolute control of a great national sanitarium that was in- 
tended for the benefit of all mankind, that was intended in the eloquent 
language of the Senator from Kansas for the healing of the nations, and 
instead of belonging to the Government or to Congress it belongs to a 
half-dozen individuals, who manage and control it for their own private 
interest. s 

Mr. VOORHEES. Pardon me, it does not belong to them; they are 
limited in their charges by the Government, and whenever that is the 
case there is no absolute property in them. They arethere trustees for 
that water, and are allowed to charge only so much, and if that is a 
monopoly I do know what a monopoly is. I do not see how it is pos- 
sible for the waters to be used except in the hands of somebody. They 
are placed in the hands of these people who have put their money in 
them, built these splendid bath-houses, and are limited by the Gov- 
ernment to a certain stipend from each bather. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. In reply to what the Senator from Indiana 
has just said, I wish to remark that when the representative of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States who has charge of the great hospital there, 
that was inaugurated, I believe, on the motion of ihe distinguished 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. LOGAN], proposed to use some of the hot 
water that we are told here belongs to the public and is not in any 
sense a monopoly, he had topay the individuals who control it. If they 
do not own it, how does that come about? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Whatafiliction isthe Government laboring under 
that it needs this hot water? What does it want the hot water for? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I refer that to the Senator from Illinois, 
who was the originator of the hospital. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I do not understand thatthe Government wants 
it. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The waters are needed for the hospital. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I know all about that hospital. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Then why ask the question ? 

Mr. VOORHEES, To see whether you know anything about it. 
[Laughter.] The Senator from Illinois is justly credited with that 
great work, for he was on the Appropriations Committee and carried 
it through, but I might contest priority, I know, on the point of inven- 
tion, even with him, for the building of that hospital and the covering 
of that stream which runs thro: the valley, but in the building of 
that splendid hospital, which is an honor to the Government and a credit 
to the humanity and benevolence of the age, I do not know of any 
use they would have for the hot water unless they had patients there. 
They will be entitled to the hot water as soon as they have wards and 
bath-rooms and tubs there; but prior to that, for any building purposes 
yc 9a ps with its construction, I can not imagine what hot water was 
need: T. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator a ques- 
tion if he will yield. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, If matters should remain ia statu quo would 
the Government have to buy the hot water for the hospital? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Undoubtedly not. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Then why has it had to buy it? 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Government owns the hot water and does not 
buy it now. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It did so. 

Mr. VROOHEES. Then it made a fool’s contract. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. That may be, and I think this resolution 
will prevent the Government making another such a foolish contract as 
that; and that is a reason for passing the resolution. 

Mr. LOGAN. I as well as the Senator from Indiana do not under- 
stand this statement about the Government having to purchase hot water 
for the Government hospital. For what purposes did they have to pur- 
chase it? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Isuppose for the purpose of construction. 

Mr. LOGAN. Of erection? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I presume so. 

Mr. LOGAN. Then all I have to say is that if any superintendent of 
the hospital for the purpose of construction purchased that water, it 
was a fraud on the Government. I will say that, because there are 
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thousands of barrels of that hot water wasted every day, and below 
where there are any hospitals at all there are hotsprings and hot water 
and it goes off in immense quantities. Ifthe water was wanted merely 
for construction and he paid for it, he did that which he had no right to 
do. It was an imposition on the Government. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. My impression onthatpointis this: These 
hot springs come out, as the Senator very well knows, at a point higher 
than the location of the hospital. The water he of that goes to 
waste runs at the foot of the mountain. It would be perhaps cheaper 
to buy the privilege from those who claim to own the springs and have 
the water go directly to the hospital than to have it pumped or drawn 
by horse-power or other means from the creek below. That might be 
a mere matter of 
certainly not free while the agent of the Government can not control it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to an- 
nounce that the hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the unfinished busi- 
ness is now before the Senate, being the bill (S. 9) to fix the day for 
the meeting of the electors of President and Vice-President, and to pro- 
vide for and regulate the counting of the votes for President and Vice- 
President and the decision of questions arising thereon. 

Mr. BERRY. EE Wey Hey Rpg ed mage order be 

poned or informally lai ide, or whatever the order is, 
Poti the resolution is disposed of. aes 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas asks 
unanimous consent of the Senate that the unfinished business be laid 
aside informally with a view to conclude the consideration of the reso- 
lution which has been before the Senate. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOAR. I object to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the request 
can not be entertained. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on the 
19th instant, approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 128) to authorize the Secretary of the to issue a 
duplicate certificate of deposit to the People’s National Bank of Law- 
renceburg, Ind. ; 

An act (S. 471) to provide for the performance of the duties of the 
office of Presidentin case of the removal, resignation, or inability 
bres of ry? S602) to} and Veero and 

act (S. 602) to legalize the election of the Territorial Legislative 
Assembly of Wyoming. 


HOUSE BILIS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were severall 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary: 
X A bill (H. R. 3827) to remove the political disabilities of Thomas L. 


osser 
A bill (H. R. 3846) to remove the disabilitiesof Alexander P. Stewart, 
of La Fayette County, Mississippi; and 
A bill (H. R. 4409) to remove the disabilities of Edward G. W. Butler, 
of Missouri. 
The following bills from the House of 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 16) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy L. Ribble; 
A bill (H. R. 414) granting a pension to Daniel B. Clark; 
. 551) granting a pension to Rhoda Dane; 
R. 602) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna D. W. Eichman; 
R. 634) granting a pension to John Defenbaugh; 
. 646) granting a pension to Thomas M. Commuck; 
R. 650) granting an increase of pension to Charlotte D. 


. R. 693) to restore to the pension-roll the name of William 


R. 698) granting a pension to Phillip D. Campbell; 
R. 700) granting a pension to Mrs. M. A. Bickerd ke; 
. R. 702) granting a pension to Dr. J. F, Bruner; 
R. 758) granting a pension to Alexander A 
H. R. 802) granting a pension to Au : 
aoe =i = 1468) increasing the pension anori Davis; 
i . R. 1475 ting a pension to N Flaherty; and 
A bill a R. io br the relief of John C. Clark. i 
The joint resolution (H. Res. 57) to print an addition to a report on 
wages, ordered printed January 17, 1 was read twice by its title, and 
teferred to the Committee on Printing. 


CHIPPEWA INDIANS IN MINNESOTA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

ae oe communication of the 16th Spagn Sonne peanon at 
nterior, su g, with accompanying papers, a draught of proposed 

islation providing for negotiations with the various tribes and bands of Chip- 


resentatives were severally 


expediency. The point I make is that the water is | by 


pans Indians in the State of Minnesota, with a view to the improvement of 
eir present condition. 
It is requested that the matter may have early attention, consideration, and 


action by Congress. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
ExECUTIVE MANSION, January 25, 1886. 


NATIONAL CONFERENCE OF ELECTRICIANS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of State, which is accom ied 
the report of the United States electrical commission of the p of 
the national conference of electricians held at the city of Philadelphia in the 


th of September, 1884. 
grire ; GROVER CLEVELAND, 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, 
Washington, January 25, 1886. 


COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 


The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 9) to fix the day for the meeting of the electors of Presi- 
dent and Vice-President, and to provide for and regulate the counting 
of the votes for President and Vice-President and the decision of ques- 
tions arising thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MoRGAN] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DAWES. Iask the Senator from Alabama to consent to my 

tting the bill informally laid aside that we may finish the Sioux bill. 

do not think there is going to be very lengthy debate upon the Sioux 
bill. It has been before the Senate now for a week in the morning 
hour, and I have not felt like asking the laying aside of the regular 


order heretofore. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no charge of the bill upon which I am about 
to submit a few remarks. The ¢ of the bill, I believe, is in the 
hands of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] and the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], and I do not care to interfere with 
the p of the bill one way or the other. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope we shall finish the electoral-count bill. It has 
been before the Senate four or five days, and been very thoroughly de- 
bated in former years and passed with great unanimity. It seems to 
me we ought to dispose of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] has the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the question upon which I desire to 
submit some remarks is fully presented in the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio who occupies the chair [Mr. SHERMAN], proposed to 
become section 5 of the bill; and, as my remarks will bear almost en- 
tirely upon that feature, I send it to the desk that the Secretary may 
read that proposed amendment. 

The Secretary read the proposed amendment of Mr. SHERMAN, as fol- 
lows: 

Sec. 5. If it shall apj from the action of the two Houses that they disagree 
upon any question submitted to them under the provisionsof the preceding sec- 
tion, then the members of the two Houses, in joint convention, shall imme- 
diately, without debate, upon the roll-call of the respective Ho 
= uestion or questions upon which there has been such a disagreement, and 


e ion of the majority of the members of the joint convention present shall 
be deemed final lpr lg anaiweeti and the vote 1 be counted accordingly and 


ded in this act the 
President of the Senate p er; and no debate shall 
be allowed and no question shall be put by the presiding officer except to cither 
House on a motion to withdraw, or upon qui upon which the two Houses 
have disagreed as aforesaid. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the bill re by the committee 
has been frequently before the Senate, and has heretofore discussed 
by many members of this body, and has been three times in substance 
voted upon by the Senate. In each instance the principles of this bill 
have been adopted by the Senate, on the last occasion without a divis- 
ion, and on each of ing occasions by a very decided majority. 
The first time the question arose in the Senate since I have been here 
it came up in the form of a concurrent resolution, which I had the honor 
to report from a select committee of this body when the Senate was 
Democratic. 

The identical proposition which is antagonized by the Senator from 
Ohio and the Senator from New York was presented in that concur- 
rent resolution, I think in the very language in which it is presented 
in this bill. The DemocraticSenate, largely aided by Republican votes 
in this body, passed that resolution, as I remember. It went to a Re- 
sewers House and they refused to concur in it. Indeed they fili- 

ered in the House to prevent action upon it. Afterward, when 
the Senate became Republican, the honorable Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. EDMUNDS] brought forward this same proposition, and the bill 
was passed. It then went to a Democratic House and failed of consid- 
eration. I believe that it never came back from the committee to 
which it was referred, or, if it did come back, it was not considered by 
the House. 

So in the debate on this question we may all assume that there is no 
political controversy involved, and that we are trying to find the bound- 
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ary and measure of our powers under the Constitution of the Constitu- 
tion in respect to this very important matter. 

From the foundation of the Government, or rather from the adoption 
of the twelfth amendment to the Constitution, this has always been an 
interesting question, and questions have arisen in the count of electoral 
votes for President frequently which both Houses have found it neces- 
sary to evade a decision upon by passing the resolutions referred to in 
the remarks of the Senator from Ohio. 

I have heard it very frequently stated in debate, and more frequently 
in private conversation with Senators and others, that the Constitution 
of the United States needs further amendment upon this subject. I 
do not concede that there is any occasion for any further amendment 
of the Constitution. On the contrary, I believe that the highest wis- 
dom has been displayed not merely by the original convention which 
adopted the Constitution, but also bythe Legislatures of the States 
and by the Congress which adopted the twelfth amendment to the Con- 
stitution. That original article was formed, and the twelfth amend- 
ment was adopted as a substitute for it, at a time when men who un- 
derstood the whole scope and purpose of the Constitution of the United 
States were present in the respective bodies. 

It is scarcely prudent in us to say that we now find at a later day 
that they have so contrived to confuse this great subject of the election 
of a President of the United States as to leave difficulties in it which 
must be removed and can only be removed by a constitutional ordi- 
nance or amendment. We are too apt in considering a question aris- 
ing upon the twelfth amendment of the Constitution to look alone at 
the particular clause under discussion, and not to take in view the whole 
purpose of thatamendment. We are too apt also to forget the fact that 
the States of the American Union, and not the people of the States, ap- 
point the electors to choose a President and a Vice-President. We are 
too apt to forget that the office of elector in its original institution was 
intended to be a great and an independent office, in which the electors 
would be called upon and authorized to express their own personal con- 
viction, if they chose to do so, as to the persons who ought to be selected 
for President and Vice-President of the United States, 

The influence of popular opinion in the United States is so potent, so 
irresistible, and has interwoven itself so thoroughly with this question 
of the election of electors of President and Vice-President that they have 
got to be in popular estimation mere dummies, mere agents for the pur- 
pose of expressing the will of a partisan majority in this entire country. 
I do not know that I shall ever make an effort to reverse that tide of 
public opinion which has entirely subordinated and almost extinguished 
the high office of elector in the United States; at the same time, when 
we come to consider the constitutional questions with which we have 
the liberty of dealing, I must revert to the original character and power 
and authority and independence of this great office of elector of Presi- 
dent and Vice-President of the United States, and still claim for them 
the fall measure of their rights and independence as they are estab- 
lished in the Constitution. 

In doing this I hope that insome future day of trouble I will be found 
to have done my duty to the country. 

I find on looking into the meaning of the Constitution, as displayed 
in the twelfth amendment and in other parts bearing closely upon this 
subject, that there are three distinct electoral bodies, if not four, men- 
tioned in the Constitution, each one in succession taking its turn in 
choosing a President and Vice-President according to the circumstances 
upon which its jurisdiction and authority arise, to actfor whom? Not 
the people of the United States considered as people, but separately for 
the States of the American Union. The first electoral body is composed 
of the electors chosen by the States in such manner as the States by 
their legislatures shall prescribe. They compose the voting duties of 
the electoral college, as I call it, of the first degree. 

Another tribunal, however, was made necessary to ascertain what 
votes these electors cast, the persons for whom they were cast, and to 
ascertain the result and perhaps to decide it. The two tribunals, one 
to vote and the other to count, were necessary from the fact that, in 
order to secure the absolute independence of the electors in the being Se 
ive States the Constitution requires that the electoral vote be 
cast in those States. In orderthat the powerof New York, for instance, 
with its great and dominant supremacy in commerce as well asin other 
respects, might not overawe the power of a State like Colorado, the 
requirement of the Constitution is that the electoral votes shall be cast 
in the respective States. Thatpreservesthe independence of the electors 
and enables the State governmentand the people of the State to super- 
vise and secure the independenceand the integrity of the action of their 
own chosen electors. That, of course, rendered it n that when 
these voters had voted another tribunal should be established in the 
Constitution of the United States for the purpose of counting the votes 
and ascertaining the result, and the two together compose the electoral 
body of the first degree, as I have said. 

All the controversy that arises under this bill and the amendment 
of the honorable Senator from Ohio relates to the construction of some 
of the words which give power and jurisdiction to the counting tribunal 
of this first electoral college; but great light is to be reflected upon the 
determination of these constitutional questions by reference to the or- 
ganization of the entire body of electoral colleges which may assemble, 
one after another, under that system. 


The electoral college of the second degree is the House of Representa- 
tives which may then be in commission, composed of the members 
who have been elected and qualified in that House. 

The electoral body of the third degree is the Senate of the United 
States acting separately, but only upon condition that the House has 
failed to elect a President; the first electoral body having also failed 
to elect a President; and then the Senate of the United States, acting 
as a separate electoral body and casting its vote not by States but per 
capita, chooses a Vice-President of the United States; and if on the 4th 
of March succeeding the general election there is no President of the 
United States chosen according to the Constitution, that Vice-Presi- 
dent becomes President of the United States, as the law is now, for the 
full term from the 4th of March after his election, for four years. 
Therefore the Senate of the United States becomes in such an event an 
electoral body, having conferred upon it by the Constitution the powers 
of electors, which it exercises by a vote per capita in this Chamber. 

The fourth electoral body, which perhaps is not less distinctively made 
such in the Constitution, is the Congress of the United States, which has 
what I term electoral power, for that is the nature of it as I conceive, 
to fill up a vacancy when one has occurred both in the office of Presi- 
dent and Vice-President. That must be done by a law, and only re- 
cently both Houses have passed a law, and the President I understand 
has signed it, so that it is now the law of the land, by which the suc- 
cession of the Presidency at the hands of this fourth electoral body has 
been changed entirely from the officers that were formerly qualified to 
hold it into the hands of the Cabinet ministers of the United States in 
a certain succession mentioned therein. 

Then we have four distinct electoral bodies. Letme ask the Senate 
the question, When either of these electoral bodies finds itself 
of a particular power defined and settled in the Constitution itself, can 
any other body in the United States interfere with them? Can the 
judiciary interfere with them? Can Congress by legislation interfere 
with them? Can anybody in the United States deprive that electoral 
body of its constitutional rights as defined therein? Why were these 
four electoral bodies ordained ? Obviously because the first might fail 
and the second might fail, and if the second fails the third might pro- 
ceed; and the third might fail and the fourth might proceed, and thereby 
secure not merely the perpetuity of the Government, but the transmis- 
sion of the executive power from hand to hand without obstruction, 
without friction, and without danger. 

Sir, with this grand scheme standing before us thus ordained and es- 
tablished and nicely adjusted in the Constitution of the United States 
we should be wary how we interfere so as to give the slightest dis- 
turbance to it. I for one confess that I see no occasion for a constitu- 
tional amendment, for I see in this wise and conservative action of the 
founders of our Government and of the Congress and the people who 
afterward amended the Constitution by the twelfth article perfect 
security for the transmission of the Presidency from hand to hand 
through all the coming generations of men that shall ever enjoy the 
blessings of this great Government. 

After this definition of the general subject I propose to address my 
remarks to the precise question before the Senate, which is embodied 
in the amendment of the Senator from Ohio, which is that we should 
usurp into the hands of Congress a power that is not given to us in the 
Constitution, and a power the exercise of which under the proposed 
amendment of this bill would tear down and destroy the first of these 
electoral bodies. 

The leading provisions of this act relate to and are intended to ex- 
ecute the single clause in the twelfth amendment of the Constitution 
in these words, ‘‘and the votes shall then be counted.” 

The duty thus enjoined is mandatory and is also peremptory, and 
rests with all its grave responsibilities on the oath-bound consciences 
of all persons concerned in counting the votes. No person who is not a 
Senator or Representative, except the President of the Senate (who may 
not be a Senator), can participate in counting the votes. 

The Constitution requires that the House of Representatives and the 
Senate shall be present when the votes of the electors are opened and 
counted, but is silent as to the number of Senators or Representatives 
who shall be present. Upon the principle of the inclusion of the one 
there is necessarily to be implied the exclusion of the other. When we 
find that the Constitution says that the Senate and the House of Rep- 
resentatives shall be present at the opening and counting of these votes, 
it means that no other tribunal can be there, to say the least of it, and 
participate in that count. 

The number of individual members of either House required to be 
present is mentioned in the twelfth amendment, where each House is 
resolved by the mandate and force of the Constitution into a separate 
electoral body, so that the Constitution, when it is silent as to the 
number required to compose a house to be present at the count of 
the votes under the twelfth amendment must refer for the number 
required to be present to section 5, Article I, which provides that a 
majority of each House shall constitute ‘‘a quorum to do business.’’ 
This means in both Houses a majority of all the elected and qualified 
members. When the Senate and the House of Representatives meet 
to count the votes, or to hear them counted, they are and must be as 
complete and separate in their constitutional organization as they are 
when they are in session in their respective Chambers. 
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I think I need scarcely remind you that a voluntary assemblage of 
Senators and Representatives, though met on dedy appointed by law 
or by resolution of the Houses for the counting of the votes, without 
ig organized under the presidency of the President of the Senate or 
the Speaker of the House, could scarcely be called the House of Repre- 
sentatives and the Senate of the United States. Suppose, sir, that in 
the absence of the Speaker the members of the House should assemble 
there, or in the absence of our President the members of the Senate 
should assemble there, would that be considered a meeting of the House 
and Senate within the meaning of this requirement of the Constitution 
of the United States? According to the Constitution, each House when 
they are so in meeting remains under the presidency of its own officer. 
We eguena hearit stated that the President of the Senate is the presi- 
dent of the joint meeting. If he is, it is only by reason of some rule or 
agreement between the two Houses. The Constitution is silent upon 
that point. The Constitution speaks of no officer whois to preside over 
the joint meeting. 

The Constitution does not any more disqualify the Speaker from pre- 
siding over the House when the Houses are met than it authorizes the 
President of the Senate to preside over the House, and there is no pre- 
siding officer named in the Constitution on that occasion for either body. 
It is a house, and that is enough. ‘To be a housein parliamentary law 
and in constitutional law it must be organized under the dency of 
its rightful officer. The Constitution merely confers on the President 
of the Senate the special duty of opening all the certificates, which it 
requires shall be transmitted to him, of the persons voted for for Presi- 
dent and Vice-President. 

The House is here, we will say, assembled on that side of this Cham- 
ber, its Speaker presiding. The Senate is here assembled on this side, 
its President presiding. That fulfills the Constitution to the letter and 
in spirit also, and the President of the Senate can not even call the 
Houses to order except by common consent. His duty as fixed in the 
Constitution is that in the presence of the two Houses he shall open the 
certificates, and the votes shall then be counted. This is the whole of 
it. That act certainly would not disorganize the Senate. That act 
has no tendency to disorganize the Senate. The President of the Sen- 
ate may perform this act of opening the certificates, handing them to 
the tellers, or whoever else is required by law to receive them, without 
the slightest impression upon the organization of the Senate. On the 
contrary, the Senate must be present, as such, when this act is per- 
formed, in order to make it valid. 

The opening of the certificates of election sent to him by the express 
mandate of the Constitution—for he is named in the Constitution as the 
person to whom they are to be sent—is a duty outside of his duty as 
President of the Senate under other circumstances, outside of any legis- 
lative or parliamentary control of the body, and it not, I repeat, the 
slightest tendency to disorganize the body, nor can any inference be 
drawn from the duty imposed on him on that occasion that the Senate 
is not the Senate when met in the presence of the House. 

So far there is no hint in the Constitution of the dissolution of either 
House into its original elements, nor of a common membership in both 
Houses of the persons who belong to each House. Onthecontrary, the 
Houses, as such, must be present when each and every vote is opened 
and counted, and it must be in session with a quorum to do business. 
No other business could then be in order when the Houses are in meet- 
ing but the opening and counting of the votes for President and Vice- 
President, because the Constitution requires the Houses to be present 
on that business. And it nowhere authorizes them to be present with 
each other on any other business. So that the sole business the Houses 
have to deal with is the ing and the counting of the votes, and 
that business must be pei by them as Houses, and not throu 
the individual membership of each House, without organization, or in 
some blended arrangement. 

I am asked by the honorable Senator from Mississippi what function 
they perform. I did not intend to spread my argument over that view 
of the case, because it was not necessary to the point that I am debat- 
ing. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then I withdraw the suggestion. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have my views about the function they perform, 
but it is not necessary that I should express them now. I can say, 
however, that they can not perform any other than constitutional func- 
tions. 

Now, how this business may be transacted by the two Houses is a 
matter to be regulated by agreement, or by law, and is what this bill 
seeks to regulate. But itmust be so conducted that a majority of each 
House shall declare the will of that House on every question that arises 
upon the business before them. That is a proposition that is consid- 
ered self-evident. Each House, when in session, must in every case, 
where it takes any action, declareits will by a majority vote of “a 
quorum to do business,” unless the Constitution otherwise directs. 
This is constitutional law, and it is also parliamentary law. 

No House can throngh its membership declare its will otherwise than 
under its organization and pursuant to its constitution; and the willof 
a majority in each House fixes irrevocably the act of the House, so far 
as the binding of its membership is concerned, by the authority and 
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influence of that will so expressed. Neither House, when in session, 
can permit a member of the other House to participate in its actions or 
deliberations, We can not invite any member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to take a seat in this body and participate with us in ourde- 
liberations either in speaking, in making motions, or in voting. We 
have no such constitutional power and the House has no such consti- 
tutional power. We can take no cognizance of a member of the House 
of Representatives as being authorized to participate with us as an in- 
dividual in any of our deliberations or actions. So, on the other hand, 
can not the House do the same thing. 

So that, if the respective members of the Houses may vote together 
and in common on any question of counting or rejecting an electors’ 
vote, it must be at a time and on an occasion when the Houses are not 
in session; it must be when the Houses are in recess or are adjourned; 
and yet we find that a House that is in recess or adjourned is nota House 
that can participate in the opening or counting of the electoral votes. 

Let us see how the opposite idea of the Senator from Ohio would 
work. Here is the vote, I will say, from the State of Illinois, that de- 
termines the result of a Presidential election. It is not counted by 
the Houses. They have made the effort to count it under the proposed 
amendment of the honorable Senator from Ohio as well as under this 
bill, and they have failed, because they have not to count it. 
Being divided in opinion, they can not count it. en, in order that 
it may be opened, if that is the question, or that it may be counted, 
if that is the question, and in effect the amendment of the Senator from 
Ohio requires that the Houses must dissolve, or recess, or adjourn, so 
that the will of the majority in each House, which has been just ex- 
pressed, shall not bind its membership, and that each member may be 
penea to find recruits to support his views, which were lost in the 

y to which he belongs, among the members of the other body. 
In this new, ep na iy and ungoyerned assemblage of the digjecta 
membre of the two Houses, no longer in session, the question is put, 
“Shall this package, purporting to be a certificate of votes of electors 
from Ilinois, be opened, one certificate from that State having been 
already opened, but not counted?’’ The vote of the meeting is no. 

The vote of the electors in that certificate is suppressed, and A is 
elected President instead of B by an act which is not done in the nin 
ence of the Houses, but in presence of a meeting of the members of both 
Houses. Ifthequestion is, ‘‘Shall the vote just opened be counted, not- 
withstanding there are other certified lists of votes of electors from Ili- 
nois that have been duly transmitted to the President of the Senate and 
have not been opened,” and the vote of the meeting should be ay, that 
result would prohibit the opening or the counting of any other vote from 
Illinois, and would take from the President of the Senate the constitu- 
tional right to open the certificates, that came duly to his hands, in the 

ce of the te and House of ri phen because neither 

y would be present in a capacity todo business, A general meeting 

of members of Poth Houses would in the case I have su have 

overruled the action of one of the Houses and totally set aside its will 
as declared by its majority vote on precisely the same question. 

If this notion of a new constitutional power is not drawn solely from 
the generous warmth and fertility of the imagination of the Senator 
from Ohio, he ought in justice to mention the t constitutional au- 
thority whose name must have escaped everybody’s recollection except 
that of the honorable Senator, so as to inform the Senate of its author- 
ship. To my apprehension it is entirely new. 

The Senator hon New York contents himself to support and re-en- 
force this new discovery of constitutional power to open certificates and 
count the votes of electors when the Houses are not present, but are ad- 
journed, or in recess, or are dissolved, by the great weight, everywhere 
admitted, of his opinion, which he gives us in round full orb, without 
taking the trouble to display the analysis or the synthesis of the sub- 
ject—of its root, its growth in logical development, or its progress of 
ripening in the warm sun of the splendid autumn of his wisdom. 1 

The honorable Senator, whose coming here is welcomed by the coun- 
try as a great power added to the Senate, is filled with a sudden dread 
that the Senate, when differing with the House of Representatives in 
counting a vote that would settle an election, might, by so differing, ' 
cause the House wickedly to make an opportunity to defeat a choice 
by the electors ye oa by the States and seize the power to elect a 
President as the ral body of the second d provided by the 
Constitution. If we must grant, for the sake of the argument, that the 
members of the House could so readily disburden their consciences of 
the grave obligations of their oaths as to thus capture the poo from 
which the House could dictate the successionin the Presidential office, 
it may be asked on what rule of probabilities is it ascertained that the 
danger to the Senate would be less when seventy-six Senators are vot- 
ing pell-mell with three hundred and twenty-five Representatives 
than when the one vote of the Senate is equal to the one vote of a 
House that has set out to capture the Presidency by rejecting the vote 
of a State like New York, so that no candidate should receive a major- 
ity of the votes of all the electors appointed by the States? 

The amendment of the Senator from Ohio provides for this mixed 
= rend in case the Houses have first disagreed in counting the vote 

a State. 
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The Senator admits that it is the right of the two Houses to separate 


themselves, and as Houses to upon the question whether the vote 
of a State shall be opened or whether it shall be counted; but after they 
have separated and passed upon it and the Senate has its 
will, which is binding everywhere upon the members of the Senate, 
when they meet again, after having disagreed, he that by law 
the individual members of the Senate and,of the House shall become 
what? ‘The electoral body to choose a President of the United States. 
For, as was observed by the honorable Senator from New York [Mr. 
EVARTS] the other day, this question never becomes a significant or 
material one unless the particular act to be performed is one that would 

the result of a Presidential election. Then there being two 
votes from a State, two sets of certificates, each certificate I will say 
under the great seal of the State, and both have been opened, the ques- 
tion is submitted to each House separately, Which of these votes will you 
count, which will you declare to be a vote emanating from the consti- 
tutional authority of the particular State? The Houses take the sub- 
or bey | decide it each for itself, and they disagree and make a record 
of their disagreement, which record binds every member of each House, 
there being a majority vote in favor of a given proposition. After this 
solemn action on the of both Houses, that question which is to de- 
cide the fate of a Presidential election is brought back before the indi- 
vidual membership of the two Houses. 

Now let me ask if that question, thus pregnant with importance to 
the people of this country, which decides the fate of a Presidential 
election, is submitted to the men who are members of the House and 
members of the Senate to be voted upon per capita and to be decided 
according to the voice of the majority of that assemblage, is not that an 
electoral body? They are not legislatures; they could not consider the 
question of removing the disabilities from a rebel even though they 
might wish to do it; they have no function or duty there except in con- 
nection with the constitutional mandate that the vote shnll be opened 
and counted in their presence. 

But the amendment of the honorable Senator from Ohio, when it 
brings them together after the two Houses have failed to confers 
upon them the authority of a new electoral body, and their vote elects 
the President of the United States. Thus the Constitution having or- 
dained that there shall be four successive electoral bodies, and having 
given them powers that are intended to ee ee ee that 
can arise, the Senator from Ohio seeks to create a electoral body, 
and thus amend the Constitution by an act of Congress. 

Can there be a more towering threat or a greater danger to the lim- 
itations of constitutional ion and power than that which the 
honorable Senator from Ohio, sustained by the honorable Senator from 
New York, bring forward when they declare the right of Congress to 
create an electoral body, which the people have never chosen, with ref- 
erence to the election of a President of the United States, and that that 
electoral body shall decide the question for the States absolutely, and 
in doing so override and break down the deliberate opinion, as voted 
and recorded, of one of the co-ordinate branches of the great legislative 
department of this country. Sir, I can only characterize it as a daring 
movement against the Constitution. It brings the electoral powers of 
the States into judgment before a tribunal to which the Constitution 
has never made them subject. 

If it had been proposed that this question should be submitted to a 
committee of one hundred men to be appointed by the President of 
the Senate, we would have no more authority to do that than we have 
to confer upon this pell-mell eae powers of an electoral 
body under the Constitution of United States. 

In the case of the wicked scheme su by the fears of the Sena- 
tor from New York, if the House to seize the Presidency it 
would first vote to exclude from the count the vote of a State which 
would deprive a candidate of a majority of all the votes of the electors 
appointed. This could only occur where the majority in the House 
were all ambitiously wicked or were corrupt. But in almost every 
such case the corrupt majority in the House (I dislike to indulge in 
such conjectures) would be strong enough to overbalance the minority 
with the votes of the virtuous element of the Senate added to it. 

It ought to be taken into calculation also that perhaps a Senator is 
not, in a political sense, always altogether a virtuous man, and that the 
motives and incentives of a high ambition, or even the stimulating ef- 
ficacy of party zeal, might cause a Senator, as it has sometimes, we be- 
lieve, caused Su Court judges, to abandon theatmosphere of purity 
and simple ju.tice and act on other motives in his desire to adhere to 
the dictates of a party in deciding a question relating to this great sub- 
ject of a Presidential count. It is not to be calculated that every Sen- 
ator who went into this political meeting would always vote for the 
right against his party. We are just as apt to find a corrupt Senate as 
we are to find a corrupt House, either in the past or in the future. 

The Senate as a body, with its traditions now too d, and its char- 
acter too well established to admit of a voluntary di is stronger 
for the right and is a more powerful enemy to fraud and unholy am- 
bition than its members individually could be when disbanded to take 
part in the tumult of a meeting, where the vote of two districts would 
equal the entire vote of the State if cast in the Senate. 

If the House should, under this bill, as it is conjectured it might, 


seize the to become the electoral body of the second degree, has 
it not occurred to the Senator from New York that in such a case the 
325 votes would shrink to 38, to be distributed by the accident of ma- 
jorities in the districts of the States respectively ? 

The doctrine of chances, which alarms the Senator from New York, 
would dismay a mountebank if he could see no clearer way to fleece his 
victim in a hundred trials of depraved trickery than the would 
a E a scheme that has so startled the 
Senator from New York with its sudden and unexpected materialization, 
and has caused the Senator from Ohio to warm up with a new fervor of 
devotion to the rights of the people, whom we all know he loves so 
tenderly. ‘The Senators can have no real occasion for alarm. 

The Senate, in whose body the equal infiuenceof a State can never be 
disturbed, is a safer guardian of the right which belongs toa State, and 
only to a State, toappoint electors to choose a President, than any other 
body, constituted, in which the two Senators from New York 
would mingle their votes and dissipate their power among thirty-four 
Representatives. Both the Senators who have opposed the bill seem to 
regard with horror the fratricidal blow which destroys the vote of a 
State that both Honsescan not agree tocount. I share in their unhap- 
piness, but itis sometimes unavoidable. They seem to fo that this 
result can only occur when there are two alleged States in the same 
limits, and that one can not live unless the other dies. 

The bill of the honorable Senator from Vermont submits this ques- 
tion to the two Houses separately and their disagreement destroys the 
vote of the State, as we say, only in case there are two sets of returns 
regularly on their face under the Constitution, which it appears to be 
the duty of those who participate in the count to consider, and if the 
Houses can not agree upon that, of course the vote is lost. They seem 
to forget that this result can only occur when there are two alleged 
States in the same limits, and one can not live, as I have remarked, 
unless the other dies. 

It is the painful duty of somebody to declare the survival of the fit- 
test when two sets of electors from the same State send up in due form, 
according to the Constitution, two sets of lists and votes of electors, 
each regular on its face. And the real question seems to be whether 
we will decide the matter by constituted tribunals, according to usage 
and with the deliberation and composure of judges, or whether we will 
disband our court, join a mob, and inflict the death-penalty on the one 
we like the least. But it is asked, Why do you destroy the votes of 
both sets of electors because the Houses can not as to which of 
them is lawful? I answer, because the fault of the State has made it 
unavoidable. I answer further, distinctly and without reserve, that I 
take the ground of rejecting the vote of a State in such a case 
that is the true course as indicated in the Constitution, and not because 
merely it is the best we can do under the circumstances. 

There are four distinct electoral bodies under the Constitution, as I 
have argued. 

I will add, for the sake of a clearer definition and to free the dis- 
cussion from embarrassment, that the people are not, and under our 
Constitution can not be, electors of our President and Vice-President. 
Their powers, in every instance, are indi and are represented 

their States and by the agents of the States, except that the 
people elect the membersof the House of Representatives, whoin voting 
for President represent their States. 

A rule of constitutional law which would govern one of the elect- 
oral bodies of the first, second, or third degree ought, by analogy, to 
ee in either of the other two where the circumstances are alike. 

the House votes for President, if ten of the Representatives from 
Illinois vote for A and ten vote for B, the vote of the State is balanced 
and entirely lost; and that to the provision of the Constitu- 
tion. So we find the Constitution, ex industria, providing for a case, 
when the House comes to >vote (and they vote by States in the House) 
where the balance of the vote, the tie between the ten on one side and 
the ten on the other, annuls the voice of the State in the electoral 
count. 

Shall we say in such case that the vote is lost by a tie in the elect- 
oral power in Illinois by the inability of the State to act? That is 
true if the power of the State according to law is the true 
electoral power. If we say, however, that the true electoral power is 
the will of the majority of the people of Illinois as expressed in the 
ballot-box, the tie vote in the House, which expresses the will of each 
of the twenty Congressional districts, reverses and destroys the will of 
the State. ‘Ten of these representatives may represent 100,000 more of 
the people of Ilinois than the other ten. This is the destruction of the 
electoral power of Illinois, in the case supposed, by the act of her own 
electors who sit in the House—the electoral body of the second degree. 
If they can constitutionally destroy it by atie vote, why may not the 
Houses destroy it? Thisis a erropa and, as our history shows, 
far more to the public tranquillity than any that have 
startled the Senators who oppose this bill, and thatseem to have fright- 
ened them into the still more dangerous expedient of dismembering 
the Senate in a case where so ruthless an act might seem to be a neces- 
sary sacrifice to save the electoral vote of a State. 

But this method of destroying the electoral vote of a State by 
a tie vote of its members in the House is provided for in the Constitu- 
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tion. This may be styled the death of the electoral vote of a State per 
infortunium. Another method of destroying the electoral vote of a State 
by the act of the electors in the college of the second degree that the 
Constitution permits is where a State delegation in the House with- 
draws or fails to be which I suppose might be termed felo de se, 
or death with suicidal intent. A third method of d the entire 
power of the House to elect a President is for thirteen out of the thirty- 
eight States to be absent from the body, for it requires irds of 
the States to have a representation on the floor of House to consti- 
tute a quorum to elect a President. It also requires the vote of a ma- 
jority of all the States, including those not present, at the election to 
choose a President, Thirteen of the States of the American Union 
finding that a person is to be elected whose election instead of executing 
reverses the public will, thirteen States finding that fraud has been per- 
petrated in one or both of the Houses in counting an electoral vote or 
in refusing to count it in order that the election may be devolved upon 
the House of Representatives, can quietly withdraw from that House 
and break its power, 

Are not these ample guarantees to the minority and to the Senate 
that the mere brute force of three hundred and twenty-five in the 
House shall not be successfully used to annul the power of the Senate 
in counting the votes of the electoral college of the first degree, and 
that the Housecan not have its own sweet in choosing a President. 

Another guarantee is that the House can only elect a President from 
the list of persons, not exceeding three, who have received the highest 
vote in the college of electors of the first degree. 

Then comes the final guarantee to the Senate, which stands by as the 
electoral body of the third degree to execute the will of the States. 

If the House fails to elect a President by the 4th day of March next 

ing the time of choosing electors fixed by law, the President 
elected by the Senate, voting per capita, shall, on the 4th March next 
after the general election, become, as the law now is, the acting Presi- 
dent of the United States for the next full term. 

Now, the whole scope and purpose of this bill is to provide in ad- 
vance against possible or probable events that may give rise to trou- 
ble and friction in transferring the executive power from the hands of 
one person to those of another, The objections of the Senators from 
Ohio and New York consist mainly, if not entirely, in this specific dif- 
ficulty, that the House of Representatives, in order to usurp the elect- 
oral power into their own hands, may dishonestly refuse to agree with 
the Senate in counting the votes of the electors of a State. Without 
respect to the inherent improbability of such a danger, is it not clear 
that the House would not once in a hundred or a thousand such events 
find itself able to exercise the power it had thus seized, as against the 
power of thirteen out of the thirty-eight States, to destroy the constitu- 
tional quorum? 

Thirteen States out of thirty-eight can alwaysremand the election of 
the real President to the Senate. Will it ever be that thirteen States 
will not be found that will meet a revolutionary and traitorous scheme 
of the majority to seize the Presidency, against the will of the people, 
by resorting to the simple, rightful, and constitutional duty of turning 
their backs upon the fraud, and of refusing to be present so as to aid 
in its consummation ? 

I confess that I look over this subject with exceeding gratification, 
and with increased veneration for the builders of our constitutional 
system, when I find that the Senate has been made the very keep and 
citadel of the rights and powers of the States, to preserve for them invi- 
olate, and against all enemies, their great function of electing the Pres- 
ident of the United States. . 

I would not, if I could, either by legislation or by constitutional 
amendment, Jay hands on any part of this great system of successive 
electoral bodies, with their present wise adjustment; behind two of 
which the Senate stands as the third in degree, and more conservative 
than any, with powers adequato to save the country against any evil 
consequences that may arise from the disagreements of either of the 
electoral bodies of the first and second degree. 

The Senate and the Supreme Court are our only perpetual bodies, 
and they are or should be far removed from all temptation to seize upon 
powers that are revolutionary or dangerous, or to surrender any powers 
that they rightfully have. The States are constantly finding in these 
bodies their shield of protection against encroachment and abuse. The 
States would not long survive in the Union the loss of these sheltering 
tribunals. In this bill there is but one sentiment, and that is to secure 
to each State its full electoral power, to be expressed and exercised, as 
far as may be, under the Constitution, through its own laws and through 
the final and conclusive judgment of its own tribunals. It i#a bill 
worthy of the Senate, and recalls, with force, our attention to and our 
approval of the fact that this body is the still powerful and still con- 
sistent friend of the rights guaranteed to the States. 

TheStates elect the Presidentand Vice-President of the United States, 
and this bill is well adapted to secure to every State the free and final 
poner to declare its choice through its own methods and authorities. 

f they are unwilling to take part in any election they can not be forced 
to do so. If faction dominates the State so that its true voice is diffi- 
cult to distinguish, its own tribunals can decide and should decide the 
controversy, and make its decision, whether right or wrong in the light 
of prevailing opinions elsewhere, still final and conclusive on everybody. 


If political revolt within a State has instituted dual governments 
there, one de facto and the other de jure, so that two returns are sent to 
the President of the Senate, somebody must decide which is the true 
return from the true State. 

‘That tribunal must be the Houses, as only the Senate and House of 
Representatives can be present with authority at the count of the vote. 

This tribunal is essentially appellate in sucha juncture, whether the 
appeal is to be tried on the record, or on the facts that may impeach the 
record, or on facts that may be added to the record. Both certificates 
are laid before this high and peculiar council of state, consisting of the 
two great organized Houses of Congress, and, each having an equal voice, 
they fail to agree. 

Each appellant loses its case, and the voice of the State is silenced. 
All cases of appeal are lost where the appellate court is equally divided, 
and men, possibly innocent, have been hanged on the force of that 
inevitable law. 

That the vote of a State should be thus killed would bea misfortune, 
and its pitying epitaph might be ‘‘inter arma leges silent.” But in the 
majority of cases the fault of the State to provide for the preservation 
of order within its limits would be the real cause of the loss of its 
electoral power for the time, and it would have no just power to com- 
plain of the judges if they could not discern the real lines of justice 
and right in the tumult of strife between rival parties of factionists or 
patriots, who may have usurped the powers of the State under the 
forms of its laws. 

Cases of extreme hardship are always arising in all tribunals, but 
they only serve to modify the rigor of judgment to the degree that is 
permissible without making shipwreck of principle. Under this bill 
the cases will be rare in which a State is without fault if it permits 
two sets of votes of electors to be sent to the President of the Senate 
in the name of, and under the great seal of, the State. If the States 
will not dutifully exercise their own powers, so that their rights can 
not be abridged, they can not justly complain if the two Houses, met to 
count their votes, are unable to agree as to which of two sets of electors 
are the rightful representatives of the electoral powers of such States. 
If the vote is lost in such cases, the fault is wholly with the State. 

Twice I have recorded my vote in the Senate in favor of the princi- 
ples of this measure and once in favor of a concurrent resolution which 
was on the same views I have just expressed. On each occasion ~ 
I have voted with the majority in the Senate, once when the Senate 
was Democratic and twice when itwas Republican, the last time with- 
out a division. So this has never been a party question in the Senate 
since I have been here. I prefer a concurrent resolution, because it is 
equally as efficacious as a bill, and it is free fromthe disagreeable fact 
that the President is to participate in legislation that may directly in- 
terfere with a subject of the highest personal interest to him. - 

No er of legi can so bind the will or late the conduct 
of ‘The high councilof state and discretion,” as my former honored col- 
league from Alabama (Mr. Pryor) aptly named this electoral body of the 
first degree, as to make it possible that any other department of the Gov- 
ernment can annul or set aside its decree. It may trample under foot 
every law we enact, and every rule we agree to, and promulgate its de- 
cree as the final and conclusive settlement of the question as to who is 
elected President, and yet its decree will stand. A law will be as a cob- 
web and a joint rule as a rope of sand as against the power of this tri- 
bunal. 

No power in this Government can or ever will set aside and annul 
the declaration of who is elected President of the United States when 
that declaration is made in the presence of the two Houses of Congress; 
so that whatever law we may pass, whatever rule we may agree upon, 
we do no more than to impose upon the consciences of members a senti- 
ment of obedience to law. We can not annex to the law or to the rule 
any penalty or any sanction by which either can be enforced after the 
two Houses, met together to count the Presidential vote, have willfully 
violated and destroyed it and trampled it under foot, and yet have 
counted the votes and declared the result. 

The honorable Senator from Vermont remarked recently in debate that 
there is a point beyond which you can not bind the human conscience. 
There is a power in this country existing in most of the tribunals which 
no one has a right to question or disregard. A decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States might be made as a result of bribery, yet 
there is no power in the country that can set it aside; that is the su- 
preme tribunal. The votes of the Senators in this body might be cast 
in favor of or against a measure under the direct influence of bribery, 
but there stands the vote and there is no power that can set it aside be- 
cause bribery might have infiuenced Senators in casting it. The vote 
stands and no power remains to set it aside by searching into the motives 
of the men who cast it. So this joint tribunal may vote down the voice 
of the State’s electors, or it may sustain one set of certified votes in pref- 
erence to another, and after the act has been done the power to revoke 
it, even the power to question it, has passed beyond human control; the 
only answer is, in such a case, ita lex scripta est. 

Why then should we call to our aid the mere moral power of a Presi- 
dent’s approval of a law which nobody can enforce, when, in doing so, 
we compromise him, in some sort at least, by asking him to pass judg- 
ment ona rule which might make or unmake him as the next President? 

I prefer to keep free from Presidential interference, whether it is in- 
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vited or volunteered, in a matter where the Constitution assigns to him 
no duty and a proper caution warns him not tointrude. Itisa matter 
where, under the Constitution, no duty is assigned to him, and from 
which he can abstain, as Mr. Lincoln abstained from acting in a case of 
the kind, without the slightest danger to the liberties of the country. 
I agree with Mr. Lincoln in his message to Congress, dated February 8, 
1865, on the question of his participation with the Houses in the decla- 
ration respecting the electoral votes of Tennessee and Louisiana, which 
I will read. 

As I remember the incident, the two Houses passed a joint resolu- 
tion and sent it te Mr. Lincoln for his signature before his second elec- 
tion was declared. That resolution expressed the will of Congress that 
the votes of Tennessee and Louisiana were not entitled to be counted 
in the electoral vote, and while that had no effect upon the election, it 
had such a connection with it as that it aroused the sensitiveness of 
Mr. Lincoln’s nature. He did not return the resolution to the House 
in which it originated until after the votes had actually been counted. 
The House then adopted the twenty-second rule as a substitute really 
for that resolution because, I suppose, they had been informed of Mr. 
Lincoln’s intention not to participate in any way in that election, and 
after the election had been declared he returned the resolution to the 
Senate with the following message: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives: 

The joint resolution entitled *‘ Joint resolution declaring certain States noten- 
titled to representation in the electoral coll * has been signed by the Execu- 
tive in deference to the view of Congress implied in its and presentation 
tohim. Inhisown view, however, the two Houses of Congress, convened under 
the twelfth article of the Constitution, have complete power to exclude from 
counting all electoral votes deemed by them to be illegal; and it is not com 
tent for the Executive to defeat or obstruct that power by a veto, as would be the 
case if his action were atallessentialinthe matter, He disclaims all right of the 
Executive to interfere in any way in the matter of canvassing or counting elect- 
oral votes; and healso disclaims that by signing said resolution he has expressed 
any opinion on the recitals of the preamble or any judgment of his own upon 


the sul of the resolution. 
ABRAHAM LINCOLN, 


It is dated February 8, 1865, but it was not sent in until the day 
after the count took place. 

Now that is a worthy example, Mr. President. That message of 
President Lincoln shows that he was a man who was considerate of 
his own personal honor and sensitive in respect of any intrusion upon 
the power and authority of another de ent of the Government, 
or any electoral body where the Constitution did not make him ex- 
pressly a participant in its action. 

For that reason, and only for that reason, and because, as I have 
stated, there can be no sanction given to a rule or to a law which the 
two Houses cannot trample out at their will and defy, I have always 
believed that a concurrent resolution between the two Hauses regu- 
lating in advance what would be their method of action as questions 
arose of the kind that are presented in the bill for consideration was 
the thing that we ought to do. Nevertheless, because others have dif- 
fered with me in that regard who concur with me in the great point 
that the two Houses and not the President of the Senate are the bodies 
who are to late and decide questions that arise upon the count of 
the votes, I yield my opinion upon that matter. 

Still, it does seem to me that the President of the United States if 
he can use the approving power can equally use the veto power, and if 
we should unfortunately enact a law, for instance the amendment which 
the honorable Senator from Ohio and the President should ap- 

rove it now, and it would turn out that on the last days during the 
Tost Congress he has to serve during his incumbency of the office that 
the different districts in the United States had sent men here who were 
Democrats in a large majority in the House, say a majority of seventy- 
five or one hundred, but that when the elections in November came 
around the people had pronounced against the Democratic , if you 
pan ore majority of one hundred in the electoral eollege, it might 
that this very law which the honorable Senator from Ohio wants to 
put upon the statute-book would enable the House of Representatives 
wie great majority united with the Senate to defeat the will of the 

e. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHACE in the chair). 
Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Alabama and myself have only 
the same object in view in this matter, and I will ask him a question. 
Take the case he puts, where the majority of the House is largely against 
the result of the vote of the electoral college as shown upon the face of 
the papers, does not the bill as it stands enable the House by a bare ma- 
jority of one or two or three to reject the vote of a sufficient number of 
States to nullify the electoral college? Is not that the difficulty? 
While the proposition I make does not entirely cure it, and I admitted 
that in the argument, it does bring another element into play, and that 
is the conservative force of the Senate. I ask the Senator whether the 
real trouble with the bill is not that a bare majority of the House of 
Representatives, whose conduct itself might have been the cause of the 
poopie revolting and voting against the party which was represented 

y that majority, might set aside the votes of the people in the elect- 
oral college ? 


Does the 
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Mr. MORGAN. Certainly; I do not deny that a corrupt House of 
Representatives or one strongly under partisan influence, with a 
majority, I will say, in favor of the Democrats, could disagree with the 
Senate upon the question of which of two sets of returns was the proper 
one from the State of New York. Iwill put it that way. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Would the Senator like to see that power put in 
the hands of a majority of either party to defeat the will of the people ? 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Ohio by his amendment puts it 
there in the event that the majority of Democrats in the House added, 
we will say, to the minority of Democrats in the Senate, constitute a 
majority of the two Houses in the meeting, and in that case, although 
the President elected, a Republican, might have 100 electoral majority, 
or something like that, the House by disagreeing in cases of the kind 
that we have supposed might reverse the entire action of the people in 
choosing their President and relegate the whole question of the decision 
as to who was to be President of the United States to men who might 
have been elected on local issues, such as the cleaning out of the Kis- 
kiminetas or the Cahawba River, or some local question of that kind 
which belonged to the cular district. 

Mr. SHERMAN, hat I ask is, does not the bill as it now stands 
reported from the committee enable either House to do that by a party 
majority by di ing on the eount of the electoral vote? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave admitted it, and those who framed the Con- 
stitution foresaw that such a thing as that might take place, and con- 
sequently they put into it a second electoral body or a third electoral 
body. They put it also in the power of thirteen of the thirty-eight 
States by simply withdrawing to break the quorum and prevent an elec- 
tion. Now that is guarantee enough. When thirteen out of thirty- 
eight States, desiring to prevent the consummation of a terrible fraud 
of the character which is supposed by the Senator from Ohio and which 
Iconfess might take place, can prevent it by simply turning their backs 
on the fraud, as I have observed, and going away from it and breaking 
the aoro, is not that a great power in reserve? 

I do not pretend that the bill covers every evil, but I do say that the 
bill has in it two principles that are undeniable. The first is that the 
Houses must be t in their organization to witness and control the 
opening and count of the votes; and the second is that whatever tribu- 
nal acts as a tribunal of control, whether we call it an appellate tribu- 
nal or what not—when a tribunal acts as a tribunal of control over other 
tribunals and it consists of two members, it has always been held that 
where they could not agree the judgment of the inferior court would 
stand. Where they can not agree, says the bill, there is no electoral 
vote because they can not agree. Their disagreement as to which of 
two electoral votes shall be counted necessarily excludes both lists from 
the count. 

Mr.SHERMAN. That is just what I should like to accomplish, but 
I do notso understand it. The bill provides that where the two Houses 
disagree the judgment of the electors shall not stand; that the vote shall 
not be counted either way to change the result. There is the diffi- 
culty. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is because there is a tie vote. Let me ask the 
honorable Senator from Ohio if the same thing would not occur in Mli- 
nois in case the House was electing a President, and there were ten Dem- 
ocrats there and ten Republicans—twenty Representatives, What would 
become of the vote of that State? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Under the old law, prior to 1866, the result was 
that the Senate had often many vacant seats, because of disagreement 
between the two houses of State Legislatures; and therefore by public 
opinion it was—— . 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam speaking of the electoral vote. I am speak- 
ing of when the House is electing a President, and the State of Illinois, 
having one vote out of thirty-eight, is called, and ten members vote for 
A and ten vote for B in that House. What becomes of the vote of 
Illinois? 

Mr. SHERMAN. If there is a tie vote in the clectoral college the 
House of Representatives immediately proceeds, under the express pro- 
visions of the Constitution, to elect a President. 

Mr. INGALLS. No, not a tie vote. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator is quite mistaken, there is no election. 
If there is a tie in a State that gives a candidate less than a majority 
of all the votes of the States, there is no election. 

Mr. INGALLS. There is no election. 

Mr, SHERMAN. There would be no election in the case of a tie 


vote. 

Mr. MORGAN. And if there is a tie vote in Illinois, which has 
twenty Representatives, the vote is not counted. Because the State can 
not agree, the vote is lost. So when thereis a tie vote between the two 
Houses here in respect of determining which of two votes shall be 
counted as the vote of Illinois, it is lost. We can not get rid of that 


difficulty. 
Mr. McPHERSON. The State consents to lose it, 
Mr. MORGAN. The State consents to lose it, says the honorable 


Senator from New Jersey. So when a State fails to provide for the 
preservatien of order within her borders so that she can certify her offi- 
cial acts up to the Congress of the United States, she ought to be put 
in the category of consenting to be robbed of her electoral power. 
This, let it be remarked, is a matter which belongs to and concerns 
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the States of this country, for the States appoint the electors, and if 
the States, rongide genio or onh thecowardice or the treachery 


of their own officials, donot see proper to preserve the electoral vote in 
such form as that honest men here can ascertain what is the true voice 
of the State, let it go as it goes in the case of a tie, as Ihave mentioned 
in respect of the State of Ilinois. 

Mr. President, I did not suppose when this bill was before the Sen- 
ate in the last Congress that any of us would ever be called to dis- 
euss its merits again, but I found here among gentlemen on side of 
the Chamber a degree of uncertainty in their views of the matter that 
led me to feel that it was my duty, having been heretofore connected 
officially by the votes of this side of the Chamber with this subject, to 
express my views upon it in the feeble way that I have done. Iappeal 
to Senators that they will not, in order to get rid of a difficulty which 
does arise sometimes and will naturally arise, teardown the limitations 
of the Constitution, and convert the members of the two Houses into a 
new electoral body to choose a President and take from the Senate its 
rightful prerogative to command and control the minority of the body 
wherever that minority may be found, acting in their capacity as Sen- 
ators. 

It can never be necessary to destroy the Houses of Congress as or- 
ganized bodies by merging their membership into a new and unauthor- 
ized body in order to save to the States or the people the honest results 
of a Presidential election. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr, President-— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. MAHONE. With the Senator’s permission, I beg to make some 
reports from a committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio withhold 
his motion for that purpose? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I give way to the Senator from Virginia for the 
purpose indicated. 


\ 
ADDITIONAL REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments: 

A bill (S. 230) for the erection of a public building at Worcester, 


Mass. 
z bill (S. 305) for the erection of a public building at Huntsville, 


city of Norfolk, in the State of Virginia; 
A bill (5: 453) for the erection of a public building at Jacksonville, 

a; an 

A bill (S. 610) to provide for a building for the use of the Federal 
courts, post-office, and internal-revenue and other civil offices, and a 
United States jail in the city of Fort Smith, Ark. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them without amend- 
ment: 

A bill S. 201) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Annapolis, Md. ; 

A bill (S. 228) for the erection of a public building at Camden, N. J.; 


and 

A bill (S. 481) authorizing the ition of certain land in Louis- 
ville, Ky., belonging jointly to John Echols and the Government of 
the United States. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 349) for the promotion of anatomical 
science and; to prevent the desecration of graves, reported it with 
amendments. 


A bill (8. 482) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 


REPORT ON COAST DEFENSES. 


Mr. DOLPH. I ask leave to make a report at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will receive it, if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. DOLPH. The board appointed by the President, under the pro- 
visions of the fortification act passed at the last Congress, to report what 
fortifications and other defenses were most urgently required, &c., filed 
a report this morning, which was referred to the Committee on Coast 
Defenses. On behalf of that committee I now report by resolution, 
and ask that the resolution and the report of the board be referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
committee will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate concurri: is 
epee eet Aie ace tga oe eos 
Metisse and 500 ene for the War an Marca RA 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing under the rule. 

Mr. DOLPH. Together with the report of the board. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Together with the report of the 


The resolution reported from the 


ADDITIONAL BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CAMDEN introduced a bill (S. 1232) granting increase of pen- 
sion to John S. Hale; which was read twice by its title, aud referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 1233) for the relief of John R. Har- 
rington; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1234) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of George W. Stelts; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1235) granting increase of pension to 
Joseph W. Rhinehalt; which was twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HOAR. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending bill will be reported 
by its title. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S, 9) to fix the day for the meeting of the 
electors of President and Vice-President, and to provide for and regu- 
late the counting of the votes for President and Vice-President and the 
decision of questions arising thereon. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Pending which the present occupant 
of the chair while on the floor moved that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. The question is on agreeing’ to 
that motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After twenty-three minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened. 

DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE RANKIN. 


Mr. SAWYER. I move that the resolutions from the House of Rep- 
resentatives in regard to the death of Mr. RANKIN be taken up. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
resolutions from the House of Representatives, which will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
IN THE HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, January 25, 1886. 


Resolved, That the House has heard with sincere regret the announcement of 
the death of Hon. Joseru RANKIN, latea Representative of the State of Wisconsin, 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That a special 
joint committee of seven members of the House of Representatives and three 
members of the Senate be appointed to take order for superintending the funeral 
and to escort the remains of the deceased to Manitowoc, Wis.; and the ne 
expenses attending the execution of this order shall be paid out of the contin- 
gent fund of the House. 3 j 

Ordered That Mr. BreaaG of Wisconsin, Mr. VAN SCHAICK of Wisconsin, Mr. 
STEPHENSON of Wisconsin, Mr. GUENTHER of Wisconsin, Mr. CARLETON of Mich- 
igan, Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois, and Mr. Jounson of New York, be the com- 
mittee on the part of the House. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate the foregoing resolutions tothe Senate. 


Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President, I offer the resolutions which I send 
to the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the announcement 
s me a of Hon. JOsErH RANKIN, late a Representative from the State of 

Resolved, That the Senate concur in the resolution of the House of Represent- 
atives providing for oe are of a joint committe to take order for 
superintending the fun and to escort the remains of the deceased to Mani- 
towoe, Wis., and that the members of the committee on the part of the Senate 
be appointed by the President pro tempore. 

The resolutions were to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In obedience to the resolution the 
Chair appoints the Senator from Wisconsin, Mr. SAWYER; the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky, Mr. BLACKBURN: and the Senator from Arkansas, 
Mr. JONES, as the committee on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. SAWYER. Asa mark of respect to the memory of the deceased 
I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


The resolutions will be read. 


EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS. 
Received this 25th day of January, 1886. 
MINISTER RESIDENT AND CONSUL-GENERAL TO COREA. 


William H. Parker, of the District of Columbia, to be minister resi- 
dent and consul-general of the United States to Corea, to fill a va- 
cancy. 

DISTRICT JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. 

Joseph W. Davis, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice of the 
peace for the District of Columbia, to reside in Georgetown, D. C., vice 
Jenkin Thomas, deceased. 

For appointment in the Army of the United States, 
MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 

To be assistant surgeons with the rank of first lieutenants: 

Henry S. T. Harris, of Virginia, January 5, 1886, rice Maddox, killed 
in affair with Indians. 
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Leonard Wood, of Massachusetts, January 5, 1886, vice Bartholf, 
promoted. 

For appointment by transfer in the Army of the United States. 

First Lieut. Joseph Garrard, of the Fourth Artillery, to be first lieu- 
tenant Ninth Cavalry, with rank in the cavalry arm from June 28, 
1878. 

First Lieut. Thomas C. Davenport, of the Ninth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, Fourth Artillery, with rank in the artillery arm from June 
28, 1878. 

; For promotion in the Army of the United States. 


MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 


Capt. John H. Bartholf, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon, with the 
rank of major, January 4, 1886, vice Goddard, deceased. 


FOURTH REGIMENT OF ARTILLERY. 


Second Lieut. John R. Totten, to be first lieutenant, January 2, 
1886, vice Jones, di 


SEVENTEENH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 


Second Lieut. Robert W. Dowdy, to be first lieutentant, December 
12, 1885, vice Chance, deceased. 


> CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate, January 25, 1886. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Thomas Hubbard, to be postmaster at Bellefontaine, in the county 
of Logan and State of Ohio. 

Joseph L. Richards, to be postmaster at Buchanan, in the county of 
Berrien and State of Michigan: 

William M. Kimball, to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county of 
Grafton and State of New Hampshire. 

INDIAN AGENTS. 

Elihu C. Osborne, of Gallatin, Tenn., to be agent for the Indians of 
the Ponca, Pawnee, Otoe, and Oakland agency, in the Indian Territory. 

Fletcher J. Cowart, of Troy, Pike County, ‘Alabama, to be agent for 
the Indians of Mescalero agency, in New Mexico. 


COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS. 
John S. McCalmont, of Pennsylvania, to be Commissioner of Sustoms. 
ASSISTANT TREASURER. 


Charles J. Canda, of New York, to be assistant treasurer of the 
United States at New York city, in the State of New York, in place of 
John Bigelow, who has declined the appointment. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, January 25, 1886. 


The House met at12o0’clockm. Prayer by theChaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D., as follows: 

Almighty and everlasting God, we pray this solemn reminder of our 
mortality which has come to usin the death of a member of this House 
may impress every heart and conscience in Thy ce, and move us 
to give our souls to Him who hath bought us with His own blood, and 
order our steps in the paths of Thy commandments, that when we pass 
hence it may be well with us. 

We cast upon Thy | fatherhood the widow and theorphan children be- 
reaved by this . Cheer them, comfort them, provide for them, 
O God, and at the end of life’s journey bring them to Thy heavenly 
home with us and with all for whom we should pray. Through Jesus 
Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Wisconsin will 
yield a moment I will ask unanimous consent that a call of the States 
and Territories for the introduction of bills and resolutions may be had 
to-morrow, immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


DEATH OF MR. RANKIN, OF WISCONSIN. 


Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Speaker, the ul duty devolves upon me to 
announce to this House the death of my friend and colleague JOSEPH 
RANKIN, a Representative from the State of Wisconsin, who died on 
yesterday, at his residence, at 2 o’clock p. m. I shall not detain the 
House at this time with any remarks upon his memory, but at some 
future time will ask the consideration of the House. At present I sub- 
mit the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with sincere regret the announcement 
of the death of Hon. Josrrm Ranks, late a Representative of the State of Wis- 


consin, ) ; of 
Senate concurring), That a sper 
tatives and three 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
joint committee of seven members of the House Represen' 
members of the Senate be appointed to take order for superintending the fu- 


neral and to escort Gaus oe of the deceased to Manitowoc, Wis.; and the 
the execution of this order shall be paid out of 


protege a er e 
Rovoloed That the the Gerke pect o 2a foregoing resolutions to the Senate. 
x: Hesoteed; That asa mark of respect to the memory of the deceased the House 
now 


The patie was taken, and the resolutions were unanimously agreed 
to. 


The SPEAKER. Before declaring the result of the vote the Chair 
will announce the following as the committee on the part of the House: 

Mr. BRAGG of Wisconsin, Mr. VAN ScHAICK of Wisconsin, Mr. 
STEPHENSON of Wisconsin, Mr. GUENTHER of Wisco Mr. CARLE- 
TON of Michigan, Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois, and Mr. JOHNSON of 
New York. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated; and accord- 
ingly (at 12 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELMONT: Five petitions of citizens of New York, ask- 
ing for the improvement of Peter’s Neck Bay, Suffolk County, New 
York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BENNETT: Petition of Alexander Oldham,.of New Han- 
over County, North Carolina, praying that his war claim be referred to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Papers relating to the claim of Victor 8S. 
Benoist, administrator—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BOUND: Petitionand remonstrance of Typographical Union 
No. 14, Harrisburg, Pa., against the of an international copy- 
right law—to the Committee on the Ju 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Asamas relating to the claims of 
Samuel E. Hammond, of Eleanor D. B of Isabella H. Park, of 
Prus Hawkins, and of Bayless E. Cobb—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. W. W. BROWN: AAO of R. C. pf praying for a 
joint resolution directing the Postmaster-General the laws of 
Congress—to the Coeamiithan ¢ on the Post-Office and P Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Petition of Anderson H. Hillman, asking 
that he be paid bounty due him—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COLE: Petition and papers relating to the claim of J. Vernon 
Campbell—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COLLINS: Memorial of the National Association of Wool 
Manufacturers, in favor of the enactment of a uniform bankruptcy 
law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURTIN: Petition of J. Hawk, praying that a pension be 

ted him—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNN: Papers relating to the claim of Jeffrey A. Hough- 
ton’s estate—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of William M. Goodman, asking 
for a pension for Mr. Frees—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Papers relating to the claim of John R. Whit- 
lock—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. EUSTACE GIBSON: Petition of E. J. Epling, for pension, to 
date from the death of her last soldier husband—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), petition to pension all soldiers where the United 
States have been the beneficiary—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of William L. Hays and 129 citizens of Gil- 
mer County, West Virginia, praying for an appropriation for improve- 
ment of the Little Kanawa River—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of 25 soldiers of the late war 
who have lost an arm or leg and now living at Milwaukee, Wis., pray- 
ing for the passage of H. R. 597—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also, memorial of Mary Wilson and Mary B~ Wallis, of Dubuque, 
Iowa, for an amendment re the act of June 15, 1844—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

as Mr. HEWITT: Petition of residents of New Jersey, in favor of an 

of publie lands to aid in the establishment of horticultural 
Oiaoi for girls—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of New 
York, in favor of recognizing the services of Joseph Francis as the in- 
ventor of Herta to pparatus—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Petitions of James H. Waters and of Joseph 
Hornsby, of Georgia, asking reference of their war claims to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. IRION: Papers relating to the claims of Benjamin Butman, 
of Gokel T. Cunningham, of Louis Domminger, of Mrs. Ann Mo- 
reau, of William Akers, of Margarette McWaters, of Emma L. An- 
druss, and of Abram A. Harvey—to the same committee. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Papers relating to the claim of Patrick Carroll— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the case of Frank A. Benter, of Washington, 
D. C.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. KLEINER: Petition of 200 ex-soldiers and citizens of Perry 
County, Indiana, praying fora pension to all ex-soldiers of the late war 
of $5 per month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Paper in the case of F. W. Haldeman, for relief— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of Thomas Nelson and others, relative to 
the duty on leaf-tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. A. Giltman, relative to disposal of public lands— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial from the Saint Paul Chamber of Commerce, relative 
to improvement of Missouri River—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. OHARA: Papers relating to the claim of Benjamin F. Par- 
rott—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. J. NEILL: Memorial of city council of Saint Louis, ask- 
ing for an appropriation to protect west bank of Mississippi River be- 
tween Chain of Rocks and Bissell’s Point—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a of aust ane League of Anai dokn eop eye 
nett presi sa ba see e use of prison labor in jprovemen: 
of streets in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition of the heirs of Mary Anderson, for 
relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Louisa S. Guthrie, widow and ex- 
ecutrix of Capt. John J. Guthrie, late superintendent of the sixth dis- 
trict, United States Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


By Mr. RANNEY: Petition of George S. Merrill and others, relat- 
to pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
y Mr. T. B. REED: Petition for Mrs, H. Babb Hutchins—to the 
same committee. ¥ 
By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of Dr. J. K. Farriss, asking for 
payment of his claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Elijah Stephens, late postmaster at Woodbury, 
Tenn., for payment of his account—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of several grand jurors from the western 
district of Arkansas, urging Congress to provide suitable court-house 
and jail for that district at Fort Smith—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of W. H. Morehouse and 167 others, busi- 
ness men of Toledo, Ohio, against any action involving a renewal or 
extension of what is known as the treaty of Washington—to the Com- 
mittee on eha na 

By Mr. SING N: bs spre ing to the claims of John Brister, 
of Dr. J. R. Phillips, and of Margaret 8. Bennett—io the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Mr. SPOONER: Petition of the Music Teachers’ National Asso- 
oaa; for an international copyright law—to the Committee on the 
udiciary. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Petitions of Houston G. Woodsand of Henry 
Zimerlee, asking to be placed on the pension-rolls—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition of Grandville Philpot, for increase of 
arrears of pension—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial and resolutions by a mass meeting held in the city 
of Mount Sterling, Ky., on January 19, 1886, relating to the improve- 
ment of Licking River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: Memorial of the Charleston Exchange, praying 
the passage of an act to make a bill of conclusive evidence i 
So HADAS OL a Aona Aae Doido ta in Corint HoA GTS J iary. 

Also, memorial of the National Cotton Exchange, praying a specific 
appropriation for the Signal Service Bureau to make reliable daily re- 
ashe of the meteorological conditions in the cotton districts—to the 

mmittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of J. H. Hazelrigg and others, for 
the improvement of Licking River above Farmers, in Rowan County, 
Kentucky—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of Big Sandy Valley, praying for continu- 
ittee. 


ance of the work on that river—to the same commi 

Also, petition for the continuance of the work on Big Sandy River— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. A. J. WARNER: Petitionof Frank Scott and 34 others and 
of W. D. Corn and 64 others, citizens of Guernsey County, Ohio, ask- 
ing for payment to soldiers of the difference between gold and green- 
backs—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Papers relating to the claim of Mary J. Bohan- 
non, of John G. Beard, and of James Clendennin—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, petition to increase appropriation to extend Signal Service in 
Southern States—to the Committee on Mili Affairs, 

By Mr. WORTHINGTON: Petition of Harriett J. Peabody, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of sil- 
ver upon an equality with gold; that there De honed coin certificates 
of one, two, and five dollars, the same being made legal tender; that 


one and two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public 
debt be paid as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle 
surplus now in the , were presented and severally referred to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Of citizens of Worth County, Missouri. 

By Mr. RYAN: Of H. V. Hickman and others, of Elmdale, Kans. 

By Mr. A. J. WARNER: Of John Brown and 85 others, citizens of 
Ohio. 

By Mr. WOODBURN: Of citizens of the State of Nevada. 

By Mr. WORTHINGTON: Of citizens of Fulton County, Minois. 


SENATE. 


TUESDAY, January 26, 1886. 
PRAYER. 

The Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Let us pray. O Thou whose kingdom is an everlasting kingdom, 
and whose dominion endureth throughout all generations, we come to 
do Thee homage, and would be enrolled among Thy servants, gladly 
awaiting Thy commands. Wecan notthank Thee enough for the mercies 
ofthe past. We can only pray that Thou wilt help us to manifest our 
gratitude by such a conscientious use of our political endowments as 
shall continue unto us Thy guardianship, and thus insure to us and our 
posterity honorable place among the nations of the earth. 

We are this day to be again reminded of our mortality. The ordi- 
nary legislative business shall be put aside while the career of our re- 
cently deceased Vice-President is reviewed and the lessons of his event- 
ful life are read for the instruction of the nation. Help us to profit by 
these memorial services, and may we so number our days as to apply 
our hearts unto wisdom. 

Already our beloved land is the possessor of opportunities which, un- 
der the Divine guidance, have developed characters whose history the 

ple are unwilling to forget. We seek to perpetuate their memory 

y shaft, or sanitarium, orstatue; and while we rejoice that these mon- 

umental structures grace our and crown our hill-sides, we pray 

the Lord to help us rear above our worthy dead that most honorable 

and most enduring of all monuments, a Christian civilization. May it 

be concreted with that justice which is the habitation of Thy throne, 

that, being structured on the basis which gives stability to Thy eternal 
Kingiom, the Republic may abide. 

ear Thou our prayer; guide us by unerring wisdom while we live; 

m save us in Thy kingdom when we die. For the Redeemer’s sake. 

en. 
THE JOURNAL. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
CLAIMS UNDER FRENCH AND SPANISH TREATIES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
communication from the Secretary of the Treasury; which was read and 
ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 25, 1836. 
Sm: I have the honor to acknowl the receipt of the resolution of the 
Senate dated the 21st instant, “That the retary of the Treasury be requ 
to furnish the Senate with astatement showing the character and amount of each 
of the See paid under the treaties with France of April 30, 1308, and of July 4, 
1831, and n: the treaty with Spain of February 22, 1819, together with the 
names of the claimants,” and in reply I have to inform val ABA that the information 
called for in the resolution was furnished to the honorable Secretary of State on 
the 20th instant, at great expense to the Government, in compliance with his re- 
— of September 10, 1555, and that the Senate may be placed in possession of 
desired information with as little delay as possible I would suggest that the 
resolution be directed to the Department of State. 


iign DANIEL MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, : i 
President pro tempore United States Senate. 


PAYMENTS TO INTERNAL-REVENUE COLLECTORS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
communication from the Secretary of the Treasury; which was read, 
and, with the accompanying papers, ordered to be printed and referred 
to the Committee on Finance : 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., January 22, 1836. 
To the President of the Senate of the United Slates : 

In obedience to the Senate's resolution of the 14th instant, directi 
furnish certain information respecting the payment of the salaries of “col 
of internal revenue not confirmed by the Senate,” I have the honor to reply that 
since March 1, 1879, payments of salary haye been made to ninety-five “‘ collect- 
ors of internal revenue not confirmed by the Senate ;" and that seventy of the 
ninety-five to whom such payments were made had, at the time of said pay- 
ments, been to perform the duties of other collectors suspended by 
the President during a recess of the Senate, under the authority conferred by 
section 1768 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. Some of the oa 
made some oi 


rt upon this subject this day received from the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, and two tabulated statements which accompa- 


it. 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
i J 'Y DANIEL MANNING, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
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DEATH OF VICE-PRESIDENT HENDRICKS. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, pursuant to notice heretofore 
given, I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the reso- 
lutions now pending before this body touching the death of the late 
Vice-President of the United States, and I ask for their reading in that 
connection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolutions men- 
tioned by him. The resolutions will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolutions, submitted by Mr. 
VOORHEES on the 7th of December, 1885: 

Resolved, That the Senate has received with profound sorrow the intelligence 
of the death of Thomas A, Hendricks, late Vice-President of the United States, 
and for a number of years a distinguished member of this body. 

Resolved, That the business of the Senate be suspended in order that the emi- 
nent publicservices and the private virtues of the deceased may be appropriately 
commemorated, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to communicate these 
resolutions to the House of Representatives. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senate. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, for the eminent citizen of the Re- 
public who lately fell from his high place among living men, and who 
sleeps now in peace and honor in the bosom of the State he loved and 
served, we can do no more than has already been done by tongue and 
pen, and by every method which human affection can inspire. The 
heavy drapery of woe has darkened alike the public building, the 
stately mansion, and the doorway of thehumble home; the proud colors 
of the Union have drooped at half-mast throughout the United States 
and in all civilized Jands beneath the sun; eloquence in the forum and 
at the sacred desk has paid its richest tributes to his exalted abilities 
and to his stainless character; the tolling bell, the mournful dirge, the 
booming solemn minute-gun, the mighty multitude of mourners, have 
all attended the funeral of Thomas A. Hendricks, and borne witness to 
the deep love and grief with which he was lowered into his last earthly 
abode. All the honors due to the most illustrious dead have been paid 
by the Chief Magistrate of the Government, by the authority of States, 
and by the unrestrained affection of the people. 

In the Senate, however, we may not be silent even though the cup of 
honor to his memory is full and overflowing. In this exalted theater 
of action, here on this brilliantly lighted stage, he fulfilled his last offi- 
cial engagement and closed his long and commanding public career. 
When this body adjourned in April last he went out from these walls 
to return to them no more forever. The chair to which he had been 
called by the American people was vacant when Senators gathered here 
again, and now we briefly halt in our weary march todo honor to our- 
selves, and to benefit the living, by pointing out the attractive virtues 
of the dead. 

Thomas A. Hendricks was a native of the Mississippi Valley, born in 
Muskingum County, Ohio, on the 7th day of September, 1819. He had 
the good fortune to be born on a farm, so often the nursery of mental 
and physical development and power. His earliest associations were 
with people who earned their bread by the honest labor of their own 
hands, and the impressions thus made on his mind were with him al- 
ways. They inspired his sympathies, and to a great extent governed 
his ideas of public duty at every stage of his long official life. 

Early in the spring of 1820, when the late Vice-President was six 
months old, his father, Maj. John Hendricks, with his young family, 
moved to the State of Indiana, then indeed an infant State, but three 
years older than the strong man-child then in his mother’s arms, and 
destined to control the gravest affairs of the Commonwealth and to wear 
her highest civic laurels. After a brief sojourn at Madison, the well- 
known historic residence in the interior of the State at Shelbyville, 
Shelby County, was assumed by Major Hendricks, and maintained with 
dignity, hospitality, and great practical usefulness until he slept with 
his fathers. 


In the heart of the dense forest, upon the gentle eminence overlooking the beau- 
tiful valley, he built the sightly and commodious brick house which yet stands 
in good preservation in open view of the thriving city and richly cultivated 
country around, It soon became known as a center of learning and social de- 
light, and was the favorite resort of men of distinction and worth. Itwasin par- 
ticular the seat of hospitality to the orthodox ministry, Mr. Hendricks being the 
pham founder and support of the Presbyterian church in tbat community. 

he presiding genius of that home was the gentle wife and mother, who tem- 
pe the atmosphere of learning and zeal with the sweet influences of charity 
and love. Essentially clever and persistent, she was possessed of a rare quality 
of patience, which stood her in better stead than a more aggressive spirit, 


It was at such a home as this, on one of the outer lines of advancing 
civilization, shedding its rays of beneficent Christian light over the 
waste places and lighting up the wilderness, that the future lawyer and 
statesman began/his growth in knowledge, grace, and power, and rose 
to the full stature of his splendid manhood. 

What a swift unfolding panoramic view of the march of empire and 
of human progress was given him to behold in his own lifetime of 
less than three score years and ten! Indiana was admitted into the 
Union only sixty-nine years ago with but thirteen organized counties, 
12,112 voters, and a total population of 63,897. The first impressions 
of men and things made on the mind of Governor Hendricks in his 
childhood outside of his own home were of a sparsely settled country, 


The resolutions are now before the 


neighborhoods composed of a few families, making here and there an 
opening in the wilderness, and separated from each other by long 
miles of towering unbroken forests. He was made familiar with ac- 
counts of pioneer privation, self-sacrifice, and heroism. Indians were 
still abundant in Indiana, and though not on the warpath, were uncom- 
fortable neighbors, and he sometimes listened to the hunter with buck- 
skin shirt and unerring rifle who had fought the red man at Fort Har- 
rison, Tippecanoe, the River Raisin, and the Thames but a few years 
before. He knew at one time what it was to go six miles from home 
for the privileges of a very ordinary and uncertain school. The high- 
way of his early youth was the trail through the woods, from one set- 
tlement to another, surveyed and laid out not with rod and chain, but 
with the ax of the frontierman blazing the trees to give the traveler 
or the lost wanderer his points of compass and his way onward. His 
memory dwelt on the mill by the flowing stream, where, with primi- 
tive methods, the bread of the pioneer and those beneath his generous 
roof was provided for. 

In after years, when all these things had passed away like a dream, 
and when he was decorated with almost every official distinction, he 
would on rare occasions charm his listeners with pleasing pictures which 
had been indelibly painted on his youthful mind. I vividly recall one 
such instance only a little more than seven yearsago. The Millers’ 
National Association met at Indianapolis in May, 1878, and Governor 
Hendricks was chosen to welcome them to a public dinner. Jn the 
course of his remarks, and after dwelling upon the association before 
him as one of the most potent factors in the world in providing an in- 
creased amount and an improved quality of food, his mind reverted to 
the scenes of his boyhood, and with the touch of a master and to the 
delight of his audience of advanced millers, he produced from memory 
the following gem of portrait painting: 

As a boy I was acquainted with the miller,and I thought him a grcat man. 
When he raised the gate with such composure aud confidence, and the tumbling 
waters drove the machinery ahead, I admired his power. And then he talked 
strongly upon all questions. He was very positive upon politics, religion, law, 
and mechanics, Any one bold enough to dispute a point was very likely to haye 
a personal argument thrown in his face; for he knew all the gossip among his cus- 
tomers. Hewascheerful. I thought it was because he was always in the music 
of the running waters and the whirling wheels. He was kind and clever, indeed 
so much so that he would promise the grists before they could be ready, and so 
the boys had to go two or three times. He was a chancellor and prescribed the 
law,every onein his turn, That miller, standing in the door ofhis mill, all white 
with dust, isa picture even upon the memory of thisgeneration, It isthe picture 
ofa manly figure. I wonderif you gentlemen, the lords of many runsand bolts, 
are ashamed to own him as your predecessor. It was a small mill, sometimes 
upon a willowy brook and sometimes upon a larger stream, but it stood upon 
the advance line of the settlements. With its one wheel to grind Indian corn, 
and one for wheat, and in the fall and winter season one day in the week set 
apart for grinding buckwheat, it did the work for the neighborhood. 

Plain and unpretentious as compared with your stately structures, yet I would 
not say it contributed less toward the development of the country and the per- 
manent establishment of society, So great a favorite was it, and so important 
to the public welfare, tha} the authorities in that day invoked in its favor the 
highest power of the State, that of eminent domain. That mill and miller 
had to go before you and yours, and I am happy to revive the memory of the 
miller at the custom mill, who with equal care adjusted the sack upon the horse 
for the boy to ride on, and his logic in support of his theory in politics or his 
dogma in religion. 

But while Governor Hendricks would thus at times recall the early 
days of Indiana and her small beginnings, on the other hand his joy 
and pride, everywhere and under all circumstances, at her unparalleled 
progress in every channel of thought and action were boundless and un- 
restrained. His enthusiasm over the i i Moai So resources, 
cultivation, and honor of the State whose infancy he had shared and-to 
whose greatness he had contributed was of a character not to be fully 
understood nor appreciated except by those to whom the nature and 
attributes of his mind were revealed by long and intimate association. 
Indiana was the one theme,‘whether in public or private speech, on 
which his voice would fill with emotion and his eyes flash with un- 
wonted fires or grow moist with affection and gratified pride. He saw 
her meager population swell to over two millions, her primitive high- 
ways give place to more than six thousand miles of railroad, her farms 
teeming with more wheat and corn than any other State of equal size, 
her coal beds and manufactories filling the world with their productions 
and their fame; he saw accumulated the largest school fund per capita 
of any commonwealth on the globe, and he exulted in the free schools, 
the high schools, the normal schools, the seminaries, the colleges, and 
the universities which adorn and illuminate the State. 

We have heard and read much in our day and generation on the sub- 
ject of State pride and the duty a citizen owes to his State govern- 
ment. Governor Hendricks loved the American Union, and gave it 
his warm, unstinted, and unwavering allegiance, and held that no duty 
to his State could interfere with his duty to the Federal Government. 
And yet his love for Indiana, and his pride in her position before the 
world, was never less ardent and sincere than that of the most devoted 
disciple of that school of State rights which existed before the war, but 
which exists now no more. The people of Indiana well understood this 
fact, and repaid his affection with their own faithful attachment. 

But Governor Hendricks had another and earlier reason for his de- 
yotion to theState besides his own connection with her affairs. It will 
be seen from the records of the Territory and of the State that no 
other name has had so long, so permanent, and so conspicuous a place 
in the history of Indiana as that of his family. When the delegate 
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convention met at Corydon on the 10th of June, 1816, under the au- 
thority of the enabling act of Congress, to frame a constitution for the 
new State, William Hendricks was the secretary of that small but able 
and historic body. He was an elder brother of Maj. John Hendricks, 
and consequently an uncle of the late Vice-President. He was large 
and commanding in person, with marked intellectual ability. In Au- 
gust, 1816, he was elected a member of Congress under the new con- 
stitution, and thus became the first Representative of the State of In- 
diana at the Federal capital. In this position he won such distinction 
that in 1822 he was elected governor of the new Commonwealth. 

There is nothing more trying toa young man’s reputation and to his 
futuresuccess than to be charged with the duties ofa frontier State, with 
all its bitter necessities; its just expectations, so long deferred as to 
make the heart sick; its oppressive burdens, which might be lightened 
by promptitude and justice on the part of the Federal Government; its 
keen and constant struggles for fall recognition asa member of the Union 
with equal rights and dignity in the company of its sister States. This 
ordeal was passed, however, so successfully, that in 1825 William Hen- 
dricks was elected a Senator in Congress from Indiana and re-elected 
for a second term, giving him twelve years of service in the Senate of 
the United States at a most important period in the history of the State 
andnation. A fertile and wealthy county in the central portion of In- 
diana bears his honored name and stands as an enduring monument to 
the memory of an able and faithful publicservant. In 1837 his public 
life closed, and it was but eleven years later when another official career 
began which was destined to be longer and more brilliant and to render 
the same name still more illustrious. Thomas A. Hendricks came npon 
the theater of professional and public life better equipped for the duties 
before him than young men generally were at that early period in the 
West. While his youth had been surrounded by the privations of the 
frontier, he experienced but few of them in his own person. 

His father was a prosperous man for his day, and, with the commend- 
able family pride of an intelligent, well-read gentleman, he spared no 
pains or expense in preparing his sons, as far as existing opportunities 
then permitted, to enter with credit and success upon the duties of man- 
hood, In the village and neighborhood schools, and at South Hanover 
College, Abram, the eldest son, pursued his studies to become a Presby- 
terian minister, and his brother, next younger, laid the foundations of 
his future greatness in the councilsof men. Governor Hendricks was a 
lover of books, and from his youth up his mind was fashioned to indus- 
try, study, and research. In making choice of a profession he followed 
his earliest inclinations and eagerly embraced the law. When a mere 
boy he loved the court-room, and listened with intense interest and de- 
light to the mental conflicts of strong men. Upon his return from col- 
lege he entered at once on his legal studies in the office of Judge Major, 
at Shelbyville, He subsequently went to Chambersburg, Pa., and fur- 
ther pursued his studies under the tuition of his kinsman, Judge Thom- 
son. When he was admitted to the bar on his return home he had a 
student’s well-trained mind, and a knowledge of the great principles of 
the common law, which increased and expanded with his advancing 
years, and on which he never relied in vain in the conflicts of after life. 

The opening years of his professional career were not marked by sen- 
sational success, but rather by a steady growth in the confidence of the 
courts and of the people as a diligent, capable, and rising man. In 
the meager practice of the village lawyer great amounts were not at 
stake, but in the preparation and trial of small cases the principles of 
the law laid down by Blackstone, Chitty, and other great masters of 
jurisprudence were often more clearly and ably presented than in con- 
troversies in the highest courts involving millions. 

To one imbued with zeal and ambition for legal eminence no trial 
in court is- unimportant when it presents an issue of law or of equity. 
In this spirit and with this conception of his profession Governor Hen- 
dricks pursued his labors from the ing. In 1848 he was elected 
to the Legislature; and at that point began that long double line of 
duties, one in the courts and one in the political arena, lasting thirty- 
seven yoan es only closing when his active but weary brain ceased 
to throb. e became an eminent leader on both lines of action, and 
so evenly and well-balanced were his powers that it would be difficult 
to decide on which he was most conspicuous and commanding. To 
his own mind and heart, as his intimate friends well know, his labors 
and his triumphs in the courts were the dearest and most satisfactory. 
The keen, high zest with which he often enjoyed the conflicts of the 
bar and their results was something, when once witnessed, not readily 
forgotten. If the law, as the old writers have it, is indeed a jealous 
mistress, yet she had no cause to complain of his want of love or de- 
votion, or of his absence from her chambers, except when driven to other 
fields of duty by the highest order that can be issued to a citizen in 
State or nation. He lived to realize that his fidelity to his profession 
had met its just reward. 

The history of Indiana is luminous with the names of able lawyers 
and profound jurists from the days of Isaac Blackford down to the pres- 
ent time, and among the brightest and the strongest of that great gal- 
axy the name of Thomas A. Hendricks long since took its permanent 
place. If to some this may seem merely the voice of personal friend- 
ship, perhaps insensible to careful discrimination and close analysi 
I would recall to them the imposing meeting of his brothers in talaw, 


held at Indianapolis, and gathered from every part of the State by the 


dread summons of his death. Into that Federal court-room, where he 
had won and worn many of his brightest laurels, there came on that 
sad day the oldest, the ablest, and the most learned of the Indiana bar. 
Within its hallowed precincts every thought and recollection of polit- 
ical warfare died away, every memory of party strife was hushed, and 
men of every creed and faith pressed forward to bear testimony in elo- 
quent and burning words to their admiration for the great lawyer, then 
cold and motionless forever. Judge Gresham, now of the United States 
circuit court, and so long and honorably connected with the Federal 
judiciary and recently with the administration of the General Gov- 
ernment, on assuming the chair by the call of the meeting said: 


We are assembled to pay our tribute of respect to an eminent member of our 
profession. Although Mr, Ilendricksoccupied many high stations in the State 
and nation, finally the second highest in the gift of the people, all of which he 
filled with distinguished ability, he never lost his fondness for his chosen pro- 
fession. His triumphs at the bar were, perhaps, fully as satisfactory as his tri- 
umphs in the conflicts of politics. * * * In capacity for rapid absorption of 
a case, arrangement of facts in their proper relation, and in the application of 
principles to facts, Mr. Hendricks greatly excelled. While he justly stood in 
the front rank of the profession, perhaps his real sphere was that of the advo- 
cate. In this line he had no superiors, perhaps no equals. Asa trial lawyer he 
wasself-reliant and cou us, and when a case took a sudden and unexpected 
turn, and defeat seemed almost inevitable, he exhibited rare skill and great re- 
serve power, It was on such occasions that he appeared to the best advantage. 

In the memorial prepared and presented by the bar committee is the 
following: 

Mr. Hendricks was throughout the whole period of his active life a lawyer, 
even in his Jast days concerned in the conduct of causes. is entrance upon 
and employments in public lite were episodes, excursions, usefal to himself and 
others, but did not divert him from the beaten path of forensic labor. On the 
floor of the Senate, in the halls of legislation, he sojourned—at the bar, in the 
courts, he dwelt, He was engaged in very much of the important litigation at 
the capital of his State. His practice was by no means local, He attended in 
the discharge of professional duties nearly every cireuit in our own and many 
of the higher courts of adjoining States and the Supreme Court at Washington, 


The chairman of that committee, David Turpie, once a distinguished 
member of this body, drew the following eloquent analysis of the late 
Vice-President as a lawyer, all of which might with equal fidelity to 
truth he said of himself: 


His legal abilities were so various and diversified that it is dificult to say in 
what branch of the profession he most excelled; still harder to determine in 
what, if any, he was deficient. 

Asa pleader, that is, in making the statement of a claim or defense upon 
paper, he was careful, diligent, exact. * * * 

Te gave great attention to the preparation of litigated causes for trial. * + 

Rightly deeming that proof, like glass, should be handled with care, and might 
be much affected by the manner of its utterance and the time of itsintroduction, 
his verb “ prepare” had a mood, a tense in it often overlooked by others, 

Jle had the capacity to grasp a case, and, having sped, to hold it in all its 
details; before development, from the oath in chief of the jury to their retire- 
ment, Ile seemed, so to speak, to stand seized of it, per mi et per tout, in entire- 
ties; so that if it failed upon one hypothesis, it should yet survive and su 
upon another, 

Called upon to name in briefest phrase the most preventing traitin his mental 
character, aside from those splendid qualities which attracted public notice, I 
should say it was his power of rnment. 

* * © He saw the relation in which one thing stands to another, their co- 
relative bearings, what these relations would be or might become at any stage, * 
mesne or final, of the proceedings. 

And this did not seem to be so much an acquirement or an accomplishment 
asa wie E a faculty of introspection, of prevision, a sort of subsidiary sense 
or sensibility. 

In this he was exceptionally great. It was a quiet power—calm, tranquil, 
noiseless in its o tion, but strange as wisdom, certain as inspiration, and in 
its effects unavoidable as the decree of fate itself. 

His powers of analysis were large, yet fully equaled by those of combination 
and construction, His mind in this respect a dual capacity seldom found 
in the same person. 

Joseph E. McDonald, so well known and so honored here, held the 
following language : 

The national flag at half-mast, a city draped in mourning, and the many sad 
faces that throng our streets, all attest the fact that one who had enshrined him- 
self in the hearts of the people of this State and had inscribed his name high up 
in the roll of the Naser) eee men of our country had closed his earthly career; 
and while we, his ers of the bar, have met to piy Se his memory that honor 
to which it is entitled, on account of the high rank he held in our profession, a 
nation bows its head in sorrow. Monuments may be erected to perpetuate his 
name, but none will be more enduring than the memorial you will this day en- 
roll upon the records of the courts, tt is the lawyers’ monument, and will re- 
main when monuments of brass or stone have crumbled, and fallen, and min- 
gled with the dust. The memorial and resolutions you are about to adopt speak 
of him, his character and career, and render it unnecessary for me to more than 
briefly allude to them. $ 

Othersin glowing periods and with stately phrase paid tribute to their 
departed forensic leader, each one contributing to the establishment of 
‘‘the lawyers’ monument” in the judicial records of the country, 
‘t which will remain when monuments of brass or stone have crumbled, 
and fallen, and mingled with the dust.” 

Turning our attention at this point from his legal to his political line 
of duties, we find a circumstance at the start which may be taken as 
the key to his whole career. In 1850 Indiana had outgrown the meth- 
ods and the apparel of her childhood, and stood in need of certain fun- 
damental changes in her organic law, better adapted to her stalwart 
and rapidly developing proportions. The Legislature authorized a 
constitutional convention to be called. To frame the constitution of a 
State has always been esteemed the proper work of the fathers and the 
elders, of those ripe in years and full of experience. Here and there 
exceptions have been wisely made to this general rule, and the people 
of Shelby County made snch an exception in the choice of their dele- 
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pate. Governor Hendricks had put his foot on the first round in the 
der of his political life when he went to the Legislature in 1848, and 
now he was called to go higher. 

Thus it was at every step of his remarkable history. He inspired 
such confidence in every position he held that he not only never lost 
an inch of ground once attained, but the constant and confident de- 
mand of those who knew him best throughout his entire career was for 
his promotion from height to height as long as there was a position of 
honor and duty above him. He rose with steady, unfaltering steps, 
and never disappointed the expectations of those who gaye him their 
faith. It mattered not in what situation he was placed, he met its re- 
quirements with ability, with dignity, with courage, and with clean- 
hearted and clean-handed integrity. In this one great fact, shining out 
like a star over the pathway of his life, his friends and followers had 
their abundant pride and joy. 

In the constitutional convention, though but thirty-one years of age, 
he so bore himself in company, and sometimes in contact, with the old- 
est and ablest leaders of both political parties then in the State that in 
the following year, 1851, he received his indorsement and promotion 
by being elected to C This was followed by are-election, and 
then by defeat at the polls in 1854, that weird, anomalous year in Amer- 
ican politics. Within a few months, however, after his return home 
to his law office he was, without solicitation and very unexpectedly, ap- 

inted Commissioner of the General Land Office by President Pierce. 
His conduct in the House and the discharge of his duties there had 
marked him as an able, safe, industrious, and honest public official. 
The General Land Office was then, as itis now, all things considered, the 
most important burean in the Government. 

The interest of the American people in the public lands reaches all 
classes, and thecupidity of land speculators and the plundering instincts 
of timber pirates were tempted thirty years ago in the same way and 
almost to the same degree as at the present juncture. Governor Hen- 
dricks was slow to accept the position, and only did so after careful con- 
sultation with friends, and is amy vin his father, on whose judg- 
menthegreatlyrelied. His inistration of the office proved the wis- 
dom of the selection, and he continued to hold it under Mr. Buchanan 
until 1859, when he resigned, returned to Indiana, and once more re- 
sumed his profession at Shelbyville. He had but little respite. In 
1860, in the very shadow of the thick-coming events so soon to follow, 
he obeyed the call of his party in convention, and ran a failing race for 
governor of the State, weighted down from the start by the ominous 
collision between Douglas and Breckinridge. A high promotion, how- 
ever, awaited him soon. 

The Legislature of Indiana chosen in 1862 elected him a Senator in 
Congress, and he took his seat as such on the 4th of March, 1863. 
Here, in this the most exalted legislative body in the world or in the 
history of the world, he gave himself up for six years, with absolute 
devotion, to public duty, and established that strong and enduring 
national reputation which ever afterwardsattended him. For vigilant 
. attention to the business of the Senate, fora knowledge of its princi- 
ples and its details, and for earnest candid labor in its transaction, both 
in committee and in discussion on this floor, it is doubtful whether any 
Senator ever him. The pages of the Congressional Globe 
from day to day attest this fact and are rich with treasures of his thought 
and eloquence. He was the ever-present leader of a small minority in 
this body, and never relaxed his hold upon the laboring oar. 

While the war lasted he favored its earnest prosecution, and voted for 
all supplies to sustain the Army. When the war closed he held that 
the States whose people had been in rebellion had never been out of 
the Union, and were consequently entitled to representation in both 
branches of Congress and to the control of their respective State govern- 
ments. Heantagonized the doctrine of reconstruction, maintaining that 
Congress had no power to reconstruct the governments of States which 
had never ceased to be members of the American Union. I recall his 

ition on this pee subject not for the purpose of reviving even a de- 
batable thought in the niinds of Senators, but to convey some ideaof the 
character and magnitude of his labors while a member of this body. 

In the debates which ensued every principle vital to the structure 
and existence of the Government of the United States as a Republic 
was involved and its value tested by argument. Every day, and at 
times almost every hour, witnessed keen and strong encounters between 
such leaders as Fessenden, Grimes, Sumner, and Trumbull on the one 
hand, and Hendricks on the other. He won the respect and esteem of 
his opponents here as he didelsewhere. He looked back on his service 
in the Senate with pleasure, but with no desire to again enter this Cham- 
ber asa member. He often said he had done a faithful work, which 
would never be needed again, to restore a helpless and broken people 
to peace and safety and self-control under the Constitution, and that 
he was willing the book of his labors in the Senate should be consid- 
ered finished, and remain as he left it on the 4th of March, 1869, 

In the midst of his heavy labors, and the severe mental strain upon 
him as a Senator, surrounded by such peculiar circumstances, another 
burden of the first magnitude was imposed upon his shoulders. In 
1868 his party demanded him again as a candidate for Governor, and 
while he yielded with reluctance and with a full appreciation of the 
odds at that time against him, yet he entered upon the memorable cam- 


paign and conducted it to the close with an ability, courteous bearing, 
and perfect courage never to be forgotten in the history of Indiana. 
General Grant carried the State by nearly 10,000 majority, while it will 
never be absolutely certain whether Governor Hendricks or Governor 
Baker, his competitor, received the most votes. The count at last de- 
cided in favor of Baker by about 1,100 majority. 

From March, 1869, when his duties terminated in the Senate, until 
the summer of 1872, Governor Hendricks diligently and with great 
enjoyment to himself practiced his profession, being the head of the well- 
known firm of Hendricks, Hord & Hendricks, at Indianapolis. But 
the tenacious devotion of his party was not willing to leave the close and 
unsatisfactory result of 1868 without another appeal to the people on 
the same issue. 7 

His resistance to the appeals of a unanimous convention for him to run 
again for governor in 1872 was extreme, and for a long time unyield- 
ing. When at last borne down by a sense of duty to a great and devoted 
party he yielded up his own desires and took the race, he wore a look of 
patient fortitude and heroic self-sacrifice, well remembered by those 
who saw him on that oecasion. In that year of Democratic defeat and 
disaster, more or less deserved, when Grant beat Greeley in Indiana 
over 22,000, Hendricks was elected governor by about 1,200 majority, 
all the remainder of the Democratic State ticket being defeated except 
the candidate for superintendent of public instruction. 

From January, 1873, to January, 1877, a period of four years, he 
made a record as governor of Indiana full of honor, usefulness to the 
people, dignity, grace, and refinement. It is without blemish, stain, 
or fault. There is nothing he could have wished to change, amend, 
or recall; nothing for his most ardent friends to deplore or to cause 
them to blush or apologize. The people of Indiana know him but lit- 
tle, if at all, by any other title than that of their governor, for in that 
capacity he wasin their midst, and in personal contact with them more 
than in any other. They knew him best, and it followed that they 
loved him most, as Governor Hendricks. 

But in what rapid succession public honors sought him at every stage 
of his life! While yet governor of Indi in 1876, he was nominated 
at Saint Louis for the Vice-Presidency, and I am sure I will not offend 
the most delicate susceptibility by saying that, as in his contest for 
governor in 1868 so in that of 1876, it will always be a matter of hon- 
est doubt in many minds whether he was defeated by 1 vote or elected 
by a considerable majority. When in 1884 he wasin fact elected Vice- 
President, but by a very slender majority, it did indeed seem as if the 
very genius of close contests and narrow in the ballot had pre- 
sided over his political fortunes, but that at last the account was in- 
variably settled in his favor. His victories were the results of hard- 
fought and doubtful battles, and his defeats the same. 

Governor Hendricks has been with inordinate ambition. It 
is true that he was ambitious for an honorable fame, but for place and 
position he cared far less in his own behalf than his friends did for him. 
They believed him fit to be President, and they followed his fortunes 
as his Scotch ancestors followed the Bruce, whatever fate awaited them. 
That he would have made a wise, prudent, and able administration of 
the Government as its Chief Magistrate will not be questioned by those 
most familiar with his publie services and private worth. 

In the spirit of accusation and reproach it has been charged, and more 
especially in these later days, that he was a partisan in his political 
ideas and methods. If by this is meant that he sincerely believed in 
the principles and pu: of the party to which he belonged, and 
sought by all honorable methods to promote what he conceived to be 
the public good by placing its measures and its men in control of the 
Government, then the accusation is true, and the term intended as a 
reproach becomes simply a just tribute to an honest man. If, how- 
ever, it is intended to convey the impression that he was ever during 
all the years of his political life violent, factions, unreasonable, or pro- 
scriptive toward his opponents, whoever or whatever they might be, 
nothing could possibly be more erroneous. 

There were no neutral tints in his own political colors, but his tol- 
erance for opposing opinions was so gentle, his manner of meeting them 
in discussion so free from bitterness, so sparing of assault, and so full 
of respect for their candor that prejudice melted away in his presence 
and left his hearers with unbiased minds to weigh his clear and forci- 
ble arguments. It has been the partisan with deep, honest convictions, 
dealing justly with opposing views, who, in all ages of the world and 
in every field of human progress, has led the way. Wherever the lists 
of free controversy have been opened, wherever conflicts of opinion have 
determined the thought and action of mankind, there the well-equipped 
partisan, his zeal tempered with respect and magnanimity toward his 
adversaries, has been a guiding power, and has engraved his name in 
letters more durable than brass or marble on the tablets of history. To 
this rank of partisanship may be properly assigned the honored name 
of him whose death we mourn. : 

Much has been said and written, and often without wisdom or point, 
on the subject of leadership among men. Noman was ever a leader of 
his fellow-men in a free country by self-assertion or the spirit of dicta- 
tion. He who controls the reason, convinces the judgment, enlightens 
and satisfies the conscience, is a leader of the people mightier far than 
he who relies on the sword. Strong argument, elaborate research, and 
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uent ion have been, and will ever continue to be, more po- 
tent factors ih the world’s long annals than the gleaming bayonet and 
the shotted cannon. By their peaceful but powerful instrumentalities 
Governor Hendricks won his way to a high and very commanding po- 
litical leadership. 

In his repeated, Jong-sustained, and severe contests in Indiana he 
always led his followers with consummate judgment, perfect courage, 
and a brilliant display of intellectual force. Sometimes on the eve of 
a political battle he paused and weighed the issues at stake with such 
care and prudence, that those who knew but little of the quality of his 
mind thought he hesitated to go to the front. Nothing could be more 
incorrect than such a conclusion. While others were at times more 
aggressive, and more rapid in their decisions at the beginning, yet none 
led more boldly, nor furtherin advance, when the conflict became fiercest, 
and when it closed in victory or in defeat. 

Governor Hendricks was never so strong, so tic, and so irre- 
sistible as when under assault or crowded in discussion by an able an- 
tagonist. In joint debate before the people from day to day, and from 
week to week, he has had no superior, and rarely an equal in the history 
of the country. His qualities for such an ordeal were of the highest 
order, A self-possession never for a moment disturbed, a mental con- 
centration no excitement could shake, a memory of facts never losing 
its grasp, a will which never faltered, and a courage which rose in the 
presence of danger as certainly as the mercury in the tube under heat, 
were all his. Added to these gifts and acquirements was a voice, rich, 
musical, and resonant, pealing forth at his pleasure like a bugle call to 
action, or modulated into the soft, seductive notes of the flute, wooing 
the affections. A high-bred, classic face of singular manly beauty, lit 
up by a winning and genial expression, a large head with the contour 
and poise of an antique model, completed a picture which was never be- 
held by an audience without emotions of delight. 

Five years ago the unremitting labors and the incessant strain of 
more than the third of a century caused the powerful and compact 
physical constitution of Governor Hendricks to pos forth its first sig- 
nals of distress, and to reel for a time like a disabled ship in the break- 
ers. In the autumn of 1880, seeking for rest and surcease of toil, he 
visited that famous cafion of the Ozark Mountains, in Arkansas, where 
magical springs pour forth their hot and healing waters. While there 


in repose, and apparent security, the icy finger of ysis, sure pre- 
cursor of skeleton death, touched him with its fata’ premonition. 
The extent of his danger at that time was never known, except to 


her whose life was as his own, and to his physicians, who did not con- 
ceive it their duty to publish their patient’s ailments in the newspa- 
pers. He came home, however, to his beloved State, and again took 
up his | gogo and private duties with serenity and composure, but he 
knew from that time forward that he walked in the constant shadow 
of an impending blow. Nota word ever escaped him on the subject 
outside of his domestic circle. No wail, nor murmur, nor lament ever 
shook his lofty fortitude or passed his lips. When two years later he 
was stricken with lameness in his foot, and informed that he could rise 
no more to take part in the affairs of life, he was the only party to the 
scene unmoved by the great change then apparentlyso near. He spoke 
of his work as finished, and quietly waited for the curtains which di- 
vide time from eternity to be drawn aside. But medical opinion had 
erred, and it was reserved for him to receive one more promotion at the 
hands of his countrymen, to be crowned with another and higher honor, 
and to fall at last, when his hour did come, within a single step of the 
summit of human greatness. 

At the Chicago convention in 1884 Governor Hendricks made the 
only appearance of his life in such abody. The old familiar light was 
in his face, and his mental vision was as clear and penetrating as ever, 
but he was physically not strong, and the prompt, alert movement and 
elastic tread which his friends knew so well were wanting. His presence 
in that convention was contagious, and the vast multitude shouted them- 
selves hoarse and shook the mighty amphitheater with his name when- 
ever he appeared, but no exultation came for a moment into his look 
ormanner. To those near him he simply appeared to enjoy in a quiet 
silent way the popular approval of his long and faithful services, under 
the weight of which he was then wearily walking in the rich and glow- 
ing sunset of a great and well-spent life. When he was nominated for 
Vice-President he was seeking and sleep on his bed at the hotel 
at the close of an exciting day. He did not hear the tender words and 
strains of Auld Lang Syne break forth from ten thousand voices at the 
mention of his name, exclaiming: 


Should auld acquaintance be forgot, 
And never brought (to mind? 


The effect of the nomination on Governor Hendricks himself was im- 
mediate and remarkable. The position of Vice-President was one to 
which he had never aspired, nor were its duties congenial to his talents 
or tastes. He knew and accepted the fact that a dread specter was 
hovering near him and liable to cast its fatal dart at any moment, and 
more especially in the midst of labor and excitement. He had so often, 
however, led his party, and had always so fully met the expectations 
of his devoted friends in Indiana, that his iron will at once determined 
not to disappoint them on the last field where he was to appear. His 


resolution seemed to summon up all the vigor of the best years of his 
manhood. 


The energy and activity he displayed were never surpassed in a polit- 
ical contest. He declared himself ready to answer for his State, as he 
did in 1876, and the response of the people justified his promise and 
his claim. The brilliant and gifted leader of the Republican party, 
known in the list of PTO TORON tournament as the Plumed Knight, 
crossed the borders of iana, was welcomed with all the pomp and 
circumstance of a great party long accustomed to national victories, 
made a tour of the State with his banner full high advanced, inspiring 
the confidence and kindling into a flame the zeal and devotion of those 
who believed in his destiny and followed his star. As Mr. Blaine 
closed his ents in Indiana and drew off to other fields, it was 
determined that his dramatic and dazzling expedition into the West 
should have its bold and effective counterpart. 

Governor Hendricks, upon brief Reayoar ny Tey passed rapidly from 
zo to point, and the people rose up to do him honor until the whole 

tate seemed one vast continuous assemblage. It was his farewell en- 
gagement on the hustings, and he filled it like a master. Such an ova- 
tion was rarely ever given to hero or statesman in ancient or modern 
times, and the children of this generation will recall its scenes when 
they are old men and women in the distant future. 

But while he moved in the midst of these pageants, honors, and al- 
lurements, it was known to a chosen and silent few that his mind and 
heart dwelt a from them, and were engaged with matters of higher 
import than those of earth. During the last two years of his life he se- 
lected and prepared the beautiful spot where he now reposes. He gave 
his close personal attention to the finish and erection of the stately 
marble shaft which bears his name and marks his final abode. His 
only child died when but three years old, and for more than thirty 
years had rested at the old home at Shelbyville. 

As he felt the evening shadows coming on, the strong man, the able 
lawyer, the distinguished Senator, and governor, and Vice-President, 
wished his long lost little boy to by his side. He tenderly trans- 
ferred the sacred dust from Shelbyville, and when he himself was by 
loving hands laid to rest, the grave of a child was observed close by 
covered with flowers. At times he visited this hallowed spot and lin- 
[ome there while his own name was ringing with applause or provok- 

g fierce controversy. His thoughts were then far away, and with 
deep emotion he gathered up the broken links of the past, and by a 
faith that never faltered nor grew dim, reunited them in that high 
world beyond the sun and beyond the stars. 

Governor Hendricks was a believing and practical Christian all the 
days of his life. His duties to the church were no more neglected nor 
evaded than his duties to the state. He held official relations with 
both, but never mingled them. He bore re and public testimony on 
all proper occasions to his reliance upon the of Christianity 
for the advancement of civilization and for the ha) ess of mankind. 
In his private life he exemplified the beautiful virtues of his religion. 
He was much given to charity, not merely in the bestowal of alms to. 
the poor, but in the kindness of his heart and the tolerance of his spirit 
toward all. He obeyed the apostolic injunction, and lived in peace with 
all men as far as it lay in his power to do so. - He never gave the first 
blow in a personal controversy, and often forbore to return those he re- 
ceived. He loved his neighbors, and was by them beloved. 

Sir, we shall see Thomas A. Hendricks no more with our mortal eyes. 
He is gone from the high places of earth to the higher realms of immor- 
tality. He is lost to the Senate Chamber, to the forum, and to home 
and friends. We will follow him; he will return no more to us. As 
long, however, as American history treasures up pure lives and faithful 
public services; as longas public and private virtue, stainless and with- 
out blemish, is revered, so long will his name be cherished iy the Amer- 
ican people asan example worthy the highest emulation. Monuments 
of brass and marble will lift their heads toward heaven in honor of his 
fame, but a monument more precious to his memory and more valuable 
to the world hasalready been fonnded in the hearts of the people whom 
he served so long, so faithfully, and with such signal ability. In the 
busy harvest time of death, in the year 1885, there was gathered into 
eternity no nobler spirit, no higher intelligence, no fairer soul. 


Mr. HAMPTON. Mr. President, when death laid his inexorable hand 
on Thomas A. Hendricks, Vice-President of the United States, we had a 
striking and painful illustration of the truth that ‘‘death loves a shining 
mark, a si blow.’ Eminent alike for his abilities and his virtues; 
honored wherever known and loved best where best known; crowned 
with almost every civic honor which a grateful people could bestow; oc- 
cupying one of the most exalted positions in our country, and blessed 
by a domestic happiness perfect as it was beautiful, he did indeed offer 
a shining mark to the insatiate archer. 

One of the great Roman satirists tells us that ‘‘pale death with im- 
pere footsteps knocks alike at the poor man’s hut and the palace of 

ings,” and every page of history teaches the mournful truth that 
“the paths of glory lead but to the grave.” How often in the last few 
months has this solemn lesson been brought home to our hearts! The 
last days of summer saw a countless multitude with bowed and uncov- 
ered heads line the road over which the soldier President of this great 
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Republic was borne to his last resting place, and the echoes of the fu- 
neral march that sounded his dirge had scarcely died away when the 
body of that other great soldier, General McClellan, was committed 
to its mother earth. 

Again is the country called on to mourn the death of another illus- 
trious citizen, and the Senate of the United States, of which he had been 
a distinguished and honored member, over which as his last publicduty 
he presided with dignity and impartiality, pauses amid the routine of 
its daily duties to pay a tribute tothe memory of its late presiding offi- 
cer, and to give utterance to the sorrow which fills every patriotic heart 
in our country for the death of our honored Vice-President. It is emi- 
nently fit and proper that this should be done, and my only regret in 
joining in this tribute is that my contribution to it must necessarily be 
sounworthy of him to whose memory itis offered. It would be difficult 
for me under the most favorable conditions to say anything worthy of 
this theme, and the task has been rendered impossible since we have 
listened to the eloquent words justuttered by the Senator from Indiana. 
I can not venture even to glean in the field reaped so thoroughly by 
him, and I must content myself by expressing in a few sincere, heart- 
felt words the t, the esteem, and the admiration felt by our peo- 
ple for Mr. Hendricks while living and the profound grief caused by his 
untimely death. These feelings, I am sure, are not confined to one sec- 
tion or to one party, but are shared by all classes, wherever honor, integ- 
rity, virtue, and piety such as marked the character of the illustrious 
dead are respected and venerated. As a proof of the truth of this, Mr. 
Presicent, we need no stronger evidence than the scene which now meets 
our view in this Chamber, when members of both ies vie with each 
other in heartfelt expressions of esteem for the stainless character, pub- 
lic and private, of Mr. Hendricks. While this testimonial is honorable 
to those who offer it and desérved by him to whom it is given, it seems 
to me that we can draw from it a lesson profitable to us all if we heed 
it. It should teach us to be charitable in our judgment of those who 
differ with us, Fortunately in this case we need not invoke charity in 
the judgment pronounced on the character of our dead Vice-President, 
for we can challenge for it universal respect and admiration; but should 
we not in all cases deal charitably with the living as well as with the 
dead? We have been told on Divine authority that faith, hope, and 
charity are the cardinal virtues, and the greatest of these is charity. 
Not that charity which merely relieves suffering humanity, but that 
broader charity which judges leniently the motives and actions of men, 
which tells us to do unto others as we would have others do unto us— 
that sublime charity inculcated by our Saviour, In the friction caused 
by political differences and in the heat of party strife we too often in- 
dulge in a bitterness toward our opponents as unjust as it is unchari- 
table. Motives are impugned, actions misrepresented, facts distorted, 
and character assailed in this partisan warfare. And yet when one of 
the great actors in the political arena falls all animosities are buried 
with him, and in the awful presence of Death friends and foes alike 
strive to do justice to his merits and to pay homage to his memory. 
Recognizing this fact, which does honor to human nature, can we not 
agree to disagree withont malice? Can we not believe that men may 
be honest and conscientious even though they differ with us? In a 
word, can we not be charitable in our judgment of our fellow-men? 


Human nature is but clay 
’ Truly blessed by charity, 

These reflections have naturally suggested themselves to my mind 
by the scene presented here to-day and by others of a similar character 
which have so often of late transpired in this Chamber. Time and 
again, during my brief service here, have I seen these mournful cere- 
monies re-enacted, and on each have members of opposing parties, clasp- 
ing hands over thegrave of a colleague, paid willing homage to his vir- 
tues, while the mantle of charity was thrown over his faults. These 
scenes, which prove the brotherhood of mankind, and show that ‘‘one 
touch of nature makes the whole world kin,” have left a deep impression 
on my mind, and that impression was indelibly fixed by the extraordi- 
nary spectacle presented at the funeral of General Grant. We all re- 
member the inposing and touching ceremonies of that mournful occa- 
sion, and certainly no one who witnessed them can ever forget them. 
But the feature that struck me as the most significant, the most im- 
pressive, was the fact that among those who bore the body of the great 
captain of the Union Army to the graye were confederate soldiers, who 
a few brief years ago were his mortal enemies. 

Democrats and Republicans, men who wore the blue and those who 
wore the gray, met at his tomb to pay the last tribute of respect to his 
memory. Here to-day we, while honoring ourselves by doing honor to 
the memory of our late Vice-President, see exhibited the same kind and 

nerous feelings which marked the obsequies of the dead ex-President. 
ff then our political and personal animosities cease at the grave, should 
we not be tolerant, considerate, and charitable in the judgment we pass 
on our contemporaries, even though they be our political opponents ? 
All of us, sooner or Jater, must claim from the living that tender recog- 
nition which we now bestow on the dead. For our hearts, 

Like muffled drums, are beating 
Funeral marches to the grave; 


and to that bourn we are hastening with steady and rapid steps. 


Fortunate indeed shall we be if when we reach that bourn we may be 
able to meet the Great Judge with a conscience void of offense toward 
God and man, as was his whose loss the country deplores. 

He, dying, leaveth as the sum of him 

A life-count closed, whose ills are dead and quit; 

ere good is quick and mighty, far and near, 

So that fruits follow it. 

No need hath such to live, as ye name life; 

in foumi. he Res orotate, ares bersa a ugh 

Of what did make hia Mikó. = oa 

He has indeed left a life-count closed, without one blot or stain to 
mar its fair page, and in every relation of life he proved himself, in the 
highest and best sense, a man. Firm and sincere in his convictions; 
true to his friends; liberal toward his opponents; conscientious in the 
discharge of every duty; a patriotand a Christian, he surely deserved 
and doubtless has received that highest reward that can be bestowed 
on mortal or angel, the final decree of the Judge of all living, ‘‘ Well 
done, thou goed and faithful servant.” It is one of the inconsistencies, 
perhaps rather one of the infirmities, of human nature that in spite of 
all the blessed assurances of Christianity we grieve when those who 
are near or dear to us are taken away by death. We know that to 
those who are prepared to die death is but the gloomy portal through 
which they pass to the realms of eternal happiness, and this conviction 
should teach us that all grief for them is selfish; but neither philoso- 
phy nor religion can soothe the anguish which wrings our hearts when 
a dear friend or a beloved relative is borne to the grave. 

The blood will follow where the knife is driven; 
The flesh will quiver where the pincers tear. 

Thus, when the good are called home, to enter on the true life beyond 
the grave, we grieve, not for them, but for ourselves. It is well with 
them; they have exchanged the sorrows, the sufferings, of this world 
for the glories of heaven; a daily death for life eternal. There is n 
beautiful thought expressed by one of our oldest poets which seems to 
me peculiarly appropriate when a good man, ripe in years and rich in 
honors, passes away from earth. 

Speaking of our misuse of language, he says: 

We call here life * * + * 

Angels who live and know what "tis to be, 

Whoall the nonsense of our language see ; 

Who speak things, and our words, their ili-drawn pictures scorn, 
When we, by a foolish figure say, 


“ Behold an old man dead!” then they 
Speak properly and cry, “ Behold a man-child born!” 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, in pausing a while in our public 
duties to pay our tributes to the memory of a conspicuous actor in the 
scenes that have transpired in this Chamber during this generation we 
naturally leave to the Senators from Indiana the more formal statements 
of the principal events of his life and of the qualities of heart and mind 
that endeared him to the people of the State in which he lived and se- 
cured him the preference and support of a broader constituency for the 
second executive office of the United States. 

All that we who have been co-workers with him in the public service 
can do is to add our gleanings to their store by a frank but kindly and 
charitable view of the part he took in our presence in the common duties 
of public life, and, better still as evidence of character, the part he took 
in private life as a citizen, an associate, and in all the relations of do- 
mestic life. 

My first acquaintance with Mr. Hendricks was when he was Com- 
missioner of Public Lands during part of the administrations of Presi- 
dents Pierce and Buchanan. In the discharge of the duties of this 
important office he was brought into contact chiefly with citizens of 
the Western States, whose titles are derived directly from the United 
States. His administration of this office is admitted to be without 
fault, for he was careful, patient, and industrious, and thus laid the 
foundation of his popularity in vast regions, the fruits of which he was 
to reap in after years. No one was more familiar than he with the 
history and laws of the new States and Territories that have been 
idly developed from the vast public domain extending from the Ohio 
to the Pacific Ocean. He voluntarily retired from this position in 
1859 to resume the practice of law, which appears always to have been 
his favorite occupation. In March, 1863, he took his seat as a mem- 
ber of this body. For six years he was by far the most active and in- 
fluential Senator of his political party, always taking the lead in direct- 
ing and expounding the policy of his associates on the innumerable 
questions that grew out of the conduct of the war or that sprang from 
the results of the war. No period of American history has presented 
questions of equal difficulty or importance, for they involved not merely 
old divisions of domestic policy for which the Constitution furnished 
a guide, but also very many problems that the framers of the Consti- 
tution did not provide for and did not conceive could arise. It was 
during this period of Mr. Hendricks’s life that he established the influ- 
nence over his party which he never lost. Though rarely agreeing 
with him, I bear willing testimony to the marked ability with which 
he maintained his opinions. Always plausible in argument and court- 
eous in debate, ready in resources and never violent in manner or state- 
ment, he satisfied his friends and did not irritate his adversaries. His 
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speeches were evidently carefully prepared, but rarely read when de- 
livered; his argument was clear and his language copious, rarely paus- 
ing for a word or phrase, but moving smoothly on like afullriver. If 
his ises were admitted it was difficult to resist his conclusions, and 


premises 
the weak points of his position were carefully guarded by plausible 
arguments. 

The reconstruction of the Southern States was, perhaps, the most 
frequent subject of his es, and upon this he early took the posi- 
tion that as a question of law the events of the war did not and could 


not disturb the relation of the State to the Federal Union; that its ex- 
istence as a State, its organization as a State, its constitution continued 
all the way through the war, ‘“‘and when peace came it found the State 
with its constitution and its laws unrepealed and in full force, holding 
that State to the Federal Union.” He, therefore, opposed every bill con- 
taining a safeguard deemed by others n as a condition precedent 
to the restoration of the State to the Union, and every amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States proposed as a condition precedent 
to the full exercise of the powers of a State. Unlike his distinguished 
coll e, Governor Morton, who shared with him during a of his 
‘ona te honor of representing Indiana in this body, Senator Hendricks 
adhered to and maintained in many famous debates his opinion as to 
the right of States lately in rebellion to unconditional restoration when 
the war was over. 

The heat of the contest is now over, and we may calmly look back 
upon the past contentions as founded upon honest differences of opin- 
ion and fairly weigh the merits of the great actors in the battles of 
war or debate, and especially so when one by one they disappear from 
the living and, join the great army of the dead. Viewed from this 
standpoint, we must acknowledge that Vice-President Hendricks in his 
public life was a learned lawyer, studious, diligent, and successful; a 
trusted and honored governor of his State, always retaining the affec- 
tion and of those who knew him best; a faithful and honest 
officer in a position of high trust in an executive branch of the National 
Government; a member of each House of Congress of unquestioned abil- 
ity and integrity, faithful to his convictions as tested by the principles 
which he openly avowed and ably defended, and by these tests true to 
his party and country, and as such was rewarded by the people of the 
United States with the second office in their gift. 

If we turn from his public life and view him as a in all the va- 
ried relations of life, we can pronounce his eulogy without the qualifi- 
cation of opposing opinions. That he was honorable and just in all 
business affairs has not been questioned. He was easy of approach, 
affable and kind, carrying into his private life none of the bitterness of 
political strife. He was a man of good habits and temperate, plain, of 
unblemished character, the best type of an American citizen. He was 
a lover of order, peace, and, if not a member of a religious society, he re- 

and observed the obligations of religion and morality, and, more 
important than all else in human society, he was faithful to his duty to 
his kindred and family, and left us an example of purity and honor in 
private life. It is these virtues, far more than genius, l , or in- 
tellectual force, that make our late presiding officer worthy of the high 
raise this day bestowed upon him by his surviving associates in the 
mate Chamber. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, the announcement of the death 
of Governor Hendricks was received with sincere expressions of regret 
throughout the country. 

For more than a quarter of acentury he had been known as a states- 
man of e views and commanding influence and was held in high 
esteem not only by those who knew him personally, but also by amuch 

number who knew him only from the reputation earned by a 
long life of eminent public service. 

It is proper that ition should be made of distinguished worth 
and merit in the lives of public men and that due honors should be paid 
to their memories after they have passed away. It is perhaps the uni- 
versal desire of the living to be remembered by those who survive and 
succeed them—a desire springing from no inordinate self-esteem, but 
innately implanted in the human breast as an incentive to honorable and 
useful lives among men. i 

It would be impossible to estimate the influence of this lauđable am- 
bition upon human action or measure its value upon the happiness and 
well-being of society, but it may be affirmed that it has inspired the 
hopes and shaped the lives of many of the most illustrious and distin- 
guished men both of ancient and modern times. 

The commemoration of the characters of deceased public men, who by 
their labors and talents have attained to acknowledged distinction is 
not only a just tribute to their memories, but an inducement to the liv- 
ing to emulate their virtues and imitate their examples of usefulness 
and honor. There have been but few public men who commanded 
more respect or whose memories will be held in higher regard by the 
people of the country than Governor Hendricks, and it is especially ap- 
propriate that the Senate should give expression to the enter- 
tained for the memory of one who so lately presided over its delibera- 
tions. Such expression is due not only on account of the high official 
station which he held at the time of his death and his consequent con- 
nection with this body, but also because of the eminent ability and 


fidelity displayed in every position, State and Federal, he was called 
upon to fill. 

His private virtues and thefrecord of his public life as governor of 
Indiana, as Representative in Congress, and as Senator from his State, 
have been eloquently presented in the addresses to which we have list- 
ened. Such a life, so free from reproach, so faithful to every trust, 
needs no encomium. The simple record of its ‘‘living action ” is the 
proper measure of its usefulness and its highest and most appropriate 
eulogy. 

Governor Hendricks was endowed by nature with fine intellectual 
powers, which were developed and strengthened by a culture and dis- 
cipline that enabled him to comprehend more readily and accurately 
the various questions which demanded his attention both in public and 
private life. His conclusions were not mere impressions derived from 
intuitive perception, but were the result of careful investigation and 
reason. Hence he was cautious in the expression of opinions until they 
had been clearly and definitely formulated in his own mind by delib- 
erate thought and reflection. This fact gave great weight to his opin- 
ions upon all questions upon which they were expressed and inspired a 
reliance upon his judgment on the part of others which was seldom 
found to have been misplaced. 

His studious habits in early life and careful attention to the business 
intrusted to his care, prompted by a laudable ambition for success in 
his profession and distinction among men, soon attracted attention and 
brought him into notice in his own State. He entered public life in 
the prime of manhood, and retained until the day of his death the un- 
abated confidence of those among whom he lived, and indeed I may say 
of a very portion of the people of the whole country. 

Governor Hendricks was not unknown when he entered this Cham- 
ber as a Senator from Indiana, having served in the other House of 
Congress and filled an important position in an Executive Department 
of the Government during the administration of President Pierce. His 
service in the Senate brought him still more prominently before the 
country and furnished the opportunity for establishing that national 
i ani for ability and statesmanship which has since been accorded 
to him. 

He took his seat in this body at a time when free discussion was some- 
what restrained by a spirit of intolerance throughout the country and 
which was at times manifested in this Chamber, usually so indulgent 
to honest differences of opinion. He entered promptly, however, into 
the debates of the Senate, and was often compelled to antagonize with 
earnestness measures which he deemed unwise and pernicious, display- 
ing an ability which gained the admiration of friends and commanded 
the respect of those whose views and measures he was compelled to 


The services rendered by Governor Hendricks while in official station 
by no means measure the value of his life either to his State or the 
country. For many years he had held a place in public estimation that 
enabled him to impress his views upon the country and to no small ex- 
tent influence the opinions and actions of others upon important public 
questions. 

It is not necessarily the case that those in official position exert the 
greatest influence in the determination of public matters or render the 
most important service to the country. a republican government 
like our own a well-defined public opinion upon subjects requiring legis- 
lative or administrative action must sooner or later be heeded and 
obeyed. It may, for a time, be disregarded and even contemned and 
despised, but it will ultimately assert its power and find the means of 
compelling obedience to its behests. He, therefore, who enjoys such a 
measure of public confidence as enables him to direct to any consider- 
able extent publie thought and opinion will, although in private life, 
have no small share in the control of public affairs. 

One thing is certain: Governor Hendricks while a private citizen (if 
at any time for many years he could be regarded as such) suffered no 
diminution in the esteem of his countrymen or in the weight and in- 
fluence of his opinion upon their judgment and action. He had fora 
long time been ized as one of the ablest and most trusted leaders 
of the Democratic party of his State and of the country, and to the 
wisdom of his counsels and his great personal popularity as its candi- 
date for the Vice-Presidency is that party largely indebted for its pres- 
ent control of the executive branch of the Government. 

It would not be proper on this occasion to occupy the time requisite 
to speak of all the elements that entered into and made up the sym- 
metrical character of Governor Hendricks. I may, however, be allowed 
to refer to the he entertained and manifested for the sentiments 
and wishes of the body of the people. No station, however exalted, 
could sever the tie of sympathy which united him to them or render 
him indifferent to their judgment or forgetful of their interests. This 
was no assumed virtue, but a tribute paid by a heart instinctively in 
harmony with the popular thought and feeling to the honesty and prac- 
tical good sense of the masses of mankind. ere is reason to believe 
that too many public men undervalue the average intelligence of those 
they represent and do not pay that deference to their judgment to which 
it is entitled. Governor Hendricks was not of the class of men who 
seek to ng are! their own importance by refusing recognition of merit 
in others, but had learned from personal contact to place a proper 
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estimate upon the honesty of the people and a proper respect for the 
deliberate judgments they had formed. His appreciation of his fellow- 
citizens was reciprocated on their part by the attachment which neither 
success nor defeat could interrupt or diminish. 

For some reason, which it might be difficult to there seems 


to be less recognition of distinguished service and in civil life 
than is awarded to merit in another In this and perhaps in 
every other country the highest value is placed upon the services of 
successful military men and the highest honors paid to their memo- 
ries after they are dead. It is meet and that full and just ac- 
knowledgment of gratitude should be made to those who have risked 
their lives in defense of their country’s rightsand honor. Is there any 
reason why equal recognition should not be made of valuable and dis- 
tinguished services in civil life, and equal honors te the mem- 
ories of statesmen who have served their country with no less fidelity 
and zeal for its honor and welfare? 

Washington and his companions in arms who fought the battles of 
the Revolution and achieved the independence of the Colonies will be 
gratefully remembered while patriotism inspires the human heart or 
history records the great events of time. But who will say that 
Washington and his army in the field were more patriotic or rendered 
more valuable service to the American people than Washington, Ham- 
ilton, Jefferson, Madison, and their compatriots in council, who for- 
mulated and established our republican system of government and 
secured to our posterity the blessings of civil and religions liberty? 


a fair degree of enlightenment and civilization. 

I shall attempt no comparison between the eminent soldiers and states- 
men of our own country. Their fieldsof labor and usefulness have lain 
in different directions, and both have done well in the spheres in which 
they have been called to act. Both have assisted in the maintenance of 
free institutions in the land.and will fill honored pages in theircountry’s 
history. It may, however, be affirmed, without injustice to any, that 
constitutional government and individual rightsin this as well as every 
other country will find their surest protection in the wisdom and pa- 
triotism of the men who make and execute the laws. 

There have not been wanting at any time since the ad of the 
Constitution able and fearless statesmen to uphold and the full 
measure of liberty which it ree emg cg ay een PE ORA 
people. May we not indulge hope that future history o; 
country shall witness no abatement in the devotion of her public men 
to the free institutions which are the birthright and should ever be the 
heritageof her citizens? 

The past is safe. Whatever may be the destiny of the Republic, its 
century of history has been marked by unparalleled advancement in 
material wealth and prosperity and a greater degree of freedom and 
happiness to its citizens than was ever before vouchsafed to any portion 
of the human race. 

The perpetuation of constitutional government and the liberty which 
it secures, by maintaining the checks and balances imposed upon the 
co-ordinate departments of the Government, and while upholding in 
full force and vigor the just powers of Federal authority, i 
with manly firmness every attempted encroachment upon the i 
of the people and the reserved rights of the sarr en the obligation 
Testing upon American statesmen in every period of the country’s his- 


In the discharge of that duty Governor Hendricks, in his day and 
generation, well his part, and has left to posterity the results 
of a useful life, a spotless record, and an honored name. 


Mr. EVARTS. When, Mr. President, in the arrangements by which 
the Senate should so properly offer the tribute of its respect and affec- 
tion in memory of one whose loss they deplore, it was thought right 
to include myself among those who should participate in the presenta- 
tation of the feelings of the Senate, it would seem, perhaps, that no 
other relations would have suggested the propriety of this selection 
except as an observer of the distingni career of a member of an op- 
posite party and a citizen of a distant State. 

But it.so happens that I had a very considerable acquaintance with 
Mr. Hendricks, dating to quite an early period in his public career. 
When in attendance upon the Supreme Court, many years ago, I first 
formed his personal acquaintance; and then, at an age when probably 
he was not far advanced beyond that of middle life, as it is construed, 
he was pointed out to me as a person of interest, and who should en- 
gage my attention, as one who, in the career upon which he had en- 
tered, and from the progress which he had made in it, was, naturally 
and probably, a future candidate fot, and successful aspirant to, the 
Presidency of the United States. However strange it seemed to me 
that so early in a man’s career so great prognostics could be safely or 


wisely made of him, from that time onward there has never been an 
occasion in which I have been brought inte relations with Mr. Hen- 
dricks that it did not recall to my mind that sentiment and that ex- 

About twenty years ago, too, it camein my way, inthe proces sty 
profession, to represent great interests in an important lawsuit in the 
city of Cincinnati, in which was arrayed against us a numerous body 
of the important and powerful members of our profession in that great 
State, so full of excellent lawyers. The aid also of Governor Hendricks, 
from his nei ring State was called in by our opponents. I had then 
an ny kig i not only of forming myself an opinion of his abilities 
and his force as a lawyer, butalsoof perceiving the impression he made 
upon the public about him, on the profession of the two States, and on 
their judiciary. From all this a lawyer might fairly form during the 
period of the trial, which lasted a fortnight, an estimate, and a correct 
estimate, of the power and value of another. As I recall the matter, 
Mr. Hendricks was regarded upon the other side as the leader in that 
array, and upon our side was felt as the most formidable and the most 
competent contestant. 

Buton a later scene of much greater import I also had an opportunity 
to estimate the character, the eloquence, the intelligence, the courage of 
Mr. Hendricks, and the value of his constitutional opinions. I mean 
on the great occasion of the impeachment of the President. In this 
Chamber, as I recall the trial, the division between parties was such that 
thirty-five represented the full Senate of the Republicans and but twelve 
Democratic Senators were present to counterbalance in any form orany 
degree this superiority of numbers. During the three months of that 
great debate, and in the course of the delivery of opinions, so fully made 
up by the contributions from the Senators on the Republican side and 
the few who could participate on the part of the Democratic i 
it may be easily understood that Mr. Hendricks (who then, I it 
must be admitted, held the lead of that small band of Democrats who 
GEEAE might in the Senate) was relied on on that side of the 
Chamber for his wisdom, for his courage, for his ability as a lawyer, for 
his learning and experience in constitutional matters of debate. 

I think now, as I thought then, that among the eminent men who 
took part in the preparation and delivery of opinions, and those who 
took part in the debates, not infrequent, of an interlocutory nature, no 
man better in his composure of spirit, in his calmness of judg- 
ment, in the ci and careful deliberation with which, avoiding 
extreme extravagances, he drew the line which should mark out fidelity 
to the Constitution, as distinguished from addiction to the supremacy 
of interests and party passions. 

course, during that period the proprieties of my tion did not 
permit personal intercourse with Senators upon either side; but during 
the many days, the many hoursof each day, that this great transaction 
passed before my eyes, and recalling them now, it seems to me that 
there was no position, there was no argument, there was no purpose and 
no plan in the conduct of that debate, as represented by Mr. Hendricks, 
that was not in accordance with the whole duty of a Senator perform- 
ing a grave part in one of the greatest political transactions that any free 
government has had, or shall have, occasion to witness. 

Mr. President, it is just twenty-five years ago that, in the last daysof 
this same month of January, a Senator from Mississippi bade, as he ex- 
pressed it in his own phrase, a final adieu to the Senate, in obedience 
to his obligations to his State. As we in memory recall the perilous ex- 
periments upon the Constitution, upon the Government, upon the power 
of this nation, that were practiced by and during the civil war, and as 
we now find that this Chamber is full—every State oni ray a in its 
fall competency under the Constitution, this alley dividing, in scarcely 

strength, the two parties—as we witness the reciprocal respect 
and kindness between the members of the two great parties represented 
on this floor, we can not but feel that not from the foundation of this 
Government to the present time, nor under the ancient governments 
who count in their parliamentary duration hundreds of years, will you 
find a nearer approach in personal kindness and mutual respect be- 
tween opposite parties than now mark the sentiments and the conduct 
toward each other of these two political Yet, as I have said, but 
twenty-five years have elapsed between that opening event that I have 
adverted to and this present scene of common respect over the bier of 
the deceased Vice-President. 

Sir Robert Peel once said, on a-fitting occasion, to Lord Brougham, 
that ‘‘the contact of party produces a warmth of feeling toward those 
who sit around us; but the eye isa cold and jealous scrutinizer of those 
who are opposite to us.’ Whatever distrust should qualify, therefore, 
on this side of the Senate, our estimate of the leader of an opposing 
party conducting his career while the country was under the stress of 
its threatened division and its restoration was attended by the aggra- 
vations and solicitudes that marked its progress to our present firm 
security, I think I may be allowed to say that looking at those who 
are opposite to us—that loo! at the whole matter and running over 
the principal occurrences and the principal relations of Mr. Hendricks 
to them, this Republican party would have at all times felt that he was 
fairly entitled from his own party—in their opinions, in their affections, 
in their support—to the highest places that their suffrages should be 
able to offer to him. 


and intrepid adherence to political leaders is neglected on the part 
of the mass of a party. 
Whatever be the debates in human affairs that best illustrate the con- 


the other part. Undoubtedly, irretrievably for the time, 
prep thal manta ll porque a MA MAARA 


asI be- 
cea 14 1 S whee pica, ony rai i0 FO AOC orators, 
notwithstanding all the sp of his eloquence, was 


that no superfluous word was. used, none 
taken for ornament but always for effect, we must, at least in our pro- 
fession, consider these traits that I have ascribed to the forensic ele- 
quence of Mr. Hendricks worthy of admiration. 

As a statesman, if he has been more usually looked at in the 


was particular situations, 
not find in his career ping yrubenaar rd arse ion the nonce or 
of alliance to this oe thet particular movement that was to affect for 


the present time only. He was always of that sentiment which he as- 
cribed to the prevailing sentiment of the Democratic , and if it 
might be unhappy for him, as it was unhappy for all us, that there 


statesman 
Democrati: — which he had espoused and to which he unflinch- 
ingly adhered. 

Mr. President, these ceremonies and these eulogies in the presence of 
the dead are never formal and never commonplace. However frequently 
brought to the notice of mortals, death is never formal and never com- 
monplace. However men may lead their lives, in the market-place, 
in the courts, in the Senate, at the head of armies, in the crowds of 
popular applause, a man must alwaysdie alone. Whether death shall 
approach us in the form of a sudden summons, a tragic fate, or by slow 
progress, sensibly to ourselves, visibly to those around us, the eye 

grt dial A tine maberal x06 alasbe, Guath ta o alara waiter 
Whether his intrusion overtakes one in the towers of kings or in the 
cabins of the poor, the supreme event, wherein this mortal puts on im- 
mortality, swallows up all incidents and circumstances as trivial and 
impertinent. From these contemplations, Mr. President, whether in 
EF SEAE PE OE E EE Re a 
ment and national lamentation, the wisest may learn new wisdom and 
the boldest feel the mastery of an invincible antagonist. 


Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, it was with no ordinary emotion that 
I received the request of the distinguished Senator from Indiana to unite 
in rendering these solemn Honors to the late Vice-President. When I 
thought of the profound sorrow with which North Carolina was stricken 
at the death of Mr, Hendricks, and the sincere regard which her people 
par pater hasara vag taonlipr or ap pekepinn character, I knew that I 

no uately eir deep sympathy in the su be- 
reavement of Indiana, nor their grief at the great loss which che whole 
country had sustained. 

It is no common tie that binds together the people of these two States. 
The sons and daughters of North Carolina were among the earliest set- 
tlers of Indiana, and of all the States of the mighty West Indiana still 
| agar O O wpa siento! ts from North Caro- 

There is scarcely a fireside in that beantiful State around which, 
Iam told, some hallowed North Carolina association does not linger, 
and but few family circles in whose veins the blood of North Carolina 
fathers or mothers does not flow. Nor will North Carolina soon forget 
that the distinguished subject of these services, recognizing the claims 
which her Revolutionary patriots had to the gratitude of mankind, left 
his home across the Ohio and came to Charlotte, in that State, to unite 
with her on the 20th of May, 1875, in commemorating the one 
hundredth anniversary of the immortal day on which the ‘Men of 
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here, sir, that it will take its 
either ancient or modern times that and 

aided by learning and eloquence, have erected to those who deserved 
them. If, sir, all record of the life and services of the late Vice-Presi- 
dent should be obliterated, his name would be preserved for long ages 
in that precious casket in which the genius and the devotion of his 


biographer; generous 

Seay DaS a SO TR PR ER IC SOE NNN 
toa 
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and good Custom experience have assigned to most 
the treasures of the world, but noeffortof the mind has beenable to meas- 
ure and determine the worth of a great character. No com: ble 
limits can be affixed to the extent, the continuance, the diversity, and 


the power of its influences for good. Like the sun giving perpetual 
heat and light to the material universe, a and good man isa source 
of intelligence and beneficence to the w human family through all 


time. Nor do the spots upon the sun nor the similar i 
fections of the man 


imper- 
ibly diminish the splendor or the usefulness of 
either. 


It is in the contemplation of a very distinguished life and character 
that we are now We, Mr. President, are too near Mr, Hen- 
dricks to write his hi Time is the essential element of just his- 


sce th wie rapapa arnee thane nome moos We 
are not his best judges; but this we all do know of him; it is in let- 
ters of living light before our eyes: Here was a man who for forty-three 
years was before the public gaze; first as a lawyer in the 
courts of justice, that surest ordeal to test character; then 


and for sixteen years, from 1868 to 1884, was the choice of his State and 
a large of his party for President. 

For two generations of men, two ages, he was in the public service, 
constantly passing the fires of adverse criticism, standing in 
the front battle-lines of party conflict, not only in peace but through 
war, not only in the councils of his State and the forums of the Union, 
but in the chief of his Commonwealth and in the Vice-Pres- 
idency of the United States, and there was not one blot or stain or 
shadow upon his robes. There was not a spot in his armor which had 
not received and repelled the spear of an adversary. In the high tem- 
ples of justice and at the more sacred altars of home he was the same 
unsullied minister. 

Search the annals of public men for centuries past and you will find 
Se ne As we contemplate the series of these 

e facts of his life, this long line of successes, these ever-ascend- 

ing steps up the temple of fame to its very summit, this circle of un- 

beginning at his home, embracing a county, extend- 

ing A a district, expanding over a State, widening, enlarging 

over a country of fifty millions of people, and still deepening at the 

center where it began, we shall know that all this was not the result 

of tortune or art or adventitious circumstance, but that the grand super- 

structure of his life was laid in deep and solid foundations, and reared 
in harmonious and enduring proportions. 

Nothing, sir, but great intellectual ability, high moral excellence, 
invariable devotion to duty, and unwavering faith in the rectitude of 
his p could have achieved and maintained such results. The 
law of such a life must have been a constant aspiration for what was 
higher and better. It is a difficult undertaking to deceive continually 
one human being; it is simply an impossibility to impose for years on 
millions of people. From the incredulity, jealousy, suspicion, and 
scrutiny of such a host of watchers all the artifices of the subtilest po- 
litical magician could not hide every trace of corruption or infidelity. 

It would require, Mr. President, the genius of a Macaulay to ana- 
lyze and delineate the qualities and traits that constituted the strength 
and grace of Mr. Hendricks’s character. It will be an interesting and 
instructive study to the yo statesmen of our country. They will 


find in it a model which it will be well to respect and difficult to im- 
prove. What was the mystery of his ever-increasing and enduring 
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strength with the people? Why was there no shipwreck to his sails? 
Why was there no eclipse of that luminary? What made him the first 
man in the popular confidence of his State and second to no man in the 
esteem of the American people? What carried him safely and tri- 
umphantly through all the vicissitudes of a long, eventful, and trying 
public life? It was not military glory, for he was never a soldier. It 
was not eloquence, for he was not like Webster, an orator in the high- 
est sense of the word. It was not charm of manner, for, though gracious 
and pleasant, he had not cultivated, like Chesterfield, the arts of grace 
as the meansto an end. He originated no great popular measures, like 
Chatham and Clay. He never, like Crassus, possessed large wealth 
with which to win popular favor. 

The whole truth is, sir, that he was the earnest, faithful, devoted 
champion and defender of the people’s rights. 

The sincerity of his devotion was the charm of his success. He was 
prudent, sagacious, laborious, wise. He consulted the people’s interest 
just as he would have consulted his own interest. He never undertook 
to mislead, to deceive, or to inflame them. He never trifled with their 
liberties, their , ortheir honor. He never attempted to dazzle 
them with false and glittering hopes, or to madden their prejudices and 

recipitate them into desperate perils. He was a brave, cautious, vigi- 
fant ilot, never oe from his chart or neglecting his compass. 
His positions were tfully taken, securely fortified, and boldly 
defended. He was never surprised or deluded. He was misled by no 
false lights. He was so thoroughly prepared and equipped by labor, 
study, and attainment that he was always ready for and equal to the 
occasion. He was a sentinel who never left the post of duty. 

He was not like noble Hector, towering over all the Trojans, but be- 
trayed by proud hopes into fatal indiscretion. 

He was not, like Achilles, superior alike to Greeks and Trojans, but 
cursed with passions stronger than himself and driven by mad revenge 
from the field of honor and duty to his sullen tents. But he was like 
Diomede and Ulysses, those pillars of the cause of Greece, ever saga- 
cious, faithful, and prepared. Like them, he bore reverses with dig- 
nity and com: and was equally modest and reserved in victory. 
Like he was ‘‘equal to either fortune.” He loved law and or- 
der and abhorred chaos. Like Socrates, he obeyed if he did not re- 
spect the law, and, like that greatest of Athenian patriots, would with 
his last breath have sacrificed to the law, as to the majesty of his coun- 
try, even if it destroyed himself. He was never eccentric or meteoric 
or convulsive; and though he never shone with the magnitude and in- 
tense splendor of Aldebaran, he yet constantly exhibited the virtue 
and energy of the paler and serener star whose truth never varies. If 
he was not a Moses leading his le from Egyptian darkness through 
the wilderness, striking water the rock, and invoking bread from 
the skies, he was the ever-faithful Joshua, ‘‘strong and very coura- 
geous, observing all the law as it was commanded unto him, and turn- 
ing not from it to the right or to the left, and prospering wheresoever 
he went.” 

He did not stand among men like some majestic mountain with its 
proud head in the clouds wrapt in snow, an object of wonder and as- 
Saath AAAA win cles villages, so haguy RAAE TADI 
plain with cities, vi an py homes, 
by cooling streams, pc idenar rang 2 fruitful fields, and bearing on its 
bosom the comforts and the blessings of men. He was always practi- 
cal, useful, and efficient. He seems to me to have taken color and char- 
acter from that t line of English statesmen who for eight hundred 

ears have steadily maintained and advanced the growth of liberty and 

w, and wisely avoided the convulsions and upheavals and collapses of 
the neighboring nations. His life and character were complete and 
rounded as a circle, and resemble the writings of Addison, of which it 
may be truly said that they are so simple, so pure, so strong, so full of 
grace, and so free from grossness, so clear with light, and so consistent 
with reason, that nothing can be added to them without marring their 
any and nothing can be detracted from them without impairing their 

force. 

As Mr. Hendricks had been fortunate in life, 4 was he happy in the 
time and manner of his death. While yet in the full maturity and 
undiminished vigor of his faculties, with not one ray of his remarkable 
intelligence obscured ordimmed, honored among all men, in the declin- 
ing year, in the beautiful autumn, before hoary winter has laid his icy 
hand upon the bosom of nature, at that ripe season when the yellow 
fields are reridering up all their richest harvests; at his own home, in the 
bosom of those whom he loved and who loved him, he passed without a 
pang from this world, with hallowed accents on his lips of the reality 
of that perfect ‘‘freedom’’ which is the aspiration of good men every- 
where. How beautiful is the sunset of autumn when twilight gently 
lingers between day and night and the glory of the sun does not retire 
until the curtain is softly lifted and the glory of the stars appears. Fit- 
ting crown to the life of a Christian statesman in a Government whose 
vital fire is religious liberty. 

And, sir, to me, I must say, speaking from my heart, that the death 
of Mr. Hendricks and of the other illustrious men of eur country which 
immediately preceded it were fortunate in illustrating the great, su- 
preme, blessed truth that we are again all one people, united 
in affection to each other in a common and devoted love to our whole 
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country, its liberties and honor. From all the Southern States come 
up sincere, deep, overflowing sympathy and sorrow at the bereavement 
of their Northern sisters. Our tears mingle with yours over the graves 
of your great dead, your countrymen and our countrymen. Thank 
Almighty God that the ‘‘everlasting covenant” of our Union is es- 
tablished in the hearts of all our people, and that in the clouds of this 
sorrow we can behold the bow of peace never to be broken. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I do not affect to believe that I can 
worthily add to the eloquent and impressive eulogies which have been 
pronounced in the hearing of the Senate, but I desire nevertheless to 
speak a word of tribute to the memory of Mr. Hendricks. On the 
day he became Vice-President I came a stranger into the Senate, and 
as I stood before him to take from his lips the oath of office he gave to 
me, as a native of Indiana and the son of one whom in years long gone 
he had known in professional life, a warm and friendly greeting, and 
later, during the executive session, he supplemented that greeting by 
courtesy so considerate and kindly, that I have felt in his death some- 
thing of the sense of personal loss. 

The occasion on which I remember last to have seen him in the dis- 
charge of his official duty in this Chamber I shall never forget. Stand- 
ing in his place there with ill-concealed emotion, and in tones which 
were low and trembling, he invited our attention to a dispatch just re- 
ceived, and there came to us from the Secretary’s desk the words (hap- 
pily then not quite true), ‘‘ General Grant is dying,” which hushed every 
sound here, bowed every head, and made the Senate in its sorrow that 
afternoon a representative body of all the people. How little we thought 
that before the autumn should have come and gone the familiar 
then before us would fade forever from the sight of men. 

-The appropriato details of Mr. Hendricks’s life, public, professional, 
and private, have been eloquently traced by the Senator from his State, 
his personal and political friend. 

Mr. Hendricks belonged to a school in politics to which the associa- 
tions and convictions of my life have brought me into bitter hostility, 
and of course I can not speakin approval of his attitude upon the great 
questions of the past, upon which the people of the country divided on 
party and sectional lines. To one or two phases of his career and belief 
I may, however, properly advert. . 

He was a man of strong convictions, and he had little respect for 
those who were otherwise. He was in no sense or way a trimmer in 
politics, although the contrary has been asserted of him. No public 
man ever lived to whom the favor and approval of the masses were 
sweeter than they were to Mr. Hendricks. Few public men ever lived 
whose course evoked bitterer criticism from his opponents than did his 
at times. The fact that he preferred to stem the tide of popular senti- 
ment rather than to walk the easy open way to popular favor is at least 
conclusive of the strength of his convictions. 

It had not long before his death become fashionable in some quarters 
to speak of him as a “‘spoilsman.’’ If by this was meant that he de- 
sired the bestowal of office as a mere reward for party service upon un- 
fit men or in violation of existing law, I believe, from conversation with 
him upon the subject, that the accusation was utterly groundless. 

Mr. Hendricks was heart and soul a Democrat. e thoroughly be- 
lieved in his party and in its principles. Indeed, I think if he might 
give direction to our words to-day he would bid us say of him that he 
was a partisan Democrat. He rightly thought that politics should be 
a matter of conviction, and that every man of firm political faith owed 
it to himself and to the country to be a partisan, in this, at least, that 
he should labor earnestly and in all fit ways best suited to his mental 
make-up and to his surroundings, to promote the success of the prin- 
ciples in which he believed. To him no political partisanship, honor- 
able in its methods, was offensive. He fully realized the value of or- 
ganization. He knew that no great charity even could be administered 
without it, and that the command laid upon the apostles, ‘‘Go ye into 
all the world and preach the to every creature,” can not be effi- 
ciently obeyed without o ized efforts and partisan service. He rec- 
ognized the plain necessity for party o ization, and in the party he 
saw only the instrumentality through which, and through which alone, 
might be wrought out the triumph of his principles. 

In active, faithful, honorable party service he saw, therefore, devo- 
tion to principle, not mere lust for office. He believed that the party 
clothed by the popular will with the responsibility of administration 
should everywhere intrust the execution of its policies to those who 
were in political sympathy with it and who had at heart its continued 
and completest success. He believed that those of the ruling party 
who kad cima the most and sacrificed the most in honorable active 
party effort should, if fit for public duty, be by that party everywhere 
first called to public service. Steadfastness in faith he thought reason- 
ably entitled to the honor of such recognition. He saw it thus in law, 
in medicine, in science, in business, in education, and in every other 
department of mental and physical effort, and he could not embrace a 
new philosophy which in politics alone denied it a place. 

He had a tender feeling in his heart for the men who for twenty-four 
years, in sunshine and in storm, had led his party again and again to 
certain defeat, who had kept alive its organization in every State and 
county and town, and who had, by unwavering allegiance and effort, 
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made possible its ultimate success; and he could not brook, with any 
degree of patience, the suggestion, in the hour of his party’s triumph, 
that such men should be reproacksully termed ‘‘ politicians’? and denied 
recognition lest some political ‘‘zsthete*’ should say, ‘‘it is a reward for 
party service.” 

The imputation that he was a ‘‘spoilsman’’ rather angered than it 
grieved him, for he knew it came from those who had cither been of a 
hostile camp, or, if of his own, had been wont to linger in the shade and 
slumber while he and the “ boys,’’ as he loved sometimes to call the party 
workers, had borne the heat and dust and burden of the battle. 

Spoilsman or not, he went down to his grave loved, trusted, and 
mourned by his party, and I dare to believe that the element of party 
fealty which brought to him this reproach will not cause his memory to 
suffer with the t mass of his opponents. 

The private hfe of Mr. Hendricks was stainless, and the record of 
his public service is without a venal blot. In the fierce heat of party 
warfare in which he was a leader, in the bitter condemnation which 
at times his course invited, no man has ever dared to couple with the 
name of Hendricks the suspicion of corruption. 

As a public officer, he was faithful to every detail of duty. He took 
great pride in his administration of the General Land Office many years 
ago, and frequently referred toit. He brought to the discharge of that 
duty peculiar fitness, and ordained rules and methods of procedure there 
to the wisdom of which each year since intervening has brought grat- 
ifying vindication. 

To the ability and industry and attentiveness with which he dis- 
charged the Senatorial duty the records of the Senate bear permanent 
and abundant testimony. 

As a lawyer, he won, deserved, and sustained a national reputation 
for learning and professional skill. His brethren of the bar and the 
Judges before whom he practiced bear concurrent testimony to his 
singular excellence as an advocate. As alert to discover and attack the 
weak points in the armor of his adversary as he was to ize and 
protect the weak points in his own, he gave hard blows and took them 
with unruffled temper. When success crowned his efforts as a lawyer 
he was modest and considerate, and when the standard which he had 
borne went down in defeat he was patient and serene. Whatever the 
fortunes of the professional contest, he never grumbled at the court or 
anathematized the jury. 

As an orator, he was persuasive and attractive. There was a quality 
in his voice and a charm in his manner which gave him command of 
his audience. 

He was a genial, gracious, kindly gentleman, who treated all who 
came within the circle of his influence, rich or poor, exalted or lowly, 
with the same rare and exquisite cou’ i 

To him life’s sun has set. For him life’s cares are ended. He is, 
in the words borne upon his dying breath, ‘‘free at last.” 

There is, Mr. President, a melancholy comfort in the manner of his 
death. He died as one might wish to die who was as well prepared 
to die. In his own home, in the midst of the friends and neighbors of 
many years, at the capital of the State which loved him and which he 
loved, in the tender care of her who was nearest and dearest, without pre- 
monition or pain of parting, ‘‘God’s finger touched him, and he slept.” 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the best and bravest knight in all the 
Democratic host has gone down before that relentless foe against 
whose assault courage and skill are alike unavailing. 

To others I shall leave the recital of his public career, illustrated by 
great and patriotic service, State and national. To me it isa melan- 
choly pleasure to think and speak of his character and attributes as I 
knew them in the arena where we first met, and where I learned to 
follow him as a leader and love him as a friend. 

Thomas A. Hendricks was the incarnation of the vital principle in 
our Government, the sovereignty of the people. He knew the people 
and was nearer their hearts than any living man. 

He was the noblest type of American manhood, self-reliant and self- 
made, incorruptible in public life and pure in private conduct. To 
the poor and humble he was always accessible, listening patiently and 
never refusing sympathy and aid. Stern and uncompromising as an 
adversary, he was just and courteous to the bitterest opponent, and 
when the conflict ended gentle, kind, and loving as a woman. 

He was a partisan in the highest and best meaning of the term, de- 
voted to his party because he believed it n to the welfare and 
glory of his country. So believing, he fought for party as for country, 
and there was not a rivet in his armor that had not been tried by edge 
of sword and point of Cool, wary, undaunted, he led every for- 
lorn hope, and around his banner ebbed and flowed the headlong fight. 

He was an honest partisan, and had no respect for that political æs- 
theticism which can not distinguish friend from foe. He believed the 
aims of party should be high, ennobling, patriotic, and that the in- 
strumentalities and agencies to attain these aims must necessarily be 
friendly, not inimical. 

Asking and giving no quarter, he did not sprinkle rosewater over 
the enemies of his party, or give sweetmeats to the political wolves 
and tigers ready to spring at its throat. 
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He died suddenly, as falls a chieftain on somestricken field; andit was 
well. Better one pang, one throb, than weeks of pain and slow decay. 
Better to fall like the struck eagle, whose full-stretched wing droops 
in mid-heaven above the mountain-top, than to writhe through weary 
days and sleepless nights waiting ‘‘ the inevitable hour.” 

Pure in life, prepared for death, his career rounded and complete, 
our great leader, crowned with the love and respect of his countrymen, 
and breathing with his latest words the name of one dearer to him 
than all else, passed into that shadowy realm where his expectant spirit 
awaits her coming. 


Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, the principal incidents in the pub- 
lic career of Mr. Hendricks have been so fully and eloquently depicted 
by those who have preceded me as tomake it not only unn but 
even inappropriate that I should attempt anything like a biographical 
sketch of the distinguished dead. A brief allusion to some of the in- 
cidents of our long acquaintance and to some of his personal and pro- 
fessional traits, as I observed them, must constitute my tribute to his 
memory. Hispolitical career was a long and conspicuous one. Hehad 
a very strong and endearing hold upon a wide and widening circle of 
political friends. It can not be safelysaid that his popularity had cul- 
minated at the time of his death, for we can not read the future. But 
it can safely be said that it had not waned. He seemed never to have 
been more loved and admired by his political friends than upon that 
day when death’s sudden message separated him from them. 

The fact that he maintained so long, as well in reverse as in success, 
the clear leadership of his party in the State of Indiana—that in its ex- 
treme needs it always called for him—is convincing proof that he pos- 
sessed ina high degree those qualities of mind and disposition that 
attract the love of men and inspire hope and confidence. He was not 
aggressive as a leader, but always met an assault with vigor and cour- 
age. He was shrewd, prudent, and quiet, rather than rash or boister- 
ous in his methods. Hedid not make his leadership offensive by a too 
open assertion or display of it, but molded and guided by suggestion 
rather than by decree. No leader was ever more accessible to friends of 
every degree, none ever accepted counsel more kindly, or more wisely 
and cordially applauded the efforts of the aspiring young men who de- 
lighted to follow his political fortunes. His manner asa public speaker 
was animated and graceful. In style he was clear, often pungent, and 
always persuasive. Large audiences always assembled to hear him, 
and if he did not win over his adversaries, he left them kindly disposed, 
and always strengthened and consolidated his own party. More than 
once he was called by the unanimous voice of his party to accept a nomi- 
nation that he did not want. He could not resist the friendly urgency 
of his party associates, and yielded his preferences to theirs at great per- 
sonal inconvenience and sacrifice. My first vote was cast against Mr. 
Hendricks, as the candidate of his party for Congress, in the year 1854. 
The first joint meeting with a political opponent in which I was ever 

was with Mr. Hendricks. He was the Democratic candidate 
for governor in 1860, and I, then a very young man, was the Republi- 
can candidate for reporter of the decisions of the supreme court. By 
chance, during the campaign of that year, we met at Rockvilleand found 
that our meetings were announced for the same hour and place. It was 
arranged that we should hold a joint meeting. Mr. Hendricks spoke 
first, and I well recall the effect of his persuasive address upon a respon- 
sive audience and upon myself as I sat before him, waiting in great trepi- 
dation for my time to come. When he concluded, Mr. Hendricks, with 
great kindness, requested his friends to remain and hear me, and often 
afterward alladed in very kind terms to my youthful performance. It 
was an illustration of a prominent trait of his character, a disposition 
to encourage with kindly praise the efforts of young men. From that 
time forward in every political campaign we were both upon the stump 
in Indiana, the earnest advocates of the political principles of our respect- 
ive parties. He thought the principles I advocated were adverse to the 
best interests of the country and said so, and with equal plainness and 
sincerity I criticised his publie acts and political views, but I am not 
aware that either of us ever charged the other with overstepping the 
fair limits of public discussion. 

It was asa practicing lawyer that I knew Mr. Hendricks best. Often 
associated with him in the trial of causes, I have seen him in the free- 
dom of the office consultation and have listened to his arguments in 
court from the standpoint of an associate. Often upon adverse sides 
I have had occasion to feel the force of his simple and effective elo- 
quence upon a jury. He was remarkably urbane and courteous in his 
manner as well to the members of the bar as to the court. Rarely out 
of temper, he was yet firm and courageous in the defense of his own 
rights and those of his client. I saw him once conduct with unflinch- 
ing courage a civil cause for damages growing out of the trial during 
the war before a military commission of a citizen accused of disloyal 
practices. The supreme court had decided the imprisonment of his 
client to have been illegal, and his technical right to was 
clear. But the defendants were soldiers—some of them wounded sol- 
diers—who had acted under military orders in the trial of his client. 

No advocate ever had a stronger adverse current of popular opinion 
and sympathy to stem than did Mr, Hendricks in this case. A verdict 
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for more than nominal damages was hopeless, and yet through a long 
ton. Mr. Hosp nere Marada but with oe oe tact and cour- 

emand courtand jury damages for the imprisonment 
his client had suffered. 

Through his long public career Mr. Hendricks always maintained his 
connection with the law firm of which he had so long been a member 
except when holding an office the duties of which were incompatible 
with any professional employments. The profession was more to him 
than a means of livelihood. He was athoughtful student of the philos- 
ophy of the law. The springs of human motive and action are un- 
covered to no one as they are to the lawyer, and to Mr. Hendricks this 
study did not end with the demands of a cause. He once said: 


The law to me hasalways been a fascinating business. Inever gointoa court- 
room to try a case but it seems picturesque und to me. [ like to watch a 
case begin and expand and see various kinds of characters that attend it. 


Judge James S. Frazier, formerly one of the judges of the supreme 
court of Indiana, said of Mr. Hendricks at the memorial meeting of the 
bar of the State: 


made in that court during a term of service of six years. There was no audi- 
persons 
Popular applause was not to be won by the effort. The t lawyer ned 


wasall. But it was much, as 
P 

In his private life Mr. Hendricks was even more fortunate than in his 
public life. The circle of his friendship was wider, for it went beyond 
the lines of a party. Those who sharply criticised his public acts found 
in his private life nothing to condemn and much toadmire. Personal 
integrity, great kindness of heart, a wide human sympathy, and a pure 
home life were virtues that all accorded tohim. The wife whom he 
wooed and wed when the first small gains of his profession gave prom- 
ise of a safe future walked with him in loving affection to the end. 
The vow, ‘‘ Till death do us part,” had been kept. 

In the first year of his term as Vice-President, in the midst of prep- 
arations to resume in this body the duties of his office, filled with pleas- 
ant anticipations of social intercourse, suddenly, as in the twinkling of 
an eye, the messenger of death called him. And yet Mr. Hendricks had 
not without warning that death might come to him suddenly. A 
slight stroke of paralysis several years ago excited the solicitude of his 
friends, and no doubt turned his own thoughts toward the solemn hour. 
He did not, however, allow this danger to cloud his spirits or to drive 
him from the activities of life. Indeed, the last year of his life seemed 
to be unusually full of gladness and labor. It seemed to him better to 
uaxpend the days that remained in useful labor rather than in vain com- 


So at the post 
Where He hath set me in His 
I chose for one to meet Him face to face— 
No faithless servant frightened from my task, 
But ready when the Lord of the Harvest calls. 

Mr. President, I move the adoption of the resolutions before the Sen- 
ate, and that the House of Representatives be advised of the action of 
the Senate thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolutions. 

The resolutions were adopted unanimously. 

Mr. HARRISON. Asa further mark of respect to the memory of 
Mr. Hendricks I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 26, 1886. 


The House metat120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

REPORT OF BOARD OF FORTIFICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting the report of the board of fortifications, appointed 
under the act of March 3, 1885; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

SURVEY OF MUSKINGUM RIVER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting reports from the Chief of ineers of a survey 
and of a preliminary examination of Muskingum River, Ohio; which 
was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to 
be printed. 

INCREASED FORCE IN OFFICE OF COMMISSIONER OF RAILROADS. 

The SPEAKERalsolaid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, referring to the necessity of an immediate increase of 


the force employed in the office of the Commissioner of Railroads, and 

asking anappropriation therefor of from $15,000 to $20,000; which was 

referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the papers in 
the case of Isaac Slocum. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. GLOVER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence, on 
account of sickness. 

Mr. WISE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for four 
days, on account of business. ` > 

Mr. Gorr, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for five 
days. 

Mr. SPRIGGS, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for 
one week, on account of important business. 

JAMES MADISON CUTTS. 

Mr. NEECE requested that the petition and the accompanying pa- 
pers of James Madison Cutts, praying the of a law authorizing 
the President to place him on the retired list of the Army, be taken 
from the files and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The request of the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
NEECE] is not necessary to be presented to the House. Any member 
has a right to withdraw from the file-room petitions and memorials and 
refer them through the petition-box. 


WITHDRAWAL OF BILLS, 

Mr. EVERHART, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House the bill (H. R. 2121) for the relief of 
Ellen McConnell, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions (the 
pension having been allowed by the Commissioner of Pensions); and 
also the bill (H. R. 2115) for the relief of Alfred M. Owen and others, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions (the bill being incorrect 
as to names). } 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House made yesterday 
morning, the Chair will now proceed to call the States and Territories 
for the introduction of billsand resolutions. Underthiscall resolutions 
and memorials of State and Territorial islatures will be in order, 
and also resolutions calling for information from the heads of the Exec- 
utive ents. 

Mr. , of North Carolina. I rise to make a privileged report 
from the Committee on Praag for immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The call of States and Territories having been an- 
nounced, the Chair thinks it is too late now to present the report. The 
gentleman will be recognized after this call is completed. 

BILLS OF LADING. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama, introduced a bill (H. R. 4421) to make bills 
of lading conclusive evidence in certain cases; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

CLAUDE H. MASTIN AND OTHERS. 

Mr. JONES, of also introduced a bill (H. R. 4422) for the 
relief of Claude H. Mastin, surviving partner of the firm of Le Vert 
& Mastin, of Mobile, Ala., and the children of Octavia Le Vert, de- 
ceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SELMA AND MERIDIAN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. JONES, of Alabama, also introduced a bill (R. R. 4423) for the 
relief of the Selma and Meridian Railroad Company; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SUITS FOR COTTON SEIZED. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama, aleo introduced a bill (H. R. 4424) enabling 
owners of cotton seized after June 30, 1865, to bring suits the net 
proceeds thereof; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PRAIRIE COUNTY, ARKANSAS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 4425) 
for the relief of Prairie County, Arkansas; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

FANNIE E. EVANS. 

Mr. LOUTTIT introduced a bill (H. R. 4426) granting a pension to 
Fannie E. Evans; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. LOUTTIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4427) extending the pro- 
visions of the on laws in certain cases; which was read a first and 
second time, referred ta the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 
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PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. FELTON introduced a bill (H. R. 4428) to provide for ascertain- 
ing and settling private land claims in certain States and Territories; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WELLS, FARGO & CO. 
Mr, FELTON also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 92) for the 
relief of Wells, Fargo & Co.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LIVE-SAVING STATIONS, HARBOR OF CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. MORROW introduced a bill (H. R. 4429) providing for the estab- 
lishment of a life-saving station on the northern shore of the entrance 
to the harbor of San Francisco; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 4430) providing for the 
establishment of a life-saving station on the southern shore of the en- 
trance to the harbor of San Francisco; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHTS OF LAND-HOLDERS IN CALIFORNIA. 
Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 4431) relating to the 
equitable and legal rights of parties in possession of certain Iands 
improvements thereon in California and to provide jurisdiction to de- 
termine their rights; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FRUIT BRANDY. 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 4432) to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act relating to the production of fruit brandy, and to pun- 
ish frauds connected with the same,’’ approved March 3, 1877, for 
other purposes ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 4433) to amend section 
3244 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed, 

DUTIES ON TOBACCO. 


Mr. BUCK introduced a bill (H. R. 4434) relating to duties on to- 
bacco; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH E. BASSETT. 


Mr. BUCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4435) granting a pension to 
Sarah E. Bassett ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AUTHENTICATION OF OFFICIAL SEALS. 


Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (H. R. 4436) authenticating the 
official seals used by the Government Departments and by the several 
bureau officers and offices thereof and by the United States courts in 
the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB BEHEL. 

Mr. MITCHELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4437) for the relief of 
Jacob Behel; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF CALVIN DURAND, MILFORD, CONN. 

Mr. MITCHELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4438) to refund to the 
heirs of Calvin Durand, of Milford, State of Connecticut, certain cus- 
toms duties improperly collected; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EBENEZER BEEBE. 

Mr. WAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 4439) for the relief of Ebenezer 
Beebe; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be ted. 

BETSEY A. SMITH. 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4440) granting a pension to 
Betsey A. Smith, widow of Mark W. Smith; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered. 
to be printed. 

TAMPA A PORT OF ENTRY. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, introduced a bill (H. R. 4441) to make 
Tampa, Fla., a port of entry; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


ESTABLISHMENT OF AIDS TO NAVIGATION, PENSACOLA. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4442) to 
provide for the establishment of additional aids to navigation to guide 
vessels through the channels leading to Pensacola, Fla.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


COMPLETION OF PUBLIC BUILDING, PENSACOLA. 
Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4443) mak- 
ing an ce asparugnientnge Hage the public building and the approaches 


to the same at Pensacola, Fla.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF JOSEPH SIERRA, DECEASED. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4444) for 
the relief of the legal representatives of Joseph Sierra, deceased, late 
of Pensacola, Fla.; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRAUDULENT LAND-WARRANTS. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY introduced a bill (H. R. 4445) to investigate the 
issue of fraudulent land-warrants and to protect soldiers and sailors of 
the United States from loss therefrom; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FORT MARION, FLORIDA. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4446) for the repair 
of Fort Marion, at Saint Augustine, Fla., and the inclosure of the 
grounds attached to said fort; which was read a first and second time, 


and | referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN S. SAMMIS, FLORIDA. 
Mr. DOUGHERTY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4447) for the relief 
of John S. Sammis, of Florida; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DEPOSITORS OF FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 


Mr. DOUGHERTY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4448) to reimburse 
the depositors of the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company for losses 


incurred by said company; which was read a first and second time, re-, 


ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
MRS, ANN LEDDY. 
Mr. DOUGHERTY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4449) for extension 


of pension to Mrs. Ann Leddy; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AMERICAN MERCHANT MARINE. 

Mr. BLOUNT introduced a bill (H. R. 4450) to repeal section 23 of 
the act approved June 26, 1884, repealing sections 3976 and 4203 of the 
Revised Statutes, and to re-enact said sections 3976 and 4203, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

MORGAN RAWIS. 

Mr. NORWOOD introduced a bill (H. R. 4451) for the relief of Mor- 
gan Rawls; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 

mmittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS AT LAW OF JAMES I. LEWIS, DECEASED. 

Mr. CLEMENTS introduced a bill (H. R. 4452) for the relief of the 
heirs at law of James L. Lewis, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 4453) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to increase the pensions of certain pensioned sol- 
diers and sailors who are utterly helpless from injuries received or dis- 
ease contracted while in the United States service;’’ which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN ESPELDING. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, algo introduced a bill (H. R. 4454) for the 
relief of John Espelding; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

MARION M. KING. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 4455) for the re- 
lief of Marion M. King; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH MAY. 

Mr, THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4456) for the 
relief of Joseph May; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. WILLOUGHBY. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4457) to pay 
William H. Willoughby the sum of $337.50; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JURISDICTION OF UNITED STATES COURTS IN PATENT CASES. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R. 4458) to limit the juris- 
diction of United States courts in patent cases, and to persons 
who, without notice, are bona fide manufacturers, purchasers, venders, 
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and users of articles, machines, machinery, and other things for the ex- 
clusive use, manufacture, or sale of which a patent has been or may 
hereafter be ted; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


ELECTION OF PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 93) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States in re- 
lation to the election of President and Vice-President, providing for their 
election by a majority of the votes of the people and the abolition of 
the electoral college, and regulating the method of counting the votes 
by the two Houses of Congress; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Select Committee on the Election of President and Vice- 
President, and ordered to be printed. 

SMITH & SAVAGE. 


Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 4459) for the relief of Smith 
& Savage; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. DELP. 

Mr. NEECE introduced a bill (H. R. 4460) to pension John W. Delp; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN W. MERRILL. 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4461) granting a pension 
to Stephen W. Merrill; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA DOWNS. 


Mr. WORTHINGTON introduced a bill (H. R. 4462) granting a pen- 
sion to Martha Downs; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HARRIET J. PEABODY. 


Mr. WORTHINGTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4463) granting 
a pension to Harriet J. Peabody; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EVALINE JOHNSON. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4464) granting 
a pension to Evaline Johnson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


INTERNATIONAL PEACE CONGRESS. 


Mr. WORTHINGTON also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
94) to authorize the President of the United States to invite the auto- 
nomie governments of America to send delegates to an international 
American congress to arrange for the arbitration of all national dif- 
ferences; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LEVI HILL. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 4465) for the 
relief of the heirs of Levi Hill, deceased, late Company A, Fifty-fifth 
Illinois Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JASON F. COLWELL. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, also introduced (H. R. 4466) granting 
a pension to Jason F. Colwell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES C. DUANE. 


Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. 4467) for the relief of Col. 
James C. Du Corps of Engineers, brevet brigadier-general United 
States Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD HOGAN. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4468) granting a pension 
to Richard Hogan (war with Mexico); which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM H. SHOEMAKER. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4469) granting apension 
to William H. Shoemaker (war with Mexico); which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DAVID L. WRIGHT. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4470) for the relief of 
David L. Wright; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL PENSIONS IN CERTAIN CASES. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4471) granting additional 
pensions to acertain class of pensioners; which was read a and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed, 


NATHAN BRANSON, 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 4472) for the re- 
lief of Nathan Branson, first lieutenant and quartermaster of the Eighth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LANDS OF CHEROKEE INDIANS, 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4473) to 
provide for the sale of certain lands of the Eastern band of Cherokee 
Indians, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIE S. HOWARD. 
Mr. HOLMAN submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts be directed to inquire into the 

ropriety of Willie S. Howard being employed asa page or folder under the 
Tioorkeones daring the residue of the present session of Congress, and to report 
by resolution or otherwise. 


MARGARET R. YOUART, 


Mr. BYNUM introduced a bill (H. R. 4474) to rerate the pension of 
Margaret R. Youart, widow of John M. Youart, late surgeon Fifteenth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CAROLINE E. FRENCH. 


Mr. BYNUM (by request) also introduced a bill (H.R. 4475) grant- 
ing a pension to Caroline E. French; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ALEXANDER WORRALL. 

Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. 4476) for the relief of Alexander 
Worrall; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY AULTUN. 


Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4477) for the relief of 
Mary Aultum; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE M. MILLER. 

Mr. FORD introduced a bill (H. R. 4478) to increase the pension of 
George M. Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MILO BOWMAN. 


Mr. HOWARD introduced a bill (H. R. 4479) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Interior to place the name of Milo Bowman on 
the pension-roll; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FREELAND HASTON. 


Mr. HOWARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4480) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Interior to place the name of Freeland 
Haston on the pension-roll; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. HONORA V. LYON. 

Mr. HOWARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4481) for the relief of 
Mrs. Honora V. Lyon; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JEFFERSON DAVIS. 


Mr. HOWARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4482) for the relief of 
Jefferson Davis, of Clark County, Indiana; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SALE AND SHIPMENT OF LIQUORS. 

Mr. KLEINER introduced a bill (H. R. 4483) to amend section 18 
of the act of February 8, 1875, as amended by section 4 of the act of 
March 1, 1879, relating to the sale and shipment of malt, spirituous, 
or vinous liquors; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


C. S. FINCH. 

Mr. KLEINER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4484) for the relief of 
C. S. Finch, late captain Twenty-fifth Indiana Volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

W. C. DODGE. 

Mr. KLEINER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4485) for the relief of 
William C. Dodge; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES DAVIDSON. 

Mr. OWEN introduced a bill (H. R. 4486) for the relief of Charles 
Davidson, late private of Company I, Forty-sixth Indiana Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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FRANCIS W. SMITH. 

Mr. OWEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4487) granting a pension to 
Francis W. Smith, a soldier of the Union Army in the late war; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate, having heard with deep sensibility 
the announcement of the death of Hon. JOSEPH RANKIN, late a Rep- 
resentative from the State of Wisconsin, had concurred in the resolu- 
tion of the House providing for the appointment of a joint committee to 
take order for superintending the funeral, and to escort the remains of 
the deceased to Manitowoc, Wis.; and that the President pro tempore 
had appointed Mr. SAWYER, Mr. BLACKBURN, and Mr. JONES of Ar- 
kansas as the committee on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 91) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
use certain unexpended balances for the relief of the Northern Cheyennes 
in Montana. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a bill (S. 200) 
to authorize the purchase of the Aqueduct Bridge, or the construction 
of a bridge across the Potomac River at or near Georgetown, D. C.; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

ABRAHAM P. CARNAHAN, 

Mr. OWEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4488) granting a pension to 
Abraham P, Carnahan, a soldier of the Union Army in the late war; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AGED AND DISABLED POSTAL CLERKS. 

Mr. MURPHY introduced a bill (H. R. 4489) for the relief of aged, 
disabled, diseased, and worn-out postal clerks who have devoted the 
best years of their lives to the transit mail service, and who have been, 
or may hereafter be, in the employ of the Post-Office Department in the 
arduous and extra-hazardous service therein mentioned for a period of 
not Jess than twenty years; which wasread a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered 
to be printed. 

H. W. M’DONALD. 

Mr. MURPHY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4490) granting a pension 
to H. W. McDonald; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WELTY M. JONAS. 

Mr. MURPHY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4491) granting a pension 
to Welty M. Jonas; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHERINE L. BENTON. 


Mr. MURPHY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4492) for the relief of 
Catherine L. Benton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
AMENDMENT OF ACT OF JUNE 15, 1834, IN RELATION TO PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 4493) to amend 
the act of June 15, 1884, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. z 

NATHANIEL JOHNSON COFFIN. 

Mr. STRUBLE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4494) to confer 
the rank of lieutenant by law on Nathaniel Johnson Coffin; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS J, MILLIGAN. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (H. R. 4495) for the relief of Thomas 
J. Milligan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 


Mr. LYMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 4496) to extend the benetit of 
the pension laws of the United States, and granting pensions to all hon- 
teed discharged soldiers, sailors, and marines of the late civil war; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD MIDDLETON. 

Mr. HALL request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4497) for the relief 
of Richard Middleton; which was reada first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

COURT-HOUSE, KEOKUK. 


Mr. HALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4498) authorizing an addi- 
tional appropriation of $15,000 for the court-house at Keokuk to make 
the same fire-proof; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
she ornina on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
Pp . 


MILITARY POSTS, KANSAS. 


Mr. PETERS presented a Senate concurrent resolution of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Kansas, favoring the establishment of two mili- 
tary posts on the southern border of the State, and asked unanimous 
consent that it be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The resolution is as follows: 

State of Kansas.—Senate concurrent resolution No. 4. 


Resolved by the senate (the house of representatives concurring 
Senators and Members of Congress be, and are hereby, requested to use their ut- 
most endeavors to secure the establishment b; 
on the southwestern frontier of Kansas of not less than two military 
ciently garrisoned with troops to insure protection of the citizens of the south 
western portion of the State. 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be furnished to each of our Senators 
and Members of Congress. 


IMPROVEMENT OF FORT RILEY. 

Mr. PETERS also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Kansas, favoring an p egek of Fort Riley; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN C. WHITE. 

Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 4499) granting a pension to 
John C. White; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REBECCA PRIOR. ` 

Mr. RYAN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4500) for the 
relief of Rebecca Prior; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL B. RANDALL. 

Mr. FUNSTON introduced a bill (H. R. 4501) granting a pension to 
Daniel B. Randall; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PROMOTION OF GRADUATES OF UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 4502) 
to regulate the promotion of graduates of the United States Military 
Academy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CARROLLTON AND LOCK NO, 1 TURNPIKE COMPANY. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4503) to authorize the Secretary of War to permit the Carrollton and 
Lock No. 1 Turnpike Road Company to locate and construct its road 
on land belonging to the United States at Lock No. 1, on the Kentucky 
River, in the State of Kentucky; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SANFORD M. DOUGHERTY. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4504) granting a pension to Sanford M. Dougherty; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES F. SALYERS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4505) granting a pension to James F. Salyers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN C. ADAMS. 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4506) for the relief of 
John C. Adams, administrator of Joseph Adams, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT OWENSBOROUGH, KY. 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4507) for the purchase 
ef suitable grounds in the city of Owensborough, in the State of Ken- 
tucky, and the erection thereon of a public building for post-office, 
United States collector’s office, United States commissioner’s office, 
and for the use of other United States officers in said city, and appro- 
priating money for said purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MAY SMITH. 

Mr. HALSELL introduced a bill (H. R. 4508) granting a pension to 
May Smith, dependent mother of J. G. Smith, Jate of Company H, 
Thirtieth Regiment of Kentucky Mounted Infantry; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES M’GLATHLIN, 


Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4509) for the benefit of 
James McGlathlin, assignee of Joseph McGlathlin; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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0. E. BLEWETT. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4510) for the benefit of 
C. E. Blewett; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN E. WALLER. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 4511) for the re- 
lief of Benjamin R. Waller; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


B. M. M. PARISH. 

Mr. WOLFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 4512) for the relief of B. 
M. M Parish; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID COLLINSWORTH. 

Mr. TAULBEE introduced a bill (H. R. 4513) for the reliefof David 
Collinsworth; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HARRISON SWANGO. 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4514) for the relief of 
Harrison Swango; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BILLS OF LADING. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. 4515) to make bills of 
lading conclusive in certain cases; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 

rinted. ` 
f HARRIET M. LARRABEE. 

Mr. DINGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 4516) granting a pension to 
Harriet M. Larrabee; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TIMOTHY DRISCOLL. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4517) granting a pension 
to Timothy Driscoll; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DIANA PALMER, 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4518) ting a pension 
to Diana Palmer; which was read a first saul second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. LAWRENCE. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4519) for the relief of 
George W. Lawrence; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

PRINTING OF NAVIGATION LAWS, ETC, 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a concurrent resolution for printing 
the navigation and customs collection laws relating to vessels; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

JAMES MURRY. 

Mr. MILLIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. 4520) granting veteran 
bounty to James Murry; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH J. GLIDDEN. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4521) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah J. Glidden; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. CATHERINE HARRIS. 

Mr. COLE introduced a bill (H. R. 4522) for the relief of Mrs. Cath- 
erine Harris; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEALTH OF ARTISANS, ETC. 

Mr. COLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4523) to protect the health 
of those employed in factories, manufacturing establishments, and work- 
shops in the United States; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTINE BERGNER. 

Mr. COLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4524) granting a pension to 
Christine Bergner; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SEMINOLE WAR. 


Mr. COLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4525) granting a pension to 
soldiers and sailors in the Florida Seminole war; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WASHINGION AND BLADENSBURG STREET RAILROAD. 

Mr. COLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4526) toi rate the 
Washington and Bladensburg Street Railroad Company of District 
of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH SLENBAKER. 

Mr. SHAW introduced a bill R. 4527) granting a pension to Eliz- 
abeth Slenbaker; which was a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES L. COLE. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. 4528) for the relief of Charles 
L. Cole; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JESSE HYDER. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4529) ing 2 pen- 
sion to Jesse Hyder; which was Eh pap tarpon na aAa ar tne 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

R. STEWART HERBERT. 

_ Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4530) granting a pen- 
sion to R. Stewart Herbert; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCES M. LAMBERT. 
Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4531) for the relief of 


Frances M. Lambert; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
GENERAL HORATIO G. WRIGHT. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 95) to 
place the name of General Horatio G. Wright, late Chief of Engineers, 
on the roll of major-generals on the retired-list, with the emoluments 
and pay of said grade; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ANN LITTLE. 

Mr. RANNEY introduced a bill (H. R. 4532) granting a pension to 
Ann Little; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to he printed. 

COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. RANNEY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4533) to 
abolish the Court of Claims of the United States of America, and to 
enlarge the jurisdiction of the cireuit court of said United States, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


CIRCUIT COURT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. RANNEY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4534) ex- 
tending the jurisdiction of the circuit court of the United States, and 
for other p ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ADELISA PERRY. 

Mr. RICE introdueed a bill (H. R. 4535) granting a pension to Ade- 
lisa Perry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONERS IN ALABAMA CLAIMS. 

Mr. COLLINS introduced a bill (H. R. 4536) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the original petitioners in 
the Court of issi Alabama Claims in lieu of their assign- 
ees in bankruptcy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN J. BUTCHER. 

Mr. COLLINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4537) for the relief of 
John J. Butcher; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY ANN MURPHY. 

Mr. COLLINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4538) granting a pension 
to Mary Ann Murphy; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANN LITTLE. 

Mr. COLLINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4539) granting a pension 
to Ann Little; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL D. CASEY. 

Mr. COLLINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4540) granting a pension 
to Michael D. Casey; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT DETROIT, MICH. 

Mr. MAYBURY introduced a bill (H. R. 4541) to amend an act to 
provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Detroit, Mich., approved March 2, 1885; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. : 

JOHN WIXCHELE. 

Mr. MAYBURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4542) to grant arrears 
of pension to John Winchell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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DAVID SARSFIELD. 
Mr, CARLETON (by Mr. MAYBURY) introduced a bill (H. R. _ 


pension. 
Regiment United States Infantry; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ANN E. COOLEY. 5 
Mr. ELDREDGE introduced a bill (H. R. 4544) granting a pension to 
Ann E. Cooley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be prin’ 


PUBLIC BUILDING, MUSKEGON, MICH. 

Mr. CUTCHEON introduced a bill (H. R. 4545) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building for the use of the and other Govern- 
ment offices at the city of Muskegon, in the State of Michigan; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN D. HOTCHKISS. 

Mr. CUTCHEON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4546) 
granting a pension to Stephen D. Hotchkiss; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, MANISTEE, MICH, 

Mr. CUTCHEON a noieta bill (H. R. 4547) for the erection 
of a public building use of the post-office, custom- 
sihe Gorani offices at the city of Manistee, in the State of Michi 
gan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN R. BAILEY. 

Mr. MOFFATT introduced a bill (H. R. 4548) to authorize the Presi- 
dent to commission and retire from active service John R. Bailey, acting 
assistant United States Army, in the grade of major and sur- 
geon United States Army; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FIDUS LIVERMORE. 

Mr. DONNELL introduced a bill (H. R. 4549) for the relief of the 
legal heirs of Fidus Livermore, for services and expenses ofsaid 

vermore while acting as commandant of camp of the Twentieth and 
Twenty-sixth Regiments of Michigan Infantry; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

THOMAS E. NILES. 

Mr. O'DONNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4550) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas E. Niles; which was read a first and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MYRON M. SHERWOOD. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (H. R. 4551) granting a pension to 
Myron M. Sherwood; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SUSAN SMITH. 

Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4552) for the relief of 
Susan Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


COMPENSATION RAILWAY POSTAL CLERKS. 

Mr. BURROWS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 96) au- 
thorizing and directing the Postmaster-General to leaned. pes 
of the Railway Mail Service of classes 4 and 5 the salary pro- 
vided for by the act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Office Department,” &c., a ved March 3, 1885; 
which was read a first and second time, refi to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

JEAN LOUIS LEGARE, 

Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 4553) for the relief of Jean 
Louis Legaré; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK NASH. - 

Mr. GILFILLAN introduced a bill (H. R. 4554) for the relief of Pat- 
rick Nash; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LOUISA THOMAS, ADMINISTRATRIX. 

Mr. PRADET ini waar cgi psi anc pense a 
isa Thomas, administratrix; which was read a and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. E. A. ANDERSON, ADMINISTRATRIX. 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4556) for the relief 
of Mrs. E. A. Anderson, administratrix; which was read a first and sec- 
ond ari referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

W. L. SUMMERS. 
Mr. SINGLETON also introduced abill (H. R. 4557) for the relief of 


W. L. Summers, administrator; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
JAMES H. OWEN. 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4558) for the relief of 
James H. Owen; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHATHAM DAVIDSON 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4559) for the relief of 
Chatham Davidson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CAROLINE DAVIDSON. 
Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4560) for the relief of 


Caroline Davidson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES ROBINSON. 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4561) for the relief of 
James Robinson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF DR. J. BURNHAM. 


Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4562) for the relief 
of T. P. Burnham, administrator of the estate of Dr. J. Burnham; 


and | which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 


War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
R. T. CHEEK. 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4563) for the relief 
of R. T. Cheek; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES BUILDING AT JACKSON, MISS. 

Mr. BARKSDALE introduced a bill (H. R. 4564) to provide for an 
addition to the United States building at Jackson, Miss.; which was 
read a firstand second time, referred tothe Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

IDENTITY OF CLAIMANTS. 

Mr. BARKSDALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4565) for the more 
certain establishment of theidentity of claimants in certain cases; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. s 

COURT ROOMS IN JACKSON, MISS. 

Mr. nares geno agp noanoa a Joint resolution (H. Res. 97) 
authorizing directing the Department of Justice to transfer certain 
rooms which have been occupied by the United States courts to the 
city of Jackson, Miss.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to ee Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
Pp 

MISSISSIPPI AND TENNESSEE RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (H. R. 4566) to provide for the.final 
settlement of the accountsof the United States with the Mississippi and 
Tennessee Railroad year which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN. This bill has heretofore been before the Judiciary 
Committee. 

The SPEAKER. Under the amended rules all bills and memorials 
for the payment or adjudication of private claims against the Govern- 
ment must go to the Committee on Claims, except by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to have this bill referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, as it has been there heretofore. I ask unani- 
mous consent that it be so referred. 

There being no objection, the bill was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CORPORATIONS AS SURETIES. 

Mr. GLOVER introduced a bill (H. R. 4567) to authorize certain cor- 
porations to become surety in cases within the jurisdiction of Federal 
courts and Departments; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

MAGDALENA KRUSE. 
Mr. GLOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4568) granting a pension to 
Kruse; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 4569) to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at a point 
to be selected either in the counties of Clay and Jackson, in the State 
of Missouri, or in the county of Clay or Platte, in said State, and the 
county of Wyandotte, in the State of Kansas, and to make the same a 
post-route; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
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IRON MOUNTAIN BANK, SAINT LOUIS. 

Mr. CLARDY introduced a bill (H. R. 4570) for the relief of the 
Iron Mountain Bank, of Saint Louis, Mo.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ISAAC SMITH. 

Mr. CLARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4571) granting a pension 
to Isaac Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CAROLINE M. SETON AND M. J. SIBBALD. 


Mr. CLARDY also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 98) for the 
relief of Caroline M. Setonand Mary Jeannette Sibbald; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

WILLIS W. FINK. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 4572) granting a 
pension to Willis W. Fink; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A, L. AND W. G. KEITHLEY. 

Mr. WADE introduced a bill (H. R. 4573) for the relief of A. L. and 
W. G. Keithley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES 8. JOHNSON. 

Mr. WADE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4574) for the relief of James 
S. Johnson, late postmaster in wick, Mo.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

L. MASON, 

Mr. WADE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4575) for the relief of L. 
Mason; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY BRADY. 


Mr. WADE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4576) for the relief of Mary 
Brady; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

STEAMBOAT INSPECTION SERVICE. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 
4577) to reorganize the Steamboat-Inspection Service and to consolidate 
the office of Supervising r-General of Steamboats with the Bu- 
reau of Navigation, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CLAIMS FOR BOUNTY. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4578) to ex- 
tend the time for filing claims for additional bounty under the act of 
July 28, 1866; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS S. OWENS. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4579) grant- 
ingan increase of pension to Thomas S. Owens; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM TAYLOR. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4580) to 
grant a pemon to William Taylor; which was read a and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM P. SQUIRES. 

Mr. LAIRD introduced a bill (H. R. 4581) granting an increase of 
pension to William P. Squires, late of Company C, Seventy-fifth Illi- 
nois Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CLOSING OF MINT AT CARSON, NEV. 


Mr. WOODBURN offered a resolution directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to re to the House his reasons for closing down the mint 
at Carson, in the State of Nevada; which was read for information, and 
referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

Mr. LANDES asked unanimous consent that the resolution be printed 
in the RECORD, but objection was made. 

ALICE CHAPMAN, 

Mr. GALLINGER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4582) for the 
relief of Alice Chapman, dependent mother of Edward F. Chapman; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS OF FOREIGN STEAMSHIP COMPANIES. 


Mr. MCADOO introduced a bill (H. R. 4583) au the Secre- 


thorizing 
tary of the Treasury to make final adjustment of claims of certain for- 
eign steamship companies arising from the illegal exaction of tonnage 


dues; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
EIGHT-HOUR LAW FOR LETTER-CARRIERS IN CITIES. 


Mr. McADOO also offered a resolution asking the Postmaster-General 
if the eight-hour law applies to the case of letter-carriers in cities and 
if the same is enforced in their behalf, and, if not, for what reason. 

On motion of Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, the resolution was read for 
information. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, now that the resolution has been read, 
I ask unanimous consent to have it printed inthe Recorp. Itis quite 
short, as members see. 

Mr. MORRISON. LIobject. I have been compelled to object in other 
like cases, and I can not make this case an exception. 


RIGHT OF WAY FOR MORRIS COUNTY RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. PHELPS introduced a bill (H. R. 4584) to t the right of 
way for railroad purposes through the lands of the United States powder 
depot, near Dover, N. J., to the Morris County Railroad Company, and 
moved its reference to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. sb er It does not appear 
that the land referred to in this bill is a part of the public domain. 

Mr. PHELPS. It belongs to the United States. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the bill ought to go 
to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Mr. PHELPS. The object is to secure the right of way through the 
ponie domain. The mere fact that the public domain in this case 

ppens to be in the State of New Jersey would not seem to bring it 
penang different rule from that which applies to the public domain 

where. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill will 
be referred, as the gentleman introducing it desires, to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

There was no objection, and the bill was so referred. 


MRS. FANNIE CARMAN. 

Mr. BUCHANAN introduced a bill (H. R. 4585) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Fannie Carman, mother of Daniel Carman, late of Company H, 
Fifth New Jersey Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NATHAN HILDEBRANT. 


Mr. PIDCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 4586) for the relief of Na- 
than Hildebrant; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REGULATING IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. MULLER introduced a bill (H. R. 4587) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to te immigration ;’’ which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


ARMS FOR MILITIA IN UNITED STATES. 

Mr. MULLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4588) to amend section 
1661 of the Revised Statutes, makingan annual appropriation to provide 
arms for the militia; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Militia, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK BAUMAN. 

Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 4589) granting a pension to 
Frederick Bauman; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NATHANIEL MOODY. 


Mr. JAMES introduced a bill (H. R. 4590) granting relief to Nathan- 
iel Moody, asoldier of the war of 1812; which was reada firstand second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JAMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4591) granting a disability 
pension to Nathaniel Moody, a soldier in the war of 1812; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

AGNES RENZ. 

Mr. JAMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4592) granting a pension to 
Agnes Renz; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CHIEF ENGINEER GEORGE W. MELVILLE. 

Mr. BLISS introduced a bill (H. R. 4593) for the rewarding of Chief 
Engineer George W. Melville, United States Navy, for meritorious serv- 
ices, &c.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN R. HARRINGTON. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4594) for the relief of John 
R. Harrington; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

ARSENIUS KAMERER. 

Mr. BLISS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4595) for the 
relief of Arsenius Kamerer; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT SARATOGA SPRINGS, N. Y. 


Mr. WEST introduced a bill (H. R. 4596) for the erection of a public 
building at Saratoga Springs, N. Y.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CATHARINE HILL. 

Mr. WEST also introduced a bill (H. R. 4597) granting a pension to 
Catharine Hill; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. RIGGS. 

Mr. WEST also introduced a bill (H. R. 4598) for the relief of Will- 
iam J. Riggs; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SEVENTH REGIMENT NEW YORK CAVALRY. 

Mr. WEST also introduced a bill (H. R. 4599) for the relief of the 
Seventh Regiment New York Cavalry Volunteers; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SILVER DOLLAR, 

Mr. SWINBURNE introduced a bill (H. R. 4600) declaring the silver 
dollar a legal tender, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, and ordered to be printed. 

HORACE H. BURBANK. 

Mr. SWINRURNE (by request) alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 4601) for 
the relief of Horace H Burbank; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF FROM CHARGE OF DESERTION. 

Mr. SWINBURNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4602) to amend an act 
to relieve certain soldiers from the of desertion; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. MERRIMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 4603) to regulate the 
hours of labor and to enforce the eight-hour law; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered to 
be printed. 

EXEMPTION OF RAW MATERIALS FROM DUTY. 

Mr. MERRIMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4604) to exempt cer- 
tain raw materials from payment of duty when imported; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

MEXICAN NATIONAL CONSTRUCTION COMPANY. 

Mr. MERRIMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4605) for the relief of 
the Mexican National Construction Company of New York; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HOMESTEADS. 

Mr. MILLARD (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4606) to secure 
homesteads to certain persons desiring to become actual and perma- 
nent settlers on the public domain; which was read a first and second 
time, ga to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

. CATHERINE GATTIE. 

Mr. FARQUHAR introduced a bill (H. R. 4607) granting a ion 
to Catherine Gattie, widow of Anthony Gattie; which was a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES MEAL, 

Mr. FARQUHAR also introduced a bill (H. R. 4608) for the relief of 
Charles Meal, Tenth New York Cavalry Volunteers; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ALFRED BRENER. 

Mr. FARQUHAR also introduced a bill (H. R. 4609) for the relief 
of Alfred Brener, late of the United States Marine Corps; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES BLANCHARD. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of New York (by Mr. BURLEIGH), introduced a bill 
(H. R. 4610) for the relief of Charles Blanchard; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM ©. WAIT. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of New York (by Mr. BURLEIGH), also introduced 
a bill (H. R. 4611) for the relief of William C. Wait; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

FRANKLIN LASHWAY. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of New York (by Mr. BuRLEIGH), also introduced 


a bill (H. R. 4612) for the relief of Franklin Lashway; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE HENRY PARKER. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of New York (by Mr. BURLEIGH), also introduced 
a bill (H. R. 4613) for the relief of George Henry Parker from the 
charge of desertion; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


EDWIN J. BOGERT. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of New York (by Mr. BuRLEIGH), also introduced 
a bill (H. R. 4614) for the relief of Edwin J. Bogert; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ANN LEDDY. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 4615) for the re- 
lief of Ann Leddy; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MAJ. MICHAEL P. SMALL. 


Mr. ADAMS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4616) for the 
relief of Maj. Michael P, Small; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Thatbill wenttothe Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs in the Forty-eighth Congress, and I ask by unanimous con- 
sent it be referred to the same at this. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair). Underthe 
new rules the bill should go to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. By unanimous consent I ask that the 
bill be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. : 

MRS. ELIZABETH BENNETT. 

Mr. COMPTON (by Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL) introduced a bill (H. R. 
4617) granting a ion to Mrs. Elizabeth Bennett, widow of John 
wW. ett, a soldier of the war of 1812; which was read a first and 
mom time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HEIRS OF KELITA SUIT. 

Mr. COMPTON (by Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL) also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 4618) to pay to the heirs of Kelita Suit an amount of money due said 
heirs; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF GEORGE L. DAVIS, DECEASED. 

Mr. MAHONEY (by Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL) introduced a bill (H. R. 
4619) for the relief of the heirs of George L. Davis, deceased; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FEDERAL BUILDING, BROOKLYN, N. Y. 


Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. 4620) for the pur- 
chase of land for Federal building in Brooklyn, N. Y.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

JANE E. SLAMM. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4621) grant- 
ing a pension to Jane E. Slamm; which was read a first and second 
time, — to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4622) for the 
relief of Jane E. Slamm; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JEREMIAH PHELAN. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4623) to place 
Hospital Steward Jeremiah Phelan on the retired-list; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CASSIUS H. ROBINSON. 

Mr. PARKER introduced a bill (H. R. 4624) for the relief of Cassius 
H. Robinson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES I. HENNIP. 

Mr. DAVENPORT introduced a bill (H. R. 4625) for the relief of 
Charles L. Hennip ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CONSTRUCTION OF MILITARY TELEGRAPH LINE. 


Mr. VIELE introduced a bill (H. R. 4626) for the construction of 
a military telegraph line from Sanford, Fla., to Point Jupiter, Florida, 
and the establishment of a signal station; which was read a first and 
penna arse referred tothe Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed, 
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Mr. VIELE also introduced a bill 


j. Gen. Henry J. Hi colonel 

dnp Mae 

Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM S. RAY. i 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 4628) 
granting a pension to William S. Ray; which was read afirst and second 
eae Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
print 

LEVI JONES. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4629) for the relief of Levi Jones; which was read a first and second 
a ene to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ALEXANDER COOPER AND OTHERS. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4630) for the relief of Alexander Cooper, Jesse Williams, and others; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY MERRILL. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4631) granting a pension to Mary Merrill; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM L. M’CALL. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4632) granting a pension to William L. McCall, late private Company 
D, Ninth Tennessee Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, 
Sastry to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WHITFIELD SPARKS. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4633) for the relief of Whitfield Sparks; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LEWIS M. SPARKS. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill H., R. 
4634) for the relief of Lewis M. Sparks; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

J. WASHINGTON BRANE. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4635) to place the name of J. Washington Brank on the muster-roll of 
Company B, Second North Carolina Mounted Infantry; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN REED. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4636) for the relief of John Reed; which was read a first and second 
BOO SRP to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
$ LIGHT-SHIP OFF CAPE HATTERAS. 

Mr. SKINNER introduced a bill (H. R. 4637) to establish a light- 
ship off Cape Hatteras, North ina; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 


printed. 
WILLIAM LOGAN. 

Mr. O'HARA introduced a bill (H. R. 4638) granting a pension to 
William Logan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ABOLITION OF FEES OF UNITED STATES MARSHALS, ETC. 

Mr. COWLES introduced a bill (H. R. 4639) to abolish fees and per- 
quisites of Primes States ORTES OENE, ear ne commis- 
sioners, and deputy marshals, provide salaries for the same; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Department of Justice, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES MAHONEY. 

Mr. COWLES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4640) for the relief of 
James Mahoney; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS PRUITT. 

Mr. COWLES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4641) granting a pension 
to Thomas Pruitt; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES CARROLL. 

Mr. COWLES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4642) granting a pension 
to James Carroll; which was read a first Sharia prag deae to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES HEUSE. 
Mr. COWLES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4643) for the relief of 


Charles Heuse; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
NOAH B. BROOKSHIRE, 
Mr. COWLES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4644) gran a pension 
to Noah B. Brookshire; septate do Leryn referred 
to the Committee on Invalid pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


COMPENSATION UNITED STATES MARSHALS, ETC. 

Mr. COWLES, of North Carolina, also submitted a resolution direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to furnish a statementshowing amount 
of salary, fees, compensation, mileage, and perquisites paid to or re- 
ceived by United States district attorneys, clerks, and com- 
missioners for the last fiscal year; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 

FRANKLIN FOSTER. 

Mr. McKINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 4645) for the relief of Frank- 
lin Foster; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN PRESTON. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 4646) for the relief 
of John Preston; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL K. RUGGLES. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4647) to increase 
the pension of Samuel K. Ruggles, of Company D, Third Ohio Volun- 
teers, in the Mexican war; w was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ERASMUS B. MANAHAN. 


Mr. LE FEVRE introduced a bill (H. R. 4648) granting a pension to 
Erasmus B. Manahan; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM C. DODGE. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. 4649) for the relief 
of William C. Dodge; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH WALTZ. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 4650) granting 
a pension to Elizabeth Waltz, widow of Louis Waltz, late of Company 
E, Ninety-second Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 


to be printed. 
CATHERINE MILLEN. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4651) for the relief of Catherine Millen, widow of James G. Millen, 
commissary sergeant Fifty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

OFFICERS OF VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 4652) for the re- 
lief of certain officers of the volunteer army; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CAPT. MOSES KLEIN. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4653) to re- 
store Capt. Moses Klein tothe pension-roll; which was read a first and 
second e, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

WILLIAM PINN. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4654) tore- 
store William Pinn to the pension-roll; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BENJAMIN NEAL. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4655) for 
the relief of Benjamin Neal; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD OUSEY. 


Mr. COOPER introduced a bill (H. R. 4656) for the relief of Edward 
; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
MARTHA MOORE. 

Mr. THOMPSON introduced a bill (H. R. 4657) granting a pension 
to Martha Moore; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH E. BROWN. 

Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 4658) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah E. Brown; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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: W. C. HUTCHESON. 

Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 4659) for the relief 
of W. C. Hutcheson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MATHEW 8. PRICE. 

Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 4660) for the relief 
of Mathew S, Price; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM WELSH. 
Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R, 4661) authorizing 
to the position he held when mustered outand, 
to on the retired-list William Welsh, 
late captain in the Twenty: United States Infantry; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
HENRY H. KNOPP. 

Mr. GROSVENOR introduced a bill (H. R. 4662) granting a pension 
to Henry H. Knopp; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY ©. CRIPPEN. k 

Mr. GROSVENOR also introduced abill (H. R. 4663) granting a pen- 
sion to Henry C. Crippen; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY M. HALL. 

Mr. GROSVENOR (by request) also introđuced a bill (H. R. 4664 
granting a pension to Mary M. Hall; which was read a first and 
cre gaia to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
prin 

GASTON WINTERS. 

Mr. GROSVENOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 4665) granting a pen- 
sion to Gaston Winters; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF CHRISTOPHER COTT. 

Mr. GROSVENOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 4666) for the benefit 
of the heirs of i Cott; which was read a first and second 
Sane eee to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
prin 

MARY FOUTZ. 

Mr. GROSVENOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 4667) for the relief of 
Mary Foutz; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LOSSES BY INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 


ashingto: by 
tions in 1853, 1854, 1855, 1856, 1872, and 1879, and for the appointment 
of three commissioners to take testimony at county seat or near scene of 
depredation and ascertain the actual valueof private loss, carried away 
or destroyed, at the time and place of spoliation, and to report at once to 
the Treasury Department forreport to for appropriation; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
ASTORIA AND WINNEMUCCA RAILROAD. 

Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4669) to grant the Asto- 
ria and Winnemucca Railroad Company the right to construct bridges 
over nayigable water courses; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS YOUNG’S BAY, OREGON. 

Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4670) granting to the 
county of Clatsop, inthe State of Oregon, the right to construct a brii 
saline, tiny d a navigable stream in said county and State; which 
was read a and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
mesce, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN J. NANRY. 

Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4671) for the relief of 
John J. Nanry, and to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to mus- 
ter him into the military service of the United States and to pay him for 
his services as a private in Company C, Twenty-fifth New York Cavalry 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MOSES PARROTT. 

Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4672) ing a pen- 
sion to Moses Parrott, of Company E, Fourth Regimen or Rey 
Volunteers, in the Mexican war; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

C. L. QUACKENBUSH. 
Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4673) for the relief of C. 


L. Quackenbush for false imprisonment; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Clai 


ESTATE OF MICHAEL HOAK. 
Mr. ERMENTROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 4674) for the relief of 


the estate of Michael Hoak, deceased; which was read a and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 
CAPT. J. H. GILLIS. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 99) 
tendering the thanks of Congress to Capt. J. H. Gillis; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN LEIDE. 

Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 4675) granting a pension to 
John Leide, late of Company H, Twenty-ninth Regiment Pennsylva- 
nia Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES LOWTHER. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 4676) removing a charge 
of desertion against Charles Lowther, late private of Company G, Sixty- 
first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PAYMENT OF POSTAL NOTES. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 4677) to authorize the 
payment of postal notes at any money-order office, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES MONOHAN, MINOR CHILD OF RICHARD MONOHAN. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 4678) restoring to the 
pension-roll the name of James Monohan, minor child of Richard Mon- 
ohan, deceased, late a private in Company A, One hundred and eighty- 
sixth t, Pi lvania Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

X ABRAHAM MILLER. 

Mr. BOYLE introduced a bill (H. R. 4679) granting a ion to 
Abraham Miller, late of Company F, One hundred and eighty-eighth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
est aR DA ea Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
prin 

CAPITAL STOCK OF NATIONAL BANKING ASSOCIATIONS. 

Mr. BRUMM introduced a bill (H. R. 4680) to fix a maximum limit 
to the capital stock of national ing associations; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH SHULER. 

Mr. EVANS introduced a bill (H. R. 4681) granting a pension 
Elizabeth Shuler; which was read a first and second time, referred 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AUGUSTUS D. SAYLOR. 

Mr. EVANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4682) for the reliefof Au- 
gustus D. Saylor; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTIN B. BRILLHART. 
Mr. SWOPE introduced a bill (H. R. 4683) to relieve Martin B, Brill- 


hart from the charge of desertion; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 
SAMUEL W. DANNER. 
Mr. SWOPE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4684) to relieve Samuel W. 


to 
to 


dge | Danner from the charge of desertion; which was read a first and second 


Sines sotto to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 
JOHN A. ORENDORFF. 

Mr. SWOPE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4685) for the relief of John ` 
A. Orendorff; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JONATHAN JONES. 

Mr. BUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. 4686) for the relief of Jona- 
than Jones, Company B, Fifty-second Pennsylvania Volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARES L. LOWREY. 

Mr. BUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4687) providing for an 
increase of pension to Charles L. Lowery; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committeeon Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


JOSEPHINE DA COSTA THOMAS. 


Mr. BUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4688) granting a pension 
to Josephine Da Costa Thomas; which was read a first and second 


time, 
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orale to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
prin 
CHILDREN OF ALFRED M. OWEN. 

Mr. RANDALL introduced a bill (H. R. 4689) for the relief of the 
children of the late Surg. Alfred M. Owen, and to increase their pension; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


RIGHT TO FISH IN NAVIGABLE WATERS. 
Mr. EVERHART introduced a bill (H. R. 4690) to equalize the right 


of fishing in the navigable waters of the United States which border on 
any State or Territory, and asked unanimous consent that it be referred 


. to the Committee on Commerce. 


There was no objection, and it was so referred. 


PENSIONS FOR DEAFNESS. 
Mr. EVERHART also introduced a bill (H. R. 4691) increasing the 
rate of pension for deafness; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES MOLSEED. 


Mr. EVERHART also introduced a bill (H. R. 4692) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles Molseed; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN MULLIN. 
Mr. EVERHART also introduced a bill (H. R. 4693) granting a pen- 
sion to John Mullin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WASHINGTON TRACTION RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. CURTIN introduced a bill (H. R. 4694) toincorporate the Wash- 
ington Traction Railway Company of the District of Columbia; which 
was read afirstand second time, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. HAWK. 

Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4695) granting a pension 
to William J. Hawk; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ARMS FOR MILITIA. 

Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4696) to amend section 
1661 of the Revised Statutes making an annual appropriation to pro- 
vide arms and equipments for the militia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Militia, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PETER SCHADDLE. 

Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill an R. 4697) granting a pension 
to Peter Schaddle; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN L. JACOBS. 

Mr. HIESTAND introduced a bill (H. R. 4698) granting an increase 
of pension to John L. Jacobs; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARTIN JACOBY. 

Mr. HIESTAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 4699) granting a pen- 
sion to Martin Jacoby, of Lancaster County, Pennsylvania, for the loss 
of his two sons in the war; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTIAN WANTZEL. 

Mr. HIESTAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 4700) to pay Christian 
Wantzel a pension of $12 a month; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PILOTAGE. 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. 4701) to create and establish 
the pilot service of the United States and to regulate the pilotage of 
vessels in ports and harbors along the seacoast of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 


Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R, 4702) amending sections 
4756 and 4757 of the Revised Statutes relating to pensions to certain 
disabled persons who have served in the Navy or Marine Corps; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALIENS HONORABLY DISCHARGED FROM THE NAVY. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4703) amending section 
2166 of the Revised Statutes relative to aliens honorably discharged 
from the military service; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed 

CLOTHING OUTFIT IN THE NAVY. 
Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4704) to authorize the 


granting of an outfit of clothing to enlisted persons of the United States 
Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LIBRARIES ON WAR VESSELS. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4705) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Navy to provide libraries for the use of crews of vessels 
of war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


NAVAL RETIRED-LIST. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4706) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to authorize a retired-list for privates and non-com- 
missioned officers of the United States Army who have served for a pe- 
riod of thirty years or upward,” approved February 14, 1885; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


TEMPORARY NAVAL HOME. 


Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4707) to provide a tem- 
porary home for certain persons di from the United States Navy; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SAVINGS OF SEAMEN. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4708) to provide for the 
deposit of the savings of seamen of the United States Navy; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM A. WIGHAMAN, 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 4709) to 
remove the charge of desertion from the military record of William A. 
Wighaman, late a member of Company G, Fifth Pennsylvania Reserve 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE M. PATTERSON. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4710) 
for the relief of George M. Patterson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. BLAKE. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4711) 
granting a pension to John W. Blake; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JACOB 8. BIDDLE. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4712) to place the name of Jacob S. Biddle upon the pension-rol] ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK KOONTZ. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4713) granting a pension to Frederick Koontz; which was read a first ` 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HANNAH DIMOND. 

Mr. JACKSON introduced a bill (H. R. 4714) granting a pension to 
Hannah Dimond; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. HOOVER. 


Mr. BOUND introduced a bill (H. R. 4715) granting a pension to 
George W. Hoover, Company D, Ninety-third Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CAROLINE SEES. 


Mr. BOUND also introduced a bill (H. R. 4716) to place the name of 
Caroline Sees, of Harrisburg, Pa., widow of Maj. Oliver W. Sees, upon 
the pension-roll; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE I. LANGWORTHY. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 4717) to place 
the name of George I. Langworthy, late a soldier in the Eighty-fifth 
Regiment New York Volunteers, upon the pension-rolls; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

J. M. M’GILL. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4718) to 
place the name of J. M. McGill, late a soldier in the Twelfth Pennsyl- 
vania Cavalry, upon the pension-rolls; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REAL ESTATE. 

Mr. BAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 4719) relating to proceedings in 

the United States courts by which real estate would be affected; which 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


893 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 


= MARY E. HOKE. 

Mr. ATKINSON introduced a bill (H. R. 4720) ting a pension 
to Mary E. Hoke, widow of Samuel D. Hoke, late of Company D, First 
Regiment Pennsylvania Light Artillery; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LAWRENCE GROSS. 

Mr. ATKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4721) granting a pen- 
sion to Lawrence Gross; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH MARCH. 

Mr. ATKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4722) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth March, widow of Jesse a. late of Company E, 
Twelfth Pennsylvania Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH E. VAN HORN. 
Mr. STORM introduced a bill (H. R. 4723) ing a pension to 
Joseph E. Van Horn; which was read a first iad pee, Srl referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JACOB SMITH. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 4724) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the military record of Jacob Smith, 
late of Company M, Second Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM MILLER. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4725) to 
remove the charge of desertion from the military record of William 
Miller, late of Sixty-seventh Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN F. BAIRD. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4726) to 
remove the charge of desertion from the military record of John F. 
Baird, late of Company K, One hundred and forty-eighth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PHILIP TAYLOR, 


Mr, WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4727) to 
remove the charge of desertion from the military record of Philip Tay- 
lor, late of Company B, One hundred and fifth Pennsylvania Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH SIRWELL. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4728) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Sirwell, widow of Col. William Sir- 
well, Seventy-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE HILL, JR. 

Mr. HEMPHILL (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4729) for the 
relief of George Hill, jr., of Georgetown, D. C.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARY MURPHY. 

Mr. PERRY introduced a bill (H. R. 4730) for the relief of Mary 
Murphy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President, in writing, was communicated to the 
House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


FOURTH OF JULY CLAIMS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON introduced a bill (H. R. 4731) for the allowance 
of certain claims reported by the accounting officers of the United States 
‘Treasury Department; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


RICHARD F. WASSON. 

Mr. RICHARDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4732) for the relief 
of the legal representatives of Richard F. Wasson, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES J. HILL, 


Mr. RICHARDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4733) for the relief 
of Charles J. Hill; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. D. P. WOODBURY. 

Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. 4734) to increase the pension of 
Mrs. D. P. Woodbury; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MELINDA BESHEARS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4735) granting a pension to 
Melinda Beshears; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM P. LOWERY. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4736) granting a pension to 
William P. Lowery; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS DUNCAN. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4737) for the relief of Thomas 
Duncan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

B. J. HARTLEY. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4738) for the relief of B. J. 
Hartley, of Snoderly, Knox County, Tennessee; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

IMPORTATION OF PAUPER LABOR. 

Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 4739) to prohibit the busi- 
ness of importing paupers, lazaroni, and beggars into the United States 
and Territories and hiring out the same; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be 


printed. 
WILLIAM VANS MURRAY. 


Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4740) to authorize 
the purchase of the manuscripts of William Vans Murray; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Library, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REAR-ADMIRAL CARTER. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4741) for the relief 
of Rear-Admiral Carter; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HERMAN BADER. 


Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4742) granting a 
pension to Herman Bader; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN D. WARE. 


Mr. GLASS introduced a bill (H. R. 4743) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of John D. Ware, deceased; which was read a first and 
socond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SECTION 3701 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. GLASS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4744) to re- 
peal section 3701 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

Mr. GLASS, I ask unanimous consent that this bill be referred to 
the Judiciary Committee. It Poa to repeal this section of the Re- 
vised Statutes, and as it would interfere with vested rights and prob- 
ably involve a constitutional question, I ask this reference. 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM S. BEWLEY. 

Mr. PETTIBONE introduced a bill (H. R. 4745) granting a pension 
to William 8. Bewley; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA LEWIS. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4746) for the relief 
of Martha Lewis; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

D. W. F. PEOPLES. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4747) for the relief 
of D. W. F. Peoples; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET J. GRISHAM. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4748) for the relief 
of Margaret J. Grisham, widow of Capt. George E. Grisham, late of 
Company I, Eighth Tennessee Cavalry Volunteers; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES BOWMAN. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4749) for the relief 
of James Bowman, late a private of Company K, Fifth Tennessee Vol- 
unteers, in the war with Mexico; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FIRST BAPTIST CHURCH OF CHATTANOOGA. 
Mr. NEAL introduced a bill (H. R. 4750) for the relief of the First 


894 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 26, 


Baptist church, in Cha Tenn.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
prin: 

0. M. THURMAN. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill R. 4751) for the relief of O. M. 
Thurman; which was read a first second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

STERLING HUGHES. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4752) granting a pension to 
Sterling Haghe iate late a private in the war with ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ASSISTANT COMMITTEE CLERK. 

Mr. NEAL also submitted a resolution authorizing the Committee on 
Claims, during the present session only, to employ an assistant clerk; 
which was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 

R. R. AYCOCK. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR introduced a bill R. 4753) for the relief 
of R. R. Aycock; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

E. M. HAWLEY. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 4754) for the 
relief of R. M. Hawley, of Benton County, Tennessee; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN A. HAYES. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 4755) for the 
relief of Benjamin A. Hayes, of Jackson, Tenn. ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF J. ©. SMITH. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 4756) for the 

relief of the estate of J. C. Smith, deceased; which was read a first and 


ESTATE OF JOHN A. TYSON. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 4757) for the 
relief of the estate of John A. Tyson, late of Madison County, Tennessee; 
which was read a first and sécond time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

L. T. WILLIAMSON. 


Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 4758) for the 
relief of L. T. Wi -of Madison County, Tennessee; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVE OF DR. JOHN PITTMAN. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 4759) for the relief of 
the legal representative of Dr. John Pittman; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

T. H. NORTON AND JAMES M’LEAN. 

Mr. SYMES (by Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR) es E 4760) 
for the relief of T. H. Norton and James McLean; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ACTS OF ARIZONA LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 


Mr. LANHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 4761) to disapprove No. 35 
of the acts of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Arizona 
entitled ‘‘An act to 1 aa a gp the introduction of diseased cattle into the 


Territory of Arizona, ved March 2, 1885; which was read a first 
tan dae soled to the the Committee on the Territories, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ALEXANDER N. SHIPLEY. 

Mr. SAYERS introduced a bill (H. R. 4762) for the relief of Alex- 
ander N. Shipley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DENISON AND WASHITA VALLEY RAILWAY. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON introduced a bill (H. R. 4763) to grant to 
the Denison and Washita Valley Railway Company a right of way 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second fime, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4764) to 
to the Denison and Washita Valley Railway Company a right o = 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


BRIDGE ACROSS RED RIVER, TEXAS. 
Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4765) to au- 


thorize the Red River Bridge of Texas to maintain a bridge 
across the Red River; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
EDWARD LEADER AND OTHERS. ° 
Mr. THROCKMORTON (by request) also introduced a bill R. 
4766) for the relief of Edward Leader and others enn ach wen coke 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs; and 
ordered to be printed. 
CONTRACTS OF SUBSIDIZED RAILROADS. 
Mr. THROCKMORTON also submitted a resolution the Sec- 
retary of the Interior for information in regard to contracta af the sub- 
dized railroads in certain cases; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pacific Railroads. 
HEIRS OF JOHN WOOTEN. 
Mr. STEWART, of Texas, introduced a bill (H. R. 4767) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of John Wi deceased; which was a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 


W. H. KEENE. - 

Mr. WELLBORN introduced a bill (H. R. 4768) for the relief of W. 
H. Keene; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

H. G. SCALES. 

Mr. WELLBORN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4769) for the relief of 
H. G. Scales; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF JOHN RICE JONES, DECEASED. 

Mr MILLER toteasnee! a 1U (E I A770) 25 tad the heirs 
and legal representatives of John Ri for the lands 
sold and otherwise appropriated by the United States within the lim- 
its of certain confirmed private land claims in the State of Illinois and 
to quiet titles; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM SCHUCHARDT. 

Mr. CRAIN introduced a bill (H. R. 4771) for the relief of William 
Schuchardt; which was read a first and ‘second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF SECTION 4716 REVISED STATUTES. 
Mr. CRAIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4772) to repeal section 4716 
of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF JOSEPH E. WILSON. 

Mr. CRAIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4773) for the relief of the 
heirs of Joseph E. Wilson, deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE 8. HAWLEY. 
Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, introduced a b Reed seia R. 4774) ) granting 


an increase of pension to George S. Haw! 
second time, referred to the Committee on Arg data igerian 
JAMES MAHONEY. 


to be printed. 
Mr. CABELL introduced a bill (H. R. 4775) for the relief of James 
Aon, of Grayson County, Virginia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed, 
RICHARD I. KIMBALL. 

Mr. LIBBEY introduced a bill (H. R. 4776) providing for the exam- 
ination of Richard I. Kimball, corporal of United 
States Artillery, for promotion to the rank of second ; w 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

TEMPTEY NORFLEET. 

Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4777) for the relief of 
Temptey Norfleet; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK GALT. 


Mr. LIREEY aim ene resolution (H. Res. 100) for the 
relief of Frank Galt, a notary public for the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT FREDERICKSBURG, VA. 


Mr, CROXTON introduced a bill (H. R. p nde pre oar nc a 
tion of a United States public building in the city of Fredericksburg, 
Va.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY, FREDERICKSBURG, VA. 


Mr. CROXTON also introduced a bill (H. ee 
macadamizing the road from the railroad to the national cemetery in 
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the city of Fredericksburg, Va.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
MONUMENT TO THE MOTHER OF WASHINGTON, FREDERICKSBURG, VA. 
Mr. CROXTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4780) for the completion 
of the monument to Mary, the mother of Washington, at Fredericks- 
burg, Va.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Joint 
Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. DILLON. 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. 4781) for the | H., 


relief of George W. Dillon; which was read a and second time, re- 
ferred tothe Committeeon Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH M'KAY. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4782) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth McKay; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. E. J. EPLING. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4783) 
granting a pension to Mrs. E. J. Epling; which was read a and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN PULLY. 
Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4784) 
ting a pension to John Pully, of Company K, First Veteran Reg- 
iment, West Virginia Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
JOHN THOMPSON. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill R. 4785) 
granting a pension to John Thompson, late a member of Company D, 
Ninety-first Regiment Ohio Volunteers; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EQUALIZING PAY OF FOLDERS, 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia (by request), also introduced a bill 
(H. R. 4786) to equalize the pay of the folders of the folding-room of 
the House of Representatives; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 


DAVID GRAY PURMAN. , 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. 4787) granting 
an increase of pension to David Gray Purman; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EMILY R. ROBERTS. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK (by Mr. Tuomas, of Wisconsin) introduced a 
bill (H. R. 4788) granting a pension to Emily R. Roberts, widow of 
Smith M. Roberts; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE introduced a bill (H. R. 4789) to amend chapter 
352 of the laws of 1885, relat to pensions of soldiers and sailors who 
lost an arm at the shoulder-joint; which was read a first and second 
Sere Baten to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
print 

JAMES W. HARVEY, 

Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. 4790) for the relief of James W. 
Harvey, as assignee of Joseph Perkins; which was read a first and sec- 
Sak Sey renee ae the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
prin 

SAMANTHA R. LAPHAM. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4791) granting an increase of 
pension to Samantha R. Lapham; which was read a first and second 
time, Reese to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
print 

PURCHASERS OF SWAMP LANDS, ETC. 

Mr. CASWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 4792) for the relief of pur- 
chasers and other grantees of the United States of certain swamp and 
overflowed landsand to reimburse and indemnify certain States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE OVER MISSOURI RIVER. 


Mr. GIFFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 4793) to authorize the Chicago 
Milwaukee and Saint Paul Railway Company to construct, te, and 


maintain a pile ponton railway bridge across the Missouri River near 
` orin the vicinity of Chamberlain, in the Territory of Dakota; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 
SCHOOL OF FORESTRY. 
Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4794) granting lands for 


a school of forestry to be located at Aberdeen, Dak., and for other pur- 


poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
THEODORE D. KANAUSE. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a resolution to admit Theodore D. 
Kanause to the floor of the House; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Rules. 

EDWARD H. BERGMAN. 
Mr. JOSEPH introduced a bill (H. R. 4795) for the relief of Edward 
Bergman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
HUGO WEDELES. 
Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 4796) for the relief of Hugo 


Wedeles; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mitiee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
ROBERT If. STAPLETON. 
Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R, 4797) ting a pension 


to Robert H. Stapleton; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


H. H. KIDDER. 


Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 4798) for the relief of H. 
H. Kidder, assignee; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the i on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

CARATAT C. ROWE. 

Mr. CAINE introduced a bill (H. R. 4799) granting a pension to 
Caratat C. Rowe; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The call of States and Territories is now com- 
pleted; but if there be no objection gentlemen who were not in their 
seats when their States were called will now be recognized for the in- 
troduction of bills and resolutions, 

There was no objection. 

MATILDA CALDWELL. 

Mr. LORE introduced a bill (H. R. 4800) for the relief of Matilda 
Caldwell (late Matilda Sparks); which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. LORE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4801) relating 
to section 1594 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval A ffairs, 
and ordered to be printed. : 

BILLS OF LADING., 

Mr. KING introduced a bill (H. R. 4802) to make bills of lading 
conclusive evidence in certain cases; which was read a first and second 
cor Be acta Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 

GAS-LIGHTED BEACONS, ETC., ON THE MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. 4803) for the establishment 
and maintenance of gas-lighted beacons and buoys on the Mississippi 
River; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, this bill should be rc- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. KING. I ask unanimous consent that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River. 

The SPEAKER. _Is there objection? 

Mr. REAGAN. This subject is before the Committee on Commerce, 
and I think the bill had better go to that committee. 

The SPEAKER. Objection beingmade, the bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, to which, in the opinion of the Chair, it prop- 
erly belongs under the rules. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. 4804) granting pensions to 
the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CONVENTION WITH HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 

Mr. KING also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 101) to give 
notice to terminate the convention of June 3, 1875, with His Majesty 
the King of the Hawaiian Islands; which was read a first and second 

erred. to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 


printed. 
GEORGE E., W. SHARRETTS. 
Mr. FINDLAY introduced a bill (H. R. 4805) for the relief of George 
E. W. Sharretts; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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BRIDGE ACROSS EASTERN BRANCH. 


Mr. COMPTON introduced a bill (H. R. 4806) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River 
at the foot of Pennsylvania avenue east; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, submitted the following resolution; which 

was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested, if not incompatible with 
the public service, to furnish to the House a copy of the report of payments 
under the convention of 1830 with France called French spoliations, which was 
furnished from the Register’s Office of the Treasury Department to the State 
Department, with letter of December 28, 1885. 


SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 4807) for the 
relief of homestead and pre-emption settlers on the public lands; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

A WILLIAM FIELD. 

Mr. ELY introduced a bill (H. R. 4808) granting a pension to Will- 
iam Field; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ADULTERATION OF FOOD. 


Mr. FREDERICK introduced a bill (H. R. 4809) to prevent the 
adulteration or imitation of food; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EMERY C. PENNELL. 

Mr. FREDERICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4810) for the relief 
of Emery C. Pennell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SURETIES OF DENNIS MURPHY. 


Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (H. R. 4811) for the relief of the 
sureties of Dennis Murphy, former paymaster and military storekeeper 
at the national armory at Harper’s Ferry, Va.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MATHIAS WONDRAK. 

Mr. PAYSON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4812) granting 
a pension to Mathias Wondrak; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PERRY JOHNSON. 

Mr. HALL introduced a bill (H. R. 4813) granting a pension to Perry 
Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF FROM CHARGE OF DESERTION. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas (by request) introduced a bill 
(H. R. 4814) to relieve certain soldiers of the late war of the charge of 
desertion; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CONVICT LABOR. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 4815) directing the Burean of 
Labor Statistics to collect statistics relating to criminals and convict la- 
bor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. LETITIA J. GARRARD. 

Mr, WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4816) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Letitia J. Garrard; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SILAS M. GRAY. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4817) granting a pension 
to Silas M. Gray; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS P. MYRICK. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4818) granting a pension 
to Thomas P. Myrick; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE TAIFE, 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4819) granting an increase 
of pension to George Taife; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. ELLEN A. VINECOVE, 
Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4820) granting a pension 


to Mrs. Ellen A. Vinecoye; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT TO CONSTITUTION OF UNITED STATES. 


Mr. WILLIS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 102) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Labor, and 
ordered to be printed. 
EMPLOYMENT OF CONVICT LABOR. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 103) provid- 
ing that in the employment of labor on the public works of the Govern- 
ment preference shall be given to residents and citizens of the United 
States, and forbidding the employment of convict labor; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MATILDA REINOEHL. 

Mr. LANDES introduced a bill (H. R. 4821) granting a pension to 
Matilda Reinoehl; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES H. HAMMOND. 

Mr. LANDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4822) for the relief of 
Charles H. Hammond from the charge of desertion; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

COLLECTION DISTRICT, DULUTH, MINN. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (H. R. 4823) relating to the customs 
collection district of Duluth, Minn.; which was read a first and sec- 
Cort ha referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
p . ? 

JAMES MORGAN. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 4824) granting an increase 
of pension to James Morgan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committeeon Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

J. H. THOMBURG. 

Mr. HANBACK introduced a bill (H. R. 4825) for the relief of J. H. 
Thomburg; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FORT HAYS MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. HANBACK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4826) to provide for 
the disposition of a portion of the Fort Hays military reservation, in 
the State of Kansas; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SUSANNAH ARTHINGTON. 

Mr. WADSWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. 4827) granting a pension 
to Susannah Arthington; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE F. RIDER. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4828) for the 
relief of George F. Rider; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF BILLS. 


On motion of Mr. WELLBORN, by unanimous consent the Com 
mittee on Indian Affairs was discharged from the further consideration 
of bills of the following titles; which were severally referred to the 
Committee on Claims, namely : 

A bill (H. R. reed for the relief of Boggs & Allen ; 

A bill (H. R. 2263) for the relief of Basil Moreland ; 

A bill (H. R. 2845) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to ad- 
just and pay to citizens of Idaho and Montana Territories expenses and 
losses incurred in the suppression of Indian hostilities in the years 1877 
and 1878; and 

A bill (H. R. 2855) for the relief of the heirs of Miguel Desmarais 
and others. 

On motion of Mr. WELLBORN also, by unanimous consent the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary was discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 3761) to quiet land titles in the State of Mississippi; 
and the same was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

PAY OF HOUSE EMPLOYES. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana (by request), by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a resolution providing for the payment to House employés of 
the balance of the month’s pay for the month in which they were dis- 
charged; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 

MARTIN KENOFSKY. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs be di from the further consider- 
ation of the bill H. R. 3444, and that the same be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair willstate that when the committees are 
called it is always in order to report back bills which have been im- 
properly referred and ask to be discharged from their further considera- 
tion. If there be no objection, however, the change of reference will 
be made now. - The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3444) for the relief of the heirs of Martin Kenofsky. 

There being no objection, the bill was referred to the Committee om 
Claims. 
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VINCENT BOWLIN. 


Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. 4829) granting a pension to Vin- 
cent Bowlin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


POST-OFFICE BUILDING, POUGHKEEPSIE, N. Y. 


The SPEAKER. On the 18th of the present month the Chair laid 
before the House a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting an estimate from the Supervising Architect of an appropriation of 
$10,000 for the Pi a to the United States post-o building at 
Poughkeepsie, N. Y. Supposing that this was not a work already pro- 
vided for by law, the Chair sent the communication to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. Having since learned that the work 
is already authorized by law, the Chair thinks the reference should be 
changed to the Committee on Appropriations; and if there be no objec- 
tion that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and the change of reference was ordered ac- 
cordingly. 

CHARLES HALE, 


Mr. LAFFOON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 4830) 
for the relief of Charles Hale; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT RAY. 


Mr. LAFFOON, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4831) granting a pension to Robert Ray; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES M. M’KINNEY. 


Mr. LAFFOON, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4832) granting a pension to James M. McKinney; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


GREEN AND BARREN RIVER NAVIGATION COMPANY. 
Mr. LAFFOON, by unanimous consent, also submitted the following 
resolution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to ascertain 
and report atthe earliest practicable period upon what terms the franchise and 

roperty of the Green and Barren River Navigation Company in Kentucky can 
be obtained and conveyed to the United States so that said streams may be 
opened with their large commerce free to the people of the States. 


BALANCES DUE TO AND FROM UNITED STATES. 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I understand the call of States and 
Territories has now been completed. I desire on behalf of the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice to make the 
privileged report, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to furnish for the 
information of this House a report of all balances due to and from the United 
States, as shown by the books of the offices of the Register and Sixth Auditor of 
the Geen Ani. ment, from 1789 to the 30th of June, 1885. 

That the ary of War and the Postmaster-General be directed to furnish 
reports of such balances as shown by the books of their respective Departments, 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I am instructed by the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Department of Justice to ask for the adoption 
of the resolution which has just been read. 

Sune REED, of Maine. How does that resolution come before the 
ouse? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know. He supposes it was 
referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Jus- 
tice. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Has it been referred? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chairwillexamine. [Afterapause.] It does 
not appear either from the resolution itself or the report accompanying 
it that this has been referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Department of Justice. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Committees have not a general power of re- 
porting what has not been referred to them. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iintroduced a resolution of that kind and had it 
referred to that committee, and I presume the committee has reported 
back the resolution. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. There was a resolution relating to 
this matter which was referred to the committee, but the Department 
communicated with the committee on the subject, and desired the res- 
olution in a different form. 

The SPEAKER. The committee should have reported back the 
original resolution with such amendments as they thought proper. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I will ask leave to withdraw the 
report for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the report is not properly before 
the House. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Perhaps with the assistance of his new clerk 
the gentleman can get it into proper form. 


XV I-——57 


REPORT OF NATIONAL SOLDIERS’ HOME. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. I am instructed by the Committee on Printing 
to make a pl report, which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the resolution prota 
for the printing of 250 copies of the annual report of thegpresident of Board 
of Ma rs of the National Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers (H. R, Mis. 
Doe. 259), respectfully report the same back to the House and recommend its 
passage. The estimated cost is $73.65. 

The resolution is as follows: 


Resolved, That 250 copies of the annual repies of the president of the Board of 
Managers of the National Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers be printed for 
the use of the said homes. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. FARQUHAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. WELLBORN). The morning hour 
for the call of committees for reports begins at three minutes to 3 o’ clock. 


TAXATION OF DISTILLED SPIRITS, 


Mr. MORRISON, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
a bill (H. R. 4833) relating to the taxation of fractional parts of a 
gallon of distilled spirits; which was read a first and secend time, re- 
erred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 533 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3160) to amend 
section 533 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN TEXAS. 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4378) to 
detach Hood County, Texas, from the Waco branch of the northern 
judicial district of Texas and attach the same to the Graham branch 
of said district, and for other purposes; which was referred to the 
Hone Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 
5 DEFOSITIONS FOR UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, also re- 
ported, as a substitute for H. R. 2419, a bill (H. R. 4834) to provide 
an additional mode of taking depositions of witnesses in cases pend- 
ing in the courts of the United States; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill H. R. 2419 was laid on the table. 


NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, from the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 
327) to enable national banking associations to increase their capital 
stock and to change their names or locations; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MISSISSIPPI WATER POWER AND BOOM COMPANY. 

Mr. DUNHAM, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1270) to authorize the Mis- 
sissippi Water Power and Boom Company, of Brainerd, Minn., to con- 
struct a dam across the Mississippi River; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ALIENS AS ENGINEERS AND PILOTS. 

Mr. TARSNEY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 1200) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to authorize the employment of certain aliens as engineers and pi- 
lots,” approved April 17, 1874; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF THE RAWLINS STATUE, 


Mr. ERMENTROUT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 606) to 
authorize the removal of the statue of Maj. Gen. John A. Rawlins 
from its present location to a site to be selected by the Secretary of 
War; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ALICE L. HOLBROOK. 


Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 1084) granting a pension to 
Alice S. Holbrook; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
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House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 
DANIEL CONNOLLY. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 225) grant- 
ing a pension to Daniel Connolly; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARTHA E, TURNEY. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 226) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Martha E. Turney; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with an adverse recommendation the following; which were 
severally laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be 


printed: 
A bill (H. R. 213) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Potts; 
d 


an 
Petition of Charles G. Rodman, for arrears of pensions. 
JEPHTHA HORNBECK, 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 788) granting a 
pension to Jephtha Hornbeck; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN PREWITY. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 721) to 
place the name of John Prewitt on the pension-roll; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC CHENOWETH. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1352) 
granting a pension to Isaac Chenoweth; which was refi to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK BOTTGER. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also. re- 
rted back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 77) grant- 
ing a pension to Frederick Bottger; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 
MRS. AMY A. HUNT. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 3538) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Amy A. Hunt; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. BLAKE. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3520) 
grantinga pension to William H, Blake; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompa- 
nying report ordered to be printed. 

MATTHIAS LECKNER. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 377) grant- 
ing a pension to Matthias Leckner; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with adverse recommendations bills of the following titles; 
which were severally laid on the table, and the accompanying reports 
ordered to be printed: 

A a (H. R. 727) to place the name of Nancy E. Morris on the pen- 
sion-roll; 


H 
i R. 1347) granting a pension to Alexander Evans; 
ill (H. R. 803) granting a pension to James J. Shaner; 
ill (H. R. 797) granting a pension to William H. Nelson; and 
ill (H. R. 3103) for the relief of William C. H. Bowman, 


MRS. LOUISA NOLAND. 
Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
Suck favorably the bill (H. R. 1824) granting a pension to Mrs. Louisa 


ill (H. 
ill (H. 
ill 

ill (H. 


Noland; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Tore Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. * 

On motion of Mr. CONGER, by unanimous consent the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the further consideration of 
ase the following titles; and they were respectively referred as indi- 
cated: 

A bill (H. R. 629) for the relief of John Kennedy—to the Committee 
on Military A ffars. 

A bill (H. R. 639) granting a pension to Andrew J. Elliott—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

ALBERTINE COCKRUM. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 116) for the relief of Albertine Cockrum; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


SIDNEY SHERWOOD. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 3387) ting a pension to Sid- 
ney Sherwood; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES MORGAN. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 618) granting a pension to James Mor- 
gan; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be painted. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 638) granting a pension to Robert J. Gillespie; 

A bill (H. R. TA granting a pension to James Lang; 

A bill (H. R. 123) for the relief of Jabez Chamberlin; 

A bill (H. R. 139) for the relief of Wilson G. Gray; 

A bill (H. R. oa} for the relief of Thomas Brockett; and 
A bill (H. R. 632) for the relief of Thomas Williams. 


ELIZABETH KAHLER. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1575) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Kahler; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

NEWTON 0. BAKER. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1589) for the relief of Newton O. Baker; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


TIMOTHY PAIGE. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also spon 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1590) for the relief of Timothy Paige; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


SARAH L. BRAGG. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 1574) granting a pension to Sa- 
rah L. Bragg; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

- ANSON B. SAMS. 

Mr. O'HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1701) granting a pension to Anson B. Sams; 
which was refe to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH WILLIAMS. 

Mr. CHARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1703) granting a pension to Joseph Will- 
iams; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC MOORE. 


Mr. HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1255) granting vere to Isaac Moore; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE ©. HAYNIE. 

Mr. O'HARA, from the Committee on I¢valid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 1711) for the relief of George €. 
Haynie; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
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the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 
MRS. MARY RINGGOLD ARCHER. 

Mr. O'HARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 64) granting arrears of to Mrs. 
Mary Ringgold Archer; which was laid on the table, and the accom- 
panying report ordered ‘to be printed. 

PHBE SAUNDERS. 


Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1564) granting a pension to Phasbe Saun- 
ders; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

LOIS HOLT. 


Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1469) granting a to Lois Holt; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Steen on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


MARY MURPHY. 


Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1472) granting a pension to Mary Mur- 
phy; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole Soman the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
JOHN M. MILTON. 


Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 4125) granting aaa pee to John 
M. Milton; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 

rinted. 

; FRANCES M’NEAL POTTER. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama, from the Committee on Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 1625) for the relief of Frances 
McNeal Potter; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, received by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, 
announced that it had adopted the following resolutions: 

In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, sanged 26, 1886. 

Resolved, That the Senate has received with profound sorro gta sos eroe 
of the death of Thomas A. Hendricks, late Vice-President ora the United 
and fora number of years a distinguished — of this body. 

Resolved, That the iness of the Senate be suspended in order that the emi- 
nent public services and the private virtues of the deceased may be appropri- 
ately commemorated. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to communicate these 
oe to the House of Representatives. 

ANSON G. McCOOK, Secretary. 
PENSIONS TO MEXICAN WAR SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 


Mr. ELDREDGE, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R, 807) granting pensions to the soldiers 
and sailors of the Mexican war; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS D. FRENCH. 

On motion of Mr. THOMPSON, the Committee on Pensions was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 1325) for the 
relief of Thomas D. French, and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

ROBERT D. FORT. 

Mr. WOLFORD, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 1319) to increase the of 
Robert D. Fort; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

H. J. T. MOSS. 

Mr. LANHAM, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 2463) for the relief of H. J. TM Moss; which was 
referred tothe Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

DAVID WEBSTER. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Claims, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 1464) for the relief of David Webster; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

DAVID W. JONES, 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back 
the bill (H. R. 1567) for the relief of David W. Jones; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

HENRY WASHBURN AND THOMAS WASHBURN. 
Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back 


adversely the bill (H. R. 398) for the relief of Henry Washburn and 
Thomas Washburn. 

Mr. EDEN. I move that that report be referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

JOHN A. MORRIS. 

Mr. from the Committee on Claims, reported back favorably 
the bill (H. R. 274) for the relief of John A. Morris; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee-of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and ordered to be printed. 

B. JENNINGS. 

Mr. W. of i, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 85) for the relief of B. Jennings; which was 
referred tothe Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CAPT. HENRY H. HUMPHREY. 

On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, the Committee on Claims was dis- 
charged from the farther consideration of the bill (H. R. 223) for the 
relief of Capt. Henry H. Peal and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affai 

WAR CLAIMS. 
_On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, the Committee on Claims was also 
from the farther consideration of bills of the following titles; 
and the same were severally referred to the Committee on War Claims: 

A bill (H. R. a for the relief of Edward Fitzgerald; . 

A bill (H. R. 37) for the relief of William Wright; and 

A bill (H. R. 697) for the relief of Isaac A. Meyer. 

JOHN DANIEL, DECEASED. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 296) vy the relief of the legal representatives of 
John Daniel, deceased; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

REINHART BREINNEIRS AND OTHERS. 

Mr. KLEINER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
adversely the petition saa relief of Reinhart Breinneirs, John H. Moas, 
Henry W. K Frank Breinneirs, and Louis Tompkins, which 
was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF THE LATE LIEUT. JOHN F. STEWART. 


* Mr. REID, of North Carolina, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 1732) for the relief of the heirs 
of the late Lieut. John F. Stewart; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT H. CLEEVE. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, from the same committee, also ro- 
ported back adversely a petition for the Jrelief of Robert H. Cleeve; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 


printed. 
IDA S. RICHARDSON AND OTHERS. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 178) for the 
relief of Ida S. Richardson, Caroline A. Urquhart, and Cora A. Slocomb, 
as heirs at law of Cora A. Slocomb, deceased; and Ida A, Richardson 
and Caroline A Urquhart; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LYMAN, by unanimous consent, submitted the views of the mi- 
nority on said bill; which were ordered to be printed with the report of 
the committee. 

ALFRED M’MURTRIE. 

Mr. HIESTAND, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 2066) for the relief of Alfred McMur- 
trie; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS M'BRIDE. 

Mr. HIESTAND, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported 
a bill (H. R. 4835) for the relief of Thomas McBride; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed, 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. COMSTOCK, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with an adverse recommendation the petition of Co). William Clift; 
which was ordered to be laid on the table and the accompanying report 


printed. 
JOSEPH W. PARISH, 


Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with favorable recommendation the bill (S. 241) for the relief of Joseph 
W. Parish; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
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on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 


to be printed. 
MARY E. i 

Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported a 
bill (H. R. 4737} for the relief of E. Whithead, of Phillips County, 
Arkansas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

EMMA H. FISH. 

Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported back 
with amendments a bill (H. R. 1185) for the relief of Emma H. Fish; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported back 
with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 2151) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Maj. William Kendall; which was ordered 
to be laid on the table and the accompanying report printed. 

UNIONTOWN, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BARBOUR, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 633) to change 
the name of Uniontown to Anacostia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany report, 
ordered to be printed. 


POTOMAC RIVER FLATS. 

Mr. BARBOUR, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, also 
reported back with amendments the bill (S. 335) to provide for protect- 
ing the interests of the United States in the Potomac River Flats, Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY. 

Mr. SINGLETON, from the Committee on the Library, reported back 
the bill (H. R. 1297) authorizing the construction of a building for the 
accommodation of the Congressional Library; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

DISTRIBUTION UNITED STATES STATUTES AND CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. BARKSDALE, from the Committee on Printing, re back 
the bill (H. R. 598) to provide for the distribution of the Statutes of the 
United States and the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to designated incor- 
porated bodies, institutions, and associations within the several States 
and Territories; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ABOLITION OF CERTAIN SHIPPING FEES. 

Mr. DINGLEY, from the Select Committee on American Ship-build- 
ing and Ship-owning Interests, reported, as a substitute for H. R. 991, 
a bill (H. R. 4838) to abolish certain fees for official services to Ameri- 
can vessels, and to amend the laws relating to shipping commission- 
ers, seamen, and owners of vessels; which was a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the bill for which this 
is a substitute will be laid upon the table. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The call of standing and select committees for re- 
ports has been completed. The Chair will now recognize gentlemen 
who were not in their seats when their committees were called. 

RED LAKE INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. PEEL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
with amendments, the bill (H. R. 1269) in relation to the Red Lake 
Indian reservation, in the State of Minnesota; which, with the amend- 
ments and the accompanying report, was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER K. SHEPARD. 

Mr. McKENNA, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 33) for the relief of Alex- 
ander K. Shepard; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. x 

ESTATE OF FRANK SOULÉ. 


Mr. McKENNA, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 163) releasing the estate 
of Frank Soulé, late collector of internal revenue for the first district 
of the State of California, and his sureties on his official bond; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
ender, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


J. M. LOBBAN. 
Mr. McKENNA, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back 


with amendments the bill (S. 416) forthe relief of J. M. Lobban; which, 
with the amendments and the accompanying report, was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule the Chair will now proceed to 
call committees for one hour for the consideration of bills. The hour 
begins at twelve minutes before 4 o’clock. 

Mr. SMALLS. Iask unanimous consent to introduce some bills 
for reference. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule of the House the Chair is com- 
pelled to proceed immediately with the second call of committees. Af- 
ter that is completed the Chair will recognize the gentleman to ask 
unanimous consent. 

The Committee on War Claims was called. 

Mr. GEDDES. I call up House bill No. 899 for present action, and 
with that view, if necessary, I will move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of that bill. 

The SPEAKER. What is the bill? 

Mr. GEDDES. It is a bill based on the claims reported by the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is on the Private Calendar, and can not 
be reached under this call. 


THE REVISED STATUTES. 


The Committee on the Judiciary was called. 

Mr. TUCKER. [I call up for present consideration the resolution 
which I reported the other day from the Committee on the Judiciary. 
It is a request to the Secretary of State to furnish to the House Library 
a number of copies of the Revised Statutes. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested, if convenient, to transmit 
to the House, to be placed in its Library, 100 copies of the second edition of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, with Supplement thereto. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. TUCKER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred House resolution rel- 
ative to the Revised Statutes, respectfully report back the resolution, with a 
recommendation that it do pass. 

The Secretary of State has a large number of copies of the Revised Statutes 
and Supplement thereto on hand, and there are not enough in the possession of 
the House for the use of the members. The purpose is to supply these books 
for the use of members during the sessions of Congress. 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. TUCKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


RETIREMENT OF NAVY OFFICERS. 


The Committee on Naval Affairs was called. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I call up from the House Calendar the 
bill (H. R. 339) authorizing the voluntary retirement of certain officers 
of the United States Navy who have rerdered conspicuous services in 
battle or who have served thirty years in the Navy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That from and after the ge of this act any officer of the 
Navy, of the line or staff, or any person holding rank as such by law and borne 
upon the Na’ ister, who has been frag aaa in battle, or who has served 
the Government faithfully and honorably for thirty years, vd be placed on 
the retired-list of the Navy, with the rank and reti pay of the next bigher 
seats but no officer shali be retired under this act except on his own applica- 
t 


n. 
Sec. 2. That any officer Neogene, Su be retired under this act shall make a writ- 
ten oi eg ees to that effect to Seeretary of the Navy, who shall thereupon 
appoint a board of not less than five officers, Bape el in rank to the applicant, 
to determine whether he is entitled to the benefit thereof. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. BALLENTINE) was read, as follows: 


The committee to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 339) authorizing the vol- 
untary retirement of certain officers of the United States Navy who have served 
thirty years in the Navy, or who have rendered conspicuous services in battle. 
beg leave to state that they haye had the matter under consideration, and find 
that this bill was fully considered the Committee on Naval Affairs in the 
Forty-eighth and favorably reported by them to the House. After a 
thorough examination of that report we recommend its adoption and the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

[House Report No. 824, Forty-eighth Congress, first session.] 

The committee have examined carefully into the matter of this bill, and be- 
lieve that such a measure of relief for officers of the Navy is just to them and 
greatly needed. 

There are a number of officersin the Navy of the lower grades who receive no 
advancement for years, and who are not benefited by the retiremenj law,and are 
continued in theservice after attaining the age of sixty-two years, any of these 
officers are volunteers, who were sel: to remain in the Navy at the close of 
the civil war, and who had performed gallant and meritorious service. Some 
of them have already attained (or nearly so) the age prescribed for retirement, 
having entered the service late in life, yet they receive no benefit by the present 
retiring law, which requires forty years’ service. The provisions of this act in- 
clude what are known as forward officers, boatswains, gunners, carpenters, sail- 
makers, &c., who, under the present law, have no advancement from the time 
they receive their appointments until death, althou it can not be questioned 
that their services are as hard, dangerous, and gallant, asa rule, as any other 
class, There is also a class of officers of the line and staff who, under existin, 
laws, receive no benefits of retirement, who have performed as gallant anc 


1886. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 901 


ee service as any other class who will be benefited by the passage of 
th 3 
Some of these officers were advanced in 1865 for gallantry by a board of ad- 
mirals, but who since that time have lost all advantage of such advancement, 
the act of Congress having been set aside from time to time; and in many cases 
officers not recommended have superseded them in motion. The of 
various acts of Congress looking to a reduction of the Navy has been to bar 
from promotion the next higher e, except in a few cases, to about seven 
years. This is not only disheartening to these officers, but manifestly unjust. 
The committee think the provisions of the bill doa long-deferred justice to 
officers of the Navy, which has been extended to the Army, and we recommend 
the adoption of this report and the passage of the bill as amended. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. The classes of cases covered by this bill 
are described so carefully and fully by the report made by the honora- 
ble gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. BALLENTINE], that it scarcely seems 
necessary or possible to add further explanation. 

The Navy Register has upon it quite a number of officers who under 
the law can not be promoted; in fact, they cannot be advanced at all. 
They came into the service during the war of the rebellion and have 
been continued on the Navy Register from that time untilnow. Many 
of them have been in the service for thirty years. Many of them per- 
formed conspicuous acts of gallantry during the war; and yet, under 
the law for the reduction or reorganization of the Navy, these men are 
allowed no promotion whatever, and have to-day the same rank and 
the same pay they had many years ago. 

This bill will benefit that class of officers and will enable them to 
retire from a service in which they are no longer needed. By reason 
of and hardships undergone in the past they are no longer able to 
Penri the duties which should be performed by officers holding their 
rank. This bill applies to another class of officers, some of whom oc- 
eupy high positions in the Navy, officers who have held their positions 
for a long time, and who by reason of lack of qualifications or some 
other unhappy circumstance are regarded by the Department as unfit to 
take command of eitherships or squadrons. ‘Thereare many instances 
where officers have been kept “on leave’’ or ‘‘ waiting orders ” for 
many years because the Department was not willing to trust them with 
the command of a ship or a squadron. Their conduct is such that 
charges can not be preferred against them; they can not be tried by 
court-martial and the service freed from them in that way; and they 
hang on and on and on, blocking promotion, and yet rendering no serv- 
ice to the country. 

It is for the purpose of giving such officers as I have described an op- 
portunity to get out of the way of the competent and progressive men— 
the bright, intelligent, active element of the service, the useful and 
effective officers of the Navyy—that this bill is presented to the House. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Do you propose to retire those officers 
also with the advanced rank—to put worthless men on the retired-list 
on do-nothing pay? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, we shall find it cheaper to 
allow these officers two-thirds pay on the retired-list than fall pay on 
the active-list. We want men on the active-list who are able to dis- 
charge the duties of their positions, and this bill proposes the only 
means by which we can get rid of what has been called time and time 
again the ‘‘dead wood” of the service. 

Mr. PETERS. Then the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS] 
simply proposes to pot a premium on incapacity ? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I can not allow the gentle- 
man to put any such words into my mouth. The committee simply 
furnish in this bill the only sensible means of putting life into the offi- 
cial personnel of the Navy by getting rid of a number of these worn-out 
officers; for I do not wish to be understood as saying that gll of them, 
or even that any very greatnumber of them, come within the description 
I have given. Most of them are old men, who have been in the service 
for more than thirty years, who have shown conspicuous activity and 
gallantry in the past, but who have now got beyond that time of life 
where they care to remain longer on the active-list, and who are will- 
ing to “step down and out,’’ to go upon the retired-list, and give an 
opportunity for that healthy promotion which experience has shown to 
be the best means of poe the efficiency of all military and naval 
organizations. This bill has been thoroughly considered by the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs of the present House, as it was also earnestly 
and carefully considered by the committee of the last House; in each 
instance it met with the approval of every member of the committee, 
and in both instances it was unanimously reported. Mr. Speaker, I 
do not care to add to what has been already said. 

The committee have sought diligently and members of the House 
have sought earnestly to discover the best means of breaking up what 
is known as the block in promotion among the officers of the Navy, and 
have agreed to recommend the passage of this bill. 

Mr. KING, Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. THOMAS, ofIllinois. Inamoment. Thecommittee, Isay, have 
sought to find some means of getting rid of what has come to T Geh 
in the language of the day as the ‘‘dead wood” in the personnel of the 
Navy. It was proposed and thought for a while that there might be 
some bill passed providing for a method of selection, a means by which 


there might be selected out of the whole body of officers those whe 
should be promoted, but a trial of that plan has shown how utterly im- 
practicable it is; has shown that it raises innumerable jealousies and 
heart-burnings and trouble of all kinds, and can not be practically car- 
ried out. Soas we can not select in, the committee think the next best 
thing is to select nag Ss this bill furnishes the means of doing that. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, what I desire to ask the gentleman is 
whether the committee have come to any conclusion as to the number 
of officers that this bill will apply to. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I haveno certain means of knowing that, 
Mr. Speaker, but I understand that there are some thirty or forty ofi- 
cers who come within the provisions of the bill and will gladly go upon 
the retired-list. 

Mr. KING. Have not the committee made an investigation on that 
point? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. Iwas nota member of the subcommittee 
that had the matter in charge. Ido not remember the exact number, 
but I have understood that there will probably be thirty or forty officers 
who will take advantage of such a law, and that would effect a saving 
of at least one-third of the salaries now paid to those officers on the 
active-list. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me a question ? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the gentleman say this would be a saving 
of a third of the salaries now paid to these men ? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Does not this bill place on the retired-list those 
who are now in the service; and would not others be putin their places 
and draw the same salary ? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. No, sir. Quitea number would be ben- 
efited by this bill where there is no promotion. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. No promotion? ‘Then how is it these men get out 
of ane way, as the gentleman said in a previous part of his 

? 


Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. That remark applies to cases where they 
do get out of somebody’s way. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then where they do get out of somebody’s way 
somebody will take their places; and instead of there being a saving to 
the Government, there will be an additional expense to that extent, 
will there not? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I think not. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish the gentleman would explain to the House 
how that is. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I shall be very glad to do so. If these 
objectionable members of the official personnel of the Navy, who are sup- 
posed to be wholly worthless, step out and give place to men who are 
able to discharge their duties and earn the money that they receive it 
will be a real advantage, for we shall get something for something, in- 
stead of getting nothing for something. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. If these officers are really incapacitated for performing duty as 
such, is there not a way now for retiring them—— 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. No, sir. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And does not this bill propose to retire 
ao who are not incapacitated to perform the duties pertaining to their 
offices? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, there arein actual life many 
men—at least we havesome conspicuous examples of that kind—of whom 
nothing on earth can be said except that they are generally worthless. 
A man may have no vices that can be assailed; he may not drink or 
gamble; he may not do anything; in other words, he may simply main- 
tain a useless tability; and such a man can not be used for the 
purposes for which the Government payshim. Now, menof that kind 
can not be put on the retired-list, because they do not come within 
the provisions of the existing law. A man may be physically strong, 
may be morally pure; but if he is intellectually weak he does not hap- 
pen to be covered by the law of retirement. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Does the gentleman mean to say that offi- 
cers who are mentally weak have gained their way to these high posi- 
tions? 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will suspend their remarks until order 
is restored. Members will resume their seats and stop conversation. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I shall be very glad to answer any ques- 
tion. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. REAGAN. What change does this bill make in the present 
law for the retirement of naval officers? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. It authorizes voluntary retirement, 
whereas under the law as it stands to-day men can not retire volun- 
tarily until they have reached the age of sixty-two years or are phys- 
ically or mentally incapacitated, as shown by examination when they 
come up for promotion. 

Mr. REAGAN. Does this“bill authorize these men, at any period 
of service, voluntarily to retire? k 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. No, sir;only after they have served thirty 
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some conspicuous act of gallantry which has 
; and the bill provides that there shall be a thorough | such 
investigation to determine whether the person proposing to retire comes 
within the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I desire to call the attention of the tleman 
from Illinois to the fact that he does not follow exactly the bill in his 
remarks setting W its provisions. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I shall be very glad if the gentleman 
from Tennessee will show the discrepancy. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The provision of the bill is that a man shall be 
retired when he has been ‘‘ conspicuous in battle,” not when he has 
rendered some conspicuously gallant service, as was stated by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois a few moments ago. Why, sir, when did a man 
ever run away on the field of battle without himself ‘‘conspicu- 

ous” to those who were around him? [Laughter.] 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I do not care to answer that, inasmuch 
as this bill does not apply to this class of men. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Doesnot apply tothatclass? Why, the language 
of the bill makes it apply. 

Mr, THOMAS, of ois. The bill provides, if the gentleman will 
examine it, that only those who legitimately come within its provisions 
can be re’ 

Mr. BEACH. I would like toi pe of my friend from Ilinois [ Mr. 
THOMAS] whether the committee of which he is a member considered 
the propriety of including within the provisions of this bill the ordi- 
nary seamen? Why should it be confined to officers of the Navy? 
Why should not the ordinary seamen, who have ormed thirty years’ 
service in the Navy, be allowed the same privi a plead tad 
retired-list as the officers of the Navy? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. Why do you not allow the private sol- 
diers of the Army to go upon the retired-list? 

Mr. BEACH. Wedo. Under the bill which I introduced in the last 
Congress saa wien ee an enlisted man in the Army, after 
thirty years’ service, has the right to go upon the retired-list, and Ido 
not see any reason why a sailor should not have the same right in this 
regard that a soldier has. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. There are some reasons which suggest 
themselves to my mind at once against the proposition of the gentle- 
man, but I will frankly say to him that the case of the ordinary sea- 
man was not considered by the committee, for the in the first 
place, that the bill pear no provision ’ applicable to them, nor do 
the ordinary seamen have command of ships, nor are they charged 
with responsibility for a million dollars’ worth of property or two or 
three hundred lives, as officers are. Therefore, there is no danger of 
their getting in Ghee ek ce AOE ts PRE Ar OA properly. 
There is a pension-list upon which disabled seamen may be put; there 
are sailors’ homes where they can be sent after they have performed 
certain service and reached a certain age. 

But, Mr. Speaker, this bill was iad | for the purpose of reliev- 
ing the present stagnant condition of the Navy. It was for the pur- 
pose of putting into the service or to the front some active 
intelligent men who have received the advantages of modern educa- 
tion, who are abreast of the times in the matter of ships and guns and 
other appliances of modern naval warfare. We want just such material 
there, and in order to get it or to retain it it is necessary we should 
pee the tide of promotion. Then our very best men in the naval 


years or have 
been i 


service will not become disgusted after having been for twelve. 
fourteen, or sixteen years without any hope of promotion and leave and 
go out into civil life. 


Why, sir, we are now losing the very best men in the nayal service 
out of the lieutenants’ list of the Navy, men capable of going any- 
where and performing any sal | of making any survey, topographical 
or otherwise, of performing any duty that a naval officer may be called 
upon to perform. And yet there are men there who have been lieuten- 
ants ten and fifteen years without any hope of promotion for yearsand 
years to come, ‘The result is, as I have already stated, that the Govern- 
ment is losing its very best men. They are leaving the Navy and going 
into civil life. They are turning their backs upon theservice, which 
promises no promotion, no reward. Itis time, therefore, we should 
take some action for the purpose of retaining the very best elements of 
the Navy, and in order to reach that end it is necessary in some way to 
get rid of the very worst element. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Why not the title ofthe bill so it will read, 
“A bill to get rid of the drift-wood of the Navy.” [ ter. J 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. Because that would not be a proper title 
for the bill, as it furnishes the opportunity for many gallant men whose 
services have been honorable and valuable to the Government to retire 
from active service. 

Mr. BEACH. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. Centainly. 

Mr. BEACH. I understand my friend from Illinois to say that he 
is willing to vote pensions and to give pay, and high pay, to officers, but 
ice is a is lling to vote pensions for sailors. 

; of Illinois. No, you do not understand me to say 


cng ila oiia Xin and 1 anot wish the malema io putan, 
expression into my mouth. 

Mr. BEACH. Will you accept an amendment which I will offer to 
the bill to include sailors? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. It is time to bid the devil good morn- 
ing when we meet him. [Laughter] I am ready to answer that 
question when it comes up and when good and sufficient reasons are 
offered why this bill, which has only good as its object, shall be 
trammeled by another which has no special good in it. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Wig SPEAKER. The gentleman has occupied seventeen minutes of 
time. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I have not had time to look up the 
law which defines the terms upon which naval officers may go upon the 
retired-list. I trust, however, in a brief debate like this, this House 
will not take the step sought by the passage of the pending bill. 

The establishment of a retired-list is contrary to the whole spirit and 
genius of our Government. The first step in that direction was a brief 
law in behalf of the members of the Judiciary, then one in favor of 
the officers of the Army, and next of one in favor of the officers of 
the Navy, and then one for officers of the marine service. And in 
the last Congress there were twelve or fifteen bills before the House for 
putting on the retired-list other classes of men, of the revenue marine 
service, of the railwa J pe eerie , and, I belieye, the employés of 
the general A ime aaar Many other classes were 
yiyen i aap rae —an American aristoc- 
Faas ily pa aad ooto yarn ag “ctr agp my olye ay 


oie akira rtd pedagagik regane whether service 

be performed or not, do all these things, because it is a part of their 

political system. There they build up a privileged class to live on 

Mie STEELE. Wil the gentleman yi 
i 

Mr. REAGAN. I will. 

Mr. STEELE. Do you think an officer who has given the whole of 
his life to the service of his country should be deprived of the support 
of the Government in his old age. Would you call such men aristo- 
crats? 

Mr. REAGAN. Ihave heard that very often, and I will answer the 
gentleman by saying that there are millions of men in this country who 
are unable to get these high offices and unable to secure these high sala- 
ries—— 

Several members rose. 

Mr. REAGAN. Let me goon inmyown way. Men, sir, who have 
raised respectable families, who are com to toil in old age, day 
and night almost, to support those families, to keep bread in the mouths 
of their children and clothes on their back—and who helps them? You 
make no proposition to help them, but you do propose to tax them 
still more that others more fortunate than they, who have risen to high 
offices and received bounties from the Government for years, who have 
had social and political advantages they never have possessed—that these 
men shall be still billeted upon the masses of the people and erected 
into a special privileged aristocratic class. Iam againstit. It is un- 
American. It is against the whole spirit and genius of our free Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. Troms, of Illinois, rose. 

Mr. REAGAN. Let me goon. I will answer the gentleman fully. 

When our Government was organized it was organized upon the idea 
that its people were sovereign, that its officers were their servants, that 
their salaries were to be the amounts stipulated, and that their duties 
ere 4 ba Sho Antas eee Dy 1s ee ee They 
were to be paid their salaries for their duties, as we would hireand pay 
any other man to perform duties for a given time at a given price, and 
on ve to be employed during the time that their services were 
need 

That was the theory of our Government in its tion. When 
they were out of service they were to be treated like all other men of 
this free Republic of equal rights to all and exclusive privileges to none. 
They were to depend upon themselves, They were to be permitted to 
earn theirown living by their own labor, and not to be permitted to sub- 
sist upon the Treasury as a tax upon the people. 

Already the law is that these naval officers may be retired from active 
service after they have served to an age when it is presumed they have 
become superannuated, and the Government makes provision to take 
care of them. But as I understand the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
THOMAS], under the peeo oE HA E rig Spacer ee aga 
become superannuated in the service in order to accomplish the pur- 
pose that the bill seems to havein view. They can get out and on the 
retired-list in an easier way than that. No act of the Government is 
necessary, if their will is in that direction, as at any time they may be 
retired on pay for the balance of their natural lives. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow an interrup- 
tion? 

Mr. REAGAN. If I have misstated anything in reference to your 
position and the effect of the bill, I will yield for an interruption. 


d to me for a moment? 
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Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. Doesnotthe gentleman from Texas know 
that it isnot possible for a man to become an officer in the Navy until 
he has reached the age of twenty-one years ? 

Mr. REAGAN. What has that to do with it? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. Why this: he must have been an officer in 
the service for more than years, which would make him at least 
fifty-one years of age Sh allow I L pelind, oa She AOL supe. 

“at any time.”? He anes have Ara Enies ce Ak ate thee JANR OLTA 
life to the service. 

Mr. REAGAN. I moan maoae the hanger rare ge that 
er but suppose -one years of age, W: Does 

ualify him from service? Why, the gentleman himself is not 
pasa -one—— 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. Not by a good many years. 

Mr. REAGAN, Well, I have been fifty-one for a good many 
pg IA AR D OOT ENLO HOOS ASEN e Jek [Laughter. 

Mr. MoMIL: Will the gentleman from Texas it me to in- 
terrupt him to say that the gentleman from Illinois, I repeat, does not 
state correctly the provisions of this bill? Ihave examined it carefully, 
and it does not require that an officer shall have been thirty years in 
the service of the Government to entitle him to be retired. There is 
one class that may be retired at any time for any conspicuous act in 
battle. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. And the gentleman knows that there has 
not been a battle in this country for twenty-one years in which an offi- 
cer could have become us. Therefore before he could be re- 
tired under the provisions of this bill he must be at least fifty years old. 

Mr. W. of Ohio. But if he has been conspicuous in a single 
battle any time under the provisions of this bill he can retire? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. But we have not had a battle, I say, for 

twenty-one years. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. ATOT Roppa A age apply only to the 


apa idg Sap ep re This is a provision of law w. will ap- 
ply to the Navy for all time tocome. Doesthe gentleman assume that 
this country always be at peace? 


Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, I hope so. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman seems to anticipate that happy 
condition of affairs. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. If that happy condition of affairs shall be 
realized in this country, certainly no one will be more delighted than I. 

Mr. REAGAN. Under the existing law a man who has in serv- 
ice until he is incapacitated from duty can now be retired. This bill 
is intended to enable him to retire before he is superannuated or unfit 
active service. He need not do waaay whatever to entitle him 

rovision and take his place among SA e American aristocracy. 
Not reped that, but it provides that when he is retired his rank shall 
be increased one grade above what his services entitled him to. If he 
isa captain he goes to the next grade above, drawing pay for that rank— 
a rank superior to any which he held in aie elon I ask, is this just 
and reasonable? Will you pass such a bill as this? 

What I desire to Co anan Signore this (and I do not 
know the number of bills before House, I did know the number 
before the last Congress in favor of this class that go the retired- 
list), but I want to repeat that these men have simply officers be- 
cause they have been more fortunate than the great masses of their fel- 
low-citizens. They have drawn liberal salaries that others could not 
draw, and they have been permitted to draw them for years. The: 
have had privileges which others less fortunate have not 
Because the Government, therefore, had given to them positions which 
others could not reach, because it paid them large salaries, because 
they have been enabled out of their salaries in many instances to save 
and become rich, because it gave them social and political ~ sition, and 
because they had special not accorded to others, ìs that a rea- 
son why weshall be called upon to ennoble them, and why this House 
ng Oa particular class a ppeclaity asoro Fennek of the 
American aristocracy ? 

I call attention, Mr. Speaker, to another fact in connection with this 
that ought to be looked to by the Military and Naval Committees. It 
is this: That during and after the close of the recent civil war when the 
money of this country was greatly d when the coun 
proud of its Army and Navy and the services they had and 
gave them everything they asked, the pay of the officers of the Army 
and the pay of the officers of the Navy was inordinately increased be- 
yond all proportion to the pay allowed to other officers in other branches 
of the service of the Government. And there is to be no reduction. 
We are to retire them upon this exaggerated pay when to-day we know 
that $100 in money would buy more than $00 or $300 would have 
bought when these great increases in pay were made. Yet with the 
increased value of money and the increased rate of pay they are not 
content, but must have the privilege of retiring before being super- 


annuated and so as to be paid for a rank they never held and a service 
they never performed. 

I regret the bill has been sprung upon the House in this way when 
there was no time for its fair and judicious consideration, And I hope 
the Honse will not pass it until members have time to look into it and 
investigate it. 


felt | poses to 


We have certainly gone far enough in the us road of estab- 
lishing an aristocracy in this country. The best service that 

can render to the American people is to get back to the early-time doc- 
trines and practices of this Government—to get back to where all men 
are equal before the law, where exclusive privileges are granted to none, 
and where we not only do not cultivate an aristocracy, but scorn and 
denounce it. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield to me fora 
question ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. What would you do with the present re- 
tired-list of the Army and Navy? Is it not amenable to the same ob- 
jection that you have now been stating? 

Mr. REAGAN. It certainly is. And if the gentleman desires to 
know what I would do I will tell him. I would repeal these un-American 
and aristocratic laws and let these men work for their living as other 
people do. I would have no aristocracy here, no privileged classes, no 
men who live upon the labor and toil and sweat of other men in a 
country to be a free constitutional republic. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. What will you do with the law author- 
izing the retirement of judges of the Supreme Court, 

Mr. REAGAN. I would treat.them in the same way. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I will ask the gentleman another ques- 
tion: Has any such measure as he indicates been proposed by himself 
or by others on his side holding like views with him ? 

Mr. REAGAN. If I can only succeed in any measure in arresting 
this evil by preventing others being added to the list I will congrat- 
ulate the gentleman and myself that I have done something for my 
country even if I can not secure the repeal of the laws establishing an 
American aristocracy. 

Mr. STEELE. I am glad we will have one vote at least against the 
Fitz-John Porter bill. [Laughter.] 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam of the opinion that Fitz-John Porter ought to 
be restored to his rank in the Army. While I respect him very much, 
as I aa 1 bavo apt zee for many persons now on the retired-list and 

placed upon it, I wish that neither he nor they 
should draw pay for services not rendered or be supported by the labor 
of other people. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. In the Forty-seventh Congress a bill was intro- 
duced, put upon its , carried through this House and through 
the Senate, and received the Presidential sanction, for the purpose of 
increasing the retired-listof the Navy. The excuse given for that legis- 
lation was that there were a large number of officers who stood in the 
way of the promotion of others that it was necessary to get rid of; a 
class of officers who were not well adapted to the service and the getting 
rid of whom was essential to the efficiency of the Navy. I believed then 
that that bill was radically wrong in its provisions; for it provided for 
the taking of men out of the naval service after the Government had 
educated them and suy them for years and when they were in 
the very prime of life, if they had not attained certain grades. Its pro- 
visions I will not take the time of the Honse to recount. 

I believe that we went then to the very end of the tether we ought 
ever to reach on the subject of retirement. Butwhat do we see before 
us to-day? A provision to extend the retired-list. I concur fully in 
what the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] has said concerning the 
impolicy in our form of government of extending the retired-list both 
for military and civil life; and he will prove himself a benefactor who 
assists in arresting this disposition to increase the retired-list, 

Why, sir, what reason is given us by the author of the bill, the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS], for its passage? Hesays it isthe 
only sensible way to rehabilitate the Navy, to reanimate that institu- 
tion. The only sensibleway! Andwhy? He says that these officers 
ought to be retired because they are ‘‘dead wood.” ‘This is his patent 
for getting rid of “dead wood” in the Navy. And how? Not by 
assembling a court-martial and turning them ont for misconduct or in- 
efficiency; not by retiring them with the rank they then held, but by 
promotion, holding up the tempting bait of retired salary ‘until it 
peoa that colossal height that what he denominates ‘‘ dead wood”? 

awig accept it and go out of the service voluntarily. He pro- 

ire them by a rank never attainable by them by service to 
step out of the way. 

Is this House ready to yield to such an argument? Is this body 
ready to adopt such a method of getting rid of the inefficient naval offi- 
cers? Ithink not. 

Mr. LAIRD. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. LAIRD. Whatis the colossal salary of a lieutenantof the Navy 
on the retired-list? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Anysalary is ‘‘colossal’’ if he who gets it isa bit 
of ‘‘dead wood.” aaier: j 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS], says that 
there are good men in the service who have not been promoted for 
years by reason of the inefficient men who stand in front of them. Is 
this the way we should adopt to get rid of those inefficient men? 
What will be the effect of this bill if itis passed? If such an ofliceras 
the gentleman has described is inefficient, if heis ‘‘ dead wood ” in his 
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present position, he probably can not do as well in private life; and, 
inasmuch as this is not to be a forced retirement, but a voluntary one, 
he will not accept it, but remain on his full pay. 


No man ts a faithful public servant more than I do; no man 
will more cheerfully vote him reasonable compensation; no man will 
give him more readily any measure of justice to which his services en- 
title him; no man is more ready than I am to apply whatever just 
method is necessary to restore our Navy; but I insist, sir, that it can 
never be done by any such method as this. Let it be understood that 
a man’s promotion in the Navy, as in every other department of the 
public service, is to depend on his efficiency. When you do that you 
will offer the highest inducement that can be held out for efficiency in 
the service. 

What more, Mr. Speaker, does this bill provide? Not simply that 
the men who may be retired under it shall have served thirty years. 
If that were the provision there might be some excuse for it on the 
ground of longevity service. But the bill provides, sir, that if a man 
has rendered himself conspicuous in any one battle, no matter if he 
has only been in the service for ten days, he may go upon the retired- 
list with a rank he never held, and draw the salary through life. Is 
the House ready to vote for such a law as that? - 

Are you ready to say that because a man hasacted asa pilot in some 
naval engagement, or has rendered some special service at some partic- 
ular time, he shall have a right to retire, under the provisions of this 
bill, from the service of the Government that has educated him and 
has had reasonable ground to expect that it would receive all the serv- 
ice he could render? Mind you, the bill does not couple the two pro- 
visions as to retirement with the word ‘‘and,’’ but with the word ‘‘or;”’ 
so that if an officer has either been in the service for the length of time 
named, or has rendered himself ‘‘conspicuous”’ in battle, he may be 
retired on his own petition. 

I insist, Mr. Speaker, that this bill ought not to pass. And, aside 
from the special considerations which apply to it, I do not believe that 
it is good public policy to increase the retired-list of the Navy or of any 
other branch of the public service. I believe that in this free, happy 
America American manhood will be best sustained and American spirit 
best fostered by letting it be understood by every one in the public serv- 
ice that there is to be no aristocracy here, and no distinction save that 
which comes from intelligence, integrity, and faithful performance of 
duty. When you set up that stan you foster the spirit which is 
the foundation of all navies, all armies, and all governments, and you 
take the best means of perpetuating American institutions. Sir, you 
can never do it by paying salaries never earned or bestowing rank not 
deserved! No, sir; never! 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
THOMAS] desires to reply to what has been said in opposition to the bill 
I yield the floor to him; but I give notice that after he shall have spoken 
I shall ask the House to vote upon the bill. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I desire, if I can resume the floor, to yield 
twenty minutes to the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo]. 

Mr. MCADOO. Mr. Speaker, I am as much opposed to the growing 
“aristocracy,” ‘‘anglomania,’’ and ‘‘snobocracy,’’ as it is called, in 
the United States as the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] or the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. If my professions have 
not been so loudly made as those of some other gentlemen on this floor, 
it is not because my convictions are not as deep and intense as theirs. 

Now, this bill, it seemed to me in the committee, and after all that 
has been said by the gentleman from Texas and the gentleman from 
Tennessee it still seems to me, is a bill for reform and retrenchment 
in the Navy. We are not discussing the question whether we shall 
abolish the Army or the Navy because they are aristocratic institutions. 
We are not here, so far as this bill is concerned, to inveigh against the 
Navy or the regular Army. It has been the policy of thisGovernment 
from its foundation to maintain a small but efficient regular army. It 
has likewise been the policy of Congress from the time the Republic 
was formed to this day to maintain a small but efficient navy. And 
so long as these are the settled institutions of the country, so long as 
the Congress of the United States annually appropriates a large sum 
to maintain them, let us do everything to make them efficient. And 
this bill is in the interest of an efficient administration of this branch 
of the public service. 

Now, the personnel of the Official ove of the Navy may be divided 
intotwoclasses. There is, first, that list of old and gallant officers who 
manned our Navy in the civil war and in the war with Mexico; yes, 
and going back to the war of 1812. They belong to the past. They 
belong to the old school who walked the quarter-deck at Trafalgar and 
Lake Erie in cocked hats and waving feathers, flashing their broad- 
swords in the sun as they led their men to repel boarders. They are not 
up to the times of a modern navy. The modern officer fights behind 
sixteen inches of compound armor with hundred-ton and does or 
dies in less than an hour. The young men who are to-day educated 
and graduated at our school at Annapolis are, in scientific proficiency, 
in professional skill, and in power to conduct a modern naval battle far 
in advance of those old veterans. Yet, although in that sense those old 
men are ‘‘dead wood,” there is no legal and regular means of taking 
them off the register. Nothing but death or act of Congress can remove 


them. What does my distinguished colleague on the Naval Commit- 
tee, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS], mean when he says that 
they are ‘‘dead wood?’? He does not mean that they are drunkards; 
he does not mean that they are physically incapacitated; he does not 
mean that their deficiency is of a kind which an official examination 
would determine. He simply means that they belong to a past 

in naval affairs and that their inability is of a subtle kind, undetermi- 
nable by official inquisition, and no naval board of examination, taking 
these men mentally or physically, could find a reason for relegating to 
obscurity and to the retired-list these old men of the Navy. 

Now, we want a law whereby these men, battle-scarred as they are at 
the hands of the enemies of this Republic, may be honorably retired 
so that we may place the new navy, which the people of these United 
States demand that Congress shall build, in the hands of the young 
scientifically trained men of the age of iron, not wooden ships, and such 
as the present age graduates from the school that we maintain at such 


expense. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Before the gentleman concludes his re- 
marks I would like to ask him, if he will yield — 

Mr. McADOO. I will yield. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. How much better he thinks the school at 
Annapolis is for educating men for the Navy than the school of the 
Navy itself. He speaks of these men who have been in service for 
thirty or forty years, who have ‘‘walked the quarter-deck,’? who have 
been in naval battles, and are ‘‘ battle-scarred,’’ and he wants to put 
these men aside for students from the Naval Academy ! 

Mr. MCADOO. Certainly; thatisjustthepoint. Ithank my friend 
for his question. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The gentleman seems to think that men 
can be better educated for the Navy in an artificial school than in the real 
school of war. 

Mr. MCADOO. Modern naval battles are not fought as we have seen 
them represented in the pictures in our school histories. That is the 
trouble. These old men, some of them—and this does not apply to 
all—could not conduct a modern naval battle according to the science 
of war as now understood. They are good sailors, but not fighters of 
iron shi 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Are such battles fought at Annapolis? 

Mr. MCADOO. The education given at Annapolis is practical—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of reports from com- 
mittees has expired. When thé House resumes the consideration of 
this subject the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo], having oc- 
cupied five minutes, will be entitled to the floor for fifteen minutes 
more. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


ELECTION CONTEST—CAMPBELL VS. WEAVER. 


Pending the motion to adjourn, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives, transmitting certain papers in the contested- 
election case of Campbell vs. Weaver, from the sixth Congressional dis- 
trict of Iowa; which were referred to the Committee on Elections. 

The motion of Mr. HAMMOND was then agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 4 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. J. J. ADAMS: Petition of James A. Lee—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARKSDALE: Papers relating to the claims of William Mc- 
Bride; of Jesse H. Darden; of Celeste S. Dunbar; of Joseph E. Davis, 
guardian of heirs of J. H. Davis; of Peter M. Ardle; of Nancy Jane 
Graham; of Charles F. Norris; of Nancy Mitchell, and of Emily A. 
Platt, all of Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BEACH: Petition of 64 citizens of Highland Falls, N. Y., 
in favor of a bill to pension all the soldiers of the late war who served 
sixty days—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of Charles Lowther, late a private 
in Company G, Se oe Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, for re- 
moval of a charge of desertion and arrears of pay and bounty—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of John Leide, for a pension—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Annie Monahan, asking the restoration of James 
Monahan, minor child of Richard Monahan, to the pension-roll—to the 
same committee, 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Memorial of Educational Society of Rapides 
Parish, La., asking national aid to education in the States—to the 
Committee on Education. 

Also, memorial concerning increased appropriations for Signal Serv- 
ice in the cotton States—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BLISS: Petition of John R. Harrington, for extension of pat- 
ent—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BRADY: Petitionof Benjamin Schank, of Dinwiddie County, 
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Virginia, praying that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Papers accompanying a bill to re- 
lieve S. E. Lamar and others from charge of desertion, erroneously 
placed on the records of Adjutant-General’s Office—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of J. H. Hazelrigg and 
others, praying for the improvement of the Licking River, Kentucky, 
from Farmers to West Liberty—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 


bors. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of Mrs. Fannie Carman, for a special- 

bai negara the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
re papers in the case of John G. Rose, for relief—to the C-mmittee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. BYNUM: Petition of James L. Capp and others, for the pas- 
sage of a law granting pensions to all soldiers who served in the late 
war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of Herman Baden, for a pension—to 
the same committee. 

Also, petition of William Garrett, of Nashville, Tenn., for relief— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL; Petition of citizens of New York, for 
the sopoume of Spring Creek—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. CARLETON: Joint resolution for the appointment of a clerk 
for each member of the House of Representatives ata stated salary, and 
for abolishing all mileage fees authorized by existing laws to be paid 
to Senators and Members—to the Committee on Accounts. 

Also, a bill forthe construction of a lake-coast light-house at Harsen’s 
Island, at the mouth of theSaint Clair River, Michigan—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition of Curtis Bailey, of Floyd County, and 
of Levi W. Brooks, of Walker County, Georgia, praying that their war 
claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 


aims, 

By Mr. COBB: Petition of citizens and soldiers in the second Con- 
gressional district of Indiana, asking the passage of a bill giving a pen- 
sion to all soldiers and sailors, at the rate of $8 per month, who served 
in the Union Army—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of Mrs. Elizabeth Bennett, widow of 
John W. Bennett, a soldier of the war of 1812, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of George A. Armstrong, of Dallas, 
Tex., for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CONGER. Petition for the opening of Oklahoma by the pas- 
sage of Mr. WEAVER’s bill—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. CROXTON: A bill making an appropriation to survey Mat- 
tox Creek, Westmoreland County, Virginia—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of the board of control of the State of 
Michigan, in regard to accretions to Maison Island, in the State of Mich- 
igan—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of citizens of Camden, Me., asking for 
a pension for Diana Palmer, widow of Seneca Palmer, an attendant of 
General Winfield Scott in the war of 1812—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, memorial of N. J. Hannah and 50 others, of Bristol, Me., pro- 
testing against a commission looking to the free admission of Canadian 
fish—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. GAY: Papers relating to the claims of Francoise P. Peret; of 
Jehu W. Cook; of William H. Cook, sr., and of James Higginbotham— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, bill for connecting Bayou Teche with Grand Lake at Warrenton, 
La.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GEDDES: Papers relating to the claim of legal representa- 
tives of Egbert Thompson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. EUSTACE GIBSON: Petition of Elizabeth McKay, for relief— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILFILLAN: Memorial of M. J. Adams, asking an appro- 
pinon for completion of test of flume for improvement of rivers and 

tbors—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GLASS: Memorial of Bland P. Boyd, administrator of John 
D. Ware, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

_ By Mr. GLOVER: Documents and papers relating to House bills for 
relief of W. R. Allen, Skrainka & Vieths, Saint Louis, Mo.—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of Hon. Sol. S. Custer and others, 
pr a ros to reopen gece ri Comitas on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. EVER : Petition of citizens of Pi lvania, prayi 
for a law allowing all citizens of the United States to. fish in the te 
igable bays and rivers dividing States and Territories—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Petition of Jason F. Colwell, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENLEY: Memorial on the cause and prevention of cattle 


fever in the Western States and Texas fever or cattle plague in the 
South—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of many citizens of Lucas, Iowa, ask- 
ing that the name of Mary Ann Foster, widow of Grigsby Foster, be 
placed on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

By Mr. HERMAN: Petition of Capt. William Tichenor, of Oregon, 
for additional appropriation for harbor of refuge at Port Orford, Oreg., 
the same having ali selected by the decision of the board of engineers 
representing the War Department pursuant to act of Congress—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Dr. A. Veser, J. L. Nay, and 44 others, citizens of 
Oregon, for passage of a bill to improve Port Orford harbor of refuge, 
Oregon—to the same committee. 

, resolutions of Board of Trade, Portland, Oreg., for extension 
of time to Oregon and California Railroad for completion of its line from 
Oregon into California, 130 miles, and embracing the most mountain- 
ous portion of the whole grant—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

Also, petition from A. C. Barbour, A. R. Buttolph, and 97 others, 
citizens of Siuslaw Valley, asking for the survey and improvement of 
the barand harbor of Siuslaw Bay soe River, and for light-house—ta 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Memorial of Martin Jacoby, of Lancaster 
County, Pennsylvania, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition for a special act for commutation of travel, presented 
by Mrs. M. Erhlemann, of Washington, D. C., and due her deceased 
husband, Abraham Erhlemann—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of Melinda Beshears, mother of Alvis Be- 
shears, Company F, Seventh Tennessee Mounted Infantry—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: Petition of S. B. West, administrator, of 
Buncombe County, North Carolina, praying that war claim of Thomas 
Becton be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. > 

Also, petitions of Lewis M. Sparks, of Levi Jones, and of Whitfield 
Sparks, for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of Robert H. Stapleton, for a pension—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Papers relating to claim of C. S. Finch, late cap- 
a Twenty-fifth Indiana Volunteers—to the Committee on War 

ms. 


By Mr. LAFFOON: A bill authorizing and directing the fartherim- 
provement of Trade Water River, and appropriating money therefor— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill authorizing and directing the purchase of the lease owned 
by the Green and Barren River Navigation Company on said rivers and 
appropriating money for that purpose—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Papers relating toclaim of Jane Dyer—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of Allen G. Mayo and others, for increase 
of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. LOVERING: Petition of Thomas Ball, jr., late Company I, 
Fortieth Massachusetts Volunteers, for arrears of pension—to the same 
committee. ' 

By Mr. LYMAN: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of Wells C. 
McCool, late first lieutenant Company I, Twenty-ninth Iowa Infantry— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCMILLIN: A bill for the improvement of the Caney Fork 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Florida Kennerly, for relief—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Edwin A. Crocker and others, for & 
pension for Sarah J. Glidden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MITCHELL: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 207) for the 
relief of Mrs. Emma §. Nichols—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MOFFATT: Petition of citizens of Detroit, Mich., for the im- 
provement of the harbor of Grand Marais, Mich.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill to provide for the purchase of the two improved water 
ways known as the Portage Lake and River Improvement Company 
Canal and the Lake Superior Ship-canal Railway and Iron Company 
Canal, being the improved harbor of refuge and the water communica- 
tion across Keweenaw Point, from Keweenaw Bay to Lake Superior, by 
way of Portage River and Lake, Michigan, and to make the samea free 
passageway and harbor of refuge to commerce and _navigation—to the 
same committee. 


By Mr. MURPHY: Petition asking the removal of Galena custom- 


house—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. NEAL: A bill to appropriate $5,000 to complete projected 
improvements in Hiwassee River, Tennessee—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill to appropriate $30,000 to continue improvement in Ten- 
nessee River above Chattanooga—to the same committee. 

Also, a bill to appropriate $10,000 to continue improvements on the 
Little Tennessee River—to the same committee. 
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By Mr. NELSON: Petition concerning Red Lake Indian reserva- 
tion, Minnesota—to the o Commie on Indian Affairs. 


By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Petition of Thomas Chase, asking for 
a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, petition of James Teak, asking for a pension—to the same com- 
mittee. 
wa Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Petition of J. Hiram Vickers, son and heir, 
ing that war claim of Thomas G. Vickers, deceased, late of Mont- 
Soe Comune, Alabama, be referred to the Court of Claims—to the 
gomery Co on War Claims. 
Also, complaints by stonemasons of Washington city against the man- 
ner in which work is done on Capitol building—to the Committee on 
Labor. 


By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition and accompanying papers of William 
D. O’Brien, of Tennessee, in support of bill heretofore introduced—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of A. Jackson Jones—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. RANDALL: Petition for increase of the pension to the chil- 
dren of the late Surgeon Alfred M. Owen, of the United States Army— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. T. B. REED: Petition of Lucinda Sawyer, for relief—to the 

Mr. RICHARDSON: Pı f Charles J. Hill, asking for 

B V: Petition o -= 
ment of his claim—to the Committee on War Claims. Aá 

Also, of William B. postmaster at Fayetteville, 
Tenn., for readjustment of salary—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, in favor of com- 
mission to settle the fisheries question—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SKINNER: Memorial of Frank C. Taylor and others, for the 
Pi Sree of a light-house off Hatteras, North Carolina—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of officers of the Fourteenth Infantry and 
First Artillery stationed at Vancouver barracks, Washington Territory, 
for a pension to be granted to Mary Ellen Fitzgerald, the crippled 
daughter of a soldier of the United States that served during the late 
war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. W. STEWART: Petition of George S. Hawley, for in- 

A PSTONE, ot Kentack Bi making 

By Mr. 8 an appropriation to im- 
proveand protect the harbor and\wharf at Hickman, Ky.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

bill making an appropriation to improve and protect the har- 
bor and wharf at lambs, Ky.—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of pilots and engineers, for adjustment of license—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STORM: Petition of Joseph E. Van Horne, Company B, 
Fourth Pennsylvania Cavalry, for a pension—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of the 
city of Saint Paul, Minn., ing attention to the necessity of 
improving the Missouri River, to the fact of there 1,200 miles 
of navigable water above Bismarck, Dak.—to the Committee on Rivers 

and Harbors. 

By Mr. SWOPE: Petition of Samuel R. Andrews, Company A, Eighty- 
seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, asking that the pension 
granted him for increased disability be dated from the time when the 
disability was inflicted—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAULBEE:; Petition of 86 citizens of Johnson County, Ken- 


tucky, asking a pension for Mrs. Susannah Arthington—to the same 
committee. 


Also, petition of Elisha Young, for increase of pension—to the same 
committee. 

Also, petition asking relief for Tandy Mobley—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. J, M. TAYLOR: Petitionof Margaret A. McGary, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. R. THOMAS: Petition of citizens of Alexander County, 
Illinois, asking the passage of a bill for the relief of James H. Noble, 
of said county—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of O. H. Rhodes, of Randolph County, Illinois, asking 
pay and emoluments of an assistant surgeon United States Army from 
June 30, 1862, to January 29, 1863—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition and papers in the matter of Spies Lumber Company— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Petition and memorial of Elephas Henry King, 
for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: relating to the claim of H. J. 

. Moss, postmaster at Saint Jo, Tex.—to the Committee on Claims. 
‘By Mr Mr. TUCKER: Petition of citizens of Alleghany County, Virginia, 


I, E. B. Allen, secretary of state of the State of 
the forego’ 


for an appropriation for rent, fuel, &c., for postmasters of the third and 
fourth classes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: Petition of Emily R. Roberts, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADE: Petition of J. R. Gammon, of Greene County, Mis- 
souri, asking pay for services as officer in charge of ariaa lap 
Jefferson City, Mo.—to the Committee on War 

By Mr. WAIT: Resolution of the Norwich Typographical Union, of 
Norwich, Conn., protesting against the of any bill giving for- 
eign books and publications the benefit of our copyright laws unless 
printed and manufactured in the United States—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Ebenezer Beebee, dependent father of Gilbert Bee- 
bee, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
the city of Saint Paul, Minn., praying for the improvement of the Up- 
per Missouri River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. A. J. WARNER: Papers relating to the claim of John Pres- 
ton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WEBER: Petition of P. Sampson, of Springville, N. Y., 
praying for the passage of a joint resolution requiring the Postmaster- 
General to obey the act of approved March 3, 1883—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WELLBORN: Papers relating to the claim of John T. Moore, 
of Claiborne County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Memorial of the heir of Robert M. Clark, praying 
reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. A. C. WHITE: Papers relating to the claim of Alexander 
Goble—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Saint Paul, Minn., for the improvement of the Missouri River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

_ By Mr. WISE: Resolution of General Assembly of Virginia, instruct- 

ng Senators and requesting Representatives to vote for an appropria- 
tion for the benefit of the public free-school system—to the Committee 
on Education. 


The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 
upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates of one, 
two, and five dollars, the same being made legal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 
in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Of citizens of Ludington, Mich. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Of citizens of Beaver County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. LANDES: Ofcitizens of Wayne and Jasper counties, Illinois. 

By Mr. MATSON: Of Francis Burgeon and 69 others, citizens of 
Monroe County, Indiana. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Of William White and 45 others, of Montgomery 


County, Kansas. 
By Mr. WADE (by request): Of citizens of Pierce City, Missouri. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 27, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. INGALLS. Ipresent a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of Kansas, relative to the establishment by the United States 
Government of military pota a on the southwestern frontier of Kansas 
to insure protection against Indian depredations. I move that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas de- 
sire to have the resolution read? 

Mr. INGALLS. It may be printed, as is usual, in the RECORD, 
without reading. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That course will be taken if there be 
no objection. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, . 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 4. 


western portion of the State. 
Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be furnished to each of our Senatura 


and Members of 
STATE or KANSAS, sped dap a MT of State, 
Kansas, do certify that 
ing is a true and correct copy of the original resolution, now on file in 
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ficisi seal. ok Topek, this the 29d day of Jancary, ETT 
$ 0) e an G 
[szar] 7 o! E B. ALLEN, Secretary of State. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I present resolutions in the nature of a pe- 
tition to Congress praying for the enactment of a law excluding from 
the mail newspapers and other publications containing lottery adver- 
tisements, adopted at a meeting of the preachers of the Methodist Epis- 
copal churches in Philadelphia, Pa., and I present also a similar peti- 
tion from the Ministerial Association of Pottsville, Pa. 

Inasmuch as that subject has been reported upon by the committee, 
I move that the petitions lie on the table. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented resolutions adopted by the 
third national cattle convention, held in Chicago, IIL, in November 
last, favoring additional legislation and appropriations to prevent the 
introduction and spread of contagious diseases among cattle; which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. - > 

Mr. PLUMB presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 
Kansas; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

House concurrent resolution No, 4. 


said post a school 
arms of the service and other improvements for the 
reservation at said military post; and 

Whereas said post and military reservation is well adapted to the uses thus 


; and 
s ae will redound to the general good of the people 


of Kansas: Therefore, 
Be it resolved by the house of i pert ae Re 


representatives (the senate concurring 
our Re nares. deen in Congress are hereby rmbt and our Senators 
to use their best endeavors to secure such an appropriation by Congress as will 
fully carry out the purpose of the commanding general, making Fort Riley an 
important military post. 
BTATE OF Kansas, Office of the Secretary of State. 
I, E. B. Allen, of state of the State of do that 
the foregoing is nA correct petine of the eaten toe on in 
ote iesliimony, whereof I havo T TAT A D I E 
(seat —— te “iE. B. ALLEN, Secretary of Slate, 
Mr. PLUMB presented a concurrent resolution of me Teaia of 
Kansas, favoring the establishment of military posts for the protection 
of the southern frontier of Kansas; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. DAWES presented the petition of Henry Faxon and 60 other cit- 
izens of Massachusetts, praying for an amendment to the Constitution 
securing female suffrage; which was referred to the Select Committee 


on Woman Suffrage. ; 

Mr. MORGAN. I present the petition of W. H. Gardner, of Mobile, 
Ala., president of the Cotton Ex ge; James L. McLean, of New Or- 
leans, La., president of a like body in that city, and William P. Camp- 
bell, of New York, respecting the Signal Service. I move its reference 
to the joint committee to consider the present organization of the Sig- 
nal Service, Geological Survey, Coast and Geodetic Survey, and the 
Hydrographic Office of the Navy Department, who are now considering 
that subject. The chairman of the joint committee is the honorable 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. s 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred accord- 
ingly if there be no objection. 

Mr. ALDRICH presented resolutions adopted at the ninth annual 
meeting of the Music Teachers’ National Association held inthe Academy 
of Music, New York city, in 1885, favoring the enactment of a national 
copyright law; which were referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr, CHACE presented the petition of Charles Lockwood and others, 
praying for the repeal of the law authorizing the coinage of the silver 
dollar; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of 807 merchants and business men 
of New York, praying for the suspension of silver coinage; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the board of supervisors of 
Saint Croix County, Wisconsin, praying for the enactment of a law 

ing that railroads shall not charge more for a shorter distance 
for a longer distance; which was referred to the Select Committee on 
tion by Railroad between the several States. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of Typographical Union, No. 
77, of Erie, Pa., remonstrating against the of the bill now pend- 
ing before the Senate for the establishment of an international copy- 
right; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. TELLER ted the petition of J. D. Hooper, H. B. Gilles- 
pie, and other citizens of Colorado, praying for the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I present a petition for the increase of the pen- 
sion now allowed Mrs. Louise Craven, widow of Commander T. A. M. 
Craven. I call attention to the fact that it is signed by Admiral Porter 
and all the rear-admirals of the Navy of United States. I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1185) to amend that portion of section 1556 of the 
Revised Statutes regulating the pay of clerks to commandants of navy- 
yards, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 353) for the relief of J. D. Morrison, surviving partner of C. 
M. & J. D. Morrison, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
936) for the relief of John M. McClintock, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WAL’ from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 725) for the relief of Maj. G. W. Candee, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
829) to facilitate promotions throughout the Army by retiring from active 
service, upon their own application, officers of the Army who served in 
the war of the rebellion, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was 
oo indefinitely. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 99) to determine the rights of William Wheeler Hub- 
bell and the United States respectively therein stated, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Patents; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MO from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1136) additional to an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
vide a national currency secured by a pledge of United States bonds, 
and to provide for the circulation and redemption thereof,” passed June 
3, 1864, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. HAWLEY. A memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of the 
State of New York, asking for the construction of suitable defenses for 
New York Harbor, was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
The committee judges that it belongs to the new Committee on Coast 
Defenses, and therefore asks to be discharged from its further considera - 
tion and that it be referred accordingly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That change of reference will bfe 
made if there be no objection. 

Mr, HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 528) for the relief of William H. Morgan, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, and moved that the bill be post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. INGALLS. From what committee was the bill for the relief of 
William H. Morgan reported just now ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. From the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. INGALLS. The name sounds familiar. If I am not mistaken 
I introduced the bill myself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was introduced by the Sen- 
ator’s colleague [Mr. PLUME]. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask that that bill be placed upon the Calendar. If 
it is the bill I think it is, it has been reported once or twice favorably 
by the Military Committee and passed at least once by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee if there be no objection. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 266) for the relief of I. Madison Day, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BECK, from the Committee on Finance, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment: 

A bill (S. 952) to authorize the increase of the capital stock of the 
Citizens’ National Bank of Louisville, Ky.; and 

A bill (S. 30) for the relief of Harry I. Todd, late keeper of the Ken- 
tucky penitentiary. h : l 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 53) for the relief of the Mission Indians in the State 
of California, repo: it with amendments. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 753) to provide for the sale of the old site of 
Fort Brady, Michigan, and for a new site and the construction of suit- 
able buildings thereon, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

DAKOTA TERRITORY. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. HARRISON], authorizing the printing of 5,000 copies of 
the report of the Committee on Territories on the bill providing for the 
admission of the State of Dakota, to report the same favorably without 
amendment. I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That there be printed 5,000 extra es of the re ot 
the Committee on Territories accompanying the Senate bill to provide for the 


admission of the State of Dakota into the Union and for the organization of the 
Territory of Lincoln. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. INGALLS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1236) to incorporate 
the Washington and Bladensburg Street Railroad Company of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1237) defining certain acts 
of Congress for the relief of owners of real estate in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1238) to create a school 
board for the District of Columbia and to prescribe its powers and 
duties; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HAMPTON introduced a bill (S. 1239) to make Dr. A. Sidney 
Tebbs an assistant surgeon in the United States Marine Hospital Service; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. MAXEY introduced a bill (S. 1240) for the relief of Alice E. 
Culver, administratrix of the estate of F. B. Culver, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1241) referring the claim of 
Mary Luckett to the Court of Claims; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1242) granting the right of way to the 
Annapolis and Baltimore Short Line Railroad Company across the Gov- 
ernment farm connected with the Naval Academy at Annapolis, Mary- 
land; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 1243) for the relief 
of Frank G. Mix; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1244) to remove thecharge of desertion 
from the record of George Rasbach; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 1245) for the relief of Russell 
Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1246) for the relief of W. A. Lemaster; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1247) for the relief of the sur- 
vivors of the exploring steamer Jeannette and the widows and chil- 
dren of those who perished in the retreat from the wreck of that ves- 
sel in the arctic seas; which was read twice. by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. N introduced a bill (S. 1248) granting a pension to 
John M. Young; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 1249) for the relief of the heirs of 
Michael O’Brien; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, introduced a bill (S. 1250) authorizing 
the county of Clatsop, in the State of Oregon, to construct a bridge 
across Young’s Bay and Skipanon Creek, in the State of Oregon; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1251) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of John Smith, late United States Indian agent at Warm 
Springs Indian reservation, Oregon; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 1252) for the relief of Frances H. 
Plummer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 1253) granting a pen- 
sion to J. D. Haworth; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 1254) amending sec- 
tion 4414 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, fixing the com- 
pensation of i of hulls and boilers in the several districts of 
the United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. STANFORD introduced a bill (S. 1255) to authorize the purchase 
of asite for a building for a post-office, court-house, and other offices in 
San Francisco, Cal.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1256) for the relief of Thomas H. 
Norton and James McLean; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1257) granting a pension to Henry 
Shively; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1258) for the relief of Mary A. 
Lewis, widow of Joseph N. Lewis; which was read twice by its title, 
at with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
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Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1259) granting a pension to 
Samuel A. J. Malicoat; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1260) for the reliefof Durant H. L. Bell; 
which was read twice by its title, aud referred to the Committee on 


Claims. : 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 1261) to amend sec- 

tion 533 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 

twice by its title and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1262) for the relief of Thomas 
G. Corbin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. ` 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1263) for the relief of Richard T. Bryan; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 1264) to provide for the purchase 
of the two improved water ways known as the Portage Lake and River 
Improvement Company Canal and the Lake Superior Ship-canal Rail- 
way and Iron Company Canal, being the improved harbors of refuge and 
the water communication across Keweenaw Point, from Keweenaw Bay 
to Lake Superior, by way of Portage River and Lake, in the State of 
Michigan, and tomake the samea free passage-way and harbors of refuge 
to commerce and navigation; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. INGALLS. Some days since I introduced a bill to establish a 
national university, which was read a first time, and at my request laid 
upon the table. I ask that the bill be taken from the table, read the 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The bill (S. 846) to establish a national university was read the 
second time by its title, and referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. HALE, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of the heirs of Michael O’Brien be taken 
from the files and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. MAHONE, it was 


Ordered, That the papers touching the claim of Henry H. Sibley be taken from 
A and refe: to the Committee on Claims in connection with Senate 


On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Hadley Hobson be withdrawn from the 
files and sent to the House War Claims Committee, there being no adverse re- 
port, 


On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 

Ordered, That the A scare and papers of D. H. L. Bell be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. SEWELL, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of George T. Dudley be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. BECK, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of John Fairfax be taken from the files 
and referred to the proper committee, there being no adverse report. 

On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, it was 


‘That the papers in the case of Margaret Hunter Hardie be taken from 
the files and referred to the Committee on Pensions, no adverse action having 
been had thereupon, 

On motion of Mr. DOLPH, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in connection with Senate bill 038, Forty-eighth Con- 

, comfirming to W.S. Byers & Co. the right to take and use water from the 

Umatilla River,on the Umatilla reservation, in the State of O: m, be with- 
drawn from the files and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

On motion of Mr. VEST, it was 

Ordered, That Senate bill No. 115, for the relief of Richard F. Barrett, be taken 
from the files of the Committee on Claims and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

MILITARY BANDS. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the follo resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to communicate to the Senate 
the numberof CE En beats in the Army, the number of enlisted men and civil- 
ians respectively of which com the provision of law authorizing the con- 
stitution and maintenance of the same, the cost of such maintenance, and the 
fund or funds from which the same is provided ; and if any portion of such main- 
tenance is from the savings from the rations of enlisted men, whether such use 
of said savings is legal and proper, and, if so, whether such use is the best dis- 
position for the benefit of the enlisted men of the Army which can be made of 
the savings from their rations. 


BUSTS FOR THE SENATE CHAMBER, 


Mr. INGALLS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Lib be directed to consider the sub- 
ject of placing busts of the Vice-Presidents and the Presidents pro tempore of the 
Senate in the vacant niches of the Senate Chamber and its corridors, and to re- 
port by bill or otherwise. 


DUPLICATE MEDALS. 
Mr. MORRILL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be instructed to inquire as to the 
expediency of procuring duplicates of all medals which may haye been made 
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at the Philadelphia Mint, to be placed in the Library of Congress, and report 
thereon by bill or otherwise. 


STREET RAILWAY BUILDINGS. 


Mr. VAN WYCK submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be directed 
to confer with the Architect of the Capitol, and report whether suitable build- 
ings can be erected at the street railway stations on the public grounds east of 
the € Capitol without detriment to the sa: . grounds, to be used for the employés 

of said railways. Also to report what crap nag ere fe req the 
companies owning said railways to eaten sawn such buildings pursuant to the 
plans to be Tarnished by said architect. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iask that the resolution may lie over until to- 
morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over. 


DISTRICT BANK TAXES. 
Mr. VAN WYCK submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 


Whereas it is alleged that the national banks in the District of Columbia have 
at no time since the enactment of the banking Jaw paid local taxes in said Dis- 
trict: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be directed to inves- 
tigate as to the above all: ion, and re what Panama) if any, is necessary 
to require the payment of taxes by said corporations, 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iask that the resolution may lie over until to- 
morrow. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The resolution goes over until to- 
morrow. A 


LAND GRANTS IN OREGON. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. On the 19th of this month I submitted a 
resolution relating to an inquiry into certain land grants in the State of 
Oregon. The resolution was modified, upon my suggestion on the 20th 
instant, and placed upon the Calendar. Inow ask that it be taken from 
the Calendar for the purpose of reference to the Committee on Public 


Lands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be reported by 
its title. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A resolution relating to land grants in aid of 
military wagon-roads in the State of 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon moves to 
proceed to the consideration of this resolution with a view to its refer- 
ence. If there be no objection, the resolution will be taken up and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. That order is made. 


ARKANSAS HOT SPRINGS, 


Mr. HARRISON. Several days ago I called up Order of Business 
No. 14 upon the Calendar, being a resolution in relation to certain 
statements in the report of the Commissioner of Pensions. At the re- 
quest of my colleague [Mr. VOORHEES] the resolution was laid over 

until Monday, but was not reached at that time. I ask that it may 
now be acted upon. It is not a matter that will take any time. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask the consent of the Senator from Indiana to al- 
low me tocall up a resolution for reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem; Does the Senator from Indiana yield ? 

Mr. HARRISON. The business which I called up will not lead to 
any debate, but I will yield to the Senator from Arkansas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Arkansas asks the 
consent of the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the resolution 

submitted by him relative to bath-house and hot-water privileges upon 
the reservation of Government lands at Hot Springs, Ark. The Chair 
hears no objection, and the resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. BERRY. I willstate that the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Logan] 
was of the opinion that the wording of the resolution was such that it 
might indefinitely prevent action, and the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
INGALLS] moved the reference of the resolution to the Committee on 
Public Lands. I consent to that reference, and hope it will be so re- 


ferred. 
ro tempore. The resolution will be referred to 


The PRESIDENT 
the Committee on Public Lands if there be no objection. 


ALLOWANCE OF PENSION CLAIMS, 


Mr. HARRISON. It will only be necessary, I think, to call up th 
resolution in order to dispose of it. The substitute which I offered 
embraces all that I proposed before, and I simply ask for its adoption. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read as it 
now stands. Does the Senator ask for the reading of the last substi- 
tute er 

Mr. HARRISON. I called my colleague’s attention to the substi- 

tute. It embraces everything in the very language of the report. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes; that is what is proposed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The substitute submitted by the 
Senator from Indiana | Mr. HARRISON] will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the Commissioner of Pensions, in his annual report dated Novem- 
ber 18, 1885, has stated that— 

“At one time the Pension Bureau was all but avowedly a political maehine, 
filled from border to border with the uncompromising adherents of a e or- 


ganization, who had for the claimant other tests than those of the law, who 
required, in addition to service in the field, submission to and support of a party 


before pensions were panha, Not always, but often was this true; not TN 


but surely were = ests applied; and the vast machinery of a professed TEOT: 
ernmental office became a party power. The enormous array of the m 

established in every quarter was almost solidly partisan; made so not 

but surely. People of one faith filled every one of the great age agencies. 

, trained in unscrupulous schools, traversed the lan recruiting 


ts for a party. 
* Chiefs of divisions, assistants, clerks, messenger boys, watchmen. 
laborers Veteran service could 


messengers, 
were all-but entirely from the one school. 
not secure continuance in office, and at the behest and demand of partisans be- 
yond the office old employés were cut adrift and zealous rufflers placed in their 
se leaves of absence were granted that the active men of the party 
dominate over the Uesi Mi Wholesale d were made for partisan en 
and a careful study of the tables 21 and 21A of this report will show how a tide 
of men and money was ooh ep by this office into the sections where political 
le was si, he ere :” Therefore, 
piste the Committee on n Expenditures of Public Money is hereby 
diesen to inquire into the truth of said allegation and to report the facts and 
eons. vd presented pose appa TA the Senate, Said anik is aaraa a 
to send for persons and papers and to emp! ars enographer. e expenses in- 
ades upon such investigation shall be paid from the contingent fund of the 


oiv, urther, That said committee be also directed to inquire 
ner in w the Pension Office has been conducted and a y 
Calon AA DO TE SSEE INE MiS S iS Poneta S A a E TAR 

Mr. VOORHEES. I understand that simply to be the last paper 
presented by my colleague. Am I right about that? 

Mr. HARRISON. So I understand. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Then I have no objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on 
substitute proposed by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 

The substitute was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution as thus amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


SIOUX RESERVATION IN DAKOTA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business having ter- 
minated, the next order of business is the consideration of the Calen- 
dar under the eighth rule. The first business on the Calendar will be 
proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 52) to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux 
nation of in Dakota, into separate reservations, and to secure 
the relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] is the pending question. The 
amendment will be read. 

Mr. DAWES. Before the amendment of the Senator from Indiana 
is read I desire to offer another one, which I have submitted to the 
committee, At the end of the eighteenth section I move to add: 


And the Santee normal training school may in like manner purchase for 
such educational or missionary work on Santee reservation, in addition to 
the rnia ian he such location and quantity, not exceeding 320 acres, as shall 
be appro by the Secretary of the Interior. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is upon the adop- 
tion of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
HARRISON]. It will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the bill as additional 
sections the following: 

Sec. —. That all persons who, between the 27th day of February, 1885, and the 
17th day ‘of April, 1885, in good faith, entered upon any part of e Great Sioux 
reservation 1: Simbar of the Missouri River, and known as the Crow Creek and 


aan hich by the President’s proclamation of date Febru- 
m to settlement, a not included in the new 


into the man- 
inistered by the 


ing to the 
e aa 


for a period of ninety days after 
ii oS ot thi 


lied with the law regu- 

the Spodal visions of this 
nts rennet shall be Ford pin 
in i e cases. The panel ven for Benea on and town-site entries shall be 
such as are required b; A Bong in other cases, and shall be paid intojthe general 


Daa iaoa on 
oc or by this act. shall coe a special a 
e Secreta 


te nt, in age baa onas 
a ne interior, make nquiry 
claims for losses losses 


th red to be oj 
‘or oreste and which are included in the reservation established by pation 


him at some point convenient to said reservation, and toadminister oaths. He 
shall report what improvements were made by such persons, the value of the 
same, the ined by reason of the revocation of the executive order 
opening said lands to Soned ae ving the particulars of any such one and 
1 other facts connected therewith. And in case the consent of the Indians is 
not obtained, as required by section 22 of this act, then the same inquiry and 
rt shall be made as to all persons who made claims as aforesaid upon that 
Of said reservation which is notincluded in the new reservation established 
section 6 of this act, and which was by said Garagai order of February 
27, 1885, declared to be o to settlement. The Secretary of the Interior shall 
transmit said report to Congress, with his recommendations thereon. 


Mr. DAWES. I should think those sections should come in between 


section 21 and section 22. They are blank sections. 
Mr. HARRISON. I do not think it is material. Perhaps the order 


910 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 27, 


would be better at the place su; by the Senator from Massachu- 
m I accept the suggestion they come in after section 21 of the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be proposed 
to be so inserted. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I do not desire to detain the Sen- 
ate by any discussion of this amendment. — ATOR siete hy, the facts 
out of which the necessity for this 1 on grows. 

President Arthur, taking the view—which I do not for present pur- 
poses care to discuss as to whether it was the right view or the wrong 
view—that the Crow Creek and Winnebago reservation on the east side 
of the Missouri River was a reservation thatexisted by executive order 
only, and was not embraced within the provisions of the Sioux treaty 
of 1868, reduced the reservation by an executive order on the 27th of 
February last year, and threw open to settlement a large body of land. 
Under the invitation of that proclamation a large number of settlers 
went upon the lands that were thus declared to be open under the land 
laws of the United States, and made town-site entries, homestead en- 
tries, pre-emption entries, and perhaps timber-culture entries, for aught 
I know; for there was no limitation upon their right to make any entry 
that was admissible under any of the land laws of the United States. 
Subsequently, under the advice of the present Attorney-General, Mr. 
Cleveland, some time early in April, reversed that order, and declared 
the lands not to be open to settlement. He recognized the reservation 
as being part of a treaty reservation, and warned the settlers off the 
reservation. Most of them, perhaps all of them, at one period or an- 
other between that time and this have left the reservation. 

By direction of the Senate a subcommittee of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs visited the reservation last summerand went entirely across 
it from one end to the other, took testimony at Pierre and at Chamber- 
lain also, and met the settlers, who were very much excited and ag- 
grieved over this disaster which had come to their plans for settlement 
upon the reservation. 

The amendment contains just two propositions. One is that where 
a settler in good faith under the land laws of the United States, and 
under the invitation of the President’s proclamation of the 27th of Feb- 
ruary, went upon that land and made a settlement with a view to per- 

a pre-emption entry, or a homestead entry, or a town-site entry, 
if under the provisions of this bill a certain portion of these lands are | making 
ceded by the Sioux he shall be entitled to go again upon the claim which 
he entered and to complete his entry. 

The amendment contains another proposition, which relates to lands 
that were thrown open by the executive proclamation and are not 
opened by the bill, but still retained as a part of the reservation. As 
to those lands it provides for the appointment of a commissioner, who, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, shall go there, call 
witnesses before him, and make an estimate and inquiry into the losses 
of those who have been put off the reservation and can not be allowed 
to resume and complete their claims by reason of the fact that this leg- 
islation still retains it as an Indian reservation. 

This was the best we could suggest. It is not adequate, I agree. I 
had a letter the other day from a very intelligent man writing from 
Minneapolis, who tells me hiscase. Under that proclamation he went 
upon the land, spent three or four hundred dollars in going there and 
in making his little improvements and breaking theland. He left the 
reservation under the order of President Cleveland and returned to Min- 
neapolis. Of course the privilege which we give to him, if his land is 
embraced in the first section of the amendment, to return and resume 
his claim is a very inadequate compensation; it does not make him 
whole for the money he expended in going there the first time. But I 
have thought that thoseindirect could hardly be com 
and perhaps after all the most we can do for those people, with whom 
I sympathize very much, is to provide, as I have done in the amend- 
ment, that those who please may go back if the lands are now opened 
to settlement and resume their claims and have > sip r right; and that 
those who are not allowed to exercise this option y reason of the fact 
that their lands areretained in the reservation shall be compensated for 
such losses as were incident to their attempt to make a settlement; and 
6 eee eee all Dte facts to Congress ee 
legislate upon it appropriate the necessary money. ve 
with the Senatet from Kansasand the Senator from Arkansas who were 
withme upon that trip, and I believe they concur with mein the amend- 
ment, 3 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, this is not probably the appropriate 
time to discuss the validity of the proclamation of February 27, 1885, or 
the counter-proclamation of the 17th of April following, but there were 
some rather peculiar circumstances that attended the original procla- 
mation to which my attention was called when visiting this country as a 
member of the subcommittee of the Committee on Indian Affairs last 
summer. It appears that the arrival of the notice of the proclamation 
of February 27 had been awaited by the inhabitants of the country 
along the border of this reservation with great impatience. If I rec- 
ollect aright, the evidence showed that the telegraphic announcement 
was made after nightfall on the 27th day of February; and in antici- 
pation of that event the citizens of the towns along the border were en- 
camped upon the line with their horses attached to their vehicles that 
were loaded with lumber and with household implements, and imme- 


diately upon the ting of the instrument they set off instantaneously 
like an army moving upon an intrenched position, and the operations 
of taking claims and building cabins and improvements were 
continued during that winter’s night and the following day about noon 
the entire reservation had been occupied and improved. These Villages 
and houses sprang like an exhalation from the surface of the prairie. 

For some reason—whether it was in accordance with law or other- 
bbe tcbctare as I said, propose to consider—on the 17th of April this 

was countermanded by President Cleveland. These set- 
Tire Sa AASE on lianceen silo AANA to quit and surrender 
their occupation of it, upon the ground that ‘the proclamation of the 
27th of February was not in accordance with law. The people onthe 
reservation formed what they called protective and defensive associa- 
tions, and they made up their minds in public meetings and in private 
and secret gatherings that the proclamation of the 27th of February was 
the valid proclamation, the one that was binding upon the Government, 
and that that of April 17 was not in any way whatever obligatory upon 
their conscience or their conduct, 

We had several of the officers of these associations before us at the 
town of Pierre, and they advised us that in the month of July, at that 
time two months after the proclamation had been issued, they were 
upon that reservation, and that they intended to remain there in spite 
of the proclamation of April 17. I a the president of one of these 
associations if they intended to defy that executive order, and they 
said they did, and that they did not regard it in any way whatever 
binding upon them, and that they intended to remain there, and, if 
necessary, to resist the effort to remove them by force. 

Tam entirely willing that those people who went on there under the 
invitation of February 27, and who quietly departed under the ad- 
monition of April 17, shall have their rights protected in any subse- 
quent arrangement which may be made for the settlement of this res- 
ervation; but I am not that those people who remained on the 
reservation in defiance of the order of the President, and who are there 
to this day in defiance of that order, shall be permitted to avail them- 
selves of their own wrong and secure pre-emption rights as home- 
steaders upon that reservation whenever it shall be legally opened to 
settlement. I do not think that is a proper encouragement to hold 
out to men who openly announced their purpose of pany law and 

making themselves the judge whether a is valid and bind- 

ry fe not. -I shall not, with my vote, offer any such encouragement 

w-breaking, and I therefore propose to amend the amendment of 

the Senator from Indiana by adding after the word ‘‘claims,’’ in line 
11, at the bottom of the first page, the following words: 

iy, abandoned the same in compliance with the proclamation of ‘April 17, 


ted TOENE pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
wi p 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend the amendment of Mr. 
HARRISON by i ing after the word “‘ claims,” in line 11, at the 
bottom of the first page, the following words: 

And abandoned the same in compliance with the proclamation of April 17, 1885. 

So as to make the clause read: 

And not included in the new reservation established by section 6 of this act. 
and who located thereon homestead, on, or town-site claims, oo 
abandoned the same in compliance the of April 17, 1885, &0. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I shall not attempt at this time, o 
to the limit of debate and for other reasons, as well as the fact that 
do not wish unnecessarily to continue the debate on this bill, to discuss 
the validity of either of the orders which have been named. I should 
think that I might without going into any discussion call the attention 
of the Senate briefly to the fact that a very grave question is presented 
when one executive officer having proceeded according to a discretion 
left with him to determine what the meaning of a treaty is, and having 
determined it, and property rights having intervened under that deter- 
mination, there can be a subsequent adjudication so as to destroy those 
property rights. 

So far as these settlers are concerned, I do not know what they did. 
I know that for a year the question whether this was or was not an In- 
dian reservation under the treaty of 1868 had been a matter of discus- 
sion in the Interior Department. The people living in the village of 
Chamberlain and the people who desired to become settlers on this land, 
if it was public land, had sent early—at least a year before this first 
proclamation—their petitions and their briefs, made out by their attor- 
neys, and later they had sent a ed ex-member of the House 
of Representatives as their lawyer to discuss the question before the De- 
partment. It was carefully discussed by their attorneys. They were 
represented also by the Delegate from that Territory, who also presented 
his views to the Secretary. 

A brief was filed by gentlemen living in Chamberlain who were vol- 
unteers, so far as that was concerned, giving their views on the subject. 
Letters were written and papers were filed, and the whole question was 
finally resolved into a question of fact and not a question of law. 

Thereupon the matter was submitted, first coming directly to the Sec- 
retary, to the law division, where it was determined; it was again sub- 
mitted by the Secretary to the Indian division of the Secretary’s office, 
and each finding being in accordance with the views of the Secretary, 
on the 27th of February the order was made. At least twenty days be- 
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fore the order was made it was thoroughly understood in the city of 
Washington by the Delegate and by the counsel who had appeared and 
addressed the Secretary in behalf of the settlers, that the determination 
of the office was to issue the ultimate order that was issued on the 27th 
ofFebruary. Atleast fifteen days before the order was issued the princi- 
pal paper in the Northwest, the Pioneer-Press, of Saint Paul, declared, 
without contradiction, that the Department had determined to open 
this reservation to settlement. 

During all this time the people who were entitled if it was public 
land to go upon it and make homes were awaiting the action of the 
Department. For at least two weeks the order ada the table of 
the Secretary of the Interior, read by the Delegate, by his friends, 
read by everybody who chose to read it, and to make exception if any 
could be made to the lines that were to be established. ere was no 
secrecy about it; there was no midnight telegraphing. I understand 
that the Delegate waited until he knew there had been a to it 
the President’s signature, and then he telegraphed; but they knew 
just as well that it would come as they did when it did’come, and then 
these settlers moved upon the land that they “oe and had a right 
to suppose was a part of the public domain. ether it was a part 
of the public domain or whether it was nota part of the public domain 
I say I will not here to-day discuss, but I will take occasion before this 
session closes to discuss it in full. 

These people went there, right or wrong. Now, admitting that the 
first order was wrong, that it was without authority of law, these peo- 
ple, men who were seeking homes on the public lands, went there as 
they supposed on the highest authority that it was possible to get. 
There are many good lawyers who believe to-day, right or wrong, that 
it was not aquestion that could be reviewed by anybody else. They 
went onto the land. Hundreds of them took every dollar that they 
had in the world to get there. To leave it was absolute poverty, abso- 
lute want tothem; and if they staid there and insisted as to this pub- 
lic land, as Lars rage, ie it was, not needed and not used by the In- 
dians, upon which an Indian had never put his foot except by the way 
of vagabond travel, that no authority existed to declare it anything 
else, they were driven to it by their pressing condition; and I do not 
think any Senator ought to say that their course was contumacious or 
rebellious or that they ought not to be protected even if it was admit- 
ted that there was error in the first act of the President in issuing the 
order of February 27, 1885. I think these people are entitled to be 
put in statu fo os pole and to use as much of the land asis 
now thrown into the public domain in this bill; they ought to be al- 
lowed to go on and make their titles. I say in equity and in justice 
the Government ought to put them if possible where they would have 
been but for what, if you take the most unfavorable view of it, was 
the mistake of the Government of the United States. 

I know there is not any obligation. I understand that there is no 
legal obligation when the Government of the United States invites its 
citizens to go upon the public land where it ought not to have invited 
them; but I do think thata great nation like ours can look with a little. 
degree of leniency upon le who have put their whole living in their 
little cabins and the fiel ey attempted to cultivate; and if they do 
not promptly respond to an executive order, if they do question the 
authority and the right of it, and if they do say they will stay there 
until there is some method by which they may obtain their titles, I do 
not think it becomes us to say, ‘“‘ You are entirely in fault, you are in 
fault and nobody else.” If there is a fault at all in the first instance 
it was the fault of the Government. 

I think that these pcople ought to be allowed a fair compensation, and 
I think the suggestion made on behalf of the committee by the Senator 
from Indiana is a wise and proper one. The facts that the committee 

thered I am not familiar with. The facts of the case I think I am 

iliar with. As I said, not wishing to drag into this debate and into 
this question some extraneous matters, I shall reserve for some future 
— an opportunity to discuss the whole subject from beginning to 


Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from Kansas will 
not press his amendment to the amendment. The amendment of the 
Senator from Indiana is the result of an investigation entered into, 
by order of the Senate, by a subcommittee of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. I was not on that subcommittee myself; it was in charge of 
the Senator from Indiana, and I think his amendment does justice, as 
nearly as it can be done, to the parties involved in this conflict of orders 
on the part of President Arthurand President Cleveland. It would be 
impossible to do exact and full justice in that matter, but this comes as 
near to it as can be, and I hope it will be adopted. 

I do not care any more than the Senator from Colorado to enter into 
the propriety or the legality of the late President’s order of February 
27, three days before the close of his administration. But it is due to 
the order of President Cleveland revoking that order, and to the opini 
of the Attorney-General upon which it is based, that some one should 


call the attention of the Senate to the opinion of the Attorney-General 
which has been laid upon our tables in Senate Executive Document | GAS™Axx: 
No. 1 of this session, and which may be found on page 81 of that docu- 
ment. I do not see how any one can read that opinion of the present 
Attorney-General without coming to the same conclusion he did, that 


the order of President Arthur was a mistake, and that in point of fact | 
the territory thrown open by that order was held and covered by the 
treaty of 1868. If I may be allowed five minutes, I think I can state 
the case; but at the ion—and it is a fair suggestion—of the Sen- 
ator from Colorado that if I undertake to argue the legality of that 
proclamation he ought to have time to answer, I shall not go into it. I 
care more for the passage of the bill than I do for any opportunity to 

e that matter, and I will omit it. 

fr. TELLER. The Senator will allow me one moment. If the act 

of the President of February 27 was improper, then there can not be 

question that these people ought to be compensated. 
“Xt DAWES. Iagree with the Senatorin that icular, and there- 
fore it is that I go for this amendmentas the Senator does; but I thought 
that as the Senator alluded to the revocation of the order of President 
Arthur, which I suppose was issued as is s it was proper to 
state the grounds upon which it wasrevoked. The Senator has alluded, 
however, to the circumstances under which it was issued, and he will 
not object to an allusion by me to those circumstances, 

The Territory opened by that order had been treated up to the hour 
of issuing that proclamation, in all official transactions, as a part of the 
land covered by the treaty of 1868. The present bill had passed. the 
Senate at the last and was pending in the House of Representa- 
tives when the Secretary of the Interior sent to the President and to 
Congress his report, and in that he commended the bill to the favorable 
consideration of Congress and expressed the hope that it would pass. 
The President in his annual message commended the bill by name. It 
was then pending in the other branch, having passed this body. So far 
as the committee having it in charge are concerned, they supposed that 
every official and all parties acquiesced in the bill, which ized this 
land as a part of the land covered by the treaty. The Delegate from 
Dakota was active apparently in age the bill which recognized it. 
The committee copy be in charge, and I have been verbally informed 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, supposed that in good faith every- 
body izing itas a part of the treaty, all were trying to put through 
this bill. Without the slightest intimation from any quarter, on the 
27th of February, three days before the expiration of the term of the 
Senator as Secretary of the Interior, this order was issued throwing open 
what had always in every official act on record been treated as part of 
this treaty reservation to settlement. Whether anybody in the Terri- 
tory had undue or ar Se knowledge of what was to be done or not, 
I do not care tosay, That menexpected—and they may have had aright 
to form such conclusions as they pleased—that they expected what was 
to be done at this last moment, the Senator from Indiana has given am- 
ple testimony. It was done under these circumstances. The settler 
who wenton therein good faith is not to blame for the condition of things. 
If there was no blame on anybody—and I am not here to charge any 
blame on anybody—it is perfectly consistent with good faith on the part 
of the then administrators of the law to come to the conclusion that 
their view of the force of the law was one thing and the conclusion of 
the present law officers is another. That is consistent with good faith 
in both, and that is all that is necessary for this occasion. 

If the Senator shall feel it necessary to undertake to vindicate as a 
law argument the position that was taken before, then it will be proper 
to present the reply; but I assume that it was a construction of law 
that the law officers at that time came as honestly to as the law officers of 
the present time came to the conclusion to revoke it. But these settlers 
went on there in faith, and so far as this amendment is concerned 
it applies to noo and they have suffered hardships and have been 
driven off. I think it is very proper indeed that they have the first 
benefit under this law; and the purport of the amendment is that they 
shall before all others step in and take the land under this law that 
they would have held under the proclamation of President Arthur. 

‘he Senator from Kansas alludes toa condition of things which I 
have no doubt—I am not so familiar with those matters as the Senator 
‘from Kansas must be—is quite usual, or at least not very unusual, 
round about public land which is expected to be opened for settlers un- 
der the pre-emption and homestead acts; but if he will turn to the doc- 
ument to which I have referred he will see that the Department, to 
some extent, is responsible for the delay and the continuance of these 
men upon the reservation, though not responsible at all for any associ- 
ation, if any exists, for defying the proclamation. 

Mr. INGALLS. HastheSenator the proclamation of April 17 there? 

Mr. DAWES. [have that proclamation, and the proclamation itself 
has all the force that the Senator claims for it, that they must go off 
immediately. 

Mr. INGALLS. Within sixty days. 

Mr. DAWES. Within sixty days. If the Senator will turn to the 
fortieth page of this document he will find a telegram from the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs to the agent, in which he says: 

[Telegram.] 
OFFICE or INDIAN AFFArns, 
Washington, D. C., August 30, 1885. 


Agent, Crow Creek, Dak., via Chamberlain: 
Await further instructions from me before proceeding to remove settlers re- 
ferred to in telegram yesterday, or calling on military for aid. 
J. D. C. ATKINS, Commissioner. 
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The tclegram of yesterday is this: 
[Telegram.] 


OFFICE or InpIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, August 29, 1835. 


GASMANN, 
Agent, Crow Creek, Dak., via Chamberlain: 

Secretary has granted you authority to remove all settlers and unauthorized 
persons from reservation, and, if necessary, to call on commanding officer near- 
est military post for force sufficient to effect their removal. 

at once to remove them and their effects. See office letter, 26th. Copy 


Proceed at 
of authority by mail. 
J. D. C. ATKINS, Commissioner. 


That was on the 29th of August. On the 30th he suggested to him 
to wait for further instructions. 

Mr. INGALLS. Before removing them by the military. 

Mr. DAWES. No, itdoes not say so. It says: 


Await further instructions from me before proceeding to remove eettlers re- 
ferred to in telegram yesterday, or calling on military for aid. 


I will show the Senator what leads me to think that to some extent 
the Department thought that possibly some arrangement could be made 
with settlers and let them remain for a further time. I will read the 
other—— 

Mt. INGALLS. The Senator will observe that at the date of that 
telegram the sixty days prescribed in the President’s proclamation had 
elapsed and many had d ed, and these telegrams alluded to that re- 
ealcitrant band who had obstinately refused to obey the ponams, 
and the pu was to remove them by the assistance of the Army. 

Mr. DAWES. Doubtilessthatistrne. Many of them had conformed 
to the proclamation; some of them still lingered, and some others were 
recalcitrant; but I infer that there were those who lin not be- 
cause they were disposed to defy the law, but li there in the 
hope that some arrangement might be made ‘by which they could be 
permitted to remain. After this telegram the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs telegraphed further to the agent, on the 15th of September: 

[Telegram.] 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C., September 15, 1885. 
GASMANYN, 


Agent, Crow Creek, Dak., via Chamberlain: 


What progress have you made in removing settlers from the Big Bend? This 
office la Ra aiant at your silence on this pira ari 


Indian Office. 
J. D. C. ATKINS, Commissioner. 

Then further: 

September 17— 

Mr. INGALLS rose. 

Mr. DAWES. Allow me to give the reasons why I think to some 
extent those who remained on the land did not remain in a defiant at- 
titude. September 17 the agent replied: 

Notice given to settlers in Big Bend— 
That was but a part of the territory opened— 
[Telegram.} 


Crow CREEK, VIA CHAMBERLAIN, DAK., 
September 17, 1885. 


COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C.: 


Notice given to settlers in Big Bend to vacate within ten days from 10th in- 

; shall proceed to Bend Monday next and see if order has been complied 
with, Am informed that settlers are leaving; intend y to visit eve 
settler on reservation and serve notice to vacate within twenty days. Thin 
they will leave without interference of military. Will take at least eight days 
to visit settlers; will report on my return. Am I doing right? 


ë GASMANN, Agent. 
To this the Commissioner responds: 


[Telegram.] 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C., September 18, 1885. 
GASMANN, 


Agent, Crow Creek, Dak., via Chamberlain: 
Telegram 17th received. Instructions August 31 direct you to confine opera- 
tions as to settlers to Big Bend country— 
That is but a part of the territory thrown open— 
and report results before taking action as to other portions of reservation. Ac- 
tion as to settlers in Big Bend approved. 
J. D. O. ATKINS, Commissioner. 


All I desire to say is that while I agree with the Senator that when 
a body ef men go defiantly and after the proclamation assume them- 
selves to pass judgment upon the legality of the acts of the Adminis- 
tration they are entitled to no equitable consideration, but must stand 
upon their legal rights, I think so far as the great body of these settlers 
are concerned that is not true. There may be a few differently dis- 
posed, and I observe in this document indications that there were a few, 
andIam sorry tosay that their spokesman bore the title of ‘‘ Reverend,” 
who seems to me the most ambitious of anybody to havea conflict with 
the United States authority. 

Mr. INGALLS. He belongs to the church militant. 

Mr. DAWES. He belongs to the church militant without doubt. 
But that class is few. By what tribunal and in what manner are you 
going to make a distinction between them and the great body who 
went there in good faith and either removed themselves in compliance 
with the order or remained there under these shifting orders from the 


Interior Department? The Interior Department evidently gave them, 
as it gave the agent, to understand that there was something going on 
in the nature of negotiation here by telling them to confine the order 
of removal to certain localities. There was an effort to obviate the 
difficulties and relieve from hardship these men. And therefore while 
I do not controvert the soundness of the position of the Senator from 
Kansas, I do oppose the applicatlon of it in this case. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator before he closes allow me, in re- 
ply to his observation about the negotiations that were pending in the 

terior Department and the impression that was disseminated that 
there was some desire on the part of the Secretary of the Interior and 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to allow these people to remain, to 
make a contribution to the history of this transaction by stating that 
by the order of the Secretary of the Interior the agent, Major Gas- 
mann, was removed because he had been too pitiful to the settlers. 

Mr. DAWES. I want to say, in response to that, that I have been 
struggling for several weeks to find out whether there was any founda- 
tion for that suggestion which the Senator has made; and if he has any 
evidence of it, if he will communicate that to the Senate it will relieve 
me in another branch of duty. 

Mr. INGALLS. The board of commissioners of Indian affairs that 
have the control of the appointment of Indian agents under the relig- 
ious or ecclesiastical Indian policy told me that that was the reason 
alleged by the Department for hisremoval. Thatis my authority, and I 
supposeit is sufficient, because it came froman influential source. When 
the Senator from Massachusetts endeavors to leave the impression upon 
the Senate that here was some subtle and kindly negotiation going on 
by the Department of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs to enable those men who had refused to depart in compliance with 
the proclamation of April 17 to retain their hold upon that reserva- 
tion under the theory that it was in some way to be ly open to set- 
tlement, I state that they proceeded to remove Major Gasmann, who 
was acting under those telegrams of August and September, because he 
had been too pitiful. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I do not mean to say that there was 
any subtle influence or any design on the part of the Interior Depart- 
ment to carry the idea to any man who was not willing to conform to 
that proclamation that some indulgence would be extended to him. 
I do not think that is properly laid at the door of the present admin- 
istration of Indian affairs. I believe that so far as they encountered 
any such individuals or organizations they were disposed to remove 
them without consideration of the hardships that it would involve; but 
that the Interior Department desired in some way to relieve the honest 
settler who went on there in good faith from hardship either arising 
from the expenditure of his money or the sudden order of removal of 
him and his effects is true, I believe; and I believe that the Interior 
Department, instead of being criticised for such an effort as that, de- 
serves commendation for it. If any honest settler went out under 
what he had a right to believe to be legal authority to locate under the 
land Jaws, and found from any reason whatever, sound or otherwise, 
that that proclamation was revoked, and if he could in the administra- 
tion of Indian affairs be relieved in any way from the hardships in 
which he was involved, it was a duty devolved upon the Interior De- 
partment, and so far as it has extended its efforts for that purpose, I 
think it deserves commendation. 

But, sir, that Major Gasmann, the Indian agent there, has been re- 
moved or suspended because after these telegrams he had been in the 
opinion of the Department too indulgent with the settlers, I do not 
believe to be the fact. I know the evidence upon which the Senator 
from Kansas makes that statement. I do not believe that Mr. Gas- 
mann has been suspended for any such cause as that; but when the 
evidence shall come that he has been ded for that cause, these 
telegrams I think will be his defense and his justification from any such 
charge as that. Until I have other evidence than that upon which the 
Senator founds his statement I shall fail to believe that he has been 
suspended for any such cause. I think the Department on the whole 
is to say that Major Gasmann exercised wonderful discretion 
and managed that difficult case with wonderful forbearance and wis- 
dom, saving a conflict between settlers who went on there under the 
first proclamation and the Indians who found themselves crowded oft 
from the reservation by men of whose approach they had no notice un- 
til they were there in the night-time like an army with banners about 
to take possession of their homes and their heritage. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Are we proceeding under what is called the Anthony rule? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SEWELL in the chair). The Chair 
has failed to check Senators who have been indulging in debate beyond 
the time prescribed by the rule. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think we ought to get this bill out of the way. 
I suggest that for the remainder of the discussion we apply the prin- 


ciple of the Anthony rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] to the amendment of 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. A 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I supposed we were proceeding under 
the five-minute rule. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is so. 

Mr. TELLER. I will try to keep within the five minutes. 

Mr. HARRISON. Has not the Senator spoken to this amendment 
once? 

Mr. TELLER. IfI have, I will move another so as to be at liberty 
to speak again. 

Mr. INGALLS. There is nouse in applying the five-minute rule to 
this bill after it has been ed with asithasbeen. Imove to take 
up the bill for consideration notwithstanding any objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. HARRISON. I hope the Senator will not press that motion. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam willing to speak in five minutes. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think we can get along. 

Mr. TELLER. I think we can. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam not disposed to enforce the rule against any 
one who really wants to speak on the bill. Ionly made it in the form 
of a suggestion. I think we can pass the bill in a little while without 
trouble. I think we had better not take it ont of the ordinary cate- 


gory. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas with- 
draw his motion? 

<A INGALLS. Yes, sir, ifthe rule is not to be enforced. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not desire to delay the debate. I simply want 
to reply to what I will say, using as polite an ession as I can, are 
the mistaken statements of fact made by the tor from Massa- 
chusetts, inadvertently made I have no doubt. He says that nobody 
had heard of this proposition to open thisreservation. The files of the 
Interior Department are full for a year, as I have before stated, of the 
efforts made by the people there to open the reservation. The ques- 
tion was submitted to the Attorney-General’s Office. The Assistant 
Attorney-General designated by the Attorney-General to sit in the In- 
terior Department to decide questions of law made a written report to 
the Secretary of the Interior at least a month before this territory was 
opened, holding that it was within the power of the President to open 
this reservation and that it was not included in the treaty of 1868. 
Not only that, but the committee that came here to urge the bill now 
pending in the Senate were before the Secretary of the Interior, and as I 

fore stated, the Secretary sat there asa court to hear an ——— by 
their attorneys; and yet the Senator says that nobody had heard of it 
when it was as public as the doors of the office were, and there were 
hundreds of men who knew that that was being discussed in the Secre- 
tary’s office. 

The Senator says because it had been recognized in this bill as Indian 
country therefore the Department was precluded from acting. It is an 
unheard of thing that because the Senate passes a bill three times or 
thirty, until it becomes a law the Departments must take the Senate’s 
construction of what is the law. I state again that this is not a ques- 
tion of law at all and never has been a question of law, but a question 
absolutely of fact and nothing else; and when the fact was settled the 
law made its own application, and it did not need an Attorney-General 
or anybody else except that it was proper to submit it to a man who was 
skilled in determining questions of fact, and that was what was done. 

Mr. President, Ido not intend to go into any defense of the Interior 
Department, because I am exceedingly desirous that these men who 
have suffered, either by the mistake of the last Administration or the 
mistake of the present, shall be protected. I have letters from these 
people who felt inasmuch as I had made the order that I ought to take 
some interest in them, and I said to one and all of them, ‘‘ Obey the 
President’s order; get off that reservation; appeal to Congress; and 
there never has been a Congress that will not respond to you when you 
come there and lay your case before them and state the facts, and they 
will give you, so far as I am concerned, proper compensation for that 
which is not your fault and must be the fault of some administration, 
either this one or the other.” 

Iam prepared when the time comes to discuss this question upon 
two phases. The first is that the question of fact justified the action 
taken, and second, that if it was an error, nobody is permitted under 
the sun to review that error, and therefore it must have stood for all 
time. What I am interested in now is to see these men made whole 
as much as possible; therefore I do not want to drag in these other 
questions, and hence I refrain now from discussing them. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, my impression is that the 
adoption of the amendment su by the Senator from Kansas 
would operate asa very great injustice to a number of deserving men 
who went on this reservation. I was a member of the subcommittee 
that visited this reservation and examined into the facts of this case; 
and while I heard a good deal of loose talk about defiance of the Gov- 
ernment, while I heard statements made by presidents of izations 
of the settlers that they would go back on the reservation if they were 
removed by military force, the statement was made in every instance 
I believe that they were acting under the advice of counsel, that they 
believed that they had vested legal rights which they derived from the 
proclamation of the President of the 27th of February, and that their 
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intention was to preserve whatever legal rights they had. Beyond this 
I do not think there was any evidence of any intention to defy the Gov- 
ernment except by a hot-headed man or two. There were instances of 


that sort, however. I remember one in a private conversation where 
one of these settlers said to me that he proposed to resist by any means 
possible, and I jocularly suggested to him that if he proposed to defy 
and overthrow the United States Government, I thought I eould pos- 
sibly furnish him with some points which would be of valus to him, 
that I had been engaged in an experiment of that sort once myself, and 
found that it did not pay well, and I believed I could give him some 
valuable suggestions. That man before we separated said that he in- 
tended to abide by whatever was done. I do not think there was any 
organized intention to resist the Government any farther than to retain 
the legal rights they believed they had acquired under the first proc- 
lamation of the President of the United States. 

Then there are a number of circumstances that enter into this. 
There were some of these settlers who after the proclamation of the 
President ordering them to leave the reservation moved their families 
off the reservation to adjoining towns or to other places where they had 
resided before. They would go back once a week to the settlements 
made simply for the purpose of preserving whatever rights they had, 
believing that some steps would be taken by the United States Govern- 
ment to give them the benefit of what they had already done. They 
did not intend to defy the Government, but they did intend as far as 
they could in compliance with the order of the President to preserve 
whatever rights they thought they had acquired. 

There may be a limited number of men who went upon this reser- 
vation who were absolutely defiant of the Government, but I believe 
if this amendment is adopted there will be nine innocent men harmed 
to one man who was guilty of this kind of feeling who will suffer any 
inconvenience from it atall. I believe that we are instructed by high 
authority that itis better toallow a large number of guilty men to escape 
than that one innocent man be punished, and I do not think that it 
would be wise or proper in the Senate of the United States to begin to 
punish ten innocent men so that they might possibly be able to get at 
one who was guilty of some sort of insubordination. 

When I went to this reservation I went firmly impressed that there 
had been very great wrongs done by a number of these citizens. Ihad 
heard, as every other member of the Senate had heard, that this settle- 
ment had been made in defiance of the Government. There were 
charges made that there was collusion between men high in authority 
and individuals in that territory for the purpose of opening it to settle- 
ment and getting an advantage for certain individuals. I went tomake 
the examination with this impression strongly upon my mind; but the 
result of the investigation on my part was the conclusion that there 
was no foundation for such a charge and that this settlement was made 
in honest good faith by American citizens who desired to avail them- 
selves of homes on the public domain of the Government and intended 
to do it in compliance with law and not with any intention to defy the 
Government. 

Ibelieve, therefore, that if the Senate adopts theamendmentsuggested 
by the Senator from Kansas, it will result in doing great wrong to a num- 
ber of good men and may possibly reach a few and a very limited num- 
ber, if any, who are absolutely defiant of the Government. 

Mr. MORGAN, Mr. President, the present Administration may have 
done right, and probably did do right, in reversing the order of the pre- 
ceding administration in regard to the right of the people to go upon 
this territory as part of the public domain. It is very likely that the 
treaty which has been referred to here gave these Indians that reserva- 
tion; and if that was the fact, of course the President of the United 
States had no right to set aside that treaty by his proclamation, but that 
is a debatable question and one which I believe the Senate is not dis- 

togointonow. Butafter Mr. Cleveland’s proclamation had been 
issued I ventured to file a modest protest with the Secretary of the In- 
terior against any executive order that should remove these people by 
force from that domain, taking the ground that it was the duty of the 
President on such an occasion as this to allow Congress to dispose of the 
question, or if it might be done to allow the judiciary to dispose of it. 
Where the executive oflice finds itself one day of one opinion and pro- 
claims it and the people act upon it, and another day of another opinion 
and shall entirely reverse the former action, it is always right to pause 
until some other department can come in and relieve the Executive and 
the people of the difficulty which has been imposed upon them. 

I regard every settler who has gone in good faith to that territory as 
being not merely authorized but virtually invited to go there by the 
proclamation of Mr. Arthur, and I do not think that I shall be able 
to discriminate against such men because some of them got very angry 
and made some, perhaps, very unfortunate remarks or speeches after 
they found that they were involved by the executive action in this 
difficulty and trouble. 

I think we had better not adopt the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas, but allow Congress to do that which it is now doing, make 
provision by which justice and equity can be done to those people who 
under the circumstances went upon that land. It is said that they 
flooded in. It is very natural that they should flood in upon the land. 
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It is very natural that our people in the United States who have sons 
and daughters growing up who want to take an interest in the public 
domain by homestead settlement should flock about the borders of any 
unopened territory and be prepared to rush in, and, as was said, to build 
cities and towns on these prairies that seem to have come up as an ex- 
halation, because the general laws of the United States invite the world 
to come here and upon a mere declaration of intention of citizenship 
to take from our children their inheritance. We extend an invitation 
to all the world to put themselves in competition with our own people, 
and I can not blame our people for being very active, very enterpris- 
ing in trying to get from the authorities of this country the heritage 
which their fathers had bestowed upon them. I shall therefore not 
vote for the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the adoption 
of the amendment of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suggest to the Senator from Indiana an amend- 
ment to come in after the word *‘ persons,” in the first lineof his amend- 
ment, so as to read: 

That all p qualified under the law to make locations and entriesof land 
under the estead or pre-emption or timber-culture acts. 

It may be, and probably is so, that some persons have gone in there 
and located on this land that are not qualified. 

Mr. HARRISON, I accept the suggestion of the Senator from Ala- 
bama. I had prepared myself an amendment to come in later on, in- 
serting td Apia qualified to make such entry.’’ 

Mr. MORGAN. a Ay do. AS 
f amendment go in as suggested by the 
Senator from Alabama. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana desire 
the amendment of the Senator from Alabama adopted? 

Mr. HARRISON. I consent to it as far as I can. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be incorporated in the amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the first line of the first section of the amend- 
ment, after the word ‘‘ persons,” it is proposed to insert 

Qualified under the cay tig pean ay Co E SUES the home- 
stead or pre-emption or timber-culture la 

So as to read: 

That all Poos AOAO OKORA ASLA 
zith day of February 189 and the TA day of Apri, 1835, ia good faith entered 
DDA ANS Reiner yi OIAR —pehaunsta hacker hig a A 

Mr. PLUMB. Thereare notimber-culture entries provided for, and 
it would only confuse matters to insert that phrase. I think it would 
be better to say: 

All persons having the proper qualifications under the general land laws. 


Mr. MORGAN. I put in ‘‘timber-culture’”’ because the Senator 
from Indiana said he supposed some persons might have gone in there 
under the timber-culture laws. 

Mr. PLUMB. Timber-culture entries are all provided for in the lat- 
ter part of the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam to strike out ‘‘timber-culture.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘That modification will be made if 
there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HARRISON. Let it be read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tho nine amendment will be read as mod- 
ified. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the word “‘ persons,” in line 1of the first 
section of the amendment, it is proposed to insert: 

Qualified under the law to make locations and entries of land underthe home- 
stead or pre-emption laws. 

Mr. HARRISON. Isuggest to the Senator from Alabama that there 
are town-site entries made here. I have now before me the amendment 
I intended to suggest in the tenth line. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is no personal qualification required for such 
entries. 

Mr. HARRISON. It is 8 ee pee qualification so 
much perhaps as of compliance with law. 

Mr. INGALLS. Why is this qualification inserted here? 

Mr. MORGAN. Because without it those persons who might have 
gone on these lands not qualified to take up homesteads would be ad- 


mitted. 

Mr. INGALLS. Ishould judge not. If the Senator will examine 
the lines at the head of page 2 I he will see that no person can 
complete a claim on this domain except on compliance with law; that 
is, he ‘‘shall, for a period of ninety days after proclamation of the 
President required to be made by section 22 of this act, have a ri t to 
re-enter upon said claims and complete the same as required by law.” 

Mr. MORGAN. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas, whether 
qualified originally to enter or not, 


Mr. INGALLS. I think not. y 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Alabama will allow me to make 
a suggestion and see whether it does not meet the case. I suggest an 
amendment in line 10, so as to read: 


And not included in the new reservation established by 
and who, being legally entitled to make such entry, located thereon h 


section 6 of this act, 
omestead, 


pre-emption, or town-site 

Mr. MORGAN. That willdo. That is the same thing. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think it perhaps comes in better there. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwithdraw my amendment then to allow the Sen- 
ator from Indiana to make that change. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Alabama is withdrawn, and the modification suggested by the Senator 
from Indiana will be made to his amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 10 of section 1 of the amendment, after 
the word ‘‘ who,” it is proposed to insert ‘being legally entitled to 
make such entry;’’ so as to read: 

And who, being legally entitled to make such entry, located thereon home- 
stead, pre-emption, or town-site claims, &c. 

Mr. PLUMB. I desire now to move an amendment to the first sec- 
tion of the amendment of the Senator from Indiana. I move, after the 
word ‘‘thereon,’’ at the end of line 10 of the first section of the amend- 
ment, to strike out the words ‘‘homestead, pre-emption, or town-site 
claims” and insert ‘‘by actual settlement and improvement on any 
portion of such lands,” so as to limit this to the persons who actually 
made improvements there and not extend it to the persons who may 
have simply put their feet there and immediately gone off. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. 

Mr. PLUMB. In other words, I distinguish between pirates and 
settlers, and having a desire to accomplish the object which is in view 
by the adoption of this amendment, to wit, to preserve the rights of 
actual settlers, I propose by this amendment to limit it to those per- 
sons and to those only. 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not know that I object to the Senator’s 
amendment, but I do not suppose that a pre-emption claim is a matter 
of filing simply, or that a homestead claim is a matter of filing. Itin- 
volves going upon the particular tract and making certain classes of 
improvements, and the filing follows, as I understand, after that is 
done. 


Mr. INGALLS. If my coll e would read the evidence that has 
been taken in connection with settlement of this reservation, he 
would find that the adoption of his amendment introduces a very em- 
barrassingelement. If he desires to promote the interests of those who 
have gone upon this reservation, I think the less said about good faith 
and improvements the better. Of course Senators are aware of the sit- 
uation so and I sympathize fully with my colleague in his desire to 
paS the public domain from depredations and to restrain the simu- 

and fabricated claims that are set up under the homestead and 
pre-emption and timber-culture laws. But really the idea of asserting 
that in good faith entand substantial improvements were made 
by persons intending to settle on this reservation has a very fragile 
foundation. Ido therefore hope that my colleague will not embarass 
this situation by attempting to introduce that element, 

Mr. PLUMB. If this will embarrass it, it is not because of the 
amendment but because of the fact which my colleague has referred 
to, but whichI have not been advised about. But whatever the facts 
may be, there can certainly be no equity of the character which we 
should be called upon to recognize by legislation in this case unless it 
be an equity founded upon actual settlement made. If some one has 
gone upon these lands in the fugitive and uncertain and unsatisfactory 
way that my colleague intimates, then I think he is not entitled to be 
the beneficiary of this provision. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator allow me to read a moment from 
the testimony? 

Mr. PLUMB. I will. 

Mr. INGALLS. I propose to read from the testimony of a witness 
whom we examined at I think. He was one of these settlers 
who went down in good faith to make +t improvement on this 
reservation! He says he started the same night the telegram was re- 


Y aco te the printao raas, ae u 
T pip a hap I told them I was going Geen thaee, and they could 
<< ses te oxy cline Soe tha ties bolas. 

And they put a man in your place, and you went down in the reservation 
Yous 


rereer 
FHIR 
i 


aaa 


ks to be in town. He said if he 
atts wees ane cave: 
hat was he traveling for? 


A sirup-house in Dubuque, Iowa. 
What was his name? 


k kel. 
it the first time you had met him? 


= 
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A. Mr. Kretschmer. 

Q. What position did he hold? 
A. Clerk of the court here. 

Q. Was he clerk at that time? 
A. Yes, sir; and still is. 

And so the story runs. I sincerely sympathize with the settlers on 
this reservation and desire that they shall be entitled to formulate all 
the rights that they have instituted; but if permanent improvements 
on the part of these drummers for sirup-houses in Dubuque and else- 
where are to be protected, do not put in good faith; it is too serious. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam not responsible for the term ‘‘good faith,’’ be- 
cause that was in the amendment drawn by the Senator from Indiana; 
but I should like to have some tangible evidence of good faith. Now, 
residence is a compound of fact and intention. The intention we can 
only judge of, however, although it may exist, by the fact, and I think 
myself that any one who was a drummer for a sirup-house in Dubuque 
ought to be commended for desiring to get ont of that business; and, so 
far as he was cencerned, if he manifested his intention to get out of the 
business and made a home on these lands in the way the law requires, 
to wit, by not only going upon the land, but by making an improve- 
ment there which manifested that intention; and if that intention was 
continuously manifested until the time the second Presidential proc- 
lamation was issued, then I would give to that man the right to re- 
enter upon the land and perfect his entry, and thereby give him the op- 
portunity to carry out the good intention with which he had started. 

It seems to me that unless we do something of this kind we are liable 
to be imposed upon; and when I say ‘‘imposed upon” I do not speak 
of that term as involving the taking of a large sum of money from the 
Treasury or of treating the public lands ina way that has been wholly 
unusual, but when we depart from the usual course of legislation to 
make reservations and exceptions con the public lands and the 
settlement thereon we ought to do it alone for those people who have 

done all they could do at least under a mistaken idea of the law into 
which they were led by the proclamation of the President, and not in 
* favor of the people who went there purely for the purpose of specula- 
tion, or, at all events, who have left behind them no evidence of their 
intention bona fide to makea home upon the public domain. Therefore 
I think that this amendment for the purpose of carrying out the inten- 
tion of the Senator from Indiana, which I entirely to, would be 
imperfect and improper without theamendment which I have proposed. 


COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hourof 20’clock Daring neS 

the Chair lays before the Senate the regular order, being the (8. 9) 

to fix the day for the meeting of the electors of President and Vice- 

President, and to provide for and regulate the counting of the votes for 

Tranaeas and Vice-President and the decision of questions arising 
ereon. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] and one or 
two other Senators who are especially interested in the discussion of 
this bill are obliged to be absent from the Chamber to-day; and I there- 
fore ask unanimous consent that the bill may be ed until Mon- 
day morning, retaining its right as the unfinished business at 2 0’clock 
on that day, as it is now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Massachusetts? The Chair hears none. 


ADMISSION OF DAKOTA. 


Mr. HARRISON. I move that the Senate proceed now to the consid- 
eration of the bill for the admission of Dakota. 
Mr. DAWES. I appeal to the Senator whois upon the commit- 


tee—— 

Mr. HARRISON. Let me in advance say to the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts that it is not possible for me to yield to any appeal. 

Mr. DAWES. Perhaps the Senator may tell better after he has 
heard the appeal. 

Mr. HARRISON, LI anticipated it, andas Iam to go on with 
the discussion and want to address the Senate on the Dakota bill, I do 
not want it med. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator does not want to hear the sugges- 
ti 


on—— 

Mr. HARRISON. We can finish the other bill to-morrow in the 
morning hour, I shall be glad to help the Senator to do it, as I have 
tried to do this morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Indiana that the Senate proceed with the consideration of 
the Dakota bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 967) to provide for the admis- 
sion of the State of Dakota into the Union and for the organization of 
the Territory of Lincoln. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, the bill now before the Senate pro- 
vides for the admission of that part of the present Territory of Dakota 
lying south of the forty-sixth parallel of north latitude as a State in the 
Union. It declares that Congress accepts and ratifies the constitution 
and Stete government which the people of that portion of the Territory 


have formed for themselves. It provides that the State shall be enti- 
tled, until the next census, to one tative in the House of Repre- 
sentatives. I may say in passing that according to the present appor- 
tionment the fraction in excess of the ratio of representation in Dakota is 
large enough to entitle her to two members of the House, and the peo- 
ple of Dakota have chosen two; but the committee decided not to sup- 
port this apparently just demand, but to ask the people of Dakota to be 
content for the present with a single Representative in the other House. 
The other provisions of the bill are quite similar to those which may 
be found in the enabling acts and in the acts admitting States into the 
Union. The bill, I think, is rather less liberal in its land grants than 
has been customary. 

I do not need to go further, I think, into the details of the bill. If 
this bill is to meet opposition, I take it for granted that it will not be 
upon these details, as to which, if there should be developed any differ- 
ences of opinion, they could undonbtedly be speedily adjusted. The 
division will undoubtedly be upon the main proposition of the bill, 
which is as I have stated, the admission of Dakota under the constitu- 
tion which her people have formed for themselves. 

Mr. President, I that the work of constituting an American 
State, of adding another member to our Union, is legislation of serious 
import. There are considerations affecting the body of the States 
which may be fairly taken into account, and on the other hand there 
are considerations affecting the people who dwell in these Territories 
that are of the utmost concern and urgency to them. So far as it isin 
my power in this discussion I shall consider temperately and fairly 
every objection which has been ages one to the admission of Dakota 
as affecting the general interests of our whole people, and also those 
objections which have been made to the methods which the people of 
Dakota have adopted. 

I agree that we may insist, indeed that we must insist, upon the 

ce of certain conditions as to area, population, productive capacity, 
wealth, and good disposition on the part of the people toward our in- 
stitutions when any community of our people residing in any of the 
Territories asks for admission to the Union of the States. But, Mr. 
President, if these conditions exist in the case of Dakota, then I insist 
that the principles of the Constitution, the obligations of treaty and 
public law, and the highest possible considerations of fairness and just- 
ice call upon us to give to these people the full enjoyment of all the 
— of American citizenship. 

. President, I invoke a candid, impartial, non-partisan considera- 
tion of the case of Dakota. I am somewhat encou: to make this 
appeal because of some things that were said in debate at the last ses- 
sion of Congress, and of some things that have been said to me in pri- 
vate conversation by my friends on the other side of this Chamber. I 
am sure that no Senator who hears me would be willing to admit that 
he could be influenced in his vote upon this bill by any mere considera- 
tion of party advan‘ or detriment. Ido not need to lift this discus- 
sion above that low e. Its own merit and importance part it from 
such low associations. At the last session of Congress, when we were 
discussing an enabling act for Dakota, the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. 
MORGAN | said: 


If those le decide that they want their Territory divided, and if they bring 
Todora, an pete which the Government of the United States is willing to ac- 
cept as one republican in form, then I shall never vote against the admission of 
that Territory as a State because it may turn out in the next Presidential eleo- 
tion or in any subsequent election to be a Republican State, I donot know how 
good I can make this pl by a mere statement of this kind in advance. I 
can only express the con’ ion of my own heart upon the matter, and I do it 
without reserve. 


It will be recollected that one of the objections which the Senator 
then to the bill was that it provided that the constitution of the 
new State should be submitted, not to Congress, but to the President 
of the United States, and that if found by him to be republican in form 
he should by proclamation declare the State admitted into the Union. 
Iam able now to meet that objection. The people of Dakota have 
presented their constitution, and I offer it to the Senator from Alabama 
and to those who then held that view with him for their consideration 
and judgment whether it is not republican not only in form but in 

irit. 


Now, Mr. President, I want to discuss, without any attempt at ora- 
tory, in a simple and argumentative way, the features of this case as it 
is presented to the Senate and to the people of the United States. 
There are two solemn com to which the people of Dakota appeal; 
one is the treaty of 1803 with France under which we acquired this 
territory now called Dakota; the other is the ordinance of 1787, the ben- 
efits of which by public law have been extended to the people of that 
Territory. 

Let me revive the recollection of Senators as to the provisions of this 
treaty and of that ordinance. The treaty with France contained this 
provision: 

Art. 3. The inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be incorporated in the 
Union of the United States, and admitted as soon as possible, according to the 
principles of the Federal Constitution, to the enjoyment of all the rights, ad- 
VAN and immunities of citizens of the United States, and in the mean time 
they be maintained and protected in the free Ooyama of their liberty, 
property, and the religion which they profess, (8 Stat. L., page 202.) 


An appeal has been made and sustained in behalf of other States 
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based upon this article of the treaty. When the State of Arkansas ap- 
plied for admission into the Union, the advocates of her admission 
rested her claims upon this treaty stipulation. But thisisnot the only 

tee of Dakota. The ordinance of 1787 relating originally to the 
northwestern territory as ceded to the General Government by Vir- 
ginia, has by subsequent acts been extended from time to time to other 
territory not acquired under that cession. The fifth article of that 
ordinance was as follows: 


And whenever any of thesaid States shall have 60,000 free inhabitants therein 
such State shall be admitted, by its delegates, into the Congress of the United 
States, on an equal footing with the original Statesin all respects whatever, and 
shall be at liberty— 

T call the Senate’s attention— 


and shall be at liberty to form a permanent constitution and State government : 
Pr , The constitution and government so to be formed shall be republican 
and in conformity to the principles contained in these articles ; and so far as it 
can be, consistent with the general interests of the confederacy, such admission 
shall be allowed at an earlier period and when there may be a less number of 
free inhabitants in the State than 60,000. 

Do I need to remind Senators that by these two solemn engagements, 
one taking the form of a treaty with a foreign power from which we 
were purchasing territory and stipulating in the interest of the people 
who did or should dwell within that territory, and the other a com- 
pact with one of the States of the Union in connection with the cession 
of a vast territory to the General Government and defining the uses of 
the grant, we have come under a high and imperious obligation to ad- 
mit Dakota asa State? Do I need to appeal to these compacts at all? 
Is there a Senator here who will dissent from the proposition that the 
contemplated purpose in the acquisition of all this territory was that 
it might be filled by intelligent and patriotic citizens, and that so soon 
as these communities should be sufficiently populous to enable them to 
bear the burdens of a State government and to exercise its duties, they 
should be admitted into the Union of the States? 

Mr. President, the idea of holding any body of our people permanently 
in a colonial relation to the General Government has always been dis- 
tasteful to the statesmen of this country. Mr. Madison, speaking upon 
this subject, said: 

The inhabitants of that district of country— 

He wasspeaking of the bill for the admission of Tennessee— 

The inhabitants of that district of country were at present in a degraded situ- 
ation; they were deprived of a right essential to freemen—the right of being 
represented in Congress. Laws were made without their consent, or by their 
consent in part only. An exterior power had authority over their laws; an ex- 
terior power appointed their executive, which was not ogous to the other 
parts of the United States, and not justified by anything but an obvious and im- 
perious necessity. He did not mean by this to censure the regulations of this 
provisional government, but he thought where there was doubt Congress ought 
to lean toward a decision which should give equal rights to every part of the 
American people. 

Mr. Gallatin, speaking upon the same subject, referred to them as 
being in a ‘‘colonial condition.” Mr. President, no one here can be- 
lieve for a moment that the descendants of the men of 1776 will submit 
as a permanent condition thus to have their laws made for them and 
their executives and judges appointed by an exterior power. Wemust 
remember who these people are; we must not forget the lessons of our 
own history; and if we do not, we shall not be impatient with these 
men who upon our frontier are now urgently demanding to be clothed 
with the right to select their own governors and judges and to make 
their own laws. 

Is there a Senator here who if his own political rights or those of his 
people were thus shorn, would not be impatiently demanding that they 
should be restored to him? These people were lately citizens of my 
State and of yours, Mr. President, there of a full citizenship, 
taking part in the choice of the Chief Executive of the nation, represented 
here in the Senate and on the floor of the other House, full participants 
in all the affairs of Government. They went upon the kindly invitation 
of this Government into that new region, and they carried with them 
there our solemn tee that in due time they should be reclothed 
with those political rights which they had enjoyed in the States. Butthe 
people of the Territories suffer not only these political disabilities, but 
they are deprived of many of the guarantees which a State constitu- 
tion throws about property and the affairs of human life. I have re- 
cently had my attention called to the fact that municipalities in many 
of our Territories, and even the Territories themselves, have been in- 
curring large and burdensome debts. In nearly all of our States our 
constitutions impose some limitation upon the power of these bodies 
toincur debts, and thus throw about property a safeguard which the 
people of the Territories do not possess. 

In the case of Dakota, as in the case of all our Territories, we pro- 
vided them at first with a legislative council of twelve members and a 
house of representatives of twenty-four members. We have in the case 
of Dakota been compelled to double the numberin each. We provide 
the Territories usually with three judges. We have been compelled in 
the case of Dakota to more than double the judiciary of the Territory, 
and at this very session the Senator from Arkansas has presented a bill 
to add iwo more Federal judges for that Territory. The factis, the ha- 
biliments of the Territorial government have become unsuited. There 
has been a development in population and wealth which makes this 
form of government burdensome and insufficient. A Territorial form 


of government is in its plan and purpose temporary. It is the best we 
can devise for a weak and scattered community, but to Dakota it has 
become inappropriate and burdensome. 

Mr. President, what are some of the conditions that we may reason- 
ably insist upon when one of these frontier communities asks to 
from a Territorial condition to the condition of a State in the American 
Union? Of course there must be sufficient area to constitute a State. 
The original areas of some of the original States were matters of chance. 
They were either land grants or some other form of colonial organiza- 
tion or attempt. But since we began the business of carving States out 
of the public domain let us see what has been from time to time the 
expressed judgment of Congress as to the appropriate size of a State. 
Look at Ohio, Indiana, Wisconsin, Michigan, Minnesota, Kansas, and 
Nebraska, We have in these States examples of what in the particu- 
lar cases was deemed by Congress to be a sufficient area for a State. 

Mr. President, does any one object that the area of South Dakota is 
insufficient to constitute a State? If that objection were held unten- 
able except it came from a Senator who represented a larger State than 
the proposed State of Dakota, there would be very few tò make the ob- 
jection. 

Dakota, divided upon the forty-sixth parallel, will give us south of 
that linea State having an area of about 77,000 square miles. Its great- 
est length north and south is about 430 miles, and its greatest width 
about 370 miles. In this connection the areas of some of the existing 
States are interesting. Alabama has 52,250 square miles. Will the 
Senators from that great State insist that Dakota, with 25,000 square 
miles more, istoosmall? Arkansas has 53,850 square miles. Will her 
Senators say that a State 24,000 square miles larger than Arkansas is too 
small? Florida has 58,680 square miles, about 20,000 square miles less 
raed ht ae Stateof Dakota. Georgia hasanareaof 59,475square 
miles. 

Ts a State nearly 20,000 square miles larger than Georgia inthe judg- 
ment of the distinguished Senators from that State too small a State? 
Illinois has a territory of 56,650 square miles. IsaState 21,000 square 
miles larger than the great State of Illinois too small a State? Indi- 
ana has a territory of 36,350 square miles. Is a State more than twice 
as large as Indiana to be objected to on the ground of her small area? 
Towa has an area of 56,025 square miles. Kentucky has 40,400 square 
miles, 37,000 square miles less than the proposed State of Dakota. 
Maine has an area of only 33,040 square miles, less by nearly 10,000 
square miles than one-half the area of the proposed State of Dakota. 
Mississippi has an area of 46,810 square miles. Do the Senators from 
Mississippi think that a State having an area 30,000 square miles larger 
than their own is too small? But I shall not pursue these compari- 
sons further. 

Dakota as defined by the bill will be the eighth State in size in the 
Union. I do not believe that I shall hear from any Senator who may 
oppose the passage of the bill an objection that the area of the State is 
not sufficient. Judged by what Congress has done from the time we 
began carving States out of a limitless territory, Dakota is possessed of a 
most ample area. Dakota is among the largest of the States thus con- 
stituted. 

I turn next, Mr. President, to consider the question of population, 
for I agree that it is not area but people that constitute a State. I find 
in examining the history of the admission of the States that there have 
been just two rules su in the case of States to which the provis- 
ions of the ordinance of 1787 applied. It has been argued by some of 
our ablest statesmen that we could not insist upon a population greater 
than 60,000, because that was the limit nominated in the ordinance. 
The only other limit that has been suggested by anybody in the frequent 
debates upon the subject is that the State should have at the time of 
admission a population equal to the ratio or unit of representation in 
the House of Representatives. 

From the report of the Committee on Territories which accompanies 
the bill I read an extract upon the subject. 

In the case of Kansas, Congress in terms declared, in view of the contingency 
of the rejection of the Lecompton constitution, that— 

“In that event the people of said Territory are hereby authorized and empow- 
ered to form for th ves a constitution and State government, by the name of 
the State of Kansas, according to the Federal Constitution, and may elect dele- 

tes for that purpose, whenever, and not before, it is ascertained by a census 
BE and Seale taken that the population of said Territory equals or exceeds 
the ratio of representation requi for amember of the House of Representa- 
tives of the Congress of the United Si » (11 Stats. L., 270). 

The friends of slavery did not venture to demand more, intent as they were 
upon the exclusion of as a free State. 

In his message to Congress (December 6, 1858), President Buchanan gives his 
hearty ye” ye this provision of the “‘ Eng! bill,” and urges thatit be made 
so This pica ow provision which Congress has applied to Kansas ought to be 
extended and rendered applicable to all Territories which may hereafter seek 
admission into the Union.” 

But here Mr. Buchanan was reminded of Oregon, a promising Joune Terri- 
tory, a majority of whose people were politically in accord with his adminis- 
tration, and though Oregon had Jess than half the population required by the 
rule, he suggests an exception in her case: 

“Of course [he says] it would be unjust to give this rule a retr tive ap- 
plication and exclude a State which, caine upon the yon practice of the Gov- 
ernment, has already formed its constitution, elected its Legislature and other 
officers, and is now prepared to enter the Union.” 

The President’s view was adopted, and in February following Oregon was 


admitted with a population of 44,630, while the existing ratio of representation 
was 93,492, 
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During the Forty-eighth Congress a bill embodying the requirement, as to all 
States Aerosia pk te 


tted, that they should have a population equal to the ratio 
of representation was favorably reported in the House, but was not acted upon. 


In the report made by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] in the 
Forty-seventh Congress upon the Dakota bill this was the rule he sug- 
gested, and when in debate I endeavored to induce him tosuggest what 
other rule he would apply, I failed to get any mse, 

I am speaking now solely as to population. I assume that all the 
other conditions are right. If asufficient population to entitle the peo- 
ple to one Representative in the lower House is not a sufficient popula- 
tion to entitle a Territory to admission, what is? Some fair and equal 
rule ought to be applied to all these cases, 

Dakota has by census south of the forty-sixth parallel 263,465, and 
north of that parallel 152,199 people. It had that number on the Ist 
day of June last by actual count. The returns of this census, taken 
under the act of Congress, have been certified to the Secretary of the 
Interior. South Dakota has 110,000 people more than the ratio of rep- 
resentation in the House of Representatives. I ask again, if this is 
not suficient population, what is? 

eee jes President, there isanother condition that we may insist upon. 
I think we may fairly inquire whether these people of Dakota who were 
counted in the census taken are ent settlers of the region in 
which they now dwell; whether they are there en, in avocations 
which insure permanency. It has been said that in one case we have 
admitted a State into the Union whose population did not have this 
character but whose employments and industries were transient and 


soon exhausted. 

Mr. President, wherever we have an agricultural population we have 
a permanent population. The people of Dakota arein great part a 
ple settled upon farms, tilling the soil—not digging in mines whose rich- 
ness may be marvelous to-day and whose treasures may be exhausted 
to-morrow, but drawing their sustenance out of that exhaustless mine, 
a rich soil, whose power may be under skillful husbandry recuperated 
and preserved. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate briefly to some of the statis- 
tics of production in the case of Dakota, There has been an impression 
that the farms of Dakota were held in vast bodies by afewpersons. The 
fact is that there are in south Dakota 50,237 farms, containing 3,754,864 
acres of tilled land. The average size of the farms in South Dakota is 
only 194acres, There was produced in the year 1885, 7,523,030 bushels 
of corn, South Dakota lies in considerable part within the corn belt. 
The same year there was produced nearly 13,000,000 bushels of wheat, 
over two millions and a quarter bushels of flax, and nearly 12,000,000 
bushels of oats. The value of the farms was $87,131,050; the value of 
the live stock was nearly $26,000,000; the value of the farm products 
was tlearly $18,000,000; and the assessment for taxation from which 
these figures are taken is exceedingly low. 

Ido not expect to be met by the suggestion from the opponents of 
the bill that Dakota has not within herself the ability to give employ- 
ment and support to its fair proportion of the increasing population of 
this country. We shall not, I think, hear the suggestion that there is 
danger that this State will dwindle away by reason of the exhaustion 
of its industries and sources of wealth. Ido not believe any candid 
man will have any trouble on that score. 

What has been the history of our great agricultural States? Take 
my own State and her sister States that lie on either side; what has 
been their history? One of continued growth. There has been no 
check, but a continuous p in population and in the accumulated 
wealth which their industries bring. What has been true in the case 
of these States will be true in the case of Dakota; no reason can be 
given why it should not be so. 

Mr. President, what is lacking? With an area that will place the 
State the eighth in size in the Union, with a population sufficient to 
entitle her to two Representatives in the lower House, with a product- 
ive capacity that is already demonstrated to be ter than that of 
many of the older States, what is needed? How we justify our- 
selves in denying to these people a full participation in the affairs of 
the Government ? 

I can think of no other condition that we may rightfully insist upon, 
except it be one already suggested, that her people shall be found to be 
in sympathy with the civilization of our country; that they shall bea 
patriotic people; that they shall not and do not cherish among them- 
selves any institution that is out of line with our Christian civilization. 
Some bitter things have been said about the people of Dakota, but I 
venture to say that the suggestion will not be heard in this debate that 
her people in their respect for the institutions of education and religion, 
in their devotion to good order, in their patriotic love for the Constitu- 
tion and flag of their country, are at a disadvantage in a comparison 
with the people of any State. 

It is true of Dakota, as it is of all our Northwestern States, largely set- 
tled since the war, that the men who came home after bearing the heat 
of that great conflict, the men who established the union of the States 
and brought back the banner of their country in triumph, have in large 
numbers found new homes within her borders. They accepted the 
kindly invitation of the Government, which ameliorated some of the land 
lawsin their interest. Kansas and Nebraska and Dakota have within 


their limits a larger per cent. of the men who helped to make the war for 
the Union successful than many of the older States. This circumstance 
may to some extent account for the fact that the people of Dakota have 
been restive and even resentful under what they have thought to be re- 
flections ae them. It is quite natural that those who by their cour- 
age rescued the institutions of their country and gave perpetuity to its 
Constitution and Government, should be restive under the suggestion 
that they shall now without reason be kept out of a full participation 
in its benefits. 

Mr. President, again I ask, what is lacking in the case of Dakota? 
I have heard it s ted that its great lack was that there were not 
enough Democrats in the Territory. I have not heard it here; it has 
been an outside and doubtless an unauthorized suggestion. It is one 
that I am sure no Senator will make here, for to coerce the free senti- 
ment of a people, to make the enjoyment of political rights contingent 
upon a political faith, is something that I am sure every Senator would 
feel to be discreditable. 

I hear the suggestion also, but not here, that we shall mate Dakota 
with some other Territory where the prevailing political sentiment is 
su to be of an opposite sort. Can we not get rid of this old and 
disreputable mating business? It grew outof slavery. It grew out of 
the fact that the men of the South felt that the institution of slavery 
was in peril, and that they could only preserve it by preservingan equi- 
librium between the free and the slave States. But slavery has gone, 
The issues that divide parties now are those of finance and revenue. 

Mr. President, for one I declare that without reference to the prevail- 
ing political sentiment of any of these Territories whose admission into 
the Union has been suggested, I am ready to consider and decide the 
guanom of their admission to the Union upon the same principles that 

apply to-day in the case of Dakota. No Territory applying for admis- 
sion, while I ama member of this body, no matter how strongly Demo- 
cratic sentiment may prevail in the Territory, shall have at my hands 
any other treatment than that fair treatment which I now ask for Dakota. 

the n conditions for the safe creation of a State are here, 
what is the next objection? It is one of methods. It is said Dakota 
has pursued an unusual and even disorderly course, and that we can 
not, without establishing a bad precedent, admit her under the constitu- 
tion she has formed. . 

I propose to goto the precedents in these cases, and if I do not parallel 
the case of Dakota in every particular until the opponents of this meas- 
ure are unable to mention asingle circumstance of distinction between 
the case of Dakota and the case of the admission of other States, then I 
have failed altogether to read aright the legislative history of the ad- 
mission of the States. 

What has been done by the people of Dakota? Anactof the Terri- 
torial Legislature was passed last March providing for a constitutional 
convention and apportioning the members of the convention fairly ac- 
cording to population throughout that part of the Territory south of 
the forty-sixth parallel. The act was passed unanimously in the coun- 
cil, 20 votes being recorded in the affirmative and none in the negative. 
The vote in the House was 33 in the affirmative and 7 in the negative. 
The sentimentin favor of the movement was practically unanimous in a 
Legislature made up of representatives from all parts of the present 
Territory. 

I do not stop to discuss the legal effect of that law. It is not impor- 
tant that we should waste time over that subject. It is snook to say 
that in the cases of four, five, or six of the States that course been 
taken. Itis enough to know that it methodized and formulated the 
proceedings of the convention, and threw about all its acts if not the 
sanction at least the forms of law. 

The next step was the election of delegates to the convention and the 
gathering of those delegates in convention. The result of their work 
was the constitution now laid before the Senate. It was submitted to 
a popular vote and ratified. The abstract of the vote, which is submit- 
ted with the constitution, shows that there were 25,226 votes in favor 
of the constitution and 6,565 votes against it, making a total vote of 
31,791. 

I do not think I ought to stop to discuss the provisions of the consti- 
tution itself. We are not here to make a constitution for Dakota, We 
have the right to insist upon certain necessary articles of compact, as 
has been the custom in the case of all the States; we have a right to 
im conditions with reference to the grants of school and other lands 
which the Government gives to the State; but I take it I shall find no 
Senator here, and particularly no Senator on the other side of the Cham- 
ber, who will insist that it is our duty to go through the provisions 
of this constitution and to vote for or against the admission of the 
State as we think the provisions of the constitution are wise or unwise. 
These people are to live under the constitution, not we. They have 
framed it; we know that it meets their wishes, and we must believe 
that it meets their wants. 

It will be found that with reference to school lands the constitution 
contains most conservative and wise provisions. In article 8 it is pro- 
vided: 


Sec. 2. All proceeds of the sale of public lands that have heretofore been or 
may hereafter be given by the United States for the use of public schools in the 
State; all such per centum as may be granted by the Uni States on the sales 
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of public lands; the proceeds of all property that shall fall to the State b 
arger Bonadi at Geir, the terms of the gift; and all property otherwise 
parate SARNO poodle: be and 3 


the State. e principal shall forever remain inviolate, and ma: 
ialt horor bs dinintehed: and the DCO SPRI make good 
which may in any manner occur, 


With reference to the sale of the school lands it is provided: 


Sec. 4. After one year from the assembling of the first lature, the lands 
granted to the State by the United States for the use of public schools may be 
sold the following condi and no other: Not more than one-third of 
all lands shall be sold within the first five years, and no more than two- 
thirds within the first fifteen years after the title thereto is vested in the State, 
and the Legislature shall, subject to the provisions of this article, provide for the 
sale 


of the same, 
SEC. 5. No lands shall be sold for less than the appraised value and in no case 
for less than $10 an acre, unless after the year A. D, 1900 two consecutive Legisla- 
tures concur in a law otherwise be ae seep The purchaser shall pay one-fourth 


of the price in cash and the remaining three-fourths as follows: One-fourth in 


be 
losses thereo! 


government. 


est subdivisions. All lands desi; 
raisal, shall be reappraised 

ded before they are sold, 

The compact with the United States will be found in article 22, and 

is as follows: 

The following article shall be irrevocable without the consent of the United 
States and the ple of this State: First, that fect toleration of religious 
sentimentshall eaea ae noinhabitant of this State shallever be molested 
in or property on account of his or her mode of religious worship; sec- 
Guay. that the e inhabiting this State do agree and declare that = for- 

i tand title to the unappropriated public lands of the United 


ted for sale not sold within four years after 
a y the board of appraisal as hereinbefore pro- 
v 


ever disclaim al 

States lying within the State, and that the same shall be and remain at the sole 
and pe by tion of the United States and that the lands belo to citi- 
zens of the United States resi without this State shall never be taxed higher 
than the lands belonging to ents thereof, and that no taxes shall be imposed 
by ths Mista. on Aenda ox peopanty Setola belomates: to, 08 whieh anny haranak 
be purchased by the U; 


We have in this compact everything that has been contained in the 
compacts made with the other States. 

As to the method pursued, I havealready, I think, called attention to 
the fact that in section 32 of the schedule of the constitution it is ex- 
pressly provided that all of the steps taken by Dakota in the formation 
of this constitution and in the election of her State officers shall be de- 
pendent upon the action of Congress in admitting the State into the 
Union; that not one further step is to be taken. In other words, that 
Dakota has simply made herself ready and stands now at the door of 
Congress asking that act which shall constitute her a State. Section 
32 is as follows: 

Sxc. 22, Nothing in this constitution or schedule contained shall be construed 
to authorize the Teclsisaace to exercise any powers except such as are neces- 


sary to its organization, to elect United States Senators, to provide and pass 
means measures necessary, , and incident to admission to the 
Union and to assemble and reassemble and adjourn from time to time; neither 
to authorize any officer of the executive or administrative departments to exer- 
cise ay powers of his office except such as may be ape yras and incident to 
admission to the Union; nor to authorize any officer of the Judiciary Depart- 
ment to exercise any of the duties of his office until the State of Dakota shall 
have been regularly admitted into the Union, except such as may be authorized 
by the Congress of the United States. 


I do not stop to discuss the proposition whether she is a State. Ido 
not know how any community can become a State of the Union with- 
out the consent of Congress. Dakota may well take up the lan, 
of the appeal that was made in behalf of California. It was said for 
the people of that State: 


a con- 
be con- 


Let us look now at some of the precedents. It has been said that 
the case of Dakota is the first case where the people of a part of a Ter- 
ritory have undertaken for themselves to carve out a certain portion of 
an organized territory and to organize it into a State. Thatis not true, 
Mr. President. In the case of California, as I had occasion to remark 
the other day, there never was any act of Congress assigning any limits 
or boundaries to California, California never had any civil Territorial 
organization nor any enabling act. The bounds of that State were first 
defined by its own constitutional convention. 

But a still more instructive and in’ ing case is that of Iowa. 
Towa proceeded without any enabling act and proposed to Congress the 
following boundaries: 

Beginning in the middle of the main channel of the Mississippi River, opposite 
the mouth of the Des Moines River; thence up the said eieerbes Moines, in the 
middle of the main channel thereof, to a point where it is intersected by the old 
Indian boundary line or line run by John ©, Sullivan in the 1816; thence 
westwardly said line to the “old north corner ri;™ thence 
due west to the middle of the main channel of the Missouri River; thence up in 


the middle of the main channel of the river last mentioned to the mouth of 


the Sioux or Calumet River; thence in a direct line to the middle of the main 
channel of the Saint Peter’: 


Mississippi River; thence 
of said river to the place of beginning. 

In other words, Iowa proposed torun her lines up to the Saint Peter’s 
River, down that river to Fort Snelling, and down the Mississippi River 
to its present southern boundary. She presented to Congress a consti- 
tution framed by the people of that partof the Territory. Atthattime 
the Territory of Iowa embraced a large extent of country to the north- 
west of the lines proposed, being now parts of Minnesota and the ek 
ent Territory of Dakota. There is a perfect parallel to what was done 
in the case of Dakota. When this constitution was presented Congress 
declined to admit the State of Iowa with those limits, and assigned 
certain other limits embracing an area smaller than the present State. 

Mr. BUTLER. If it does not interfere with the Senator, I should 
like just there to ask him a question: Do I understand him to state 
that Iowa had not an enabling act? 

Mr. HARRISON. Iowa had no enabling act. Iowa did just what 
Dakota has done; she proposed to organize a State out of a part of the 


ev territory then constituting the Territory of Iowa. That is the point I 


am making. Congress refused to admit Iowa with these bounds, and 
suggested certain other bounds. I have had them marked off here 
upon an old map in order that Senators might see exactly the bounds 
by Iowa and the bounds proposed by Congress. The ori, 
inal constitution of Iowa proposed the boundaries that I have just read. 
Congress proposed in return to Iowa that she should accept the bound- 
aries indicated here [indicating], as Senators will see a much smaller 
area than that at present embraced within the State. The peopleof Iowa 
rejected that proposition by a popular vote, and then again, without 
any enabling act, proposed to Congress the present boundaries of the 
State, and was admitted with those boundaries. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] reminds me that while his 
State had an enabling act, yet that the boundaries suggested by it em- 
braced a much larger area than was finally proposed by the State in the 
constitution. which was accepted and ratified by Congress. It ap- 
pears, then, that Kansas did not proceed upon the enabling act and or- 

ing to the bounds suggested in it, but ibed smaller 
boundaries for herself which were accepted by Congress. 

Mr. INGALLS. The original boundaries of Kansas extended from 
the Missouri River on the north to the summit of the Rocky Mount- 
ains, thence running south along the crest of the mountains to its 
present southern boundary, and thence eastward to the point where the 

now terminates. I was a member of the convention that 
framed the constitution atW yandotte, under which the State was admit- 
ted into the Union on the 29th of January, 1861, and that convention 
amputated more than one-third of the western portion of the then ex- 
isting Territory of Kansas, and in our ordinance, which was 
preliminary to the constitution, that we should be admitted with those 
boundaries, and they were accepted by Congress without question, and 
now constitute the area of the State. 

Mr. HARRISON. I am very much obliged to the Senator from 
Kansas for this contribution. I was attempting to meet the proposi- 
tion, which seems to me the last refuge of some of those who are at- 
tacking the proceedings of Dakota, that Congress had not suggested 
any boundaries for the State; that the only suggested boundaries were 
the present boundaries of the Territory of Dakota, and that the people 
were guilty of disorderly and unprecedented conduct in proposing to 
constitute a State out of something less than the present Territory of 
Dakota. It appears that we have precedents for this course all about 
us, and why should it not beso? It isa mere proposition from the 
people to Congress to be admitted with certain bounds. It is compe- 
tent for to accept or reject, but it is certainly not disrespect- 
ful or disorderly in the people of the Territory to propose not only 
boundaries buta constitution. 

We have a case now before us of a Democratic Territory that without 
an enabling act has adopted and presented to Congress a State consti- 
tution. It is presented by a Democratic Senator, my colleague. This 
constitution of Montana was adopted two years ago and not previonsly 
submitted to Congress. The people of the Territory in the exercise of a 
popular right assembled, framed a constitution, and now present it for 
our consideration, and I stop to say thatit shall have my respectful con- 
sideration and just such treatmentasI askin the case of Dakota. The 
memorial accompanying it comes to us signed by the Democratic gov- 
ernorof the Territory of Montana, recently appointed, and by the Delegate 
in the lower House of Congress, also a Democrat, and by other distin- 
guished Democrats of that Territory. I have not heard it suggested 
that there was anything disorderly or unprecedented or that called for 
prelimi inquiry in the fact that Montana has thus presented her 
claims for admission. 

The Senator from Alabama at the last Congress, in the extract which 
I read at the beginning of my remarks, expressed his willingness to 
abide by the opinion of the people of the Territory as to whether there 
ought to be a division. I wish to call attention now to what has been 
done expressive of a settled wish of the people that the Territory should 
be divided upon the line proposed. There has been no popular vote 
on the subject except the vote onthe constitution. If the Senator from 
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Alabama or any other Senator is sincerely desirous to know what the 
sentiment of the eof Dakota upon the question of division is, then 
I call his attention first to the fact that the people of South Dakota, by 
a majority of 18,661 out of a total vote of 31,791, have declared in favor 
of division. This leaves no doubt as to what the sentiment of the 
people of South Dakota is upon the question of division. As to what 
the sentiment of the people north of the forty-sixth is on this 
subject I call attention to the fact that from the year 1871 down to the 
year 1885, I priora wae the omission of a single session, the people 
of that Territory, ugh their Legislature, have been memorializing 
Congress for a division upon the forty-sixth parallel. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Has the Senator any data which authorize him to 
state what proportion of the actual voters residing within South Dakota 
participated in the election? 

Mr. HARRISON. I am not able to answer the question exactly. 
The total vote of the whole of Dakota at the last election was about 
85,000. I suppose there must be in the neighborhood of 50,000 voters 
in South Dakota, and of that 50,000 nearly 32,000 participated in the 
vote upon the constitution. I am glad to be inquired of as to any of 
these matters. I will say to the Senator from reba tpe younger ay 
taken the pains to examine the votes given in some of the other Terri- 
tories for their State constitutions, and I venture to say that he will not 
find a larger vote, a larger majority, or a larger per cent. of the total 
yoting population represented in the adoption of any constitution that 
was ever adopted in any other Territory i to its admission 
to the Union. I have especially looked into the cases of Iowa and Mis- 
souri. : 

I was about to call attention to what the people of Dakota have said 
to Congress on the subject of division. The desire for and expectation 
of division has entered into much of their legislation. You can scarcely 
pickupa volume of the session laws of the Territory of Dakota from 1871 
to this time that does not contain some expression of the opinion not only 
that division was desirable, but thatit would certainly come about. All 
of the educational institutions of Dakota have been established with a 
direct reference to division. The bondsissued to build them have been 
designated by law to be paid by the southern portion of the Territory, 
or by the northern portion, according to their location, when the Terri- 
tory should be divided. 

As early as January, 1871, a memorial was unanimously adopted by 
the Territorial or ture Praying, Congress to divide Dakota upon the 
forty-sixth parallel of latitude and to organize two Territorial govern- 
ments for the people. In December, 1872, another memorial asking a 
division of the Territory was adopted by the Territorial Legislature, 
the vote in the council for the memorial being unanimous, and in the 
house 21 to 4. In December, 1874, the Legislature again adopted a 
memorial to Congress, praying for the passage of a bill dividing the 
Territory upon the forty-sixth parallel and organizing the north part 
thereof into a Territory, to be called Pembina. The vote upon this 
memorial was unanimous in the house, and in the council 12to 1. In 
January, 1877, another memorial asking the same relief was passed 
without a dissenting vote in either branch of the Legislature. 

In 1881 the Legislature adopted a memorial praying Congress to di- 
vide Dakota into three Territories. This was loe in the house by 
a majority of 1, and in the council by a majority of 6. 

In February, 1885, another memorial was adopted by the Legislature 
praying for the passage of the bill for the division of the Territory upon 
the forty-sixth 
of that lineas a State. This memorial referred to the bill which passed 
the Senate in the Forty-eighth Congress. The vote in the Territorial 
Lamers in favor of the adoption of this memorial was unanimous in 

h branches. I quote one paragraph of this memorial: 


And altho the people of all Dakota are earnestly in favor of admission of 
the southern half as a State, still they will hail with joy division only, and ifask- 
ing for admission ofthe southern half as a State in any manner delay divis- 
ion, then we earnestly request division, without the admission prayed for, at the 
earliest possible time. 

If legislative bodies are representative bodies, the opinion of the peo- 
ple can not be in doubt. 

I have called the attention of the Senator from Alabama to the ex- 
pression of the people of the southern portion of the Territory in the 
vote I e peaton Gar his attention now to this series of 
memorials, running through fourteen years, from the Legislature of 
that Territory, asking for division, and I respectfully suggest that such 
a unanimity of expression from eight or ten Legislatures is conclusive 
as to popular opinion in the whole Territory. 

Mr. CONGER. They were from North Dakota as well. 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes; themembers of those Legislatures, of course, 
were from North Dakota as well as South Dakota. Isuggested that the 
laws of the Territory were so full of expressions upon this subject that 
you could scarcely pick up a copy of the session laws of the Territory 
without finding it. I have references to some of these laws. In the 
session of 1885, in an act to establish a school of mines, to be located in 
South Dakota, it is provided: 

Tn ease of a division of the Territo i 
which said school of mines is loonted’after suc aivisios okatt pinot A A jf 
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all bonds and coupons existing at the time by reason of the erection of the build- 
ing herein provided for. 

I have here a dozen or fifteen such extracts from the session laws of 
Dakota, running back to 1871. each of these laws, providing 
for the establishment of educational institutions, of penal institutions, 
of benevolent insti runs this uniform ision that when the 
Territory is divided the debt, if any remains, be assumed and paid 
by South or North Dakota, as the case may be. 

I wish to disabuse the minds of Senators of the idea, if any such 
opinion ils, that this is a party question in the Territory of Da- 
kota. have in my hand a memorial to the i of Dakota 
praying for the passage of the Territorial act which provided for the 
constitutional convention. It is signed, among others, by Hon. Bart- 
lett Tripp, one of the very foremost lawyers of Dakota and one of the 
leading and most influential Democrats in that Territory, a gentleman 
who has been appointed by the present Administration, in recognition 
of his high standing as a lawyer and as a Democrat, chief-justice of the 
Territory of Dakota. I have a memorial signed by him, and I read an 
extract from the opening part of it: 


France, 1808, by was acqu 
wishes of all its people, as evinced by the passed by the Legislature of 1831, 
for a constitutional convention; by the votes of the people of South Dakota at 
the Huron and Sioux Falls 
lican Democratic conventions of 1884, demand in the strongest terms the di- 
care of the Territory and the admission of the southern half as a State of the 

ion. 


conventions of 1883; by the resolutions of the Repub- 

There is an expression signed hy men whose influence and position, 
whose opportunities to know public sentiment in the Territory, can 
not be questioned, declaring thatit is practically the unanimous senti- 
ments of both sections of the Territory. 

I come now to refer to some of the precedents in connection with the 
admission of the States. I have tried to establish the proposition that 
all of the conditions that could be insisted upon by Congress as neces- 
sary to the admission of a State, area, population, productive capacity, 
a good and loyal disposition on the part of its people, exist in the case 
of Dakota. I have undertaken to show that the overwhelming senti- 
ment of her people as expressed by resolutions, memorials to Congress, 
by the acts of her Legislature, and by the platforms of the political con- 
ventions of both parties in Dakota, is in favor of division. If this be 
so, has she pursued such a course in framing and submitting her con- 
stitution as entitles her to respectful attention at the hands of Congress ? 
I shall not attempt to bring out all the incidents connected with the 
admission of the States that have formed constitutions for themselves 
without an enabling act. I call the attention of Senators to the full 
discussion of this matter in the report submitted by the committee. 

Tennessee is the first case inorder of time. Tennessee is ably repre- 
sented here by Senators of her choice. May I not ask those distin- 
guished Senators whether they are prepared to sayin the case of Dakota 
that the method of procedure adopted by their ancestors, by those 
brave, fearless, and able men who organized a State government for 
Tennessee under which they came into the Union of the States, is so 
disorderly, so i , 50 disrespectful to Congress that they will vote 
for the rejection of Dakota. Tennessee bya popular movement called 
a constitutional convention formed a constitution and elected State 
officers. The account of her further proceedings is thus given in 
Hough’s American Constitutions: 

Their labors being completed, on the 6th of February an e: copy was 

and passed; on the an engrossed copy was fo: to the President, 
with a notification that on the 28th day of March, at which time the Legislature 
would meet to act on the constitution, the temporary government established 
by Congress would cease. 

Dakota has sent no such message as that here. On the other hand, 
Dakota comes and says, ‘‘ Your Territorial government will continue its 
authority unimpaired over us without any resistance on our part until 
Congress has favorably acted upon our application for admission as a 
State;’’? Tennessee announced to the General Government thatona given 
day she would put her State government into operation, and that the 
power and control of the Territorial government organized by Congress 
would cease on that day. 

. General Washi then President of the United States, having re- 
ceived an ea hed the constitution of Tennessee accompanied 
by the message to which I have referred, did not get into any state of 
alarm as to the loyalty of the people of Tennessee; he did not rebuke 
them; he did not suggest that there was a taint of revolution or a sug- 
gestion of secession in the movement, but taking the constitution 
adopted by the people he transmitted it to Congress accompanied by a 
message, Let me read that message. It is as follows: 

GENTLEMEN OF THE SENATE AND OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES: By 
an act of ype, alin eau on the 26th of May, 1790, it was declared that the in- 
habitants of the tory of the United States south of the river Ohio should en- 
joy all the privileges, benefits, and advantages set forth in the ordinance of Con- 
gress for the government of the territory of the United States northwest of the 
river Ohio; and that the government of said territory south of the Ohio should 
be similar to that which was then exercised in the territory northwest of the 
Ohio, except so far as was otherwise provided in the conditions expressed in an 
act of Congress passed the 2d of April, 1790, entitled “An act to accept a cession 
pie ianea State of North ina to a certain district of western terri- 
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Note now what President Washington said: 
Among the priviages beneta, and advantages thus secured to the inhabitants 


of the torsion sou the river Ohio appear to be the right of forming pi ro 


manent constitution and State government, and of admission asa 

Delegates, into the Congress of the United States on an equal footing the 
original States in all res whatever when it should have therein 60,000 free 
inhabitants: Provided, The constitution and government so to be formed should 
be republican, and in conformity to the principles contained in the articles of 
the said ordinance. 

As proofs of the several requisites to entitle the Territory south of the river 
Ohio to be admitted as a State into the Union, Governor Blount has transmitted 
a return of the enumeration of its inhabitants, and a printed copy of the consti- 
tution and form of government on which they have agreed, which, his 
letters accompanying the same, are herewith laid before on 


Unrrep STATES, April 8, 1796. 


President Washington argues that these people, under the ordinance 
of 1787, had the absolute right to initiate proceedings and form a State 
government, and notwithstanding their memorial was accompanied by 
the peremptory suggestion which I have stated he does not stop to re- 
buke or criticise that at all, but, so far as he might, promoted the ad- 
mission of the State. 

May I not appeal in behalf of Dakota to those Senators on this floor 
who represent a State which was thus received into the union of the 
United States, not to assume an unfriendly attitude toward one that 
comes without any suggestion of a termination of the control of the 
Territorial government, but comes submissively, having offended in 
nothing except that it has organized for itself a constitution and State 
government? I appeal with confidence to those who represent Ten- 
nessee upon this floor not to deny to the people of Dakota that which 
was cheerfully given to the e of their own State, and not to stig- 
matize the conduct of those brave men who formed the great State of 
Tennessee by voting here that the proceedings of Dakota are disrespect- 
ful or disorderly. I pause to suggest here that among the defenders 
of the course of Tennessee, among those who voted for her admission 
to the Union, was Wade Hampton, of South Carolina, in the House of 
Representatives, and Senator Butler, of the same State, in the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not understand the Senator. What was the 
proposition ? 

Mr. HARRISON. The hy ered was to admit Tennessee under the 
constitution she had formed for herself, and if I have not misread the 
records of the vote upon this question Wade Hampton, of South Caro- 
lina, in the House, and Senator Butler, of the same espe ar Sen- 
ate, sustained the course of Tennessee and voted for her ission. 

Mr. HAMPTON. May I interrupt the Senator a moment to ask him 
what date that was? 

Mr. HARRISON. I beg to assure the Senator from South Carolina 
who sits farthest from me that I was not suggesting that he in his own 
person voted upon the question of the admission of Tennessee. I was 
referring to a venerated ancestor of his whose example I was commend- 
ing to him, 

A good deal has been said about the revolutionary conduct of the 
people of Dakota. Let me read what Mr. Gallatin said in the case of 
Tennessee. He said: 


ASHINGTON. 


The ple of the Southwestern Territory became ipso facto a State the mo- 
ment they amounted to 60,000 free inhabitants, and that it became the duty of 
Congress, as such and to t 


of the original com: to recognize them 
them into the Union whenever they had satisfactory proof of the fact. 

My friend from Missouri, who announced the other day that he dif- 
fered with Mr. Benton ay aa differed with him still, will find him- 
self, before we get through, differing with a great many other able states- 
men who have di this question in Congress. Mr. Gallatin is 
one. The Senator from Missouri does not need to produce the fugitive 
utterance of some one in a pamphlet issued in Dakota asserting the doc- 
trine that Dakotaisa State. I have read what Mr. Gallatin said in the 
case of Tenn that, under the ordinance of 1787, when 60,000 free 
inhabitants were found within a Territory it became ipso facto a State, 
and did not need to wait for the recognition of Congress to have a de 
facto existence as a State. 

The case of Michigan is full of interest. Michigan practically over- 
turned the Territorial government. Having called her constitutional 
convention, adopted her constitution, and elected her governor and 
judges, she put that government in operation and virtually suspended 
the function of all officers sent there under the Territorial organization. 
It is worth while to see how they presented themselves to Congress. 
The communication which these gentlemen from Michigan sent to the 
President of the United States was as follows: 

WASHINGTON, December 9, 1835. 
from 


ober, . 
We have the honor to be, with the highest respect, your most obedient servants, 
: - JOHN NORVELL. 
LUCIUS LYON. 
ISAAC E. CRARY. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 


This communication was addressed to the President of the United 
States, Andrew Jackson. Instead of taking fright at the fact that these 
people spoke of the State of Michigan, as seems to be the disposition in 


some quarters here, Andrew Jackson transmits the certified copy of the 
constitution submitted to him with this communication to Con 

and in his message makes an argumentin favor of the right of the State 
to organize. Here is his message. I read only part of it: 

The territory comprised within these limits being part of the district of coun- 

described in the ordinance of the 13th of Jay. 1787, which povides thes 
whenever any of the States into which the same should be divided should have 
60,000 free inhabitants, each State should be admitted by its delegates “into the 
Congress of the United States on an equal footing with the original States in all 
respects whatever, and shall be at liberty to form a permanent constitution and 
State government, provided the constitution and government so to be formed 
shall be republican and in conformity to the principles contained in these arti- 
cles,” &e., the inhabitants thereof have, d the present year, in pursuance 
of the right secured by the ordinance, formed a constitution and vern- 
ment. Thatinstrument, together with various other documents peier there- 
with, has been transmitted to me for the purpose of being laid before Congress, 
to whom the powerand duty of admitting new States into the Union exclusively 
appertains; and the whole are herewith communicated for your early decision, 

_So it appears that Andrew Jackson presented to the Senate a commu- 
nication in which certain persons described themselves as ‘‘ Senators 
from the State of Michigan,” not only withoutany criticism but accom- 
panied by an argument that the people of Michigan had a right to or- 
ganize a State government and elect Senators, and that it was the duty 
of Con to admit them. 

I called attention the other day to the fact that the credentials of 
these Senators were presented by Mr. Benton to the Senate of the 
United States, and that the entry made in our Journal was as follows* 

Mr. Benton presented the credentials of the Hon. Lucius Lyon and the Hon, 
John Norvell, elected by the ture of Michigan Senators from that State, 
which were read, Mr. ton then moved that seats be assigned to Mr. Lyon 
and Mr. Norvell on the floor of the Senate until the decision of the question of 
their admission as Senators, 

I shall not stop to read what was said by man fates Grae Dem- 
ocrats upon the question of the admission of Michigan. t me quote 
an extract from Mr. Buchanan: 

I think their course is clearly justifiable— 

Senators will recollect what the course of Michigan had been, and 
how it contrastsand how far it goes beyond the necessities of the argu- 
ment for Dakota— 

I think their course is clearly justifiable, but if there isanything wrong or un- 
usual in it it is to be attributed to the neglect of Congress. 

For three years they have been rapping at your door, and asking for the con- 
sent of Congress to form a constitution, and for admission into the Union; but 
their petitions have not been heeded, and haye been treated with neglect. Not 
being able to be admitted in the way they have sought, they have been forced 
to take their own course, and stand upon their rights—rights secured to them 
by the Constitution and a solemn irrepealable ordinance (of 1787). 

They have taken a census of the Territory ; they have formed a constitution, 
elected their officers, and the whole machinery of a State government is ready 
to be put in operation; they are only awaiting your action. Having assumed 
this attitude they now demand admission as a matter of right; they demand it 
as an act of justice at your hands. 

Are they now to be repelled, or to be told that they must retrace their ste 
and come into the Union in the way they first sought to do, but could not obtain 
the sanction of Congress? 

In fear of the consequences of such a decision, I tremble at an act of such in- 

ustice.—Benton’s Thirty Years’ View, volume 1, page 629, 

Mr. Buchanan’s remarks are very pertinent to the case of Dakota. 
Having refused to give Dakota an enabling act, now that she has formed 
a constitution and submitted it to us, shall she be repelled and told to 
take a course which she would have willingly adopted if Congress had 
allowed her to do it? 

Attention was called the other day by the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Vest] to a decision reported in 5 Howard’s Reports, the case of 
Scott vs. Jones, and to a dissenting opinion in the case of Mr. Justice 
McLean. I want to read an extract from Justice McLean’s opinion: 


he ut until 
government remains unimpaired. 

I do not controvert the conclusion of the distinguished judge. Prob- 
ably at the time he spoke, if we consider only those Territories that 
went through a Territorial form of organization, he was right in saying 
that an enabling act was the more usual form. It would scarcely be 
true now. x 

Mr. President, the case of California is an exceedingly instructive 
one. California had asked for a Territorial gorenmens for some form 
of civil government, and Congress had denied it, or failed to provide 
it. California had only a military government. Brigadier-General 
Riley, then in command of the troops, was acting as governor, and H, 
W. Halleck, then a captain in the Army of the United States, as see- 
retary of state. Congress having failed ved provida a civil government 
for yee sep the President of the United States sent a gentleman to 
Califo to stimulate the people of that Territory to organize a State 

yvernment for themselves, to suggest to them that they should do it. 
fa pursuance of that ion a convention was by proclama- 
tion of General Riley, attested by Captain Halleck as secretary of state, 
a convention was held, a constitution formed and submitted to Con- 


gress. 
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The people exercised their sovereign and ultimate right upon the 
pars rio of e RR mem formed ae not only withoutan 
enabling act but without even a preliminary Territorial organization— 
without any su ion from Congress as to what should be the limits 
of the State if a State was to be organized. 

William M. Gwin and John C. Frémont, as Senators, presented to 
Congress, in September, 1850, a memorial for admission into the Union. 
If it is worth while to discuss mere matters of phraseology, as the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] seemed to suggest, I 
call attention to that memorial, which opens as follows: 


‘The undersigned, Senators and Representatives elect from the State of Califor- 
nia, have the honor, in pursuance of the requirement in the constitution recently 
adopted by her people for her government as a taser ee lay before your honor- 
able bodies cert copies of said constitution, together with their credentials, 
and to request, in the name of the people of California, the admission of the State 
of California into the American Union, 


There did not seem to be as much sensitiveness then as now upon the 
question of receiving a memorial from the people of a Territory who 
had initiated proceedings for a State organization. Themessageof Pres- 
ident Taylor, transmitting this constitution to Congress, was very brief. 
He simply said: 

To the Senate of the United States: 
I transmit herewith to the Senate, for the information of that body, an authen- 


ticated copy of the constitution of the State of California, receiv by me from 
Hon, William M. Gwin. 
Z. TAYLOR. 


Wasuiroroy, D. C., February 13, 1850. 


In this connection there is an interesting bit of history, which was 
new to me and may be new to other Senators. It seems that the same 
suggestion that was made to the people of Caliiornia, that they should 
organize a government for themselves, was also made by President Tay- 
lor to the people of New Mexico. Letters were written to the military 
governor there suggesting to him that he should support we ov 
there in a movement to organize a civil government in New Mexico. 
It will be remembered that Texas claimed part of the territory now em- 
braced within the organized Territory of New Mexico. 

The governor of Texas sent into that region an agent with a view of 
organizing counties and establishing the control of the civil authorities 
of Texas there. When he got there he found that the military officer 
representing the United States was suggesting and forwarding a move- 
ment for a State organization. The result of that was a letter ad- 
dressed by the governor of Texas to the President of the United States, 
which was answered by Mr. Webster, then Secretary of State, after the 
death of President Taylor. I want to read simply an extract or two 
from what Mr. Webster said in defense of the course that was taken by 
the President. Senators will understand we had there no Territorial 
civil organization at all. It was a suggestion that the people, exercis- 
ing their fundamental right, should organize for themselves without 
any enabling act of Congress a State government and submit it for the 
approval of Congress. Mr, Webster said: 

In answer, therefore, to your first inte tory, namely, whether Colonel 


Monroe, in issuing the proclamation refe: to, acted under the orders of this 
Government, the Presi ent directs me to state that Colonel Monroe's proclama- 
Hon Sp ' to ase oe a gr Aap ae ora in omg may ot an os 

e of instructions given by the chic | ar, under authority 
the late President, to Lieutenant-Colonel M: 1. Of this order, which bears 
date on the 19th of November, 1849, your excellency was undoubtedly informed 
at the date of your letter. A full and accurate copy, however, is attached 
this communication, Colonel McCall is therein instructed that if the people of 
New Mexico, for whom Congress pro no government, should manifest 
a wish to take any steps to establish a government for themselves and appl 
for admission into the Union, it will he his duty and the duty of others wrth 
whom he is associated, not to thwart but to advance their wishes. 


I read another extract: 


The treaty, in perfect accordance with ber igre yom of General Kearney. 
declared that the Mexicans remaining in this territory should be incorporated 
into the Union of the United Sta and be admitted at the proper time (to be 
judged of by the Congress of the United States) to an enjoyment of all the rights 
of citizens of the United States, according to the principles of the Constitution— 


Quoting here, as Senators will see, the provision of the treaty of 
Guadalupe Hidalgo— 
and, in the mean time, should be maintained and protected in the free en- 
joyment of their liberty and property, and secured in the free exercise of their 
religion without restriction. 

I read now this concluding extract. After saying to the governor of 
Texas that, of course, the proceedings taken were merely tentative; that 
no action taken by the people there could curtail the boundaries of Texas; 
that the question of the true boundary was a question for the courts or 
a question for settlement between the State of Texas and the Congress 
of the United States, he says: 


Hence, the President regards the formation of this State constitution asa mere 
nullity. It may be regarded, indeed— 


And I ask attention to this expression— 


It a be regarded, indeed, asa petition to Congress to be admitted asa State; 
but until Congress shall krans the prayer of such petition, by legal enactments, 
it affects the rights of neither party, But as it is the rightof all to petition Con- 
gress for any law which it may constitutionally pass, this le were in the ex- 
ercise of a common right when they formed their const tion, with a view of 
applying to Congress for admission as a ; and as he thinks the act can 

rejudice no one, he feels bound to approve of the conduct of Colonel Monroe 

n issuing the proclamation. 


The view taken by Mr. Webster was that the act of the people in 


forming a State constitution was a nullity, a nullity precisely in the 
sense that a bill passed by the Senate is a nullity until it passes the 
House and receives the signature of the President, a nullity not in the 
sense that it is not an efficient or necessary or appropriate act, but in 
the sense that it does not receive legal validity and force until Congress 


has ratified the action taken by the people. It is clear. 
Mr. Webster says that it involves the right of petition and that it is 
perfectly competent for the people of any community in one of our or- 
Territories or in an unorganized Territory to propose to Con- 
gress the formation of a State and tosubmit a constitution under which 
they are willing to live. It is not disorderly nor disrespectful to ask 
Congress to ratify that which is in its beginning simply the exercise of 
the ultimate right of the people to assemble in convention and to ask 
of Congress the passage of any law affecting their interests. 
Now, Mr. President, look at the case of Arkansas. The question of 
the right of the people of that State to initiate proceedings to form a 
State constitution and government as they did, without an enabling 
act, was very much discussed in Congress, Both of the Senators from 
Missouri voted for the admission of Arkansas, and defended the course 
taken by her people as a legitimate and proper one. 

I do not k I need follow through the cases of the other States. 
But I will read what is said in the report of the committee as to the 
cases of Iowa and Florida: 

The admission of Iowa and Florida was at first included ina single act of Con- 
gress, approved March 3, 1845 (5 Stats. L., 742). The people of these States had 
re’ y memo: Congress for admission to the Union, but no action 
was taken, Thepreamble of the act admitting them to the Union is as follows: 

“ Whereas the people of the Territory of Iowa did, on the 7th day of October, 
eng toed a convention of delegates called and assembled for that purpose, form 
for themselves a constitution and State government; and whereas the people of 
the Territory of Florida did, in like manner, by their delegates, on the llth da; 
of January, , form for themselves a constitution and State government, 
of which said constitutions are republican ; and said conventions having asked 
the admission of their ey “area rritories into the Union as States on an equal 
footin wee the original rigi : 

It will be noticed that the constitution of Florida was formed in 1839, six years 
before her admission, This convention assembled under authority of an act of 
the Territorial mre passed February 2, 1838. There was not in the case 
of either State any authority from Congress for the holding of the constitutional 

that framed the constitution under which it was admitted. The act 
of Congress the boundaries of the State of Iowa, as defined in her con- 
stitution, aoe eee the consent of the people to this change. This proposi- 
tion was deft atapopularelection. A second convention, called by the Ter- 
ri Legislature, met and formed a new constitution in May, 1846, which was 
ne by the people, and on December 28, 1846, an act of Congress admitting 
the te was passed. 


I do not see how any one can affirm that the case of Dakota is not 
eled, not once but many times in the history of the admission of 
tates. The ents are stronger than the necessities of the case of 
Dakota. They do not go far beyond the demands of this bill. That 
being so, how is it that I still hear the Senator from Missouri say, ‘‘I 
deliberately assert that there is no such case on record in the United 
States as oper of Dakota have made for themselves?” 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator just there—— 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam glad to be enlivened by a question. 

Mr. BUTLER. Not for the pu of enlightening the Senator, for 
he is thoroughly enlightened on this question. 

Mr. HARRISON. No; I said ‘enlivened,’ not enlightened. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like the Senator to state the precedents on 
which he relies to name the States which he claims as the precedents 
on which he relies. 

Mr. HARRISON. TheSenator has before him the report submitted 
by the committee in which all the precedents are stated. Now, letme 
return the question, if the Senator will allow me. Will he be good 
enough to indicate any particular in which the proceedings of the peo- 
ple of Dakota are without precedent? 

Mr. BUTLER. Notnow. I think I will do so to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iwas in hopes the Senator would favor me by 
doing so now, as I have answered his question. 

Mr. BUTLER. That was the reason why I asked the Senator to 
point out exactly the States on which he relies. 

Mr. HARRISON. The States are all enumerated in the report much 
more particularly than in my argument. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have read the report. 

Mr. HARRISON. But I beg the Senator from South Carolina, as I 
am about to conclude this discussion, to state to me in hinat yare 
lars the action of the people of Dakota differs from these p: ents to 
which I have referred? 

Mr. BUTLER. I will do that at the proper time. 
pared to do that now. 
Mr. HARRISON. 

point or two? 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will give me the names of the States 
on which he relies, I will do so in the course of this debate. 

Mr. HARRISON. I have already said to the Senator that the cases 
upon which I rely are the case of Tennessee, the case of Michigan, the 
case of California, the cases of Iowa and Florida, the case of Arkansas, 
and the case of O. m. Now, will the Senator answer my question ? 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir; I can not answer it now, because it would 
require very much more time than I can take at present. 


Iam not pre- 


Will not the Senator give me a suggestion of one 


922 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 27, 


Mr. HARRISON. Isimply wanted a text from the Senator, a sug- 
gestion of some 

Mr. BUTLER. Ishall satisfy the Senator in the course of the de- 
bate, I think. 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not know whether the Senator will or not. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then he can not be satisfied. 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not know whether the Senator will or not. 
I desire now the Senator from South Carolina, or any other Senator, to 
suggest any in which the proceedings of the people of Dakota 
are without the line of the precedents to which I have referred. I ask 
it now because I do not desire to discuss this question again, and cer- 
tainly it would be but common courtesy to make asuggestion of some 
particular. Ah, Mr. President, I can get none, none from any direc- 
tion. I then conclude this discussion by again asking the Senators who 
represent the States of Tennessee, Arkansas, and Florida, States whose 

were certainly less orderly in many respects than those 
taken by the people of Dakota, what reason they can show why we 
should not give a favorable h to this petition of the people of Da- 
kota for admission into the Union of the States? A sufficient area, a 
population enti them to two members of a State already 
developed in its uctions till it has surpassed the older States, 
Seon ip who have shown, not simply in the provisions of their consti- 
tution, but in the conduct of their institutions under a Territorial form 
of government, their earnest attachment to the principles of the Fed- 
eral Constitution, their devotion to the institutions of education and 
religion, their capacity to participate in the best work that remains for 
this American Government to accomplish for itself and for the people 
pi dias, cic subs Se See abel Dk nach Lees, Waele ae 
form they come to ask admission to the States of this Union, with a 
array even nr nar 
ce reams Rapaoe ede geen slg MSA ai 
of Stebel wit quite impossible for any one to produce a case where 
in all the elements necessary to make a State Dakota has been equaled 
by any State at the time it was admitted into the Union. 

I leave now to the consideration of Senators this im fect plea in | * 
behalf of a people whose just request is that they may be “‘ permitted 
to reap the common benefits, share the common ills, and promote the 
common welfare as one of the United States of America.’’ 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator from South Carolina yielding, I moye 
that the Senate to the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the Dakota bill the Senator 
from Vermont moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. BUTLER. Do I understand that I have the floor? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
has the floor for 2 o'clock to-morrow, when the bill will come as the 
unfinished business. The question is on the motion of the tor 
from Vermont. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After thirty-five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 55 min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate, January 27, 1886. 
SURVEYOR-GENEBAL. 
William Ð. Bloxham, of Tallahassee, Fla., to be surveyor-general of 
Florida. 
SUPERVISING INSPECTOR. 
Americus Warden, of Ohio, to be supervising inspector of steam- 
vessels for the seventh district. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 
Richard H. Arbuckle, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Erie, in the State of Pennsylvania. 
William J. of Ohio, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Cuyahoga, in the State of Ohio. 
ATTORNEYS OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Daniel O. Finch, of Iowa, to be attorney of the United States for the 
southern district of Iowa. 
Robert B. Smith, of Montana, to be attorney of the United States for 
the Territory of Montana. 
Cyrenius P. Black, of pres me to be attorney of the United States 
for the eastern district of 
John 8. H. Frink, of New Hampshire, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of New Hampshire. 
MARSHALS OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Edward rope greed bn jr., of Iowa, to be marshal of the United States 
for the southern district of Iowa. 
Frederick H. Marsh, of Illinois, to be marshal of the United States 
for the northern district of Illinois. 
Andrew J. Gross, of Kentucky, to be marshal of the United States 
for the district of Kentucky. 


REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE, 


E. Thayer, of Wausau, Wis., to be register of the land office 
at ae Wis. 
Emmett Horan, of Eau Claire, Wis., to be register of the land office 
at Eau Claire, Wis. 
Robert C. McFarland, of Murray, Shoshone County, Idaho, to be regis- 
ter of the land office at Cœur d’ Alene, Idaho. 
Winfield S. Austin, of Seattle, Wash., to be register of the land office 
at Vancouver, Wash. 
Harlan Petley, of Boisé City, Idaho, to be register of the land office 
at Boisé City, Idaho. 
David H. Hall, of Eureka, Nev., to be register of the land office at 
oT a f Ringgold, Bienville County, Lo 
mas J. Butler, o. ienville ty, Louisiana, to be 
register of the land office at New Orleans, La. 
J. Gideon Harris, to be register at Montgomery, Ala. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Charles § ing, of Topeka, Kans., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Topeka, 


Martin D. McHenry, of Des Moines, Iowa, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Des Moines, Iowa. 

Ole Christian Hals, of La Crosse, Wis., to be receiver of public moneys 
at La Crosse, Wis. 

Sylvester §. Kepler, of Eau Claire, Wis., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Eau Wis. 

Michael J. Cady, o. Bodie, Cal., to be receiver of public moneys at 


Bodie, Cal. 
John O’Keane, of Vancouver, Wash., to be receiver of public moneys 
at May igh Wash. £ Boieé City, 1 i 
Henry C. Branstetter, o daho, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Boisé City, Idaho. j 
PATS of Fresno City, Cal., to be receiver of public moneys 
isalia, 
* Villiam O. Mills, of Eureka, Nev., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Eureka, Nev. 
John E. Budd, of Stockton, Cal., to be receiver of public moneys at 
Stockton, Cal. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Frederick W. to be postmaster at Brattleborough, in the 
coun’ anty of Windham and Stato of Vermont 


Marshal P. “fos doy Secu postmaster at Plainville, in the county of 
Hartford and of Connecticut. y s 


Joseph 8. Willies, to be postmasterat. Mystic B. in the coun 
of Wen 1 andiin unk EO OE CDEN — H 

D. W. Northrup, to be postmaster at Middletown, in the county of 
Middlesex and Stave of Connecticut. 

Charles R. Chapman, to be postmaster at Hartford, in the county of 
Hartford and State of Connecticut. 

Calvin 8. § to be postmaster at Olean, in the county of Catta- 
raugus and State of Yew York. 

ee to be postmaster at Alpena, Alpen&County, Michi- 


"Samael B, Whittaker, to be postmaster at Fulton, Oswego County, 
ew Yor 
ber pie Rutherford, to be postmaster at Milford, Oakland County, 


ichigan. 

Julius Wasserman, to be postmaster at Amsterdam, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of New York. 

Millen T. Hill, to be postmaster at Gowanda, in the county of Catta- 
raugus and State of New York. 

Arthur W. Bro to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county of 
Onea ana end ya le Nace Bandy Hill, in th 

William to be postmaster at e county 
of Washington and State of New York. ss 

W. W. Nichols, to be postmaster at Wellsville, in the county of Al- 
legany and State of New York. 

Lemuel B. Treadway, to be postmaster at Port Henry, in the county 
of Essex and State of New York. 

William H. Swan, to be 
of Livingston and State of New York. 

Conrad F. Suderly, to be at Saugerties, in the county of 
Ulster and State of New Yor! 

Andrew W. Smith, to be postmaster at Flushing, in the county of 
Queens and State of New York. 

George W. Sembler, to be at City Island, in the county 
of Westchester and State of New York. 


at Mount Morris, in the county 


Benjamin Ryall, jr., to be ee Port Jervis, in the county 
ba tis a and Bats of Now York. t Norwich, in th ty of 
to be er at Norwich, in the county o; 
Sewers and State of New York. 
Quinlan, to be postmaster at Monticello; in the county 
of Sullivan and State of New York. 


John Keyes Paige, to be postmaster at Schenectady, in the county 
of Schenectady and State of New York. 
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chester and State of New York. The SP. under the rule, also laid before the House a joint 
James F. Mayb to be at Cortland, in the county of 


ury, 

Cortland and State of New York. 

Abram L. Mace, to be at Walton, in the county of Dela- 
ware and State of New York. 

Jerome La Due, to bepostmaster at Westfield, inthe county of Chau- 
tauqua and State of New York. 

W. Edgar Lawrence, to be postmaster at Sing Sing, in the county of 
Westchester and State of New York. 

Henry Kingsley, to be at Schoharie, in the county of 
Schoharie and State of New York. 

Charles H. Kavanaugh, to bepostmaster at Waterford, in the county 
of Saratoga and State of New York. 

James R. Howard, to be postmaster at Castile, in the county of Wyo- 
ming and State of New York. 

Jonah T. Howe, to be at Trumansburgh, in the county of 
Tompkins and State of New York. 

George Donnalley, to be postmaster at Waterloo, in the county of 
Seneca and State of New York. 

Eldredge, to be postmaster at Union Springs, in the county of 

Cayuga and State of New York. 

Ledett A. Bostwick, to be postmaster at Lowville, in the county of 
Lewis and State of New York. 

Horace S. Crittenden, to be postmaster at Glens Falls, in the county 


of Warren and State of New York. 
Wine Crawford, to be postmaster at Mineral Point, Iowa County, 


isconsin. 

Charles A. Burke, to be postmaster at Malone, in the county of Frank- 
lin and State of New York. 

Nicholas Best, to be postmaster at Millerton, inthe county of Dutch- 
ess and State of New York. 

Willard H. Tappan, to be postmaster at Baldwinsville, in thecounty 
of Onondaga ey tate of New York. 

Thomas H. Beal, to be postmaster at Hamilton, in the county of 
Madison and State of New York. 

D. V. O'Leary, to be postmaster at Albany, in the county of Albany 
and State of New York. 

Delos L. Birge, to be postmaster at Cooperstown, in the county of 
Otsego and State of New York. 

John Pepper, to be postmaster at Boscobel, in the county of Grant 
and State of Wisconsin. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 27, 1886. 


The House met at12o0’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal, 

Mr. HATCH. I move by unanimous consent that the mere formal 
portion of the Journal relating to the introduction of bills and joint reso- 
lutions be omitted by the Clerk in his reading. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The remaining portion was then read, and the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings was approved. 

CHIPPEWA INDIANS. 


The ARRAINIK toar the rule, laid before the House the following 
message from the ident; which was referred to the Committee on 


Indian Affairs, and ordered ‘to be printed. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication of the 16th instant from the 
of the Interior, submitting, with accom; panying papers, = canara 
legislation providing for ee one wits various tribes bands 
pewa Indians in the State of Minnesota with a view to the improvement of shake 
srg condition. 
requested that the matter may have early attention, consideration, and 


Bethe’ pa Congress, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXEcUTIVE MAxNsION, January 25, 1886. $ 
ELECTRICAL COMMISSION. 

The SPEAKER, under the rule, also laid before the House the fol- 
lowing message from the President; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmityherewith a letter from the Secretary of State, which is accom’ 
by the report of the United States electrical commission phere | amen 


of the 
the national peenes of electricians, held at the ner of Philsdetphia, i= the 


month of September, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE SFER January 25, 1886. 


AQUEDUCT BRIDGE, 


The SPEAKER, under the rule, also laid before the House a bill (S. 


200) to authorize the purchase of the Aqueduct Bridgeor the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Potomac River at or near Georgetown, D. 
C.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


resolution (H. Res. 91) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to use 
certain un ed balances for for the relief of the Northern Cheyennes 
in Montana, returned from the Senate with amendments; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


DEATH OF THOMAS A. HENDRICKS. 


The SPEAKER, under the rule, also laid before the House the follow- 
ing concurrent resolution from the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Senate has received with profound sorrow the intelligence 
of the death of Thomas A. Hendricks, late Vice-President of the United States 
and for a number of years a distinguished member of this body. 

Resolved, That the business of the Senate be suspended in adar that the emi- 
nentpublie ene and the private virtues of the deceased may be appropriately 
Onesoteed, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to communicate these 
resolutions to the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask the concurrent resolution just 
zaa for the present lie on the table; and further, that Tuesday next, 
after the reading of the Journal, shall be set apart for the consideration 
of resolutions touching the death of the late Vice-President of the United 
States. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly.. 


CATTLE CONVENTION. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I ask by unanimous consent that the 
memorial of the committee of the cattle convention be printed in the 
RECORD. It is not long. 

Mr. MORRISON. I object. 


ENLARGEMENT OF PHILADELPHIA MINT. 


Mr. COLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back favorably the fe resolution: 
Ma Tiu be requested to inform the House 


nigi enlarged kae 
site of the present bullding, s and to furnish information of the cost thereof and 
of the cost of the purchase of suficient ground adjoining said building on the 
west if it be necessary to purchase more ground for the ae said enlarge- 
ment,so thatthe py TEE as A ae for aa carrying on usiness in the said 
mint may be so improved as to afford greater facilities than now exist therein, 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. COLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted; and also moyed that the motion to reconsider be Jaid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to aquestion of personal privi- 


ege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. A few days ago, Mr. Speaker, in the consideration 
of some resolutions presented by myself, relating, among other things, 
to the removal of a tablet or inscription from the engine-room of the 
dry-dock at Norfolk, Va., some. discussion was had, in the course of 
which I find it re in the RECORD that the gentleman from Vir- 

ginia [Mr. Wis] made the following statement—— 

Mr. CABELL. Mr. Speaker, I will interrupt the gentleman by say- 
Log Sisk sha seilene toon Vicente [Mr. Wiser] is not here to-day, 
and, in any allusion to be made to him, I think it proper the gentle- 
man should wait until his return, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would say tothe gentleman, Mr. Speaker, Iam 
as solicitous as he possibly can be to observe every courtesy involved 
in such a matter; that I desire to say goes merely to the vindication 
of myself in a matter with which the presence of the gentleman from 
Virginia can have no possible connection. I have waited, I will also 
state, Mr. Speaker, a reasonable time for correction or contradiction of this 
statement. I desire to continue my statement of personal privil 

Mr. CABELL. If no reference is to be made to my colleague Mr. 
WISE] I have nothing further to say. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman will see the reference when I have 
made my statement. Ido not intend to attack any gentleman in his 
absence by any statement I am about to make. The gentleman from 
Virginia used the following language: 

In the brief time which is allotted to = I have Ke aaah to make only a 
statement of facts. K had hoped that the subject of this resolution would not 
have been in this House until we had been informed by the Secretary 
of the Navy. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] on more occasions 
than one has sought to revive the passions and the prejudices of the war. Let 
us see how much of truth there is in the statements of this resolution 

The Secretary of the Navy is called upon to report to this House ty any tablet 
has been Srey bey at the ae navy-yard which commemorates or com- 
memorated the that the dry-dock at Portsmouth had been destroyed. Iam 


glad of the opportunity to inform the gentleman from Maine that the dry-dock 
at Portsmouth never was destroyed. [Applause.] 


Mr. Speaker, that statement, made upon the floor of the House by a 
gentleman who was put forward as the spokesman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, has been widely copied throughout the country and 


Mr. HERBERT. I rise to a question of order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
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Mr. HERBERT. The 
falsity of an allegation of 
of personal privilege, such as entitles a gentleman to the privileges of 
the floor. Whether or not the allegation of Mr. Wise, the gentleman 


int of order I make is that the truth or 
t kind is not a matter involving a question 


from Virginia, or the gentleman from Maine himself was correct in the 
statement is simply a matter of fact; and I do not understand that if 
the statement the gentleman has read was made by the gentleman from 
Virginia there was any intention on the part of that gentleman to re- 
flect upon the personal veracity of the gentleman from Maine. It was 
a mere statement of fact, and not a reflection upon the gentleman. 

There is nothing in the way of a charge of any kind in the statement 
the gentleman from Maine has read; and therefore I submit that his 
remarks are out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under the rules of the 
House—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the Speaker of 
the House if it is not my privilege to state what I consider to be the 
question of privilege to which I rise ? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That I am endeavoring to do, with the strictest 
and most careful attention to and respect for the rules of the Honse. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair will state tothe gentleman from Maine 
that the point of order made by the gentleman from Alabama is that 
so far the gentleman in his remarks has not disclosed any matter in- 
volving a question which, under the rules of the House, would entitle 
him to the privileges of the floor as a matter of right. It might or 
might not present a proper subject for a personal explanation with the 
consent of the House. The Chair does not understand the gentleman 
from Alabama to make that point, but that the subject presented is not 
a matter of privilege. 

Mr. HERBERT. My point of order is that the language the gen- 
tleman has read does not afford a matter out of which a question of 
privilege can grow. It must be made upon some point or other affect- 
ing the good name or character of a member in order to afford a basis 
for such a question. There is nothing whatever in the remarks of the 

tleman from Virginia on which to base a question of personal privi- 
Foe. There is nothing affecting the veracity of the gentleman from 
Maine or his character in any respect. 

Mr. CABELL. I submit, Mr. Speaker, in addition to the point of 
order made by the gentleman from Alabama, that a mere personal ex- 
planation the gentleman is endeavoring to make is not a subject which 
will entitle him to the privileges of the floor, but that it requires the 
unanimous consent of the House. In the absence of my colleague [ Mr. 
WIsE] I deem it my duty to object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the statement of the gentle- 
man from Maine as to the matter of privilege involved. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I am endeavoring to make that. Am I notin 
order in stating the views which I entertain as to the propriety of ris- 
ing to a question of personal privilege? 

e SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the point 
of order. The gentleman has a right to speak to the point of order, 
and has a right to show that he presents a question of privilege under 
the rules of the House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is just what I was attempting to do when 
I was interrupted. 

The statement which I have read, Mr. Speaker, from the RECORD 
has been widely telegraphed over the country, and has been made the 
subjectof very severe animadversions upon my intelligence and veracity. 
I do not exaggerate in saying that quite a number of publications have 
assumed that the statement which I have read convicted me before the 
House and before the country of having trifled with the House, or 
having at least connived at a gross falsification of what ought to be a 
matter of familiar history. I have risen here to-day as a member of 
this House, under these circumstances, believing from such examina- 
tion as I have been able to make of the rules of the House, as well as 
the usages which govern bodies of this character, and I may say asso- 
ciations of gentlemen everywhere, that I would be entitled, as a matter 
of personal privilege, to cite here in the House and have placed in the 
RECORD some brief citations from the public records of the country —— 

Mr. HERBERT (interrupting). I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE (continuing). Stating the facts—— 

Mr. HERBERT. I insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, I decline to yield. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine is discussing the point 
of order, and endeavoring, as the Chair understands, to show that a 
matter of personal privilege is involved. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And I decline to yield. 

I desire, Mr. Speaker, to have a ruling of the Chair upon my right 
asa member of this House, under the circumstances which I have stated, 
to cite here in vindication of my veracity, in vindication of my good 
faith as a member of the House, in vindication of the truthfulness of 
the representations made by me, and to have printed in the RECORD 
some brief and pertinent citations from the public records of this coun- 
try setting forth the fact of the destruction of the Norfolk navy-yard 
by the rebels on the 10th and 11th days of May, 1862—— 

Mr. HERBERT. Irise to a question of order, 


Speak BOUTELLE. I believe I have the floor under the ruling of the 
er. 
Mr. HERBERT. I insist on the point of order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I decline to yield. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] 
rises to make a point of order, as the Chair understands, on what the 
gentleman from Maine is now saying. 

one le aes He makes the point of order on what I am now 
stating 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes; on what the gentleman is now stating. 

pea BOUTELLE. Is this a new point of order, or a section of the 
old one? 

Mr. HERBERT. It is the same old point. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I want to know, under the recognition which the 
Speaker gave me, and the permission he accorded me to state the ques- 
tion upon which I desire a ruling, whether I have not a right to com- 
plete my statement. 

The SPEAKER. There is no doubt the gentleman from Maine hasa 
right to discuss the question of order; but the gentleman from Alabama 
now rises for the p , as he states, of making a point of order on 
what the gentleman from Maine is now stating. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will that deprive me of the privilege of complet- 
ing my statement on the former point of order? 

; E SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine can discuss the point 
of order. 

Mr. HERBERT. I make the point of order that it is perfectly clear 
to the Speaker and the House that the purpose of the gentleman from 
Maine is to introduce some proof or other here as to whether he or the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wise] who is now absent was correct 
in the statement made on a previous occasion. 

_ Mr. BOUTELLE. I rise to a point of order. My point of order 


1s—— 
Hse HERBERT. Isubmit, Mr. Speaker, I have the floor on the point 
of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine rises to a point of or- 
der on what the gentleman from Alabama is stating. The gentleman 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I submit the gentleman from Alabama is simply 
restating his former point of order and not making any new point. He 
is discussing a question upon which the Speaker hasruled and on which 
the Speaker gave me the floor. 

Mr. HERBERT. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that in violation of the 
rules of the House the gentleman from Maine is attempting to discuss 
before this House a mere question of fact which does not in any man- 
= involve his character and which is not a matter of personal privi- 

ege, 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair has not understood the gentleman from 
Maine so far to propose to make any statement as to the matter of fact 
or introduce any official records in discussing the point of order. But 
the gentleman from Maine is endeavoring to show, as the Chair under- 
stands, that he has a right to take the floor as a matter of privilege; 
pid if that claim be sustained, then to introduce certain matters of 

ct. 
Mr. HERBERT. Butthe gentleman from Maine himself in so many 
words states that what he proposes to dois toask the privilege of citing 
here and having printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD certain public 
records of the country which will show he is correct in his statements 
made heretofore. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand that the gentleman 
from Maine proposes to put those statements of fact in the RECORD un- 
less the Chair shall rule upon the point of order made by the gentleman 
from Alabama that the gentleman from Maine has the right to make 
this statement as a matter of privilege. The gentleman from Maine is 
contending he has the right to address the House as a matter of privi- 
wee for the purpose, if he is permitted to do that, of presenting certain 

ts. 


c 

Mr. HERBERT. Can the gentleman from Maine in discussing the 
point of order introduce what he claims to be a statement of facts ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that while the gentleman from 
Maine is discussing the question of order, that is to say, while he is 
discussing the question as to whether or not he has the right to occupy 
the floor as a matter of privilege, he can not introduce these records or 
state the facts further than is n as a part of his argument to 
show that he has a right to state certain facts hereafter when declared 
to be entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

_ Mr. HAMMOND. Can the gentleman from Maine under the guise 

of arguing a question of order make the speech for which he has risen 
and which the House is trying to stop him from making, because con- 


to our rules? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. The Chair thinks all the 
gentleman from Maine can now do properly is to discuss the question of 
order and to show that, as a matter of privilege, he has the right to ree 
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ly to the statement made on the floor by the gentleman from Virginia 


Mr. W1sE]. 

Mr. KING. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. : 

Mr. KING. Will not the speech of the gentleman from Maine ap- 
pear in the RECORD all the same? : 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. The Chair 
has simply ruled that the gentleman from Maine has a right, as he now 
occupies the floor, to discuss the question of order and nothing else. 

Mr. KING. Will nothis speech a just the same? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maineis entitled at this time 
to discuss only the question of order. He will proceed to discuss that 

uestion. 

. Mr. BOUTELLE. I submit that all I have attempted to do to-da: 
has been to submit, in my imperfect way, my views as to what - 
tutes my privilege in this matter, in order that the may inform 
me whether I entertain the correct view ornot, In continuation of the 
statement which I was attempting to make when I was so persisten 
interrupted by the gentlemen with their points of order—points of order 
which were not made so numerously when the statement I am referring 
to was made on the floor of the House the other day—I desire to say, 
Mr. Speaker, that it seems to me thatit is clearly within my privilege 
as a member to have printed in the RECORD such brief and pertinent 
citations from the public records of this country, setting forth the fact 
of thedestruction of the navy-yard at Norfolk by the rebels in 1861 and 
1862, as I have upon my desk in ts from the official reports of the 
major-general commanding that department at the time. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. HAMMOND. My point is, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] can not do that indirectly which he can 
not do directly; that until the Speaker shall hold that his remarks are 
privileged he has no right to state anything whatever about those rec- 
ords, and that it is a violation of the privilege given him to ea 
question of order to proceed in the manner in which he has been pro- 


ceeding. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair may misunderstand the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE], and if so he desires to be corrected; but the 
Chair understands that gentleman simply to aigne that he ought to 
have a right, and that he has a right under the rules, to present certain 
historical facts as he claims them to be. The Chair does not under- 
stand the gentleman from Maine to offer to present those facts now on 
the question of the point of order; but the Chair can not see very well 
how the gentleman could inform the Chair and the House as to what 
his purpose is without stating what it is that he desires todo. The 
gentleman does not pro to pot these records in now. 

Mr. HAMMOND. No, Mr. Speaker, he does not ppo to put the 
records in now; but hestates what he says iscontained in those records. 
In other words he says: ‘‘I have a fact here, to be proven by a record; ” 
and it is wholly immaterial to him whether that record gets in or only 
his speech. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order, and I 
desire simply to say this: The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BouTELLE] 
asked the Chair whether he had a right—— 

xT BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, Irise to a pointof order. [Laugh- 
ter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the statement of the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT]. 

Mr. HERBERT, The gentleman from Maine [ Mr. BOUTELLE] asked 
the question whether he had a right to introduce and put upon record 
certain historical facts, and now he proposes to go on and state what 
those historical facts are. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, with all due deference to the Chair, that 
if there be any point of time at which the presiding officer can deter- 
mine that this statement should be excluded that point has been reached 
when the gentleman from Maine says, as he now does, that he desires 
put into the RECORD certain historical statements. It does not matter 
what those historical statements are, whether they go to show the one 
thing or the other; taken in connection with everything that the gentle- 
man from Maine has said, it is very clear that this is not a matter of 
personal privil Whatever those statements may be, whatever they 
may show, by whomsoever they may be made, they can not be, in con- 
nection with what has been said here by the gentleman from Maine, a 
matter of personal privilege which he would be entitled to state here, 

TheSPEAKER. That is the question which the Chair has to decide, 
the Point of order made by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HER- 
BERT]. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom Maine [Mr. BouTELLE] will 
confine himself to a statement going to show that he has a right to oc- 
cupy the floor, as a matter of personal privilege, to to the state- 
ment which he has read as having been made here the other day by 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wisk], and of course the gentleman 
will understand that in discussing that question of order he has no 
right to discuss the question whether or not the statement made by the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WIsE] was cerrect or incorrect. The 


tly | cluding the report of the major-gen 


gentleman is now simply claiming the right to show hereafter that that 
statement was incorrect. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I trust it is unn for me to state that my 
most sincere desire is to keep not only within the letter of the Speak- 
er’s rulings, but ay within the spirit of his administration of the 
order of this House; and if I shall err in the slightest degree it will be 
from inadvertence and not from intention. I have not been a mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives of the Forty-eighth Congress with- 
out learning to rely implicitly upon the rectitude and integrity of the 
administration of the order of this House [applause]; and Iam not here 
to-day to ask any exceptional favor or to be given any latitude what- 
ever beyond that which the Speaker of this House shall deem to be 
my jus privilege. 

. Speaker, I had no intention of undertaking in any manner 
of subterfuge, I had no desire to get before this House in any covert 
manner the official records to which I refer relating to the facts of the 
destruction of this navy-yard. I have those official reports here, in- 
eral of the department, including 
the report of the flag officer of the United States Navy commanding the 
squadron, who took possession of the navy-yard. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that upon the question of order 
the gentleman from Maine has noright to go beyond a mere statement 
of the grounds on which he claims the privilege of the floor. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iwas intending and desiring to say that while 
I had those official reports on my desk, and desire to read them, I shall 
not attempt to read them, I shall not aitempt to put before the House 
the details of their subject-matter fortifying the statements which I 
make, unless the Speaker of this House shall rule, as I sincerely hope 
he will (although I shall bow with entire submission and grace to 
whatever decision the Chair may arrive at), that as a matter of justice, 
as a matter of propriety, as a matter of the very highest personal priv- 
ilege that can pertain to the performance of a member’s duty on this 
floor, when a statement has appeared in the RECORD and been tele- 
graphed broadcast to the country for four or five days, a member shall 
be permitted to bring to bear upon that statement in vindication of his 
own integrity citations from the public records of the officers of the 
United States. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause to be read the rule of the 
House defining questions of privilege. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House 
collectively, its safety, dignity, and the ine, tT of its proceedings; second, the 
rights, reputation, and conduct of members indi vidually in their representative 
capacity only; and shall have precedence of all other questions, except motions 
to fix the day to which the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, and for a recess. 

The SPEAKER. It happens almost every day in the discussions on 
the floor that members differ in their statements respecting facts, es- 
pecially historical facts such as the one involved in this case, and unless 
there is some improper motive attributed, some purpose to deceive or 
impose upon the House, or some reflection upon the representative char- 
acter of a member, the Chair can not see that any question of privilege 
isinyolved. It frequently happens that gentlemen rise for the purpose 
of making ‘‘ personal explanations” with the consent of the House, but 
those are not, technically speaking, under the rules of the House, mat- 
ters of privil The Chair has not been able to see from what has 
been read by the gentleman from Maine that the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia in his remarks imputed to him any improper motive or purpose 
whatever; but the two gentlemen differed simply upon a question of fact. 
The Chair sustains the point of order made by the gentleman from Al- 
abama, 

Mr. HAMMOND. I suggest that the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. 
BovurELLE] appeal from the decision of the Chair and see how unani- 
mously the House will sustain the Chair. 

Mr. BURROWS. In view of the anxiety manifested on the other 
side of the House to get at the facts, I hope the gentleman from Maine 
will ask unanimous consent to make a personal explanation. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It will not be granted in the absence of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Wise]. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Nor in his presence, either. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CABELL. Then we should thank some of you gentlemen who 
make the o ition. 

The SPEAKER. This matter is disposed of. There is no question 
now before the House. 

Mr. CABELL, Ifthe gentleman from Maine seeks a new trial, let 
him wait till the prosecutor is present. 

The SPEAKER. The first business in order is the call of the stand- 
ing and select committees for reports to go to the appropriate Calendars. 


SOUTHERN PACIFIC COMPANY, ETC. 
Mr. THROCKMORTON. I rise to make a privileged report from 
the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 
The SPEAKER. That is in order. 
The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The Committee on Pacific Railroads have considered the accompanying reso- 
lution asking information from the Secretary of the Interior in regard to con- 
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tracts entered into between the subsidized railroads and the 

Railroad Company and a foe all contracts entered into by such railroads 
with the Pacific Steamshi’ pany, and have instructed me to report the same 
back with the reco: on that the same be adopted. 

The resolution accompanying the report was read, as follows: 

rarer en Mi daat pen nt far Scart a be, and is hereby, to 
furnish House with armies of Aneesa pai yola By engia eadh are tobe 
found on file in said Department between the Southern Pacific Company and 
any and every railroad or railroads to which land grants were made or which 
received any subsidies from the United States; also a copy of the charter of in- 
corporation of the Southern Pacific Company; also, and every contract or 
contracts on file between the Pacific Steamship Company and any and every 
land grant or subsidized railroad company or companies. 

The question being taken, the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. OCKMORTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ADDITIONAL COPIES OF HOUSE DIGEST. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to submit a privileged rt. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the resolution submitted 
on the 6th instant, “that 200 additional copies of the Digest for the present ses- 
sion be printed and bound for distribution to the committees officers of 
the House and heads of the Departments and bureaus,” haye instructed me to 
return the same and to recommend the passage of the resolution. The cost of 
the same is reported by the Public Printer to be $153.30. 

The resolution accompanying the report was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That 200 additional copies of the for the present session be 
printed and bound for distribution to the and o: of the House 
and heads of Departments and 

The question being taken, the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BARKSDALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the e. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. 8 , I ask by unanimous 

consent to introduce a resolution which has for its object no partisan 


PMr. BEACH. I object. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will now proceed to call the standing 
and select committees of the House for reports for reference. 
FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF BELLAIRE. 
Mr. CANDLER, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, re- 


ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 3764) to authorize the in- 
crease of the capital stock of the First National Bank of Bellaire; which 


was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- | has 


dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
MONUMENT TO THE LATE GENERAL GRANT. 

Mr. VIELE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1600) for the erection and completion of a mon- 
ument to the memory of the late General Ulysses S. Grant in the city 
of New York; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

SAINT LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. PEEL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 105) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to grant 
the right of way for a railroad and telegraph line through the lands of 
the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations of Indians to the Saint Louis and 
San Francisco Railway Company, and for other purposes;’? which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

E. P. M'NEAL, OF HARDEMAN COUNTY, TENNESSEE. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Ciaims, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 4839) for the relief of E. P. McNeal, of Hardeman 
County, Tennessee; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SAN CLEMENTE LAND CLAIM. 

Mr. HALSELL, from the Committee on Private Land re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 4840) to confirm a certain private land claim in 
the Terri of New Mexico; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

THEODORE W. TALLMADGE. 

Mr. THOMPSON, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 1905) for the relief of Theodore W. 
Tallmadge; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 


on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 


IGNACIO CHAVES AND OTHERS. 


Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 
rted. back favorably the bill (H. R. 218) to confirm a certain private 
d claim in the Territory of New Mexico; which was refi to the 
Committee 9f the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
TRES ALAMOS. 


Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, from the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3216) to confirm the title 
to that certain land grant ‘‘ Tres Alamos,” in Arizona Territory; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, the Committee on Accounts was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of a resolution of inquiry in ref- 
erence to delay in adjudication of invalid pensions; and the same were 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 

Mr. BARKSDALE, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 544) granting leave of absence to employés of 
the Government Printing Office; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

RETIREMENT OF NAVAL OFFICERS. 

The SPEAKER. The call of standing and select committees for re- 
ports for reference has beencompleted. The hour for the consideration 
of bills begins at 1 o’clock and 12 minutes p.m. The pending ques- 
tion is the bill (H. R. 339) authorizing the voluntary retirement of 
certain officers of the United States Navy who have rendered conspic- 
uous service in battle or who have served thirty years in the Navy, re- 
ported from the Committee on Naval Affairs. The gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. MCADOO] has fifteen minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, I desire before going an er to 
correct a statement made by me yesterday in the heat of debate. I 
find by the RECORD this morning that I said some of the officers on the 
Navy Register had been in the war of 1812. Of course that statement 
is erroneous. 

It is evident, sir, to the members of the Naval Committee that the 
House has been somewhat stampeded with regard to this bill. An 
erroneous impression prevails, from the speeches of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] and of the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN], both of whom inveighed against the aristocratic tendency of 
the Navy and appealed to the spirit of economy, but certainly with a 
misunderstanding of the laws which regulate the retired-list. Under 
these plausible but specious arguments it is no wonder this stampede 

occurred. Now, in the first place, Mr. S , I think the mem- 
bers of this House should understand that the retired-list is a matter 
of law. It isnotsomething which the Navy Department has invented. 
It is not a custom which has grown up in theservice, but it isa matter 
of statute law. 

There is another erroneous ee m which I think prevails in the 
minds of many members of the House; that is, that every officer of the 
Navy who has served so many years is retired. No officer in the Navy 
can be retired until he has attained a certain rank and reached a certain 
age. I saw the drift of this yesterday when the gentleman from Ne- 
braska [Mr. LAIRD] ina spirit of friendship asked the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN ] what was the total salary of a lieutenant 
of the Navy on the retired-list. Now, alieutenant in the Navy can not 
be put on the retired-list, and this bill, if without amendment 
(and amended, I am justified in saying, it will be), would only apply to 
a small percentage of the Official Register of the Navy, probably only 

i some six innumber. If this is not so in its present shape 
we can so amend it. Su this House does not pass this bill, will 
youeconomize in the publicTreasury? Will you render the Navy more 
efficient? Will you reform by inaction? You simply push aside the 
whole subject and go on paying the present list. Let us hear what re- 
form the objectors to this propose. 

If you do not pass this bill you do not take off a man from the pay- 
list of the Navy. Fail to pass this bill, and the ‘‘ dead wood”? of the 
Navy, alluded to by my colleague from Illinois on the committee, re- 
mains on the Naval Register without a chip being removed and without 
the saving of a dollar tothe public Treasury. What you do when you 
have this bill is this: 

You take the men off the Naval Register whose inability is of a subtle 
kind, that can not possibly be reached by a board of examiners, reduce 
their salaries, and you make an upward move all along the line 
on the Register for the benefit of the whole service. You lighten the 
top-heavy Naval Register and send the officers to active duty away from 
the hotels and reception-rooms of the capital. You enable the people 
to get real naval service for their hard-earned taxes. You let free the 
stagnant dam and give life and motion to the waters. You make sea- 
men and naval experts out of ambitious young and middle-aged men 
who will otherwise become bureau drones or ball-room ornamenis, 
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Now, m distinguished and most excellent friend from Ohio, as I was 
about Tetiring from the debate last night, fired a Parthian arrow by ask- 
ing me the question, Can you educate these men better at Annapolis or 
in a vessel at sea? My excellent friend from Ohio, I am well aware, 
isa most gallant and first-class cross-roads sailor [laughter], and he 
knows enough to know thata man must be a good scientist, as wellasa 
sailor, to navigate one of these powerful monitors or maneuverin a naval 
combat an enormous ironclad with sixteen inches of compound armor 
on her sides. Does not the gentleman know, being an nau- 
tical man as he is a great financier, that a sailor man is not always sail- 
ing? Does not he remember the lines of the comic opera, that the sail- 
ors do not so wieldly and zealously love the sea as some people seem to 
imagine? 
z : To oer << in ahowiine. breeze 
s taste, 


Bat the happi jest hours a pirrer pasa 
Is when he’s down 
EARE ee EtA E ae 


aea his Nancy on his ‘eo-ho! 
d his arm around her pem AT 


Now, seriously speaking, the Naval Committee have given to this bill 
very careful attention. They have endeavored to examine the case 
fully from all its standpoints, and I want to state right here that it is 
impossible to figure up to a dollar what this will cost. You would have 
to get up a lot of probability tables like those used by the life insur- 
ance companies, as to whetherif the yellow fever breaks ie down South 
and the cholera up North how much a man’s widow is to get under 
these and certain other conditions and all of that sort of It is 
impossible to know what cost it will involve beyond ci ete itor 
to know who will be retired; but it is safe to assume that there will be 
but a very small number of the higher grades of officers who will care to 
retire. Andof those who are unfitted for the service, as I have said be- 
fore, their inability or unfitness is exceedingly difficult to reach and de- 
termine by an examining board. Therefore pass this bill and you will | retired 
put new vigor into the Navy; you will put youthful blood into the per- | section 
sonnel of those who are its officers. A new navy must be built. The 
people of this country are very much interested in the question of the 
establishment of a new navy as much as in any great question of the 
day. Let us have useful, energetic, and able men to manage a new 
navy commensurate with our necessities, our dignity, our trade, and 
our rights in foreign waters, na A M ki sai 

As to the question, Can you not get rid of the “dead wood’? in some 
other way, I repeat again pret En TNS subject to deal with in 
them off in an honorable way. 


boardin; g-houses and cold tea for a period of twenty years, his stomach 
is still all right, and as to mental condition, thatif you read one of his 
speeches you will find that his mental abilities, so far as the use of 
‘ou going to 
t find that 


mon-sense way. 
I yield the remainder of the time to my colleague on the com- 
mittee. 
‘iain SPEAKER. The gentleman has seven minutes of his time re- 


EME RHOMAS, of Illinois. I believe there are thirty minutes re- 
maining of the time of the committee. I yield twenty minutes to the 


gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, keg es ane debate on 
afternoon upon the taken the course w: its op- 
ponents have given it upon the floorof the House. The committee, nor 


any member of it, so far as I am informed, did not intend that it should 
operate as a special pension list in the ordinary and usually understood 
meaning of the phrase. The great and the only object of the commit- 
tee in authorizing the report of the bill was to present to the House a 
most important measure, which they believed to be demanded in the 
interest of reform and efficiency in the Navy. A reformation and an 
efficiency to be of any value must apply as well to the character of its 
personnel as to the material of which our vessels are to be built and of 
which they are to be armored. A vessel, however well built and arm- 
ored, if commanded by inefficient officers, be they ever so brave and 
patriotic, would be almost valueless in time of war; and it is equally 
N a n were they ever so skillful, courageous, 

experienced, if the vessels given them to command did not answer 


to te exigency of the Umes 
Io Speaker, let us examine the bill critically but fairly, and 


anticipate, if we can, what will be the result should it become a law - 
with the amendments which the committee have agreed to propose to 
the House. These amendmentsare, first, to strike out that portion of 
the bill which authorizes the officer to apply for retirement upon the 

ground of ‘‘ conspicuous conduct in battle,’’ and also the addition of 
a Apa which will the bill from becoming a means through 
which injustice may be done the Government. These changes I favor, 
and when made will render the bill as ect and as acceptable to the 
House as can be done. As to the propriety of these amendments there 
is entire harmony among the members of the committee. To deal 
wisely with this measure we must first consider the laws now in force 
and under which naval officers may be dismissed or retired. Itis well 
understood that no naval officer can in time of peace be dismissed from 
service except upon and in pursuance of the sentence of a court to that 
effect or in commutation thereof. As to retirements, I find the fol- 
lowing statute in force: 


Sec, 1443. When any officer of the Navy has been forty years in the service of 
the United States he may be retired from active service by the President upon 
prik own in pip 

When any officer below the rank of vice-admiral is sixty-two years 
old h shal, except in the case provided in the next section; be retired from act- 


ing sections shall not apply to any lieutenant-com- 


Sec. 1445. The two gesag 
mander, lieutenant, 7 aneen he peat ie eee iar ies — assistant sur- 
geon, pa; neer, stant surgeon 
assistant , or assistant r, and such officers shall not be placed 
upon the except on account of physical or mental disability. 


In addition to the foregoing, I find an act of Congress bearing date 
February 14, 1885, which permits an enlisted man in the Navy who 
has served assuch thirty years in the Marine Corpsof the United States 
to voluntarily retire, receiving 75 per cent. of the pay and allowances 
salen Ope WAS A WT 

D Saget incomprehensible anomaly is presented: those 

oer of higher than those mentioned in section 1445 may be 
upa their own application after serving the term specified in 
section 1443 or reaching the age prescribed in section 1444, and the en- 
listed men of the Marine Corps may also be voluntarily retired under 
the act of February 14, 1885; yet these officers who come within the 
provisions of section 1445, however old they may be or however long 
the period of their service, can not avoid the active duties of their 


profession except by tion or dismission by a court-martial or be 
racy the retired-list, except on account of physical or mental 
disability. 


If there be any other mode, I have not been able, after careful search 
and diligent inquiry, to ascertain what the mode is. Saying nothing 
respecting the injustice of these distinctions, which can neither be pal- 
liated nor denied, I come to the influence they exercise upon the per- 
sonnel of the Navy. I have been told by high authority that there are 
many of the officers mentioned in section 1445 who are well-stricken in 
years, and, . they have rendered honorable and faithful service, 
yet because of their age and for other reasons that need not be men- 
tioned they are wholly unfit to be placed in command of our best and 
stanchest cruisers. They have not kept up with the times. Their 
deportment is in every respect honorable and has been at no time sub- 


ject to investigation. 

I would not these gentlemen, but it is no injustice when I 
say that many of them have failed to maintain that degree of enterprise, 
spirit, and activity which is so essentially necessary in naval affairs, 
when almost day is fraught with the greatest changes and im- 
provements in the of v in the manufacture of armaments, 
and in the invention of those 7 which constitute the make-up 
of the cruiserand the monitor of the present day. They have, perhaps 
involuntarily, been left behind, and some of them—I will not say many— 
are hinderances to the advancement of their juniors in the service but 
their superiors in genius, activity, and devotion to duty. Such officers 
are upon the rolls. They do nothing that will subject them to court- 
martial, nor are they so physically or mentally infirm as will allow their 
retirement because of such disqualifications. They draw their pay, yet 
they do not, and they can not, render such service as the Government 
woke aves sell peer [ 

was my on the committee [Mr. THOMAS, 
of Illinois], such officers constitute ‘‘the dead wood” of the Navy. 
The purpose of the measure upon which we are deliberating is to re- 
move this and decayed timber in an honorable way, and inits 
stead to substitute material that can successfully meet every emergency 
that may arise in the annals of human affairs. This, to my mind, 
appears practical. Itis also as economical a method by which to secure 
a live, an active, an enterprising, and an able personnel as can be de- 
vised without doing an injustice to brave and honorable gentlemen, 
ene ee een ine eee demands that are upon 

em. 

In a conversation with an officer of high rank, but a few days since 
he remarked that the present system would not successfully stand the 
test of a sixty days’ war with a first-class naval power; that our sys- 
tem was entirely different from that maintained by or France, 
or Spain, or agnor gt or Italy; that here the principle of ‘‘selection’’ 
did not obtain, and that the great and the only struggle for advaner 
ment to the topmost round in the ladder of promotion was the contées: 
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that existed between the stomach and the mind. In other words, he 
said that the man who had the best stomach and took the best care of 
his physique was almost certain to live the longest, and thus secure the 
highest and most coveted prize in the service. 

And in a conversation with a third gentleman of the naval service 
he said, without specifying individuals, that there were many to be 
affected by the pending bill who ought not to be intrusted with the com- 


mand of a first-class merchant vessel. There are, I am informed, eight 
hundred and fifty-one officers upon the active-list who are included 
within the limitations of section 1445. Of course I donot characterize 
all of these officers, or the larger portion of them, as inefficient. Ihave 
not been advised as to the inefficiency of any particular officer, but itis 
“abroad in the land,” it is “a matter of common talk,” that ineffi- 
ciency in no small degree does exist. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will my colleague permit me to ask a question? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ifnotincapacitated, why retire these officers to make 
room for others? 

Mr. SAYERS. Because, though upon examination it might be found 
that they were neither physically nor mentally incapacitated for service, 
yet by reason of their age and of infirmaties, not amounting to abso- 
lute disqualification, they would not be such material as should con- 
stitute a part of the personnel of an efficient navy. They would con- 
tinue in the service only to be a clog upon the advancement of others 
of ability, energy, and enterprise. Iask my colleagueif he would sup- 
port a bill for the retirement of such officers? 

Mr. REAGAN. I would not support a bill to allow any man pay for 
doing nothing. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman does not answer the question. 

I very much regret the position assumed on yesterday by my col- 
league on this floor in reference to the policy of tlie pending bill. I 
feel that he has not viewed it in all its features, nor has he thought of 
some of the consequences to result if this bill becomes a law. I can 
not believe that if he had been familiar with the laws pertaining to 
the Navy that he would have adopted the line of argument, or rather 
ef denunciation, which he pursued yesterday in reference to the meas- 
ure. 
Has it ever occurred to him that section 1445 became a law, in part 
if not altogether, in 1870? Can he recall the political condition of 
the country at the time and for a few years thereafter? Let him read 
the three sections I have quoted in the light of the lurid events of the 
years in which they became laws, and then he will, perhaps, discover 
that the limitations of section 1445 then had a meaning—that mean- 
ing being to carefully guard the avenues of naval promotions so that 
for many years, at all events, there might be no danger of advance- 
ment by a graduate at the Naval Academy from the South to high 
naval rank. 

Does my friend and colleague remember how, at the Democratic State 
convention in 1872, we gathered around him and bore him upon our 
shoulders to the president’s chair, and what hearty acclamations greeted 
him from us all as he rose to address the convention? Why was such 
high honor conferred upon him? Why was hegreeted with such warm 
and heartfelt salutation? The answerisplain. It was because he was 
a proscribed man, and we were anxious to give him demonstration that 
our deepest sympathies and strongest friendship were with him. It 
was a proud day for us to thus honor a man because he wasso situated. 

But how is it to-day with my friend and colleague? We find him 
here denouncing a bill which, if it becomes a law, will in its effects de- 
stroy the limitations of section 1445 and render easy and practicable 
the promotion of graduates from the Naval Academy, The young men 
of the South will then have an opportunity to once again enter the 
naval service of their country in the full confidence that by industry, 
by enterprise, and by exemplary deportment they will be able to at- 
tain the highest rewards in the gift of the Government. 

As long as section 1445 shall continue to be in force so long will the 
avenues to naval promotion be practically closed to the young men of the 
Sonth. Already have more than a hundred young men—instructed and 
supported by the Government—after having completed a full course with 
honor to themselves and to the entire satisfaction of those in authority, 
been di from the service because there were no vacancies to be 
supplied. And this will continue to occur each year. 

ery many of these graduates are from the South. Theyare full to 
overflowing with an honorable and a patriotic ambition to enter the 
naval service of their country. They have successfully prepared them- 
selves for a brilliant career, which seemed opened to them upon their 
admission into the Academy. But, to their bitter disappointment, 
they found that section 1445 of the Revised Statutes, in its practical 
operation, presented an insurmountable obstacle to their further ad- 
vancement, and they have been discharged. 

I regret that my colleague will not give his strong assistance to secure 
the passage of a bill that will open up the avenues to naval prefer- 
ment, so that the young men of the South may have a living chance to 
enroll their names among the great captains that have conferred honor 
and renown upon the American name. 

Iam, Mr. Speaker, for the young men of the country, and for that 
reason I support this bill. I care nothing about details. Let it be 


amended to suit the desires of gentlemen. The thing I want worst of 
all is to improve the personnel of the Navy and to admit the young men 
of every section of our country upon an equal footing to an honorable 
competition for the highest honors that are to be gained in the naval 
service. 

In some manner, I care not how, do away with the limitations of 
section 1445 and a great difficulty will be removed. But if these lim- 
itations shall continue, then the ‘‘dead timber’? in the Navy will 
continue to prevent its reform and efficiency, and there is not a being 
within this Hall, from the oldest to the yor t, that will live to see 
a young man graduating from the South at the Naval Academy since 
the war attain the rank of captain in the American Navy. 

But repeal these limitations—through this bill or otherwise, I care 
not how—and youth, energy, enterprise, patriotism, and ambition will 
assert their way; and should war unhappily occur and ourships move 
out to battle, there will be found upon the quarter-deck of every vessel 
men from the East and from the West, from the North and from the 
South, with sword in hand and contesting one with another as to who 
can best serve a common country and beneath a common flag. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker-—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS] has 
fifteen minutes left. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, in introducing this bill I 
ve ~ greater interest in it than every other member of Congress upon 

oor. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire of the gentleman 
ee [Mr. THomAs] whether he intends to move to close de- 

te? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I do. 


$ Mr. REAGAN. Then I hope the House will not permit that to be 
one. 
Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, I think some gentleman should be al- 


lowed to speak on the other side. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reply to some oí 
the points that have been presented here. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I decline to be interrupted, Mr. Speaker. 
If the motion that I shall present to the House is voted down, gentle- 
men who desire to be heard will have an opportunity. 

This measure is no more mine than itis the measure of every man in 
this country who has the good of the naval service at heart. It isnot my 
measure, and gentlemen who support it are conferring no special favor 
upon me, but arelooking alone to the good of our common country. - A 
bill which can not stand discussion and that light of reason which dis- 
cussion throws upon every measure is not fit to be passed by Con- 
gress. A committee may have a bill before them and may investigate 
it as carefully as they can, giving it their most earnest attention, yet 
when discussion occurs in the House defects may be disclosed in the 
measure which were not discovered in committee. In passing upon a 
measure of such importance as this it is right and proper that every 
possible defect should be pointed out and, if possible, remedied; for 
we are seeking no special advantage for any class of men; we are seek- 
ing only to do right, to find some method by which we can advance the 
interests of the naval service. 

If the bill had proceeded to a vote this morning, there was an amend- 
ment which I intended to offer on my own account; that is, to strike 
out the provision in the bill which would allow an officer to retire on 
account of conspicuous gallantry. That provision should be stricken 
out, for the reason that, upon investigation, it is found that the lan- 
guage is too indefinite, and that it would be impossible in practice to 
determine the men who would be entitled to its benefit. There are 
some other objections to which my attention has been called by a mem- 
ber of the House who has not yet spoken, a member who has the good 
of the naval service at heart, and is not bound up by such prejudices as 
disclosed themselves here yesterday. For these reasons, sir, before I 
leave the floor, I shall move to recommit this bill to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, in order that it may be perfected and the defects which 
have been suggested remedied. 

I am not moved to this course by the retchings and seasickness dis- 
played here by the illustrious storm-tossed mariner of the mountain 
district of Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] [laughter]; nor am I moved by 
the communistic doctrine advocated by the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
REAGAN], a doctrine which could only be properly characterized by 
terms which it would not be parliamentary to use upon this floor. 


‘‘Aristocracy!’’ Fear of establishing an ari , because a gov- 
ernment provides a ble means of retirement for men who have 
given the best years of their lives to its service! Such a provision strikes 


the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] as a step toward aristocracy, 
and therefore as something which should be frowned upon by every lover 
of his country. I have no doubt the gentleman reflects with great 
pleasure upon his own distinguished and illustrious services, not only 
here but in other paa Ihave no doubt that, basing a proper aspira- 
tion, or a proper desire for advancement, not only upon his ability but 
upon his own illustrious service to his country, he would like to fill a 
higher than a Cabinet position. Bids for votes by denouncing the heroes 
of the country, by denominating them ‘‘aristocrats,’’ and talking about 
‘the privileged classes” and the ‘‘dowr-trodden people,” the gentle- 
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man will find are wholly ineffective; for around these heroes for many 
years has clustered the love of fifty millions of people, and that they 
shall be properly provided for and supported the people are determined 
to see, 

Mr. REAGAN. Does the gentleman mean to make that sort of a 
speech, and then close debate and prevent reply to it? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I? 

The SPEAKER. Nine minutes. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. Ifit is any satisfaction to the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] I will yield him five minutes now. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I would like to have the other four minutes. 

Mr. REAGAN. I prefer not to occupy the time of the gentleman. 
I simply appeal to his sense of honor whether it is honorable or fair to 
indulge in that sort of argument without allowing a chance of replying 


to it. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. The gentleman has had an opportunity 
to make his speech. 

Mr. REAGAN. And I neither reflected on any one nor insulted any 


one. 
Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I assure the gentleman I had no inten- 
tion of insulting him. 
Mr. REAGAN. ‘Then the gentleman has a queer way of using lan- 


Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I simply meant—and that I have a par- 
liamentary right to do—to denounce the doctrines advocated by the 
gentleman. I used him and his life and eminent services to illustrate 
the unsoundness and fallacy of his own doctrines, not with the inten- 
tion of insulting him or casting any reflection, but by way of illustrat- 
ing the point, knowing that his own services have been so distinguished 
that he was a proper mark to set up for illustrating the point. 

I think it proper, in order that justice may be done (and under the 
rules there is no ppor sany at present for complete debate of this ques- 
tion), that this bill should be recommitted, to be brought in again in 
such a shape that every gentleman here will have an opportunity to be 
heard fully and completely upon it. 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman yield to me two minutes? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I will. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say of the bill now under 
discussion that it is liable to some of the objections which have been 
pointed out, and to another objection more serious, perhaps, than any 
which has yet been adverted to upon the floor. Therefore the committee 
have decided that it ought to be recommitted; and the gentleman from 

` Illinois [Mr. THOMAS] will make that motion before he takes his seat. 
I sincerely hope the House will vote to reconsider the bill and to stop 
this debate, which I fear is becoming personal, and I for one very much 
regret the turn which it has taken. This is all I desire to say, except 
that the committee, when it has perfected this bill and brought it back, 
will not undertake to have it voted upon until there shall have been 
the fallest and freest discussion upon it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield five 
minutes to me? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. No, sir; I have not time now. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then, give me three minutes. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I hope the gentleman will get an hour 
when the bill comes up again. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The gentleman has some time yet before 
calling for a vote on this question. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I will yield the gentleman two minutes; 
that is all I have time to yield. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Thatis only time enough to enable me to say 
that this is as good an opportunity to dispose of this bill as we are likely 
to have. Iam not so well informed on it as some of my friends here. 
I concede that my excellent friend from New Jersey [Mr. MCADOO 
who lives nearer the salt water than I do ought to be better inform: 
on naval matters than I am, on the theory of the tall boy atschool who, 
when asked who made him, said he did not know; and when a smaller 
boy answered that God made him, and the teacher said to the larger 
boy that he ought to be ashamed that this little boy knew more than he 
did, the larger boy replied that it had not been so long since he was 
made, and therefore he ought to remember it better. So my friend from 
New Jersey, who lives nearer the salt water than I do, ought to know 
more about guns and ships and naval affairs. 

The question here is, ought we, in order to get rid of a dozen or so of 
men in the Navy, who are said to encumber the Naval Register, to pass 
a law which practically carries to the retired-list all those who have 
reached the age of fifty-one or fifty-two years? This bill ought to be 
styled, Mr. Speaker, a bill to limit the service of officers and provide 
places for more officers. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I now move to recommit this bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. Task the House to grant me ten minutes to reply to 
the gentleman from Illinois. I think, in justice, I am entitled to this. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I have no objection, if it will not inter- 
fere with my right under the rule to move to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. The hour under the control of the gentleman from 
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Illinois [Mr. THOMAS] will expire in three minutes; but the hour for 
the consideration of this bill will not expire for thirty minutes. Ifthe 
gentleman from Illinois states that he withholds now his motion to re- 
commit, with the understanding that he may be recognized at the proper 
time to make the motion, the Chair will so understand. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I have no objection to that arrangement, 
and will yield the floor for the purpose of giving the gentleman from 
Texas the opportunity he desires. 

Mr. REAGAN . Thegentleman from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS] hasseen 
proper to characterize my remarks on yesterday and those he alluded 
to on a former day as “‘communistic.’? Ido not know the dictionary 
which he has studied, nor the use he proposes to make of words; butI 
do know that this Government was administered for the whole period 
from its organization down to twenty years ago with no law on the 
statute-books for the ponas of men for doing nothing. 

Were all the Presidents and all the Congresses for the first sixty or 
eighty years of the existence of the Government of the United States 
communists? Ifthey were then class me with that kind of communists. 
I think they were in the sense I am held to be a communist. I think 
they were men animated by that spirit of patriotism which meant to be 
just in all things. I think they were men animated with a purpose to 
extend no privilege to one man they did not extend toall. I think 
they the provisions of the Constitution of the United States 
and of the constitutions of the various States. They believed there is 
no power under our system of government to take property from one 
citizen and give it to another without adequate consideration; that 
there is no power to take property from the private citizen beyond what 
is taken in taxation for the support of Government, except for public 
use, and then only after just compensation therefor. They were aclass 
of men who never dreamt or thought of establishing a government with 
an official class to be fed and supported off the labor of others who had 
not been as fortunate as th ves. 

The gentleman alluded to what I said about the soldiers. Now, sir, 
he was sadly mistaken in his reference. I said nothing about the sol- 
diers which was not honorable tothem. Isaid, sir, that I was for pen- 
sioning every one who was under the law entitled to a pension, and for 
pensioning every widow of every soldier who fell in the service of his 
country, but that I was opposed to that scramble which went on here 
by political gamblers to make political capital by trading off the mone 
of the Treasury for votes. Perhaps thatis communistic. [Laughter. 

Mr. Speaker, I am afraid we have departed so far from the practices 
and doctrines of a republic, so far from the early precedents of the Gov- 
ernment, that it has reached that point a man is almost considered a 
crank if he refers to the Constitution or practices of our fathers. We 
have gone into a different political atmosphere. We have gone into 
officialism in creating a class to be maintained out of the public Treas- 


ury. 

Why, sir, to-day we have hundreds of supernumerary officers in both 
the Army and the Navy. Many of them on the retired-list are younger 
and stouter than I am to-day, living off other people’s labors, and many 
of them worth ten times as much as I am. 

Yesterday I alluded to another thing, to which I wish for a moment 
to revert. The pay of naval officers is: for an Admiral $13,000 a year; 
Vice-Admiral, $9,000; rear-admiral, $6,000; commodores, $5,000; cap- 
tains, $4,500; commanders, $3,500; lieutenants, first four years from 
date of commission, $2,800, and four years from date of commission, 
$3,000, with a provision for longevity pay at 10 per cent. for each five 
years of service, not to exceed in all 40 per cent. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman from Texas will remember that with 
the two highest officers of the Navy, the Admiral and Vice-Admiral, 
that rank expires with the lives of the present incumbents. 

Mr. REAGAN. Fortunately for the country. | 

Now, I would like the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
to tell us the number of supernumerary officers in the Navy—those on 
duty and those on leave—who are now receiving pay? This debate 
has come up, Mr. Speaker, in a way that we have not been able to do 
this. ) 


I will proceed with my statement, and I wish here to call attention 
to the further fact that these men when retired get three-fourths of the 
pay of an officer of the same rank on duty. 

Lookatthe Army list. The General of the Army gets $13,500 a year; 
at present there is no General of the Army. The Lieutenant-General 
gets $11,000, a major-general $7,500 a year, a brigadier-general $5,500, 
a colonel $3,500, a lieutenant-colonel $3,000, and so on, together with 
longevity pay of 10 per cent. for each five years of service, not to exceed 
40 per cent. This applies to those below brigadier-generals. It is 
also true they are furnished with rations, and when mounted with for- 
age, so if they wish they can save the greater portion of their pay, ex- 
cept in the case of those who have families which have to be supported 
out of the pay of the officer. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will my colleague yield to me for one question ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will my colleague tell us what we shall do with the 
graduates at the Naval Academy at Annapolis and what we shall do 
with the Naval Academy itself? 
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Mr. REAGAN. I will tell you what I would do if I had the power. 
I would at once provide by law that only one-half of the t mm- 
ber of cadets in the Naval Academy at Annapolis and one-half of the 
cadets at West Point should be educated there at the Government’s ex- 

The last time I examined into the subject we had over four 
RERA, supernumerary officersin the Army. Now we have three hun- 
dred and twenty-five cadets for appointment in the Naval Academy. 
Then we had two hundred and ninety-three. 

Mr. McADOO. Letme ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. REAGAN. My time is limited, and I fear I shall be cut off be- 
fore concluding what I wish to say. 

Mr. McADOO. No; I do not wish to cut the gentleman off; but I 
would like to ask him whether he is aware how many graduates at the 
Naval Academy at Annapolis are appointed into the Navy? 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam not aware. 

Mr. McADOO. Only ten. 

Mr. REAGAN. Only ten? 

Mr. McADOO. Only ten who go into the Navy. There are quite a 
number graduated, of course, who do not go into the Navy. 

Mr. REAGAN. That may be very true. But, Mr. Speaker, there is 
a point here, and I am very sorry to have to refer to the remarks made 
by my colleague from Texas as well as by the gentleman from New 
Jersey, who speak of the men who served throughout the war, and yet 
who can not be retired as superannuated, as ‘dead wood,” and who 
must be displaced to let in these young cadets to come into command. 
They would retire the brave veteran naval officers for the purpose of 

utting these cadets in commission and in command of the ships of war. 
Fao not understand the propriety or the justice of such a course. I, of 
course, sympathize with the cadets and wish them well, but we can not 
afford to tax the people to place upon the retired-lista e number of 
able-bodied officers to draw their pay and do nothing in o to furnish 
these cadets with commissions. The education that is given to these 
young men is better, as a rule, than oursons at home get. If they can 
not, therefore, get commissions in the Navy or the Army I do not know 
any reason why, nor is there any impropriety in, their going home and 
earning a livelihood in private life with the splendid education which 
has been afforded to them at the cost of the Government. Butno; that 
will not do. It is necessary to sustain and enlarge the American aris- 
tocracy by multiplying officers and giving them pay for doing nothing. 
I think, sir, from what the gentleman from New Jersey has said, and 
from what my colleague has said, and from what the gentleman from 
Tllinois has said, that it will be understood we simply propose to retire 
officers in the full vigor of their manhood, men of approved patriotism 
and courage in battle, in order that we may get increased rank for an 
increased number of officers and get commissions for cadets who hope 
to be officers. 

Mr. McADOO. The gentleman from Texas certainly did not under- 
stand me as advocating any such policy as that. 

Mr. THOMAS. And let me say to the gentleman from Texas that 
it is a purely voluntary thing as far as this question of retirement is 
concerned. These officers are not forced to go on the retired-list unless 
they desire to do so. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I have always felt more pride in the 
naval service of this country, in its integrity and the purity of the 


was other branch of the public service. I know that there are many 
gallant naval officers who would indignantly decline to accept this 

unty which gentlemen seem anxious to force upon the service, pre- 
ferring to perform the duties which they are still capable of perform- 
ing. But there is a large class, those who lead the in Wash- 
ington, those who hang around the hotel lobbies, who are anxious for 
additional rank and pay in any way, who, sir, are willing to accept 
this pay and retire from the service in order that they may have a little 
better position and more opportunity to lead the german. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MCADOO. If the gentleman will consent to the retirement of 
those officers who are affected by this bill, the effect of that will be to 
take away from the lobbies of the hotels the very class of persons to 
which he now alludes. Jt will take them away and send them to sea 
or give them a chance to perform duty in some capacity. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would take an easier plan than that. I would let 
them know that they had better go home now and go to work like 
honest men and not lie around here trying to obtain a living without 
labor at the expense of the country. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McADOO. If you would, then do it by law. 

Mr. REAGAN. Those who fill up the ranks of the lobby, those who 
hang around the doors of Congress, who are continually asking for leg- 
islation, who pray Congress for special legislation always in favor of 
the privileged classes, always discriminating against the laboring people 
who have to pay the taxes, are the men who should be driven off into 
service. [Applause. ] 

But, sir, I only expected to allude to the statement of the gentleman 
from Illinois as to the assertion that the remarks I have made were 
communistic in their tendency. I may be permitted to say that I thank 
Almighty God I have in me something of the spirit of Jefferson and the 
fathers of this Republic, and that my people have given me permission 
tostand here upon the floor of this House and plead for purity, integrity, 


and virtue in the management of our affairs. But the ring of officers 
around the lobbies, the ring of claim agents, and the thousand and one 
hangers-on around Congress are still to be heard in the consideration of 
these measures, while the people at home who earn their living by their 
own labor, who pay the taxes, but who are never represented here, are 
to be called upon to put their hands into their pockets still deeper in 
order to meet the frauds imposed upon them by those who ought to 
protect them. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. In my remarks to which the gentleman 
from Texas has taken exception I wish to repeat that I did not mean 
to assert that he was a communist, butsimply to say that the tendency 
of the doctrine advocated by him was communistic. That was what I 
meant, and what I said, and nothing more; and, as I said before, I 
meant no reflection whatever upon him. 

Mr. REAGAN. Then I wish to say to the gentleman from Illinois 
that if I am a communist every member of the earlier Congresses was 
communistic in his sentiments upon this same subject. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I will leave the country to determine 
whether the gentleman from Texas is nearer to the Constitution in the 
doctrines he advocates or the Naval Committee of the House, who are 
trying to look after the interests of the country in accordance with the 
requirements of the Constitution. 

I now move, for the purpose of having this bill perfected, and to 
meet some of the objections which have been urged here, that it be re- 
committed to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire to ask a parliamentary question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is it in order at this time to move to strike 
out the enacting clause of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks, under the rules, the motion to 
refer, or to recommit, which is the same thing, and the motion to 
amend, which is the motion suggested by the gentleman from Ohio, 
stand upon an exact footing of equality, and that the one first made 
must be first put. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But it is in order-—— 

The SPEAKER. It will be in order if the other motion, the motion 
to recommit, is voted down 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is it in order at this time to move to lay 
the bill on the table? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then I make the motion. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I desire to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I ask whether the gentleman from Ohio 
can take me off the floor for the purpose of making a motion to lay the 
bill on the table. 

The SPEAKER. He can not take the gentleman off the floor, but 
the gentleman from Illinois, having made his motion, is not on the floor. 
‘His hour has expi 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I inquire further whether it is proper 
under the rules at this time to move to lay the bill on the table, or 
whether the proper motion is not to lay my motion on the table? 

TheSPEAKER. TheChair will cause theruleto beread, from which 
the gentleman will see that the motion to lay. the bill on the table has 
precedence over the motion to refer. ~“ 

The Clerk read clause 4 of Rule XVI, as follows: 

When sopoia is under debate, no motion shall be received but to fix the day 
to which the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, to take a recess, to lay on the 
table, for the previous question (w. motion shall be decided withoutdehbate), 
to © to a day certain, to refer or amend, or to postpone indefinitely, 

motions shall have precedence in the foregoing order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois will see the motion 
to lay on the table is the one which has precedence. The question is 
on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio to lay the pending bill on 
the table. That motion is not debatable. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 73, noes 91. 

Mr. BLOUNT and Mr. STORM called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 49 members voting therefor. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 105, nays 156, not 
voting 62; as follows: 


w 


YEAS—165. 
Allen, J. M. Crisp, Halsell, Maybury, 
Anderson, C, M. Croxton, Hammond, McCreary, 
Barnes, D: ~ Harris, McMillin, 
$ Davidson, A.C. Hatch, McRae, 

Bennett, Davidson, R.H.M. Heard, Mo: 3 
Blanchard, Dawson, Hemphill, Neal, 
Blount, Dockery, Holman, Oates, 
Boyle, Dunn, Howard, O'Ferrall, 
Burnes, Eden, Hutton, Peel, 
Cabell, Eldredge, Trion, Perry, 
prem Piel Felix Findlay. emg ip oe 
Jam isher, ones, J. H. n 
Cam Foran, Jones, J.T. Randall, 
Clement Forms Eaffoon’ Ted JW. 
Clement orney, ‘oon, W. 
Cobb, a Faller. La Follette, Richardson, 
Collins, Geddes, Landes, c p aA 
cere on, om Eustace Le Fevre, 

wies, ass, sowry, Rogers, 

x; Green, W. J. Matson, Sadler, 
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Sessions, Taulbee, Turner, Wellborn, 
Singleton, Taylor, J.M. Wade, Willis, 
Skinuer, Taylor, Zach. Ward, J.H. Wilson, 
Sowden, Throckmorton, Ward, T.B. Winans. 
Storm, ‘Tillman, Warner, A. J. 
Swope, ‘Townshend, Weaver, A.J. 
Tarsney, Trigg, Weaver, J.B. 
NAYS—156. : 
Adams, G, E. Dowdney, Little, ayee A 
Adams, J.J. Dunham, Long, Reed, T.B 
Allen, C. H. Ely, Lore, Rice, 
Anderson, J. A. Everhart, Lovering, Romeis, 
Atkinson, Farquhar, Lyman, Rowell, 
Baker, Felton, ahoney, Ryan, 
Ballentine, Fleeger, Markham, Sawyer, 
Bayne, Frederick, Martin, Sayers, 
Beach, Gallinger, McAdoo, Scott, 
Beimont, Gilfillan, McComas, > 
Bingham, Glover, McKenna, Shaw, 
p na gea R.S. McKinley, x 
ound, rosyenor, Merriman, pooner, 
Boutelle, Grout, Millard, Stahinecker, 
Brady. Hahn, Miller, 
Breckinridge, C, R. Hale, Milliken, Ste’ Charles 
pao y i WOP Hall, Mitchell, St. 
Browne, T. M. Harmer, Moffat, prenen Nf S, of Ky. 
Brown, OE. Hayden, Morrow, Struble, 
ed a w.w. pie ead Neeley Swinburne, 
rumm, epburn, ; es, 
Buchanan, Herbert, Nelson, Taylor, E. B, 
Buck, Herman, Norwood Taylor, I. 
Bunnell, Hiestand, nnell, ‘Thomas, J. R. 
Burrows, Hill, oO’ 0. 
Butterworth, Hires, O'Neill, Charles Thom: “i 
Bynum, Hitt, O'Neill, J.J. Van . 
Carmon, Holmes, Seorsa Wadsworth, 
Caswell, Hopkins, A Wait, 
Catchings, Houk, Owen, Wakefield, 
Cole, Jackson, Parker, Warner, William 
Conger, James, Perkins, Wheeler, 
Cooper, Johnston, J.T. Peters, White, A.C. 
Crain, Ketcham, Pettibone, White, Milo 
Culberson, King, Phelps, Whiting, 
Cutcheon, Laird, i Wilkins, 
Davenport, Lanham, Plumb, Wolford, 
Dingley, Lehibach, Price, Woodburn, 
Dorsey, Lindsley,” Pulitzer, Worthington, 
NOT VOTING—62. 
Aiken, Dougherty, Johnson, F. A. Snyder, 
Arnot, El elley, Spriggs, 
Barbour, Ermentrout, Lawler, nger, 
Barksdale, Evans, bbey, Stephenson, 
land, Funston, Louttit, Ste 
B y., Stone, 
Burleigh, Gibson, C. H, M Stone, W. J., of Mo. 
Oan rbal T.J Guenth M ey Tueke 
x! uenther, CA er, 
Carleton, an Neece, Van Schaick, 
Cc y, Henderson, D.B. Payne, Viele, 
Comstock, Henderson, J.S. Payson, Weber, 
Curtin, Henderson, T. J. West, 
Daniel, enley, Rockwell, Wise. 
Davis, Hiscock, Scranton. 
Dibble, Seney, 


So the motion to lay on the table was not agreed to 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I move to dispense with the reading of 
the names of members voting. 

There was no objection. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. AIKEN with Mr. KELLEY, until further notice. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. Hiscock, until January 29. 

Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland, with Mr. PAYNE, until January 29. 

Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL with Mr. THowas, of Wisconsin, until Janu- 
ary 27. 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. Jounson, of New York, until further notice. 

Mr. WISE with Mr. LIBBEY, until farther notice. 

Mr. BRAGG with Mr. GUENTHER, until January 30. 

Mr. CARLETON with Mr. STEPHENSON, until January 30. 

Mr. Spricus with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, until February 1, 

Mr. DIBBLE with Mr. West, for two days. 

Mr. BARKSDALE with Mr. Gory, on this vote. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. ROCKWELL, for this day. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of ILLINOIS, with Mr. CLARDY, for this day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, rose. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that the hour has expired. 

The SPEAKER. The hour expired during the call of the roll. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques- 
tion on the motion to recommit the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The matter is not now beforethe House. It will 
go over as unfinished business, with the motion to recommit pending. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. Then I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the motion to lay the bill on the table was rejected; and also 
move to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I make the point, Mr. Speaker, that the 
hour has expired. 

The SPEAKER. The motion can be entertained, but the vote can 
not be taken now, the hour haying expired. The time expired during 


the roll-call; but the practice in such cases has been always to com- 
plete the call of the roll. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask whether it is in order to 
move to call up the bill Seh R. 392) on the House Calendar for the for- 
feiture of railroad land 

The SPEAKER. Itis A aa to move to proceed to the considera- 
tion of business on the House Calendar. 

Mr. COBB. What I want to ascertain, Mr. Speaker, is whether the 
Committee on Public Lands has the power at any time to call up bills 
in connection with railroad land grants. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that, under the rules as amended 
at the present session, when the Committee on Public Lands makes a 
report of the character i in the rule at a time when the House 
is not actually engaged in the consideration of some other matter, it 
may proceed at once to the consideration of that report, just as in the 
case of the Committee on Printing, or the Committee on Accounts, or 
other privileged committees; but that if the Committee on Public Lands 
report a bill in the usual way upon the call of committees, and the bill 
goes upon the Calendar, it then takes its place on the Calendar just like 
any other bill. That has always been the practice with reference to re- 
ports of alikecharacter. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cops] can 
move that the House proceed to the consideration of business on the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. COBB. I make that motion, Mr. Speaker. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, would it now be in order to move to pass 
over any bills which may precede this upon the Calendar? 

Thé SPEAKER. TheChair thinks that a motion to postpone must be 
made upon each bill as it is reached, or the gentleman can raise the 
question of consideration. 

The first business upon the House Calendar was a bill (H. R. 3) to pre- 
vent the claim of the war taxes under the act of August 5, 1861, and 
acts amendatory thereof, by the United States, as set-off against States 
haying claims against the General Government. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, there will be no occasion to raise any 
question upon that bill. When the report was made it was agreed that 
this week should be allowed to the minority to prepare their views to 
be presented to the House, and therefore I ask that the bill be passed 
over. 

The SPEAKER. That may be done by unanimous consent. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The next business upon the House Calendar was a bill (H. R. 392) 
declaring forfeited certain grants of lands made to certain States in aid 
of the construction of railroads. 

Mr.COBB. That is the bill which I desire to have considered at this 
time. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That so much of the several acts and parts of acts of Con- 
gress as are below recited be, and they are hereby, repealed, namely: 


Chapter th Statutes at at Large, page 30, approved August 11, 1856, en- 
titled “An act granting publio lands in alternate sections to the State of Missis- 


a 
line between the State i and the Agee of 
Alabama,” which road was completed within the ries anyone i Pr by said act, 
Also, so much of chapter 41, eleventh Statutes at Large, page 17, approved 
June 3. 1S6. entitled “An act granting public lands in alternate sections to the 
State of Alabama, &c.,” as relatesto a grant of landsin aid of the construction of 
railroads from Elyton to the Tennessee River at or near Beard’s Bluff, Ala- 


Also, to aid in the construction of the Memphis and Charleston Railroad, in 
section 6 of said act. 

, section 7 of the act of March 3, 1857, chapter 99, 11 Statutes at Large, 
page iron Cot a ones to the State of Alabama in aid of the Savannah and 
y, as recited in said section. 

Soe Aa. 11 Statutes at Large, page 18, entitled “An act 
to the State of Louisiana to aid in the construction of 
railroads in sai "as relates to a railroad from New Orleans to the State 
line in the mrar oi ee 

That all gat titles, and ad privileges as to any of the public lands granted or 
conferred by or poms zd the said several provisions of law be, and they 
are here af mene forfeited and determined; that all the lands within the 
terms an scope of said several provisions of law be, and they are hereby, re- 
stored to the public domain, and subject to sale, disposition, and settlement 
under existing law as though’ said acts and parts of acts had never been enacted. 


Mr. COBB. Mr.Speaker, I presume it will be unnecessary for me to 
go into any detailed statement of the facts and the law in this case, but 
I may remind the House that this bill was passed in the last Con 
by analmost unanimous vote. Then, however, itcontained a prov aap 
which was objectionable to several members of the House—the pro- 
vision for the forfeiture of the grant to the Gulf and Ship Island Rail- 
road. The committeedetermined that it would be better tostrike that 
provision outof this billand thereby enable the House to passit without 
opposition. The grants embraced in this bill are held by the commit- 
tee, under the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, to 
be grants in præsenti; in other words, it is held that the title to the lands 
vested in the corporations, the States to which the grants were made, 
for the benefit of the railroad companies, at the dates of the grants, 
and therefore if becomes necessary, in order to restore these lands to the 
public domain, to repeal those laws, or to declare the forfeiture of the 
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lands to the Government. Asa matter of fact, however, I may state 
that the committee has information which is not disputed that none of 
theroads mentioned in this bill have undertaken to complete their lines 
to any extent whatever. The lands remainin thecorporations to which 
they have been granted; they are withheld from settlement, and, as I 
have stated, will forever be so under the decision of the Supreme Court, 
unless Congress takes some action to restore them to the public domain. 

I have letters from parties living in theneighborhood of some of these 
grants who say that this is avery great obstruction to the settlement of 
the lands, and I have no doubt that such is the case. For this reason 
the committee will insist that these grantsought tobe forfeited. There 
is no reason why they should not be; but, on the contrary, there is every 
reason in favor of the passage of this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to take upthetimeof the House. Ifany 
gentleman desires to ask a question for information I shall be glad to 
answer it; otherwise I shall not occupy any further time. If there is no 
desire to discuss the bill, the question will be first upon the amendment 

roposed by the committee, which is to strike out that portion of the 
bil which would forfeit the grant made to the Gulf and Ship Island 
Railroad Company. 

Mr. ANDERSON , of Kansas, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a word on 
the motion which will first come before the House—that is, the amend- 
ment pro by the committee to strike from the bill so much as re- 
lates to the forfeiture of the grant to the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad, 
of Mississippi. As the bill was introduced in the House and acted upon 
by the committee, it contemplated the forfeiture of that t in con- 
nection with the other grants. For some reason, I do not know what, 
the committee recommend an amendment excepting from the operation 
of this bill the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad grant. In January, 1884, 
when this same question was before the House, the Gulf and Ship Isl- 
and matter was very thoroughly discussed, and by a very large majority 
a bill was passed including the forfeiture of that with all these other 
grants. Since that action of the last House I have seen nothing to 
change my opinion as to the propriety and necessity of forfeiting this 
particular grant. On the other hand, there have occurred since that 
action some things—which I think were not known to the majority of 
the gentlemen upon the Public Lands Committee—which impress me 
with the belief that this amendment should not be adopted, and that 
the grant to the Gulf and Ship Island road should to-day be forfeited. 
Let me state the facts which have occurred since the action of the last 
Congress on this subject. 

During the summer of 1884 and subsequent to the action of the House 
forfeiting that grant, an application was made by the proper officer of 
the present Gulf and Ship Ysland Company to the Secretary of the In- 
terior asking him to withdraw from settlement or sale the lands which 
would be embraced in that grantifthe grant were good. In July, 1884, 
the Secretary of the Interior ordered this withdrawal; and these lands 
arenow notopen eithertosettlementortosale. Thatraisesthe question 
whether the original grant was of such character as to justify the with- 
drawal in 1884 of the lands covered byit. Itis to this question I wish 
to address myself for a moment. 

If I remember correctly, in 1856 a grant was made to the State of 
Mississippi of certain lands, embracing with some others a six-milestrip 
for the benefit of the Gulfand Ship droad. The condition of that 
grant, upon its face, was that it should terminate at the end of ten 
years unless the road should by that time be completed and all the 
conditions of the t fulfilled. In 1866 the road had not been com- 
pleted. There not been, I think, ashovelful of dirt thrown upon it. 
‘There were no ties, no rails—in fact there was nothing except simply a 
corporation known as the Gulf and Ship Island Company and perhaps 
some preliminary surveys. But it was not pretended then, nor is it 
pretended now, that any road was ever built by that company. under 
that grant; and the grant itself expired at the end of ten years—in 
1866. 

Of course the answer made on this point is that during the war period 
the State of Mississippi, orrather this company, could not build the road. 
Iadmitall that; but I hold that the United States Government was not 
responsible for this lack of action. I hold that grant to have been made 
like any other grant, offering to those who might choose to become in- 
cerporated as a company the right to take up and fulfill the terms of 
the grant. It makes no difference to the Government or to Congress 
what may have been the reason why men have not complied with the 
conditions; the fact is, they did not comply. 

The company which was then incorporated died. In 1882, a very 
great many years after the original grant by its terms had expired, and 
after the original company had died, the Legislature of Mississippi in- 
corporated a railroad company known as the Gulf and Ship Island Com- 
pany to construct a road between the termini provided in the original 
grant; and this, it is now alleged, is a corporation which has some claims 
under the original grant. I want to call the attention of the House to 
the fact that the company incorporated in 1882, although it bears the 
same name, is not the company incorporated by the State of Mississippi 
in 1856, or 1855, or 1854; and the best evidence of that fact—at least to 
my miud—is this: If there were now alivea Gulf and Ship Island Rail- 
road Company incorporated back, say, in 1854, then the PESSA of 
Mississippi would not in 1882 incorporate another company bearing 


the same name and confer upon it precisely the same privileges. In 
other words, I can not see that this was an act of reincorporation. It 
was an act of new and original incorporation; and the present Gulf and 
Ship Island Railroad an cars SA no more the company which might 
have claimed under that grant before the expiration of the period fixed, 
1866, than a certain John Smith born in 1882 is the John Smith born 
in the same State in 1800. This is a wholly different company. The 
act of the Legislature is a new act of incorporation—the creation of a 
new company. 

Now, this new company, I suppose, under the doctrine laid down by 
the Supreme Court in the case of Schulenburg vs. Harriman—and in- 
cidentally I wish to say that to my mind the decision in that case is 
one of the most infamous railroad decisions that ever came from any 
judicial body—this company, incorporated in 1882, under the doctrine 
of that decision, as I suppose, makes the claim that it has rights under 
the grant of 1856. For my part, I can not see how it can have any 
rights in any respect. That grant expired in 1866. The company to 
which the State of Mississippi gave it died. In 1882 this new company 
is incorporated and comes up and makes claim to the land which would 
have been covered by the original grant if that grant were yet alive, 
The whole thing is absurd on its face. 

But it seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the present Gulf and Ship 
Island Company must be one having considerable power in the State 
of Mississippi. I notice that the Legislature in incorporating it, in giv- 
ing to it whatever privileges it might, provided that its property should 
be exempted from taxation for twenty years. By another act of the 
Legislature of Mississippi—passed, I think, in 1882—this same company 
is given the privilege of purchasing at the rate of 2 cents an acre cer- 
tain swamp lands—lands, I suppose, which were originally given to 
that State by the United States. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I would like to ask the gentleman to what com- 
pany he now refers. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The Gulf and Ship Island Company. 

Mr. VAN EATON. They had the privilege of doing what? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Of doing that which I have just stated. 
I may be incorrect in my statement, for it is some time since I looked 
at the matter; but I wish a page would go to the Library and bring me 
the statutes of the State of Mississippi for 1882. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I wish a page would do that; for I would like 
to have the pee read the law to which he has referred. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I may be mistaken; but my impres- 
sion is that the facts areas I havestated. I will examine the law. I 
think that the Legislature granted to this same company—if I am not 
correct I hope my friend from Mississippi will correct me, because, liv- 
ing in that State, he necessarily knows more about these matters than 
I can, and what I am stating is simply based on my reading of the acts 
of that islature—I certainly desire to make no incorrect statements; 
but I think the Legislature constituted this same company the lessees 
of the penitentiary. Is that correct? I think there is an act of the 
Legislature of Mississippi in 1882 or 1884 giving to this Gulf and Ship 
Island Company the right to take the convicts of the penitentiary and 
use them in phe, Rey identical road. - 

If I am in error I hope to be corrected. I only suggest these things, 
Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of saying that it seems to me that there is 
geat vitality and power in the present Gulf and Ship Island Railroad 

mpany. In other words, that this exact vitality is in and of itself a 
sufficient reason why Congress, when that company is making a claim 
to these lands under a grant of 1856, and when the Secretary of the In- 
terior in 1884 withdrew from market lands attaching to a grant which 
had been dead nearly twenty years—that these things, taken together, 
arereasons why this Houseshould forfeit that grant. That is my point. 

I hold here a statement from the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, which I will ask to have read as a part of my remarks. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. What is the substance of the paper which the gentle- 
man asks to have read ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would prefer to have it read. I 
can not see any reason why, when we are ga bill which will prop- 
erly forfeit some eight different grants which have expired, we should 
except from its operation one of the grants, and the only one which is 
claimed with vigor. Nor to my mind is there any force in the propo- 
sition that it will be better to withdraw this particular case from the 
operation of the general bill lest it might meet opposition in some other 


Mr. CANNON. Has this road ever been constructed ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. There never was a shovelfall of dirt 
thrown upon it; never in the world. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What is the reason of the exception in this par- 
ticular case? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Ido not know; I was not present dur- 
ing that portion of the session of the committee, being a few minutes 
late; and I am certain that if the committee had been in possession of 
the knowledge of the fact that these lands, since the last House forfeited 
this identical grant, had been withdrawn from settlement, the majority 
of the committee would have acted otherwise. 
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Now I would like to have this paper read as a portion of my re- 
marks. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I wish to ask the gentleman a question right 
there. I understand the gentleman to assert that has been 
done toward the building of the road, that not a shovelfull of dirt has 
been thrown upon it, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Of the old road, not one, IfIam in 
error I will be happy to correct it. There may have been some of the 
new road worked upon since 1882. My understanding is there never 
was a shovelful of dirt before 1882. Am I correct? 

Mr. VAN EATON. Let meask how long it has been since the gen- 
tleman was down there on that Gulf and Ship Island Railroad ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Inever have been there, but I can read 
the acts of your Legislature. I ask for the reading of the paper sent to 
the Clerk’s desk. ts 


Mr. CANNON. The object of my question was for information. 
the road now constructed? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. My friend from Mississippi can an- 
swer that question better than I can. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman from Mississippi say whether 
the road is constructed or not? 

Mr. VAN EATON. It is not. 

Mr. CANNON. I mean the road spoken of. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Doesthe gentleman mean whether it is finished, 
completed. 

Mr. CANNON. Or any part of it. 

Mr. VAN EATON. It is being worked on. 

Mr. CANNON. How much is in operation? 

Mr. VAN EATON. None of it that I know of. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That is satisfactory. Now read the 


per. 
Phe Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 18, 1886. 


Sin: In reply to your letter of the 16th instant inquiring as to the status of the 
grant for the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad Company in the State of Mississippi, 
and whether a withdrawal of public lands was ever made for the benefit of said 
grant, and asking for ‘‘any information relative to this grant,” I have the honor 
to advise you as follows: 

The grant to aid in the construction of a road from Brandon to the Gulf of Mex- 
ico was made by act of Congress approved August 11, 1856, to the State of Mis- 
sissippi (11 Statutes, page 31), and said grant was accepted by act of the State 

liara approved February 2, 1857, and conferred on the company named 
by act approved December 3, 1 

On August 9, 1856, after the passage of the bill by aires gem but before the a 
proval of the act, the district land officers were direc by tel ph to with- 
draw from sale and location the land falling within the probable limits of the 
grant, and by letter of August 15, 1856, said officers were advised of the object of 
said withdrawal and instructed to continue the same until further orders, 

On November 27, 1860, this office received a map of definite location of the line 
of said poyan *s road, which had been filed in the local office at Jackson, Miss., 
and transmitted with register’s letter of November 23,1860. By office letter of 
December 3, 1860, the president of said company was advised that said map had 
been accepted as the basis of adjustment, and that the lands inuring for the 
road would be certified tothe State at the earliest practicable moment, action 
in the matter was, however, suspended by the ORA out of the late war in 
the spring of 1861, and no withdrawal ordered on the filing of said ma 


After the local offices in ae were reopened, in 1 the receiver at 


the lands along the route of the Gulfand Ship Island Railroad were subject to 
ho entry, and he was informed in reply by letter of March 18, 1867, that 
such lands as had been set apart as embraced in grants for railroad 

Said letter did not specifically state ds 


tented. 
By act of July 4, 1876 (19 Stat., 73), lands in na h were directed to be offered 


P, 175), said uest 
the Stave had not as- 


on file in the Department to show what disposition, if any, the Legislature of 


t. 

The present Gulf and Ship Island Railroad Company was organized under an 
act of the ASER ofM roe ea iors February 23, 1882, and by act of 
March 13, 1884, said State confe: on pena company the rights and priv- 
ileges theretofore granted to the original company, the new com y bein, 
required, as far as practicable, to construct its road upon the line of the original 
survey. 

By letter dated March 28, 1884, Senators and Re ntatives in Con; from 
the State of Mississippi requested the withdra’ from sale of the lands granted 
to said State to aid in the construction of the railroad named. Said letter was 
referred to this office by the Department for report, and on May 15, 1884, a report 
was submitted, setting forth substantially the facts hereinbefore ited, and 
suggesting, if it should be decided to order a withdrawal, that the company, as 
grantee of the State, be called upon to file a formal relinquishment in favor of 
all parties who may have been permitted to make entry up to the date of the 
communication of such order to the district land officers. 

By letter of June 19, 1884, the Secretary of the Interior advised the Senatorsand 
Representatives above referred to that the lands would be suspended from sale 
pending final action by Congress in the matter of the forfeiture of the grant upon 
the condition ested in office report of May 15, 1884. 

On June 30, 1884, a written relinqu: ent, executed June 24, 1884, by the Gulf 
and Ship Island Railroad Company, was filed in the Department, by which said 
company “ waiveand release any and all claims on behalf of the State and in its 


own behalf to all the lands entered, or sold by the United States, make this for- 
mal relinquishment in favor of all parties who may have been peo tted to enter 
or pre-empt the same up to the time when the order of withdrawal shall be re- 
Dir Aig nc gig local office in Jackson, Miss,,” reserving the right of indemnity for 
suc 

The relinquishment was deemed insufficient by the Secretary of the Interior, 
who, in his letter transmitting the same to this office, June 30, 1884, stated that 
“ the suspension from sale should not be ordered until the company has executed 
and filed at the local office a supplemental instrument of waiver, relinquishing 
all lands in favor of actual bona fide settlers who made improvements thereon 
prior to the time when notice of s nsion shall be received at the local office.” 

A supplemental waiver was accordingly called for in accordance with the above 
requirement, which was executed July 1, 1884, and filed in the Department, and 
a copy of the same was transmitted to this office by the Secretary with letter of 
July 5, 1884, which directed the suspension of the lands from further sale and 
entry to be made, in accordance with which such suspension was ordered by 
office letter “ F,” July 8, 1884, which was received at the local office July 11, en- 


suing. 
Said order of ion directed the local officers, upon its receipt, to “sus- 
nd from settlement and entry the vacant lands in the even-numbe' sections 
Ruling within the fifteen-mile limits” of the grant referred to, and this suspen- 
sion remains unrevoked. 


Very ly, > 
WM. A. J. SPARKS, Commissioner. 
JOHN A, ANDERSON, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. ANDERSON. I wish simply to add, Mr. Chairman, to what I 
have already said, that it was in 1884 instead of 1882 that the Legis- 
lature of Mississippi passed the act enabling the Gulf and Ship Island 
Railroad Company to become lessees of the conyict labor of the peni- 
tentiary. The act permitting it to buy swamp-lands at 2 cents an acre 
was approved March 15, 1884. (See Laws of Mississippi, 1884, page 
966. 


Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, there was so much confusion in the 
Chamber at the time the statement was made by my colleague, the 
Chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, in reference to this bill 
that it was butslightly understood on this side of the House. I donot 
intend to consume any time in connection with an argument on the 
bill. I assume that when the facts are understood in reference to the 
bill there will not be a dissenting vote to it. 

By the act of Congress of August, 1856, grants of land were made to 
four different railroads in the Statesof Louisiana, Mississippi, and Ala- 
bama; one of them being the Jackson and State Line Railway, another 
the Tuscaloosa and Mobile road, another the Mobile and New Orleans 
road, and another providing for a railway from Brandon to the Gulf 
of Mexico. 

These grants were made, as I have said, in 1856, and contained a 
provision that the grants of land were made upon the express condition 
that the roads named should be constructed and completed within ten 
years from that time. The ten years elapsed, and no steps whatever 
were ever taken with reference to the construction of any one of them. 

As to the road from Brandon to the Gulf of Mexico, a corporation was 
organized and a map of location was filedin the Interior Department, 
and then all proceedings terminated as to that road. The same year, 
on the 3d of June, a similar grant was made by Congress to two other 
roads, the Elyton and Beard’s Bluff Railroad,and the Memphis and 
Charleston road, and with like conditions. As to these two roads noth- 
ing was done in reference to these grants, nothing whatever. 

r. OATES. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him for a 
moment ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Certainly. 

Mr. OATES. The records of the Land Office do not show that the 
Memphis and Charleston Railroad Company accepted the grant. They 
built their road and completed it without any land grant whatever. 

Mr, PAYSON. Iam coming to that later in the course of my re- 
marks, By the act of March 3, 1859, similar grantsof land were made 
to the Savannah and Albany road and to the New Orleans and State 
Line Railroad, and upon the same conditions with reference to the com- 
pletion of the roads, 

Perhaps it might be as well to say here, in reply to the tion of 
the gentleman from Alabama, that as to the Memphis and Charleston 
Railroad there never was an acceptance of that grant by the State of 
Alabama. All of these grants were made in the first instance to the 
different Statesnamed, to be by them conferred upon the railroads under 
certain conditions named in the act, the roads receiving them in the 
second instance. 

Now, here are eight lines of railroad in all of which cases land grants 
were made at this remote period, and nothing whatever was done, noth- 
ing whatever, in reference to them until long after the expiration of 
the time within which the roads named were to have been completed. 
It was regarded, I ought to say further, by the officers of the Interior 
Department that after the lapse of all this time the lands reverted by 
operation of law to the public domain. But the Supreme Court, in the 
case of Shulenburg vs. Harriman, reported in 211 Wallace, decided that 
these grants, and others of like character, vested a present title in 
the grantee (in this case in each of the different States named), and that 
the title remained in abeyance, no matter whether there had been com- 
pliance with the conditions of the grant or not, until Congress should 
affirmatively take some action looking to the revocation of the grant and 
the restoration of the lands to the public domain. That rendered nec- 
essary, Mr. Speaker, some action on the part of Congress, and to that 
end in the Forty-seventh Congress a bill identical in terms with this 
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was introduced and favorably reported from the Judiciary Committee 
of the House. By reason of the press of business on the Calendar no 
action was taken with reference to that bill. It was also introduced in 
the last Congress—a similar bill—referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and by that committee was favorably reported to this House, and 
by an overwhelming vote—I think, if my memory serves me right, the 
vote against it only aggregated some 8 or 10—it this House and 
went to the other end of the Capitol and there died. In this Congress 
the same bill has been introduced, couched in similar lan and 
sed report, I think, comes unanimously from the Committee on Public 
ds. 


Now the reason for omitting the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad from 
the operation of this bill is this: Since the last Congress the Legisla- 
ture of Mississippi have assumed the right to confer the tof land 
which was made in aid of the road from Brandon to the Gulf of Mex- 
ico upon a corporation known as the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad, 
and it is asserted that that company has not only made its survey of 
the line, but that the road is in the course of construction. A bill has 
been introduced and is now pending—introduced by the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. BARKSDALE ]—asking that an extension of time 
be granted as to this road, within which it may comply with the con- 
ditions so as to secure the benefit of this grant. The point was made 
in the committee that if that road could be excepted from the opera- 
tion of this bill no possible objection could be urged, nor would there 
be a vote against the passage of this bill, which, omitting the Gulf and 
Ship Island grant, would restore to the public domain from five to eight 
million acres of the public lands; and in order to expedite the passage 
of the bill forfeiting grants as to which there is no objection to forfeit- 
ure we in the committee agreed to except from the operation of this 
bill the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad. 

I may say in passing I am in favor of, and always expect to be in fa- 
yor of, a forfeiture of that grant; and when the bill shall come up from 
the Public Lands Committee, whether reported favorably or not, I ex- 
pect to be heard on that question. But the reason for the exception I 
have stated, in answer to the suggestions of the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. ANDERSON J, so that it may be understood by this side of the Cham- 
ber and by the other if my voice is audible across the Hall, is that there 
may be no delay with reference to the of this bill as to the seven 
railroad grants as to which there is no possible objection to forfeiture. 

Mr. PETERS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PETERS. I wish to ask the gentleman what, if any, induce- 
ment was held out to the Gulf and Ship Island Corporation newly in- 
corporated to begin the construction of this work? 

Mr. PAYSON. The Supreme Court ha decided the title to the 
land remains in the State until Congress take affirmative action 
restoring it to the public domain, the delegation of Mississippi believed 
in the last Congress that if the construction of the road was begun and 
was being prosecuted in apparently good faith, Congress would not for- 
feit the grant and the State of Mississippi could bestow it upon the 


corporation in the work. 

Mr. PETERS” Did not, then, the prospect of obtaining the benefit 
of this grant enter largely into the motives that induced the new cor- 
poration to begin the construction of the work? 

Mr. PAYSON. It was the sole inducement, as I am led to believe. 
But all that will come up and be subject to debate when the commit- 
tee shall report on the Gulf and Ship Island bill now pending before it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. DoI understand the gentleman from Illinois to 
state that the bill which is pending of which he speaks is not to forfeit 
that grant? Am I correct? 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman is not correct. There isa bill pend- 
ing before the Public Lands Committee to forfeit the Gulf and Ship 
Island grant. Butin addition to that there is another bill presented 
by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. BARKSDALE] asking the com- 
mittee to recommend to the House that the time within which the road 
may be constructed may be extended in the future. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I thank the gentleman for the information. I 
had not understood him correctly. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I desire to make an inquiry of my col- 
league, whether the propriety of extending the time depends upon a 
question of good faith in regard to the relations heretofore existing be- 
tween the Government and that road or on a question of public policy, 
whether it would be in the interest of the public to confirm the grant 
or extend the time, just as if it was a question as to making the grant 
de novo? 

Mr. PAYSON. While the question has not been debated in the 
committee, I know as a member of the committee, from what gentle- 
men have said who favor giving the grant, that the claim is based on 
the assumption that it is an act of public policy to give it precisely the 
same as if the case were ted de novo as to that road. That is, I 
believe, all I care to say in reference to this bill. 

Mr. LAIRD. May I askthe gentleman a question ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir. 


Mr. LAIRD. I wish to ask the gentleman whether the rights of 
any settlers or purchasers attach to any land covered by that grant. 

Mr. PAYSON. Nonewhatever, and for the reason that so far as the 
lands to which the bill relates are concerned there has never been any 
attempt on the part of anybody to exercise the right of sale to any of 
these lands, because no corporations have ever claimed them. 

Mr. OATES. Is it nota fact that the local land officers, regarding the 
title of the railroads as having ceased, have permitted nearly all these 
lands covered by these grants to be taken up for homestead or pre-emp- 
tion settlement and that the passage of this bill is considered necessary 
to perfect the title of these settlers? 

Mr. PAYSON. Not to the degree indicated by the gentleman from 
Alabama. In some cases homestead and pre-emption settlements of 
these lands have been allowed by the Interior Department, the officers 
of the Department acting on the presumption,as I said a few moments 
ago, that because the railroads were not constructed within the time 
specified the land reverted to the public domain and was subject tosale 
and settlement, but that I believe has not been carried out with refer- 
ence to any large proportion of these lands. 

Mr. OATES. I will state to the gentleman that nearly all of the 
lands in my own State have been sold and settled. 

Mr. PAYSON. What the gentleman may know as a question of 
fact I do not dispute. But the knowledge we have about it coming in 
official documents from the Secretary of the Interior to the Committee 
on Public Lands indicates that but a small portion of the lands has been 
restored to the public domain. 

Mr. OATES. I think the gentleman from Illinois misunderstands 
me. I did not mean that these lands were sold by the grantees, but 
that they were sold by the Government. 

Mr. PAYSON. Iunderstandthat, Buton the promulgation of the 
decision in Shulenburg vs. Harriman the land offices at once suspended 
action as to all these lands. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I had noidea, Mr. Speaker, that any discussion 
would have been had to-day as to the merits of the Gulf and Ship Island 
Railroad, nor did I intend to to-day as to the merits of the grant 
to that road. I only ask the attention of the House for a few moments 
while I place before it plainly the attitude of the question that is now 
up for discussion. There was introduced on the first call of States for 
the introduction of bills a bill forfeiting some six or eight land grants 
in the Southern States. That bill included the forfeiture of the land 
grant spoken of by my colleague on the committee [Mr. PAYSON] to 
the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad. 

Now, I am stating no committee secret when I say that when that 
bill came up for consideration it was by, I think, the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Payson] in the first instance, that we should 
drop out the t to the Gulf and Ship Island road, and recommend 
the passage of the bill so amended. After some discussion that was 
unanimously agreed to. The committee unanimously agreed to the 
report that is now upon the Clerk’s desk. They agreed to amend the 
bill by dropping out the forfeiture of the grant to the Gulf and Ship 
Island road; and the sole question now before the House is as to adopt- 
ing the amendment thus unanimously recommended by the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. Afterward the question will be on the pas- 
sage of the bill so amended. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will the gentleman permit me to make 
a personal statement ? 

Mr. VAN EATON. Certainly. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wish simply to repeat what I said 
before, that when this bill was taken up in the committee I was not 
present. I was absent from that portion of the session, though I was 
present at a subsequent period in that session. I have no doubt that 
the statement of my friend from Mississippi [Mr. VAN Eaton] is en- 
tirely correct; but I wish to say that if I had been present the vote 
would not have been unanimous. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Mr. Speaker, what the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. ANDERSON] has ‘stated is correct; but it does not detract from 
what I have said, that the recommendation the committee unani- 
mously. I do not know, Mr. Speaker, that it is necessary to have the 
assent of all the absent members of acommittee in order to make a rec- 
ommendation unanimous. The gentleman certainly was not there. 
Now, sir, I wish the attention of the House for just a few minutes. 
I do not intend to address myself now to the merits of the bill. The 
committee thought in reference to the seven or eight other proposed 
forfeitures that there was no possible objection to m, and would be 
none from anybody. The grants were for roads that were dead, that 
had never been completed or never been begun at all, or like the case 
mentioned by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] where the 
railroad company refused to accept the grant on the proposed terms and 
built the road without it. In other words, all the others were forfeit- 
ures, about which there was no sort of controversy; but about this par- 
ticular road in my State there was controversy. The old members of 
the House will remember that in the Forty-eighth Congress I addressed 
them briefly on this matter, and I say now, as I said then, that the 
Legislature of the State have persistently memorialized Congress to re- 
vive this grant. Since that time the company has gone to work, re- 
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surveys and relocationshaye been made, the work has been commenced, 
and there is hope that the road will be built. 

But this question will come up in due time. There is a bill pending 
before the committee looking to an extension of the time, or, if you 
ch to a revival of this grant. When that bill comes up it is the 
intention of the committee to present it fairly before the House, and 
then there will be opportunity for free, full, fair, sre SOES 
merits of the bill. The committee thought it to pursue the 
course if has pursued here in order that there might be no discussion 
at this time in the House—it was not s there would be any— 
and in order that there might be no discussion at the other end of 
the Capitol, as there was on the bill of forfeitures in the Forty-eighth 
Congress. In other words, we thought in the committee that here were 
seven or eight millions of acres of the public lands the title to which 
was tied up, and it was right and proper for Congress to take action, 
and to take it as speedily as possible, in order that this state of things 
might be rectified and these lands be restored to the public domain. 
By pursuing the course which we recommended we felt that that sort 
of a bill, or this bill amended as we proposed, would this House 
and the other branch of without objection and become a law, 
and that thus the lands would be restored. Now, Mr. Speaker, that is 
all. Theamendment hath this extent, no more. This is not the time 
to discuss the merits of the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad grant, but 
when the proper time comes, I trust we shall have a full, free, fair, calm 
discussion and consideration of that question. 

The idea of the committee, I may be permitted to say, was that it 
would be best that this ition be considered alone and solely u 
its own merits, and that bill forfeiting these grants to these other 
roads, as to which there is no doubt of the propriety of forfeiture, should 
be now passed through both Houses and kana a law. 

Mr. Speaker, that is the explanation. I simply ask this House to 
sustain the recommendation of the committee, which is that in the 

t bill we drop out, for the time being only, all that relates to the 
forfeiture of the lands ted to the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad. 
The committee will ere long report the pending bill on this ect and 
lay the whole matter fully before the House. But we do ask this 
bill may not be trammeled in any way; that the recommendation of 
the committee may be accepted and the amendment for the 
reasons I have mentioned. That is all there is about it. ing stated 
so much, I do not care to the attention of the House further. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Before the gentleman takes his seat I would 
like to ask him a question. Suppose is amendment be now adopted 
- thereafter what he calls ‘“‘the pending bill” comes before the 

ouse? 

Mr. VAN EATON. The bill pending before the committee. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Suppose that to be a bill 
the question whether the time for the completion of that road be 
extended or not. Now with reference to that bill I desire to ask the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. VAN EATON] whether it will be 
claimed that there is any reason for making that extension on account 
of any equitable or other claim based upon anything that the Govern- 
ment has heretofore done, or whether the claim for such extension will 
turm solely upon the question of public policy in the same manner as 
if this were an original question and no such ion had ever ex- 
isted. In other words, will the question be w er it is in the inter- 
est of the people now to make a new land grant to a new corporation 
for the purpose of building that particular road ? 

Mr. COBB. That is the fact about it. : 

Mr. VAN EATON. There is and will be no complication with any 
other corporation or road. The case will be placed before this House 
solely upon its merits—nothing more and nothing less. 

Mr. Tie Ana But will it ye be in oie as the pena — 
Illinois [Mr. ADAMS 6 making of a new t er the 
condition of things w. ity goo Berdeen to exist, scucpdinig te thie shate- 
ment of the eman now on the floor? 

Mr. VAN EATON. In reply to that, I will say I think not. Asin 
the Forty-eighth Congress I endeavored to explain this matter, let me 
now briefly reply to the gentleman from Iowa. This land grant was 
originally e in 1856. For reasons for which the State and the 
people of the State were not to blame the road has not been built, 
though they were all the time desirous of buildingit, That grant con- 
tinues in force by operation of law so far as the title of the company 
is concerned. Now, the people, believing they are in a condition at 
last to build the road with the aid of this grant, come and ask Congress 
to confirm to-day what was done in 1856. I may say further in reply 
to the gentleman, that if nothing had ever been done or said in con- 
nection with this grant—in other words, if it had never been made— 
the people of Mississippi would not come in now and ask for a new 
land grant; certainly not. j 

Mr. PETERS. May I ask the gentleman one question? 

Mr. VAN EATON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PETERS. I understand there is now pending before the Com- 
mittee a bill, known as “the Barksdale bill,” to extend the time for the 
completion of the Gulf and Ship Island road. Now, if that ‘‘Barksdale 
bill” should be defeated, it would then be necessary to have anew bill 
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for the purpose of forfeiting this land grant to the Gulf and Ship Island 
Company, would it not? 

Mr. VAN EATON. That is true; or an amendment will be offered 
to that bill. There is no doubt the question will come up. 

Mr. PETERS. Now the point I want to get at is this: Whatever may 
be the action of this House to-day in relation to this bill, will it in any 
way prejudice the action upon that bill to forfeit the land grant to the 
Gulf and Ship Island road when it does come up? 

Mr. VAN EATON. It will not. 

Mr. PETERS. Whatever action the House takes to-day can not be 
cited as a precedent either one way or the other—in favor of legislation 
or opposed to legislation? 

Mr. VAN EATON. That is true; and I thank the gentleman from 
Kansas for making the tion, ‘The action that the House may take 
to-day on this bill, as he says, will not in any way be a precedent, di- 
rectly or indirectly, for any future action of this House. It leaves the 
question just where the Committee on Public Lands intended to leave 
it—as a matter standing upon its own footing, upon its own merits; 
nothing more and nothing less. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman restate that proposition, so 
that it may be understood clearly by gentlemen in this part of the Iall? 

Mr. V. EATON. I take the responsibility of saying, as repre- 
senting for the time being the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad Company 
in that no action had in this House to-day on the pending amend- 
ment will have any influence or be ever used as a precedent in any fut- 
ure debate when this matter comes up on its merits. We only ask a 
chance to let it come "pa its merits; and when it does come up in that 
yor the action of the House will be taken after fair, full, and free de- 

te. 

Mr. BAYNE. It strikes me, Mr. Speaker, that the course to be pur- 
sued by with reference to this bill and this amendment is per- 
fectly plain. I do not know anything about the merits of this particu- 
lar proposition, nor do I understand the merits of the amendment 
which been offered; but I understand this, that the grants made 
to these railroads either have been earned or they have not been earned. 
The grants made to the respective railroad corporations of the country 
have been earned or they have been unearned. This is self-evident, 
The statement made by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. VAN 
EATON] is to the effect that this grant has not been earned by this cor- 
poration. ell aor pa in reference to this grant and in reference to 
every other railroad t in this country is that every grant which 
has not been earned should be forfeited to the Government of the United 
States. I think the immense domain which has been given to railroad 
corporations throughout this country, the immense tracts of land now 
in the hands of those corporations, and the difficulties which they have 
—— in the way of settlement of and emigration into those unoccupied 

elds is one of the absorbing and leading subjects for the consideration 
of this Co! I think it is ea i and obvious duty of Congress, 
without g in derogation of this particular measure or any other, 
for I prik grein vote regard all alike—I think, sir, the plain duty of 
is to work a forfeiture of every one of those land grants which 
have not been honestly and faithfully earned by the railroad corpora- 
tion. Nobody need fear injustice to these corporations. The courts 
will protect every vested right; we can not harm one of them toa hair's 
th. The courts of the United States stand between Congress and 
these a will protect every right vested in them by good 
faith and in compliance with law. 

Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question? 

Mr. BAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. COBB. Iwish toask the gentleman one single question, because 
the opara of thegentleman is worth something tothis House. What 
does he mean by unearned land grants ? 

Mr. BAYNE. I mean the grants which have been earned are where 
the railroads in good faith and according to the conditions of their grant 
have ted the construction of the line of railroad with a view to 
getting a title to the land in conformity to the statute. 

Mr. COBB. Well, thatis just exactly what I wanted togetat. Now 
suppose a railroad corporation—ifthe gentleman will pardon me—under 
its contract with the Government, is required to build its railroad line 
within a given time and fails to do it, would the gentleman regard that 
as an unearned land grant? 

Mr. BAYNE. Ifa railroad corporation has had land granted to it by 
the Government and has prosecuted with reasonable diligence the con- 
struction of its line of road, and Congress has seen fit not to interfere 
with it up to this time, although the time for the completion of that 
road has expired, I think the grant under those circumstances has been 
earned, because the Government having the right to declare a forfeiture 
has failed to do so, but on the contrary has acquiesced in that failure. 

Mr. COBB. Suppose you’take a grant of this kind, where a grant 
has been made of 50,000,000 acres to a tion to construct a road 
within a given time in order to secure an outlet for emigration to the 
Territories of the United States, and suppose at the end of the time 
required by Congress for the completion of the road 1,700 miles were 
uncompleted, what would you do there? 

Mr. BAYNE. There is a case where the equities would come in. 
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Mr. COBB. Would the lands be earned under the contract? 

Mr. BAYNE. I will not undertake to decide that question. There 
is a case where the interposition of the Congress of the United States 
might be exercised in equitable form. The lands along that portion of 
the road which had been completed might be treated as belonging to 
the railroad corporation, but the portion of the lands along the uncom- 
pleted portion of the road I say should be forfeited to the Government 
of the United States, and the Government of the United States should 
take ion of them. 

Mr. COBB. ‘Then the gentleman would—— 

Mr. BAYNE. I think in the case which the gentleman puts, that is 
to say where a part of the road has been constructed and another part 
has not been constructed, that so far as the portion of the road which has 
been constructed in good faith the land lyingalong the portion completed 
has been earned I would treat it as earned, but the portion of the road 
not constructed after a long lapse of time should be returned to the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. COBB. Youare not controlled, then, by the contract of the law 
but by the rules of equity outside of the law. 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not wish to get into an argument with my friend 
npon a question of law or upon a question of equity, because the Con- 
gress of the United States deals with policies, it deals with equities, it 
deals with what is right. It is not governed by any arbitrary or tech- 
nical rule of law in this matter. It is governed by public policy, by 
the public welfare, by the public interest, by equity, by justice; and 
it is in that way I propose to treat this case. 

Mr. HENLEY. There is one matter in connection with this debate, 
Mr. Speaker, to which I desire to invite the profound attention of the 
House, and it is this: In the Forty-eighth Congress a bill was reported 
to this House by the Committee on Public Lands which forfeited all 
the land grants embraced in the measure under discussion as well as 
the land grant included in the amendmentofthe committee. That bill, 
after protracted discussion, very earnest, very able, and, Ihave no doubt, 
very conscientious in antagonism on the part of the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. VAN Eaton], passed the House and went to the Sen- 
ate. Butit never received consideration in that body and was never 
brought up for discussion. 

Now, here is what I desire that gentlemen of the House of Represent- 
atives should understand: That this bill was passed by the last House, 
and since that time two national conventions have assembled, each of 
which adopted resolutions in favor of the forfeiture of all forfeitable land 
grants. I intend tostand on that platform now. All ‘‘ unearned land 
grants,” some gentleman near me suggests, instead of ‘‘forfeitable.’’ 
Well, I would just as soon accept that as being the proper designation 
of the term as the other. Now, if in the last Congress the gentleman 
from Mississippi had made the same kind of a fight that he does in this 
case he might have prevailed with that committee as he did with this— 
that is, if he had gone before that committee and had operated upon its 
fears, as it seems he did in this (according to the statement made by the 
gentleman from Illinois), and induced that committee to believe that 
unless they excepted from the operation of the bill his grant of land he 
would defeat the entire bill; I say if he had gone before the committee 
and had done that then the matter would have been in the same condi- 
tion that is presented now and here. : 

And yet, Mr. Speaker, we find thatnotwithstanding the gentleman’s 
earnest opposition that bill did pass the House. Now, Iremember that 
in the debate that ensued upon the consideration of the bill the gen- 
tleman did urge certain considerations which appealed with great per- 
suasive force to me why his grant might be exempted with some degree 
of propriety from the operation of the bill. Thatwas because he said, 
and it was stated with great force, that while the people of the North 
had opportunities and means for constructing railroads and complying 
with the terms of the land grants bestowed upon the Northern States 
or upon corporations for that purpose, the South was a sufferer from 
the devastation of war which had swept over her bosom as a broom of 
fire, destroying her resources, and consequently disabling and prevent- 
ing her from constructing improvements of this character. I felt 
moved, I confess, to such a degree by his representations that I was al- 
most tempted to palter with the pledge I had made on coming here, 
and which was embodied in the platform on which I ran, namely, to de- 
clare the forfeiture and restore to the public domain of every grant of 
unearned land. 

Mr, COBB. Under the law. 

Mr. HENLEY. Why, then, Representatives, should we trifle with 
this great question? I admonish the gentleman from Mississippi that 
the law passed by the last Legislature of his own State, much as we 
respectit, askingan extension of time on this land grant, amounts simply 
to an invocation addressed to Congress to deviate from the pledges made 
by these members to the people of this country—something which we 
can not afford to grant. This question, which was one of great import 
in the last Congress, has grown and increased in fervor and intensity, 
until the man who stands up and undertakes to stem it or defy it, the 
man who attempts to deviate from the obligations incumbent upon him 
from the platform upon which he ran, will meet with that fate which 
the faithless public servant ought to meet. 

Now, I do not propose to criticise or to arraign or impugn the mo- 


tives of others in respect to these matters. Each Representative must 
be the judge of his own action, being responsible to his constituency, 
and must be guided by his own individual conscientious convictions; 
but as for myself, whenever an opportunity is presented to abide by 
these pledges and to uphold and maintain the inviolability of the po- 
litical platform upon which I was elected I intend to do that thing. 

Mr. MORGAN. May I ask the gentleman a question before he takes 
his seat? 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, was recogni 


The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Illinois isentitled 
to the floor. 
Mr. MORGAN. I merely wish toask the gentleman from California 


a question. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I will yield for that. 

Mr. MORGAN. As I understand the gentleman from California, he 
stands by the platform in favor of the forfeiture of unearned land grants. 
I ask if he will in any manner depart from his platform, if he will con- 
sent to give these parties a hearing ? 

Mr. HENLEY. No, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is all that is asked here, The exception is 
made only to give an opportunity to be heard in this matter. 

Mr. HENLEY. I have no objection to that, but I think there is 
more in it than that. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is all that is contained in the proposition be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Ilinois. I yield to my colleague for a moment. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I have listened with a great deal of 
attention to this discussion. I did not have an opportunity of hearing 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. COBB] in his opening remarks, and I 
did not quite understand the bill. My colleague from Illinois [Mr. 
Payson], in that forcible manner in which he usually makes his ar- 
guments, satisfied my mind as to the bill, and, as I believe, satisfied 
the minds of every member on this floor. It occurs to me then that 
inasmuch as everybody is satisfied the bill will pass, and I expect it 
will if the debate ever closes; that is to say, if we have an opportunity 
of showing how valiant we will be when something else turns up, either 
in this or some other Congress, to be valiant about. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Ilinois. This is a bill for the forfeiture of five or 
six land grants. Now, if there were no possible question in regard to 
any of these grants except in regard to one particular one as to whether 
the Jands were earned or unearned, I could see good reason why we 
should except that particular grant as to which debate may arise and 
pass without debate the others. But in answer to a question which I 
addressed to my colleague of the committee [Mr. PAyson], and after- 
ward to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. VAN Eaton], I was in- 
formed, as I understand, that there is no distinction whatever between 
this grant and the other grants covered by the bill as to the question 
whether the lands have been in fact earned or unearned. 

Mr. VAN EATON. The gentleman misunderstood me then. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I wish to be corrected if I misunderstood 
the gentleman. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I desired to say as plainly as I could that as re- 
garded all the other roads the grants to which this bill proposes to for- 
feit the States had never claimed the grants for the roads; no wish was 
ever expressed to get the benefit of these other grants; while in this 
param case the people and the Legislature of the Stateof Mississippi 

ve been asking and begging for this land ever since the war. 

Mr. RYAN. æ But that does not earn the land. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I understood the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
ADAMS] to say there was no difference as regarded the question whether 
the lands should be forfeited between this and the other grants; that 
there was no difference as to the equities between them. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, That is substantially my statement. But 
Idid not make thequestion turnon a legal definition of unearned grants. 
I meant that the reasons the gentleman would probably give for the pas- 
sage of the bill when it came before the House would be reasons ad- 
dressed to the consideration of this House on grounds of public policy, 
whether the interests of the country required that road to be built to 
a sufficient degree to justify the House of Representatives giving to that 
road some of the public lands of the United States. 

Mr. VAN EATON. That is exactly the question which I wish to 
submit to the House when the proper time comes. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, And that is the main question on which 
the fate of the bill will turn when it comes to the Honse. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. With the permission of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. ADAMs] who now holds the floor I wish to ask the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. VAN EATON] why that matter can 
not just as well be settled on the pending amendment as on the orig- 
inal bill. I desire also to inquire how many miles of this road have 
been actually constructed? 

Mr. STRUBLE. And when it was commenced? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Yes; the gentleman can state also when it 
was commenced. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I have yielded to the gentleman from 
Towa to ask his question, and I yield also to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. VAN EATON] to answer if he chooses. 
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Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I wish to ask the gentleman why the 
rights of that company can not be just as well determined by a vote on 
the amendment now pending as by a vote on the other bill. Secondly, 
Task him how much work has been completed on that line of road, 
when it was commenced, and when did the work cease ? 

Mr. VAN EATON. I will answer the gentleman’s question. The 
reason the bill can not be considered upon its merits now is that the 
committee are considering it and have not yet reported upon it. The 
only report they have made with reference to it is the amendment 
they recommend to this bill, that this forfeiture be stricken out of this 
bill. They are now considering the other bill and will ; and 
the friends of the measure are only discussing the merits of the propo- 
sition to drop this road out of the present bill, in order that we may 
present the matter more fully and more fairly before the House when 
the report of the committee comes in. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. There is one part of my question which 
the gentleman has not answered. How many miles have been com- 
pleted ? 

Mr. VAN EATON. I am perfectly frank to say—none. I have 
never contended there were. I did say, however, that work has com- 
menced and that hands are at work on the line of the survey. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. When were they put there? 

Mr. VAN EATON. Three or four months ago. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I think I will now continue my remarks. 
Iam as in the habit of occupying the floor long and I desire to get 
through. 

It still remains clear to my mind that, if not the sole question, still 
the main question will be, when the bill now pending before the com- 
mittee comes before the House, whether on grounds of public policy 
and nob on grounds of national faith incurred it is wise to grant these 
Jands to this company for the construction of thisroad. I declarehere 
that after the long lapse of time since the policy of land grants to rail- 
roads has been inaugurated it has become more and more clear to the 
minds of the American people that that policy, however wise it may 
have been twenty years ago, should never be entered u again, and 
I considered the vote upon the pending bill or upon the amendment 
now before the House to be an indication as to the intentions of this 
House in regard to entering once more upon that policy, out of which 
so much evil and injustice have come. I will say if the question turns 
on contracts heretofore made between the people and this corporation 
Digs one, would not confine the company to the strict letter of the 

w. 
I can not say what rule could govern me, except thatit would be the 
rule æquum et bonum—the rule of fair and square dealing, which should 
apply as well between a government and a corporation as between man 
and man. But Ican not see the likelihood that anysuch question will 
arise, and I am unwilling by my vote, either upon an amendment like 
this or upon the bill when it comes before the House, to indicate that 
I, for one, will ever sanction the reinauguration of the policy of railroad 
land grants. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Does the gentleman mean to be un- 
derstood that an affirmative or a negative vote upon the pending amend- 
ment will be an adjudication by this House upon a question which the 
committee intend to bring in here later by another bill? 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I do not mean to say that, Mr. Speaker; 
but I do mean to say that I have evidence that that will be the ques- 
tion before the House. 

i Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Is it before the House now in this 
ill? 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. It is, in my mind, when I see that hereisa 
bill covering six land grants and a proposition is made to strike out one 
of them, and it is not alleged that there is any reason arising out of just- 
ice for striking out that paea land grant. . 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Iunderstand that the committee have 
unanimously voted for the forfeiture of five of the land grants embraced 
in this bill, and have so reported to this House, and that they them- 
selves bringin a report unanimously excepting from the provisions of 
the bill this one land grant, upon which they are not yet ready to report. 

Mr. VAN EATON. That is true. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Then, if I understand the matter cor- 
rectly, an affirmative vote for this bill in no way commits any member 
of this House upon the vital questions which are involved in the bill 
that is to come before the House later. Iwas absent when the bill was 
referred, but I want to understand it. Am I correct? 

Mr. VAN EATON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I understand that perfectly well, Mr. 
Speaker, but I understand that if this amendment were defeated and 
the bill passed in its present shape the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. VAN Eaton] could then introduce a bill proposing a land grant 
from the people of the United States to build this particular road by 
this corporation. . 


from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON]. The only question that we have to 
consider now is whether it is policy to vote upon the forfeiture of these 
land grants about which there is no question and leave the one about 
which there is question for future consideration. Weare certainly ready 
to vote upon the forfeiture of the land grants about which there is no 
question. There are no equities presented to the House by any one in 
favor of these grants about which no question is made; but the whole 
question arises in relation to the one which the committee desire to ex- 
empt for the present from the provisions of this bill. 

A MEMBER. Why do they want to do that? ° 

Mr. PETERS. As I understand it, in order that they may examine 
the question furtherand may report uponitseparately. Iwill say frankly 
that if I thought for a moment that a vote for this bill would be regarded 
by the adherents of the Gulf and Ship Island land grantas ‘‘first blood”? 
in favor of that grant, I would vote against the whole bill; but I asked 
the question distinctly of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. VAN 
EATON], and he stated that no action that we could take upon this bill 
could in any event prejudice action upon the other bill in relation to 
that grant. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. 
ment? 

Mr. PETERS. Certainly. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I wish to suggest to the gentleman that 
we have all the facts now before the House concerning the land grant 
referred to by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. VAN EATON]. We 
know all the points that can be made in its favor, and I can see no ne- 
cessity for deferring action upon it until it comes before us in another 
bill; while on the other hand a vote in favor of this amendment will 
be taken as a precedent by the country, if not by the House, and asa 
vote in favor of continuing that grant. 

Mr. PETERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, in answer to that I want to say 
that the very reason the committee give for excepting this one grant 
from the bill is that they have not yet fully considered the facts in con- 
nection with it. Therefore this House is not yet fully in possession of 
the facts of the case, and what the comniittee desire and what the House 
desire is that further time may be given the committee to complete 
their investigation and make their report to the House. 

Mr. AN EATON. Now you have hit it. [Cries of “Vote!” 
Vote!” 

Mr. PETERS. Iam notin favor of precipitating action upon that 
question before the committee have fully made up their minds and re- 
ported their conclusions to the House. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. But, Mr. Speaker, we have this prominent 
fact, that thirty years have elapsed since this land grant was made and 
not one particle of earth has yet been turned on the line of that road 
for the purpose of its construction. We have that fact, and that is 
enough. 

Mr. PETERS. That factisadmitted by the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. VAN Eaton], but there are other questions that go especially 
to the equitable phase of the case, and that have not yet been brought 
before Da committee or the House. [Renewed cries of ‘“‘Vote!” 

‘Vote!’ 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] what is the necessity of exemptin 
this one case from the operation of this bill. Why not let the lan 
grants all stand together and all be investigated and embraced in one 
bill? 

Mr. PETERS. As to the land grants upon which the committee has 
reported, there are no equities pending in their favor, whileit is claimed 
that in this case there are equities. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I desiretoask the gentleman whether 
the ‘‘ equity’? in this case is not a mere hope that Congress will in the 
future confirm this land grant. 

Mr. PETERS. I can not say just what the equities are in this case. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Has the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
PETERS] yielded the floor. 

Mr. PETERS. I have done. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] has been recognized and will proceed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment to the bill which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, beginning in line 40, the words “to sale, disposition, and settle- 
ment under existing law, as though said acts and parts of acts had never been 
enacted,” and insert the following: ‘To entry and settlement under provisions 
of the homestead laws by actual settlers only: Provided, however, Thatif salesof 
any of said lands have heretofore been made by the United States, such sales 
are hereby confirmed.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask the indulgence of the House for 
afew words. I understand that some of these lands have been sold by 
the United States. When it was supposed the grant had been forfeited 
by the failure of the corporations to complete their respective railways 
the lands were open for a time for sale, and some entries had been made 
before the decision of the Supreme Court on the subject. As to those 
lands, of course it is proper that the sales should be confirmed; but as 


Will the gentleman yield to me for a mo- 
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to the rest of these lands, several million of acres, I submit that they 


ought to be subject to the provisions of the homestead laws only. It 
may be said that a general law will be passed upon this subject con- 
fining the disposal of all the public lands to the homestead laws. I sin- 
cerely trust such a law will be enacted at an early moment; but no 
such law has yet been passed, and no one can safely predict the course 
of legislation, and I hope that as far as the lands now in question are con- 
cerned and all lands hereafter declared forfeited the House will carefully 
provide that they shall be disposed of only under the homestead laws, 
whether they are specially adapted to agriculture or are mainly valua- 
ble on account of their timber. I trust that the expression made upon 
this subject, not only in the last Congress but by the great parties of 
the country and the whole people, in favor of this mode of disposing of 
the public lands in securing freeholds to the greatest number, will con- 
trol our action in the present Congress until that policy is applied to 
all public lands. 

One word more on the main question before the House. The pro- 

amendment exempting from forfeiture one of the grants in ques- 
tion, the Gulf and Ship Island grant, seems to me to be well and fully 
understood by the House. Every question connected with it is now, 
I think, as well understood as it can be from any future discussion. 
The whole subject is well understood by the House. There is clearly 
no occasion for omitting a portion of the land on the theory that fur- 
ther information is required. 

The House is fully informed as to the facts. The equities are well 
understood. The grant which was made in 1856 was long since for- 
feited. The railroad has never been constructed. The lands were 
never actually withdrawn until a comparatively recent date. The 
question is whether those lands shall now be subject to disposal for the 
benefit of the whole people, or whether the provisions of the grant shall 
be allowed to operate after the lapse of thirty years. I trust that the 
House, upon the statement made by my friend from Mississippi him- 
self—taking his words just as they have been delivered so frankly to 
the House—will see that no new fact can be developed; the right of 
Congress to declare the forfeiture has not been and can not be denied. 
The question is simply one as to the equities that may arise, and every 
gentleman understands exactly what those equities which would excuse 
the great lapse of time are. This exception proposed by the committee 
if now made will be construed by the country as virtually not merely a 
postponement but an indication on the part of the House that it will 
not abide by the principle laid down by the last Congress, that lands 
subject to be forfeited shall be forfeited and shall be restored to the 
people of the United States, 

These lands are subject to forfeiture. No gentleman questions that. 
My friend from Mississippi does not question that. Why not, there- 
fore, declare the forfeiture? The of this bill in the form pro- 

by the committee will create an impression that this exception 
implies a purpose to abandon the principle already Jaid down by Con- 
gress and demanded by the country, that all forfeited land grants shall 
be declared forfeited and the lands opened up to bona fide settlement. 
I trust my friend from Mississippi will see the fairness of the House 
determining now and at once whether or not this particular grant shall 
be exempted from the forfeiture which the last House of Representa- 
tives declared with such general unanimity. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I desire to discuss for a single moment the 
policy of this amendment. Inmy judgment, it ought not to be put on 
this bill. It tends toencumber the bill. The very reason why the com- 
mittee omitted the Gulf and Ship Island grant was that we wanted this 
bill to go through with certainty, not only in this House but in the Sen- 
ate. In the last Congress we passed a bill of this kind embracing in its 
terms the Gulf and Ship Island grant. That bill went to the 
and was defeated, or, at least, Congress closed without its becoming a 
law. 

Now, I insist that a bill forfeiting land grants ought not to be encum- 
bered with this legislation amending the qoma law. I believe this 
bill ought to stand upon its merits, and I do not think that there is 
much merit in the amendment proposed by my colleague—I say this 
with great respect for him—because the amendment may, and I believe 
will, encumber the bill, When it goes to the Senate his amendment, 
if adopted here, will be stricken out; and then when the measure comes 
back here we shall have to pass it without the amendment or have a 
controversy with the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend allow me a single question ? 

Mr. COBB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is not every acre of the lands covered by this bill 
subject, if restored to the public domain, to entry by any single man 
who may think proper to enter it at the minimum price fixed by law 
without regard to settlement? 

Mr. COBB. I have said that. The general law gives that right. 
The gentleman proposes to amend the general law in this bill, and 
thereby jeopardize the of the bill. Iam as much in favor of 
this provision as he is if it were presented as a separate proposition or 
if accompanied with other propositions connected with the pre-emption, 
homestead, or timber-culture laws; but when we have a bill involving 
six or eight million acres of land that the people need and ought to 
have, I am not in favor of encumbering such a measure with amend- 


ments that will not perhaps be satisfactory to many members here and 
at the other end of the Capitol. I trust, therefore, that the House will 
not put the gentleman’s amendment on the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But will my friend answer me a further question ? 
Would it not be better that these eight or nine million acres should re- 
main for the present tied up justas they are now than that they should 
be subject, as the gentleman understands all those lands are—I do not 
say all lands—to unlimited entry at the minimum price of public lands? 

Mr. COBB. No, sir; Isay not, mostemphatically. Ido not believe 
that these lands ought to be tied up for a thousand years, as the gen- 
tleman insists. I believe they should be forfeited now. And let the 
general law be amended in the propa way. Wehave lived under that 
general law for years; the gentleman has served in Congress for twenty 
years with the law standing as it does now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihave been trying to amend it for twenty years, 
and I am trying to amend it now upon this particular bill. 

Mr. COBB. Ido notlike to have the gentleman undertake to amend 
the general law according to his own judgment upon a bill in which I 
feel so much interest as I do in this bill. I would rather he should 
bring in his proposition separately and let it stand on its own merits. 
Then I will vote with him, but I shall vote against his amendment now. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I would like the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Cops] to answer one question for the information of the House— 
whether under the law as it now stands these lands, which it is pro- 
posed by this bill to forfeit, might be sold in bulk to one man at $1.25 
an acre? 

Mr. COBB. Why, that has been the law for years and years. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It has been the law as to the lands embraced in 
the bill since the repeal of the special homestead act of 1866. 

Mr. COBB. These lands will have to be reoffered by the Interior 
Department; there is no question about that. They have been with- 
drawn from market. They may have been offered heretofore at pub- 
lic sale; but they must be offered again at public sale before they can 
Maven by private individuals otherwise than at public sale. That 
is the law. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. A different law applies in this case from 
that which applies to the public domain? 

Mr. COBB. No, sir; not atall. These lands will become a part of 
the public domain; and they will stand just as the original public do- 
main does stand. An offer at public sale will be necessary before the 
lands can be entered by private purchasers; they can be homesteaded 
without that. 

Mr. EDEN and Mr. CANNON rose. 

Mr. COBB. I will first hear my friend from Illinois [Mr, CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Iask the gentleman from Indiana to allow me to 
appeal to his colleague [Mr. HoLMAN] not to embarrass the bill by 
flesghter thereby indirectly benefiting the railroad companies. 

Laughter. 

Mr. Ooh. Ihave been appealing to him myself. [Laughter and 
cries of ‘‘Vote!’’] I will now hear the question of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. EDEN]. 

Mr. EDEN. The inquiry I desire to make is whether in the pro- 
visions of this bill there is any limit as to the amount a single pur- 
chaser may buy ? 

Mr. COBB. At public sale? As the gentleman is aware, under the 
general law the lands must be offered inseveral parcels of 40-acre tracts. 
If there are no bidders they go down upon the list to be entered by pri- 
vate purchasers. 

Mr. RYAN. Without limitation as to the number of acres? 

Mr. COBB. I e so, after public offering has been had. That 
has been the rule of law for a quarter of acentury, I believe, or longer. 
[Cries of ‘‘Vote!’’] I now demand the previous question on the pend- 
ing amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman demand the previous question 
on the pending amendments or on the engrossment and third reading 
of the bill? 

Mr. COBB. Iwill demand the previous question on the engrossment 
of the bill. i 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question first recurred on the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. HAMMOND. ‘The amendments have been read but can not be 
well understood without our seeing them in print, and as this is an im- 
portant question, if the gentleman will not insist on a vote now I will 
move the House adjourn. [Cries of ‘“‘Oh, no!’’] I move the House 
do now adjourn. 

The House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurred on the following amendment, reported by the 
Committee on the Publie Lands: 

In line 14, after the word “act,” insert: “Also except so much of said act as 


relates to grant of lands in aid of a railroad from Brandon to the Gulf of Mexico, 
commonly known as the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad.” 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 99, noes 81. 
Mr. RANDALL demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move the House do now adjourn. 
The House refused to adjourn, 
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YEAS—83, 
Allen, ©. H. Crain, Lovering, Sawyer, 
Allen, J.M. Dargan, Markham, A 
Atkinson, Eldredge, bras Singleton, 
Barry, ` Futer, Miller,” Stewart, Charles 
Belmont, aor Moffatt, St. Martin, 
Browne, T. M. Gilfillan, Neeley, S 
. e 
Brown, ©. E. Grosvenor, es ‘Thom n, 
eee Hale, Parker, T 
urTO Hanback, Payson, T illman, 
fen Hayden, Perkins, Van Eaton, 
J. Henderson, D.B. Perry, W: 3 
Cannon, Hopkins, Peters, Wait, 
Houk, Pettibone, Wakefie’ 
ackson, Pirce, White, A.C, 
Clardy, Jones, J.T. Price, White, Milo 
iat mera Lindsi Reed, TB. Winans’ 
e 
Conger, Mle, Rice, Wolfo 
Cooper, Lore, Romeis, 
NAYS—179. 
Adams, G. E. Dowdney, Laffoon, Reid, J. W. 
Adams, J. J. Dunham, La Reese, 
Anderson, SM Dunn, Laird, Richardson, 
Arnot, | Ely, Lanham, 
Baker, Evans, Lawler, Rogers, 
Ballentine, Everhart, Lehlbach, Rowell, 
Bayne, Felton, zong, Ryan, 
Beach, Findlay, Louttit, Sadler, 
amend Ford. 1 I y rihi 
Blount, ; Forney, M ahoney, Sessions, 
Sonig Freder Matson, Shaw, 
ý Fuller, McAdoo, Skinner, 
Boyle, Funston, A Snyder, 
nridge, O.R. Gibson Eustace MekKinley, ringer, 
y, , 
"WOP Glass,” MeMillin, Shee K 
Brown, e Glover, cRae, Stone, W. J., of Ky. 
» erriman, W. Jan Os 
Green, W.J. Millard, Storm, 
Bunnell, Milliken, Struble, 
Burleigh, Halsell, ills, Swinburne, 
um, X Mitchell, Swope, 

l, Harris,’ Morrill, Tarsney, 

Campbell, Felix Hatch, Morrison, ae, 
J.M. Haynes, Morrow, Taylor, Í. H. 

ler, Hemphill, Muller, Taylor, J. M. 

ents, Henley, Neal, Taylor, 

; Hepburn, Neece, ‘Thomas, J. 
Cole Her 3 Norwood, Thomas, 0. B. 
Cowles, H O'Donnell, Townshend, 

Hi i O'Ferrall, Trigg, 

2 Hill, O'Hara, ‘Turner, 
Croxton, Hitt, O'Neill, Charles Wade, 
Culberson, Holman, O'Neill, J.J. Ward, J. H. 
Curtin, Os arner, A. J. 
Cutcheon, Ho Outh Warner, William 
Daniel, Hutton, Owen, Weaver, A. J. 
DavideonB:2M, Johnston, J.T.  Pideoek, Wabo 

o. . 
Dawsen,” Johnston, T. D. Pindar, Wheeler, 
Dingley, Jones, J. H. Plumb, Wilson, 
ery, King, Randall, Worthington. 
Dorsey, Kleiner, ey, 
NOT VOTING—41. 
Aiken, Ermentrout, Kelley, Stewart, J. W. 
Barn: ti Grea O.H. Libbey > Ta os p. 
Y, ytor, 
Bland,’ Go, Maoh 3 Se 
Bliss, rou u an Schaick, 
Bragg, Guenther, Melson.’ Viele, 
Burnes, Hall, Payne, Ward, T. B. 
moe J Heard, Pulitze: Wee’ 
Je ea. K 
n, Henderson, J.S. Rock Wilkins, 
> aN Henderson, T. J —e Willis, 
ven po! ewitt, 
= res, Smalls, Wolbers. 
Dougherty, Irion,| Stakinecker, 
ITY, Johnson, F. A. Stephenson, 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. CROXTON. Mr. Speaker, my colleague Mr. BARBOUR is ab- 
sent from the House on account of serious illness. 

On motion of Mr. EDEN, by unanimous consent the reading of the 
names was di with. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, with Mr. NELSON. 

Mr. WIKINS with Mr. GROUT. 

Mr. LE FEVRE with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. Maysury with Mr. GOFF. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I am paired on political 
questions, but have voted, not considering this a political question. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question now recurs on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. MORGAN. Would it be in order now to move to recommit this 
bill to the Committee on Public Lands? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order at this stage of the bill. That 


motion will be in order when the previous question is demanded or or- 


dered upon the passage of the bill. 
The amendment of Mr. HOLMAN was read, as follows: 


Strike outin the bill all after the word “subject ” and insert “ to entry and settle- 


ment under the provisions of the homestead laws and b; 


actual settlers only: 
however, That if sales of any of said lands have AOA basis wanda 
by the United States such sales are hereby confirmed,” 


The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 116, 
noes 27. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, was accordingly read the third time. 

The question recurred upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that this bill be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, in order that they may consider the sub- 
ject-matter embodied in the amendment. They have reported here that 
they have not considered that matter. 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman is mistaken. The committee reported 
no such thin, 

Mr. MORGAN. It has been so stated upon the floor of the House. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

The motion to recommit was not agreed to. 

The bill was 5 

Mr. COBB moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BRUMM. Pending that I ask unanimous consent——[Cries of 
“ Regular order !’?] 

The motion of Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, was then agreed to; and accord- 
ingly (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, fe referred as Blows: 

By Mr. J. M. ALLEN: Papers relating to the claims of David Pressly 
and of Rebecca Montgomery—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Papers relating to the claim of John T. Oates—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the Ministerial Association of 
Pottsville, Pa., requesting the passage of stringent laws to prevent the 
use of the United States mails in carrying n and other peri- 
odicals containing advertisements or other notice of lotteries— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BRADY: Papers in the case of Daniel Williamson—to the 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Petition of Andrew Sebring and 238 others, 
ex-soldiers and citizens of Delaware County, Indiana, for a service pen- 
sion for the soldiers and sailors of the war of 1861~’64, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of Anna M. Thomas, widow of Ed- 
ward S. Thomas, late Company F, Fifth New Jersey Volunteers, for a 
pension—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CAINE: Petition of Cavatat C. Rowe, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Papers relating to the claims of Rebecca A. 
Bolling; of John Mack; of Simon Lubrinsky; of Frank Johnston; of 
Andrew Lafferty; of David Hopper; of Alexander McLeod, adminis- 
trator; of Martha A. Gibbs; of Chavis, and of Annie E. Fort- 
ner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DUNN: Petitionof J. N. Waddey, formerly postmaster at Sar- 
dis, Miss., in relation to postmasters’ salaries—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Arkansas County, Arkansas, asking an 
amendment to the Constitution for the election of United States Sena- 
tors by a direct vote of the people—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of James M. Humphrey—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, praying 
for a law allowing all citizens of the United States to fish in the navi- 
gable waters of the United States dividing States and Territories—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FORAN: Petition of 200 merchants and citizens of Cleveland, 
Ohio, praying for theimprovement of the harbor of Grand Marais, Mich., 
as a harbor of to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Cleveland Barb Fence Company and several other 
merchants of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for a law to carry into effect the 
proposed reciprocity treaty with Mexico—to the Committee on Foreign 


Also, memorial of W. P. Southwork & Co. and W. J. Hayes & Co., 
of Cleveland, Ohio, protesting against the enactment of a law to carry 
into effect the Mexican treaty, and praying for the speedy ter- 
mination of the Hawaiian treaty—to the same committee. 


Also, memorial and resolutions of the Board of Trade of Cleveland, 
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Ohio, praying, in the interests of commerce of the great lakes, that the 
Portage Lake and Lake Superior Ship-canal be purchased and operated 
free of tolls by the United States Government—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of David B. Randall, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILFILLAN: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Saint 
Paul, Minn., for the improvement of the Upper Missouri River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GLASS: Papers relating to the claims of John E. Lewis, of 

‘Joseph J. Farrow, and of William B. Lanier—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. HARRIS: Papers relating to the claim of S. H. Hill—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. HATCH: Memorial and resolutions of the third national cat- 
tle convention, asking prompt and liberal action in the matter of legis- 
lation concerning contagious cattle diseases—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, ng rate ba the claim of William A. Dorner—to the Com- 
mittee on Clai 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of Charlotte D. Davis and Jacob V. L. 
Davis, asking reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HERBERT: Bill for the relief of the officers and crew of 
the United States sloop-of-war Cumberland—to the same committee. 

Also, bill for the relief of Charles A. McDaniel—to the Committee 


on Claims. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Memorial of citizens of Spencer and Warrick 
Counties, Indiana, asking for a pension for William Hedgspeth, Com- 
pany H, Forty-second Indiana Volunteers—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Papers relating to the claim of R. C. Oglesby— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Petition of J. B. Brickhouse, of Norfolk County, 
Virginia, praying that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims— 
to the same committee, 

By Mr. LOVERING: Petition of A. S. Hodges and 115 others, citi- 
zens of Massachusetts, paren Se aes to submit to the States an amend- 
ment to the Constitution which shall secure the ballot to women—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Papers relating to the claims of Allen J. Holli- 
day; of James C. Morrison, and of Thomas B. Smith, administrator— 
to the Committee on War Clai 

By Mr. OWEN: Petitions of 228 citizens of Goodland; of 120 citi- 
zens of Waverly; of 220 citizens of Benton County; of 142 citizens of 
Galveston; of 109 citizens of Boswell; of 67 citizens of Disko, Ind.; of 
87 citizens of Kosciusko County, and of 80 citizens of Indiana, asking 
the of a general pension law giving a pension of $8 per month 
to all officers, soldiers, sailors, and marines who served sixty days or 
longer in the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Louis Mecher, to have the War Department correct 
false statement that his disability existed before enlistment—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition of Zachariah Barrett, of Green Coun- 
ty, Tennessee, asking a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of A. W. Harman, of Green County, Tennessee—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Emma Brown, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Pensions. be 

By Mr. T. B. REED: Petition of John S. Staples, and others, citizens 
of Swan’s Island, Maine, against the appointment of commission on 
fisheries—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Petition from citizens of West Stockbridge, 
Mass., asking that the pensions of soldiers of the war of 1812 be in- 
creased from $8 to $12 per month—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Papers relating to the claim of W. S. Jennings— 
to the Committee on War Claims. i 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of A. J. Stoll and 134 others, citizens of 
Sand , Ohio, any action involving a renewal or extension 
of what is known as the treaty of Washington—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, TE : 

Also, petition of Edson & Nichols and 29 others, citizens of Vermil- 
lion, Ohio, against any action involving renewal or extension of what is 
known as the treaty of Washington—to the same committee. 

- By Mr. SEYMOUR: Memorial of citizens of Stamford, Conn., for an 
appropriation to improve that harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. E. F. STONE: Petition of 98 fishermen, of Swampscot, Mass., 
against the appointment of a commission to negotiate another treaty 
on the fishery question with Canada—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, 


Also, petitions of D. S. Parker and others and of Sarah B. Bourker 
and others, for woman suffrage—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Missonri: relating to the claim of 
Richard M. Isler—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition of 72 citizens of Pike County, Ken- 
tucky, relating to improvement of Big Sandy River—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Papers relating to the claimsof Lytle New- 
ton, of Mary L. Fogg, of Mary J. Littlepage, and of James W. Hun- 
ter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petitions of Asa Douglas; of John R. Reaves, 
son and heir of Edmund Reaves, deceased; of W.H. Douglas; of heirs of 
Spottsville Adams; of W. J. Massey, executor of Henry Massey; of W. 
H. and G. M. Douglass, administrators of Ida Douglas; of T. J. Firth, 
executor of Thomas B. Firth; of H. P. Hobren, administrator of W. 
H. Hobren; of heirs of C. C. Poindexter; of M. W. Prewitt and J. K. 
Gates, executors of James T. Gates; of Hallie L. Pugh; of John McBrooks, 
administrator of Elijah McBrooks; of Madison Randolph; of Elizabeth 
Robinson; of Raleigh Poindexter; of Elizabeth Porter, and of John C. 
Powers, of Tennessee, asking that their several war claims be referred 
to the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claims of W. W. R. Elliott; of Sarah E. 
Norton; of Adelia C. Pope; of Fannie T. Hunt; of R. H. Wood, exec- 
utor of J. H. Mills; of Annie E. Connell, executor of Hiram D. Con- 
nell; and of Julian Bedford—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petitions of William F. Ricks; of P. J. Cowan, 
administrator; of Thomas Barksdale; of Charles McCormack; of Peter 
F. Garrett; of Malinda Rutherford; of Sarah J. Gardner, widow; of 
Elizabeth M. Smith; of James T. Anderson; of Thomas Stewart; of 
Catherine Hughes; of F. M. Wedgeworth; of David F. Bates; of An- 
derson C. Hughes; of Anderson A. Clem; of Warren W. Phillips; of 
Hamilton F. Arthur; and of James W. Bridgeforth, all of Alabama, ask- 
ing that their several war claims be referred to the Court of Claims— 
to the same committee. 

Also, petition of the National Cotton Exchange of America regarding 
interstate bills of lading—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial requesting an appropriation for Signal Service sta- 
tions in the cotton States—to the Committee on Military Affairs. * 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Resolution of the Saint. Paul Chamber of 
Commerce, urging the passage of the Lowell bankrupt bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 
upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates of on 
two, and five dollars, the same being made legal tender; that one an 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 
in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 

By Mr. FORAN: Of citizens of Cuyahoga Falls, Ohio, 

By Mr. HEARD: Of citizens of Cross Timbers, Hickory County, Mis- 
souri. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Of citizens of Cross Plains, Tex. 

By Mr. REAGAN: Of A. P. Brandier and 81 others, citizens of Ili- 
nois; of B. Hoar and 80 others, citizens of Michigan; and of Henry W. 
Smith and 81 others, citizens of Washington Territory. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: Of 158 citizens of Cooke and Montague, 
Tex. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 28, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
CAPITOL, NORTH O STREET AND SOUTH WASHINGTON RAILWAY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the president of the Capitol, North O Street and South 
Washington Railway Company, transmiting a statement of the opera- 
tions of that company for the fiscal years ending April 30, 1877, 1878, 
1879, 1880, 1881, 1882, 1883, 1884, and 1885; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of James Ry- 
back, of Baltimore, Md., praying to be allowed his share in the distri- 
bution of the Geneva award; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Jackson Local Assembly, No. 822, 
Knights of Labor, of Ohio, praying the organization of a Territorial 
form of government for the Indian Territory and the opening of the 
lands therein to settlement; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. sA 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of B. C. Sargent and other citizens of 
Maine, praying for legislation prohibiting the landing or importation 
of certain fish caught between March 1 and June of the same year; 
which was referred to the Committee on Fish and Fisheries, 

Mr. JACKSON presented the petition of Everett Ritter, of Buena 
Vista, Carroll County, Tennessee, praying that the charge of desertion 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


941 


against his two sons, John and Henry Ritter, late privates in Company 
Seventh Regiment Tennessee Cavalry Volunteers, may be removed; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I present the petition of F, P. Hysham and 
19 other citizens of Dakota, praying for the absolute forfeiture of the 
unearned lands within the limits of the grant to the Sioux City and Saint 
Paul Railroad Company. Inasmuch as the bill on that subject has been 
reported from the appropriate committee, I move that the petition lie 
on the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of W. C. Evans and 7 
other citizens of Iowa, praying for the passage of a joint resolution sub- 
mitting to the several States an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States for the protection of women of all the States and Terri- 
tories in the enjoyment of the right of suffrage on equal terms with men; 
which was referred to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

He also presented a petition of the Local Assembly of the Knights of 
Labor, of Grinnell, Iowa, praying for the organization of a Territorial 
form of government over the Indian Territory and the opening of pub- 
lic lands therein to settlement under the homestead laws; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. DAWES. Was the petition just presented by the Senator from 
Towa referred to the Co; ttee on Indian Affairs ? 

The PRESIDENT pe tempore. It was so referred. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. It has reference to the organization of a 
Territorial government for the Indian Territory, and I supposed the 
Committee on Indian Affairs would desire to consider it primarily, 
whatever may be the ultimate reference. 

Mr. DAWES. They have now a bill before them referred to them 
by order of the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. There have been petitions presented from certain 
posts of the Knights of Labor asking that the lands in the Indian 
Territory may be thrown open to settlement, which were referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, whereas they should have gone to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The petition presented by me embraced 
both subjects, the o ization of a Territorial government and the 
opening of the public lands to settlement. 

Mr. INGALLS. There can be no question that petitions relating to 
the opening of the Indian Territory to settlement ought to go to the 
piper Ss on Indian Affairs as the committee properly having juris- 

ction. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas make 
that motion? 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that refer- 
ence will be considered as agreed to, and all such petitions heretofore 
presented will be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

y a peat Poa peton of Protective Local Assembly 

0. 222, Knights 0; r, of Pennsylvania, praying for the opening of 
unoccupied lands in the Indian Territory to settlement; SANA os 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Iron Manufacturers’ 
Association at a meeting held in Philadelphia, Pa., January 13, 1886, 
remonstrating against a revision of the tariff ; which was referred tothe 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PALMER goas. the memorial of the board of control of 
State swamp land, of the State of Michigan, remonstrating against 
the prago of the bill (S. 122) to quiet and confirm the title to certain 
lands in Saginaw Bay, in the State of Michigan; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FRYE. I have a resolution of the Portland (Me.) Typograph- 
ical Union, addressed to me, but in the nature of a petition. It relates 
to a copyright bill. I ask that it be received and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the paper 
will be received and so referred. 

Mr. GORMAN — the petition of Mary Luckett, of Baltimore, 
Md., praying to granted com: tion for property taken by the 
United States Government; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of P. Cudmore, of Faribault, 
Rice County, Minnesota, praying the allowance of ions to ex-Union 
soldiers and their widows and orphan children from the time of the 
discharge of such soldiers; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS. I Sacre two petitions, very numerously signed by 
citizens of the city of Washington and the District of Columbia, pray- 
ing for an extension of the Capitol, North O street and South Washing- 
ton Railway in accordance with certain bills now pending on that sub- 
ject. I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. I also present a petition, signed by Dr. A. T. Au- 
gusta, J. H. Rainey, Frederick Douglass, John R. Francis, and other 
eminent and well-known citizens o€ this District, complaining of the 


discriminations that are now practiced in this community against citi- 
zens of African descent at theaters and other places of entertainment, 
and asking that the license laws of the District may be so amended as 
to prevent such discriminations hereafter. The petition is accompanied 
by affidavits and letters from gentlemen of the highest respectability, 
which leave no doubt that these discriminations are practiced, and that 
to this extent the provisions of the act granting equal rights to all citi- 
zens of the United States are nullified here, I move that the petition, 
with the accompanying papers, be referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 
The motion was agreed to. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MORRILL. Iam directed by the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds to report an original bill. It is done in this form to 
avoid the expense of printing a useless former bill and leaving this asa 
substitute. 

The bill (S. 1265) to authorize the acquisition of certain parcels of 
real estate embraced in square No. 406 of the city of Washington, for 


the entof the Post-Office Department building, and to provide 
accommodations for the city post-office, was read twice by its title. 
Mr. ING from the Committee on Indian to whom was 


referred the bill (S. 632) to provide for the settlement of the estates of 
deceased Kickapoo Indians in the State of Kansas, and for other pur- 
, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred to bill (S. 54) to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty 
to Indians on the various reservations and to extend the protection of 
the laws of the United States and the Territories over the Indians, and 
for other purposes, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MAXEY. I desire to state that the report just made from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs is not a unanimous report, as objection is 
made to so much of section 7 of that bill as makes citizens of Indians. 
I give notice that I do not assent to the rt as made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Indian pery piee was 
referred the bill (S. 526) for the relief of women and chi who were 
wives or minors of Federal officers or soldiers, and who were taken cap- 
tive by hostile Indians during the late Southern rebellion, commencin; 
A. D. 1861, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, an: 
that it be referred to the Committee on Pensions; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 26) relative to a certain accepted 
draft in the ent of State, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1116) for the erection of a public 
building at Pueblo, Colo., reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, reported them severally with amendments: 

A bill (S. 86) to provide for the construction of a public building at 
Portland, Oreg.; and 

A bill (8. 479} to provide for the erection of æ post-office building at 
Fortress Monroe, Va. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public oe and 
Grounds, to whom were referred the following bills, repo: them 
severally without amendment: 

A bill (S. 175) for a public building at Monroe, La. ; 
= A bill (S. 763) for the erection of a public building at Sioux City, 

owa; 

A bill (S. 549) for a public building at Greenville,-S. C.; 

A bill (S. 57) for the erection of a public building at Oshkosh, Wis. ; 


and 
A bill (S. 179) to provide a building for the use of the United States 
courts, post-office, custom-office, and internal-reyenue office at Vicks- 
burg, Miss. 
STATUES OF COLUMBUS AND LA FAYETTE. 


Mr. MORRILL. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds to report a concurrent resolution, which I ask may be 
read 


The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives bong endo! 
That the circle at the western entrance to the Capitol grounds from Pennsyl- 
vania avenue shall be, and hereby is, forever set apart as a site for a statue of 
Christopher Columbus, and the circle at the western entrance to the Capitol 
grounds from avenue, shall also be, and hereby is, forever set apart 
as a site for a statue of the Marquis de La Fayette; and the naval monument, 
now standing upon the circle first herein mentioned, shall be removed and placed 
upon the pt hh reservation bounded by Connecticut avenue, Twentieth 
street, and Q street. 

Mr. MORRILL. I askto have the concurrent resolution printed and 
laid upon the table. To-morrow morning I shall seek an opportunity 
to have it considered. j i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order to print will be made, 
and the resolution will lie on the table. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1266) for the relief of James F, 


942 


—_— en 
Hogan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1267) granting an increase of pension 
to Mrs. Lou Gobright McFalls; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced > parsi aigos Aog = sem rise spre 

Spates; which was read t its title, and, w accom 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1269) to create a commis- 
sion for the adjudication and payment of certain unadjudicated claims 
filed before the late Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1270) for the erection of a public 
building at Lowell, Mass.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1271) granting additional pen- 
sion to a certain class of pensioners; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1272) for the relief 
of Richard Hawley & Sons; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Comnttins on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1273) to allow John Win- 
chell arrears of pension; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 1274) for the relief of Edward L. 
Keyes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 


“An act to authorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar, and to 
restore its legal-tender quality,’’ passed February 28, 1878; which was 
read the first time by its title. 

Mr. MORRILL and others. Let the bill be read at length. 

The bill was read the second time at length, and referred to the Com- 
eee on Finance, as follows: 


prEN That the coinage of the silver dollar 


rovided for by the 
aeriene a isan amendment be 


tinued from and 


in 
inations of the 
50 pu 


ment of the same; and the amount of ie 
shall not exceed the cost of the bullion ; and the 
certificates thus issued shall be receivable for taxes, and all public 
dues, and when so received may be reissued ; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shal! redeem in coin the said certificates on their aaron erg for redemption at 
the office of the assistant treasurer of the United in the city of New York 
ine sums not less than $50. 
Sc. 3. That sny aoma of standard silver dollars or gold coin of the United 
ion atits mint value may deposit the same with the Treas- 
assistant treasurer of the United States in sums not less than §10, 
and receive coin certificates therefor similar in denomination and legal effect 
to the certificates provided for in the precoding os ye The coin rome for 
or mpana the certificates shall retained in the Treasury for the pay- 
ment of the same on demand. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 1277) to refund 
duties paid by the State of New York on arms imported in 1863; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1278) to provide for the adjustment of 
certain accounts of Edwin A. Merritt, late consul-general at London, 
for storage and care of the archives at that consulate-general; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLUMB (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1279) to forfeit lands 
[se ee State of Michigan to aid in the construction of a railroad 

uette to Ontonagon, in said State; which was read twice by 
its title, Pa referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1280) to grant the right of way through 
the Indian Territory to the Kansas City, Fort Scott and Gulf Railroad 
Company, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 


Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1281) for the relief 
of Hugo Wedeles; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1282) to reimburse the officers 
and crew of the United States arctic exploring steamer Jeannette for 
loss of baggage and personal effects; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill 6 1283) granting a pension to Hugh Jon- 
son; which was read twice by its title, an and bb. to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. MAXEY. I yesterday introduced a bill (S. 1240) for the relief 
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of Alice E. Culver, administratrix of the estate of F. B. Culver, de- 
ceased. I now beg leave ap passer archon Iw referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, a letter of appointment by the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia, that Alice E. Culver was appointed the 
executrix of Frederick B. Culver, deceased. I ask that it may be con- 
sidered in connection with the bill, and that the committee amend the 
bill in accordance with the letter of appointment of the executrix. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. DAWES, it was 


Ordered, That the rs in the case of Edward L. Keyes (S. 1 second ses- 
sion Forty-e hi Conarese) be taken trons tts files et phir Pat He to the Com- 
e a aa Ace 


TREASURY CONSCIENCE FUND. 
Mr. INGALLS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and to: 
directed to inform the Senate 


REMOVAL OF JUDGES. 


Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed: 


able to form the duties of minating between disability be- 
cause of drunkenness or the excessive use of intoxicating drinks, so that disa- 
bility of this kind may be punished by im, and remoyal from office, 


FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed: 


Resolved, ‘That ali railroad land grants heretofore made where the land was 
not earned by the completion of the line of railroad and the performance of the 


conditions raion by the granting act within the time uired and 
where the time has not been ex! tended an act of Congress, or shall not here: 
after be extended, shall be declared for pases and opened to 


entry 
and cash en in small bodies, securing to ere the preferred right in 
ee AAS to ES coment aed soe frog preen 5 160 acres, and 


ing to Leah age g of town-sites, where lots have been sold rapena e 
ments €, their title to the same. 
And the Committee on Public Lands is hereby instructed to report a bill to 


this effect to the 
MARTIN KENOFSKY. 


Mr. GIBSON. I move that the Committee on Claims be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (1219) for the relief of the heirs 
of Martin Kenofsky, and that it be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DISTRICT BANK TAXES. 


The PRESIDENT pro The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution offered yesterday by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN 
Wyck], which now comes upin its order. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolution submitted yesterday 
by Mr. VAN WYCK: 

Whereas it is alleged that the national banks in the District of Columbia have 
st = sma ainos the enactment of the banking law paid local taxes in said Dis- 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Distriot of Columbia be directed to inves- 


tigate as to the above all ion. any, is necessary 
to require the payment o! taxes by aps ginny j 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


STREET-RAILWAY BUILDINGS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
another resolution offered yesterday by the Senator from Nebraska { Mr. 
Van WycK]. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, submitted yesterday by 
Mr. VAN WYCK: 

Resol: 
ings can be erected at the ent to the ea stations on the pan grounds east oi 


the Capitol without detriment to the 
of sai Also to repo 


The PRESIDENT pro ee 
the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. CALL. I ask asa question of personal privil 
ment that it may go into the RECORD. I find in the 
Courier-Journal of the 11th of January the following: 

i bmitted a bill in the Senate 
srsaday whic provides that any chwouit or district judge who becom es disabled 
raiaj a neat oil Porcine met pout oa ap pap as 
ow wyerunder Q! w 
Any yor bs gae Sedek deae be enabled to secure a yearly pension of 32000 by makin making 


The question is on the adoption of 


to make a state- 
eekly Louisville 
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from any cause, 
accomp! ents even more than sottishness 


This statement of the Courier-Journal, which isa leading journal, has 
been copied in a great many papers in different States throughout the 
Union which have been sent to me. 

I wish to state, so that it may go into the RECORD, that no such bill 
as that described in this article has been presented by me or any one 
else. No one who has intelli enough to keep himself outside of a 
lunatic asylum will so constrne the bill which I have presented as to 
produce by any possibility such results as those stated in this article. 

I have introduced a bill providing that the Federal judge who is 
guilty of drunkenness while in the discharge of his duty, or the judge 
who is innocently disabled from any cause, shall be retired upon a judi- 
cial inquiry and ascertainment of the fact at the instance of the Attor- 
ney-General, and approved by the President, until he can be removed 
by im ent and ently relieved from the discharge of his 
duties by the forfeiture of his office and a 

I desired this statement to be made in order that the public may be 
informed tbat the bill is intended as a punishment for drunk: and 
as a security and protection to the community that may be 
with such a judge. Its provisions secure this result by the immediate 
suspension and retirement of the offending and disabled judge, and, so 
far as any law can do it, his impeachment and removal. 

The statement that a ‘‘young man may secure an appointment and 
become a sot hac vice, and when he gets his reward, which would 
have a capital value of $35,000, he may sober up and live the remainder 
of his life as a gentleman at the expense of Uncle Sam,’’ is not only 
very absurd, but is made, singularly fora writer of editorials in so able 
a journal, in ignorance of the fact that by the Constitution impeachment 
and conviction by the Senate removes a judge from office and from the 
payment of his salary. 

The statement also requires that the ‘‘young man shall not only make 
himself a sot pro hac vice,” but also that he shall make the - 
General, and the judge who tries the cause, and the President who ap- 
proves the judgment, and the Congress that fail to impeach and con- 
vict—all must on this proposition be made ‘‘ sots” by this enterprising 
“í young man” in search of a fortune at the expense of the Government 
by this newly discovered method of getting rich. 

By the law as it now stands a poor man is liable to be tried in the 
United States courts, with his life and liberty involved, before aju 
suffering under either innocent or culpable disability, and he has noright 
of appeal from the judgment of such judge; and if the disability be an 
innocent one such a judge is not subject to any proceeding of any kind 
for his suspension and removal; and the judge suffering from culpable 
disability may, under the law as it now stands, draw his full salary for 
life and improperly perform the duties of his office or refuse to per- 
form them without interference unless he should be impeached, which 
is ‘almost impossible and certainly very improbable. So much, Mr. 
President, for this statement which has gone the rounds of the news- 
papers, which is as entirely without reason as it is harsh and unjust. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 392) declaring 
forfeited certain grants of land made to certain States in aid of the con- 
struction of railroads; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

SIOUX RESERVATION IN DAKOTA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar is now in order under 
the eighth rule, and the first business on the Calendar will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

‘The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 52) to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux 
Nation of Indians, in Dakota, into separate reservations, and to secure 
the relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line llof the first section of the proposed 
amendment it is moved to strike out the words ‘* hom pre-emp- 
tion, or town-site claims” and insert ‘‘ by actual settlement and im- 
provement of any portion of such lands;’’ so as to read: 

‘That all ho, bet the 27th d f Fi i 
day of April, 1885, in good 1 faith entered upon Say part Of thet Great irar hanik 
tion lying east of the Missouri River, and known as the Crow Creek and Win- 
nebago reservation, which by the President's proclamation of date February 27, 
1885, was declared to be open to settlement, and not included in the new reserva- 
tion established by section 6 of this act, and who located thereon by actual set- 
tlement and improvement of any portion of such lands, shall, for a od of 
rgy À = ae aesae] l argana erne o of tae Fresidant required to be sec- 

n y 
oa Bt e aie re-enter upon said claims and complete the 


Mr. INGALLS. In what condition will that leave thisland? If it 
is not to be located under the provisions of the homestead, pre-emption, 
or town-site laws, how is titleto be acquired except by actual purchase, 
for which there seems to be no provision made? 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘That would come in subsequently. If this amend- 
ment is adopted a subsequent amendment will be perhaps n 


ecessary 
although it may not be. But at all events, if it shall be found neces- 
sary, it can be easily drawn. I have another amendment that Lintend 
to 


Mr. INGALLS. I should like to have the subsequent amendment 
a so that I may vote intelligently on the entire subject. I my- 
have always believed that the disposition of these reservations, 
which have been rendered valuable by adjacent settlement Feeney 
long reserved from occupation, under the pre-emption and ho) 
laws, was a mistaken policy. Itis practically impossible to leave lands 
that are in such a condition fairly open to the operation of the home- 
stead and pre-emptionlaws. They ought to beappraised and sold, for 
the reason that they have an enormously enhanced value in consequence 
of the settlements adjacent to the reservation and the advantages which 
railroads and other means of communication have given to those who 
become entitled to locate thereon. 

So I should be glad to vote that the provisions of the homestead and 
pre-emption laws should not apply to those attempting to obtain set- 
tlement on this reservation; but if that is to be abolished, before voting 
upon that proposition I should like to know under what provision of 
law title is to be acquired. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘The purpose of this amendmentis simply to give fur- 
therspecification to the class of persons who are to be entitled to the bene- 
fit of this measure. It is not at all , as I think, to consider 
now in this connection what further rights we will givethem. We are 
only now prescribing the character of persons who are to be entitled to 
preference in regard to entry by reason of their having heretofore en- 
tered upon these lands under a mistake. 

When we come to the question of the disposition of the lands I mean 
to propose an amendment limiting the selection in a manner which will 
not be agreeable to my colleague, judging by the remarks which he has 
just uttered. But that is a question, as I said, by itself. Everybody 
seems to agree that a certain portion at least of those persons who went 
onto these lands under the belief that the proclamation of the Presi- 
dent of February last was legal should have some preference right in 
regard to the lands which they settled upon, so far at least as they are 
now opened to settlement by the terms of this bill; and I desire, in or- 
der to prevent preference being given to speculators, to limit this pref- 
erence to ed anid who made actual improvement on the land with 
a view to ement. 


Mr. HARRISON. If the Senator from Kansas will allow me to in- 
terrupt him, would not his purpose be accomplished by leaving in the 
section the words ‘‘homestead, pre-emption, or town-site claims” and 
inserting after them the words he suggests, so as to read: 


And who located thereon homestead, pre-emption, or town-site claims by act- 
ual settlement and improvement of any portion of such lands? 


Mr. PLUMB. I think that town sites ought to go out anyhow. In 
the next place, I think the pre-emption claims ought to go out also, be- 
cause I believe the bill ought to haye a uniform operation, and if the re- 
mainder of these lands are to be opened to homestead settlement alone, 
these particular lands should be open to similar settlement; and, of 
course, to that settlement is to be attached the payment of 50 cents an 
acre. My oe bereun: in making this proposition, was to cut out 
a class of people, whom my colleague described so felicitously yesterday, 
who had not made any settlement on these lands. While I am on this 
subject, I desire to call attention to the fact that in the RECORD of yes- 
terday’s proceedings, as found on page 914, the stenographer made me 
utter these words: 

In other words, I distinguish between pirates and settlers, 

I used no such term at all. Iam not surprised thatthe stenographer 
made such an error, because errors of that kind are constantly made 
and of even a character, but I call attention to itnow to simply 
disown the utterance of any such language. I did not attribute any 
piratical character to the class of people who went upon these lands 
and who did not make the actual valid settlement which I was endeay- 
oring to describe. As it was avery harsh term, I havethoughtit worth 
while now to depart from my custom and disavow it. 

Mr. HARRISON. In framing the amendment which I have proposed 
I did not intend to express any opinion as to whether it was wise as a 
matter of general policy to continue the pre-emption law in force. If 
itis pertinent to express any opinion of my own on that subject, I 
am willing to say that I believe that law should be repealed, and I 
would be glad if all the remaining lands of the Government should be 
subject to disposition only under the homestead law; but the pre-emp- 
tion law and the town-site law are parts of our present land system, 
and they were when the proclamation of President Arthur declared 
these lands to be open tosettlement. Therefore it was the right of any 
settler to go upon these lands and make a pre-emption claim. The 


tion invited him to do it; the law authorized him to do it. 
Now, if we confine this amendment to homestead entries, we deny 
to those people a legal right which they exercised last spring in mak- 


944 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 28, 


ing their entries. We can not do that unless we compensate them for 
the losses they suffered; and if this amendment is so framed as that it 
will allow homestead entries, then it must be so amended that every 
man who attempted a pre-emption entry there or a town-site entry 
shall be paid his losses in not being allowed to consummate the entry. 

This is perfectly clear. Itisno time now to be talking about whether 
we like pre-emption claims or town-site claims or not. The law au- 
thorizes them to be made, and these people in good faith made them. 
If they did not make them in good faith they are not within the terms 
of my amendment, Having made them under the advice of the Pres- 
ident, can we send them off that reservation without some just com- 
pensation for their losses? I think not, and therefore I framed this 
amendment so as to give to those settlers the rights which they had 
under the law then in force, and I do not see how it can be justly framed 
in any other way. 

Tam entirely willing that any amendment shall beinserted here which 
will prevent any false claim of any of these classes being consummated; 
that whatever the law required in the way of settlement and improve- 
ment shall be exacted of these people, and so I understand the amend- 
ment as it reads; but we can not turn these people off, who went there 
in good faith, without compensation. Wemust either compensate them 
or allow them to perfect the lawful entries which they made, 

Mr. DAWES. I want to co-operate with the Senator in carrying out 
his view, but I confess a want of sufficient familiarity with the land 
laws to be able to determine. I should like to inquire of the Senator 
if there is any practical hardship in requiring a man who has made a 
pre-emption entry to conform it to a homestead entry afterward? 

Mr. HARRISON. There is this trouble: A man can take but a single 
homestead entry, and the probability is that most of these men who 
sought to make a pre-emption entry had already exhausted their home- 
stead right somewhere and unless we confer on them the right to 
make a new homestead there we destroy their claim altogether, unless 
we recognize it for what it was meant to be, namely, a pre-emption 
claim. 

Mr. DAWES. Can a man take a pre-emption entry and a home- 
stead entry at the same time? Does not the law require of him to live 
on both of them? 

Mr. HARRISON. That may be true, and I do not intimate that 
these were taken at the same time. But suppose the case of a settler 
who years ago had taken in Iowa his homestead claim and therefore 
could take no other, and he goes on this reservation and makes a pre- 
emption claim. He had a right to do it when he went there. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam not going myself to do anything that will cut 
him out of any 160 acres that the law itted him (assuming that 
proclamation to be legal) to take; but where a man years ago acquired 
a homestead by honestly and fairly living on land for five years, can 
he now anew take a pre-emption and live on that land five years? If 
that be so, such a case as that would not be met. 

Mr. HARRISON. Of course he pays for his pre-emption claim, as 
the Senator knows, a dollar and a quarter an acre. 

Mr. DAWES. Another inquiry I should like to make in regard to 
the town-site matter. Ido not understand the law in that respect. 
Does any individual himself take a town site, and is he entitled to all 
the profits of cutting it up into town lots and selling it as town lots? 
If he takes land under an ordinary homestead or pre-emption right 
and then cuts it up into town lots, there is no necessity for this special 
provision; but ifa man has bought a town site and puta town on that 
land, is he to have personally all that can be made out of the town lots ? 

Mr. HARRISON. TheSenator in this quest for information, which 
seems to be a pretty wide one, ought to turn to the Senator from Kan- 
sas who sits behind him and who is chairman of the Committee on 
Public Lands [Mr. PLUME]. I have not been a very close student of 
the land laws of the United States; but the fact is this: Just on the north 
line of the town of Chamberlain American Creek enters the Missouri 
River. Across that creek the lands were within the Indian reserva- 
tion. There is a fine plateau there adapted to the extension of the town 
of Chamberlain or to the location of a new town. I understand that a 
number of people in the town of Chamberlain getting together laid out 
a town site and took up perhaps 160 acres there for a town site; and 
under the law I understand no man takes more than 2 acres—I may be 
wrong about that. The most substantial improvements that were made 
upon the Crow Creek reservation were made on that town site, which 
is connected by a bridge with the town of Chamberlain. Some quite 
substantial and valuable houses were put up. 

Mr. PLUMB. The object which the Senator—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to re- 
mind the Senator from Kansas that according to the rule under which 
the Senate is operating he can speak but once on a pending question. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think somebody had better move to make this bill 
a special order for some date, so that it may be considered according to 
its importance. 

Mr. DAWES. A motion to consider the bill will take it out of that 
order, and I make that motion. 

Mr. HARRISON. Let us understand. This bill is limited in its 
consideration by the hour of 2 o’clock, is it not? Because if it is to be 
the regular order of business and go beyond that hour, I must object. 
With that understanding, I assent to the motion. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that a 
motion to take the bill out of the eighth rule would not extend its con- 
sideration beyond 2 o’clock. 

Mr. HARRISON. ‘Then I make no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that this bill be considered under the ninth rule; that is, be 
taken out of the operation of Rule VIII. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. The object which the Senator has in view, as expressed 
by him in his remarks a moment ago, was cut off by an amendment which 
he himself accepted yesterday, an amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Alabama | Mr. MORGAN]. I thought atthe time thatamendment 
ought not togoin, because it was notin harmony with the other provis- 
ions of the bill. Ifhe wouldstrike out the amendment which wasinserted 
yesterday, to which I have referred, he would not find the difficulty 
which he is now confronted with in r to a class of people who 
went upon these lands who had exhausted their right of homestead and 
pre-emption entry elsewhere. 

Mr. HARRISON. I did not intend to provide for any such people. 
If they had exhausted both their homestead and their pre-emption 
right, then they had no business on this land at all, unless it was to 

e a lot in a town site. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think myself that if they went on in good faith 
they ought to have the right to have the tract of land on which they 
located; but it is perfectly competent, and not only competent but I 
think entirely proper, that Congress should prescribe the character of 
the entry they shall make. It is in accordance with the general judg- 
ment, I think, of the country, in accordance with the judgment of both 
Houses of Congress as expressed at the last session, but in an ineffect- 
ive way, in the passage of asimilar measure through both Houses limit- 
ing entries on the public lands to homestead settlers. 

Whoever went upon these lands as a pre-emption settler has no vested 
right whatever in any claim to enter that land by reason of a settlement 
of six months only, which is all that is required under the pre-emption 
law, and Congress may, without trespassing upon his rights, say he 
shall live there five years before he can acquire a title; and it has been 
a part of my purpose to amend this bill in such a way asto permit those 
who entered under the pre-emption law to take under the homestead 
law, subject only to the requirement that they shall live on the landa 
period of five years, as required by section 20 in regard to those who 
shall hereafter locate on the portion of the reservation thrown open by 
this bill to settlement. 

Mr. HARRISON. If the bill is so extended that a settler who has 
already taken a homestead claim and is not entitled to another can take 
another homestead claim on this land, that having declared it to be a 
pre-emption claim he may transmute it into a homestead claim, then of 
course it protects all of these people except that it requires a longer 
period of residence, and instead of requiring the settler to pay a dollar 
and a quarter an acre into this fund it requires him to pay only 50 
cents. That is the effect. 

Mr. PLUMB. That makes the bill harmonious all the way through. 
Section 20 provides that any person being a citizen of the United States 
may enter upon the lands which are opened by this bill to settlement, 
not qualifying or limiting the right to persons who have not heretofore 
exercised the right of settlement on the public domain, but openin 
these lands indiscriminately to all the citizens of the United States. 
thought it was proper that in view of the adoption of this provision of 
section 20 a similar provision should obtain in the amendment of the 
Senator from Indiana, and I believe that that is not only just to all 
those people, all they could in fairness require, but that it is consonant 
with high public policy and with the policy which we can not too soon 
adopt with regard to the disposition of all the public lands. 

I believe therefore that the amendment which I have proposed should 
be adopted, limiting the right to be acquired under this bill to those 
persons who made actual settlement and improvement on the land, and 
that whoever goes back upon these lands by reason of this provision 
should live upon and acquire the land under and by virtue of the home- 
stead law and not by virtue of the pre-emption law. 

Now in regard to the town-site matter, that is perhaps not of much 
consequence, particularly if there was only one town site selected upon 
the land. My fear was that a number of town sites had been located 
there and that they would be acquired in such a way as not to answer 
the general purposes of the bill, and I thought perhaps that had better 

out. 

Oradea the town-site law of the United States the title is acquired by 
the county judge or by the chief municipal officer, the mayor or the 
chairman of the board of trustees, for the benefit of the occupants, of 
those persons who are settled upon and occupying the land. This law 
has been the subject of very extended discussion and of decisions by the 
courts of the United States and of the various States of the Union; and 
those decisions are to the effect that no land can be legally acquired 
under the town-site act by any onc not actually an occupier of the land 
entered for town-site purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Pius] to the amendment 
of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask that it be read again. 
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The SECRETARY. After the word “‘thereon,’’ atthe end of line 10 
of section 1 of the amendment, it is proposed to strike out the words 
“homestead, pre-emption, or town-site claims’? and insert ‘‘by actual 
settlement and improvement of any portion of such lands.” 

Mr. PLUMB. In order to have these questions taken separately, I 
will withdray so much of my amendment as proposes to strike out 
‘‘ homestead, pre-emption, or town-site claims,” leaving the proposition 
now simply to insert the words I have proposed, and then we can take 
the question afterward on striking out. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think it would be well to divide it. Let the 
section be read as it would stand if these words were in. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘claims,’’ in line 11, itis proposed 
to insert ‘‘by actual settlement and improvement of any portion of 
such lands.” 

Mr. HARRISON. To that I make no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment as modified. 

Mr. TELLER. I would suggest to the Senator from Kansas that his 
amendment should be further amended so as to protect the pre-emptors 
who may not have the right of homestead but who are entitled to take 
pre-emption claims. 

Mr. HARRISON. This does not relate to that. 

Mr. TELLER. But will not this amendment cut out that class of 

ple? Will it not be confined to people who are entitled to take a 
omestead ? 

Mr. HARRISON. It leaves in the words ‘‘ pre-emption or town-site 
claims.” It simply now requires some improvement. 

Mr. TELLER. All right. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] is still open to amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend, on page 2, section 1, line 14 of the 
amendment, by inserting after the word ‘‘claim”’ the.words ‘under 
the provisions of section 20 of this act.’ I shall subsequently move to 
strike out the words ‘by law,” in line 15, and insert the word ‘‘ there- 
in.” That, I think, will then, while leaving in the other words, ac- 
complish all I havein view; that is, to require persons to prove up their 
claims under section 20, which practically requires a homestead settle- 
ment. Although it protects by name all persons who have made pre- 
emption and homestead and town-site entries, it requires them to prove 
up under section 20 of the act, which makes no limitation in to 
theclass of persons who entered on public lands by reason of not having 
before settled upon them. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think the effect of this amendment would be to 
prevent any one who has made a pre-emption entry from forfeiting his 
lai 


im. 
Section 20 is: 


That all the lands ee by the provisions of this except American 
Island, Farm Island,and Niobrara Island, shall be d cote | = — 
WS O. 


States to actual settlers only, under the provisions of the homest 
United States, 

Now, how can a man who has taken a pre-emption entry prove u 
under the homestead laws of the United States? Under the eoatenl 
laws he is required to prove that he has never before taken a homestead. 

Mr. INGALLS. Can a settler lawfully take a pre-emption claim on 
this reservation? 

Mr. HARRISON. After it was opened by President Arthur’s proc- 
lamation. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think not. 

Mr. HARRISON. I should like to know why. It was open pre- 
cisely as any other public land of the United States was open to settle- 
ment; and if the amendment of the Senator from Kansas is adopted it 
simply introduces a confusion here, the result of which in my j ent 
is to destroy any right of a pre-emptor to perfect his claim. He can 
not perfect his claim under the homestead law, for a part of his proof 
there is not only residence for five eE oman for the provision in be- 
half of soldiers, but in addition to that he must make, as I understand, 
proof that he never before took a homestead at all on the public lands 
of the United States. 

Mr. President, I do not want to consume time, but the trouble is 
here that these men entered there and made pre-emption claims, as they 
were lawfully authorized to do. The law requires pre-emptors to do 
certain things; they began the doing of those things, I assume in good 
faith, and having a right to do them; now what right have we totrans- 
mute their claim into some other kind of claim or to require of them 
some conditions that were not the conditions of law when they made 
the settlement, and what right have we as to the Indians for that mat- 
ter to give these people who have already taken a homestead another 
160 acres of land at 50 cents an acre, whereas under the pre-emption 
law they would be required,as I understand,to pay a dollar anda quar- 
ter an acre into this fund ? 

I appreciate the difficulty. I say to the Senator from Kansas I strug- 
gled with him in framing these amendments, but I finally came to the 
conclusion that, whatever our view might be about pre-emptions, that 
was the law, and these men entered under it, and we must either pro- 
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tect them so that they may perfect their claims under the law as it 
stood when they made the claims, or we must compensate them for the 
damages they have suffered. Ido not see any other way of dealing with 
this question, and I think the Senate should adhere to the amendment 
proposed. Let these men who were entitled perfect their claims under 
the law as it stood, and not attempt to make new regulations as to how 


they shall complete their claims. 

Mr. PLUMB. That has frequently been done. Within my recol< 
lection the law in to pre-emptions has been changed in such a 
way as to affect, and validly affect, the rights, so called, of persons who 
had located under the law as it had formerly been. By a construction 
which followed the law of 1841 down until about 1870 the only len 
of time the pre-emption settler was required to reside on his land 
fore making final entry was thirty days. About 1870 the law was 
changed, requiring him to reside upon it six months; and the effect of 
the provision I propose here is simply to require the pre-emption set- 
tlers who have located on this land to live there five years in place of 
six months. 

That is undoubtedly perfectly competent for the legislative author- 
itytodo. Itisin no wise any violation of the right of the pre-emptor. 
It is, as I said before, consistent with the highest public policy. I be- 
lieve we ought to permit no settlement upon any portion of the public 
domain except under the provisions of the homestead law. Whatever 
we may say about compensation to be paid, no person should be per- 
mitted to acquire title to any portion of the public domain except by 
a residence upon it for a sufficient length of time to settle beyond all 
controversy, as far as residence can settle the fact,{that that man will 
make the land his permanent abiding place. That a residence of six 
months now required by law does not do, as the ience of the Gen- 
eral Land Office testifies; and if the Senator from Indiana thinks that 
in addition we ought also to require them to pay a dollar and a quarter 
an acre instead of 50 cents an acre, I do not think he will find much 
objection to inserting an amendment to that effect, though I do not 
think it should be done, The main question here is, Shall we require 
all these people to live on the land the time required in order to perfect 
a homestead entry? 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the difficulty suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana in connection with the amendment offered by my col- 
league had occurred to me upon reading the provisions of section 20. 
As the amendment offered by the Senator from Indiana now stands 
three classes of locations are recognized upon the reservation, by home- 
stead, by pre-emption, or under the town-site act. If I correctly under- 
stood the amendment proposed by my colleague asreported at the desk, 
he pro leaving in the language in line 11, to amend the language 
of line 14 by i ing words which will make the land disposable 
under the provisions of section 20, which does unquestionably confine 
the disposition of the remainder of the Sioux reservation to rights 
under existing homestead laws, so that by necessary implication indi- 
vidual pre-emption and town-site entries would inevitably be excluded. 

It isapparent, therefore, that the amendment offered by my colleague 
is incongruous, and thatit will be ineffectualin accomplishing the result 
that I suppose he desires and in which I sympathize with him; and 
that is that this land shall not be permitted to be acquired under the 
provisions of the pre-emption law or under the provisions of the town- 
site act, which enable ‘settlers to segregate from the public domain a 
tract of land to the extent of 640 acres upon filing an affidavit that it 
is required for town-site pu: 

Mr. President, the safety of this Government depends upon the mul- 
titude of small freeholders, and the attention of the people can not be 
too strongly directed to the fact that we are very rapidly approaching 
the limits of our public domain; I mean that portion of the public do- 
main that is available for agricultural purposes. At the rate at which 
the occupation of our territory is now proceeding I doubt whether at the 
expiration of twenty years from this time there will remain a single acre 
of Jand subject to entry under the public-land laws of the United States 
which will be adapted to the cultivation of wheat or corn; and, there- 
fore, if we desire to preserve our territory for occupation by actual set- 
tlers, we can not too early begin to interpose every obstacle that the law 
may permit against the acquisition of our territory for speculative pur- 
poses or its acquisition by monopolists and corporations in large extent 
for purposes of speculation or of devotion to other than the use of indi- 
vidual settlers. 

I should, therefore, be glad to have this bill so amended as to prevent 
the possibility of the acquisition of any portion of this reservation ex- 
cept under the homestead laws and for actual settlers thereon. But I 
regret to say, from the examination that was made last summer as to 
the occupation of this particular territory, that if this bill confines the 
acquisition of title upon that domain to those who entered upon it in 
good faith for the purpose of acquiring homes to be occupied and cul- 
tivated by them under the homestead and pre-emption laws of the 
United States, but a very small per cent. of that area will ever be dis- 

of under the provisions either of the amendment offered by the 
tor from Indiana or the amendment proposed by my colleague. 

Mr. HARRISON. I say to the Senator from Kansas that I will 
gladly agree to any amendment that proposes to guard against any 
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other than the class he has described getting any of these lands, even | What my colleague says about the lands in this reservation as to their 


if the amount obtained shall be the minimum. 

Mr. INGALLS. Iwas endeavoring to call the attention of the Senate 
to the condition that exisis upon this particular reservation to which 
our attention is now directed, and I say that if the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Indiana shall be adopted by the Senate it will not 
operate to protect to any considerable extent the right or the alleged 

ight of those settlers for whom so much concern was exhibited by those 
who. participated yesterday in this debate. 

That tract of land is one of the most attractive and best adapted for 
agricultural purposes, I believe, that is now unoccupied within the 
ponte petit balnar Angar prag me] exp mencly pays 

my colleague and the of under 
ie y 20 of the original bill, it is still to be disposed of at the extremely 
inadequate compensation of 50 cents per acre. 

I believe in fair treatment of our Indian wards, and I am not willing 
that in the attempt to accommodate the public domain to the desires 
of those who wish to acquire portions of it, those who are otherwise de- 
pendent upon us and who have now the possessory title to this land 
should be wholly disregarded, and I have no hesitation in saying that 
the sum which is fixed in section 20 of this bill as compensation per 
acre for the land in that reservation and in the Winnebago reservation 
is ridiculously inadequate. If that land were to be put up at public 
outcry and sold after public notice being given that there should be op- 
portunity for competition, if we are to judge anything from the value of 
conterminous and contiguous and adjacent territory—for it should not 
be forgotten that this entire reservation is surrounded and settled by a 
population that presents an unbroken front in every direction—there 
is not an acre of it that would not be worth $10 in the market, and that 
would not be greedily taken at that price if the op ity were of- 
fered. And yet the proposition is made that the homestead laws shall 
be amended and the title shall be acquired at the rate of 50 cents per 
acre, payable in four equal annual installments. 

The operations of this amendment are not favorable either to the peo- 
ple who may desire to go onto that reservation or the inhabitants of 
the Territory of Dakota or to the Indian tribes from whom the land is 
to be taken. 

I hope that before final action is taken upon this bill we shall have 
an opportunity of ascertaining whether there is not some better method 
for disposing of this reservation than that which is provided either by 
the amendment of the Senator from Indiana or the provision proposed 
to be added thereto of my colleague. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iask unanimous consent to modify my amendment 
so as to make it read: 

And procure title thereto under the provisions of section 20 of this act. 


I do not think that is necessary, but perhaps it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 2, in section 1 of the TATE amend- 
ment of Mr. HARRISON, after the word ‘“‘claims,” in line 14, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

And procure title thereto under the provisions of section 20 of this act. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not think, with all due respect to my colleague, 
whose judgment is usually on a question of this kind, that there 
will be any incongrnity in this section if it be amended as I propose, 
nor will it in any wise conflict with the preceding sections of the bill 
except in regard totown-site entries. Yesterday, in a conversation with 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] who has the bill in 

I told him I proposed to amend section 20 by adding the words 
tand town sites” after the word ‘‘ homestead,”’ in line 4, and he said 
that seemed to him desirable, and, as one member of the committee, he 
would not object. When thus amended the bill will permit all the 
people who have entered on these lands for the purpose of making 
homestead, pre-emption, or town-site entries to re-enter on the lands 
under the provisions of section 20, and by complying with the pro- 
visions of that section go on and complete and perfect their entries. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will they be entitled to take land as homsteads ? 

Mr. PLUMB. As homesteads. 

Mr. INGALLS. Suppose a man has had one homestead entry al- 
ready. 

Mz, PLUMB. Section 20 does not limit the exercise of the home- 
stead right to those who have not heretofore exercised it. 

Mr. INGALLS. Do you permit a duplication of homesteads? 

Mr. PLUMB. To that extent. This then makes one simple form 
of entry of all these lands thus opened to settlement, and that under 
the homestead law. 

Now I want to say something about the price of these lands, as my 
colleague has dwelt upon it and the policy of the Government with 
reference to that price. The Government has for the last forty years 
practically ized itself as a trustee without pecuniary interest in 
the public domain. The homestead law was the culmination of that 
theory. The public lands are, in theory at least, held for the benefit 
of the class of people who are not able to pay what the lands might 
commercially be worth, and the policy has been to encourage their sale 
to this class of people. 


value is equally true, and has been for many years, of almost the entire 
State of Kansas and other of the public land States and Territories. 
Millions of acres are entered every year under the homestead law that 
are worth from one to five and ten dollars an acre, and other millions 
of acres of land are entered under the ption law for which a dol- 
lar and a quarter per acre is paid which are worth from two to five times 
whatthe settlers pay forthem. Theselands have most largely gone into 
the hands of those who but for this policy could not have obtained 
lands for homes. S 

I think in this way the highest good has resulted; far greater indeed 
than would have been the case if the lands had brought all they were 
worth in money, and by reason of being thus sold had been kept from 
the possession of those who have been able to obtain them under the 
beneficent policy of the Government. . 

I believe this general policy of the Government should be observed 
as near as may be in opening the Sioux reservation to settlement. As 
to the compensation provided for in this bill being inadequate and un- 
just to the Indian, we all know that the courts have recognized the In- 
dian as having only a right. We are not acquiring from the 
Indian by this bill the fee, for the reason that he has not got it to sell. 
We are paying him 50 cents per acre simply for his right of posses- 
sion. If I was to express my own candid opinion on this subject, I 
would say that the price proposed to be paid is too great, and that we 
are endowing the Indians with wealth to which they are not entitled 
and of which they can never make any good use and the possession of 
which will be a stimulus to cupidity and avarice in all our dealings 
with them in the future. An Indian tribe with a vast sum of money 
will inevitably be demoralized and be the subject of rapacity on the 
part of their neighbors. 

If, instead of paying them this 50 cents an acre, we had settled 
them in the exercise of our undenied power upon such ions of the 
reservation as they were competent to occupy and to cultivate as they 
ought, and had made some useful and sensible and comprehensive pro- 
vision for their maintenance for the time being and for the giving to 
them of stock and farming implements and instruction in agriculture 
for a period of years, we should have done much better for them, I 
a will ever be accomplished for them under the provisions of 

is ; 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], familiar with this subject, 
calls my attention to the fact that we are reserving for the members of 
this tribe nearly 4,000 acres for each family of six, an amount which 
they can never make proper use of, a body of land unnecessarily large 
and beyond their capacity to use. This bill, instead of leaving them 
twelve or thirteen million acres, as it does, should have taken away at 
least 6,000,000 acres more, and I think it would be better if we would 
take away $10,000,000 more, and leave them a quantity which they 
might be supposed at least to cultivate as a means to a livelihood. 

This bill is liberal to the Indian. It is not only liberal to the In- 
dian, but it is so liberal that it will be a fruitful parentof trouble from 
the very moment of its enactment on through twenty, thirty, and per- 
haps fifty years of ing time. 

Theland which we open to settlement will not be settled upon fairly 
until we shall be called upon, and justly, too, to subject more of this res- 
ervation to settlement. We not more than enter on the expendi- 
ture of the enormous sum of money we are to derive from the sale of this 
land until we shall be confronted with all sorts of projects for its extrava- 
gant expenditure. We are opening the door to trouble; we are tempo- 
rizing with this question, as we always have done, doing to-day only the 
things that we are compelled to do, totally regardless of what to-mor- 
row will bring of its duties and of its obligations. 

I shall consent to this bill when properly amended, reluctantly, be- 
cause I am advised by the authority of the Indian Committee that some- 
thing of this kind must be done now in order to effectuate even a par- 
tial settlement of the difficulties existing in Dakota. It is not what I 
would have proposed, but there has been adopted the principle, un- 
wisely I think, of appealing to the individual Indian for his consent, 
and he has been told by the authority of a committee sent out there for 
that purpose by Congress that a measure substantially of the kind now 
before us would be adopted by Congress and submitted to him for his 
approval, and we are told that we must take this now or that all that 
work must be thrown aside and nothing be done perhaps for many 
years to come. 

I think it wasa mistake to say that to the Indian—to make him such 
a proposition. I think it was a mistake to appeal practically to Indian 
suffrage on this question. Congress ought to have legislated wisely and 
justly and thoroughly upon this subject, as it has ample power to do, 
without going through the form of an appeal to the Indian himself, to 
whom judgment is a mere whim, and whom to consult in the way pro- 
posed is simply to give an inordinate idea of his own importance. But, 
as I said, I propose to consent to it when it is properly amended, leav- 
ing the Indians in ion of this vast estate and imposing on the 
hardy settlers who hoa os some the lands we open to settlement by 
this bill the burden of paying to the Indians more than they are en- 
titled to for what they relinquish, because for the time being it js the 
best that can be done, 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


947 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the objection urged by the senior Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] to this bill seems to me to on 
a misconception of the true condition of the claim of the ians to 
this land. As has just been said, these Indians are not the owners 
of this land. They are but the occupiers, with a ion of a cer- 

in character ized by the United States heretofore in all its deal- 


tain 
ings with the Indians as of a monetary value, but it has never been the | thing the 


policy of the United States to recognize the Indian as entitled to the 
full moneyed value of the land held by him in on. 

As I said the other day, when speaking upon this bill, these Indians 
formerly roamed and controlled practically the territory now covered 
by Western Kansas, by Colorado, by Western Nebraska, by nearly orall 
of Dakota, and by a portion of Wyoming.. Wehaye already by treaty 
with these Indians paid them more money than we paid for the Lonisi- 
ana purchase, and if we continue the policy already i ted we 
shall have paid them, when we conclude, several times the amount of 
money that we paid for the entire Louisiana purchase; and that, too, 
without any benefit whatever to the Indians. 

When the last treaty was made in 1868 we treated with these Indians 
with an express reservation on our part of the right to put other Indians 
upon. these lands, to compel them to divide these extensive reservations 
with other Indians if that should be the judgment of the United States. 
That can be found in the provisions of the act of 1868. 

I mean to vote for this bill and I shall vote for it with its imperfec- 
tions and with its objections, because, as has just been said by the Sen- 
ator who preeeded me, it is a step forward, and it opens up a portion of 
this country to the men who are anxious to make homes uponit. While 
I admit with the Senator from Kansas that it might be put upon the 
public market and sold for more money than 50 cents an acre, I would 
not be willing to sell it and put the money into the Treasury if there 
was $100 an acre offered for it. I would keep every acre of the public 
land from this time on for the actual settler, and no person should 
occupy any portion of it, so far at least as I am concerned, unless he 
made a home upon it. 

We reserve for the twenty thousand Indians now in that reservation 
13,320,000 acres of land. We reserye 666 acres for every Indian, big 
and little, small and great. We reserve for a family of six 4,000 acres 
lacking 4. The right of the General Government to reserve and rele- 
gate to savagery—for that is what we are doing—this vast extent of 
territory may well be controverted and may well be denied; but we 
get I believe by this bill about 11,000,000 acres, and that is worth 
something, and the next step may bring us a little nearer to bringing 
these Indians down to a reasonable amount of land that they ought to 
oceupy. Have Senators thought whata vast extent of country they are 
locking up by this bill, locking up too for twenty-five years by patents 
that neither the Indian nor the Government can sell? There 
be made of this country eighty-three thousand farms of 160 acres each. 
That is reserved for these twenty thousand Indians who, if the past is 
any criterion to judge of what they will do for the next generation, 
not cultivate 10 acres per capita. 

Mr. President, I pro before we get through to offer some amend- 
ments tothe bill. I 1 vote for the bill even as it is, for I am satis- 
fied, notwithstanding you may putin it a provision that this land shall 
be kept there for twenty-five years, some method will be devised to un- 
lock and to withdraw from this isolation a portion of this public land. 

The other day, when I discussed this question briefly, I could not 
hear accurately the reply of the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
DAWES] on account of the noise in the Chamber. When I looked at 
the RECORD the next day I saw that I had been with advising 
the violation of a treaty. Why, Mr. President, I have never advised 
the violation of a treaty on this floor. I have advised the abrogation 
of Indian treaties, and I trust it is not necessary in the Senate of the 
United States for any man to explain the difference between the viola- 
tion of a treaty and its abrogation. 

What I complain of at all timesis that the Government of the United 
States persistently, uniformly, and continually violates its treaties. 
Treaties that it can not enforce and can not obey it has not the cour- 
age to abrogate—a right that every government retains to itself when it 
makes a treaty with the smallest nation or the Whenever in 
the interest of the public service its abrogation is required the right 
exists, and I never saw in the course of my reading a charge upon a na- 
tion that it was contrary to law, contrary to morals, for a government 
to abrogate a treaty. But I do say that it is contrary to morals 
for a country to live day by day in the violation of its treaties. I say, 
haying made treaties impossible of execution, having made treaties that 
are contrary to the interest of the Indian and the white man alike, it 
would bea brave and an honest thing for the Government to take the 
proper step and abrogate such treaties, and then see that justice and 
nane pae done; bub they never will be done while these treaties are 
pending. 

As the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] has said, we have appealed 
to the individual Indian, and we have put a provision in this bill that 
or TEE arer veto, if they see fit, national legislati 
nied to the States, denied to our own citizens, to everybody except the 
President in a constitutional manner. We say to these Indians igno- 
rant of the character of this treaty, ignorant of what they are doing, 


could | tion? It has been 


will | know not what 


“If you decline to assent by three-fourths of your numbers this bill 
shall go for naught.’’ I know the provision of the twelfth section of 
the treaty of 1868, never put there by Indians, never put there by a man 
acquainted with Indian law, never put there at the request of an In- 
dian, big or little, but contrary to Indian policy and contrary to Indian 
law, submitted to by the Indian becaused he supposed that it was some- 
i Government desired, not because he supposed it was for his 
benefit or for his interest. No Indian nation has ever acted upon the 
theory that the masses of the Indians should have a vote in its evun- 
cils or its proceedings. It acts by its chiefs and headmen and prin- 
cipal men; and to-day you can go there and get three-fourths of these 
Indians to agree to this or to any other proposition when you have the 
headmen and the chiefs assenting thereto. It is a useless provision; 
it is worthless for any practical purpose for protecting an Indian; it is 
contrary to good law, and it is contrary to Indian law and Indian 


policy. 

I would simois every Indian treaty we have ever made. I would 
commence aril legislate with honesty and with intelligence with ref- 
erence to this great question; and when, as I said the other day, the 
American Senate and the American House of Representatives are com- 
pelled to legislate dently of the wishes or the will of the Indian, 
there will not be put upon the statute-book such peeetcn as has gone 
there year after year. Wesubmit the question to the Indian where he 
will go; he proposes to locate where it suits his convenience, not with 
reference to the future, but to the present. We submit the question 
to him whether he will educate his children, and if he declines to ed- 
ucate them, we admit that this great nation is without the power to 
compel it, and we can not compel itunless you require him to agree by 
treaty, or unless you abrogate the treaties already made. 

The Government of the United States need not be delicate about the 
protection of treaties, forthere can not be found, I think, upon thestat- 
ute-book in the entire range of Indian legislation a single act where I 
can not point out to you an infringement or violation of treaties, viola- 
tions, too, in all their fundamental and essential particulars, violations 
in everything that particularly affects the Indians, full of things that 
are useless to him and valueless to us; and that is the character of the 
legislation that has prevailed in this country for the last fifty years. 
As I said the other day, and I said it knowingly, if the enemies of this 
race had dictated the legislation it could have been but little worse 
than it has been, could have been but little better caleulated to destroy 
and keep them in their present condition than it has been. What I 
want to do and what I insist upon is, not to violate the statutes, but to 
abrogate treaties and then legislate for their good as we legislate for our 
own citizens. Shall we say that we are incapable? Shall it be said 
that the American Congress is not big enough to grapple with this. ques- 
ted to us in a thousand ways by men deyoted 
and earnest, who have studied it from time to time, and yet we are too 
ignorant to legislate unless we consult these ignorant poor people who 
want, and who are determined not to receive that 
which we insist is for their benefit and which we know is only for their 

ion and their salvation. 

Mr. President, you may give them land by the league, you may give 
them food, you may give them clothing, but they will be Indians until 
you compel them to come under the laws of the Jand and to obey and 
respect the laws and give them the protection of the laws. You can 
not induce many of these tribes to put their children in school who ought 
togo. You put their males, but many of them have declined to 
allow their females to go toschool. It is the female Indian whoshould 
be put in school whether the Indian wills it or whether he does not. 
She should be put there and taught todo the work of a housewife, because 
it is an admitted fact everywhere thatthe mothers have more influence 
over the coming oe than the fathers, and we have failed very gen- 
erally to reach Indian woman, while we have endeavored to raise 
the man. You may bring up all the Indian tribes until they 

to be Solons, if you please, and if you leave the Indian women in 
es in ignorance, and in vice you will have the next genera- 
tion of the character of the mothers. 


I have before the Senate a bill for compulsory education. Ihave not 


„any doubt that it will never receive the assent of this body, because it 


will be said itis in violation of existing law; it is in violation of treaties 
maae, DY which they are to send, if they choose, their children to our 


Mr. President, there is but one method out of this difficulty. Ihave 
bre E AEREE years ago, in the Senate Chamber; I repeated it when 
it my duty to study this question with more care than I had 
before; and I repeat it now after the experience I have had; and that 
is, to put the Indian children into manual-labor schools and educate 
them, not simply in books, but educate them to blister their hands in 
rep espe A then make them citizens of the United States, giving 
to them all the protection of the law and demanding from them the 
—_ to the law which we demand from every other portion of our 
people. 

Mr. DAWES. If this bill ever reaches port it will be by a perilous 
passage between Scylla and Charybdis—those on the one hand who 
are disposed to deprive the spoiled Indian of his ions and appro- 
priate them to the use of the white man, and those who are disposed 
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rigidly to regard his rights under treaty stipulations and to yield noth- 


ing in this legislation that would not be a fair and proper compensa- 
tion to the Indian in treating between man and man. The bill is an at- 
tempt to compromise between these two conflicting forces. They have 
been contending with the Indian for more than fifty years, and in all 
that contest he has always been the sufferer. Noman has described it 
with more accuracy and truth than a clear-headed Indian himself de- 
scribed it toa committee of this body when hesaid thatthere never came 
a commission or committee to talk with the Indian that the Indian, 
when he went away, did not miss something. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] and the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. TELLER] do not accurately describe this proceeding when 
they say that we reserve for the Indian unnecessarily large tracts of 
land. A more accurate description of it would be to say that we omit 
to take from him large, and it may be unnecessarily tracts of land. 
Both of these Senators have asserted here that the Indian does not have 
any title to any land in thiscountry exceptapossessory title. I donot 
understand the decisions of the Supreme Court in that way. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to inject into the remarks of the Sen- 
ator the suggestion that Inever madeany suchstatement. Imade that 
remark with reference to thisreservation. There arereservations where 
the title is practically given in fee by the Government without a pat- 
ent. There are a great many tribes that have patents. Iwas referring 
to this particular reservation, where the fee is not ized at all. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not propose to omit to take notice of what the 
Senator said in reference to this particular reservation, but I desire to 
say here that I have never seen in the adjudications of the Supreme 
Court the doctrine laid down that the title of Indians to land was only 
a possessory title. I understand them to say that the original right of 
Indians to land in this country was only held as a possessory title. 
But a treaty title is not governed by any such law as that; it is meas- 
ured by the language of the treaty itself, and is just as much a title, 
taken by the words of the treaty, as grants are, to all intents and pur- 
poses, a grant of title to those who are the beneficiaries under the 
treaty, and the treaty is to be construed in reference to title precisely 
as a patent or a deed is to be construed, and the title is to be measured 
by the words of the treaty, A treaty title is one thing; the original 
title of the Indians is another thing. 

Now, sir, let us measure this title; let us look at this title. The 
Senator says we expressly reserved the right, when we gave these 
people this land under this title, to put other Indians there and to oc- 
cupy this land with other Indians whether they would or not. Ido 
not so read this treaty. I understand, on the other hand, that it was 
expressly limited to such Indians as these Indians consented to take 
and make a part of their body. This is its language: 

And the same is set apart for the absolute and undisturbed use and occupation 
of the Indians herein named, and for such other friendly tribes or individual In- 
dians as from time to time they may be willing, with the consent of the United 
States, to admit among them; and the United States now solemnly that no 
persons except those herein designated and authorized so to do, and except such 
officers, agents, and employés of the Government as may beauthorized to enter 


upon Indian reservations in discharge of duties enjoined by law, shall ever be per- 
mitted to pass over, settle upon, or reside in the Territory. 


If I understand anything about the law I understand that if a person 
grants to another and his heirs the exclusive use and occupation of his 
land forever—this uses the word ‘‘forever’’—he grants to him the fee, 
because he grants to him all the use to which that land can be put, and 
the decisions of the courts and the common law of the world give to such 
a grantee the fee of the land to him and his heirs forever. This is to 
these Indians forever. Of course it means for them and their heirs. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts whether, if the 
Indians should abandon this land, he thinks it would still be theirs in 
fee? Would it be their property as effectually and fully as if it had 
been conyeyed by deed? 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not understand that the Indians on their part 
eovenanted to make any particular useof thisland. I understand that 
the United States has set it apart and agreed that no white man shall 
ever cross over it, but that it shall be kept for their use and occupation 
for all time to come. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire of the Senator if he does not 
find the provision I suggested in the act of 1868, that the Government 
might settle other Indians upon this land? 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator did not hear me read that clause. Itex- 
pressly provides that it shall be with the consent of these Indians. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly, with their consent as to the character and 
class of Indians to be settled, but it shows that the Government did not 
intend to ize them—— 

The PRESIDIN G OFFICER (Mr. JAcKsoN in the chair). The hour 
of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the 
Senate the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 967) to provide for 
the admission of the State of Dakota into the Union and for the organ- 
ization of the Territory of Lincoln. 

Mr. DAWES. Allow me—— 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator’s colleague has put me under bonds 
in reference to the considerationof theother bill. 1 feel that if I should 
give way he would have a right to object. 

Mr. DAWES. I will settle with my colleague if I am allowed a 
word farther. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is before the Sen- 
ate. 


ADMISSION OF DAKOTA. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 967) to provide for the admission of the State of Dakota 
into the Union, and for the organization of the Territory of Lincoln. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move now formally the adoption of the amendment 
I had the honor to offer some days ago and ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the proposed amendment,-which is: ‘Strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert:’’ 


That the inhabitants of the Territory of Dakota are HOKON, Sonora to 
form for themselves a State government, with the name of the te of Dakota, 
which State shall be admitted into the Union upon an equal footing with the 
original States in all respects whatsoever, as hereinafter provided. 

Sec. 2. That the said State of Dakota shall consist of all the territory in- 
cluded within the boundaries of the present Territory of Dakota. 

ec. 3. That all persons residing within the limits of said proposed State, qual- 
ified by the laws of said Territory of Dakota to vote for representatives to the 
islative Assembly thereof, are hereby authorized to vote forand choose dele- 
gates to form a convention; and the qualifications for delegates to such conven- 
tion shall be such as by the laws ofsaid Territory persons are required to 
to be eligible to the ative Assembly thereof; and the aforesaid delegates ta 
form said convention shall be apportioned among the several counties within the 
limits of bpd proposed State, in single districts, in proportion to the population 
in each of said counties and districts, as near as may be, to be ascertained at the 
time of making said apportionment, by the persons hereinafter authorized to 
make the same, from the best information obtainable; that said apportionment 
shall be made by the governor, the chief-justice, the associate justice for the first 
judicial district, the associate justice for the third judicial district, and the United 
States attorney of the Territory of Dakota, or any three of them; and the gov- 
ernor shall, by proclamation, order an election of the delegates aforesaid to be 
held on the day of the Pir, Sao annual election in November, 1886, which procla- 
mation shall be issued at least sixty days prior to the time of said election; and 
such election shall be conducted, the returns made, the result ascertained, and 
the certificate to persons elected to such convention issued in the same manner 
as is prescribed by the laws of the said Territory regulating elections therein 
for Delegate to Congress. The number of delegates to said convention shall be 
one hundred and seventy-five; and all persons resident in said proposed State 
who are qualified voters of said Territory, under the laws thereof at such time 
as the constitution to be framed shall be submitted to the people for ratification 
or rejection, shall be entitled to vote upon the question of such ratification or 
rejection, under such rules and regulations as said convention may prescribe. 
EC. 4. That the delegates to the convention thus elected shall meet at the 
city of Bismarck, the capital, on the second Tuesday of December, 1886, and, after 
organization, shall declare, on behalf of the people of said proposed State, that 
they adopt the Constitution of the United States; whereupon the said conven- 
tion shall be, and is hereby, authorized to form a constitution and State govern- 
ment for said proposed State: Provided, That the constitution shall be republi- 
ean in form, and make no distinction in civil or political rights on account of 
race or color, except as to Indians not taxed, and not be repugnant to the Con- 
stitution of the United States and the principles of the Declaration of Independ- 
ence: And provided further, Thatsaid convention shall provide, by an ordinance 
irrevocable without the consent of the United States and the people of said State, 
first, that perfect toleration of religious sentiment shall be secured, and that no 
inhabitant of said State shall ever be molested in person or property on account 
of his or her mode of religious er ares that the people inhabiting 
said a State do and declare that they forever disclaim all right 
and title to the unappropriated public lands lying within the boundaries thereof, 
and to all meet Ay within said limits owned or held Dy any Indian or Indian 
tribes, until the title thereto shall have been extinguished by the United States 
and that the same shal! be and remain subject to the disposition of the United 
States; that the lands belonging to citizens of the United States residing without 
the said State shall never be taxed ata higher rate than the lands belonging to resi- 
dents thereof; that no taxes shall be imposed by the State on lands or pro; 
therein belonging to or which may hereafter be purchased by the United 
or reserved for its use: Provided, however, That nothing herein, or in the ordi- 
nance herein provided for, shall preclude the said State of Dakota from taxing 
as other lands are taxed any lands owned or held by any Indian who has sey- 
ered his tribal relations, and has obtained from the United States or from any 
pai a title thereto by patent or other grant, save and except such lands as 
ve been or may be granted to any Indian or Indians under any act of Con- 
containing & provision exempting the lands thus granted from taxation; 
ut said ordinance shall provide t all such lands shall be exempt from tax- 
ation by said State so long exis to such extent as such act of Congress may pre- 
scribe; thirdly, that the bonded debt of said Territory of Dakota, incu for 
the erection of the public buildings of the Territory situated in said proposed 
State, shall be assumed and paid by the said State of Dakota. 

Sec. 5. That in case a constitution and State government shall be formed in 
acim romana with the provisions of this act, said convention forming the same 
shall provide by ordinance for submitting said constitution to the people of said 
State for their ratification or rejection, at an election to be held at such timeand 

p by said convention, at 
roposed State 1 vote directly for 
or against the proposed constitution. The returns of said election shall be 
or any two of th 
cast shall be for 


State. 

Src. 7. That sections numbered 16 and 36 in every township, and where such 
sections or any subdivision thereof have been sold or otherwise disposed of by 
or under the authority of any act of Congress, other lands equivalent thereto, 
in h} subdivisions of not less than one quarter-section, and as contiguous as 
ma: to the section in lieu of which the same is taken, are hereby granted to 
ors f State for the support of common schools. 

Src, 8. That when the State of Dakota shall be admitted into the Union in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of this act, fifty entire sections of the unappropri- 
ated public lands within said State, to be selected and located by the direction 
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of the Legislature thereof, and with the mga of the Erao on or before 


ing public buildings at the capital of said State for | 
dicial pu: in such manner as the ure ay ieg 
parte eer so much os r pes ang. arm Yad yor Pere — as has been 
u set a or mention appropriatin 
a ion of a kY yey Peen the Territory of Dakota,” proved 


money for the e 
rch 2, 1881, together with the buildings thereon, the same is hereby. 
moneys appro; 


goana, together with an. Peery ge balances of 
erefor by said act to said State for the purposes therein 
Sec. 10. That ninety sections of land, to be selected and located as provided in 


section 8 of this act, are hereby granted to said State for the use an a of 
an agricultural college in said State; and none of the lands ted act, 
or the proceeds thereof, shall be used for any other purpose that for which 
the grant is specifically made whatever. 

SEC. 11. Thatallsalt springs within said State, not ex: twelve in number, 
with 6 sections of land adjoining or as contiguous as may to each, shal! be 


ted to said State for its use areena pt ic ret merce eared YS 

tate, within two years after the admission of the State, and when so selected to 
be used and of on such terms, conditions, and regulation as the Legisla- 
ture shall direct; and the proceeds thereof shall devoted exclusively to the 
support of the common ools of the State: Provided, That no salt spring or 
se ay the right whereof is now vested in any individual or individuals, or which 
hereafter shall be confirmed or adjudged to any individual or individuals, shall 
by this act be granted to said State. 

Sec, 12. That5 per cent. of the proceeds of the sales of public lands | within 
said State which shall be sold bene United States subsequent tothe ion 
of said State into the Union. r deducting all the expenses incident to the 

said State, to used as a permanent fund for the sup- 


y. 

Po. 14, That the lands granted to the Territory of Dakota by the act of Feb- 
ruary 18, 1881, entitled “An act to grant lands to Dakota, Montana, Idaho, and 
Wyoming for university purposes,” so far as the same have been selected and 
located in that of said Territory embraced in the proposed State of Dakota, 
shall, under the provisions and limitations of said act, be vested in said State: 
Provided, That none of said lands shall be sold for less than $10 peracre. And 
such portions of said lands as have been selected and located within the bounds 
of the Territory of Dakota, as in this act described, shall be vested in said 
of Dakota, subject also to the limitations of said act of February, 
there is hereby granted to said State of Dakota so much of the 
said State, selected under said act of February 18, 1881, as will give 
amount of 72 entire sections, all of which shall be held and used in 
with the provisions of the act aforesaid. Said lands shall be selected by the 
State as provided in section 8 of this act. Thesection of land granted by the act 
of June 16, 1880, to the Territory of Dakota, for an asylum for the insane, shall, 
apon aean admission of said State of Dakota into the Union, become the property 


Sec. 15. Thatall mineral land shall be por g-® from the operation and grants 

of this act: Provided, That if sections 16 and 36, or any subdivision thereof, in 

any township, shall be found to be mineral lands, or to have been 

sold, or otherwise disposed of by the United Satest, the 

is hereby authorized and empowered to select, with the approval of the Presi- 
ota in lieu thereof, 


dent, any other ieee ps riated lands in said State of 
for the use and benefit of the common schools of said State. 
Dakota shall be admitted into the Union, the 
licable shall have the same force and 


Src, 16, That when the State of 

Jaws of the United States not locally i 

effect within the said Stateas elsewhere n the United States; and said State 
shall constitute one judicial district, to be called the district of Dak 

said district a d judge, a marshal, and a district attorne 

States shall be appointed by the President, by and with the ad and consent 
of the Senate, with the same rights, powers, and duties as provided by law for 


similar officers in other States, except as herein othe rovided. Said dis- 
trict of Dakota shall be attached to and constitute a part of the eighth judicial 
circuit; and a term of the circuit court and district court for said shall 
be held at the seat of government in said State on the first sof May 
and October in each year; and one d jury and one petit jury only shall be 
summoned and serve in of said courts. 


Sego. 17. That the circuit and district courts for the district of Dakota, and the 
ju thereof, respectively, shall the same powers and jurisdiction and 
perform the same duties i bomen and uired to be performed by the other 
circuit and district courts and ju of the United States, and shall be governed 
ons. 


ing duties in the administration of 
wers and — the duties lawfully 
y similar oi 
ices they may perform receive the fees and compensation allowed to other 
similar officers and persons performing similar duties by thelaws of the United 
States, excepting such provisions thereof as are specially applicable to some par- 
or. officer or ict, 


. 20. That all cases of be me 
now pending in the Supreme Court of the United States upon any record from 


cuit and district courts, respectively, the successors of said supreme and 
district courts of said eer and all the files, records, indictments, and pro- 
ceedings relating thereto shall be transferred to said circuit and districts courts, 


respectively, and the same shall be proceeded with therein in due course of law: 

however, That in all civil schons causes, and proceedings in which 

the United States is not a party, such t er shall not be made except upon 

the ipae pare of one of the partiesto such action or proceeding filed in the 
roper co’ 

p on! 22. That the convention herein provided for shall have the power to pro- 


vide, by ordinance, for the transfer of actions, cases, proceedings, and matters 
ding in the supreme or district court of the Territory of Dakota at the time 


by 
priated, 
of the mem! 
rates as are now provided b; = for the pa: mens ar Ankia ag ure: 
Provided, That any money hereby approp: not necessary for such purpose 
shall be covered into the Treneary of the United States, 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, this is a bill which was introduced 
at the last session of Congress by the Senator from Indiana as the organ 
of the Committee on Territories, and was passed by this body and failed 
to be reached in the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will not the Senatorin that connection make the 
correction that this bill is not that bill, but includes the whole Territory. 

Mr. BUTLER. I intended to state that later. 

Mr. President, I concede the right of the people of a Territory to 
apply for admission into the Union when they have reached that con- 
dition which entitles them to Statehood. The citation of precedents 
or authorities is not necessary to prove this. Itis admitted by all per- 
sons who have given the subject consideration, but I do deny that the 
inhabitants of a Territory have any inherent cr original power in and of 
themselves to organize a State government. They havo none of the 
attributes of sovereignty while in a Territorial condition «xcept of an 
inchoate character. 

Congress created the Territorial government of Dakota, and exercises 
as absolute dominion over it as the dominion of a State over its coun- 
ties, and can abolish or modify the government at its will. Congress 
alone can authorize the transition from the Territory toa State. In 
Congress the Constitution and laws have lodged this power, and the 
exercise of it anywhere else is a bald, naked usurpation, which may 
lead to a serious conflict of authority, to revolution and bloodshed, and 
ought not to be sanctioned or encouraged by any department of the 
Governmentorany law-abiding people. It may be said, and truly said, 
the people of Dakota by their action have no such purpose or intention, 
but I am now talking about the tendencies and possible consequences 
of such action. Excited party feeling, under the lead of ambitious, un- 
wise, indiscreet men, has ingulfed more quiet communities than Dakota, 
with all her loyalty and composure, in most perilous and dangerous 
complications. 

Mr. President, this matter of making a State is a very serious busi- 
ness, A sovereign, independent commonwealth—sovereign and inde- 
pendent as to the powers reserved to it by the Constitution—into whose 
charge the life, liberty, property, and happiness of the citizen are to be 
committed. Itis nota game of chance between political parties, a play- 
thing with which demagogues and reckless men may gratify their un- 
savory ambition orcliques and ringsand cabals ply their unworthy avoca- 
tions. No, sir; theinterestsat stake are too greatand our responsibility 
too grave to permit us to waiveitin favorofanybody. Thearchitects of 
our system were master-workmen in the science of government. They 
erected a structure complete within itself and yet susceptible of almost 
indefinite expansion. Annex after annex has been added, until it has 
reached a size many times greater than the original. By whom were 
these additions authorized to be made by the original founders? By 
the inhabitants of the Territory out of which the addition is to be estab- 
lished of their own motion and volition? Clearly not. That would 
be carrying the doctrine of ‘‘squatter sovereignty ° much beyond the 
point its most extreme advocates ever contemplated. 

By whom, then, I repeat, shall the new State be brought into the 
Union? I answer, Mr. President, in terms never before denied in the 
history of the country in the territorial expansion going on for a hun- 
dred years; I answer, by the people of the States, through their chosen 
representatives in the Congress of the United States—the sovereign 
people of the sovereign States, to whom belongs the materials out of 
which the new fabric of government is to be built—the people of the 
States, the masters of Congress, the owners of the public domain, and 
the source of all power. Into these hands, and nowhere else, the Con- 
stitution and laws have committed the power. 

And how is it to be exercised? The process is very simple, attended 
by no complications or political legerdemain or mystery. It is by the 
passage by Congress of an enabliug act empowering the people to erect 
a State within certain prescribed limits of the public domain to be fixed 
in the act, and conforming to the requirements laid down in the Con- 
stitution and laws for new States and submitted for the final approval 
of Congress, that they shall be republican in form, not repugnant to the 
Constitution, &e. That is all, sir. It is very simple—very plain, and 
easily understood. No need to quibble or gainsay it, for it is the law, 
and the accuracy and correctness of the statement of it can not and will 
not be denied. 


Let us apply this test to the case now before the Senate. Have the 
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of Dakota, now demanding admission into the Union, complied 
Deed these pain ronelsrnanme often law? Has Congress an en- 
abling act, and have they, in pursuance ofits terms, organized a State 
government republican in form, and presented it for ratification or a 


val by Congress? If they have not, then I submit to the 
T aaan af airy Gender oF EAF atk all ANOA and opin- 
ions whether they ought not to be required to await indi ble 


authority before they can become a State? I invitea discussion of the 
question on a plane higher than that of party politics or advan- 
tage, and t myself on the invincible stronghold of the law of the 
case, and if I fail to establish the assertion that the law is as I present 
it, Igiveup the contest and support the bill reported by the majority of 
the Committee on Territories. ; 

And, sir, with a view of making the issue clear and distinct and sharp, 
I have offered a bill, an enabling act, as a substitute for the bill under 
consideration. I need notexplainits termsin detail further than to say 
itis substantially the bill passed by the Senate at the last sessionof Con- 
gress, and therefore ought to be familiar to Senators. The main differ- 
ence consists in this, that my substitute embraces the whole Territory, 
whereas the bill of last session comtemplated a division on the forty- 
sixth parallel. Ihave read with care and interest the very able and 
plausible report of the majority of the committee presented by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] and the bill which accompanies it, 
and have failed to discover any preliminary authority whatever from 
Congress to organize a State government in Dakota. 

But, say the advocates of this measure, no enabling act or other au- 
thority from Congress is necessary, and certain so-called precedents and 
compacts and guarantees are relied upon in support of this position. Let 
us examine these and see what bearing they have on the case made. 
Before entering 


her enterprising, intelligent population in rising to the dignity of an 
independent commonwealth. But she must come witha clean 
expressing the free, untrammeled, uncontrolled wishes of a fair ma- 
jority of her people. 

To support the claim of the right of the people of Dakota to set upa 
State government in the absence of authority from Congress much 
weight is given to the tee of the ordinance organizing the North- 
west Territory, which is in the following language: 

And whenever any of the said States shall have 60,000 free inhabitants therein 
such State shall be admitted, into the Congress of the United 
Si w all respects whatever, and 


Provided, The constitution aaa hepa so ne be formed shall be republican 
can be. interests of the Confederacy, such admission 
shall be allowed at an period and when there may be a less number of 
free inhabitants in the State than 60,000. 

The terms of this ordinance, by act of Congress April 20, 1836, were 
extended to a part of the present Territory of Dakota, and therefore it 
is claimed her people need not await an enabling act, but having the 
qualifications i in the ordinance may set up for themselves. 
That at least is the argument. 

It must not be forgotten, however, the ordinance referred to was 

in 1787,and the Constitution was adopted two years later, in 
1789, which provides in section 3 of Article IV that— 

New States may be admitted by Congress into this Union; but no new State 
shall be formed or erected within the jurisdiction of any other State, &c. 

So that if any rights are claimed under the ordinance of 1787 they 
were divested in the o law of 1789, and are obsolete, the Consti- 
tution taking the place of the ordinance in that and the law of 
this case is that prescribed in the Constitution, not the ordinance. 

The Louisiana treaty, ratified in April, 1803, after the adoption of 
the Federal Constitution, in its third article, provides as follows: 

Ant. 3. The inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be incorporated in the 
Union of the United States, and admitted Loire ae ere gem Dg the 
principles of the Federal Constitution, tothe enjo tof all the , ad- 
Thevehall p apanapa prank ak y ar er fren exjoymens of neng r 
een derea and the religion which they profess. (8 Statutes at Large, page 202.) 

That part of the Territory of Dakota—much the larger part, by the 
way—not embraced within the Territory of Wisconsin was acquired 
from France under this treaty—the Senator from Indiana has kindly 
informed me that the entire Territory of Dakota was acquired by the 
treaty from France—and therefore itis urged that the people there have 
a vested right by virtue of the terms of the treaty which su 
the necessity of permission from Congress before they can erect a State. 
The third article, cited above, says they shall be ‘‘ admitted as soon as 
possible, according to the principles of the Federal Constitution,” &e. 
The Federal Constitution says: 

New States may be admitted by the Congress into the Union. 

And the a have no constitutional or legal right to ‘‘ erect” a 
State until ‘* Congress’? confers the power. So much for “‘ guar- 
antees’’ of the ordinance of ’87 and the Lonisiana treaty. 
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And now I invite the attention of the Senate to the precedents relied 
upon. Precedents, Mr. President, are only available as guides in our 
official conduct when they are founded in reason and wisdom and 
illustrate or represent some useful lesson of life or some val- 
jastify tho action of the people of Dakin if thay beat any analegy t 
e action of the people o! ey any analogy to 
that action, which I deny, would be better ‘‘ honored in the pig 
than in the observance.’ If bad precedents are justified and upheld 
by repeating them, every usurpation of power, every violation of law, 
every unsettling of an established order of things, every crime com- 
mitted would find preeedents for their justification and vindication. 

I have not the time, nor is it needful, that I should examine in de- 
tail the ts cited in of this bill—every student of the 
political hi of the country is familiar with them—but shall point 
out, if I can, some of the E ea aaan f between them and the case 
of Dakota. TheStates of Tennessee, Kentucky, and Maine were carved 
outof territory belonging to the States of North Carolina, Virginia, and 
Massachusetts, respectively—three of the original thirteen. They had 
no enabling acts from Congress, because, by the provisions of the third 
section of Article IV of the Constitution, the ‘‘consent of theLegisla- 
tures” of those States was necessary, and, when given, was tantamount 
to enabling acts, the ‘‘consent’’ of Congress only being necessary to 
ig the organization of a State. The case of Dakota is very differ- 
en 


Now, sir, let us see what was done in the case of Tennessee. I find 
in a note to the second volume of Poore’s Charters and Constitutions 
this statement, which I take to be true: 


the 
ee ee ee As it became 
ognized as a portion of but the pi as as1772, 
the right of and the constitution of what was known as the 


anywhere 
west of All Mountains, À few years afterward, North Carolina suc- 
ak ie cisachinn kar O mantel e offered to cede her 
lands west of the mountains to the United 


er, to rebel 


n manifested, howev North Carolina, and a “ declara- 
ion of rights” a at 2 


were submitted at a convention [see 
hile the consti- 


vernment were exercised, however, un 
aconciliatory „resumed her jurisdiction, and then, Fe’ 
that portion of her territory west of the mountains to the Uni 


What was done in the case of Kentucky, ceded by Virginia—— 

Mr. N. The Senator does not understand that that pro- 
ceeding to which he has just referred in Tennessee for the formation of 
a State government was the one I was discussing ? 

Mr. BUTLER. The formation of the State government was in 1796. 

Mr. HARRISON. After the cession to the United States, when 
North Carolina had let go of it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely; but what I stated is that the condition 
of the cession from the State of North Carolina, being one of the origi- 
nal thirteen, was that it should be a State, and that was tantamount 
to an enabling act. The Senator smiles. I shall convince him now 
that per will smile in another direction in a moment. 

Mr. N. It was not a scornful smile. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now, about Kentucky: 
sivas tine Eovolisiowary ‘vow the ellie darmo wa ay h A, gure 
ment, under the foll: provision in the first constitution of Virginia: “The 


Bed by the charter of Sing amen Ene year Ton, and by ihe pe treaty 
r ames I, in an u 
of between the courts Britain and France, in the year 1763, unless 


by act of this eg amapan one or more governments be established 
the Alleghany Mountains.” It was not, however, until after there 
successive conventions — the le ret A nec ‘a 


sive enabling acts by 
jJowed to enter the Federal Union as an independent State on an equality with 
those which had established th 


westward of 


And the cases of Tennessee and Maine and Kentucky were on all 
fours. The condition of the cession from those original States was, as 
I have said, tantamount to an enabling act. 

The Government ofthe United States was then initsswaddling-clothes. 
Communication between its capital and frontier, of which these Ter- 
ritories were then a part, was slow and difficult, and the protection it 
could afford precariousand feeble. It therefore became a matter of the 
last importance to boththe inhabitants of the Territories and the Gov- 
ernment itself that States should be formed with larger powers than 
could be enjoyed under a Territorial organization, so that no support 
can properly be drawn from these precedents for the proceedings taken 
in Dakota. The conditions and exigencies are different. 

But, notwithstanding these exceptional circumstances surrounding 
these cases, Tennessee’s admission was not effected as a matter of course 
and of right or without challenge. The debates found in the Annals of 
Congress of that date disclose very decided and emphatic opposition to 
the methods adopted in that early day, when the guardians of the Con- 
stitution and laws were more jealous of an infringement and scrupu- 
lous in careful administration than we appear to be. 

The observations of Mr. Dayton, in the debate on the admission of 
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Tennessee are full of significance, and he expressed the correct princi- 
ples with force and accuracygwhen he said: 

He could not consent to go furtherthan he had stated, much less admit that by 
their own single act they had become a separate sovereignty, for, ifsuch a 
ciple was sanctioned, it was. oy tar pe to foresee all the consequences and ex- 
tent of them, If they were, as been ah aehinncemey at this moment an inde- 
pendent State, they t offer or refuse at pleasure to become a party to this 
confederacy, or they t, in offering to enter into the Union, annex to the of- 
fer such terms and conditions as should give them advantages over the other 
States, and they might even treat and ally themselves with any esp, bel playa 
Although such a hostile or aopa darmon was not to beapprehen: onthe 
part of rl eco nga, vg trea their true interests as 
yet what security d there be for the prevalence of an equally good - 
tion through the whole extent of the other eprom | in which ten new States had 
been contemplated, and ina part of which resided many whose attachment to 
another government was well known? The rule they were now about to estab- 
lish must operate in future as a guide, and it needed no effort to believe that 
this country would on some future occasion, and that perhaps not distant, lament 
the adoption of the principles contained in the repo: 


Where can you find a more emphatic protest against the policy of 
allowing Territories toset up for themselves? The votein both Houses 
was very close and the measure passed only after a conference on the 
disagreeing votes; showing a wide difference of opinion in regard to 
its wisdom and propriety. Next comes the case of Michigan, Now, 
Mr. President, y this Senate will not look to Michigan as a safe 
precedent for our guidance in the admission of a newState. Why, sir 
the conduct of the people of the Territory of Michigan, under the lead 
of a very youngand ambitious man, Stevens T. Mason, who by accident 
became ‘Territorial governor, came nearer involving this country in 
civil war and bloodshed than any event in its history up to that time; 
in fact nearer than any up to 1861. They undertook to set up a State 

vernment, with boundary lines embracing parts of the States of 

hio, Indiana, and Illinois, after these States had been admitted to the 
Union under enabling acts by Congress fixing their boundaries. 

Does not the Senator from Indiana [Mr. X], who lays great 
stress on this Michigan precedent, remember—of course he does—that 
an armed conflict was imminent between the people of his own State 
and those of the people of the Michigan Territory, and was prevented by 
the intervention of the United States Government, and that the action 
of Michigan was denounced at the time in and out of as ‘‘rey- 
olutionary?’’ Does he not recall that Congress denied to the 
right of petition as a State, and would not permit her petition to be re- 
ferred, because she petitioned as a State, and until it was amended ? 
Surely hedoes. If that precedent is to be followed the State of Dakota 
would not be before this Senate now in that attitude. The Supreme 
Court of the United States in effect declared in the case of ‘‘ Scott rs. 
The Detroit Young Men’s Society’? that the organization of the State 
by the people of Michigan Territory was ‘‘a crime,” and of course a 
nullity in law, and by many of the most conservative, ablest statesmen 
of that day it was characterized as ‘‘ revolutionary.” 

If we had been as vigilant as our fathers, Dakota’s petition would 
have been modified before reference to the committee. e Michigan, 
she came here as a State, having u: power to become a State, pre- 
senting the anomaly of two organi governments, State and Terri- 
torial, exercising the functions of governing at the same time within 


n question were, 


the same territory. Where can a warrant for it be found in the Con- | p 


stitution and laws of this country? Let us then discard this precedent 
as one unfit to be followed. 
And so with Arkansas—the circumstances of her admission are too 


both were taken into the Union in an irregular 

stitutional manner asacts of propitiation, of compromise, to temporize 
with the impending ‘‘irrepressible conflict.” These two giants were 
each struggling for power, and many desperate expedients were resorted 
to for aggrandizement. It would have been better for the country, bet- 
ter for posterity, if the issue had been joined then and settled than to 
have postponed it thirty years, when the power and capacity of the sec- 
tions to destroy each other had so largely increased. 

‘The same observations apply with equal force to Iowa and Florida, 
but they had enabling acts; and Missouri, Wisconsin, and Nevada, cited 
in the report, are not correctly cited. They had enabling acts and un- 
der them organized their State governments. California and n 
are also exceptional. The two former were remote, outlying Territo- 
ries, difficult of access to and from the seat of government at Washing- 
ton, requiring weeks and months for communication, now accomplished 
in hours and days. Theformer, then lately acquired by conquest under 
the dominion of a military authority, a form of government repugnant 
to the American system, Congress might have been excused, ifad jus- 
tified, in making an exception in her favor under all the circumstances, 
and so of Oregon and for many of the same reasons. Oregon was u 
to 1846 under the joint occupancy of Great Britain and the United 
States, and, as I have stated, she was a remote, outlying Territory. It 
therefore became important to the people of that section of country that 
they should have larger powers than they could have under the protec- 
tion of a Territorial government, which has its existence only by virtue 
of the power of Congress over the Territories. 

Is there anything in the present condition of our affairs to justify 


Sy eres on the part of the people of 
so-called South Dakota to set up for themselves a State government 
without the consent of Congress, in defiance of the action of 


n- | on her former application? Slavery is dead, and has ceased to be an 


irritating factor in ourpolitics. The “‘irrepressible conflict” isended, 
and the sections are becoming more and more homogeneonsin thought 
and purpose. ‘Time is smoothing down the asperities born of civil con- 
flict. Weare happily at peace. The Territories are being settled u 
by an intelligent race of pioneers from all parts of the country, and, 
in the main, well governed. Why then depart from the time-honored, 
safe, constitutional rule for their admission into the family of States? 
I confess, sir, I can not realize the necessity. Of the twenty-five States 
admitted into the Union but five have come in this irregular manner— 
one-fifth. 

Is there a pressing political exigency lurking behind this movement 
which impels it forward with almost unseemly haste and zeal? Is 
there a purpose underlying the pressure for Statehood to forestall the 
orderly progress of events in Dakota Territory under a new national 
administration, which might change the political complexion of repre- 
sentatives sent to the National Legislature different from those now 
seeking admission from this so-called State? I cannot divest my mind 
of such a suspicion, and that a ‘‘snap’’ judgment would be rendered 
if we ratify this effort to make a State. 

Now, sir, assuming for the sake of the argument there is ample au- 
thority for the bill of the committee in the practices and precedents of 
the Government, let us briefly examine the proceedings out of which this 
so-called Stateissaid to have grown. Itappears the Legislature of Dakota, 
on the 9th of March, 1885, passed ‘‘An act providing for a constitutional 
convention and the formation of a State constitution preparatory to the 
admission of Dakota into the Union, and for other purposes,” and ap- 
propriated $20,000 to carry out its provisions. I would like to inquire 
of some champion of this bill where the Territorial Legislature derived 
its power to passsuchanact, From Congress? I haveseen no evidence 
ofit. It was then clearly ulira vires and void. Were the delegates and 
councilmen elected to this Legislature on the question of such legislation ? 
In other words, did the qualified voters of that Territory have that issue 
presented to them when they cast their votes and havea fair opportunity 
of expressing their wishes in regard to the matter of Statehood and a divis- 
ion of their Territory? These are pregnant questions, and must be an- 
swered before-we can pass intelligently on this bill. And it becomes 
equally important to have explained how itis that in anew country out 
of a population of 263,000 in South Dakota only 31,791 votes were cast 
at the election had on the adoption or rejection of the constitution in 
November, 1885—25,226 for and 6,565 against. 

With a ratio of 1 to 5, which I believe is the usual ratio, this vote 
would represent only about 150,000 inhabitants; but with a ratio of 
1 to 4, which is more accurate for a new country where the number of 
adults and voters exceed those in older settled communities, this vote 
would represent only about 125,000 of population, leaving 128,000 un- 
represented; a majority of the population, and of course of the voters. 

ere these 128,000 op to this so-called constitution? Did they 
have an opportunity of expressing their opinions? These are equally 

regnant questions and ought to be answered, to say nothing of the 
150,000 of kere north of the forty-sixth parallel, who have not 
been consulted at all. 
I have received intimations of fraud and corrupt bargains and polit- 
ical intrigues affecting the integrity of these proceedings which, if true, 
and I have no doubt they are true, would vitiatethem. AndI maysayin 
passing, the t difficulty I have had in considering former memorials 
of these people for authority to makea State has been the taint of ring- 
ism, crimination and recrimination, accusations and counter-accusations, 
and repudiation that have always accompanied them. It has been un- 
fortunate for the good people of that Territory, and they are still the 
victims of such misfortunes. Why not, then, pass the bill I have intro- 
duced as a substitute for the committee bill, enabling the people of the 
entire Territory to vote on the question of their admission into the 
Union and settle the question of division afterward? 

The present line on the forty-sixth parallel is not acceptable to many, 
possibly to a majority. The seventh standard line has been suggested, 
and the Missouri River as more practicable lines of division. And then a 
large number of the people are represented to me as being opposed to any 
division. So, I repeat, why not afford the peoplea chance in a regular, 
constitutional, orderly way to pass upon all these questions, as is pro- 

in the substitute, and when we meet hereagain at thenext session 

ve the material forintelligentaction. Ifthe bill requires amendment 

in any essential particular, let usamend it. If it is acceptable as it is, 
let us pass it. 

I desire to correct an impression, if such exists, which may have been 
created by some remarks which have fallen from the Senator from Indi- 
ana [Mr. HARRISON] that I entertain an unfriendly feeling toward 
Dakota. If such impression prevails it isa great mistake and does 
me injustice. There is nothing within the range of my constitutional 
power and duty that I would not do to promote their welfare and hap- 
piness, and I beg to assure them that, with my sense of official duty, 
if the Territory were as ly Democratic as it appears now to be Re- 


large 
publican in politics I should feel constrained to oppose this method of 
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becoming a State and remand the question to the people, as I am now 
proposing. The worst enemies the people of that grand domain have 
ever had are certain self-seeking politicians, who employ vulgar abuse 
through the columns of disreputable newspapers to traduce all who 
challenge their methods and decline to become a party to their corrupt 
practices, and the most fortunate consummation that could befall the 
country would be their retirement. 

It has been my good fortune to serve on this floor with one of the 
gentlemen [Mr. Edgerton] now applying for a seat in this Chamber as 
a Senator from the so-called State of Dakota, and it gives me pleasure 
to bear willing testimony in this public manner to his high character. 
In ‘his present attitude I regret I can not extend to him the assistance 
of my vote, as there is no man outside of my party friends I would 
more cordially welcome into this high foram, The other gentleman I 
do not know personally, but have been pleased to hear from his friends 
high encomiums upon his character. 

Now, Mr. President, a word of a somewhat personal nature. On the 
1ean of December last I had the honor to introduce the following reso- 

ution: 


Resolved, That the Committees on Territories be, and they are hereby, in- 
structed to inquire and report to the Senate under and by what authority a so- 
called State Legislature has been organized in the Territory of Dakota, if such 
a body has been organized as all „and by what warrant or authority said or- 
ganization has proceeded to elect Senators to this body. And that said commit- 
tee inquire further and report whether said organization is not calculated to 
bring about a conflict of authority prejudicial to the order of said Terri- 
tory, and demoralizing to the Territorial government legally organized and ad- 
ministered under the authority of the National Government, and that said com- 
mittee have leave to report any special matter relating to the affairs of said Ter- 
ritory requiring or demanding the attention of Congress, 


And on the 18th the following was introduced by my friend, the hon- 
orable senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]: 


Resolved, That the memorial from certain persons calling themselves “ the 


State executive committee of the State of Dakota,” and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories, shall be considered in no other light than as a memorial 
coming from individual citizens of the Territory of Dakota, 

In due course they were referred to the Committee on Territories, 
and the Senate soon after adjourned for the Christmas holidays. At 
the very first meeting of the committee after the holidays both resolu- 
tions were reported adversely. 

No proper opportunity was given, certainly to me, to be heard in re- 
gard to them—no notice of an intention on the part of the committee to 
consider them was vouchsafed. 

Mr. President, the resolutions are perfectly respectful; they relate to 
very important questions and inquiries, asit occurred to the movers, and 
yet they were railroaded through the committee—if I may be allowed to 
use such an expression—without deliberation. I can notconceive that 
any personal discourtesy was intended to the movers of the resolutions, 
and yet it appears to me the haste with which they were acted on was 
almost unseemly. Why such haste? Wasit because it was feared the 
weakness of the so-called State might have been exposed by satisfactory 
evidence on a full hearing, or that the motives behind the zeal of the 
‘‘Stateexecutive committee” were controlled by an inordinate anxiety 
for party aggrandizement or party advantage, and that the blessing asked 
for Dakota was intended for the ‘‘ executive committee ?’? Who be- 
fore ever heard of a State, or the people of a Territory, asking Congress 
for Statehood through an ‘‘executive committee ” of a political party— 
for that is what this executive committee is? No such organization is 
known to the law of this land that is capable of any legislative act. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator does not mean to say that, I am sure. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then the Senator has not read the constitution. 
If he had, he would have found just how this committee was consti- 
tuted and what its duties were. It is not the executive committee of 
a political party. 

Mr. BUTLER. Not so upon the face of it. 

Mr. HARRISON. Not so in any sense. > 

Mr. BUTLER. Notso upon the face of it. It purports to be the ex- 
ecutive Committee of the convention of the State of Dakota; and in my 
examination of the precedents for the admission of States into this Union 
it is the first time I have ever found an executive committee represent- 
ing the State or the people of a Territory. 

When conventions desire to communicate with Congress touching so 
important a matter as this, it usually has done so through its chosen 
officers or by duly elected delegates. But it is left to a small band of 
anxious patriots in Dakota to invent a new order of things and come 
here through an ‘‘ executive committee.’’ 

If this Senate had been as scrupulous in this regard as it was when 
the Michigan case was received, the resolution of the Senator from 
Missouri would have been adopted and these memorialists required to 
abate somewhat their pretentions before they would have been heard. 

I know, Mr. President, it will be contended that what I insist upon 
is matter of form and not of substance; that the constitution presented 
voices the wishes of the people of Dakota, is republican in form, not re- 
pugnant to the Constitution and laws of the United States, and there- 
fore onght to be ratified. But, sir, I take issue with this proposition. 
If it be true we might as well tear away and disregard all the forms and 
ceremonies and technicalities prescribed by law and custom and prac- 


tice for the conduct of human government and human affairs, and go to 
the essence and merits of all questions confronting us and accept as law 
whatever is done and acquiesced in—may as well abolish parliamentary 
rules of procedure in deliberative bodies and pleadings in judicial forums 
as to say we will accept Dakota as she is here presented, because it is 
the right thing to do, the people want it, although the method is irreg- 
ular; it is substantially right, although technically and constitution- 
ally wrong, and the irregularity will be condoned by acquiescence and 
consent. 

This, Mr. President, is a dangerous doctrine for legislative guidance, 
and I warn the Senate, if adopted, it may lead to complications and 
troubles in the future that may involve us in serious difficulties. The 
best way is the straight way, and the straight way is the constitutional 
way, and the constitutional way is the way I have indicated in the sub- 
stitute I have offered—a simple enabling act, about which there can be 
no dispute or cavil. 

When the people of Dakota come I want them to be instructed with 
the correct countersign, and if it should be my fortune then to be on 
guard, I will, as far as my humble efforts can do so, pass her into the 
very heart of the citadel of the American Union. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, the Constitution of the 
United States is not meaningless wherein it declares that— 

Congress spect i 
hibiting actos Ee Sg Pel» or apa eiaa tne Ronan of eee of the 
stieni Bacon ne gat Slag wi peace y to assemble, and to petition the 

But one limitation is put upon the right of the people to assemble, 
and to petition the Government for a of grievances, and the 
limitation in no sense interferes with the right, but rather is an aid to 
its perfect enjoyment. The great right to assemble must be peaceably 
exercised. Under such form of government as ours the right to assem- 
ble can not wisely be exercised except through peaceable lines of action. 
The people of Dakota have exercised this right, and they have ob- 
served the constitutional limitation. They patiently waited for Con- 
gress to act and invite them to assemble. This invitation might have 
been extended by the passage of an enabling act, under and in pursu- 
ance of which the people of Dakota could have framed their petition 
for admission into the Union as a State. Theact was not . The 
right of the people to assemble was not thereby avoided; and although 
the Constitution says that Congress shall make no law abridging this 
right, the necessities of a frontier people and their movements for relief, 
heretofore recognized and approved in numerous instances by the Gov- 
ernment, affirm that Congress shall not by inaction detract from the 
right to assemble nor deny the right of petition. The office of the 
Constitution in this was not to create but to preserve and 
enforce the right involved. The right antedated the Constitution and 
was and is necessary to the stability of the Government which that in- 
strumentordained and established. The peaceable exercise of this right 
isnot revolutionary. The exercise of the right by the people of Dakota 
was peaceable. They selected their own mode for its exercise, but kept 
their every movement within the only limitation imposed by the Consti- 
tution. The Constitution does not prescribe any forms or rules for the 
government of the people when they assemble. Nor does it define a 
form to be followed in the preparation of the petition which a peaceable 
assembly of the people may present to the Government for a redress of 
grievances. The people of a territory might peaceably assemble and 
agree to petition Congress for the passage of an act enabling them to pre- 
parea form of State government preparatory to admission into the Union; 
and they might peaceably assemble without an enabling act and prepare 
aform of State government and petition Con; to accept it by an act 
of admission into the Union on unequal footing with the other States. 
This latter method has been adopted by the peopl e of Dakota, and their 
petition in the form indicated has been received by this Senate and sent 
to the appropriate committee for consideration and report. Is this rev- 
olutionary? If so, then were the movements which organized the States 
of Michigan, Minnesota, Iowa, California, Oregon, and others, and brought 
them into the Union, revolutionary. They were not revolutionary, nor 
is the movement of the people of Dakota. 

Mr. President, Senators who insist that every step from Territorial 
conditions to recognized Statehood must be prescribed by law of Con- 
gress have very imperfect knowledge of the processes which have cre- 
ated new States. Some of the most loyal and patriotic States in this 
Union laid their foundations in violation of Congressional enactments. 
Ido not mean merely the foundations of the technical State, but of 
the substructures upon which the feet of civilized men were planted in 
their first efforts to displace savagery with civilization in the regions 
out of which States long since members of the Union were subsequently 
carved. The pioneers who pushed our frontiers westward did their 
work in spite of Congressional enactment. From 1807 to 1841 the law 
relative to the disposal of the public lands tended to repress the move- 
ments of our people toward the West. The act of 1807 denounced every 


mana trespasser who entered upon the public lands prior to purchgse in 
pursuance of the system of sale then in force, and so continued until 1841, 
when the pre-emption Jaw was enacted. Every such trespasser was 
liable to removal, fine, and imprisonment. But in spite of that law our 
frontier line was carried westward. The pioneer built his cabin, im- 
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proved the land, created conditions which enforced the organization of 
Territorial governments and evolved States. The men who did these 
things were not of revolutionary tendencies. They were not enemies of 
public order, nor did they array themselves against the general welfare. 
They made their ‘‘ claims’? on public lands from which the letter of the 
law excluded them. They entered upon the territory now embraced 
within the boundaries of the State of Iowa in 1830, and were denounced 
as lawless men by John C. Calhoun. He made a speech in the Senate 
on January 27, 1838, in which he said: 

If I am correctly informed, the Iowa country has already been seized on bya 
lawless body of armed men, who have ed out the whole region and have 
entered into written stipulations to stand by and protect each other, and who 
are actually exercising the right of ownership and sovereignty over it, permit- 
ting none to settle without their leave, and exacting more for the license to settle 
than the Government does for the land itself, 


Here is evidence of the very imperfect conception of John C. Calhoun 
of the true character of the brave, hardy, resolute citizens whom hede- 
nounced as a ‘‘lawless body of armed men.’’? He did not understand 
their methods nor comprehend their work. He and those of his agree- 
ing associates in Congress, by opposing a liberalization of our land laws, 
by insisting upon the harsh and repressive statute of 1807, evolved the 
very conditions which compelled the early settlers of Iowa and other 
Western Territories to institute those protective regulations and asso- 
ciations by means of which they stood by and protected each other, and 
which he denounced as lawless. In no right sense were those settlers 
or their methods lawless. They were conservative in their movements 
and wise in their selection of means. They were seeking homes, and, 
in orderly ways, they established them; and every home they estab- 
lished was a stone laid in the foundation of the future State. They 
had a keener perception of the necessities of the case with which they 
were definitely dealing than Congress The so-called lawless 
methods which excited the opposition and induced the ire of Calhoun 
took form in the “claims associations,” which stood as guardians around 
and about the homes of the members, and saved them from the greed 
and rapacity of those who had remained in the older settlements and 
States until the contact of the pioneers with the wilderness and say- 
agery made the new regions, subdued by them, safe places for the invest- 
ment of money in lands. These ‘claim associations’? were not in- 
strumentalities of lawlessness, They were as formal and orderly as 
established government. They embraced the elements of legislative, 
executive, and judicial power. They were the result of conditions with 
which the repressive features of the act of 1807 could not be harmon- 
ized. Recognizing these facts, Mr. Webster, in a speech delivered in 
the Senate two days after Mr. Calhoun had made the one from which 
I have quoted, said: 

Now the agree question is, what is to be done with these cases? What are 
we to do with those settlers, their improvements, and the lands on which they 
live? Is there any one who would propose or desire that these lands should be 
put up at public auction, improvements and all, and sold to the highest bidder, 


without any regard to the interests or protection of the settlers? For my part, 
I could propose no such thing, nor by any means consent to any such thing. 


But, Mr. President, the land laws in force at the time Mr. Webster 
made this utterance required the doing of the very thing which he 
said could not receive his consent. The ‘‘claims associations’? were 
the informal courts of equity which protected the settlers from the ap- 
propriation by others, under the forms of law, of the results of their 
hardy and patrioticadyentures. Butneither the settlers nor their meth- 
ods of protection were in any proper sense lawless, and against the 
charge that they were Mr. Webster opposed a just and vigorous defense. 
He said: 

Much has been said of the general character of these settlers. I have no ex- 
tensive information, sir, on that point, and had not intended to say anything 
upon it. But it has so happened that I have recently been in the Northwest, 
and I have met, for a short time, with many of these settlers, and, since they 
have been spoken of here with so much harshness, I feel bound to say that, so 
far as my knowledge of them goes, they do not deserve it. Undoubtedly, sir, 
they are yay cere in the contemplation of law, They know that very well, 
poy A are on the paue lands without title; but then they say that the course of 

eretofore bas been such as to induce and encourage them to 
go where they are, and that they are ready and willing to do all that the Gov- 
ernment has required from others in similar circumstances, that is, to pay for the 
lands at the common price. They have Lord epai character of frontiersmen ; 
they are hardy, adventurous, and enterpr’ g. They have come from far to 
establish themselves and families in new abodes in the West. They appeared 
to me to be industrious and laborious, and [ saw nothing in their character or 
conduct Ses shoukl justly draw upon them the frisian fama of contumely and 
reproach, 

The settlers here described were of those who carried civilization from 
the East to the West, and planted States as mile-stones along its line of 
progress. Lookat the mighty work thatthey havedone. Who can cal- 
culate the value of the results which have come to this country from 
their resolute contests with the wilds of the West and the hardships of 
pioneet life? In their efforts to secure homes beyond the lines of estab- 

ished and effective government they created conditions which existing 
law did not compass. Hence the rules they established and the asso- 
ciations they formed, not to the hurt of others, but to the help of all 
and to the promotion of the general welfare. It took the Government 
a long time to understand the movements of these men and to realize 
how sorely they needed an adaptation of the land laws to the cireum- 
stances whichattended them. Buttimeand continued agitation brought 
a partial remedy through the enactment of the general pre-emption law. 


the Government 


Then, within the limits of the surveyed lands, the settlers could secure 
their homes without resort to those ients which the necessities of 
their case had given the force of definite law to their isolated commu- 
nities. And nowhere can be found greater respect for personal and prop- 
erty rights than in those regions where the scattered and simple homes of 
the early settlers foretold the coming State. Consult the history of those 
movements of population which resulted in the settlement, development, 
and admission into the Union of that magnificent group of States from 
and including Ohio and Michigan on the east to California and Oregon 
on the west, and test my statement by their start and the stages of their 
progress. You will find it all measured in duration by the terms of life 
of men yet living. It is a wondrous history, and when you examine 
the instructive details of its earlier periods, as they apply to each suc- 
cessive State, you find an almost unbroken story of order and respect for 
personal and property rights. No spirit of revolution attended the or- 
derly march of the people concerning whom that history gives you in- 
formation save that which subdued barbaric conditions and established 
in their stead the presence of civilization and the reign of law. 

Mr. President, need I remind the members of this Senate how force- 
fully the settlers of unexplored regions, the administrators of territorial 
affairs, the creators of States, who laid the lines of that wondrous his- 
tory, impressed themselves, their characteristics, their necessities, their 
ideas of government and progress on the laws and institutions of this 
Republic? Do we not all understand how resolutely they pressed upon 
Congress their demand for an adjustment of the law relative to the 
public domain to the conditions which attended their personal and 
primitive movements? Do we forget how the repressive statute of 1807 
gave way, now and then, to temporary expedients, then to the pre- 
emption law of 1841, and finally the homestead system of 1862, which, 
if there were nothing else than it in the record of acts done by the Re- 
publican party would justify its presence as a political organization and 
force in the affairs of this country? We do not forget these things, 
nor can we overlook the fact that the germs from which these succes- 
sive growths of better laws came were embedded in the “‘ claims associa- 
tions ” of the pioneers who subdued the Western wilds and transformed 
them into the States which from time to time were admitted to their 
present positions in the Union. 

Mr. President, this brings me to another field of exceptional action 
by Congress relative to the populations who moved our frontier settle- 
ments toward the West, secured governmental recognition, and admin- 
istered the affairs of organized Territories. The general rule was that 
they would not be allowed to move in the matter of the organization of 
a State government except by authority and in pursuance of an enabling 
act passed by Congress. The people of the Territories observed this gen- 
eral rule when it was put into action by Congress with justiceand reason- 
able dispatch. When Congress failed of its duty in this regard the peo- 
ple of neglected Territories put their own desires into orderly action, 
framed and adopted constitutions of State government, disturbed the 
neglectful repose of the legislative power of the nation by knocking at 
its door and demanding admission into the Union. Do we forget how 
in those instances Congress bestirred itself, swung open the doors, and 
invited the importunate Territories to put on the garb of Statehood, 
and take their places in the Union? If we forget, a turning of the pages 
of our legislative history will show us that this was often and invaria- 
bly done. Through these doors Michigan, Minnesota, Iowa, Oregon, 
and other States entered the Union. No enabling acts of Congress ob- 
served by them preceded their organizations of the forms of State gov- 
ernment. They came to Congress not asking permission to act in the 
matter of transforming themselves from Territories to States, but, having 
acted in that regard, they demanded recognition. It wasalways given. 
Congress did not say that these proceedings were revolutionary. The 
people who had moved in them and organized them were not denounced 
as lawless and revolutionary; and so oft repeated was the fact of such 
recognition that it may be said to have become the common law of Con- 
gress to so act in according recognition of rights to the people and State- 
hood to Territories. 

In the days when these things were done the Democratic party did not 
plantitself inopposition thereto. On the contrary, it wentright on, not 
only aiding but leading in the creation of the line of precedents to which 
I have referred. It was not the custom of that party then to insist that 
the right of petition of the inhabitants of a Territory could be exercised 
only in pursuance of the terms of an enabling act passed by Congress, 
It did not then seem to occur to it that the constitutional right or the 
people to assemble and consult about their interests and grievances was 
subject to the limitation that Congress should first enact a law author- 
izing them sotodo. Nosuchideawasentertained; but, onthecontrary, 
many of the most forceful leaders of that party affirmed that whenever 
the population of a Territory equaled in number the ratiofixed by law 
as the basis of representation the right at once attached to organize a 
form of State government; and that upon this being doneit became the 
duty of Congress to admit the new State into the Union on an equal 
footing with the other States. In support of this doctrine the Demo- 
cratic party practically was a unit prior to the Kansas-Nebraska con- 
test, in which the slave power sought to arrest the multiplication of free 
States. StateafterState wasadmitted into the Union in pursuance of this 
doctrine. Nordidany disaster ever result from such admission of States. 


patriotic, progressive, and us States can be 

Towa, Minnesota, and each of which en- 
tered the Union by the door which that doctrine opened? If it was 
sound doctrine then, why is it not now? If it was good for the Terri- 
tories of Michigan, Iowa, Minnesota, Oregon, and others, and justified 
their admission into the Union as States equal with all others, why isit 
not good for Dakota, whose petition is now beforeus? Isthere any 
culiar reason to be found in the political conditions of the period to which 
the cases mentioned belong why the Democratic party affirmed and en- 
forced the doctrine I havestated? Was the doctrine the result of states- 
manship’s considerate care for the right of petition, the public good, and 
the general welfare, or was it a convenient expedient and an insincere 
resort of a narrow partisanship subordinating a high and definite official 
duty to the temporary fortunesand necessities of the Democratic party? 
Did it have no other or higher significance than partisan effort to pro- 
long party power? Was it only because in the times when the prece- 
dents named were enacted the people of the Territories allied themselves 
with the Democratic party and promised additional strength to it in 
both Houses of Congress, and especially in the Senate? If not, then 
why shall it not now accomplish for Dakota what it then did for the 
other cases I have cited? 

Does not the Dakota case present all of the proper elements involved 
in the other cases? In territorial extent surely Dakota is great enough. 
If 55,000 square miles were sufficient for Iowa, it would seem that 77,- 
000 square miles ought to be regarded as enough for Dakota. In the 
matter of population Iowa had but little more than the number then fixed 
by law as the representative ratio. The population of Dakota is equal 
to twice the present ratio, and would entitle her to two Representa- 
tives. The settlements of Iowa were confined to the eastern fourth of 
her territory. Those of Dakota extend from border to border. Iowa 
was isolated, and her people sent nothing to the markets which found 
its way into our foreign commerce to aid in establishing a balance in 
our favor against the rest of the world. Therailroad system has inter- 
yened since that time, and Dakota is in close communication with the 
commerce of the world, and her wheat product alone forms no incon- 
siderable element thereof. Indeed, in every-respect the case which 
Dakota presents to us is more nearly in harmony with the present won- 
drous conditions of this country than was that of Iowa with those ex- 
isting at the date of her admission into the Union. In all of the ele- 
ments essential to Statehood Dakota presents a case which she may 
safely challenge all of the precedents of the pastto match. And inthe 
preparation of her case she has been orderly and conservative. She as- 
sumes no revolutionary attitude. She has set up no authority in hos- 
tility to the Government of the United States. She presents her peti- 
tion and submits her proposed constitution of government for our in- 
spection, and in it she has expressly provided that: 

Nothing in this constitution or schedule contained shall be construed to au- 
thorize the Legislature to exercise any powers except such as are necessary to 
its organization, to elect United States to provide and pass meansand 
measures necessary, „and incident to ission to the Union, and to 
assemble and reassemble and ad. from time to time; neither to authorize 
any officer of the executive or 


ers of his office such as may be pre! 

the Union; nor to authorize any officer of the judiciary department to exercise 

any of the duties of his office until the State of Dakota shall have been regu- 
admitted into the Union, except such as may be authorized by the Con- 

gress of the United States, 


Is this the language of revolutionists? Does it read like a reyolution- 
ary pronunciamento emanating froma turbulent community? Isit not 
respectful, orderly, conservative, and in every way proper? The le 
who sent it here had the constitutional right to assemble, t, and 
petition. These things they have done, and no more. Why shall they 
not be met by Congress in the spirit in which they come to it? Why 
shall they be treated differently from those who have come here before 
with like cases? a ea ee political philos- 
ophy which requires Dakota to submit to rules of exclusion which have 
not been applied to the State movements of other Territories? Is the 
new system of political ethics labeled “‘ offensive partisanship” to be 

and applied to great communities as well as to individuals? 

Is no Territory to be admitted as a State, no matter what the elements 
of population, development, progress, wealth, and other desirable condi- 
tions may be presented in support of its petition, unless it comes with 
a promise tosupport the Democratic party and send members of that po- 
litical organization as Senatorsand Representativesto Congress? Have 
we arrived at a juncture in the political history of the country when the 
Democratic is engaged in writing commentaries explanatory of its 
former conduct relative to the admission of new States into the Union? 
And are we to learn from these commentaries that it admitted them 
then because they came clothed with the garb of Democracy, and that 
it will oppose’ Dakota now for the reason that she is Republican asa Ter- 
ritory and may besuchasa State? Isthis the statesmanship which the 
new political philosophy has evolved; the spirit of the new system of 
litical ethics? We hear much of reform. Is this one of its results? 
this be so, then will much needed light begin to shine upon and ex- 
plain many of the curious things around which plays the oft-repeated 
phrase, ‘‘ A publicoffice isa publie trust.” A publicoffice is not a mere 
place, position, orstation. Itis duty. When the offices and 
the duties are aggregated they constitute the active lifeand force of the 
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Government; and the trust involved is for the public good and the gen- 
eral welfare. But the new philosophy denies this, it would seem, and 
affirms that a public office is a trust for the benefit of the Democratic 
party, and whosoever or whatsoever denies this is an ‘‘offensive parti- 
= whether an individual or the population of a Territory. And this 
is rm! 

Mr. President, if I am not reading this case aright, wherein am Iat 
fault? Iam not mistaken in my statements relative to the action of 
the Democratic party in the matter of the admission of new States into 
the Union, nor does if seem to me that any one can fail to detect the 
hostility of that party to the admission of Dakota. Is there any other 
reason for the changed attitude of the party tan the one which states- 
manship rejects and partisanship adopts? Certainly the reason for the 
change can not be found in the results which have come to the country 
from the cases which I have mentioned of the admission of new States 
without resort to a Congressional enabling act. Have not the States 
which I have named been true to the Union of which they are mem- 
bers? Have they not all grown into forceful Commonwealths? Was 
it a mistake to admit them as Dakota now asks to be admitted? If 
so, wherein lies the mistake? Is it because they all became ‘“‘offen- 
sive partisans” by joining the great column of Republican States? 
Why, even after doing this they, each and every one, have gone right 
on doing those things which make States great and adding to the 
strength and magnificence of the Republic. Take the State of Iowa 
as an example in this regard of the several Western States I have 
named. Notwithstanding her sterling qualities as a Republican State, 
she is no discredit to the Democratic Senators and Representatives in 
Congress whose votes admitted her into the Union in spite of the ab- 
sence of an enabling act. Recently the Dubuque Herald, a leading 
Democratic paper of the State, and whose editor is at Du- 
buque and a member of the Democratic national committee, said, 
among other things, of Iowa: 

The “war debt” is all paid off, and the State has no other debt. The State 
treasury has no demands upon it, except for current expenses. The State capi- 
tol, which is such a credit to the State, s now parton frst ps and paid for. Ayoung 
State awe is compelled to make provisions for her needs in a slow and ex- 

This she fos dae, and done it carefully, safely, and well. Our rate of State 
taxation, which is less than that of almost any other State in the Union, only 
2} mills for all purposes, has been sufficient to pay off the war debt; to build 
and per ice. a magnificent capitol, on which an average of over $200,000 a year 
has expended during the fifteen years; the cultural College has 
been endowed and put ona safe footing; the various State tutions have been 


both d for and liberally maintained; in fact there is noth: now wantin: 
but pai mesa by the Dear i aae for the State tive £ 


This Democratic editor might have said relative to the State Univer- 
sity that it is already well endowed and splendidly equi for the 
work of one of the foremost educational institutions, w itis; and 
that the endowment, of which he wrote and favored, isinvolvyed ina prop- 
osition toadd to the existingone a million of dollars by theState. And 
he might have added relative to the educational efforts of the State that 
they have resulted in placing her percentage of illiteracy, as shown by 
the census taken this year, below that of any other member of the Union; 
and he might have repeated the story of the national census of 1880 
concerning her moral conditions, wherein it is shown that her criminals 
number only 1 to each 2,003 of total inhabitants of the State, and in this 
respect stands unequaled by any otherState. Nor would he then have 
half told the beautiful and forceful story of the State’s progress and true 
condition. And yet, asI havealready stated, this presentation of Iowa 
is but an illustrative example of the several Western States that have 
been admitted into the Union under the former practice of the Demo- 
cratic party and without the aid of an enabling actof Congress. Rev- 
olutionary movements and proceedings do not flourish in such States. 
Their inhabitants know too well the value of order and they enforce it. 
And here let us keep in mind that the population of Dakota is in large 
part from these orderly and prosperous States. Iowa and Minnesota 
havesupplied a heavy percentage of the population of Dakota; and what 
those States are in respect of the elements and conditions which evidence 
foree, progress, prosperity, and power will be repeated in Dakota. 

Mr. President, the people who have settled the Territories of the 
West and developed them into the great States they now are have here- 
tofore been allowed great freedom of action in effecting their wonder- 
ful work. That they have best known their own needs, and have had 
perfect comprehension of their local surroundings, and accurate ap- 
preciation of their relations with the general movements which haye 
brought this Republic to the commanding position it now occupies 
among the nations, is demonstrated by the present magnificent condi- 
tionsattending them. It may be that the freedom of action accorded 
them in the earlier stages of their endeavors by the Democratic party 
was the outgrowth of partisan purpose in the minds of the leaders of 
that political organization; but the people immediately concerned took 
little account of this, as is evidenced by the withdrawal of their sup- 
port of that party in their resolute efforts to care forand develop the 
best conditions of government in theirseveral communities. They had 
their faces set toward a brighter and better future for their communi- 
ties than conld come through the manipulations of public affairs for 
mere partisan gain, and on this line the people of Dakota are now mov- 
ing. Any political party which opposes their advance because they 
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may not now be in sympathy with its purposes will have occasion to 
its own mistake. The of on the ‘‘ catch- 


as-catch-can ™ plan for partisan ends with political problems and popu- 
lar rights, as are involved in this Dakotacase, will never long 
ote the p of those who engage init. No careful student 


prom yarposes 
of the political history of this country will dispute this statement. 
The current of our public affairs is never long diverted from its direct 
course by mere isan obstructions. In no part of our historyis this 
truth more ectly demonstrated than in that which relates to the 
Western Territories and States. Let us not now be unmindful of what 
that history teaches. Dakota has pages in that history. They dis- 
close that her movements thus far are as constitutional and forceful 
and orderly in carrying her toward Statehood as any that appearin the 
history of other Territories. They are as strictly in keeping with the 
present conditions of our country as were those of other Territories in 
their times. In every of the case she is entitled to admission 
into the Union. She rests solidly on the doctrines of the preceding 
cases. Let no supposed party interest reject her petition. Rather let 
us rise to that higher plane of public duty where the general welfare is 
conseryed by prompt recognition of the rights of the people concerned, 
accept the hand of Dakota, and welcome her to the sisterhood of States. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Willthe Senator from Missouri allow 
the Chair to take this opportunity to lay before the Senate some mes- 
sages from the President of the United States? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

GOLD AND SILVER COINAGE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate : 

In continuing accord with the Senate resolution of December 9, 1885, I trans- 
mit herewith a letter from the Secretary of 
the Bel o ment į 
a rn Soe ay da rade 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, January 28, 1836, 


CROW INDIANS IN MONTANA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 
I transmit herewith a communication of 25th instant from the Secretary of the 


Interior, submitting, with accompanying the draught of a ——— 
amendment to the first section of The. act fatifying an agreement with Crow 
y sa 


Indians in Montana, approved April 11,1882, request id Indians, for the 
urpose of increasing the amount of the annual payments under said agreement 
and reducing the num! th n order that means may be pro- 


ber i 
vided for establishing them on their individual allotments, 
The matter is presented for the consideration and action of Con, 


gress, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE Mawsroyx, January 28, 1838. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 392) declaring forfeited certain grants of land made to 
certain States in aid of the construction of railroads}was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE ELLWOOD. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLES, 
its Chief Clerk, transmitted to the Senate the resolutions adopted by 
the House on the death of Hon. REUBEN ELLWOOD, late a member of 
that body from the State of Illinois. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

Mr, CULLOM. I ask the honorable Senator from Missouri to yield 
to me that I may call.up resolutions which have come from the House 
of Representatives to-day in relation to the death of one of my col- 
leagues in that body. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri having 
the floor on the pending bill, the Senator from Illinois asks for the con- 
sideration of resolutions from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let the resolutions be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Is THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 238, 1886. 


Resolved, That this House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of Hon. 
REUBEN TIWON te a bape adler ae from oe State of Illinois. 

Resolved, 0! reso: transmi 
House to the family E the deceased. EZD ERE IRS OIE DE IR 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to communicate a copy of these proceed- 
Eo to the Senate, i 

esolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased this 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. CULLOM. _ Mr. President, on day before yesterday this honor- 
able Senate put aside its ordinary legislative duties to spend a brief 
time in paying a just tribute of respect to the memory of Thomas A. 
Hendricks, late Vice-President of the United States, who but recently 
presided over the deliberations of this body. 

To-day I ask the Senate to pause for a ttle time while a few weak 


words may be spoken of the life and character of the late REUBEN ELL- 
woop, who at the time of his death was an honored member of the 
other branch of this Congress. Mr. ELL Woop was perhaps less known 
to fame than some others of the dead and living who have served the 
country, but there have been none more worthy of honor as a citizen. 
and patriot. 

REUBEN ELLWOOD died at his house in Sycamore, in Illinois, on the 

1st day of July, 1885, surrounded by his loving family and friends. The 

story of his life and career is not an unusual one in this land of free in- 

stitutions, where success and honorable position depend upon personal 

merit rather than upon the adventitious circumstances of birth and fort- 

une, but it is instructive and will bear repetition. 

He was born in the State of New York, in Minden, Montgomery 
County, February 17, 1821, and was in his sixty-fifth year at the time 
of his death. It was my good fortune, Mr. President, to know Mr. . 
ELLWOOD well for several years before his first election to the House of 
Representatives of the Forty-eighth Congress in 1882; and, sir, the 
more I saw and knew of him the stronger became my attachment for 
him. In many respects he was a remarkable man, full of energy, de- 
termined in purpose, unswerving in carrying out his convictions of duty, 
full of love for his country and its free institutions, fond of business, 
with a large capacity for commercial affairs, and, with all these quali- 
ties, possessing a heart which beat in harmony with the heart of the 
working people of America, and which made him especially kind to 
those with whom he labored and upon whom he depended for business 
success. 

He was a man of pona in head and heart and hand. Beingsuch, he 
was the recognized leader in his county in business, in politics, and, 
whenever occasion demanded, action by the people. From boyhood he 
was of robust physique, active and vigorous, and inspired with that 
necessary element of ambition which is requisite to press men to the 
front in the di of im t duty. 

At the early age of sixteen the young lad determined to carve out his 
own fortune, and left his home and took up his abode in the county in 
Illinois in which he resided at the time of his death. He entered 160 
acres of land, and for several years hired by the month to farmers in 
the neighborhood until his health failed him, when he was forced to 
return to the home of his parents in New York. Becoming satisfied 
from his brief contact with the outside world that he needed a better 
educational training than he had received, the young man entered a 
seininary near his early home, and, as astudent, manifested a determi- 
nation to better himself for the struggle of life. After leaving 
school he resolved to devote himself to a business career. To getastart 
he engaged in agricultural pursuits, and followed that occupation for 
several years until he was able to become also a manufacturer, In 1857 
he returned to Illinois and e in business pursuits, and in 1870 he 
began the manufacture of agricultural implements in his own town, 
an occupation in which he continued until his death. By his energy, 
enterprise, and capacity for affairs he was enabled to build up a large 
business. He constructed extensive buildings and gave employment 
to many men, and his manufacturing works were considered of great 
value and importance to the public in his section of the State. 

Mr. ELLWoop was a man of positive convictions, and was therefore 
a strong partisan. He believed with all his soul that the political or- 

ization to which he belonged was in the right, and never shrank 

m defending it and its principles with force and candor and with such 
enthusiasm as to produce lasting impressions. His interest in public 
affairs led him into political campaigns, and finally into the General 
Assembly of the State of New York, even before he left that State asa 
Tome Dan; He was a Republican by nature. He hated oppression 
and slavery and loved liberty. He was fully identified with the party 
of free soil, and was a delegate to its national convention which nom- 
inated Frémont in 1856. He was intensely interested and anxious for 
his country in the late great struggle in which the integrity of the Union 
and the freedom of the slave were involved, and was always active in 
every movement for the public good, believing in and acting upon the 
principle that he does best for himself who does best for his fellow-citi- 


zens. 

In 1868 Mr. ELLWOOD was the unanimous choice of his county for 
Representative in Congress. In 1882 he was the choice of his district, 
and was elected by about 8,000 majority over his opponent. In 1884 
he was the unanimous choice of his party, being renominated without 
a dissenting voice in town caucus, in county conventions, or in the Con- 
gressional convention, and was re-elected by more than 11,000 majority. 
He had the entire confidence of the people of his district, and repre- 
sented them with ability and fidelity. He served on important com- 
mittees and performed his official work with signal devotion to duty 
and with an eye single to the best interests of the whole people. Be- 
fore entering Congress he held various offices of public trust at the 
hands of his friends at home and from the national administration, and 
no man could say that he did not discharge his duties honestly and 
ably in whatever position he held. 

In his domestic relations Mr. ELiwoop’s life was especially worthy 
of commendation and emulation, and pleasantly illustrates the strength 
of his character. He was not only all that a husband and father should 
be, but was also the trusted leader and chosen adviser of his five broth- 
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ers, allof whom resided near him. By his wise counsel and strong per- 
sonal influence this large family was always united and was enabled to 
make its power felt in all business and public affairs. Of these six stal- 
wart men he, the acknowledged head, was the first to pass to his re- 
ward. 

Such, Mr. President, are some of the prominent facts connected with 
the career of the late REUBEN ELLWOOD. The last time, sir, thatit was 
my privilege to look him in the face and take him by the hand was 
when he came into this Chamber one day last spring with a telegram 
in his hand. With tears coursing down his face and with quivering 
lips he told me the contents of the telegram—that his grandson was 
dead and he must go home—and asked me to take care of certain meas- 
ures in which his constituents were interested. The little boy who had 
suddenly sickened and died had become as one of his own family, and 
he had set his heart on educating the lad and giving him every oppor- 
tunity for an honorable career. Death swept away all his plans and 
took the boy he loved so well tohislonghome. Congress soon adjourned 
and Mr. ELLWOOD did notreturn. It was not long until he, too, strong 
and robust as he seemed to be, was stricken down, and soon the news 
was spread that REUBEN ELLWoop was dead. 

Conscious and brave to the last moment, his last words were uttered 
in an effort to cheer his weeping family, saying to them, “‘It is all 
right,” and in a moment closing his eyes in death. His death, Mr. 
President, was a great loss to the State which he in part represented 
in the other branch of Congress and to the whole country. It was 
most keenly felt in his home district, where he was best known. He 
was a citizen, an honest man, and a pure patriot. What more 
need be said of any man? While he was often called to places of honor 
and trust, yet he was distinctively a man of business. Few public 
men can combine public service and private business in such a manner 
as to serve the public faithfully and well and at the same time carry 
on private business successfully. Yet this Mr. ELLWOOD was able to 
do. He was a producer, and added to the comfort and wealth of the 
country. The man who does something that lightens the burdens of 
the laboring man or woman, who contributes to the comfort of his fel- 
lows, and at the same time adds to the wealth of his country, is a ben- 
efactor, and is entitled to higher consideration than is the man who 
lives alone upon the toil and sweat of his fellow-men. With Mr. ELL- 
woop labor was a delight and necessary in his opinion to an honor- 
able life. He recognized no rank among men except upon the basis of 
integrity, intelligence, and industry. In the estimation of Mr. ELL- 
woop, the man who toiled for his day’s wages, who earned his bread 
by the sweat of his face, and lived an upright and sober life carried 
the stamp of manhood upon his brow and was the peer of any other 
sitizen. He believed in work—that every man should have something 
to do, and do it to the best of his ability. He had no respect for the 
idler—the man who could but would not work. 

But, Mr. President, I will not longer. REUBEN ELLWOOD 
sleeps in the silent tomb, in sight of the home where he left a beloved 
wife overwhelmed with grief and sons and daughters sorrowing for 
their departed father. Sad dispensations come almost daily to remind 
us that our time at most is short and that the grave is the resting-place 
ofall. I know of no better standpoint from which to witness and real- 
ize more fully the rapid march of men to the tomb than from a seatin 
this Senate. But a few hundred men represent the legislative branch 
of the National Government, and yet no winter passes by in which we 
are not called upon to pause from our daily work to announce the 
Geath of some honorable member of one or the other House. It seems 
to be almost certain that some one or moreof those composing the Con- 
gress of the United States must in every year pass away. This fact is 
an admonition to each one of us to “‘ be ye also ready.” 

Mr. President, I move the adoption of the following resolutions, 
which I now offer: 

Resolved, That the Senate receives with deep sensibility the announcement of 
the death of Hon. REUBEN ELLWOOD, late a member of the House of Represent- 
atives from the State of Illinois, and tenders to the family and relatives of the 
deceased the assurance of its sympathy in their bereavement, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to transmit to the fam- 
ily of Mr. ELLWOOD a copy of the foregoing resolution. 


Resolved, That, as a further mark of respect for the memory of the deceased, 
the Senate do now adjourn. 


Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, it is fitting that I should add a word 
to what has been so well said by my colleague in reference to our asso- 
ciate in the other House who has passed away, REUBEN ELLWOOD. In 
a word, sir, I can say that he was a man for the position for which 
his constituents selected him well qualified and equipped in every re- 
spect. He was a man honored among his neighbors and 
wherever he was known. He was ized as a man of greatenergy, 
a man of great strength of intellect, a manof business qualifications, a 
man who amassed a fortune by his own efforts and his own industry. 
He was acharitable man withal. All of his neighbors are witnesses to 
his kindness, his generosity, and his great charity to those who were 
suffering and in distress. 

He left the Congress of the United States at its adjournment last 
spring in good health. He sickened and died athome. He is mourned 
by all who know him. In the death of REUBEN ELLWOOD his district 
and the State of Illinois lost an able and an efficient representative of 
the interesis of that district and State. 


Sir, these things, occurring so frequently as they do, as was well said, 
ought to remind us that in the midst of life we are in death, and that we 
areall moving to that ‘‘ undiscovered country from whose bourn no trav- 
eler returns;’’ and the only hope is that in passing from this life we 
may receive that which is considered a great reward for those who per- 
form their duties toward man and God here on earth. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolutions of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom]. 

Theresolutions were unanimously agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 14 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 28, 1886. 


The House metat120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


OFFICERS, ETC., IN STATE DEPARTMENT, 


The SPEAKER, under the rule, laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of State, transmitting list of officers, clerks, and other em- 
ployés in that Department, with a statement of the amounts paid each 
during the year, and reporting that the services of none of them can be 
dispensed with; which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Department of State, and ordered to be printed. 


CATTLE AND DAIRY FARMING. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of State, transmitting tothe Speaker of the House of Representatives re- 
ports in reply to a Department circular from the consuls of the United 
States on cattle and dairy farming, and the markets for cattle, beef, and 
dairy products in the several districts; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. ERMENTROUT, for the remainder of this week, on account of 
important business. 

To Mr. HOWARD, for ten days, on account of important bnsiness. 

To Mr. LINDSLEY, for ten days, on account ofimportant business. 

To Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, for one week, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. BLAND, for this day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. SWINBURNE, for from ten to fifteen days, on important busi- 
ness, as a witness in medico-legal matters. 

To Mr. SENEY, indefinitely, on account of sickness, 


TEXAS JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 


Mr. CULBERSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
4841) to change the eastern and northern judicial districts of Texas, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. 4842) to provide for the organization of all that part of the territory 
of the United States now known as the Indian Territory and the Pub- 
lic Land Stripinto a Territory to be known as the Territory of Oklahoma, 
providing temporary government for the same, for the allotment of 
homesteads to the Indians in severalty, and to open unoccupied lands 
to actual settlers; which was read a fist and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


EXPENDITURES OF SIGNAL-SERVICE BUREAU. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. I ask unanimous consent to introduce for ref- 
erence the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas section 3678 of the Revised Statutes of the United States provides that 
allsums appropriated for the various branches of expenditures inthe publicserv- 
ice shall be applied solely to the objects for which they are respectively made, 
and for no others; and 

Whereas it is represented that said section was violated in this, namely, that 
certain moneys heretofore appropriated by Congress for the carrying on of the 
Si Service Bureau have n misapplied: Therefore, 

itresolved, That the Committee on Expenditures in the War Department be 
instructed to inquire whether the statute ve referred to is now being oparoa, 
and whether or not it has heretofore been violated; and to report by bill or 
otherwise such measures as will secure its enforcement. 


Mr. RANDALL. Why not pass that resolution now ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it should be adopted at once. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I request the present consideration of the reso- 
lution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky changes his request, 
and asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion which has been read. 

Mr. PETERS. I object. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
War Department. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. ST. MARTIN. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a bill for 


reference. 
Mr. HEPBURN. I demand the regular order. 
BALANCES DUE BY OR TO UNITED STATES. 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I rise to presenta privileged report, 
which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice, to whom was 
referred a resolution requesting the Secretary of the Treasury to transmit tothe 
House of Representatives a statement of all balances of indebtedness due by or to 
the United States as shown by the books of the Treasury on the 30th bay $ June, 
1885, have had the same under consideration, and report it back to the House 
witha substitute therefor, recommending the adoption ofthe substitute, 

The substitute was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to furnish for the in- 
formation of this House a report of all balances due to and from the United States 
as shown by the books of the offices of the Register and Sixth Auditor of the 
Treasury Department from 1789 to the 30th day of June, 1885; that the Secre- 
tary of Warand the Postmaster-General be directed to report all of said balances 
as shown by the books of their respective Departments. 

The SPEAKER. The question is first on agreeing to the substitute 
proposed by the committee. 

The substitute was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment was adopted; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. TheChair will now proceed to call the committees 
for reports. 
RESTORATION OF ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, rted 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 53) to authorize 
the President to restore officers to the Army in certain cases; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask that the minority of the committee have 
leave to present their views on this bill hereafter, to be printed with 
the report of the majority. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. STEELE subsequently submitted the views of the minority. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


TheSPEAKER. Thiscompletes the callundertherule. The Chair 
will now proceed with the of the committees for one hour for the 
designation of bills for present consideration. The hour begins at 
twenty-seven minutes after 12 o'clock p. m. 

Mr. REESE. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds to call up from the House Calendar for 
present consideration the joint resolution (H. Res. 71) authorizing the 
Superintendent of Public Buildings and Grounds in the District of 
Columbia to supply plants and shrubs to fill certain vases in the Pen- 
sion building. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of ves, &c,, That the Superintend- 
ent of Public Buildings and Grounds in the District of Columbia be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to supply and keep supplied, from the public. 


nhouses and nurseries, the vases around the interior court of the Pension 
uilding with plants and shrubs suitable thereto. 

Mr. REESE. Mr. Speaker, this joint resolution is rendered neces- 
sary by the law which prohibits the Superintendent of Public Build- 
ings and Grounds from supplying plants and shrubs for any grounds 
except the public reservations, After considerable correspondence be- 
tween the officials concerned, their construction of the law was that 
the erection of the Pension building, putting that portion of the reser- 
vation upon which it stands under cover, would deprive it of the right 
to be supplied with Poe and shrubs, and this resolution is simply in- 
tended to authorize the Superintendent of Public Buildings and Grounds 
to furnish such shrubs and plants as may be required for the p 
of filling the vases that ornament the interior of the Pension building. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, if there is a report accompanying that 
resolution it had better be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The committee paving under consideration H. Res. 71, authorizing the Super- 
intendent of Public Buildings and Grounds in the District of Columbia to sup- 
ply plants and shrubs to fill certain vases in the Pension building, having con- 
sidered the same, report it back with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. REESE moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolu- 
tion was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DINGLEY (when the Select Committee on American Ship-build- 
ing and Ship-owning Interests was called). Mr. Speaker, I move that 


the House resolve itselfinto Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the purpose of considering the bill (H. R. 4838) to abolish 
certain fees for official services to American vessels, and to amend the 
laws relating to shipping commissioners, seamen, and owners Of vessels. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, pending that motion, I appeal tothe gen- 
tleman from Maine to yield to me simply to make a report. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks that during this hour, which is 
specially set apart by the rules for the consideration of bills, it is not 
in order to present reports. ‘The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] later. 

The motionof Mr. DINGLEY was agreed to; and the House accordingly 
resolved itself in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
Mr. Crisp in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of considing the bill which will be 
reported by the Clerk. 

The title of the bill was read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, as the bill is printed and is to be 
read and considered by sections under the five-minute rule, I ask unan- 
imons consent that the reading of it in detail now be dispensed with. 
There was no objection and it was so ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] to ask the consideration of this bill by sections? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask unanimous consent that general debate u 
the bill be dispensed with, as it can be considered best under the five- 
minute rule. There will be full opportunity for its thorough discus- 
sion, as it covers a wide variety of detail. 

Mr. REAGAN. What is the bill? 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Chairman, I willask the gentleman from Maine 
to answer a question before unanimous consent is given. Does this bill 
(which I have not had time to read) affect the fees of pilots? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It does not. It does not relate to pilots. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROGERS. I wish to know whether we can not have this bill 
read before consent is given to dispense with general debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will inform the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. ROGERS] that by unanimous consent the reading of the 
bill has been dispensed with. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then I object. If the bill can not be read so that 
we can know what it is, I shall object to dispensing with general de- 
bate. 

Mr. PGL The bill is to be read by sections and considered 
in detail. 

Mr. ROGERS. Ifthe gentleman from Maine will give consent that 
the bill shall be read I will withdraw my objection; otherwise I must 
insist upon it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, the committee which reported this 
bill may understand it, but members generally do not, and certainly 
we ought not to be asked to go into the discussion until the bill has 
been read and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] has ex- 
plained it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made to dispensing with general de- 
bate. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think that if the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
Rocers] will listen to a brief explanation from me he will not insist 
upon his objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. IfI can have the attention of the House for a few 
moments I will state the effect of the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. Iask the attention of the gentleman from Maine. Can 
not the vote dispensing with the reading of the bill be reconsidered ? 
Let the bill be read, and then we can dispose of the whole matter in- 
telligently. 

` Mr. DINGLEY. I will withdraw any objection on my part, and will 
ask that the vote to dispense with reading the bill in full may be re- 
considered. 

Mr. REED, of Maine (to Mr. DINGLEY). Let the bill be read in 
your time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will ask the Clerk to read the bill in my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill in the time of the 
gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. ROGERS. Ihave not withdrawn my objection yet. I want to 
hear the bill read before I withdraw my objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is understood. 

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman from Maine now has the floor for the 
purpose of general debate, and he proposes to have the bill read in his 
tim: 


e. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The readingof the bill in full was dispensed with; 
but as the gentleman from Arkansas desires now that it be read, I ask 
the Clerk to read it in my time. 

Mr. ROGERS. But we may desire to object to its being considered 
without general debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That question will come up afterward. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam willing that we have general debate. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed to read the bill in the 
time of the gentleman from Maine. 
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ing bill of n, or conveyance, or the ae 
such mo: ‘or on; furnishing certificate of title; furnishing the 
crew-list, had j certificate of protection to seamen; bill of health; 
shipping or di or —_ argin pl seamen, rovided by title 53 of the Revised 
A act; appren boys to mi t service; in- 
N perau tog and li steam-yessels, in inspection certifi- 


ies thereof; and licensing of master, engineer, 
vessel andall provisions of laws authorizing or 
for such services are cb smog such Neen ape to take effect July 1, 1836. Collectors 
or other officers of cus: of steam-yessels, and shippin ing commis- 
sioners who are paid weal of van or 2 pep tly by fees shall make a peau report of 
such services, and the fees pro y law, to the Secretary of the Saiyara 


ilot, or mate of a 
uiring the collection of fees 


under such regulations as that officer may prescribe; and the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall allow said jofficers such com tion for said services as each 
would have received prior to the passage of this act: Provided, such ser- 


ree have, in the opinion of the Secretary of the e tin been necessarily 


"San. 2. That shipping commissioners may ship and discharge crews for Sayed 
vessel engaged in the coastwise trade, or the trade between the United States 
and the Dominion of Canada, or Newfoundland, or the West Indies, or the Re- 
public = Mexico, at the reunen of the master or owner of the ship- 
pingand fees in such cases to be one-half that prescribed by section 
4612 of the Revised tutes, for the purpose of determining the compensation 
os — ing commissioners, 

hat section 10 of the act entitled Baay r gree certain burderson 
‘ann American merchant marine ome encourage the pregency fore carrying 
trade, and for other purposes,” a; ved June 26, 1834, be aef meata 
after the word “relative,” in line. 9, the following: “Or ton an aarre creditor 
in. liquidation of any juts debt for board or ci which he may have con- 

to engagement, not exceeding one mon! nae Rie aa ene one 

re E pay fo for clothing.” ‘And said section 10 is further amended by striki 
outall last paragraph after the words “ vessels of the United States,” 
inserting in lieu of such words Da aarep out the following: “ And any master, 
owner, consignee, or agent of any fi vessel who has violated section 
shall be liable to the same penalty mer; owner, or agent of a vessel 
of the United States would be for a similar violation.’ 
à a That section 4289 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to read as 
follows: 

“Src, 4289. The provisions of the seven preceding sections, and of section 18 
of an act entitled ‘An act to remove certain burdens on the American rnoes 
marine and encourage the American foreign carrying-trade, and for other 
poses,’ approved June 26, 1884, relating to the Sim: tations of the liability o the 
owners of vessels, shall appl to all sea-going vessels, and also to all vessels 
oor on lakes Tie sea or in inland navigation, but shall not apply to any canal- 

t or er.’ 

Sev. 5. That section 4153 ts the a Statutes be amended by striking out 
the last ouens of the last h, and inserting instead the followin; 
ace veal of thie United prone pee e- 
ently 


Bno. 6. 
shall be stricken out, to wit: 
vessel of the United States; ” in lieu thereof there shal! 
words following: “Such vessel shall be liable to a fine of $30 on every arrival 
in a port of the inited States = she have not her proper official number legally 
wise. d. Phat rmanently 

EC. 7. 


thout being en- 
an 20 tonsand not less than 5 tons 
burden found = or cal 

pace 


Sec. 8. That fo: vessels found fing of $3 shail» 
pate in the Sees such 
nited States, shall be liable to a of $1 for every passenger landed. 

Lary 9. Shes se Anes Sapesed D7 ooons y, 6,7,and 8 ofthis act shall be sub- 

ea to remission or mitigation by the Secretary of the when the of- 
fense was not willfully committed, under aaeods of ming the facts 
as may seem to him advisable. 

Src. 10. That the provision of Schedule N of “An act to reduce internal-reve- 
nue taxation, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1883, allowing a draw- 
back on pinous coal used for fuel on vessels propelled by steam, shall be 
Seg Agan to apply only to vessels of the United States, and to Sala of foreign 
countries Beg red to vessels of the United Frome gh a prong seer 

SEC. certain 


marine and encourage the American foreign carryi: e, Paper’ 
for other pu P approved June 26, 1884, be amended so asto as follows: 
“Seo. 14, That in lieu ofthe tax on tonnage of 30 cents per ton per annum im- 
posed prior to July 1, 1884, a duty of 3 cents per ton, not to exceed in the aggre- 
gate Dee te cane ae oe tn city se seer, te bane ee at each entry on all 
vessels which shall be entered in any port of ‘he Unibed States from any eves 
rt or place in North America, Central America, the West India 
Bahama Ia Islands, the Bermuda Islands, or the Sandwich Islands, or Newfound- 
land; and a duty of 6 cents per ton, not to exceed 30 cents per ton annum, 
is hereby imposed on each entry upon all shag which > vot be entered in the 


of the foreign countries above mentioned, indicate by proclamation ports to 

which on shallapply, and the rates of tonnage duty,if any, 
fed under ion: And further, That 

mation shall exclude from the benefits of the on herein authorized the 

vessels of any foreign country in whose ports the or duesof any kind or nat- 


ure imposed on vessels of the United Siates, or the import or export duties on 


are in excess of yh fees, dues, = duties imposed on the vessels of 
the country in 


which such port on the of such vessels ; 
and sections 4223 and 4224, ae pa much oi section 4219 of the Revised Statutes 
as conflicts with this section, are hereby repealed.” 
Sec. 12. That the President be, and hereby is, directed to cause the governments 
o foreign countries which, at any of their ports, impose on American vessels a 
or light-house dues, or other equivalent tas tax or taxes, or any other 
or to be informed of the provisions of the preceding section, 
my invited to co-o) with the Government of the United States in abolish- 
ingall a ues, tonnage-taxes, or other equivalent tax or taxes on, and 
— all other fees for official services to, the vessels of the respective nations 
eee ee eae beneren tae ports of such foreign country and the ports 
gra DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, as the hour of 1 o'clock to-day has 
been assigned by the House for the delivery of addresses upon the 
death of Hon. Mr. ELLWOOD, late a Representative in this House from 
the State of Illinois, I shall have only two or three minutes to-day to 
begin the explanation of this bill. Ihope tooceupy altogether not more 
than ten or fifteen minutes, in which time I desire, if I can have the 
attention of the House, to present very bricfly the salient points in con- 
nection with the bill. 

This bill has been unanimously reported from the Select Committee on 
American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. It comprises only 
those provisions for the removal of certain fees, charges, and burdens 
on American vessels upon which the saute are entirely agreed. 
The first section of the bill provides that on and after the Ist of July 
next certain fees imposed by law on vessels of the United States for the 
services of collectors and other officers of customs, i of steam- 
vessels, and shipping commissioners shall be aboli And in order 
not to disturb the compensation of any one of these officials, it is pro- 
vided that these services shall be returned in detail to the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and that he shall allow compensation to each of these 
officers precisely as though this act had not passed. 

The fees to be abolished are those imposed only upon vessels of the 
United States, and they aggregate about $300, 000—-$110, 000 being, so 
far as we can the fees of inspectors of steam-vessels; $150,000 
being the fees of collectors and other officers of customs for document- 
ing vessels and certain other services for American vessels; and about 
$40,000 being for services of shipping commissioners in shipping and dis- 
charging seamen of American vessels. So that in removing these fees 
we do to that extent indirectly aid the vessels of the United States. 

Two reasons have operated on the minds of the committee in bring- 
ing this first section before the House: First, that the services required 
in connection with vessels in each of these cases for which fees are 

charged are services not primarily for the advantage or benefit of the 
vessel itself, but for the protection of the revenue of the United States 
and for the protection of the public interests, the committee holding 
that services thus performed ought not in this case to be a charge upon 
the vessel; and secondly, that by abolishing these fees we may to that 
extent afford an indirect aid to the American merchant marine. 

Now, if there are any questions that any gentleman desires to put 
for the further elucidation of this first on I would be glad to make 
any necessary explanation before proceeding further, 

Mr. STORM. I would like toask a question in regard to the eleventh 
section. 

Mr. DINGLEY. As Ishall in my explanation take up the several 
sections in their order, I hope questions will be confined to each section 
as I proceed. 

Mr. STORM. The gentleman has already stated, I believe, that the 
amount of revenue to be remitted is about $200,000. 

` Mr. DINGLEY. About $300,000. 

Mr. HEWITT. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Thegentleman will pardon me. I am admonished 
that the hour fixed for the eulogies upon the late Mr. ELL woop has ar- 
rived. Therefore, Mr. retaining my right to occupy the floor 
hereafter for the residue of my time, I now move that the committee 


y rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Crisp reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
4838) to abolish certain fees for official services to American vessels, and 
to amend the laws relating to shipping commissioners, seamen, and 
owners of vessels, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

DEATH OF HON, REUBEN ELLWOOD. 

Mr. HOPKINS (at 1 o’clock p. m.). Mr. Speaker, this is the hour 
fixed by the order of the House for considering the resolutions now 
pending before this body relating to the death of my predecessor, Hon. 

EUBEN ELLWOOD; KAS © sek Pex thels vending: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That this House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 


Hon. ELLWOOD, late a member of this House from the State of Ilinois, 
Resolved, That a of these resolutions be transmitted by the Clerk of the 
House to the family of the deceased. 
i oo That the Clerk be directed to communicate a copy of these proceed- 
t Senate; 
sick eRe farther muck Of rapeat so bemannar of the dectused this 


House do now adjourn. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, since the election of the members of 
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this House to the Forty-ninth Congress the messenger of death has 
ne ee ee a eee ee eee 


world.” In his death the people of the fifth district of Illinois have 
lost a firm friend, a wise and conscientious legislator, an upright citi- 
izen, and an open-hearted, ms man. 

Mr. ELLWOOD was born in Minden, Montgomery County, New Y 
February 17, 1821. His parents were Abraham and Sarah (De Long 
Ellwood. They were poor, and with a large family of children to sup- 
port, the subject of my remarks was early in life thrown upon his own 
resources for a livelihood. 

In his boyhood the magnificent common-school system, which is the 
glory of the State he had the honor in part to represent on this floor, 
and which to-day opens the avenues to educational distinction in his 
native State to the plowman’s son as well as the millionaire’s, was un- 
known. The teacher who could explain the mysteries of multiplica- 
tion and division, solve a problem in simple fractions, and work to the 
rule of three, was as eminently well qualified to instruct the 
yonth of that day. 

Mr. ELLWOOD easily mastered these rudiments of an education, and, 
being possessed of a strong, healthy body and vigorous, restless 
at the early age of fifteen years longingly turned his gaze toward the 
BREA and beautiful prairies of Illinois as opening a better field for his 
ambition. 

In 1837, before he had attained his sixteenth birthday, he made the 
journey from his home in New York to De Kalb County, Illinois. 

In these days of the steam-engine, the telegraph and coaches 
such a journey seems but a slight undertaking. Notso however. 
The ‘‘covered wagon”’ was the passenger coach of that day, and with 
suck. a conveyance he made this j 

There is an element of heroism in the brave and fearless manner in 
which at this age he took up the burdens of life, turned his back reso- 
lutely upon all the endearing scenes of childhood, and, with the bless- 
ings of his father and mother, joined the number who have converted 
the great prairies of that then far-off Western State into fruitful fields 
and dotted them all over with beautiful villages and thriving cities. 
The first twelve months he passed in Illinois were as a farm-hand for 
one William Miller, of Kingston, De Kalb County. His second year 
there he was engaged in building a dam across Fox River, at Geneva, 
in the adjoining county of Kane. We next find him at work in a 
brick-yard in what is now the city of Rockford. He entered a claim 
for one hundred and sixty acres of land near Sycamore, in De Kalb 
County, and continued in various kinds of manual labor for about four 
years. At the end of this period, in somewhat impaired health, he re- 
turned to New York. His experience in the West and among men 
had taught him the importance of a more thorough education, and 
shortly after his return home he became a student of Cherry Valle 
Academy, which at that time was one of the best educational insti 
tutions of its kind in that part of the State. He never graduated. 
After a short time at that Academy he went to Glenville, Schenectady 
County, and engaged first in the mill and lumber trade; then in the 
cultivation of broom-corn and the manufacture of brooms. He con- 
tinued in this business for seven or eight years, and was so successful 
that at one time he employed as many as one hundred and thirty men. 

„Mr. ELLWOOD returned to Illinois in 1857, and from that time until 


and imperfection in these machines for the 

designed, and being of an ingenious turn A oe 

ented, and applied to them various devices and improv 

naturally Jed him into themanufacture of machines and different kinds 

of farm implements. For many years before his death he was inter- 
man’ 


ing the various periods of his life and which affected the pros- 
perity of the beautiful city of Sycamore, his home for more than a quar- 
ter of acentury. In his death the people who knew him all these 
years have met with a great if not i loss. 

Mr. ELLWOOD was married in 1849 to Miss Eleanor Vedder, of Sche- 
nectady. Six children blessed this union. His married life was a fort- 
unate and happy one. And now the widow and fourof these children 
live to mourn the loss of a kind and faithful husband, a loving and in- 
dulgent father. 

Though not an educated man in the books, he was a keen and close 
observer of men, and had what no schools can give—the very genius of 
commonsense. It was this that made him the successful business man 
that he was, in spite of his indifferent education. The name of Ell- 
wood is as closely interwoven in the history of De Kalb County and its 


pra ary smn dg that of any family that ever lived within 
the limits toe im of its Heand his brothers and sisters formed 


a most remarkable family. "There were seven boys and four girls, all, 
as you saw Mr. pean on this floor, large and robust. Five of his 
brothers settled with him in De Kalb Connty—all big-framed and big- 
brained men. 

Together they formed a most conspicuous group, and REUBEN ELL- 
woop was their and acknowledged leader. But there was a 
warm and fraternal feeling which always united them, the remembrance 
of which must now be a source of comfort to the survivors as they think 
of him whom they delighted to honorsleeping his quiet sleep of death. 

Mr. ELLWOOD from his earliest years took a deep interest in politics. 
His first experience in office was that of representative in the New York 
Assembly in 1851. His sympathies and every aspiration of his intense 
nature were in accord with those principles of human liberty which were 
poene to the country in the formation of the Republican party. 

e was sentas a delegate to the Republican convention at Philadelphia 
in 1856 which nominated Frémont, and from that day to the close of 
his busy life was a firm and enthusiastic supporter of that party. He 
was not an office-seeker, but ever ready and willing to help a friend. 
Whenever he appeared in political gatherings his born leadership was 
felt and acknowledged. 

I remember attending a State convention held in Springfield, HI., 
some years since, in which he was a delegate from De Kalb County. 
He came to the convention in the interest of a fellow-townsman who 
wished to be nominated for clerk of the supreme court. A numberof 
candidates were ambitious for the same position, and when the dele- 
gates from the different of the State were assembled it looked 
very doubtful as to w. Mr. ELLWoop’s candidate would receive 
the nomination. It was at that critical moment in such conventions 
when natural leadership asserts itself that Mr. ELL woop rose to his 
feet and in a five-minute speech, which I think I have never heard 
surpassed for forceand eloquence, shattered all opposition and triumph- 
antly carried the nomination for his friend. 

As advancing years to remind him of the approach of old age 
he had an ambition to round out a successfull business career with a 
few terms in That ambition was gratified by the votes of 
the e of his di in 1882. So well had he performed the duties 
of this new position that in 1884 he was renominated without opposi- 
tion and was re-elected by largely increased majorities in all the coun- 
ties of his district. What his services were here and how he was re- 
garded by his associates I leave for those to tell who had the honor to 
serve with him in the Forty-eighth Congress. 

In private life he was just, temperate, and faithful to all his obliga- 
tions. He was a neighbor and a kind friend. In his domestic 
relations he was what makes home a heaven. He had the courage of 
his convictions, and like all men of that mentality had his opponents 
and detractors. But the grave buries all differences and seals the lips 
of defamers. His last sickness and his death fully demonstrated the 
strong traits of his character. He watched the progress of his disease 
with a keen and intelligent interest and courageously fought its ad- 


- | vancement; but when he became convinced that his end was near, 


obeying the divine injunction, he put his house in order and awaited 
his final dissolution with firmness. 

Death had no terrors forhim. And as his devoted brothers and sis- 
ters and weeping wife and children pressed around his bed to catch the 
pera rears cy reg hac eis, Sap RABY PRO IG TE ERT 
into the future he w the cheering words, ‘‘It is all 
right; it is all Mr. raei e and died a man whom 
thepeople of the district of Illinois will long remember and honor. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, it was not my good 
fortune to have known the late REUBEN ELLWooD, member-elect of this 
Saree ya dere ‘th his Kindy oat cacti tp . 

yet, wi y and generous nature, our meet- 
ing seemed to be the meeting of old-time acquaintances and friends, 
and I very soon learned to respect and love him for his many noble and 
manly qualities. 

But, Mr. Speaker, while I did not know Mr. ELLWOOD personally be- 
fore we met as Representatives in Congress from our State, he was not 
unknown to me by reputation; and I feel justified in saying that he 
was not only a man of high character and standing, but he was one of 
the foremost citizens of the community in which, for so many years, 
he resided; and although he is dead, the workmanship of his hands 
and of his brains remains to remind his neighbors and friends of his 
active, useful life. Probably no other man had done more to build u 
and promote the prosperity of the city and county in which he li 
and died than REUBEN ELLWOOD, and I am sure the death of no other 
citizen would have been more deeply deplored than his 6 A the people 
pacar Soler OnE heer asheg chai he had expended the best en- 
ergies of his life. 

Mr. ELLWOOD came first to De KaD Caah, Illinois, when a poor 
boy, at but fifteen or sixteen years of age, and settled near the present 
city of Sycamore, before it had even been laid out as a village. But 
after a few years, in which he worked as alaborer on a farm and in va- 
rious other occupations, he returned to New York, his native State. 
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There he improved his education, engaged in active business, served a 
term as a member of the State islature, and in the year 1857 re- 
turned to De Kalb County, Illinois, and located permanently in Syca- 
more, then butasmall village. Being much better equipped than he was 
before, he entered at once upon a life of great activity and usefulness, and 
by his integrity, his ability, and untiring industry and energy rose to the 
high and honorable position which as a private citizen and public serv- 
ant he occupied at the time of his decease. 

Mr. ELLWoop was eminently a self-made man, and achieved his own 
success in life by integrity of purpose and fidelity to duty. We can 
well commend his life and character as a noble example of what, under 
the beneficence of our free institutions, can be accomplished by pluck 
and energy. 

I have been much interested in hearing from his own lips some ac- 
count of his earlier struggles. But in the last year of his life he was 
not free from trials. He suffered from some business adversities which 
overtook him, and perhaps from the general depression in the manu- 
facturing interests of the country in which he was engaged, employing 
as he did a large number of men and a large amount of capital. And 
I remember well how anxious he was to preserve the integrity of his 
business character, and how he struggled to prevent the accumulations 
of his active, busy life from being sweptaway. Itkept him away from 
his public duties here much of the time during the second session of 
the Forty-eighth Congress, and from his letters to me I know how 
deeply he regretted his absence, and how anxious he was that the in- 
terests of his constituents should not be neglected on account of such 
absence. 

Mr. Speaker, Mr. ELLWOOD was not onlyan honorable man in his pri- 

vate lifeand businessaffairs, but he wasa broad-minded, public-spirited, 
patriotic citizen. He loved his country and the community in which he 
lived and died with an earnest devotion; was proud of their growth 
and prosperity, and took a deep interest in all that would in his judg- 
ment promote the public welfare. Asa Representative in Congress he 
discharged his duties intelligently and faithfully; and, I think, was 
especially attentive to the wants and interests of his own immediate 
constituents. He, being anew member, took no prominent part in the 
discussions of the House, but kept well posted in its p: i and 
had an intelligent understanding of the questions brought before it for 
consideration and determination. In his death his constituents and 
the country lost an able, faithful, and patriotic representative in this 
body. 
Me, Speaker, when the Forty-eighth Congress closed on the 4th of March 
last, REUBEN ELLWOOD was apparently in robust health and vigor, and 
gave promise of as long life as any of us. But he has fulfilled the law 
of our nature, and has passed away from earth forever. His death 
was a shock as well as a surprise to me, and I deeply deplored it, for I 
entertained high respect for him and for his many virtues and his ster- 
ling character. 

The words we speak here, Mr. Speaker, in memory of our departed 
colleagues and friends may be but little heeded, but it is well for us 
to pause for afew moments in our proceedings to pay tribute to a faith- 
ful Representative and public servant and to extend our heartfelt sym- 
pathy to his widow and fatherless children in their great bereavement. 

And while at this hour we honor the memory of my departed friend 
andcolleague, REUBEN ELLWoop,and rememberinsympathy his family, 
let us not forget the name of JOSEPH RANKIN, another of our number 
who has been taken from us, and who to-day has been laid away at 
rest in his Wisconsin home. Peace to his memory also; and I trust all 
our hearts will go out in tender sympathy for his bereaved widow and 
his fatherless children left in their desolation. In concluding this brief 
tribute of respect to the memory of a departed friend and colleague for 
whom I cherished a very high regard, I will say that these lessons of 
our mortality have been frequently brought home to us since I have 
been a member of this body; and while we may not heed the words 
uttered here on these memorial occasions, it would be well for us to 
heed the lessons themselves, and let them so affect our minds and hearts 
as to lead us to nobler purposés in life, 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I can not permit this melancholy occa- 
sion to pass without delivering my humble but sincere tribute to the 
worth of our late associate, REUBEN ELLWOOD. 

I never knew him until we met in this Hall at the first session of the 
Forty-eighth Congress, but long before that Congress expired I had 
learned to admire and respect his manly qualities of head and heart. 

Weserved upon the same Committee on Claims in that Co: and 
just as it has been aptly said that the army in time of war is the best 
place in the world to find out a man’s real character, so there is no better 
place in time of to discover a Congressman’s true capacity and 
principles than on the Committee of Claims in this body. 

In addition to passing upon hundreds of honest demands on the Goy- 
ernment, that committee has to investigate thousands of conspiracies 
against the Treasury, suggested by fraud and supported by perjury. So 
onerous are the duties of the committee, that its faithful members are 
kept busy examining facts, or studying law all the while till the last day 
of the session, or listening to the prayerful importunities of claimants 
night and day. Then, too, the labors of the committee are like those 
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of Sisyphus, in that a very large majority of the claims have to be gone 
over anew Congress after Congress, because this House has not the time 
to adjudicate them. 


The man who can faithfully undergo such tread-mill service as this 
proves what sort of timber he is made of. Yet Mr. ELLWOOD stood 
the test without shirking any of the thankless petty drudgery. He 
always cheerfully took charge of his quota of cases for private inves- 
tigation, and, except when unavoidably absent from sickness or real, 
not feigned business, he promptly attended every one of the numer- 
ous meetings of the committee to discuss and decide upon a report 
in each case. 

It was at these meetings of the whole committee that Mr. ELLwoop 
indelibly impressed himself upon his colleagues. His sound judgment, 
keen intelligence, high sense of justice, scorn of everything mean, as well 
as his moral courage, stood outin bold relief, proclaiming him every inch 
a man. 

On several of these occasions when there was hot division in the 
committee on the merits of the pending claim I have heard him de- 
liver as fine bursts of impromptu saan pees and logic as I ever listened 
to. Although no lawyer, he was well versed in the philosophy of eth- 
ics, and he was a profound judge of human nature. ‘‘ Common sense ` 
and justice ’? were his favorite ‘‘ legal authorities,’’ as they are with all 
strong-minded self-taught men, and he often quoted them in the com- 
mittee-room with telling effect. He likewise always presented his views 
with exceeding great modesty, wuich gave them additional weight. 
Remembering how successfully he generally maintained his positions 
in the committee, I asked him once why he did not talk to the House 
in the same way, to which he replied, ‘‘ The House chills me ’’—a very 
unusual admission for a self-made man, because such men have to en- 
counter and overcome so many obstacles in life that as a rule they are 
both rough and self-asserting in any presence. 

Mr. ELLWOOD wasa massive and robust man physically, mentally, and 
morally. There was nothing small about him. He was a very com- 
panionable person withal, and we frequently chatted about men and 
measures. It wasin these pleasant conversations that I gathered many 
facts and incidents of his career that explained the secret of his success. 
It was poverty, pluck, and principle that developed him into such a 
splendid specimen of a self-made American sovereign. His parents were 
poor, and as they had eleven children they could not do much for him, 
so he had todo for himself, which was rather a blessing than a misfort- 
une, because poverty gives a strong boy his best training by inuring 
him to hardships and self-denial, as well as by whipping and spurring 
him to do his best on all occasions, while wealth tempts to indulgence, 
idleness, and dissipation. 

It is for this reason that where one young man of fortune makes his 
mark in the world a hundred poor ones do it. 

Young ELLWOOD, while a mere boy, comprehending that he had to 
push his own way through the world, struck out from hisnative State, 
New York, for the mighty West in search of opportunity, which he 
found in the grand Commonwealth of Illinois, where he did not wait, as 
do so many young men of the Micawber stripe, for something to turn 
up, but he diligently set to work to make it turn up by doing the first 
honest job he could find. Nomatter whetherit was following the plow, 
driving an ox-cart, splitting rails, molding brick, or rolling dirt ina 
wheelbarrow, he was ever ready to make his luck. After having thus 
toiled five or six years and accumulated the necessary funds, feeling the 
want of a better education, he returned to the Empire State to seek 
knowledge as earnestly as he had pursued the means to pay for it. 

Upon the completion of hisstudies he was so well equipped with good 
habits, good principles, and high intelligence that he could not fail to 
win in the battle of life, especially as he soon after acquired a strong 
ally in a noble wife, and as he was also zealous, candid, and public- 
spirited, as well as of a magnetic temperament, no one ought to be sur- 
prised at his splendid success in business as well as in politics, both in 
his native and adopted State. 

In politics he was an uncompromising Republican, but not so much 
in a factional or partisan sense as in being an unyielding champion of 
equal rights, privileges, and burdens for the whole human race. I 
heard him remark more than once that from his very boyhood he had 
been bitterly opposed to African slavery, for the establishment of 
which in this country primarily the North was as much to blame as 
the South; but now that the hated institution had been abolished by 
war, he was for healing the wounds of civil strife and reuniting the 
sections in fraternal relations; said that he acted with the Republican 
party from habit, because he had belonged to it all his life on account 
of its general principles and policy, but that he did not approve of 
several of its extreme measures and tenets. 

It was these liberal sentiments, together with his sociality, hearti- 
ness, and fidelity to his Congressional duties, as well as an unmistakable 
liking for m that irresistibly drew me toward him, and caused me 
to watch with peculiar solicitude the rapid inroads that the fell disease 
which finally carried him off was perceptibly making upon his power- 
ful constitution. On one occasion, near the close of the last Congress, 
when he had just arisen drom an excruciating attack of his incurable 
malady, he spoke feelingly, yet calmly, of his approaching end. I tried 
to encourage 


ope, for which he thanked me, but, sag ly shaking his head, 
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said it was no use, as his judgment told him he could not last Jong, 
although he might recover from two or three more paroxysms. He al- 
luded touchingly to his happy home and other endearments that made 
him crave to live, but said fate was against him. Still, conscious of the 
rectitude of his purposes and actions in the past, and beli that if 
one’s life is right his end can not be wrong, his brave, patient resignation 
seemed to say: 
A man can die but once—we owe God a death. 

As he has left his children an honored name to preserve, and left 
them, as well as his countrymen, a model example to imitate, he has 
not lived in vain. 

Let us all strive to do likewise. 


Mr. HITT. Last winter I sat through months of Jabor here near 
REUBEN ELLWOOD, that broad-shouldered, strong-voiced, marked man 
who has been taken away. We represented adjoining districts and 
similar interests, and entertained kindred views on almost every ques- 
tion discussed in this body. We consulted together almost daily about 
the interests of our constituents and on all the topics that would arise 
in two years of daily intercourse. Sometimes he talked of his past life, 
friendships, ‘les, and personal history, for he was one of those posi- 
tive characters whose strong individuality had marked his career all 
through life with instructive interest; and he was a delightful com- 

nion. 

SI speak of him to-day with the sensibility of a friend, with the sorrow 
of one who has lost a friend, with that appreciation of his character and 
life which comes from having seen a part of his life and having talked 
often with him of his past. ‘iis was a nature made for action, trained 
from the beginning to strong endeavor. He was one of those to whom 
hearty exertion was healthy, joyous existence—and his life was all 
continuous, active, well-earned achievement. 

He grew up in Montgomery County, New York, where he was born 
in 1821. Hewasa robust boy, stout, large, and active, one of a numer- 
ous family. There was no luxury in that household. There was not 
much opportunity for education. Like almostevery stout boy, he found 
it hard to learn when he did go to school, and it made him impatient. 
He felt his strength, and that if he could not succeed in his classes he 
could do something else, and do it well. Still he persevered at school, 
and finally began to pass all the others. With the opening of his mind 
came restlessness and longing for action, a brave readiness to begin at 
once the struggle of life, even in the hardest fashion. 

He determined to go out to the new world of the prairies, When 
only sixteen years old this ME bey left New York, made his way reso- 
lately to what was then the far West—and remember this was before 
the time of railroads, It was in 1837 hecametothe rich m, then all 
wild, of Northeastern Illinois, and began a home in the wil ess, tak- 
ing his 160 acres of Government land in what is now De Kalb County— 
that De Kalb County to-day so crowded, so prosperous, so highly cul- 
tivated and penn, which he represented in this Hall. There here- 
mained, à lal us, faithful, hopeful youth, for four years, working on 
his own land and for the farmers of the neighborhood; and then he 
went back to New York. He wanted more thorough education, and 
he went to Cherry Valley Academy, a school of arbin ob repute, where 
he studied with a stubborn diligence that was rewarded. Every step 
in this late-gained education was appreciated intensely by him and 
was a conscious joy. It was to this school that he owed much of the 
facility he always had in clear, forcible expression, for, though Mr. ELL- 
woop never belonged to any of the talking professions, he was an able 

er. 

But business was from the first most attractive to his energetic, prac- 
tical character. He has told me, with quaint humor and lively interest, 
how he went into the lumber trade; how he raised and manufactured 
broom-corn at Glenville. He was an active citizen of this town of 
Glenville for, I think, about eight years, taking a lively interest not 
only in business and neighborhood questions, but in public affairs. 
Young as he was, he was chosen one of the supervisors of the county. 
He had strong convictions in politics then, as many of you personally 
know he had when he stood with us. At that time he was an ardent 
Whig. His energy of character brought him into public notice, and 
he was chosen a member of the assembly of New York in 1850. 

A few years later, at the organization of the Republican party, he 
was one of the first to enlist in the new cause; was an earnest, influen- 
tial advocate of its ideas, and was sent as a delegate to the national 
Republican convention which met at Philadelphia in 1856 and nomi- 
nated John C. Frémont. 

But his heart all the while longed for the land of the prairies; and 
the next year, 1857, he returned to Illinois and fixed his home at Syc- 
amore, in that same De Kalb County he had selected twenty years be- 
fore. He went into the hardware business, operated a deal in real 
estate, and was engaged in business of almost every kind, as opportu- 
nity offered to his active, sagacious spirit. He was still earnestly in- 
terested in politics, and in 1866, in recognition of his prominence as a 
Republican and his character as a thorough and high-minded business 
man, he was appointed assessor of int revenue, which was then an 
important office. In 1868 the Republicans of De Kalb County selected 
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him as their candidate for the nomination for Congress, and the De Kalb 
delegation all voted for him. 
He had been dealing in hardware, and Mr. ELLWOOD used to tell, in 


his original and striking manner, how in handling agricultural imple- 
ments, which he sold in his hardware business, he was led to study 
their methods of construction, their principles, and the improvements 
that suggested themselves to his quick, inventive mind. He saw, too, 
as a business man of comprehensive grasp, what an immense market 
the farming West offered to agricultural implements, and thus he was 
led into invention and manufacturing. As early as 1870 he began, and 
he brought to his new and higher business such judgment, such econ- 
omy of means to ends, shrewd good sense and pushing energy that he 
was successful from the first, and his success broadened each year as he 
went on. In five years more he began the construction of those exten- 
sive shops where the Reuben Ellwood Company has since carried on 
the manufacture of agricultural implements, pouring out a great stream 
of the varied machines which are now well known to thousands of our 
farmers. He was just the man to direct such an enterprise; a good 
judge of men, vigilant in details, an untiring worker himself, with a 
big brain, strong body, and hopeful spirit—a natural leader, 

With all this load of business he never slackened in his interest in 
public affairs. He worked for the cause he believed in and the princi- 
ples he loved. He bore his full share of every burden and performed 
his part in the active support of his party and its cause. 

In 1882 the Republicans chose him as their candidate for Congress 
from the fifth district of Illinois. Of course he was elected, for there 
is no uncertainty about the voice of De Kalb, Boone, and the neighbor- 
ing counties. His majority was very handsome—7,800—increased by 
the high esteem in which he was personally held. It was during that 
Forty-eighth Congress, beginning in December, 1883, and ending last 
spring, that so many gentlemen who sit around me sawand knew REU- 
BEN ELLWoop—for nearly two hundred of you were members of that 
Congress. I know you will all bear witness to the fidelity, diligence, 
and intelligence with which he discharged his duties as a representa- 
tive of the people. He brought here the ways of a business man— 
prompt, watchful, keenly measuring the practical value and bearing of 
every measure. He was a good worker in committee, where, as we 
know, the greater part of the work of Congress is done, never occupy- 
ing time with needless words, having an opinion of his own, and a 
sound, sensible reason for it. He wasa thorough Republican, of long- 
tried, well-considered convictions, believing that his party deserved his 
support, not because of any bigotry or slavishness, but because popular 
governments are always to be governed by t parties if they are to 
exist at all, and that it is the duty of thecitizen, having chosen what he 
believes to be the truth in principle and the best in party, to stand 
firmly by his party and his faith. 

He was a regular attendant at the sessions of the House. Even the 
long night sessions, that always come toward the close of a Con, , did 
not tire him out, for though he was growing into age, almost sixty-four 
years old, he was the picture of manly vigor, a solid man, ripened and 
turning gray, stout but not yet heavy in movement, the light of his eye 
undiminished. He moved with astrong step, and when he spoke it was 
briefly, in a quick powerful voice and right to the point, for his ideas 
were as clear and decided as his tone or his tread. 

The routine proceedings of the House, and still more the long debates, 
wearied him, and close attendance on the House was a harder duty for 
him than others—more irksome to his nature and activity. He grew 
tired of talk and delay, discussions on points of order, and the eternally 
recurring objections that seemed to prevent anything at all from bein; 
accomplished. He wanted to act, to dispatch public business as he did 
his own—examine the matter carefully and thoroughly, and then de- 
cide it. He said, time is worth something to somebody else if it is not 
to those who are taking up so much time. To have to sitand listen to 
a prolonged debate of many days onan old subject like the tariff, while 
he thought of all his own important interests requiring his attention a 
thousand miles away, made him impatient. 

He was di and annoyed with post-office strifes and the small- 
beer statesmanship of getting and settling petty appointments. But 
he really loved the essential duties of a legislator. He seized the scope 
of a bill quickly and clearly. If it was a new subject to him he went 
to work upon it with all his strength, and he was sostrong that he soon 
mastered it. He took delight in the fruitful work of legislation, in 
any saving of public money, in studying how to cure a burdensome or 
faulty law, or prevent an injustice, or carry out a great line of public 
policy. Although he served but one term in Congress, he had EAAS 
become a practical and efficient legislator, of broad, liberal, progressive 
views. 

In his business he was the same. His mode of adding to his own 
wealth was beneficent to others. There was nothing ignoble or sordid 
init. Each machine for planting or cultivating that he made and sold 
multiplied the hands and lengthened and strengthened the arms of the 
farmer who used it. It added to the hours of the day by adding to the 
work which could be accomplished in it. In wisely combining simple 
instruments into new machines, in subduing and applying the rude 
forces of nature, he conferred fresh strength upon all his neighbors to 
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rm useful labor, created new comfort, and increased the general 
ppiness. 
He was without inherited wealth, and fought his way sturdily and 
steadily to competence, to position, to independence, and in doing this 
his productive activity shed blessings upon others at every step. His 


nature was self-reliant and commanding. He was himself a fine piece 
of human machinery, driven by a bravestrong spirit, that ground every 
obstacle down before its steadfast power. From the beginning, as a 
boy, to the end of his honorable life he earned and paid his scot. 

If he did not inherit wealth, he was heir to marked family qualities. 
The seven Elwood brothers are a tribe in Israel, a valiant element in 
De Kalb County, a body of prominent families, workers, and leaders, 
honorable and honored for worth and for success. 

There are many hundreds of people living in the district I represent 
who knew the face and voice of REUBEN ELLWOOD, and shared the great 
sorrow that pervaded the more eastern counties, where he was univer- 
sally known, when the news spread through tbe country that this no- 
ble-hearted man was dead. And there are many of the members of this 
House who felt a pang of grief that one whom we had known and re- 
spected and learned to know was worthy of all honor had suddenly 
been called from the labors and joys and honors of earth to the life be- 
yond the grave, and that we should see him no morein his accustomed 


seat. 

He has left us the valuable lessen of his career—theexample of a pure 
private life, absolute integrity in business, fidelity and efficiency as a 
Representative, and the devotion to principle in all public affairs which 
is found in one who loves and serves his country as a true patriot. 


Mr. PETERS. In December, 1883, at the first meeting of the Forty- 
REUBEN 


eighth Congress, my acquaintance with Hon. ELLWOOD began. 
After the drawing for seats we became neighbors, Day by day our ac- 
quaintance grew until it ripened into friendship. Though many years 
my senior, his cordial and genial manner attracted me to him, and ere 
the session aged I enjoyed his confidence. 

This was an honor and a compliment which I then cherished and 
now fondly recall. I esteem it a pleasurable duty to speak for and of 
him to-day. - > 

Time had wrinkled his face, but not his heart. Filled as this was 
with human sunshine, his daily greeting had a glow and warmth of 
well-wishing that was infectious. Sixty-four years of life had not 
mildewed hisdisposition. His very presence dispelled gloomy thought 
and scattered troublous apprehension. His large expressive eyes were 
the windows through which the soul within shone with such fervor, 
that the plain face was made to appear handsome. 

He was frank and outspoken, sometimes even to abruptness, but so 
earnest, kind, and sincere that he seldom gave offense. His conscience 
was his own tribunal, and its decrees the rule and guide to his action. 

He was nearly always in his seat during the sessions of the House, giv- 
ienero attention as well as consideration to legislative proceedings. 

is strong iutellect and large practical experience gave a force to his 
suggestions thatimpressed instantly. Hewas notan orator, but rather 
a strong thinker and a logical reasoner. Hedid not speak often in the 
House, but when he did speak he sought to inform and convince his 
hearers. He spoke to those who were present, and always commanded 
attention. He was.an industrious member, very methodical in his 
work, and each day’s closing brought rich returns to the people of his 
district, in much of which the general public shared. 

His political convictions, like all others entertained by him, were very 
strong. He believed certain political tenets were right, and, being 
honest in this belief, was a partisan. He was an honest politician, 
controlled by conviction and not by policy. The ‘‘mrgwumpian” land, 
was to him neutral ground, upon which no honest man could stand and 
preserve his self-respect. He accorded to every man the right to differ 
with him, but his opponent, to secure his respect, must differ from prin- 
ciple. With him there was no intermediate play-ground between truth 
and error. The fawning changeling for place received and merited his 
supreme contempt. 

He was very strong in his affections. One day in the House a tele- 
gram was handed him. He opened it somewhat eagerly, because he 
had many anxieties about business affairs at home. After reading he 
handed it to me, and as I took it I noticed the large, expressive eyes fill 
with tears, the lips quiver, and the involuntary sob well up from the 
anguished heart. The message announced the death of his favorite 
grandchild. The richest, strongest evidence of sincere affection was 
the glistening tear in the eye of this great strong man. No greater 
tribute of love could be given even by the angelic host. 

“Few men get their life-labor accomplished without some sore heart- 
aches.” Thisaftliction was asevereone, from which he never fully ral- 
lied. We parted at close of the session expecting to meet here again. 
One day in mid-simmer, while scanning the dispatches in the daily 
papers in my far Western home, I read of his serious illness; the next 
day brought news of his death. The grandfather and grandchild had 
reunited in a fairer clime, where affection’s current is never broken. 

Personally, I know nothing about his home or the people he so well 
represented in the F: -eighth Congress, but I believe home and people 
in his death lost an able, fearless, and upright champion, 


The frequency of death’s visits almost familiarizes us with ‘‘ the 
horse and rider.’? Like the broad river sweeping on, unmindful of the 
drops of water that are separated from it by the sun’s heat or the dash- 
ing spray, so the current of life’s busy stream sweeps on, scaree notic- 
ing the drops that are separated from it by the summons of the “Grim 
M 7? There are bitter tears, sorrowing hearts, a new-made 
grave, but the busy hum of the world does not cease for an instant. 
When some one can step aside from this busy throng and say truth- 
fully of him who has been summoned, ‘‘ He wasa man,” it isa eulogy 
fit for the king of men. From my short but intimate i 
with REUBEN ELLWOOD I feel that I can earnestly, fervently, and truth- 
fully say of him, ‘‘He was a man.” His life was a busy one. He 
went from New York to Illinois when that prairie State was yet the 
far West. He— 

Crossed the prairies, as of old 
Ton meke the West, Se tear Grek East, 
The homestead of the free. 

The early history of the West is the prophecy; the later history isthe 
fulfillment. The one is hope, the other is fruition. The inspiration 
is of the East—Eastern. e accompli ent is of the West—Western. 

‘The school and the home in New York, cleared and planted and tilled 
the youth and early manhood, but Illinois, with her enlarged possi- 
bilities, ripened and garnered the harvest. After “‘life’s fitful fever” 
his remains rest in the honored soil of his adopted State. Her people 
will guard his memory, and her sons in this House and elsewhere ac- 
cord to his character and life merit and praise more appropriate than 
mine. Be it for me to say that Iam the better and stronger for having 
known-him and that the world is better for his having lived in it, 

His work is done. He now fully realizes— 

After the shower the tranquil sun; 
After the snow, the emerald leaves; 


Silver stars after the day is done; 
After the harvest, golden sheaves. 


After the clouds, the violet sky; 
After the tem: the hill of waves; 
Quiet woods, when the winds go by; 
After the battle, peaceful graves. 
After Stee tank tie dee mead; 
After the flighi jowny nest 
After the furrow, the waking seed; 
After the shadowy river, rest. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, it is true that no word we utter here 
can benefit him whose loss we meet to mourn; but good, and only, 
can result from recounting the virtues of those who lose life in their 
country’s service. 

It was not my fortune to meet REUBEN ELLWOOD till the early part of 
the first session of the Forty-eighth Congress. Those who have had ex- 
perience here I think will agree with me that the House of Represent- 
atives does not afford the best opportunities for thorough acquaintance 
with members in a short time. The duties are so t and so inces- 
sant, that in the rush of the sessionand the hurry of business we have 
to get acquainted as we can, not as we would. 

But my acquaintance with the deceased was very intimate and ex- 
ceedingly pleasant. It began by both being placed on the same com- 
mittee. I remember the day it began with great pleasure; the day 
death ended it with much pain. Our first interview I remember dis- 
tinctly. He had been detained at home some days after the announce- 
ment of committees of the House, so he could not attend the first meet- 
ing of the committee. On his return he came to my seat in the House, 
introduced himself to me, sa; he observed I was chairman of his 
committee, explained the cause of his absence, and avowed his 
to miss no meetings. How well he kept that resolution the of 
the Claims Committee bear most hon testimony. He had referred 
to him more than fifty bills, and hence I know whereof I speak when 
I say he was ever vigilant and efficient. 

In the discharge of duty he knew no fagging, no friend, no foe. In 
its discharge he was not moved by ion nor swayed by prejudice. 
He had strong political convictions, but never allowed them to control 
him in the committee-room. Indeed, after two years of intimate asso- 
ciation, where we met almost daily, I do not remember a single action 
in committee by which my opinion could be formed of his political 
faith. I have said he strong political convictions. Yes; he be- 
lieved that no greater calamity could overtake our people than for them 
to become too ignorant to have opinions concerning their government 
or too cowardly to avow them. But it is also true that he a heart 
big enough to love every lover of his country, and had patriotism enough 
to condemn every man who was an enemy to his country’s institutions. 

What an encouragement is his life to the destitute, uneducated youth ! 
Born of poor ts, he was cast upon his own resources at an early age. 
When, in 1837, he left his New York home, sixteen years old, and took 
up his line of march for De Kalb County, Ilinois, he had nothing but 
robust health, strong will, untiring industry, and high integrity. But 
eombine these, and the fortunate possessor is sufficiently armed and 
equipped for the battle of life in our heaven-favored country, and can 
no more fail under our free institutions than the planet can fail to keep 
its orbit. From this combination we have derived our Jacksons, our 
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Clays, and our Websters. So marked has been the of men 
struggling against poverty, that it would seem that man, like the kite, 
rises against the wind, not with it. 

Adversity tries the man as heat tries the metal, and only proves the 
sternness of the stuff of which he is made. From the beginning of his 
career he had the intelligence to form opinions for himself and the man- 
liness to express them. But while firm in his own convictions, he was 
deferential to the opinions of others. He demanded no cringing from 
others nor yielded it to others. After he had battled against adver- 
sity for four years, and about the time he attained his majority, he 
concluded he must have additional educational attainments. So, re- 
turning to New York, he entered Cherry Valley Academy, and began 
the course of study which was of so much service to him in after years. 
This step was indicative of the spirit that always characterized him. 

It is hard enough for us to confess ignorance at all times; but it re- 
quires more moral courage than most men have after four years have been 
spent in the active pursuits of successful business life to go back to the 
school-room almost entirely unlettered and take a place at the foot of 
classes composed of those who are years younger than we. This young 
ELLWOOD had the courage to do, and it was indicative of that spirit 
which enabled him to overcome the obstacles of life, 

When thirty years old he made his first political venture, and was 
elected a representative to the New York assembly as a Whi 

I will leave to others who knew him earlier the office of giving step 
by step the different periods of his life. It is sufficient for me to say 
that, whether we trace REUBEN ELLWOOD through the trials of youth, 
the struggles of young manhood, the eminent success of mature age, 
or the last great triumph of his life, when one hundred and sixty-five 
thousand people called him to serve them in the Congress of the great 
Republic, he is the same honorable, high-toned man. In every field 
of Jabor, in every walk of life, he inquired only where the path of duty 
lay, and followed it whether it led to his personal loss or gain. In the 
home circle he had all the gentleness and tenderness to make 
those around him happy. At the same time he had all the strength 
and sternness required to meet and move men in the affairs of life. 

After a life full of activity and success the day approached when his 
struggles were to end and his successes cease. The Ist day of July 
came and found him surrounded by faithful friends and anxious loved 
ones, but beyond their power to give him relief. He knew his end 
was nigh, and faced it, as he had life, with{firm resignation. His last 
words were, ‘‘Itisallright; itisallright.’’ The ‘‘ golden bowl” of his 
terrestrial existence was broken and the “‘silver cord” that bound 
REUBEN ELLWOOD to this life was “loosed.” His family lost its chief 
stay, society a most worthy member, and his country a patriot. This 
consolation is left to all, that he belongs to that class of whom it may 
be truly said : Es s SARERA 

piner arare ay Sp lac 


Shall dim one ray of holy light y 
That gilds their glorious tomb. 


Mr. DUNITAM. Mr. Speaker, my acquaintance with REUBEN ELL- 
Woop commenced a few days before the assembling of the Forty-eighth 
Congress. Occupying almost adjoining seats, and representing the dis- 
trict nearly bordering upon my own in the State of Illinois, I was often 
thrown into his company, I would be unwilling to let this occasion 
pass without offering my tribute to the memory of a man that I learned 
to like so well. Full of zeal in his work, active in behalf of his con- 
stituents, faithful to his duties, he wasin my judgment a useful and 
efficient member of this House. Personally I admired theman. His 
frequent reference to his family and his home, and his often-expressed 
wish that the days might rapidly pass so that he could once more join 
the ‘‘loved ones,” plainly proved his excellent qualities of head and 
heart. 

Never shall I forget the evidence of great grief displayed when a tele- 
gram was handed him, while in the midst of his duties here, announcing 
the death of liis little grandson. While the eyes filled with tears and 
the great frame shook with emotion, the heart almost broken, and the 
fact that he was unable to be present at the funeral adding to his sor- 
row, still, with the resignation of a true Christian, he said to us, ‘Hard 
it is; but he is in a happier world than this.” The continued and re- 
aaron evidences of -will and affection of the people among whom 

lived and whom he represented in the Congress of the United States 
plainiy demonstrated their confidence. We knew him but a few 
months, yet long enough to heartily indorse all that his home friends 
and neighbors might say for him. 

Greater statesmen may have come upon the stage of life than our 
friend, men whose names may live longer in history than REUBEN ELL- 
woop, yet none have been more faithful in the work given them to do. 

The reputation of a man in the immediate locality of his own home 
is more precious than honors that may be ascribed by the outside world. 
Our friend in an eminent degree gained and kept the affection of his 
own fellow-citizens. His workis done; his labors areended. Helives 
again. He now enters upon that real life which shall have no end. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, my respect for Mr. ELL- 
Woon’s character is so profound, my relations with him. during the 
Forty-eighth Congress were so cordial and intimate, that I can not for- 
bear the attempt to add one more tribute to his memory. 


His districtadjoined mine. We had many interests in common. As 
the first session of the last went on I came to understand and 
respect him more and more, not only as I met him here on the floor of 
the House, butelsewhere. We frequently walked home from the Capi- 
tol together at the close of the day’s session, On these occasions he 
would sometimes open his heart to me, and I could see how hissimple, 

, home-loying nature was affected by the hurry and excitement 
of lifein Washington. I do not think Mr. ELLWOOD enjoyed Congres- 
sional life, save as he enjoyed the consciousness of serving with all his 
might a constituency for which he entertained a sincere and profound 


respect. 

I remember he told me one afternoon toward the end of the long ses- 
sion that he had no desire to remain in Congress. He felt himself un- 
fitted for the place. As for debate on the floor, he told me that he often 
had a desire to join it, but had always been held back by a distrust 
in his ability to hold the attention of the House. As for the routine 
duties which consume so much of the time and strength and vitality of 
a member of Congress, his feeble health rendered them peculiarly irk- 
some. Yet he performed them with scrupulous and painstaking regu- 
larity to the very utmost of his physical ability. It was his duty, and 
that was enough. 

Notwithstanding his indifference to political distinction, he did ear- 
nestly desire to be returned to forasecond term. He simply 
wanted his constituents to say that he had served them well. T 
that term he would go back to his quiet regular home life, and among 
the people who had given him repeated testimonials of their confidence 
and esteem he looked forward to spending in comfort and honor and 
congenial occupation the declining years of his life. 

In supposing that he was unfitted for debate on the floor of the House 
Mr. ELLWOOD greatly underrated his own powers. My colleague has 
told us howon one occasion he broke through his habitual reserve, and 
by a sudden burst of eloquence bore down all opposition and carried a 
political convention by storm. 

We, too, who knew him in the Forty-eighth Congress well remember 
one occasion, two years ago, when Mr. ELLWOOD, who till then had 
never the House, felt that the interests of his constituents 
were at stake and that he must take the floor. He did so, and the 
House, wearied as it was by a long debate, was at once stilled into re- 
spectful silence by his magnificent voice and by the clear, terse Eng- 
lish in which his ideas were expressed. : 

Not the least useful among members surely is he who speaks thor- 
oughly well when he has something definite to say, and is content to 
be silent on all other occasions. 

We have heard from the chairman of his committee how faithfal his 
service was, how decided his convictions, how free his charity for the 
convictions of others. 

There are some men whose toleration of other men’s opinions is due 
to the lack of strong opinions of their own. There are other men 
whose strong convictions make them purblind even to the honesty of 
those whose convictions do not accord with their own. In neither class 


„could Mr. ELLWOOD finda place. He was a friend of the people, but he 


did not claim to be the only friend the people had. Above the reach 
of suspicion himself, it did not occur to him to suspect the integrity of 
others merely because they differed with him on some public question. 
He willingly gave credit even to those whose political theories he con- 
demned for possessing motives as disinterested as his own. 

That is the true frame of mind and feeling for an American legis- 
lator. We representa country so vast, so diversified in its material in- 
terests, so vacate the habits of life and thought which prevail among 
its people, that we can not expect to truly express the sentiment of the 
nation unless we can deliberate together with malice toward none and 
with charity to all. 

Those who can not understand how the policy of a great nation can 
be wisely and safely guided without the aid of professional statesmen 
of long experience in public affairs, but solely by the sterling integrity 
and clear judgment of representative men who express here in the Na- 
tional Legislature the virtue and intelligence and public spirit of their 
Congressional districts, may learn something from the brief, laborious, 
conscientious public career of REUBEN ELLWOOD. 

The resolutions were adopted; and accordingly (at 2 o'clock and 25 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: ; 

By Mr. J. M. ALLEN: Papers relating to the claim of William §. 
Warren, of Corinth, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BALLENTINE: Petition of John Bowden; of Robert R. 
McGuire; and of Robert R. Phelps, executor of John Phelps, asking 
reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the same commit- 


tee. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Papers relating to the claim of J. R. McGold- 
rick, of Louisiana—to the Committee on Claims. I 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Papers relating to the claim of Fred. Phillips— 
to the same committee. - 

By Mr. BURROWS: Joint resolution of the Michigan Legislature, 
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asking for an ra re rhea inaid of the construction ofa soldiers’ home 


in the State of Michigan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition from the Lake Carriers’ Association, for the improve- 
ment of the Saint Mary’s River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Numerous petitions, memorials, &c., 
relating to and asking for the appointment of a commission for the 
testing of iron, steel, and other structural materials—to the Committee 
on Manufactures. 

rg tae relating to the claims of Terrence Delozier and of Fran- 
cis M. —to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIN: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Susannah P. 
Swope, assignee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DUNN: Petition of Ezekiel Rogers, of William K. Bove, and 
of E. C. Brown, and heirs of Thomas J. Brown, of Arkansas, asking 
that their claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, praying 
for a law allowing all citizens of the United States to fish in the nay- 
igable bays and rivers of the United States dividing States and Terri- 
torities—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Memorial of Mrs. Mary Mortimer Semmes, 
widow of the late Commodore Alexander Semmes, praying for an in- 
crease of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FISHER: Petition of Hon. John C. Leaton and 43 others, of 
Isabella County; of Hon. T. Jerome, P. C. Andre, and 40 others, of 
Saginaw County; of Hon. E. A. Todd, Hon. Hugh McCurdy, the board 
of supervisors, and 150 others, of Shiawassee County; of J. W. Cochran 
and 100 others, of Midland County; of W. H. Lutz and 93 others, of 
Huron County; of Hon. Carl Heisterman and 104 others, of Huron 
County; of Bela W. Jenks and 128 others, of Huron County; of Hon. 
Eugene Smith, Mark Hopkins, and 17 others, of Saint Clair County; of 
Earnest Schilling and 46 others, of Huron County; of John C. Liken 
and 102 others, of Huron County; of Hon. R. Windsor and 138 others, 
of Huron County; of Thomas B, Wordworth and 123 others, of Huron 
County; of W. C. Williamson and 40 others, of Huron County; of Ward 
H. Jennings and 64 others, of Lapeer County; of Emil Schureman and 
9 others, of Saginaw County; of D. O. Connors, Hon. C. S. Hampton, 
and 74 others, of Emmet County; of Hon. George L. Maltz and 103 
others, of Alpena County; of J. F. Turner and 36 others, of Tuscola 
County; of Hon. O. E. McCutcheon and 75 others, of Iosco County; 
of John Mellen and 39 others, of Alcona County; of Hon. B. W. Husten, 
Hon. Townsend North, and 59 others, of Tuscola County; of Hon. John 
H. Richardson and 31 others, of Tuscola County; of Charles Montague 
and 46 others, of Tuscola County; of John Hill and 4 others, of Tus- 
cola County; of Theodore F. Kasemyer and 104 others, of Tuscola 
County; of D. B. Richardson and 63 others, of Tuscola County; of E. 
E. Williams and 38 others, of Iosco County; and of Hon. Wat. Hum- 
phreys and 91 others, of Cheboygan County, Michigan, asking that 
the United States court may be established at Bay City, Mich.—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of Cynthia Daniel and of Mary Caroline 
Bary, widow of Thomas J. Bary, asking reference of claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of Sallie S. Chaney, widow of Fleming W. 
Chaney, and of Joseph M. Lannon, of Tennessee, for reference of their 
claims to the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Mrs, Elizabeth Copeland, for additional bounty— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. HOUK: Paper by T. W. Tallmadge, relating to a pension 
claim—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMES: Petition of A. A. Low and 1,200 others, merchants 
of New York, asking that Congress give practical effect to the recom- 
mendation of President Cleveland, that the compulsory coinage of the 
standard silver dollar be suspended—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Memorial of the National Cotton Exchange, con- 
cerning increased appropriations for Signal Service in the cotton States— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the establishment of a light-house at New- 
port News Point, Virginia—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LORE: Petition of D. H. Holland & Son and 66 others, citi- 
zens of Delaware, for an appropriation for completing the Government 
pier at Lewes, Del.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of Knights of Labor, of Atlantic, Iowa, 
for passage of Oklahoma bill—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: Petition of merchants, masters, and owners of 
vessels, for a breakwater at Duck Island Harbor, Connecticut—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of James A. Grier, of Marshall County, 
Mississippi, asking reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Petition for the reduction of postage on religious 
monthlies—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of James Morgan and others, of West Liberty, Iowa, 
for woman suffrage—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Petition of Mrs, Alice Whiting, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Mr. PERKINS: Petitions and papers of James F. McCune and others, 
asking for a pension for Jacob Copes, a soldier of the Black Hawk war— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition of Andrew Burgess, John Hall, and 
William T. Roundtree, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to claim of James and William White, of Haw- 
kins County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PRICE: Memorial of the board of supervisors of Saint Croix 
County, Wisconsin, asking for a law prohibiting railroads from charging 
a greater price for a short than a long haul—to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of George A. L. Miller, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. T. B. REED: Petition of Samuel L. Paine, for a pension— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of William Kelly and 108 others, citizens 
of Port Clinton, Ohio, against the renewal or involving any action for 
extending what is known as the treaty of Washington—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SAYERS: Papers in the case of Thomas F. Purnell for re- 
lief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SEYMOUR: A bill for the improvement of the harbor of Five 
Mile River, Connecticut—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of citizens of Tarrytown, Md., for the re- 
peal of the law relating to the coinage of silver—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. 
Laura Hentig—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. VIELE: Memorial of the Maritime Association of New York, 
asking for the construction of a signal station at Point Jupiter, Florida— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WADE: Petitions of W. G. and A. L. Keithling, and of J. P. 
Weatherman, administrator of James B. Edwards, for reference of their 
war claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WINANS: Petitions of Hons. George H. Durand, William B. 
McCreery, Mark W. Stevens, and 50 others, citizens of Genesee County; 
of Hons. H. R. Lovell, William Hamilton, and 50 others, citizens of 
Genesee County; and of Thomas H. Powell and 89 others, citizens of 
Oakland County, Michigan, asking that the United States courts be 
established at Bay City, Mich.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 
upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates of one, 
two, and five dollars, the same being made alegal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 
in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 

a Mr. EDEN: Of J. C. Roberts and 126 others, citizens of Irving, 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, January 29, 1886. 


Prayer by Rev. D. W. Faunce, D. D., of Washington city. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. WALTHALL presented the credentials of JAMES Z. GEORGE, 
chosen by the Legislature of Mississippi a Senator from that State for 
the term beginning March 4, 1887; which were read, and ordered to 
be placed on file. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of Chapman Local 
Assembly, No. 164, Knights of Labor, of Ohio, praying for the opening 
to settlement of lands in the Indian Territory; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CONGER presented resolutions adopted by the Michigan State 
board of control of swamp lands, remonstrating against the passage 
of House bill 1571, to quiet and confirm the title to certain lands in 
Saginaw Bay, in the State of Michigan, being marsh lands adjacent to 
Maison Island; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

He also presented the petition of William Bradbury and 33 other 
citizens of Lisbon, Mich., praying for the passage of a resolution sub- 
mitting to the ple the question of woman suffrage; which was re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, presented a petition of citizens of Taney- 
town, Md., praying for the repeal of the silver-coinage act; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of the local assembly of 
the ts of Labor, Albia, Iowa, praying for the organization of a 
Territorial government over the Indian Territory and theopening of 
all public and unoccupied lands in that Territory to homestead settle- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr, JACKSON presented the petition of John T. Stansell, of Chester 
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County, Tennessee, praying for the of an act the 
Adjutant-General to place his name on the roll of his former company; 
-which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr, BUTLER presented a petition of the National Cotton Exchange 
of America, indorsed by the Charleston Exchange, praying the enact- 
ment of a law making bills of lading conclusive evidence in certain 
cases; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the National Cotton Exchange of 
America, praying an increased appropriation for the Signal Service in 
the cotton States, with resolutions of the Charleston (S. C.) Cotton Ex- 
change indorsing the same; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. SAULSBURY presented a petition of citizens of Delaware, pray- 
ing an appropriation for the completion of the pier in Delaware Bay, 
near Lewes, in Sussex County, Delaware; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of the survivors of the Sultana dis- 
aster, which occurred on the Mississippi River during the late rebellion, 
praying to be placed on the pension-rolls; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of the Knights of Labor of Clinton, T1., 
and also the petition of the Knights of Labor of Tuscola, Ill, praying 
for the opening of unoccupied lands in the Indian Territory to settle- 
ment; which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a resolution of the Chicago Union Veteran Club, in 
favor of the passage of the bill to equalize pensions introduced by Sena- 
tor Ingalls; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a yin of Charles H. Chamberlain and others, 
citizens of the town of Lake, TIl., in favor of the amendment of the Con- 
stitution of the United States protecting women in the enjoyment of the 
right of suffrage; which was referred to the Select Committee on Wo- 
man Suffrage. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr INGALLS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1020) authorizing the District of Colum- 
bia to convey the alley, 15 feet wide, running east and west, between 
lots 6 and 7, in square 635, comprising an area of 3,480 square feet of 
land, to the owner of said lots, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
a letter was addressed by the Secretary of State under date of January 
8, 1886, transmitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War ad- 
dressed to the Secretary of State under date of December 29, 1885, and 
a copy of a letter addressed to the Secretary of State by General O. O. 
Howard, United States Army, under date of 16th November, 1885, re- 
questing the consent of Congress to General Howard receiving from the 
French Republic a decoration of the Legion of Honor and the brevet 
appointment and honorary rank of chevalier, submitted a report thereon; 
which was ordered to be printed. 


s GEORGE S. STORRS. 


Mr. INGALLS. Ireport from the Committee on the Judiciary favor- 
ably,with an amendment, the bill (S. 831) for the relief of George S. 
Storrs, of Texas. 

In accordance with the practice of the Senate, which has grown al- 
most into the force of law, I ask that the bill may be now considered, 
it being one to remove the political disabilities of the person named in. 
the bill. I will state that he was a midshipman in the United States 
Navy who resigned in 1860. A petition in due form is presented and 
is accompanied by a certificate from the proper officers that he was not 
indebted to the Government of the United States at the time of his 
resignation. I ask that the bill may be read and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 
imous consent to proceed to the consideration of the bill at this time. 
Is there objection ? 

Mr. CONGER. I ask whether the bill is based upon a petition ? 


Mr. INGALLS. A petition, I stated, was filed, together with a cer- 
tificate of non-indebtedness on the partof the proper accounting officers 
of the United States, 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on the Judiciary was, in 
ae a ne word ‘‘ Texas,”’ to insert “‘ be, and he;’’ so as to make 
the bi J 


Be it enacted, &c., That soorge 8. Storrs, of the State of Texas, be, and he is 
hereby, relieved ofall political disabilities imposed upon him by the third sec- 
tion of the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States, 


‘The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. The bill was ordered to be for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed, two-thirds of the Senators 
present voting in favor thereof. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MAXEY introduced a bill (S. 1284) to enable the Secretary of 
War to examine the claims of the States of Texas, Colorado, Oregon, 
California, Nevada, and the Territories of Washington and Idaho, as 
directed by the act approved June 27, 1882, chapter 241 of the laws of 


the Forty-seventh Congress, first session; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. MAXEY. Accompanying the bill isa very important letter 
from the Secretary of War, which should be considered in connection 
with the bill. I ask that the letter of the Secretary of War accompa- 
nying the bill be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas asks that 
the letter accompanying the bill introduced by him be printed as a 
document. That order will be made if there be no objection. 

Mr. MAXEY. Inow move that the bill, with the accompanying 
papers, be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMPTON introduced a bill (S. 1285) for the relief of Dr. A. 
Sidney Tebbs; which was read twice by its title, and referred to. the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S, 1286) to amend section 604 of the 
Revised Statutes, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1287) granting a pension to Will- 
iam L. Clarke; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S..1288) granting a pension to Robert Hol- 
sey; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1289) granting a pension to Thomas J. 
Owen; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 1290) granting a pension to 
David W. Hamilton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1291) granting increase of pen- 
sion to Lyman Flowers; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1292) granting a ion to N. Z. 
Bailey; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1294) providing for the auditing and 

yment of claims of soldiers who served in the several Indian wars in 

‘lorida; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. ‘ 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 1295) to regulate appointments 
and promotions in the staff of the Marine Corps; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CALL. By request of the governor of the State of Florida I 
introduce a bill. 

The bill (S. 1293) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to settle 
and pay the claim of the State of Florida on account of expenditures 
made in suppressing Indian hostilities and for other purposes, was 
read twice by its title. 

I ask the coisa of the Senate to say a word in explanation of 
the bill. This subject, in the shape of a bill, was introduced by my 
colleague [Mr. JONES] in the Forty-eighth Congress, and after con- 
sideration by the Committee on Military Affairs a bill was reported 
allowing the State of Florida $92,000 in money and canceling the 
bonds of the State held by the Indian trust fund. While that bill was 
pending before the Senate, after a favorable report by the Committee 
on Military Affairs, a letter was received from the then governor of 
Florida asking my colleague, with whom the entire correspondence a 
the State authorities had been had, to object to the passage of the bi 
and ask its recommitment to the Committee on Mili Affairs. The 
letter, which was addressed by the governor of the State, Governor Blox- 
ham, to my colleague, was as follows: 


EXECUTIVE OFFICE, Tallahassee, Fla., April 11, 1884. 


DEAR Jones: Your favor of the 7th has been received and considered. After 
members of our State government I sent the telegram 
about the Indian . Now,my dear Senator, I will give you our reasons, ac- 
cording to the settlement proposed in the Hampton report. The State would 
receive the difference between the $224,000 allowed by the Secretary of Warand 
the $132,000 of our bonds held by the Indian trust fund, or $92,000 in cash and our 
one hundred and thirty-two bonds, 
gence nant yd ea Peas Ee > ara Mr. Mare S korty him 15 per RT 
a W we assented ai n tit was 15 per cent. upon the 
money we received. But Mr. Wailes a hoa the 15 per cent. on the money, 
and on the $132,000 bonds and on the interest due on those bonds or the coupons 
representing said interest. When in Jacksonville last February Mr. Wailesand 
aae called on Governor Drew and he interpreted the contract as Mr. Wailes 
di Now, take $132,000 in bonds, interest on same $240,000, and $92,000 in cash, 
ing $464,000, ye which Mr. Wailes would claim 15 per cent. interest, you 
u 


mak! 

see at once, cting his commission from the cash we receive, there 
would be but an t sum to turn into the treasury. It would be too 
small to be sati , Athink it had better go over than, practically, for all 


isfactory. 
we receive in cash to go in the shape of commissions, 


Believe me, your friend, truly, 
Hon. C, W., Jones, 
United States 


W. D. BLOXHAM, 


In introducing this bill I desire to say that I at previous sessions of 
Congress had received numerous communications from the people of the 
State sta’ that a portion of these claims for services rendered by 
soldiers in the Indian wars in Florida and for the compensation due 
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them for equipments lost in the service of the United States had never 
been paid, and that the surviving widows and children of those soldiers 
had a right to be paid, and requesting, as their claims had been sent to 
me, that I would ask the passage of a bill for their payment. To the 
end therefore that, instead of payinga claim agent about $62,000, nearly 
the whole of the $92,000 proposed to be paid in money by the General 
Government for the debt which the State assumed in defending her 
soil from the Indians, I propose that a condition should be attached to 
it that the money should be firstapplied to the payment of the surviv- 
ing soldiers who had not been paid and to their widows and children 
in preference to this payment of 15 per cent. upon an enormous claim 
to an alleged State agent, who-was not known and who had rendered no 
service, and who could not possibly render any service or contribute in 
any way to the passage of the bill. 

The present governor of the State has informed me in a recent con- 
versation that he would regard such a condition as a reflection on the 
State. Iregard it asa reflection upon the Senate of the United States, 
upon the Senators and Members of Congress, and a great injury to the 
State that the large amount of 15 per cent. on $464,000 should be paid 
for services never rendered, while the soldiers who rendered the services 
for which the State government is paid remain in part unpaid and their 
widows and children suffering and unprovided for. Under these cir- 
cumstances I consider it a public scandal that a vastsum of money should 
be paid to lawyers or pretended agents for votes to be given in Congress 
by Senators and Representatives upon subjects clearly ascertain 
upon which the history of the legislation of the country has been fix 
for years, as it has been on this subject of reimbursing the States for ex- 
penses incurred in suppressing Indian hostilities, where there is no pos- 
sibility to render any service. The idea of $62,000 being paid ont of the 
sum of $92,000 allowed by Congress I think should receive public con- 
demnation, and I desire in my place in the Senate to give expression to 
this opinion that it may reach the people of theState. Ihave no doubt 
as to what the people of the State desire. They desire this money to be 
paid first to the honest and just claims of soldiers, their widows and 
children, who have rendered service and have not been paid, and then 
to be appropriated to the education of the children of the State, and not 
to the payment of individuals for services not rendered. There areno 
services that can by any possibility be rendered. 

It is a plain question of legislation, upon which the history of the 
country has committed the Governinent and upon which there has never 
been a failure on the part of Congress to pay since the early history 
of thecountry. I have been informed that the Legislature of the State 
has directed that this money when paid shall be first applied to the 
payment of the soldiers who have not been paid. 

There was a question, however, which I hope the committee will con- 
sider and act on favorably and without delay. No interest was allowed 
the State of Florida upon her claim for money expended in suppressing 
these hostilities. It will make a considerable difference in the amount, 
and it is in my opinion clear that this interest should be allowed by 
the committee, and a bill for the payment of the whole amount passed 
by the Senate. I desire that the subject shall again be investigated by 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and that the interest may be allowed 
ere this claim; and for this purpose this bill has been intro- 

need. 

The present governor informs me, unofficially, that he is not of the 
opinion, as far as he as an individual is concerned, that this con- 
tract with his predecessor, Governor Drew, for the payment of this 
enormous sum, was & proper contract; but that officially he can express 
no opinion on the subject. I desire that the matter Shall receive in- 
vestigation by the commi and that such a direction shall be given, 
so far as it is proper and consistent with the rights of the State, to this 
money when it is paid to the State of Florida as will secure its appropria- 
tion in conformity with the act of the Legislature of Florida, and will re- 
lieve the State officers and the State from all trouble from the alleged 
contract, and apply it to the payment, first, of those who rendered these 
services, and then the State will be at liberty to devote the rest of the 
money to education or to give it away, if she pleases, under the alleged 
contract, to agents for services never rend but claimed tohave been 
rendered, here. 

Mr. President, the governor of Florida and the courts of Florida and 
all her authorities are doubtless entirely faithful and earnest in the per- 
formance of their duties to the people and quite as solicitous as I am 
for everything that concerns the welfare of the State and her people—and 
the interests of her people can be safely left to them—in to this 
and all other State interests; but I think a duty is presented by this 
case for the Senate and Congress to vindicate themselves by some pub- 
lic expression in regard tc such a transaction. So faras am concerned 
I urge upon the committee and the Senate immediate and favorable 
consideration of this bill and the payment of this claim, both principal 
and interest, and the release of the money due the State now in the 
Treasury Department and withheld from her because of the bond debt 
and other unsettled claims of the United States. The State needs this 
money for the education of her children and for other necessary public 
purposes. I shall spare neither time nor effort to accom: this 
pose, and if any considerable part of thismoney shall fail to be applied 
to these objects, but shall be donated to individuals under fictitious pre- 
tenses, the fault and the responsibility shall not rest on me, 


I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
The motion was agreed to. 


COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 


Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent to have read at the desk and 
printed some amendments proposed to the bill (S. 9) to fix the day for 
the a | of the electors of President and Vice-President, and to pro- 
vide for regulate the counting of the votes for President and Vice- 
President and the decision of questions arising thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks consent to present amendments to the bill referred to at this time ? 
Is there objection ? 

ropa I want them read, so as to go into the RECORD, and be 
prin 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the amendments will be read and ordered to be printed. 

The Chief Clerk read the proposed amendments, as follows: 

Section 4, line 57, after “counted,” insert “ which a rto have been cast by 
electors whose 


the names appear on the lists certified by the executive of the 
State in accordance with the provisions of section 136 of Revised Statutes as 


the a such vacancy in the mode provided by the laws 
Ke fd eee prensa Bardasa ag inga Greene epics say eng et front aon 
to be so , then those votes and those only shall be counted 


” 


w X 

Add to the bill a new section, as follows: 

SEC.—,. “Section 136 of the Revised Statutes is amended to read as follows: ‘SEC, 
136, It shall be the duty of the executive of each State to cause three lists of the 
names of the electors of such State to be made and certified under the great seal 
of the State, and to be delivered to the electors on or before the day on which 
they are required by the preceding section to mect.’”’ 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill; which was ordered to be printed. 


SURVEY OF NICARAGUA CANAL ROUTE. 


_ Mr. EDMUNDS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the merci fe and he is hereby, directed to trans- 


mit to the Senate copies of drawings and report of a recent survey of the Nicar- 
agua canal route made by Chief Engineer Menocal, 


CONSIDERATION OF EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS. 

Mr. PLATT. I offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That exccutive nominations shall hereafter be considered in open 
session, except when otherwise ordered by vote of the Senate, 

Mr. President, I have offered the resolution for reference to the Com- 
mittee on Rules, and I ask that it may be printed also. I do not de- 
sire to speak upon it at the t time, except merely to call the at- 
tention of the Committee on Rules to it and to express the hope that it 
may receive early consideration and an early report. If the report 
should be favorable, I do not think I shall have anything to say on the 
resolution, but if otherwise, I shall then desire to submit some remarks 
on the subject of the resolution. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the resolu- 
tion will be referred to the Committee on Rules and be printed. 


SILVER DEPOSITS AT NEW ORLEANS. 


Mr. EUSTIS submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Thatthe Secretary of the be, and is hereby, directed to com- 
Poa esr to the Senate whether mo ir Ar have been issued to the assist- 
ant treasurer at New Orleans to refuse to receive silver dollars on deposit and 
issue therefor certificates, or whether he has been instructed to receive only a 
limited amount of said silver dollars, and if such instructions have been issued, 
to inform the Senate the reasons upon which they are based. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. VAN WYCK, it was . 
Ordered, That the papers in the claim of John Fraser be taken from the filcs 
and referred to the Committee on Claim, there being no adverse report. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the Committee on Finance be dis- 
from the further consideration of the bill (S. 559) for the relief 
of George F. Roberts and others, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 
The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, an- 
nounced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H. Res. 71) au- 
thorizing the Superintendent of Public Buildings and Grounds in the 
District of Columbia to supply plants and shrubs to fill certain vases 
in the Pension building; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

STATUES OF LAFAYETTE AND GARFIELD. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
communication from the Secretary of War, which was read: 


WAR DerartMest, Washington City, January 29, 1886. 
Mr. PRESIDENT: I notice in the Recorp thata concurrent resolution will prob- 
ably be acted on to-day taking the circle at the intersection of Maryland ave- 
nue and First street west for the statue of Lafayette. I send you the proceed- 
ings of the commission showing the selection of that site, under law, for the 
statue of President Garfield; also, a contract made with J.Q. A. Ward to erect 
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a estal at that spot, these facts may have esca; your mem 
I pe forwarded the above papers, which, tec serene have crea 
kept in safe custody until returned to this Department. 


Very truly, yours, 
WM. C. ENDICOTT, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. Jonny SHERMAN, 
ident pro tempore Uniled Slates Senate. 

Mr. VEST. I ask that the communication lie on the table until the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] comes in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair has consulted with the 
Senator from Vermont in regard to the communication. It will lie on 
the table for the present. The order to print will be made, if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. MORRILL subsequently said: I move that the letter from the 
Secretary of War relative to a site for the statues of Lafayette and 
Garfield, laid on the table by the President pro tempore, be referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to, 


SIOUX RESERVATION IN DAKOTA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no “‘concurrent or other 
resolutions,” the consideration of the Calendar isin order. The first 
case on the Calendar will be reported. 

The bill (S. 52) to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux 
Nation of Indians, in Dakota, into separate reservations, and to secure 
the relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder, was announced 
as first in order, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The pending question ison the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. The 
amendment to the amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1 of the proposed amendment, after 
the word ‘‘claims,’’ in line 14, it is proposed to insert: 

And procure title thereto under the provisions of section 20 of this act. 


And in line 15, after the word ‘‘required,’’ to strike out ‘‘by law” 
and insert ‘‘therein;’’ so as to read: 

Shall, for a period of ninety days after proclama Presid 
= to be haio by frrr 22 Of this caters a Tight to reenter searag tin} 
c and procure title thereto under the provisions of section 20 of this act, and 
complete the same as required therein, 

Mr. HARRISON. I simply wish to repeat what I have once before 
said, that it seems to me section 20 of the bill, to which the amendment 
refers distinctly, limits entries to homesteads, and I can not help but 
think that to make the amendment read that those who located home- 
stead, pre-emption, or town-site claims shall complete those claims 
under the homestead laws, is, I will not say an absurdity, because the 
Senator from Kansas wo E 2oy gs: sashes absurdity, but there is an 
incongruity and contradiction of terms aboutit that, it seems to me, 
will embarrass the Land Department in dealing with this question. I 
do not know how a pre-emption entry can be settled under the home- 
stead law; and that is what the bill will require if the amendment be 


adopted. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Indiana is entirely mistaken. We 
are not dealing with pre-emption entries at all, and no reference is made 
to them in the bill so far except for the purpose of identifying both the 
person and the land. Having said that whoever had entered under any 
of these laws might enter that land under the homestead law we have 
done all that is needed, so far as making our intent perfectly certain 
and plain is concerned. There will be no difficulty in applying the rule 
provided for in my amendment for the person taking the homestead 
claim if that homestead claim was the same land upon which he had 
before settled, whether he had settled under the homestead law or under 
the pre-emption law. In either case he would go on and perfect his 
title under section 20. Therefore there is not only no trouble about 
it, but the matter is, as I said, y clear. 

Mr. HARRISON. As I said to the Senator from Kansas, if a man 
has taken one homestead claim he can not take another. 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, but under section 20 he can, if he hastaken half 
a dozen, take another. 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Section 20 does not limit the right to exercise the 
privilege allowed in that section to persons who have not heretofore 
availed themselves of the provisions of the homestead law, butit is ap- 
plicable to all citizens of the United States who may go upon this land 
and take it under the provisions of that section. 

Mr. HARRISON. There is exactly the point of difference between 
myself and the Senator from Kansas. I the attention of Senators 
to the first clause of section 20. It reads: 


That all the lands uired by the visions of this act, except American Isl- 
and, Farm d, and Niobrara Island, shall be of by the United 


States to actual settlers only, under the provisions of the homestead laws of the 
United States. 

I undertake to say that that makes all the provisions of the home- 
stead law applicable to the case of these settlers, and if it does, then it 
makes applicable that provision of the homestead law which says that 
no person shall make more than one homestead entry. 


The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas to the amendment of the Senator from In- 


diana. 
The question being put, it was declared that the noes appeared to 


eer. PLUMB. Iask fora division on that. 
Mr. MANDERSON and Mr. HARRIS. Let the amendment be re- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


rted. 

P The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. . 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1 of the proposed amendment, line 
14, after the word ‘‘claims,’’ it is proposed to insert the words “‘and 
procure title thereto under the provisions of section 20 of this act;’’ and 
in line 15 to strike out the words “‘ by law” and insert ‘‘therein;”’ so 
as to read: 

Shall, for a period of ninety days after the proclamation of the President re- 

mired to be made by section 22 of this act, have a right to re-enter upon said 
Satenand procure title thereto under the provisions of section 20 of this act and 
complete the same as required therein, and their said claims shall for such time 
have a preference over later entries, 

Mr. DAWES. Allow me to say that if the construction which the 
Senator from Indiana puts upon this clause is correct, its application 
here would only be to that few, scarcely appreciable number, who have 
acquired a homestead elsewhere and who now seek to acquire another 
homestead. It would not be a very ed hardship to such a man ifhe 
was excluded from acquiring a second homestead upon this land if he 
had acquired one elsewhere. 

Mr. HARRISON. ‘TheSenatorfrom Massachusetts misses the whole 
point. Under the bill asit stands no man can acquire a second home- 
stead. The question here is whether pre-emptors who were invited by 
the tion of the President to make claims under the land laws 
of the United States, and who had previously taken a homestead entry 
in Iowa or Nebraska, or somewhere else than on this reservation, made 
a pre-emption entry-—— 

Mr. DAWES. That is just what I say. A man who acquired a 
homestead elsewhere has come here and availed himself of another pro- 
vision of law to bos oi homestead by pre-emption. He would be 
excluded, if the tor’s construction is right, from obtaining a second 
homestead h the provisions of the homestead law. Idonotthink 
it can be possible to find any such man there; but if it is possible, the 
hardship to him is that hedoes not have the advantage over all the rest 
of having obtained under the general laws of the United States two 
homesteads for nothing. The bounty of the United States to the ex- 
tent of a single homestead is a wise, generous, and useful one, but he 
avails himself of this circumlocution to get two. I do not think it is a 
hardship, that it is worth while for us to destroy the uniformity of this 
whole settlement to make provision for; and that is why I vote for the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] as amended. 

Mr. PLUMB. I call the attention of the Senator from Indiana to 
the fact that in order to make the amendment harmonious the words 
“ pre-emption and,” in line 21 of the first section, should be stricken 
out. I t that we also strike out the word ‘‘ money,” in line 20, 
and insert the words ‘‘ price to be;’’ so as to read: 

The price to be paid for town-site entries shall be such as is required by law 
in other cases. 

The price for homestead entries is fixed by section 20. That would 
leave the price for town-site entries to be one dollar and a quarter an 


acre. 

Mr. HARRISON. I have no objection to that. It conforms. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move, in line 20, to strike out the word ‘“‘money”’ 
and insert ‘‘ price to be,” and to strike out the words ‘* pre-emption 
and,” in line 21. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the first section of the proposed amendment, 
line 20, it is proposed to strike out the word ‘‘ money’? and insert the 
words ‘‘ price to be;” and in line 21 to strike out the words “‘ pre- 
emption and ;’’ so as to read: 

The price to be for town-site entries shall be such as are required by law 
in other cases, shall be paid into the general fund provided for by this act, 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro . Averbal amendmentis suggested by 
the Secretary, but it does not change the meaning. The word “‘are”’ 
will be to ‘‘is’? before ‘‘required ” in line 21. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Indiana as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. In section 13 there was an amendment agreed to, 
beginning in line 5 and running to line 8. I think the amendment 
should be transposed, so that the clause shall read: 

May, at tis option, within one year from the time when this act shall take 
sagan tat Prey g his election with the proper agent at the agency to which 


The PRESIDENT tempore. That amendment, being verbal, will 
be made if there be an objection: x 
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Mr. HARRISON. I call the attention of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts to section 22 asitis here. The numberwill be changed to cor- 
respond, as the two sections proposed by me come in before it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The numbering of the subsequent 
sections will be arranged by the Secretary without a formal motion. 

Mr. HARRISON. But that was only preliminary to what [ am 
about to say. $ 

Section 22 reads: 

That this act shall take effect only upon the acceptance thereof and consent 
thereto by the different bands of the Sioux Nation of Indians, 

That limitation ought not to apply to the two sections which formed 
myamendment. The limitation that the act shall take effect only upon 
the acceptance thereof by the Indians ought not to apply to those two 
sections, because the assessment of the losses suffered by the people re- 
ferred to in these two sectionsought to go on, whether the Indians agree 
or not. 

Mr. DAWES. Ithinkthatis right. Thesuggestion of the Senator, 
if he hasan amendment to mect that idea, would be just. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Indiana pro- 

an amendment to the two sections indicated? 

Mr. DAWES. Is the Senator from Indiana certain that his amend- 
ment would not fix upon this land that is proposed to be opened these 
homesteaders without the act taking effect otherwise; so that if this 
fails to take effect it would be better for us in a separate bill to make 
such proper indemnity to these men than it would to attempt to make 
it any part of this bill to take effect without the whole of it. 

Mr. HARRISON. It seems to me there can be no objection to ex- 
cepting from this limitation the second section of the amendment I 
proposed, which requires the President to appoint a special agent. 

Mr. DAWES. Ithink that might be done, but the first of the two 
sections it would not be safe to except. 

Mr. HARRISON. The second section of the amendment I offered 
provides for the appointment of an agent who shall inquire into these 
losses. He is first to make his inquiry as to those who settled upon 
that part of the reservation which by the bill is still retained and estab- 
lished as an Indian reservation; and then the last clause provides that 
in case the consent of the Indians is not obtained he shall extend that 
inquiry to the other land. 

Mr. DAWES. That is right. 

Mr. HARRISON. So that I think it might be said in the second 
section of the amendment that ‘‘ this act, except as to section—what 
would be the number of it? 

Mr. DAWES. It would be section number 23, would it not? 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not know how that is. 

Mr. DAWES. There are two sections introduced between sections 
21 and 22. I suggest that the beginning of what is now section 24 be 
made to read: ‘‘ That this act, except section 23, shall take effect,” &c. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 22—— 

Mr. DAWES. Strike ont ‘‘22” and make it section 24. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 24 [22] in line 1, after the word 
“act,” it is proposed to insert the words ‘except as to section 23;’’ so 
as to read: 

That this act, except as to section 23, shall take effect only upon the accept- 
ance thereof and consent thereto by the different bands of the Sioux Nation of 
Indians, &c. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think that probably makes it right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that amend- 
ment will be regarded as agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to propose another amendment, which is nec- 
essary to make the bill consistent. In line 4 of section 20, after the 
word ‘‘homestead,’’ I move to insert the words ‘‘and town site.” 

Mr. DAWES. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that amend- 
ment will be regarded as agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. In line 9 of the same section I move to insert, after 
the word ‘‘ payments,” the words ‘‘ the last of said payments to be made 
at the expiration of five years from said entry.” 

My object is to make this homestead settlement cover a period of five 
years, in accordance with the provisions of the general homestead law, 
and to make these four annual payments, if the money is to be paid in 
that way, come within the last four years. Every one who knows any- 
thing about the burdens that fall upon the people who enter upon land 
on the extreme frontier knows that the trial and tribulation all occur 
in the first two or three years; that during that period it is almost im- 
possible for a settler to make a living upon his land. 

Mr. DAWES. You propose also to strike out “‘ four,” in line 10? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes; I propose to follow that up by striking out in 
line 9 the word ‘‘ four’? and inserting the word “five,” so as to entitle 
the homestead settler to a patent only at the expiration of five years. 
The Senator from Massachusetts suggests that I read it as it will be, 
so that there will be no misunderstanding about it: 

Provided, That each settler, under and in accordance with the provisions of 
said homestead acts, shall pay to the United States for the land so taken by him, 


in addition to the fees provided by law, the sum of 50 cents for each and every 
Recre, in four equal annual payments, the last of said payments to be made at the 


expiration of five years from said entry, and shall be entitled to a patent therefor 
only at the expiration of five years from the date of entry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary willstate the amend- 
ment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Insection 20, line 8, after the word ‘‘ payments,” 
it is proposed to insert the words: 

(ae last of said payments to be made at the expiration of five years from said 
entry. 

And in line 9—— 

Mr. DAWES. The Secretary reads in line 8. It is line 9 of my bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘There isa reprint. The Chief Clerk is reading from 
the old bill. 

Mr. DAWES. Very well. Ifthe Secretary is reading from another 
print I do not interrupt him. 

The Cuter CLERK. Insection 20, line 9, after the word ‘' payments,’? 
it is also proposed to insert the words ‘‘ The last of said payments to be 
made at the expiration of five years from said entry;’’ and in line 10 
to strike out the word ‘‘four’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ so as to make the 
proviso read: 

Provided, That each settler under and in accordance with the provisions of 
said homestead acts, shall pay to the United States for the land so laken by 
him, in addition to the fees provided by law, the sum of 50 cents for each and 
every acre, in four equal annual payments, the last of said payments to be 
made at the expiration of five years from said entry, and shall be entitled to a 
patent therefor only at the expiration of five years from the date of entry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the amend- 
ment will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. In section 20, line 16 of the old print, I move to add, 
after the word ‘‘ yoid:”? 

And provided, That lands entered for town-site purposes shall be paid for at 
the rate of $1.25 per acre. 

That makes the price conform to that now existing in regard to other 
portions of the public domain. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 19 of the new print, in section 20, line 
17, after the word ‘‘ void,’ it is proposed to insert: 

And provided, That lands entered for town-site purposes shall be paid for atthe 
rate of $1.25 per acre. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the amend- 
ment will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to offer an amendment which I wish to have 
come in at the end of the tenth section, which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The Carer CLERK. At the end of section 10 it is moved to add: 

The President may, in his discretion, allow homestead settlements to be made 
on each alternate quarter-section, under such rules and regulations as he may 
consider proper for the protection of the Indians and the enforcement of the in- 
tercourse laws, and the lands so occupicd as homesteads shall be paid for as 
other lands ceded to the Government by the provisions of this act, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 

Mr. TELLER. I called attention yesterday to the fact that this bill 
left a large extent of agricultural land in the hands of a very small num- 
ber of Indians comparatively, and it seems to me that if it is wise and 
proper to take a portion of it, it must be wise and proper to take more 
of it; andif the compensation made to the Indians—50 cents an acre— 
is fair, it would be fair if made as to the resttaken. Provided the sum 
paid for the present land is sufficient, the sum proposed in the amend- 
ment will be sufficient, for it is the same. 

The bill provides that as to the residue of this land it shall be pat- 
ented to the tribes. After it is patented to the tribe it may be patented 
to individuals, which patents will override pro tanto the patent to the 
tribe. That leaves all the unallotted land, which must be several mill- 
ion acres, in the hands of the tribe as a tribe undera patent. Just how 
that will ever be delivered from the tribe, if it becomes necessary, is a 
very intricate and difficult question. 

I think it would be perfectly safe to put in a provision here that tho 
President of the United States may, if he sees fit, allow alternate set- 
tlement through this tract of country to be taken by settlers on paying 
50 cents an acre. If the President should be of the opinion that the 
Indians needed this land, or if the President should be of the opinion 
that such settlement might be inimical to the interests of the Indians, 
then, of course, he would not allow the settlement. I havealso put in 
a provision that he may make all necessary rules and regulations to pro- 
tect the rights of the Indians and enforce the intercourse laws, which, 
of course, will only follow as long as the tribal relation is maintained. 
I called attention yesterday to the fact that this tract of country would 
make 83,250 farms of 160 acres each, and it does seem to me that it is 
unwise in the interest of the Indians, that it is unwise in the interest 
of the white settlers of that section of country, that thisgreat extent of 
territory should be locked up as it is locked up for twenty-five years by 
the bill as it stands. 

I know that this suggestion is a departure from the long-established 
rule with reference to dealing with the Indian tribes and with the In- 
dians. Ever since the organization of the Government we have fol- 
lowed a policy of isolation with reference to Indians upon the theory, 
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Isu I do not know what other—that the vices of the whites would 
ultimately destroy the Indians in theirinnocence and purity. The re- 
sult has not been such, I think, as to induce any one to defend it very 
earnestly and very enthusiastically, but if that has been the correct 
pees heretofore it is practically impossible to continue it hereafter. 

e have segregated this section of country and put these Indians upon 
it by themselves under the bill as it now stands. In my judgment 
the best thing that we can do for the Indian, after he has had what land 
he is entitled to allotted to him (which, of course, the President would 
see that he got), is to give him intelligent, reputable white neighbors 
and associates. I believe if every alternate section could be occupied 
by a white settler and if that was the fact there would still be abun- 
dance of land and some more left for the allotment as provided under the 
bill. When that is done, then the Indian comes in daily contact not 
with the rougher element of society, but with the better class of people 
who go out to make their permanent ‘homes on these prairie lands. The 
Indian children would come in contact with the white man’s children. 
If they went to school at all on the reservation, they would go to school 
with the white children. If they attended church, they would attend 
church with white people and not solely with Indians. In this inter- 
course they would be taught, first, the English necessarily ; 
and, secondly, by example they would be taught all the advantages of 
civilized life; and at the same time the Indians would be protected in 
oy ae that belongs to them. 

I know that this is an innovation. I understand that, and yet I be- 
lieve some of the men who have given the most careful attention to this 
subject are of the opinion that the time has passed for continuing the 
old policy of isolation. Because it is proposed to open this section of 
country to the white settler, it does not follow that the Indian will bede- 
spoiled. The billfirst provides for hisallotmentand his patent, and then 
the residue, according to my amendment, the President in his judgment 
may, if he sees fit, give to thesettler. The land that is leftis of vast ex- 
tent. I think the committee have failed perhaps to recognize the fact 
that this extent of country is toomuch for those people, evenif they and 
all their descendants are to be agriculturists. The section reserved is 
twice as large as the State of Vermont. It is more than half as large 
as the State of Indiana. It is half as large as Kentucky ; it is half as 
large as Maine; it is half as large as several other flourishing and popu- 
lous States. I can not speak from actual knowledge of this land, but I 
am informed that it is capable of sustaining a very large agricultural 
population ; and yet the whole Indian tribe provided for in this bill, I 
think it is safe to say, does not exceed 20,000 Indians. It is not to be 
supposed that the increase of these Indians can make a proper appropria- 
tion of this land, and some day it is to be cut up and divided, use 
nobody supposes that the people of the United States, when land be- 
comes scarce, will consent to the appropriation, even though it may be 
under valid ownership, of a great extent of country upon which thereis 
no cultivation, no occupation, and no civilization. We might just as 
well meet this question now as postpone it for five or ten years, and put 
the settler with the Indian side by side under such regulations as the 
President may make, but see that only a reputable and p papens class 
of people become the occupants of that portion of the lands. 

I do notsuppose that there will be very much disposition to adopt this 
amendment because of its novelty and newness, but at least I wanted 
to make the suggestion. I wanted to present it so that it might not 
be said hereafter when this question comes up the Senate in ig- 
norance of the vast extent of land it was appropriating and tying up 
for at least the next twenty-five years. 

Mr. DAWES. If this were a new question, and if we were embark- 
ing anew upon an effort to make the Indian a self- i citizen of 
the United States and relieve the country of the burden of the present 
administration of Indian affairs, and if we had this land at our dis- 
posal to do with as we pleased, I would go heartily with the Senator 
from Colorado in the proposition which he makes, for I believe the the- 
ory which the Senator has advanced is the correct one. I think that 
generally it is coming now to be understood, since we have come to un- 
derstand that we can not kill off the Indian and relieve ourselves of him 
in that way, that the best mode of relieving us of him is by absorbing 
him into the body-politic in the way suggested by the Senator from 
Colorado, mixing him as fast as possible with the white population of 
the country, and bringing the influences of contact with civilization to 
bear upon him on all sides. It is the true theory without doubt. 

The Senatorsays, however, that we may meet this question as wellnow 
as by and by. I do not agree with him in that respect. We must go 
slowly in this work, and I think the Senator himself, in his adminis- 
tration of Indian affairs, has found greater difficulty in dealing with 
the too zealous people, the people who are too much in a hurry to ac- 
complish this work instanter, than he has with the influences which hold 
back and desire to keep it asit is. There are good, honest, earnest peo- 
ple in this country who can not await the working out of the forces in 
their ordinary and legitimate and normal way, and they want by an 


enactment first to abrogate all the treaties with the Indians and throw 
them out upon the public without a home in which to dwell while 
ho operate upon them, and then to declare that an Indian, nolens volens, 
shall be taken by force and set upon 160 acres of land in severalty, and 
Whatever I have learned in this work, it 


then say the work is done. 


appears a more difficult and a slower work than I ever supposed it was, 
and the difficulties increase in every way and in every 4 

Therefore, while Iagree in the theory of the Senator, I beg him not 
to press this amendment at this time for this reason: We have not this 
land, to begin with, to do with as we please, if we have any regard for 
our treaty obligations. This bill depends for its ultimate effect upon 
the consent of three-fourths of the adult Indians who we have cove- 
nanted shall stay there forever and not be interfered with by any white 
man. I hope, I believe, that they will give their consent to this bill 
for many reasons which can be presented to them. I belive that that 
vast territory, 33,000 square miles, four times as large as the State which 
I represent and five or six times as large as three or four put together 
of the original States of this Union, is not forever to remain in the 
of this great State of Dakota set apart merely for 28,000 Indians. But 
I believe the can best come, will come, and can only come con- 
sistently with the faith of the United States by a religious observance on 
her part of her treaty obligations. So it is that I do not want to see 
inserted in this bill anything which can be used among those Indians 
to prevent their accepting the bill. 

While many Indians are coming to believe very fast that the best way 
for them is to push out among the white people and mingle with them, 
there is a very strong element and a controlling element among those 
Indians that holds off from all contact with them. 

This whole body of 33,000 square miles is held in common by six 
different tribes of Indians, and we are bound to secure to them their 
title in common. In order that each one of them might be safe from 
what could be done with the other tribes, it was provided in the treaty 
that no foot of the land should be taken from them in common without 
the written consent of three-fourths of the male adults of all the tribes. 
Now it is proposed by the bill to obtain their consent to the opening to 
settlement right through the center of it of 11,000,000 acres, just about 
half of it, a strip of itself twice as large as my own State and equal to 
five of the original States of the Union—as fine a country as the sun rises 
upon in all this nation, enough to make of itself one of the great Western 
States of this Union, and I hope that nothing will get into the bill that 
will po off that day. I hope that nothing, although in and of itself it 
may be good, but which we can see will have a tendency to alienate the 
Indians from this measure and prevent our obtaining their acceptance 
of it in confirmation of their treaty, will be done. 

Not only do we open that, but we take the remainder and divide it 
up into six separate reservations, and take the title out from under this 
aore in common, and give to each tribe a separate title to their reserva- 
tion. 

Hereafter the time will come which is just as certain to come as the 
growth of this nation is to continue, when more of this land is to be 
opened to the white man and less of it will be confined to the Indian, 
and the time is sure to come too when the Indian will see that it is 
consistent with his best interests to take his abode among the white 
men and to take white men among them in homes and farms side by 
side. Yet it has not come to these Sioux. It is but ten years since 
they were all wild blanket Indians, gathered fifteen years ago there be- 
cause they were wild, warlike Indians, and set apart there in that great 
country so far from the white man that we were willing to make these 
great and generous and expensive and burdensome stipulations in their 
behalf in order to induce them to give m their title to lands elsewhere. 

Now, I say, we propose to cut up the remainder into six separate 
reservations and take it out from under this common title, so that here- 
after we have but to negotiate with each one of these tribes as to their 
particular reservation. When the time shall come, after the white 
man has gone in upon this that is opened to-day and settled there 
among them, and after the benefit of this fund shall be felt among these 
Indians and the demand for more of their lands shall increase, and the 
Indian himself shall have been set up in severalty as far as he is fit to 
be set up in severalty, then negotiation with each one of these tribes 
will be easy, and the result which the Senator says ought to come will 
certainly come; but to insist upon it in this bill with the present feel- 
ing among these Indians is in my opinion to destroy the bill altogether. 

Senator speaks of the large and unnecessarily large area left to 
these Indians. He will allow me to allude to the commission which 
he sent out previous to this bill to open up a part of this territory, and 
their report included precisely so far as boundaries are concerned this 

t amount; and the Senator commended that report to the adop- 
tion of Congress, not, I have no doubt, because he did not desire to 
have more opened, but because he thought it wise to begin with this 
amount; and it is very much with that impression that the committee 
which followed his commission adopted substantially the same lines 
which his commission had, and differed with them, not in the necessity 
and propriety of having it opened, but only in the conditions under 
which it should be opened. 

I urge upon the Senator to withdraw his amendment so that no irritat- 
ing element shall come into this bill which will render it impossible to 
obtain the consent of the Indians. As the bill passed the Senate 
unanimously two years ago, after it had been introduced again into 
the Senate it was translated into the Sioux language and has been sub- 
mitted at each one of these agencies in their own language to the Sioux, 
and there is gratifying evidence coming from all these agencies that they 
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will, in conformity with the requirements of the treaty, accept it. 
Therefore while the committee have yielded to every amendment which 
has been offered that did not strike at the consent of the Indians, and 


while I know the Senator does not intend this for that ,itseems 
to those who are very familiar with the sentiment of the Indian 
and with the desire to carry out the beneficent results as well to the 
white man as to the Indian, which are bound up in this bill, that the 
Senator’s amendment should not be adopted. 

Mr. TELLER. I would not willingly and intentionally do anything 
that would defeat the bill or prevent the Indians who have the veto 
on it from expressing a favorable opinion uponit. I hardly expect the 
Senate to adopt this somewhat novel proposition and this di 
from the old and established method of dealing with this subject. I 
introduced it so that I might for a moment express my opinion upon it 
and ps draw out the views of others. 

I am very well satisfied with the result so far as I have gone. I have 
now in accordance and in harmony with myself the chairman of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs as to the principle I have enunciated. 
That, I think, is worth something at least. I as the Senator 
does who has the bill in charge, that there are many good things in 
the bill. I think among the very valuable features of the bill is the 
one he mentions that this tribe, for it is but a tribe, has been practically 
by this bill divided into six or seven tribes, or other branches of the 
tribe, and that, I think, is one method toward destroying the influence 
of the men who are actors in the tribe. 

I wish to say, however, as the Senator alluded to land in severalty, 
that I have not been one of the men who believed that land in severalty 
was the for all the evils that the Indian tribes were 
suffering. I realize how difficult it is to induce the Indians to accept 
land in severalty, and I know that under the bill very few of these In- 
dians will accept land in severalty for many years to come. ‘The princi- 
ple isright when they reach the point; but when an Indian reaches the 
yon of accepting land in severalty, heto a great extent ceases to bean 

dian; he has begun at least to SAP SOD eae goa ren poopie: 

I think a better amendment could be offered to the bill than the one 
I have offered; I think many amendments could be offered to it that 
would greatly ‘benefit the bill; but I do not know whether the Indians 
would accept this amendment or not; I am not certain about that. I 
realize that there is some force in what the Senator says, when he says 
the Indians have been consulted and have practically agreed to this 
measure. As I understood, the commission were not satisfied with this 
report when they made it three years ago; I am sure the Department 
was not satisfied with it; but it was said then that it was the best we 
could get, and as there was a determination not to legislate except by 
the consent of the Indians, the commission and the Department felt 
compelled to accept just what they could get. As I have very little 
idea that the amendment will prevail, and as it may embarrass the 
bill, I withdraw it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. 
bill is still open to amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to propose an amendment in section 17. Sec- 
tion 17 continues in effect for twenty years the provision of the seventh 
article of the treaty of 1868, which I will read to the Senate: 3 


ARTICOLE VII. In order to insure the civilization of the ae are entering into 
ty of education is admitted, such of them as 


Theamendmentiswithdrawn. The 


— a years, to attend ‘and it is hereby made the foe a 
d Indians to see that this atip ulation is strictly 

Sa States ngrees that, e Kent P ihirty children between suid a varias can 

be induced or compelled to d school, a house shall be p ded, and a 


teacher competent to teach the al riai aae "branches of an English nak wert 
shall be furnished, who will reside am said Indians, and faithfull 
his or her duties asa teacher, The si tty of this article to con 
jess than twenty years. 

The persons who executed that treaty on behalf of the United States 
were all eminent men in their way. I will read their names to the 
Senate. The treaty is signed by N. G. S ae who I think at that time 
was Commissioner of Indian Affairs; W. T. Sherman, Lieutenant-Gen- 
eral; William S. Harney, brevet major-general; John B. Sanborn, 8. 
F. Tappan; C. C. Augur, brevet major-general, and Alfred H. Terry, 
brevet major-general United States Army. Four of the seven persons 
who signed on behalf of the United States, it will be observed, were 
= that time members of the military establishment of the United 

tates. 

Undoubtedly there was in their minds the idea of a school-house on 
every hill, and the Indians trudging their way thereto every day, car- 
rying their dinners with them according to the mode of white children 
in the agricultural districts of the United States. But that has not 
been realized, and it never could have been conceived as practical by 
any person who had ever addressed himself to the subject sctiously. 
I think it is a very significant illustration of what would probably re- 
sult if we should turn the Indians over to the Army. Utopia would 
not be a circumstance. 

Not only was this provision then absolutely impracticable, but it has 
remained so ever since. The nature of the country itself is a conclusive 
bar to any such thing as a school-house at such frequent intervals as 
this would imply, The nature of the Indian, as he has impressed it 


on for not 


upon our knowledge during all our experience with him, shows con- 
clusively that no such condition of things could ever be brought about. 
The Army of the United States would not have been sufficient to have 
com the children of the Sioux Indians to have attended these 
school-houses if they had been erected, as they fortunately were not. 

It may be said that if the treaty was not carried into effect and no 
attempt made to do so, no harm was done; but did anybody ever know 
of a provision of that kind that did not in some way result in a claim ? 
Even so sensible a person as the Senator from Colorado on my right [Mr. 
TELLER], recently Secretary of the Interior, allowed his judgmentto be 
controlled in favor of a sentimentthat in some way the Indian had been 
deprived of something that he ought to have by reason of our not car- 
rying out this provision, that he should be compensated for in money, 
and the actuary (I suppose there is such an officer in that ent; 
he is necessary, judging by the use to which figures are put) was 
ployed to determine the amount of money we owed the Indians by rea- 
son of the fact that we had not built a school-house for every thirty 
children in the Sioux Nation and employed a teacher for each school- 
house, and the sum found duefigured up intothe millions. More than 
$3,000,000, I think, was stated in the of that officer as the amount 
that we owed these Indians because we did not build the school-houses 
and employ the teachers provided in the seventh article of the treaty 
which I have read. 

It was a provision utterly impracticable, one which the Indians could 
not comply with on their part—which they did not comply with, and 
did not want or mean to comply with; and yet, moved by the clamor 
of people whose avocation consists in denouncing the Government for 
not doing something which they ought to do themselves, there has 
been brought up and putinto enduring form in the report of the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, and I think of his superior, the Secretary 
of the Interior, a claim of more than $3,000,000 t the Govern- 
ment because of our failure to carry out the provisions of this seventh 


e. 

Yet while that article was only to continue in force twenty yearsand 
some seventeen years of the time has elapsed, for the treaty was made 
in 1868, this bill proposes to continue that specific provision, a school- 
house for every thirty children and a teacher for every school house, for 
twenty years longer. 

Mr. DAWES. Not in addition. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Massachusetts says ‘‘ not in ad- 
dition.” No, Mr. President, it would be hard to add anything toa pro- 
vision of that kind. The provision is sufficiently appalling to 
prevent anybody from attempting to add anything to it. 

Another result which grew out of the adoption of this article was dis- 
contentamong the Indians. They expected great things, and they have 
been swift to point out the dereliction of the Government and to excuse 
themselves for idleness, turbulence, discontent, by pointing to a vio- 
lated treaty. It is true, as will be seen, that they obligated themselves 
to compel their children to attend the schools and that they never did 
so, nor would they have done so if the school-houses had all been there 
twice over. But the evil of the Government failing to fulfill a promise 
made was brought about and still exists. 

I propose that that provision shall be qualified. In the first place it 
ought not to be extended beyond the term originally provided. The 
twenty years provided in the treaty will se ma in seven years or eight 
years at the farthest. I want the claim, whatever it may be now, to 
be cut off exactly where itis. It was $3,500,000 at the last account. 
The account has been running for a year since it was actuaried. I want 
to have it cut off now so that it will not assume any larger proportions 
than now exist. 

While I am as desirous as any one can I think, that all Indian 
youth shall be properly educated, Ishould hope we would address our- 
selves to the subject in a practical way. No one pretends, the Senator 
from Massachusetts would not himself pretend, thatitis effective to carry 
out such provision as it is proposed by this bill to extend for twenty 
years . He will not pretend that it is a wise provision if it could 
be carried out. He knows perfectly well that such a thing as Indian 
children prompted by their parents, prompted by their own instincts 
to learn, going from their houses to the school-house and back 
again at night and repeating that operation day after day during the 
entire school year is something that is not to be expected and can not 
in the nature of things possibly be brought about. The parents would 
not compel their children thus to go to school and the children will 
not go of their own volition, and even if -at ape7 would, the plan is not a 
good one. There are many reasons not to be mentioned, 
which will occur to any one which show that the whole plan is im- 

icable and unwise. 

It is not of advantage to the Indians themselves, and they know it. 
The Indian will only send his children to school as he is tempted by 
the food and clothing which they are to get, and the children will never 
voluntarily go except upon the sameinducement. The benefits of edu- 
cation will not attract either parent or scholar among the Indians. It 
is the toothsome meal, the highly colored calico, the beads, the trinkets, 
the frills and furbelows which have marked our efforts at civilization 
to the Indians which furnish inducement to accept the benefits of 

ucation. 
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I propose, therefore, to submit an amendment to section 17 by insert- 
ing after the word “‘education,”’ in line 5, the words: 
Or visi hich , in th 
argo ion w. probes Ate tenes SE roe be equivalent 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
_ Senator from Kansas will be read. sid ij 
The Cuter CLERK. In section 17, line 5, after the word “‘educa- 
tion,’’ it isproposed to insert: 
Or some provision which may, in the 
gress, be equivalent thereto an bring 
So as to read: 


That in consideration of foe mensen O Bape of the Sioux Nation of In- 
dians in this act contained, it is hereby that the seventh article of the 
said treaty of April 29, 1868, securing to said Indians the benefits of education, 
hich may, in the judgment of the President or of 


udgment of the President or of Con- 
ut the same or a better result. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from ‘Kansas (Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. PLUMB. The trouble we have in all our relations with the In- 
dians is because we enact and put into treaty form ing which is 
not practical and which we can not carry out and do not carry out for 
that reason. We excite the Indian to believe that he is to have some- 
thing which we know we are not going to give him. Noone, with any 
practical knowledge of the Indian, would suppose for a moment such a 
provision as was contained in article 7 could be carried out. Yet Con- 
p is denounced everywhere for not keeping its treaties with the 

dians, because just such provisions as this are contained in those 
treaties. 

A similar provision is contained in the treaty with the Navajo In- 
dians, made by the same persons, and in other treaties made about that 
time, showing a vast amount of sentimentality on this question, but 
with no appreciation of the situation and an utter lack of common 
sense. I have said these isions have led to a denunciation of Con- 
gress as being false to the honest obligations of the Government toward 
the Indians. Wherever we have made a and practicable agree- 
ment with the Indian I am in favor of keeping it; but when we come 
to make a new agreement I am not in favor of repeating a promise to 
do what we have found to be unwise and impossible of 
The Senator from Massachusetts says that nobody has presented a 
money claim. It has been presented in the report of a Cabinet min- 
ister; it has been enlarged upon on the stump; it has been the subject 
of resolutions innumerable on the of Indian-rights associations, 
and it is a pretty vigorous claim y. 

Mr. DAWES. All that has been said is, that if reduced to a money 
value, the money that would have been expended in carrying out this 
treaty and giving these Indians this education would have equaled that 


in that way, reese PAEA aniren sole end to be looked after in the 
administration of Indian irs to-day, we should have been relieved 
of this charge that we did not carry out the treaty in the spirit in which 
it was entered into. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am not opposed to oe mine but it is the letter 
which it is to be here re-enacted and which is the foundation 
of this claim which has been setup. While it may have been as modest 
as the Senator from Massachusetts thinks it is, I have heard it stated 
a great deal broader, and it will have substance enough some of these 
days when it gets to be about five or six million dollars to go through 
Congressonarun. I want to stop that which the Senator from Massa- 
chuetts himself will freely admit, I have no doubt, as he has heretofore, 
is an ineffective provision, is ing which we can not carry out, 
something which would not be good for the Indians even if we could 
carry itout, something totally different from that which is required by 
the situation of affairs. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, i do not desire to enter into this dis- 
cussion, but I should like to make a to the Senator from 
Kansas which may his amendment somewhat. I with 
him that this provision of the can not be carried out in its letter; 
but in traveling through the Indian country, and I think I visited all 
the tribes belonging to the Sioux Nation, T found schools in operation 
there wherever children could be obtained to be taught. Itis true that 
that provision of the treaty is an absurd one applicable to those Indians, 
and I merely wish to put on record the statement that any claim of 
that nation of Indiansas they are called—I call them a tribe of Indians— 
because of the fact that the Government has failed to provide schools 
for them, which they would not have, would be as absurd a claim as 
that provision of the treaty is absurd. They were not entitled to it. 

In connection with the rest of the committee, the Senator in 
of this bill being the chairman, I talked with many of the chiefs, and 
some of them said that they had a claim against the Government be- 
cause schools had not been provided, and yet they would not send 
their children to the schools. Wherever the Indian children would go 
to school schools were provided for them; and I was led to believe 
from conversing with these Indians that their claim had been 
to them from the Indian Department of the Government, that they 


had been moved to it by what had been said to them by persons who 
ought not to have held out such inducements. I do not refer to the 


Interior Department, but persons connected with the Interior Depart- 
ment who put such an idea into their head. 

I do not believe that it would be good to make this amendment to 
the bill at this time so far as havingan effect upon the bill is concerned. 
The Indians have this idea, and if a provision were putin the bill strik- 
ing it out they would not accept the bill. I think the bill is a good 
one—not as good perhaps as might be provided, but one much better 
than the provisions that now exist for the government and control of 
these Indians, I do not think that the amendment, just as it is pre- 
sented, wouldadvance theinterest of the bill. Ifthe amendment should 
provide exactly (Ido not give the words but the idea) that such schools 
as are necessary, where children can be obtained to attend the 
shall be provided by the Government, that would cover the idea that 
is in their minds and would cut off a great deal of the difficulty we find 
in the execution of that treaty in connection with the Indians, 

I regard a treaty as any other measure enacted by Congress or by the 
Senate and the Presidentof the United States, as treaties commonly are. 
I regard the Indian treaties enacted by Congress as receiving construc- 
tion or at least being subject to construction the same as any law that 
may be passed by Congress. So I should regard such a construction 
placed upon this treaty as that the Government of the United States is 
indebted to the Indians by reason of failure on its part to provide the 
schools that are mentioned in the treaty, as being the construction un- 
der the circumstances that it would not be entitled to receive, for, as is 
known, all the schools that they themselves would send their children 
to are ed forthem. All the six tribes—they call themselves the 
“six tribes;”’ they areall one tribe, but thesix tribes of the one nation— 
have, or had some two or three years ago, all the schools that they them- 
selves would provide children for in which to be educated. 

Mr. TELL In 1867 there was a general revival in this country 
of interest in Indian affairs. It culminated a little later in the order of 
General Grant assigning to the several religious denominations a sort 
of supervision over the Indian agencies of the various portions of the 
country. About that time the commission was sent out which was 
mentioned by the honorable Senator from Kansas, and treaties were 
made not only with the Sioux but with various other tribes by the same 
commission, putting always this same provision in them. I have be- 
fore me ten treaties, made commencing in October, 1867, and ending 
some time in July, 1868, in which we agreed with every tribe that we 
would give them a school for every thirty children. Insome instances 
the treaty was for the cession of land; in some instances it was not for 
a cession of land. 

It seems to have been the idea of the parties making these treaties 
that it would be a good thing to have a school in every neighborhood, 
as was suggested by the Senator from Kansas. Of course that was 
found impracticable at once. The Department immediately saw that 
it could not be done, and when attempting to carry it into execution 
they were met with obstacles that could not be surmounted, and there 
was a refusal or a neglect (whatever you may call it) both on the part 
of Congress to appropriate the money and on the part of the Denart- 
ment to attempt to put the schools all over the reservations, as it was 


The Department then went to work to establish such schools as they 
could, dependent always, it must be remembered, upon Congress for 
the appropriation. There is no standing appropriation in these mat- 
ters, and, of course, at every session of Congress there was an applica- 
tion, and the appropriations were niggardly given. 

In 1883 this matter was carefully examined by the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs and an estimate was made as to the amount of money 
that must have necessarily been expended if this treaty provision had 
been capable of execution. I do not understand, as the Senator from 
Kansas does, that it has ever been presented as a claim against the Gov- 
ernment. It was presented in the report of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to the Senate and the House as an inducement for them to farnish 
a liberal amount of money for the purpose of Indian education. 

I desire to say that the honorable Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN] 
has not been as thoroughly acquainted with the condition of Indian 
affairs on that reservation as some others have when he states that all 
the Indians have been put in school who were we to go to school, 
for that is not a correct statement of the condition of that tribe, and, 
further than that, it has not been the condition of other tribes. 

The sum total owing to the Sioux Indians, if regarded as a claim, iv 
not $3,000,000, as suggested by the Senator from Kansas, but, after de- 
ducting the money expended forschools, an attempt to furnish a school 
for every thirty Indians would have left the Government, if it had un- 
dertaken it and succeeded, about a million and a half of money to1883. 
I do not understand that it is set up as a claim, butit was set up asan 
argument in favor of a liberal appropriation for the purpose of putting 
in school not a few of the Indians, but a large percentage of the In- 
dians. The then Secretary of the Interior had an idea that the educa- 
tion of ten or fifteen Indians anfi sending them out to a tribe was prac- 
tically useless. His observation and experience, and the recordsof the 

t sustain him in it, was that the money was thrown away, 
and a long and careful examination of Indian education, beginning with 
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the very earliest days in this country, has shown that while we have 
spent a large amount of money for the education of Indians, yet it has 
been ineffectiveand inoperative in influencing the main body of thetribes, 
for the reason that when the Indian boy goes back to his home (until 
recently we have never attempted to educate the women) heis absorbed 
by the uneducated and caused to abandon what little civilization he 
had taken in at school. 

It would be interesting, if it was not thatthe bill is considered inthe 
morning hour, to examine some instances which I might mention. 

The honorable Senator from Kansas says that a great many people 
are ing claims who are not willing to do anything themselves. I 
realize that, and I realize the fact that the Department in dealing with 
this question is often and frequently embarrassed and hampered and 
thwarted by the overzealous conduct of the friends of the Indians. I 
say it with t, because their interest is from the best of motives; 
but I have said, and I do not hesitate to say it again, that it is very 
doubtful whether the friends of the Indian in this country have not 
succeeded in doing him more harm than his enemies at any time inits 
history. But that is no reason why justice should not be done to them. 
I know they have notdone as much as they might. They have done 
something. I remember that the Secretary of the Interior attempted 
to assist a benevolent lady who thought she could build up a school in 
the Creek country among the uneducated and practically uncivilized 
Creek Indians, and there was an effort made to get the Appropriations 
Committee to give her $20,000. I had the pleasure of seeing this lady 
the other evening, and she said to me that she had appealed to the good 
people of thiscountry, and that she had three schools established with- 
out Congressional aid in the Creek country. I asked, ‘‘ How much did 
your school cost??? She said, ‘‘ My best one cost $16,000.” I asked, 
“How is it supported?” She replied, ‘‘ By voluntary contribution, 
and I am a going over to New York now to solicit contributionsto main- 
tain my school.” 

Mr. President, I think it is a burning shame that the public should 
be called upon to contribute to the education of the Indians when the 
Government has undertaken to do it itself. 

I think a great, strong, rich nation, paying out five millions and a 
half of money every year, and some years more to sustain the Indians 
in their savagery and barbarism, ought to be able to put out as much 
money as that, if it is necessary, to put every Indian boy and Indian 
girl in a manual-labor school and educate them, so that they will be 
self-supporting, and that this great tax upon the people may not con- 
tinue indefinitely and to all time. 


We probably have escaped practically the eraof war. We have prob- 
ably got where there will be very little money paid out. It has been re- 
peated on this floor and in the public documents only a few years since 


that in the period of ten years the Government spent at the rate of $22,- 
000,000 a year in Indian wars, and we have now an Indian war on our 
hands in Arizona and New Mexico and that region of country that will 
cost more money before it is concluded than the Government has paid in 
the last five years for Indian education. The Senate were told again 
and again by the public authorities charged with this trust that if they 
would furnish the money to put those children in school it would act 
asa hostage and there would be no more war. I could have taken the 
children of fifty Apache Indians and put them in school and saved one 
hundred and fifty lives in that country and millions of money; but in 
the absence of power in the executive department to compel children to 
go to school they could not be put in school, and they have been roam- 
ing over the country, and their ts are now on the war-path. Ido 
not know that there will be another war; I did not believe three years 
ago that there would be another war; and yet there may be a war in 
the Sioux Nation, there may be a war in other sections; butif you take 
the children of the leading Indians, and if they are willing put them in 
schools, and if they are not willing take them and put them in schools, 
I will guarantee that you will have peace in all the Indian borders. 

Mr. RRISON. I wish to correct two verbal errors in the bill 
while I think about them. In the first section of the amendment which 
I proposed, in line 13, the Secretary will notice that the proclamation 
of the President required to be made in section 22 should be changed 
to {‘section 24 of this act,” as two sections have been inserted.! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DoLPH in the chair), The amend- 
ment being verbal, the Secretary will make the change. 

Mr. HARRISON. Line 22 of the second section of my amendment, 
noy section 22 of the bill, should also be made to read ‘‘section 24 of 

is act. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to say one word in response to a sentence or 
two pn dropped from the lips of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TEL- 
LER]. 

I believe that I desire as much to see the Indians taken care of as 
any Senator, but I dislike very much to hear at every session of Con- 
gress an accumulation of accusations against the Government of the 
United States for the bad manner in which it is acting toward the In- 
dians. Perhaps I am not so apt to beearried off by sentiment as some 
men, and that is my misfortune, but the Senator said that there would 
have been no war with the Apache Indians if the Government had pro- 
vided schools for them. The Senator from Colorado knows it to be a 
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fact that schools are provided, and that in New Mexico, at Albuquerque, 
there is a large school for the benefit of the Indians where their children 
may go if they are sent. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator to allow me to interrupt him, be- 
cause he evidently did not understand what I said. I said the war 
would have been avoided if the power had been given to the Secretary 
of the Interior to take their children and put them in schools whether 


they were willing to send them or not. That was the power I con- 
tended was lacking, not that the school was not there, because there has 
been a school there. 

Mr. LOGAN. I was going to make the remark that the school has 
been provided, and as to the children not being there, it may be on 
account of the power not having been given to the Secretary of the In- 
terior to enforce the education; but the school has been provided by the 
Government. 

Further than that, for years appropriations have been made at every 
session of Congress to provide payment for the education of the children 
if the Indians will only send them to the different schools all over the 
country. Different churches have taken charge of many of them. We 
have made appropriations time and again to pay the different persons 
who have of these schools so much for each Indian child who at- 
tends the school. I wish to see them educated, but I rose to make 
another remark. 

It is not the fact that their children are not now sent to school that 
produces Indian wars. If Congress had gone as far as the Senator says 
years ago in another direction Indian wars would have ceased long ago. 
Ten years ago I moved an amendment myself in the Senate Chamber to 
make it a penal offense for any man to sell powder, ball, or gun to the 
savage Indians, and it was laughed atinthe Senate Chamber. There 
is the trouble. It is because men are permitted to sell to the wild sav- 
age Indians all the implements of warfare. Right within 10 miles of 
where the Apache roams to-day an Indian can go to any store in that 
Territory and buy a gun, ora pistol, or ammunition where they are kept 
for sale. There is the trouble, sir, and if you will put in the law of the 
United States a provision forbidding any one to sell to the wild Indian, 
to the savage Indian that he knows will go on the war-path, the im- 
plements of war, and make it a penal offense, your wars will cease 
and—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, 
it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 


ness. 

Mr. LOGAN. I beg pardon of the Chair, sir. I have said all I de- 
sired to say. 

Mr. TELLER. I only want to say one word. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business will be an- 
nounced. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 967) to provide for the admission of 
the State of Dakota into the Union and for the organization of the Ter- 
ritory of Linoln. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask consent just in this connection to say, so that 
I may not be misunderstood —— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the Senator 
from Colorado will poron 

Mr. TELLER. I didnot mean to intimate that the Apache war arose 
out of any failure on the part of the Government to treat those Indians 
properly, for I think a more indefensible outbreak has never occurred 
in the history of Indian outbreaks. I meant simply to say that if the 
Secretary of the Interior had been armed with the power to seize those 
children when they came back from Mexico, and had taken them away 
from their parents and put them in schools where their parents could 
not get at them, they would have been such complete hostages that there 
would have been no war. But that power was lacking, although the 
Department have for years importuned this and the other body for that 


wer. 
rn DAWES. Iask the Senator from Indiana if he will not allow 
this bill to be proceeded with? 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam under limitation in regard to the Dakota 
bill. There is consent that the other order of business which was laid 
aside, the electoral-count bill, shall come up at 2 o’clock on Monday. 
I can not consent to any other business intervening now. If I did, I 
should put myself in such a position with reference to the Dakota bill 
that it mi, ia atk hie Tah ob 

Mr. DA . Lbeg to renew my appeal to the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. HARRISON. Icannotconsent. This bill that has been pend- 
ing this morning would occupy the whole afternoon. We see how the 
debate draws out on it and what broad ground ittakes. The Senator 
can have Aid ew in the morning hour to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana declines to 
yield. 

ADMISSION OF DAKOTA. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 967) to provide for the admission of the State of 
Dakota into the Union and for the organization of the Territory of 
Lincoln, the pending question being on the amendment offered by Mr. 
BUTLER as a substitute. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 

Vest] is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. VEST. Mr. President, my physical condition is the best gran 
te. 


tee that I shall not unnecessarily on the patience of the 

I should not undertake to speak at all but for the fact that for some years 
I have taken an active interest on account of my position on the Com- 
mittee on Territories in the question of the admission of Dakota, and 
my sole purpose, much against my personal inclination and comfort to- 
day, in entering this debate is to answer accusations—for I can use no 
other word in that connection—that partisan feeling and partisan preju- 
dice alone cause opposition upon this sideof the Chamber to the admis- 
sion of Dakota as a State. 

Mr. President, permit me to say that in what I shall submit to the 
Senate to-day I expressly disclaim, whether it meets with credence or 
not, any personal feeling against the people of Dakota either as a com- 
munity or against any individual or number of individuals residing 
within that Territory. 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILson] yesterday paid an eloquent 
and deserved tribute to that hardy population of frontiersmen, who, 
with the rifle in one hand and the ax in the other, have fought and 
blazed the pathway of civilization across this continent. It would be 
strange, indeed, 'if I, of all men upon this floor, should not be in accord 
with these sentiments most heartily and earnestly. My boyhood and 
manhood have been spent in the far West. I left my native, State 
when a mere lad and became a citizen of the State which has accredited 
me here to a seat upon this floor before the buffalo and the Indian had 
left its borders. I have been since that time a Western man in heart 
and soul and feeling and life, and if there be one feeling that predomi- 
nates with me now, itis adeep, abiding, and earnest love to the people 
of the great West and their institutions, even their prejudices. 

Much has been said here as to the peculiar claims of this commu- 
nity of Dakota for admission as a State. IfI discuss these assertions 
at all it is with no feeling of hostility personal or political, but because 
as a legitimate mode of discussion I am authorized to meet those asser- 
tions as bearing upon the general subject now pending in the Senate. 

Much was said yesterday by the Senator from Iowa upon the pecu- 
liarly law-abiding, conservative, and Christian spirit of the people of 
Dakota, and the Senator in sonorous tones over and over again declaimed 
to the Senate, ‘‘This is not the community which could be revolution- 
ary or in opposition to any law of the land.’ The connection in which 
this remark was made, and the manner in which it was made, seemed to 
indicate that there were communities from which no voice could be 
consistently heard attacking any other on account of lawlessness or rev- 
olution. If I notice this observation it is only because I desire to meet 
the Senator from Indiana and the Senator from Iowa in their professions 
of wanting non-partisan discussion and of looking at this question from 
the high and elevated plane of statesmanship, far removed from the 
clouds and vapors of partisan prejudice, passion, and interests. 

If the Senators upon the opposite side of this Chamber pretend to say 


that all party feeling in this question is confined to the Democratic por- 
tion of the Senate, they enter then the domain simply of assertion sus- 
ceptible of no argument or proof. 


In no acrimonious spirit I retort (and I use the word in its fullest 
meaning) by saying that the history of the Republican party shows 
that never for one instant have they hesitated to seize a party advan- 
tage when offered them in political warfare. The history of 1876 is too 
recent, the actionof the Democratic partyin admitting Colorado, which 
lost us the Presidency, is too recent, to admit of this assertion passing 
without contradiction upon this floor. 

As I had occasion the other day in discussing this same question to 
say, I am no esthetic politician. Iam a Democrat. I believe in my 
party because I believe it is necessary to the welfare and glory and 
honor of this country, and I fight for my party because I so believe. I 
stand by my friends because they are the friends of the principles that 
I believe conduce to the tuity of the Constitution as made by the 
fathers. I would be coward and recreant both if I did not do it with 
my convictions upon this question. 

Why is it necessary, or was it n then, that in making this 
declaration of non-partisan feeling both the Senators from Indiana and 
Iowa saw proper to drag into the debate the fact that Dakota, being a 
Republican Territory or State as they claimed it to be, was the only 
cause in fact why its admission to the Union is now opposed upon this 
side of the Senate? Why was it that both these Senators saw proper to 
gofurther and say that theex-Union soldiers who had populated Dakota 
were restive under their exclusion from the Union because they thought 
pcs had a right to be admitted into the country whose life they had 
saved? 

I make no namby-pamby appeal to the war sentiment of the country. 
I make no apology for my past history and no professions for the future. 
Iam here accredited by two and a half million people, as intelligent, 
law-abiding, conservative as any upon this continent, and their votes 
are my credentials. I have voted consistently and persistently in this 
Chamber for the most liberal pensions to the men to whom I was op- 
posed in the late unfortunate struggle, happily closed twenty yearsago, 
and while I avow now all absence of hostility and prejudice, let it 


be believed or not believed, I distinctly and emphatically oppose the 
sentiment that any man is entitled to iar privileges in this coun- 
try before the law or before the Constitution because he fought under 
any , because he espoused any because he did his duty to the 
principles and convictions he held and as he understood them. Jus- 
tice should be done to all, and the question now before the Senate is 
one appealing to the unlimited discretion of Congress, and that alone. 
Why bring in these adventitious circumstances? Why attempt, for it 
can result in nothing else, to thrust into every question, financial, so- 
cial, and religious, that is brought before the American people the dead 
issues of a dead strife, when the country, as we heard the other day, is 
now for the first time really and honestly being cemented together by 
~ glorious memories of the past and the bright anticipations of the 
ture, 

Union soldiers are restive because Dakota is kept out of the Union! 
Before I conclude this address I shall undertake to show that soldiers 
as gallant as any who fought under the Union flag and amid ‘‘shot and 
shell and saber-stroke’’ demonstrated their devotion to the Union are 
as heartily opposed to the passage of the bill before the Senate as any 
of those whose patriotic endeavor has been cited as an argument upon 
this floor. What can be the result or the object of such appeals as these 
except an indirect statement to the people in Dakota and to the country 
at large that many of us who were upon the other side in that unforta- 
nate strife are now fighting to exclude Dakota, and that, forsooth, this 
is the sole reason of our parliamentary action in this body? 

Mr. President, this is not the first time I have heard thischarge. This 
is not the first time it has been used toinflame partisan feeling and sec- 
tional hate. Whatever may have been the object of the distinguished 
Senators who use it here to-day, I have seen it before clothed in not 
such persuasive tones, not such dulcet accents and set phrase, but con- 
taining the very same idea, the same sentiment and prejudice which 
we heard yesterday and the day before from the distinguished Senators. 

I happen to have in my hand, from a large literary collection from 
the plains of Dakota which reaches me every daily mail, a journal pub- 
lished in this young and ambitious Commonwealth, marked all over with 
red lines until it is lurid and gory with anticipated war. It has even 
an ensanguined appearance calculated to shake the nerves of a peace- 
able, quiet, and conservative citizen like myself. I give it as a contri- 
bution not only to this debate but to the literature of the country. It 
is worthy the Addisonian era. Its smoothness of diction and force of 
expression would do honor to the best days of English classic literature: 

While fair Dakota has no traitors or revolutionists, unless perchance it be a 
straggler here or there who were in the alleged southern confederacy and are 
yet unrepented, be it to her credit and glory she has enough one-armed and 
one-legged battle-scarred veterans who fought nobly for the preservation of the 
Union to whipa whole brigade of traitorous skunks like Vestand BUTLER, whose 
arms are against them; and ro can bet your boots they can do it any day right 
here on the open plains and free soil of Dakota, without resorting to bushwhack- 


either. If they don’t believe it, all they have to do to get ac- 


ing or kukluxin 
test the loyalty of Dakota is to fire on Sumter, 


commodated an 


Now, Mr. President, permit me to put to rest any apprehensions upon 
the part of this blood-thirsty gentleman in Dakota, so far as the inau- 
guration of another revolution is concerned. Speaking for myself, Fort 
Sumter shall rest in placid tranquillity for the rest of my natural life 
at least. The admission of no twenty States would ever induce me to 
appeal again to the arbitrament of arms which this gentleman seems so 
anxious now to invoke, if the Senator from South Carolina and myself 
should pay our own traveling expenses in order to meet him and his 
comrades upon the plains of Dakota. 

Although the distinguished Senators who have spoken disavowed 
indirectly, if not directly, any advocacy or approval of the extraordi- 
nary position assumed by the applicants from Dakota in regard to their 
right to form a State without the consent of Congress, although, I say, 
they indirectly, without intending to do them injustice while they 
perhaps directly disavowed such a disposition—I undertake to say that 
there are numbers of the prominent and leading men in Dakota, men 
conducting the press, men who lead the people so far as they can upon 
the hustings and in the public councils, who not only hayeavowed the 
position to which I have alluded but who have not retracted it and do 
not propose to retract it, and who to-day assert their right to form a 
State government, and who declare that they have formed a State gov- 
ernment now in existence without any consultation with Congress or 
any deference to its opinion. 

The Senator from Indiana in the report which he submitted to this 
body alluded to this sentiment as expressed in the public press of Da- 
kota on the subject of division as an indication of the opinion of the 
people in that Territory. Now, to make good what Ihave stated in re- 
gard to the position now occupied by the leading men of Dakota, the 
pein that they are a State already and they do not assume State- 

ood by virtue of any consent on the part of Congress but proprio vi- 
gore by the act of the people alone, I readin the first place from a pam- 
phlet called ‘‘The State: How it may be formed from the Territory,” 
5,000 and more copies of which I understand were distributed by the 
advocates of division and Statéhood over Dakota, and which is obvi- 
ously prepared with great care and indorsed bya long list of prominent 
men as being the sentiment of that people. On the 17th page of this 
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pamphlet I find from the Press and Dakotian, the leading newspaper 
of Southern Dakota, under the heading of ‘‘ The Right to Statehood,” 
the following: 


Under law, precedent, decisions, we possessed of preacher: 
than was . We have the undoubted to convention 
and adopt a constitution. The same being ratified by the le, we have the 
right to elect State officers, our own courts, to taxes, to 
manage ourown 


to 
whatever to deny us the right of self- 


vernm which is guaranteed to all, 
under the Constitution and the laws. penadi tzin 


eare in favor of immediate 


ment— 
That is the Territorial government— 


and if it chose for a period to maintain an un ized organization no one 
would be injured by the harmless diversion. The , constitutional govern- 
ment would be the people’sgovernment, and before it mere assumption of dele- 
gated power could not prevail. 


In the conclusion of this pamphlet under the twelfth clause we find 
as the sum and substance of this whole argument the following: 

That the people having been by this action of the governor deprived of the 
ordinary means of executing their lawfully ascertained and ex- 
pressed will, have full and unquestioned and auth 
and exercise the reserved ri 


the constitution, and have 
constitutional conven 


If that be not to the full extent and limit of the doctrine that the 
people of any Territory in this Union have the right by their reserved 
power, disregarding the will of Congress, di i provisions 
of the Constitution, to form a State and exercise all the right of State- 
hood, then the English language has lost its scope and i Will 
the Secretary be kind enongh now to read the editorial which I send 
to the desk, coming from another newspaper in Dakota? 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
STRAIGHT FROM THE SHOULDER—THE TIME ARRIVED WHEN THE PEOPLE OF DA- 

KOTA SHOULD STAND BY THEIR RIGHTS, 

Carthage Congress neglect to admit the State of Dakota 

$ So should T e a saat o scbkdlshoay of Give Sets uh bk 


There is no law to forbid the people of a Territory, when their number and 
area of territory are sufficient, to form a State. 

There sena IEW SO EA Cee Dene ere ee oe enna 

On the con the highest law of the land, and the action of twelve States of 
vedere instance accepted by a special act of Congress, affirms both o! 

ese 

Dakota then, with her 270,000 people, her 80,000 and more square miles, 

larger than all six of the New England States, with New Jersey and Delaware 
combined, consent longer to be a vassal? 

No! a thousand es no! 

Shall the twenty thousand scarred 


ponents in arms to be admitted to the Union they hel 
We say again, ten thousand times no! 
Men of 61-8, stand upon your rights as freemen. Stand by the old fiag and 
bear italoft. Stand firm without wavering. Stand by yournew State, stand by 
Dakota. You conquered the rebels wi ir hands; you will again 


with guns in their 
conquer rebs with onal even if Dakota must remain out 


of the Union until an uprising of the free men of the States drives the oldrebel 

ll from the halls of Congress. Eternal vigilance isthe price of liberty. State- 

ood for Dakota by the people and for the people is liberty for the people. 

Mr. VEST. Ifit besaid that this is mere journalistic rhetoric I have 
only to reply that the newspapers of a Territory as well as a State al- 
most invariably follow public sentiment instead of attempting to create 
it. They adopta political maxim which avery distinguished political 
leader in this country once announced, that the safest and most suc- 
cessful politician was the man who followed the people and never at- 
tempted to lead them. It may not be the most high and elevated 
statesmanship, but it is certainly the most successful both in conduct- 
ing a newspaper and in securing votes in order to obtain office. I could, 
if my feeble strength permitted, exhaust myself and the patience of 
the Senate by reading for hours extracts similar to this coming from all 
portions of this pretended State. 

I have not had this extract read on account of its allusion to the events 
of the late war or the differences which grew out of that conflict. I 
recognize the fact that there are some people who can discuss no ques- 
tion without bringing in that war, without making a merit of the fact 
that they served in the Federal Army, and that this simple fact covers 
all the remainder of their natural lives no matter how great their blun- 
ders or even their crimes, Because of my personal experience I have 
had some occasion to note the fact, and when the epithet traitor and 
rebel is hurled in my face, dragged from the remote battlefields of the 
war to be brought into foreign issues and foreign discussion, I am often 
reminded of an episode in the impeachment trial of President Johnson. 


The distinguished Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS], not now in 
his seat, told his adversaries that they reminded him of that pious old 
lady who, when driven to extremities in defending a Calvinistic dogma, 
declared emphatically that take away her total depravity and you took 
away her religion. Take away the war issues and you take away the 
politics of a large number of newspapers and statesmen in this country. 

As I said before, I would be glad to hear any one Senator upon either 
side of this Chamber stand in his place and declare that he believed that 
any portion pee par mage ca on any portion of the American do- 
main had a right to form a State with the powers and privil of a 
State without the consent and validating power of Congress. I should 
like to hear any Senator make that assertion; yet that is the doctrine 
being inculeated, and as an American Senator I have a right in legiti- 
mate discussion to call attention to what I conceive this heresy, in order 
that now and here it may receive the answer which I say it shall always 
receive in every age of this Republic, no matter what loose expressions 
may be taken from the utterances and expressions of distinguished men 
who had then in their hands and under their control measures for the 
admission of States. 

The Senator from Indiana says Montana has applied here for admis- 
sion with a constitution, and yet he hears nothing upon this side of the 
Chamber in regard to revolution there, because. Montana is a Demo- 
cratic Territory and it is assumed will come in as a Democratic State. 

In this connection let me say parenthetically in answer to another as- 
sertion of the Senator from Indiana, not to disavow it as truth, but to 
show that no partisan feeling will make meswerve from what I believe 
to be the meaning of the Constitution and my constitutional duty as a 
member of the Senate, when I made a report four years ago from the 
Committee on Territories as representing the minority that the spirit of 
the Constitution and legislation of the country demanded that no Ter- 
ritory should be admitted without a population equal at least to the 
ratio that would entitle it toa member in the lower House of Congress, 
I meant what I said irrespective of any political success or strife, and 
if Montana comes here with less than the ratio sufficient to entitle her 
to a member in the lower House of Congress I here and now pledge 
myself as a Democrat to vote against her admission, because I believe 
it would be a violation of the spirit and intendment of the Constitution 
as made by its framers. Althoughit would give tothe Democratic party 
three electoral votes in the next canvass, if Montana comes here—and 
I see a delegation is on its way headed by my warm and special friend, 
the friend of my boyhood, Governor Hauser—although that delegation 
is on its way here, as I see by this morning’s paper, to urge the imme- 
diate admission of Montana with 120,000 or 125,000 population, I state 
here distinctly that I shall not give my vote for the admission of that 
or any other Territory although every voter within its limits may bea 
Democrat as y rooted in the opinions of the party as I myself am 
to-day, without it has the ratio of population necessary to give ita 
member in the lower House of 

But returning from this little digression to what I was about to say 


f | in regard to the parallel instituted or attempted to be instituted by the 


Senator from Indiana between these two Territories, I deny that Montana 
comes here like Dakota. I will prove from the record, unless party prej- 
udice and ion blind the observer, that Montana comes in a very dif- 
ferent spirit, in a very different mood, with different expression and dif- 
ferentintendment when she approaches the representatives of the peo- 
ple in Congress assembled. I will trespass upon the Secretary again, to 
read, ifhe pleases, Exhibit B from the report of the Senator from Indiana, 
to see whatis the proposition of Dakota and in what terms it is couched. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Exumit B. 
OFFICE OF wig EXEcurivE 


Sm: We, the State executive committee of the State of 
ap’ by a constitutional convention of that 
south of the forty-sixth parallel of latitude, have the honor to herewith transmit 
to you a certified copy of the constitution of the State of Dakota and of a me- 
at Foy from the constitutional convention to the President and Congress of the 

n States. 

We have also forwarded through the hands of Hon. BENJAMIN HARRISON, 
United States Senator, an engrossed and certified copy of the constitution for 
presentation to the Senate ger the President thereof. 

Iam instructed, on behalf of constitutional convention of Dakota, to re- 
quest you to have the said memorial and constitution duly presented to the Sen- 
ate of the United for their consideration, and that the same be referred to 
the proper committee and acted upon as the application ofsaid convention, for 
a eg half of the people of ssid State, for the admission of the State into the 

nion. 


Yours, respectfully, 
President 


JAMES A, WARD, 
STEPHEN G. UPDYKE, 
Committee, 
To the honorable PRESIDENT or THE SENATE 
of the Congress of the United States, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. VEST. Without attempting to wrest words and phrases from 
their legitimate and natural meaning, who can read this application 
without seeing at once in every line and syllable of it the assertion that 
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this is the State of Dakota without any action on the part of Congress. 
These gentlemen come here as the executive committee of a convention 
of people who have formed a constitution and inai Statehood. 

It has been said here over and over again that this is simply a propo- 
sition. Yes, Mr. President, it is a proposition from a State outside of 
the Union for admission into the Union, and that alone. It is a State 
not within the confederacy of the States, and it is this, and nothing more 


and nothing less. 

Rs aana to compe A which is plain and patent in 
every line and syllable of this PAPER $ by stating that one provision 
of the constitution of this so-called State says that shall 
pass no bills exceptin regard to the measures necessary to obtain admis- 
sion, and that this takes away any assumption that it is a State or enti- 
tled to the rights of Statehood. 

Any one who reads with fairness and impartiality that provision of 
the so-called constitution of the State of Dakota will see that it is sim- 
ply a limitation upon the power of the Legislature, and nothing more. 
The State is established, its officers are elected, its powers are vested, 
and the sovereign power of the people in convention assembled has sim- 
ply said to the Legislature, ‘ ‘While you exist, while you are a consti- 
tutional body, while you are de facto and de jure in existence, we limit 
your power as to legislation in so far that you shall not pass any bills 
other than those necessary to secure the admission of Dakota into the 
confederacy or union of States.” It is exactly equivalent to that oft- 
repeated exercise of conventional power which was had in this country 
so frequently in 1861, in the border States at any rate, when a conven- 
tion was called to consider the relations between the State and the Fed- 
eral Union, and when the Legi which called the convention put 
in the act which brought the convention into being and in esse the limita- 
tion thatit should not pass any ordinance dissolving the relations of the 
State to the Federal Union without having submitted the same to a 
vote of the people. Unquestionably that power existed in the creating 
body. Unquestionably the convention had the right to puta limitation 
upon the legislative power of this Legislature; but that proves nothing 

inst the statement which I have made and which I say is incontro- 
vertible upon the record, that these people in Dakota mean now that 
they have organized a State proprio vigore, with the reserved rights and 
a of the people, irrespective of any action or consent on the part 
Congress. 


Let us look for a moment at the language used by Montana, and let 
any fair and candid Senator place the two side by side and then say 
that the cases are parallel. I ask the Secretary to read the memorial 
of the Montana convention, which I send to the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 
arina y oari sors by the constitutional convention of the 
eai held at Helena, Mont, on January 14, A. D. 
1884, A od OETA 9. 1884 1884, the committee have the honor 
to submit herewith the following memorial, adopted by said convention: 
“ To the honorable the President of the United States 
and the Speaker of the House of Representatives: 
le of eo oreo Territory, through their repre- 
represent: 


rganization of the Territory o of Montana we have cheerful 
yielded obedience to the laws of the United States and ny 
Co} to make all needful rules and 


country: 

“That within the past few years our population and resources have been 
largely augmented, whereby the proper administration of our laws demands a 
fect and comprehensive system of Government than 

Dt in code to enlarge one inertia, closer 
order to en our secure a connection with the 
Beeston Uula 00 Toe Ge Seat aes end mebabontnds of a better 


ernment, your mem: with the consent of the Legislative y, 
have met in convention and ed a constitution, republican in form, for the 
State of Montana, and herewith present a certified thereof for your a 
moved and if, upon consideration of the same, prea find it tn 
and form, your memorialists ee ee Territory of Montana be 
speedily admitted into the Union of the 7 your 
memorialists will ever pray.” 
JOS. sah Sass 
W. A. cla . 
President of Constitutional 7 
SAMUEL T. HAUSER, 
WM. H. HUNT, 
E. W, TOOL 
JAMES H. M. 
RICHD. O. HIC. a 
JOSEPH A. BROWNE, 
W. J. McCORMICK, 


Mr. VEST. It wifi be observed from the terms of this memorial that | zevolutionary 
there is no claim that Montana is a State either out of the Union or in 
it. There is not the slightest assumption of Statehood. It is the Ter- 
ritory of Montana. They do not come here as the executive committee 
of a constitutional convention and say, ‘‘ We represent a State, and we 


bring to you our constitution for you to consider it, and we apply for 
admission into the Union as a sovereign State;’’ but thisapplication on 
the part of Montana comes as it should come to the Congress of the 
United States, clothed by the Constitution with unlimited discretion in 
regard to the admission of new States, and says, ‘‘ This Territory sub- 

mits to you a constitution which we have formed, not of our own right 
but in order that the Congress may consider it as a proposition for our 
admission into the Union of States.” 

It has been said here that Mr. Buchanan and Mr. Gallatin keld that 
the people of a Territory could form themselves into a State by virtue 
of their own reserved powers. As I have said before, party strife and 
party feeling have caused expressions to emanate from high authority 
which are not to be accepted as legiti argumentor precedent. Mr. 
Buchanan did use some loose expressions when he had charge of the 
Mi bill, for the Michigan and Arkansas bills were put under the 
control of himself and Mr. Benton, and Mr. Benton used some expres- 
sions which are susceptible of the interpretation placed upon them by 
the Senator from Indiana; but I undertake to say, and I will show from 
the record, that the deliberate convictions of Mr. Buchanan, even as- 
suming that he had any right to interpret this sacred instrument, the 
Constitution of the United States, for us, that his declarations delivered 
and formulated with care were very different from any such statement 
as that which is ascribed to him in this debate. In the Appendix to 
the Congressional Globe for 1836-37, after a week had elapsed between 
the first debate on the admission of Michigan and when Mr. Buchanan 
took the floor in TERR Mr. Calhoun, he wee this asnetege: 


tained the population 
fa Sinteined the popeiation 


In other words, that it was a question for Congress; that, as the Con- 
stitution itself prescribes, Congress can admit new States, Congress can 
make all needful rules and regulations in regard to the territory and 
other rep po eg’ roperty of the United States. 

said the other day, with no intention to be tful to the 
sinks of Dakota, although the excessive misket of the Senator from 
Indiana construed my statement into a reflection upon that people, but 
simply to illustrate the result of any such doctrine, suppose that Utah 
should apply here with requisite population, a population of even a 
million, with requisite area, and should bring a constitution here and 
elect Senators and claim admission into the Federal Union, what would 
be the result? Suppose that a dozen ordinances had provided that the 
territory of which Utah is part should be carved into States, is there 
pag ete ee er be bound to admit her? Is there any 
pretense that Congress would not under its constitutional power, above 
and beyond all treaties which Congress can abrogate at pleasure, and all 
ordinances which Congress can annul at their own will, refuse to admit 
that Territory as a State? 
The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Moran] reminds me that Utah did 
organis a State government and called it the State of Deseret, and a 
ume of statutes can now be found in the Library embracing the stat- 
utes that were made by the ture of that so-called State; but Con- 
gress never ized her Statehood, and to-day the application of the 
tate of Utah, with an area twice as great as that of Dakota and a popu- 
lation five times as great, would be treated, as we all know, with con- 
tempt and scorn. 
ion itself is not sufficient, territory is not sufficient, institu- 
tions even are notsufficient; and I put the most extreme position before 
the Senate. is the trustee for all the people of all the States 
of the Union, and it is for us to say, in this sovereign power confided 
to us as the tatives of the people and of the States, whether it 
is best to increase the number of rs, whether it is best to make 
new States, whether our duty to the rest of the people of the Union 
and the circumstances by which we are surrounded justify us in ad- 
bag any State within the brotherhood of the American Union, 
chanan, reading further, said, on page 149: 


se eta EROA 

Mr. Calhoun— 

as to the fact that 
there 


for example, if Congress had authorized her 
to form a constitution, and she had adopted one of a republican character, from 
that moment become a sovereign and independent State? Could she then re- 
fase to enter the Union? Could she dispose of our public lands within her lim- 
pal Could she coin money and perform Sarota act pertaining to an in- 

? Did gentlemen intend to push their doctrine of State 
and thus enable every Territory to rise 


STERN, BS O10 WS te wank Saabs ea eae No, 
sir; hak Marrias DONEO Oh: They are in! 


authorize the 
they actually enter her Union, they continue in a subordinate 


Ifthere could be any doubt about a proposition which seems to me 
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to be too self-evident for argument, Mr. Buchanan disposed of this 
whole question. 

Mr. Calhoun, to whom Mr. Buchanan was replying, is reported as 
follows: 

Mr. Calhoun came now to a point of not much less importance; he meant to 


the ciple broadly laid down, without qualification, that a Territory could 
not me a State until admitted. He would refer Senators to the third section 
of the fourth article of the Constitution ofthe United States, and if they had any 
doubts on the subject they could easily sai them. He contended that noth- 
ing but States could be admitted into the Union. This Union was a union of 
States—not Territories—not of people bound together by a settled com and 
lease. How, then, could a Territory give its assent? 1t had no will of its own. 
How could a Territory be admitted intothe Union? But it was said that if this 
doctrine be true, a Territory, if even she should become a State, might refuse to 
come into the Union. Most certainly; no State could be forcedinto the Union. 
We all know the history of our Constitution. Every State assented to the Con- 
stitution, and came in voluntarily, otherwise this would not have been a Fed- 
eral Union. Why, it grew out of the noble theory of our Constitution. Had we 
forgotten, in the course of half a century, the pianoa theory of our Govern- 
ment—that all people have a right to govern themselves, and that the will of 
the people is to govern? Was it not the basis of our revolution, which has 
done more to spread free principles all over the world, than anything which 
had occurred since? 

But, while Mr. Calboun held this doctrine, to which I do not assent 
myself, that this is a State before it is admitted into the Union, he de- 
clared emphatically and distinctly that the people did not have the right 
to assume the legislative powers of Statehood until Congress had given 
its consent, until Congress had vitalized the action of the people in as- 
suming to form a State government. 

But we are told that by virtue of the ordinance of 1787 Dakota is en- 
titled to admission, that having obtained the requisite ratio of 60,000 
population this matter is settled, crystallized, res adjudicata, by virtue 
of that celebrated ordinance. If that be true, it is an end of this dis- 
cussion. If that be true, it is an end of the constitutional discretion of 
Congress; it is only necessary to take a judgment by default, to read 
the ordinance of 1787 and pass pro forma the act of admission of this 
Territory into the Federal Union. 

I propose now to read from 10 Howard Reports, page 94. The Supreme 
Court of the United States, I think, has definitely settled this question 
as to the effect of the ordinance of 1787: 

But the whole question upon the ordinance of 1787— 

Says the court— 


and the acts of Congress extending it to other territory afterwards uired, 
was carefully considered in Pollard vs. Hagan, 3 How., 212. The subject is fully 
examined in the opinion pronounced in case, with which we concur; and 
it is sufficient now to refer to the reasoning and principles by which that judg- 
ment is maintained without entering again upon a full examination of the ques- 


Soe posed in th 
Ai tes n the 
States 
lace them in an inferior condition as 


But husbanding my strength, I come to the conclusion of the argu- 
ment of the court as delivered by Chief-Justice Taney: 

As we have already said, it— 

That is, the ordinance of 1787— 
ceased to be in force upon the adoption of the Constitution, and can not now 
be the source of jurisdiction of any description in this court: 

Thisis the case of Straderet al. vs. Graham, in10 Howard. If thisopin- 
ion does not put an end at once to the assumption that the ordinance of 
1787 gives to any portion of this Territory the right to admission by 
virtue of the terms of the ordinance into the Federal Union, I am un- 
able to read or to deduce the legitimate effect of any decision of the 
highest tribunal in the country. 

The court says emphatically and distinctly that the ordinance of 1787 
ceased to exist upon the adoption of the Federal Constitution in 1789, that 
the Constitution took its place, and that it can not be quoted in the Su- 
preme Court of the United States as a source of jurisdiction for any bear 
pose whatever, either as to the right of a State or a Territory; and that, 
it seems to me beyond question, without reading the case in 3 How- 
ard quoted here, is an end of this assumption, which if it were true 
would put an end at once and forever to any discretion upon the part of 
Congress as to the admission of new States in the Northwest. 

So of the treaty by which the Louisiana Territory was acquired from 
Francein the administration of Mr. Jefferson. I take the broad ground 
here and now, and I say it is incontrovertible, and I take it deliberately, 
that no ordinance, no treaty, no act of Congress, can take away from 
this Congress the power to exercise its constitutional discretion in regard 
to the admission of States into the Union. We can repeal any treaty, 
we can tear to pieces any precedent act of Congress if we see proper, 
because if we can not, then one Congress can bind all subsequent Con- 

and this constitutional discretion given to us and us alone as 
trustees for toe penaa welfare of the people of all the States would be 
absolutely nullified and destroyed. 

We have heard here, and it has been quoted in pamphlets issued by 
these aspiring statesmen in Dakota as if conclusive on this question, 
that Chief-Justice Taney in the celebrated case of Dred Scott vs. Sand- 
ford decided that the Government of the United States could not hold 
colonies. Who has everdenied it? What man upon either side of the 


great political issues of this country has ever brought any doubt to bear 
upon this plain and self-evident proposition? We know that the struct- 
ure of our Government is such that we can never become under our 
present Constitution the holder of colonial possessions. We can only 
hold territory for the purpose of making it at some future time into 
States. We can not as can Great Britain stretch out Briarean arms to 
the four quarters of the earth until the drum-beat follows our posses- 
sions from the rising to the setting of the sun. The men who made the 
Constitution, the wisest men who have ever existed upon this continent 
in the general scope and meaning of their work, although they made 
lamentable mistakes in regard to details which only God himself could 
have foreseen—those great men never intended that we should become 
the holder of colonies as the powers of Europe have been for the last 
three hundred years. 

But did Chief-Justice Taney ever say or mean to say, and where is 
the expression that ever intimated, that any Territory at the end of any 
given numberof yearsor indefinite term of yearscould comeand of right 
demand admission intothe Union? Did Chief-Justice Taney ever pre- 
tend to intimate that Congress did not have the exclusive right and the 
sole discretion in regard to the formation and admission of new States? 

It is said in Dakota, ‘‘why, they may hold us forever in pupilage.’’ 
Mr. President, that is aquestion for the representatives of all the people 
of all the States; not for them to determine but for us to determine. 
The State of Missouri was held in pupilage and vassalage, as it is termed 
in these pamphlets, two years and a half upon a party issue, and her 
Senators, Barton and Benton, wandered through these halls without, 
politically speaking, a place whereon to lay their heads; and Congress 
at last admitted Missouri upon a compromise, as Michigan was admitted 
and Arkansas was admitted, and did it under the broad and wide dis- 
cretion vested in Congress by the Constitution. 

I have dwelt longer upon this branch of the discussion than I pur- 
posed. Alluding very briefly to an observation made by the Senator 
from Iowa and which was also made, though not in the same terms, by 
the Senator from Indiana, that political motives alone actuate this side 
of the Chamber, I may be nag to askif it would not be an equally 
good case and equally as logical for me to inquire what party would 
profit by the admission of Dakota, and whether there is any interest 
apparent tothe Republican party in rushing this State into the Union? 
It would give to the Republicans 3 electoral votesifnot4, If they have 
the population they claim in Southern Dakota, it would give to them in 
the next electoral college 4 votes, and we know what that means in the 
present condition of parties in this country. 

What right have Senators to hurl at this side of the Chamber the 
charge of partisan feeling and prejudice when upon the very face of this 
record, so to speak, the fact is transpiring that by the admission of this 
State, cut in two by this Cesarian operation of the constitutional con- 
vention, originating without the consent of Congress and by the innate 
and reserved powers of the people, as they express it, the southern half 
of Dakota coming into the Union would give the political ascendancy 
perhaps in the whole Union to the Republican party in the next Pres- 
idential election. 

So much for anything that savors of political feeling or bias in this 
question. Let us come now, and I propose to meet the Senator from In- 
diana upon the high plane of es non-partisan, patriotic, national, 
to which he hasinvited us. IfIdo notsatisfy every Senator present that 
logic, right, reason, justice, all forbid us to pass this bill, I consent 
to be held convicted under the rather harsh criticism of the Senator from 
Indiana made the other day, that I could not treat this Dakota question 
without using unjustifiable terms in to the people of that Terri- 
tory. If the distinguished Senator knew with how much pain I fall be- 
neath his displeasure at any time, I am sure he would suspend his scho- 
lastic criticism until the end of this debate. 

Mr. President, I meet him now upon the arena to which he has in- 
vited us and which he himself so soon abandoned. I propose now to 
look at the considerations which should govern every proposition for 
the admission of a new State into this Union. Precedents are the 
poorest arguments imaginable when this wide and unlimited discretion 
is given by the Constitution to Congress in each individual case. Each 
State must be admitted or rejected upon the circumstances which sur- 
round that State and the rest of the States of the Union at the time it 
applies for admission. We are not to go back to party conflicts when 
aavey and anti-slavery, when the distribution of the proceeds of the 
sales of public lands or the non-distribution of them tore the country 
into factions and parties. We are living men, dealing with living is- 
sues. There was a time in the history of this country when the only 
thing that was held by American statesmanship to be necessary for 
building broad and wide the foundations of the Republic was more 
people to fill up our vast domain, then stretching from ocean to ocean. 
All the States were interested then in pushing the frontier away from 
them, because the frontier meant the scalping-knife and tomahawk of 
the Indian. Every State could be confidently relied upon to vote for 
the admission of a frontier State, because that put an Anglo-Saxon 
population between the inhabitants of the older States and the wild 
Indians of the plains. 

What are the circumstances that surround us now? The question of 
population beggars the imagination even of the poet. It is not a ques- 
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tion of how many people we shall have; but how shall we stop or meet 
the exigencies of the tremendous population pouring upon us from all 
quarters of the earth? The question is not now to push off our front- 
ier to get rid of the Indian, but, as we heard to-day, how are we to 
save these poor sa’ from the annihilation which seems almost in- 
evitable? No longer do the Five Nations, with the genius of Tecumseh 
and of the Prophet, appal the frontiersman in Ohio and Indiana and 
Illinois; no longer do those nations meet as nations; but go, as I did 
some years ago, even last summer, to the plains of Montana and Da- 
kota, and you find the remnants of those splendid nations now huddled 
around their miserable camp-fires, the beggarly remnants of a fast de- 
caying nationality. The days of war for the Indian are over. From 
the immense area, 200 miles by 400 miles, of mountains, the refuge of 
the Apaches, sporadic forages may be made by ten or twenty savages 
upon unprotected settlements and upon isolated frontiersmen; but even 
this must necessarily and logically come to an end before the over- 
whelming power of this nation as represented by its military force. 

I repeat that the days of war with the Indian are past and gone. The 
circumstances that surrounded our fathers when it was only necessary 
to answer all arguments against the admission of a State by saying, 
‘Push away the frontier; in numbers there is strength ’’—those days 
are gone and these ents have died with them. ‘The question upon 
us now as practical statesmen with os is how large is to be the 
Senate, how much are we to subdivide enormous Territories. It 
is not for Dakota by the action of her own people to cut herself in two 
and then come here with the eloquent pleading of the Senator from Iowa 
and the Senator from Indiana and demand that she shall be admitted 
into the Union or else an outrage is perpetrated upon a portion of the 
sovereign people of the United States. If that is done, Senators, it will 
be but a few years until the Senate will swell into the size almost of the 
House of Representatives, for if you look at the extent, at the area of 
the Territories you will see that what Dakota can do or attempts to do 
will be done by the other Territories of the United States. ota has 
149,100 square miles; Montana has 146,131 square miles; New Mexico 
has 122,580 square miles; Arizona has 113,020 square miles—three Ter- 
ritories with this enormous area; and if we now say to Dakota, as the 
Senators from Indiana and Iowa would have us say, ‘‘Cut yourself in 


two, adopt a constitution, elect State officers, elect two Senators, come 


to Congress and say that you are veteran soldiers and maimed veterans 
of the war, and you can be admitted into this Union,” the precedent of 
Dakota has settled the question. 

Mr. President, it is said that a great outrage is being perpetrated 
against this people in refusing them Statehood. A glowing picture was 
drawn of their conservatism, their law-abiding spirit, their respect for 
religion and Jaw, by the Senator from Iowa and the Senator from In- 
diana, An outrage is perpetrated for partisan effect by Senators upon 
this side of the Chamber in voting against the admission of this State. 
The Senator from Iowa says gross accusations are made against the 
character of that people. When? Where? How? 

For two years Dakota was kept out of this Union by votes upon that 
side of this Chamber, and the record shows it. In 1882 a bill similar 
in its provisions to that now before the Senate was brought here, and 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] declared that until Dakota purged 
herself of repudiation he would never consent to her admission into 
the brotherhood of States, and for two years, as parties then stood in 
the Senate, the Senator from Maine held this power over Dakota and 
forced her, I might say at the point of the political bayonet, to pay her 
honest debts. 

Sir, I have the record. Is it necessary for me to remind my distin- 
guished friend from Indiana when he and myself contended over this 
question for two if not three recurring sessions of Congress? Here is 
the record. When linadvertently the other day in speaking of the Da- 
kota bond case mentioned that Judge Moody sat upon the bench when 
the decision was made in order to acquit myself of any intentional dis- 
courtesy for that gentleman, with whom I have not the pleasure of an 
acquaintance and against whom I have nothing to say, I call the atten- 
tion of my friend from Indiana to the language of my own which 
I had not seen for four years—not since our last discussion, at any 
rate—in which I used the following language: 


before our committee 
to advocate the te) filed a bill and 
obtained a decision from the Territorial courts that said bonds were ill and 
void. Judge A. H, Barnes (who also lately appeared before our committee to 
advocate the bills for division and admission) was at that time one of the judges 
of the supreme court of the Territory. 

It was a mere inadvertence when I made this statement. I recol- 
lected distinctly that Judge Moody had been prominent in this litiga- 
tion, but I meant nothing to his discredit. I neverintimated that the 
judges who decided the case in the Territorial court acted corruptly. 
Two of them were Judge Shannon and Judge Bennett; I have quoted 
from one already in former discussions, and I propose to quote from the 
other before this debateisended. They decided as lawyers and decided 
as they conceived their judicial duty to dictate. But when we see the 
picture vividly drawn of the law-abiding conservative character of the 
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population of Dakota, and the expression has been used that this is not 
the sort of community which would be guilty of any revolutionary 
methods, these gentlemen must recollect that there are blows to receive 
as well as blowsto give. They must remember that the record can be 
read by us all, and that the record shows that this is not the first ap- 

ce of the Territory of Dakoto in opposition to the constituted 
authorities of the United States. 

After the decision was made against the legality and validity of these 
bonds by the Territorial courts (and for the benefit of Senators not fa- 
miliar with the antecedent history of this case I now mention that these 
were bonds issued for the construction of railroads running from Yank- 
ton in the southern portion of Dakota by the county of Yankton and 
$15,000 of them by an adjacent county, and the Territorial courts de- 
cided that these bonds were illegal and void), the case was taken by 
the bondholders, who were non-residents of the Territory, to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. In 101 United States Reports the 
decision will be found, and the Supreme Court decided not only that 
the bonds were legal but they decided some other things in regard to 
the power of Congress over the Territories which are pertinent to the 
discussion now in hand. Said the Supreme Court of the United States 
in that decision: 

All territory within the jurisdiction of the United States, not included in any 
State, must sp rarna i be governed by or under the authority of Congress. The 
Territories are but tical subdivisions of the outlying dominion of the United 
States. Their relation to the General Government is much the same as that 
which counties bear to the respective States, and Congress may legislate for 
them as a State doesfor its municipal organizations, 

kd s kd > s * + 


Congress may not only abrogate laws of the Territorial Legislatures, but it may 
itself a. directly, for the local government, It may make a void act of 
the Territo: Legislature valid, anda valid act void. In other words, it has full 
and complete l ive authority over the people of the Territories, and all the 
departments of the Territorial lags po Itmay do for the Territories what 
the people, under the Constitution of the United States, may do for the States, 

* s * * * s * 


No complaint is made of any irregularity in the proceedings under the law. 
pin of ths EAS was validates by OOE sad cxprem arly given to 
Lone the bonds tie the purpose on y intended. The only change which 
Congress saw fit to make was to require the company to give stock in return for 
the donation voted. 

The judgment of the supreme court of the Territory will be reversed, and the 
cause remanded with instructions to reverse the judgment of the district court, 
and direct a judgment for the plaintiff on the facts found, for such amount as 
shall appear to be due on the coupons sued for, 

That should have been an end of this litigation with a conservative, 
law-abiding people worthy of the encomiums upon them so elo- 
quently yesterday by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Wi1Lson]. Was it 
the end? If anathemas and criticisms are to be hurled at this side of 
the Chamber and by implication against the States which are repre- 
sented here by Senators the equals under the Constitution and peers of 
any in this Hall, then the Senators must remember that it is the first 
duty of a lawyer to stand by the record, and this record shows that in- 
stead of bending to the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States the people of Dakota deliberately—I do not say of Yankton 
County alone, but of the whole Territory—entered into a conspiracy to 
nullify the decision of the Supreme Court, and passed certain acts of the 
Territorial Legislature which absolutely made it impossible to collect 
the judgment the Supreme Court of the United States said should be 
collected. They passed, in the first place—the people of the entire Ter- 
ritory coming to the assistance of the people of Yankton—an act repeal- 
ing the law authorizing a levy upon the property of the county for the 
prer of any judgment obtained against it. (See Session Laws of 

akota for 1881, page 63.) They passed another act enabling the 
county commissioners to effect an immediate determination of their of- 
ficial powers by filing a resignation with the county clerk. (See Session 
Laws of Dakota for 1881, page 219.) They passed another act author- 
izing Yankton County to sell $200,000 of stock which it had received 
from the railroad company at the time the bonds were issued; and to 
enable the county to coerce the bondholders into a discount of 50 per 
cent. on the dollar, the act further provided that the money obtained on 
such stock should constitute a special fund to be used only in the settle- 
ment of the indebtedness of Yankton County at 50 cents on the dollar. 
(See Session Laws, 1881, page 305.) Sixteen thousand six hundred and 
sixty-six dollars and sixty-six cents were obtained by Yankton County 
on the sale of the stock which they had received of this railroad on this 
subscription, and when the United States authorities, acting through 
the courts, attempted to secure this money in payment of the judg- 
ment rendered by the Supreme Court of the United States, the county 
officers resigned and then met to transact the county business at mid- 
night, and never was one dollar of this just indebtedness liquidated 
until the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], by refusing his vote to the 
pessage of a bill similar to the one now before us, coerced those people 
into the payment of this honest debt. 

Mr. President, commentary is unnecessary; criticism is useless. Here 
is the record; here are the facts. If they are brought into this discus- 
sion again the people of Dakota may thank their friends upon this floor 
who have made it necessary in order to meet the extravagant and ill- 
judged encomiums passed upon their law-abiding and conservative 
character. 
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Itissaid, however, and all the changes have been rung uponit, that the 


outrage of refusing Statehood to these peopleis un: gross, vin- 
dictive, andi i If we should listen to our distinguished friend 
from Tadiana the children of Southern Dakota are crying for Statehood 
as they dojat night for their mother’s milk; the old men are praying 
for it; the young men are to fight for it; everywhere the spon- 
taneous rising of the people and popular sentiment are visibly demand- 
ing from the representatives of the people the habiliments of E Statehood 
inside the American Union. I know but one manifestation of this ap- 
peal and craving on the part of any community—it is their votes at 
the ballot-box, the silent and effective voice of , more effective 
than the bayonets and bulletsin deciding the destinies of a free people. 
Now let us look for an instant at the proof given by the election held 
in Dakota as to this craving and burning desire for the division of the 
Territory and the admission of Southern Dakota as a State. 

Senators who feel any interest in this question would do well to look 
at the map of the Territory of Dakota and see the boundaries of this 
proposed new State, the area of country over which it extends. It is 
Devpawed. to take all that portion of the Territory south of the forty- 

th parallel of latitude down to the line of Nebraska and constitute 
it i into a State called the State of Dakota. In this proposed new State 
there are forty-nine organized counties, and on the west side of the 
Missouri River, in an area of country which embraces about one-half 
of the proposed new State, there are but five organized counties in all, 
known as the Black Hills counties, in the mining districts of the Ter- 
ritory. 

Senators will observe what I say, because Idesirenow to put an end 
at once and forever to the assumption that the people of Dakota south 
of the forty-sixth parallel have demanded the passage of this bill, that 
there isan apilescerrsa ing pu ubliesentimentinits favor. I wanttoshow 
that no such p: ould ever be successfully entertained before 
the Congress of o United States, which admits a State with one-half 
of its territory, I was about to say with po popniatlan at all, but abso- 
lutely with so sparse a population that I d be almost justified in 
using the expression I have named. 

The Missouri River runs through this Territory from northwest to 
southeast, leaving about an equal portion of the cee on either side 
of the banks of that river. In Southern Dakota, asI have said, out of 
the 77,000 square miles in the proposed State nearly 40,000 are west of 
the Missouri River, and in this area west of the Missouri River are five 
organized counties, with a population of 17,000 inhabitants. They 
claim that in the whole proposed area there are 263,000 inhabitants. 
All but 17,000 of the 263,000 are in the eastern half of this proposed 
State, and ‘the election that was held only south of the forty-sixth par- 
allel disfranchised one hundred and fifty-odd thousand people in North 
Dakota who were never consulted for a single instant in to tak- 
ing away the name of the State or depriving them of the right of State- 
hood. 


Only those persons were permitted to vote who lived south of the 
forty-sixth parallel, and in that area, as I have said, there are 263,000 
inhabitants; and how many votes were cast? Under the ratio adopted 
in the census of the States there is held to be 1 voter to each 5 inhabit- 
ants; but we know that in the Territories in the far West it is safe to as- 
sume that 1 to 3, or, at any rate, 1 to 4 is the fair and legitimate ratio. 
How many voters were there, then, in this Territory south of the forty- 
sixth parallel? Divide 4 into 263,000 and there would be sixty-odd 
thousand voters at the lowest calculation. In a memorial presented by 
these gentlemen who claim Statehood they say there are 300,000 inhab- 
itants in this area, and if that number were divided by 4 there would 
be 75,000 voters. 

Mr. BUTLER. My friend will permit me tosupplement that state- 
ment with the fact that the vote for Delegate to Congress in 1884 was 
54,475. 

Mr. VEST. In November, 1884, an election was held for Delegate 


in the southern half of Dakota. Mr. Gifford was the Republican can- | Brulé.. 


didate and Mr. Wilson the Democratic candidate, The votecast then— 
and I have a list of the counties and the vote cast in each county—for 
both these candidates in this proposed new State was 57,407. That 
was in November, 1884. In November, 1885, the vote cast in the same 
counties for and against the constitution was 31,905, and of ene 
in round numbers, were cast forthe constitution and the balance of the 
31,000 were cast against it. From June to November the vote fell off 
nearly 50 per cent. It was 57,407 in an ordinary political contest be- 
tween two men running for Delegate with a right to speak but not the 
right to vote in the House of Representatives. In November following, 
on the overwhelming issue of Statehood, for which the children were 
crying and old men praying, the vote fell from 57,000 to 31,900. 

Why, Mr. President, if this overwhelming public sentiment exists 
there, if this is not a movement of politicians but a movement of the 


people, fire and flood and earthquake and pestilence and famine would = 


never keep these hardy frontiersmen away from the polls. It might 
have kept the dudes aad æsthetes of the cities away, but no man who 
is used to mountains and horses and ri a hundred miles a day would 
be prevented from putting in his vote. this public sentiment existed, 
a = Senator from Indiana has been led to believe, why the falling off 
of this vote? 


But thatis notall. The ingenious and ambitious statesmen who got 
up this movement for their own political were not satisfied to 
submit tot naked een EPE or no constitution 
or no constitution. ey determined to put sugar upon the ; they 
determined to bait, to use a Western parlance, the a readied 
to the polls, and therefore they submitted at the same time with the 
constitution the question of alat town in the proposed new State should 
be the seat of government; and we all know what that means; we all 
know whatsortof vote that brings out in acounty orinaState. These 
towns, as Ishall show, sent to all the adjacent counties runners to bring 
in voters in order to obtain the capital for themselves. 

Not only that; notsatisfied with putting this question of the location 
of the capital in conjunction with the question of ti the constitution, these 
ingenious gentlemen also put the question of minority representation, 
inorder to bring out the adherents and the non-adherents of that system 
to the polls. 

But not only that; they determined to 

Make assurance double sure, 
And ‘eke at a bond of fate. 

And put in the question of questions which evokes the enthusi- 
asm not only of the masculine but the feminine sex—enthusiasm which 
has filled the corridors of this Capitol to-day with a committee of 
ladies, which brings here each recurring session the question of pro- 
hibition, liquor or no liquor, sumptuary laws or no sum we reaped laws; 
and if any question under Heaven would bring the people of the far West 
to the polls, it would be that identical question. Take away whisky 
from a Western man on the plains and you take from him not only the 
staff of life, but all that makes life endurable. [Laughter. ] 

In a trip to the Yellowstone some two years ago, in the valley of the 
Sire at the foot of the grand Teton Mountain, in scenery not approxi- 
mated by any on this continent, we found three men who had been 
there two years cut off from civilization, and who had not looked upon 
the face of a human being during that time. They came to our camp. 
They had not tasted bread for nearly two years; they had not had salt 
for more than eighteen months; their ammunition was running low, 
and the first thing they inquired. for wasnot bread, notsalt, but whisky. 
They were ready to trade anything in order to get whisky. I mention 
this to show not that these people weredissipated, but because therigors 
of the climate, the necessities superinduced by climatic influences are 
such that alcoholic stimulants become a necessity in that climate. 

This question of prohibition was added to the question of minority 
representation and of capital location, and they, together with State- 
hood, brought to the polls in November, before the rigors of the winter 
had fairly setin, of that hardy tion 31 ,000 out of a voting 
of more than 60,000, and which in all probability amounted nearer to 
75,000 than to 60,000. It is incredible, Mr. President, it is impossible 
that this overwhelming desire for division and Statehood should exist. 

These facts are sufficient. Iam furnished with a statement by gen- 
tlemen of veracity and intelligence, which I will read to the Senate in 
regard to this vote: 


33 iT 3 ez 
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ze | 33 zË |i 
Counties south of | E8 “bel E z= 
the forty-sixth| 5 _ A F o. ony 
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1,241 918 
2314) 2,381 
2,966 766 
Tor | 1138 
1.464 715 
5l4 144 
565 187 
293 225 
1,014 555 
634 511 
1,219 527 
1,364 617 
314 176 
1,139 521 
1133 581 
650 372 
S43 748 
662 298 
718 764 
141 14 
1,175 431 
566 138 
761 589 
1,255| 1,186 
1/300 199 


* Jf these figures are 676 then the total is 31,703. 


in the Sonor Epp ecd Sanoa oani Bete: ape imger bre was contesting fo: 
the location oft State. The’ city of Pierre, in Hughes 
, Was ena asrar tal. These two cities were the two promi- 


nent candidates for capital location, and their runners were sent into all parts 
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of the southern portion of the cate omege Spent in the counties immediately a 
ing, lying contiguous and between, the canvass was warm, spirited and clos 
these counties should be named Buffalo, Potter . H, 
id, Faulk, m p and Kingsbury, The city of rid ais 
nehaha County, was a candida’ 
They sent their agents ayega nearly all the counties in the Territory embraced 
in the pro; State, and made an active a in the counties of Minne- 
cCook, Lincoln, Turner,andClay. Alexandria, located in Han- 
ey County, was also a candidate for the apitat: and their agents canvassed in 
Mix, Bon Homme,and Yankton. 


te vote uj 
election held on the 30th of June, 1885, for the election of delegates to 
attend the constitutional convention, so littie interest was taken in the move- 
ment that in many of the counties no election was held. Many of the commis- 
sioners of the different counties regarded the law of the Legislature calling the 
convention and making an appropriation therefor as unauthorized by the ne 
ganic act of the Territory and void, and disregarded its (part rages 
to put their counties to the expense of an peepee atop election, and angst 
the counties where elections had been ordered by the board, at ger go numbers of 
the election precincts the polls were not pana In the city Ibank the 
polls werene not opened until 4 o'clock in the afternoon of the day of the election, 
and then only after solicitation by tel from parties interested in the 
scheme. It Uo city of Redfield, p acity ofS 000 inhabitants, but 48 votes were cast 
for the election of de} In the ty of Yankton, whi hich contains a seers 
ulation of over 1,000, TK bed A In the city of Sioux 
fone of R. F. Pettigrew, who, with F. M. ne United States Sonaloun 
Moody, one of the ¢ —— as apne enera rini 
ceeding, engineered through the Legislature of 
convention at that city, there were cast Prana tly = Rarer it is a city 
contain a paar nk of over 6,000. 
Instances and illustrations can be multiplied without number to substantiate 


me rar nae pe pat arap The ple of Dakota have regarded this partic- 
y ular Statehood cli eggs gn ate on io taiant ot Ai farce, Pye 

scheming ticians, with na’ objects in view, and they have 
á y? t is safe to assert, without the fear of success- 


treated it as a fraud and a farce. 
ful contradiction, that n wentieths of the people of Dakota who are there 
interests of the Ter- 


ineteen-t 
to build homes, identified with = gcse ene and business 
ritory, have never enco r countenanced the action of the Republican 
leaders of that Territory in ots efforts to seize the o; keh pemr geasa Eeen of the State of 
Dakotaor to divide it for the purpose of multiplying o! 


Terao oy ra DEAA as gp ng seeing LA E TN DALEE 
paper is y any one e not 
of his own knowledge. $ 
~ VEST. I have no objection to state the name. 
Mr. HARRISON. I should like to know the author of that paper, 
if it has an authorship. 

Mr. VEST. The authors are Messrs, Boynton and Johnson, and 
another gentleman whose name I do not remember, but they are citi- 
zens of Dakota. In order to identify Mr. Boynton—— 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator need not dothat. Ihave identified 
him already. I know him. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould hope the Senator did know him, for I see here 
among the papers, though the Senator has not read it, a communica- 
tion from Mr. Boynton to the honorable Senator from Indiana, which I 
will ask the Secretary to read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


NATIONAL HOTEL, Washington, D. C., January 2, 1886. 


Dear Sim: From statements recently published as 
ee infer that no pa; are before the 


pn eg 
Dakota beg vn’ dale 
delegates oy he 1 

only a 

on held at Bicax the sow 


assumption of power of a so-called State 
grey ex-Union soldier and for the past fifteen years a citizen of Southeastern 


Dakota, also in behalf of, as I believe, a majority of the legal voters south of the 
forty-sixth in that Territory, i desire to lay before you and 
your co ttee a protest recognition by the Uni e 
or House Representatives of any of the acts ferred to or of persons 
claiming to rps gern rp the people or to hold office thereunder. 

In suj of wee pad te endo HOENN ION or ire 
ceon - Te rele mocratic Territorial commit which was promulgated 
and e opad the Ganzer 4 Papert) election at w the 

the State governm southern of the Territory 
claim to renin pore ected. Ialso cite our potanta lis ta Secs eal notwith- 


did vote 


aa atany patton $2 i Sagem division committee imm admission. 
ese e fore your ask that 
will peumei the tedden bt eke Gee mead in the Bouse of 
tatives, authorizing the people of x Binge to bring before Con- 


singin legal and authoritative manner their wishes in regard to 
inions and 


and Statehood. I also inclose a containing exhaustive 

eiry p aN red by ex-Chief Just egr tipan C. Seannon, a who 
has filled h judicial office in the Territory for nine’ years, which ch T trust trust 
may assist some of the able lawyers, members ot wene committee of the 


Territo committee o! 
ne tannins Gat nadeen of ite Inet parani] 


litical faith, in dissectin; sophistries forth by Hugh J. Campbell, the 
Political teense tube pb ny Sioux F: ails and F Huron fastio 

seize the go power aident te Btatshood 
jority of pa 


The pert of the Te the Territorial Committees of Congress is also 
called to the extrac: sea eee in the Sioux Falis constitution, w: 
vides that the judge for the Black Hills or mining district shall always be elected 
from the citizens residing within the limits of that judicial district, thereby plac- 
rit within the power oF se (ope rar sng EEEa to vote their employés for 
iu who will be controlled by soulless foreign corporations. 

The so-called State of Dakota is made one judicial district for United States 
cases, with all the terms of the district court to be held at Yankton, where ali the 
records shall be kept, thus compelling attorneys, litigants, witnesses, and jurors 
to travel long distances to the extreme southern line of the proposed ! State, atan 
enormous ha AOR of time and money, simply toappease the greed of the Yank- 
ton combination, which has 1: ly controlled the South Dakota Statehood move- 
ment. A glanceat the map will demonstrate the great outrage sought to be per- 
petrated in this cunningly devised plan to placate Yankton for the loss of the 

capital at a great waste of the public moneys and practically closing the United 
States courts to litigants of moderate means. 

I i that all the so-called State conventions have been gotten up and engi- 
neered by attorneys drawing large fees from powerful mining and railroad cor- 
porations, whose purpose isto give these attorneys seats in the United States Sen- 
ate and House of storage cd where they can be most useful in protectin 

sigs corporations in other parts of the country. Thatmany s®icere an 
patriotic citizens have been swept into the South Dakota Statehood movement 
oe, the view of promoting the prohibition cause and other reforms is undoubt- 
y true, 

The recent extraordinary attitude assumed by the so-called Legislature and 
State officials at Huron seemsto have disgusted even the strongest advocates of 
division‘and admission, as nies following quotation from the Yankton Press and 
Dakotian clearly demonstrates. It says in a recent issue: 

“We haye litio faith in theefcacy of further bea ge in behalf of division and 
jeep ‘The whole effort has gone up in a puff of smoke.” 

He! on noes admission from the oldest Republican newspaper in the Terri- 
ry and 


y 
ch pro- 


e aparer pie of the authorized division and Statehood movement 
ms to have grea! ight in favor of the bill which provides for a convention 
legates from ed the counties in the Territory and enables the convention, 


when called, to 


before Congress ina lawful manner the deliberate judgment 
of the people of eta 3 Sp 


m7 in regard to admission into the Union of States. 


ABRAHAM BOYNTON, 
Lennox, Lincoln County, Dak. 
Hon. BENJAMIN HARRISON, 
Chairman of Committee on Terril 
United States Senate. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have no acquaintance with the gentle- 
man who wrote that letter other than such as has been formed during 
bend span session of Congress. ‘The letter speaks foritself. It is cer- 

inly written with some ability, and if its statements be true, as I be- 
lieve them to be, they are entitled to great weight, coming from a per- 
son who has lived fifteen A fag in that Territory. 

Mr. HARRISON. Is Senator aware of the fact that that gentle- 
man was himself a member of the constitutional convention of 1883 that 
organized a State constitution for Dakota, and one of the most zealous 
promoters of a scheme to go right on with it? 

Mr. VEST. That was 1883. I have known greater political changes 
than that in the same length of time by much more eminent gentle- 
men. He has given his reasons, and those reasons are before the Sen- 
ate of the United States; and whatever his opinions were in 1883, if 
these are facts they should be entitled to some weight coming from a 
citizen of that Territory; andif he once favored this division and now 
is satisfied of the present movement that the people do not desire it 
and the figures show they do not desire it, he is right as an honest man 
in coming out and opposing it. 

But the Senator from Indiana was pleased to observe the other day 
that the Democratic party even of that Territory were in favor of this 
movement. I say that the Democratic party as a party did not vote. 
You can find here and there sporadic cases like Judge Tripp and others 
who for reasons best known to themselves—I do not impngn their mo- 
tives—fayored this movement; but I say that the authorized exposition 
of the views of the Democratic party is in my hands and I ask the Sec- 
retary to read it, co from the Territorial committee of the Demo- 
cratic party of the Territory of Dakota. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


An address to the Democratic voters and people of Dakota. 


a meeting of the Democratic Territorial committee held this day at Mitch. 
ois to sommes tin Mek Rie to be Fea by the Democratic party in the 
special election 


uestion of the ado; or rejection 
Sincere for he proposed Sin rthe elestion of 
committee, 


nAn convention, and 
Kerse oe said 


my | the propaitiona ot or provisio! 
mmittee arrived at this conclusion for the following among other rea- 


sons 
First. The entire ngs from their Sor in the Legislature down to 
the a time are revolutionary and antagonistic to the best interests of the 


people of Dak: 

Second. We deny the right of one part of the Territory to itself from 
the other without the express consent of the ie people of the whole. 

Third. The attempt to force a recognition Oe ee ee 
propriating the name of the whole fora partisa nguth: 
perp ste a nt injustice to those of our citizens who are e AAT ie RE 

ge th. Tie ach pete oy the pon Legislature auth th tion at 

‘ourt A e authorizing the conven! a 

Sioux Falls, and appropriating $20,000 to defray the expenses thereof, was, inour 
judgment, unauthorized by the organic act of the Territory or any imaa? of Con- 
gress, and therefore void. 
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Fifth, The fact that nine-tenths of the voters of the proposed State declined to 
join in the election of delegates to said constitutional convention indicates that 
the people are not in sympathy with the constitutional movement, 

Sixth, We believe that the interests of the people of Dakota will be best sub- 
served by awaiting the ging Peabo of Congress in passing an enabling act au- 
thorizing the holding of a convention to frame a State constitution embracing 
such territory as the people—not the politicians—shall determine. We believe 
this action will be taken by the Congress soon to assemble. 

We, therefore, as a committee, decline to call a Democratic convention for the 
nomination of officers for the proposed State, believing, as we do, that the whole 
proceeding will prove to be a gigantic farce, and recommend thatthe Democrats 
of Dakota and all law-abiding citizens generally decline to take any part what- 


ever in the proceedings, 
D. M. INMAN, Chairman. 
W. H. BECKER, Secretary. 
MITCHELL, DAK., October 15, 1885. 


Mr. VEST. Ifit be said that this develops a partisan movement in 
opposition to this constitution, Senators on the other side are entitled 
and are welcome to the full force of the admission. Isay that whether 
it was a partisan movement or not, it shows that the statement made by 
the Senator from Indiana is incorrect that the Democratic party as a 
party were in favor of this constitution, and his quotation of the posi- 
tion of Judge Tripp in order to enforce that position before the Senate 
Joses force and consequence before the action of the accredited organ of 
the party in the Territory. 

Mr. HARRISON. I have not undertaken, if the Senator from Mis- 
souri will allow the interruption, to say what the present attitude of 
the Democracy of the Territory of Dakota is upon this question. I did 
undertake to say, and I quoted the resolution, that before the Demo- 
crats elected their President, and when they considered this question 
from that standpoint, the Administration being in the hands of the 
Republican party, the Democratic Territorial convention had once, if 
not more than once, passed in their Territorial convention resolutions 
declaring in favor of a division upon the forty-sixth parallel. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; Iwill come to conventions and legislatures directly, 
to the full satisfaction of any impartial auditor of this debate, but not 
tothat of the Senator from Indiana. I will show what weight they are 
entitled to. I say now thatthe only accredited and the only authorized 
exposition of the will of the people is their suffrage atthe polls. Every 
man here who has been in the Territories knows how conventions and 
legislatures are got up and organized. Any man who has had any ob- 
servation and experience knows how easy it is by the ordinary trading 
p especially in a large area of country where there are ambitious 
sets of politicians and rival cities and rival schemes for county seats and 
rival railroads, to bring about these spontaneous and unanimous votes 
on the part of conventions and of legislatures. Where are the votes of 
the people when they have the right and opportunity to vote? What 
becomes of 50 per cent. of the voters in South Dakota who were so anx- 
ious for Statehood that they rushed it through without awaiting the 
orderly conduct of this business on the part of Congress under the Con- 
stitution. What has become of those votes? Can the Senator answer ? 

Mr. HARRISON. Does the Senator say the vote fell off 100 per 
cent.? 

Mr. VEST. I say that out of nearly 60,000 votes there were but 
30,000 votes cast. 

Mr. HARRISON. Did the Senator mean to say that the vote fell off 
100 per cent.? 

Mr. VEST. I did not mean tosay that. Imeanttosayit had fallen 
off one-half—that out of each two voters one refused or declined or 
failed to go to the polls, and the returnsshowit. And as an additional 
inducement, besides prohibition, besides minority representation, be- 
sides the location of the capital, greed, avarice, money motives were 
appealed to, Here is the ad issued by the Statehood committee to 
the people and voters of Dakota in order to bring them to the polls: 


UNITED STATES APPROPRIATIONS FOR PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS AND INTERNAL IM- 
PROVEMENTS FOR A NEW STATE, 


It has been the custom of Congress to appropriate for a new State upon ad- 
mission 500,000 acres of the public lands for internal improvements; also 70 sec- 
tions of land for the maintenance of a State university, 90 sections of land for the 
endowment and maintenance of an agricultural college, 50 sections of land for 
the building and maintenance of a penitentiary,and all the salt ry tog in the 
State not exceeding 12 sections, In addition to these donations it has n the 


custom of Congress,as a compensation to the new States for an exemption of 
the United States lands and property from taxation, to nt each of them 5 per 
cent, of the roceeds of all the sales of public land made within the limit 


of the State from 

This sum for the State of Dakota will amount to, as we are informed by Hon. 
R.F. Pettigrew, from whom we have gathered these facts above stated, the 
sum of $1,500,000, being one-twentieth of the $30,000,000, the amount of the said 
sales up to this time. 

If Dakota should be admitted as a whole, all these donations and grants but 
the last named would only be as much for the whole as for either of the two 
States separately. Therefore, it is easy to see that by division the paopao the 
new State will gain twice the value in these grants which they would gain if 
admitted as a whole, 


In other words, their avarice is appealed to. They are told, ‘‘Here 
divide the Territory, bringin South Dakota as a new State, and we get 
$1,500,000, the 5 per cent. fund on all the land sold and all the other 
vast tracts of land which Congress has been in the habit of donating 
to newly admitted States.” 

In regard to the question of area, it is urged that they are too large 


e time of its organization as a Territory. 


for a single State. There was atime, as I said a few minutes ago, when 
the only question in American statesmanship was how to populate and 
obtain new States for the Union. In numbers there was strength. 
Push out the frontier. That timeno longeris uponus. The question 
with us is, shall we enter into this question of dividing up the Terri- 
tory and admitting two States instead of one. There are already in 
the Union two States of a larger area than than this whole Territory. > 
The whole area of the Territory is 149,100 square miles. Texas has 
265,780 square miles, California has 158,360 square miles, Colorado 
103,925. There are already then two States in the Union witha larger 
area than this whole Territory of Dakota if North and South Dakota 
should be admitted as one State. 

I very well remember, and so does my friend from Indiana, for he 
urged it forcibly on the Senate session after session four years ago when 
this question was broughtbeforeus. ‘The argument then was thatthere 
was a large area of uninhabited country between North and South Da- 
kota, no connection by railroad; and therefore it was a positive hard- 
ship that both portions of this Territory should be brought in as one 
State. It was stated then that Middle Dakota had no population, that 
it was uninhabited, that the inhabitants of North Dakota, the citizens 
of Fargo in order to reach Yankton in Southern Dakota were compelled 
to go around 1,000 or 1,200 miles by rail. It was also stated that this 
was an alkali region that could not be used for agricultural purposes. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator does not say that I said that? 

Mr. VEST. Ido not say that the Senator from Indiana did say it, 
but it was urged in some of the pamphlets, this argument was made 
then before the Committee on Territories that it would be years before 
Middle Dakota could ever be settled up, and it was a positive geographical 
hardship to contemplate the admission of the Territory asawhole. Now, 
what are the facts? Middle Dakota has become the most flourishing 
portion of the whole Territory agriculturally. It has been divided into 
counties. According to the Senator’s own showing it has been cut up 
into farms, it blooms and blossoms to-day like the rose; one railroad 
running north and south has been completed, another almost completed, 
and several more in process of construction. It isa mere question of 
the near future when Northern and Southern Dakota will be bound to- 
gether by bands of iron and steel, as they are bound together in interest. 

As I have stated, the map shows that the Missouri River runs from 
the northwestern to the southeastern portion of this Territory. Now, 
Mr. President, the extraordinary fact is developed from the census taken 
and which is found in the report of the Senator from Indiana from the 
Committee on Territories that in this Territory east of the Missouri 
River are found some 388,000 inhabitants, while west of the Missouri 
River are found only some 25,000. In all this vast country, one-half 
of 149,000 square miles, west of the Missouri River are found only some 
25,000 inhabitants, while the bulk of the inhabitants, out of a total 
population of 415,000 as shown by the census, 388,000 are found east 
of the Missouri River. 

In the middle of Dakota the interior has been settled up, and counties 
have been organized in this eastern area. I read from the census itself. 
In the Territory of Dakota there are 415,664 inhabitants. This is di- 
vided as follows: In South Dakota there is a population of 262,515. 
The Senator in his report has it 263,000, but take it as one or the other, 
itmatters not to the argument; I will take his own figures and say that 
in South Dakota there are 263,515. In North Dakota, north of the 
forty-sixth parallel of latitude, there are 153,149 inhabitants, not one of 
whom was allowed to express his sentiment or opinion in regard to the 
division of this Territory, and I shall show directly from the proceed- 
ings of a convention in North Dakota, if the Senator wants the proceed- 
ings of conventions, that it was without their consent, and they protest 
to-day and now against being robbed of the name of Dakota and against 
this bill being fastened upon them. 

Divided on the Missouri River and the one hundred and first merid- 
ian, there are 389,959 inhabitants east of the Missouri River; there 
are west of the Missouri River 25,705 ; that is to say, in an area one- 
half of 149,000 square miles there are west of the Missouri River but 
25,705 people, and west of the Missouri Riverand the one hundred and 
first meridian in South Dakota, in the proposed new State, 17,196 
inhabitants. In the one-half of 77,000 square miles, out of 263,000 
people as shown by the census in the whole of South Dakota, there are 
west of the Missouri River in all its immense area 17,196 inhabitants, 
and in North Dakota west of the Missouri River there are 8,509 inhah- 
itants. Nowin this portion of the Territory west of the Missouri River 
and south of the forty-sixth parallel are three-fourths of the great Sioux 
reservation of which Senators have been talking this morning. 

The Black Hills are found in this western part of the Territory. I 
say it is bad policy for the United States to give up the control of these 
Indians and over that vast area of uninhabited country. Ifyou wanta 
State homogencons in population and in interest, take that portion of the 
Territory east of the one hundred and first meridian, or running down 
to the Missouri River and then following the river a small distance on to 
the Nebraska line, cutting the Territory in half from north to south and 
putting the bulk of the population, nearly all of it, in a homogeneous, 
compact form east of the Missouri River. This would be something 
like a fair division of the Territory. This would certainly meet the 
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desire of those people for Statehood and at the same time it would pre- 
serve the rights of the Government of the United States and the control 
of the United States over these Indian tribes and over these public 
lands. Ifa bill of that sort be introduced here, it will receive from me 
honest and fair consideration and approbation. I have no disposition 
to keep these people out of the Union if they are entitled to Statehood, 
but I do object to their dividing this Territory to suita lot of politicians 
without regard to what I believe to be the honest will of the people, 
without regard to the area of the Territory, and without regard to the 
population as found. And I say if this question is divested of partisan 
considerations and the same argument and consideration applied to it 
as would be to any ordinary question presented for the consideration of 
Co: there would not be a moment’s hesitation in favor of the 
proposition I have made, 

Mr. President, I have said before that in these counties in South Da- 
kota west of the Missouri River, five organized counties only, known as 
the Black Hill counties, there are only 16,395 inhabitants; in the county 
of Butte, 1,081; in Custer, 1,292; in Fall River, 472; in Lawrence, 
10,326; in Pennington, 3,224. In these five counties, the whole of this 


immense area west of the Missouri River in Southern Dakota, an area 
equal to all that portion of it east of the Missouri River, there were 

lled in November for the constitution 2,401 votes, and against it 612. 

n all this vast area there were polled altogether but 3,013 votes for and 
against. 

I say, Mr. President, unhesitatingly that this vote shows that the 
people westof the Missouri River either did not vote at that election or 
that they were opposed to this whole project and scheme on the part of 
these gentlemen at Yankton. I will ask my friend from South Caro- 
lina to read an extract from a paper published at Deadwood, a Repub- 
lican paper, in regard to that election and in regard to the results of the 


census. 
Mr. BUTLER read as follows: 


THE LESSON OF TUE CENSUS. 


It is not very pleasant to be compelled to admit sometimes that figures do not 
lie. But when the figures are our own it is even more disagreeable. This is 
the case with the figures of the last census, taken at our own instance, and 
mainly to show that Dakota in population was entitled to Statehood—that North 
and South Dakota each contained more people than the number required for 
admission. Unfortunately the figures pore too much for us of the Black Hills, 
for they sustain all that has been said by the advocates of division on the Mis- 
souri River and the one hundred and first meridian, 

The census shows that Dakota has a population of 413,753, of which 388,094are 
east of the Missouri River and but 25,659 are west of it. tells the tale, and 
there is no escape from the conclusion. The vast region west of the Missouri, 
of which the Black Hills is a , larger than the State of Illinois in area—se 
arated from East Dakota by the longest river in the world—contains but 25, 
people, It has but three counties with a population of 2,000 or over. It has but 
six counties with a population of 1,000 or over. Seven of its counties included 
in the census contain less than 100 people But one of its counties (Law- 
rence), and that an unusually one in area, contains 10,000 people, All the 
four Black Hills counties contain but16,319 people. These are facts that the fig- 
ures tell, and whatever may be said of other figures, we certainly are not in a 
position to say that our figures lie. 

Dakota is too large for one State. All that has been said in favor of division, 
pare and simple, is true. Eastern Dakota would make a huge State—larger than 

Ilinois. It contains 388,094 people, It has nearly one hundred organized coun- 
ties, more than thirty of which contain each over five thousand people. It has 
almost no reservation land. It is settled up from Minnesota to the Missouri 
River—from the British boundary to the Nebraska line. East Dakota has ev 
requisite, every claim, for immediate admission, and_in common justice it 
should be admitted to the sisterhood of States at once. We wish as much could 
be said of Western Dakota. It is almost as large. It isin area greater than 
Kentucky, Indiana, or New Jersey. It is, roughly stated, about 400 miles north 
and south, by 200 miles east and west, but it contains only 25,659 people. The 
larger part of these are in the Black Hills counties and nearly 200 miles west of 
the Missouri River. More than half of its great area is yet Indian land, not 
ones by the Government and not open to settlement. o can say when it 
wi ? 

To attach Western Dakota to Eastern Dakota merely for the p 
into the Union would be, it must be confi K ed policy. Tennessee has 
tried for many years to itself divided, but when once in the Unien there is 
no changing the status of any onofa State. If it gets in asthe tail of anew, 
powerful section, it may wag, but that isall. Itcan never be much else tban a 
tail, however m it may. This is the exact condition of Western New 
York, of Eastern Tennessee, of Western Pennsylvania, and many other rich and 
populous sections of great States. They help pay taxes and bear the burdens 
of hood, butare omitted in the distribution of the loaves and fishes. East- 
ern Dakota has already made such arrangements as to public institutions as 
would leave Western Dakota unprovided for during the next half century. 

There are instances, we know, where the tail the dog, but when the dog 
rospect 1s poor, i 
whether it would not be better for the people who some day 


of getting 


Whatever is done about the division of Eastern Dakota into two States it is 
not apparent that the great region west of the Missouri is yet fit or ready for 
Statehood. It contains but 25,659 people scattered widely. It has few organized 
counties and no common interests Eastern Dakota. Lookatthe map, recol- 
lecting the figures of the late census. Behold a region, more than half of which 
- ye ae ane amengan by o tanos whose white papuas Suporte to 

jess n of the Indians, and say w. ent can i uced 
for tacking this on to Eastern Dakota, U PEY, 


The following are the figures of the late census in reference to Western Dakota: 


Butte County......... 


Custer County..... 1,284 
Fall River County.. 472 
Lawrence County.. 10, 321 
Pennington County .. 3,225 
Morton County... 5,873 
Dunn County... 32 
v“ illiams County 36 
McKenzie County.. 24 
254 
737 
1,507 
95 
47 
26 
56 
653 

Total population west of the Missouri River ...............ccssssessseeee sone 3, 
Total population east of Missouri .............csceceseserereereeees a vousvs wauoseose 388, 094 


Mr. VEST. I have had that article read, because it states distinctly, 
succinctly, and fairly the facts developed by the census. This barestate- 
ment shows that to give the control of this vast uninhabited area west 
of the Missouri River in Southern Dakota to the proposed State would 
beunwise. Weoughttoholdthatinthe Territorial condition. If State- 
hood is to come to these people, let it come to that portion of the Terri- 
tory which has the population. The whole of this trouble has come from 
the fact that Yankton, in Southern Dakota, the political centerof that 
portion of the Territory, and Fargo, in Northern Dakota, the political 
center of another junta of politicians as aspiring as those of Yankton, 
have inaugurated this scheme. There were not offices enough to go 
around, and their idea was to build two separate sets of public buildings 
without consulting Congress, and inaugurate a State in the south, ap- 
propriate the name Dakota, come here, and, with the ability, eloquence, 
and logic of my friend from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] and my friend 
from Iowa [Mr, WrLson], force Congress, under the plea that if denied 
it was denying to a portion of the people of the United States the ordi- 
nary rights of citizens. 

It has been said by the Senator from Indiana that Northern Dakota 
favored this bill. Ideny it. It is a most remarkable fact, and I put 
it to my friend from Indiana to answer why is it that in all this agita- 
tion for fifteen years for Statehood the people of this Territory have 
never been allowed to vote upon the question? Why is it that to-day 
we are appealed to in the name of the sovereignty and rights of the peo- 
ple, when never once have the people been permitted at the polls, the 
people of the whole Territory, to say whether they want the Territory 
divided or not? 

I have here, received by yesterday’s mail, the proceedings of a con- 
vention held in Northern Dakota, with a letter from the secretary, which 
Task shall be read. It is sent to me officially with the resolutions of 
this convention held in Northern Dokota. Ido not know any individual 
engaged init. I take it from the tone of the letter that this gentleman, 
the secretary, and it is fair to presume that a large majority of the con- 
vention were not allied to me politically, were not Democrats; and itis 
right that this expression of popular opinion in that portion of the Ter- 
ritory should be placed before Congress, and, therefore, I ask that the let- 
ter be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: ~* 

ELLENDALE, DAK., , 188. 


Sm: Tinclose herein copy of resolutions adopted by the late North Dakota 
convention, The resolutions are not intended to indorse the Harrison bill or 
division of the Territory, but recommend the change in case the Harrison bill 
is favorably considered by Con, The majority of the people of Dakota are 
in favor of admission as a whole, but the politicians of Dakota make too much 
noise for the people. The voice of the latter is drowned out by those who want 
two sets of State officers. The Fargo convention was called by politicians with 
the intent to have that body declare in favor of division, but the people were too 
well represented, and so the best the politicians could do was to have the com- 
mittee on admission and division effect a compromise and report to the conven- 
tion recommending therein that all resolutions presented to the convention be 
laid on the table, and thus virtually end all discussion of the question. I send 
you copy of that committee’s report, which was adopted, Afterward the in- 
closed resolution was adopted. A majority of the people or delegates were op- 

: d to division, but the politicians, it must be confessed, outwitted the ma- 
jority. 

I know that there was a majority in that convention opposed to division, for 
the vote was well canvassed, A very large majority was in favor of division 
on the Missouri River, in case the Territory should be divided at all. I have 
taken the trouble to forward the inclosed resolutions to you for your consider- 
ation in case there is any likelihood of the Harrison bill becoming a law. The 
forty-sixth parallel, you are aware, is supposed to be north of the seventh stand- 
ard. In the act passed by the last Dakota Legislative Assembly providing for a 
constitutional convention there was no provision for representation in any ae 
tion of the Territory north of the seventh standard, and that portion of the Ter- 
ritory between the two lines had no representation, nor did its people have any 
vote in the adoption of the constitution or in the election of State officers. Then 
by what right can we be made a part of a State proposed to be made by the Har- 

n bill. The Dakota politicians at Washington may lead you to infer that a 
majority of the people of Dakota are in favor of division, but you may depend 
upon it, in your noble fight on the floor of the Senate Chamber against division 
and admission of southern half as a State, the great majority of the people are 
with you. No political convention has said so, because the people were never 
truly represented, 

Hoping that you will be successful in your opposition to the Harrison bill, and 
hoping also that you will, in case there is a likelihood of that bill becoming a 
law, remember the request senate te the within resolutions, 

n, yours, V respe r 
ainai z HENRY DICKIE, 


Hon. GEORGE G, Vest, Washington, D. C. 
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NORTH DAKOTA CONVENTION. 
ELLENDALE, DAK., Jan. 20, 1886. 


To Hoy. GEORGE G. Vest, 
Washington, D. C.: 


I desire to call your, tion to the following resolutions, which were adopted 
at the late North ota convention, convened at Fargo, Dak., January 12, 


1886, namely: 

“Without hereby deciding upon the merits of the Harrison bill, and without 
intending hereby to indorse the same. 

Be it resolved, That the said bill should not be passed through the present 

nited States without first incorporating therein the amend- 
the following resolutions, namely : 
That the Harrison bill should not be passed through the present 
Congress of the United States without first incorporating therein an amendment 
changing the dividing line between South and North ‘ota from the forty- 
sixth parallel to the seventh standard parallel east of the Missouri River and 
prolongation thereof from said river due west to the boundary of Dakota; the 
reason therefor being that division upon the forty-sixth parallel will divide 
counties, elang DS Bano districts, and even farms, whereas the seyenth stand- 
ard parallel runs een organized counties only, and is but one to four miles 
distant from the forty-sixth parallel. 

“ Resolved, That this convention further declares its decided and emphatic 
opposition to the of said bill, or any other for the division of this Terri- 
tory, that shall deprive this section of the name so dear to them as that of 
North Dakota.” 

The above preamble and resolutions were unanimously Lag. pace by the said 
North Dakota convention at its session of Thursday evening, January 14, 1886. 

HENRY DICKIE, 
Secretary of said Convention, 


Mclaren, chairman of the committee on division and admission, then made 


the following report: 
“Your committee leave to make the following report: 
“ Resolved, That the citizens of the entire Territory of ota have aided in its 


upbuilding to its present tion of prosperity, and to all citizens alike is that 
name endeared, and it is the sense of this convention that the name of Dakota 
em be given to no section of the present Territory to the exclusion of any 
other section. 

“* Resolved, That steps having been taken at the seat of Government at Wash- 
ington looking to the immediate solving of all questions of the division of Da- 
kota Territory and jon in whole or in part, with a view to avoid any 
embarrassment of our Del in or of members of Congress having 
those questions under m, and to avoid in any way hampering them 
in their actions: $ 

* Be it resolved, That this convention take no action whatever upon the ques- 
tion of admission and division, either or both, and formulate no further reso- 
lution n, either recommendatory or ad x 
* Resolved, That the resolutions heretofore referred to your committee be re- 
rantap to the conyention with the recommendation that they be laid upon 
the table, 

The report was adopted by a unanimous vote, amid cheers and laughter. 


Mr. VEST. Now, Mr. President, I have two letters to present, one 
of them coming from one of the editors of the Black Hill Times, a Re- 
publican paper published at Deadwood in that portion of Southern Da- 
kota which lies west of the Missouri River, and the other of these letters 
comes from Judge Granville G. Bennett, former Delegate in Congress 
from the Territory of Dakota, who occupied a seat upon the Territorial 
bench as one of the judges who sat in the decision of the bond case to 
which I referred. Both these gentlemen are Republicans, and itis right 
that this expression of opinion from ns, one of whom I know and 
the other of whom I am not acquainted with, but both unquestionably, 
from the tone and matter of their letters, intelligent men, should be 
presented. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

s > * * 5 a kd 
deee poop: are opposad tothem. How shown? the positive refusal of the 


adroitly 
th send them to tok to lane ont that cute total 
em up an em to you; can say out of a po 
¥ so-called ‘South Dakota” of 000 there was a total vote led of 
ve 


returning-board 
perpen on the Louisiana plan, 
not be overlooked that 


i if prospects of i he hg ‘a vo f 
sions, of your assuming the honors, igni , an es oi 
full-fledged American citizens: We propose to divide ths tory; to secure 

ng j 

not; itisthe willof Mood 
Craiptinnenteagel ypc d hence the nation beholds the now made that 
the twenty-odd thousand votes polled or man: later on represent the 
416,000 people living within the Territory. Isay, and I insist, 
give the people an o; rtunity to declare in this matter, 

r that the effort of Moody and clique is nothing less 
grand larceny; that it will a that while twenty-odd 
are in favor of division, over 200,000 are 

In 1884 Dakota polled a total vote of 


Gifford (Republican) received 71,599 and Wilson 
= olen peA is idly 


publican, proud of m; 
that my convictions 4 
reer 


are representative men with whom 
onat —_ and who stand with the highest in this 


I have written in haste and at undue length, but, my dear sir, Icherish intense 

in this matter; and sodothe people at areabroad. Ani- 
mated lies will strut the halls of Congress and over the gallery- 
rail this week. You will be told that “the people want d ion, are for 
division, are willing to die for division.” At that 
look the fellow 


. Mr. LOGAN and others. Name. Who signs it? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There seems to be no name. 
Mr. HARRISON. It seems to be of the No-Name Series. 


Mr. VEST. The gentleman who writes that authorized me to use 
his name. Does the Senator from Indiana want it? 

Mr. HARRISON. . We had better have it. 

Mr. VEST. The Senatorshallhaveit. Thisisthe man, L. 8. Whit- 
beck, connected with the Black Hills Times, a Republican paper pub- 
lished at Deadwood, Dak. If any other bill of particulars is needed I 
will furnish it. 

Mr. LOGAN. There is no objection to giving the name. 

Mr. VEST. None at all except for the comments on it, asif I wished 
to retain the name for some ulterior purpose. I had that letter copied 
by mysecretary, and he failed to put thenametoit. I present nothing 
here that I want to su Now I ask that the other letter be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

DEADWOOD, DAK., January 4, 1336. 


DEAR SiR: Mr. Whitbeck, of this place, has just shown me a letter addressed 
by him to you on the matter of the division of our Territory and admission of 
the southern on as a State under the Sioux Falls constitution, in 
which I am mentioned as an opponent of the movement. This referen 
to justify on my part a brief statement of my views. It would be stran 
deed if a Territory coni ing the population of Dakota, sufficient to entitle it 
to three members of the lower House on the present basis of a t, 
should not with great unanimity desire Statehood, with all the advantages it 


brings. 

Our population is not of a floating and unstable character, but permanent, here 
to stay,and you and others need have no fears of a re-enactment of the Nevada 
political farce, I , and you must with me, that we are clearly en- 
titled to admission, and that at the earl day possible, and we hope and trust 
Congress will ini esi 


hen di 
its settlements were confined in its 
and along the line of the Northern Pacific 
and its tributaries 


gent, and but few inte: social, commercial, or political,in common. But 
within the past few vente theme conditions have been entirely changed. The 
phenomenal settlement and development of the Territory, the rapid construc- 
tion of numerous lines of railroads, the interminglin the people, and the 
convergence of interests as a whole have had a cemen and solidifying tend- 
ency, so that the people feel to-day that they are the common inheritors of one * 
grand inheritance, bound together in one fortune and one future. Central Da- 
kota has been occupied, covered with farms, villages, cities, railroads, churches, 
and school-houses, and all the concomitants of wealth and civilization, and there 
is no longer any “‘ waste places” or unproductive or untrodden solitudes sepa- 
rating our settlements north and south, and a line of division on the forty-sixth 
degree of north latitude bi such a country at this time must be purely 
arbitrary, without any natural, political, or commercial causes to justify it. 

In a very short time, with our rapid p in the construction of railroads 
and ph lines, every point in our Territory will be easily accessible from 
every o! point, and time and distance will be annihilated so far as business 
and the convenience of travel are concerned. So that the reasons for division, 


once weighty, no longer exist. I am quite well aware of the arguments ad- 
vanced in support of the present State movement, the chief of which is that our 
its of one State. But when 


Territory is too large to be embraced within the 1 
we ask why there is no satisfactory answer. We find two States much larger 
and many much smaller, so there is no geographical limitation fixed either by 
law or custom. We are that the large States would not part with any 
of their territory, and the smaller are not clamoring to be enlarged. 

‘True, if divided, we would ultimately have four United States Senators in 
place of two. That perhaps appeals more strongly to the few who have Sena-. 
torial aspirations than to the masses on whom fall the burdens of two State 
governments, 5 ` 

Representation should be apportioned according to population if possible, but 
under our present system that never can be in the United States Senate. If it 
oy while Rhode Island and Delaware have each two Senators, how many 
would the great States of New York and Pennsylvania be entitled to? Dakota 
has already a larger ulation than at least any one of ei States which are 
represented in that y, but if admitted with its present ndaries it could 


not be expected to overtake at least a dozen States that might be named in the 
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and lo: 

What effect the admission of Dakota may have on the present dominant polit- 
ical es in their deeper chan nos bo emlcunie camabdaree We 
ae ee A aa mwealth which we trust will out- 
live t ital ias and entare, aaa sentetoly o ARIK a 

of a few eager p hunters. I am satisfied the great mass of 

do not want, or care vé little about, division. Many in the southern 


eta Saran oagecmeigs Bet but we feel that its constant agitation has re- 
rather than promo’ that d 


con m, 
tion and submitted to a vote, but that vote was so small, and the whole venture 
fell so flat that it was thought best to renew the project and surround a 
sort of halo of pretended legal authority. But the effect on the minds of the 
people was about the same as the first demonstration. 


The poneo this portion of the Territory I know are op x7 to sr pdea 
, but no opposition was organized or effort made ‘ea 
pope eine inane, whee kane ta Dal the home of one of the newly 


elected United States Senators, one of the judges of the so-called State saprana 
court, and their pyneteag ed. bbe seo and here it was buried under an adverse 
ar ofoverd4tol. And such would have been its fate throughout the Black 
H and in many other localities if the same fight had made; but the 
whole thing simply went by default. 

The masses can see 


honestly, judiciously, and economically governed under one 

with but little en half the expense, as under two with the 

d Regarding the whole movement for South ota as one that 

jaena many 2 _ Ea aE SE VER pe it and staid 
m an refrain any pation side issues 

thet were mr ecitad pann A arabana te avote of a fractionswelled 

that vote to at least double what it would otherwise have I to the 


were several aspirants, the hil 8 
vision, &c., all itly Sa 5 to figure in swelling the factitious vote. 
the people fans isan ADRAN AN OE o ecnvenkinn frame a 


the either inception or 
the final seene a so-called “State jure,” as such, is 
entitled to any serious consideration at the handsof Congress, It doesnote 
dasarvaw be diguited na vaves , for it is no movement “from the 
by the people, or for the people,” should not suffer in their loyal repu- 
tation and devotion to our — and grand national sovereignty. 

Pardon the length of this letter, I can only plead my interest as a private cit- 
izen in justification. 

Very respectfully, 


GRANVILLE G. BENNETT. 
Hon. GEORGE G, VEST, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, my connection with this debate is al- 
most over. In the report of the chairman of the Committee on Terri- 
tories there is sought to be instituted a parallel between the vote of 
Southern Dakota on the adoption of this constitution and the votes 
upon the constitutions of other States under similar circumstances when 
they spied for admission into the Union. That argument would be 
more forcible and more legitimate if the chairman of the Committee on 
Territories had also given usinformation of the populations of the States 
in which the votes were vely cast. The vote is highly signif- 
cant and useful as showing the sentiment of the people. That senti- 
ment is not conclusive upon Congress, but as representing the le it 
has force as a matter of course with those of us, and all of us I pre- 
sume, who desire to meet the wishes of the people if we believe that 
those wishes can be carried out without injury to the other States of the 
Union. When Missouri, Illinois, and other States are cited by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana in his report why does he not give us the aggregate 

tion to show whether the people came to the polls? 
. HARRISON. I did not pretend to give in the report any votes 
at all on that subject. 

Mr. VEST. Thenit is in the remarks of the Senator and in the 
pamphlet which contains the address to the e of the Territory. 

Mr. HARRISON. Possibly it is; but nothing of that kind is in the. 
report, 

Mr. VEST. Then I withdraw the statement that it was made by 
the Senator. It is made in this pamphlet, and it has appeared here in 
the history of this discussion. 

Mr. HARRISON, I said in my remarks that I did not believe the 
Senator could find any case where a State constitution had been sub- 
mitted in the first instance to the people where a larger vote was cast 
or a larger percentage of the vote was cast, and I adhere to that state- 
ment on the information I -have now. 

Mr. VEST. That, then, isthe point. Thatistheidenticalissue. If 
the Senator would give us the aggregate population of the Territories 
where those votes were cast, we could then arrive at the justness or 
ortherwise of the assertion. Here we have the vote of Dakota, we have 
the population of Dakota, and we see the result at the polls, 

Mr. HARRISON. I will give the Senator one now, if he desires to 
a Ihave a memorandum of. He will find, if he undertakes 
to look through the records to get at the vote and population at the time 
the States were admitted, that he will have very great difficulty, I 
have Iowa before me, when her people voted for a constitutional con- 


vention, in 1844. The vote for the constitution was 7,191; against it 


4,310; the total vote 11,501, and a majority of 2,881, and the census sub- 
mitted aera ra pea —_ that showed a population of 79,000, not ont of 
, here. 

Mr. VEST. That depends upon the ratio establishsd between the 
voters and the inhabitants. 

Mr. HARRISON. I suppose the same ratio would prevail in both 
cases. 

Mr. VEST. Without making any calculation, Ido not think it pre- 
sents a parallel instance of voters to population as in Dakota. There 
were 79,000 inhabitants,as I understand the Senator. That would 
make 15,000 voters at the ratio of five inhabitants to each voter. 

Mr. HARRISON. The population of South Dakota is more than three 
times what that of Iowa was then, 79,000. That wouldonly be 237,000. 
The population of South Dakota is 263,000; and yet the vote east on 
the constitution was within a very small fraction of three times as many 
as the vote cast in the case of Iowa. 


I come to one significant fact; I have heard no 
explanation of it, and yet itseems to be asalient point in the discussion 
of the Senators who advocate the passage of this bill. Itwas considered 
so important as to be specifically noted by the Senator from Indiana in 
his report, and it was urged again in his remarks on the floor of the 
Senate. He quotes from a memorial adopted in Dakota and sent tothe 
Forty-eighth Congress in which they use the following language: 

And, although the people of all Dakota in favor of admission of 


are earnestly 
See eee will hail with joy division only, and if 
80) 


then 
at the earliest possible time. 


They want to be separated from 
want to be brought into antagonism with 
office. ‘‘Give us division and keep us out 
rather stay out forever than to be brought 

of the eastern half of this Territory 


was itself withouta 


il last. A EAS gh ytyecweiny Rare yore: 
the Legislature from which emanated this present Southern Dakota 
movement in order to show what sort of an exponent it is of public 
sentiment. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


A BLIZZARD FROM DAKOTA. 
Hvrow, DAK., April 5. 


To the Editor: 
Ni believed when last winter Senator Vest plainly intimated the possibil- 
ity tines Datote might before many years be paide Demncératic that this was any- 
more than — vaporing. How could such a thing be? The Demo- 
ic candidate had been defeated by 80,000 birt two months, 
He received but Lvotein 7. He did not carry a single county, and in some coun- 
ties nota single vote. How could ever me ocratic? The 
fact is that if political matters continue to progress as they have for months 
Dakota will be decidedly Democratie before the end of Cleveland's term. = 


ator Vest's wish and boast will be more than realized. 
the Democratic 


The candi of the oung man who ran for del: on the Demo- 
ood ion oneal ae AO bat MAI wad TADO 

tical experi 

tion for the leadership in a hopeless race, and when the notoriety, possible pa- 
and glory are deemed ample compensation for afew y Tho 


An ab) 
pipe possar but even then it 
would have been no evidence of the real state of parties in 
The Legislature has just adjourned, and from the Republican press of the Ter- 
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for imbecility and jobbery on local and private matters. Another says“ Da- 
eclares tha 


kota’s test misfortune is in her prominent statesmen.” It d t 
“the action of our Legislature has vindicated those who have op) our pro- 
motion.” “Told you so,” says Vest. Another d he ota can feel 


POWER OF ITS REPRESENTATIVES 


to do harm has expired.” One paper affirms that ‘the sickest lot of sorchead 
litical tricksters that ever con, er was in the Dakota Legisla- 
re.” The Fargo Republican says that the Legislature was “the most dangerous 
in the history of Dakota,” and that “ the people feel safe now that it has passed 
out of existence,” A convention of pickpockets, thimble-ri; , and tricksters 
could not have evoked from the Republican press more violent denunciation 
than has the Legislature which has just adjourned. 

Now these are the facts which the Republican press almost without exception 
loudly assert. Is it visionary, then, to say that Dakota ison the road to Democ- 
racy? There isone huge nausea allover the Territory. From the Bad Landsto 
Devil’s Lake, from the Black Hills to Manitoba, men are holding their noses 
until the blizzards purify the atmosphere. Now if Dakota wasa State, its legis- 
Jative enactments subject to no restrainst, its governor chosen from these “ emi- 
peas statesmen,” how much of the Territory would be left to administer on in 

four years? 

A greater humbug than this cry by the Territorial politicians of both parties, 
“Give us our officers from our own people,” never was invented. Its dishon- 
esty is transparent, Alaska might as well demand that her officers should be 
selected from her own pene as Dakota, or Idaho, or Arizona, The truth is 
the material is lacking in all Territories for competent and trustworthy officers. 
It was in the old days when General Harrison and such men were made gov- 
ernors of Territories, and it is to-day. ‘The last Legislature has shown that it 
would have been well if its members had been appointed by some outside and 
im agency instead of by bant; railways, rings, and monopolies that al- 
rar aes as seeking by all the yile old ways to fasten their talons on the fair land 
o o 

A corporation with a little money can already buy almost anything it wants 
in Dakota—legislation, law-makers, and law officers, The established rate of 
interestis12 per cent. In a few counties of the Black Hills any rate may be con- 

for by special law. get from 2 to 5 per cent. per month, and are 
as merciless as Shylock in demanding their pound of flesh. They will have 
their “ usance,” blood or no blood. God help the poor miner or ranchman who 
falls into their clutches, The Legislature which has just adjourned had among 
its members the nts of these money-sharks, and no effort was made torelieve 
the suffering people. 

Senator Vest last winter referred to the numerous local wars over county 
seats as an evidence that Dakota was not yet fit for Statehood. If he had lived 
in Dakota a few years he would have had a thousand better arguments, The 
devil seems to have been let loose in this Territory and is trying his 'prentice 
hand on Dakota before venturing on that thousand-year raid with which the 
earth is threatened, You can not finda county, or township, or village, in which 
there is not a row raging now over county seat, over town sites, over county 
divisions, over the location of the land offices in districts, then over their loca- 
tion in thetowns. Even the building of a skating rink is sufficient to call out the 
village wranglers. Everybody wants to move everything, and he wants it on 
his corner lot. They want to move the capital, the capitol building, the courts, 
land offices, and porom All the wranglers and rs in the country 
seem to haye collected in Dakota, and the very genius of discord is let loose. 
As soon as you arrive in aay village you are e: to take sides. If you 
do not take sides, then all sides take you. Letany one travel throughout Dakota 
and he will be convinced beyond cavil thatit is as yet unfit for Statehood. Ithas 
more statesmen to the square mile than the District of Columbia had on in- 
auguration ba though there is not a man in it as yet known in one-third of 
its counties, It isan immense Territory, as yet sparsely settled, its population 
and business centers not fixed, nothing homogeneous about it; everything cha- 
otic, or rather embryotic; and yet all over it are little wriggling knots of small 
politicians, squirming ceaselessly to get into places they would never have 
dared to aspire to in the States they came from. 

The conclusion from all this is that it has been for the people now in the coun- 
try and those comi for Dakota and the country—a most fortunate circum- 
stance that these iticians have thus far gone unheeded, and that none of 
them have been able to disgrace the Territory and country on a | r field than 
ae now occupy. Until the last Legislature is forgotten let Dakota keep 
qu 


Mr. VEST. Now, Mr. President, I have but a few words to say in 
conclusion, I think one fact is evident. It may be admitted by Re- 
publicans and Democrats without any injustice to our fealty or 
to our duty as Senators. Itis manifest beyond a scintilla of doubt that 
a vast difference of opinion exists in this Territory in to the 
manner of division and the propriety of division at all. 
by themselves that one-half of this immense Territory is virtually with- 
out population, that all of that portion of it west of the Missouri River, 
equal in area to that portion east, has but 25,000 white inhabitants and 
that the portion of Southern Dakota which is proposed to be incorpo- 
rated into the State of Dakota has but 17,000 white inhabitants, and 
that in this vast area west of the Missouri River are contained this large 
Sioux reservation and other Indian reservations, and an immense extent 
of publicland. Is it not best, is it not safest and wisest, to commit this 
question to the people themselves and let them vote upon it? Why 
should we take the indirect testimony of legislatures and conventions 
in a sparsely settled Territory in the far West as conclusive of this 
matter, especially in the face of the unanimous testimony almost of the 
Republican papers from all portions of the Territory that the Legislature 
originating this present movement di legislation everywhere. 

Sir, at the proper time I shall submit, after the vote has been had 
upon the substitute of the Senator from South Carolina, a proposition 
to divide this Territory from north to south upon the one hundred and 
first meridian of longitude. That will give to the State of Dakota, if 
Congress sees proper so to designate it, east of the Missouri River a popu- 
lation of 400,000 inhabitants, and will leave this vast area of country 
almost totally unpopulated west of the Missouri River still in its ter- 
ritorial condition subject to the forming and fashioning hand and legis- 
lative wisdom of Congress in the future. 

Mr. LOGAN obtained the floor. 


t is shown- 


Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate adjourn until Monday next. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois being en- 
titled to the floor on the pending bill, the Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate do now adjourn until Monday next. 

The motion was to; and (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday. 7 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 29, 1886. 


The House met ati2o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 3 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. GROSVENOR, indefinitely, by reason of important private busi- 
ness. 
To Mr. TOWNSHEND, for two weeks, on account of important busi- 
ness. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF A BILL. 


The SPEAKER. On the 6th of the present month House bill No. 
2340, a bill directing the Quartermaster-General to settle with the Mc- 
Minnville and Manchester Railroad Company, and for other 
was introduced and referred to the Committee on Claims. tt ould 
have been referred to the Committee on War Claims; and if there be 
no objection the change of reference will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. THROCKMORTON. Iask unanimous consent to introduce a 
bill for reference. 
Mr. BEACH. I demand the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The demand for the regular order is equivalent to 
an objection. This being Friday, the regular order is the call of com- 
mittees for reports on bills of a private nature. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF BILLS. 


Mr. DOCKERY, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, reported back bills of the following titles; which were severally 
read, and referred to the Committee on Claims, namely: 

A bill Mes R. 3670) for the relief of M. C. Mordecai; and 

A bill (H. R. 3176) for the relief of the American Grocer Association 
of the city of New York. 

GEORGE W. MORSE. 


Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Patents, reported back the 
bill (H. R. 959) for the relief of George W. Morse; which bill was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 


JAMES PRICE. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back the bill (H. R. 2935) for the relief of James Price; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

JOEL C. FRAZIER, 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, 
ported back, with amendments, the bill (H. R. 898) for the relief 
the estate of Joel C. Frazier, deceased; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF BILLS, 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
bills of the following titles; which were severally read, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims, namely: 

,A bill (H. R. 2053) for the relief of Rachael J. Floyd; and 

A bill (H. R. 633) for the relief of Maj. G. W. Candee. 


CONFIRMATION OF LAND TITLES, ARIZONA. 


Mr. ELDREDGE, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 
rted back the bill (H. R. 3235) to confirm title to certain private 
d claims in Arizona Territory; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The call of committees was concluded. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent of the House 
to report from the Committee on Agriculture a bill, which is not in 
order under this call, for reference. 

Mr. BEACH, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. There is objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri. As the rule of the House does not permit committees 


Tê- 
of 


to call up during the second morning hour any bill of a privato nature, 
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there is of necessity no such morning hour on Friday, this day being 
dedicated solely to the consideration of private business. 

Mr. GEDDES. Mr. Speaker, I have been assuming that the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] would make a motion that the 
House should proceed to consider the Private Calendar, but as the gen- 
tleman is not present I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House for the consideration of the Private Calen- 


dar. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I would like to ask if it is not in order to 
bring up the pension bill, that is pending, on a question of considera- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. What bill does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That reported from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, for the increase of pensions to widows. 

The SPEAKER. But that is not a private bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I know; but is it not in order to raise the 
question of consideration, so as to reach the consideration of that bill 
to-day ? 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule of the House, Friday is set apart 
exclusively for the consideration of private business. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am aware of that; but is it not in order to 
antagonize the motion made by the gentleman from Chio to go into 
Committee of the Whole? i 

The SPEAKER. Certainly; any gentleman can vote against it. 
That is the only way to antagonize the motion to go into Committee of 
the Whole. ‘ 

The motion of Mr. GEPDES was then to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, Mr. HATCH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
for tle purpose of considering the Private Calendar. The Clerk will re- 
port the title of the first bill. 


FOURTH OF JULY CLAIMS, 


The Clerk read the title of the first bill on the Private Calendar (re- 
ported by Mr. GEDDES from the Committee on War Claims), as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 989) for the allowance of certain claims rted by the account- 
ing officers of the United States Treasury Department, with amendments. 

Mr. GEDDES. The bill (H. R. 989), the title of which has just 
been read, embraces claims reported by the accounting officers of the 
‘Treasury Department, and which have been reported on by the Com- 
mittee on War Claims in bulk. They are investigated, reported to the 
House, and by the committee acted on, under the act of July 4, 1864. 
To some the law under which these investigations are had may not be 
familiar, and the practice heretofore adopted by the House may not be 
well known; and I will make a very brief statement in order that all 
may understand the matter. 

The Committee on War Claims, to which are referred from time to 
time these cases reported by the accounting officers of the Treasury De- 

ment, have not felt any very high degree of responsibility in their 
investigation. Theactalluded toof July 4, 1864, is of thecharacterand 
in the nature of a provision such as nearly every member of the House 
has felt not only the importance of but the absolute necessity for in 
order to a proper investigation of this class of claims. Only a certain 
class of cases, however, were embraced in that law and were investi- 
gated by the Quartermaster-General of the United States and the Com- 
missary-General of Subsistence. By that law an annual report is made 
to Congress, and by its terms we are supposed to consider those cases. 
But it may be entirely proper to say that in the committee heretofore 
it has not been the practice to examine in detail all these claims; and 
the House will readily appreciate the utter impracticability of it; and 
that very impracticability led to this law under which those cases are 
investigated. ‘This bill, coming to us under this law, embraces nine 
hundred and forty-three claims, aggregating in amount $228,578.36. 
They are in the interest of eleven States and one Territory. I maysay, 
however, they come mainly from the States of Tennessee, Kentucky, 
and Missouri. The largest number of them are from those States; 
fewer come from the other States—West Virginia, Ohio, Indiana, and 
other States. 

The Committee on War Claims of the last Congress felt it their duty 
to go somewhat into detail in regard to these cases. By former com- 
mittees bills had been reported to the House based on the utter imprac- 
ticability of an investigation of the correctness of the findings of the 
Quartermaster-General. Still we felt that we might classify the claims, 
that we might select out a few of each class, and that we might take a 
number of the larger claims from each of the States named and go 
through them; and if, on an investigation of those cases, we found ac- 
curacy and care and ability displayed we might pass judgment upon 
the balance. 

In that manner the Committee on War Claims of the last Congress 
waded through these cases. I am not able from memory to say how 
many out of nine hundred were actually opened up and the papers and 

roofs relating to them investigated; but Iam able to say alarge num- 
of the cases involving a large amount were thus examined by the 
committee, and the result of that in tion I am at liberty to state. 
Of that number seven only were, in the judgment of the committee, to 


be excluded from the bill, and these were left out of the report made to 
the last Congress. : 

As that bill did not pass the House for want of time and was upon 
the hands of the War Claims Committee of the present Congress, it be- 
comes necessary to consider these cases again; but upon a suggestion 
made in committee these cases were not reinvestigated by the present 
committee. Still, the exclusion of the seven cases to which I have re- 


ferred was acquiesced in by the committee with this understandi ng, 
which I ought to state: that in order tosecure early action upon this bill, 
and that it might not be delayed, it was understood that the committee 
was not concluded by the exclusion of those seven cases from this bill, 
but that the judgmentof the committee might be appealed toon another 
investigation in the next collection of cases that will be sent to us from 
the Treasury Department. 

The amount allowed by the committee is $221,140.36, excluding 
claims reported to us to the amount of $7,106. I presume it will not 
be necessary for me to state the grounds upon which these claims were 
excluded. They are not reported in this bill. And I presume, fur- 
ther, that it will not be expected that we can go over in detail nine 
hundred and forty-three cases less seven embraced in this bill without 
doing injustice to the other business before the committee, in regard to 
which a different responsibility has been imposed. 

By the act of July 4, 1864, under which this investigation is made 
from time to time by the departments mentioned, it will be borne in 
mind that they are only given jurisdiction of a certain class of cases— 
claims of loyal citizens, whose loyalty must be established, and claims 
originating in States not in rebellion. In all the cases reported to 
us from time to time strict proof has always been required, so far as I 
have observed, first of loyalty, then that the property was taken for 
the benefit of the Army, and actually appropriated and used for the 
Army in States not in rebellion. Tennessee was originally in rebell- 
ion, but it was relieved by an actsubsequent to the act to which I have 
referred; so that the claims of Tennessee can now be considered under 
that act and amendments thereto subsequently made. 

Originally only two counties of West Virginia were embraced by the 
first amendment made to this law in 1864, but subsequently all West 
Virginia was allowed to present claims of the class to which I have re- 
ferred. By that same law a limitation was attached, so that this class 
of claims can no longer be submitted to the Departments. They were 
barred on the 1st of January, 1880, and the cases that are now being 
sent to us are only cases that were filed prior to that date and that are 
now being investigated from time to time. Cases filed since January 
1, 1880, are not taken jurisdiction of by these Departments, or by them 
considered; so we can all see that at an early day those claims will be 
exhausted which do not come within the statute of limitation. Ineed 
only emphasize one consideration more, I think, to haveall understand 
that the committee do not anticipate any resistance to the claims we 
have presented here, and that is this: 

We have all heard from time to time during the present session that, 
as a judicial tribunal, this House, even with its commit is tosome 
extent disqualified, incompetent, not properly organized for the con- 
sideration of these cases and questions. ‘The cases that come before 
our committee outside of this class are based upon ex parte affidavits of 
a most uncertain, unsafe, and unreliable character, whereas these cases 
are investigated by agents sent by the Quartermaster to the locality 
where the claims originated. Testimony is there carefully taken and 
reduced to writing, a report is made by the subagent to the Quarter- 
master-General, the cases are reinvestigated by him, he reports them 
to the Third Anditor of the Treasury, and there they are again care- 
fully and judicially reviewed. 

Mr.BROWNE,of Indiana. Ifthe gentleman from Ohio [Mr.GEDDES] 
will permit me to interrupt him, I will ask him to state the aggregate 
amount of the claims embraced in this bill. 

Mr. GEDDES. The aggregate is $228,578.36. . As I have stated 
early in my remarks, the committee have excluded claims to the 
amount of $7,106, leaving $221,472.36 as the total of the claims on 
which action is now asked. : 

Mr. LONG. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. GEDDES. Certainly. 

Mr. LONG. Has the committee examined fully any one of these 
cases? 

Mr. GEDDES. The present Committee on Claims? 

Mr. LONG. The present committee. 

Mr. GEDDES. They have not. 

Mr. LONG. Would it not be well for the committee to examine one 
of these cases in order to make it certain that the investigation has 
been thorough. It is impossible, I know, for the committee to examine 
them all, but it might examine one as a test case. 

Mr. GEDDES. The present committee has not made such an ex- 
amination, buta former committee did make the examination and made 
it very carefully. 

Mr. HOUK. Ifthe gentleman will permit, I wish to ask him whether 
he himself was not the chairman of the identical committee in a former 
Congress that made the examination of which he speaks ? 

Mr. GEDDES. I was, Mr. Chairman. I was on the subcommittee 
that made the examination and on the committee that reported these 
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cases. I went overthem in person, with my 
and I believe Mr. JONES, as a subcommittee, and I was present with 


Mr. ROWELL, 


the full committee which reported them to the House. 

Mr. HOUK. That is the fact that I wanted to bring out. 

Mr. GEDDES. And now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say this by way 
of apology for the committee not to repeat the work this 
time. We have had sent to us by the House during the present ses- 
sion about fifteen hundred bills and petitions relating to claims. Many 
of them are ready for action; many of them are cases which were re- 
pena on favorably after careful examination by our committee in the 

b They were reported favorably, but were not reached; 
they fell because we had not time to reach them in the last Congress. 
In view of this fact, I, asa member of that committee, felt that in justice 
to that class of claimants they should be preferred, and that we should 
pass upon their cases now, rather than to waste the early, precious days 
of our session in going over work that has been gone over very care- 
fully. To what extent the other members of the committee may have 
relied upon the investigation heretofore made by this committee in the 
last Congress I am notable to say; I only for myself. Idoknow 
this, however, and I desire to state it use it is important, if these 
cases are disposed of now we shall probably be able in this Congress 
to ofa large amount of the other business before the committee, 
but if we are to undertake a reinvestigation of the claims embraced in 
this bill we shall certainly fail to reach that other business or even to 
get rid of these claims. 

We expect to go over another collection of this class of cases just re- 
ported to us as soon as we can after the burden of business incident to 
the earlier part of the session is disposed of. This is my apology for 
not having gone over them heretofore at this Congress. 

Mr. LONG. I think the gentleman is quite right. Itonly occurred 
to me it might be well to establish a precedent upon an examination of 
at least one or two claims in this list in order to insure accuracy on the 
part of the department, and to create a feeling there that it is held to 
careful scrutiny and examination. 

Mr. GEDDES. I think that will be the effect from the fact that we 
have excluded seven of these cases, which will hereafter be considered. 

I now yield to my co e on the committee, the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN |. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Before the gentleman sits down I would like 
to ask him the reason of the amendment which has been made striking 
out lines 168 to 172. 

Mr. GEDDES. Ithink the parties concerned would not be interested 
in having that inquiry pressed now. 

r, RIC. N. I do not wish to add anything to what has 
been said in reference to the matter by my colleague on the committee 
[Mr. GEDDES]. I only wish to ask, as I could not distinctly hear his 
statement, whether he said that it was the understanding of the com- 
mittee that the seven cases in which claims have been stricken out 
should be considered with the nextcases coming before the ‘committee. 


Mr. GEDDES. I did. 
That is all I desire to ascertain. 
Chairman—— 


Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman from Ohio 
nt GEDDES] yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMIL- 
LIN]? 

Mr. GEDDES. How much time does the gentleman wish ? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Five or ten minutes. 

Mr. GEDDES. Iwillyield the gentleman ten minutes if he requires 
that much time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Having introduced this bill on an early day of the 
session, if is not improper I should make a statement concerning the 
claims which are not embraced in it as by the committee. 
The bill as I introduced it carried claims to the amount of $228,578; 
the bill as by the committee embraces claims to the amount 
of $221,402 of these. All the claims which were contained in the bill 
introduced by me had received favorable consideration at the hands of 
the Quartermaster-General and the Third Auditor of the Treasury in 
pursuance of the act of July 4, 1864, and had been recommended for 
payment. They had first been investigated by agents of the Quarter- 
master’s Department sent into the community where the property was 


taken and used. I think there is no question that every claim em-. 


braced in the bill I presented before the holidays was properly included. 
But the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. GEDDES] prefers to reserve action of 
the committee upon the claims my bill provided for, amounting to about 
$6,000; and if upon examination they should be found to be correct, to 
inelude them in the next bill, which arrangement virtually leaves them 
without adjudication by the committee in this bill one way or another. 
To that I have no objection. 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. McMILLIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. STEELE. I wish to inquire for what reason those claims have 
been left ont? 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘The gentleman from Ohio has stated that the com- 
mittee preferred to look farther intothem. Iknow noreason bat Gow they 
may not be paid, and I have no doubt that when the committee shall 
come to consider them minutely (which, as stated by the gentleman 


from Ohio, they propose to do), those claims will be recommended and 


Mr. STEELE. One other question. As I understand, these claims 
are first investigated the agent of the Quartermaster’s Department. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. y are first investigated by the agents of the 
uriena Department in the community where the property was 


“i STEELE. And then by the Quartermaster-General ? $ 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then by the Quartermaster-General, and by him 
reported to the Third Auditor. 

Mr. STEELE. Then they are examined by the Third Auditor? 

Mr. McMILLIN. And after examination by the Second Comptroller 
and the Third Auditor they are reported to Congress. In these cases 
all these different examining officers have recommended the payment 
of the claims. 

Mr. STEELE. But, in point of fact, there is only one real investiga- 
tion into the claim—the investigation by the agent of the Quartermas- 
ik s Department; these other officers only examine what the agent has 

one. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The claims go from the Quartermaster-General’s 
Department to the Third Auditor on the proof taken by the Quartermas- 

ter-General. The difference between the investigation in the Quarter- 
master-General’s Department and that by the Second Comptroller and 
Third Auditoris, that the claims go to these latter officers upon the proof 
taken before the Quartermaster-General, and no additional evidence can 
then be taken, as I understand. 

Mr. STEELE. In point of fact, just such papers as are submitted to 
the very first examining officer are re-examined by these other officers? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEELE. Then there is, in point of fact, only one examination. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Inthat my friend from Indiana isin error. There 
are three examinations. It is analogous to a case in the courts, where. 
there may be two trials, one in the inferior and one in the supreme 
court, on the same evidence. 

In point of fact there is the recommendation of three officers upon 
the evidence taken by the agents of the Department. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, these claims have been for more than 
twenty years, and it ought to be borne in mind that for all this od 
these claims bear not one cent of interest, and the claimants only get 
the principal of a debt that has been unpaid for that long ‘period. 

Mr. GEDDES. Will my friend from Tennessee permit me a mo- 
ment? I think the suggestion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
STEELE] that there is only one investigation ought not to be allowed 
to pass uncontroverted. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I havestated to the gentleman from Indiana that 
there are three investigations before the claims come here; and then 
there is a fourth investigation by the committee of this House. 

Mr. GEDDES. Each ju ent as to the weight of the evi- 
dence, the credibility of the witnesses, and all the facts in the ease, 

Mr. McMILLIN. Certainly, and each department having the right 
to reject the whole claim if it be deemed to do so or to scale it. 

Mr. GEDDES. And they often do so in fact. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And each department having the right to reject 
the whole of them if they see poe 

Mr. GEDDES. And often 

Mr. MCMILLIN. This House reserves to itself the right to reject 
the recommendations of all. 

Mr. STEELE. In point of fact does it not depend upon the whim 
of the agent in the field, whether he is favorable to the claim or not, 
whether the evidence will be deemed sufiicient to secure a report for its 
payment? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. His whim does not amount to a feather so far as 
allowing an unjust elaim is concerned. 

Mr. HOUK. It does not depend upon the whim of anybody. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It depends solely on the evidence which is pre- 
sented in favor of a claim or against it, and the whim of a quartermas- 
ter’s agent does not bind the Auditor, the committee, or Congress to 
the payment of an improper claim. 

Mr. STEELE. But it depends upon the whim of the Quartermas- 
ter’s agent to receive such evidence only as he deems fit and £ 

Mr. GEDDES. He receives the testimony which is t to him. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Will my colleague permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Certainly, I yield to my colleague. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Isit not true that all the Quartermaster’s agent 
does is simply to collect all the facts in the case without offering any 
opinion at all? Does he not simply report the facts touching every par- 
ticular matter to the Quartermaster-General for his action? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes, sir; the agent of the Quartermaster-General’s 
Office submits a brief, accompanied by all the evidence, to the officers 
who have the matter in charge and who may allow it or rejectit. As 


a matter of factone-tenth of the cases are rejected even where the Quar- 
termaster-General’s agents reportin favor of their payment. Iknow of 
a number of instances where the agent has recommended payment and 
where the department has rejected the cases. I have examined hun- 
dreds of them from first to last, and I do not hesitate to say ninety-nine 
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claims are rejected, but I donot rem 
where a questionable claim has beenallowed. Indeed, so far as I know, 
it is the most stringent investigating department of this Government. 
It seems to start out with the fixed presumption that theclaim is wrong, 
or it seems to act upon sucha for if they have a doubt 
ar ets aan ke tn eA oc the 
or its use by the Army, they rejectit. No devastation is for, 
set payment made for any waste or any destruction. It held 
rigidly it will not ralan anything of that kind—that it will only pay for 
property taken from the class of citizens described in what is known as 
the 4th of July act, and which property was used for the benefit of the 
Army. It is only for property so taken and actually used by the Army 
Sek DOPO to he pee See Oe 
Thegentleman from [ Mr. STEELE] speaks of the whims of the 
agents of the Quartermaster-General’s Department. Now I sce herea 
number of claims from his own State, and it is a whimsical proceeding 
then that goes all round the circle. There are citizens from half a 
dozen States embraced in this bill to whom payment is provided under 
the 4th of July act. The bill as t here is framed upon the pre- 
sumption that the Governmentjthat has $150,000,000 of surplus laying 
idly in its Treasury can not afford to refuse to pay to a decrepit and 
pauper-stricken citizen thesum of $150 which it justly owes him. Let 
us pass this bill, and pay to the claimants the money out of which they 
have been too long kept already. 
(Here the mace fell] 
Mr. GEDDES. How much time have I left? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has tweuty-five minutes of his 


time remaining. 
Mr. GEDDES. Then I will now yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. HOUK]. 


many good 


Mr. HOUK. Mr. Chairman, it is alin Fag one purpose to prolong this 
patie by Sah Asam we tatoo d Isay anything were it 
not that there seems to be some mi as to the object of this 


misapprehension 
billand as to thejustice of the claims reported byit. In the first place 
the new members of the House may not understand it; the old mem- 
bers, or most of them, will remember this bill was reported by the 
War Claims Committee at the apse pen cas ets because of pressure of 
business and lack of time it basa not passed. 
the gentleman from 
be made by the committee of th this ouse was in fact made by the old 
committee of the last House, then presided over by the same 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GEDDES], who makes the report at the 
present session. So it is the same man reporting the bill who tells the 
House that he did personally investigate it sufficiently to satisfy him- 
self of the justice and equity of these claims. So, then, that objection, 
it seems to is removed. 

Now, a word as to the method of in 
mark of the gentleman oe Indiana [Mr. 
hor h; me of the claiman 
agents; why, sir, y go Into the neighborhood t, they 

th remises, examine everthing he has, and, as has nant they go 
intimated by my colleague, they go seemingly on the Bl ae fant 
in their minds that Katay a tn ted O E DNIE AA 
evidence certainly to be a good one; and claims that have run the 
gauntlet of such investigation, required by the law and practice of the 
department in such cases, is certainly entitled to the most implicit con- 
fidence and should be paid. And not only are they in in the 
neighborhood and upon the ground, but every detail of the examination 
is reported to the Quartermaster-General, who can refuse their payment, 
They also have to pass the Third Auditor, who can refuse to PY Ea; 
and finally they have to pass the Comptroller of the sscttast who 
to approve them before they can be paid. ‘After passing such an ordeal 
it would neither be right nor just to refuse their payment. 

So, Mr. Chairman, this bill ought to have been passed more than 
twelve months ago. These people have been for years without their 
money. Twenty years, at least, have ela: since the was 
taken, and they are getting no interest. It is a debt due to a class of 
men who are not able to lose it. They are in need of the amount due 
them, and the Government, in justice fa its loyal citizens, should pay 
them promptly. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. 
tion? 

Mr. HOUK. With pleasure. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I wish to ask who, in this investigation made by 
the Quartermaster-General, represents the epee the Government ? 

Mr. HOUK. The Quartermaster’s agent. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Who decides what testimony shall be taken, and 
what testimony shall not be taken, in support of the claim? 

Mr. HOUK. ‘The agent decidesit himself. He has printed instruc- 
tions from the department, which show him clearly the line of investi- 
gation which he must pursue and which direct him what investigation 


May I ask the gentleman from Tennessee a ques- 


to make in every case. As I know from my own experience, he 
to the utmost limit in the examination of each case. He even fato 
the fields where it is alleged the corn was grown and into the cribs 


from which it was taken. 


which | agent i 
Fe Tara] kerna poa should 


has atively naen Paces 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to ask further this question: After this 

agent gets through with his investigations is there any testimony there- 
taken by sin goad y? 

Mr. HOUK. SO KON EET a een aa a re- 
manded for a new investigation. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Then, if that s agent should hap- 
pen to be in collusion with the claimant, there would be no one to rep- 
resent the interests of the Government? 

Mr. HOUK. If there is any doubt involved in the report it is re- 
committed for re-examination. I have known cases where claims 
were allowed which were not satisfactory to the Quartermaster’s De- 
partment, and they were rereferred. Asin all cases where the Govern- 
ment makes a special examination through its agents, and is not satis- 
fied with the examination or the report upon any single point, it recom- 
mits the claim for a rehearing or re-examination, sometimes to a new 
man, and goes through another investigation, until the Government is 
absolutely satisfied. The requirements of the department before a 
claim of this kind is allowed are technical and hard to comply with. 
to ee 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. GEDDES. I now Vina five minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. ROWELL]. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, I was a member of the subcommit- 
tee of the War Claims Committee in the last Congress which examined 
this 4th of July bill. All the evidence in each one of these claims is 
sent to the War Claims Committee, and I think I am safe in saying 
that the subcommittee having this bill in charge in the last Congress 
made a more extensive examination of the evidence than has been cus- 
tomary in claims of this kind. We examined in each class of claims 
a number of cases with a view of ining the diligence and the re- 
liability as well as the honesty of such of the agents of the Quartermas- 
ter’s Department reporting these cases; and because of our desire to 
discover whether there had been any looseness on the part of the de- 
partment, or rari of ability or integrity on the part of the Quarter- 
master’s agents, this bill was delayed until a very late date in the ses- 
sion. We held it up for a long time while making that examination. 

We sifted out, after all that investigation, seven of the which 
we determined not to report, because the committee believed that the 

investigating a certain class of claims had not been quite as dili- 
gent as he ought to have been, and that he had leaned in favor of cer- 
tain claimants in his recommendations in these particular cases, and 
therefore these seven claims were stricken out, were not recommended 
for passage, amd are not in this bill. Now I do not believe, sir, that 
any case is tried in the courts of this country, upon depositions taken, 
where there can be any more reliance placed upon the testimony than 
there can be upon the testimony taken in support of these 4th of July 
claims. While it is possible that a dishonest man may be an agent 
of the s Department, and may dishonestly take testi- 
mony, it is equally true thata commissioner appointed to take testimony 
in any court may be a dishonest man and enter into collusion with dis- 
honest witnesses, and the court would thereby be deceived. But every 
possible safeguard that can be by law has been thrown around 
this class of claims. The law presumes that all the citizens down in 
Tennessee who remained there during the continuance of the war are 
disloyal; and they go before the Quartermaster’s agent with a presump- 
tion not only against their claim as a proper claim against the Govern- 
ment because of any property taken, but with the ep peepee against 
their right to have any pay even if their property had been taken; and 
before a q sagent can pass a favorable judgment upon any 
of these claims, or ee officers of the department when the claims 
reach Washington favorably upon them there must be affirm- 
of two things: First, the taking and conversion 
to the use of the Government of the property; s second, that at the 
time the property was taken the claimant was a loyal citizen of the 
United States. I think Congress can justas safely pass upon this whole 
bill as a court of law could pass upon the report of a master in chancery 
upon facts proved before him; and therefore I hope there will be no 
opposition to the passage of the bill. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GEDDES. I yield now to the gentleman from Tennessee five 
minutes. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Mr. Chairman, this bill is based upon the idea 
that Say Tapert protection go together. I heard a question put here 
during this debate as to how the United States can guard itself against 
frauds in such cases, and I propose to answer that question. 

Now, the instructions given toa quartermaster’s agent are, first goand 
ascertain if the claimant was loyal to the United States. And I want 
to say this, and I desire gentlemen from the South to hear me, that you 
know and I know that if any man who was not loyal to the United 
States should prefer a claim against the Government and set up a plea 
of loyalty as a basis for the claim his neighbors would spurn him at 
once. There is no better test than to go into the neighborhood where 
everybody knows whether a man was loyal or not and there make open 
inquiry; and I know cases where the confederates testified that a man 
was loyal all through the war because it was trueand of neighborhood 
notoriety, that they had personal knowledge of the fact. 
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Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow himself to be interrupted 
for one moment? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to state that the district I have the honor to 
represent sent to Congress as its Representative for six or ten years a 
man who was entirely loyal to the Union during the war; I refer to 
Judge Hancock. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Idonotquestionit. The gentleman from Texas 
has not understood me. The question is how do we pass on these claims. 
And I said if one who had been a confederate claimed he was loyal dur- 
ing the war his confederate neighbors would frown him down. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understood the gentleman to say that if a man was 
loyal to the Union he would be spurned by his confederate neighbors. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. The gentleman understood me entirely wrong 
and has been merely taking up my time. What I wanted to say was 
that if a disloyal man should pretend, in order to get a claim through, 
that he had been a loyal citizen when he had not been loyal, even his 
confederate neighbors would spurn him. 

That being the fact, the first question is, Was the man loyal? That 
being settled, the next question is, Did he furnish this property to the 
United States Army; and, if he did, when did he do itand to whom? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, recollect it was generally the custom during the 
war that receipts were given; and then the question of the receipt comes 
up. Was ita genuine receipt? Was there a United States force there 
and did it take the property? All this is not assumed as a matter of 
notoriety, but the claimant must prove it, and prove it against the pre- 
sumption that the property was not taken and against the presumption 
that he was disloyal. Ido not know a fine-tooth-comb proof anywhere 
that could scratch out the real truth from the falsehood more completely 
than this. Recollect that the claimant comes forward after many, if 
not all, the witnesses are dead, after the men who knew the facts have 
passed away; and in such a case the poor claimant can not get a penny 
unless he affirmatively proves he was loyal to the Governmentall through 
the war, that the property was taken and consumed by the Federal 
Army, and that the Federal Army had to use it and had to have it. 

The claimant having proved all this, the testimony is then sent to 
to the Quartermaster-General’s Office, and the Quartermaster-General 
passes upon it. It then goes to the Third Auditor, and he again re- 
views it and passes upon it. Then it comes to this House, and a com- 
mittee of this House examines these facts again and passes upon them. 
I think we can safely vote for the bill which this committee has re- 

rted. 
er Here the hammer fell. ] : 

Mr. GEDDES. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. WOLFORD]. 

Mr. WOLFORD. only desire three minutes in the discussion of 
this question. I am not to discuss this question of loyalty, for I con- 
fess I hold the broad doctrine that every man who has furnished to the 
Army of the United States anything to sustain it, or any property that 
was taken from any individual, loyal or disloyal, is entitled under the 
Constitution of our country to be paid forit in the event of proof being 
clear. I hold that broad doctrine, and I acted on it during the war, 
when I refused, under the expectation of being arrested, to allow my 
men or any officer under me in my division to take any property with- 
out signing a voucher for it. 

I hold it is the constitutional right of every citizen who furnished 
supplies to the Government that he should be paid for them. Surely 
no man on either side of the House, whatever his view may be about 
this question of loyalty, will deny that every citizen is entitled to the 
full, complete, and ample protection of the law. The Constitution be- 
ing the highest law in the land, paramount to everything else, gives a 
constitutional and personal right that the Supreme Court has decided 
can not be taken from any citizen. 

In my State and in your State these claimants have undergone all 
the tests of loyalty. They furnished supplies freely and willingly in 
my State; they were willing that the Government should take and use 
everything they had; and now they say, ‘‘We gave to our country our- 
selves and everything the Government desired; we have done this and 
the Government has received and used our property.’? Now, shall 
we, after a lapse of twenty years and when proof is furnished suflicient 
to warrant any jury to find a verdict for the plaintiff—shall we say we 
shall not pay? Shall this proud and glorious Government of ours go 
back and repudiate an honest debt? for if ever there was an honest debt 
on the face of the earth every one of those reported here is an honest 
debt. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GEDDES. How much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has twelve minutes of his time 
remaining. 

Mr. GEDDES. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Browne]. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The beneficiaries of this bill are the en- 
forced creditors of the United States. The Government compelled them 
to become its creditors. In the second place, the bill covers a class of 
claims recognized by the statutes of the United States to be lawful. 
These men having become creditors, having been coerced to become cred- 


itors, the Government has provided a tribunal in which their cause is 
to be heard. 

They had no remedy, they have no remedy except the remedy pro- 
vided by law. The Government, being a sovereignty, can not be sued. 
save by its own consent. Not only has the Government provided the 
tribunal, but it has prescribed the remedy that these creditors are com- 
pelled to pursue. The Government has not established a court and 
said to the claimant, ‘‘You may bring your testimony into court and 
establish your claim;’’ but the Government, under the authority of its 
own law, sends out its agents to collect such proofs as the Government 
requires. I assert that the proofs taken in these cases are such as the 
Government itself, by its agents, selects. Now let us see how the mat- 
ter stands. The Government compels these men to become its credit- 
ors; the Government furnishes the tribunal in which the claimants are 
to be heard; the Government prescribes the character of the proof to be 
taken; the Government sends out its agents to make the investigation, 
and the proof taken is such as the Government selects. That proof is 
then submitted to the officers named by the law, who have authority 
to approve or disallow the claims. Up to this point the creditor has 
had little to do with the matter except to part with his property. That 
is about the extent of his connection with the transaction. Now, I as- 
sert that, if the statutes mean anything, when these claims, legal un- 
der the law, have been allowed by tribunals which the law selects, 
this Congress has nothing else to do with them but to make an appro- 
priation for their payment. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. That is all there is in this bill. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Very well. That I say is all we ought to 
have to do about it. The court established by the Government has sat 
in these cases; they have been tried upon testimony taken and selected 
by the Government; the Government itself has allowed the claims, 
and they would have been paid out of the Treasury but for the provis- 
ion of law that no money can be taken out of the Treasury until it has 
been Bik ps alec by an act of the Congress of the United States, which 
appropriates very reluctantly, except when it appropriates to pay itself. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] 
allow a question? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Have not former Houses of Representatives uni- 
formly passed this bill almost without objection? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. That is my understanding. Such I be- 
lieve to be the precedents in these cases, 

A MEMBER. Let us vote. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I would not have said 
this much about this matter, but that ever since I have had the honor 
to represent a constituency on this floor I have been impressed with 
the fact that the Government treats its creditors shamefully, especially 
the poor unfortunate men who have small claims, who live at a great 
distance from the capital, and who neither have the means of themselves 
nor asum involved in the controversy which would justify them inse- 
curing the services of some one to log-roll their claims through Con- 
gress—and I do not use the word ‘“‘log-roll’’ in any offensive sense. 
This Calendar isencumbered by five, six, eight thousand private claims 
during every Congressional term. The committees are so overloaded 
with them that they can not examine all cases, and, in the very nature 
of things, they take up those claims to which their attention is called. 
Therefore it is the importunate creditor that secures the consideration 
of his claim, and not necessarily the one whose claim the most 
merit. What we ought to do is to pay quickly such claims as are ad- 
judicated, and then, as to those that must be investigated here or else- 
where, we ought to establish a tribunal, allow the Government to be 
sued, and give the creditor an opportunity to establish his claim by proof 
and get out of the Treasury the money that is due to him. 

Mr. GEDDES. I desire to retain time enough to ask formal action 
by the Committee of the Whole in this matter. If I have any time to 
yield I would be glad to yield to one or two other gentlemen who are 

resent. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman has seven minutes. 

Mr. GEDDES. Iyield three minutes to my colleague, the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, thirty-eight of the claims in- 
cluded in this bill are located in the southern part of the State of Ohio; 
eighteen of them in the Congressional district which Irepresent. They 
aggregate $4,377, and embrace claims running from $5 up to a little 
over $100. The State of Ohio organized by law a board of commis- 
sioners, who divided into three classes the vast volume of claims grow- 
ing out of the invasion of Ohio under what was called ‘‘the Morgan 
raid.” The first class embraced what were called ‘‘ Union claims,” 
being for property bought and receipted for by Government officers. 
The other two classes of claims it is not important to speak of now. 
These claims embraced in this bill are for property taken by the quar- 
termasters, the colonels of regiments, and the commanders of troops, 
for which receipts were given, and the property applied to the uses of 
the Government. 

This property was taken twenty-one years ago. It was estimated at 
a low valuation. No compensation has ever been made by the Govern- 


ment; the attempts of these people to procure payment have been baf- 
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fled at every step. ‘The investigation made by the commissioners in 
Ohio was a thorough investigation, and the evidence was reduced to 
writing. The claims were thoroughly analyzed and passed upon, and 
all the testimony was forwarded to the Quartermaster-General of the 
United States. If there ever were claims that were honest and lawful 
and ought to be paid, it seems to me these are such claims. There is 
no question as to the loyalty of these claimants. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. GEDDES. Before asking formal action by the Committee of the 
Whole on this bill, I wish to correct a verbal error. I have discovered 
in looking over the Ohio cases a claim of $30 allowed to a party in 
“ Ripley County.” We have no such county in Ohio; and I am told 
by a friend it should be “Brown County.’ I move, therefore, to 
amend by striking out ‘‘Ripley,’’ in line 1964, and inserting ‘‘ Brown.” 
This is a mere matter of form. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GEDDES. I now move that the bill as amended be laid aside 
to be reported favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GEDDES. Before this bill is laid aside I ask unanimous con- 
sent to make an amendment by inserting in line 1642, at the end of the 
Kentucky cases, these words: ‘‘To Elizabeth Carson, Bourbon County, 
$2,780.40. This amendmentis based upon a report sent to me within 
a day or two showing that the case was investigated and payment 
recommended by the Secretary of War as well as the Quartermaster- 
General. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman asks unanimous consent toinsert 
in the bill which has just been laid aside the amendment indicated. Is 
there any objection? The Chair hears none, and it is ordered accord- 
ingly. 

ESTATE OF C. M. BRIGGS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3828) 
for the relief of the estate of C. M. Briggs, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Court of Claims is hereby given like jurisdiction to 
hear and determine the claim of the personal representative of O. M. , de- 
ceased, for the proceeds of cotton now in the Treasury of the United States, as 
is given to said court by the acts of March 12, 1863, and July 2, 1864, upon peti- 
tion filed in said court at any time within wro tr from the passage of this act, 
any statute of limitation to the contrary notwithstanding, 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, this is a claim which 
originated with others for property captured by order of the command- 
ing general in the State of Mississippi. The property in question, be- 
ing cotton belonging to C. M. Briggs, of Louisville, Ky., was captured 
with the cotton of a numberof othercitizens. Underanact of Congress, 
two years wereallowed these parties to bringsuits in the Court of Claims 
to establish their title to the property. Mr. Briggs, a loyal man, who 
resided in Louisville, Ky., failed to bring suit within the specified time, 
the reason of the failure being, asset forth in the testimony, that he did 
not know until the two years had elapsed that the right of action had 
accrued to him. 

The Committee on War Claims, having considered carefully this 
whole question, find that the loyalty of Mr. Briggs is established be- 
yond doubt; that the cotton was taken and sold, and the money cov- 
ered into the ; that everybody else who had cotton captured 
at that time, the lot consisting of more than 2,000 bales, took ad- 
vantage of the right given by act of Congressto sue. All the other 
parties presented their claims, had them tried, and received payment. 
This bill recommended by the committee simply proposes that the 
legal representative of Mr. Briggs be now allowed to go into the Court 
of Claims and have this claim adjudicated. The money is already in 
the Treasury; there is simply desired an opportunity to test the right- 
fulness of the claim, and if the court decide favorably, to have com- 
pensation paid for the cotton as was done in other cases. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire that the report in this case be read. 

The report (by Mr. STONE, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the petition of J. A. 
Briggs, executor of C. M. Briggs, deceased, make the following re; 


port: 
Briggs was a man of undoubted loyalty, livingin Louisville, Ky., and was 
the owner of 455 bales of cotton, situated in Washington County, Mississippi, in 


On the 7th day of March, 1863, by orders issued from the headquarters of Gen- 
eral Grant, Captain Osband, of the Fourth Illinois, was directed to capture cotton 
and forage for the use of the pen 7 and in pursuance of said orders he proceeded 
to Worthington’s Landing, in said county,and seized 2,180 bales of cotton, the 
roperty of sundry people, loaded it upon the steamer Empress, and carried it to 
emphis, Tenn., where it was, by proper orders and authority, turned over to 
Capt. G. L. Fort, assistant quartermaster of the United States, and by him sold, 
and the net proceeds, after paying all expenses of sale, were paid into the pub- 
lic Treasury under the act of March 12, L to be there held in trust for the ben- 
the Government. 


thet thorized by th Sch of March 12-1868, in hi refer his 

e two years autho: e act o! w to er 

expired, and ihe died ch afterw: ha us each 
the proof to sustain his claim, 
Your committee believe his claim pom ana therefi his ex- 

ecutor be allowed to sue in the Court of Claims, as provided in the act of March 


12, 1863, and report a bill for his benefit and ask its passage, 


Mr. STEELE. I would like to know whether thisis the unanimous 
report of the committee. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir; a unanimous report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to know something about this claim 
before we pass uponit. It involves payment for 455 bales of the cot- 
ton stated to have been seized in 1863. At that time cotton was very 
valuable. Thereis ce aig this report to show the amount of money 
involved in this claim. the gentleman reporting this measure 
state how much this claim amounts to? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The claims amount to about $90,000. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Itseemstome, Mr. Chairman, thata claim amount- 
ing to $90,000 was of sufficient importance to induce the claimant to 
prosecute his suit therefor in the Court of Claims long before this time, 
and not delay it until now, twenty-two years after the cause of action. 

For the first time it has been called to my attention as pending in 
Congress, and we are asked to give the representative of the owners a 
status in the Court of Claims whereby he will be able, if he can prove 
up his title, to obtaina judgment against the United States for the fall 
amount of the claim. As stated by the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. STONE] who reports this bill, that judgment would amount in 
the aggregate to $90,000. The Government of the United States, in 
the very nature of things, must be at great disadvantage after this long 
lapse of time in defending the Treasury against any such demand. 
The witnesses have died or gone to parts unknown and can not be se- 
cured, so that this party, however the facts may be, may be able to prove 
he was loyal to the Government of the United States in the first place, 
and, secondly, that he or those he represents were the owners of this 
property. What protection in such cases, where claims have been de- 
ferred for so long a period, has the Government of the United States 
against the allowance and payment of claims that may be unjust and 
would have been rejected if they had been presented at the time the 
witnesses were living and could have been obtained to give their tes- 
timony against them? 

Now, sir, it may be that these parties have been diligent in prosecut- 
ing their rights, If they have, they certainly should have obtained a 
hearing before this in some ot the Departments of the Government. 
Twenty-two years is a limitation which bars claims even to real estate, 
and yet this claim for personal property is now here after this great 
lapse of time, and thisclaimant is now here asking that Congress shall 
grant to him a status in the courts of the country whereby he will be 
entitled on obtaining a judgment to be paid out of the Treasury of the 
United States a very large sum of money, amounting, as I have al- 
ready stated, to $90,000. 

I submit the report in this case should have enlightened the House 
as to these facts to which I have called attention, and chiefly as to the 
reason for the long delay to seek a hearing of the case. I knowclaim- 
ants before Congress are put to great disadvantage, I know how ut- 
terly ineffectual is the remedy offered by Congressional legislation to 
private claimants, but at the same time I feel it is the duty of the 
members of Congress as far as possible to protect the interests of the 
Government in matters of this kind. 

I would suggest, therefore, to those having this claim in charge that 
instead of asking us to authorize the Court of Claims to render judg- 
ment against the United States for the amount involved, they should 
ask us to authorize the Court of Claims to make a special finding and 
report to Congress for its action all the facts, and especially why the 
presentation of the claim has been delayed for all these twenty-two 
years. For myself, I would prefer to send it to the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the Bowman act, for the judicial ascertainment 
of the facts, so that Congress hereafter may determine upon the report 
submitted to it by the Court of Claims as to whether this claim should 
be paid or not. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this is not the only case which will be paid if this 
bill should pass, for this will be taken as a precedent for the allowance 
of a large number of similar cases. I have not the figures before me, 
but probably my friend from Indiana will enlighten the committee on 
the subject as to how much money is now in the Treasury. I do not 
remember myself exactly whatitis. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
RYAN] isa member of the Committee on Appropriations, and he, per- 
haps, has had his attention called to the matter. I understand, how- 
ever, there are many millions of dollars in the Treasury as the proceeds 
of the sale of captured and abandoned property. If, then, we open up 
the way to this fund gentlemen of the House may be assured that the 
ingenuity of attorneys and the india-rubber consciences of claimants 
will be adequate to the case in hand. They will reach it and soon rob 
the Treasury of whatever it may be. 

Mr. GEDDES. Will the gentleman permit me toask hima question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. GEDDES. I was warmly in sympathy with you the other day 
when you to have some means devised by the ingenuity and 
skill of man by which this House would be relieved of the burden and 
responsibility of these investigations. Now, here is a court competent 
to decide, and when the committee seek to relieve the House from the 
responsibility of investigating this case by its reference to that court I 
understand you to resist that proposed action, and ask it should be al- 
lowed to remain here and be determined by Congress, 
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Mr. SPRINGER. Iwill 


agree to send the case to the Court of Claims 
for the judicial ascertainment of all the facts involved in it, but this bill 


sends it there for the allowance of a ju t against the Government 
of the United States to the amount of $90,000, which will have to be 
paid out of the Treasury. If gentlemen desirea judicial ascertainment 
of the facts, and especially of the reasons why the parties in interest in 
this case have failed to prosecute before the Departments and courts of 
the country their rights, then I am willing to afford them that oppor- 
tunity; butnow after twenty-two years have elapsed, after the witnesses 
on the side of the Government have died or disappeared, after they have 
moved away and are inaccessible to the process of the courts, it seems 
to me to be a great hardship the Government should be put to the dis- 
advantage of defending itself against so large a claim. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Whose fault is it that no tribunal has been 
established before which claimants against the Government could have 
their cases adjudicated? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think it is the fault of the several Republican 

which have been in session from 1864, or, if you please, from 
1861 down until 1875, when the advent of a Democratic Con 
carred—that it is the fault of those Republican 
fifteen years after the close of the war failed in both branches of Con- 
gress to provide an adequate tribunal before which these claimants 
could go and assert their rights. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, now, justonemoment. I suppose ifI 
were to suggest a plan of salvation here, by which all men would be 
saved, the gentleman from Illinois would ask whether it was Demo- 
cratic or not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, no; not at all. I would know that it was 
Democratie. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, that would depend upon what they 
are being saved for. [Renewed laughter. ] 

What I desire to know, however, is simply this: Whether the claim- 
ant is to blame in this case for not ting his claim against the 
Government if there was no tribunal fixed by the Government before 
which he could prosecute it? I understand the gentleman from Illinois 
objects to this bill on the ground that the witnesses for the Government 
may possibly have ceased to live or that they can not be found, and, 
therefore, that the interests of the Government would be jeopardized. 
Now I ask this House if that is a fair reason for refusing to grant a citi- 
zen of this Republic the right to determine whether or not he shall have 
a judgment against his Government, if, upon a statement of facts be- 
fore a competent tribunal, it is shown that he is entitled to it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I willanswer the gentleman from Ohio if my friend 
from Illinois will yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will yield to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The only question which can be raised in reference 
to such cases as this is as to the statute of limitations itself. There 
was a tribunal before which such cases could be taken—— 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. What was it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. These parties were entitled to go into the Court of 
Claims under the original act, provided only that their claims were pre- 
sented within two years. Otherwise they were barred by the statute, 
and the only question that is presented now is whether or not that is 
or was a reasonable limitation. 

It was fixed at two years, and during that period, which expired, if 
.my memory serves me right, in'1865, the court was open to all such 
claimants; and therefore what should be considered by the Congress 
of the United States is, and I repeat it is the only question presented, 
whether or not the facts presented call upon Congress to set aside that 
statute of limitations and extend it in the particular case under con- 
sideration. That is all; and it is the only question raised upon these 
claims ever since 1865. If the parties had a sufficient time to go into 
the Court of Claims no extension has ever been granted. The question 
as to whether two years was a fair period has been considered, and if in 
any particular case it was not so considered has set aside such 
limitation and itted the party to goin and thisclaim. This 
has been done in several instances since 1865. So the statement that 
no court has been open for the adjudication of these claims is a mistake. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The trouble with my friend from Indiana, 
if the gentleman from Illinois will permit me to proceed a little fur- 
ther, is that it was not upon that hypothesis that the gentleman from 
Illinois is proceeding. The question he raises is as to whether, con- 
sidering this bill, it is fair to this claimant to say that inasmuch as the 
Government of the United States may not now be able to procure its 
testimony that therefore he should be barred, and should not be allowed 
to have a hearing before any tribunal to determine his rights. 

My friend will remember that the act which afforded relief, to which 
he refers, was passed, if I am not mistaken, in 1863. 

Mr, HOLMAN. That is correct. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And the limitation which was fixed within 
which such claim might be filed expired in 1865. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is right. } 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Therefore during that period of two years 
testimony in support of the claim must have been presented, if at all. 


Now, my friend from Ilinois wants to know why it is that this testi- 
mony was not presented in that period. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Bnutif an action was brought for recovery during 
that period it remained pending, of course, until finally di of. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iamawareof that; but I want to ascertain 
the views of the gentleman as to whether upon the facts presented it is 
just to the several claimants against the Government to refuse them a 
hearing because they had no tribunal to which they could appeal; and 
I submit, in support of that position, and in answer to the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Illinois, that between 1863 and 1865 it was a very 
difficult matter to procure the testimony required. The country was in 
a very unsettled condition. And I want to add that our Government, 
and I think my friend from Indiana will sympathize with me in the state- 
ment even if he finds fault with the facts upon which it is based, that 
this Governmentis the most exacting government in the world when it 
comes to proceed against a debtor, and thoroughly unjust and illiberal 
when it comes to ing full justice to a creditor. I understand the 
committee to be practically unanimous in recommending the passage 
of this bill, and that they so report, upon the ground that this party has 
not been permitted to have his day in court. Is that not correct? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir. The reason Mr. Briggs never 
went into court was because he lived in Louisville, Ky., and the wit- 
nesses and the testimony and all things n to establish his claim 
in the courts were in Mississippi, in Illinois, and in other parts of the 
country. The country was ina most unsettled condition. Mr. Briggs 
testifies himself that he did not know until a few months after the ex- 
piration of the limitation act that he was entitled to bring suit in the 
courts. He has been trying since 1868 to get before The 
gentleman from Illinois asks why he comes here twenty-two years after 
the claim originated. He has been here asking relief since 1868. I 
will ask the gentleman from Illinois if it had been fifty years, if the 
Government of the United States can afford to discriminate between 
two men, and say that here isa man who shall be paid for acertain class 
of property, and here is another who has the same class of property 
which was taken at the same time, which was disposed of at the same 
time, the money paid into the Treasury at the same time, and yet it 
will not afford him relief? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I would like toask the gentleman another 
question. Iunderstand the Government is authorized in this matter to 
make every proper defense. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir. All the bill proposes is that 
the claimant shall go before the court on precisely the same terms as 
he would have gone if he had gone during the first two years. The 
Treasurer of the United States says the money is there for him. It be- 
longs to him. It can not be paid without adjudication by acourt; and 
the claimant simply asks the Congress of the United States to author- 
ize him to go there inside the limitations prescribed by the act of 1863 
and to get his own money from the Treasury. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Iwantto know for the information of the whole 
House whether this is not the state of facts: That the cotton was taken 
by the Government and sold and the money put in the . And 
whether this bill does anything more than say that the of Claims 
shall be and if this man wasa loyal man and the property really 
taken by the Government and the money is in the Treasury he shall 
have a right to show it, andif he shows it he shall have his own money? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Thatiswhatthebill proposes. That the 
claimant shall be allowed to go into the court and establish the taking 
of the property and his loyalty and every other requirement; and if it 
is found the conditions necessary for the money being paid exist heshall 
be paid; and if not, he shall not be 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now resume the floor. I ask the chairman of 
the Committee on War Claims [Mr. GEDDES] whether there are other 
bills pending in that committee authorizing suits to be brought in the 
Court of Claims for payment for cotton captured under like circum- 
stances? 

Mr. GEDDES. Iam not able to speak of particular claims; but I 
shall be very much surprised if every possible variety of claim can not 
be found in our committee. There are fifteen hundred bills, and every- 
thing of this kind that can be well conceived of is to be found there. 
There may be others of this character. 

Mr.SPRINGER. The fact that before the Committee on War Claims 
are fifteen hundred bills of private claims, and I may say before the 


gress 7 claims, de 
conclusively the utter want of relief that is afforded by this system of 
legislation. 

There is one gentleman that perhaps by some special diligence has 
got his case before the committee. There are some fouror five millions 
of dollars in like condition to the sought here by this bill. 
Why not bring in a bill to remove the statute of limitations as to all 
of them, and to allow all persons alike interested with these claimants 
to go to the Court of Claims and have an equal footing? This thing 
of doling out the privilege of a status in the courts to individuals by 
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piecemeal and enabling the favored few who can come here by them- 
selves or their attorneys to get a hearing and get into the courts and 
leaving others without any redress, is all : 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 

uestion ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Have not cases similar to these becn passed by 
Congress by unanimousconsent on various occasions? And has not the 
gentleman from Illinois himself supported them and stood by and de- 
fended them? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Nowis there anything wrong in allowing a man 
to go into the courts and ask whether or not the Government has money 
that belongs tohim? The officials of the Government say the money 
is there, that it belongs to somebody, and this bill only asks that this 
claimant be allowed the right to go into the court and maintain and 
establish his right to it. Can, then, the Government afford to say they 
have got somebody’s money, and then refuse to allow the claimant to 
be heard and to show that it belongs to him? In the last Congress I 
remember my distinguished colleague, now a Senator in the other wing 

-of the Capitol, got unanimous consent to pass a bill just like this, and 
the gentleman from Illinois was here, and I know he heard it, for he 
always hears everything thatis going on. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have heard a great deal, but I have not yet 
heard the question the gentleman from Kentucky has put to me. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Itis this: Have you not seen bills of this charac- 
ter by this House by unanimous consent? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Not to my recollection. If I had been present I 
should have objected to it. 

Mr. RYAN (to Mr. SPRINGER). Have you offered your amendment 

et? . 
x Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to move to amend the bill by striking 
out the last clause naming the acts of March 12, 1863, and July 2, 
1874, and inserting the provision which I will read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will reduce his amendment to 


writ - 

Mr. BUCHANAN . While the gentleman from Illinois is preparing 
his amendment, I should like to ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. StoxE]aquestion. DoI understand him correctly when I under- 
stand him as saying that the money for which this cotton was sold is 
now in the Treasury? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. And has been there for what length of time? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Since 1863. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. One other question: Did it constitute a portion 
of that “‘surplus’’ of which we haye heard so much for the last year or 
two? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I would not be surprised if it did or did 
not. 

Mr. ROGERS. It does not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. i I am now prepared to offer my 
amendment. I move to:strike out all after the enacting clause of this 
bill and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

‘That jurisdiction is hereby conferred a enn Court of Claims of the United 
Siaip So Oveen SAA upon which is based the claim of 


J. A. Briggs, executor of C. M. B: 
and on account of cotton said to tay Sema in 1863. 
be transmitted to said 


uired to 
the provisions of existing law, including those 


cution. court 1] report to what amount, if anything, is 
said claimant, and whether such claim is founded upon any act of , Or 
upon any contract, express or implied; and if not founded upon an: of Con- 
gress or upon such contract, whether the United States, in the op’ of said 
court, ought, in justice or in equity, to pay said claim or any part 

. d claim is finally considered and disposed of by said Court 


same; nor shall any 

thereto; nor shall any officer of the United States pa: same or any part 

until ngres, after receiving the report of said court thereon, may or- 

der and — ied paymentand fix appropriate the amount to be paid in sat- 
ction thereof. o 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER, Mr. i , upon that amendment I desire to 
be heard very briefly. The difference between the amendment and the 
bill is simply this: Under the provisions of the bill the is sent 
to the Court of Claims, which is authorized, under the acts to 
but not set forth, to hear and determine and enter a judgment against 
the United States, subject, I believe, to appeal on the part of each to 
the Supreme Court of the United States. This amendment sends the 
claim to the Court of Claims for judicial ascertainment of the facts, and 
for the finding of a special verdict as to how much, ifany, of theamount 
claimed is to be paid. It sends it there subject to all the conditions of 
existing law, except the statute of limitation. The conditionsare those 
enacted subsequent to the war, and more especially the provisionin the 
Bowman act with regard to proof of loyalty on the part of the claimant. 
The amendment also requires the United States to appear and make 


such defense as seems to the Attorney-General proper to be made for 


the protection of the interests of the United States. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Inamoment. Now, Mr. Chairman, the reason I 
prefer the mode of adjudication provided for in the amendment is this: 
‘There are many cases of like nature now pending before Congress, and 
many others will come here if this bill is passed. Every party having 
an interest in the proceeds of this property which is said to be held in 
the Treasury has an equal right with this claimant to be heard and to 
have a status in the Court of Claims. Iam willing to treat them all 
alike. Every case that comes here I am willing to send to the Court of 
Claims under these conditions, so that that court may ascertain, in a 
judicial way, the facts upon which the claims are based. Then, after 
we get all of them here and see how much they aggregate, the Congress 
of the United States will be able to pass upon them as a whole or in 
classes, and to determine whether the Government ought to refund the 
money claimed. By passing this bill you give the opportunity to one 
man; the others may never getan opportunity. Let us deal justly with 
all our claimants, if we can. Let us treat them in classes instead of 
dealing with them as individuals. In that way only can the Govern- 
ment approximate what may be called justice toits citizens. I yield 
now for the question of the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. BUTTERWORTH]. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If the honorable gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER] has concluded, I want to call attention to one or two 
features of this bill. s 

Mr. SPRINGER. I thought the gentleman simply desired to ask a 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
has two minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will not use up his two minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH. | 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, it is a strange kind of morality 
that would determine the obligation to 9 claim by merely asking 
if it was practicable to pay it. My friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRING- 
ER] suggests that if these claims are large, possibly the Government 
would not pay them; he makes the ease with which we could pay a 
claim the measure of the justice of paying it. That certainly is nota 
very high standard of morality. 

Now the ways of this House are inscrutable. We passed to-day, with- 
out a dissenting voice, a bill appropriating $222,000 in payment of a 
class of claims adjudicated by strolling agents who took testimony and 
referred it to the Quartermaster’s Department or the Commissary De- 
partment. The department passed upon the claims and expressed an 
opinion as to whether they ought to be paid or not; and upon this mere 
suggestion—upon testimony in a large measure ex parte—this House 
appropriated this morning $222,000. Now what is proposed in this 
case? The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] asks that this 
claim, after being referred to the Court of Claims for a judicial ascer- 
tainment of the amount due, be brought back to this House. Will the 
gentleman vote to pay the claim if that judicial tribunal shall deter- 
mine the amount to be fairly and justly due—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. That would depend upon the facts. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Or would the gentleman wish to review the 
finding of that judicial tribunal? Why, sir, the gentleman has re- 
mained in his place this morning while we appropriated $222,000 to pay 
claims investigated only by an agent and reviewed by the Quartermas- 
ter-General or one of his clerks; and now, when a proposition is sub- 
mitted to refer the present case to one of the highest tribunals of this 
country, in order that it may hear all the testimony and determine 
whether there shall be compensation for property of a citizen taken 
and appropriated by the Government, the gentleman insists that this 
House shall act as a court of appeal, and review possibly the judicial 
finding of that tribunal. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, whatever may be the wisdom of referring this 
claim at all, it seems to me absurd to have it rereferred to the House. 
Either that judicial tribunal is not competent to pass upon this question, 
or else its finding ought to be binding upon the Government which it 
represents. Is it possible that this House with its three hundred and 
twenty-five members will be better able to determine whether theamount 
claimed is due to this citizen than that tribunal? 

Why, sir, this claim when brought back here is to be referred, I pre- 
sume, to a committee for an ex parte hearing—a committee upon which 
the peculiar efforts suggested by my friend from Illinois are invariably 
brought to bear. For my part I would rather submit the case to a de- 
termination of that judicial tribunal than to the judgment of this House, 
because after all the only reliable information we get is through com- 
mittees; and no committee can determine as well as the Court of Claims 
can whether a certain amount is due to a citizen or not. I oppose the 
amendment as being a matter of injustice on the part of the Government 
toward a citizen. Hence I think it ought to be voted down. Let us 
either kill the bill or else abide by the judgment of the judicial tribunal 
to which we propose to refer the matter. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, if the House 
understood the facts of this case it would be enabled to vote for or 
against the amendment or the original bill according to its judgment of 
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the justice of the claim as founded upon those facts. It so hap that 
while I never knew the claimant or his dead brother, whose heirs are 
to be the beneficiaries of whatever may be recovered under this bill, I 
know most of the witnesses whose testimony has been taken in this 
case; and the case is simply this: The late Governor Charles S. More- 
head, of Kentucky, having become a very large cotton planter in Mis- 
sissippi, sold, in the year 1862 or 1863, to Charles M. Briggs (both of 
them being citizens of Louisville and within the Federal lines), his cot- 
ton crop then baled on his plantation in the South. That sale was by 
a written contract, properly proven in these papers beyond all doubt, 
and by that sale Mr. Briggs became the owner of that cotton. In March, 
1863, under a general order of General Grant, steamboats were sent to 
that part of Mississippi with orders to capture such cotton as they 
could; and the captain in charge of that detail captured 2,180 bales, of 
which 455 belonged to Mr. Briggs. These bales were put upon the 
steamer Empress, were carried to the city of Memphis, were subse- 
quently sold, and the money was covered into the Treasury. Of that 
money, according to the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States in similar cases, the Government became the trustee, holding it 
in trust forsuch claimants as under the law might present their claims 
properly proven, and the Congress of the United States, by proper acts, 
gave to the claimants the right to go into court, but added, as a juris- 
dictional fact, that suit should be brought within two years. The Su- 
preme Court decided that this two-year clause was not a law of limi- 
tation which must be pleaded by the Government, but was a jurisdic- 
tional statute, and that the claimant must show that he came within it. 

Now, Mr. Briggs, residing in the city of Louisville, inside the Federal 
lines, had no means of ining at what time or in what mode or by 
what person this cotton had been taken. Whether it had been captured 
by the Federal Government through its troops, or destroyed by raiders, 
or destroyed in the mutations and fortunes of war, was a matter of 
which he had no knowledge. He purchased, as these porna show, a 
half interest in a steamboat, and became a member of a company in 
which Mr. George D. Prentice and other gentlemen were involved with 
him, for the purpose of obtaining that cotton and other cotton after the 
fall of Vicksburg and after the semi-establishment of the Federal au- 
thority in that part of Mississippi. He was not granted the permits 
which under the military orders were then required. He did not as- 
certain until the year 1868 that his cotton had been captured by the 
Federal Governmentand its proceeds covered into the Federal Treasury. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. MILLS obtained the floor, and said: I yield to the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. a ares S 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, I thank the gentleman from Texas for his 


courtesy. 
Mr. STEELE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Kentucky a 
nestion, 
3 Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I yield to the gentleman for 
that purpose. 
Mr. STEELE. I wish to inquire whether the gentleman who sold 
this cotton to Mr. Briggs was a loyal man. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will answer that question 
as frankly as I am able. I did not see Governor Morehead from the 
time the war began. I was not avery loyal man myself; and when all 
these transactions were going on I was engaged in other duties than as- 
certaining the loyalty of gentlemen on the other side of the lines. But 
I understand as a matter of political history that Governor Morehead 
was arrested by the Federal authorities for disloyalty, was immured in 
one of the forts in the harbor of New York or Boston, was released— 
always claiming to be a loya! man—went to Europe till the war was 
over ; came back after the close of the war, and always claimed to have 
been unjustly arrested. But whether loyal or not, he had no interest 
in this matter. He was inside the Federal lines. It was a commercial 
transaction in which he sold cotton to which he had title to a man in- 
dubitably loyal—a man whose loyalty is established by some of the very 
best citizens of Kentucky—among others by Mr. James Speed, ex-At- 
torney-General of the United States, a gentleman who was my precep- 
tor, and who now lives an honored lawyer in the city of Louisville. 

Mr. PETERS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. PETERS. Did Mr. Briggs pay Governor Morehead money for 
his cotton ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Asto that Iam not informed, 
except that the papers show that between Mr. Briggs and Governor 
Morehead there had been frequent “‘ trades’? running back long anterior 
to the war. They had been partners in the practice of the law and 
partners in the transaction of business. Mr. Briggs had been largely 
the security and indorser for Governor Morehead, a man of very high 
character. Upon astatement of their accounts Governor Morehead was 
largely indebted to Mr. Briggs actually, and still more largely contin- 
gently, upon indorsements which Mr. Briggs had made for him; and to 
secure Mr, Briggs, not only in respect to the debts which had accrued, 
but in reference to these contingent liabilities which Mr. Briggs as- 
sumed, Governor Morehead transferred to him this cotton. Ido not 
think that so far as the papers go they show any money to have been 


paid; but this cotton was paid for by the release of indebtedness of Gov- 


ernor Morehead to Mr, Briggs and the assumption of ree ig Mr. 
Briggs to creditors of Governor Morehead, Mr. Briggs being liable as 
security for Governor Morehead. 

Now, to resume the thread of thenarrative I was making, Mr. Bri 
in 1868 discovered that this cotton had been sold and that the omens 
were in the Treasury. He came to Congress in that year; and from 
1868 till the present time he has been here in the sense of having been 
trying to get his money, except that in the mean while, he having died, 
his legal representative has come into the case. 

So that these twenty-two years of apparent laches are only five years, 
two of which were during the war, and three of which were during 
those unhappy years which followed the war when fruitless attempts 
were made to obtain the right others had had under the limitation of 
the law to go before the courts—to have his day in court and have his 
case decided. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, these are the facts. I hold the papers in my 
hand. Here is the report to the Secretary of the proper officer of the 
Treasury saying 2,180 bales of cotton on those steamers were brought 
into Memphis. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What was the amount that was realized from them? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Four hundred jand twenty- 
two thousand dollars, of which there has been paid out for 1,164 bales 
of cotton which aggregated $225,000, leaving in the Treasury $196,000. 
Mr. i may I be permitted to submit there is not one dollar of 
that money which ages to the Government of the United States? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Nota dollar. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Nota dollar. Thereisnota 
dollar of it which it owns in equity or law. It is purely a trustee— 
a trustee for a man who is not to blame. And now what pretense can 
there be that the Government of the United States having been the 
trustee of this money for a period of twenty-two years shall throw an 
obstacle in the way of the cestui que trust obtaining the money which 
he has laid out of without interest for a period of twenty-two years? 
I confess I know of no rule which ought to separate morality and hon- 
esty upon the line of sovereignty—that when you draw the line be- 
tween sovereign government and the private citizen there ought not to 
be aline which divides it from morality and justice so that the Gov- 
ernment shall not pay its honest debts according to what is lawful and 
proper to a private citizen. I know of no reason except the mere fic- 
tion which we have inherited from our ancestors that a sovereignty 
ought not to be and can not be sued. For one I would like to see the 
American Government set an example to its citizens of a fair and legal 
submission of all these claims to an honest tribunal which it creates 
according to its law. 

In addition, sir, I submit if this case goes toa tribunal to be decided 
and that tribunal decides, first, that this cotton did in good faith be- 
long to that dead man; second, that it was seized by the Federal Gov- 
ernment; third, that it was sold; fourth, that the money is in the Treas- 
ury; and fifth, that the Treasury holds it as trustee, why then should 
the American Congress want any other step than that judgment is en- 
tered this trust money be paid according to this clear right? And 
that is all this bill asks. Why should we come back, or anybody be 
forced to come back to the American Congress to ask an appropriation 
to pay a judgment which ought to have been paid when the judgment 
was made, by which the money which the Government has held in the 
Treasury as trustee for eighteen month or two years or for twenty lon 
years, without interest, shall be paid to the rightful claimant? Ast 
understand it that is the case, and it seems to me it is one of the cases 
we can afford to let go to an American court of claims to be decided. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Isend upan amendment which I offer as a sub- 
stitute for the pending amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] and which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the right of action under the provisions of the captured and abandoned 
p rty act be, and the same is hereby, revived and extended for one year from 
and after the passage of this act, 

Sec. 2. That the benefits of the foregoing section be, and the same are hereby, 
extended to those claimants whose claims have been adversely determined by 
said court upon the ground of disloyalty without taking into consideration the 
fact of the President's proclamation of pardon and amnesty. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Isubmit that the amendmentof the gen- 
tleman from Texas is not germane, as it is in the nature of general pro- 
visions, while the pending measure is in its nature a private bill. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask the gentleman to withhold his point of 
order until I can be heard on my proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and the point of 


order will be reserved for the present. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose and, Mr. te ce vvip Rage the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Symp- 
SON, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed a bill ( 
831) for the relief of George A. Storrs, of Texas; in which the concuge 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested. 
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The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

' Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, there is a very important ques- 
tion involved in the consideration of the bill now before the House. 
The substitute which I have offered to the amendment p by the 

eman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] provides that a right of ac- 
tion in the Court of Claims to recover the proceeds of sale of captured 
and abandoned property shall be revived and extended for one year 
from and after the passage of the act. 

The second section of the substitute provides that the benefits of the 
first section shall be extended to all claimants whose suits were ad- 
versely determined without giving proper legal effect to the executive 
proclamations of pardon and amnesty. 

The bill under consideration extends the right to C. M. Briggs only 
to bring a suit in the Court of Claims to establish his right to a portion 
of the money now in the Treasury and held there as the proceeds of the 
sales of captured and abandoned property. There are over $10,000,000 
in the belonging tothis fund. Isubmita statement, which I 
believe to be correct, taken from a statement found in the case of Hodges 
‘vs. United States, 18 Court of Claims, page 700: 

‘Whole amount of abandoned and captured property sales........... $31, 722, 466 20 
expenses. 


Cost of collecting, sale, and other expenses..............« $6,551, 000 00 
Transferred to Freedman’s Bureau............-- avers 243,000 
Internal-revenue taxes and commercial in! rse 

eR ERE RESIS .- 1,406, 000, 09 
Released to claimants - 


Gen, and MeCulloch.........0s.cccceesecsesnecccenesesscenaccetee 
10, 750, 675 24 


Balance covered into Treasury under resolution of March 30, 


1802 .....s.derissonvcssnncse encssosce besennssnsonttesiocstoacoesenseossscsccomsvccseesess DU, 971, 790. 96 
Paid on special acts of relief.........s.sserreesersteesseseseee $290, 906 32 
Paid on judgments against Treasury agents............. 64,557 27 
Paid on judgments under act of March 12, 1863 9, 833, 423 16 
Paid tary of the Treasury under act of May 
ITST -r NEE EAEN ENO EA 195,896 25 
Disbursed for expenses under joint resolution of 
Maroli BD, 1808 coc ccsccascsssessccderecscsbovecedcpssqscasssctasoooes 75,000 00 
10, 459, 783 00 
Balanco in Treasury io... cs ccccccieccece sececece cocinseseccsoonss puascessnsceesss 10, 512, 007 96 


To whom does this large sum of money belong? It found its way 
into the Treasury under the acts of Congress authorizing the sale of 
captured and abandoned property. There is no question more fully 
settled by the decisions of the Supreme Court than that all the money 
represented by the balance of this fund, which was realized from the 
proceeds of the sales of property belonging to individuals, is the prop- 
erty ofthe original owners of the property seized and sold by Treasury 
agents. Theseizure and sale of the property did not divest the title of 
the original owner to the proceeds of the sale. Upon the contrary, the 
Government took possession of such property, converted it into money, 
and placed the money in the Treasury for the purpose of preserving it, 
subject to the disposition provided for by the act. How was this fund 
to be disposed of? It was provided by the act of 1863 that any person 
claiming to be the owner of any of the property seized and sold by the 
Treasury agents might prefer his claim in the Court of Claims to the pro- 
ceeds thereof at any time within two years after the suppression of the 
rebellion, and on proof to the satisfaction of the court of his ownership 
of said property, of his right to too ponas thereof, and that he had 
never givenaid or comfort to the rebellion, should be entitled to recover 
such proceeds, 

It is plain, therefore, that so much of this fund as had been realized 
from the sale of property eer oc 7 loyal claimants to such 
claimants, and the Government holds it as a trustee subject to the claim, 
when established, of the rightful owner. 

What disposition was to be made of the proceeds of the sale of prop- 

erty which had belonged to persons who had given aid and comfort to 
the rebellion? 
| The act of March 1863 also provided that the proceeds of the sale of 
property belonging to disloyal persons should be placed in the 
and kept there subject to such action as the President might take under 
the act of 17th July, 1862. 
` What action did the act of 1862 authorize the President to take? 
‘Among other provisions the President was authorized at any time there- 
‘after by proclamation to extend to persons who may have participated 
in the rebellion in any State or part thereof pardon and amnesty, with 
‘such exceptions and at such time and on such conditions as he should 
‘deem expedient for the public welfare. The Government did not see 
fit to confiscate either the property belonging to disloyal persons seized 
under this act or the proceeds of the sale of such property, but the pro- 
ceeds were to be held subject to such action as the President might 
deem wise and proper under the act of July, 1862. 
; The President understood the full scope and purpose of the act of 1862. 
He deemed it expedient and humane to use this property to induce dis- 
loyal owners to return to their allegiance to the Government of the 
United States. He was authorized by the Constitution and by the act 
of 1862 to use it in that way, and every department of the Government 
js bound by his action. 

On the 8th day of December, 1863, the President of the United States 
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issued his proclamation in which he expressly referred to the act of 1863 
relating to captured and abandoned property, and offered pardon and 
amnesty with restoration of all rights of property except as to slaves 
and property to which third persons had acquired rights to all persons 
who had participated in the rebellion (with some excepted classes) who 
would take an oath to support the Constitution of the United States and 
abide by the laws. 

On the 29th of May, 1865, another proclamation was issued extend- 
ing pardon and amnesty witha full restoration of all rights of property 
except as to slaves and property to which third persons had acquired 
rights to all persons who had participated in the rebellion, excepting 
such persons as were embraced in fourteen classes named in the procla- 
mation. A similar oath was required. 

On the 7th of September, 1867, another similar tion was is- 
sued by the President reducing the number of excepted classes from 
fourteen to three. Finally, on the 4th day of July, 1868, a proclama- 
tion was issued which granted pardon and amnesty to all who had par- 
ticipated in the rebellion, with full restoration to all property rights 
except as to slaves. No oath was required. 

It will be remembered that Congress in 1867 repealed so much of the 
act of July, 1862, which, as I have said, authorized the President to 
grant amnesty and pardon upon such terms as he might deem expedient, 
and for this reason some doubts have been expressed as to the validity 
of the proclamation issued by the President in July, 1868. Butas the 
Supreme Court, in Klein’s case, 13 Wallace, has decided that the re- 
peal of the act of July, 1862, did not impair the authority of the Presi- 
dent to grant pardon and amnesty to all who had participated in the 
rebellion, I suppose such doubts are no longer indulged by any one. 
What was the legal effect of these several proclamations of pardon and 
amnesty? Isubmit the following from the decision of the Supreme 
Court in Padelford’s case, 9 Wallace: 

In the case of Garland this court held the effect of a ion to be such “ that 
in the eye of the law the offender is as innocent asif he had never committed 
the offense ;" and in the case of Armstrong’s foundry we held that the general 

jon ted to him relieved him froma posui tba gue he man ARES O Ann 

tes. It follows that at the time of the seizure of the itioner’s prop- 

erty he was purged of whatever offense nst the laws of the United States 

he committed by the acts mentioned in the findings, and rel from 

any or gd which he might have incurred. It follows further that if the prop- 

erty been seized before the oath was taken the faith of the Government was 

pled to its restoration upon the taking of the oath in good faith. We can 

not doubt that the petitioner's right to the pe! axriged in question at the time of 

the seizure was perfect, and that it remains perfect, notwithstanding the seizure. 

that property was captured in = if not law- 

fully; and that the proceeds having been paid into the Treasury of the United 

— a l apses is without remedy in the Court of Claims unless proof is 
made 


gave no aid or comfort to the rebellion. suggestion is in- 
genious, but we do not it sound. The sufficient answer to it is that after 
the on no offense connected with the rebellion can be imputed to him. If, 


in other respects, the petitioner made the proof which, under the act, entitled 
him to a decree for the proceeds of his property, the law makes the proof of par- 
dona ray wean substitute for proof that he gave no aid or comfort to the rebell- 
ion. A different construction would, as it seems to us, defeat the manifest intent 
of the proclamation and of the act of Cor which authorized it. Under the 
proclamation and the act the Government isa trustee, holding the proceeds of the 
petitioner's property for his benefit; and having been fully reimbursed for all 
expenses incurred in that character, loses nothing by the judgment, which sim- 
ply awards to the petitioner what is his own. 

It, therefore, seems clear that the Government has no claim what- 
ever upon this fund, and that it belongs as a matter of right to those 
whose property was seized and sold. Nobody ever disputed the right 
of a loyal claimant to recover the proceeds of the sale of his property 
upon proper proof. And unless the solemn, humane, and considerate 
proclamations of the President of the United States from 1863 to 1868 
are to be held of no effect, and the decisions of the Supreme Court de- 
claring the legal effect of these proclamations are to be disregarded, the 
right of a disloyal person to recover the proceeds of the sale of property 
which belonged to him is equally indisputable and clear. He was re- 
stored to his rights of property. 

I submit the whole of the opinion of the Supreme Court in the caso 
of Pargoud against the United States (13 Wallace). 

We have recently decided in the case of Armstrong against the United States 
that the President's proclamation of December 25, 1868, granting pardon and 
amnesty unconditionally and without reservation to all who participated directly 
or indirectly in the late rebellion relieves claimants of captured and abandoned 

TO) from proof of adhesion to the United States during the late civil war, 
iey past in the rebellion against the Uoited Slates, ‘Ths ludgment of the Oourt 
of Claims dismissing the petition is reversed. 

This case settles the question fully. It was not necessary for the 
claimant to prove that he had been loyal to the Government, nor was 
it necessary to show a personal pardon for pirtiapeimg in the rebell- 
ion.. His guilt had been condoned and his property rights restored by 
the proclamation issued in 1868. 

Why has this fund remained in the Treasury so long? 

Under the provisions of the act all suits to recover any of the pro- 
ceeds of the sale of captured and abandoned property were required to be 
pein ee within two years after the suppression of the rebellion. When 
did the war close or when was the rebellion suppressed? The Supreme 
Court decided in the Anderson case, 9 Wallace, that for judicial and 
legislative purposes it must be held that the war closed and the rebell- 


ion was suppressed throughout the United States on the 20th day of 
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August, 1866. On that day the President of the United States: had 
issued a proclamation declaring the suppression of the rebellion through- 
out the United States. 

All suits for the recovery of the proceeds of captured and abandoned 

were required to be filed within two after the ion 
of the rebellion. It follows, th that no suit of this character 
could have been instituted in the Court of Claims after the 20th of 
August, 1868. Some claimants who had participated in the rebellion 
filed ‘suits-in the Court of Claims before the bar of limitation was com- 
plete, but a large majority of this class of claimants did not institute 
suits, because it was generally understood that notwithstanding the 
proclamations of pardon and amnesty the claimant would be required 
toestablish his loyalty. Itwas not known, certainly, among the people 
of the South, where for the most part this class of claimants resided, 
that the necessity of proving loyalty in order to get a standing in the 
Court of Claims had been removed by the tions of on and 
amnesty until 1869, when the decision of the Supreme Court declaring 
the legal effect of these proclamations was made. 

The decision of the court came too late to benefit this class of claim- 
ants. The question now is, whether in view of all these facts. Congress 
will refuse to open the door of: the court to all claimants alike of this 
fund and allow them an opportunity to establish their rights to this 
money. Will the statute of limitation be invoked by the Government 
of the United States to justify the appropriation of this fand, which is 
private property, to public use without compensation? Over twenty 
millions of the proceeds of captured and abandoned property have been 
paid to individnals. The presumption that most of them were loyal 
must be indulged, because but few persons who participated in the re- 
bellion have been allowed to establish their rights inthisfund. Nearly 
all of the ten and a half millions remaining in the Treasury belonging 
to this fund must be the property of Southern claimants. 

They never had an opportunity to bring suit until the close of the 
war in August, 1866, while the loyal claimant had access to the court 
from 1863 to 1868. These Southern claimants ted the conditions 
of the Executive pardons and have faithfully abided by the laws. The 
Government promised ‘them restoration to their rightsof „ and 
it-can notafford to break the pledge by covering this into the 
‘Treasury upon: the operation. of a statute of limitation. There are 
some circumstances’ connected with these claims-which appe most 
strongly to the: magnanimity and high sense of justice o 
Tr agents swarmed over the Cotton States upon the close of hos- 
tilities; and in many instances seized cotton to which the confederate 
government never had a shadow. of right even, and which, so far from 
being abandoned property within the meaning of the law, was in the 
actual possession of the owners. 

The condition. of the country between August, 1866, and August, 
1868, the want of information. and'the impoverished condition of the 
people; ought to be considered'in' determining this.question. I have 
no.objection to the claim of the a in this bill, but I object to 
this measure because it is special relief. I do not think that. this ap- 
plieant has any more claims for relief than others. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Lhaveonlya few minutes of time remaining. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I want to submit to the gentleman from 
Texas whether his proposition for general relief ought not stand alone, 
and be considered. separate and apart from a bill affording individual 
relief. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I think not. I am afraid you would not vote 
fora Texas claimant standing alone: 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Thatisa-very violent presumption. I will 
vote for this bill, but not for your amendment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I think the time has come when this trust fund 
should be surrendered by the Government to its p: owners; and J 
will not support any measure which does not provide a remedy for all 
claimants alike. 

During the remarks of Mr. CULBERSON the following proceedings 
occurred: 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas has ex- 
ired. 
ae SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will be permitted to con- 
tinue. I ask unanimous consent that he may proceed. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I yield such time as I may be 
entitled to to the gentleman from Texas. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, Iwish to ask the gentleman from Texas 
a question, whether there is not already.a bill pending exactly like his 
substitute? 
Mr. CULBERSON. 


proved. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I insist onthe point of order, that the 
substitute is out of order from the fact that it is public legislation of- 
fered as an amendmentto a private bill, and also because there is a bill 
now pending the proposition of which is-almost identical with the gen- 
tieman’s substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky desire to be 
heard on the point of order? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Iwant to say, even if the substitute was 


That-is a question of fact which I suppose can 


not out of order, I believe it is wrong to undertake to destroy the rights 
of individuals by-attempting to postpone and defer and get rid of the 
bills granting them relief by substituting bills attempting to inject 
general legislation into them. The rule on that subject was made for 
that purpose, among others, that matters of legislation should be con- 
sidered separately and alone and by themselves. 

I would like to say further, that it seems a very e proceeding 
to me that amendments of this character should be offered to a bill, 
and the House of Representatives asked to passthem. That expresses 
a lack of confidence in the decisions of the courts of the country. We 
submit a case to the court, and then we come here and in the very same 
bill in which we do so we say, “ We have no confidence in the judgment 
of the court, and the court must come back with its-judgment to the 
House of Representatives and have that judgment confirmed before it 


is dae to enter it,” 

en it is another strange proceeding that after the Congress of the 
United States have passed laws by which the property of citizens of this 
country was taken charge of and sold and the money put into the Treas- 
ury, another Congress comes right along behindit and says thatthe law 
by which that money was put there was not a good law; saying, in sub- 
stance, ‘‘ Now that we haye got your money there we are not going to 
restore it, but are going to keepit.’’ I know, Mr. Chairman, there are 
gentlemen in every Legislative Assembly who. constitute themselves 
special guardians of the Treasury. They take delightin having it said 
they voted ‘‘no’’ against this proposition and saninat. Hiss proposition 
and against the other proposition.. Well, Mr. irman, if a reputa- 
tion has got to be built upon doing injustice to any citizen or any class 
of citizens, I for one do not want any of that kind. of reputation, 

But, Mr. Chairman,.there is another phase of this subject. A howl 
was raised in the country that if a Democratic administration should 
be inaugurated the raids on the Treasury on account of Southern claims 
would be beyond endurance. I wantto call theattention of the House 
to this fact, that while men from the Southern section of the country, 
men who were, if you please, disloyal to the Government, are advocat- 
ing the passage of this bill and those like it, this is nota bill toreward 
disloyal men or to pay disloyal people, but it isa bill to pay the 
claims of the people who were loyal and who were adhering to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States when that word “‘ di ” became so 
rife in the country; that itis not so-called Southern claims that are being 
presented, but the claims of loyal people asking forthe money. that be- 
longs to them. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, the bill before the: House, as I un- 
derstand it, proposes to provide for the adjudication of a claim for 
money held in the Treasury in trust forthe benefitofthe owners. The 
amendment offered by my colleague simply proposes to enlarge the op- 
eration of that principle so as to-embrace all persons who are the own- 
ers of this money which thus remains in the Treasury: as: a trust fund 
under the decision of the Suprem 


point of order is not well taken. I do not care to go beyond the point 
of order and diseuss the question presented. by the gentleman from 


Kentucky [Mr. STONE], but it seems to me that the amendment of- 
fered by my colleague is in order, because it is to the bill, and 
simply: extends the operation of the rule proposed by the bill from one 
private citizen to another private citizen, from one private claimant to 
another private claimant. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will cause the rule to be read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rule XXI, clause 4: No bill or resolution shall at any time be amended by an- 

thereto or i ng therewith 


nexing n g the substance of any other bill orres- 
olution pending before the House. 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, has any one stated. that there is a 
general bill pending embracing the substance of the amendment offered 
by my colleague ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatis one of the points made by the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Stone], that the amendmentisthe substance of a 
general bill pending. The Clerk will read from the Digeston this point. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

a general provision of law upon a private 


An amendment proposing to ingraft. 
bill is against order [Journal, 1,31, p., 784]; or having the effect to converta pri- 
vate into a public bill, or vice versa. [Journal], 1,48, pp. 761~762.] 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr: CuLBERSON] is obnoxious to both points of order, and they 
are sustained by the Chair. The question is on the amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. i I wish to say-a word in reply to 
what has been said by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that all debate upon this 
amendment has been exhausted. 

Mr.SPRINGER. ThenImovetostrikeoutthelast word. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH ] called attention to the factthat 
a bill embracing claims amounting toa very large sum has just been laid 
aside here to be reported to the House with the recommendation thatit do 
pass. That bill embodies claims to a large amount, claims for property 
taken by the quartermasters and commissaries for the support of the 
Army, and under the law which authorizes such claims to be adjudi- 
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cated the parties are required to prove their loyalty andto show thatthe 
property was actually taken.and used by the Governmentof the United 
States for the support of the armies of the United States. That is the 
basis-upon which such claimsare audited. They.areof various amounts, 
generally: very small—— 

Mn ROWELL. Will my colleague permit a question ? 

Mr SPRINGER. In a moment.. These claims, I say, are some of 
them very small.. Tor instance, on. page 47 I see a for $11.25; 
another is for $115; another is for $200, and soon. Many: of them are 
small claims, yet theaggregateis, asthe gentleman hasstated, somewhere 
aliout $250,000. The bill embracing these claims has generally been 
passed by the House without objection, because it comes to us under 
all the seg guards of existing law as to proof of the claim and proof of 
the loyalty of the claimant, and after thorough. examination by agents 
ofthe Government. In fact, we have had no opportunity to investi- 
gate tliese cases in the House; we are compelled to take them, upon the 
reports of the auditing officers of the Treasury Department, But that 
isnot this case. This bill involves an entirely different principle. This 
is a claim for property captured in the midst of the war, in 1863—capt- 
ured as abandoned property and sold and the proceeds put into the 
Treasury of the United States. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CUL- 
BERSON | has shown that if this case goes to the Court of Claims as the 
bill stands now without amendment the question of loyalty will not 
be in issue and, under the decision of the Supreme Court, can not be 
putin issue, the amnesty proclamation of the President having wiped 
out all disloyalty. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Do I understand the fact to he that in the 
prosecution of this claim. in the Court of Claims by Mr.. Briggs or his 
representatives proof of loyalty will not be required? 

. SPRINGER. Under the decision of the Supreme. Court which 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON ] has cited the question 
of loyalty would not and could not be in issue there. 

Mr. CULLERSON. T state that that is the law as decided by the 
Supreme Court—that the fact of loyalty or disloyalty is not an issue in 
such cases, because the proclamation of the President in 1866 removed 
the necessity of proving loyalty. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Will the 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to lose the floor, 
but I yield it for a moment. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I would. like to have an 
answer to my question. T understand that the Court of Claims also 
required proof of loyalty under the act of 1863, and this is simply an 
extension of that jurisdiction, so that whatever was required to estab- 
lish a claim under that law would be required to establish it under this 
bill. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. That is correct. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the Supreme Court has decided, under that 
very law; that the question of loyalty isnot one of the issues to be in- 
quired into ly the court. 

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman from, Illinois is mistaken about that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is what the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CUL- 


BERSON ] stated: 
It is a fact that prior to the decision of the Su- 


tleman yield to me? 


Mr. CULBERSON, 
preme Court in 1867 the Court of Claims did require proof of loyalty 
in.all suits under the act of 1863. Butin 1867 the Supreme Court de- 
cided that it was not necessary in an application of this sort and under 
that. statute to prove loyalty. Why? Because the President’s. procla- 
mation of pardon and amnesty had put all the people of this country 
on the same footing in that respect. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. In the presence of the legal 
gentlemen here I express any opinion as a lawyer with yery great diffi- 
dence, especially in opposition. to so distinguished a lawyer as the gen- 
tleman from. Texas. But my apprehension of the decision referred to 
does not accord with his statement. The Supreme Court decided, ac- 
cording to my recollection (I have not lately examined the matter crit- 
ically), that the act of Congress which undertook to make the plea of 
the President’s pardon inadmissible was unconstitutional—not that 
the loyalty of the claimant. did not have to be proven, But Congress 
having undertaken to say that the plea of pardon, if set up, should not 
avail, the Supreme Court declared that provision unconstitutional for 
two reasons: First, because it undertook to limit the unlimited consti- 
tutional right tad paeta; and, secondly, because it undertook to inter- 
fere with the judicial department by determining the effect of a plea in 
cases that might be pending. Isay, with great deference to the opinion 
of the gentleman from Texas, that I have no recollection of any decision 
of the Supreme Court which held that the claimant under this act was 
not required as an original proposition to prove his loyalty. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. TI understand, in the first place, the com- 
mittee has-reported that this man was loyal; that fact has been ascer- 
tained. But in thesecond place, I desire to say that the Supreme Court 
in the case cited did not decide that where the statute required proof 
of loyalty as a jurisdictional question the requirement was unconsti- 
tutional, but did decide-what my friend from Kentucky has stated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman. from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] has expired. 

Mr. REAGAN obtained the floor, and said: L propose to yield my 
time to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to my colleague [Mr. EDEN]. 
Mr. Chairman i 


Mr. EDEN. ; , I think the amendment of my colleague 
is im the line of precedent in respect to claims of this character. en 
the people of the South were itted to present their claims against 
the Government of the United States which originated during the war 
a special tribunal was created, being denominated, I believe, the Com- 
missionersof Claims. Proof was made before that commission showing 
the loyalty of the claimant and the justice of the claim, and that com- 
mission reported its findings to Congress, which, upon the evidence pre- 
sented: by the commission, allowed or disallowed the claim as the justice 
of the case might seem to.require. I think it would‘ not be advisable 
now to. depart from: the rule which has been, followed in reference to 
claims of this character eversince the close of the war, Therefore I 
favor the amendment offered by my colleague. 

I have not recently examined the decision of the Supreme Court re- 
ferred to by: the gentleman from Texas, but according to my recollec- 
tion the deeision is to the effect that upon these claims proof of loyalty 
is not required:, Placing this:claim: upon the same footing as: other 
claims that Congress. has ized coming from the people- of the 
South, I think a safe rule-will be to submit it to the Court of Claims 
to find the facts, and then let Congress take action upon the case. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I wish to state, for the benefit of gen- 
tlemen. who are discussing this question: of loyalty, that we are per- 
fectly willing the loyalty of Mr. Briggs should be tried. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GEDDES], 
the chairman of the Committee on War Claims, if he has had oceasion 
to examine:the subject, has ascertained that the amountof money cov- 
ered by claims of thischaracter pending before Congress largely exceeds 
the amount. of money applicable: to:their payment still remaining in 
the Treasury. ° 

Mr: GEDDES made a gesture of assent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iunderstand the gentleman toanswerin the afirm- 
ative.. These claims have been pending for many years. Congress for 
some time permitted this fund to remain in the Treasury under the .con- 
trolof the Treasury Department, but finally passed a bill covering the 
money into the Treasury; so that for all practical. purposes the action 
of Congress declared this money to. be-a portionof the public fands. I 
am:not aware that any bill of this.class-has passed: Congress for some 
years except under very peculiar circumstances, presenting some reason 
for the delay which does not ordinarily arise. 

Ican very well see how the gentleman from.Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] 
should at first. blush have insisted with earnestness that a party 
who, has been denied a hearing in a court of justice in behalf of his 
clhim may well demand such right from Congress. But in answer to 
that it appears that the measure as.to claims.of this.class growing out 
of captured. and abandoned property was notsimply alimitation of two 
years, but operated, if the statement of the gentleman from Texas. is 
correct: (and I haye.no.doubt of its accuracy), for sometime after the 
termination of the war; extending into the year 1867. 

So, then, whether that limitation was fair, reasonable, and. just, the 
fact still remainsthere was quite an.interval of time during which loyal 
citizens.of the. United: States. had the right to go into the Court of 
Claims and have their claims adjudicated for property. so taken and held 
by the Government. Therefore it can not. besaid the Government has 
denied the right of hearing in behalf. of their claims. 

But it has said there was sufficient excuse on.the part of this 
claimant for the delay in seeking that tribunal during the interval al- 
lowed under the law. If that excuse be ample and sufficient in: the 
judgment of Congress, then it seems to me this claim should beallowed; 
and I presume the only question here at all is as to the justice of that 
limitation. I take it for ted, as has been already stated. by. gen- 
tlemen well informed, this is of that class of claims readily proved, 
andthe only reason why it isnot paid is beeauscit is barred by statute. 
That brings us precisely to the question of the gentleman: from Texas 
[Mr. Cunperson], It will be remembered that under what is known 
as the Bowman law it was deemed necessary to make the question of 
loyalty a matter going to the foundation.of jurisdiction—a,jurisdictional 
fact—the express limitation being placed upon the court to take cogni- 
zance of no case until that was adjudicated'and made clear, Underthat 
law, sir, the Court of Claims was required to make inquiry into the facts 
of the loyalty of the claimant and to satisfy itself of his loyalty before 
assuming to take jurisdiction of the case. 

Now the committee will see the pertinency of that provision of the 
Bowman law. in view of the statement which has been made by the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. GULBERSON], Nor has.the distinguished 
gentleman from. Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] felt justified in con- 
troverting the proposition laid down by the gentleman from Texas, or 
saying that no inquiry should be instituted into the reasons prescribed 
under the third section of the Bowman.act. ‘That provision was placed 
there to meet the very case presented by the gentleman from Texas, 
and therefore this committee will seethe importance of the case pre- 
sented, not only in view of the magnitude of the amount involved; but 
also in view of the absolute justice on the part of Congress to treat all 
of these claimants with equal-handed justice, so that when a similar 
proposition shall be presented to-morrow or next Friday, it shall have 
precisely the same disposition as shall be made of this case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 
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Mr. HOLMAN, 
longer. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Five minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to the gentleman for that time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think on the point already made that all the facts 
touching this claim should be before Con If, then, it is apparent 
that in all likelihood the delay was clearly excusable, and if excusa- 
ble this party ought to have a hearing, and, if proved, paid for his 
claim. And that is my point—was the delay excusable? Congress, 
treating all these claims alike, should take that fact into account when 
it removes the bar in the statute of limitations. It seems to me what 
the gentleman from Kentucky has the right to ask on the part of Con- 
gress is a report to Congress by the Court of Claims under the Bowman 
law of the reasons why the claimant in this case did not avail himself 
of the interval of time in which he had a right to a hearing and adju- 
dication of his claim before the Court of Claims. To that extent Con- 
gress can go with safety. If, then, the Court of Claims shall report, as 
is believed by gentlemen will be the case, that the claimant was a loyal 
claimant, and that there was reason for his delay in going to the Court 
of Claims during the time he had the right to do so, then undoubtedly 
this House will be glad of the opportunity to pass the n bill of 
appropriation to pay the claim. I think my friend from Kentucky 
should ask for nothing more than that, and therefore I hold in my 
hand a proposition simply to substitute what is known as the Bowman 
law, with direction to the Court of Claims to inquire in addition and 
report to the House the circumstances connected with the delay, so 
that Congress can act fully on the subject. I trust my friend will not 
say that Congress will unnecessarily delay action after such a report 
has been submitted to it. I can say to him that prior to 1863, when 
the Court of Claims submitted the facts to Congress for its determina- 
tion, there was not any delay on the part of Congress to appropriate the 
requisite amount of money to meet the adjudication of the Court of 
Claims where the claim was proper and ought to be allowed. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Let me ask the gentleman from Indiana 
this question: Whether there is any good reason why this claimant 
should be compelled to go into the Court of Claims under the Bowman 
act, which was passed years after his partners had gone into the Court 
of Claims and under its judgment had been paid out of the Treasury for 
their share of the loss under this same transaction? When a portion of 
this money has been paid out of the Treasury under one act of Jegisla- 
tion, is it right, or proper, or just to deny to another claimant in refer- 
ence to the same transaction the right, under the same privileges, before 
the same tribunal, to the hearing to which he is entitled? Can the 
gentleman give any reason why the right of one man should be adju- 
dicated under one species of legislation and the right of another of ex- 
actly the same character be tried under another? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The only answer to that is that the party now 
claiming did not deem it proper to avail himself of the opportunity 
presented to him under the law for the adjudication of his case. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. In answer to that, I wish to say I have 
tried to make it plain this claimant was ignorant of his rights under 
the law, and it was no fault of his that he did not take advantage of 
the opportunity to which the gentleman refers. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I simply ask to have the syllabus 
of the decision of the Supreme Court, which has been referred to in this 
ease, read for the information of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

The act of March 12, 1863 (12 Stat. at , 820), to provide for the collection 
of abandoned and capt property in insurrectionary districts within the 
United 8 does not confiscate or in any case absolutely divest the property 
of the original owner, even though disloyal. By the seizure the Government 
constituted itself a trustee for those who were entitled or whom it should there- 
after ize as entitled. 

2. By virtue of the act of 17th July, 1862, authorizing the President to offer par- 
don on such conditions as he might think advisable, and the proclamation of 
8th December, 1863, which promised a restoration of all rights of property, ex- 
cept as to slaves, on condition that the prescribed oath be taken and kept invio- 
late, the ns who had faithfully accepted the conditions offered me en- 
titled to the proceeds of their property thus paid into the Treasury on application 
within two years from the close of the war. 

3. The repeal, by an act of 2ist January, 1867 (after the war had closed), of the 
act of 17th nly, 1862, authorizing the Executive to offer pardon, did not alter the 
operation of the pardon or the obligation of Congress to give full effect to it if 
necessary by legislation. 

4. The proviso in the apppropr hion act of July 12, 1870 (16 Statutes at Large, 
285), in substance * * in conflict with the views van een in p 
1,2, and 3, above, and is unconstitutional and void; its su ce being an 
acceptance of a pardon without a disclaimer shall be conclusive evidence of the 
acts pardoned, but shall be null and void as evidence of rights conferred by it, 
both in the Court of Claims and in this court; it invades the powers both of the 
judicial and executive departments of this Government. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I desire consent to withdraw the amendment that 
I have offered, and will yield to the gentleman from Indiana, who will 
offer one to take the place of it simply covering the point in a different 
manner. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection the gentleman from Illi- 
nois will have consent to withdraw the amendment. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I nowoffer the amendment which I send tothe desk. 


I hope my colleague will allow me a few minutes 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That the Court of Claims is hereby given jurisdiction to hear and determine, 
under the act of March 3, 1883, entitled ‘An act to afford assistance and relief to 
Congress and the Executive Departments in the investigation of claims and de- 
mands against the Government,’ the claim of the nal representative of O. 
M. Briggs, deceased, for the proceeds of cotton now in the Treasury of the United 
States, upon penon filed in said court at rig Hered within two years from the 

of this act, any statute of limitation to the contrary notwithstanding ; 
and that said court ascertain and report to Congress the cause of delay in the 
presentation and prosecution of said claim.” 

Mr. HOLMAN, The only effect of the substitution of this amend- 
ment for the other is that itopens up the statute of limitation—removes 
the bar—bnt at the same time instead of making the jurisdiction of the 
court final, as in the original act organizing that court, it provides that 
the facts ascertained by the court on this investigation shall be reported 
to Congress, including the canse of delay in the presentation of the 
elaim. In that clause of the amendment I think lies the whole case. 
It is one which I am satisfied will appeal to the sense of Congressional 
justice as to whether or not this party should have the right to adjust 
his claim, as against others, upon the ground of an excuse ample and 
sufficient. 

I think my friend from Kentucky [Mr. STONE], in view of the his- 
tory of these claims in late years, will admit that reasonably fair justice 
at all events, if nothing more, is done by allowing the claimant in this 
case to come in and present his claim, and by removing the bar of the 
statute of limitations for that purpose. That Perran Ta Be a great deal, 
in my opinion, and that much I am willing to concede. In everything 
else this amendment is simply the bill before the House, except it re- 
quires that proceedings shall be had under the Bowman act, instead of 
under the act of March 12, 1862, and the subsequent act of July, 1864. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the syllabus 
of the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in the case 
of United States vs. Klein, just read, accords with my recollection, as 
stated on the floor a few moments since, namely, first that the disloyalty 
of a claimant, under these circumstances, did not work a confiscation 
of his property or divest him of title; second, that the President’s power 
to pardon carried with it the full rehabilitation of the party to all his 
rights in property so seized and paid into the Sprea i and, third, that 
the act of Congress was unconstitutional and therefore void. But to 
settle any doubt upon that question, as I do not desire that any shall 
be entertained, if the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana is 
voted down I shall then offer this as an amendment, to be added to 
the original bill: 

i however, el lt k i s - 
eit Ote Oa Toa the loyalty of C. M. Briggs, he being the original claim 

That adopted, there will then be no question possible. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think my friend’s proposition will hardly be sus- 
tained if the views expressed by the gentleman from Texas are correct. 

But I desire to call the attention of the committee to the amendment 
I have offered, which provides for the consideration of this claim by the 
Court of Claims under the Bowman act. 

Mr. ROWELL. I desire to offer an amendment to the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And the court shall also report whether C. M. Briggs and the party from whom 
he derived title were loyal citizens of the United States during the years from 
1861 to 1866, 

Mr. ROWELL. It seems to me that in providing for information 
upon which the House may intelligently act, if the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana is adopted, we ought to find out whether the 
original owners of this cotton were in that position that if they came 
before the United States court they would get pay for it. I do not 
think that a disloyal man, a man known to be disloyal, can transfer 
his property into the hands of a loyal man and have any better right 
to have a judgment against the United States in the person who bought 
it than the original owner had. 

I am opposed to all of these amendments, because a judgment in the 
Court of Claims against thevcotton fund authorizes the payment of the 
money out of that fund without an appropriation by Congress. I think 
any man who can climb the hill of the Court of Claims with a war claim 
on his back is very well entitled to have his money. I think itis more 
difficult to get along there than it is to get along here. I do not see 
why, having provided a court, if we pass a bill properly ed, we 
ought to be afraid to let the Court of Claims decide whether there is 
any money in the Treasury of the United States as a trust fund that 
belongs to the claimant. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Tet the amendment to the amendment be again re- 

rted. 

The roposed amendment to the amendment was again read. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I think if the gentleman from Illinois has consid- 


ered the Bowman law he would see his proposition is not necessary, for 
that court can not take jurisdiction of the case until the fact of loyalty 
is established. 

Mr. ROWELL. Isit not true that it is only the fact of loyalty as te 
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the claimant that is provided for, and not as to the party from whom he 
derived title ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; it covers the whole ground. Ihavenoob- 
jection, however, to the gentleman's proposition. 

The amendment to the amendment was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana as amended by the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

The amendment as amended was again read. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment as amended, 
there were—ayes 44, noes 62. 

Mr. EDEN. I make the point that a quorum has not voted. 

. The CHAIRMAN. A quorum not having voted, the Chair will or- 
der tellers, and appoints the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE, and the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. SPRINGER. 

OF committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 44, noes 

So the amendment as amended was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation ? 

Mr. ROWELL. [I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the bill the following: 

" No judgment shall be entered unless it shall affirmatively appear 
that C. M. B and the person from whom he derived title were loyal citizens 
of the United during the years from 1861 to 1866.” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I intimated a few moments 
ago that I proposed to offer an amendment. It does not se e so far 
as the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL]. I 
move to amend the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois by strik- 
ing out the words ‘‘and the person from whom he derived title,” or I 
will move my amendment as a substitute for his. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ihopetheamendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Illinois will be satisfactory. It provides simply that the 
loyalty of Mr. Briggs and of the person from whom he obtained his title 
shall be established. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the bill the following: 

“Provided, however, That the loyalty of C. M. Briggs shall be established,” 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand there is no question about the 
loyalty of the gentleman from whom the cotton was purchased by Mr. 
Briggs. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. When that question was asked 


me before I said I was not prepared to give a decided answer. I said 
we had no doubt of the loyalty of Mr. Briggs; but as to the loyalty of 
Governor Morehead I stated, with absolute that I knew 


nothing about it, not having seen him from before the war until his 
death. I stated also that he was arrested by the Government early in 
September, 1861; that he was released from confinement and went to 
Europe soon afterward and remained there until the close of the war. 
I am not familiar with Governor Morehead’s private history during the 


war. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I had understood the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to assert that Governor Morehead had claimed to be aloyal man. 
The question arises as to whether or not this was a negotiation entered 
upon with a view to avoid confiscation of cotton which belonged to 
Governor Morehead. I think the amendment of the gentleman from 
Illinois ought to be satisfactory. Inother words, the question is raised 
as to whether this was not a transfer from a disloyal man toa loyal cit- 
izen with a view to avoiding the ty that might attach to disloy- 
alty. It is to prevent that that this amendment is su 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the point suggested by the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BurrerwortH] were o pronos to be putin 
the bill I would accept it, but the amendment of the gentleman from 
Tlinois does not cover that point, because Governor Morehead may have 
been disloyal and yet the transaction may have been one entered into 
in good faith and not with a view to avoid confiscation. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understood the gentleman to assert that 
Governor Morehead claimed from first to last to be a loyal citizen. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. So I understood. But there 
is no mode by which his testimony can be obtained by the Court of 
Claims. I do not know how the fact of his loyalty can be proved. 
The point that it should be a transaction made in good faith may be 
entirely proper. 

The transaction, if it isa sham, ought not now to receive the indorse- 
ment of Congress. Therefore, if I were in charge of the bill, I would 
accept an amendment, if the gentleman would frame it, providing that 
there should be proof that the transaction was made in good faith. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Ifthe trade was not made in good faith, 
we do not want the man paid. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] as asubsitute for 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, before the question is put, I ask that 


the fourth section of the Bowman act may be read from the Clerk’s 
desk for the purpose of throwing some light, as I think it will, upon 
this 


case. 
The Clerk read as follows: ~ 
Sec. 4. In any case of a claim for supplies or stores taken by or furnished to 


any of the military or naval forces of the United States fortheir use during 
the war for the suppression of the rebellion, the petition shall aver that the 
person who ed such supplies or stores, or from whom such supplies or 


stores were taken, did not give any aid or comfort to said rebellion, but was 
throughout that war loyal to the Government of the United States; and the fact 
of such loyalty shall bea jurisdictional fact, and unless the said court shall, on 
a preliminary inquiry, find that the person who furnished such supplies or 
stores, or from whom the same were taken as aforesaid, was loyal to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States throughout said war, the court shall not have 
jurisdiction of such cause, and the same shall, without further proceedings, be 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I know that gentlemen who have 
heard that section read perceive exactly the object of it, that object 
being to evade the effect of the decision of the Supreme Court by mak- 
ing the fact of loyalty jurisdictional, and providing that that fact should 
be established before the court could take jurisdiction of the case at 
all. Gentlemen will see, therefore, that any proposition which simply 
requires proof of loyalty does not reach the case. The question is 
whether the court shall take jurisdiction until the fact of loyalty is 
established. For this reason I thought I was justified in appealing to 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] not to press his amend- 
ment, because it is not important, in view of the provisions of law 
just read. The House can act safely upon this subject only by adher- 
ing to the law, which was carefully considered in the House and debated 
over and over again, not only here, but also in the other end of the 
Capitol, with a view to this very point. 

Mr. EDEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment to the 
amendment. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inform the gentleman that there 
are two amendments already pending. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I am now 
prepared to submit my amendment, which I send to the desk to be 
read. 


The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 
. M. 1 ished, 
Be err ene ad epee 
chased in good faith. 

Mr. EDEN. Do I understand, Mr. Chairman, that there are two 
amendments now pending ? 

The . The amendment just offered by the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] is offered as a substitute for the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL]. 

Mr. EDEN. Then my amendment will be in order as an amend- 
ment to the substitute offered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDG 


E]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. EDEN] that the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE] offers his amendment as a substitute for the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL]. 

Mr. EDEN. But have I not a right to offer an amendment to the 
substitute? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman offer his amendment as a 
substitute for the amendment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]? 

Mr. EDEN. No, sir; I offer it as an amendment to the substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the vote must be first 
taken on the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECK- 
INRIDGE], and then the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. EpEN] will be in order. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] be again read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add the following: “ That nojudgmentshall be entered unless it shall 
affirmatively appear that C. M. Bri, and the person from whom he derived 
title were loyal citizens of the U. States during the years from 1861 to 1866.” 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, 
of Kentucky, and the amendment was declared rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] which has just been read. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, the Committee of 
the Whole did not understand that they were voting on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The CHAIRMAN. The vote was taken on that amendment. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. But that was not the amendment 
which was read. 

The CHAIRMAN. After the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kentucky had been read a gentleman on the left asked that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois might beread. The Chair directed 
that to be done, and then the vote was taken on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. We thought we were voting on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will cause the amendment of the gen- 
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tleman from Kentucky to be read again and the question will be again 


taken. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, however, That the loyalty of C. M. B: shall be established, and 
bark the cotton claimed to have purchased by him was purchased in good 


The question being again taken, there were—ayes 61, noes 80. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

- The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] which will be again read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Froris, he judgment shall be entered unless it shall affirmati 
that O; M. iana the person from whom he derived title were lo; 
of the United States during the years from 1861 to 1866, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move pro forma to strike out the 
last clause of this amendment. I wish to say a word to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] who submits this proposition. If the 
Supreme Court has decided, as I understand it has—and it was so un- 
derstood when the “‘ Bowman bill ” was passed—that if we give jurisdic- 
tion any provision touching the subject of loyalty does not operate— 
if such is the decision of the Supreme Court, t not the gentleman 
to provide by his amendment, as was provided in the Bowman law, 
that the court shall not take jurisdiction of the subject-matter until 
the loyalty of the claimant within the period named shall have been 
established ? 

Mr. ROWELL. I would be willing to modify my amendment in 
that manner; but I think it now covers exactly the same legal propo- 
sition. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman holds that view after having 
studied the decision of the Su e Court, which has been so much 
discussed in this House, then I do not press the suggestion. But if he 
has not studied that decision, I submit to him whether it wouldnot be 
far safer to make the question of loyalty a jurisdictional fact rather than 
to offer the amendment in its present form. 

Mr. ROWELL. I think the legal effect is the same. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. If I understand the effect of this 
amendment it forbids the payment of compensation for this cotton un- 
less both the yender and the vendee were loyal; and this without re- 
gard to the question of good faith between these parties. I presume 
the gentleman who has offered this amendment is undertaking to act 
upon the fact that he knows one of these parties was loyal. Now, sup- 
pose the most loyal man in the country had in perfect faith pur- 
chased goods from a disloyal man and paid value dollar for dollar, and 
subsequently those goods were In that case, according to 
this amendment, such a loyal man could not receive compensation for 
his goods, because the person from whom he innocently purchased them 
was disloyal. This statement, itseems to me, is sufficient to show con- 
clusively the folly of such an amendment, and to show how far party 
prejudice or passion, subsisting long after the war, will lead men in 
legislation. If the question is one of good faith, why not so frame the 
amendment as to make compensation dependent upon the good faith of 
the purchaser, the man who is to be recompensed by this legislation. 
Why propose ‘to put upon the statute-book an act which would be a 
shame upon the men who passed it and an outrage upon those who 
come here to seek relief? If the object is simply to compensate loyal 
men and to punish the disloyal, the question of good faith should be 
confined to the purchaser; and we have nothing todo with any disloy- 
alty that may have existed on the part of the vender. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwithdraw the amendment; it was merely formal. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. ROWELL, there 
were—ayes 99, noes 64. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, 34 voting therefor; and Mr. ROWELL and Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky were me rear 

aes committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 100, 
noes 67. 

So the amendment of Mr. ROWELL was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
The committee rose informally, when a message, in writing, from the 


President of the United States was communicated to the House by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


ESTATE OF C. M. BRIGGS. 

The Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar resumed 
its session. : 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I offer the following amendment, 
to come in immediately after the amendment of the gentleman from 
Dilinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add, after “1866,” the following: 

“And that the cotton grew on , a ground, was picked by loyal hands, and 
was itself loyal.” 

[Laughter. ] a - 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. BURROWS. I offer the following amendment to the amend- 
ment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And ed further, That unless the said court shall, on a preliminary in- 
quiry, find that said and the person a whom he derived title were 
o; 


loyal to the Government during the foresaid, the court shall not have 
jurisdiction of this case,and the same shall, without further proceedings, be 
dismissed. 5 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isuggest to the gentleman from Michigan that if 
the principle of the Bowman law, a well-co: measure, is ap- 
plied here, it seems to me it is going as far as it is proper for us to go. 
That part of the gentleman’s amendment which requires the proving of 
title on the part of the person from whom the property was acqui a 
thing not required under the Bowman law, in my opinion, should not 
be required in this case. Not being required under the Bowman law, it 
should be omitted here. 

Mr.BURROWS. That is already provided for in the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I knowit is; butletme call the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to the fact that the House may see proper to adopt your amend- 
ment and refuse to adopt the amendment to which it is an amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS. Myamendmentto the amendment simply provides 
that the party named in the bill and the person from whom he derived 
title shall, in the preliminary inquiry, be shown to have been a to 
the Government during the period mentioned before the Court of Clai 
can take jurisdiction in the matter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will suggest that the two amendments will go to 
the House, and the House may finally reject the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois.and leave the amendment of the gentleman 
Michigan standing. As the amendment applies the principle of the 
Bowman law to the case before jurisdiction can be assumed by the Court 
of Claims, it seems to me that is going as far as we should go. Going 
as far as providing for their loyalty during the period of the war is going 
far enough for safety. 

Mr. BURROWS. I do not see what harm there can be in it, and 
therefore I will let the amendment stand as it is. 

Mr. CULBERSON. [I rise for the purpose of o ing the amend- 
ment to the amendment, and I ask the Clerk to Bu peed the decision 
of the Supreme Court. à 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In the case of Garland, this court held the effect of a pardon to be such “ that 
in the eye of the law the offender is as innocent as if he had never committed 


the offense;*’ and in the case of Armstrong’s foundry we held that the gen- 
nted to him relieved him froma penal hich he had incurred 


to the Uni States. It follows that at the time of the seizure of the petitioner's 
je se he purged of whatever offense the laws of the United 
tates he had committed by the acts mentioned and relieved 


the 

from any penalty which ned might have incurred. It follows further that if the 
pro} had been seized fore the was taken the faith of the Govern- 
ment was pledged to its restoration upon the taking of the oath in 
We can not doubt that the petitioner's right to the property in question, at the 
ree of the seizure, was perfect and that it remains perfect, notwithstanding 

e seizure. 

Bat it has been suggested that th 
fully; os that the proceeds easing Pronela tated 
e gave no aid or comfort to the rebellion. The 

ious, but we do not think it sound. The sufficient answer to it is that after 

the parton no offense connected with the rebellion can be imputed to him. If, 
in other respects, the petitioner made the proof which, under the act, entitled him 
to a decree for the proceeds of his property, the law makes the proof of pardon 
a complete substitute for proof that he gave no aid or comfort to the rebellion. 
A different construction would, as it seems to us, defeat the manifest intent of 
the and of the act of Congress which authorized it. Under the 
a and the act the Government is a trustee, holding the proceeds of 

e petitioner's property for his benefit; and having been full 
all expenses incurred in that r, loses’ nothing by the judgment, which 
aT aa inguin ian aibtamen of a ta tof the Court of Claims, 

u: e rmance n e o 
and it is darian es affirmed. 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Chairman, if I understand it, the original law re- 
ferring this case to the tribunal constituted by the country had a limita- 
tion and it had a prescription for the jurisdiction of that court, all of 
which related to the claimant and not to the line of title under which 
the claimant ted his claim. Now, it isknown that innumerable 
claims have been ted to that tribunal, and the claimants have re- 
ceived their rights and been paid. The present claimant comes before 
Congress askitig his claim may be so far recognized as that the statute 
of limitations may be removed and he may go before this same tribuna? 
and have his rights ascertained and determined under the original law. 
Now, I apprehend nothing can be said against that proposition except 
as to the statute of limitations itself. 

And here permit me to say this is not strictly a statute of limitation. 
That kind of statute applies between claims which are contested, 
claims in which one individual has a counter-claim against another. 
In this case the Governmentis amere trustee forthe fund. It does not 
assume to own the pro , but has always assumed, on the contrary, 
the attitude of being willing at all times to pay over the proceeds when- 
ever the proper claimant in a proper manner is allowed to intervene 
and present his claim properly authenticated. Hence it appears tome 
not only wrong in policy, but an absolute act of injustice, to impose 
upon this individual the restrictions which it is sought to impose by 
these amendments, restrictions and conditions not heretofore imposed 


red in fact, if not law- 
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tier the mass of claimants who have been allowed to go before that tri- 
u 


It seemsto me that the whole question is not the imposition of new 
conditions and restrictions, but whether this man be entitled to 
have a hearing under the same law and before the same tribunal that 
the other claimants have gone before. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this is not, strictly speaking, a statute of limita- 
tions. It is imposed by the Government for the sole purpose, not of 


claimants, but of avoiding the trouble and responsibility of | bill 


barring 
holding such funds in trust; and therefore it is provided, that unless 
claimants present their rights before the Government within a given 
time, the claims are barred and cut off. This is done, as I have said, 
to avoid the responsibility and care attaching to the trust. The Par- 
liament of Great Britain has held itselfopen for the adjudication ofsuch 
eases for a hundred years, as to whether or not the beneficiaries of trust 
funds, from whatever source obtained, whether as abandoned war ma- 
terial or estates escheated to the Crown, should have the right of re- 
covery; and there is no reason in the world why this or any other 
restriction should be imposed in the direction proposed by the amend- 
ment.which is now presented, as well as by the one which has been 
already adopted by the committee. Hence, sir, it seems to me to be 

roper that the original tribunal, with its original jurisdiction in ques- 
tions of this kind unchanged and unmodified, with the rules of evidence 
and the laws of title prescribed unaffected by any modern legislation, 
should be permitted to have full force in this case, so that this claimant 
mite. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Me. Chairman, if 

‘ N, of West Virginia. . Chai Iunderstand what 

the word loyalty means, it means the observance in good faith of the 
Constitution and laws thereunder, as well as obedience to the de- 
cisions of the courts established under the Constitution upon those laws. 
The moving spectacle is presented here of one great branch of the Gov- 
ernment making a fight upon the question of loyalty, when every act 
of theirs is disloyal to their own laws and to most of the decisions of 
their courts. 

We have seen here, sir, by an act of Congress, an amendment put 
upon this bill, requiring not only the proof of the loyalty of the and 2 
but the loyalty of the vender as well, when the Supreme Court of the 
United States in the case of United States vs. Anderson (9 Wallace, page 
57) expressly decides that the question as to the loyaly of the vender 
can never become a question where the purchase was in good faith. 

I quote from a part of the syllabus of the decision in that case: 

Under the act of March 12, 

bee 
of the ns 

yalty — from whom he 


d the Government or any one 

And yet these magnificently loyal gentlemen, though their souls ab- 
hor all taint of disloyalty, stand here in the face a hes decisions of 
their own Supreme Courtand incorporate upon their own acts not only 
unjust but disloyal amendments to their own laws. 

Now, what will you do when your courts have decided this question? 
Are you to affirm all established precedents? Are you here to declare 
that the Supreme Court of the United States is not competent to decide 
legal propositions, or that it is so disloyal that it can not be trusted in 
itsdecisions upon them? What great principle or what great interests 
are at stake in this little claim here that you should depart from these 
well-established legal precedents of justice and common honesty as be- 
tween men? No human life is at stake. No liberty is jeopardized. 
But for a mere paltry sum of dollars and cents you are here under the 
party lash to pass laws that upturn all the precedents in the courts and 
overrule the decisions of your own Government, and to do that in the 
name of loyalty! 

I know you are in a minority here. 

Mr. STRUBLE. For the time being only. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. For the time being; and I trust for 
many long years you will be in a bi or a still smaller minority, if I 
may soexpressit. [Laughter.] Ipromise you that just a few acts 
of this sort of legislation will so arouse the country that perhaps the time 
TA ne when your minority will be so small that none of you will 

ere. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Idesire to occupy buta few moments. Ieame into 
the Houseafter this bill had been read and while tke discussion was in 
progress. Iunderstand the main question involved is whether the stat- 
ute of limitations applying to this class of claims shall in this instance 
be removed so that this man may have a hearing in court. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Iwill correct the gentleman. The 
main question involved in this case is whether Governor Mi who 
is now dead and who sold cotton to an innocent purchaser, was a loyal 
man or not. 

Mr. STRUBLE. If I understand correctly my colleague from Iowa 
[Mr. HALL] the point I have just stated was the main question or one 
of the main ons involved. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. That is correct. 

Mr. HALL. The point made is this, that the condition should not 
ho or cee upon a claimant not originally imposed upon him by the 


Mr. STRUBLE. Thatis not quiteas I understood my colleague from 


Iowa when he was last on the floor. But I desire to make this point: 
If I am wrongas to the question involved it is because I have not heard 
the various propositions read. But if the proposition is to extend the 
statute of limitations, it seems to me that ought not to be done by a 
special bill. There are otherbills of thischaracter—I apprehend many 
hundreds of them—and if thereis this large number it seems to me the 
question is important enough to demand the consideration of a general 


Ifa private soldier comes in here who has not filed his application for 
apension in time to receive the benefitof the arrears act we say, “‘ No, we 
will not grant your application by any special act.” We regard that asa 
matter to bedeterminedonly byageneralact. AndsoI sayin this class 
of cases, if this be the question involved, we should not raise the limi- 
tation on any one case, but should consider the general question. 

It may be replied that the question of pensions is not analogous, be- 
cause pensions are a mere gratuity. We.give these benefits to the sol- 
diers. But in this case itis a question of the existence of property and 
of the right to that property. A limitation has been imposed by the 
statute. Now, shall that be raised by special act in this special case ? 
Or shall we consider the proposition to raise the limitation with respect 
to this whole class of cases? 

The CHAIRMAN. The questionison the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. 

The amendment was again read. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 95, noes 56. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the committee rise. 
usual hour of adjournment. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘vhe question is not debatable. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 77, noes 79. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs, Shall the bill be laid aside 
and to the House with the amendments ? 

Mr. NE, of Kentucky. It was to make that motion that I rose. 

The question being taken, it was decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now again move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HATCH reported that the Committee of the Whole House, 
having had under consideration the Private Calendar, had instructed 
him to report with amendments the bill (H. R. 989) for the allowance 
of certain claims reported by the accounting officers of the United States 
Treasury Department; and also, withamendments, the bill (H. R. 3828) 
for the relief of the estate of C. M. Briggs, deceased. 


ALLOWANCE OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the first bill re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 989) for the allowance of certain claims reported by the account- 

officers of the United States Treasury Department. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any one of the 
amendnfents reported by the Committee of the Whole House? 

No separate vote was demanded; and the amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. MCMILLIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
tabl 


e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
C. M. BRIGGS. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House was 
the bill (H. R. 3828) for the relief of the estate of C. M. Briggs, de- 
ceased, with amendments. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I move the previous question on the bill 
and amendments. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the amendments reported by the Committee of the Whole House were 
read, and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

- The question being taken, there were—ayes 120, noes 22. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 28 members voting there- 
for—not one-fifth of the last vote. 

So the bill was 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


It is rear the 
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ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. MORRISON. I move that when the House adjourns to day it 
stand adjourned until Monday next. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will that dispense with the evening session? 

The SPEAKER, It will not. The House now simply takes a re- 
cess until half past 7 o’clock. 

The motion of Mr. MORRISON was agreed to. 


WAR TAXES AS A SET-OFF. 


Mr. HEPBURN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the 
views of the minority on the bill (H. R. 3) to prevent the claim of the 
war taxes under the act of August 5, 1861, and actsamendatory thereof, 
by the United States, as set-off against States having claims against the 
General Government; and the same were ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to submit 
a report on a private bill. 

The SPEAKER. From what committee? 

Mr. McMILLIN. The Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. DUNHAM. What is the bill? 

Mr. BEACH and others. ‘‘ Regular order!’ 

The SPEAKER. Several gentlemen call for the re order. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now take a 
i until half past 7 o’clock this evening, under the order heretofore 
made. 

The motion of Mr. HAMMOND was agreed to; and the Honse accord- 
ingly (at 4 o’clock and 25 minutes) took a recess until 7.30 p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 7.30 p. m. 
Mr. THOMAS 8. PETTIT, one of the reading clerks, called the House 
to order and read the following communication: 
To the Clerk of the House of Representatives : 
Mr. MCMILLIN, of Tennessee, is designated to preside at this evening's session 


of the House. 
JOHN G. CARLISLE. 


Mr. MCMILLIN accordingly took the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the order under 
which the House meets. 

The order was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That on each Friday the House shall take a recess from 5 o'clock p. 
m. until 7.30 p. m., at which evening sessions private bills reported from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions and the Committee on Pensions and bills re- 
ported from the Judiciary Committee to remove political disabilities only be 


considered, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WINANS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills on the 
Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, Mr. HATCH, 
of Missouri, in the chair. 

CATHERINE COLLINS, 


$ fue 

The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 613) for 
the relief of Catherine Collins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the ions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catherine Collins, the de dent 
mother of John Collins, late of Company G, Eighth Veteran Reserve Corps, at 
the rate of $8 per month, commencing with the date of the death of said John 
Collins, 

The committee recommended the following amendment: 

Strike out the words "at the rate of $8 per month, commencing with the death 
of said John Collins,” and inserting in lieu thereof the words “to commence 
from and after the passage of this act.’’ 


The amendment was agreed to; and as amended the bill was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it 


pass. 
ELEANOR C. BANGIIAM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1582) 
for the relief of Eleanor C. Bangham. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore to the pension-roll de novo, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eleanor C, Bangham, 
widow of John S. Bangham, latea private in Company M, First Regiment New 
York Light Artillery. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1582) for the relief of Eleanor C. Bangham, submit the following report: 

That it appears from the papers now on file in the Pension Department that 
John 8. gham, the husband of claimant, was mustered into the service of 
the United States March 28, 1864, in the First Regiment of New York Light Artil- 
lery. That for the months of March and April, 1864, he was reported on the 
muster-roll of the regiment as sick in field pital at Bridgeport, Ala.; that 
June 14, 1864, he was discharged from the posp and ordered to report to his 
company; that afterward he was part of the t 


at Rochester, N. Y., not on account of disability, but by general order; that he 
died at his home in Niagara County, New York, September 10, 1873. 

That the claimant was allowed by the Commissioner of Pensions, about June 
24, 1879, at the rate of $8 per month, commencing September 10, 1873, and con- 
tinned to receive the same till about June, 1885, about which time notice having 
been given to the Pension Department that the husband of the claimant was 
subject to epilepsy before his enlistment, an examination was had under the 


direction of the Pension Department, the claimant being present at such ex- 
omilnehon, and thereafter the name of the nt was stricken from the pen- 
sion-rolls. 

From the eyidence before us we have no doubt but claimant’s husband was 
subject to epilepsy at the time of his enlistment, but in so mild a form that he 
was able to perform manual labor, and that the same did not materially inter- 
fere with his occupation ; that after being mustered out of service with his com- 
peny and while in the service the had materially increased, and the 
so yond and severity of these epileptic attacks was increased, 

_ We think that the evidence reasonably shows that the labors and privations 
incident to the service tended to produce or contribute to this Arein i and that 
inasmuch as the United States retained him in its service for fifteen months, and 
until his company was mustered out at the close of the war, it is no more than 
just that the Government should grant a pension to his widow, whose husband’s 
death was clearly hastened by the privations and hardships of the military sery- 
ice of the United States. 

Your committee, after due consideration of all the papers in the case, are of 
the opinion thatthe name of theelaimant should be restored to the pension-roll, 
and therefore report favorably on the bill and ask that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


AMY A. LEWIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1579) 
for the relief of Amy A. Lewis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, su- 
thorized and directed to restore to the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the oe laws, the name of Amy A. Lewis, widow of J.H. 
Lewis, late of the Twelfth Battalion New York Light Artillery. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


RACHEL NICKELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 925) 
to amend an actentitled an ‘‘Act granting a pension to Rachel Nickell,” 
approved March 3, 1885. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That an act entitled “An act granting a pension to Rachel 
Nickell,” approved March 3, 1885, be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to 


“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, pee aid to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Rachel Nickell, mother of Asbury Nickell, late of 
Company I, Forty-seventh Regiment Kentucky Mounted Infantry.” 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. TAULBEE) was read, as follows: 

The act approved March 3, 1885, reads therein, “Rachel Nickell, widow ot 
Asbury Nickell,” when the proof in pension claim of Rachel Nickell, No. 233883, 
shows that Rachel Nickell was the mother of Asbury Nickell, said Asbu 
Nickell being at the time he was killed by the rebels a single and AACA 


man, 

Your committee is of the firm opinion that the word “ wife” was incorporated 
in said act by mistake of the draughtsman, and, finding the claim a meritorious 
one, they recommend the passage of the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 


House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


CHARLES W. MINNIX. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 934) 
granting a pension to Charles W. Minnix. 

The bill was read, as follows: > 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles W. Minnix, late a private 
in Company I, Fourteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


G. W. FRALEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 929) 
granting a pension to G. W. Fraley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacled, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of G. W. Fraley, late a private in Company 
C, Fortieth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers. 

Mr. CRISP. I call for the reading of the topor, 

The report (by Mr. TAULBEE) was read, as follows: 

George W. Fraley enlisted as private in Company I, Fortieth Kentucky Vol- 
unteers, August 20,1863, and served in said company until about November 23, 
1863, when, in Morgan County, Kentucky, while in the said service and in the 
line of duty during an engagement in battle, he was thrown from his horse and 
seriously injured in the back and privates, from which he has been a constant 
sufferer ever since, and in consequence of which he is unable to labor for his 
su rt, 

applied for pension November 23, 1879, and his claim was rejected on 26th 
day of June, 1883, “upon the ground that there is no record and no medical tes- 
timony showing treatment in service nor since for alleged injury to back and 


rivates, 
R The evidence of quite a number of the officers and privates of his company 
and regiment, as well as the nurse in the hospital where he was kept, show that 


he was sent to and remained in the hospital for a considerable length of tima 
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receiving medical treatment, and that he was afterward sent to the Soldiers’ 
Home, at Louisville, Ky. 

The report from the Sı m-General’s Office shows that he was being treated 
in hospital in December, 1863, at Mount Sterling, K 


y. 

The evidence shows that he was sent from Mount Sterling, Ky., to Grayson, 
Ky., in January, 1864, and that both the surgeons who treated him are dead. 
2 e records of hospital at Grayson, Ky., are not on file with United States 


n-General, 

The evidence clearly establishes the fact that he was a healthy man when he 
entered the Army, and that he is now disabled from injuries received while in 
the service of United States and in line of duty. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


LEWIS A. THORNBURY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 928) 
granting a pension to Lewis A. Thornbury. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, ies to the provisions and 
limitations of the A af eons laws, the name of Lewis A. Thornbury, latea sergeant 
in the Thirty-ninth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported tothe 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JAMES T. CASKEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 936) 
granting a pension to James T. Caskey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of James T, Caskey, 
late a private in Company G, Forty-fifth Regiment Kentucky Mounted In- 
fantry, subject to the provisions and limitations of existing pension laws. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE SLACK. 


The next business on the Private Calender was the bill (H. R. 1836) 
granting a pension to George Slack. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of George Slack, late a private in Com- 
pany ©, Eighty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, on the pension-roll at 
the rate o! dollars per month from and after the passage of this act. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


At the end of the bill strike out the words “and pay him a pension at the rate 
of dollars per month from and after the passage of this nct” and insert 
* subject to the restrictions and limitations of the pension laws.” 


Mr. WOLFORD. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. ELLSBERRY) was read, as follows: 


The claimant, George Slack, a citizen of Brown County, Ohio, respectfully 
represents that during the late war he wasa private in Company C, Eighty-ninth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and served faithfully from the Ist day of 
August, 1862, up to — oy of May, 1865, when he was honorably discharged from 
the service and muste: out with his regiment at that time. 

That while in said service, and when in the line of duty, he was injured in a 
railroad collision on the Knoxville and Chattanooga Railroad near Cleveland, 
Tenn., and in which collision his right ankle was broken and very much in- 
i otherwise. Claimant was then taken to the hospital at Cleveland, Tenn. 

is occurred on the 5th day of November, 1864. Claimant at that time was on 
detached duty from hospital at Chattanooga, and at the time of receiving 
injury claimant was in the eompany of strangers, none of whom he ever knew, 
and none of whom belonged to his regiment. Claimant remained in the hospi- 
talat Cleveland, Tenn., from thattime to the — day of March, 1865, during which 
time he was cared for and treated for his said broken ankle by the surgeon in 
charge, Dr. M. Meredith, who now resides at Vinton, Iowa. 

Claimant was on the said — day of March discharged from said hospital and 
joined his regiment at Goldsborough, N. C., yet claimant's injured ankle wasatill 
much swollen and very weak, and so continued until he was d and for 
along time thereafter, and has continuously been weak, and at times painfal 
and swollen, and to a great extent cripples and disables him, Durin: e time 
claimant was in said hospital he was with entire strangers, none of whom he 
had eyer met before. Claimant now recollects of the names of but two persons 
who were in said hospital, to wit, William Near and Joseph Hood, but does not 
and can not remember their address, or the regiment to which they belonged. 
Thereforefclaimant can not and is unable to furnish the testimony of any com- 
rade, soldier, officer, or citizen of or concerning the receiving of said injury, or 
of his treatment while in said rig paar 

Claimant has written to Dr. M. Meredith, the surgeon who had charge of said 
hospital, for testimony Norge 2 the same, and has secured from him a state- 
ment that all the records of said hospital from November 1, 1864, up to March, 
1865, were destroyed, and that therefore no record, information, or evidence 
could be furnished of or concerning the patients in said hospital during thattime. 

Dr. Meredith writes to claimant that he has no distinct or personal recollection 
of his case, although he does distinctly recollect of several injured soldiers being 
brought to said hospital in November, 1864, and treated for fractures and injuries 
received in railroad collision near that point. 

Claimant has filed the statement of Dr. Meredith in Pension Office, as evidence 
on his application for pension No. 309782. Declaration for a pension was filed 
to the Commissioner of Pensions, but the same was rejected on the 14th day of 
September, 1885, on the grounds that claimant failed to furnish satisfactory evi- 
dence that the alleged ey was received in the service or line of duty. 

Claimant has furnished full and ample proof of each and everything necessary 
to entitle him to a pension, save and except the matters referred to, and claimant 
now refers to his a" Pane 8 for pension, evidence and affidavits of witnesses 
now on file in the office of the Commissioner of Pensions, and makes thesamea 
part of this petition. 

On account of his treatment in said hospital with strangers, and on account 
of the destruction of the records of said hospital, he is unable to furnish the evi- 
dence required by the Commissioner of Pensions, and he can not furnish any 
evidence upon that point, only his own vit and the affidavits of Sonera 
as to the condition of his ankle when he joined his regiment in March, 1865, an 
as to its weak and crippled condition from that time to the present. 

Claimant, therefore, prays that by special act of Congress he be granted a pen- 


said 


sion, and that he be placed ppn the pension-rolls of crippled and disabled sol- 
diers of the United States of America. 

We therefore recommend that the bill do pass, with an amendment, striking 
out all after “ pension-roll,” in sixth line, and adding “ subject to the restric- 
tions and limitations of the pension laws.” 

The amendment rted by the committee was agreed to. 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


NATHANIEL TAYLOR. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1568) 
granting a pension to Nathaniel Taylor. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Nathaniel Taylor, late a private in 
Company L, Fifty-sixth New York Volunteers. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ALICE S. HOLBROOK. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1084) 
granting a pension to Alice S. Holbrook, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, ate 
directed nsion-roll the name of Alice S. Hol- 


thorized and to place on the 
brook, daughter of James S. Holbrook, of Company E, Twenty-ninth Mas- 
sachusetts Volunteers, 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

Add to the bill these words: “and pay her a pension of $18 a month.” 

The amendment was to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to bo 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


DANIEL CONNOLLY. 


The next business on tae Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 225) 
granting a pension to Daniel Connolly. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Bedtetary of the Interior be, andis hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel Connolly, late of Company K, 
Second Regiment Connecticut Artillery Volunteers. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
Honse with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. MARTHA E. TURNEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 226) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Martha E. Turney. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it cnacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha E. Turney, widow of James 
M. Turney, late a private in Company H, First Regiment of Connecticut Cay- 
alry,in the late war of the rebellion. 


Mr.STRUBLE. Task that the report in this case be read. 
The report (by Mr. LovERING) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred bill H, R. 226, beg 
leave to submit the following report: 

Martha E. Turney is the widow of James M. Turney, late a private in Com- 
pany H, First Connecticut Cavalry, He died July 15, 1882, leaving an unfinished 
claim in the Pension Department, application No. 310594, alleging disability from 
sunstroke in the service and line of duty while acting as cook at Stoneman Hos- 
pital, Washington, D.C.,on or about August, 1864. She filed a claim for widow's 
pension July 28, 1582,and prosecuted his unfinished claim until March 23, 1883, 
at which time the same was “ rejected upon the ground that the alleged dis- 
ability originated prior to enlistment.” 

The evidence in the case shows that the soldier was subject before enlist- 
ment to what he called bilious headaches, which he suffered from once or twice 
a year only, and that he always relieved himself from them by a course of 
physic. From this fact is largely built the theory upon which the rejection of 
the ease was had. He enlisted November 25, 1863, and was discharged August 
2,1865. Claimant, being on detached service, was unable to furnish the evidence 
of a commissioned officer or of enlisted men of his company as to incurrence in 
service and line of duty. Nor does he remember the names of any of those who 
were present at the time he was prostrated. 

‘The evidence in the case is as follows: 

George S. Cooley, neighbor of claimant, swears: 

“ He knew him many years prior to his service in the First Connecticut Cavalry, 
and knows up to the time of his enlistment he was a sound, able-bodied man, 
and always in good health; that often in summer, in the hottest of weather, he 
would go into the hay-field, without detrimentor inconvenience; that he never 
had an affection of the head or any ailment or any tendency about the brain to 
disable him from work; that he saw him on his arrival home from the Army, 
when he was a very changed man; he had a look about his eyes of a man who 
was megs 2 from some nervous excitability—prostration and exhaustion. He 
seemed feeble; was laid up at his home and unable to work for the better part 
of two years; easily overcome by his exposure to the sun, and suffering greatly 
in hot weather. Claimantand himself removed to Bridgeport about 1869, and he 
has seen him often since and knows his susceptibility to attacks of brain affec- 
tion in hot weather or any overtask is marked ; that he is a man not able to earn 
his living by manual labor, and that he is now (1879) of general feeble health.” 

James win, M. D.,in his affidavit, says: 

“Knew claimant well; was his family physician for many years previous to 
his enlistment; wasregarded by him as a man of sound health, and without any 
of the pain of head or nervous affections to which he has since been subject; 
Ph placed e SANRA ifi 

. B. More! te captain of claimant's company, testifies: 
nant enlisted 


“When claimani he was to all appearance a sound and healthy man; 


that claimant was some time prior to August 1, 1864, under superior orders, de- 
tailed as chief cook of Stoneman Hospital, Washington, D, C.; that he was con- 
tinued on such detail, and did not return to his company during his service.” 
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Robert Hubbard, M. D., late surgeon of the Seventeenth Connecticut Volun- 


teers, testifies: 

“Some time on or about oF Aare 1864, claimant a) before him, showed 
him his hospital furlou on ‘account of his con tion he indy ony a 
tificate of claimant’s reas for duty for about Baar dn days e the time of 


said application he examined claimant, and was satisfied 
that he was suffering under effects of partial sunstroke or some ‘consequence of 
that nature, from being overheated, producing nervous sensitiveness an k 
cerebral disturbance.” 

Francis J. Young, M. D., testifies 

g) Tem family physician p yebo E 1871, and every season in hot weather 
has been called to attend | him for violent headaches and a tendency to brain 
hypermmia; that upon overheating or exertion he has been prostrated and en- 
tirely incapacitated forwork. His opinion is thatthesame is result of sunstroke 
or overheating, which he believes he con in the service.” 

Zarah J. Tirrell testifies : 

“He knows claimant well for thirty years; that he saw him on his way to 
hisregiment after enlistment when he A rega ‘throug h Baltimore, where affiant 
was on duty, and he saw him when Aree for tes freak, anaes A Maroh 1864; 
he was up to this last-mentioned dateand through all this time of affiant’sknowl- 
a of him a sound and healthy man. Some time this summer of 1864 he left 

this regiment as a dismounted soldier and went to a finer one ton camp, he sup- 
S Camp Stoneman, where affiant saw claimant during the summer at the 
P nikl aac as cook for the officers and surgeons’ mess, — afterward heard that he 
had had a sunstroke at said Camp Stoneman, and remembers that after his at- 
tack, perhaps after his furlough aey they tried him on duty, thinking he could 
do it, but he failed, as he wastoo feeble. About February 


7, 1865, he met claim- 
antagain at Harper’s Ferry, where he wasactingassergeant, cal the rolland 
issuing rations for about adozen men, but as the men came in thic] er he hadto 


T up his sergeant’s duties; was feeble and had to attend su m’s call every 
y remained together at Harper’s Ferry till after April 14, 1865, when 
rail left for Washington and Chapel Point on the Potomac, and he issure claim- 
ant was there in camp hospital for his ailment. t had charge of the sick 
men at both Harper’s al fee and Chapel Point, and ADDO A 
ceiving treatment. knows him there to afew days of his own discharge 
saailing: „feeble, broken awn. and off duty at all timesafter he saw him at Camp 
neman,” 

The character of the whole evidence shows him to have been a constant suf- 
ferer from his disability downto the time of his death, before which time he 
became insane. Hoe was treated in the hospital at Bridgeport, Conn., as wt ` 

the evidence of S. T. 
. D., attached to hospital, is cumulative in the direction of the disability ee, 
éffect of sunstroke or overheating. This claimant entered the service a temi 
and healthy man; he came out broken in health and enfeebled in constitution ; 
his sufferings in the later days, from his disability, vseen intense as to result 
in insanity and final death. Your committee are of opinion that his widow 
pep pensioned, and therefore recommend the passage of the accompany- 

B 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass, 
JEPTHA HORNBECK. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 788) 
granting a pension to J Hornbeck. 
The bill was read, as WS: 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
JOHN PRUITT. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4835) 
to place the name of John Pruitt on the pension-roll. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, €c., aes the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and d on the pension-roll the ae of John Pruitt, 
formerly of Company ri mth Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $0 per month. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 721) 
to place the name of John Pruitt on the pension-roll, submit the following re- 


rt: 
Sour committee find that this soldier enlisted in gn a H, Tenth Kansas 
Volunteers, November 21, 1861, and was r 3, 1864. On the 
17th day of” October, 1870, he made application = pension, al allegin ing geared 


frozen received on January 3, 1864, near is a 
tion was on the a ee ee ee Des at ieeeed ete nn 
of duty. The facts of case, as appear from the testimony submitted, seem 
to be as follows: 


On or about January 3, 1864, while on a march with his com from Fort 
Scott, Kans., to Sedalia, *Mo., the claimant and a comrade obtalned | 
from a lieutenant of the company to leave the command for one in order 
to visit some relatives who lived about three or four miles off the line of march, 
with the understanding that they were to rejoin the command on the followin, 

farther along the route. While going to pay the pro 
visit the t and his companion lost their way in a furious snow-storm, 
which obscured the roads, and the result of the exposure then endured wes 
the meaty of his feet, and the disability on account of which he claims 
on. He subsequently made application for on on account Staines p piani 

eyes, which is not satisfacto: rA ed by evidence, The man is now 
totally blind, has lost a part of both feet, is very poor, aad Dara eee ae ¥ 

Your committee recommend the e passage of the accompanying 

There nei Boe objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 


House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
ISAAC CHENOWETH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1352) 
granting a pension to Isaac Chenoweth. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, &c., Spade Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
nsion-roll, to the and 


thorized and directed to place on the pe: 
Isaac Ghienowith, Inte first Sergeant 


morning at a point 


limitations of the ne pension laws, the name 
of Company F, Thirtieth Regiment Missouri Enrolled Mi 


Mr. DOCKERY. The name of the beneficiary in 2 the case is incor- 


rectly spelled in the title and in the body of the bill. It should be 
Isaac Chenoweth, instead of Isaac Chenowith. J ask unanimous con- 
sent that this typographical error be corrected. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


FREDERICK BOTTJER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 777) 
ting a ion to Frederick Bottjer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions ‘and 


limitations of the Soba ects laws, the name of Frederick poe: late a private in 
Company I, E Regiment New York Volunteer Infan 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to Sai tothe 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. AMY A. HURST. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3538) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Amy A. Hunt. 
oe bill was read, as follows: 


tl enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
dinscted to on the pension-roil, subject to the restrictions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Amy A. Hunt, widow of Oliver P, Hunt, latea 
sergeant of Company B, Forty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 


The amendment reported by the committeee was read, as follows: 


In the title and the body of the bill strike out “ Hunt"' wherever it occurs and 
insert “ Hurst.” 


Mr. STRUBLE, I call for the readin, ng Bead the report. 
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as fo! 


We find that claimant is the widow of Oliver P. Hurst, late ser; tof Com- 
par Fortieth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, This soldier enlisted August 
1861, and was discharged pen ange 7, 1864. October 30, 1868, he made ana 
pilestion for a pension, g that he contracted r heumatism and chronic 
F inrhes at panyang ‘about Senteoiber 20, 1862. He died September 22, 1874, 
ofrheumatism ofthe heart. The widow filedan application for a pension, which, 
with the soldier's application, was rejected, on the ground that the d disability was 
not due to the serv. The hospi records show that he was once treated for 
TE ve and once for bilious fever. 

Capt. B. Q. A. Gresham testifies, under date of July 30, "re that ‘ are also 
Poin otk a great deal of suffering from rheumatism.” ap 4 
to office letter, June, 1884, affiant claimed that he knew Sen of Any 
sick. The regimental surgeon, Dr. Beck, testifies that he treated him apaa 


for rheumatism, he thinks, but can not recall the particulars. 
G. ig aeon Z: Charley, and E, Weltz testify that he contracted rheumatism 
bat Arlington, V; 


ue aid Sear, 
eof 


oseph R. ie clon aiins that he was at same convalescent cam 
pau en there two weeks, unable to travel, and that he com 
rheuma\ 
His wife, son, and daughter testify that he wasafflicted with rheumatism when 
dng te home, and that his hands and joints were swollen from the effect of 
t disease. 


James Bowman and George Brandenb ene dha they were intimately 
acquainted with him before and after en that he was well and pec 
when he entered the Army, and suffered with N e from time of his dis- 
charge until his death, 

Dr. W. B. Brown says 

"I became acquainted with Oliver P, Hurst in the year 1867, and that he was 

laboring under chron nic rheumatism of a severe „and that he continued 
with the same for five years or until 1872, when he moved from the 
Looi. i 

Dr. Levi A. Hale says 

“I became froen tpe dey with him in the 1869, as to his disease, only bac a 
servation and conversation, I was familiar with riag and found him suffi 
i chronic rheumatism to such an extent that he was disabled from his 


Dr.’ C, J. Jenkins testifies 

“ He treated said soldier professionally fo m ore rheumatism, ‘ecting the 
heart, from March 29, 1874, to September 22 that anid Oliver P. Hurst died 
of said disease of chronic erwe Ter ai theo teers of Richmond and State of 


; that 
ed of 


This case was placed in the hands of a aaa: examiner, who took the evi- 


dence of a large number of his baer pongo and comrades (du: the month of 
May, 1855), nearly all of whom testified that they never heard him complain of 
rheumatism after came out of the service. They all that he was a 


y 
very strong, active man before he entered service, and most of them could not 
rooniient that he appeared differently when he returned from the Army. It be 
difficult to reconcile evidence so contradictory. That he served three years in 
the Army; that he was several times sick during that time; that from 1867 till 
1874 he was a constant sufferer from rheumatism, and that on the 22d egy po 
ber, 1874, he died from that disease. seem to be established. That his w w is 
now in destitute circumstances is also shown 
Without calling in question the action of the Pension eon in rejecting 
the case, your committee would recommend the passage of the bill the 
amendment that wherever the name ‘* Hunt” occurs it shall be “Hurst,” 


The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 
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There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
WILLIAM H. BLAKE. 


The next business on the Private Calender was the bill (H. R. 3520) 
granting a pension to William H. Blake. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-rol!l, subject to the pro ns and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William H. Blake, late of Company 
A, Sixty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MATTHIAS LECKNER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 377) 
granting a pension to Matthias Leckner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Company B, Thirteenth Regiment Kansas 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported tothe 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. LOUISA NOLAND. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1824) 
granting a pension to Mrs, Louisa Noland. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, d&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the ion Jaws, the name of Mrs, Louisa Noland, widow of 
Augustus Noland, late a private in Company F, One hundred and ninety-sixth 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ALBERTINE COCKRUM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 116) 
for the relief of Albertine Cockrum. . 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, d&c., That the Secre! of the Interior be, and he hereby is, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Albertine Cockrum, widow of E. B. Cockrum, late 
a captain in the Missouri Home Guards,and pay her a pension from and after 
the passage of this act. 

Mr. CRISP. Let the report be read. 
The report by (Mr. ConGER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
for the relief of Albertine Cockrum, having given the same due 
report as follows: 

case was considered by the House Committee on Invalid Pensions at the 
first panon of the Forty-eighth Congress and the following report made thereon, 
namely: 

“ Albe 


. R, 11 
ion, 


in protecting lo; 
din; Pani po r h hs the 


“ tain Cockrum was killed in action with the confederate troops at Buf- 
falo City, Ark, There is no question as to the cause of his death or the manner 
of it. e was attacked by the enemy, and while fight bravely on the 21st 
of April, 1864, received the wound which caused his . He never enlisted 
however, in the service of the United States, buf as — of the com; of 
home guards referred to was authorized to do duty behalf of the United 
States. The claim was rejected by the Pension Office on the ground that claim- 
ant’s husband was em soyad as a civilian, and that her a rarere was not 


toa or to July 4, 1874. Proof of the of the 

soldier is shown by the Adjutan' "s rt, wherein he shows that claim- 

ant’s husband Reid cone ion to rm police duty with his company. 

barat we nant, is quite destitute, and your committee recommend 

e o pass. 

Upon which report a bill in the exact of the one under consideration 
passed the House of tatives January 5 

Your committee, believing that the correctly sets forth the ma- 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass, 


SIDNEY SHERWOOD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3387) 
granting a pension to Sidney Sherwood. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, £o., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, directed 
to place on the pension-roll, tds aad the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion laws, the name of Sidney Sherwood, late a private in Company E, Tenth 
Regiment of Iowa Volunteer Infantry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question recurs on the amendment submit- 
ted by the committee, to add the words ‘‘pension to be paid to his 
legally constituted guardian.” 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 


aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 


JAMES MORGAN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 618) 
granting a pension to James Morgan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enttcted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is di- 
rected to place the name of James Morgan, late a private in Company E, eth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, now s resident of Allerton, Lowa, on the 
pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

: ELIZABETH KAHLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1575) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Kahler, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interi dhe is hereby, auth 
ized and directed narma the ponte ae volved the Dovod and limit- 
ations of the pension laws, the name of Kahler, widow of Christian 
Kahler, latea private in Lieut, William F, Martin's Senreey, Boone Battalion 
Veteran e Cavalry, and who was discharged 27th day of July, 
1865, at Annapolis, Md., by reason of a gunshot wound received in battle, 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


NEWTON O. BAKER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1589) 
for the relief of Newton O. Baker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Bett &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
T A r te aig raei aran matin ey Lockport 
Y., late of the Twenty-third Independent Battery New York Volunteers ; 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


TIMOTHY PAIGE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1590) 
for the relief of Timothy Paige. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ishereby, author- 
ized and directed to p T goa 
er n- 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that I care for the reading 
of the report of the committee in this case. Its favorable character in- 
dicates that in the opinion of the Committee on Invalid Pensions the bill 
ought to pass, and that seems to be in the judgment of the House a suf- 
ficient reason for the passage of this and all other bills so reported. 

I do desire, however, Mr. Chairman, in the short time I shall tax the 
patience of the House, to express my objection to certain legislation that 
is now pending on the subject of pensions, propositions which will be 
brought to ourattention at an early day and on which, perhaps, I shall 
have no other opportunity to state the reasons for the vote I shall cast. 

Iam aware, sir, there are Representatives on this floor who believe 
certain other Representatives—Representatives from a certain section of 
this country, the section from which I come—should not be heard on 


£ | questionsof thissort. I can not submit to be controlled by their opinion 


as to the measure of my duty as a Representative, but shall pursue the 
course which meets the approbation of my own judgment. I believe, 
Mr. Chairman, it is the duty of this Government, as it is the duty of 
every government, to grant wounded and disabled soldiers of its wars 
reasonable and proper pensions, and I shall be found among those who 
vote for pensions to that extent. Now,sir, there has been upon the 
statute-books of this country for many years liberal provisions for the 
country’s defenders. ‘Whoever was wounded, whoever was disabled by 
sickness, is entitled under the law to be placed on the pension-rolls of 
the Government, 

The pensions allowed are very liberal; there is in my judgment too 
much difference in the rates which are allowed, all the way from $1 a 
month to $100 a month. I believe that is not right; it seems inequi- 
table, and the Committee on Invalid Pensions might properly give their 
attention to a revision of the allowances made to the various Soprecsot 


ition to which I 


to increase the 
and: to remove the limitation act so that arrears of pension may be paid 
to all pensioners who are now borne upon the pension-rolls and who 
have not yet received arrears of pension. 

I have said that in my judgment the present rule was liberal. Let 
us see if it is not, both as to the number of on the yolls and the 
amounts paid them. On the 30th of June, 1885, there were upon the 
pension-rolls, as appears by the report of the Commissioner of Pensions 
which has been recently handed to us, 345,125 i ‘There are 
pending in the office of the Commissioner of Pensions 430,215 applica- 
tions for pensions under the present law. The aggregate number of 
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applications which have been filed for an allowance under the law as 
it now exists is 968,840. As I find from this report, the aggregate 
number of soldiers in the Union armies during the war between the 
States was 2,772,480. According to this statement, then, more than 
one-third of the soldiers who were engaged in the war have applied to 
the Government for pensions. Surely that must be conceded to be a 
liberal ruleor statute which, not purporting to give “‘service pensions,” 
yet entitles more than one-third of the entire force in the field to avail 
themselves of its benefits. 

I am not now complaining, Mr. Chairman, of the law as it is; Iam 
not now objecting to any man, who can show himself within the law 
entitled to a pension, obtaining it. I think, on the contrary, he ought 
to have it if he has been disabled by wounds or by sickness in the serv- 
ice of his country. My view of the question of pensionsis this: Every 
government should extend liberal allowances to its soldiers and sailors 
who were wounded or incurred disabilities in defending it in the hour of 
its peril, and to the widows of those killed. Every government owes 
to the soldier who offers his life in its defense a debt of gratitude, but 
it does not always follow that you could or should liquidate a debt of 
gratitude in dollars and cents. Looking to our ability to pay (with a 

ust regard to the other obligations resting on the Government, witha 
ust regard to the great masses of the tax-payers of the country), the 
Government should extend a liberal allowance to its disabled soldiers. 

How shall we determine what is liberal in such cases? We cannot 
leave that question to the soldiers alone. It is our duty to consult the 
interest of all the people, having due regard to the plighted faith of the 
Government. 

Now, sir, a prime factor in determining what allowance should be 
made to the soldiers of the country in the shape of pensions is the 
ability of the Government to pay. It can not be said, and I respect- 
fully submit that the soldiers will not ask it, that the country should 
be bankrupted to pay them pensions. I submit it isnot fair, and they 
should not ask that the great mass of the people should be tax-ridden 
in order that they might have a prodigal allowance out of the public 


Mr. Chairman, as illustrative of the liberality of this Government on 
the subject of pensions, let me cite some figures: There was paid last 
year out of the Treasury for pensions the sum of $65,693,706. Notwith- 
standing, sir, the last gun was fired in the war between the States nearly 
twenty-one years ago; notwithstanding, sir, that the pension laws at the 
close of the war were substantially as they are now, yet, sir, there has 
been from the inception of the system until to-day a steady increase in 
the expenditures for pensions. How do you account for that? With 
the exception of one year in the history of the Government tliere was 
more money paid last year than was ever paid for pensions in any one 
year since thesystem wasinaugurated. Whyisthis? One would think 
that twenty-one years after a war the list would be materially less. Yet, 
strange to say, it has steadily increased. The aggregate amount of 
money paid out for pensions is so enormous as to be absolutely ap- 
palling. Without counting, sir, the expenses of the office here, with- 
out counting the expenses of the various special agents throughout the 
country, without counting expenses that aggregate, I am told, about 
$2,000,000 a year—— 

Mr. PRICE. ‘Two and a half millions. 

Mr. CRISP. Without counting these expenses, that aggregate two 
and a half millions, as Iam told by the gentleman from Wisconsin, there 
has been paid out for pensions the enormous sum of $744,040,541.06. 
The present pension-roll, as I have said, is more than $65,000,000 a 
year, and there are almost as many claims for pensions pending to-day 
as have already been granted. 

With these now pending, if they shall be allowed, then under the pres- 
ent law the pension-roll would be in the neighborhood of $125,000,000 
ayear. Is not that a liberal showing? Does not that exhibit a lib- 
erality approaching, if it does not reach, prodigality? And can any 
fair-minded man say, even though we pass no more pension laws, that 
this Republic has been ungrateful? 

I am not now, sir, complaining of what has been done. I am re- 
ferring to these facts to give you the reason why I am opposed at this 
time to an increase of widows’ pensions, or to granting to the many 
thousands, who would be entitled under the law if it passed, arrears of 
pension, to date back to the time of the disability. There was an act 
passed in 1879 by the Congress of the United States—I may say a Demo- 
cratic though, Mr. Chairman, this is not a political question; 
I do not so regard it; Iam not now discussing it in that way; Iam not 
saying what I do to elicit any man’s unkind feelings, and I assure you, 
Mr. i and this House, that I have no feeling as to any indi- 
vidual in it, or as to any soldier in the country, that should prompt 
them to criticise what I shall say—an act passed granting arrears of 
pensions to the soldiers then on the pension-roll. The statement was 
made upon the floor at the time of the passage of the bill that thirty 
or forty or fifty millions at the outside would cover the cost. Now 
what did that act in fact take out of the of the people? Let 
metellyou. Ittook thesum of $259,873,972.96, I hear the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] in his seat saying that it cost something 
Jess than that. I will refer him to the report of the Commissioner of 
Pensions, which he will find sustains my statement; not a report prop- 


erly buta letter from the Commissioner of Pensions, addressed to Hon. 
SAMUEL J. RANDALL, chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
of the House of Representatives, which I hold in my hand, in which 
he estimates the cost of the acts of January 25 and March 3, 1879, at 
$259,873, 972. 

Mr. MORRILL. If the gentleman will allow me to correct him I 
will state if he will read the report carefully he will find the amount 
paid out already is $179,000,000. The other sum is the estimated cost 
eran the future. 

Mr. CRISP. Thatis very true. I thank the gentleman for calling 
attention to the fact. I did not intend to mislead. There have been 
paid out already one hundred and seventy-nine million and odd dollars. 
Of the number of applications for pensions still pending not passed 
on, and that may come under that act, the Commissioner of Pensions 
estimates that 60 per cent. will be allowed, and 60 per cent., if allowed, 
will take the amount of $80,468,100; and that, added to the amount 
already paid out, will be the sum I stated. The estimate of 60 per cent. 
is based upon the past experience of that Department, and fi believe 
is a reasonable estimate of the number that will be allowed. 

The Commissioner of Pensions having been invited by a committee 
of this House to express an opinion as to what will be the cost of the 
bill to increase the pensions of widows from eight to twelve dollars a 
month, as is provided in the pending bill, submits his calculation, which 

tlemen have all seen. He makes the annual increase $6,106,922. 

e estimates that sum as the annual increase of the charge upon the 

by granting this increase of $4 a month to the widows who 
are now drawing $8 per month. 

Now, sir, why should we put this increased burden on the great mass 
of the people? What reason has beenorcan begiven for it? For years 
this has been the allowance to widows. Until recently no clamor was 
made for anincrease; they seemed satisfied; the allowance was deemed 
liberal when made years ago, and it is much greater in its purchasing 
power now than it was then. In 1866, 1867, 1868, 1869, and 1870, and 
even up to 1880, the purchasing power of money in this country was 
not nearly so great as itis now. There has, perhaps, been no time in 
the history of the country when $8 would buy more of the necessaries 
of life than it will buy to-day. There is no reason then in the increased 
cost of living. Is there any reason in the better ability of the Govern- 
ment to pay? For the first time in many years the reports of estimates 
from the heads of Departments, as to what our income will be and what 
our outgo should be, exhibit the fact that we may well expect to find 
ourselves face to face with a deficiency. I am indebted to Mr. Courts, 
the very efficient clerk of the Committee on Appropriations, for the 
following table, showing the estimated revenue for 1887 and also the 
estimates for appropriations presented by heads of Departments: 


Amount of estimates of regular annual appropriations for 1887... $268, 220, 849 98 
a of estimates of permanent annual appropriations for 


AOS E E E Rapp ERNAAIN = ieiet 118, 910, 955 00 
Total estimates of appropriations for 18S7 .. 887,131, 804 98 
Amount of estimated revenues for 1887............ . 815,000, 000 00 
Amount of estimated postal revenues for 18S7.....sccccesseeseeeerrereee 47, 542, 252 GA 
362, 542, 252 64 

Excess of estimates of appropriations over estimated revenues 
GENES ER SN AO AN ASR boinc REEN ORAA ETN E N S A SSRA TT 24, 580, 552 34 


It would seem from this statement that there is nothing in the finan- 
cial condition of the Treasury to indicate that larger allowances or out- 
lays should be made for pensions now than were made ten years ago. 

Permit me to say just here, Mr. Chairman, that it seems to me there 
is some duty resting upon this Government besides the duty, which I 
freely concede, of providing for the disabled soldiers. I understand, 
sir, that no government has a right to take from the people, in the way 
of taxation, one dollar more than is necessary for the economical and 
just administration of its affairs. There are in this country sixty mill- 
ions of people who are compelled to bear the burdens of taxation and 
from whom comes every dollar that goes into our Treasury. The Gov- 
ernment gets no money, and in the nature of things can get no money, 
except what it takes from its people. For every dollar that goes into 
our Treasury a like dollar comes out of the pockets of the people. Both 

ies in this House have pledged themselves to an economical admin- 
istration of the Government. Both parties pledged themselves to a re- 
duction of taxation. I will ask, Mr. Chairman, how is a reduction to 
be effected if this proposed legislation is to prevail? 

By the bill repealing the limitation of the arrears-of-pension act, 
which seems, Mr. Chairman, to have many friends upon this floor, and 
which, if I mistake not, one of the political parties in caucus agreed 
they would pass—— 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Georgia to the fact that when he states one party agreed they 
would pass such a proposition he is in error about that, My recollec- 
tion is the caucus committed itself to the support of that proposition 
if it should come up in this Congress. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, of course I did not mean to be under- 
stood as saying that the political party to which I then referred had the 

wer to pass the bill. They have not the majority of this House. But 
Fay meant to be understood as saying that they pledged themselves 
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to try and passit, and thereby manifested the fact that they were in favor 
of its passage. Of course 1 have no right to criticise them or any in- 
dividual for favoring its passage, but I propose to give the reasons why 
I shall oppose its and if they do not commend themselves to 
the judgment of any other man but myself, to me, Mr. Chairman, they 


are fully satisfactory. 
By that bill, which some members pro; shall pass, the arrears-of-pen- 
sion bill, there will be taken from the ury the sum of $303,836, 200. 


Of that sum there would be an immediate payment of $84,468,000. If 
the pension-roll for the fiscal year ending in 1886 shall be as and 
no larger than it was fog the year ending in 1895, then you would have 
to add thereto the sum of $84,468,300, making about $150,000,000 to 
be paid during the next fiscal year for pensions, to be followed by a 
steady increase until we know not when. Besides, the estimated cost 
of the act of 1879 on this subject, the act allowing arrears, was only one- 
fifth of the amount that we now know will be required to pay the per- 
sons entitled to payment thereunder. Ifthe same kind of estimates have 
been made on the bill before us as was then made, instead of this act 
costing about $300,000,000 it would cost five times that much. These 
estimates are necessarily uncertain and unsatisfactory, and experience 
has shown are almost always less, largely less, than the actual amount 


uired, 

do not believe, Mr. Chairman, that this Government, in justice to 
those who contribute the money that goes into the Treasury, is able to 
incur an expenditure of this sort. Are we never to have a reduction 
of taxation? Are we to continue extravagant appropriations, and thus 
necessitate the retention of our present unjust, inequitable, and op- 
pressive system of taxation; how are we to relieve the distress of the 
great mass of our people unless we refrain from extravagant appropria- 
tions? Do you know any way to get the vast sums that be re- 
quired under these proposed laws except by taking it from the hard 
earnings of the poopie? 

Let me ask gentlemen upon the floor who say they are in favor of a 
reduction of the taxes how the taxes are to be reduced unless the ex- 

ditures of the Government are reduced in thesame proportion? Sir, 
if these bills should become laws we may bid a long farewell to the hope 
of reducing the revenues, to the hope of relieving the people, and may 
as well make up our minds at once that we must devise ways and means 
to obtain more money, for with what we have we can not pay the claims. 
Iam aware, sir, that there are sections of this country whose people 
receive direct benefits from the payment of these pensions. I am ies 
aware of the fact that there is another large section of this country im- 
poverished by the results of the war, struggling to build up this waste 
places, doing all they can to mend their broken fortunes, that do not 

t one dollar of benefit from the diture of these large sums. I 

o not want to be misunderstood in this regard. I do not mention this 
as an argument to show that reasonable pensions should not beallowed, 
but I present it, claiming that it isa reason why prodigality should not 
continue, 

Human nature is alike everywhere, Mr. Chairman. Youseeit illus- 
trated every day on the floor of this House; you saw it illustrated to- 
day, sir; where a sum of money is to be appropriated to go to individ- 
uals in a icular State the Representatives of that State will be anx- 
ious for the passage of the bill. We had before us to-day a bill provid- 
ing for the payment of certain claims—just claims, I have no doubt—a 
large number of which came from the State of my friend who sits be- 
fore me [Mr. ZAcH. TAYLOR]. Now that gentleman and every other 
gentleman from Tennessee seemed to feel a strong interest in the 
passage of the bill. Why? I presume the claims were just, but man 
other just claims have come before this House without eliciting somu 
interest on Mgt paty of gentlemen who were specially attentive to this 
bill. What influenced such action? Why, Mr. Chairman, it is that 
trait of human nature which prompts us to further by all means in our 
power any appropriation of money that is to be expended among our 
own people. 

I criticise no man, sir, for entertaining that spirit or feeling; Ido not 
pretend or claim to be above it myself. But I want to ask gentlemen 
who live in States that are directly benefited by the large sums of money 
that are paid out in pensions to consider the burdens of the people who 
live in other localities. I ask this, not with a view to parsimony, but 
I ask these gentlemen to consider, when the question of earpiece, 
the people of other sections of the country, who do not derive any ben- 
efit from these expenditures, people who do not oppose liberal allow- 
ances to the disabled soldiers of their country, people who are willing 
to bear their just share of the necessary burden of the Government, 
but who do not think they should be taxed to make prodigal allow- 
ances to any one. 

Take the pension-list to-day, and sce the amounts that go to seme 
of the great States. Take the State of New York, for instance. Eight 
or nine millions of pension-money is paid to its citizens every year. 
Take the State of Indiana; nearly five millions of this pension-money 
goes there. Take Illinois; more than five millions of pension-money 
goes there, and so proportionately throughout the Northern States. 

These large sums of money thus being paid out of the common Treas- 
ury each year to the citizens of some of the States has a marvelous 
effect upon their general prosperity. It builds up their industries; it 
stimulates their business; it is just as if you increased the productive- 


ness of those States to that extent; just as if you added to the great 
crops they already make so many additional million bushels of corn or 
whatever else they produce. Therefore it is, Mr. Chairman, that gen- 
tlemen who represent those States are perhaps likely to overlook the 
fact that all other parts of the country do not receive like benefits for 
these expenditures, Now, sir, we do not seek—when I say we, I mean 


the people whom I have the honor to represent—they do not seek to 
avoid any just burden that may be put upon them. They willingly 
contribute, even of their poverty, to whatever is necessary for the gran- 
deur, the glory, and the justice of our common country. They are 
willing to pay whatever is necessary to deal in good faith and liberally 
with the soldiers of the country. But I submit, sir, the point of lib- 
erality being certainly reached, that it is not right to ask them to go 
further. 

Mr. Chairman, the income of this country, the greater portion of it, is 
derived from customs duties and internal revenue; about $112,000,000 
or $115,000,000 from internal revenue, and about $180,000,000 from 
customs; then adding revenue from all other sources, we have an aggre- 
gate of about $387,000,000 that comes into the Treasury every year. 
Upon that income there are many burdens. The Army must be sus- 

ed; the Navy must be supported; the public debt must be paid; 
the rivers and harbors throughout the country should be improved; 
reasonable pensions should be granted, and all other just claims 
the Government must be paid. Now, sir, how are these burdens to be 
met? The receipts arenow barely sufficient to meet them, and yet we 
are asked to add millions to the sum of our liabilities. We must, sir, 
increase taxation, increase the bonded debt unless we observe economy 
in the public expenditure. We do that in most cases that come before 
us; why should the matter of pensions be made an exception to the 
rule? Itshould not be. I protest against it, and as a Representative 
invoke at the hands of brother resentatives the same care and the 
same scrutiny and the same for economy in making appropria- 
tions for pensions as characterizes their actions in all other matters of 
appropriation that come before them. 

urge upon this House only reasonable economy, not parsimony. I 
would be just, I would be liberal in such matters, but I do think that 
there port bs to be somewhere this side of utter ruin to the people a 
stopping place. If gentlemen can give any good reason why the allow- 
ance now made for pensions is not sufficient, if they can show any rea- 
son why it is more pressing to pass this bill now than it was fifteen years 
ago, if they can show any greater ability on the part of the Government 
to pay increased pensions now than it has had heretofore, then there 
rogis be some plausibility in the claim. But no such reason is given. 
It does not become me, sir, to impute, nor shall I impute, to any gen- 
tleman any motive for any vote or any act of his upon this question. I 
have no right to do so; I have no desire to do so. But linsist that we 
ought to have a reason given, and a good one, too, when we are asked 
to vote these vast sums out of the Treasury of the United States, when 
the people are already staggering under the burdens they bear, and, in 
many sections of the country, getting poorer and poorer each year. 

Mr. Chairman, an illustration of the point Iam now seeking to make 
is found here every Friday night. Is there another committee of this 
House whom the members of the House are willing to trust blindly ex- 
cept the Committee on Invalid Pensions? Is there any ot aeprrpan to 
pay $20 that the Government owes—justly owes—which will be allowed 
to pass this House without the reading of the report? Now, in pension 
cases very often the report is not read, sles hare a charge upon the 
Treasury of say $120 a year for many years tocome. There must be 
some reason for this; whatisit? The reason that strikes me with most 
force, if I may be permitted to pass judgment on the reasons of other 
people, is that a large number of members, perhaps most of those who 
attend the night sessions, believe that every man who was in the Fed- 
eral Army ought to have a pension whether he is disabled or not; and 
therefore they do not scrutinize these cases with the care which they 
would apply if their views were different. Believing, as many of them 
do, that all these soldiers should be pensioned, they do not give these 
cases that nice scrutiny which they would apply if their convictions 
were different. They simply say to themselves, ‘‘He was a soldier; I 
think all such ought to be pensioned, and therefore I shall vote in favor 
of this bill.” 

I do not wish to be understood, Mr. Chairman, as reflecting or in- 
tending to reflect on the Committee on Invalid Pensions. I am fully 
aware that committee makes many adverse reports. Nor do I intend 
to reflect upon the members of the House; but what I am commentin 
upon is the singular fact that this House of Representatives, com 
of three hundred and twenty-five members, is willing to t blindly 
the judgment of the Committee on Invalid Pensions and of no other 
committee of this House. We meet here every Friday night. We 
have to-night a fair sample of the number who usually come here. 
Why is it that the vast majority of the members of this House fail to 
attend the sessions held each Friday night for the consideration of pen- 
sion bills? Do they feel no interest in the matter? I presume it is 
well understood that as a rule these sessions are attended only by mem- 
bers of the committee and by other gentlemen who are concerned in 
bills pending on the Calendar. When I say ‘‘ concerned’? I do not 
mean improperly concerned, but concerned by reason of having intro- 
duced the measures. 
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Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I think:a similar of at- 
tendance would occur in any case if a particular time were fixed! for the 
consideration of private bills of any character—any time when private 
bills alone would be considered. 

Mr. CRISP.. Private billsonly werein orderto-day, Mr. Chairman; yet 
we had a good attendance. The point was made that no quorum was 
present. The distinguished: gentleman from: Missouri [Mr. HATCH] 
who: now occupies the chairoceupied it then. He appointed tellers, 
andiit was developed that there was easily a quorum in the House. 

Mr. PETERS. We had something besides private bills. 

Mr: CRISP. No, sir; I beg-the gentleman’s pardon: Friday is set 

undérthe rules for thie consideration of private bills only. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. If asession were setapartfor private 
bills of one particular character, as is the case with these sessions for 
pension business, I think the gentleman. would find the attendance 
meager. But the bills liable to come up: to-day are to a. certain ex- 
tent of every conceivablecharacter. 

Mr. LONG. And public bills are liable to come up on Friday if 
private business be with. 

Mr. CRISP. Isimply mention. this matter, Mr. Chairman, to em- 
phasize the: idea in my mind that as to this-one question of pensions, 
for some reason—what the reason is I do not pretend to say—the same 
scrutiny is not given that we give to legislation on every other subject 
coming beforeus. Thesupportof the Army; the Navy, the great depart- 
ments of the Government—the payment of the bonded debt—the pay- 
mentof every other description of claim—elicit from members of. this 
Honse: the closest scrutiny, while pension claims: seem to go through 


without objection, or, if objected to; are pi psina passed by large: majori- 
ties. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I have said.all I desire to say: and more than: I 
intended... D wanted: to go.upon.reeord against these propositions. I 
had no desire to wound the-feelings of any gentleman in any way; and: 
I trnst I have not done so. I wanted to put myselt upon record now, 
because I doubted whether I would: be able to doso at a later 
T doubted my ability to get-the floor ona future oecasion; and. Lwished 
to-place upon the records of the country my: reason for casting my vote 
E NE ge R REIT RE CRE ET 

Mr. MCMILLIN; Mr. Chairman, [wish to lay before the Committee 
of: the Whole a communication from General Black, Commissioner of 

; hearing: upon a; practital’ question now pending before. Con- 
gress. I submit this-letter; not because it applies. particularly to this. 
case, but because it contains Statistics which ought to: be presented to 
the country before-we are called upon to vote on the extension of the ar- 
rears of :andisome other kindred’ Ifmeasures of this 
Kind’are to be passed. by; this Congress it is of the utmost importance 
thatwe act-upon the fuilest statistical information attainable, so that 
there may not again occurwhat happened with reference to the lastar- 
rears act, the country having been.confronted after the passage of that 
act with an expenditure fár- 3 what it had’ been claimed the act 


would cost. 
As the document in. question has io Tie One 


Mr. CUTCHEON. 
referred to in:the remarks of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. C: 


who has just spoken, and as it will be a great convenience to have the 
informatiom in accessible form, I am. glad the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee proposes to place iton the records of the House. 

The communication referred to by Mr: MOMILLIN isas follows: 

PENSIONS, 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
+ D. C., January 25, 1886. 

Sm: I have the h to acknowl the receipt of t request fi 
statement Soaahife sices conse Ie Aiesa ig ict ene irre ae 

First. What has been the ocet to the Government to date as the result of the 
passage of the acts of January 25 and March 4, 1879, extending the limitation in 
the filing of applications for pension, and what will be the probable ere 
under the o; n of said acts without to the second See ween 

mitai on = 


Sécond. t will be the probable cost if Congress repeal 
posed by said acts a 25 and March 3, 1879? 

Third. What will be the additional annual-value of the pension-roll ee 
the pending bill (H. R. 545) become a law. he rae pm aE A increase to $12 the 
monthly rate of all widows, minors, and dependent relatives, pensioners and 
applicants, whose ayre rate is or would be less than said sum? 

Commissioner desires it un ood in submitting the TEP ar 
figures absolute accuracy is not dg npg as any estimate on the pro 
po Fe presented must necessarily be largely conjectural. He, Lower re ee 
mits tig as the best which his p Ndara and experience can suggest. 
FIRST PROPOSITION. 


The acts of Fiona 25 and March 3, 1879, provided substantially that all pen- 
sions allowed thereafter for causes originating subsequent to March 4, 1361, 
should commence at the date of discharge in cases of invalid pensi 
the date of termination of the right of the parties having prior title, in all these 
classes, provided applications were filed prior to July 1, 
une 30, , there had been expended. in new allowances—that is, in 

> passage of said acts—the sum of $106,205,682, which is prop- 
erly chargeable to the operations thereof. 


The total amount expended for pensions during the fiscal year 
onding J ANS VO 100i WAD asies voxenvacescossvamesesessecce picascusepeesencesote 
The annual value of roll PB so cksenes. 
Arrears paid and chargeable to said acts...... 


The.total amount expended for pensions aie the fiscal year 


ending June 30, 1885, Wasi... .cccerssscorvecccossesssencresesccecvarepeceseseesveseeess Of, 933,288 12 
Annual value of roll... sesse... pecan mab aoava>a asebeoebsenesees penera pessos odorat 28,090, 985 28 


Son tar vec ents mun c ai 157. opto tha on ran dates 
of commencement; thatis in which thedate of commencement was determined 
by the filing of the last essential $24,904 ,590,87. 

Amount paid to J 30) 1883 F a $105) 
une A veolaise E A EE E E 682.00 
Amount paid to June 30, 1884... poodesssecaee 22 451997 25 
Amount paid to June 30, 1585...... sssecreccesee, 26, BAZ, 302 84 
Amount to June 39, 1885, Sin camen oni ol Sanat a INTRO 24, 904, 890 37 
Total amount 
January 25 and ' 179, 404, 872 96 


The number of applications ric pase eae pe to July 1, 1880, and pend- 
ing July 1, 1885, was as follows: pri Re 
Invalid claims ARRO TEER E T ENEA e 73,415 
E Bre OUNCES i E T S EA EN A Ja nsphidodskansosus 26, 656 

It is estimated that 60 per cent. of these cases will receive favorable consider- 
ation, so that the following figures will show ximately the amount mired 
to pay the arrears therein consequent upon passage of the said act of 1879, 
the average first Sg in invalid cases beiti Teed at at$1,500; and in widows’ 


and other cases at 
60 per cent. of 73,415 = 44,019 $1,500 


60 per cent. of 26,656 = 15,994 $900... isani 
f 80,468,100 00 
To this add amount expended to June 30, 1885....sssiesrerssrrsesisieers.s 179, 405, 872 96 
Total cost of acts of January. 25 and March 3, 1879............... 259,873,972 96 


SECOND PROPOSITION. 

Hibo umUaon tate yan flingor Hicotioge irepaend kk a howler eager pT 
23 ‘and. March 3, 1879, be nt ot pendiawe date of dis- 
charge or at the Rasa aor meager. of** sr Rite” 

Since June 30, 1880, there have been allowed 46,867 invalid ns and 29,558 
widows’ and other pensions, i in which, by reason of the limitation referred, no 
arrears haye been ted. 

Of the invalid a owances, 26,027 were filed in 1880; 4,812 in 1881; 6,189in 1882; 

,678 in 1 in 184, and 810 in 1885. 


Fixing July 1, 1865, as the average date of and $100 as the 
yearly rate, it will appear that to pay the arrears in these case it-will req 
approximately the following sums: 


ar required to pay invalids now on |: 
| Saleen aie cree ae de dagen cr Ra p aA 


The 29,558 allowances to widows and others include phy rep aiae shee hejer uen to 
mi. Seela tn ETT whom no limitation has run, as well 
whose title did not accrue, in man instances, until the “deaths ot ta of the rat ma adi 


of another person. In the case of a widow the title will accrue at the death at 


Jie erm npn ein which will vibe be to the arrearsin cases 
still pending in this office willbe a Itmay, how- 
pete Ay Serie and oieei whos. pipron eA a in this 


amounts: 
60 per cent, of 171 mpg ann pepe re aacctsensapsosesenncens snseesenses eposos $155, ey En 
60 per cent. of 61,582 36,949 X S900. ........c.ccscesseennee Ea OTR ER 33, 254, 
218, 367, 900 
Add the amount required to pay pensioners now on rolls................. 84, 468, 300 
Total probable result of repeal of limitation «............s00+ssesee0) 502,835,200 


It is, of course, easy to conceive thatthe repeal of the limitation in the acts of 
for invalid pension, sro (ae filing. of new. cases, and especially applications 
if How largely it will result and what percen of such cases will be allowed 
are so completely matters of conjecture that it is not thought profitable to con- 
sider them. 
THIRD PROPOSITION. 


The passage of the House bill 545 will increase the monthly rate of widows, 
minors, dependent mothers, and dependent fathers, which is now to$i2. It 
will also increase from $8 to $12 the monthly rate ‘of widows- of soldiers who 
served in the war of 1812. It does not disturb the rate of the 2,945 survivors of 
the war of 1812 now on the rolls, who receive $8 per month, or ‘the rate of this 
class hereafter to be allowed out of the seventy applications unsettled July, 
1885. 

On the 30th day of June, 1885, there were on the pension-rolls 80,767 persons 
pensioned as widows, minors, and dependent relatives of soldiers who served 
in the war of 1861, and 17,212 persons as widows of soldiers of the war of 1812. 
Omitting from the former class those whose monthly rate is in excess of seng 
remembering that $8 is the uniform rate in the latter class, the i cost to 
the Government, pursuant to the proposed legislation, will be approximately 
as follows, ann’ y: 


TB, TOT X GAS... recess seceeccecsreccccesencusnccsssancacsscanacssebesscesseoooense! sesse ressso $5, 636, 816 00 
URN oiea a a e `’ 828,176 00 
Increase to pensioners how on rolls......... E nii 4, 462, 992 00 


On the 30th day of June, 1885, there were on file in this office 35,000 applica- 
tions for widows’ and other pensions which will probably be favorably consid- 
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ered, and in which the rate will be fixed at$8 per month. There were also 602 
by widows of 1812 soldiers, of which number it is esti- 


applications for sions 
mated that500 will be favorably considered. ‘To pay the increase of these classes 
as p: ‘by House bill No. 545 it will probably. require, annually, the fol- 
lowing amounts: 
35,000 X $48....... E T NE E EEREN R a oe 
BODE AB en ccnnean caponct eventos ONER cadens chases bossenscoeesanese satasbancneeqenouace 24,000 00 
1; 704, 000 00 
Add.amount to pay pensioners now on roll. 4, 462, 992 00 
Total costiannually Of increase ...nssesssessseisserepins eee . 6,166,992 00 


It'may be proper to add‘ that up to June 30, 1885, there had been rejected 48,- 
780 claims to invalid pensions and 33,217 claims of widows and others, all of 
which were filed prior to July 1,1880,and that up to the same date there had 
been rejected $5,589 invalid claims and 45,837 widows’ and other claims, all of 
which were filed after July 1, 1880. x 

‘The question of how many of each of theseclasses will, upon reconsideration, 


be allo and what will be the nent cost to the Government in connec- 
tion with first and second proposi respectively, the Commissioner re- 
be as opening a field so entirely ive that must decline to enter 
erein, 
Lam, sir, very respectfally 
Saisie ; JOHN C. BLACK 
Commissioner of Penstons. 


Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 
Chairman eer epeetens Committee, 
ouse of Representatives, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFI 
Washington, D. C., January 27, 
Sim: Thave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
fora statement giving the amounts expended each year from 
sive, and properly chargeable to the acts of January 25 and March 8, 1879, 
In response, I have to submit the following; 


1855... Ai 
Arrèars paid to June 


1885, in 


LL, 
Chairman nine A A 


1884. 

LBBB ORP est Ora 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pending bill will be 

laid’ aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it 


do A ea 
here was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
SARAH L. BRAGG. 
The next business-on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1574) 
granting a pension to Sarah L. Bragg, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $30 per month, 
Settee o Brae fi Faia a bre aaae ne aeai anA Aine 

n formerly a VA! e hun tæ 
first ent of New York a ivedi ara 


The amendment of: the committee was read, as follows: 

Strike out, in line 5, the word “thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof “twelve.” 

‘The amendment was: to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass, 


staan teereen een: ne ewee 


ANSON B. SAMS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1701) 
granting a pension to Anson B. Sams. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rectéd to place the name of Anson B. of Madison County, North Carolina, 
late of the Second North Carolina Mounted Infantry, on the pension-roll, subject 
to the limitations and restrictions of the pension laws. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOSEPH WILLIAMS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1703) 
granting a pension to Joseph Williams. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interioris hereby directed to place 
on the pension-roll the name of Joseph Williams, late a private in Batte: K 
and F, Second United States Artillery, subject to the limitations-of the pension 


laws. 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported:to the 
House srith the recommendation that it do pass; 


ISAAC MOORE. 


The next business on the Private Calender was the bill (H. R. 1255) 
grantinga pensiom to Isaac: Moore. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations-of the pension laws, the namo of Isanc Moore, late a private in Gom- 
pany. F, Thirty-sixth Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 


House with the recommendation, that it do pass, 


GEORGE C; WAYNIE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 1711) 
for the relief of George C. Haynie. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Seeretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to adjudicate the pension claim of George C. Haynie, who was captain 
of Com y A, Second North Carolina Mounted Infantry, as though he had been 
regularly mustered into the service of the United States at. the time of his dis- 
charge, August 16, 1865. 

The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 


Strike out, in line 4, nning with the word “adjudicate,” down to and: in- 
eluding the word." sixty-five,” in line 8, and in lieu thereof insert. as. follows: 

“Place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws, the name of George O. Haynie, late captain of Company A Sec- 
ond North Carolina Mounted Infantry." 

The amendment was agreedto; andthe bill as amended was laid. aside 


to be reported: to the House with the recommendation. thatit do pass. 


PHEBE SAUNDERS: 


The next business on the Private Calendar was tho bill (Œ R..1564) 
granting a pension to Phebe Saunders. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary, of: the Interi dhe is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the wir tet ppe S PAN Ar Na iera pantan ced 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Phebe Saunders, widow of John B. 
eo gaat late of Gompany K, One hundred and forty-third New. Yorks Volun- 

eers. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported tothe 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


LOIS HOLT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1469) 
granting a pension to Lois Holt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

arosi ary vee: That the Seerctary of the Interior be, and he is lereby, nu- 
thorized and directed to place on the roll, atthe rate of $8 per month, 
from and after the of this act, the nameof Lois Holt, mother of Harvey 
Holt, late a private in Company L; Second Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers. 

There. being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported. to the 
House with the recommendation. that it do pass: 

MARY MURPHY. j 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1472 
granting a pension to Mary Murpliy. 

‘The bill was:read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and di to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations ofthe pension laws, the name of Mary Murphy, widow of John Mar- 
phy; Jate a private in Company K, Sixteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volun- 
teers. 


There E no objection, the bill was Jaid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do-pass, 


JOHN M. MILTON, 


The next business on. the Private Calendar was the bill’ (H. R. 4125) 
granting a pensiom to John M. Milton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &¢., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he: is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John M. Milton, dependent father 
of Charlies A. Milton, late a private in Company B, Second Regiment New Hamp- 
shire Volunteers, and at the time of his death a. medical cadet, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $$ per month from and after the passage of this act, said 
pension to commence March 3, 1885. 

The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

Strike out in line 10 the following words: ‘‘from and after the pas- 
sage of this act.” 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to. be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 

FRANCIS M’NEIW POTTER. " 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (Œ. R. 1625) 
for the relief of Francis McNeil Potter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, d&a, That.the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws, to increase the pension of Francis McNeil Potter, daughter of the late Gon- 
eral John McNeil, United States Army, from twenty to thirty dollars per.month, 


said increase to take effect from and after the passage of this act. 
The amendment of the committee was-read, as follows: 
Strike out “forty” and insert “thirty: 
Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call for the reading of 
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the report in this case, and before doing so I desire to submit a few re- 
marks with a view to attract the attention of members toit when it is 
read. . While this bill comes from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
of which I am a member, I was not present at the time it was consid- 
ered, or else I would have opposed it, although I dislike to oppose any 
pension case. This is nota bill for pensioning a widow of a soldier, but 
the daughter of a soldier, a gallant soldier to be sure. It is in favor of 
a lady whoin her time enjoyed the protection and support of a husband, 
but who is now a widow. Ido not understand it to be the policy of 
Congress to extend by legislation the benefits of the pension laws to 
daughters of gencrals who have had the good fortune to have enjoyed 
the protection and support of husbands. 

Now, sir, I am not going to offer any strenuous objection to the pas- 
sage of this bill. I have never made that a practice on the floor of the 
House. I simply desire to call the attention of the committee to the 
report, so that when it is read if other gentlemen do not object I cer- 
tainly shall not object to the passage of the bill. ButI doubt the pro- 
priety of this kind of legislation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now let us have the report read. 

Mr. STRUBLE. The report has not yet been read, and the state- 
ment I have made I have taken the time of the House to present for 
the purpose of specially asking the attention of the committee to the 
report while it is being read by the Clerk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. Jones, of Alabama) was read, as follows: 

Frances McNeil Potter is a daughter of General John McNeil, United States 
Army; that John MeNeil, of New Hampshire, was appointed a captain of in- 
fantry March 12, 1812, and had charge of the troops at Concord, and su! uently 
at Plattsburg, where he was cha: also with the supervision of the drilling of 
the new soldiers. In August, 1813, he was promoted to the rank of major, and 
marched to Burlington in command of a regiment. a 

In July, 1814, he served in Brown’s division, in Sackett’s Harbor, until he was 
ordered with his regiment, in July, to the frontier at Niagara, During an attack 
by the enemy Colonel Campbell, of the Eleventh Regiment, fell, and the com- 
mand of the ment devolved upon Major McNeil. 

The action of this officer at this battle, known in history as the battle of Chip- 

wa, baht 4 penie by his superior officers to have had a determining influence 

sapaa reS success of the American Army. 

General tt, in his report, said: * The self-possession of Major McNeil under 
fire was unequaled,” and “the flank movement of the gallant McNeil in this 
important battle turned the fortunes of the day and gave victory to the Ameri- 
can troops.” 

General Jesup declares: 

“T followed the Eleventh Regiment with my command over the bridge. I 
had ample opportunity of witnessing the conduct of Major McNeil. He formed 
his regiment under fire of the enemy with the accuracy ofa parade. He prompt! 
availed himself of every advantage | cmgrena and he wielded his force wit 
great coolness and judgment, and on his own responsibility and without orders 
made the decisive movement at Chippewa.” 

General Seott, in his report to Brown, said: 

“ Major McNeil deserves everything which conspicuous skill and gallantry 


can win from a grateful country.” 

He subsequently commanded the Eleventh ent atthe battle of Lundy’s 
Lane, and in this t he exhibited not only the military tact, judgment, 
and bravery that had n exhibited in the battle of Chippewa, but was severely 
wounded and rendered a cripple for life. He subsequently served in 1824 on the 
Indian frontier. 

His death, which occurred in Ny brome, peor February, 1850, was commemorated 
appropriately by the action of both Houses of Congress, which were then in 
session, eulogies being delivered upon him by Mr. Herbert of the House, and 
Mr. Hale in the Senate. 

This officer was for merit and gallantry in the service oted from a cap- 
taincy to the rank of brevet br’ ler-general, and not only devoted his time to 
the service of the country through a long series of years, but finally succumbed 
to the effect of wounds received and diseases contracted in the service. And 
your committee are of the opinion that the gallant service of the father to his 
country entitles his daughter to consideration from his grateful countrymen. 

And your committee recommend that House bill 1625 do pass with the follow- 
ing amendment: 

trike out the word “forty,” in the seventh line, and insert the word “ thirty.” 


Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Chairman, I only rise for the p of ask- 
ing the favor of the committee—inasmuch as Mr. JONES, who reported 
this bill and knows all of the facts in the case, is not present, that it 
be over informally until he can be here. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection this bill will be passed 
over informally, to retain its place on the Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


ROBERT D. FORT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1319) 
to increase the pension of Robert D. Fort. . 
The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Robert D. Fort, formerly a 
member of Capt. Richard Benson’s com y of Tennessee militia, who was in 
the military service in the year 1814, to per month, in lieu of the pension of 
$8 per month he is now receiving. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. WOLFORD) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.1319) to in- 

crease the pension of Robert D. Fort, submit aon following report: 
o 


They recommend the words “fifty dollars en out and that 
“thirty dollars” be inserted in lieu thereof, and that the bill thus amended do 


pass, 

Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Chairman, I fear, sir, and that is the reason 
why I want to say a word, that through my carelessness and laziness 
justice has not been done to this old man. In the first place, I neg- 


lected to write a report in order to place it before the House until just 
about the time that the bill was to be reported, and then I got a gen- 
tleman to write it for me, and he put in that kind of a report which has 
just been read, without stating any of the facts in reference to the find- 
ing of the committee or the evidence on which it was based. 

is old man was in the war of 1812, thatis to say, he served in 1814, 
He has drawn a pension of $8a month for many years. He was a hard- 
working man, and raised a large family of children, who are all now very 


poor. He ishimself in hisninety-first year, and is almost blind. His 
wife, and he only had one, is old and blind, and they have no means of 
support. 


Mr. STRUBLE. Are both blind? 

Mr. WOLFORD. Yes, sir, practically; that is to say, the old man is 
almost blind, while his wife is entirely blind. 

I did injustice again in another thing in not writing the report my- 
self. I was appointed a subcommittee to investigate the matter, and 
ascertained these facts, and I suppose everybody knows my views on 
the subject of pensions [laughter]. I disagreed slightly with the cold, 
deliberate, sensible speech made here to-night, for I believe that all 
ought to be pensioned, and I believe that we can afford to and are able 
to pension them. But I donot want to enter upon a discussion of that 
question now. 

I believed then, in the preparation of this report and in the consid- 
eration of this bill, that I would put it at a very moderate figure, and 
therefore the subcommittee reported to the full committee, which re- 
port was adopted, recommending $35 a month as the pension in this 
case. The mistake is my own in not having written the report my- 
self setting forth the facts upon which it is founded. But the com- 
mittee did unanimously recommend $35 a month to be inserted in the 
bill instead of fifty, and I believe if I had said fifty the committee 
would have reported with equal unanimity, for they did report in fa- 
vor of the amount recommended very cordially. I think they all felt 
deeper for the old man than even I did, and I can hardly excuse my- 
self for not presenting the matter to the House in the shape of a re- 
port; but the facts in the case can be stated by the gentleman from 
Mississippi, who is familiar with them. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, at the request of the gentleman from 
Kentucky I will state the circumstances, as far as they come within 
my knowledge, of this case. I have known this old gentleman all my 
life. I, of course, do not know his exact age, but I know what he has 
told me his age is, and I know him to be a truthful man, and his ap- 
pearance indicates the fact that he is fully the age claimed. I have 
known him for forty or more years. He is living quite nearme. He 
is now in his ninety-first year and is very feeble. Before the war he 
was a man of some little property, but the war deprived him of that, 
and he is now quite poor. His wife, the wife of his youth, is living and 
she is blind. The old gentleman could ize me or could distin- 
guish a white man from a colored man at four, five, or ten feet, perhaps, 
but that is all the sight he has. He is able to go aboutin a feeble way 
but is unable to make a living; and his wife, who is over eighty years 
of age, is entirely blind. They have lived together as man and wife for 
some sixty-five years. 

Mr. LONG. Are there any children? 

Mr. MORGAN. There are four children, two sons and two daugh- 
ters. They are all poor and humble people. The two sons are en- 

in farming and make a living by following the plow. Each of 
the sons has a large family, and the two daughters are married and also 
have families. They are all poor, and it will be a t boon to the 
old man to t this pension. In draughting the bill I put in the sum 
of $50, leaving it entirely to the judgment of the committee to do what 
is just as between that man and the Government. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WoLrorp] has stated to me it 
was the intention and order of the committee that the amount of the 
pension should be $35. I will state to the House that that extra $5 
would be a great comfort to this old man and this old lady. I suppose, 
if he should die first, his widow would be entitled to go on the roll. 
And, if Congress would raise the amount to $40, they could hire a serv- 
ant to do their cooking and washing and build fires, &c., and with 
the remainder live comfortably. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to ask the gentleman from Mississippi a 
question. With his knowledge of this old pair what does he think is 
the present expectation of life of the old man? 

Mr. MORGAN. I think he can not live but a short time. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Not I suppose to exceed the age of one hundred 

ears? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not know how long he may live. [Laughter.] 
A man who has lived ninety years might possibly live a good while 
longer; that is a matter of speculation. 

Mr. LONG. Let us trust that this increase of pension may extend 
his life. 

Mr. MORGAN. This will make his remaining years more comfort- 
able. I ask to substitute $40 for the amount in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. MorGAn] to the amendment of the com- 
mittee to strike out and insert $40. 

The amendment was adopted. 
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The amendment as amended was adopted; and the bill as amended 
was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WINANS. I move that the committee rise. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HATCH reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, having had under consideration the Private 
Calendar, had directed him to report back sundry pension bills with 
various recommendations, 

BILLS PASSED. 

Bills of the following titles reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House without amendments were severally ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the 
third time, and passed : 

A bill (H. R. isi) for the relief of Eleanor C. Bangham; 

A bill (H. R. 1579) for the relief of Amy A. Lewis; 

A bill (H. R. 925) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act granting a pen- 
sion to Rachel Nickell,” approved March 3, 1885; 

A bill (H. R. 934) granting a pension to Charles W, Minnix; 

A bill (H. R. 929) granting a pension to G. W. Fraley; 

A bill (H. R. 928) granting a pension to Lewis A. Thornbury; 

A bill (H. R. 936) granting a pension to James T. Caskey; 

A bill (H. R. 1568) granting a pension to Nathaniel Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 225) granting a pension to Daniel Connolly; 

A bill (H. R. so granting a pension to Mrs. Martha E. Turney; 

A bill (H. R. 788) granting a pension to Jeptha Hornbeck; 


A bill (H. R. 4835) to place the name of John Pruitt on the pension- 
roll; 

A bill (H. R. 777) granting a pension to Frederick Bottjer; 

A bill (H. R. 3520) granting a pension to William H. Blake; 

A bill (H. R. 1824) granting a pension to Mrs. Louisa Noland; 

A bill (H. R. 116) for the relief of Albertine s 

A bill (H. R. 3387) granting a pension to Sidney Sherwood; 

A bill tE R. 618) granting a pension to James Mo: : 

A bill (H. R. joa granting a pension to Elizabeth er; 

A bill (H. R. 1589) for the relief of Newton O. Baker; 

A bill (H. R. prod for the relief of Timothy A 

A bill (H. R. 1701) granting a pension to Anson B. Sams; 

A bill (H. R. 1703) granting a pension to Joseph Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 1255) granting a pension to Isaac Moore; 

A bill (H. R. 1564) granting a pension to Phebe Saunders; 

A bill (H. R. 1469) granting a pension to Lois Holt; and 


A bill (H. R. 1472) granting a pension to Mary Murphy. 

Bills of the following titles were reported with amendments, the 
amendments were agreed to, and the bills as amended were severally 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, they 
were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 613) for the relief of Catherine Collins; 
A bill (H. R. 1836) granting a pension to George Slack; 
A bill (H. R. 1084) granting a pension to Alice S. Holbrook; 

A bill (H. R. 3387) granting a pension to Sidney Sherwood; 

A bill (H. R. 1574 ting a pension to Sarah L. Bragg; 

A bill (H. R. 1711) for the relief of George C. Haynie; 

A pill (H. R. 4125) granting a pension to John M. Milton; 

A bill E R. 1319) to increase the pension of Robert D. Fort; 

A bill (H. R. 1352) granting a pension to Isaac Chenowith (the title 
was amended so as to read ‘‘A bill granting a pension to Isaac Chen- 
oweth’’); and 

A bill (H. R. 3538) granting a pension to Mrs, Amy A. Hunt (the 
title was amended so as to read “A bill granting a pension to Mrs. 
Amy A. Hurst’’). 

The bill (S. 377) granting a pension to Matthias Leckner was re- 
ported without amendment. It was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

RECONSIDERATION, 

Mr. PRICE. I move that the several votes by which bills have been 
pen be reconsidered; and I also move that the motion to reconsider 

laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WINANS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 9 o’clock and 45 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday next. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and popas were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the Philadelphia Methodist Epis- 
copal preachers’ meeting, recommending legislation against the mailing 
of newspapers and other publications containing lottery advertisements 
and prescribing a penalty for violation of the same—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Central Labor Union of Philadelphia, pro- 
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ing against the passage of Senate bill No. 191 providing for an in- 
onal copyright law—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BOYLE: Petition of honorably discharged soldiers and sail- 
ors, for act granting 160 acres of land to every soldier who served in 
the late war and to widows and minors of deceased soldiers—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BRADY: cage to the claim of Sarah Mumford— 
to the Committee on Clai 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition and papers of W. J. Lum, of War- 
ren County, Mississippi, asking reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COLE: Papers relating to the claim of William Talbert—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COLLINS: Petition of business men and citizens of Boston, 
Mass., engaged in the fishing interest, in relation thereto—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of William Bradbury and 33 others, 
of Lisbon, Ottawa County, Michigan, for female suffrage—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COX: Petition of Knights of Labor, of Raleigh, N. C., in re- 
Bf to the Indian Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Paper relating to thesteamer De Soto, H. H. Beard, 
owner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of 95 citizens, of Nebraska, asking for 
the creation of a new land district in that State—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FISHER: Petition of Pack, Woods & Co., and 53 others, vessel 
and barge owners, asking for the improvement of the mouth of Au 
Sable River, Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petitions of C. W. Rounds and 103 others, of F. W. Wheeler 
and 83others, of Smith Brothers & Co. and 100 others, of Perry Phel: 
and 14 others, of Alexander Turner and 52 others, of Thomas Mac 
and 46 others, of J. O. Hadley and 39 others, of Henry Stephens and 
15 others, of Judge Frank Emerick and 50 others, of F. A. Lyon and 
12 others, of S. V. R. Trowbridge and 16 others, of Alfred Lentherick 
and 27 others, of John ill and 41 others, and of H. W. & Co. 
and 104 others, all of Michigan, asking the establishment of United 
States courts at Bay City, Mich.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EUSTACE GIBSON: Petition of citizens of the Big Sandy 
Valley, asking for the improvement of the Big Sandy River—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. , 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of 317 citizens of Dyer County, Tennessee, 
praying for an appropriation of $200,000 to improve the navigation of 
the Forked Deer River—to the same committee. . 

By Mr. HALL: Petition from citizens of Burlington, Iowa, request- 
ing that when duties on sugar and other imports be charged a specific 
date be fixed therefor—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Louisa County, Iowa, against the sus- 
peonon of silver coinage—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 

easures. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Paper from Lafayette Brockway, asking 
legislation for certain class of amputated pensioners—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KING: A bill appropriating $150,000 for the improvement of 
the Ouachita River, in Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. LE FEVRE: Papers for the relief of Martin Barringer, late 
of Company I, Fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LORE: Memorialsof E. D. Cleaverandof William H. Moore, 
respecting construction of act of March 3, 1883, relating to pay of post- 
masters—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. LYMAN: Paper to accompany the claim of F. W. Halde- 
man—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Mary E. Holtzman, widow of John 
M. Holtzman, for relief—to the same committee. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of Knights of Labor organization of 
Wadsworth, Ohio, praying for a Territorial government over Indian 
Territory—to the Committee on Territories. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of George L. Bauxcomb, of Benton 
County, Mississippi, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Papers relating to claim of William S. Thatcher— 
to the same committee. ‘ 

By Mr. PRICE: Memorial of the State Teachers’ Association of Wis- 
consin, in favor of a general educational law—to the Committee on Edu- 
cation. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Papers relating to the State National Bank of 
Louisiana—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. J. R. THOMAS: Petition of 43 prominent citizens of John- 
son County, Illinois, for the passage of a bill for the reliefof H. B. Wiley, 
late of Company K, Sixtieth Regiment Illinois Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: Papers relating to the case of James M. 
Grigsby, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 
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By Mr. J. B. WEAVER: Petition of A. McGuire and 501 others, of 


Kansas, and of Knights of Labor, praying for the ofa to 

organize Oklahoma Territory—to the Committee on the tories. 
Also, petition of S. M. Barton, of Ohio, and about 75 others, i 

for the passage of the bill for the payment to the Union soldiers of the 


difference between coin and depreciated paper which they were com- 
pelled to receive during the war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Assembly of Knights of Labor, Albia, Iowa, praying 
for the passage of a bill to organize Oklahoma Territory—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of N. J. Williams, of Illinois, and 28 others, praying 
for the passage of the bill to organize Oklahoma Territory—to the same 
committee, 

Also, petition of E. M. Smith, of Adair, Iowa, and 30 others, praying 
for the forfeiture of the unearned land grant of the Sioux City and Saint 
pos Railroad, in Northwestern Iowa—to the Committee on the Public 

ds. 

Also, petition of Caldwell (Kans.) Assembly of Knights of Labor, in 
regard to Indian Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of Post 162, Grand Army of the Republic, of Pennsyl- 
vania, and of Major Harper Post, 181, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Pennsylvania, asking for the passage of the bills giving a portion of the 
public domain to soldiers, sailors, and marines of the late war, and to 
pay them the difference between coin and the depreciated currency 
thoy were comosa had TTO eri by pag s Military Affairs, 

Also, petition of M. N. Sinnatt an others, of Kansas, i 
for the right of way through the Indian Territory for the Kansas ant 
Arkansas Railway—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WEBER: Petition in relation to the arrearage act—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition to place all soldiers who enlisted in 1861 upon the same 
footing as to bounties, whether discharged for promotion or for disa- 
bility—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Papers relating to the claim of Martha H. Bone, 
of Franklin County, Tennessee—to the ittee on Clai 

Also, petition of W. C. Davidson, of Jackson County, Alabama, ask- 
ing reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Petition of H. H. Geiger, for the passage of a 
resolution requiring P eral to perform certain duties and 
obey certain laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WINANS: Petition of James G. Meade, William W. Osborn, 
and 90 others, citizens of Lansing, Mich., praying for the suppression 
of national banks and free coinage of silver and forfeiture of land 
grants—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of Ralph Watson and 78 others, citizens of Lansing, 
Mich., for free coinage of silver, forfeiture of land grants, and suppres- 
sion of national banks—to the same committee. 


Weights, . 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Of citizens of Oakwood, Kans. 

By Mr. HALL: Of citizens of Montrose, Lee County, Iowa. 

By Mr. REAGAN: OfJ. K. P. Houseand 94 others, citizens of Kansas. 

By Mr. I. H. TAYLOR: Of Simon C. Stratton and 40 others, of Co- 
lumbiana County, Ohio. 

By Mr. J. R. THOMAS: Of 229 citizens of Jackson County, Illinois, 

By Mr. J. B. WEAVER: Of William A. Doty and 12 others, of Ore- 
gon; of P. P. Chapel and about 100 others, of Indiana; of A. W. Doan, 
and about 75 others, and of P. M. Sanburg and 175 others, of Kansas; 
of J. L. Hughes and about 100 others, of Iowa; of C. H. Bailey and 
about 70 others, of New Jersey; and of H. McLein and 55 others, of 
Kansas. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, February 1, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 71) authorizing the Superintendent of 
Public Buildings and Grounds in the District of Columbia to supply 
plants and shrubs to fill certain vases in the Pension Building was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in com with section 232 
of the Revised Statutes, an abstract of the militia forces of the United 
States; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
War, concurring in a recommendation of the Board of Commissioners of 
the Soldiers’ Home that legislation be had for the disposition of money 
and effects of deceased members of the Home; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, concurringin a recommendation of the Board of Commissioners 
of the Soldiers’ Home that a rate be fixed by law for keeping a mem- 
ber of the Home at the Government Hospital for the Insane; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of Janu- 
ary 12, 1886, a report of W. Hallett Phillips, as special agent, for inves- 
tigation in connection with the Yellowstone National Park; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of January 25, 1886, 
Special Order 89, Department of Texas, April 28, 1886, in regard to the 
muster-out of certain troops; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was gas to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
print 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a report of the Superintendent of the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey in respect to supplying the Territories with stand- 
ard balances, weights, and measures; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of Pliny Nichols and others, 
citizens of Iowa, praying that the national Constitution may be so 
amended as to protect the women of all the States and Territories in the 
enjoyment of the right of suffrage on equal terms with men; which was 
referred to the Select Committee on Woman Sufi 

He also presented a petition numerously signed by citizens of New- 
ton, Jasper County, Iowa, praying that the coinage of silver may be 
placed on an equality with the coinage of gold; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of B. C. Armstrong and 172other citi- 
zens of Iowa, praying for certain legislation relating to the Indian Ter- 
ritory; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of Kansas; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


House concurrent resolution No. 4. 


Whereas General Sheridan, commander-in-chief of the Army of the United 
States, has recommended the enlargement of Fort Riley with a view of estab- 
lishing at said post a school for the training of the cavalry and light artillery 
arms of the service and other improvements for the utilization of the large res- 
ervation at said military post; and 

Whereas said post and military reservation are well adapted to the uses thus 


; and, 
Px ereas said improvements will redound to the general good of the people of 
Kansas: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring therein), That 
our Eiaa pragen in Congress are hereby requested, and our Senators in- 
structed, to use their best endeavors to secure such an appropriation by Con- 

as will fully carry out the purposes of the commanding general, mifking 

‘ort Riley an important military post. 


STATE or Kansas, 
Office of the Secretary of State: 
I, E. B. Allen, secretary of state of the State of Kansas, do hereby certify that 
the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the original resolution now on file in 


my office. 

fn testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my 
official seal, at Topeka, this the 22d day of January, A. D. 1886, 

[sear] E. B. ALLEN, Secretary of Slate. 


Mr. INGALLS presented resolutions adopted by the State board of 
agriculture of Kansas, urging that the Department of Agriculture may 
receive attention, and that the Commissioner of Agriculture may be au- 
thorized by Congress to have a seat in the President’s Cabinet; which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of Mrs. Blanche Wendell 
Woodward, widow of Joseph J. Woodward, late surgeon United States 
Army, praying that an appropriation be made for the services of her late 
husband while in attendance upon the late President Garfield; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented the petition of Rebecca Merchant, of Asbury Park, 
N. J., praying that she be granted a pension on account of her son, Capt. 
Henry G. Merchant, late of the Twenty-third Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Thomas Chase, of Philadelphia, Pa., 
late third assistant engineer on the United States steamer San Jacinto, 
praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the petition of W. L. Huffman and 
220 other citizens of Iowa, praying for the tion of the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma, and for opening the lands therein for settlement; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I present the petition of M. S. Sanders and 
106 other citizens of Iowa, praying for an absolute forfeiture of the un- 
earned lands within the limits of the land grant to the Sioux City and 
_ Saint Paul Railroad Company. Inasmuch as thatsubject has been re- 
ported upon, I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

- Mr. JACKSON presented the petition of William R. Miller, of Erwin, 
Unicoi County, Tennessee, praying for toad ep, 2 of an act 
him to the pension-rolls; which was refe to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

Mr. BERRY presented a petition of State officers and members of the 
General Assembly of theState of Arkansas, praying that the right of way 
throngh the Indian Territory be granted to railroads; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE. I present a petition of the New York committee for the 
prevention of State regulation of vice, officially signed, praying for leg- 
islation for the better legal protection of young girls in the District of 
Columbia and other localities under the jurisdiction of Congress. Ido 
not know where petitions of this class have usually =~ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The custom has to refer such 
petitions to the Committee on Education and Labor; and this petition 
will be so referred if there be no objection. 

Mr. FRYE. I have what is intended to be a petition, addressed to 
me from the Knights of Labor of Portland, Me., earnestly requesting 
the organization of a Territorial form of Government in the Indian 
Territory, the opening of lands in that Territory to immediate settle- 
ment under the homestead lawa, &c. I ask that the paper be referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made if thereis 
no objection. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of James A. Van Buren and 88 
other vessel-owners of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of a 
bill repealing the compulsory pilotage laws in part; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present the petition of Charles Frederick Adams 
in support of the bill (S. 1226) to utilize certain public lands toward 
securing for the American people ‘‘ work for workers and he for 
work,” or fair opportunities and just rewards, which is now the 
Committee on Public Lands, to which committee I move that the pe- 
tition be referred. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of John A. Lee, late captain 
United States Army, praying to be retired with the rank of major; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. McMILLAN. I present resolutions adopted by the Board of 
Trade of Minneapolis, Minn., in the nature of a although ad- 
dressed to myself, in favor of the improvement of the Mississippi River 
so as to make it navigable for steamboats to the city of Minneapolis. I 
ask that the paper be received and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ialso present from the same e ES pee in 
favor of the repeal of the silver-dollar coinage act, and favor of 
continued efforts to secure a system of bimetallism with foreign nations 
to make gold and silver standard currency. I move that it be referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. i 

Mr. TELLER. I present the petition of John Crean, of Washi 
D. C., who represents that he was injured while in the employ of the 
United States Government, and prays compensation for the injury. I 
move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of Jethro Snow, of Hubbards- 
town, Mass., who desires that, under the power to regulate commerce 
with foreign nations and among the several States, all intoxicating 
liquors in the United States may be destroyed by law. I move the 
reference of this petition to the Committee on er finan and Labor, 
and commend it specially to the attention of my friend the Benator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of Knights of Labor of Alton, Tus- 
cola, and Clinton, in the State of Illinois, praying the ing toset- 
tlement of lands in the Indian Territory; which were aac Ss the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. g 

He also presented a petition of residents of the town of State of 
Illinois, praying for the submission of a constitutional amendment to 
protect women of theStates and Territories in the enjoyment of the right 
of suffrage on equal terms with men; which was referred to the Select 
Committee on Woman § 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Illinois Millers’ State 
Association, favoring the passage of a law ing interstate com- 


merce; which was referred to the Select Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

Mr.CULLOM. Ipresenta memorial of the Western Furniture Manu- 
facturers’ Association, urging the enactment of legislation for the regu- 


lation of railroad traffic. I ask that this, which is a very brief paper, 
be read, so that it may go into the RECORD for reference, as the report 
of the committee has already been submitted. ads 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the paper 
will be read. 

Mr. INGALLS. If the paper is respectful in form let it be printed 
without reading. The Senator has examined it. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is too brief to be printed as a Senate document. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be printed in the RECORD without reading. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihave no objection to that. 

The memorial was referred to the Select Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

WESTERN FURNITURE MANUFACTURERS’ ASSOCIATION, 
Saint Louis, Mo., January 21, 1886. 

Sm: Bataring to the inclosed petition of the Western Furniture Manufactur- 
ers’ Association, I desire to ask attention to the fact that while, according to the 
last United States census, the manufacturing industries of this country are 
classed under three hundred and thirty-two different titles, that of furniture 
manufacturing stands fifteenth in the list, and is therefore classed as one of the 

“ productive industries,” there being im 1850 about5,600 establishments, giv- 

g employment to about 62,000 people and producing annually goods valued 
at about ig a 

The ip of this association is drawn from manufacturers west of the 
Alleghany[Mountains, but I have every reason to believe that the manufacturers 
of the New England States entertain the same opinion on this subject as we do. 


‘ours, 
oe J. W. TREMAYNE, Scoretary. 


To the CHAIRMAN 4 
Of the Senate Select Committee on Interstate Railroad 
Transportation, Washington, D. C. 


THE WESTERN FURNITURE MANUFACTURERS’ ASSOCIATION, 
Baint Louis, Mo., July 22, 1835. 
To the honorable the Senatorial Interstate Trafic Committee : 

We, the Western Furniture Manufacturers’ Association in annual convention 
assembled, in the city of Chicago, would respectfully submit the following, and 
recommend that Congress enforce it by proper Jegisiation : 

First. That Congress compel the railroads in the United States to adopt a uni- 
form classification for freight, which shall not be changed except by authority 
of the Government, and m only after giving at least three months’ notice to 


the public. 

Second. That all rebates be prohibited under asevere ty. 

Third, That railroads be prohibited from discriminating against any section 
of the country by charging more for carrying freight in any direction than they 
would for same in any opposite direction. 

Fourth. acommission be appointed by Congress having authority to ad- 
just rates and settle all differences between railroads and shippers, 


yours, 
3 CHARLES P. SLIGH, 
President. 
J. W. TREMAYNE, 


Mr. MANDERSON. I presenta petition of the State Bar Associa- 
tion of Nebraska, praying that that State may be divided into two ju- 
dicial districts. The petition sets forth, not at very great length but 

uite forcibly, the great necessity which exists for a division of that 
State. I move that it be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to be considered in connection with the bill heretofore introduced for 


that purpose. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present the petition of the Kansas City Clearing 
House Association, praying that immediate action be taken to extend 
the civil law over the Indian Territory, by giving jurisdiction to the Uni- 
ted States courts in civil cases in like manner as jurisdiction has been 
conferred upon them in criminal cases, 

This is becoming a matter of very great interest. It is charged that 
a large number of people who are indebted have taken their property 
across the line into the Indian Territory so as to avoid the process of 
law, and the Territory is becoming a place of refuge for men who are 
attem to avoid the payment of their debts. I hope that the com- 
mittee will take prompt action on this petition. I move that it bere- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, if that is the proper com- 
mittee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. The committee are now considering the very subject 
to which the Senator alludes. 

Mr. HARRISON. <A bill establishing acourtin the Indian Territory 
and defining its jurisdiction was sent to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition has been referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported adversely thereon, and they were 

ed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 65) to repeal all laws providing forthe pre-emption of the 
public lands, the laws allowing entries for timber the laws au- 
thorizing the sale of desert lands in certain States and Territories, and 
for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1114) defining the powers of the Commissioners of the Gen- 
eral Land Office in respect to i ivate entries of the public do- 
main and to quiet title to lands in the Northwest; and 

aau (S. 1221) relating to suits by the United States to set aside land 
pa 
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Mr. DOLPH. By direction of the same committee I report a bill, 
accompanied by a written report, which embodies the main provisions 
of the three bills just reported by me adversely. 

The bill (S. 1296) to repeal all laws providing for the pre-emption of 
the public lands, the laws allowing entries for timber-culture, and for 
other purposes, was read twice by its title. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Calendar. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1223) for the relief of Wilbur F. Steele, reported 
it with an amendment. 


ARKANSAS HOT SPRINGS. 


Mr. BERRY. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Lands to 
report back the concurrent resolution relative to the bath-house and 
hot-water privileges upon the reservation of Government lands at Hot 
Springs, Ark. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will take its place on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask unanimous consent to dispose of the resolution 
at this time, as it will occupy but a few moments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to see it in print. I ask that it may 
lie over under the rule. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ishould like to hear it read as proposed to be amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is reported with an 
amendment, and will be read as proposed to be amended if there be no 
objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the leases heretofore made of the bath-house and hot-water privi- 
leges upon the reservation of Government lands at Hot Springs, Ark., have ex- 
pired by limitation of law; and 

Whereas the Attorney-General of the United States has given an opinion that 
padina may be renewed by the Secretary of the Interior without additional 

egislation : 

Be it resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives con- 
curring), That in the opinion of Congress such leases of bath-house and hot- 
water privileges should not be renewed by the Secretary of the Interior unless 
re Forty-ninth Congress shall adjourn without having legislated with reference 
thereto, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
goes over under the rule. 

Mr. LOGAN. I wish to give notice to the Senator from Arkansas 
that when the resolution is before the Senate for action I shall move to 
amend so as to confine it to the present session of Congress instead of 
to the Forty-ninth Con; in accordance with the view I suggested 
the other day. I think that will afford plenty of time for legislation 
on the subject. Imerely give the notice so that the Senator may think 
over it. 

Mr. BERRY. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will take its place on 
the Calendar. 


COMPILATION OF SENATE ELECTION CASES. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back a concurrent resolution to print additional copies of the 
Compilation of Senate Election Cases adversely to the resolution and 
proposing the adoption of a substitute. I ask that the substitute be 
now considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska reports 
adversely a resolution which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives concurring). 
That there be printed and bound for the use of the two Houses 2,500 addition: 
copies of the Compilation of Senate Election Cases, 1789-1885. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution reported by the com- 
mittee as a substitute will now be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
oop pg gr per pep eg eg peer 
copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 50 copies for the comp ler 
of the work. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska asks for 
the present consideration of the resolution. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and the question is upon the adoption of the resolu- 
tion. 

The resolution was a to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution reported adversely 
will be postponed indefinitely if there be no objection. 


REPORT ON CENTRAL AND SOUTH AMERICA. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iamalso instructed by the Committee on Print- 
ing to report adversely the motion to print the message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States transmitting a letter of the Secretary of State 
with the final report of the commission appointed to visit the states of 
Central and South America. The committee, ascertaining that that 
document has been ordered printed by the House of Representatives, 
report back the motion, recommending no action, 


The bill will be placed on the 


The resolution, being objected to, 


Mr. FRYE. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Nebraska 
what order has been made touching the printing? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand that the usual number of the 
report has been ordered printed by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. FRYE. That is how many? : 

Mr. MANDERSON. Nineteen hundred. The committee have 
thought it best after the 1,900 were printed that the Honse of Repre- 
sentatives should take action in reference to the printing of any addi- 
tional number that might be required. 

Mr. FRYE. To our merchants and manufacturers it is the most 
important document that there is. 

Mr. MANDERSON. So I understand; and the printing will be 
hastened I think by the course the committee suggest. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection the Commit- 
tee on Printing will be discharged from the further consideration of the 
subject. 

PRINTING OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam also instructed by the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred a House concurrent resolution authorizing 
the printing of the President’s last annual message, with the accom- 
panying documents, to report it favorably with certain amendments 
su, by the committee. I ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed and bound 25,000 extra copies of the President's last annual message 
and accompanying documents for the use of the House. 

i By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the reso- 
ution. 

The amendments of the Committee on Printing were,in line 2, to 
strike out the words ‘‘and bound,” and in line 4, to strike out the 
hhh “and accompanying documents;’’ so as to make the resolution 
read: 

Resolved by the House of resentatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed 25,000 extra copies of the President's last annual message for the use of 
the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendments. 

Mr. INGALLS. Why are the accompanying documents omitted ? 
I think it is customary to print them. 

Mr. MANDERSON. They are printed under the general law, and 
that fact seemed to be misapprehended. 

Mr. INGALLS. The other House did not know what they were 
doing, then? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam not quite at liberty to say that. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on concurring in the 
resolution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was concurred in. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 1297) to authorize the erection of a 
new naval observatory; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1298) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Navy to fit out an expedition to observe the total eclipse of the sun 
which occurs on the 29th of August, 1886; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1299) granting an increase of 
pension to Sarah R. Boyle; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1300) to authorize the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a suitable building for a post-office and other Gov- 
ernment offices in the city of Wilkes Barre, Pa.; which was read twice 
Wy its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1301) giving to lieutenants of the United 
States Marine Corps who have served as such for a period of fifteen years 
or more the rank, pay, and emoluments of captains; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1302) authorizing the sppainunant of an 
assistant secretary of the Navy and fixing the salary of the same, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1303) granting a pension to John 
Ross; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1304) granting a pension to William 
Reynolds; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MAXEY introduced a bill (S. 1305) to grant to the Denison and 
Washita Valley Railway Company a right of way through the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1306) to authorize the Red River Bridge 


The question is on agreeing to the 
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Company of Texas to maintain a bridge across Red River; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JACKSON introduced a bill (S. 1307) for the relief of the book 
agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. $ 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 1308) granting a pen- 
sion to Francis M. Yearian; which wasread twice byits title, and, with 
the accompanying pa referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER introduced a bill (S. 1309) for the relief of the 
Albemarle and Chesapeake Canal Company; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1310) for the relief of William Tabb; 
ta was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ims. 

Mr. MANDERSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1311) for the 
relief of the administrators of the estate of Isaac P. Tice, deceased; 
sa was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

laims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1312) making an appropriation for con- 
tinuing in effect the provisions of the joint resolution entitled ‘‘ajoint 
resolution authorizing the Public Printer to remove certain material 
from the Government Printing Office,” approved February 6, 1883; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1313) relative to judgment liens in 
Federal courts; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

e also introduced a bill E 1314) directing the Attorney-General to 
prosecute suit for the cancellation of all patents for land that have been 
obtained by fraud; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1315) requiring the Attorney-General 
to institute proceedings in the circuit court of the State of Florida to 
determine the rights of claimants and of the United States to land grants 
made by the Spanish Government under the treaty of 1819; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (by request), introduced a bill (S. 1316) for 
the relief of the devisees of the late John Ruppert; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 1317) for the relief of Josephus 
Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon (by request), introduced a bill (S. 1318) 
for the relief of J. J. Vandergrift; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VAN WYCK introduced a bill (S. 1319) to confirm entries of 
lands heretofore made under the land laws of the United States; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, I desire that the object of this 
bill, and the motive in offering it, shall not be misunderstood. Itis, 
ri that the innocent person seeking land under the laws shall have 
the benefit of such laws as they were administered when his entry was 
made. It does not defend rulings of former administrations, nor ques- 
tion the correctness of rules and regulations now establish: As the 
citizen can only obey the law by the direction of those who for the time 
administer it, injustice would be done to make him a sufferer by change 
of policies. 

I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VAN WYCK introduced abill (S. 1320) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at the city of Beatrice, Nebr.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1321) granting arrears of pen- 
sion to Richard H. McWhorter; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 1322) to provide for the construc- 
tion of a public building at the city of Mo: City (port of Brashear), 
State of Louisiana; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1323) providing for the establishment of 
fog-signal, light-ship, and lights off the mouth of the Mississippi River, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1324) for the relief 
of Robert D. Frayser, administrator of Fletcher Lane, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1325) to place the name of Robert 
Williams upon the retired-list of enlisted men; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the claim of William Tabb be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Claims, 


On motion of Mr. MANDERSON, it was 


Ordered, That all papers pertaining to the claim of the estate of Isaac P. Tice 
be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims, 


On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial and papers in the claim of Durant H. L. Bell be 
withdrawn from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims, 


On motion of Mr. CULLOM, it was 


Ordered, That the papais in the claim of Mary A. Lewis be taken from the 
files and referred to Committee on Claims, 


CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATIONS. 
Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was read: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs are hereby instructed to re- 
port a bill modifying the civil-service law, so that Union soldiers and sailors 
who served with distinction in the late war shall not be required to submit to Jed 


civil-service examination before appointment to any of the offices emb 
that law. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida ask 
for the present consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. CALL. Merely for the purpose of saying a word, and then I 
shall ask that it be printed and laid on the table. 

I merely wish to say that the resolution has been prepared by me in 
consequence of a letter received from a very distinguished officer, as I 
am informed, of the Union Army, resident in the State of Florida, who 
served with great distinction in the war, was severely wounded, and is 
now in receipt of a pension fromthe Government. The letter to which 
I refer is as follows: 

NORWALK, PUTNAM Country, FLORIDA, January 24, 1886. 

Smr: Ihave the honor to acknowledge receipt of your inclosure of General 
Black’s letter, dated January 4, 1886. In compliance with the suggestions there- 
in made I wrote the secretary Civil Service Commission, who furnished me the 
necessary blanks and instructions. [have studied them carefully, also the civil- 
service report for 1885, and am forced to the conclusion that it is a “ freeze-out.” 
If I were weg} in a condition to epeng $100, which I am not, for the pur- 
pose of going to Washington for examination, my chances even then for ap- 
pointment would be very remote. 

Thanking you sincerely for the interest you haye manifested in my behalf, I 
think it best for me to drop the matter here, 
I am, sir, very respectfully, yours, 
ROBT. M. BARD. 
Hon, WILKINSON CALL, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


As the letter states, this gentleman recently made application for an 
appointment as one of the examiners in the Pension Bureau, Heisa 
man of great intelligence, and one who has served the country in a posi- 
tion of distinction. His letter discloses the fact that atter an examina- 
tion of the regulations in regard to civil-service examinations required 
to be made before an appointment he is unable to comply with them. 

It occurs to me that some remedy ought to be provided where a man 
has sufficient ability and sufficient intelligence to have served with dis- 
tinction in the Army and is not able to comply with the regulations of 
the Civil Service Commission before obtaining an inferiar appointment 
asan examiner. So I have introduced the resolution, and 1 move that 
it be printed and laid on the table, with the accompanying letter. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CALLED BONDS HELD BY NATIONAL BANKS, 


Mr. INGALLS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the Senate 
what proportion of the $10,000,000 United States bonds called for payment March 
1, 1886, are held by national banks as a basis for circulation, 


ALFRED B. MEACHAM. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
report to the Senate whether Alfred B. Meacham, late superintendent of Indian 
affairs for the State of Oregon, was at any time, and, if so,on what date, declared 
by the Treasury Department, or its accounting officers, or any of them, to be in 
default on his official bond as such superintendent of Indian affairs and in ar- 
rears to the United States on such bond, and, if so,to what amount and under 
what icular bond, and on what account or accounts; also, if he was so de- 
cla: to be in default and in arrears, what amounts of money, if any, have been 

dto said Alfred B. Meacham since the date when he was so declared to be in de- 
fault and in arrears by the United States as compensation or salary, and for what 
service or services the same was paid,and the date of payment of each item 
thereof; and also what further or additional amounts, ifany, have been paid said 
Alfred B. Meacham by the United States since the date when he was so declared 
to be in default and arrears on his said official bond, the dates of such pay- 
ments respectively, the several amounts thereof, and on what account or ac- 

counts paid. 

B. W. PERKINS’S CLAIM AGAINST RUSSIA. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved by the Senate, That the President of the United States be requested to 
bring to the attention of the Imperial Government of Russia the claim of the 
legal representatives of Benjamin W. Perkins, deceased, a citizen of the United 
States, against the Government of Russia, growing out of acontract orcontracts, 
alleged by the claimant to be obligatory on that government, for the pu 
and delivery to that government of powder and arms during the Crimean war, 
in the years 1855 and 1856, with a view to ask the said government to consider 
the said claim and to provide for the allowance and payment of such sum as 
shall be found to be justly due to the said claimant. 

The precedent for this resolution is the one adopted by the Senate at the first 
session of the Forty-eighth Congress, in the year 1884, on the claim of Helen M. 
Fiedler, executrix, against the Government of Brazil. 


Mr. HOAR. The resolution is offered by request of the representa- 
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tives of the person interested in the claim. I move that it be referred | ator from Vermont that it would probably be better to journalize the 


to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 116) for the relief of Albertine Cockrum; 


, 
A bill (H. R. 225) ting a pension to Daniel Connolly; 
A bill (H. R. pee granting a pension to Mrs. Martha E. Turney; 
A bill (H. R. 613) for the relief of Catherine Collins; 
A bill (H. R. 618) granting a pension to James Morgan; 
A bill (H. R. 777) granting a pension to Frederick Bottjer; 
A bill (H. R. 788) granting a pension to Jeptha Hornbeck; 
A bill (H. R. 925) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act granting a pen- 
sion to Rachel Nickell,” approved March 3, 1885; 
A bill (H. R. 928) granting a pension to Lewis A. Thornbury; 
A bill (H. R. 929) granting a pension to G. W. Fraley; 
A bill (H. R. 934) granting a pension to Charles W. Minnix; 
A bill (H. R. 936) granting a pension to James T. Caskey; 
A bill (H. R. 1084) granting a pension to Alice 8. Holbrook; 
A bill te R. 1255) granting a pension to Isaac Moore; 
A bill (H. R. 1319) to increase the pension of Robert D. Fort; 
A bill (H. R. 1352) granting a pension to Isaac Chenoweth; 
A bill (H. R. 1469) granting a pension to Lois Holt; 
A bill (H. R. 1472) granting a pension to Mary Murphy; 
A bill (H. R. 1564) granting a pension to Phebe Saunders; 
A bill (H. R. 1568) granting a pension to Nathaniel Taylor; 
A bill (H. R. 1574) granting a pension to Sarah L. Bragg; 
A bill (H. R. 1575) granting a pension to Elizabeth Kahler; 
A bill (H. R. 1579) for the relief of Amy A. Lewis; 
A bill (H. R. 1582) for the relief of Eleanor C. Bangham; 
A bill (H. R. 1589) for the relief of Newton O. Baker; 
A bill (H. R. 1590) for the relief of Timothy Paige; 
A bill (H. R.1701) granting a pension to Anson B. Sams; 
A bill (H. R. 1703) granting a pension to Joseph Williams; 
A bill (H. R. 1711) for the relief of George C. Haynie; 
A bill (H. R. 1824) granting a pension to Mrs. Louisa Noland; 
A bill (H. R. 1836) granting a pension to George Slack; 
A bill (H. R. 3387) granting a pension to Sidney Sherwood; 
A bill (H. R. 3520) granting a pension to William H. Blake; 
A bill (H. R. 3828) for the relief of the estate of C. M. Briggs, de- 
ceased; 
A bill (H. R. 3538) granting a pension to Mrs. Amy A. Hurst; 
A bill or R. 4125) granting a pension to John M. Milton; and 


A bill (H. R. 4835) to place the name of John Pruitt on the pension- 
roll. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
377) granting a pension to Matthias Leckner. 


STATUES OF COLUMBUS, LAFAYETTE, AND GARFIELD. 


Mr. MORRILL. Task that the concurrent resolution reported by me 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds on the 28th of 
January be taken up for consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the concur- 
rent resolution will be read. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds to offer asubstitute making the concurrent resolution 
a joint resolution and proposing a further amendment at the end of the 
resolution. I ask unanimous consent that the substitute be now con- 
sidered as the original proposition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'Thesubstitute reported by the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds will be read by its title. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 35) setting apart public reservations for 
statues to Columbus, Lafayette, and James A. Garfield was read the 
first time by its title. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks the 
consent of the Senate to substitute this in place of the concurrent reso- 
lution, its form being changed to a joint resolution. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read at length for information. 

The joint resolution was read at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, &e., That the circle at the western entrance of the Capitol 
grounds from Pennsylvania avenue shall be, and hereby is, forever set apart asa 
site for a statue of Christopher Columbus; and the circle at the western entrance 
to the Capitol grounds from Maryland avenue shall also be, and hereby is, for- 
ever set apart as a site fora statue of the Marquis de Lafayette; and the nayal 
monument, now standing upon the circle first herein mentioned, shall be re- 
moved and placed upon the triangular reservation bounded by Connecticut 
avenue, Twentieth street, and Q street. ` Also, that in lieu of the site selected for 
a statue of the late James A. Garfield under the authority of an act approved 
July 7, 1854, entitled “An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of Le dere in for her ne per seoa — Lesh rine and fori ther par 
Emer; ana the pi apie the Garfield mOnuhenter gomninistesdt the Society 
of the Army of the Cumberland, a new and different site shall be sel „and 
the Secretary of War, the President pro tempore of the Senate, and the chairman 


of the Garfield monumental committee of the Society of the Army of the Cum- 
berland are hereby authorized to make such selection. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will suggest to the Sen- 


proceedings by postponing ind the concurrent resolution and 
taking up for consideration the joint resolution now reported. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. MORRILL, Mr. President, this joint resolution has the unan- 
imous support of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
No appropriation is now called for, but a moderate sum will of course 
at some future and proper time be asked for. 

All are aware that near the western entrance to the Capitol grounds 
there are two circular plots of ground, one at the intersection of Penn- 
sylvania avenue and First street, and another at the intersection of 
Maryland avenue and First street. Both of these circles were originally 
intended as twin sites for statues or monuments. That points of such 
equal prominence should be decorated in some equal and adequate man- 
ner is most obvious, To preserve and out this intention, it has 
appeared to the committee that statues of men whose names have been 
indissolubly linked to the early history of our country, and possessing 
something ofa world-wide fame, might most appropriately occupy these 
conspicuous places on the western entrance to the grounds in front of 
the American Capitol. 

After careful consi ion, and with the advice of many of our fel- 
low-members of the Senate, the names we have selected for the statues 
as most appropriate are those presented, of Columbus and Lafayette. 

Columbus has had his memory perpetuated by the bestowal of his 
name upon our towns and rivers, and also more prominently by the 
name of the Districtof Columbia given here to the seat of Government. 
The picture of the landing of Columbus, by Vanderlyn, in the Rotunda 
of the Capitol, and the marble group by Persico on the steps of the 
eastern front of the Capitol, where the Indian girl appears to be a con- 
spicuous figure, are the only objects for which has ever been 
called u to make any expenditure in honor of the great discoverer 
of America. For him no monument, so far as I am aware, has been 
erected on the American continent. After his death in Spain, where 
he died in the most pitiable poverty, a magnificent monument was 
erected to ‘soothe the dull, cold ear of death’? by King Ferdinand in 
a vain endeavor to blot out the remembrance of his own base and kingly 
ingratitude. A singularly sad fate seems to have pursued the track of 
the bold nayigator—being robbed of his rights while living, and when 
dead robbed of honor aout Paes as the new hemisphere, brought to 
light by Columbus, wears ineffaceable stamp of another name. 

Indebted, as we must feel ourselves to be, to Columbus more especially 
than all the rest of mankind for this fair portion and latest-born half of 
the word, it would seem not to bean excess of our duty, but a privilege 
to be legally claimed, to place here in the heart of the American Re- 

ublic some monument that will testify to all coming that Columbus 
dinot tack Teapot aoran in heen We which he opened 
to our fathers, so fruitful to them and to us of countless advantages. 

There is, however, an impediment in the way of the accomplishment 
of this purpose, but which it is proposed to remove, and with the ap- 
proval of parties most deeply interested. On the circle at the inter- 
section of First street and Pennsylvania avenue now stands tho Naval 
Monument, which was assigned to this cite when its. full effect could 
only be inadequately comprehended from an exhibition of a miniature 
copy in plaster. The monument, with its fine figures, is exceedingly 
creditable to the sculptor as a work of art, but it is mournful and rather 
funereal in character, and most certainly is misplaced and inappropriate 
at the front of the Capitol Grounds. If it were to remain there then a 
monument of similar sadness would be required to represent the Army 
on the other circle, at the intersection of First street and Maryland 
avenue. 

The attention of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds has 
been directed by Admiral Porter, whose good judgment few will venture 
to dispute, to a new sight for the Naval Monument ‘‘on Connecticut 
avenue north of Dupont Cirele,’? which, the Admiral says, ‘‘ willaccom- 
modate the monument beautifully, and is the best and only place in the 
city for it,” and the committee are disposed to cordially indorse this 
selection. 

On the other circle, at theintersection of Maryland avenue and First 
street, it is proposed to place the statute of Lafayette. Many counties 
and townsin different States bear his name, and Congress appropriated 
many years since for his benefit a township of land and $200,000. His 
portrait has also been procured for the interior of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, but the only statute, as I believe, erected to his memory in 
our country is that recently given by a patriotic gentleman to the city 
of Burlington, in Vermont. 

The affection of our people for Lafayette while living, and their 
abiding respect for his important services in our Revolutionary war, is 
undoubted, and no other name of equal historic prominence has been 
suggested as more worthy of the distinction now proposed. Beyond this, 
such action on our part would be construed as a graceful tribute to the 
French Republic. 

Here again we find an impediment in the way. In the sundry civil 
bill of 1884 there was inserted a paragraph as follows: 

For the preparation of a site and the erection of a pedestal for a statue of the 
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Under the authority here given it rather unexpectedly appears that 
the circle at the intersection of Maryland avenue and First street has 
been selected for the statue of the late President Garfield. The Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, however, believing that this 
selection was inadvertently made, and made perhaps because the site 
at the time hap to be unoccupied, propose to authorize and direct 
the same committee to make a new and different selection of a site, as 
there are many places which would be not less desirable and some far 
more appropriate. President Garfield was greatly beloved and tenderly 
lamented by the whole country, and he was cruelly assassinated, butso 
was President Lincoln; and if the statue of the former were to occupy 
one of these ci then to preserve the symmetry of the original plan 
a statue of the latter should ik heat abec Tt will be remem- 
bered, however, that a statue of President Lincoln has already been 
provided on Lincoln Square. But there is room on other public reser- 
vations quite as attractive and wholly u ied. . 

In as brief terms as I have been able to use I have explained the 
purpose of the joint resolution, and I hope it may be considered of suf- 
ficient im: to receive at once the favorable action of the Senate. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan will al- 
low the Chair. The Senator from Vermont asks unanimous consent of 
the Senate to to the consideration of this joint resolution now. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CONGER. It was on that point I was rising. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair supposed the Senator 
wished to address the Chair. 

Mr. INGALLS. How is it open to objection this morning ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was introduced this morning asa 


new proposition. 
Mr. INGALLS. As an amendment. 


tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
as moving e the formér resolution with a view to 
take this up as an independent proposition. 

Mr. MORRIL 
tion of the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal Clerk informs the Chair 
that in the arrangement of the Journal it will be most proper and or- 
derly to take the other way. 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not desire to press this if asingle Senator has 
any objection to its consideration. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to make one or two remarks if it is to beacted 
on at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. CONGER. Weare all aware thatthe different monuments which 


objection to making changes wher- 
ever they may be desirable or wherever there is a fitness or propriety 
in making changes; but Isubmit that the proposed change, in order to 
secure for Columbus a little contracted circle at the foot of the hill at 
the head of Pennsylvania avenue by removing a monument which has 
no particular signi represents no particular thing, which may 
or may not be as a work of art pleasant to look upon to those who fre- 
quent Pennsylvania avenue, is not a desirable change and not afit place 
to select for a statue of Columbus. Itis down in a hollow, It is sur- 
rounded, I admit, by a beautiful and net-work of street-railway 
tracks. It is unapproachable with safety for women and children, and 
even for men on foot, at any hour of the day. 
‘The other circle at the head of Maryland avenue is still more inap- 
[pany as a place for a monument for any man that the people of the 
ted States would delight to honor. That, too, is surrounded by a 
net-work of railway tra not only encircling half or more of this 
circle, but, with other tracks, leading direct to the site of the proposed 
statue. The Maryland avenue circle is out of the way, not very easy 
of access either for pedestriansor forcarriages containing visiting people 
of the United States. It seems to me it is as inappropriate a place for. 
either of these two statues as the selection of the for the statue 
of Chief-Justice Marshall was down under the hill and behind the 
trees. I have wondered that the statue of Chief-Justice Marshall was 
not placed in the open area of the grotto, more frequented, more ob- 
servable down under that tile-roof than in the place where itstands now. 
If it is worth while to have erected a suitable statue to the memory 
of Columbus, the discoverer of this new world, and to that distinguished 
foreigner who canie here in the flush and glow of youth to tender his 
services to our people struggling for freedom, and who became the 
champion of American liberty on this continent by the side of Wash- 
ington and the great heroes of our own country, place it in a fitting sit- 


a | Tattle and the strain of cars, 


uation, lift it up out of the valley of humiliation, and away from the 


away from the net-work of street-car rails 
and tracks; place it in some position of dignity, and one where it may 
be looked up to with pleasure and not down upon with scorn. 

Sir, I venture to say that the good people of the United States who 
arecompelled to look down upon the statueof Columbus, and look down 
upon the statue of Lafayette, if placed at the sites proposed by this 
committee, would become hum in looking down upon the dis- 
coverer of the continent and the friend of the early days of the liberty 
of this nation. 

The great fault in placing monuments in this city of Washington is 
that inappropriate prom have been selected for those monuments. The 
great]Washington Monument was upon the lowest in this 
city that could be said to be above the overflow of the freshets of the 
Potomac, away down almost on tide-level, a monument only peculiar, 
and only wonderful and only magnificent on account of its height and of 
the massiveness of the structure—a monument which should have been 
placed upon the highest ground within the District of Columbia; a mon- 
nment which should have been lifted out of the swamp so as to gain 
three or four hundred feet in elevation upon some of the high hills of 
the Soldiers’ Home, or at least upon the highest ground on Capitol Hill 
to begin with, and then add 576 feet to the elevation thusacquired. The 
common judgment of the people of the United States who visit this city 
is aroused to inquire why Congress when it undertook to rebnild that 
old decaying monument, commenced forty years ago, did not remove it 
to some elevated place, inasmuch as height and show are all that was to 
be obtained by a great monument of stone reared toward the heavens. 

Now, sir, I may be alone in my view upon the subject of placing the 
monument of Columbus down at the foot of the hill; I may be alone in 
my view of the impropriety of placing the monument of Lafayette in 
another direction at the foot of the hill and make its foundations among 
the old shifting sands of Goose Creek as it was called, and of the Tiber 
when it was renamed, as the dirty creek that runs through thecapital of 
the United States, for both are on the level of the shifting sands formed 
by the currents of that insalubrious stream. What particular motive 
led to the selection of these places for these two monuments I certainly, 
in the limited moment in which I have had to consider it while the Sen- 
ator from Vermont was making his remarks upon it, have been unable 
to discover. f 

Sir, it is said that there is no monument of Lafayette; no monument 
of Columbus. We have a striking monument of Columbus in front of 
the Capitol. No one views it, not even the rude frontiersman from the 
West, but wonders what there is in that monument of Columbus with 
his ball or his apple, the representative of the base-ball clubs of the 
United States. is there in that monument to indicate the great 
discoverer of the New World? Newspaper critics and le who come 
here to see, and the boys who play ball in front ofthe Capitol, declare 
that Columbus and Washington—Green ’s Washi in front of 
him—are playing a game of pitch and toss and catch, Columbus with 
ball in hand, there is some little propriety in the suggestion which 
comes naturally to the mind of the inartistic, uneducated, unrefined 
citizen of the country that Washington is there with uplifted hand ready 
to receive the ball, Columbus (looking as little like Columbus as he does 
like Sancho Panza) to throw the ball, and the wonderful 
woman crouched at side, no one can tell whether she may not be 
the wife of the catcher or the pitcher, entreating Columbus to with- 
yraa MEE has a dislocated thumb ora bruised arm. 

Laughter. 

There isonememorial to Lafayette in the Capitolofthenation. There 
is in the Hall of the House of Representatives a painting procured many, 
many years ago by a citizen of Michigan from of which this is a 
duplicate, and another presented by that citizen to State of Michi- 
gan, now in the hall of the house of representatives of my State, a coun- 
terpart, the duplicate of the one in this building; a picture said to be 
valuable, a painting said to be life-like, a painting said to be a repre- 
sentative of that t friend of America, Although this nation has 
never done anything in that regard, I feel proud that a citizen of my 
own State thirty years ago and more, perhaps, did from his own treas- 
ure and with his own funds and by his own zeal procure the only two 
good pictures of Lafayette that have been received in the United States, 
and that have ever been considered as a fit memorial of that grand and 
glorious name so intimately associated with our early history and so 
dear to the hearts of American citizens throughout the land. 

Sir, my early life passed on the frontiers did not permit me the op- 

rtunity to have my tastes educated and refined. There never has 

the classical eye; there never has been the esthetic taste circu- 
lating around in my veins; never been educated in the subtleties of 
the “renaissance.” I do not know what it means. ughter. ] 
There is not a Senator here knows what it means; but I have counted 
within my recollection thirteen Senators, seven on that side of the house, 
six on this, who have used that expression “‘renaissance’’ within two 
years from last Thursday prior to this time. With a kind of solicitude 
and humility, which becomes my i on such occasions, I have 
been reminded to ask what they meant by that and I met 
with the same reply that I expected, that i of acknowledgi 


their ignorance, as I am willing to do mine, they said they su 
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almost everybody knew what that meant. [Laughter.] My learning 
was at fault ; my advances have been repelled and rebuffed by the very 
men whose expressions, whose use of the words had incited me to more 
study to inform myself of the unknown things of art. 

Sir, I have seen it stated for many years, from time to time, in the 
art reviews of critics who have studied the statuary and the monuments 
of this magnificent city, this city of magnificent distances, that there is 
not in the whole city one single work of art patronized and executed by 
the will of the people of this nation that is worthy of its place. The 
attention of the common citizen who comes here with his wife and 
daughter, and wanders through the ornamental rooms of this Capitol, 
may be drawn away by the kind wife as he is looking at the nude figures 
on the walls for fear his taste might become a little irregular. Take 
the picture in the rotunda of the Capitol, Washington—it is said to be 
Washington in the guide-book, I believe—seated up among the clouds, 
and damp clouds at that, with the angels crowding around him, as if a 
thunder-storm had poured out all the beauties of heaven in his pres- 
ence; and Neptune with his trident, gods and goddesses and angels, and 
demons for aught I know, surrounding that great canopy above us rep- 
resenting the glory of Washington. I do not know but that is all ac- 
cording tothe innate proprietiesof art. It may bea beautiful painting, 
but I must say that the only thing about it that ever approved itself to 
my mind was that it was so far up that ‘‘distance lent enchantment to 
the view.” Thatis aboutall there is about it. I say it with sincerity. 
Iam no fit person to make a criticism, and have ventured to make these 
remarks that this resolution may go over, and others who do know or 
pretend to know something of art may think of this subject a little 
before it shall be adopted. 

Mr. MORRILL. have been delighted, as I always am, with the 
speech on art by the Senator from Michigan. I discover that his chief 
objection to the present joint resolution appears to be that these sites 
are each surrounded by railroads. I suppose the Senator may have 
heard of the speech of Mr, Wise—I believe Henry A. Wise, of Virginia— 
in relation to the statue of Columbus on the steps of the Capitol, and 
the statue in front of Washington. I believe it was said by Wise that 
Washington exclaimed. to Christopher Columbus, who was apparently 
holding a ten-pin ball aloft in his hands, ‘‘ Christopher, why don’t you 
let her rip?” [Laughter.] Now the Senator from Michigan, as it 
appears to me, has “let her rip” this morning; and if I should find 
that there are not two-thirds of the Senate in favor of this resolution 
I shall not desire to have it passed. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, the Senator from the foot-hills of the 
Green Mountains, with the vision of Liberty upon the mountains and 
all kinds of strange forms passing in the clouds, has a poetical tempera- 
ment and a poetical vision and great taste in these matters of art; but 
I must say that in the serio-comic allusions I made to some things 
about this city—and some of my suggestions were very important, and 
I saw they were received favorably by my friends around the Senate 
Chamber—of all the things I relating to art and the lack of 
art, art culture, and places for exhibition, the Senator can think of 
nothing (and I do not know whether to accept it as a matter of pride 
or a matter of regret that in all the visions I presented to his mind he 
can think of nothing) but the Senator from Michigan’s reply to him 
and tell a story about Columbus thatsome wise man told. [Laughter.] 

Ido not pretend to understand these questions of art, but I have 
heard learned disquisitions from the Senator from Vermont upon art 
works here until I have thought that if the country had not needed 
his great services and the powers of his mind in legislation and carry- 
ing forward many of the measures affecting the vast concerns of a great 
and proud nation, he mistook his calling, and ought to have been a 
painter, or a sculptor, or an artist; and yet he turns as if he had no re- 
ply to make to these questions, which are serious ones, about the appro- 
priateness of this recommendation of his committee, and when I have 
suggested that the places are inappropriate he turns about with astory ! 
I venture to say to the Senator that when this resolution comes up for 
discussion, and other gentlemen, better fitted than I am to discuss it, 
shall state more fully and forcibly than myself the value of these little 
suggestions, he will not turn them off with a joke or with ridicule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be consid- 
ered read the second time and placed on the Calendar, 


SIOUX RESERVATION IN DAKOTA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no farther ‘‘eoncurrent 
or other resolutions’’ the consideration of the Calendar is now in order 
under the eighth rule. 

The bill (S. 52) to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux 
Nation of Indians, in Dakota, into separate reservations, and to secure 
the relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder, was announced 
as first inorder; and the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resamed 
its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas | Mr.PLUMB]. 

Mr. PLUMB. After consultation with the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Dawes], I offer what I now send to the desk asa substitute 
for the amendment which was pending at the time the Senate last had 
this bill under consideration. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has a right to modify 
his amendment. The modified amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In line 5, section 17, after the word “‘ education,” 
itis proposed to insert: : 

Subject to such modifications as Congress shall deem most effective to seeure 
to said Indians equivalent benefits of such education. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I nowmove, in order to cover the objections made by 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON ], an amendment which issat- 
isfactory to him and to the Senator from Massachusetts having charge 
of the bill, to come in after the provisoin section 20. I think the first 
proviso is the one adopted on my motion, providing for the price of land 
sold for town sites, and I ask that this may follow that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. After the amendment adopted ending with the 
word ‘‘ void,”’ in line 16, section 20, it is proposed to add: 

And provided further, That no actual settler on said land shall be prevented 
from acquiring title to one quarter-section of the same by reason of the fact 
that he may heretofore have had the benefit of the pre-emption laws, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
made as in Committee of the Whole were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

CHURCH AND STATE. 


The next business on the Calendar was the resolutions submitted by 
Mr. MORGAN January 11, 1886, in relation to the appointment of 
officers of the United States to participate with the officers of any church 
in the joint conduct and administration of the spiritual or temporal 
affairs of such church, &c. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let the resolutions be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the union of church and state in the conduct of a joint administra- 
tion of the temporal or spiritual affairs of any church or religious sect orsociety 
is dangerous to the freedom of religous Nay od orga opinion, and violates the 
principles of the Constitution of the United States: 

Resolved, 1. That in the opinion of the Senate itis not within the power of Con- 
gress to appoint officers of the United States, by whatever name they may be 
called, who shall, in the name of, or on behalf of, the United States, be requ 
to participate with the officers of any church or religious sect or society, whether 
or not the same is incorporated, in the joint conduct and administration of the 
spiritual or temporal affairs of such church, sect, or society. 

2. That it is a practical violation of the Constitution for the President of the 
United States to appoint any such officer under any law which assumes to con- 
fer such power on him, and that ag tiger such duties to be performed by such 
appointee as are mentioned in the first resolution, and that fixes upon them a 
direct accountability or nsibility to the executive or legislative department 
of the Government of the United States for their conduct in office. 

3. That it is not the constitutional function of the executive or h ive de- 
partment of the Government of the United States to exert control in the direc- 
tion and administration of the religious or temporal affairs of any church or re- 
ligious sect or society; but such power, if it may be in any case lawfully exerted 
by any department of the Government of the United States, can only be exer- 
cised by the judicial department. 

4. That the power of Congress to grant charters of incorporation to religious 
societies in localities under its exclusive jurisdiction does not extend to and in- 
clude the right or authority to participate in the administration of the affairs of 
such incorporations through the agency of officers of the United States appointed 
for such purpose and accountable to the Government for their conduct in office. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the propositions stated in these reso- 
lutions I have always considered as axiomatic if not self-evident, and 
I would certainly not have brought them to the attention of the Sen- 
ate but for the fact that certain recent action of the Senate itself seems 
to me to make it necessary that we should now have some definition, 
perhaps for the first time in the history of the Government, of what is 
the extent of the power of the Congress of the United States to interfere 
in the temporal administration of the churches of this country. 

The separation of church and state in this country grew out of a sen- 
timent which was promoted more earnestly and zealously by Roger 
Williams than by any other American citizen of whom I have any in- 
formation. He started the great controversy in the time of theinaugu- 
ration of the colonial system in this country which should separate 
the power of the Government from the spiritual or temporal power of the 
church, and which should draw the line of demarkation between those 
powers which in England had been combined, not merely as an act of 
law, but in the establishment or ordination of one of the estates of the 
realm. The Church of England, from which country we obtained our 
liberties and the first germs of our civilization, and our first ideas of 
personal protection and liberty, is not anincorporation. It maynotbe 
called a creature of the law any more than Parliament can be called a 
creature of the law or the royal prerogative a creature of thelaw. The 
Church of England is one of the estatesof therealm. In the establish- 
ment of our constitutional system of government and even of our colo- 
nial system of government it was determined by almost the unanimous 
consent of the American people that that feature of the British Govern- 
ment should find no place either in the colonial system orin the States 
united under the more perpetual union that we now enjoy. 

Recently an act was by this body, which requires that the 
President shall appoint and the Senate shall confirm fourteen trustees 
to act in a church. It makes no difference whether the action of these 


trustees is to be spiritual or temporal, whether the board of trustees ig 
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to be controlled by the spiritual authorities of the church, or whether 
they hold some right merely in trust of a temporal , some 
property right for the benefit of the congregation; still there is dis- 
tinctly the union in that act of church and state when we require that 
persons who hold the positions of officers of the United States Govern- 
ment shall, in that character, also hold the offices of a church, or an in- 
stitution that calls itselfa church. I that as an invasion of the 
fundamental law of the Constitution of the United States, affecting the 
executive power, the legislative power, and also the judicial power. 
Neither one has had to meet heretofore such a baneful attack. Neither 
one, after this law shall have gone into existence, can ever welcome 
again to itself the thought that it is free from association with spiritual 
affairs and church government. 

In the District of Columbia there are many churches incorporated, 
none of them, I believe, by a special act of Congress, but under a gen- 
eral law of incorporation these religious establishments and charitable 
institutions have become incorporated with boards of managers, with 
trustees, and also with certain rights of spiritual and temporal control 
in the regulation of their own charch affairs. So churches have been 
incorporated in the Territories, some by special act and some under 
general law. The question arises, has Congress the power to enact a 
law whereby the President shall be authorized and required to present 
to the Senate for confirmation the trustees in a church in the District 
of Columbia? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to inform 
the Senator that under the five-minute rule his time is up. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iask unanimous consent to be allowed to make a 
few additional observations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that will be 
considered as the consent of the Senate. The Senator will proceed. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no reason, if Congress can intervene inthe 
churches in the District of Columbia to appoint trustees for the man- 
agement of their temporal affairs, wy they may not extend theirjuris- 
diction and also control their spiri affairs. ‘The question is not how 
far Congress may go in its legislation, but whether it can take the first 
step. 

As I understand the Constitution of the United States thereis a posi- 
tive inhibition upon us against legislating in regard to the establish- 
ment of religion; not to legislate either to establish it, to prevent its 
establishment, or to break down its establishment. The question is 
whether the subject is one within the domain of the legislative power 
of the Congress of the United States. The only safe rule that can be 
adopted is to adhere to the plain mandate of the Constitution that 
this subject is not within the domain of the Congressional power of leg- 
islation, that it is a subject under our Constitution sar a is left en- 
tirely to the free consciences of the people, who may assemble them- 
selves in congregations under whatever organization they may choose 
to have, or whatever the organization we may choose to give them, 
without our interfering or interposing the power of the Government 
of the United States to participate in any way in the regulation or 
control of those assemblages or congregations. 

Sir, we have passed an act here and sent it to the other House which 
requires that the President of the United States shall appoint fourteen 
officers of the United States as trustees in the Mormon Church at Salt 
Lake, in Utah. Let it be remembered that there are Mormon churches 
elsewhere than in Utah. In looking over a publication made by Mr. 
Childs, of the Philadelphia Ledger, the other day, I examined the list 
of churches in the city of Philadelphia, that city of brotherly love and 
of high morality, which we are all proud of. I find that among the 
congregations that exist in that city are two Mormon churches, one 
polygamist and the other anti-polygamist. : 

I doubt very much whether the State of Pennsylvania, which has 
broader powers in this than the Congress of the United States— 
because I do not understand that Pennsylvania is under a positive in- 
hibition to legislate on such topics at all—I doubt very much whether 
the State of Pennsylvania could inject into that polygamist church in 
Philadelphia a body of trustees and, in the name of the State of Penn- 
sylvania, regulate and control its affairs even to expurgate the polyga- 
mous feature from its creed. But there it stands in the light of day, 
there it stands by the tolerance, shall I say, of the people of Pennsyl- 
vania? It may be a tolerance that involves the deepest contempt of 
those people for it, yet it is such a tolerance as prevents that State from 
an actual interference in the affairs of that church. 

Religion has been made free from the lawin this country. Divorce 
of the church and the state was decreed when our Constitution was 
formed; but the Congress of the United States, it seems, wants to cele- 
brate the nuptials of the new union between the Mormon Church and 
the United States Government, and take charge of the ordinances of that 
polygamous establishment in Utah. We have notsought to inject our 
powers into the Presbyterian or Methodist or Episcopalian or Baptist 
or the Catholic Church in this country. We seek for the first display 
of this character of power of a mingled authority of church and state, 
this new idea of the union of law and religion, in enacting that the 
bonds of union shall be celebrated at the polygamous altar of the Church 
ate os cee of Latter-day Saints in the city of Salt Lake, the capi- 
tal o 


I maintain that the President of the United States would consult his 
duty in refusing to appoint this board of trustees which the Senate has 
voted shall be appointed by him and sent to the Senate for confirma- 
tion. We may put a law upon the statute-book here requiring him to 
make such appointments, and this President or another may approve 
it and it may take the form and shape of a law; but when these trust- 
ees come to be appointed by him it would be equally the duty of the 
Senate to say, that appointment and that law violate the Constitution 
of the country, and it shall not be a proper subject to be considered in 
this body whether we will confirm or not the appointees. 

Theonly power that can be exercised authoritatively over the church 
organizations in this country is clearly defined in the case of Watson 
vs. Jones, in 13 Wallace’s Reports. That is a case of great importance, 
and if the resolution should go toa committee, as I think it need not go 
to a committee, I respectfully call the attention of that committee, 
whatever it shall be—I suppose it will be the Judiciary, if any—to 
the influence of this case of Watson vs. Jones upon this great question. 
That was a Kentucky controversy. It arosein a litigation between the 
authority of the General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in the 
United States and the Walnut street church in Louisville, Ky. The 
question was who had the jurisdiction to determine who were the board 
of trustees chosen by the church; who were the men who had the legal 
title to the property held in trust for the congregation; who had the 
tight to select a pastor; who had a right to conduct the cial affairs 
of the church; who had aright to determine upon the admission of 
members, their rejection, or any question relating tomembership. That 
case came from the circuit court of the United States on appeal to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and the Supreme Court, after de- 
liberate consideration, announced certain results as the conclusions to 
which they arrived, to which I will invite the attention of the Senate 
very briefly. 

I will read some extracts from the opinion of the Supreme Court in 
the case of Watson ts. Jones: 


The questions which have come before the civil courts concerning the rights 
to property held by ecclesiastical! bodies may, so far as we have been able to ex- 
amine them, be profitably classified under three general heads, which, of course, 
do not include cases governed by considerations applicable to a church estab- 
lished and supported law as the religion of the State. 

1. The first of these is when the property which is the subject of controversy 
has been, by the deed or will of the donor or other instrument by which the 

roperty is held, by the express terms of the instrument devoted to the teach- 

g, support, or spread of some specific form of religious doctrine or belief. 

2. The second is when the property is held bya whore. pray congregation which. 
by the nature of the on, is strictly independent of other ecclesiastical 
associations, and, so far as church government is concerned, owes no fealty or 
ob ion to any higher authority. 

3. The third is where the religious asa ee or ecclesiastical body holding 
the propery is but a subordinate member of some general church organization 
in which there are superior ecclesiastical tribunals with a general and ultimate 
power of control more or less complete, in some supreme judicatory over the 
whole membership of that paman organization. 

In re; to the firstof t classes it seems hardly to admit of a rational 
doubt that an individual or an association of individuals may dedicate property 
by way of trust to the purpose of sustaining, hip eg bag and propagating 
definite religious doctrines or principles, provided that in doing so they violate 
no law of moniy and give to the instrument by which their purpose is eyi- 
denced the fo ities which the laws require. And it would seem also to be 
the obvious duty of the court, in a case properly made, to see that the property 
so dedicated is not diverted from the trust which is thus attached to its use. So 
long as there are persons qualified within the meaning of the original dedica- 
tion, and who are also willing to teach the doctrines or principles prescribed in 
the act of dedication, and so long as there is any one so interested in the exe- 
cution of the trust as to havea standing in court, it must be that they can pre- 
vent the diversion of the property or fund to other and different uses. This is 
the general doctrine of courts of equity as to charities, and it seems equally ap- 
plicable to ecclesiastical matters. 

In such case, if the trust is confided to a religious congregation of the inde- 
pendent or congregational form of church government, it is not in the power of 
the majority of that congregation, however preponderant, by reason of achange 
of views on religious subjects, to carry the property so confided to them to the 

of new and co’ ing doctrine. A pious man building and dedicating 
a house of worship to the sole and exclusive use of these who believe in the doc- 
trine of the Holy Trinity, and placing it under the control of a congregation 
which at the time hold the same belief, has a right to expect that the law will 
prevent that property from being used as a means of support and dissemination 
of the Unitarian doctrine, and asaplace of Unitarian ormi Noris the prin- 
ciple varied when the organization to which the trust is confided is of the second 
or i form ofchurch government. The protection which the law throws 
around the trust isthe same. And though the task may be a delicate one and a 
difficult one, it will be the daya the court in such cases, when the doctrine to 
be taught or the form of wo p to be used is definitely and clearly laid down, 
to inquire whether the party accused of violating the trust is holding or teach- 
ing a different doctrine, or using a form of worship which is so far variant as to 
defeat the declared objects of the trust. 5 z X A 

The second class of cases which we have described has reference to the case of 
a church of a strictly co tional or independent organization, governed 
solely within itself, either by a majority of its members, or by such other local 
organism as it may have tuted for the purpose of eccl ical government, 
and to property held by such a church, either by way of purchase or donation, 
with no o ific trust attached to it in the ds of the church than that it 
is for the use of that congregation as a religious society. 

In such cases where there is a schism which leads to a separation into distinct 
and conflicting bodies, the rights of such bodies to the use of the property must 
be determi by the ordinary principles which govern voluntary associations, 
If the principle of government in such cases is that the majority rules, then the 
numerical majority of members must control the right to the use of the property. 
If there be within the congregation officers in whom are vested the powers of 
such control, then those who adhere to the acknowledged organism which 
the body is governed are entitled to the use of the property. The minority, in 
choosing to separate themselves into a distinct body, and ng to recognize 
the authority of the governing body, can claim no rights in the property from 
the fact that they had once been members of the church or congregation. 
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Applying the doctrines of this decision to the powers of the church in 
Utah which is alleged to be an ecclesiastical denomination with certain 
powers in its chureh organization, are we not bound as the 
sorm Court have been bound to accept from that church its decree 
as to its will and purpose in the conduct and management of the church; 
and are not the trustees that we put in there bound, as the trustees of 
Walnut street church were bound by the declaration of the General 
Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in the United States, to execute 
the will of that judicatory? What else is the Mormon Church, 
incorporated under that act of the Legislature of the Territory of Utah, 
except a great and supreme AEREE judicatory? If it be not po- 
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to decide, and that it is the practice and not the creed which the laws 
may touch, and the Supreme Court of the United States would sustain 
them, if necessary, under this opinion, unless that decision involved ab- 
solutely and expressly, or by necessary intendment, the support or 
propagation of a crime against society in the United States. 

We all understand of course that any organization pretendi to be 
a church which undertakes to propagate a crime can not claim the im- 
munity or benefit of being a Christian or religious organization which 
Congress may not touch. But, sir, the existence of crime in a church 
does not concern the power of Congress to interpose trustees there. 
When we acknowledge, as we do in this act, that it is a church having 
rightfully this supreme judicatory, and that it isa church incorporated 
by law in which every Mormon in Utah is an incorporator, when having 
made all these doclanionii in behalf of that church we for any purpose, 
whether to purify its morals or to rob it of its property, in officers 
of the Government of the United States there to control its affairs as a 
board of trustees, we usurp SO OIT a og MaS Oye end eyed 
have found themselves unable to grasp. The Supreme Court declare 
expressly that they are bound by the mene judicatory of a church in 
SERS relating to church government and Teone and by its decrees, 

rasa ST Eae no power to reverse the judgment of the Assem- 
bly of the Presbyterian Church in the United States in respect of the 
right of control over e the Walnut street church. For the reason that 
this is a subject which under the laws and the Constitution of the 
country is beyond the reach of legislative power, and also of judiċal 
power, it is also beyond the power of the Executive. The President 
can never constitutionally appoint these officers of the United States to 
offices created in the Mormon Church with powers to assist in its ad- 
nts and to report their official conduct to the Secretary of the 

terior. 

I have thought, Mr. President, that the Senate could well afford to 
express its opinions upon these resolutions. The country i is not going 
to be quiet after we haye asserted on our part the right to interfere by 
law in the church ment of any of the keek that happen to 
be in Territories within our exclusive jurisdiction. After we have once 
asserted and maintained by enacting a law that we have the right to 
put trustees into a church and participate in its management, and that 
those trustees are not to be selected by the church, are not to be chosen 


in a manner conformable to its charter or to its pe iples or method 
of organization, but they are to be officers of the United States, and as 
such are to take their seats in a church board, the country can not be 
quiet while such a declaration, coming from this august body, remains 
uncontradicted upon the record of our proceedings. I have therefore 
felt it my duty to call attention to the subject, for we have unwittingly 
or not—no, not unwittingly, for argument was made against it—spread 
upon the records of this body the declaration of our power to recognize 

a church as something that alerts tts te sale ea 
law, and thus it, to provide for the appointment by the 
President and confirmation by the Senate of trustees to hold a seat in 
that board to e its affairs. Whether it is to manage things tem- 
poral or spiritual in a church, Congress can not send the agents of the 
Government to rule in the afluirs of a church. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair), The Sen- 
ator from Alabama will please suspend. ‘The hour of 2 o’clock having 
arrived, itis the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished 
business, which is by unanimous consent the bill (S. 9) to fix the day 
for the meeting of the electors of President and Vice-President, and to 
ems for and regulate the counting of the votes for President and 

ice-President and the decision of questions arising thereon. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator from Massachusetts 
will indulge the Chair a moment, the Chair will lay before the Senate 
bills from the House of Representatives for reference. 

The bill (H. R. 3828) for the relief of the estate of C. M. Briggs, de- 
ceased, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


A bill (H. R. 116) for the relief of. Albertine Cockrum; 
A bill (H. R. 225) granting a pension to Daniel Connoliy; 


bill (H. R. 226 pee e pension to Mrs. Martha E. Turney; 

bill (H. R. 613) for the relief of Catherine Collins; 

bill (H. R. 618) granting a pension to James Morgan; 

bill (H. R. 777) granting a pension to Frederick Bottjer; 

bill (H. R. ost granting a pension to Jeptha Hornbeck; 

bill (H. R. 925) to amend an act Serien Pits act granting apen- 
sion to Rachel Nickell, ” approved March 3, 1 


o 
Ha 


26) grating a pension to Lewis A, Thornbury; 
) ting a pension to G. W. Fraley; 


granting a pension to Charles W. Minnis; 


R. 3538) granting a pension to Mrs. Amy A. Hurst; 
. R. 4125) granting a pension to John M. Milton; and 
. R. 4835) to place the name of John Pruitt on the pension- 


A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

on 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 936) granting a pension to James T. Caskey; 

A bill (H. R., 1084) granting a pension to Alice §, Holbrook; 

A bill (H. R. 1255) granting a pension to Isaac Moore; 

A bill (H. R. 1319) to increase the pension of Robert D. Fort; 

A bill (H. R. 1352) granting a pension to Isaac Chenoweth; 

A bill (H. R. 1469) granting a pension to Lois Holt; 

A bill (H. R. 1472) granting a pension to Mary Murph 

A bill (H. R. 1564 Casing 6 pain a e A 

A bill (H. R. 1568) granting a pension to Nathaniel Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 1574 a pension to Sarah L. i 

A bill (H. R. 1575 Ore driny kaw A Pee er; 

A bill (H. R. 1579) for the relief of Amy A. Lewis; : 

A bill (H. R. 1582) for the relief of Eleanor ©. Bangham; 

A bill (H. R. 1589) for the relief of Newton O, Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 1590) for the relief of Timothy Paige; 

A bill (H. R. 1701) granting a pension to Anson B. Sams; 

A bill (H. R. 1703) granting a pension to Joseph Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 1711) for the relief of George C. Haynie; 

A bill (H Te 1836) granting a pension to George Slack; o 
a gran’ a pension to 

A bill (H. R. 3387) granting a pension to Sidney Sherwood; 

A bill (H. R. 3520 granting a pension to William H. Blake; 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H 

A bill (H 


~~ 
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FUNERAL EXPENSES OF VICE-PRESIDENT HENDRICKS, 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts to yield to me 
a moment that I may offer a resolution, and I ask unanimons consent 
that it may be considered now. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary ofthe Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized and 

directed to pay from the miscellaneous items of the contin t fund of the Senate 

the funeral SIDORNA of the late Vice-President Thomas A. Hendricks, which were 

incurred at In Sey eae Ind., payment to be made upon vouchers satisfactory 

= prear oe eg by Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
mate, 


Se! unanimous consent the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 


Ido not wish to submit any remarks. Imerely ask 
that certain papers which I rrot may aoon pany the resolution and 
go to the Committee on Conti 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. "The papers will be referred to the 
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Committee to Audit and Control the Conti 
ate. The question is on agreeing to the 
The ution was agreed to. 3 


COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 9) to fix the day for the meeting of the electors of Presi- 
dent and Vice-President, and to provide for and te the counting 
of the votes for President and Vice-President and decision of ques- 
tions arising thereon. 

Mr, HOAR, I now move the amendments which were printed for 
the information of the Senate by the order made on Th y last. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 4, line 57, after the word ‘‘counted,”’ 
it is moved to insert: 

Which appear to have been cast by the electors whose names appear on the lists 


certified by the executive of the State, in accordance with the visions of sec- 
tion 136 of the Revised Statutes as hereb: in 


t Expenses of the Sen- 
ution. 


board of electors so certified, then by the nted to fill such 
in the mode provided by the laws o tha Cator oF there be no sack list, or if 
there be more one such to be so votes, 


list pu: 
and those only, shall be counted w! 


It is also proposed to add as a new section: 


Sec. —. That section 136 of the Revised Statutes is amended to read as follows: 
three lists 


uch 
seal of the State, and to be delivered to the electors on or before the day on w. 
they are required by the preceding section to meet.” 

Mr. HOAR. IfI can have the attention of the Senate I think I can 
state in ten or fifteen minutes the argument in favor of this bill as it 
bie. read if amended according to the proposition just read from the 

k. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me? Before the Senator pro- 
ceeds I should like merely to have an understanding about the bill in 
reference to the admission of Dakota, whether or not the Senator de- 
awe on to-day until this bill, that is now called up, shall be 

i ? 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to do that. I think we can finish it to- 


day. - 

Mr. LOGAN. And have an understanding that the Dakota bill will 
then be the regular order ? 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that will be the regular order after this. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will that be the regular order, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed by the Chief 
ee at Lene eee EOAR 

e x 

Mr. LOGAN. I merely wished to know, so that we could have it 
understood. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope we may be able to finish this bill to-day. I 
shall endeavor to secure that result, and I think we can. 

This bill is the result of more than twelve years’ consideration and 
discussion in this body. The debate may almost be said to have been 
in progress during the whole time since the December session of 1875. 
The bill has passed the Senate three times, I believe, almost unani- 


mously, 

The object of the bill is to remove, as far as it is possible to be done 
by legislation and without an amendment of the Constitrtion, a diffi- 
culty which grows out of an imperfection in the Constitation itself; and 
I think I may say as a matter now settled by a pretty long experience 
that the arguments which are made against the bill almost all 
from supposing that it is an attempt to amend a defect which is due to 

the Constitution itself and criticising it in that respect, and not reflect- 
` ing that the bill while it does not of course undertake to intrench upon 

the provisions of the Constitution, reduces the difficulties which the 

Constitution has left to a minimum. 

Two things we must consider, I think, settled for this generation; 
first, that the President of the Senate is not clothed by the Constitution 
with the power to count the electoral vote, that the determination of the 
grave questions of law and fact which must be decided in order to de- 
termine how many electors have been appointed or who has the majority 
of the votes of those electors has not been committed to any single offi- 
cer; and, second, that the power to decide these questions and count the 
vote is not vested exclusively in the House of Representatives. Each 
of these views has had some advocates. Neither of them, asit seems to 
me, with great respect to those who entertain them, has ever borne the 
weight of a constitutional discussion, and neither of them is entertained 
by any considerable number of persons either inthis or the other House. 
It seems to me that we must take as practical legislators considering 
the expression of opinion both these propositions as conclusively settled 
and determined for the present generation. 

It is very difficult to any person who remembers the prevalent opin- 
ion, the jealousy, the purpose which occupied the mind of the framers 
of the Constitution, to any person who reads their debates, to suppose 
that they intended to intrust this vast power to the President of the 
Senate. Throughout the whole of the history of the formation of the 


Constitution appears the jealousy of its framers of the usurpation of ex- 


eontro poni The discussions in the Madison Papers and the press 
of that time, the other discussions which are less celebrated but stillare 
preserved from that generation to ours, all show that the first object of 
the framers of the Constitution in making it, and their chief stress and 
labor in commending it to the people, was to show that tion or 
prolongation of power by the Executive of the United States had been 
rendered impossible in the form of government they had framed. 

The contemporaneous State constitutions, established ten or eleven 
of them between the year 1775 and the close of the year 1787, had, with 
the only exception of New York—and it may be that there were one 
or two others—had committed the power of determining who was chosen 
to the chief executive office to the two houses of the State Legislature. 

Of course it will not be forgotten that the Constitution provided for 
a vote for two candidates for President, one of whom became Vice-Pres- 
ident. The President of the Senate would almost always be and would 
be expected to be one of the chief candidates for the Presidential office. 
He would have been one of the two principal candidates four years be- 
fore, and it was the fashion of those days very much more than of these 


the | to continue the same person in public trusts and in political candidacy, 


and several times in our history the Vice-President of the United States 
has succeeded to the Presidency, Adams to Washington, Jefferson to 
Adams, Van Buren to Jackson. The conferring upon this officer of the 
power to determine these great questions would have been a transgres- 
sion, would haye been seen by the framers of the Constitution to be a 
transgression of that maxim so fundamental that Lord Coke says it is 
not even in the power of the British Parliament to tranagress it—that 
is, to make a man a judge in hisown case—in the most important case 
of personal interest which could ever be submitted to a human judg- 
ment. 

When this subject began to assume very important practical shape 
as the determination of the Presidential election of 1876 approached, a 
leading member of the Senate, then representing the State of New York, 
said in his place here that every member of the Senate, except four, 
stood recorded and committed on his oath against the proposition of the 
right of the President of the Senate to count the vote, and he further 
said that the then Senator from California, Mr. Sargent, was the only 
known advocate of that doctrine on the floor of the Senate. 

Taking that, without further discussing it, as practically determined 
for our guidance as legislators, I think we may further assume with the 
same confidence that no legislation can be adopted here fora generation 
which proceeds on the principle that the power to determine this re- 
sult is lodged in the House of Representatives. The doctrine upon 
which that claim is based, it seems to me, will not bear discussion. 
That doctrine is that as the House of Representatives are to exercise 
a certain function if a certain condition of the vote appears, of course it 
must follow that that body is to determine upon the state of things 
which requires the exercise of that function. 

I submit that the opposite of that proposition is much more nearly a 
general truth; that is, that when an official fanction or duty is lodged 
in any person or public body, that person or public body is never the 
judge of the question whether its own power exists or if the case for the 
exercise of its power has arisen. Neither of these propositions would 
be universally true; but the latter, it seems to me, most usually is. 
The Vice-President of the United States, who is to succeed to the Presi- 
dential office in case of the inability of the incumbent, surely can not 
be the sole and exclusive judge of the question whether the time has 
come for him to exercise that function or whether the House has chosen 
or has not chosen the President. The persons who are to exercise a 
power under the forms of a limited, written, and free constitution are 
almost invariably the persons who are not to determine whether they 
have got it. The question who is chosen to the Senate or the House is 
determined by the body to whom that trust is committed, not by the 
individual claimant, and so on. 

Now, sir, if the President of the Senate gets no power in the begin- 
ing from the clause which has been so often read and di itseems 
to me equally clear that he can not get it afterward without legislation. 
If he have it in the absence of legislation, he has it in spite of legis- 
lation. If the Constitution confer on him the power to open the cer- 
tificates alone, and leaves either to the two Houses or to anoflicer pro- 
vided by law the power to count, I can not see any reason, and I never 
have heard one stated, which, in the failure to exercise that legislative 
power or in the failure of the two Houses to act, justifies the conclu- 
sion that the powersof the President of the Senate should be extended 
to include a subject not committed to him by the Constitution in the 


gZ. 

This bill assumes—and I do not propose to go over this argument for 
the hundredth time—that the framers of the Constitution, according to 
the universal fashion of those days, meant, as the English constitution 
commits to the two houses of Parliament in case of an abdication as it 
had been recently settled in the instances of James Ii and William of 
Orange, as the State constitutions almost without exception in that 
day permitted in case of a popular election the right to determine the title 
to the executive office to be exercised by the two legislative houses— 
meant to intrust this power to two bodies corporate, the Senate and the 
House of tatives. The failure of the Constitution, the casus 
omissus 18 the failure to provide an arbiter when these two bodies dis- 
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. The provision for such an arbiter, therefore, comes within the 
legislative power committed to Congress— 
To make all laws which shall be necessary and proper for 


ing into exe- 
cution the foregoing powers, and all other powers vested by this Constitution 


in the Government of the United States, or in any department or officer thereof, 

A perfect bill, as I believe, would provide for a common arbiter be- 
tween these two bodies, which the Constitution has left to the law- 
making power, and that has been the attempt of the statesmanship 
that has dealt with this subject from the beginning of the century to 
the present day; but every such attempt has failed. There never has 
assembled at the seat of government since the Government went into 
operation a Congress whose two Houses would agree as to the person 
who should be the suitable common arbiter between these two bodies. 
John Marshall tried it and failed in 1800; Daniel Webster tried it and 
failed in. 1824; the men of 1876 tried it and failed, except for the single 
occasion with which the electoral commission bill dealt. 

Now, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] has undertaken by the 
amendment read by him the other day to solve this difficulty by a pro- 
vision which shall create a common arbiter between these two branches, 
and with great respect to that Senator—and there is no man in public 
life in this country for whom my respect is more profound—it seems to 
me that of all the schemes which have been ever suggested since the 
beginning of the Government to deal with this question that of my 
honorable friend from Ohio is the worst. I would prefer to take the 
senior justice of the Supreme Court, as John Marshall I think pro- 
posed; but I suppose it would be impossible to expect an agreement on 
that official as an arbiter between the two branches in the present state 
of political and public sentiment in this country. But certainly who- 
ever is taken, it is a person who is taken for the purpose of exercising 
a judicial function. Ido not mean by “‘a judicial function” one of 
the functions usually assigned to courts, but I mean judicial in regard 
to the nature and character of the act to be performed; that is, you are 
to have a tribunal which is to determine the existing fact and the ex- 
isting law, in contradistinction from determining the law or creating 
the fact according to his own desire. The legislator enacts the law as 
the legislator desires and thinks best for the public interest. The 
elector votes for the candidate who it is his wish shall succeed to the 
office voted for, But this function is to determine the existing fact and 
apply to it the previously declared and ascertained law. It is a func- 
tion into which the wish or the desire of the person exercising it can 
not properly enter. 

What does the Senator from Ohio propose for such a fanction as this? 
He proposes a very numerous body, a body which is to consist in the 
near future of nearly five hundred members. It consists now of over 
four hundred, and after the next census, with the addition of States, it 
will consist of nearly five hundred members. He proposes a body to 
deal with questions of frauds at elections, delicate questions of law, 
State and national, which by no possibility under the circumstances 
can either debate or give a hearing to any party interested. It isa body 
made up of earnest partisans, of four hundred or five hundred men se- 
lected in the United States more likely than any other body of the same 
number which could be selected, being brought together on any prin- 
ciple of selection, to have an earnest and impassioned and eager desire 
as to the result; a body of men whose personal interests, whose success 
in life, whose future are to be very largely affected by the decision one 
way or the other of the question before them; a body whose two polit- 
ical divisions aretoshare or be excluded from the councils of the Exec- 
utive whose election is to be ascertained by this process—a body I say 
therefore more likely than any other which could be imagined to be 
excited hy the very disturbing cause which it should be the policy of 
our legislation to exclude, 

It is a body also where individual responsibility is wholly lost. A 
man who votes in this joint ballot votes with this crowd where his 
voice can not be heard in debate or to state his reasons, and where his 
own personality is entirely merged and disappears for the time being. 
It is a body also with no character of its own to sustain. If this fanc- 
tion were committed to the Senate, it would be committed to seventy- 
six men whose own dignity and honor and authority, whose title to 
the respect and remembrance of mankind, depend, as we all feel, very 
largely upon the honor, credit, and dignity of the Senate. A man who 
fills a place in the Senate and does his best in it has not only the respect 
and remembrance of his countrymen which belongs to his personal 
character and quality, but the reflected honor and respect which come 
to him from being a member of this great legislative body which has 
existed from the beginning of the Government and is to exist until time 
shall be no more, in one continuous and unbroken succession; and in 
the strongest heat of party desire, in the wildest motion of waves of 
public clamor or the tide of public feeling, the Senators on either side 
may be trusted for the sake of the preservation of an official and a per- 
sonal character which is so to survive the chances or the desires or the 
excitements of a single Presidential election, to do what is right, not 
what is desired by their party for the time being; and so of the House 
of Representatives. But this body created by the honorable Senator 
from Ohio perishes when the single function has been performed. You 
have therefore as little as possible of security from regard to the per- 


sonal character of the men aking part in this great proceeding, and no 
security at all by reason of any digni 

authority of the body to which the function is committed, 
too taking no oath of office, under no restraint of that kind. The whole 
of the proposition of my honorable friend from Ohio could be stated by 
enacting that when the two Houses fail to agree on any question, that 
question shall be determined without partisan bias and according to 
the merits, as contested-election cases are usually decided in the House 
of Representatives ! 

The Senator says that he takes this proposition; it has been sug- 
gested to him by an analogy to the election of Senators of the United 
States by State Legislatures where they vote in joint ballot. But that 
isa provision for election, not for judgment. Unquestionably the meet- 
ing together of the two Houses, the bodies who are to elect one or the 
other of two candidates, is not only a proper method, but in the case of 
differences between the two bodies a necessary method, of arriving atan 
election; but for judgment, I am not aware that in our legislative his- 
tory there is any instance where there is committed to a body of this 
class or to two legislative bodies acting on joint ballot the judicial deter- 
mination of any public question. 

The present bill does not attempt to create a common arbiter between 
the two Houses of Congress. What it does attempt is to reduce toa 
minimum the cases where any difference can properly arise, proceeding 
upon the constitutional theory that the appointment of electors, in- 
cluding the determination of the question who has been appointed, be- 
longs under the Constitution to the States, and that it was intended 
to exclude not only Congress but every person holding an office of trust 
or profit under the United States from the whole proceeding. As far 
as possible this bill remands everything to the State, and simply gives 
a decisive weight and power to certain official action of the State itself, 
and if the amendment which I have proposed shall be adopted no case 
can arise under this bill of rejecting the vote of any State except in the 
single case of dual State governments. 

The bill provides that where the State has created a tribunal for the 
determination of these questions the proceedings of that tribunal shall 
be conclusive; that where the State has created no tribunal and there 
is but one return purporting to come from the State the vote shall not 
be rejected without the concurrence of both Houses of Congress; and 
the amendment provides that, in the absence of any State tribunal cre- 
ated forthe purpose of passing upon the validity of the election of elect- 
ors, the vote of that board of electors which has under the existing 
law the certificate of the executive of the State that they are the truly 
chosen board shall not be rejected except by the concurrent vote ot 
the two Houses. 

I have not heard upon the floor of the Senate, either in private or pub- 
lic discussion, and I have not found in looking over the debates on this 
question from the beginning of the Government, a suggestion of any 
possible case which this bill does not cover and determine except the 
single case where, growing out of civil war or other causes, there is a 
struggle in a State and a dispute as to who are lawfully exercising the 
powers of its government. In that case I think we should on reflection 
be pretty likely to agree that the vote of the State ought not to be re- 
ceived and counted without the assent of both Houses of Congress. It 
implies an existing civil war, or, if not a civil war, a state of civil dis- 
turbance and struggle which is inconsistent almost with any fair or 
satisfactory ascertainment of the will of the people of such a State. 
We have had several such instances in the United States, but they came 
at the close of a civil war, before the relation of the different parties of 
people in the State to one another or to the National Government had be- 
come settled. In that case the bill requires for the reception and count 
of the vote just what the Supreme Court of the United States held in 
Luther vs. Borden was required for the determination of which was the 
lawful State government in regard to all the rest of its relations to the 
National Government, that is, the ition of the two Houses of Con- 
gress. In Luther vs. Borden it was held that in the absence of such 
recognition by the two Houses of Congress the recognition by the Presi- 
dent of the United States would prima facie determine which was the 
true and lawful State government. 

My honorable friend from Ohio says it is a great thing to reject the 
vote of a State, and he is not willing to trust to one House of Congress 
alone, guided, moved as it will be by political passions, the power of re- 
jecting the vote of a State. I should like to ask if the Senator from 
Ohio knows of any way now under the existing law, of any way since 
the foundation of the Government, unless he holds to the theory that 
the President of the Senate has this right (which has been rejected by 
so large a majority of the persons who have dealt with this question), 
in which the vote of any State can be counted except by the concurrent 
assent of the two Houses of Congress? I do not know of any such un- 
less the power were to be usurped or seized upon by the President of 
the Senate. 

In other words, instead of conferring upon one House of Congress the 
power to reject the vote of a State coming here duly authenticated or 
in any other way, this bill limits and narrows the power to do that 
which has been in existence, though never used, from the foundation of 
the Government. In the case of a dual State government, two bodies 
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claiming each to represent the will of a people, as I said before, I think 
there are very strong reasons why there should be aconcurrence of both 
Houses before the State should be permitted, when law does not pre- 
vail, to take part in this supreme constitutional act—electing the Chief 
Magistrate for the whole country. 

But there is something of a fallacy, it seems to me, lurking in the 
phrase which we so often hear, ‘Rejecting the vote of a State.” It 
seems to me that the vote of a State is very much more rejected when 
you not only exclude the votesof the persons whom it has duly author- 
ized to represent it, but in addition to that permit others whom it has 
not chosen to cast its vote and express its will without its authority or 
consent. The vote of a State may be rejected when it is not counted in 
making up the constitutional result, but the vote of the State is still 
more rejected when the true vote is cast out and a false vote is counted 
in its stead. 

I believe, Mr. President, that this is all that it seems n for 
me to say at this time in to the bill. As it stands, when the 
executive of the State has made the certificate provided for by the old 
law, to which we now propose to add the t seal of the State to au- 
thenticate the certifieate, to a particular y of electors, the vote of 
that hody of electors is to be counted unless both Houses of Sere 
concur in its rejection; when the State has by a tribunal created by 
itself settled the question, the action of that tribunal is to govern Con- 


gress. 

Now, I can not, as I said before, think of any case which this bill does 
not cover, determine, or remand to the State to determine, any case in 
which any friction or difficulty can grow out of the mechanism here 
provided, except in the case of dual State governments, and in regard 
to that the power of one House to reject the vote is not created by this 
bill, but it is the only remnant of that power which this bill does not 
take away. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I do not care myself to continue 
this debate, because I feel very much in the condition of every other 
member of this body in regard to the bill. Whatever we do involves 
more or less danger, and I respectfully call the attention of the Senate 
to the fact that the amendment now proposed by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts introduces another dangerous element, probably as danger- 
ous as the present provisions of the bill. 

In the case of a double return from a State, as where two sets of elect- 
ors claim to have been legally elected by the people of a State, instead 
of providing as under the present bill that it shall require the assent of 
both Houses to count the vote of that State, the amendment proposes 
to substitute as the only mode and the final mode of testing the ques- 
tion between the opposing colleges of electors, where there is no tri- 
bunal provided in the State, the governor of the State must then decide 
which of the two sets of electors are the legal electors in the State. The 
Senator seeks to avoid the difficulty which he has pointed ont and which 
is manifest to every one, the danger of allowing either of the two great 
portel bodies to reject the vote of a State; and he now pro; to 

eave that question to be finally settled by the governor of the State. 

Under the one hundred and thirty-sixth section of the Revised Stat- 
utes the governor sends to the Vice-President or the President of the 
Senate the votes of the electors; but suppose another body of electors in 
the same State, meeting together and claiming to represent the majority 
of the votes in the State, send their returns, as they can do without the 
agency of the governor, to the Senate’s presiding officer? The bill pro- 
vides that any paper purporting to be a return shall be received and 
read and presented before the two Houses of Congress. Instead of leav- 
ing that to be decided by the concurrent action of the two Houses, or 
by the objection of either House, the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from usetts leaves it entirely to the governor of the State, 
who naturally belongs to one of the two parties represented by the two 
opposing colleges of electors. 

My friend from Massachusetts has pointed out many objections, and 
Ican see them very strongly too, to allowing this question to be decided 
Ae, ere, officer of the Senate, who has the of all the 
el votes; but he proposes as the final arbiter on this important 
question the governor of a State, who probably himself is one of the par- 
ties to the contest. It seems to me he is jumping out of the frying-pan 
into the fire. Are we willing to leave to one man, who, being the gov- 
ernor of a State, and therefore necessarily a party in the contest that 
has occurred in the State, to decide this question in which he probably 
from political feeling or otherwise is more interested than any other 
mortal man? 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio yield to 
the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MAXEY. I suggest to the Senator from Ohio that the very 
point he is now upon was one of the difficulties which we had in the 
discussion in 1876. Who is the governor? That is the question. 
There may be two men claiming to be governor in the same State, as 
there were in Rhode Island once, and as there were in Louisiana. 
Now, in such a case which certificate is to govern? 

_Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Ohio will pardon me, that is pro- 
vided for by the bill. That is a case left where it requires the concur- 
rent votes of both Houses to count, as I submit it is now. We cannot 


get rid of that. That has been always the difficulty where there were 
two governors. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But I come back to the point, waiving the ques- 
tion proposed by the Senator from Texas, which is a pregnant one, where 
there are two governors, and when the very election of electors may dis- 
close the fact that there are two opposing candidates for governor, as 
would naturally be so, because by the laws of nearly all the States the 
governors are now elected at the same time that the electors are chosen. 
Nearly all the States have now adopted the mode of conducting the 
State elections at the same time that the Presidental election is held. 
The State of Ohio has been the last to abandon its old mode of electing 
the governor and State officer on a different day from that ided for 
the election of electors. I think by the laws of nearly all the States 
the governor is now elected on that day, so that in the very election 
which involves the election of electors probably the question of who is 
governor and who was elected governor at that particular time is in- 
volved. But suppose the governor is admitted to be duly elected, rep- 
resenting one of the parties of the State, especially of a great State, 
you leave to him the question of deciding this most dangerous and dif- 


ficult point. 
We can not overcome the difficulty by such a ition as this. 
Let the Senator from Massachusetts point out some tribunal. It may 


be the Supreme Court; it may be an electoral commission organized 
under law; it may be a tribunal pointed out by the law beforehand in 
the nature of a judicial tribunal orsome other kind of tribunal; but to 
leave the question in dispute to be decided by the governor of a State, 
it seems to me only involves this matter in greater difficulty. In cases 
which may arise where honesty of opinion and sincerity of conviction 
may exist in both parties, where there is a real dispute as to who have 
been elected electors for a particular State, it seems to me to select the 
governor of the State to decide the question is far more dangerous than 
to leave it even to the presiding officer of the Senate. So all the argu- 
ments which the Senator has used to show that the presiding officer of 
the Senate ought not to decide the question arise also as against the au- 
thority to give the governor of a State the power to decide the question. 
It seems to me that that will not answer, and that the remedy proposed 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, who admits the evil and the diffi- 
culty, is not a remedy at all, but only aggravates the disease. 

In the face of the mandate of the Constitution that when the electoral 
votes are read before the two Houses, with all the formalities that can 
surround this grave political event, ‘‘the votes shall then becounted,’? 
the Senator from Massachusetts turns around and says that the votes 
certified to by the governor shall be counted. It seems to me that is 
not sufficient. It is nota remedy. On the other hand, I would far 
rather say that no vote of any State shall be excluded except by the 
concurrent vote of both Houses. 

In the case of a single return, although that return may disclose an 
illegal election, although it may disclose the election of persons who 
were not eligible to the position of elector, although it may involve 
grave difficulties and doubts as to the election or as to the validity of 
the return, this very bill provides that the vote shall be counted un- 
less both Houses agree that it shall not be counted. Now I would far 
rather apply that principle to the case put. On the contrary, the Sen- 
ator proposes to amend the bill so as to make the clause read: 


And in such case of more than one return or paper p rting to be a return 
from a State, if there shall have been no such determination of the question in 
the State aforesaid, then those votes, and those only, shall be counted which ap- 

r to have been cast by the electors whose names appear on the lists certified 
By the executive of the State, in accordance with the provisions of section 136 of 
the Revised Statutes as hereby amended. 


So it provides that in case of a double return the vote certified by 
the governor of the State shall be the vote to be counted, and under 
the operations of this provision even with both Houses concurring that 
the governor of the State is wrong, that he has disregarded the will of 
the people of the State of which he is governor, the two Houses con- 
curring could not overrule the decision of the executive of the State. 
It seems to me that this is a more dangerous complication. 

On the whole, without extending this debate further, this matter is 
surrounded by many difficulties. When I proposed the other day that 
the question should finally be decided by the two Houses acting in a 
joint convention I was not entirely satisfied, because I could see that 
that involved great difficulties. But suppose, as the bill stood, the 
House of Representatives should say that a certain vote should not be 
counted; in that case it would be the end of it; it would be excluded 
from the count, whatever opinion the Senate might have; butif, on the 
contrary, the Senate should come to a different opinion from the House, 
then at least there would be one other chance, by convening the two 
Houses in joint convention, of having a settlement and a determination 
of the question, and not merely a rejection of the vote. As the bill 
stands, when either House objects the vote is not counted—that is, it 
is excluded from the count, and the State has no part or lot in the elec- 
tion of a President. In the amendment I proposed I provided for at 
least one rehearing of the question in case the two Houses di 
when the Senate mingling with the House in joint convention might to 
some extent control or affect the vote. I admitted that it was not a 
sufficient remedy; I did not like to see the Senate merged in the House; 
still it gave an additional safeguard, and then it gave a decision of the 
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question so that the vote of the State was counted, and therefore was 
better than the proposition contained in the bill. Still I was not sat- 
isfied. 

Now, I think if this amendment is adopted it will only make still 
more dangerous the difficulties that surround this count. Itleaves the 
executive or governor of a State to decide the very question which we 
are not willing to leave to the two Houses to decide, which we are not 


willing to Jeave to either House to decide. It would be far better to 
take the expedient proposed by me than to take this, because it is cer- 
tainly better to leave to the two Houses of Congress, two great political 
bodies representing all the people of the United States and who are to 
a large extent entirely disinterested, to decide this local controversy in 
a State, rather than to leave it to:a governor of a State, who himself is 
necessarily a party to that controversy, to decide it. 

The proposition of my friend from Massachusetts violates the very 
rule that he has quoted here as laid down by Lord Coke, that even Par- 
liament can not make any man a judge in his own case. Yet this 
amendment provides that the governor of a State is the judge of the 
election as to which of two sets of electors is elected, and the governor 
himself is a party necessarily to the controversy. 

But, as I said before, I do not wish tocontinue this discussion further. 
I do not believe that in the present condition of the bill we are likely 
to come to any wise solution of it. I would rather recommit the bill 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, which I know would ap- 
proach this question with greatcare. At any rate, I trust that we shall 
not now be forced to vote upon itions that are not satisfactory 
tothe Senate. I would very much rather let the bill goover fora while, 
so that we may look into it and seewhether some provision can not be 
agreed on for fixing uponatribunal. Iwould rather take the Supreme 
Court of the United States, as much as I object to drawing that great 
tribunal into this controversy, because that court would at least give a 
decision; it would say which of two returns should be counted; but if 
the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts is adopted it will be 
placed beyond the power of the two Houses to overrule the interested 
mandate of the governor of a State. If no other expedient can be 
adopted, I would say that some vote should be counted, that the Con- 
stitution should be obeyed, ‘‘that the votes shall then be counted,” 
rather than to say that either House may by its arbitrary veto reject 
the vote, or, in other words, exclude it from being counted. 

I therefore respectfully submit to my honorable friend from Massa- 
chusetts that he has not helped the matter any by his amendment, but 
has left it a source of us dispute, and has selected a tribunal the 
last of all to decide this grave question. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it seems to me, with the profound re- 
spect which I always entertain for my honorable friend, that his sug- 
gestion hardly indicates the reflection which he is in the habit of 
giving to such matters. This body has been dealing with 
this question nearly thirteen years. It has debated it week after 
week, month after month some sessions, and at last it has three 
times this bill, after discussion, by a vote a ing to 
unanimity. Now my honorable friend thinks we had better put it 
off a little longer, recommit the bill to the committee, and see if 
we can not do something better. I submit that when a bill comes, at 
the end of twelve years’ debate, three times adopted by the Senate 
of the United States, adopted by the committee which has had it in 
charge, reported to the Senate, stood on its Calendar six or eight 
weeks, the Senate is prepared to deal with that question if it ever 
is fit to deal with any ion, and that it is not a case for recom- 
mitments or dreams overnight; it is a case for the judgment and 
decision of the Senate. 

My honorable friend says it is a great inconsistency to deny the Pres- 
identof the Senate a power which you permit to the executive of a State. 
In the first place, it is the Constitution which denies that power to the 
President of the Senate, not the bill, in the judgment of most persons 
who have reflected upon this subject. In the next place, the cases are 
very different. 

If the President of the Senate is to count the vote he is to decide who 
is chosen President of the United States, and there is to be given to him 
the full and final control of controversies which in our ordi politi- 
cal history are to be controversies between him and one other man, the 
question whether he himself is chosen to the foremost office on the face 
of the earth, a choice more an object of ordinary human desire than any 
coronet, or crown, or star. 

The belief that the Constitution, framed by men so jealous of execu- 
tion, denied to a man interested in that 


suppose the Senator agrees with me that this isa 

matter for the State; that the State ought to decide, should decide, and 

should be respected in deciding the question for itself; and that that 
bill is the best which remands that decision entirely to the State. 

Now, this bill does not give any weight, authority, or dignity what- 

ever to the certificate of the State executive unless the State which he 


represents has so chosen, because it provides that the State, in the first 
instance, may appoint another tribunal for the which implies 
the desire of the State itself that its executive should be its constitu- 
tional voice and authority upon this question that the bill In 
other words, the bill only gives this prima facie authority to the State 
executive when the State itself chooses to repose that authority in him. 

Will the Senator from Ohio himself deny that if the State of Ohio 
puts upon its statute-book, ‘‘It is hereby enacted that the votes for 
Presidential electorsshall be counted and certified by the governor, and 
that count and certificate shall be conclusive,” that would be some- 
thing which we could not and should not go behind? The bill does 
nothing but that in substance, saying to the State: ‘‘ Appoint yourown 
judicature in yourown fashion to determine this question; if you do 
not do it, we shall assume that you desire that the certificate of your 
governor shall determine it,’’ and that is all the bill says. 

The same authority is given to the certificate of the governor ofa State 
in a thousand other cases, The governor's certificate comes here to the 
Senate to the credentials of a Senator, and although the Constitution 
gives the Senate a final judgment in that case, that is usually all that 
is required and the Senator takes his seat. Itis a prima facie case; he 
sits in the Senate and votes and acts; at any rate, he is in his place. 
But a still stronger case is the election of the delegation to the House 
of Representatives. ‘The New York or Ohio or Pennsylvania delegation 
comes up with the certificate of their governor, changing the entire con- 
trol of the legislative power in one branch of the of the United 
States, and those Representatives are put on theroll by the Clerk, they 
take part in the organization of the House, in the election of a Speaker, 
which involves the appointment of committees, and sit for weeks and 
months, even if there is a dispute or contest in their case, until that 
matter is decided. 

So I say that this only is adopting the principle which the Constitu- 
tion adopts. It only gra this power to the governor when the State 
itself desires it shall reposed there, and it is only following the 
analogies and precedents which in all other like cases from the founda- 
tion of the Government have prevailed. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator from Massachusetts a 
question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senatorfrom Massachusetts 
yield? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is there any constitutional objection to the Legisla- 
ture of a Stateauthorizing the governor himself to appoint the electors? 

Mr. HOAR. Not the slightest. It is perfectly within the power of 
the Legislature of a State. 

Mr. TELLER. Or for the Legislature themselves to elect the 
electors? 

Mr. HOAR. Or for the Legislature to elect them themselves. But 
the point of the question of the Senator from Ohio relates to the execu- 
tive of the State. If he will pardon me, he seems not to reflect. We 
find here a constitutional difficulty never to be cured without a con- 
stitutional amendment. Co: after Co from 1800 down to 
the present time, have wrestled and labored with that difficulty. This 
is the only solution which seems likely ever to be agreed upon. Ishould 
unite with the Senator in agreeing to have either the Supreme Court or 
the senior justice of the court come in as an arbiter between the two 
bodies, but the Senator knows as well as I do that it is perfectly hope- 
less to expect to get any legislation to that effect. 

In regard to this bill the Senator says, in other words, here are a 
hundred difficulties; you have cured ninety-nine of them—at any rate 
he does not submit any argument to the Senate to show that we have 
not done so well and properly—but the hundredth still remains; and 
because you do not to my satisfaction deal with that I shall not join you 
in the measure which at least disposes of theninety-nine. That seems 
to be the substance of the argument of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Massachusetts himself admits 
that the bill, which has been the result of thirteen years’ deliberation, 
is not satisfactory; that it is weak in the most vital point. 
eae HOAR. The Senator will pardon me; I do not admit any such 

Mr SHERMAN. The Senator by introducing this amendment ad- 
mitted it. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator means that a little amendment of detail 
is an admission of anything—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
the Senator from Massachusetts? è 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, when I say the bill is 
not satisfactory, Ido not mean to say that it is not the most satis- 
factory legislation that either I or any man can frame. I think it is. 
I say that what is not satisfactory is the condition of the constitutional 
provision on this subject, which commits a question to the decision of 
two bodies politic and does not provide for any common arbiter. That 
is the unsatisfactory thing. 

Mr.SHERMAN. IcommenceagainasIstartedamomentago. The 
Senator admits it by introducing an amendment entirely foreign to the 
bill, which no one heretofore has p in the thirteen years of de- 


bate to try this initial point, this governing point of the whole contro- 
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versy, proposing a new arbiter in the governor of a State where a contest 
exists. Thisamendmentcomes from him, and we respect his opinions 
greatly, but it seems to me that the amendment itself ought to undergo 
the careful revision of the committee of which he is the chairman to see 
whether they would be satisfied to turn over this controversy from the 
two Houses to the governorof aState. But hesays the governors of the 
States certify to our elections as Senators and to the election of mem- 
bers of the other House of Congress. So the governor does, purely as 
an administrative officer, and upon that certificate a Senator may be 
sworn infor a month or a day, and the members of the other House may 
be swornin or turned aside even without being swornin. That certifi- 
cate is only prima facie evidence of the facts contained in it; it is not 
at all conclusive.. But this proposition is to make the action of the gov- 
ernor of a State final and conclusive, so that the two Houses acting in 
concert can not overrule that decision, because it expressly provides 
that the two Houses when met together for the express purpose of count- 
ing the vote shall not count any paper except that certified to by the 
governor. In other words, itis conclusiveand final upon the two Houses 
and upon the people of the United States. 

I say that when the Senator proposes this amendment he enter a cog- 
novit, a confession, that the plan heretofore, after thirteen years’ consid- 
eration and debate, was faulty in the vital part of it; and that some 
pori. must be devised by him to meet this difficulty. Everybody 

ws, no one better than the Senator himself, that I have great respect 
for him and for his opinion; but when he comes to aquestion that may 
affect peace or war, the existence of the United States, the election of a 
President, I do think that this measure ought to be surrounded with 
greater guards, If, going a little step further, he would provide that 
the return shall be received which shall be approved or certified after a 
trial before the supreme court of the State itself, and thatthe court shall 
decide between two opposing returns, I can see that there might be a 
solution of the difficulty. For ninety years, or whatever has been the 
pra of our history, the certificate of the governor has been sent to us, 
mt it was simply the certificate of the governor in the performance of 
an administrative duty, not binding upon either House, disregarded 
time and time again in our history, even in the election of a single Rep- 
resentative, and especially in the election of a Senator. But now, in 
the election of a President itis proposed to give the executive of a State 
the power to control that vote, when before that power is exercised the 
governor will know that the vote of that State may decide the election 
of a President. 

It seems to me, therefore, that this is not a sufficient remedy, and 
that after our thirteen years’ debate we have not reached a point where 
the other House or the Senate can be satisfied with the solution that is 
proposed of this most difficult problem. The Senator himself, it seems 
to me, concedes that by offering the amendment at this time. 

Ido not wish to prolong this debate, because I have said all that I 
desire to say on the subject, and I am willing to abide by the judgment 
of the Senate; but I believe it would be wiser to let this matter go over 
for further consideration or to recommit it and let us have the opinion 
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections as to whether the amend- 
ment now proposed, so vital and important, is the best that they can 
offer. Then we could decide—certainly not now. The Senator pro- 
poses to dispose of this matter to-day, when a proposition is made more 
decisive, more s , more powerful in the hands of a single man 
than any that has yet been proposed. I am not prepared to consider it 
inahurry. I Rope therefore that this measure will go over until some 
further light can be thrown upon it, and let us see if it is the best of all 
the wisdom of the Senate of the United States that this matter should 
be committed to the governor of a State, not by the consent of the State 
or by the law of the State, because the law of the State would probably 
not leave to the governor this decisive action. I doubt whether the 
Legislature of any State would give to the governor the power either to 
appoint the electors or to decide finally and conclusively who have been 
chosen electors in the State. 

Mr. HOAR. Where do you find that in the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment expressly provides that no vote 
shall be counted in the case of a double return except the vote certified 
by the | aera 

Mr. HOAR. Itis onlywhere the State leaves itto him. It provides 
before that that the State may appoint its own tribunal. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will my friend allow me, in order that we may under- 
stand each other? I do not like to interrupt him, but I should like to 
understand him and I should like to have him understand me. I put 
to him this direct question: Suppose the State of Ohio by her me prea 
ture enacts that her governor shall count the vote for electors, and that 
his certificate shall be conclusive, are you notin favor of making it con- 
clusive yourself under those circumstances ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. In the first place, if the Senator has got through, 
no State would repose that power in the executive. The Senator is 


ene if it would do it, if Ohio would doit. Ohio would never 
i 

Mr. HOAR. My friend will pardon me, that is all the bill does. 
This bill says that if Ohio leaves it to the governor, then the governor's 
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certificate Shall be conclusive. If she does not leaveit tothe governor, 
then his certificate will not be conclusive and will haye no effect. I 
sliould like torepeat. I ask the Senator not to answer me by saying he 
thinks it is improbable it will happen, because that is as good an argu- 
ment against him as itisagainstme. If it does happen that Ohio says, 
either in terms or by implication, ‘‘I want my governor to settle this 
question,” are you not in favor of executing what the bill says shall 
be done? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Such a position has never been taken in all this 
controversy for the last thirteen years. If the Senator is willing tosay 
that the governor of a State shall decide all these controversies in case 
of double returns or in case of single returns, then, as a matter of course, 
there is no need for all the i t ceremony that is provided for 
by the Constitution. ‘The intendment of the Constitution, as the Sen- 
ator has reasoned oyer and over again, is that the two Houses shall 
count the vote; and now we propose to tie the hands of the two Houses 
and to say that they shall not count the vote, but they shall only count 
conclusively those votes which are certified to by the governors of the 
States. If that is to be the law, and that is the end of it all, then 
what is the use of having a law? Why not say ‘‘the vote shall then 
be counted as certified by the governors of the respective States,” if 
that is the construction you propose to give to the Constitution? 

But, on the other the Constitution provides some other mode 
of dealing with it. It provides that the returns shall be received and 
held by the presiding officer of the Senate; that they shall be presented 
to the two Houses of Congress; and an imposing array is made there to 
see it done. Does the Constitution say that the governor of a State 
shall then count the votes, or that the votes certified by the governors 
shall then be counted? Notatall. Ifa State chooses to repose in its 
chief executive magistrate the power to decide these questions, that is 
quite a different thing. I may perhaps admit that in certain cases the 
State itself might invest the governor with powers of choosing electors, 
as the State may impose upon the Legi that power; but that has 
never been done since the foundation of the Government. The execu- 
tive officer of the State simply returns what appears upon the face of 
the record, and we, the two Houses of Congress, pass upon the validity 
of those returns. 

We say, according to the doctrine of the honorable Senator from 
Massachusetts, which of those votes shall be counted; and now, as the 
end of this controversy, it is proposed to turn it over and take the re- 
port and decision of the governor of a State as final and conclusive. 
If so, then it does not make any difference about the two Houses meet- 
ing, it does not make any difference about the custody of the electoral 
returns, which are so safely guarded; all we have got to do is to receive 
a polite note from the governor of the State of Ohio, for instance, that 
such and such men were electors, and such and such men did vote so 
and so; and that is to be final and conclusive, even though both Houses 
may be of opinion that the governor has usurped authority and has 
falsely certified returns or manufacturedthem. So I submit thatafter 
all the Senator has not solved the problem. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, one word only. The Senator from Ohio 
seems to me to entirely overlook the constitutional purpose of the found- 
ers of our Government. They meant to take away from Congress, from 
executive, from national officers, as far as they ibly could, as faras 
the witof man could contrive, any control over this matter at all. They 
said that the electors should not come to the national capital, but 
should meet at the capitals of their States and vote, and that they should 
all vote on the same day, so that one State should not be affected by 
the act of another; that no one holding an office of trust or profit under 
the United States should have anything to do with the selection of the 
President of the United States. It is the one place in the Constitution 
where State right, State authority, State independence was carefully 
preserved to the exclusion of any national or central authority what- 
ever. 

To that we all agree. And they were so confident that this thing 
would come to the seat of government from the States settled that 
they said the President of the Senate shall open these votes, and they 
supposed almost that they would count themselves, that ‘‘the votes 
shall then be counted,’’ the mere arithmetical enumeration of those 
votes being in their eyes so unimportant and so a matter of course that 
it did not occur to them even to say in words who should do it. 

That being the case, what does the bill do? The bill says to the 
State, ‘‘ Questions have arisen in our historical experience in regard 
to your voice. Now, you may do one of two things. You may create 
another tribunal with express authority to settle that question, in which 
case the decision of that tribunal shall prevail, or you may leave it on 
your governor’s certificate, just as you please.’ The bill says, there- 
fore, that in case the State declines to appoint any other tribunal and 
chooses to leave it on the governor’s pote) p we will leave it where 
the State has left it. 

That being the condition of the bill, I put this question to my honor- 
able friend saps Ohio when he was up just mee, Will you take the 
responsibility of saying yourself in argument, while you are attacking 
this bill, that you are opposed to doing exactly that thing; and will 
you say that if the State of Ohio or any other says, ‘‘I wish this thing 
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to be settled by my governor’s certifiate,’’ you will oppose its being 
done? Yet you object to the principles of the bill. Although the 
question was propounded to the Senator three times he was unwilling 
to say that he would not, but he met it by saying he does not think itis 
very probable that the State could safely let its governor appoint the 
electors, much more count the vote and decide afterward. I asked 
the Senator, ‘‘ Do you object to that, if the State does it??? The Sena- 
tor says, ‘‘ It is not likely the State will ever do it.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let meask the Senator—— 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish my proposition, and then I will answer 
the Senator. It may be true that it is not likely that the State will 
do that; but if in that improbable case, however, of the State doing it, 
the Senator would not object to it, and thinks it ought to be permitted, 
does not his whole argument against the bill as proposed to be amended 
fait? If it is not likely that the State would do it, then the contin- 
gency provided for never arises’, and we have got the main portion of 
the bill which provides for the case settled in the State by the State 
tribunal. Now I will answer the Senator’s question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is the question I wish to ask: The bill does 
not propose that the State shall confer upon its governor this power. 
That is one thing. The bill proposes to confer that power by act of 
Congress, and I doubt very much whether it can confer any such power. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought my friend wanted to ask a question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask that question, whether Congress can confer 
upon a governor of a State a power of this kind which has not been 
granted by the State? 

Mr. TELLER. ‘The bill does not do that. 

Mr. HOAR. The bill does not do that. That, it seems to me, is a 
mere question of phraseology. Then the only point of the Senator’s 
labored argument is this, the difference between an express statute au- 
thorizing the Governor to make the certificate and have it conclusive, 
and the State’s leaving it to the governor by refraining to create any 
other tribunal after this act of Co has pointed out what, if that 
tribunal is created, it shall do. In other words, by the admission of 
my honorable friend from Ohio, his labored criticism and attack on the 
bill is reduced to exactly this, that he thinks there is a certain impor- 
tant difference between the case where the State of Ohio, having it in 
its power to create some other tribunal or to confer this power expressly 
on the governor, does the latter, and the case where the State of Ohio, 


having it in its power to create some other tribunal or leave it to the- 


governor without an express enactment, does the latter. It seems to 
me the argument disappears. 

Mr. INGALLS obtained the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas yield 
to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 

Massachusetts and of the Senate itself to the fact that the electors have 
nothing to do with the governor of a State. The electors send their 
votes directly to the President of the Senate. 
' Mr. HOAR. My friend will pardon me; that is provided for in the 
bill. The governor of a State has a great deal to do with the electors. 
The governor of a State is bound by the law which has been in exist- 
ence since 1792, or whatever is the date of the original law, to give 
three copies, three certificates to the board of electors whom he finds to 
be chosen. Those three papers are annexed under the statute of the 
United States to the electors’ certificate of their votes. One of them is 
sent here by a messenger, one of them is sent here by mail, and one is 
‘deposited in the office of the clerk of the district court of the United 
States. Those are the certificates which the President of the Senate 
‘opens, and those are the certificates which are counted in the absence 
‘of anything to overthrow them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. According to the laws of the United States the 
governor has nothing to do with the vote of the electors. He certifies 
and makes out three lists of electors, which he gives to the electors, just 
as he certifies who are elected members of Congress. He gives those 
lists to the electors who he thinks are elected, but from that time for- 
ward the governor has nothing to do with the electors. The returns 
‘are not made to the governor. You will have to change your law so 
that the returns of the electors shall be made to the governor and cer- 
tified to the governor. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, my honorable friend misunderstands me. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Wait until I get through. 

Mr. INGALLS. Where am I? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I knowthis conversational debate between us—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Is very instructive. 

Mr.SHERMAN. May notpresent the points, but I wish again to call 
attention to the fact that the governor has nothing to do with the elect- 
ors. He is not a member of the electoral college; he has nothing to 
do with it. The electors meet and send their proceedings not to the 
governor. The governor may not know even who the electors are. He 
certifies here that the electors met and voted, and sends it to the presid- 
‘ing officer of the Senate, and they are never opened except in the pres- 
ence of the two Houses, when ‘‘the vote shall then becounted.’”” The 
juterposition of this amendment would require the electoral vote to be 


certified to the governor and then by the governor to the presiding officer 
y ae Senate. It would change the whole character of our electoral 
college. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, one minute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas yield? 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Ohio certainly has not read the bill 
and amendment. The present law authorizes the governor, as the Sen- 
ator states, to deliver tothe electors his certificate. The electors annex 
their votes to it and send it here. The bill provides not that there shall 
be a certificate by the governor after the vote of the electors, but that 
the vote of those electors to which the governor’s previous certificate of 
their election is annexed shall be the one prima facie to be counted. 
Now, if the learned Senator supposes that this proposition requires any 
submission of the vote of the electors to the governor after they have 
voted, it shows that he has not read or comprehended the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I move to commit the bill to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. In support of that motion I 
venture to suggest the surprise I felt at the impatience with which the 
Senator from Massachusetts appeared to resent the tion of the 
Senator from Ohio that there should be further deliberation upon this 
measure, which he said had already engaged the attention of the Senate 
for more than thirteen years, the inference being, I assume, that the 
perfection of human wisdom had been reached, atid that any attempt to 
reach higher excellence could not result in advantage to the Senate or 
in any wiser solution of the confessed difficulties by which this question 
is surrounded. 

When I reflected that this bill from the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, which had been thrice passed by the Senate by a vote, asthe 
Senator informs us, practically unanimous, had been by his own mo- 
tion within forty-eight legislative hours proposed to be amended by a 
provision that would have given two of the votes of Oregon in 1877 to 
Mr. Hayes and oneto Mr. Tilden—a provision that the certificate of the 
governor of the State should be conclusive upon this great tribunal—I 
confess I was still more amazed at the Senator’s unwillingness for fur- 
ther deliberation. 

When I remembered that within ten days we have passed a measure 
dealing with one branch of this important subject, the succession by in- 
heritance to the Presidential office, a bill, prepared by that Senator, and 
passed with such haste through this body that there was insufficient op- 
portunity for consideration, so that a defect has already been discovered 
so obviously in violation of what was intended that an amendment is 
suggested, I confess that my surprise was increased to hear that procras- 
tination or delay would result in some fatal disaster in the solution of 
this great problem. 

Under the bill providing for the Presidential suecession it is now ad- 
mitted that in case the President and Vice-President elect should die 
before they were installed into office the out-going Secretary of State 
would hold that term for the four years for which the President and 
Vice-President were elected, a result that never was contemplated, an 
event provision for which never would have been omitted had the Sen- 
ate had opportunity of considering whether it was one of the issues that 
was to be made effectual by the enactment of that statute. 

So, Mr. President, I think we may not lose by delay. This matter 
has been debated since 1789. It will continue to be debated, no mat- 
ter what action may be taken by the Senate, until there is a constitu- 
tional amendment, a change in the organic law that shall entirely take 
the subject out of its present attitude and place it where it should be 
placed, in accordance with the predetermined will of the American peo- 
ple. So the Senator need not comfort or console himself by the expec- 
tation that by any piece of legislative patchwork we can adopt here 
debate upon this great question is to come to an end. 

The Senate seems to be in this matter in a mood of self-abnegation. 
As I understand the Constitution, each of theindividualsand each of the 
constituent bodies composing this great electoral tribunal are charged 
with the responsibility of assuming jurisdiction of whatever parts of 
constitutional duty may fall upon them, which no law can affect. 
When the Constitution imposes a duty upon an officer he must be the 
judge of the time and method of discharging that duty, subject to his 
final responsibility to the people. 

The Electoral Commission of 1877 was a contrivance that will never 
be repeated in our politics. It was a device that was favored by each 
party in the belief that it would cheat the other, and it resulted, as I 
once before said, in defrauding both. The Democratic majority in the 
House of Representatives at that time never would have consented to 
the creation of that tribunal had they not supposed that the fifteenth 
member of the commission, under the provisions of that statute, was 
in favor of the election of Samuel J. Tilden. We all know the provi- 
dential interposition by which that great and good man David Davis, 
of Illinois, was removed from that tribunal and translated to a happier 
sphere. In the dispensations of Providence he was transferred from 
the bench of the Supreme Court to the Senate of the United States 
after the passage of the bill, and thus the fifteenth man upon the tri- 
bunal was in favor of the election of Mr. Hayes to the Presidency. 
That is the way that seven to eight became changed to eight to seven. 
I have heard much about the patriotism of the Democratic party in 
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that contest, and the moderation of its candidate in consenting to this 
measure and renouncing the Presidency, but I venture to say that 
could they have foreseen in December, 1876, when that bill was passed, 
what the transmutations of politics were to bring about there never 
would have been a concurrence on the part of the House of Representa- 
tives in the enactment of the electoral commission bill. It was a fatal 
error under the Constitution for the Democratic party; and the bill we 
are now considering is but a faint and feeble and fragile imitation of the 
Electoral Commission. 

I shall be instructed far beyond my expectations if some great con- 
stitutional lawyer, profoundly familiar with the inner consciousness of 
the framers of our Government, can assure me how any legislative en- 
actment that we may adopt now orat any time can in any manner what- 
ever bind that great political tribunal which is to meet to declare the 
result of the Presidential election in 1888. Here is the fundamental 
difficulty in my mind about all these propositions. The function that 
is to be performed by the electors of the President and Vice-President 
of the United States is a political function exercised by the people of 
the United States actingin their primary capacity; itis a function that 
is reserved to them in terms by the Constitution itself, and whether the 
President of the Senate is to count the vote, whether the vote is to be 
counted by theSenateand House of Representatives separately or jointly, 
whether it is to be counted by the tribunal proposed by the Senator 
from Ohio, the fact still remains that the vote is to be counted, and 
that no act can be passed by any antecedent Congress that can deprive 
either of the persons or any of those great constituent bodies of the 
powers that they and which they are directed to exercise under 
and by virtue of the twelfth article of the amendments to the Constitu- 
tion. 

I heard the Senator from Massachusetts say that we can not confer 
nor impair this jurisdiction, and I agree with him upon that. No tri- 
bunal, no legislative enactment can determine, nor has ever attempted 
to determine, whether the President of the Senate shall count the vote 
or not. That officer must decide this question for himself; and, al- 
though I disapproved the declaration made by the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EDMUNDS] in his capacity as President pro tempore of this 
body in Pong Saat although I believe it was an unnecessary act of 
renunciation on of the Senate, a practical abdication of a power 
that might reasonably be inferred to belong to this body or to its pre- 
siding officer, and which many believed did so belong to it, I admit 
that he had the right to make it, because the duty was devolved upon 
him by the Constitution to determine for himself whether he would 
count that vote or whether he would not. If I had been in that posi- 
tion I would have counted it had the issue been left with me. Let me 
read whathesaid. Afterannouncing the state of the vote he continued: 

And the President of the Senate makes this declaration only as a public state- 
ment in the presence of the two Houses of Congress of the contents of the pa- 
paa opened and read on this occasion, and not as any authority in 

w to declare any legal conclusion whatever. ; 

No sovereign ever laid down scepter and crown more absolutely, more 
unnecessarily, more in derogation of what might have been lawfully 
claimed to be the constitutional functions of the President of the Sen- 
ate than was done by the Senator from Vermont on that occasion. It 
had never been determined by any tribunal, it had never been decided 
by any competent authority, that the phrase ‘‘the vote shall then be 
counted ’’ might not by an absolutely justifiable inference have been 
held to mean that the President of the Senate, being the custodian of 
those votes, having the right to open them, had also the right to count 
them; and in the great contests of the future emergencies may 
emergencies are not unlikely to arise in thestate of the law on this sub- 
ject, when it might be well not to be confronted by that pernicious prec- 
edent. This body by no expression of opinion upon any occasion, either 
then or at any other time, had renounced its authority through its pre- 
siding officer to count the votes in his custody in the presence of the 
two Houses, and therefore, although I think this act was not warranted 
by any decision of the Senate, it can not be denied that under the Con- 
stitution the Senator from Vermont, as Presidentof the Senate, had the 
right to do what he did, because he was in the discharge of a duty un- 
der the Constitution that he was compelled to decide for himself and 
that no could decide for him. 

I heard the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] on a previous day 
speak, I thought with something like idolatry, of the wisdom of the 
framers of this Government in the devices that they had contrived for 
determining the election of Presidentand Vice-President, and he warned 
us with something of pathetic admonition against the dangers, the sac- 
rilege, the impiety of venturing to offer any amendment to this system 
that was so near the perfection of human wisdom. Mr, President, the 
memory of those great men who formed our Constitution is venerated 
and revered. They made a sublime innovation in government that has 
formed an epoch in the upward progress of the human race. They had 
no precedents for their experiment, whose success has been one of the 

t wonders and marvels of the politics of the world. But they were 
uman, and if their statesmanship and their wisdom has no 

foundation on which to rest than the contrivance they devised for elect- 

ing a President and Vice-President of the United States and deter- 
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mining the questions ari thereunder, the tenure, the succession 
by inheritance, the question of inability, then, sir, their reputation 
rests upon 2 very fragile and insecure and insubstantial foundation, for 
public attention can not be too frequently nor too forcibly directed to 
the dangers which threaten not only the peace but the perpetuity of this 
Government from the defective and uncertain state of the law govern- 
ing the question of Presidential elections, succession, and inheritance. 

Twice already in our brief history, once in 1801 by the possible fail- 
ure to elect a President at all, and again in 1877 by the possible failure 
to determine the result of a disputed Presidential election before the 
close of the preceding term, we have been brought to the very verge 
and brink of revolution. The first crisis resulted in what is now known 
as the twelfth article of amendments to the Constitution, and the sec- 
ond, as I have before said, was averted by the invention of the Electoral 
Commission, which had no precedent and will have no successor. 

In further illustration of the organic defects in the Constitution on 
this general subject, let me refer for a moment to the condition of the 
law upon the question of Presidential inability, In case of theremoval, 
resignation, death, or inability of the President the Vice-President is 
to succeed to the powers and duties of that office. Who is to decide 
when inability occurs: its nature, extent, duration,andend? Whatlaw 
could be enacted to take away from the Vice-President of the United 
States the absolute duty under the Constitution of determining for 
himself when inability of the President occurs? Who doubts that in 
1881, from the 2d day of July until the 19th day of September in that 
year, the inability of President Garfield was absolute under the Con- 
stitution in the full meaning of that term? He was sequestered for 
eighty days, in a seclusion as silent as the tomb to which he was so soon 
to be consigned. He was as incapable of performing any executive act 
as his marble effigy in the Hall of Hea rear is to transmit to pos- 
terity the memory of his triumphs and of his martyrdom. Only once 
during that long period did his failing hand trace in wavering characters 
the letters of his name. Here was a case of absolute inability under 
the Constitution. The event contemplated by the Constitution had oc- 
curred. And I believe that under that instrument, when James A. 
Garfield sank to the floor of the railroad station penetrated by the bul- 
let of the assassin, the powers and duties of the Presidential office de- 
volved, under the Constitution, upon Chester A. Arthur. Fortunately, 
sir, difficulty was averted. The world was at peace. The composure 
of the American people during that perilous period was a convincing 
and added proof of their capacity for self-government. But we had no 
President; we had no Vice-President who had entered upon the dis- 
charge of the powers and duties of the President. We were without 
an executive head. There was no law governing that subject. And 
yet does any one who recalls the Ai nne passions of that epoch 
suppose for an instant that had there been any emergency, any exigency 
requiring the performance of executive functions, Mr. Chester A. Ar- 
thur could have gone to the door of the White House and peaceably 
entered upon the of the powers and duties that had devolved 
upon him under the Constitution? Idonot. Iam convinced that any 
such attempt on his part while the breath of life remained in the body 
of James A. Garfield would have precipitated a convulsion in our poli- 
tics that would have been pregnant with unknown di and perils 
to the Republic. 

One thing further, sir: 

The President of the Senate shall, in the presence of the Senate and House of 
Representatives, open all the certificates, and the votes shall then be counted. 

As has been observed, the silence as to the person, or the body, or 
the tribunal by whom that computation is to be made is absolute. It 
is left entirely to inference, to be decided by the persons upon whom 
that duty may devolve under the Constitution. It can not be made 
any more certain, it can not be made any more positive, nor can it be 
abrogated or removed by anything that we can do in the premises; and 
we can pass no statute and make no enactment that will in any way 
interfere with or change or modify the will of that high tribunal when 
it may next meet in the discharge of the duties devolved upon it under 
the Constitution. 

The person having the greatest number of votes for President shall be the 
President, if such number be a majority of the whole number of electors ap- 
inted ; and if no person have such majority, then from the persons having the 
ighest numbers, not exceeding three on the list of those voted for as President, 
the House of Representative shall choose immediately, by ballot, the President. 

Who is to decide whether any person has a majority or not? Whois 
to decide who are the three highest on the list that have been balloted 
for heretofore? Take the case of 1877. Supposing there had been no 
Electoral Commission, if those certificates had been opened, if the votes 
had been counted by the tellers at the desk, who was to decide when 
the emergency arrived which devolved that power upon the House of 
Representatives? Could any act of recent or remote, have 
determined that? Could any act of Congress deprive or take away any- 
thing from the power of the House of Representatives to determine for 
themselves whether there had been an election or not, which of the 
three candidates on the list were those having the highest votes, and 
which of those should be elected by the exercise of the power confided 
to them by the Constitution? 
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Careful consideration of this subject will convince any thoughtful 
student of the Constitution that the scheme which has been devised 
and which now remainsin our organic law is fatally defective, and that 
nothing can be done by way of legislation to cure the inevitable evils 
by which it is surrounded, and the more we proceed by legislation to 
patch, to bridge over apparent difficulties, to abbreviate the number of 
perils which surround it, by so much we retard and delay the exercise 
of the power which the people must ultimately be called upon to per- 
form in adopting some system that shall remove the perils in which it 
is now environed. 

A casual survey of the debates in the convention which formed our 
Constitution discloses a singular condition of doubt and uncertainty upon 
this subject. No less than ten methods of choosing a President were 
seriously proposed and debated. As the article stood within four days 
after the convention met and as it remained down to within less than 
two weeks before it adjourned in September, the National Executive 
was to be elected by the National Legislature for the term of seven years, 
and was to be ineligible for another election, and it was not until near 
the close of the convention, when the rights of the smaller and the larger 
States began to be in controversy and the people in the Southern States 
saw that by reason of the exclusion of the negroes from the voting popu- 
lation they were to be at a disadvantage, that this device of an elect- 
oral college was finally agreed upon as a compromise for the purpose 
as far as possible of taking away the power of choosing their President 
by a direct vote of the people themselves. 

It was supposed that these men called electors would be selected 
from the most virtuous, the most discreet, the most upright, and the 
most ‘‘continental’’ ns, as the phrase then employed was, who 
should pramis ee from the people, like a conclave of cardinals who 
choose a pope, then in the deliberations of their councils canvass 
the merits of the best citizens in the country for the chief executive 
office, and finally select him without any popular interference whatever. 
This plan lasted just twelve years. George Washington received all 
the electoral votes; but in 1800 parties were organized and a Presiden- 
tial caucus was held, and from that time to this the electoral system 
has been débris; it is rubbish. The electors under the Constitution are 
puppets. They are like the marionettes in a Punch and Judy show. 
The entire functions that they were supposed to exercise under the 
Constitution have been stripped from them by the people in demand- 
ing the right to select a President for themselves; and when they were 
deprived of the power to vote directly for President by the interposi- 
tion of this absurd device of an el college, in the first place through 
the Congressional caucus and in the next place by the party nominating 
convention, they have deprived these electors of the semblance of power, 
and they now stand before the people as the instructed and elected and 
chosen delegates of a party; and no man so chosen would dare, having 
been chosen as the electoral candidate of a party, to violate his trust. 
If any elector at the last election, having been chosen as an elector for 
Mr. Cleveland or as an elector for Mr. Blaine, had ventured in the col- 
lege of electors in his State when they assembled for choosing a Presi- 
dent under the Constitution to vote for any other than the man that 
he was elected to support, he would have been an outlaw and an out- 
cast upon the face of the earth. 

For these, with many other reasons that might be brought forward, 
I am unalterably opposed to any further tinkering with this electoral 
business. The country hasoutgrownit. It isout-worn. It has been 
repudiated. It no longer has any significance or substance; and any 
attempt to patch it, to plaster over its deformities, by any means of 
props and supports to strengthen it, merely delays theaction of the peo- 
ple upon this subject in theacceptance of some scheme that will enable 
them in the exercise of their great functions to decide who shall be 
President without the intervention of electoral colleges, and their 
imperial will to some competent and defined power that shall declare 
the result. 

I said at the outset that in my judgment the fact that the Senator 
from Massachusetts had offered an amendment of so material and vital 
a nature as that which appears in the print before me justified further 
deliberation upon this subject, and if I understand the meaning of this 
amendment—and the Senator from Massachusetts assures me privately 
that I do not—I feel sure that had,it been incorporated in the Electoral 
Commission bill and could have been made effective it would have re- 
sulted inevitably in giving the result of that election in favor of the 
Democratic candidate, because, if I recollect aright, ont of the three 
electors in Oregon two of them were certified by the governor to have 
been elected by the Republicans and one, Cronin, I think was the name, 
was declared to have tora chosen by the Democrats, and thereupon 
would have been committed to the fortunes of Mr. Tilden. I may be 
mistaken. I should like to ask the Senator from Oregon if that was 
not the condition at that time? 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. That is correct. Certificates were 
given to two Republicans and one Democrat. 

Mr. INGALLS. The certificate of the governor of Oregon was that 
two of those electors werechosen by the Republicans and one was chosen 
by the Democrats; and if there is no escape from the conclusion that 
under this amendment if adopted by the Senate and enacted into a 
law so far as a statute could have any effect on this subject at all in a 
similar case there would be no possibility on the part of the tribunal 
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passing upon these matters to review that decision, then I should like to 
hear what the Senator from Massachusetts has to say by way of expla- 
nation; and if that is the result, if a principle so important as this u: 
the spur of the moment, without debate or consideration or TN 
tion, is to be adopted by the Senate, p t with such momentous 
consequences, I am very sure that he will not feel that I have been 
wanting in any respect to him in moving to recommit this bill. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I propose to offer a few remarks upon 
the matter now before the Senate, but at this hour perhaps it would 
not be convenient to the Senate for me to 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator from New York if he prefers to pro- 
ceed to-night or to-morrow? It is now after 4 o’clock. 

Mr. EVARTS. I can go on to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from New York will yield to me for one 
moment I will move an executive session, but I wish to say one word 
before moving it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New York 
yield the floor? 

Mr. EVARTS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to say simply that the Senator from Kansas 
seems to labor under a misapprehension which has found a place in the 
press, I interpose my most absolute denial to his statement that the 
Presidential succession bill which lately passed contained any defect 
that was not brought to the attention of the committee or which would 
have affected the vote of any singleSenator who voted for it. The diffi- 
culty which he calls attention to in that bill was thoroughly and care- 
fully considered by the members of the committee. The Constitution 
provides that in case of death, removal, resignation, or inability of the 
Presidentand Vice-President, then certain legislative power is conferred 
upon Congress. It confers no authority whatever in the letter of the 
Constitution to provide by legislation at all for the case of the death of 
a President and Vice-President elect who have not yet become public 
officers or taken the oath. If, however, that should in the judgment 
of anybody be supposed to be within the legislative power, by looking 
at what the Constitution is supposed to have meant rather at its 
letter, then unquestionably the bill covers that case, not as the Senator 
supposes the case of dying after the election and before the 4th of March, 
because if after election and before the ascertainment of the result here 
on the second Wednesday of February the two persons die, we find 
that no living person has been elected and the House of Representa- 
tives would —— to exercise its constitutional functions. But it is 
true that if een the middle of February and the 4th of March the 
President and Vice-President elect both die, which would not be likely 
to happen once in five thousand years, because it isa time when of 
course great precautions would be taken; they would not be atthe same 
place except at the moment of tion—I say if that remote and 
almost impossible contingency should happen within that fi t or 
three weeks, it is true that the old Secretary of State would hold over 
under this bill to the end of the next four years. But that would not 
defeat the purpose of the bill, which is that the principal tative 
of the prevalent political opinion which had prevailed in the election 
should succeed and hold the office, except in those cases where in the 
previous election there had been a change in the politics of the coun- 


try. 

Mr. INGALLS. That sometimes happens. 

Mr. HOAR. That has only ha eight times out of our twenty- 
four Presidential elections so far. 

Mr. INGALLS. We hope it will happen next time. 

Mr. HOAR. Itwould have made no difference at the second election 
of the first President, who held for eight years. It would have made 
no difference when Adams succeeded Wash n. Itwould have made 
no difference when Madison succeeded Jefferson ; when Monroe suc- 
ceeded Madison; when Adams succeeded Monroe ; when Van Buren 
succeeded Jackson, or when Buchanan succeeded Pierce. So the crit- 
icism which the Senator makes, and which was thoroughly considered 
by several Senators upon the committee, merely is that in relieving the 
legislation of the Government from this monstrosity which had pre- 
vailed, the possibility of imposing the Presidential office on an officer 
who all the time has to be presiding in the Senate or the House, and 
in providing this new and vast security for the life of the President of 
the United States which is to attend him through the whole four years, 
we were prevented by a difficulty absolutely insuperable from provid- 
ing for a Lexar contingency which may happen within the space of 
ten days, but which will not happen once in ten thousand years. That 
is the whole of that criticism. 

Mr. INGALLS, Mr. President, I supported the bill to which refer- 
ence has been made believing it to be just in that it retained as far as 
possible in the hands of the party to whom the people had confided 
power executive functions during the constitutional term for which the 
President was elected; and I thought it was wise also because to that 
extent it removed the danger of a disputed Presidential succession, 
which is always so fatal to the repose and peace of this country. But 
still I think the criticism that I made is justified by the observations 
the Senator has just made. He admits that between the middle of 
February and the 4th of March in case of the or em cy 
occurring which has been defined the result follows, the outgoing e- 
tary of State would exercise executive functions for the ensuing four 
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years. He justifies the bill by saying that the period is so brief, the 
interim is so short that probably it never will occur; but the fatalities of 
the past twenty years have familiarized the public mind with the dangers 
that attend this subject. The people of this country are no longer pre- 
pared to disregard death as a factor in the great dramas of political su- 
premacy in thiscountry, and I therefore think that in leaving this crevice, 
this fissure, there has been a fatal defect inthe bill. It is like the little 
pin that bores through the castle wall, and then farewell king. Of 
course if a President does not die and if a Vice-President does not die, 
then there will be no difficulty; but inasmuch as Presidents and Vice- 
Presidents are mortal, and asnoone can tell when fatalities may occur, 
the difficulty to which I have referred is one that exists, and to that 
extent justifies the observations that I have made. 

Mr. HOAR. I now move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After one hour and twenty-four min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock 
and 50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, February 1, 1886. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journalof the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 


TheSPEAKER laid before the House the following m from the 
President of the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith acommunication of the 25th instant from the Secretary of 
the Interior, submitting, with accompanyi: a draught of a 
amendment to the first section of the act ing backs. gasps g with the Crow 
Indians in Montana, approved March 11, 1882, requ by said Indians for the 
purpose of increasing the amountof the annual payments under said 
and reducing the number thereof, in order that suticinahsaannn may be provided 
for establishing them on their individual allotments. The matter is presented 
for the consideration and action of Congress. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 28, 1886. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. SMALLS, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, for four days. 

To Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. CABELL, of West Virginia, for four days from Tuesday next, 
on account of important business. 

To Mr. Gm3oọx, of West Virginia, for this day, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr, PETTIBONE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the papers in 
the case of Frank A. Page, there being no adverse report thereon. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. HANBACK. Mr. Speaker, I rise to he scp? of personal 
privilege, and ask that the paper I send to the be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
THE TELEPHONE SCANDAL. 


The Hartford Times does not help the Democratic by its plea in justifi- 
cation of the Yan-Electric hone stock own: ip, any more than it dis- 
turbs The Wor)d by attributing its exposure and condemnation of the unfortu- 
nate business to a desire to create a sensation 

poprie 


No plainer or more ip, Sy qe boc has ever been im: 
than that of censuring the A! -General and other publie men—in w. 
nfidence—for their association 


honor and integrity we have had 
with this enterprise. 

Pans BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point 
of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. My point is that this matter 
the Clerk is reading does not raise a question of privil 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not yet know the contents of the 
paper. It may be that it contains some reflection upon the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. HANBACK] in his representative capacity. If so, it 
would be a p basis for a question of privilege. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But, Mr. Speaker, ought not 
the gentleman first to state his question of privilege before he intro- 
duces a paper to be read? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that the gentleman desires to 
have this paper read as the basis of his remarks. As soon as the paper 
is read or its substance stated the Chair can tell whether it involves a 
question of privilege or not. 


utmost co’ 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But insist, Mr. Speaker, upon 


my point of order, that the gentleman must first state his question of 


iy oe He has not stated it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the practice has been for a gen- 
tleman who rises ne qoton or privilege and asks to have a pa 
read to at least state that there is something in the paper which in- 
volves a question of that character. The Chair does not yet know what 
is contained in the paper which the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HAN- 
BACK] has sent to the desk. - 

Mr. HANBACK. Mr. Speaker, am I entitled to have my question 
of privilege presented to the House now? 

The SPEAKER. TheChairdesires the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
HANBACK] to state whether or not there is anything in this paper 
which in his judgment involves a question of personal privilege on the 
part of that gentleman. Unless that were the rule, an eman 
might rise to a question of privilege and have anything that he chose 
read at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. HANBACK. Yes, Mr. Speaker, I state that there is a question 
of privilege involved. 

The SPEAKER. Then, as the Chair understands, there is an allu- 
sion in this paper to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HANBACK]? 

Mr. HANBACK. Yes; the article— 

Several MEMBERS. Louder. 

Mr. HANBACK. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas will state what his 
question of privilege is. 

Mr. HANBACK. The House will understand what the question is 
after the articles are read. 

The SPEAKER. But unless the article which the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. HANBACK] has sent to the desk reflects in some way upon 
the gentleman himself in his representative capacity there can be no 
question of privilege involved, so far as the Chair can see. 

Mr. HANBACK. Not at all; I disclaim that; but I ask that the 
article that I have sent up be read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. HANBACK] does not state that the article contains 
any allusion to himself. 

TheSPEAKER. The article, so far as read, does not appear to con- 
tain anything personal to the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand that the 
gentleman from Kansas rises to a question of personal privilege. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HANBACK] will 
state whether he rises to a question of personal privilege or not, and 
what the question is to which he does rise. 

Mr. HANBACK. I state to the Speaker that the article which the 
Clerk has begun to read and other articles reflect upon this House, and 
upon that ground, as one of the members of this body, entitled to the 
highest privilege, I ask that the article be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas states that this arti- 
cle, as he understands it, reflects upon the House of Representatives 
itself, and he raises this question not as a matter of personal privilege, 
but as a matter involving the privileges of the House. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, on this question I desire to make a 

ion to the Chair, It seems to me that the time has come when 
the Chair should consider whether the rule in question ought not tobe 
more rigidly enforced. As I understand it the rule of law in analogous 
cases is, that when the question of the admissibility of a paper is raised 
the paper is submitted to the judge, and he decides, from an inspection 
itself, whether it be admissible or not. In that manner counsel are 
prevented from getting before the jury any improper matter. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. keri is the jury here? 

Mr. . This is the jury—or rather the country is the j 
before which the gentleman hen Bones desires—— Ais, 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Then your object is to prevent this from get- 
ting to the country. 

Mr. HERBERT. The country is the jury before which the gentle- 
man desires to get this matter presented in an improper manner. 

Now, I suggest, Mr. Speaker, that the proper course would be, when 
a writing is sent up to be read, for the Speaker himself to read it. He 
is to judge in the first instance. If there be an appeal from his decis- 
ion, then, as a matter of course, the House ought to have the document 
before it. But untilthereis an appeal from the decision of the Speaker, 
he and he alone should decide whether the writing or document pre- 
sented raises a question of privilege or not. 

If upon inspection it appears clearly to the Speaker that there is 
nothing in the article that constitutes matter of privilege, then the 
Speaker should so rule. From the paper itself this proposition must 
ap If there is nothing in the paper itself to show it matter of 
privilege, no ingenuity can torture it into such. So I submit that the 
Speaker of this House ought to judge before the article is read, and 
without allowing it to go into the RECORD, whether or not there is a 
question of personal privilege presented. 

Mr. DUNN. If the Speaker will allow me I would like to make one 
suggestion in the same line as that of the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. HERBERT] and in addition to what he has so well said. I sub- 
mit that the rule on this subject should be interpreted like the rule of 
law in pleading fraud. It is not sufficient that a pleader shall allege 
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that there was fraud; he must state the facts constituting the fraud or 
exhibit them prima facie. It is not sufficient that a member of this 
House shall merely state that he rises to a question of privilege, he 
must state facts which constitute a question of personal privilege or of 
privilege of the House. 

Now, the gentleman from Kansas has merely stated that he rises to 
a question of privilege; that the matter which he sends up to be read 
affects the privileges of this House; but he does not state facts nor show 
facts in that paper which constitute a question of personal privilege or 
privilege of the House; and until he states that or exhibits it to the 
Speaker he is out of order. He certainly is not on a mere declaration 
entitled to make the record of this House the vehicle to spread base- 
less scandal before the country. 

The SPEAKER. The difficulty in to the suggestion made by 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] is thatif the Chair sim- 
ply takes the paper and reads it privately for his own information and 
then decides whether there is or is not a question of privilege involved, 
no member on the floor could know whether it was proper to take an 
appeal from the decision or not. The House must decide finally upon 
every question of order; so that the first thing to be done is to have the 
paper read, provided it is presented in a proper way. When a gentle- 
man rises upon the floor and states that there is a question of personal 
privilege involved in a matter which he presents, it has not been the 
practice of the House to require him to make in the first instance any 
motion or offer any resolution. 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the Chair allow me to suggest —— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to complete his statement. But 
when a member states that he rises to a question involving the privi- 
leges of the House, then there must be some question presented. The 
Chair thinks the gentleman must make a motion or offer a resolution; 
and upon that the question of privilege will arise. Thus far the gen- 
tleman from Kansas has offered no resolution nor made any motion 
which would constitute the foundation for a question of privilege be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. HANBACK. I offer a resolution—— 

Mr. REAGAN. I submit, Mr. Speaker, it is important that the 
House should havesome protection against the introduction of any kind 
of irrelevant matter under the guise of a ‘‘ question of privilege.” 

The SPEAKER. Although the Chair has constantly endeavored to 
confine these questions of privilege as strictly as possible under the rules, 
still it is very difficult for the ir in administering the rules to pre- 
vent gentlemen from sometimes making upon the floorstatements which 
are not strictly within the rules. But the Chair will endeavor to ad- 
minister the rule as fairly as it can be done. 

Mr. REAGAN. We have asa matter of such ent occurrence the 
abuse of the privilege that it seems tome the Committee on Rules should 
report some rule which would expose to the censure of the House mem- 
bers making this pretense falsely. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

Mr. HANBACK. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. There is no question before the House until the 
resolution has been 

Mr. HANBACK. I desire to say that I do not seek to trifle with the 
House or violate any of its rules. Iam standing here as a member of 
the House upon a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures—— 


Mr. ROGERS. I rise toa question of order. I desire to invite the 
attention of the Speaker to the fact that in og Paice the gentleman 
from Kansas has not stated ifically upon his responsibility asa mem- 
ber of the House what the rule requires heshouldstate. In other words, 
the rule requires he should state, and the statement must be made upon 
his honor and his responsibility as a Representative in this House, that 
this is a question of privilege and affects the ‘‘ safety and dignity ”’ of the 
House or the ‘‘integrity ofits proceeding, ’’ or that itaffects “‘ the rights, 
reputation, and conduct of members individually in their representative 


epay nat 
insist, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman from Kansas has not up to 
this time stated upon his honor as a Representative that there is in- 
volved in this paper which he has sent up or in the resolution he pro- 
to submit van Silene affecting the integrity or character of this 
y, or any member of it in his representative capacity. 
Mr. HANBACK. After the article which I present has been read, 
the eer himself will admit that it reflects upon the integrity of 
this body. 


Mr. ROGERS. In its representative capacity? 

Mr. HANBACK. In its representative capacity. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But in order to entitle the gentleman to have the 
article read, he must make a statement conforming to the rule just read 
by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGERrs], and until he has made 
that precedent statement he can not have anything read here, except by 
consent, as a matter of privilege. 

The SPEAKER, But the gentleman from Kansas does state that in 
his judgment there is a matter involved which affects the dignity and 


honor of the House; not of an individual member of the House, but the 
House of Representatives itself. That is all the Chair thinks any gen- 
tleman can state to entitle him to the floor on a question of privilege. 
But it may be that when the matter is fully disclosed it will appear 
that no question of privilege is involved. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Kansas spoke so indistinctly 
that I was unable to hear exactly what he did say. The statement, 
however, which the Chair makes, gs being the point raised by the gen- 
tleman from of course presents a different question. 

The SPEAKER. After the resolution has been read it will then be 
the duty of the Chair to decide whether or not there is such a question 
of privilege involved as would give the gentleman the right to the floor. 

The Clerk will read the resolution submitted by the gentleman from 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice 
be, and is he , empowered to make full inquiry into any expenditure upon 
the part of the Government relative to the rights of the Bell and Pan-Electric 
Telephone Companies; and for the purpose of this investigation and to the end 
that the people may be fully advi |, the committee is granted the right to send 
for persons and papers, all expenses to be audited and accounted for upon ap- 
| bhialann dow bajak Servet to be paid out of any moneys in the 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, it is perfectly clear that that does 
not present a question affecting the dignity and honor of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Kansas 
as to whether or not the resolution he has submitted involves a ques- 
tion of privilege. It seems to the Chair to be an ordinary resolution 
providing for an investigation and nothing more. 

Mr. HANBACK. I Saite to have read in this connection the articles 
which form a part of the statement upon which the question of privi- 
lege is based, and I now ask for their ing. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STRUBLE. There is so much disorder upon the floor of the 
House that it is utterly impossible to distinguish what is going on. 
The gentleman from Kansas is usually able to make us hear him with 
a great deal of distinctness, but at the present it is not possible, at this 
distance, in the confusion prevailing, to hear a word. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order the gentleman makes is well 
founded. The Chair will request the Sergeant-at-Arms to see that 
gentlemen are seated, and public business will be suspended until order 
is restored upon the floor 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HATCH. My point of order is that the Chair has already stated 
that the resolution which has been read from the Clerk’s desk does not 
ae a question of privilege, and I therefore demand the regular 
order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not believe that this House has anything to 
do with the subject-matter as presented in that resolution; and yet I 
am opposed to throwing any obstacle in the way of the fullest investi- 

tion of any matter which pertains to good government in the United 

tates. 

The SPEAKER. That isa question, of course, for the House to de- 
termine and not for the Chair. The Chair is called upon map to de- 
cide the question raised as to whether or not this proposition o. the gen- 
tleman from Kansas presents a question of privilege. While this may 
be a very proper subject of investigation, the Chair does not sec that it 
involves any question of ats 

Mr. HANBACK. I thank gentleman from Pennsylvania for 
what he has said, and if my question of privilege is itted to be en- 
tertained by this House, the House will see that it is pertinent and 
that it is really a question of privilege. I ask, therefore, that the com- 
munications which I have sent up to the desk shall be now read as a 
part of my question of A his 

Mr. HAMMOND. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The Chair having decided that the resolution 
submitted was not in order, and did not present a question of privilege, 
I ask if the gentleman from Kansas has the right to the floor in any 
other way than by overruling the decision of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from Kansas, 
so far as he could understand what the gentleman was saying, to be 
making an appeal to the House to let the resolution pass. The Chair 
will state that during the last session of Congress the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] offered a resolution of a si character to 
this, to investigate the conduct of a judge with a view ultimately 
to his impeachment. That resolution, it was claimed by the gentle- 
man from Illinois, involved a question of privilege, but the Chair de- 
cided thatit did not. The Chairis unable to seeany difference between 
that resolution and the one now ase They are simply resolu- 
tions proposing an investigation of matters which may or may not be 

for the House to investigate, but which do not involve questions 
of privilege under the rule. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to have the ruling of the Chair on that 
occasion read. 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
a h 
¢ SPEAKER, Before the gentleman from New York = aiar cps the 


Th 
Chair would like to call his attention to a point which in- 
wort ae OER: if ber on the floor should fer articles of im- 


against a public officer, the no doubt that it would be a 

privileged matter er Constitution, because this House 
power of im t. But this is not a resolution pro; = rectors ay aro fay 
o the 


one; it simply instructs the Committee on the J 
truth or ity of certain made against a public officer 


which has been presented. The inquiry result in an ert karen or it 

qe Bags hes rd sto oaa oe EN against a anA p pa map aent 
me TO} m 

tion to Tapoa that officer. 

Mr. BEACH. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BEACH. Is the introduction of this resolution now in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided that it is not. 

Mr. BEACH. Then I demand the regular order. 

Mr, HANBACK. I rise to a question of privilege, and I believe I 
have the floor for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his I Gaston of privilege. 

Mr. HANBACK. I am proceeding to submit question of priv- 
ilege, and I will now proceed with the consent of the House. 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair hasdecided that the resolution which 
the gentleman has submitted does not involve a question of privilege 
under the rules of the House. 

Mr. HANBACK. But, Mr. Speaker, how can that be before I am 
heard on my question of privilege? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, as the Chair understands, now 
proposes to state a question of personal privilege. 
poses? If so, he will proceed to state it. The Chair has 
cided on one alleged question of privilege. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas states he rises to a 
question of mal privilege. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would say to the gentleman 
from Kansas, if he really desires an investigation into any matter 
ing the honor of this Government or the administration of the 
ment of Justice, I ask him not toattempt to bring it up out of its reg- 
ular order, but that he introduce this matter in the order in which the 
Speaker indicates. If he does this I believe he will receive the unani- 
mous concurrence of this side of the House in ordering a thorough and 
searching investigation. Let him adopt this course instead of trying 
to violate the rules and order of the House. If it is an in tion 
he wants, we will, I think, unanimously aid him in having a full inves- 
tigation according to the rules of iamentary law. And I suggest 
to him that he can offer his resolution as soon as his State is called. 

Mr. HANBACK. There is no gentleman on the other side of the 
House for whom I have a higher regard than forthe gentleman who has 
just spoken. I state to him on my honor as a Representative in this 

ouse that the matters which I shall present attach themselves to 
every member in this House. 

Mr. LONG. State your question. 

Mr. HANBACK. It isa question of the highest privilege, because 
the honor of the House is assailed; and as a member of this House I 
desire to have my question of privilege presented to the House and the 
country, in order that all the may be ascertained. 

Mr. LONG. Present it. 

Mr. HANBACK. I was proceeding to state it when interrupted by 
gentlemen on the other side. I will read as part of my remarks on the 
question of privilege—— 

Mr. HAMMOND, I rise to a question of order. The gentleman 
from Kansas has stated no ion of privilege. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Allow him to state it. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair thinks the gentleman from Kansas ought 
to state if there has been any reflection on him in his tative 
capacity as a member of the House. He oughtat least to state that in 
hak bene ingen aere bas hen such a reflection; otherwise all kinds of 
i t matters might be brought into the House and either read by 
the member or from the Clerk’s desk and the House would have no pro- 
tection against the interruption of the regular order of business. 
Chair understood the gentleman from Kansas to say there was no re- 
flection on him in his representative capacity in the article he sent to 
the Clerk’s desk, but that it was a matter involving the privi of 
the House itself. When the gentleman offered his resolution the Chair 
decided at once, in accordance with decisions hitherto made uniformly 
as the Chair thinks, that there was no question involving the privileges 
of the House. Now the Chair understands the to say he 
rises to a question of personal privilege. The Chair thinks he ought to 
state whe any reflection has been made on him in his representa- 
tive capacity, and what that reflection is. - In order to do this it may 
not be necessary to read a long newspaper article. 

Mr. HANBACK. Iwas ing to state the question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. On the contrary, the gentleman has distinctly 
stated there was nothing in either of the articles that reflected on him 
in his representative capacity in any way. 


already de- 


Is that what he pro- | P 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has so stated. 

Mr. HAMMOND. And therefore the gentleman is simply abusing 
the rules of the House. 

Mr. HANBACK. I have always understood, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. MORRISON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. HANBACK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORRISON. I have requested the gentleman from Kansas to 
yield to me to ask unanimous consent that he may present his resolu- 
tion now. It is the same thing whether presented now or twenty min- 
utes later. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON] asks 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HANBACK] to yield to him that he 
may ask unanimous consent that the gentleman’s resolution may be 
considered. Does the gentleman yield for that purpose ? 

Mr. HANBACK. After I have stated my question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s question of personal privilege has 
no connection with the resolution. The Chair has decided the resolu- 
tion involves no question of privilege. Thereupon the Chair understood 
the gentleman rose to a question of personal privilege which has no 
connection with the resolution. 

Mr. HANBACK. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois, that his 
request may be submitted. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution, after which 
the Chair will ask for objections, if any. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

peg Rae the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice 
be, and it is hereby, empowered to make inq into any Sere m the 
part of the Government relative to the rights of the Bell and Tele- 
hone ee for the purpose of investi mand to the end thatthe 
ase emmy nagar wh wee the it to send for per- 
Touchenlatt hen screwed io be paid ott of any moneys ite 
not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. 5 er, I shall object to its consideration at this 
time. Iam willing to let it come in for reference, but if it is going to 
give rise to debate I must object. 

Mr. MORRISON and Mr. ROGERS. No, no! 

Several MEMBERS on the Democratic side. Let it be passed; let it 


be passed. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, Idemand the previous question onthe 
passage of the resolution. 5 

The ponm question was ordered; and the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HANBACK] 
will state distinctly, so that the Chair and House can understand what 
his question of personal privilege is, it will save time. 

Mr. HANBACK., I will attempt, Mr. Speaker, to explain my ques- 
tion of privilege. I am a Representative of one of the States of this 
Union upon this floor, elected and duly accredited as a member of this 
House, and when two of the great journals of this country present, upon 


their editorial a charge—— 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 


roved 
ary 


Mr. HAMMOND. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr.HAMMOND. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HANBACK] has 
stated no question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is proceeding to state his question, 


as the Chair understands. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HANBACK] is 
proceeding to on the editorials of certain newspapers, having pre- 
a announced that they make no allusion to him and none to the 

ouse, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no means of knowing that the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. HANBACK] is now alluding to the same 
paper of which he spoke a while ago. The gentleman speaks now of 
two editorials. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Then, Mr. Speaker, the rule requires that the 
gentleman should state to the Chair that he is now alluding to new 


The | matter. 


The SPEAKER. There is no rule prescribing what the gentleman 
shall state to the Chair. The Chair has notified the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. HANBACK] that he ought to state to the Chair and tothe 
House what his question of privilege is; and, as the Chair understands, 
the gentleman is proceeding to do that. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Then, Mr. Speaker, I submit that until the gen- 
tleman does make such a declaration he has noright to be heard at all. 

TheSPEAKER. Butif the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HANBACK] 
is interrupted by a point of order before he has an opportunity tomake 
any statement, the Chair must be at a loss to determine the question. 
The Chair will hear what the gentleman has to say, and will endeavor 
to confine him within the rules. 

Mr. HANBACK. Ifthe gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] 
will keep quiet a moment I will endeavor to state my question of priv- 
ilege. Isaida oma E Mr. Speaker, that after two journals 
of this country have sp upon their editorial pages a c against 
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memben of mis Egune; z as one tative upon this floor, claim 
e right to in matter. It is a charge against every gen- 
Meman in this House, and I was proceeding, in bomalt of MY a 
of privilege—— 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair thinks that does not involve any 
matter of personal privilege of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HAN- 
BACK], and unless the gentleman, either by name or in some other way, 
is alluded to, or some reflection is made upon him, there is no basis for 
a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. HANBACK. Thechargeisthat membersin this House have been 
corruptly influenced in their action. 

u BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Bpeaker, I rise to a point 
of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. My yn is that any one who 
charges corruption vaguely upon members of this House can in no wise 
be considered as ing personally upon the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. HANBACK], and I am surprised that he should appropriate such 
remarks to himself. [Laughter]. This is not a question of personal 
privilege, and I insist that the gentleman is out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see that the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. HANBACK] makes any statement from which it appears 
that there has been any reflection upon him individually in his repre- 
sentative capacity. 

Mr. HANBACK. No. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand the gentleman to 
say even that there is anything in these articles referring to the present 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. HANBACK. To the present House. I have the charges. 

TheSPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. HANBACK] 
state briefly what the charge is? 

4 Mr. HANBACK. I can state it better, if the Chair will permit me, 
y reading. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the gentleman can not 
ceed unless he states what his question is or what the charge is. [Cries 
of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

The SPEAKER. Theregularorderisdemanded. The Chair decides 
that the matter presented by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HAN- 
BACK] does not raise a question of privilege. This being Monday, the 

lar order is—— ; 

Mr. HANBACK. Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided the question raised by the 
gentleman from Kansas. If the gentleman desires to appeal—— 

Mr. HANBACK. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kansas desire to appeal 
from the decision of the Chair? 

T HANBACK. Irise now to a parliamentary inquiry. [Laugh- 
ter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HANBACK. When a member upon this floor rises toa question 
of personal privilege, I ask the Chair, has he not a right to state what 
it is? 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HANBACK, I was proceeding to state it. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman had stated that the articles to which 
he alluded contained no personal reflection upon him, but that, as he 
understood them, they reflected upon the House. That is not a ques- 
tion of personal privilege affecting the gentleman from baby rg 
HANBACK]. That is a matter which involves the dignity and honor 
of the House itself, and can only be raised when there is a motion or 
resolution which presents some question for the House. [Renewed cries 
of “ Regular order!” ] 

Mr. HANBACK. Mr. Speaker — 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, and others. Regular order! 

Mr. HANBACK. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HANBACK. Iam pi ing to do so. 

Mr. RANDALL, I rise to a point of order. I submit that after the 
decision of the Chair the gentleman has no remedy except by an 


appeal. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so holds, and has asked the gentleman 
from Kansas whether or not he desires to take an appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair. 

Mr. HANBACK. After I am through with my inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his inquiry. 

Mr. HANBACK. My inquiry is this, Whena matter is charged 
a ma House, have I not the right to rise to a question of personal 
privilege 

The SPEAKER.. Not to a question of personal privilege. [Cries 
of “Regular order !’’] 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman has stated that he himself is not 
affected personally by this matter. It seems to me we need not waste 
any more time in that direction. 

Mr. SPEAKER. The Chair has decided the gentleman’s question 
oforder. If he desires to take an appeal the Chair will put that ques- 


tion to the House. If not, the Chair will proceed with the regular 
business of the House. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’*] 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. BRADY. Irise to a question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRADY. I have been reflected upon as a member of this House, 
not only in the public journals, but according to the reports in the pub- 
lic press before a committee of this House. I have also been reflected 
upon on the floor of the House ; and I now rise to ask unanimous con- 
sent that I may be accorded the privilege of a personal explanation. 
[Cries of “Object!” and ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BRADY] asks 
unanimous consent to make a personal explanation. 

Mr. BRAGG. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. BRADY. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRADY. I desire to know whether or not I have a right to 
make a request for a personal explanation as a matter of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. Any reflection upon the gentleman in his repre- 
sentative capacity would involve a question of privilege. The Chair 
will cause to be read the rule on this subject—a rule which seems to be 
somewhat misunderstood. A ‘‘ personal explanation’’ is one thing, 
and a ‘‘question of privilege” is another and quite a different thing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

RULE Ix. 
QUESTIONS OF PRIVILEGE. 


Crore of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the ‘hts of the House 
col nny mir $ the 
rights, reputation, and conduct of members vidually in their representative 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will see from what has just been 
read what matters constitute under the rules questions of privilege. 

Mr. BRADY. I desire to state to the House again that I have been 
misrepresented through the public press and before a committee of this 
House and upon this floor, and I 

Mr. HAMMOND. [rise to a question of order. 

Mr. BRADY. I ask for unanimous consent to vindicate myself asa 
member of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] 
will state his question of order. 

Mr. HAMMOND. And the gentleman from Virginia should not un- 
dertake to proceed until I have stated it. MI panS OE order ja that the 
gentleman has stated no matter of privilege therefore is not entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The gentleman asks unanimous consent. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Then I object. 

Mr. BRADY. I understand the other side to object when a member 
has been assailed unjustly—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman objects. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. KELLEY. On the last day when I was able to be on the floor 
I presented a bill which the then temporary occupant of the chair held, 
in opposition to my views, should go, not as I suggested, to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, but to the Committee on Claims, in which 
ruling he seemed to be justified by the title of the bill, which is “A 
bill for the relief of R. C. Ridgway and others.” Itis, however, a mat- 
ter that has been before the Committee of Ways and Means. The 
proofs are all before that committee. ‘The first favorable reporton the 
subject was made by the present occupant of the Speaker’s chair, the 
second by the gentleman who now ad him, and the third by my 
friend from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT]; and in these various operations 
the bill, which had been presented as a bill for the relief of certain in- 
dividuals, became by a substitute a general measure, regulating the re- 
adjustment of taxes improperly collected. That isthe bill; and it there- 
fore belongs explicitly to the Committee of Ways and Means. I ask 
that the bill (H. R. 1980), incorrectly entitled ‘*A bill for the relief of 
R. C. Ridgway and others,” be transferred from the Committee of 
Claims to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Do I understand the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. KELLEY] to state that this is a general provision of law? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. TI have some recollection of it. 

Mr. KELLEY. Thesubstitute prepared by the Committee of Ways 
and Means, after consultation with the Secretary of the Treasury and 
two successive Commissioners of Internal Revenue, was a general pro- 


vision of law. 
What I want to know from the gentleman from 


Mr. BLOUNT. 
Pennsylvania is whether it is the substitute he now wants to have re- 
ferred. 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes; that is what I want to send to the committee. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I had an idea it was an individual claim. 

Mr. KELLEY. No; the title stands as it did, but the substitute is 
a new measure. 
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Mr. RANDALL. Let us hear the bill read. 
Rrk: SPEAKER, Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania send up 

e 

Mr. KELLEY. Ihave it notathand. Itisbill H. R.1980. Ican 
ene oP the reports which have been made. I read from one of the 
reports: 
commi $ 

ttee atn , substitute! for i conforming 


The 
suggestion of the 
thorized to refund amounts as shall be shown to his 
paid as taxes on distilled spirits in excess of the tax due on the actual quantity 

wn from warehouse, 

The substitute is the bill I present. It;is a general measure, touch- 
OE SIR DELHI Sree Stem Se ey ANS Canaan, WATS St 

eans. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the bill to be read for the 
information of the House. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks to 
correct the reference—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Not to correct, but to give a different reference. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 


The Seer aaa to read the bill. 

The SP The Chair will state that this bill is a very long 
one, and seems to contain provisions for the payment of claims to a 
number of different persons. 

Mr, RANDALL. Ido not want to have it read. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to know if this is thesubstitute referred 
to by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Penn- 
OUIA TO ete he eS cae ee was reported by the 

ttee on Ways and Means of the last Congress. 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. But the rules have been changed since then. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It seems as if this is not a general bill. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object to the reference? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Imustobject, or we must abandon the rule entirely. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This Monday, the first business in order is 
the call of States and Terri for the introduction of bills and res- 
olutions for reference. 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. 4843) authorizing the a 
pointment of an assistant secretary of the Navy; which was ean tia 
and second time, referred to the Committee on“ Naval Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PENSIONS TO SURVIVORS OF INDIAN WARS. 

Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. 4844) to 
survivors of Indian wars from 1835 to 1842; wash oan tanita tae tot 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
SCHOOL FUND, ALABAMA. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4845) to increase the 
school fund of the State of Alabama; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HIRAM N. ROBERTS. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4846) for the relief of 
Hiram N, Roberts, as the administrator of the estate of Henry C. Rob- 
erts, deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN WHITE. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4847) granting arrears 
of ion to Stephen White; which was read a first and second time, 

erred to the i on Invalid Pensions, and ordered te be 
printed. ` 

ISAAC STINNETT. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4848) for the relief of 
Isaac Stinnett; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUNISHMENT OF ROBBERY, INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. ROGERS introduced a bill (H. R. 4849) to punish robbery in 
the Indian Territory; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. HUDSON. 

Mr. PEEL introduced a bill (H. R. 4850) for the relief of William 
J. Hudson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RUSSELL HARVEY. 


Mr. PEEL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4851) for the relief of Russell 
Harvey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM HUTCHISON. 
Mr. PEEL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4852) granting a pension to 


William Hutchison for services rendered and injuries received in the 
war with Mexico; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DRAWBACK DUTY ON TIN. 

Mr. FELTON introduced a bill (H. R. 4853) to amend section 3020 
of the Revised Statutes, relating to drawback duty on manufactured 
tin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, STOCKTON, CALIFORNIA, 

Mr. LOUTITT introduced a bill (H. R. 4854) to provide for the 
erection of a public building, &c., in the city of Stockton, Cal.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Publie 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered. to be printed. 


HENRY F. ARNOLD. 

Mr. SYMES introduced a bill (H. R. 4855) for the relief of Henry 
F. Arnold; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDIE HOYT. 

Mr. SYMES (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4856) for the 
relief of Addie Hoyt; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


EMPLOYES BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (H. R. 4857) granting relief to em- 
ployés in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, United States Treas- 
ury; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

ANN LEDDY. 


Mr. DOUGHERTY introduced a bill (H. R. 4858) to increase the 
pension of Ann Leddy; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CYPRIAN T. JENKINS. 


Mr. DOUGHERTY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4859) for the relief 
of Cyprian T. Jenkins; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SUBLETTING OF MAIL CONTRACTS. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4860) to regulate the 
subletting of contracts for ing the United States mails; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS, ETC., OF SEMINOLE WAR. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4861) granting land- 
warrants tosoldiers and sailors in the United States service in the Semi- 
nole war of 1856, their widows and’ orphans ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

TITLES TO LANDS IN FLORIDA. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4862) confirming 
titles to certain lands in the State of Florida ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. ` 

TREASURY DECISIONS. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4863) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to overrule and reverse the decision of all 
inferior officers of the Treasury ent in respect to all matters of 
account; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES MAILS. 

Mr. BLOUNT introduced a bill (H. R. 4864) to enforce the obligation 
to carry the mails of the United States; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 

IMMEDIATE DELIVERY OF LETTERS. 

Mr. BLOUNT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4865) to extend the sys- 
tem for the immediate delivery of letters, and amendatory of sections 3, 
4, and 5 of the act of March 3, 1885, entitled “An act making appro- 
priations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK H. NICHOLS. 

Mr. CANDLER introduced a bill (H. R. 4866) for the relief of Frank 
H. Nichols; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JASPER W. MARTIN. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4867) for the relief of 
Jasper W. Martin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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DICY D. FOWLER. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4868) for the relief of 
Dicy D. Fowler; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE R. MULLINS. 


Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4869) for the relief of 
George R. Mullins; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY E. CHUMLY. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4870) for the relief of 
Mary E. Chumly; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

s W. ©. ALLEN. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4871) for the relief of W. 
C. Allen; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CONTRACTION OF CURRENCY. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4872) to prevent con- 
traction of the currency; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be 
printed. 

W. H. HOWARD. 

Mr. CLEMENTS introduced a bill (H. R. 4873) for the relief of W. 
H. Howard, of Bartow County, Georgia; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES GANNON, 

Mr. ROWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 4874) for the relief of James 
Gannon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


EULOGIES ON LATE HON. REUBEN ELLWOOD. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a joint resolution (H. Res, 105) to print 
12,500 copies of enlogies on Reuben Ellwood, late Representative in Con- 
gress; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


SECTION 304 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. MORRISON introduced a bill (H. R. 4875) to amend section 304 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RICHARD T. GREENE. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 4876) for the re- 
moval of the charge of desertion against the record of Richard T. 
Greene; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


EDWARD LEAHY. 
Mr. RIGGS, introduced a bill (H. R. 4877) to increase the pension of 
Edward Leahy; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. ELIZABETH LEEBRICK. _ 

Mr. RIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4878) for the relief of Mrs. 
Elizabeth Leebrick; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CLARK HERON. 

Mr. RIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4879) to restore the name of 
Clark Heron to the pension-roll; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MYRON S. BARNES, 

Mr. WORTHINGTON introduced a bill (H. R. 4880) ting an in- 
crease of pension to Myron 8. Barnes; which wasread a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

NEIL FISHER. 

Mr. LANDES introduced a bill (H. R. 4881) for the relief of Neil 
Fisher, late Captain Company E, Fifty-fourth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WASHINGTON T. OTEY. 


Mr. LANDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4882) granting a pension 
to Washington T. Otey; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NATHANIEL AYLSWORTH. 

Mr. NEECE introduced a bill(H. R. 4883) to pension Nathaniel Ayls- 
worth; which was read a first and second time referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions; and ordered to be printed. 

ROSE A. M’MANUS. 
Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4884) to pension Rose A. 


McManus; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS TAYLOR. 
Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4885) to ion Thomas 
rred to t 


Taylor; which was read a first and second time, refe 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN T. WILLIAMSON. 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4886) to pension John T. 
Williamson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EBENEZER GRAY. 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4887) to pension Ebenezer 
Gray; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANTIETAM NATIONAL CEMETERY. 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 106) to pro- 
vide for the settlement of a claim against the Antietam National Ceme- 
tery; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

W. A. MUNFORD. 

Mr. KLEINER introduced a bill (H. R. 4888) for the relief of W. A. 
Munford; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM M. COCKRUM. 

Mr. KLEINER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4889) for the relief of 
William M. Cockrum, for moneys taken from his person by confederate 
soldiers during the late civil war; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


the Commit- 


WILLIAM M. FRANKLIN AND OTHERS, 

Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. 4890) for the relief of Will- 
iam M. Franklin, John M. Stucky, and William H. Fritts; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. ALEXANDER. 


Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4891) for the relief of 
William J. Alexander; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WALLACE HIGHT. 


Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4892) for the relief of 
Wallace Hight; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY I. FOSTER. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4893) pees a pension 
to Mary I. Foster; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DRURY J. HODGES. 


Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4894) for the reliefof Drury 
J. Hodges; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIS LAYTON. 


Mr. FORD introduced a bill (H. R. 4895) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against Willis Layton, late a private in Company I, Forty-fourth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second 
time referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
p NICHOLAS FILBECK. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 4896) for the 
relief of Nicholas Filbeck, Company E, Thirty-second Regiment In- 
diana Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SIMEON STACY. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, also introduced’ bill (H. R. 4897) for 
the relief of Simeon Stacy, private Company G, One hundred and 
forty-ninth iment Illinois Volunteer Infantry; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BARBARA MURPHY. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4898} grant- 
ing a pension to Barbara Murphy; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN H. SEAY. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4899) for 
the relief of John H. Seay; which was read a first and second time, re- 
| ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TO PROTECT LIFE AND PROPERTY AND PREVENT ACCIDENTS. 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
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R. 4900) to protect life and property and to prevent accidents and de- 
laying of mails on railroads and steamboats operated by steam-power 
within the jurisdiction of the United States of America; w was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 4720 REVISED PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. FREDERICK introduced a bill (H. R. 4901) to amend section 
4720 of the Revised Pension Laws; which was a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 4902) to extend 
the benefits of the act approved March 3, 1879, and the act of March 3, 
1885, to certain pensioners whose disabilities are caused by amputa- 
tion and increasing the rate therefor, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTIAN SMARZO. 

Mr. FULLER introduced a bill (H. R. 4903) granting a pension to 
Christian Smargo; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JASPER HAVENS. 
Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (H. R, 4904) ting a pension to 
Jasper Havens; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AARON C. JOHNSON. 
Mr. CONGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4905) granting a pension 
to Aaron C. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CYNTHIA PRATT. 
Mr. CONGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4906) ting a pension 
to Cynthia Pratt; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSHUA JOHNSON. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa {by request), introđuced a bill (H. R. 4907 
for the relief of Joshua Johnson; which was read a first and secon: 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MRS. E. L. COOKE, 

Mr. HOLMES introduced a bill (H. R. 4908) restoring to the poen 
roll the name of Mrs. E. L. Cooke; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered tobe 

rinted. 
UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. HEPBURN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4909) in rela- 
tion to the Supreme Courtand circuit courts of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HEPBURN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4910) in 
relation to the Court of Claims; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. : 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill ve R. 4911) increasing the 
pension to persons totally deaf to $40; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4912) ganing a con- 
demned cannon and carriage to Osceloa Post, No. 173, Grand Army of 
the Republic; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. DUNCAN. 

Mr. LYMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 4913) for the relief of John W. 
Duncan, late of Company B, One hundred and twenty-second Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. LYMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4914) to increase the pen- 
sions of soldiers and sailors of the late civil war on account of deaf- 
ness; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (H. R. 4915) to amend paragraph 3 
of section 4693 Revised Statutes, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

WESLEY H. SHERWOOD. 
Mr. MORRILL also introdneed a bill (H. R. 4916) granting a pension 


to Wesley H. Sherwood; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIJAH W. PENNY. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 4917) for the 
relief of Elijah W. Penny, late lieutenant-colonel One hundred and 
thirtieth Regiment Indiana Volunteers; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

J. FRANCIS HOPPER. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 4918) grant- 
ing a pension to J. Francis Hopper, latecaptain Company C, Sixth Mis- 
souri Volunteer Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TELEGRAPH LINES. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4919) to 
amend the act to aid in the construction of telegraph lines, approved July 
24, 1866; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a resolution authorizing the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads to ascertain certain informa- 
tion ing certain telegraph companies; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

H. L. NEWMAN. 

Mr. FUNSTON introduced a bill (H. R. 4920) for the relief of H. L. 
Newman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARTHA VAUGHN AND OTHERS, 


Mr. FUNSTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4921) for the relief of 
Mrs. Martha Vaughn and legal representatives of Mrs. Lousia Jackman; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered o be printed. 

B. F. BRYANT. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (H. R. 4922) for the relief of B. F. 
Bryant, of Shelby County, romana fe which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES I. M’KINNEY. 
Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4923) for the relief of 


James I. McKinney; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MOBILE AND GIRARD RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. McCREARY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4924) for 
the relief of the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES D. M’KENZIE. 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4925) for the relief of 
the estate of James D. McKenzie, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to. 
be printed. 

FONTAINE T. FOX, JR. 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4926) for the relief of 
Fontaine T. Fox, jr.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 107) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 4927) authorizing the use of the 
Louisville and Portland Canal basin upon certain conditions; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

COURT OF ALABAMA CLAIMS. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 4928) 
to authorize and direct the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the judg- 
ments of the Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second timé, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Fin GENERAL T. T. GARRARD. 

Mr. TAULBEE introduced a bill (H. R. 4929) referring to the Court 
of Claims the claim of General T. T. Garrard and others for destruc- 
tion of salt and injury to salt works under and in pursuance of an 
order of Maj. Gen. D. C. Buell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


P. R. NAPIER. 


Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4930) for the relief of 
P. R. Napier; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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JAMES RILEY. 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4931) for the relief of 
James Riley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

W. P. PRICE. 


Mr. HALZELL introduced a bill (H. R. 4932) for the benefit of W. 
P. Price, of County, Kentucky; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LABAN T. MOORE. 

Mr. WADSWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. 4933) for the relief of 
Laban T. Moore; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MANFRED 8. FRIEND. 


Mr. WADSWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 4934) for the relief 
of Manfred S. Friend; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. LOUISA JACKMAN AND OTHERS. 

Mr. ROBERTSON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4935) for the 
relief of Mrs. Louisa Jackman and the legal representatives of Mrs. 
Martha Vaughan; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 
Mr. KING introduced a bill (H. R. 4936) to repeal section 1218 of the 
Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


LEVEES OF THE MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. 4937) forclosing the gapsin the 
levees of the banks of the Mississippi River and for straightening and 
giving anency to thesame; which was read a first and second time, 
Sea yar the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Missis- 
sippi River, and ordered to be printed. 

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY, LOUISIANA. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. 4938) for the continuation 
of the geological survey in the State of Louisiana; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on the Signal 
Service, Geological Survey, &c., and ordered to be printed. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER LEVEES. 

Mr. KING also submitted a resolution of inquiry, calling for infor- 
mation upon the condition of the levees of the Mississippi River, and 
for other ; which was referred to the Committee on Levees and 
Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

MEDICAL HISTORY OF THE REBELLION. 

Mr. KING also submitted a concurrent resolution for printing 25,000 
copies of each of parts 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6 of the Medical and Surgical 
History of the Rebellion; which was referred to the Joint Committee 
on Printing. 

LOUISIANA AND TEXAS RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. HAHN introduced a bill (H. R. 4939) to authorize Morgan’s 
Louisiana and Texas Railroad Company, its successors and assigns, to 
relinquish any right, title, and interest if may have in and to certain 
public lands granted by act of June 3, 1856; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

COMMANDER E. E. STONE. 

Mr. HAHN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4940) for the relief of Com- 
mander Edward E. Stone; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN SOUTHERN STATES. 


Mr. ST. MARTIN introduced a bill (H. R. 4941) to authorize the 
examination, approval, and patenting of certain un ed private 
land claims in the States of Arkansas, Florida, and Mis- 
souri, and in the States of Alabama and Mississippi south of the thirty- 
first degree of north latitude; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 
GEORGE W. MUNDAY. 

Mr. IRION introduced a bill (H. R. 4942) for the relief of George 
W. Munday, administrator of Maj. Gen. Eleazur W. Ripley, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY ANN LASTROPES AND OTHERS. 

Mr. IRION also introduced a bill (H. R. 4943) for the relief of Mary 
Ann Lastropes and Alphonse Lastropes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LOUIS FONTENOT. 
Mr. IRION also introduced a bill (H. R. 4944) for the relief of Louis 
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Fontenot; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
ALCEE DUPRE. 

Mr. IRION also introduced a bill (H. R. 4945) for the relief of Alcee 
Dupre, administrator of the succession of Cyprien Dupre, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SUCCESSION OF JOSEPH URBAN. 3 

Mr. IRION also introduced a bill (H. R. 4946) for the relief of Pierre 
Cosse, administrator of the succession of Joseph Urban, deceased; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PIERRE COSSE. 

Mr. IRION also introduced a bill (H. R. 4947) for the relief of Pierre 
Cosse; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH C, LE BLANC. 

Mr. IRION also introduced a bill (H. R. 4948) for the relief of Jose 
C. Le Blane; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LANDRY BAILLIO. 


Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. 4949) for the relief of 
Landry Baillio; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

W. F. STALEY. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4950) for the relief 
of W. F. Staley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER I. COCKBURN. 


Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4951) for the relief 
of Peter I. Cockburn; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL L. COMPTON. 


Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4952) for the relief of 
Samuel L. Compton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA A. MURPHEY. 

Mr. BLANCHARDalso introduceda bill (H. R. 4953) for the relief of 
Martha A. Murphey, wife of William P. Murphey; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

NEW ORLEANS EXPOSITION. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 108) au- 
thorizing the several Executive Departments of the Government to loan 
the North Central and South American Exposition at New Orleans cer- 
tain articles for exhibit; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PRINTING FOR RIVERS AND HARBORS COMMITTEE. 
Mr. BLANCHARD also submitted the following resolution; which 
was read, and referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rivers and Harbors be authorized to have 
rinted ali documents or other papers for the use of said committee during this 
Bongress raang they may deem necessary in connection with the discharge of 
u 


AMENDMENT OF CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 109) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

APPOINTMENT OF A LIEUTENANT-COLONEL. 

Mr. MILLIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. 4954) touching the appoint- 
ment of a lieutenant-colonel of cavalry; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

; PATRICK MURRAY. 

Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland (by Mr. FINDLAY) introduced a bill (H. 
R. 4955) granting a pension to Patrick Murray; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. > 

JAMES H. AYRES. 


Mr. COLE introduced a bill (H. R. 4956) to carry out the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of James H. Ayres; which was read a 


first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 
EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN IN FACTORIES. 
Mr. COLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4957) regulating the employ- 
mentof children in factories and workshops; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be 


printed. 
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SPECULATIONS BY NATIONAL-BANK OFFICERS. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. 4958) to prohibit speculation 
by officers of national banking associations; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PREVENTION OF CONTAGIOUS DISEASES. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (H. R. 4959) to the introduc- 
tion of contagious and infectious diseases into the United States and 
to establish a bureau of public health; which was read a first and sec- 
ond a referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 


prin 
MARY S. WEBSTER. 
Mr. ELY introduced a bill (H. R. 4960) granting a pension to Mary 
S. Webster; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF ERSKINE 8. ALLIN. 

Mr. WHITING introduced a bill (H. R. 4961) for the relief of the 
heirs of Erskine S. Allin; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT LOWELL, MASS. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. 4962) for the 
erection of a public building at Mass.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

JEARUM ATKINS. 

Mr. ROWELL (by request) introduced a joint resolution (H. Res, 110) 
for the relief of Jearum Atkins. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been introduced in two 
— Congresses, has been referred to the Committee on Patents and 

vorably reported, and if it is proper under the rules I should like to 
have it referred to the same committee now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule this bill would go to 
the Committee on Claims, unless otherwise referred by unanimous con- 


sent. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. er, then I ask unanimous consent that 
it be referred to the Committee on Patents. 

The pro tempore." The gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. ROCKWELL] asks unanimous consent that this bill be referred to 
the Committee on Patents. Is there objection? 

Mr. RANDALL. What does the rule say, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rule provides that, unless by unan- 
imous consent, a bill of this character shall go to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I object. to its reference to any other com- 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER pro . Objection is made to referring this bill 
to the Committee on Patents, and, under the rule, it will go to the 
Committee on Claims. 

WILLIAM W. SMITH. 

Mr. CUTCHEON introduced a bill (H. R. 4963) granting arrears of 
pension to William W. Smith, late of Spre À A, Twenty-fourth Mich- 
i Volunteers; which was read a first second time, referred to 

e Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 


ORLANDO S. PEARCE. 
Mr. O’DONNELL introduced a bill (H. R. 4964) granting a pension 


to Orlando S. Pearce; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PROTECTION OF INNOCENT PURCHASERS OF PATENTED ARTICLES. 

Mr. O’DONNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4965) to protect in- 
nocent purchasers of patented articles from prosecution for damages and 
infringem: ee ee ens which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the ttee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

INSPECTORS OF HULLS AND BOILERS. 

Mr. MOFFATT introduced a bill (H. R. 4966) to amend section 4414 
Revised Statutes of the United States, fixing the compensation of in- 
spectors of hulls and boilers in the several districts of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT OF BOUNTY. 

Mr. MOFFATT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4967) to $ miiia for the 
payment of bounty in certain cases; which was read a and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BARK MICHIGAN, OF ALPENA, MICH. 

Mr. FISHER introduced a bill (H. R. 4968) to authorize and direct 
the registry and enrollment of the bark Michi 
which was read a first and second time, refi to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PERRY PREBLE. 
Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (H. R. 4969) granting a pension to 


, of Alpena, Mich. ; | the 


Perry Preble; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
PHILO ARNOLD. 
Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4970) for the relief of 
Philo Arnold; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WATER ROUTE CONNECTING LAKE MICHIGAN WITH DETROIT RIVER. 
Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4971) to provide for the 
survey of a water route to connect the waters of Lake Michigan with 
the Detroit River ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Railways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 
MARCUS DANIELS. 

Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4972) for the relief of 
Marcus Daniels ; which was read a first second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

L. S. BAYLESS. 

Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4973) for the relief of 
Lott S. Bayless; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD HARRISON. 

Mr. MAYBURY introduced a bill (H. R. 4974) granting a pension 
to Edward Harrison ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

INCOME TAX. 

Mr. COMSTOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 4975) to establish a grad- 
uated income tax; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

TOBIAS M. COON. 

Mr. COMSTOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4976) for the relief of 
Tobias M. Coon, late a private in Company A, One hundred and eight- 
eenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered. 
to be printed. 

JAMES N. HAIR. 
Mr. of Minnesota, introduced a bill (H. R. 4977) granting a 
n to James N. Hair; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
CHRISTIANA FRIEDERIKA ZENTMEYER. 

Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 4978) for the relief of Mrs. 
Christiana Friederika Zentmeyer, mother of Charles Lonis Zentmeyer; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM M. RANNEY. 

Mr. GILFILLAN introduced a bill (H. R. 4979) for the relief of 
Hiram M. Ranney, late of the Forty-eighth New York Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS GEORGE. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD introduced a bill (H. R. 4980) for the relief of 
Thomas George; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

VICKSBURG AND MERIDIAN RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. BARKSDALE introduced a bill (H. R. 4981) to provide for the 
settlement of an account with the Vicksburg and Meridian Railroad 
Company for internal-revenue tax and to refund the amount of said tax 
erroneously assessed and collected; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC PRINTER. 

Mr. BARKSDALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4982) to enable the 
Public Printer to continue in effect the provisions of the joint resolu- 
tion entitled ‘‘ Joint resolution to authorize the Public Printer to re- 
move certain material from the Government Printing Office,” approved 
February 6, 1883; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT WALTER. 

Mr. MORGAN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4983) to amend 
the record of Robert Walter, late acting master in the United States 
Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SILVER COINAGE. 


Mr. BLAND submitted a resolution, which was read, as follows: 
Whe: at the arenon of the American Bankers’ Association, held at 


from the continued coi of silver A Da qavemenneh een NO DOE 
It was at once confronted the peculiar difficulties perayaan Soar ‘Treasury 
Department. Like his predecessor, the President clearly a the mag- 


nitude and imminence of the danger, and in the interim before the meeting of 
_ Congress he Be RE Ae aS aes as ST Deemeannle Shaan ha AXE IAW 
to aan nation from being precipitated into the deep abyss of financial dete- 


ration. 
“His tempo. expedient is both oe and safe. The law requires the 

Treasurer to pure not less than $2,000,000 worth of silver bullion per month 

and coin it into dollars. But he is required to pay them out only when neces- 


sary. 

“To avoid this necessity the Treasurer now confines his disbursements to 
peire ari demands and refrains from monthly payments as hitherto of the 

un le 

“The surplus of revenue supplies requisite means not only to purchase the 
monthly sum of silver bullion required by law, but also to withdraw a sufficient 
amount of silver certificates issued upon previous purchases to overcome the 
excessive accumulations which so perplexed the prior administration. 

“This will safely hold the situation until Co: shall convene. 

“The tem; ich until income thus overtook expendi- 

concert with the clearing-house commit- 
orts at that critical moment to preserve the 


resolved by this 
hereby, requested to inform this House whether or not any such 


eee was effected by 
with clearing-house committee in New York, or with any other associa- 
tion or „ās is alleged in the said address of Mr. Coe; and, if so, by what 
auth the Treasury Department assumed to virtually suspend the 
co! of silver by Sontag the money in the Treasury after it is coined. 

x form this House what amount of silver dollars was in the 


~ tion ; waa ans 
ry unrepresen' outstan certifi- 
pres hie g 


n. 
, what amount of silver dollars was in the Treasury on the 4th day of 
last that interest-beari 


„what amount of silver cer- 
could be re ; also, what amount of in- 
terest-bearing debt is now subject to call, and what policy is to be pursued in 
the payment of silver thereon and on other public dues. 

The SPEAKER Fob tempore (Mr.‘WELLBORN). This resolution will 
be referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Speaker, in regard to the reference of this reso- 
lution, it seems to me that, inasmuch as it relates entirely to currency 
and not to coinage, it should go to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, and I ask the Chair to consider the propriety of that reference. 

Mr. MILLS. Let me ask my colleague on the committee if it does 
not also refer to the paymon: of the public debt ? 

Mr. HEWITT. It refers to the payment of the public debt, but 
it deals entirely with aiming oio already coined under the law, and 
has no reference to coinage whatever—no suspension, no change in ref- 
erence to it. It only refers to a circulating medium, and that, under 
the rules, belongs to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, that refers to silver coin struck under 
the act of 1878. It refers to certificates issued upon that coin, a mere 
incident or Ba pic pert of the coin, and therefore subject to the same 
provisions regulations as the coin itself. 

But, sir, pending before that committee are propositions to change 
the law of 1878. veral have reference to the suspension of coinage, 
others have reference to the limiting of coi and others to giving 
unlimited coinage. This matter is a proper subject of consideration by 
that committee with reference to this question of legislation; for, sir, 
if, under that law, there is no provision by which this money can get 
into circulation, it is the duty of that committee to so legislate upon 
the subject as to turn that money into circulation. 

Mr. STEELE. Regular order! 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is not debatable. The | p 


Chair thinks the bill should go to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, It is a matter, however, which is under the control of 
the majority of the House, and, unless instructed to the contrary, the 
Chair will direct that reference. 

Mr. MILLS. The Chair is unquestionably right in his ruling; it 
evidently belongs to the Committee on Coinage. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, 

THOMAS CAUL. 

Mr. HATCH introduced a bill (H. R. 4984) for the relief of Thomas 
Caul, father of Samuel P. Caul, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

: JAMES A. SMITH. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. 4985) to pay James A. 
Smith for supplies furnished the Twenty-first Regiment Missouri Vol- 
unteers during the late war; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JURISDICTION OF UNITED STATES CIRCUIT COURTS. 


Mr. HUTTON introduced a bill (H. R. 4986) to amend sections 1, 2, 
3, and 10 of the act of March 3, 1875, defining the jurisdiction of the 
circuit courts of the United States, and for other p ; which was 


yarposes 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed, 
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EDWARD S. ARMSTRONG. 


Mr. HUTTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4987) for the relief of Ed- 
ward S. Armstrong; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH W. ADAIR. 

Mr. CLARDY introduced a bill (H. R. 4988) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth W. Adair; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. HEARD introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 111) authorizin 
the printing of 5,000 copies of the Statistical Abstract of the Uni 
States for the year 1885; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

SHORT CREEK LAKE, MISSOURI. 

Mr. BURNES introduced a bill (H. R. 4989) to donate Short Creek 
Lake, in Platte County, to the State of Missouri, and forever preserving 
the same for public resort and recreation; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

TERRITORY OF CIMARRON. 

Mr. BURNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4990) to establish and 
organize the Territory of Cimarron and to secure the public lands therein 
to actual settlers, remove unlawful inclosures therefrom, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


F. M. WADLEY. 
Mr. HALE introduceda bill (H. R. 4991) for therelief of F. M. Wad- 
ley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LEANDER C. MITCHELL. 

Mr. HALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4992) to restore Leander C. 
Mitchell to the pension-roll; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN VAN JOSSEN, 

Mr. HALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4993) removing the charge 
of desertion against John Van Jossen; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DR. S. W. HOLT. 

Mr. HALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4994) for the relief of Dr. 
8. W. Holt; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HAMILTON CREWS. 


Mr. HALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4995) for the relief of Ham- 
ilton Crews; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MISSOURI STATE TROOPS. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 4996) providing 
for the appointment of commissioners to ascertain what just claims for 
military services performed by officers and privates of the military forces 
of the State of Missouri in the suppression of the rebellion in concert 
with the authorities of the United States and subject to their orders, 
still remain unpaid and not assumed by the said State, and for other 
; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

' ANDREW J. SMITH. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4997) author- 
izing the President to appoint and retire Andrew J. Smith, late colonel 
Seventh United States Cavalry and major-general of volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 4722 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, alsointroduced a bill (H. R.4998) toamend 
section 4722 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES D. WILDE. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4999) to 
place the name of James B. Wilde, of Missouri, on the pension-roll; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. LOGAN. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5000) to 
place on the on-roll the name of John W. Logan, dependent father 
of Clinton M. Logan, late a private in Company F, Eighty-fifth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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WILLIAM CANNON. 

Mr. WADE (by Mr. WARNER, of Missouri) introduced a bill (H. R. 
5001) for the relief of William Cannon; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DOUGLAS DALE. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 5002) forthe relief 
of Douglas Dale, Cass one Missouri; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the 
printed. 

MARY E. CAREY. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, introduced a bill (H. R. 5003) for the 
relief of Mary E. Carey; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

BRIDGES OVER NAVIGABLE RIVERS. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5004) 
granting the consent of Congress to the erection of bridges over navi- 
gable rivers upon conditions therein stated; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN NEBRASKA. 

Mr. DORSEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5005) to provide for holding 
terms of the United States district and circuit courts in the district of 
Nebraska; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

UNPAID BALANCE OF GENEVA AWARD FUND. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 5006) for the creation of 
a commission to distribute the unpaid balance of the Geneva award 
fund, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT NASHUA, N. H. 

Mr. GALLINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 5007) providing for 
the erection of a public building in the city of Nashua, in the State of 
New Hampshire; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MRS, ANNA BUTTERFIELD. 

Mr. GALLINGER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5008) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Butterfield, dependent mother of James 
A. B. Butterfield; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HOURS OF LETTER-CARRIERS. 

Mr. McADOO introduced a bill (H. R. 5009) to limit the hours that 
letter-carriers in cities shall be employed per day; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FAMILY OF JOHN TWOMEY. : 

Mr. MCADOO also submitted a resolution to pay the family of Ji 
Twomey, who died in the service of the House, a sum equal to six 
months’ salary; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 

DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 

Mr. HEWITT introduced a bill (H. R. 5010) to modify existing laws 
relating to duties on imports and the collection of the revenue; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

REFUND OF DUTIES. 

Mr. HEWITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 5011) to refund the duties 
paid by the State of New York on arms impo’ in 1863; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

DISCRIMINATING DUTY ON WORKS OF ART. 

Mr. HEWITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 5012) to abolish the dis- 
criminating duty on works of art the productions of foreign and Amer- 
ican artists; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

CONTRACTS OF COMMON CARRIERS, ETC. 

Mr. HEWITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 5013) relating to contracts 
of common carriers and to certain obligations, duties, and rights in con- 
nection with the carriage of property; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DRAWBACKS ON IMPORT DUTIES, 

Mr. HEWITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 5014) to amend section 
3019 of the Revised Statutes relating to drawbacks on duties on im- 
ported materials when manufactured and exported; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


VITALIA E. DU FLON. 
Mr. HEWITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 5015) for the relief of 


mmittee on Claims, and ordered to be ate 


Vitalia E. Du Flon, administratrix, with the will annexed, of Pierre 
Du Flon; which was read a first and second time. 
Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask that that bill be referred to the 


Committee on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill, it seems to the Chair, should 
go to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HEWITT. Iam compelled to dissent from the opinion of the 
Chair. That was my own impression, but this is not a claim in any 
sense. The bill relates to the repaymentof a portion of the old 
public debt. It is a very curious case, and the bill relates solely to the 
repayment of an old certificate of indebtedness of the United States. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the gentleman from New York 
thinks it is not a claim against the Government? 

Mr. HEWITT. It is a claim against the Government in one sense 
and in one sense only. The claimant (if we may call her so) holds one 
of the old certificates of indebtedness of the United States, which is 
payable at the Treasury, and which the Secretary would pay but for 
the fact that the fund has been covered into the Treasury. I ask unan- 
imous consent that the bill go to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objectionismade. The matterisnow 
in the control of the House. The Chair will entertain a motion to refer 
the bill to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. HEWITT. ‘Then, Mr. §; er, I move that this bill be referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. The question of where the bill 
should go has been a matter of very careful consideration, and I am 
satisfied that it should go to that committee. 

The motion of Mr. HEWITT was agreed to; and the bill was referred 
tothe Committee on Ways and Means. 

MAURICE GANDY. 

Mr. HEWITT (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R5016) for the 
relief of Maurice Gandy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


COMPENSATION OF UNITED STATES ASSISTANT ASTRONOMERS, 

Mr. HEWITT (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5017) fixing 
the compensation of assistant astfonomers at the United States Naval 
Observatory, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RECKNAGEL & CO. 

Mr. ADAMS, of orei Mr. BEACH), introduced a bill (H. R. 
5018) for the relief of Co. ; which was read afirst and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


INSPECTION OF MARINE BOILERS. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York (by Mr. BEACH), also introduced a bill 
(H. R. 5019) toamend section 4418 of the ised Statutes of the United 
States, title o relating to the inspection of marine boilers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 


Mr. ADAMS, of New York (by Mr. BEACH), also introduced a bill 
(H. R. 5020) to modify existing law relating to duties on imports and 
the collection of revenue; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET A. JACOBY. 

Mr. BEACH introduced a bill (H. R. 5021) granting a ion to Mrs, 
Margaret A. Jacoby; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


REGISTRY OF VOTES IN HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. BEACH also offered a resolution directing the Committee on 
Rules to inquire into the feasibility of a plan for registering votes, &c. ; 
saa was referred to the Committee on Rules, and ordered to be 
print 

ISABELLA J. RAMSDELL. 

Mr. JAMES introduced a bill (H. R. 5022) increasing the pension of 
Isabella J. Ramsdell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DEPOSITORS IN NATIONAL BANKS. -A 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (H. R. 5023) to secure depositors in 
the national banks; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. - 
WILLIAM CHRISTIE. ~ 

Mr. BURLEIGH (by Mr. West) introduced a bill (H. R. 5024) grant- 
ing a pension to William Christie; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
JANE JUDSON. 


i 

Mr. WEST introđuced a bill (H. R. 5025) for the relief of Jane Jud- 
son; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, z 
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ARCHIBALD L. BETTS. 
Mr. WEST also Sees ee bi (H. R. 5026) for the re- 


lief of Archibald L. Betts; w was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JAMES H. IRVIN. 

Mr. WEST also introduced a petition and bill (H. R. 5027) for the re- 
lief of James H. Irvin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

E. A. RAYMOND. 

Mr. WEST also introduced a bill (H. R. 5028) for the relief of Eir 
A. Raymond; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

. JOHN WILLIAMS. 

Mr. WEST also introduced a petition and bill (H. R. 5029) for the 
relief of John Williams; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANKLIN CARRIS. 

Mr. FARQUHAR introduced a bill (H. R. 5030) for the relief of 
Franklin Carris; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGET SULLIVAN. 

Mr. FARQUHAR also introduced a bill (H. R. 5031) for the relief of 
Bridget Sullivan; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER KRAFT. 

Mr. FARQUHAR also introduced a bill (H. R. 5032) for the relief of 
Peter Kraft; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARIA SPELLEN. 

Mr. FARQUHAR also introduced a bill (H. R. 5033) for the relief of 
Maria Spellen; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHERINE SMITH. 

Mr. FARQUHAR also introduced a bill (H. R. 5034) for the relief of 
Catherine Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTINA GAVIN. 

Mr. FARQUHAR also introduced a bill (H. R. 5035) for the relief of 
Christina Gavin, widow of Dominick Gavin; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MAGDALENA MILLER. 

Mr. FARQUHAR also introduced a bill (H. R. 5036) for the relief of 
Magdalena Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB NEWBERGER. ‘ 

Mr. FARQUHAR also introduced a bill (H. R. 5037) for the relief of 
Jacob Newberger; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN SAUER. 

Mr. FARQUHAR also introduced a bill (H. R. 5038) for the relief of 
Stephen Sauer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER SCHULTZ. 

Mr. FARQUHAR also introduced a bill (H. R. 5039) for the relief of 
Peter Schultz; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LYMAN D. GREEN. 

Mr. DAVENPORT (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5040) grant- 
ing a pension to Lyman D. Green; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SALLY A. STONE. 

Mr. PAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 5041) granting a pension to 
Sally A. Stone; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HESTER SPRONG. 

Mr. PAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5042) for the relief of Hes- 
ter Sprong; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY E. WALKER. 

Mr. PAYNE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5043) granting a 
pension to an acting assistant surgeon, Mary E. Walker; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

POOL-SELLING, ETC., IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr, SESSIONS introduced a bill (H. R. 5044) to prevent book-mak- 


ing and pool-selling of any kind in the District of Columbia for the pur- 

pose of gaming; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 

Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 
AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. VIELE introduced a bill (H. R. 5045) to repeal section 1218 of 
the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN RIGGS. 

Mr. ARNOT introduced a bill (H. R. 5046) granting a pension to 
John Riggs; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

J. S. TANSEY. 

Mr. ARNOT also introduced a bill (H. R. 5047) granting a pension to 
J. S. Tansey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AARON B. POYER. 

Mr, ARNOT also introduced a bill (H. R. 5015) pranking’s pension to 
Aaron B. Poyer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWIN SIDNEY. 

Mr. ARNOT also introduced a bill (H. R. 5049) granting a pension to 
Edwin Sidney; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES COURTS, RALEIGH, N. C. 


Mr. COX introduced a bill (H. R. 5050) to provide for terms of the Uni- 
ted States district court at Raleigh, N. C., and change the lines between 
the eastern and western districts; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES MADISON PRUITT. 

Mr. COWLES introduced a bill (H, R. 5051) to place the name of 
James Madison Pruitt on the pension-roll; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM CHESTER. 

Mr. SKINNER introduced a bill (H. R. 5052) for the relief of Will- 
iam Chester; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY MEYER. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (H. R. 5053) granting a pension to Henry 
Meyer; which was read a firstand second time, referred tothe Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS M. LOAR. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 5054) granting a pension to 
Thomas M. Loar, of Paulding County, Ohio; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN MAPLE. 

Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 5055) granting a pen- 
sion to John Maple; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE LEMON. 
Mr. ELLSBERRY introduced a bill (H. R. 5056) for the relief of 
George Lemon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WESLEY PURTEE. 
Mr. ELLSBERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5057) granting a pen- 


sion to Wesley Purtee; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN ARTHUR. . 

Mr. ELLSBERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5058) granting a pen- 
sion to John Arthur; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM S. SPRATT. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5059) granting a pen- 
sion to William 8. Spratt; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

T. J. EDWARDS. 

Mr. THOMPSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5060) for the relief of T. 
J. Edwards, administrator of the estate of David Edwards, deceased ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL BAKER. 

Mr. THOMPSON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5061) 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel Baker, a soldier of the war 
of 1812 ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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JOHN COMBS. 


Mr. THOMPSON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5062) 
granting a pension to John Combs for services during the war of 
rebellion ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM C. ARMSTRONG. 


Mr. McKINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5063) to amend the muster- 
roll of Company B, Ninth Regiment Ohio Volun’ so as to place 
thereon the name of William C. Armstrong, a private said company ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. CAROLINE F. SPEIGEL. 


Mr. McKINLEY alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 5064) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Caroline F. Speigel, widow of Marcus M. Speigel; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK LUDWIG. 

Mr. FORAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5065) to remove the charge of 
desertion from Frank Ludwig; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be prinred. 

SARAH RENDELL. 


Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5066) pases pen 
Sarah Rendell; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be eee 


SAMUEL N. REED. 


Mr. ROMEIS introduced a bill (H. R. 5067) granting a pension to 
Samuel N. Reed; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY JOYCE. 


Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 5068) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Joyce, mother of John Joyce, late of Company E, Twenty- 
second Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LUCY C. MORSE. 


Mr. GEDDES introduced a bill (H. R. 5069) granting a pension to 
Lucy C. Morse; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SUITS BY UNITED STATES TO CANCEL PATENTS. 


Mr. LITTLE submitted the following resolution of inquiry; which 
was read, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 


That the Committee on the Judiciary be directed to natant ke: 

port to the House, accompanying the report by a bill if deemed best 

First. Whether under existing law, and if so under what law, the Attorney- 
General has authority, at the instance and in the interest of private corporations 
or of individuals, in the name and at the expense of the United States, to insti- 
tute and to carry on or defend against suits to cancel or annul letters patent is- 
sued to citizens of the United States under the laws thereof on aceount of inven- 
joc ea eji mere, United States having no pecuniary or other interest 

erein; and 

Second. Whether, if said authority exist, and its continuance be deemed wise 
in the judgment of ‘the committee, the law conferring the same should not be 
made so as that parties in interest would be rised with certainty in 
what cases and under what conditions they might look to the Government of 
the United States to undertake the burden of their litigations in that behalf. 


ABBIE L, CUNNINGHAM. 

Mr. LITTLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5070) granting a pension 
to Abbie L. Cunningham, widow of Francis late private 
Company E, Forty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M. GREGG. 

Mr. LITTLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5071) granting a ion 
to James M. Gregg; which was read a firstand second time, agension |” 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JESSE N. OREN. 


Mr. LITTLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5072) to correct the mus- 
ter-roll of Company B, Fortieth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, as to the name 
of Jesse N. Oren, late orderly sergeant of said company; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW C. MILLER. 

Mr. LITTLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5073) to correct the mus- 
ter-roll of Company B, Twelfth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, as to the name 
of Andrew C. Miller, late second lieutenant of said company; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES WATERS. 


Mr. HERMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5074) to provide increase of 
pension to James Waters, a citizen of the State of Oregon; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CRATER LAKE NATIONAL PARK. 


Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5075) reserving from 


the beng ublic lands in the State of Oregon as a public park for the benefit 


people of the United States townships 27, 28, 29, 30, and 31 
an ranges 5 and 6 east of Willamette meridian, and for the protec- 
tion of The cre fish, timber, natural wonders, and curiosities therein, 
and the said reservation tobe known as the Crater Lake National Park; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


OREGON INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS, 


Mr. HERMAN also submitted the following resolution of inquiry; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims: 


various bills are now pending in this House for the adjustment of 
claims arising from a cee in the State of Oregon and supplies fur- 
nished the United States on during the years 1 while defending the then 
the years 1853, 1854, 1855, and 1856, and 
hostilities in 1872 and 1878; and 


has been made by Had pono 
ment of other of said claims not so allowed: 
Beitresolved, That the of the Interior be, ant heis hereby, requested, 

if not incompatible with the public interests, to furnish this House with a state- 
ment in detail of all claims as aforesaid arising in the State of m and now 
in said Department, together with then names of claimants, their respect- 

ces, and amounts and nature of im, the sum allowedof each 
claim, with the information ss to what measures, if any, have been ado; to 
ascertain and adjust the several amounts due to claimants, by whom and when 
and how said nment or adjustment was at various periods attempted, and 
the various acts of Congress authorizing said adjustment, or attempted adjust- 
ment, together with a reference to the various reports and recommendations of 
the Department to Con; concerning said claimsand demands from the early 
pioneers and citizens of the State of Oregon. 


LAND GRANTS TO OREGON WAGON-ROADS. 


Mr. HERMAN also submitted the following resolution of inquiry; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 


Road Com- 
pany have neither eae poan y bridged, cleared, or co any road alon; 
the designated by acts of Congress, nor on any route in, accordance wi 
the intent and meaning of vd acts of Congress; and 

2. That as to the Oregon Central Military Wagon-Road Company said com- 
mission finds no road built or repaired along their route, and that the only roads 


a SOS settlersand ts, they are not the roads co! 
bo nid wi emigran: ey n- 
i $ as to the Dalles ilitary Wagon-Road Company said commission 
er peer ca by them yon east, nor repaired sny built by 
settlers; an 


Whereas the Legislature of Oregon Pong i its senate joint memorial No. 6, 
= Congress that the gran nea lands aft i 8 


910.23 
Dalles itary Wagon-Road 
ther lands since certified or ponies be investigated 
isted they be abolished, 
hich have been patented Con- 
gress authorize suits to be instituted in the courts of the United States to vacate 
said grants and annul said lists and patents so issued, except where any of said 
lands have been acquired in good th by innocent purchasers ; 
Whereas by a tale resolution introduced in this Co: there is an 
omission of one aforesaid grants or roads, and alike omission in the certi- 
from the Orego hi 


he is hereby, recnanied te to 
wale interests, how much of 
o each of said companies, as- 
remains unpatented of 
entered 


Resolved, That the Secretary of Interior 
inform this House, if not eee heken? the 
the grants of aforesaid have been 

paperdenda vand how much to cach 


REBECCA AND MATILDA SPENCE. 


Mr. JACKSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5076) for the relief of Re- 
becca and Matilda Spence; which was read a first and second 
Dne Pe fatto to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Syurpson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had agreed to the resolution of the 
House of Representatives of January 18, 1886, to print and bind 25,000 
extra copies of the President’s last annual message and accompanying 
documents for the use of the House, with amendments; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a resolution, 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested, providing for the 

sion, Sow binding of 3,050 additional copies of the Compilation of 
ection Cases. 


DANIEL H, SNYDER. 
Mr. ERMENTROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 5077) for the relief of 
Daniel H. Snyder; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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REBECCA YOCUM. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 5078) granting a 
pension to Rebecca Yocum; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES E. BEHLE. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 5079) for the relief 
of Charles E. Behle; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALASKA TERRITORY. ‘ 

Mr. CURTIN introduced a bill (H. R. 5080) to facilitate the settle- 
ment and to develop the resources of the Territory of Alaska and to 
open an overland communication therewith; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Territories, and ordered to 
be printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5081) to equalize bounties 
in certain cases of soldiers of the late war; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. x 

DUTIES ON MACCARONI, ETC. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 5082) to ro- 
store the rates of duty on imported maccaroni, vermicelli, and other 
like products; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH R. BOYLE. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5083) 
granting a pension to Sarah R. Boyle; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed, 

F. R. J. ELLIOTT. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of hye haga also introduced a bill (H. R. 5084) 
for the relief of F. R. J. ott; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY HILL. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 5085) for the 
relief of Mary Hill; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF AN ACTING ASSISTANT SURGEON. 
Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5086) 


for the relief of an assistant in the late war; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MARTHA L. MILLER. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. oes | 
for the relief of Martha L, Miller; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS 0. ROBINSON. 

Mr. SCRANTON introduced a bill (H. R. 5088) granting a pension 
to Thomas O. Robinson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF A. LAWRENCE FOSTER. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (H. R. 5089) for the relief of the heirs 
of the estate of A. Lawrence Foster, deceased; which was read a 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM H. BROOKS. 

Mr. BAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 5090) granting a pension to 
William H. Brooks; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HARVEY COBURN. 

Mr. BOYLE introduced a bill (H. R. 5091) to restore the name of 
Harvey Coburn to the pension-roll; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

NANCY CONNER. 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5092) panting a pension 
to Nancy Conner; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY RITCHEY. 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5093) granting a pension 
to Mary Ritchey; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM BEDDO AND OTHERS, 


i Mr. STORM introduced a bill (H. R. 5094) for the relief of William 
Beddo and others; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS G. CORBIN. 


' Mr. RANDALL introduced a bill (H. R. 5095) for the relief of Thomas 


G. Corbin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
JAMES CHASE HEATH. 
Mr. SPOONER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5096) granting 


a pension to James Heath ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WASHINGTON MONUMENT GROUNDS. 

Mr. DIBBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 5097) to regulate the use of the 
grounds of the Washington National Monument, known as ‘‘ public res- 
ervation No. 3,” in the city of Washington, D. C.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL CEMETERY, KNOXVILLE, TENN. 

Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. 5098) to construct a road to the 
national cemetery at Knoxville, Tenn.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM B. DAVIS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 5099) granting a pension to 
William B. Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 

ELEANOR FOUST. 

Mr. PETTIBONE introduced a bill (H. R. 5100) ting a pension 
to Eleanor Foust; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
tke Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DAVID A. GREEN, 


Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5101) to remove the 
charge of desertion against David A. Green from the records in the Ad- 
jutant-General’s Office; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN MASONER. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5102) for the relief of 
John Masoner; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ALFRED T. MORELAND. 
Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5103) for the relief of 
Alfred T. Moreland; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


I. L. CAIN AND OTHERS, 


Mr, PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5104) for the relief of 
I. L. Cain, A. A. Kyle, A. Kennedy, and G. M. Hazen; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH REN. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 5105) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Ren; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL J. WARNER. 
Mr. RICHARDSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5106) to restore to the 


pension-roll the name of Samuel J. Warner; and was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
PRIMITIVE BAPTIST CHURCH, PELHAM, TENN. 

Mr. RICHARDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 5107) making an ap- 
propriation for the benefit of the Primitive Baptist church, at Pelham, 
Grundy County, Tennessee; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF DAVID BELL. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 5108) for the re- 
lief of the legal representatives of the late David Bell; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A. E. COOPER. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H, R. 5109) for the 
relief of A. E. Cooper, of Carroll County, Tennessee; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JASPER MANLEY. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLORalso introduced a bill (H. R. 5110) granting 
a pension to Jasper Manley; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM H, RANDLE. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 5111) for the 
relief of William H. Randle; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

J. H. WILLIAMS, 


Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 5112) for the 
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relief of the estate of J. H. Williams, deceased; which was read a first 


ARROYO DE SAN LORENZO LAND GRANT. 


and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered | Mr, LIBBEY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5128) to con- 


to be printed. 
W. C. SAUNDERS. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 5113) for the 
relief of W. C. Saunders; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

J. F. HURT. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 5114) for the 
relief of J. F. Hurt; which was read a first and?second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

S. H. FOX. 

Mr. NEAL introduced a bill (H. R. 5115) for the relief of S. H. Fox, 
of Polk County, Tennessee; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY A. SHAW. 


Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 5116) to grant a pen- 
sion to Mary A. Shaw; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT D. FRAYSER, ADMINISTRATOR. 


Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 5117) for the re- 
lief of Robert D. Frayser, administrator of Fletcher Lane, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JUDITH PLUMMER. 
Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5118) 
for the relief of Judith Plummer; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


RED RIVER JUDICIAL DISTRICT, TEXAS. 


Mr. THROCKMORTON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5119) 
to create a judicial district in the State of Texas to be known as the 
Red River judicial district and providing for officers thereof; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF MATTHEW ALLISON. 

Mr. SAYERS introduced a bill (H. R. 5120) for the relief of the heirs 
and legal representatives of Matthew Allison, deceased; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL QUORLES. 

Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5121) for the relief of the heirs 
of Samuel Quorles, deceased; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ESTATE OF JAMES G. WINTERSMITH. 

Mr. REAGAN also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 112) for the 
relief of the estate of the late James G. Wintersmith, late Doorkeeper 
of the House of Representatives; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY RICKLEFSEN. 
Mr. MILLER, of Texas, introduced a bill (H. R. 5122) granting a 
ion to Henry Ricklefsen; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WELLBORN introduced a bill (HL. R. 5123) to authorize the ex- 
execution in the Indian Territory of process issued from the United 
States courts having jurisdiction in said Territory; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, NORFOLK, VA. 

Mr. LIBBEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5124) to provide for the erection 
of a po building in the city of Norfolk, in the State of Virginia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R, 5125) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to authorize a retired-list for privates and non-commis- 
sioned officers of the United States Army who have served for a period 
of thirty years or upward;’’ which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

> JOSEPH LIBBEY. 

Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5126) for the relief of 
Joseph Libbey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. RIPLEY. 


_ Mr. LIBBEY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5127) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary A. Ripley; which was read a first and second 
“me seed to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
prin à 
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firm a certain private land claim in the Territory of New Mexico; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM HOBBS. 

Mr. LIBBEY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 5129) grant- 
ing a pension to William Hobbs; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. TAYLOR. 


Mr. O’FERRALLintroduced a bill (H. R. 5130) for the relief of George 
W. Taylor, of thetounty of Frederick, State of Virginia; which wasread 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A. F. AND N. C. ST. JOHN. 

Mr. TRIGG introduced a bill (H. R. 5131) for the relief of A. F. and 
N. C. St. John; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES HUGHES. 

Mr. TRIGG also introduced a bill (H. R. 5132) granting a pension to 
James Hughes, a soldier of the war of 1812; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PAY OF SOUTHERN MAIL CONTRACTORS. 

Mr. TRIGG also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 113) to reap- 
propriate and apply the amount appropriated by the act of Congress ap- 
proved March 3, 1877, to pay certain Southern mail contractors; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

NICHOLAS WHITE. 


Mr. DANIEL (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5133) for there- 
lief of Nicholas White; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES PROPERTY, HARPER’S FERRY. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (H. R. 5134) appropriating $512.75 to 
enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay for repairs to and care of 
certain United States property under the provisions of an act approved 
June 14, 1878; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

CLASSIFICATION OF LABOR, ETC. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. 5135) to 
classify labor and equalize the pay of employés under the Government 
of the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS, OCTAVE PAVY. 

Mr. GOFF introduced a bill (H. R. 5136) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Octave Pavy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. H. S. GARDINER. 
_ Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 5137) granting a pension to 
Mrs. H. 8. Gardiner; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. W. H. CROSS. 


Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 5138) granting a pension to 
Mrs. W. H. Cross; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BAILES C. DEWEECE. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 5139) granting a pension to 
Bailes C. Deweece, late a private Company G, Eleventh Regiment New 
York Regulars, in the war with Mexico; which was read a first and 
secre time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM ©. M’CROSKEY. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 5140) granting relief to Will- 
iam C. McCroskey, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HARRIET MURPHY. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 5141) granting a pension to 
Harriet Murphy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL M. MILLER. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 5142) granting a pension to 
Daniel M. Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


EMANUEL FRANCIS. 
Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 5143) granting a pension to 
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Emanuel Francis; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
MRS. AMELIA S. RANKIN. 

Mr. BRAGG introduced a bill (H. R. ee an appropriation 
to Mrs. Amelia 8. Rankin, widow of Hon. Joseph kin, di 
late a Representative from the State of Wisconsin; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. BENNETT. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE introduced a bill (H. R. 5145) granting a pen- 
sion to William H. Bennett; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FREDERICK FREDLEY. 

Mr. BEAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5146) for the relief of Frederick 
Fredley for payment out of any annuity or installment due Apache 
Indians for depredations committed by them; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, BISMARCK, DAK. 

Mr. GIFFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 5147) for the erection of a 
public building at Bismarck, Dak.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MRS. BENJAMIN SMITH. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 5148) to compensate 
Mrs. Benjamin Smith for services in the Union Army; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIM IN NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. JOSEPH introduceda bill (H. R. 5149) to confirm a certain pri- 
vate land claim in the Territory of New Mexico; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (H. R. 5150) for the protection of 
settlers and others upon certain of the public lands of the United 
States; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


SPOKANE AND CŒUR D'ALENE RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 5151) creating the 
Spokane and Cœur d’Alene Railway Company, a corporation in the 
Territories of Washington and Idaho, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT WILLIAMS. 


Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 5152) to place the 
name of Robert Williams on the retired-list of enlisted men; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

E. C. CHTROUSE. 


Mr. VOORHEESalso introduced a bill (H. R. 5153) for the relief of 
E. C. Chirouse, late United States Indian agent; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MARGARET A. POLAND. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 5154) granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret A. Poland, widow of Alexander Poland, late of Lou- 
doun County, State of Virginia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SOUTH FORK OF LEWIS RIVER. 

Mr. VOORHEES also presented a memorial of the Legislative As- 
sembly of Washington Territory, praying for an appropriation for the 
improvement of the South Fork of the Lewis River; which was referred 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


NORTH FORK OF LEWIS RIVER. 

Mr. VOORHEES also presented a memorial of the Legislative As- 
sembly of Washington Territory, praying for an appropriation for the 
improvement of the North Fork of the Lewis River; which was referred 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


SALE OF DESERT LANDS. 


Mr. CAREY introduced a bill (H. R. 5155) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to provide for the sale of desert lands in certain States and 
Territories;’’? which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. ° 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 


committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the follow- 
ing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 377) granting a pension to Matthias Leckner. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The call of States and Territories has now been 
completed. If there be no objection, the Chair will recognize gentle- 
men who were not in their seats when their States were called. 

There was no objection. 

MEETING OF CONGRESS, ETC. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 5156) 
prescribing when Congress shall meet and when the terms of Senators 
and Representatives shall begin; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PATENTS. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (H. R. 5157) to amend the statutes 
in relation to patents, and for other purposes; which was read a firstand 
— time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARTHA J. EDDINS. 

Mr. MARTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 5158) for the relief of 
Martha J. Eddins; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL CEMETERY, MEMPHIS, TENN. 

Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. 5159) for the construction 
of a ma i road from the city of Memphis, Tenn., to the na- 
tional cemetery near said city; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHERINE E. COFFIN. 


Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. 5160) grant- 
ing a pension to Catherine E. Coffin; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM W. INGALLS. - 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. 5161) 
gente A pension to William W. Ingalls, of Haverhill, Mass.; which 
was a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAL TELEGRAPIL SYSTEM. 


Mr. RANNEY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5162) to estab- 
lish a postal telegraph system; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

KATESBURY R. WARRINGTON. 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. 5163) granting a pension to 
Katesbury R. Warrington; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


EXCHANGE OF LANDS IN CALIFORNTA. 


Mr. HENLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 5164) to enable the State of 
California to take lands in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sec- 
tions found to be mineral lands; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS F. RILEY. 


Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5165) for the relief of 
Thomas F. Riley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM R. BURTON. 

Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. 5166) for therelief of William 
R. Burton; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY E. HOPKINS. 

Mr. FORAN introduced a bill (H. R. 5167) for the relief of Mary E. 
Hopkins; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

IMITATIONS OF BUTTER AND CHEESE. 

Mr. GROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 5168) to regulate the exporta- 
tion of articles made in imitation of butter and cheese; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS J. SLAYTON. 

Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 5169) to increase the pen- 
sion of Thomas J. Slayton; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WIDOW OF FREDERICK H. W. SMITH. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 5170) granting a 
pension to the widow of Frederick H. W. Smith; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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MISSOURI ANDERSON. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Ilinois, also introduced a bill R. 5171) grant- 
ing a pension to Missouri Anderson; which was a first and second 
time, Npa to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, anA ordered to be 
print 

FRANCIS A. LIEBSCHUTS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 5172) ae zd 
judicate the pension claim of Francis A. Liebschuts; which was read 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pana, 
and ordered to be printed. 
JOSEPH BOEGLE. 


Mr. PERKINS, (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5173) for the 
relief of Joseph Boegle, late private Company B, First Regiment Ne- 
braska Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. M. A. LEWIS. 


Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5174) granting a pension 
to Mrs. M. A. Lewis; which was read a first and second time, refi 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN E. WHITE. 


Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 5175) extending the pro- 
visions and benefits of the ption law to John E. White, of Kansas; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


BRONZE DOORS FOR SOUTH WING OF THE CAPITOL. 


Mr. RICE introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 114) to provide for 

the completion of bronze doors for the south wing of the Capitol; which 

was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Task the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] 

to withdraw his motion for a moment in order that I may introduce a 


hill . 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If Ican have unanimous consent to stand 
with my motion where I am now I am willing to withdraw it tempo- 
rarily for the introduction of bills. 

The SPEAKER. That is something with which the Chair has noth- 
ingtodo. The gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. BROWNE] asks unanimous 
consent as just stated by him. 

Mr. MATSON. Lobject. I wish to introduce a resolution. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Then I adhere to my motion. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, 
and the House refused to adjourn; only thirteen members voting in 
the affirmative. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chairis engaged in executi 
House to recognize members for the introduction of bi 


SILVER COINAGE. 

Mr. BRUMM introduced a bill (H. R. 5176) to provide for further 
coinage of silver dollars; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


an order of the 


CURRENCY, ETC. 


Mr. BRUMM also introduced a bill (H. R. 5177) to sim the cur- 
rency, strengthen the coin reserve, prevent contraction, provide for a 
gradual increase of the circulating medium; which was read a first and 
second time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman ceria 4 this bill proposes that 
it be referred to the Committee on Banking Currency. 

Mr. BLAND. I ask that ~ ae be read. 

The bill was read in part, w 

Mr. BUANT paar This is His he i apposed it tobe. Itisa bill 
limited to co t law authorizing the coinage 
of silver. The parry gam to r the bill refers are erra incident, 
a mere representative of coin; and certainly any question relating to 
them should be considered where the question 0: of the coinage itself 
ent be continued. id bill Titthe Co caesar Bo of. ballon it re- 

e present coinage law; an e ttee on Coinage, 
and Measures has jurisdiction of an rea 


, it must have jurisdiction of 
this subject. A similar bill has already sent to that committee. 


The SPEAKER. The difficulty with regard to quite a number of conned 


bills introduced here is that they refer both tothe to coin- 
age, sothat itis sometimes almostimpossible for the Chair to determine 
to which committee they most appro esas’ belong. 
Mr. BLAND. I move that the bill be fobeiel 16 to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 
e SPEAKER. This bill relates to coinage, and also to the cur- 
rency. The gentleman from Missouri moves to refer it to the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. The Chair thinks the charac- 


ter of the bill is such that the House ought to determine where it shall 
be sent. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, the principal object of this bill is to 

rovide a paper circulation. There can scarcely be presented to this 
Hoas any bill with reference to these subjects that does not involve 
both thequestion of coinage and the question of a paper circulation, but 
the principal object of this bill is a paper circulation, a circulation of 
United States notes. One of the minor questions presented 
in the bill has reference to the deposit of bullion in the Treasury and 
decreasing the coinage, but as the great poporo of the bill has relation 
to the paper circulation, it should go, I submit, to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

The SPEAKER. The House will determine the matter. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] to 
refer the bill to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

The motion was agreed to; there being—ayes 97, noes 55. 

So the bill was referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, and was ordered to be printed. 

ANNIE L. LANGWORTHY. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 5178) for the 
relief of Annie ts Langworthy, widow of George I. Langworthy, late 
private in Company G, Eighty-fifth New York Volunteers; which was 
read a firstand second. time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

TERRITORIAL LAWS. 

Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 5179) to prohibit the pas- 
sage of local or ial laws in any of the Territories of the United 
States; which was read afirstand second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

ASHER W. FOSTER. 

Mr. LOWRY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5180) for the re- 
lief of Asher W. Foster; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committeeon Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, PAWTUCKET, R. I. 

Mr. PIRCE introduced a bill (H. R. 5181) for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Pawtucket, R, I.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM H. HUYD 
Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (H, R. 5182) granting a pension to 
William H. Huyd, late first lieutenant Ninth United States Cavalry; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CAMP DOUGLAS MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. CAINE introduced a bill (H. R. 5183) granting a portion of the 
military reservation of Camp Douglas, near Salt Lake City, Territory 
of Utah, for cemetery purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MALINDA GRIMES. 

Mr. JOHNSTON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 5184) for the 
relief of Malinda Grimes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BURROWS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was not agreed to. 


WILLIAM H. MANNING. 


Mr. HALL introduced a bill (H. R. 5185) for the relief of William H, 
aren, te timber taken from his land by a captain in charge of a 
United States snag-boat; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


INCREASE OF PENSIONS TO WIDOWS AND DEPENDENT RELATIVES, 


Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and adopt 
the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER.. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
oi, par isho = d from the further consideration of House bill No. 
an +8 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I rise to makea anonte inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. This bill was pending in the Committee 
of the Whole House as unfinished business. It stands now upon the 
Calendar in that attitude. There is or was, and will be when the 
House again resolves itself into a Committee of the Whole House for the 
consideration of the bill, a pending amendment proposing to repeal the 
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limitations to the arrears-of-pension act. Now, if this resolution is put 
upon its passage, or, in other words, if the Committee of the Whole 
House is now di from the further consideration of the bill, does 
it bring the amendment with the bill in the House to be voted on? 

The SPEAKER. It doesnot. The resolution p to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the 
further consideration of the bill and the pending amendments and pass 
the same with an amendment, which is specified in the resolution. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Leaving the other amendment where, 
Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. MORRISON. Nowhere. 

The SPEAKER. It disposes of the amendments, there being no bill 
in the committee to which they properly belong. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. They are gone then ‘‘ where the wood- 
bine twineth ?”’ 

Another inquiry, Mr. Speaker. Will it be in order now, if the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules is seconded, to demand a division of the ques- 
tion; in other words, to take the question first on the motion to suspend 
the rules and discharge the Committee of the Whole House from the 
further consideration and then to pass it? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, 
but one legislative proposition. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. And must be voted as a whole? 

TheSPEAKER. The motion to suspend the rules suspends all rules 
and the one vote disposes of the proposition. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken ;and on a division there were—ayes 88, noes78. 

Mr. MATSON. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 54 members voting in favor thereof. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 97, nays 172, not vot- 
ing 54; as follows: 


The resolution embodies 


YEAS—$97. 
Allen, J. M. Everhart, EY her as Ryan, 
Anderson, C. M, uhar, rkham, Sadler, 
Anderson, J. A. Findlay, Martin, eele, 
Atkinson, er, McComas, Stone, E. F. 
Bound, Forney, McKinley, t 
Boutelle, Fuller, Milliken, Struble. 
rady, Funston, Moffatt, Symes, 
Browne, T. M, Gallinger, Negley, Taylor, E. B. 
Brown, C. E. Gilfillan, O'Donnell, Thomas, J. R. 
Brown, W. W. Grout, O'Hara, Thomas, O. B, 
Buchanan, anback, O'Neill, Charles ‘Thompson, 
Bunnell, Harmer, Osborne, Tillman, 
Burleigh, Hayden, Owen, Turner, 
Burrows, Henderson, T.J. Parker, Wadsworth, 
Butterworth, epburn, P: f Wait, 
Cannon, Hires, Perkins, Wakefield, 
Caswell, Holmes, Pierce, Warner, William 
Conger, Hopkins, Plumb, Weaver, A. J. 
Crisp, ouk, Price, Weaver, J. B. 
Cutcheon, ames, Ranney, Weber, 
Davidson, A. C. Johnston, J. T, R n, White, A. ©, 
Davidson, M. rd, Reed, T. B. White, Milo 
Dingley, Lanham, : y 
Dorsey, Lehlbach, Romeis, 
Dougherty, Little, Rowell, 
NAYS—172. 
Adams, G. E. Dunham, Laffoon, R 
‘Allen, 6, H Dunn, La Follette, Rol > 
Ballentine, Eden, des, Rockwell, 
Barksdale, Eldredge, Lawler, rs, 
Barnes, Elisberry, Le Fevre, Sawyer, 
Bayne, Ely, Long, Sayers, 
Beach, Ermentrout, Louttit, Scott, 
Belmont, Fleeger, Lovering, Scranton, 
Bennett, Foran, Lowry, Sessions, 
Blanchard, Ford, Matson, Seymour, 
Bland, Frederick, Maybury, Shaw, 
Blount, Geddes, McAdoo, Singleton, 
Bragg, Gibson, C. H. McCreary, Skinner, 
Breckinridge, ©. R.Glass, McKenna, Snyder, 
Breckinridge, WCP. Glover, MeMillin, Sowden, 
uck, off, McRae, Spooner, 
Burnes, Hale, Millard, Springer, 
Bynum, Hall, Miller, StahlInecker, 
Cabell, \ Halsell, Mills, Stewart, Charles 
Caldwell, Hammond, Mitchell, St. Martin, 
Campbell, J. M, arris, Morgan, Stone, W. J., of Ky. 
Campbell, J. E, Hatch, Morrill, Stone, W. J., of Mo. 
Campbell, T, J Haynes, Morrison, rm, 
Candler, s Morrow, Swope, 
Carleton, Hemphill, Murphy, ‘Tarsney, 
Catchings, Henderson, D. B. eal, Taulbee, 
Clardy, Henderson, J.S. Neece, Taylor, J.M 
Clements, Herbert, Nelson, Taylor, Zach 
Cobb, Herman, Norwood, Throckmorton, 
Cole, of Md. Hewitt, ates, 4 
k Hiestand, O'Ferral), Tucker, 
Cowles, of N.C. Hil, O'Neill, J. J. Van Eaton, 
Cox, olman, Outhwaite, iele, 
Crain, Hutton, Payne, Ward, J. H. 
Galberse eas Perr} West 
Sulberson, ackson, ‘erry, 
Cartin, A Johnson, F. A Peters, Wheeler, 
Daniel, Jobnston, T, Phelps, Whiting, 

i Jones, J. H. indar, Willis, 
Dawson, Jones, J. T, Randall, Wilson, 
Dibble, : Reid, J. W. Wi 

ery, King, Rice, Wolford, 
Dowdney, Kleiner, Richardson, Worthington, 


NOT VOTING—54. 
Davenport, 
Da po 


Aiken, vis, Kelley, Stewart, J. W. 
Arnot, vans, Libbey, Swinburne, 
Baker, Felton, Lindsley, Taylor, I. H. 
Barbour, g Lore, Townshend, 
EuN Gibson, Eustace Mahoney, Van ck, 
Bingham, Green, R. S. Merriman ade, 
Bliss, Green, W. J. Muller, Ward, T. B. 
Boyle, Grosvenor, Pettibone, Warner, A. J. 
rumm, Guenther, Pidcock, ilkins, 

Campbell, Felix Hahn, Pulitzer, ise. 

ns, Henley, Seney, Woodburn 
Compton, Hiscock, Smalls, 

per, Hitt, Spriggs, 


So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

Mr. MATSON. Iask that by unanimous consent the reading of the 
names be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. FELTON, until Wednesday next. 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. Hiscock, until further notice. 

Mr. HOWARD with Mr. LINDSLEY, until further notice. 

Mr. Wise with Mr. LIBBEY, until further notice. 

Mr. BRUMM with Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, until Tuesday next. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. GROSVENOR, until farther notice. 

Mr. Grsson, of West Virginia, with Mr. BINGHAM, for this day. 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR, for this day. 

Mr. BRIGGS with Mr. SMALLS, for this day. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL with Mr. Hrrt, for this day. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I desire to announce that my col- 
league Mr. WADE, who did not respond to the roll-call, is detained in 
his room by reason of sickness. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. Isa second demanded? 

Mr. BROWNE of Indiana. There is; but so far as I am concerned 
I do not care to ask for tellers, if the House by unanimous consent shall 
order a second. 

The SPEAKER. If therebe no objection a second will be considered 
as ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules thirty minutes are allowed for de- 
bate, fifteen minutes in opposition to the resolution and fifteen minutes 
in support of it. The Chair will recognize to control the time in sup- 
port of the resolution the Coney from Indiana, Mr. MATSON, and 
he will recognize to control the time in opposition to it the gentleman 
from Indiana, Mr. BROWNE. 

Mr. MATSON. The effect of this resolution is to give this bill a 
chance to be considered upon its merits. That is the object and that 
is the effect of the resolution. An amendment has been p in 
the resolution providing that the provisions of the bill shall not apply 
to those who marry soldiers after the passage of the act. It applies, 
however, to every wife and every widow of a soldier at this time. The 
amendment was made with the view of meeting a very strong objection 
that was urged at the time that this bill was discussed in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. Now, Mr. Speaker, with this statement I reserve 
the remainder of my time till I have heard what is to be said in objec- 
tion to the resolution. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, I interposed an objection to the passage 
of this resolution, because, whether intended or not, it withdraws from 
the consideration of this House a very important question, one in which 
a very large and respectable part of the American people are interested. 
The attitude of this question is well understood by gentlemen of the 
House. This bill which my colleague proposes to pass now under this 
resolution is on the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House, and 
its consideration could not be possibly avoided in the nature of things. 
No resort to parliamentary tactics could long delay its discussion and 
a final vote on it by this House of Representatives. 

While the bill was pending there I did as I had a right to do, and as 
I believe it to be my duty to do, offer an amendment to repeal what 
is known as the limitations to the arrears-of-pension act. I offered 
that as an amendment to the bill. 

I supposed that the House was ready to consider this oH agar as 
question. Political parties have been posing in the presence of nearly 
two millions of men who went out to the battlefields of the Republic 
and have been promising them this measure; if there be any one prom- 
ise that has been crystallized in political speeches and party platforms 
it has been this pledge to repeal the limitations of that act and to put 
all the wounded and disabled soldiers of this nation upon a platform of 
perfectequality. [Applause on the Republican side. ] A very respectable 
political party resolved at its national convention to do this thing, and 
I might say but for the unfortunate alliteration of ‘‘ Rum, Romanism, 
and Rebellion” it might possibly have been in the ascendency in the 
Republic to-day. [Laughter. ] 

. MORRISON. That is what did it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, since the introduction of 
that amendment we have been astounded by the report of the vast sum 
of money that is to be taken from the Treasury in the event it should 
become a part of the bill. The Commissioner of Pensions has made an 
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estimate, putting the aggregate at some $302,000,000. I have not the 
time to discuss the accuracy of thatestimate. I will only say, however, 
in passing, if it costs all that if spread over a period of ten years, which 
is the lowest period in which any one expects it to be paid, it would 
amount to less than 7 per cent. per annum of our aggregate revenues. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. If the gentleman from Indiana will 
allow me to make a single remark, I will say the letter itself of the 
Commissioner of Pensions shows that that estimate is $80,000,000 too 
much; forhe adds, in order to make up the $302, 000,000, the $80,000,000 
now provided for by the act of January 25, 1879, and the act of March 
3, 1879. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, Thisis notanew question. Ithas been 
confronting the American people for many years. I hold here the re- 
port of the late Commissioner of Pensions. As early as April, 1884, he 
made an estimate of the probable cost of this repeal, amounting, ac- 
cording to hisshowing, to about $250,000,000; and with that estimate 
before the people these political parties have been ‘‘resolving”’ that 
this thing should be done. With that estimate in view, the present 
Commissioner of Pensions, in his report made less than sixty days ago, 


uses this language: 

The Commissioner fully calls attention to the w read feeling that 
the limitation imposed by section 2 of the act of March 3, , is unjust in its 
operation— 

Mr. § 


er, this widespread feeling seems to extend more every- 
where than in this House. The Commissioner proceeds— 


If a soldier was entitled to a pension at any time prior to the Ist of July, 1890, 
no good reason is known to exist why he should not now be allowed to make 
proof thereof and establish his title thereto under such restrictions and condi- 
tions as the wisdom of Congress may direct. 

That, I think, is as near a recommendation of an unconditional re- 
peal of this arrearage limitation as could be put in Engli But that is 
notall. The gentleman talks about stripping this bill of everything ex- 
traneous. Well, if there were anything in this measure calculated to em- 
barrass its I should not blame gentlemen who were in favor of 
it for insisting that it should not be so encumbered. I know that gen- 
tlemen used that ment on the floor not long since, but it struck me 
then as it doesZnow, that if there were enough votes in this House to 
adopt the amendment then there were enough votes to the measure 
asamended. [Applause on the Republican side.] For I undertake to 
say, gior the ninety-eight men who voted here for cco tea 
that they will probably vote for this bill asitis, and Iknow they woul 
vote for it with that amendment attached to it. [Renewed applause. } 

In addition to the statement to which I have referred, I hold in my 
hand the unanimous report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions made 
at the last session recommending the repeal of this limitation. Here 
itis. Iadmitthat four gentlemen belonging to that committee qualify 
their approval of the measure, but they qualify it in this way: 

We 
Bolat Or NIS Onparcdentem pension TECER te date of Ris Giasbaraeos the dake of 
his cares aaated and another from a later date, and therefore join in the majority 
report. 

If it was not right, Mr. Speaker, that this limitation should be made 
by law, what is there wrong in the proposition for repeal upon which 
gentlemen in this House are asked to vote? These members of the com- 
mittee go on to say: ‘‘ But we suggest that a bill extending the benefit 
of the arrears to all who have applied up to this time will meet the 
emergency.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it was said the other day, and the Recorp will 
bear me out in the statement—— 

Mr. WILLIS. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Wait a moment. 

Mr. WILLIS. Thegentlemanis now speaking against this bill and 
we are cut off from reply. I merely wish to ask him why he did not 
bring in a bill himself four years ago as chairman of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If I am subject to censure for having 
failed to perform my duty let the gentleman make the point. Iam 
talking about what is in front of me now. I have not time to respond 
to the gentleman. [Derisive laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. WILLIS. It would take a long time to respond to that. 

A MEMBER on the Republican side. Let us passit now. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I wish I could be per- 
mitted to make my speech. 

TheSPEAKER. The House will bein order. The gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] is not subject to interruption without his con- 


sent. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I was attempting to say, Mr. Speaker, 
that we were informed the other day that gentlemen were opposed to 
the consideration of the amendment because it was to be brought in, I 
suppose by a report of some committee having charge of the subject- 
matter, as a separate proposition, and that then the House would have 
an opportunity of expressing its opinion upon that measure untram- 
meled by the consideration of anything else. I ask if there is any gen- 
tleman in this House this afternoon who is prepared to say to me that 
any committee of this House will ever report such a measure and per- 
mit the people’s representatives to vote upon it? Is there any gentle- 
man here this afternoon who dare tell me that that measure has not 


gone to the eongressional cemetery—that it is not to die in the pigeon- 
hole? I pause for a reply. 

Mr. BRAGG. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. No, sir; I am asking questions now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] de- 
clines to be interrupted. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I was proceeding to say, Mr. Speaker, 
that whatever might have been the prospect then, that hope is utterly 
dissipated now. The country knows—it is not a secret, it is in the 
public prints, it is on the tongue of every gentleman who discusses the 
question—that we have heard the last of the repeal when this 
bill is , when it is taken off the Calendar and out of the Com- 
mitteee of the Whole, where if it had remained we could haye com- 
pelled gentlemen to vote one way or the other. 

I should not have embarrassed the passage of this measure in any đe- 
gree if I had not believed from the beginning that it was the only op- 
portunity we would ever have of getting a vote of this House on this 
important question. I state to the House this afternoon—and I am 
willing to put my reputation as a prophet on it—that never again will 
this House have an opportunity of voting directly or indirectly on this 
question, unless by the courtesy of the Speaker I may be recognized 
on some day to put the measure through under a motion to suspend the 
eat . 


es, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I stated a while ago that this resolu- 
tion has one purpose and object, to enable this House to consider the 
merits of this bill alone. My friend from Indiana has from the begin- 
ning, before the general debate had ended last week, indicated his ex- 
ceeding haste to put himself in the attitude of placing this amendment 
on the bill. He stated then, and hesays now, that he did this because 
he feared the House would not have an opportunity to vote upon this 
proposition in which he is so much interested. He wants to know if 
there is any one here who is able to say that this House will have an 
opportunity to vote upon it; tlat any committee will report such a 
bill as he asks shall be by fhe House in relation to the arrears 
question. He knows very well that it is impossible for any member 
to say what the action of any committee is to be upon any particular 
proposition. He knows very well that I can not say—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like to ask the gentleman whether he 
did not state the other day that his committee intended to report such 
a bill. : 

Mr. MATSON. I did not understand the gentleman’s question. I 
will answer if he will repeat it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask the gentleman whether he was not under- 
stood on a former occasion, when this matter was discussed, to give an 
assurance that his committee would report such a bill. 

Mr. MATSON. I was understood to say that that was my opinion, 
and that is my opinion now. That is what I was proposing to say to my 
friend from Indiana [Mr. BkowNE]—that the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions will, in my opinion, at an early day report upon this propo- 
sition and upon other propositions equally important in the interest of 
the soldiers of the country. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman yield for another question? 

Mr. MATSON. I will. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman state to the House whether 
or not the Committee on Invalid Pensions has already considered this 
matter and directed any report to be made? 

Mr. MATSON. The Committee on Invalid Pensions has been con- 
sidering this matter carefully. Some facts, alluded to by the gentle- 
man from Indiana, have been stated which have caused the committee 
to inquire carefully into this subject before deciding upon their action. 
Does anybody blame them for that? Let my friend from Indiana re- 
member the Committee on Invalid Pensions has been organized less 
than a month, and he, the chairman of this committee in the Forty- 
seventh Congress, who during two full sessions never reported a single 
bill to relieve the soldiers of the country in the way of general legi 
tion [applause on the Democratic side], now attempts to upbraid the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, though within less than ten days after 
its organization it reported this bill which was so much demanded not 
only by the soldiers of the country but by the sentiment of the whole 
people—a bill to relieve the widows of the private soldiers. 

Let me ask the members of this House what measure relating to the 
interests of the soldiers should have preference in consideration? Isit 
that measure which proposes to give large sums to a few individuals, or 
is it that measure which proposes to relieve the pressing necessities of 
the widows of the country? Which measure is it that ought to have 
preference, and which measure do you by your votes to-day propose to 
maintain as entitled to preference? Will you say by votingagainst this 
bill that you want to give preference to those who are asking for arrears ? 
Why, there are other classes of soldiers who in my judgment ought to 
be preferred. ‘They are those who are now in the poor-house. There 
ought to be some measure of relief passed by this Congress by which 
these men, who, by reason of some technicality, are unable to make the 
proof necessary to entitle them to a pension would be enabled to geta 
pension which would take them outof the poor-house. Ought not such 
a measure to be preferred? Does not my friend from Indiana admit 
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that proposition, or does he insist that of all the measures—and they 


are numerous—of all the measures relating to i does he insist 
that the measure he advocates must be preferred ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If the gentleman desires an answer, I 
will give it to him. 

Mr. MRON, Never mind now. The gentleman himself refused 
to yie 


na BROWNE, of Indiana. I am in favor of providing for all of x 


em. 

Mr. MATSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to read an extract from 
a letter written by the treasurer of an organization called the United 
States Maimed Soldiers’ League; and I think it reflects the opinion and 
sentiment not only of the gallant men who lost their legs and their 
arms upon the field of battle, but alsoof the great mass of the soldiers 
of this country. Let us see what this gentleman said in his represent- 
ative capacity. On the 26th of January, 1886, addressing a letter to 
me, he says: 

The soldiers thank en for standing so steadily by the widows, orphans, and 
dependent parents bill, permitting no amendments toit. We do not want any 
favors, no matter how important, tacked on to such a worthy bill. 

That I believe to be the real sentiment of the soldiers of this country. 

I know, as my friend from Indiana says, that there is a clamor for 
the passage of this repeal of thelimitation clause on the arrearages act. 
Of course there is, and so there is with reference to a dozen other dif- 
ferent propositions which might be claimed should be tacked on to this 
bill. But he knows that we can not pass them all; and I know, and 
he knows also, that if his amendment is tacked on, if this House shall 
adoptit, then comes in along train of other irrelevant itions which 
ought not to be put upon this bill, all of them tending to its defeat. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Then why did you amend it yourself? 

Mr. MATSON. BecauseI saw thatit would help the bill. It amends 
the original proposition and is not a new one. isive cries on the 
Republican side. ] 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Was not the very amendment which you say 
would help the bill voted down by this House? 

Mr. MATSON. I voted for it myself, and I say to the gentleman 
from Maine in reply to his question-that whenever I see that a man has 
an idea which is better than my own I am not going to refuse to adopt 
it. I believed that an objection, and a strong objection, to the bill 
would thus be obviated; and I therefore an amendment which 
is embodied in this resolution. I have no concealments to make about 
it. Iam trying to do the very best I know how to do for the soldiers 
of the country. I know very well, that when you once 
begin to pile on these amendments to this bill it means a concentra- 
tion of all the opposition to each of these measures, and that is the end 
of all legislation. 

And so the case stands to-day; and the question is a simple one, out- 
side of the proposition that every matter of legislation ought to be al- 
lowed to stand upon its own individual merits. The question here 
right now is: Are you willing to put this bill upon its merits, and are 
you willing for every other proposition, including that of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, to stand m its own merits? That is the whole 
question, and I submit it to the House with every confidence that it 
will meet the approval of the House and of the people whose interests 
we are here to represent. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana; Mr. REED, of Main e, and others de- 
manded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I call for the reading of the resolution. 

The resolution was again read. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 198, nays 66, not vot- 
ing 59; as follows: 


YEAS—198, 
A G.E. Catchings, Frederick, Holmes, 
Allen, 0. H. Clardy, Fuller, Hopkins, 
Anderson, C. M. Cobb, Funston, Houk, 
Anderson, J. A. Cole, Gallinger, Hutton, 
Arnot, Com 5 Gay, Jackson, 
Atkinson, Comstock, Geddes, James, 
Baker, Conger, Gilfillan, Johnson, F. A. 
Bayne, Cooper, Glover, Johnsten, J.T. 
Beach, è; ~ Gof, Ketcham, 
Bland, Cutcheon, Green, R.S. King, 
Bound, Davis, Grout, Kleiner, 
Boutelle, Dingley, 5 La Follette, 
rady, ery, Hale, Laird, 
Browne, T. M. Y, Hall, Landes, 
Brown, 0. E Dowdney, . Halsell, Le Fevre, 
Brown, W, V Han A Lehlbach, 
u s Eden, Harmer, Little, 
Buck, El Hatch, Long, 
Bunnell, Ellsberry, Hayden, Louttit, 
Burleigh, y, ynes, Lovering, 
Burrows, Ermentrout, Heard, Wry, 
Butterworth, ` Henderson, D.B. I; A 
Bynum, Everhart, Henderson, T.J. M X 
Oami EIE Fin 2 H : 3 Karba, 
bell, J. Y, erman. 5 
+ Campbell, T. J. $ d, MeAdoo. 
Cannon, n Hill, McComas, 
Carleton, Foran, Hires, McCreary, 
Casw: Ford, Holman, McKenna, 


McKinley, Peters, Snyder, Viele, 
Milliken, Birce, ‘ oe Wait 
Somat” Price, Sos Ward J 
> a 
Morrill, Randall, Steele, ‘Warner, William 
Morrison, Ranney, Stone, E. F. Weaver, A.J, 
Morrow, Reed, T. B, Stone, W. J., of Mo. Weaver, J. B. 
Narphy, Rice, Storm, Wi S 
Strait, Wi 
Neece, Struble, White, A.C. 
poe ceed Romeis, abn g, o 
, 9 > 
O'Donnell, Rowell, Tarsne A Wilkins, 
O'Hara, Ryan, Taulbee, Willis, 
Osborne, Sawyer, Taylor, EB. Wilson, 
Outhwaite, Scott, ‘Taylor, Zach Winans. 
Owen, Scranton, mas, J. R. Wolford, 
Son ba Sessions, a 0.B. Worthington, 
yson, Seymour, hompson, 
Perkins, Shaw, Van Eaton, 
NAYS—66. 
Allen, J. M. Daniel, Jones, J.T. Sadler, 
Ballentine, ‘oon, Sayers, 
Berea, Bavdcom EILA Manm a 
nne n, n ner, 
E e, MoMillin, 
Blount, Dougherty, cRae, A 
Bragg, Forney, Miller, Stone, W. J., of Ky. 
Breckinridge, C. R. Glass, Mills, ‘Taylor, J.M. 
Breckinridge, WCP.Hammond, Morgan, Throckmo; x 

2 Harris, Oates, * 
Clements, Hemphill, O'Ferrall, x 
Cowles, Henderson, J.S, Peel, er, 

x, erbert, Perry, ‘Turner, 

x Hewitt, M Wellborn, 
Crisp, Trion, Reid, J. W. = 
Croxton, Johnston, T. D. e 
Culberson, Jones, J. H. Richardson, 

NOT VOTING—59. 

Adams, J. J. Davenport, > ` 
Aiken, wson, “4 Sonik, 
Barbour, Dunn, Lore, Spriggs 

e, Felton, Mahoney, Step. n, 
Barry, C.H. Merriman, Stewart, J. Ww. 
Belmont, G Eustace Maller, pepene 
Bing = Green, W. J. ‘orwood, Taylor, L 
Bliss, or, O'Neill, Charles To end, 
Boyle, * O'Neill, J. J. Van Schaick, 

rumm, Henley, x Wade, 
Burnes, Pettibone, Ward, T. B. 
Caldwe Hitt, Phelps, Warner, A. J. 
Cam: Felix p deock, Wise. 
Candler, Kelly, Pulitzer, Woodburn. 
Lawler, 


So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the resolution was 


GS ET 
. McMILLIN. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the names. 
Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. I hope that will not be done. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the names. 
Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. I withdraw the demand for the 


Mr. DOCKERY. I insist upon the reading. 

The Clerk then recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, with Mr. RoGErs, on this vote. If present, 
Mr. WARD would vote “fay,” Mr. Rocrrs ‘‘no.”’ 

Mr. DuNN with Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, for the rest of the 
day. 

Mr. DAwson with Mr. BURNEs, on this question. ~- 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. CALDWELL, on this vote. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. I desire to ask the Chair for my 
personal information if the resolution offered by the gentleman from 
aona [Mr. Matson] now under consideration is on the passage of 

e bill? 

The SPEAKER. If that resolution is adopted the bill is passed. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Idid notso understand it, and de- 
sire to say that I have voted in the negative, but under no circumstances 
would I vote against the soldier or the soldier’s widow, and therefore 

my vote from the negative to the affirmative. 
sata BARKSDALE. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent to vote on this res- 
olution. 

ae SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in his seat when the roll was 
ca ? 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I was notin my seat when my name was called. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not, under the rule, entertain the 
request of the gentleman. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. IfIhad been presentI should have voted ‘“‘no’’ 
on this resolution. 

Mr. LAWLER. I want to say that on this morning a delegation of 
letter-carriers having come to the city here, we adjourned the meeting 
until 4 o’clock this afternoon. I was unavoidably absent down there 
explaining to these people that this vote was to be taken, and I want 
to vote on this question, and vote in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman was notin hisseat when his name 
was called the Chair can not entertain the request that he be allowed 
to cast his vote now. $ 
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Mr. LAWLER. IfIhad been present I should have voted “‘ay.’’ 

Mr. EDEN. My colleague Mr. TOWNSHEND is absent by leave of 
the House; if present, he would have voted ‘‘ay.”’ 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Morrison (at 4 o’clock and 56 minutes 


p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, un- 
der the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Petition of Michael H. Farrell, for the reim- 
ed of money paid for transportation—to the Committee on Mili- 
Affairs. 


tary 

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolutions of Penney Lodge, No. 41, Amalgamated 
Association of Pittsburgh; of Col. R. G. Shaw Post, No. 206, of Pitts- 
burgh; of Col. John J. Neven Camp, Sons of Veterans, No. 33, of Alle- 
gheny County; of General James A. Garfield Post, No. 215, of Pitts- 
burgh; and of the Central Mutual Beneficial Association of Saloon- ae. 
ers of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania, asking that a certain portion of 
the public domain be given to surviving Union soldiers or their widows 
and children, &c.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition from the governor, General 
Assembly, and other State officers of Peace a for the granting of rights 
of way through the Indian Territory—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

Also, petition of Lucinda Allen, of Jefferson County, Arkansas, for 
payment of her war claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

‘Also, petition of R. H. Markam, of Lewisburg, and of J. B. Simmons, 
of Pine Bluff, Ark., for payment as postmasters under the Spaulding 
act—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Cotton and Produce Exchanges of Little Rock, Ark., 
for increase of facilities for the weather burean in the cotton States— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: Papers relating to the claim of 
Josiah Shinkle—to the Committee on War Claims. 

inne of Hanes CORET. Totanh aie parma ak a OE granting? 
citizens unty, r the passage of a granting a 
pension to all honorably discharged soldiers of the late war—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, protest of Mattie Stewart Charles and 74 others, citizens of 
Spiceland, Ind., against the disfranchisement of women in Utah—to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: A protest against dividing Kentucky into 
two judicial districts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

:By Mr. BURROWS: Protest against the division of Kentucky into 
two judicial districts—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the passage of a national bankrupt law— 
to ne same committee. 

Also, petition of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Association of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, protesting against the passage of the Lowell bank- 
rupt bill—to the same committee. - 

Also, petition of Goodrich, Peedle & Co. and others, of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, in behalf of C. W. MecIntyre—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 
a resolutions ete the board of directors of sy pre Chamber o 

mmerce, praying that proper appropriations may be made to exten: 
the usefulness of the United States Signal Service—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Papers relating to the case of John P. 
Swo the same committee. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of Knights of Labor of Tuscola, IIl, to 

jg see Indian Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Mr. CARLETON: Resolutions of the board of control of State 
swamp lands of the State of Michigan, against the passage of Senate 
bill granting certain lands in Saginaw iy H. H. Warner or any 
other person, &c.—to the Committee on Eoee Land Claims. 

Also, bill for the construction of a t-house at Harsen’s 
Island, "at the mouth of the Saint Clair iver, Michigan to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph A. 
Bailey, of Mississippi, and of Ralph P. Miller, of Mississippi—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Louisa y Lovell and others, for reference of claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

y Mr. TON: Bill to clear out Popotank Creek, Virginia—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. es 

Also, bill to deepen Starling Creek, in Accomack County, Virginia— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. DANIEL (by request): Petition of John P. Hurley, of Bed- 
ford County, Virginia, for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. or H. M. DAVIDSON: chee pe aes of Fla., 
praying an appropriation may be made ngress for deepening 
the channel into Big Bayou on west side of ta Bay, Florida—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Bill for continuing work on the bar of the 
Saint John’s River, Florida—to the same committee. 

. Also, bill for the improvement of the Suwannee River, Florida—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Joint memorial of the Territorial Legislature of 
Nebraska, in favor of bill 3038—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of H. P. Cudden and others, of the town of Lake, and 
others, for an amendment to the Constitution favoring female suffrage— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr: DUNN: Petition of M. W. Ponder, administrator of George 
Montgomery, deceased, asking reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of William M. Pondeer, adminis- 
trator of George Montgomery, of Arkansas—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of Daniel H. Snyder, for the cor- 
rection of a record—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FELTON: Petition of certain manufacturers and merchants 
of San Francisco, Cal., requesting drawback duty on manufactured tin 
exported—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FISHER: Memorial and petition of F. W. Gilchrist and 
J ies & Collins, of Alpena, Mich., praying for the registry of the 

Michigan, of Alpena, Mich.—to the Committee on Commerce. 
Fe Mr. GAY: A bill to make a permanent channel through the bar 
mouth of the Calcasien River, Louisiana, and to provide a reason- 
able channel in said river as high up as Lake Charles—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GEDDES: Petition of the Knights of Labor organization of 
Norwalk, Ohio, praying for the unlimited coinage of silver—to the Com- 
e on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of Knights of Labor of Mansfield, Ohio, praying for a 
Territorial government over Indian Territory—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

By Mr. C. H. GIBSON: Petitions for an Sn a for the im- 
provement of Cambridge Harbor,.and of Chester River at Millington, 
oma said place and Crompton—to the Committee on Riversand Har- 


Also, resolution to pay F. Mullan, administrator, a certain sum for 
funeral expenses of Charles W. Mullan, late an employé of the House— 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition and papers in the case of Mrs. Col. Ben- 
jamin Smith, for an allowance for services and expenditures in aid of 
the prosecution of the war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of B. C. Dewees, to accompany bill for a 

i the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John Thompson, for an increase of pension—to the 
earch committee. 

Also, petitions of A. H. Upton and others; of Jacob Wilson and oth- 
ers; and of A. E. Kenny and others, praying Congress to pension all 
soldiers—to the same committee. 

By Mr. R. J. GREEN: Memorial for the improvement of the west 
channel of the Raritan River, New Jersey—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, memorial for the improvement of South River, Middlesex 
County, New Jersey—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition to increase the pension of Thomas J. Stoy- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Petition of Mrs. Mary F. Grider, of Bowling 
a. Ky., for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition and papers of John Burnam, for relief—to the same 
committee. 

Also, petition of J. G. Myers and 37 others, citizens of Butler 
County, Kentucky, asking a pension for David B. England—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: Papers relating to the claim of Mary E. Hill— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Petition of John Cummings and 200 business 
firms of Boston, for appointment of commissioners on the part of the 
United States to confer with those of Canada for a general reciprocity 
treaty—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of Alexander Paul, for increase of 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEWITT: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the 
State of New York and of the New York Produce Exchange, in favor of 
the suspension of the coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Two petitions from citizens of Lancaster County, 
and four petitions numerously signed by citizens of Chester County, 
Pennsylvania, asking for an increase of the tariff on leaf-tobacco—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of Thomas M. Loar for original invalid pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petitions of W. E. Hill and others; of Horton 
Gills and others; of John Newman and others; of L. M. Potter and 
others; of G. H. Cook and others, and of W. B. Metcalf and others, for 
alaw putting oleo ine and butterine under the Internal Revenue 
Department, &c.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. KING: A bill appropriating $10,000 for the surveys of the 
improvement of the Washita River from its mouth in Louisiana to 
Camden, in the State of Arkansas, by means of locks and dams and 
other methods of improving said river—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Memorial from William M. Cochran, of Indiana, 
to accompany bill for his relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Papers relating to the claim of John Ellis—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Eugene Lemel, of Natchitoches, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Memorial of Cornelius Boltin, of Ohio, relative to 
the election of President and Vice-President—to the Select Committee 
on the Election of President and Vice-President. 

By Mr. LOUTTIT: Petition of 132 fruit-growers and orchardists, of 
Tuolumne County, California, praying fora duty upon imported fruits, 
dried or otherwise—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Petition of Aug. Klein and others, soldiers in 
the regular Army, asking for the passage of bill (H. R. 1118) recogniz- 
ing services of Union soldiers now serving in the regular Army—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, memorial of the city council of Gloucester, Mass., against the 
appointment of any international commission or diplomatic arrange- 
ment or legislation which shall further complicate the fishery ques- 
tion—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition for the relief of John W. Duncan, late of 
Company B, One hundred and twenty-second Illinois Infantry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, petition for relief of F. W. Haldeman, to accompany H. R. 
658—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McADOO: Papers relating to the case of Thomas G. Corbin— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Memorial of Arthur W. Sweeny, for relief—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: Paper relating to the claim of Eunice Nichols— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Memorial of State board of agriculture of Kan- 
sas, asking for the establishment of a department of agriculture and the 
appointment of a practical agriculturist as secretary—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Petition of T. C. Power, for the improvement of 
the Upper Missouri River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. NEAL: Memorial of Iron, Coal, and Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of Chattanooga, Tenn., asking an appropriation sufficient to open 
Muscle Shoals, in the Tennessee River, to navigation during the year 
1886—to the same committee. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of F. T. Albright, for readjustment 
v salary as postmaster—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. O’FERRALL: Memorial of John Vilwig, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Memorial of Sarah R. Boyle, asking 
for an increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Mrs. Blanche Wendell Woodward, widow of Joseph 
J. Woodward, late surgeon United States Army, asking for an appro- 
priation for the services of her late husband while in attendance upon 
the late President Garfield—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Memorial of J. M. Wells Post, No. 451, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Columbus, Ohio, for an appropriation 
for a memorial to General Grant and for a national military museum 
and national home for soldiers connected therewith—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of members of the General Assembly and 
State officers of Arkansas, asking right of way for railroads through In- 
dian Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. PERRY: Petition of citizens of South Carolina, for improve- 
ment of the Congaree River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PRICE: Remonstrance of Woman Suffrage Society of Muk- 
Darn Wis., against the Edmunds bill—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 
By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Thomas G. Corbin, United States 
Navy, asking relief by promotion on the retired-list—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of Louisa S. Guthrie, widow and executrix of Capt. 
John J. Guthrie, late superintendent of ‘sixth district, United States 
Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RANNEY: Petition of Mary R. Handy, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. T. B. REED: Petition of Gov. J. V. Foraker and others, cit- 
izens of Ohio, against the appointment of a fishery commission—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RICE: Papers relating to the case of the British whaling bark 
Chance—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of Albert A. Strong, of Tennessee, 
for relief—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of James Haley and 1,108 others, citizens 
of Maumee Valley, praying that the battle-grounds and cemeteries of 


those who fell in the war of 1794 and 1812 be marked and cared for— 
to the Committee on sonay Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Kelly’s Island, Ohio, against the renewal 
of what is known as the treaty of Washington—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SEYMOUR: Memorial in favor of appropriation for improve- 
ment of Stamford Harbor, Connecticut—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. SINGLETON: Papers relating to the claim of William Sur- 
ratt, of Alcorn County; of Daniel Peel, of Tishomingo County, and of 
Harriet F. McPeters, of Alcorn County, Mississippi—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of Charles H. Wilson, master workman of 
Local Assembly No. 3730, Knights of Labor, asking that the Territory 
of Oklahoma be organized—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. SYMES: Joint resolution of Colorado Legislaturè, to have the 
Ute Indians removed from Colorado—to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition of 43 ex-soldiers and 104 citizens of 
Magoffin County, Kentucky—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Petition of Jasper Manley, for a pension— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of Hon. Lewis McKenzie, for expenses 
of certain contest—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Memorial of 39 citizens, of 38 citizens, of 98 
citizens, of 36 citizens, and of 75 citizens, praying for the establishment 
of certain lights, beacons, and signals on Puget Sound—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of E. C. Chirouse, late United States Indian agent, for 
relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition and papers for the retirement of Robert Williams, ser- 
geant of ordnance, Vancouver Washington Territory—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Papers relating to the claim of Henry L. 
Pope—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAM WARNER: Petition of Kansas City Clearing- 
house Association—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, paper relating to petition of James B. Wilde, of Missouri, for 
relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. B. WEAVER: Petition of James Mackey and 245 others, 
of E. J. Sutfield and 234 others, of Iowa; of J. H. Davis and 149 others, 
and of A. A. Jones and 106 others, praying Congress to pass the Okla- 
homa bill—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of Grinnell (Iowa) Assembly, Knights of Labor, for Ter- 
ritorial government in Indian Territory—to the same committee, 

By Mr. WELLBORN: Papers relating to the case of Eli Ayers—to 
the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition to increase the appropriation to extend 
Signal Service in the Southern States—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill to require the officer of United States engineers in charge 
of the improvement of the Tennessee River to report the condition of 
certain streams which empty into the Tennessee River—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of J. F. Hawley, for certificate of non- 
indebtedness—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Louisville Cotton Board, for additional signal serv- 
ice—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of clerks in Louisville post-office, for the passage of H. 
R. 3511, for the classification of clerks in first-class post-offices—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WINANS: Petition of May L. Doe and Sarah E. V. Emery 
and 34 others, citizens of Lansing, Mich., in favor of woman suffrage— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WOODBURN: Memorial and joint resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Nevada, relative to a hydrographic survey of the State of Ne- 
yada—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, joint memorial and resolution of the Legislature of Nevada, 
for the establishment of a mail-route from Austin, Lander County, to 
Bernice, in Churchill County, Nevada—to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WORTHINGTON: Petition of Nathaniel Aylesworth, of Ful- 
ton County, Illinois, for a pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 


The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 
upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates of one, 
two, and five dollars, the same being made legal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the public debt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 
inthe begar f) were presented and severally referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Of William Jackson and 82 others, citizens of 
Montague, Mich. 

By Mr. FISHER: Of Exclaim Sanville, Paul Fassett, and 70 others, 
citizens of Cheboygan County, Michigan. 

By Mr. FLEEGER: Of citizens of Mercer County, Pennsylvania, 
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By Mr. GILFILLAN: Of W. H. Le Van and others, citizens of Min- Mr. HARRISON. I understand that a bill establishing a court in 


nesota, 

By Mr. PETERS: Of G. Rathbun and 100 others, citizens of Rice 
County, Kansas, 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: Of 117 citizens of Saint Jo, Cooke 
County, Texas. 

By Mr. J. B. WEAVER: Of W. D. Howell and about 35 others, of 
Indiana, and of C. P, Green and about 300 others, of Kansas, 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 2, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D, 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with a res- 
olution of January 19, 1886, the annual report of Maj. W. A. Jones, 
Corps of Engineers, United States Army, on river improvements in 
Oregon and Washington Territory for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1885. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The attention of the Senators from 

n is called to the communication. 

. DOLPH. It is in response toa resolution submitted by my col- 
league [Mr. MITCHELL]. Ipresume thatthe Committee on Commerce 
would be the reference. 

Mr. MITCH , of Oregon. I ask that the accompanying papers 
be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion must be referred to the 
Committee on Printing under the rule. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Then I move that the communication 
and accompanying papers be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That reference will be made. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. HALE presented resolutions adopted by the Portland (Maine) 
Typographical Union, remonstrating against certain changes proposed 
in to the international copyright law; which were referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr, MITCHELL, of Oregon, presented a petition of Corbett & Mac- 
lay and other canners, m ts, and exporters, of Portland, Oreg., 
praying for the enactment of a law for the return in full of duties paid 
on imported material when articles are manufactured and exported; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FRYE. I have a paper addressed to me, but really it is a pe- 
tition to the Senate, from the Knights of Labor of Auburn, Me., pray- 
ing for the organization of a Territorial form of Government over the 
Indian Territory, &c. I presented a petition of the same character yes- 
terday, which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. It 
seems to me that such petitions ought to go to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, it being a question of the organization of a proposed Territory, 
that of Oklahoma. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Such petitions have always been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE. I have no objection to that reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. ‘ 

Mr. FRYE. I prens another of the same nature from the Dirigo 
Local Assembly of Knights of Labor of Maine, making the same prayer. 
I more that it be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

‘he motion was to. 

Mr. SAULSBURY presented a petition of citizens of Lewes, Del., 

raying an appropriation for the completion of the pier in Delaware 

y, near Lewes, in Sussex County, Delaware; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present sundry petitions, one from the Nevada 
Local Assembly, No. 3769, another from the Pierce City Local Assembly, 
No. 3144, another from the Warrensburg Local Assembly, No. 2139, and 
another from Rich Hill Local Assembly, No. 2017, of the Knights of 
Labor of the State of Missouri, requesting the organization of a Territo- 
rial form of government over the Indian Territory and the opening up 
of all the public and unoccupied lands in that Territory immediately to 
settlement under the homestead Jaws, and the allotment of the lands 
therein in severalty to the Indians upon their present reservations, and 
the purchase of the surplus lands of the reservations by the United 
States, and the opening up of the same to settlement hereafter, to the 
end that speculators shall cease their control and occupancy of the land 
and no injustice be done to the Indians, and that the laboring mechanic 
and homeless man may at once securea home. I presume the petitions 
should be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. Did I under- 
stand the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] to say yesterday that 
the Committee on the Judiciary is considering the question of the ex- 
tension of the laws of the United States over the Indian Territory ? 


the Indian Territory was referred „sto the Judiciary Committee. The 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] can answer the question 
more definitely. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will let these petitions go to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE. Allsuch petitions have been referred to that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petitions will be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I present the petition of the directors and mem- 
bers of the Merchants’ ce ctatiae of the city of Saint Louis, praying 
Congress to decide by prompt action the important question of the 
coinage of silver, and let the producers, the merchants, and the man- 
ufacturers of the country know what can be relied upon as a final set- 
tlement of the question. The petition is regardless of politics, and 
states that the continued agitation of the silver question is materially 
affecting values and the status of trade in all branches of the cereals, 
cotton, provisions, &c., and in the manufacturing interest. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the petition of Thomas G. Corbin, acap- 
tain on the retired-list of the Navy, praying for the passage of an act 
placing him on the retired-list of rear-admirals; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BLAIR, from the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 5) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States extending the right of suffrage to 
women, reported it withoutamendment, and submitted areport thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is not a unanimous report. The minority 
of the committee are opposed to the rt as presented by the major- 
ity, and we may desire to submit the views of the minority in writing. 
I believe the majority have their views in writing. 

Mr. BLAIR. They have, and it is understood that the minority might 
desire to submit their views and have time to do it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is the same joint resolution that was re- 
ported at the last Congress? 

Mr. BLAIR. It is the same phraseology. 

Mr. COCKRELL. At the last Congress there was a majority and a 
minority report printed upon it, and the minority have not changed 
their views. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be placed 
upon the Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 929) for the relief of Albert H. Emery, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 884) to enable the State of Colorado to take lands 
in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections within Indian reser- 
vations, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, towhom 
was referred the bill (S. 718) for the relief of Francis Gilbeau, reported 
it without an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 257) for the relief of Frances E. Stewart, administratrix of 
Michael 8. Stewart, deceased, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon, $ 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the petition of Margaret Kennedy, executrix of John Kennedy, deceased, 
prying Sena Fai for damages done to property of the decedent by 
the military forces during the late war, submitted an adverse report 
thereon; and the committee were discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the petition. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 23) giving a military record to Thomas Miller, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


PRINTING OF ARGUMENTS ON PENSION LEGISLATION. 


Mr. BLAIR. I am directed wi the Committee on Pensions to ask 
an order to print 1,000 copies of the remarks of the pension committee 
of the Grand Army of the Republic on general pension legislation be- 
fore the Committee on Pensions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks an order of the Senate to print 1,000 copies of a certain document 
entitled ‘‘ Hearing before the Committee on Pensions of the Senate of 
the United States of the committee on pensions of the Grand Army of 
the Republic” for the use of the Senate. Isthereobjection? The Chair 
hears none, and the order is made. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 1826) granting a pension to Caro- 
line E. Pratt; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1327) for the relief of Wilbur F. Cogs- 
well; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 1328) acrid groan ai: 


Mary Keifer; 
ARES NA NE GRID DEAS Ae, SOS ref to the Committee on 
ensions. 

Mr. ee Seine sul (5. e) “ig mea ze of James Mil- 
linger; w was twice by its title, and, wi accompanying 

pers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CHACE introduced a bill (S. 1330) supplementary to an act ap- 
proved the 18th day of January, 1883, entitled ‘‘An act to and 

“improve the civil service of the United States; ’’ which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Civil Service and. Retrench- 
ment. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 1331) granting a pension to Lucy 
Singleton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr.CALL. Byrequest I introduce a bill; I know nothing of its mer- 
its and I do not know that I shall yote for it. 

The bill (S. 1332) for the relief of Thomas F. Riley was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 1333) for the relief of William H. 
Randle, of N@shville, Tenn.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1334) to prevent the intro- 
duction of con’ us and infectious diseases into the United States 
and to establish a ewan of public health; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 1335) granting a pension to 
George Warmsley; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1336) A smga & pension to Jennie H. 
Cogill; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1337) granting a pension to the minor 
son of Leonard P. West; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accom panging per, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. IN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1338) to incorporate 

the Washington Traction Railway Company of the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1339) to amend the police regulations 
of the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, introduced a bill (S. 1340) for the re- 
lief of E. J. Northeutt & Brothers for losses sustained by Indian depre- 
dations in Southern Oregon in 1855; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1341) to indemnify Abial Morrison for 
property destroyed by hostile Indians in Washington Territory in the 
years 1855 and 1856; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MITCHELL, "of Oregon. I ask that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAWES. All such bills have heretofore been referred to‘the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. I do not know that the committee are 
desirous of keeping them in that committee, but there must be some 
reason why they are taken from that committee and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. of Oregon. I haveonly one objection to the bills 

going to the Committee on Indian Affairs, but I do not care about stat- 
it now. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not care to make a motion to have the bill come 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. I only say that that is what the 
committee was appointed for. 

Mr. MI of Oregon. I will state to the chairman of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs that these bills relate exclusively to In- 
dian depredation claims. 

Mr. DAWES. The Committee on Claims have been in the habit of 
reporting them back and sending them to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts move the reference of the bill to the Committee on Indian Affairs ? 

Mr. DAWES. No, I do not make any motion; I only make this 
statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims if there be no objection. 

Mr. MIT of Oregon, introduced a bill (S. 1342) for the re- 
lief of H. W. Shipley; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1343) for the relief of Al- 
thea Gibbs Powell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1344) for the relief of the Mexi- 
can National Construction Company of New York; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on "Finance. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 1345) for the relief of William S. 
Grant; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 


Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1346) granting a pension to 


William H. Brooks; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1347) granting a pension to 
William H. Reddick; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1348) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Henry; which was read twice by itstitle, and referred tothe Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 1349) authorizing the President to 
appoint a commission of experts, skilled in the investigation, produc- 
tion, and use of metallic substances and other structural materials, to 
execute tests and experiments on iron, steel, and other materials used 
in the construction of bridges, buildings, and mechanical structures, 

and deduct useful rules therefrom; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1350) to provide for the erection 
of a public building for the use of the post-office and Government offices 
at the city of Atchison, Kans.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 1351) for the creation 
of a commission to distribute the unpaid balance of the Geneva award 
ima, and for other p ; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I wish to state that I introduced the bill by 
request. Iam not committed to its provisions, for I have not yet had 
an opportunity to examine it. I move that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on the J ETA 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1352) granting the right of way to 
the Leavenworth, Northern and Southern Railway Company through 
the military reservation at Fort Leavenworth; which wasread twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, introduced a bill (S, 1353) referring to the 
Court of Claims for adjudication the claimsof John H. Kinkead, Samuel 
Sussman, and Charles O. Wood; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 36) for the 
further distribution of the Report of the Public Land Commission; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. JONES, of Nevada, it was 


Ordered, That the pa ned cary ge pose peg orem Kinkead and Samuel Suss- 
man and the claim of Charles O; Wood be taken from the files and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of William H. Randle be taken from 
the files and refe: to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 


REMOVALS AND SUSPENSIONS FROM OFFICE. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I offer a resolution, which I think it is 
necessary I should read myself, as it has some ¢nterpolations in such 
form as possibly they will not be read at the desk as they were intended. 
It is as follows: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that the EA of the United 
States is not restricted by Cons n or oe e aka ea sane a 
pointees; that the Senate has no constitutional right to oy ae t reasons 
shall be given for such remoyals or suspensions; but that the right of the 
Senate to call for any papers relating to the conduct of removed or suspended 
appointees, or to the qualification and fitness of all persons whose names are 
Executive to is Branly comet ao N 

I ask the Senate to consider this resolution to-day. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Letit be printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask the Senator from Missouri to permit 
me sump eed make a statement before he interposes his objection. 

RELL. Certainly; I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. My object in presenting the resolution is 
to get this question before the Senate in open debate. It does not in- 
volve any of the so-called high prerogatives of the Senate when itshall 
go into executive or secret session, but only the abstract question as to 
whether the Executivecan be called upon and required to give reasons 
for removals. That is all that is involved in the resolution. 

All appointments sent in here, all treaties sent in here, can be treated 
just as the Senate has heretofore acted on all matters of that sort. This 
is a resolution that goes to the abstract question as to whether we can 
ask the President for reasons. The resolution says we can not require 
an answer. We can ask, of course, but we can not require an answer. 
It says further that we can ask for the reasons for an appointment. 
That is all, sir. 

I ask that the resolution, if the Senator from Missouri wants it to go 
over, shall only be considered to-day as an endeavor on my part to bring 
the matter to public discussion and keep it out of executive session. 

Ae COCKRELL. Let the resolution be printed and lie on the 


“The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will first be read, 
subject to objection. 
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Mr. PUGH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Alabama will first 
allow the resolution to be read at the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thereis. LI object. Let it ay peaton 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri objects, 
and under the rules the resolution is not open to debate. 

Mr. PUGH. I desire to give notice—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I withdraw the objection. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The objection is withdrawn. 

Mr. PUGH. I desire to give notice that not later than to-morrow 
I shall offer a substitute for the resolution. I thought I had it in my 
drawer, and that I should be able to offer it at this time, so that it 
might be printed; but I remember that I handed it to a Senator who 
is not in his seat this morning. As soon as he comes in I shall ask 
leave to offer it and to have it printed, so that I may make a motion 
to substitute it for the resolution offered by the Senator from Virgini 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest that the resolution lie on the table until 
probably in the course of a few minutes, or very soon, the Senator shall 
obtain his substitute, and then the order to print will include both. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I will state to the Senators that my only 

urpose is to bring this single question up for public discussion, and I 

ve no objection to letting the resolution lie over. I do not think 
now that I shall haye a word to say on the subject, but I regard it as 
one of the questions which ought to be discussed with open doors. That 


is my only p in offering the resolution, and any suggestion as to 
a day or a week’s delay will be acceptable to me. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the table 


for the present. 
NEW NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 


Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and to: 


Resolved, That the Secre of the Navy be directed to communicate to the 
Senate a copy of the report of the National Academy of Sciences upon the adyis- 
ability of building a new naval obsérvatory, submitted in December last. 


TRAYVIS’S PORTRAIT OF LINCOLN. 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library are instructed to inquire into 
the advisability of the pre of the life-size portrait of Abraham Lincoln, 
painted by the late G. W. F. Travis in the winter of 1864-65. 


SAMUEL STRONG. 


Mr. STANFORD. I offer the following concurrent resolution, and 
ask that it be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of atives concurring), That the Com- 
mittees of the Senate and the House of Representatives on Public Buildings and 
Grounds be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed, and acting jointly, to 
investigate and rt upon certain made before a committee of the Sen- 
ate in year 1853 w 
Samuel Strong durin; 

then made and are 
ing revived, it is alleged, in the sanpo sanake his character; and the 


Mr. MORRILL. Iaskthe Senator from California if he will not con- 
sent to an amendment of the resolution? I see that he proposes that 
the committee of the Senate and the House shall act jointly. I ask the 
Senator to amend it by saying ‘‘concurrently,”’ so that the Committee 
of the Senate may not be swallowed up by numbers, 

Mr. HOAR (to Mr. MORRILL). The resolution is to be referred to 
your committee. You can amend it there. 

Mr. MORRILL. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Ifthere be no objection, that amend- 
ment will be made, or it can be made in committee, whichever is most 
convenient, The resolution will be referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 


REPRINTING OF BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 


Ordered, That the bill (S. 3) to establish a uniform system of bankru 
throughout the United States, with the index, be reprinted for the use 


Senate. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yesterday morning I presented a petition of the 
Kansas City Clearing House Association in regard to the extension of 
the laws of the United States over the Indian Territory, and it was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. I ask now that the Com- 
miftee on Indian Affairs be disc from the farther consideration 
of the petition, and that it be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, that committee having in charge the special subject of the ex- 
tension of the courts over that Territory. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES], 


to this course. 
If there be no objection that change 


the 


agrees 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of reference will be made. The Chair hears none. 


STATUES OF COLUMBUS, LAFAYETTE, AND GARFIELD. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I rise for the p of calling up and asking 
action by the Senate on the joint resolution of the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL], which was under consideration yesterday, touch- 
ing the designation of a proper place fora statue to Lafayette and 
also a contemplated statue to Columbus. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution in- 
dicated by him. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 35) set- 
ting apart public reservations for statues to Columbus, Lafayette, and 
James A. Garfield. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I have no purpose at all to discuss 
the question. I listened with pleasure and interest to the eloquence 
and humor of my distinguished friend from Michigan [Mr. Concer] 
yesterday. Idid not gather that he was so much opposed to it as to 
seriously antagonize the measure. ‘ 

Iwish to call the attention of the Senate, however, to one fact which 

haps is not very familiar, for we all forget things rapidly here. Dur- 
ing the last session of the last Congress an appropriation of $50,000 was 
made for the erection of a statue to General Lafayette. The designs 
are now being submitted. The work has not been assigned to anybody 
as yet, but soon will be. Having made this appropriation, it Tollows 
as a necessity that Congress shall designate the proper location for the 
statue already authorized. So there is nothing new in this matter ex- 
cept a statue to the discoverer of the New World. 

As to the location of these two contemplated statues, I think the 
places pointed out by the Senator from Vermont are commanding and 
proper. I have been one who has commented with such severity as I 
could command upon improper localities and low grounds throughout 
this city; but there is only one Capitol Hill, and these two approaches 
to the Capitol from the main front it seems to me should be reserved 
for the most conspicuous characters in our history who are yet without 
these honors. 

I know of no statue to Columbus that might be spoken of as such. 
The matter of the propriety as to General Lafayette is past, because we 
have legislated upon the subject. 

There is another character who ought to be put in marble in some 
conspicuous placein this District. There is no statue to William Penn, 
and I have had it in my mind for some time to bring that question for- 
ward. I do not know but what if it had been left to me I might have 
d ted one of these places on the west frontof the Capitol fora statue 
to William Penn instead of to Christopher Columbus, giving to Co- 
lumbus some entire and conspicuous square elsewhere; but I am well 
satisfied with the matter in the shape it is. 

As to the propriety and the utility of erecting statues to departed 
worth and greatness, that has passed beyond the domain of discussion. 
While some of our works of art are open to criticism, yet we are doing 
our part in that great cultivated field as well perhaps as those who are 

i to criti¢ise us. 
_ T hope there will be no objection to the passage of the joint resolu- 


tion. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thequestion ison ordering the joint 
resolution to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the joint resolution be read in full. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read at length. 

The joint resolution was read. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope that resolution will go over for further con- 
sideration and reflection at least. Ido not know that I am entirely 
alone in my views that the of the resolution would be a matter 
of regret to us all if it should become a law. There can be, of course, 
no objection to its going over for a few days to give time for looking at 
these sites and for reflection in to them. 

I feel certain that in the future, when the prancing horse in front of 
the Executive Mansion in LafayetteSquareis weary of his position, that 
will be the appropriate place in front of the executive home of the Pres- 
ident for the statue of Lafayette. I deem it an appropriate place, a 
desirable one, and one that would commend itself to the judgment of 
all Senators and of all the people of the United States. The name of 
the square was given to it to honor this greatman. At an early day it 
was selected as the name of the square by Washington, a square laid 
out by the Frenchman who laid out this city, anda place the most 
prominent in the city, not part of the executive grounds, but facing 
them, was designated as a square to be honored by the name of Lafay- 
ette and appropriated as a continual and perpetual monument to the 
memory of Washington’s friend and the friend of this country. Inthe 
equestrian statue now there there is nothing to indicate any great event 
in the history of the country; there is nothing but a flying Pegasus 
without wings. There is no reason why that monument already there 
should be in the center of Lafayette Square. ‘ 

I am more and more astonished that the committee in charge of this 
question, whose taste and judgment commend themselves to the minds 
of other Senators, should not have reflected on this more and should not 
have selected a little more appropriate place for a monument to Lafay- 
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ette than the low ground at the foot of the hill and on the banks of 
Goose Creek. 

I wish this might go over, if thereis no objection, for a reasonable time, 
say a week. If the Senator objects, I move that the consideration of 
this question be postponed for one week. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Michigan moves 
to postpone the further consideration of this joint resolution. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I have never refused a request 
made by any Senator for a reasonable postponement for the purpose of 
looking into a question; but I do not wish this postponement by a vote 
of the Basta It is not necessary to be done, and I do not want it post- 
poned toany distant day. How long does the Senator desire the matter 
to be deferred until he can look into it? Isay I never refuse a request 
of that kind. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator did not, but the chairman of the com- 
mittee who reported the resolution did intimate an objection to my re- 
quest. 3 

Mr. VOORHEES. That may be true. 

Mr. CONGER. I think a few days hence would do to give Senators 
an opportunity to look at the sites and think over the matter. 

Mr. VOORHEES. If it will be agreeable to the Senator I will say 
that I shall call it up at some hour on Thursday, the day after to-mor- 
row, and ask for a vote of the Senate then. 

a CONGER. That would be better than to act upon it this morn- 


Sirr. VOORHEES. Will that do? 
Mr. CONGER. To have it postponed a little longer would be more 
agreeable. Senators may have no time to go over the city and up hill 
and down and think upon the appropriateness of the proposed sites be- 
tween now and Thursday, 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iwill agree with the Senator from Michigan to 
call it up again a week from this day, at this hour. 
Mr. CONGER. Iwill withdraw my motion with that understand- 


ing. 
we VOORHEES. With the understanding that we are to vote 
then? 
Mr. CONGER. I have no desire to delay action upon it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be considered as the pleasure 
of the Senate that this joint resolution shall take its place on the Cal- 
endar subject to be called up on motion. } 


RECEIVERS OF NATIONAL BANKS. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. With the consent of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, I ask the Senate to take up for consideration a bill 
reported by him from that committee, which will, I presume, cause no 
discussion, I understand it has the unanimous assent of the commit- 
tee. It is Senate bill 1136, Order of Business 98. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska moves 
that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 1136. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 1136) additional to an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to provide a national currency secured by pledgé of 
United States bonds, and to provide for the circulationand redemption 
thereof,” passed June 3, 1864, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, It provides that whenever the receiver of any national bank 
duly appointed by the Comptroller of the Currency, and who shall have 
duly qualified and entered upon the discharge of his trust, shall find it 
in his opinion necessary, in order to fully protect and benefit his trust 
to the extent of any and all equities that such trust may have in any 
property, real or personal, by reason of any bond, mortgage, assign- 
ment, or other proper legal claim attaching thereto, and which prop- 
erty is to be sold under any execution, decree of foreclosure, or proper 
order of any court of jurisdiction, he may certify the facts in the case, 
together with his opinion as to the value of the property to be so sold, 
and the value of the equity his trust may have in the same, to the 
Comptroller of the Currency, together with a request for theright and 
authority to use and employ so much of the money of the trustas may 
be necessary to purchase such popeiy at such sale. 

Mr. MORRILL. This bill passed the supervision of the Comp- 
troller of the Currency, and it applies to a case where some considerable 
amountof the assets of a bank is tied up by proceedings in a State court 
and is about to be sold, and the bill provides that the receiver may use 
funds of the bank which have already been covered into the Treasury 
for the purpose of protecting the interest of the creditors of the bank 
by seeing that the property which is about to be sold by order of the 
State court shall not be sold for less than its value. There are two or 
three amendments, I think, reported by the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments reported by the 
Committee on Finance will now be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The first amendment of the committee is in 
line 5, of section 2, before the words ‘‘of the Treasury,” to strike out 
“Solicitor ” and insert ‘‘Secretary; ” so as to read: 

Src. 2, That such eg Wegeelet eb by the Comptroller of the Currency, 


shall be,t er with the certificates of facts in the case, and his recommenda- 
tion as to amount of money which, in his judgment, should be so used and 


employed, submitted to the Secretary of the Treasury, and if the same shall 
likewise be ore by him, the uest shall be by the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency allow wi 


, and notice thereof, with copies of the request, certificate of facts, 


sa indorsement of approvals, shall be filed with the Treasurer of the United 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The nextamendment wasin section 3, line 10, after the word ‘‘direct,’? 
a apati ‘‘ with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury ;” so as 


ed, however, That all pay 
of the purchase of a. such property and under any such allowance shall be 
made by the Comptroller of the Currency ea with the approval of the Secre- 

th and in such manner as he may deter- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 13, of section 3, after the word 
“order,” to strike out the following proviso: 

And provided, That no money shall be paid by the Comptroller ofthe Cur- 
rency under the provisions of this on for or grt li of the purchase of any 
such property, except the said receiver shall have obtained an order out of the 
district court of the United States for the districtin which the bank of which ho 
is the receiver is located, authorizing him to bid forand purchase the said prop, 
ay os and a certified copy of such order shall be filed with the Comptroller of 

Currency, 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, to strike out section 4, as follows: 


Sec, 4. That this act shall take effect immediately, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended; and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


CHURCH AND STATE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar is now in order under 
Rule VIII. ‘The first business on the Calendar is the resolutions sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] January 11, 1886, 
in relation to the appointment of officers of the United States to par- 
ticipate with the officers of any church, &c. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Alabama I think was taken from 
the floor by the expiration of the morning hour yesterday. 

Mr. MORGAN. I seek no further participation in debate on these 
resolutions, and unless some Senator desires to amend them I ask for a 
vote upon them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolutions proposed by the Senator from Alabama, which will be 
again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolutions, as follows: 


Whereas the union of church and state in the conduct of a joint administra- 
tion of the temporal or spiritual affairs of any church or religious sect or society 
is dangerous to the om of religious worship and opinion, and violates the 
principles of the Constitution of the United States: 

Resolved, 1. That in the opinion of the Senate it is not within the power of Con 

to appoint officers of the United States. bef whatever name they may be 
called, who shall, in the name of, or on behalf of, the United States, be required 
to participate with the officers of any church or religious sect or society, whether 
or not the same is incorporated, in the joint conduct and administration of the 
spiritual or temporal affairs of such church, sect, or society. r 

2. That it is a practical violation of the Constitution for the President of the 
United States to sopoins a such officer under any law which assumes to con- 
fer such power on him, and that requires such duties to be performed by such 
pporno as are mentioned in the first resolution, and that fixes upon them a 
direct accountability or responsibility to the executive or legislative department 
of the Government of the United States for their conduct in office, 

3. That it is not the constitutional function of the executive or 1 lative de- 
partment of the Government of the United States to exert control in the direc- 
tion and administration of the religious or temporal affairs of any church or re- 


ligious sect or society ; but such power, if it may bein any case lawfully exerted * 


by any department of the Government of the United States, can only be exer- 
stood y the judicial department. 

4. That the power of Congress to grant charters of incorporation to religious 
societies in localities under its exclusive jurisdiction does not extend to and in- 
clude the right or authority to participate in the administration of the affairs of 
such incorporations through the agency of officers of the United States appointed 
for such purpose and accountable to the Government for their conduct in office. 


Mr. ALLISON. Are not these resolutions, in principle at least, in 
conflict with a bill which has recently passed the Senate? 

Mr. MORGAN. With one feature of that bill they are in direct 
conflict. 

Mr. ALLISON. That bill was debated at great length after having 
been reported from the Committee on the Judiciary. It seems to me 
that these resolutions ought to be considered more at length before they 
are adopted by the Senate, so soon at least after adopting a different 
principle in the way of legislation. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa object 
to the consideration of the resolutions on the Calendar under Rule VIII? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not suppose that to be in order at this moment. 

Mr. HARRISON. Oh, yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not care to object; I only call attention to the 
importance of the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolutions. 
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Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator from Alabama desires to speak on 
this subject either to justify his own action or to assail that of the ma- 
jority of the Senate, of course I have no disposition to interfere with 
that; but if we are to be called upon to express our opinion on a ques- 
tion involving considerations like those which I suppose to be presented 
in these resolutions, I am clear that we ought to have the consideration 
of a committee; and rather than be called upon at this time to vote 
ay or no upon a resolution with whose terms I am really unfamiliar, 
and about whose consequences I should be unable to predict, I will 
move the reference of the resolution to the Committeeon the Judiciary, 
or any other committee that will be agreeable to the Senator from 
Alabama, in order that if this subject is to be again presented for de- 
bate we may have the opportunity for deliberation. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, yesterday I madeall the observations 
that I desire to make upon these resolutions, not for the purpose of vin- 
dicating any vote I had given, or censuring any vote that anybody else 
had given, but for the purpose of antagonizing in these resolutions the 
proposition the Senate voted intothe Utah bill, that the Government of 
the United States could be represented in a church organization, and in 
a church board by officers mf Peary by the President of the United 
States and confirmed by the Senate, who were required to report di- 
rectly to the Secretary of the Interior. 
was a very great stretch of power. Attention was called to it during 
the debate on the Utah bill, and I thought it was entirely proper that 
the deliberate sense of the Senate should be takenon that proposition, 
inasmuch as we had voted it into the bill, as anaked constitutional 
question, one that does involve the duty of the President in i 
appointments under that bill if it shall become a law, So I presen 
my views yesterday after theseresolutions were laid upon the Calendar 
for some days, and were printed and on the desk of every Senator. 
Now, a Senator from the Committee on the Judiciary, which reported 
the Utah bill, moves the reference of this subject to that or some other 
committee. Of course, if it goes back from this body for consideration, 
it ought to go to the Judiciary Committee; but the Judiciary Committee 
reported the Utah bill with this featurein it, and Isupposed, of 
that they had made up their minds upon it. I supposed that that com- 
mittee had eeepugily committed itself to the proposition that we could 
introduce into a church organization in this country a board of United 
States officers who should sit in company with other trustees of that 
organization, and who should, as such officers, report to the Secretary 
of the Interior, and that those officers should also be appointed by the 
President and confirmed by the Senate. 

The antagonism between the proposition I bring forward by these 
resolutions and the action of the committee in reporting that bill was 
so very obvious, so very distinct, that I thought perhaps the committee 
had taken issue with the proposition as a proposition of constitutional 
law, and that they would not wantany further consideration of it. But 
if the committee feel that they have acted in haste in this matter or 
without due consideration, and that they would prefer to have further 
time to look over the field to examine into this grave constitutional 
difficulty, I shall not object to its going back; I shall only send along 
with the resolutions on my part an humble petition that they may be 
considered and reported to the Senate for its action, and that they shall 
not be shelved. Of course that committee would not do such a thing 
as that intentionally, but they might do it in the mere pressure of 
their business. 

The im ce of the question can not be doubted. Every church 
in every Territory of the United States and in the District of Columbia, 
to say nothing, perhaps, of other churches, is open now, on the vote of 
the Senate taken on that feature of that bill, to have introduced into it by 
an act of a body of officers of the United States to sit in 
conference with the officers of the church to regulate its temporal af- 
fairs. If that body, eating. he the organization and constitution of 
the church, as was decided in the case that I read from yesterday in the 
Supreme Court of the United States, has also a spiritual control of the 
church and can control the trustees so as to make them accommodate 
their temporal action to the spiritual necessities of the church, then 
Congress has but one step further to take to control the spiritual destiny 
of every church in this District and in the Territories, and that is to 
say that their trustees ought to be there with all the powers that belong 
to any other members of the church or any other trustees of the church. 

The question is up. Idid not bringitup. It was putinto that bill. 
I did not put it there. It came here with the consent of the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and the Senate voted it into the bill; and they did 
it, too, after the bestefforts that I could make to call the attention of 
= i to the fact that this grave constitutional difficulty was in 

e 

Now, sir, there is not a religious denomination in the United States 
that will not feel that its power, its rightful jurisdiction on subjects 
with to its worship, its control, is attacked in this bill, in prin- 
ciple at least, and I can not consent that the subject should pass out of 
view without bringing it again to the attention of the Senate to ask its 
aare <a judgment upon the great constitutional question in- 
voly 

As I observed yesterday, I repeat that church and state were divorced 
in this country before our Constitution was adopted. ‘The divorce was 


It occurred to me that that | mak 


ratified and confirmed when the Constitution was adopted. They are 
now reunited in the Utah bill and Be the vote of the Senate. The nup- 


tials have been celebrated again, and I repeat what I said yesterday, 
it is a disagreeable incident in this matter that these nuptials between 
church and state, so long divorced, have been recelebrated upon the po- 
lygamous altar of the Church of Jesus Christ of the Latter-day Saints 
in Utah. If we want to celebrate the nuptials between church and state 
in this country and to unite and incorporate them together, do not let 
us go to that altar for the purpose of having the ceremony performed. 

This bill does place officers, appointed by the President and confirmed 
by the Senate, with duty to report to the Secretary of the Interior, as 
managing officers in a church board to act in company with thirteen 
Mormons in the conduct of such of the affairs of that church as fall 
under their jurisdiction in the nature and character of its organization; 
and these men are required to report their doings to the Secretary of 
the Interior. What we shall do with the report when it is made I am 
unable to conjecture. I suppose that it may furnish a basis for fur- 
ther legislation to see whether that church has been conducted accord- 
ing to its faith and doctrine, or whether it has been perverted from its 
faith and doctrine by the action of our trustees or any others—whether 
its property is being used for lawful or unlawful purposes. But it 
es no difference what legislation we may predicate upon a report 
of that kind, the power is assumed on the part of the Congress of the 
United States, through officers of the Government of the United States, 
to take part in the control and management of a church. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
refer the resolutions to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 545) to increase the pensions of widows and dependent 
relatives of deceased soldiers and sailors; and 

A bill (H. R. 989) for the allowance of certain claims reported by 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. 377) granting a pension to Matthias Leck- 
ner; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


GEORGE W. GETTY. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (S, 225) to authorize 
Col. W. Getty, United States Army, retired, to be placed upon 
pen retired-list of the Army with the rank and pay of a brigadier-gen- 


Mr.SEWELL. There is quite a lengthy report in this case; but I 
prefer to make a statement in a few words of the reasons which induced 
the Military Committee to report the bill. The report can then be read 
if any Senator desires. 

The Committee on Military Affairs in the past five years have selected 
but three officers, as I now recollect, for legislation to retire them witha 
higher grade than that of their lineal rank in the service at the time of 
their retirement. General Getty was one of those officers, General 
Meigs was another, and General Hunt the third. They were cases of 
peculiar merit, officers that were in the service long prior to the late war, 
in fact prior to the Mexican war, and took part in the Indian wars of that 
period, officers who served at Churubusco, Chapultepec, Molino del Rey, 
and the other great successes of our arms in Mexico, for which they re- 
ceived brevets. At the outbreak of the late war these officers were in the 
full vigor of manhood, with large experience, and they took rank with 
high command early in the war. At the close of the war they were 
assigned to duty with the brevet rank of major-general in the 
service, and commanded divisions in the Army from 1862 up to the 
time of their retirement. 

In the case of General Meigs, the committee reported the year before 
last that he should be retired one grade higher than his lineal rank at 
the time of his retirement, although he had been serving on duty with 
the brevet rank for a period of over twenty years, and Congress passed 
the bill. In the case of General Hunt a similar report was made last 
year, but the bill was not reached and it will be renewed this year. 
In the case of General Getty, he has been retired with the rank of col- 
onel. The committee think that his services to the Government for a 
period covering nearly fifty years fully entitle him for the few short 
years of his life to the additional pay and honor that the increase of 
rank one grade would give him, and therefore recommend the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. I prefer that the bill shall lie over for the present, if 
the Senator from New Jersey does not insist on proceeding with it now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is open to objection. ) 

Mr. SEWELL. I have no objection if the Senator from Illinois de- 
sires it to lie over, but it has been on the Calendar some time. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will say to the Senator that I really did not know 
anything about its being reported. What I desire is to discuss at the 
proper time the principle involved in this bill, not by way of objection 
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to General Getty, but as to the rule that has prevailed and ought to 
prevail in reference to propositions of this kind. 

My attention was not called to the bill; I mean by that to say that 
I have no recollection of it. It was no doubt referred to the committee 
for consideration. As I say, I make my request for delay not with 
the desire to oppose this particular bill, but to consider the general 
features that are found in this bill, which cover quite a number of cases 
that are now before the committee. If the bill shall pass, of course it 
will settle the question of principle. I have some papers that I desire 
to refer to. 

Mr. SEWELL. I have no objection to the Senator from Illinois nam- 
ing his own time. I do not like to put off a case of this kind to an in- 
definite period. 

Mr. LOGAN. Any time after I return home and get a list that I 
have there; to-morrow or any other day will answer. 

Mr. SEWELL. Can it be called up by agreement ? 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, atany time. I only ask that it be deferred for 
the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie over, keeping its 
place on the Calendar. 


REMOVALS AND SUSPENSIONS FEOM OFFICE. 


Mr. PUGH. I now ask unanimous consent to offer the resolution of 
which I gave notice a short time ago. I will read it: 


Resol 1. That “the executive power” is expressly “vested” by the Con- 
stitution “in the President” of the United States, so t ‘he shall take care 
that the laws be faithfully executed.” 

2. That the power of appointment to Federal office is an executive power, to 
be exercised by the President under the limitation in the Constitution that ‘‘ he 
shall nominate, and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, shall ap- 

int.” 
Pa That the power of removal or suspension from the powers and duties of 
also an executive power, vested exclusively in the President, 
Constitution as is imposed thereby on e 


per- 
son or ms sonominated the Senate may i information of the Presi- 
f f those as to whose appointment 


no law, public duty, or public policy re- 
uires that he shall send or communicate to the Senate any cause, reason, or in- 
or contained in ary, letters, petitions, 

Cabinet, or in the 

ns, E 


papers, or documents addressed to him or any member of h 
possession of either, and relating to the subject of removals or 

containing charges, causes, or reasons, and the proof thereof, for su 
removals or suspensions, and no law, publie duty, or public policy req or 
authorizes theSenate to call forsuch information in any such form from 
the President or any member of his Cabinet to enable the Senate to review or 
question the action of the President in exercising his executive, discretionary, 
and exclusive power of removing or a Federal officers from the 

and duties of their office, or to put the ‘ident on trial by the Senate, or to en- 
force accountability to the Senate foranything he may have done in the exercise 


d proper laws, either House o; 


in passing N f may request 
the President, if not deemed him incompatible with idee 


the public in 


papers in open or executive session to enable in open or er 
hich he 


session to review the propriety or the cause or the information upon w.) 
acted or may have in making or ons, would be an at- 
tempt to obtain such information by false pretenses and for uses and purposes 
policy of the United peng 2 soa 
Cabine 


p ize 
and encourage an improper practice and a dangerous innovation upon ex- 
e Mt fies as President of The United 


I ask that this resolution be printed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Alabama asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate—— 

Mr. PUGH. I will offer it as a substitute for the resolutions pro- 
posed by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER]. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the printing include the stump speech in the belly 
of the resolution as well as the resolution itself? 

Mr. INGALLS. Oh, yes. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That is for the Senate to determine. 
The Senator from Alabama asks unanimous consent to take up for con- 
sideration at this time the resolution offered by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia with the view that his amendments may be offered to it and that 
all be laid over until to-morrow and printed. 

Mr. INGALLS. That there may be no misunderstanding on this 
subject, I give notice now that to-morrow I shall move to refer the orig- 
inal resolution offered by the Senator from Virginia and the amendment 
proposed by the Senatorfrom Alabama to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections for further consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
motion of the Senator from Alabama, and that motion is considered 


agreed to. Theresolution will be considered as pending, and theamend- 
ment to the resolution offered by the Senator from Alabama will be or- 
pered to be printed with the resolution. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
the 2d instant, approved and signed the act (S. 671) making an appro- 
priation for the purchase of the old Produce Ex building and 
the site bounded by Whitehall, Pearl, Moore, and Water streets, New 
York city, for army purposes. 

PEARSON C. MONTGOMERY. 


The bill (S. 18) for the relief of Pearson C. Montgomery, of Memphis, 
Tenn., was announced as in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. INGALLS. I object to the consideration of that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Being objected to, the bill goes over 
under the rule. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to say to the Senator from Kansas that the 
bill was reported at the last session of the Senate and passed the Senate 
without objection. 

Mr. INGALLS. That was because my attention was not called to it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Perhaps that may have been the case, but it is cer- 
tainly the fact. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE] who is 
chairman of the Committee on Claims re the bill, and the state 
of his health is known, I suppose, toall Senators. It is possible that he 
may have some desire in regard to the consideration of the bill at a 
particular time, or as to moving to take it up, or asking a Senator to 
waive ah objection for an explanation when hecomesin. Heis unwell 
this morning, and I ask the Senator from Kansas to consent that the 
bill may stand, reserving his right until to-morrow. 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly; there can be no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being no objection to that 
course, the bill will stand over without prejudice, retaining its place 
on the Calendar. 

DECORATIONS TO CONSUL RAWICZ. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1053) to permit Joseph Rawicz, United States consul at War- 
saw, Russia, to accept certain decorations tendered him by the Russian 
Government. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear the report read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem; The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. PAYNE, 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations January 13: 


The Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom was referred the letter of the 
Secretary of State of December 17, 1885 (Senate Ex. Doc. No. 11), recommending 
the passage of an act topeni Tonpa wicz, United States consul at Warsaw, 
Russia, to accept decorations from Russia, have the honor to submit herewith a 
bill for the purpose mentioned, with recommendation that it do pass. 

The committee find that for many years Mr. Rawicz has discharged the duties 
of United States consul at Warsaw without receiving any compensation there- 
for; that the Russian Government has tendered him certain d for serv- 
ices rendered his own a being a Russian subject), which, as he holds 
TO rie Ceneven pc ais gi on es n ah of asia. he 

consen! Di cally given, w. asa su o tan 
not decline them. Arne soriiies are of the opioa A mga in view rei Lan Se cir- 
cumstances, Congress may very open accede e request o; . Rawicz 
that he may be permitted to prt Ben he honors referred to. 

The letter of the Secretary of State referred to is submitted herewith and 
made a part of this report. 

[Senate Ex. Doc. No, 11, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 

Letter the Secretary of State, recommending the passage of an act to permit the 
United States consul at Warsaw, Russia, to accept decorations from Russia. 
December 21,1885, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered 
to be printed, 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, December 17, 1885. 


Sır: I have the honor to send you inclosed extracts from Nos. 115 
and 119 from Mr. Joseph Rawicz, consul of the United States at Warsaw, Russia, 
relating to certain decorations that have been conferred upon him by the Rus- 
sian Government. 


In accordance with Mr. Rawicz's request I ‘ully recommend that a bill 
be granting him permission to accept decorations. It is proper to 
add that the office held by Mr. Rawicz is compensated by fees, the amount of 
which is and that he is a Russian subject. 


very insignificant, 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 


Hon, Jonx SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate pro tempore. 


T. F. BAYARD. 


No. 115.] CONSULATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 


Warsaw, June 5, 1885. 
Sim: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the Saa Dopa turaka 
two copies of the monthly consular reports, Nos. 47 and 48, one of April 


9, and one , No. 61, of April 22 last. 
In reply to latter, I have the honor to state that, having been decorated by 
th and French Governments, namely: 


e 

March 24, 1875, with the Order of St. Stanislaus, third class, for my services of 
twenty years as judge of the commercial court; 

May 25, 1877, with the Order of St. Anna, third class, as member of the com- 
mittee of Philadelphia Exhibition, held in 1876; 

October 30, 1878, with the Red Cross ; 

Sees 1890, with the French Cross of the Legion of Honor for the Paris 
Exhibition of 1878; 


May 15 and June 25, 1883, with two Orders of St. Stanislaus, second class, for 
my services as member of the committee of the Warsaw Commercial School; 


and, finally, 
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February 28, 1885, with the Order of St. Anna, second class, as curator of the 
Warsaw Lunatic Asylum for ten years’ services. 


Iam, sir, your obedient servant, 


JOSEPH RAWICZ, 


United States Consul. 
Hon. WILLIAM HUNTER, 
Second Assistant Secretary of Stale, Washington, D. C. 


CONSULATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Warsaw, October 1, 1855. 
-® ® © J have the honor toacknow the receipt of dispatch No. 68, 
to the latter I haye the to inform you that being 
est local banking house, existing since 1769, I am fre- 
quently called to hold various Government and 


private honorary offices, as a 

president or member of committees. P 
This prominent tion always enables me to decisively act in the behalf of 
this consulate, and this influential position becomes the more d le, as this 
consulate is the only one not being gen and the latter greatly 
influences upon the official classification of foreign consulsin this country. Ow- 
ing, however, to my pe position I am enabled in some measure to kee 
ps a upon the leyel with the rights due tomy colleagues, neuls-general. 

a Departmen! 


No. 119.] 
Sim: 


of July 15 last. In iay 
at the head of the o. 


rsonal 
y atime I requested the te t for changing this consulate 
a general one, never req’ 
ele: as I wanted onl indispensable the 
ocal authorities. Not to be behind all other local , I requested 
loi for this title the ent of State by the mediation of some of the 
Untied States ministers h Warsaw to St. , but I regret 
to say their mediation as well as Depart- 


ment remained till now entirely ered. 
The reason why the other European powers are Pp aa regan boone goer 
suls-general is, that Warsaw was once capital of Kingdom of Poland. 
As the subject of this country, I can not decline the tance of the Russian 
you to pass the necessary formal- 


decoratio: 
ities me. 


moon 
ngress veto orders already received by 
e s p 


= $ . 
Iam, sir, your obedient servant, N 
JOSEPH RAWICZ, 
United Slates Consul, 
Hon. WILLIAM HUNTER, 
Second Assistant Secretary of State, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not expect to stop this sort of thing, but I 
wish to say that I voted against this proposition in committee and I 
shall vote against it again. 

This gentleman appears to have been receiving aseries through several 
ears long since past of what he calls Russian decorations, he being a 
ussian subject. It does not appear to have disturbed him in his re- 

lations to the United States down to this time, and I do not think it 
will if we do not Pe to pass this bill. ‘The idea of a republican 
country going into the business of authorizing citizens of our own, or 
especially subjects of any other country, to receive titles and decorations 
and such things is repugnant to my notions entirely, and, except in very 
extraordinary instances of some great public service in theinterest of 
humanity that some officer of the United States sometimes does, I am 
opposed to the whole thing. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I can not believe that this is one of 
the cases which would popa come within the limitations of the pro- 
vision of the Constitution on this subject, that reads as follows: 

No title of nobility shall be granted by the United States ; and no person hold- 
ing any office of profit or trust under them, shall, without the consent of the 


Congress, accept of any present, emolument, office, or title, of any kind what- 
ever, from any king, prince, or foreign state. 


This provision of the Constitution certainly could not have been in- 
tended to apply to the subject of another dominion than ours. It 
would be an idle and nugatory and senseless provision to say that a 
citizen of Germany, owing allegiance to the German Emperor, who 
happened to be di ing a nominal office under the United States 
Government, should not have the right to accept any decoration or or- 
nament that that potentate might see fit to bestow upon him. Here 
is Mr. Rawicz, who is by his own confession a citizen and subject of the 
Russian Empire—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. Allow me to ask the Senator from Kansas, why 

this bill? What aid does he need from us? 

Mr. INGALLS. We are asked to pass it because the Committee on 
Foreign Relations has reported it. It is on the Calendar, and our 
affirmative action is invited. 

I was about to proceed to say that this man is confessedly a Russian 
subject. He holds a nominal consulship under the Government of the 
United States, to which there is no salary attached. He is a resident 
of that empire, and in the discharge of his duties as a citizen of that 
empire the emperor has seen fit to decorate him with the insignia of 
certain orders that are peculiar to that country. If this provision of 
the Constitution covers a case like that, I certainly think it ought to 
be amended. As the Senator from Vermont states, this man has ex- 
perienced no embarrassment heretofore; there is no way by which he 
can be reached by the Government of the United States and the powers 
of the Constitution if he does accept these decorations. We might re- 
move him from the office, but it pays no salary and has no emoluments; 
therefore he would be subjected to no discomfiture or loss. 

I believe also that an officer of the United States, properly so called, 
. is compelled to take an oath to support the Constitution and laws of 
this country, which I do not suppose this man ever did. Ido not learn 
that a citizen of a foreign power accepting a petty nominal consulate 
under the State Department is required to take an oath to support the 


Constitution and laws of this country, and I therefore think that this 
bill is frivolous. Even if this person were a citizen of this country, I 


should think it was an inconsequential thing todo. I have no respect 
for an American citizen who will come here and ask that he may have 
the permission of Congress to wear some foreign gewgaw, some jewel, 
some decoration, some painted ribbon, some article of adornment that 
he thinks is essential either to his personal appearance or to his self- 
esteem, and still more in the case of a foreign subject, I submit that 
it = premneenven s2 ask that this power of the Constitution shall be 
evoked. 

I will venture, with great deference to a committee as im tand 
Sienie as ea one that reported this bill, to move that it be indefi- 
nitely 

Mr. MORGAN. The Committee on Foreign Relations could do no 
less than bring this bill to the attention of the Senate after the Secretary 
of State had sent the correspondence to us and had requested as follows: 

In accordance with Mr. Rawicz’s request I respectfully recommend that a bill 
be passed granting him permission to accept said decorations. 

The committee did not feel that they were justified in taking issue 
with the Secretary of State upon a question of this kind and smothering 
this bill in committee, or in reporting back that it should be indefinitely 

, but thought theyshould rather present it to the Senate for 
its deliberate consideration. The opposition to the bill in the commit- 
tee, I may be allowed to say, as one Senator has mentioned the fact that 
he opposed it, was not very large; still it wasyeryim t. The com- 
mittee have not felt that they were dealing in a trifling way with a trif- 
fling subject atall. This gentleman is a Russian subject. Heisa banker 
of eminence in the city of Warsaw. He is a man of very high respect- 
ability, and the Government of the United States, for reasons best 
known to the diplomatic functionaries, have found it necessary or prop- 
er, through many administrations, to invite him to accept the consu- 
late at that place. He has discharged the duties there entirely to the 
satisfaction of the Government; but he finds that he can not either 
maintain his social position dependent upon his personal merits or his 
proper rank in official circles unless he conforms to the usages of the 
country of which he is a citizen by accepting and wearing the decora- 
tions that belong to that state of society. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let him wear them. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, let him wear them; and let him wearalso the 
contempt of the Senator from Kansas, and perhaps that would be an ad- 
ditional decoration. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have no contempt for him. 

Mr. MORGAN. I supposed the Senator had expressed nothing else. 
He is an honorable gentleman, who makes an appeal to the Government 
of the United States to allow him to conduct an office that we confer 
upon him and ask him to take in such a manner as will not interfere 
with his social position or with his relations to his own government. 

Mr. VOORHEES. May I ask my friend from Alabama what the 
necessity of a bill by the American Congress is to authorize a subject 
of Russia to wear anything that Russia sees fit to put on him? 

Mr. MORGAN. I reply to that by asking what necessity there is 
a the Government of the United States to appoint a Russian to any 

ice ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is getting into deep water. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not any deeper than the other, because if we invite 
a citizen of Russia to take one of our honorable offices we must expect 
to permit him to do as Russians do in his own country; and if we find 
that there is an objection to following Russian customs and accepting 
honors from his own government because of the fact that he holds an 
office that we invite him to hold, it is as little as we can do to remove 
the difficulty. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does the Russian Government object to the wear- 
ing of these decorations? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not in communication with the Russian Gov- 
ernment, not being any part of the diplomatic body of the United 
States. The Senator from Kansas can indulge his own imagination on 
that question, which is very vivid, and I suppose he can find out. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator stated that the reason why it was nec- 
essary this bill should be passed was to enable him to retain his social 
position in the Russian Empire. 

Mr. MORGAN. I say that is what he says about it. 

Mr. INGALLS. And the Senator thinks we should invoke a consti- 
tutional provision to allow Mr. Rawicz to maintain his social position 
in the Russian Empire. 

Mr. MORGAN. I say that is what Mr. Rawicz and the Secretary of 
State both think about it, and therefore it is a subject for the respectful 
consideration of the Senate, not a subject that can be hooted out of this 
body with a remark on the other side. It may tickle the fancy of a 
subject of the Russian Government to wear a decoration that comes from 
that government, and it may be very amusing to Americans to see him 
in that grotesque attitude. At the same time we can not quite change 
the customs of Russia or its traditions; and when we put ourselves in 
the attitude of inviting a citizen of a foreign country to discharge con- 
sular functions for us within that country we must necessarily say to 
him, ‘‘ We do it in deference to your citizenship, to the peculiarities of 
your country; and if you want to wear tinsel on your breast as an in- 
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dication of your rank, or of your belonging to a certain class of society, 
we have no reasonable right to object.’ 

Now a grave constitutional question has sprung up here as to whether 
it is really necessary that we should remove an impediment to this 
man’s wearing this decoration if he pleases, I do not know thatI am 

repared to settle that question, even in my own mind, very definitely. 
i only find that no one holding an office under the Government of the 
United States shall be permitted to wear these decorations except by 
the consent of Congress. Our fathers, fearin g poher the power of 
foreign governments to entice men from their allegiance by decorating 
them with honors and with offices of this character, put a prohibition 
in the Constitution the value of which I confess to have never been 
able to exactly see; but there it is, and here is an oath to support it. 
We must, therefore, in every case where a man is an officer of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, enable him to receive these decorations 
while he holds the office. It may be true that this man is not an offi- 
cer of the United States. If it is true, he has no business in the serv- 
ice. But the Senate passes continually appropriations and recognitions 
in every form of the right of foreign men in foreign countries to serve 
us in these consular capacities. I object to it now, as I have always 
done, and I trust that at least one good result may come from this de- 
bate, which will be that hereafter we shall have a law which shall pro- 
vide that no man can hold an office under the United States Govern- 
ment in any country unless he is a citizen of the United States. Ibe- 
lieve in being represented by our citizens in every office that we think 
is of sufficient dignity to entitle a foreigner to occupy it, whether it 
pays him five do! a year or fifty thousand. 

I would, with the Senator from Kansas and other Senators who have 
spoken, spurn an American raised under our institutions who should 
desire to receive a decoration of this kind from the Emperor of Russia, 
no matter how complimentary it might be to him, unless the event upon 
which he claimed to be entitled to it was one that proved his right to 
the recognition in some heroic light, such as saving human life or pre- 
venting the spread of disease, or something like that; and even then I 
would think it was bad taste in an American to desire to wear such gew- 
gaws. But we are not making rules of taste for Americans; we are 
merely trying to preserve in the service of the Government under ex- 
isting laws and ions a valuable, competent gentleman who has 
long served us fai y, a man of influence and of character at War- 
saw, a large banker, by enabling him to receive these marks and deco- 
rations of respect from his own Government without thereby being com- 
pelled to leave our service. That is the whole question. 

This gentleman, perhaps, does not want to remain in the service; per- 
haps he does; I do not know. I should judge he is willing to do it; 
otherwise he would not have sent the request. But it was the dutyof 
the Secretary of peng a is represented abroad by this consul at 
Warsaw, and has no other representative there, when he made a request 
of this kind, to lay it before the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
it was the duty of the Committee on Fo Relations to lay it before 
the Senate. Now, what the duty of the te may be let them de- 
cide. It is not for me to tell them further than by my own vote. 

Mr. LOGAN. I always listen to the Senator from Alabama with 
great pleasure. He has a persuasive manner that almost convinces us 
on any subject. But itis rather amusing to hear the appeal made by 
the Senator from Alabama asking the Senate of the United States to 
confer upon a citizen of another government, differing in form and in 
ever possible way from our own, some kind of decoration. What it is 
T do not know, nor do I know that the Senator from Alabama under- 
stands what the character of decoration is or for what the decoration is 
to be conferred. 

I remember very well when I was quite a small boy—I do not know 
that other boys did the same as I did, but perhaps they did and do— 
I was very fond in those days of wrapping a blanket around me and of 
getting chains and rattling them and having rattles and things of that 
kind which please children, Thatis the child’s stage; but when we 
pass from that to the stage of manhood, a man should stand before the 
world for what he is worth, and not because of gewgaws or decorations 
that may be fastened to his person or his clothes. 

Now, because Russia grants a decoration for the benefit of this gentle- 
man, as the Senator from Alabama says, that he may enter elegant 
society—I believe that is about the idea this gentleman has—— 

Mr. MORGAN. I prefer to allow the consul to explain himself. He 
ne done it in his letter. Ido not propose to make any explanation for 

im. 

Mr. LOGAN. If that argument is good, let us see the logic of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois will please 
suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is the duty of the 
Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished business of yesterday. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senator from Ilinois be allowed 
to proceed. 

Mr. LOGAN. Inasmuch as I was taken off the floor yesterday in the 
same way, this is only repeating the dose. It is all right, however. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to make 
the announcement. 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


: If there be no objection, the Senator 
will proceed. 


Mr. LOGAN. I merely desire to say in answer to the Senator from 
Alabama that if this eminent citizen of Russia with the decoration of 
office conferred upon him by the United States can not enter the ele- 
gant riage hg Russia until he is decorated by the Russian Government, 
then it is the decoration that enters the society and not the man. 
he is not sufficiently elegant in his person, in his manners, in his char- 
acter, to enter the society of Russia without being decorated as an Amer- 
ican officer, I would say to him remain outside of it, come over here, 
and become a citizen of the United States, and we will decorate him by 
recognizing him as a citizen of the United States under the American 
flag, where he can have equal rights and go into any kind of society 
whatever, provided he is worthy of that society. 

I do not believe in decorations. I have never voted for them in the 
Senate. Severaltimes I believe persons have been permitted to be deco- 
rated by some foreign power that they might go in certain places wear- 
ing some sort of decoration upon their breast so that they might say 
that they did—what? They do not know themselves very frequently 
what they did which led to obtaining the decoration and nobody else 
does; but it is some little thing conferred upon aman because he desires 
it. ‘That isthe object of this. ‘This man desires it, and that is all. 

The point, however, is this: If we can confer upon this man the au- 
thority to accept a decoration from the Russian Government because he 
is an American consul, we are thereby indirectly conferring a decoration 
upon an American consul because he is an American consul. If we do 
that, every American consul may ask the same privilege, make the same 
request, or men may become citizens of foreign governments for the pur- 
pe of being decorated, by the assent of Congress, by foreign powers. 

do not believe in that. I think it is wrong in every aspect. I believe 
the ónly decoration that an American citizen should wear is that deco- 
ration that makes him the equal of every other man by being an 
eee freeman, enjoying the rights and privileges of this great 
epublic. : 

I have ever been opposed to decorations. I have been opposed to 
giving the consent of Congress that our own citizens should be deco- 
rated for anything, it makes no matter what. When the time comes 
that a man shall pass away, let that which shall be written above his 
tomb decorate his character in living letters, if he is an honest man, a 
patriot, and an American citizen; let his decoration be that of his daily 
walk; let it be that of a man in his demeanor toward his fellow-men 
and his uprightness and his conduct and course in life, and that is 
the decoration which an Ameriean citizen should wear, and none other, 
in my judgment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business is now in 
order, on which the Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts] is entitled 
to the floor. The Chair asks the Senator from New York to wait a few 
moments till some House bills are referred and some executive com- 
munications are presented. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 545) to increase the pensions of widows and dependent 
relatives of deceased soldiers and sailors was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 989) for the allowance of certain claims reported by 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in answer toa 
resolution of the 1st instant, information in relation to the proportion 
of bonds held by national banks of those called for payment March 1, 
1886; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to 


be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of January 29, 1886, information in relation to instructions 
to the assistant treasurer at New Orleans, La., concerning the receipt 
of silver dollars on deposit and the issuance of certificates therefor; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the T: , transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of January 20, 1886, information in relation to the employ- 
ment of convict labor in the erection of the post-office building at Peoria, 
Ill. ; which was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, this com- 
munication will be ordered to be printed, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. The accompanying documents are numerous. The 
question of their printing will be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HOAR. Should not thut communication go to the Committee 
on Education and Labor? It seems to relate to the vexed question of 
convict labor of which that committee has charge. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts so move? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is moved that the communication 
be referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question of printing the accom- 
panying papers will be referred to the Committee on Printing. 


COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 9) to fix the day for the meeting of the electors of 
President and Vice-President, and to provide for and regulate the count- 
ing of the votes for President and Vice-President and the decision of 
questions arising thereon, 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I desire to present a few remarks to 
the Senate bearing particularly upon one topic that it seems to me, 
both in previous legislation and in the disposition of the matter attempted 
by the bill now before the Senate, has been too much overlooked. I 
shall favor the recommitment of the bill, with the amendments pro- 
posed, to the committee, in order that there may be a fuller exam 
tion and a more complete treatment of all the possible or probable oc- 
casions of mischief and misconstruction that may arise when the mere 
act of the counting of the vote is to be performed. 

As my own opinions on the Constitution favor that view which has 
been discarded in the wisdom of Congress, to wit, the power and duty 
of the Vice-President to count the votes, it may be thought that I do 
not fairly interpretand estimate the methods that are provided for solv- 
ing the difficulties which arise upon an attempt to count the votes by 
the two Houses of Congress; but I have a sincere desire that this mat- 
ter to be treated by the two Houses shall be as well provided under cir- 
cumstances of clear ascertainment and as far as may be from the im- 
mediate moyement of popular or political Seige is possible; and my 
experience in attending upon the discussions of the electoral count satis- 
fies me that the greatest difficulties are from the very instant and very 
limited means by which any doubts are to be solved. i 

It will be noticed that until the votes are opened as provided under 
the Constitution there is no exhibition of doubt or of difficulty, of per- 
plexity or of complication; and then you will observe that all the means 
at the service of the two Houses under the existing legislation on the 
subject is what is to be disclosed by the various and colleeted certifi- 
cates bearing on the yote brought into the dispute. Nothing could in 
provision and prevision for so critical astate be more unfortunate than 
that the two Houses should be dependent for theirinformation on what 
is to be eres from the disclosures upon the opening of the envelopes, 
when all therein contained is intended to be and purports to be in pur- 
suance only of the mere designation and security of the votes them- 
selves. The legislation of Congress has been very meager, and quiteas 
much as in the minds of the framers of the Constitution there have been 
absent from mind in legislation any of the forms and conditions and 
difficulties in the count that in the later experience of the Government 
have been exhibited. 

Now, there are two quite independent topics in regard to which the 
Government of the United States is entitled to be certified in of 
the action of the several States, binding as toeach of theStates. With- 
out intruding at all upon the independence of the States and their ab- 
solute possession of the manner and form in which they exercise this 
particular power, the Government of the United States has a perfect and 
complete right to know what the States have done; and while we have 
looked alone at the question of how the votes have been cast and the 
evidence and security that they were by the persons who had the right 
under the States’ procedures to cast the votes, we have paid too little 
attention, as it seems to me, to that se te and independent right 
that we have to learn separately from what votes have been cast what 
electors have been appointed. I mean not in the sense of the men, but 
what States have appointed electors, and for this reason: The result of 
the count of the votes as produced and counted in disposing of the elec- 
tion of President and Vice-President must be brought not only into the 
ascertainment of the votes that have been ly cast and are thus to 
be held prey to be counted, but it is important to learn how large 
is the whole number and list of appointed electors under the action of 
the States in order for us to determine whether the count shows a fail- 
ure of a majority, and thus the subsequent action of the Government 
is to be carried over to the House of Representatives, or whether the 
whole extent and comprehension of electorsappointed has been reduced 
from what was possible in the computation of the States’ collected votes 
when enumerated, so as to determine whether by the reduction of the 
apparent electoral colleges by the failure of appointments or the ascer- 
tainment of appointments there may be a reduction ìn the computation 
of whether a majority has been obtained by this or that candidate. 

We have ready at hand, in the experience of the electoral colleges 
and electoral yotes and the electoral count in 1876, an illustration of 
how important this might have become. There were 3 votes lawfully 
tobe cast by ‘on. If those 3 votes were rejected under the pro- 
visions of the pending bill, or under the existing arrangement made 
by rag asec for the count, it would have been apparent that Presi- 
dent Hayes would have failed of a majority of the whole electoral 
college, and apparently therefore the election would have gone to the 
House of Representatives, as Mr. Tilden would have failed of a major- 
ity as well. But supposing the House of Representatives had been 
Republican, and if the election had gone there the Republican candi- 
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date would have been chosen by the House. But suppose that the 3 votes 
of Oregon had been rejected, and rejected upon the ground that electors 
had not been appointed—not that you could find in the actual circum- 
stance the evidence which would justify that conclusion, but in thesup- 
posable circumstance that that was and should have been the rightful 
conclusion of rejection—then you would have seen that, having reduced 
by3 the whole body of electoral votes to be computed and divided, Mr. 
Tilden haying 184 votes would have been elected, because he would 
have had a majority by 184 of the whole electoral list reduced by 3. 

How would you have had, and how could you have had, under the 
provisions of this bill, or under the provisions of the electoral count 
that were provided for that immediate situation, a clear and ready as- 
certainment as to whether this rejection of the votes was on the failure 
of appointments of electors or the regularity and the sufficiency of the 
vote? Happily in that case there was no difference as to the result, as 
the House was Democratic and he was the next candidate in the failure 
of Mr. Hayes’s election. But in the opposite result I do not see that 
you have any adequate provision or materials before you for determin- 
ing, when you have nothing but the question of counting the votes, how 
you have an ascertainment that is satisfactory to the mind of the two 
Houses and of the public on which ground a rejection takes place, and. 
I know no more critical, no more embarrassing situation under our 
Constitution than a doubt produced in such a narrow state of votes as 
to whether the House can elect, or whether the next and inferior can- 
didate is elected by his own right by having a majority of the reduced 
electoral colleges. 

Nor can I find that in the inclosures of the envelopes which contain 
the votes would there naturally, certainly not necessarily, be produced 
the means upon which there should be so clear, so peremptory an as- 
certainment of the ground on which the votes were rejected as should 
satisfy the heated condition of Congress and the public mind on such 
a question. 

In my experience, therefore, in watching and attending to the con- 
duct of the vote of the electoral colleges, I have felt to my own satisfaction 
that the principal deficiencies and the principal obscurities for the as- 
certainment, whoever counted the votes, as to how they should be 
counted, grew out of the want of any airings in due time and by due 
certainty to ascertain who had been elected, or appointed as the p 
in the Constitution is, electors. Hence I have thought it was worthy 
the attention of the Senate and of the committee that has had charge 
of this business that that should be attended to, and that thus we could 
in advance have collected from the different States what this @overn- 
ment had a right to ask for and obtain—the results of the elections 
or appointments as soon as might be after the ascertainment under 
the laws of the States the results should have been reached; and that 
these thus should be separated in time, as well asin the publicity of the 
declaration, the completeness, and the security of this ascertainment, 
whether you call it canvass or by whatever scrutiny the States should 


propose. 

In that view I have thought that a section should be added here 
which would make it the duty of the executive of each State, as soon 
as practicable after the final act of the State in the electoral appoint- 
ment should have been ascertained by and under and in pursuance of the 
laws of that State, under the seal of State to communicate to this Gov- 
ernment, the Secretary of State or the President of the Senate—that 
may be immaterial—the result of that process of the State by which it 
had reached the result of the appointment according to its own laws; 
and that this should contain and plainly set forth as the result and decla- 
ration of each canvass, thatis, the canvass or ascertainment of each State, 
who had been appointed and what votes had been given or cast for 
every person voted for forthat place. This is neither more nor less than 
is required for the security of elections in our own States. I presume 
without an exception every State provides not only for a competent and 
adequate scrutiny into the election and a simultaneous ascertainment of 
the result, but an open and public declaration under the authority of 
high official duty of the result. J 

I am satisfied, Mr. President, if this preliminary caution and secur- 
ity were made use of, the opportunities for doubt as you approach the 
mere opening of the votes and the hasty and unsatisfactory scrutiny of 
the mere contents of those opened envelopes would all disappear; for we 
should have, under as high a public authority as could be commanded 
and promptly after the final act of the State in the process of elections, ` 
this declaration communicated to this Government and made public by 
this Government, as it might and should properly do, so that at a period 
dating not long after the election, the date for which is prescribed by 
the acts of Congress, we should have published to the whole world what 
was declared by each State as the result, and not merely a certificate of 
a conclusion, but a statement of the final act of election itself—that is, 
the canvass and declaration of the polls. 

Besides this provision, which I think would forestall almost all pos- 
sible discussion that could be fairly wrested by party feeling from what 
should be plain and clear, I would require that this same statement 
should be furnished in triplicate by the governor to the electors, and 
that they should include it in their returns that they now make of their 
yotes and of the list which the governor has given them of those who 
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are appointed electors, so that then presently before the two Houses of 
Congress, as there would have been before the Vice-President if he had 
been intrusted with the count, by this provision of law there should 


be the means of confronting either the Vice-President or the House or 
the Houses who count and certify this certainty of knowledge on the 
subject. Perhaps, then, it would be considered entirely right that no 
vote that was communicated under these sanctions and with this ascer- 
tainment could properly be challenged by either House or brought into 
question unless both Houses should concur in some grave, some post 
hae occurrence that should disparage the absolute control given to this 
ascertainment. 

Looking at the bill in all favor, as intended to remedy difficulties 
that exist, I think this matter should be attended to, and I am quite 
sure that in the apprehension of the public mind such a timely and 
such a prudent provision in regard to the facts which lie at the bot- 
tom of the right of the electors to vote would be not only secure, but 
would be seen to be so. 

I confess a great repugnance to seeing the vote of a State rejected 
upon a mere difference of ger between the two Houses, a rejection 
for the consequence of which nothing is necessary but that one House 
should make an objection and insist upon it, proposing, presenting for 
the public judgment no action of its own, but simply on its mere will 
interposing objection, not voting that the other certificate was entitled 
to present the votes, but simply each objecting as one objecting to these 
competing votes, so that the State falls absolutely and the immense 
rights that other States may have dependent upon that consequence fall 
under the mere political will of one House of Congress to make its ob- 
jection. 
$ All feel, I think, that it is an undesirable situation that by mere ne- 
gation, by mere inability toagree, and without ascertainmentof grounds 
or reasons, the vote goes out. All, I think, see that tobe an inconven- 
ience, and I have been disposed to think that after there had been de- 
veloped this disparity in views between the two Houses, which was in- 
sisted upon, the proposition of the Senator from Ohio might be admit- 
ted, so that there might be an appeal at least to a determination which 
votes should be received; but I must confess that upon further consid- 
eration and under the light that has been presented in the debate, this 
collection of opinions of the members of the two Houses would, in my 
judgment, be wholly an unconstitutional assemblage and vote. In the 
Constitution, or in the conception of the political government which is 
deposited in Congress, I can find no ground to support this extra as- 
semblage of the two Houses voting per capita. 

I can not look with any complacency upon a reference to the Supreme 
Court or any judicial tribunal. I must regard, as I do sincerely, the 
whole transaction from the to the end, and the declaration 
of the result, a tical transaction to be governed by such moderation 
and duty and ties as are reposed in those who fill the political sta- 
tions that are to act upon the great transaction. 

I do not look with any complacency upon the opening, by the second 
section of the bill, of judicial p: ings in the State below to intercept 
and interpret or suppress the vote of a State. I have regarded, and in 
spite of all that I have heard said on the subject I must still 
that the framers of the Constitution looked with extreme solicitude 
upon the principal fact and result that a President should be chosen. 
They were indifferent as between parties or as between the nicety and 
certainty of results of justice, but their chief concern was that there 
should be a President chosen, and that the progress from the first act 
of voting up to the final declaration should be as little im and as 
little interrupted as possible. Why should they not have felt so, when 
they knew in all the š of the mother country and of the west- 
ern nations, that when birth provided the succession, simple as that 
method might be, — succession as to which was the true king 
that was to appear, e the misery, the suffering, and the disasters in 
every form of the nation; and when we were attempting a new method 
that was to derive from the large vote of the great poopie ieda 
tion they felt that the first duty and that the first execution of i 
duty in that behalf was that the process should go on and that there 
should be a result. 

I therefore must agree in the motion which has been made that the 
bill, with the amendments now proposed, should be sent back to the 
committee for a more accurate settlement of this great dispute. We 
are not under any influence from what has been said as to any over- 
sight in the cireumspection and astuteness with which the succession 
bill was provided, for I think that by all intelligent as to facts and 
conditions under which any bill by Congress can become a law under 
the restrictions of the Constitution, it will be found that this imagi- 
nation that the framers of the succession bill had not provided for the 
little space between the electoral count and the 4th of March, their 
circumspection, and their astuteness, and their close attention showed 
that if there be that gap of misfortune, it is a misfortune that no power 
Aid Constitution has been given to the two Houses of Congress to 


But it has been suggested to me, to me unfamiliar with the course of 
business here, that such a recommittal would be equivalent to reducing, 
if not destroying, the opportunities of the bill passing through the Sen 
ate at this session. I should regret any such consequence, and if it 


were necessary to avoid such a consequence, that the view I might sub- 
mit in the amendment I have suggested, in common with those sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Massachusetts, 
could be fairly, and fully, and accurately debated and settled in this 
body, I should desire that a committal should not be made necessary; 
but my own judgment of it is that if there be any value in the sug- 
gestions that I have made, and if the difficulties that are now felt as to 
the text as the bill reads without amendments, and doubt as to the pro- 
posed amendments, are really worthy of attention, the only true oppor- 
tunity for an accurate adjustment and final and full satisfaction of the 
best course under the Constitution we can take will be reached only by 
a recommittal. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, defects in the Constitution 
of the United Statescan not be remedied by acts of Congress. The wis- 
dom of the men who framed it was not equal to the task of formulating 
a perfect instrument. Fifteen articles have been added to itin the form 
ofamendments. It is claimed that time and the peculiar political con- 
ditions which attend the affairs of the nation have discovered another 
defect. It is at gs to apply a remedy in the present instance by act 
of Congress. But thisis not the method ordained by the Constitution. 
The bill we are now considering has not, in my judgment, the sanction 
of the Constitution. The reasons which support my judgment I will 
briefly state. 

Article IL of the Constitution defines and establishes the executive 
power and provides for the election of President and Vice-President of 
the United States. In the third paragraph of section 1 the mode of elec- 
tion was provided. Italso prescribed the method by which the result of 
the election should be ascertained. In this respect it declared relative 
to the electors chosen by the respective States that— 

They shall make a list of all the persons voted for, and of the number of votes 
for each, which ae er sel Sign and , and transmit sealed to the seat 
of Government of the United States, the President of the Senate. 

So far this is definite and well, but it does not determine a result. 
This must be provided for, and hence the paragraph provided imme- 
diately to declare how and by whom the result should be ascertained. 
In this respect it said: 

The President of the Senate shall, in the presence of the Senate and House of 
Representatives, open all of the certificates, and the vote shall then be counted. 

Whatdoesthislanguagemean? How can we better answer this ques- 
tion than by going back to the time of the adoption of the Constitution 
and gettingour data from the acts of the men who first started our Gov- 
ernment on its course? Many of the men who composed the first Con- 

of the United States had participated in the deliberations of the 
fay which framed the Constitution or had been members of the con- 
ventions of the several States by which the instrument had been con- 
sidered and adopted. Surely we may safely consult them. Let us take 
this prudent course and see what the result will be. 

The first public concurrent action of the two Houses of Congress 
brought there men to the duty of defining their understanding of the 
meaning of the Constitution in respect of its dealing with the ascer- 
tainment of the result of an election of President and Vice-President. 
It does not seem to have occurred to them that the problem was one of 
amal. an the Supka and Fray MAROON — box mems 
upon their duty and discharged it. On pages 16 and 17 of volume 1 
the Annals of Congress it appears that on the 6th day of April, 1789, in 
the poe session of the first Congress, the Senate took action, as follows, 
namely: 

Gum earner DA UAUA BEE S A 

The credentials of the members A elapewss being read and ordered to be filed, 


the Senate proceeded, by ballot, to the choice of a President for the sole purpose 
of opèning and counting the votes for President of the United States, John 


was elected. 
That Mr. Ellsworth inform the House of Re ntatives that a 


be tting to the wisdom 
more of their members for a purpose. 
The House of Representatives, on being notified of this action by the 
Senate, adopted in response thereto a resolution as follows, namely: 
Resolved, That Mr. § er, attended by the House, do now withdraw to the 
Senate Chamber, for the expressed in the message from the Senate; 
and that Mr. Parker and itr 


of the House to appoint one or 


X ister be appointed, on the part of the House, to 
sit at the Clerk’s table with the member of the Senate, and make a list of the 
votes as they shall be declared. 

Mr. Elisworth reported that he had delivered the m ; and Mr. Boudinot, 
from the House of Representatives, informed Senate t the House is ready 
forthwith to meet them, to attend the opening and counting of the votes of the 
electors of the President and Vice-President of the United States, 


And then it is recorded that— 


TheS; er and the members of the House of Representatives attended in the 
Senate ber; and the President elected for the purpose of counting the votes 
declared that the Senate and House of Representatives had met, and that he, 
in their presence, had o ed and counted the votes of the electors for President 
and Vice-President of the United States. 


These proceedings clearly declare the construction which the Senators 
and Representatives of the First Congress put upon the provision of the 
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Constitution relative to the opening and counting of the votes of the 
electors of the several States in the matter of the election of President 
and Vice-President of the United States. Not by discussion, but by 
action, they pronounced their construction of the Constitution, and we 
can not mistake their meaning. They did not hold that the President 
of the Senate was to open the votes, and that some other officer, or per- 
son, or body was to count them and declare the result. The President 
of the Senate on that occasion elected was assi. to a definite duty; 
that duty was to open and count the votes delivered to him. Itwou 
seem that there can be no doubt as to the opinion held by the members 
of the First Congress on this subject. They proclaimed by their action 
that the duty to open the votes and the power to count them and to 
declare the result were devolved on the President of the Senate. 

Both Kent and Story entertained this view of thesubject. The former 
expressed his view in his Commentaries in this language: 

The Constitution does not e ly declare by whom the votes are to be 
counted and the result declared. In the case of questionable votes, and a closely 
contested election, this power may be all-important; and I e in the ab- 
sence of all legislative provision on the subject that ihe President of the Senate 
counts the votes and determines the result, and that the two Houses are present 
only as spectators to witness the transaction and to act only if no choice be 
made by the electors. 

And Story, in his Commentaries on the Constitution, says: 

In the original plan, as well as in the amendment, no vision is made for 
the discussion or decision ofany questions which may as to the by, ogre 
and authenticity of the returns of the electoral votes, or the right of the = 
sons who gave the votes, or the manner or the circumstance in which 
ought to be counted. It seems to have been for granted that no question 
could ever arise on the subject, and that nothing more was necessary than to 
open the certificates, which were produced in the presence of both Houses, and 
to count the number and names as returned, 

The precedentestablished by the first Congress, as I have quoted it, 
and the opinions of the two learned commentators cited, are even-tem- 
pered and wholly non-partisan. No men were more careful in giving 
expression to opinions relative to the true meaning of the Constitution 
than those who gave it form and participated in its adoption. They 
were fresh from their labors when the first precedent was established, 
and no commentators on our Constitution have been more scrupulously 
careful than Kent and Story. When such authorities all concur we 
will not go widely wrong by accepting their conclusions. 

It may be said that Kent intimates that legislation may be enacted 
relative to the counting of the electoral votes, inasmuch as he says in 
the quotation I have made from him that— 

I presume in the absence of all legislative provision on the subject that the 
President of the Senate counts the votes and determines the result. 

But he could not have meant by this that a power vested by the Con- 
stitution could be divested by legislative action. The most that can 
be claimed from this expression is, when taken in connection with his 
suggestion relative to questionable votes and a closely contested elec- 
tion, that he saw in the existing provision of our Constitution a dan- 
ger point in our In this view I can agree, and I would be glad 
to have a change of the Constitution in this regard effected, but this 
can not be reached by an act of Congress. And if, in response to this 
statement, it be asked, Have the Senate and House of Representatives 
no power whatever in the premises, and can they not legislate on the 
subject? my answer is, To late the exercise of the power, yes; 
to abridge it, no. Section 8 of Article I of the Constitution says that 
Congress shall have power— 

To make all i 
cution the foregoing powers, anda ET POOE Pay thie Constituti end dost 
in the Governmentof the United States or in any department or officer 

Here is a delegation of power to provide for carrying into effect the 
power to open and count the votes of the electors lodged in the Presi- 
dent of the Senate. But it does not confer on Congress the power to 
assume unto itself the duty which the Constitution imposes on that 
officer. The Constitution says that— 

The executive power shall be vested ina President of the United States of 
America, 

But Congress must ‘‘make all laws which may be necessary and 
proper for carrying into execution” this power. And of another great 
power the Constitution says: 

The judicial power of the United States shall be vested in one Supreme Court, 
and in such inferior courts as Congress may from time to time ‘establish. 

This power is to be provided for in the matter of its execution by nec- 
essary and proper legislation enacted by Congress. But in neither case 
can Congress take upon itself any of the power granted to the executive 
and judicial departments of the Government; nor can Congress by neg- 
lecting to legislate draw unto itself any part of these powers, or of the 
power conferred by the Constitution on any officer of the Government. 
If Congress had failed to make laws necessary and proper for carry- 
ing into effect the executive power, would such failure divest the Presi- 
dent of that power or relieve him from his obligation to execute it as 
best he may in theabsence of legislation? Certainly not; for this would 
lead to the disintegration of the Government. The President would 
have great difficulty in the execution of his office in the absence of leg- 
islation providing for its administration, and in many respects he could 
not act at all; but the executive power would still be his. Nor can he 
be divested of any part of his power by legislation. Neither action nor 


inaction by Congress can change the constitutional lodgment of execu- 
tive power from the President to itself, or to any other department or 
officer of the Government. And the same observation applies to the 
judicial power and to every other power, whether vested in a depart- 
ment or officer of the Government. And it applies with as much force 
to the power given to the President of the Senate to open and count the 
electoral votes cast for President and Vice-President as to any other 
power or duty defined by the Constitution. 

Mr. President, the Constitution provides in the matter of the elec- 
tion of President and Vice-President that— 

Each State shall appoint,in such manner as the Legislature thereof may di- 
rect, a number of electors equal to the whole number of Senators and Represent- 
atives to which the State may be entitled in Congress; but no Senator or Rep- 
resentative, or person holding an office of trust or profit under the United States, 
shall be appointed an elector. 

The electors may, under this provision, be appointed by the Legisla- 
ture itself, or that department of the State government may, unless 
prohibited by its own constitution, provide for the election of electors by 
general ticket, or by districts, or a part by one mode and a part by 
some other. The entire matter of the appointment or election of the 
electors is committed to the several States. When so appointed or 
elected, the duties of electors are preseribed by the Constitution. Con- 
gress has no power oyer the appointment of the electors, nor has it any 
to interfere with their constitutionally prescribed duties. The duties 
thus protected against Congressional or other interference are to vote, 
list their votes, sign and certify the lists of votes, and transmit them 
sealed to the seat of Government of the United States, directed to the 
President of the Senate; and when they have discharged these duties, 
there is nothing more to be done in the matter of the election of a Pres- 
ident but to open and count the votes thus listed, certified, and re- 
turned in manner prescribed by the Constitution, and that is, in my 
ju ent, to be done by the President of the Senate, in the presence 
of the two Houses of Congress, unless it appears from the count so made 
that the electors have failed to elect a President by a majority of their 
votes so cast, returned, open, and counted. In case of such failure, 


aes not pacing eee ee ee lat oe thoes Larner ¢ to pile Bow re 
House of Representatives shall choose immediately, by ballot, a President. 
$ è * And if the House of Representatives shall not choose a President when- 
ever the right of choice shall devolve upon them, before the 4th day of March 
next following, then the Vice-President shall act as President. 

And a failure of the electors to elect a Vice-President confers, under 
the Constitution, the power on the Senate to elect that officer. Can we 
conclude that the framers of our Constitution, when they conferred on 
the respective Houses of Congress these extraordinary powers, intended 
to invest them with the still more extraordinary power of rejecting the 
votes of electors appointed by the several States, and thereby ereating 
by themselves and for themselves the contingency which alone gives 
them the right and power to elect a President and Vice-President? The 
mere statement of such a proposition is its own refutation. And if no 
such power rests with the two Houses for concurrent action, how much 
more us does it seem to be to claim that it rests with either 
House alone, and especially with the House of Representatives, with 
which body the power to elect 2 President abides in the event of a fail- 
ure of the electors to elect? 

Such a doctrine would stand as a perpetual menace to the peace of this 
country. It would establish an ever-present temptation to Congress to 
intermeddle with the elections of Presidents. When the framers of the 
Constitution expressly prohibited Senators and Representatives from 
appointment as electors, they clearly indicated their purpose to exclude 
them from all power in or over the matter of the election of a President 
by the electors appointed by the States. This was the understanding 
which the members of the First Congress had of the Constitution, as is 
evidenced by their proceedings in the ascertainment of the result of the 
first Presidential election. For a long period of time the practice then 
adopted was followed without substantial change. All through the 
period when the minds most active in the formation of our Constitution, 
and those of forceful action in the early affairs of our governmental 
movements, controlled or influenced Congress with respect to the ascer- 
tainment of the results of Presidential elections, the precedent of the 
First Congress was in all substantial respects followed. Our Constitu- 
tion in this may not be in the best form. But wecan notchange 
it by an act of Con nor by such act confer power on Congress not 
given by the Constitution. 

It is no new thing to find that our Constitution needs amendment. 
Fifteen articles of amendments testify to this fact. If we have dis- 
covered a defect in the respect of which the pending bill treats, it were 
better for us to do what has been done fifteen times heretofore, provide 
for an amendment of the Constitution in manner and form as it points 
out, rather than resort to the doubtful expedient now before us. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, there isa great deal of force in what 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Wison] has said with reference to the 
precedents of the early fathers of the Republic and the founders of the 
Constitution. The question I believe has been very thoroughly dis- 
cussed from time to time in the various debates upon the subject dur- 
ing the last fifteen years, and notably it was fully discussed in 1876 
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and 1877. If this is a plain provision of the Constitution, no one I 
suppose will dany the proposition of the Senator from Iowa that Con- 
can not it. It must be admitted if the Constitution of 
ie United States has provided for the whole subject, there it must be 
It is apparent that the fathers of the Constitution, at least those who 
sat in the first Congresses, did not think that the Constitution was self- 
executing so far as not to require any legislation, beeause in 1792 they 
legislated upon this subject. Some of the provisionsare in the present 
statute. For instance: 


It shall be the duty of the executive of each State to cause three lists of the 


names of the electors of such State to be made and certified, and to be delivered 


to the electors on or before the day on which they are required by the preced- 
ing section to meet. 


That provision has been continued to the present day, and it is con- 
tinued in substance in this bill. In 1804 Congress, under the new 
twelfth amendment to the Constitution, again legislated on this sub- 
ject, and my attention was called by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MORGAN] a few moments ago to the difference in phraseology of the two 
acts. In 1804 the statute was made to read as follows: 

But those certificates only of votes given for President and Vice-President of 
the United States shall be opened by the President of the Senate, for the purpose 
of being counted, which shall contain the list or lists of votes given in conform- 
ity with the Constitution, as in force on the day fixed by Jaw for the meeting of 
the electors, by whom the said votes shall have been given. 

Src. 3. And be it fi enacted, That whenever, by the provisions of the sec- 
ond section of this act, it shall be the daty of the electors for any State to vote 
in conformity, both with the Constitution and of the proposed amendment 
thereto, the executive authority of such State shall cause six lists of the names 
of the electors for the State to be made and certified, and to be delivered to the 
said electors on or before the day fixed by law for them to meet and vote for 
President and Vice-President, and the said electors shall incilose one of the said 
lists in each of the certificates by them made and sealed, in conformity with the 
provisions of this act and of the act to which this is a supplement. 


The authority, or rather the command, if command can be made 
upon the State executive by Congress, still exists that they shall make 
these certificates. I need not go into any details as to how the certifi- 
cates reach the presiding officer of the Senate. The fathers of the Re- 
public assumed in the Constitution and in the subsequent legislation 
that there would be but one set of returns, that the officer who had the 
duty imposed upon him of opening and counting, if it is to be insisted 
upon that he was to ceunt, had only to tabulate the vote. Later it 
was discovered that controversies might arise. We all recollect that 
in 1876 from three different States at least, if not from more, there were 
duplicate certificates presented to the presiding officer. In one State 
the governor had certified to the appointment of two electors of one 
political faith and one of another. From two States different officers 
claiming to be the executive officers of the State had certified different 
lists of electors to the presiding officer of the Senate. So there were 
presented both phases of trouble. Here was a governor whe assumed 
to declare for the State who were its electors. That presented one ques- 
tion to be examined, and a different question from that of a dual State 
government. Then came from South Carolina and Louisiana duplicate 
certificates presenting different electors, signed by different officers and 
represented by a different State government. 

The question presented in 1877 to the Senate was whether the pre- 
siding officer of this body eould determine for himself, with the two 
bodies looking on, incompetent to challenge the correctness of his ver- 
dict, who were the electors of the State of Louisiana, who were the 
electors of the State of South Carolina, or who were the electors of 
Oregon. Not a very strong argument can be drawn from the condition 
of the public mind at that time, but it is morally certain that the two 
Houses would not have sat here in joint convention and allowed the then 
Senator from Michigan, who was the presiding officer, to count that 
vote and determine for them who were the electors from Louisana and 
who were the electors from South Carolina. We had reached a point in 
the construction of the Constitution when it was morally impossible to 
have it construed in that way without bringing on anarchy, bloodshed, 
and war. I believe on that occasion the then presiding officer was of 
the opinion (in fact I may say I know he was of the opinion) that the 
power existed with him, if he saw fit to exercise it, to determine be- 
tween the votes sent up from Florida, South Carolina, and Louisiana, 
which was and which was not the vote of each State. 

Mr. HOAR. In the absence of an agreement of the two Houses. 

Mr. TELLER. In the absence, of course, of an agreement of the 
two Houses. But in this body there were only found seventeen men 
who were in favor of leaving the question withoutlegislation. All who 
opposed the bill, which was called the electoral commission bill, mus- 
tered in the Senate only seventeen. Some opposed itupon one ground 
and some upon another, but the great majority of the te then ex- 
pressed their opinion that that power was not lodged in the presiding 
officer of the Senate, because if it was lodged there by the Constitution 
they had not the power to take it away, yet they voted that they would 
take it away and intrust it to a tribunal to be established by an act of 


yrs sean 

ere has been, then, upon this question at the most important po- 
litical period of our history a legislative construction of both branches 
of Congress with great unanimity, and I do not think it is worth while 
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now to discuss the existence of the power in the presiding officer of the 
Senate to count the votes. I heard a Senator rise and express his as- 
tonishment that it should be proposed to leave to the governor of a 
State the opportunity, as he said, of determining for himself, to the ex- 
clusion of the will of the State, what was the vote of the State. Much 
less ought it to be left to a man who is not responsible at all to the 
State that he is perhaps ready to disfranchise, a State to which he is 
not responsible in any manner or form, unless it is plainly provided in 
the Constitution that that power shall there be lodged. 

No very potent and powerful argument can be drawn from the act of 
the first joint convention, because there were none of these grave gues- 
tions then presenting themselves, any more than there were in Febru- 
ary last when the presiding officer of the Senate announced to this body 
that he would decline to settle any controversy if controversies had 
arisen, No controversy did arise; no controversies mayarise; we may 
go on as we have for years to come, yet we recollect that in 1856 a con- 
troversy arose that under some circumstances might have caused diffi- 
culty, which fortunately, however, it did not. I think, without going 
into any extensive discussion of the case, it must be assumed that we 
have reached a point in our history now where legislation is demanded 
by the judgment of both Houses of Congressand demanded by the judg- 
ment of the country. 

For fifteen years at least this matter has been presented to the public, 
and if there ever was very much of a theory among the People that the 
presiding officer of the Senate could act judicially and determine who 
were and who were not the electors in a controversy, I believe that has 
at last been done away with. The electoral system proceeds upon the 
theory that the State is to be heard. It is the States that elect the 
President of the United States, and not the people of the States nor 
the people of the General Government. By a departure from the orig- 
inal idea we have, it is true, adopted a system of nominating the can- 
didates in a national convention and putting their names at the heads 
of our tickets and apparently electing them by a popular vote; and 
we sometimes say that such a President lacked a majority of the popu- 


lar vote, as if the popular vote was at all necessary to his success or to 
It is the action of the States, and so careful were the fathers of the Re- 
public to protect the States, that when by an accident or by any circum- 
Representatives to elect a President, and then they limited the votes to 
the number of States. Delaware with its one Representative stands 
contest with New York with its thirty-four Representatives. New 
York and Delaware vote equally in every respect when a President is 
Now, the only thing to be determined is whatis the vote of the State. 
When the Constitution has, ex industria, put everywhere the idea that 
in such a way as to aid in carrying eut that idea is to assert that the 
Constitution is self-interpreting and self-enforcing, which itisnet-eswe 
all know, in searcely any of its provisions. 
The States must be heard, and I deny the right of either House, 
hise 
a State when the State shall have sent its vote here in accordance 
law. Under the bill a State may provide a tribunal that may inquire 
do, let the amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts be 
adopted; and then the governor is the ultimate tribunal whom we have 
determining the question what is or what is not the vote of the State. 
Where can you leave that, in the absence of a judicial inquiry, bet- 
san excitement there may be that the governor of a State will 
outrage the people of his State by not expresang the voice that they 
who is answerable to the people for any outrage he may commit, than 
to intrust it to hands foreign to the State and having no connection 
It was said here the other day by a number of Senators that they 
would be glad to see the Supreme Court of the United States intrusted 
this question by the Supreme Court. It is the action of the State, and 
the State has not consented and does not consent that a tribunal for- 
tion for itself, and when it has determined it there is not a power any- 
where to interfere with that action of the State. 
that I do not quite like. The only thing it lacks is that it does not 
ize quite to the full extent I desire the power and control of the 
necessary to determine what the State kas settled, or rather, to put it 
more properly, to determine which is the State, whether it is the 
when there isa dual State government. It is then, and then only, under 
the bill as I understand, when it shall have been properly amended as 


his credit when he sits in the Presidential chair. 

stance the election does not take place they empowered the House of 

equal in all respects in the House of Representatives in that kind of a 

elected by the House. 

the State is to be heard and the State only, to say we may not legislate 

z th 

Houses of Congress, acting together or acting separately, to disfi 

into any controversy that arises in the State. If the State fails so to 

d we will recognize, and the only tribumal we will recognize as 

ter than with the governor of a State? I know in times of high parti- 

have expressed at the polls; but it is much safer to leave it with him, 

with the State. 

with this power. I deny the rightof the General Government to settle 

eign to it shall determine that question. It will determine the ques- 
Mr. President, the bill is not perfect. The bill may have provisions 

State. But there may be, and possibly will be, times when it may be 

ple who come here represented by one man as governor or another, 

proposed, that there can be any inquiry at all; and because the bill 
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transmits, and remits, and leaves with the State so much and so fully 
this question, I am in favor of it. 

It was said here the other day that it would be better for the two 
Houses to join together and that the numerical vote should be united, 
and that the majority, Senators counting as Representatives and Re 
resentatives as Senators, should determine all questions of this kind. 
That is to abandon the whole electoral theory, inmy judgment. Itis 
to abandon the whole theory of our Government that the States are to 
participate in this election as States and not as a portion of the Ameri- 
can people in general convention met. The State of New York, with 
its great vote, would outvote nine of the smallerStates who stand upon 
this floor with eighteen Senators, and a very large control at least of 
this body would sink into oblivion, I may say, when they were joined 
in with the four hundred and one that would compose the joint con- 
vention, and, as was said a day orftwo ago, with the five hundred who 
must soon be put into the other Chamber with the admission of new 
States and the increase of population. ° 

. The whole electoral theory, I wish to repeat, upon the idea that 
the State is to be heard, and all talk about remitting this question to 
outside tribunals, whether the Supreme Court or any other body, is a 
departure from the true spirit of the Constitution. The real and po- 
tent and urgent objection made to the tribunal of 1877 was that it 
remitted to a tribunal outside of a State the questions that ought to be 
settled in the State. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, it seems to me that the bill has some 
very great merits and also some defects. The twelfth article of amend- 
ment of the Constitution provides that: 


The electors shall meet in their respective States and vote by ballot for two 
persons, of whom one at least shall not be an inhabitant of the same State with 
themselves, and they shall make a list of all the ns voted for, and of the 
number of votes for each, which list they shall and certify and transmit 
sealed to the seat of the Government of the United States, directed to the Presi- 
dent of the Senate. The President of the Senate shall, in the presence of the 
Senate and House of Representatives, open all the certificates, and the votes 


shall then be counted. rson having the est number of votes shall 
be bane Sree if such Samia be a majority of the whole number of electors 
appo: k 


It is quite evident that there are questions raised by these several 
statements of the Constitution. What certificates shall be counted ? 
The certificates of the electors chosen by the States, electors who shall 
not be Senators or Representatives or holding any office of honor, trust, 
or profit under the United States. These areall questions which must 
be decided by some one. Who is that to be? The Constitution does 
not declare. It says ‘‘ the votes shall then be counted,” and yet what 
are and what are not votes depends upon the decision of who are the 
electors, who are ms not holding offices of honor, trust, or profit 
under the United States. This act of judgment is an act of election, 
and upon it depends who is the President of the United States. 

It is quite manifest that there must be some decision by some author- 
ity. Itis insisted by the argument of some Senators that itinheres in 
the authority of the President of the Senate to open the certificates. 
But that question must be decided not by an inference, but by the 
geniusand spirit ofour institutions. It must beaflirmed that it ismore 
consistent with the theory of government established in the Constitu- 
tion that one person shall absolutely decide this question than that the 

tatives of the people shall do it, than that the two Houses of 

Congress shall do it. That is the affirmation alone upon which this 

exercise of power by the President of the Senate can be justified. It 

is by the argument, if true, that the decision by one person as to who 

be the President and Vice-President of the United States is more 

in accordance with the theory of a popular representative government 
than a decision by the representatives of the people themselves. 

But the argument fails in another respect. The Constitution pro- 
vides that the House of Representatives, acting by States, shall, in the 
contingency that no has received a majority of votes, elect the 
President of the United States by States. Here, as was affirmed by 
the honorable Senator from Ohio the other day, rests I think a great 
determining factintheargument. It is proposed to remit the decision 
to a tribunal not vested with power, as is the ent in favor of the 
President of the Senate by inference, from the fact of his having the 
votes in his hands and being required to count such votes as have been 
properly cast, for that is the inference; and the certificates, it is said, 
come to the President of the Senate; no certificates shall be counted 
but those of the electors, and he them, and the choice of opening 
them rests in his hands. But the argument in favor of the House of 
Representatives is that the Constitution vests in them the power of 
making an election, not when the President of the Senate, or the Sen- 
ate, or the two Houses shall declare that an election has failed, but 
when the fact is that it has failed, no matter who has declared or certi- 
fied to the contrary. 

The argument which is made to vest this power in the President of 
the Senate, that it carries with it the function of judgment and decid- 
ing when it is to be exercised, manifestly vests it in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. The House of Representatives are to perform a consti- 
tutional act. When? Not when everybody has declared and certified 
that they shall do it, but when an election failed for the want of a 
majority of votes, let the certificates be as they may. In that contin- 


gency, both by the letter and the spirit of the Constitution, that fanc- 
tion is to be exercised. 

Now, the bill provides for the exercise of this act of judgment, which 
act of judgment is an election, and provides, I think, wisely for it, but 
it meets with this difficulty: The power of excluding the vote of a State, 
of sitting in judgment upon it, is vested in the two Houses. The vote 
of a State shall not be rejected without the concurrence of the two 
Houses. Where thereis a question and an objection, the vote shall not 
be counted without the concurrence of the two Houses. This is vest- 
ing the absolute power of election in the discretion of either House in 
the contingency where the vote of a State not counted would make the 
election of a different person, would constitute a majority of the whole 
number, or its withdrawal would prevent an election. 

There can be no question that by this act of judgment which requires 
the concurrence of both Houses, in the contingency where there is not 
an election if the vote be not counted, you vest the power absolutely of 
making an election, not in the House of Representatives, the constitu- 
tional body provided and vested with that power, but in either House of 

choosing to object to the counting of that vote, for it can not 
be counted without the concurrence of both. 

The bill I think a wise one in its main provisions, and the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] who reports it, and has defended it 
with ability, is entitled to high commendation for it. 

ButI think that in the respect mentioned there is adefect in this pro- 
posed law. The act of judgment of this body changes the power oft the 
House of Representatives, if it were law and possible to do it. Itas- 
sumes the power to do it. It changes the power of that body and re- 
stricts it by a bare majority from exercising the right to make an elec- 
tion in their judgment and discretion. 

Mr. President, I do not know that it will affect the result at all, for 
Ihave observed that when a committee reports a bill itis very difficult 
and but rarely the case that in any of its essential and important pro- 
visions a change can be made without the approval of the committee; 
but it seems to me that the bill should be amended, and I had prepared 
an amendment to the effect that when by this exercise of judgment by 
the two Houses, by this non-concurrence of the two Houses, by this ob- 
jection on the part of either House to the counting of the vote of a State, 
the majority required by the Constitution of the wholenumber was taken 
away, or when by not counting the vote of the State an election of a dif- 
ferent person than that who would be elected if the vote were counted 
should be had—in those two contingencies it shall be declared that there 
was no election, and the House of Representatives shall make the elec- 
tion as required by the Constitution. It has been urged in objection to 
that that it would be an invitation, placing it in the power of the House 
of Representatives to bring about that result; but the bill does that al- 
ready. It is by the bill inthe power of either House in the contingency 
mentioned. Wherever the failure to count the vote of a State would pre- 
vent a majority of the whole number from being cast, the bill lets either 
House non-concurring bring about the result. 

Then what tribunal is so appropriate to make the election as that 
tribunal which by the Constitution is vested with the power to decide 
when a majority of the whole number of votes has or has not been cast, 
for it is evidently without limitation in the Constitution that that body 
is to exercise the power, and, exercising the power, can do it only upon 
its own motion, its own sovereign legislative power vested in it by the 
Constitution. Italone can decide for itself. TheSenate might decide 
that a majority of the whole number of votes has not been cast, the 
President of the Senate might so decide, the Supreme Court might so 
decide, but by the nature of the sovereign power vested in the popular 
branch of Congress, the House of Representatives, by the very theory of 
legislative government and independencein the two Houses—the House 
alone can decide and act upon its own decision that a majority of the 
whole number of votes has not been cast. 

I think I shall vote for the bill as it stands, because it refers it to the 
States to decide for themselves who are chosen electors, and gives to the 
two Houses the right and duty only of deciding that the State has de- 
cided who are chosen, but I think the bill would be greatly improved 
by the amendment I propose. 

What tribunal,then, so appropriate in respect to the character of our 
Government as the members of the House of Representatives, elected 
by the people, voting as States and not by numerical majority? What 
tribunal other than the House of Representatives can in accordance 
with the whole spirit and genius of representative government make 
that decision and act when the failure to count the vote of a State, how- 
ever proper and wise and justified by circumstance it may be, will pro- 
duce the contingency mentioned in the Constitution, the failure to ob- 
tain a majority of the whole number of votes cast or make an election 
where there was none? 

I do not know that it is in order for me now to offer the amendment, 
as I understand that the bill stands upon a motion to recommit it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the recommit- 
ment of the bill to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HOAR. I wishsimply to point out tothe Senate that a vote to 
recommit the bill is a vote against legislation on thesubject. NoSen- 
ator who has any ence in this body will doubt the truth of what 
Isay, that the bill is in as good a situation for action by the Senate itself 
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as any measure that has come before it in recent years or as any measure 
that can come before it. I suppose it is unquestionably true, as the 
history of our recent legislation will show, that any large public meas- 
ure likely to excite considerable diversity of opinion and considerable 
debate, which is reported in either House after the 1st of March, at the 
first session of any Congress, has not one chance in twenty of passing 
through both Honses by the end of the second session of that Con- 


As suggested by my honorable friend from New York, here is a bill 
not only having had the advantage three times of full discussion in the 
. Senate itself, not only having had the advantage more than three times 
of being carefully matured and considered in committees heretofore, 
but referred to a committee of which my honorable friend and, I think, 
my honorable friend from Ohio who sits in the chair also at the time 
the bill was considered and reported, were both members. Having the 
fullest opportunity there to suggest their constitutional difficulties and 
constitutional arguments and proposeamendments, the bill goes through 
the committee without any suggestion from any quarter, and it stands 
upon the docket of the Senate for six or eight weeks, its provisions well 
known to the whole body and attracting public interest, and now has 
been for six or eight days—I do not remember the exact number—be- 
fore the Senate for debate, laid aside once or twice that other measures 
might be taken up and considered. 

It is true, as happens I suppose in ninety-nine cases out of every hun- 
dred of bills of any importance, one amendment has been suggested in 
the Senate besides that amendment, which suggests a wholly different 
scheme, offered by the present occupant of the?chair—one amendment 
by the friends of the bill—but certainly if such an occurrence could be 
regarded as a ground for recommitting a bill, we never should reach 
any point of practical legislation. 

Now, I wish to say one word upon the suggestion of the distinguished 
Senator from New York. He thinks that there should be added to the 
bill a provision for a certificate made in advance of the vote by the 
electors of a State from the executive or other State authority sent here 
of the number of electors appointed and the persons I suppose whom 
that officer finds to be appointed—the act of the State. 

Mr. EVARTS. And of all the votes cast. 

Mr. HOAR. And of all the votes cast in the canvass. It seems to 
me that one sufficient answer to that suggestion is that it isa departure, 
a clear and fundamental departure, from the method provided and de- 
vised by the Constitution itself. If that certificate is a certificate upon 
which the counting power, wherever it may be lodged, is to act, by 
which it is to be in any respect governed or guided or aided in declaring 
the result of a Presidential election, it is in conflict, if not with the let- 
ter, certainly with the spirit and design, of the Constitution itself; for 
whatever may be leftin obscurity, it is most clearly expressed there that 
the certificates upon which the body, the counting power, is to act, are 
to be made up by the persons acting rightfully, or claiming to act right- 
fully, as electors, and kept sealed, kept from the public view, from the 
time of the electoral vote until they are to be opened and laid before the 
body by the President of the Senate in the presence of the two Houses. 

These certificates ‘‘ they shall sign and certify, and transmit sealed 
to the seat of the Government of the United States, directed to the 
President of the Senate.” The President of the Senate is prohibited 
even from opening them, or from having any official knowledge of their 
contents, until in the presence of the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives he is to open them, ‘“‘and the votes shall then be counted.” Itis 
manifest, as it seems to me, that the constitutional purpose was that 
the action of the counting power should be upon the certificates sealed 
up till that time and then opened and laid before them, communicated 
by the President of the Senate. 

Practically, of course, if it is desired, whenever the two Houses, or any 
other public officer, act upon this question, such preparation for that 
action as may be deemed n will be easy enough without this 
formal forwarding of the certificate from the executive or other public 
officer of the State. Of course the public know who claim to be elect- 
ors; they know if there is a contest between two bodies in a State; 
they know what body the governor has certified; they know how that 
body of electors has voted; and the whole thing is practically, for all 
purposes of preparation or investigation or study, in the knowledge of 
any public officer or of either House of Congress who have to act upon 
the subject. 

So I do not see myself the advantage of recommitting to the commit- 
tee this bill for the purpose of seeing whether such a provision may 
be ingrafted upon it, but I should rather prefer that the Senator from 
New York would prepare his amendmentand submit it in the Senate. 
The Senators are constitutional lawyers, and can deal withsuch aques- 
tion as they do with other questions much more difficult than this. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
recommit the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. EVARTS. My friend the Senator from Massachusetts has 
seemed to think that the public knowledge which grows out of the 
publicity of elections is a basis that can at least instruct the minds of 
the two Houses of Congress when they are called upon to determine as 
to who are the appointed electors and who are not. My desire is that 


the distinct and authentic action of the State should be directed to that 
particular point as distinguishable from the voting act of the electors 
themselves. Nor, I am ed, will a careful attention to the text 
of the Constitution show that this inspection,of the result of the elec- 
tions in appointing electors is a departure from any of the pursuit that 
has heretofore followed only a scrutiny of the votes themselves. 

My objection is, that being entitled to know what has been the result 
of an election appointing electors as soon as it may be after it is com- 
pleted, and entirely unconnected with the question how they will vote, 
entirely unconnected with the question how, when their votes are com- 
pared with the votes that the electors of other States have cast, the re- 
sult will be affected, we shall have this deliberate collective electoral 
college certified to us in the most deliberate form not only of a gov- 
ernor’s conclusion, but of his certificate to us as to how the final act of 
the State has shown itself in the canvass of the votes. 

Mr. President, I deprecated entirely any disposition to delay the 
consideration of the bill. I donot myself see why the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections may not have an opportunity at a single ses- 
sion or at a session embraced within a week to dispose of these amend- 
ments which are now suggested and which are recognized, as I suppose, 
as important amendments. I do not know whether it is in order, but 
I have sent up to the Secretary of the Senate a proposed amendment 
which I have draughted since I came into the Senate Chamber, and if 
it may now be properly read as a part of the information which is pre- 
sented with my observations, I ask that it may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 

The Cuter CLERK. Add as a new section: 

It shall be the duty of the executive of each State, as soon as practicable after 
the conclusion of the appointment of electors in such State by the final ascertain- 
ment, under and in pursuance of the laws of such State p! ding for such ascer- 
tainment, to communicate under the seal of State tothe Secretary of State of the 
United States a certificate of the result of such ascertainment of the electors ap- 
pointed, setting forth the names of such electors and the canvass or other ascer- 
tainment under the laws of such State of the number of votes given or cast for 
each — for whose appointment any and all votes have been given or cast. 
And it shall also, thereupon, be the duty of the executive of each State to deliver 
to the electors of such State the same certificate in triplicate under the seal of 
the State, and such certificates shall be inclosed and transmitted by the electors 
with and at the same time and in the same manner as is provided b: 
transmitting by such electors to the seat of Government the lists of 
voted for as President and of all persons voted for as Vice-President, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment is not now in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I believe the pending question is on the motion 
to recommit. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the pending motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to say, Mr. President, that I do not see 
in respect of the amendment proposed by the Senator from New York 
any necessity of a recommittal. The amendment is entirely apart from 
the difficult aspects of the subject, and that is how to bring the thing 
down to the nearest point of a final conclusion between two canvassing 
boards of votes. 

This amendment, as it now strikes me, is one that I should entirely 
favor in substance. I should rather prefer that this certificate from 
the governor of the State should be sent to the President of the Senate, 
to whom the electoral votes are to be sent, which is a mere matter of 
method of course, than be sent to the Secretary of State; and Ishould 
prefer to have added to my friend’s amendment a provision that this 
certificate should be opened by the President of the Senate and kept 
on public file so that every Senator and every member of the House of 
Representatives, both of whom are in the end to take into considera- 
tion in some way and for some effect all these things, should have 
access to it at all times, so that the two Houses of Congress would be 
informed as to who it appeared from this certificate of the governor had 
been elected electors in the particular State and in all the States and 
who it appeared if a tribunal in that State—which is the great security, 
after all—had deci if there was any doubt or dispute, was the true 
electoral college of that State. That would enable the two Houses of 

to be advised in advance of the state of the official circum- 
stances that had taken place in that State. 

So, as it strikes me now, I think the idea is an extremely valuable 
one, but I donot see that it would be necessary to create the delay which 
would necessarily follow from a recommittal to send the bill back to the 
committee in order that such an amendment might be framed, because 
the amendment even in my view is almost perfect as it now stands. 
I hope, therefore, that the bill will not be recommitted. All the other 
aspects of the question have been discussed and discussed and redis- 
cussed over and over again, and every Senator is just as well prepared 
to state his conclusion in his vote on the present occasion—I do not 
mean at this moment, but while the matter is under discussion—as he 
could be after a recommittal and a rereport by the committee. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, as a member of the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections I consented to the bill being reported to the 
Senate for the purpose of its being considered, and not beas the pro- 
visions of the bill commended themselves to me very strongly. I be- 
lieve I have been a member of that committee for eight or ten years, and 
we have several times had this very question before the committee and 
every time the difficulty seemed to be irremovable. 

It strikes me that the bill of the committee does invite action on the 
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part of the governor of a State, who knows the politics of the courts of 
the State to whom the question is to be submitted, which may lead to 


trouble. It may invite contest and objection before the courts. So it 
seems tome the amendment offered by the Senator from Ohio, the pres- 
ent occupant of the chair, invites antagonism by the House Bhat sire 
sentatives in order that they may control. I should be glad, therefore, 
to see if the committee can devise a plan that will remove these diffi- 
culties out of our road. Iam not certain that it can be done. I con- 
fess that I can at present see no way whereby we can relieve this ques- 
tion from embarrassment, but we ought to do the very best we can. A 
little delay will not hurt the matter; on the contrary, it may aid it. I 
shall, therefore, though I am a member of the committee which 
the bill was reported, vote to refer the bill back to the committee to see 
if, upon further reflection and further deliberation, we can not devise 
some means that may at any rate remove as far as possible the difficult- 
ies in the case. 3 

I should like to vote for a bill which has come from a committee of 
which I am a member; but my honest conviction is that this bill isnot 
in the shape it ought to be, neither would it be exactly in the shape it 
ought to be if the amendment of the Senator from Ohio was adopted. 
I therefore hope that the bill with all these amendments will go to the 
committee to see if they can not devise some plan to relieve the ques- 
tion of its present embarrassments. 

Mr. FRYE. Task unanimous consent that the amendment offered 
by the Senator from New York and the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Florida may be considered as pending and may be printed, so 
that if this bill should be recommitted these proposed amendments 
may go with the bill. 

PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida has not 
sent up his amendment. 

Mr. CALL, I will send it up now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unan- 
imous consent of the Senate that the amendments pro by the Sen- 
ator from Florida and the Senator from New York be considered .as 
pending and that they be printed. If there is no objection that order 
will be made. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I shall vote for the motion to refer. 
As a member of the committee that reported the bill I was unable to 
give my assent toit, I had difficulties in committee which were not 
removed by the discussions there. I have listened very carefully and 
attentively to the very able and instructive discussion in the Senate, 
and I ess that the difficulties which I had have not been removed. 
There are some questions involved in the bill that I should like to have 
considered in committee more deliberately and more carefully than 
they have been. The main question which I should like to have con- 
sidered, and which was not considered at all in the committee, is raised 
by the amendment offered by the Senator from Ohio who now occupies 
the chair. I have given the matter of that amendment as careful con- 
sideration as I am capable of, and while I have reached no conclusion 
which I am willing to stand. by without further consideration, I am 
bound to say that the inclination of my mind is that the constitutional 
mode, the mode prescribed in the Constitution itself for determining 
all questions connected with the counting of the votes, is the joint as- 
semblage of the two Houses of Congress, in whose presence the Consti- 
tution requires the count to be made. 

I have listened very carefully to the arguments urged against that 
view, but they have not removed the inclination which exists in my 
mind to the conclusion that this joint body, the Senate and House of 
Representatives, called together in pursuance of the Constitution itself, 
is the body which the Constitution intended to supervise, control the 
count, and decide all pee connected with it. I have not been able 
to see what office or what function this joint body unless that 
function is accorded to it. Certainly the Constitution of the United 
States would not contain a provision providing—and that is the only 
instance in which it does provide for anything of that sort—for the ex- 
traordinary thing of convening the two Houses together with no func- 
tion devolved upon them to orm. Certainly, sir, it appears to me 
that they were not by the Constitution summoned er as mere 
spectators; and accordingly any theory that may be propounded which 
denies to them, thus assembled together, the power to adjudicate upon 
all questions that may be raised with reference to the count is unrea- 
sonable. Their assemblage together is otherwise of no force whatever. 

It will not do to say that they come together as witnesses merely. 
In one sense they are witnesses; in the sense that I may say or any one 
may say that he witnesses fireworks or any other transaction; but in a 
legal and constitutional sense, being called together for the purpose of 
attesting a fact, there is no mode in which the two Honses can attest 
anything. 

Then again, Mr. President, the legal idea of a witness is that he is to 
be called upon before some legal court to give testimony in relation to 
afact. If we come here under this clause of the Constitution and merely 
look at what is being done by other persons, if we have no jurisdiction, 
if we have no power to settle anything or to do anything, then there is 
no tribunal before which these two bodies can give any testimony in 
relation to any fact that may transpire here. 


I am led further to conclude that thatis possibly the correct construc- 
tion of the Constitution by this fact. The Constitution certainly in- 
tended that the electoral votes should be counted. It did not intend 
that a part of them should be rejected on account of a difference be- 
tween any persons connected with the counting. The command of the 
Constitution is that ‘‘ the votes shall then be counted.” If the duty 
of ascertaining what votes are to be counted is to be referred to the sep- 
arate action of each one of the two Houses of Congress, it may result, 
and probably will result, in no determination at all. The Senate may 
affirm that one set of electors are elected; the House may affirm that 
another set are elected. Under that view, then, there is no determina- 
tion, no settlement of the important and essential fact as to what par- 
ticular votes from any particular State shall be counted. The settle- 
ment of that question is judicial in its nature; it is not legislative. It 
is the ascertainment of what the law is and of what the fact is. 

The office of a legislator is to determine what shall be, it is to make 
arule for future action. The office of a court is to determine whether 
a certain fact exists. 

It being thus, I think, very clearly shown that whoever docs deter- 
mine what votes shall be counted performs a judicial act, then I say it 
is a solecism in language, it is a constitutional absurdity, to as- 
sert that the Constitution has organized for the determination of a fact, 
an essential fact, too, for the operation of the Government, two distinct 
bodies, which may and probably will never agree about the matter. It 
is not known, so faras my observation extends, that any court has becn 
organized for the purpose of determining a fact, or I might put it in 
another way, that two courts have been organized for the purpose of 

ining the same fact. It is not like the case of a simple court, 
composed of an even number of persons, who may divide equally, be- 
cause there’ at least the members of that court have the opportunity of 
consultation, of argument, and of discussion with each other; but here, 
under the theory of this bill, if the two Houses, each acting separately 
for itself, are to determine the question, then we have this, I say, un- 
precedented and unparalleled fact in Anglo-Saxon usage, that ona grave 
question involving the peace of the country, aquestion which must be 
settled, which can not be evaded or postponed, which must be settled 
in some way, the framers of the Constitution have so ordained and pro- 
vided that that question may not by any possibility ever be decided. 

Now, sir, for the purpose of having these questions and some others 
connected with this matter more deliberately and more carefully consid- 
ered, and not for the purpose, as my friend from Massachusetts appears 
to think, of postponing or of preventing any action by this Congress on 
this subject during the present session, I shall vote to recommit the 
bill and pending amendments to the proper committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I think it is to be regretted that 
members of the committee did not ascertain when they brought in this 
bill that they did not understand it. We might thereby have saved 
ourselves a great deal of trouble and time in debating it. Three mem- 
bers of this committee have avowed on the floor that they are very un- 
decided about the bill which has been reported here. There being no 
dissenting report, no adverse report on the bill, I had taken it for 
granted that the bill came with the approval of the entire committee; 
but it seems to be otherwise. 

I believe the Senate is now prepared to vote on this bill, notwith- 
standing some members of the committee have not made up their minds, 
and for that reason I am opposed to its being recommitted. We have 
had the subject under debate here for years and years together. It 
came into the Senate very soon after I had the honor of appearing here, 
and it has been a topic of debate at almost every session of Congress 
from that time to and I doubt the ability of any gentleman on 
this floor to add any new light, whether drawn from history, from ex- 
perience, from logic, reasoning, or from any other source, upon the sub- 
ject; and I hope that the committee will allow the Senate to vote upon 
the bill. After they have taken it back, I do know that they are going 
to resolve their doubts in the committee-room. Debate can progress 
here until the doubts of these gentlemen on the committee are resolved, 
or if not resolved they can decline to vote. I believe the Senate ought 
to make progra with this bill and act upon it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only wish at this time to submit a singleobserva- 
tion in reply to my distinguished friend from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. 
I would not wish his persuasive argument in favor of the two Houses, 
or the members of the two Houses as I understand him to mean, con- 
solidated, acting in a judicial capacity upon a question of this kind, to 
go withont a word of reply. 

The Constitution of the United States declares in emphatic and un- 
mistakable language that ‘‘ the judicial power of the United States shall 
be vested in one Supreme Court and in such inferior courts as the Con- 
gress may from time to time ordain and establish;’’ so that it seems to 
be clear, if is worth anything in the Constitution of our fathers, 
that the makers of the Constitution did not intend to repose either in 
the executive department or in the two Houses of Congress any judicial 
power, except as you might say when each House considers the election 
of its members or where it is authorized to consider the conduct of its 
members and expel them, where they act ina certain sense in a judicial 
capacity and except in respect of the judicial aspect in which the Senate 
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acts on the trial ofimpeachments. Those are ial exceptions, special 
clauses specially named, so that if seems to Be cheat fa Sia which 
every lawyer will understand, a conclusive inference, that no judicial 
power is invested in either or both Houses of Congress that is not es- 
pecially named and imputed to them as such and in terms. 

I agree entirely with my distinguished friend that this act of re- 
ceiving and counting these votes is not a legislative act, and I say with 
equal emphasis that, in my opinion, it is not a judicial act, because 
the Constitution of the United States has not imputed any such judicial 
power to either or both of the Houses. It is an administrative act, the 
same sort of administrative act that every State which existed at the 
time of the formation of the Constitution imputed to its executive and 
election officers in the canvassing and return of votes and in the final 
ascertainment of them by some body, for the institution of every officer 
of a State from a justice of the peace or an overseer of the poor up at 
least to its governor. In the State of Wisconsin it has been held by its 
supreme court—I do not remember any other State where the question 
has been brought into judicial determination—that the final action, in 
respect of the election of a governor in that State, of whatever author- 
ity was appointed by its constitution to take the last steps of canvass- 
ing, was not a judicial, butan administrative, action, subject to review, 
as the rights of every other man are who claims an office there and 
everywhere in our States, by the judicial tribunals appointed to try ju- 
dicial contests in a judi way. 

Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business, 

Mr. HARRISON, Let us take the vote first. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Very well; I withdraw the motion. 

Several Senators. No; let the bill go over. s 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
recommit the bill to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, on 
which motion the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] calls for the 
yeas and nays. 

Eero hae and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] on all political questions. I hardly 
understand this to be a political question, and therefore feel at liberty 
to vote. 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). I am paired on this ques- 
tion with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. As I do not know how 
he would vote, I withhold my vote. If I were at liberty to vote, Ishould 
vote ‘‘nay.’? 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DOLPH. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Brown] on political questions. I do not know how he would vote on 
this bill, and as it may have some political significance, I withhold my 
vote. I should vote ‘‘nay’’ if I voted at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam paired with the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. CAMDEN] on political questions, but I have the consent of his col- 
league [Mr. KENNA] to vote on this question. 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the negative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. I do not know how 
he would vote on this question, so I withdraw my vote. If he were 
present, I should vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. MITCHELL] 
is absent, and I have taken the liberty of pairing him with the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. Gray] with his colleague’s consent. 

Mr. BLAIR. My colleague [Mr. PIKE] is absent on account of sick- 
ness, and I believe is paired. | 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Aldrich, George, Miller of N. Y., Sewell, 
Butler, Hampton, Mitchell of Oreg., Sherman, 
Call, Hi n, Palmer, Spoon, 
Colquitt, Ingalls, * Payne, ance, 
Conger, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, Walthall 
Cullom, Kenna, Riddleberger, Wilson of Iowa. 

ustis, Manderson, Sabin, 

Evarts, Maxey, Saulsbury, 

NAYS—22, 
weet Pananda, 3 A kansas, Pugh, 

Try, mun ones r: p 
Blair, Frye, Logan Van Wyck, 
Cameron, Harris, MeMillan, Wilson of Md. 
Chace, Hawley, Morgan, 

Coke, oar, Morrill, 
ABSENT—4%, 

Allison, Dolph, Jones of Florida, Plumb, 
Blackburn, Fair, McPherson, Sa’ 
Bowen, Gibson, Mahone, Stanford, 
Brown, rman, Miller of Cal., Teller, 
Camden, Gray, Mitchell of Pa., Vest, 

e, Pike, Voorhees, 


So the motion to recommit was agreed to. 


DEATH OF VICE-PRESIDENT HENDRICKS. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That the House has received with profound sorrow the intelligence 
of the death of Thomas A. Hendricks, late Vice-President of the United States. 

Resolved, That the business of the House be ded in order that the emi- 
nent public services and the private virtues of the deceased may be appropri- 
ately commemorated. A 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to communicate these reso- 
lutions to the Senate. 


ADMISSION OF DAKOTA. 


Mr. HARRISON. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate what I 
understand to be the regular order of business, the bill for the admis- 
sion of Dakota. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill in regard to Dakota will be 
stated by its title. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 967) to provide for the admission of 
the State of Dakota into the Union and for the organization of the Ter- 
ritory of Lincoln. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that bill up? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana calls it up. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Isit now before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the Dakota bill. 

The motion was agreed to ; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 967) to provide for the 
admission of the State of Dakota into the Union and for the organiza- 
tion of the Territory of Lincoln. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. My colleague [Mr. Vest], who is detained at 
home by sickness, has requested me to offer an amendment to this bill 
in the nature of a substitute, which I ask may be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Illinois having the floor on the 
bill, I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After fifty-five minutes t in exec- 
utive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 32 min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received the 2d day of February, 1888. 
TERRITORIAL JUDGE. 


Samuel Thompson Corn, of Illinois, to be associate justice of the su- 
preme court of the Territory of Wyoming, vice Samuel C. Parks, term 
expired. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate, February 2, 1886. 
TERRITORIAL JUDGE. 


James D. Brinker, of Missouri, to be chief-justice of the supreme 
court of the Territory of New Mexico. 


FIRST ASSISTANT ENGINEERS IN THE REVENUE SERVICE. 
Engineer Charles W. Beckwith, of Connecticut, to be a first assistant 
i in the revenue service of the United States. 

Gj PS Oliver P. Remick, of Maine, to be a first assistant engineer 
in the revenue service of the United States. s 

Engineer David McC. French, of Virginia, to be a first assistant en- 
gineer in the revenue service of the United States. 

i Charles F. Coffin, of Maryland, to be a first assistant engi- 

neer in the revenue service of the United States. 


SECOND ASSISTANT ENGINEERS IN THE REVENUE SERVICE. 

Engineer Richard W. Champlain, of Pennsylvania, to be a second as- 
sistant engineer in the revenue service of the United States. 

Engineer Wilmer Church, of New York, to be a second assistant en- 
gineer in the revenue service of the United States. 

Engineer Herbert W. Spear, of Massachusetts, to be a second assistant 
engineer in the revenue service of the United States. 

Engineer Philip Litting, of Maryland, to be a second assistant engi- 
heer in the revenue service of the United States. 

Engineer Harry L. Boyd, of Maryland, to be a second assistant engi- 
neer in the revenue service of the United States. 

Engineer Robert B. Higgins, of Maryland, to be a second assistant 
engineer in the revenue service of the United States. 

FIRST LIEUTENANTS IN THE REVENUE SERVICE. 


Lieut. John W. Howison, of Pennsylvania, to be a first lieutenantin 
the revenue service of the United States. 
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Lieut. Henry B. Rogers, of Michigan, to be a first lieutenant in the 
revenue service of the United States, 


SECOND LIEUTENANTS IN THE REVENUE SERVICE. 


Lieut. William E. Reynolds, of the District of Columbia, to be a 
second lieutenant in the revenue service of the United States. 

Lieut. Daniel P. Foley, of the District of Columbia, to be a second 
lieutenant in the revenue service of the United States. 


THIRD LIEUTENANTS IN THE REVENUE SERVICE. 


Lieut. Kirtland W. Perry, of New York, to be a third lieutenant in the 
revenue service of the United States. $ 

Lieut. Byron L. Reed, of the District of Columbia, tobe a third lien- 
tenant in the revenue service of the United States. 

Lieut. Johnstone H. Quinan, of the District of Columbia, to be a third 
lieutenant in the revenue service of the United States. 

Lieut. Charles A. Barnes, of the District of Columbia, to be a third 
lieutenant in the revenue service of the United States, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 2, 1886. 


The House met at120’clockm. Prayerby the Chaplain, Rev. W.H. 
MILBURN, D. D., as follows: 

Almighty God, from whom cometh every good and perfect gift, we rev- 
erently bless Thee for the great body of pure and excellent men that 
have been raised up through Thy providence from generation to gener- 
ation to serve the State in all the departmentsof the Government; and as 
weare met to-day to pay the tribute of our reverent admiration and love 
for a departed statesman and patriot, noble and beautiful in his public 
and his private walks by devotion to home, to country, to duty, and to 
his God, may our own patriotism become stronger and deeper, our love 
of country more pure and fervent, our love of God more deep and true 
and tender, and so doing our duty in high or in low places where Thou 
callest us to act, may we come at last to the reward which Thou hast 
pracy ted all who love and serve Thee. Through Jesus Christ our 

. Amen. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings. 

Mr. BEACH. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the reading 
of so much of the Journal as relates to bills and resolutions. 

There was no objection. 

The reading of the Journal was completed and, as read, was approved. 


THE LATE VICE-PRESIDENT HENDRICKS. 


The SPEAKER. By order of the House the remainder of this da; 
is set apart for the consideration of resolutions in relation to the deat 
of the late Vice-President of the United States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I submit the resolutions which I send to the desk: 


Resolved, That the House has received with profound sorrow the intelligence 
of the death of Thomas A. Hendricks, late Vice-President of the United States. 

Resolved, That the business of the House be suspended in order that the emi- 
nent public services and the private virtues of the deceased may be appropriately 
commemorated, 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to communicate these reso- 
lutions to the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield the floor to the gentleman pe Bynum] 
representing the district of Indiana in which the late Vice-President 
of the United States resided. 


Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, Thomas A. Hendricks, Vice-President 
of the United States, died suddenly at his home in Indianapolis on 
the 25th of last November, between the hours of 4 and 5 o’clock in the 
afternoon. 

On the evening prior to his death he attended a reception at the resi- 
dence of State Treasurer Cooper, and, though slightly complaining, was 
the recipient of many congratulations upon his healthful appearance. 
On this occasion he was exceptionally affable, and participated in the 
pleasures of the evening with rare grace and extreme joy. Upon his 
return home he did not rest well and, the next morning the family 
physician was summoned, who, finding nothing serious the matter, ad- 
ministered an anodyne to relieve the painef which he complained. No 
one but himself entertained any thoughts of approaching danger, and 
the only manifestation of fear upon his part was the gloom of doubt 
which seemed to be hovering around his mind, causing him to crave 
the continued presence of Mrs. Hendricks by his side. She was con- 
stantly with him on the day of his death until late in the afternoon, 
when she left him alone, resting comfortably and apparently safely, to 
receive some friends. She was absent only a few minutes, but when 
she returned his great spirit was gone. 

The news of his death flew fast and far, and, ere the noon of night 
had passed a feeling of sorrow was in every heart and a shade of sad- 
ness upon every brow. Death had not stricken the first-born, yet there 
was mourning in every household. When the startling news of his 
death was first communicated to me I was reminded of the time when 
Burke was making a speech at the hustings in a race for the House of 


Commons news was brought him of the death of his competitor. 
ping the subject of his speech, he exclaimed: ‘‘ This teaches us what 
shadows we are and what shadows we pursue,” 

Representing in this House the districtin which Mr. Hendricks lived 


Drop- 


from his childhood, and in part—that part nearest and dearest to him 
by ties of friendship, of kindred, and of home—the district which he 
represented a third of a century ago, I feel that I would not only fail 
to Decharge a public duty but would be an unworthy exponent of the 
wishes and sentiments of the people I represent should I fail to assist 
in embalming the memory of the distinguished dead with the grand 
achievements of his life in which they so proudly claim to have been 
partici spania, He was no ordinary man. He was one of the few great 
men whose greatness increased and whose grandeur became more sub- 
lime the nearer you approached him. 

Mr. Hendricks was born in ree Se County, in the State of Ohio, 
on the 7th day of September, 1819. is parents the next year removed 
to Indiana, finally, in 1822, settling in Shelby County, then almost a 
wilderness, now a garden. It was here upon his father’s farm that he 
spent his youthful days. Here, under the teachings of his noble par- 
ents by precept and example, was laid the foundation of that great 
moral and intellectual structure which he afterwards builded so sym- 
metrically and so grandly. After receiving such an education as the 
common schools in those primitive days afforded there was kindled in 
his youthful mind an unquenchable desire for greater knowledge. He 
entered Hanover College, near Madison, in Jefferson County,and grad- 
uated from that institution in 1841. He the study of the law 
and was admitted to practice in Shelbyville in 1843. He was married 
to Miss Eliza C. Mi in the year 1845, and lived happily with her 
the remainder of his life, and of whom it has been truly said ever after- 


ward was his 
Companion, counselor, and friend. 


In his profession Mr. Hendricks attained the highest altitude and 
stood at the head of the bar in Indiana and ranked with the great law- 
yers of the count He was not only a jurist of great science, but an 
advocate of matchless power. He could ably discuss the most intricate 
questions of law before the highest judicial tribunals and as ably pre- 
sent the facts in a case to a jury gathered fresh from field or shop, In 
court he was always courteous but dignified, never overstepping the 
limits of highestdecorum. He treated the younger members of the bar 
with the same consideration as their elders, never attempting to decry 
their positions or answer their arguments except by sound logic and 
clear reasoning. During the progress of a trial he closely watched the 
impressions his adversary would make upon court or jury, and at the 
first onset would skillfully attempt to parry the blow or fence the 
thrust. He never permitted himself to be surprised. He always care- 
fully estimated the force of the opposition, and calculated the stren; 
of his own position with a precision that inspired the confidence of 
client and gave weight and color to hiscause. When engaged in atrial 
by jury he would ascertain and study the individual history and char- 
acter of the jurors, and was careful never to antagonize a prejudice, 
but at every opportunity would say something to captivate their minds 
until he had gained full possession of their sympathies. 

In the order and arrangement of testimony and in the examination 
of witnesses he was careful and painstaking; in the more dangerous part, 
the cross-examination, he was cautious, never giving a biased witness 
an opportunity to injure his cause or stab his client. His ents 
were clear and forcible, commending themselves to the soundest judg- 
ments; his ene eloquent, arousing the noblest impulses of the hu- 
man heart, ewas a model that any student of highest ambition might 
adopt, the bar of any State be proud of, and the courts of any country 
welcome to its forum. œ». 

The great talentshe possessed as a lawyer were, however, carried into 
a higher field and crowned with greater laurels than could be won at the 
bar. Starting early in life, he gradually arose from an unostentatious 
beginning to the highest plane of statesmanship. 

His public life, running through the most critical period in our his- 
tory, stands to-day, from beginning to end, without an inconsistency or 
contradiction. 

In 1848 he was elected a member of the Indiana Legislature from 
Shelby County. * 

In 1850 he was chosen a member of the constitutional convention 
which framed the present constitution of that State. 

In 1851 he was elected a member of this House and served till 1855. 

He was appointed Commissioner of the General Land Office by Presi- 
dent Pierce in 1855 and served till 1859, when he resigned. 

In 1860 he was the unanimous choice of his party for governor of his 
State, but was defeated at the election by Henry 8. Lane. 

In 1862 he was the unanimous choice of his party for United States 
Senator, and on the 12th of January, 1863, was elected to a seat in that 
body and served from the 4th of March, 1863, to 1869. : 

In 1868, although not a candidate, he was supported by the Empire 
State and came near being nominated by his party in convention at 
New York for the Presidency. In that year he was again unanimously 
chosen a candidate for governor, and after a vigorous campaign was 
defeated by Conrad Baker by a small majority. 

In 1872, against his wish, he was again unanimously nominated for 
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governor, and after a hard-fought contest was elected, the balance of 


the ticket, with one exception, defea 

In 1876, without solicitation, the Dansents national convention at 
Saint Louis with great enthusiasm unanimously nominated him for the 
Vice-Presidency. 

In 1884, against his desire, the Democratic national convention at 
Chicago again unanimously nominated him for the Vice-Presidency, to 
which he was elected and inaugurated on the 4th of last March. 

He discharged the duties of a legislator in the General Assembly to 
which he was first elected with care and fidelity. As a member of the 
constitutional convention he was overshadowed by men of greater ex- 
perience, but took an active part, always commanding the and 
attention of the members when h espoke. As a member of Congress 
he began fully to display the inherent powers and great talents which 
afterward made his name familiar to every household in the land. As 
Com missioner of the General Land Office, he organized and systematized 
the departments and instituted reforms, giving abundant proofs of his 
great executive abilities, which afterward characterized his administra- 
tion as governor of Indiana. As United States Senator, he rose to the 
full stature of his country’s opportunities and his own duties. No Sen- 
ator ever stood in the halls of that body who devoted himself with 
greater diligence, fidelity, and patriotism to the di e of the high 
duties of that exalted position than did Mr. Hendricks. During the 
days of reconstruction contests daily arose that required the greatest 
efforts of the mightiest intellects. 

He was the leader of his party, but facing upon the other side was 
his colleague, the giant Morton. Both have oo to rest and peacefully 
sleep upon the beautiful heights of Crown Hill, where the same dew- 
drops will kiss the flowers that bloom around their graves and the gen- 
tle zephyrs waft messages of peace and good-will from mound to mound. 

Mr. Hendricks’s great strength and popularity were with the people. 
He never assumed to dictate or even command. During his long pub- 
lic career he never attempted to organize a personal party. His party 
was the great Democracy, to which he consistently adhered through 
storm as well as through sunshine; through the disasters of defeat as 
well as through the fortunes of success. The great principles of De- 

were to him sacred, and he clung to them through all the con- 
tests of earth as tenaciously ‘‘as the mariner clings to the last plank 
when the night and the tempest close around him,” 

His great qualities as a leader can not be overestimated. 

He was the great isolated around which the Democratic party 
of the nation rallied during its darkest days and when it looked as 
though its hour of dissolution was about tocome. He was the first 
Democratic governor elected in a Northern State after the war. His 
greatest act of leadership, not only of leadership butof statesmanship, 
was exhibited from 1874 to 1876. In his State in 1874a young, vigor- 
ous, and aggressive party, the Greenback party, began to make serious 
inroads upon the ranks of the Democracy which he had so successfully 
preserved intact through all the vicissitudes of the war. There 
to spring up a division of sentiment between the great men of his party, 
and the rank and file began to rally to the support of this or that ele- 
ment until a division looked almost inevitab Mr. Hendricks pos- 
sessed the clearest ideas upon questions of finance, but he saw a senti- 
ment, uncontrollable, tearing across the country like a tornado, ready to 
embrace the crudest plans and most visionary ideas upon this most im- 
portant question. Standing between the columns he laid a hand upon 
each and imperceptibly changed their course until they gradually came 
together, when, at their head, in 1876 he led them up in solid column 
to the support of Samuel J. Tilden and himself for President and Vice- 
President of the United States. 

He was sometimes criticised for the want ofpositiveideas, for the want 
of boldness in the declaration of his principles. No more unjust crit- 
icism was ever made. Caution is no more cowardice than rashness 
is bravery. In counsel he was defiant in the statement of his opinions 
and supported them with an earnestness and an aggressiveness that not 
only carried conviction but elicited admiration. He was careful to in- 
vestigate, but when he once took a position he was as firm as the rock- 
bound coast against which the waves may dash but rebound to be broken 
asunder upon the ocean’s bosom. When he designated the point of at- 
tack and marked out the line of march every recruit was ready to follow 
him, conscious that no enemy was in ambush upon the line to open a 
deadly fire upon their flanks. 

Mr. Hendricks never declared a proposition he could not defend; never 
uttered a sentence he was compelled to retract. His courage was once 
fully tested when an excited populace, following the assassination of 
Abraham Lincoln, demanded of him that he pledge his support to the 
administration of Andrew Johnson. He said: ‘I will support the 
administration of Andrew Johnson only in so far as I believe it to be 
within the limits of the Constitution of my country.’’ Atthe time he 
thus boldly stated his sentiments he knew that the declaration might 
cost him his life, and it came near doing so. 

Public life with him was not an ambition butaduty. He could 
stand defeat without the least despondency or the slightest evidence of 
disappointment; he could stand success without the least assumption 
or exultation. But few men could alternate from public to private and 
from private to public life with the ease, grace, and contentment which 
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was evidenced in his career. He could quit his office for a seat in this 
House or in the Senate seemingly without noticing the change, and at 
the end of his term could return as contentedly as though he had only 
been away upon a pleasure trip. Wherever his lot was cast his mind 
was content and his soul enlisted. 

He wasan honestman. It isa remarkable fact that in the many high 
and responsible positions which he filled and the many contests through 
which he passed suspicion never breathed a calumny against his integ- 
rity. He passed through the fiery furnace without a scar, closing an 
eventful life ofan eventful period without a blemish to mar its beauty 
or destroy its symmetry. His statue, to fitly represent him, should be 
chiseled of spotless white marble. 

Such in brief was the public life of Thomas A. Hendricks, and in 
many respects it is without a parallelin history. For twenty-five years 
he was the accepted leader of his party in his State, no one contesting 
his right or challenging his authority. Three times the unanimous 
choice of his party for governor; unanimously chosen a candidate for 
United States Senator; twice unanimously nominated as a candidate 
for the Vice-Presidency, the cup of his ambition, though he never 
reached the Presidency, was filled to overflowing. Indiana during her 
career as a State has given to the country a galaxy of most brilliant 
men. Among her jurists were Blackford, Dewey, and Sullivan, whose 
opinions are pre-eminently a part of the jurisprudence of the country. 
Among her statesmen were Edward A. Hannegan, George G. Dunn, 
Ashbel P. Willard, Henry S. Lane, and Oliver P. Morton. 

The names of these men garnish the pages of history, State and na- 
tional, and, though sacred in death, it is not improper to say in all that 
made men great Thomas A. Hendricks will pass into history as the peer 
of any that preceded him. While he may not have the diction 
of Hannegan, the fire of Dunn, the magnetism of Willard, the rhetoric 
of Lane, or the logic of Morton, he combined all these gifts in a high 
degree, which, coupled with his t moral powers, make him the co- 
lossal figure in the history of Indiana and place his name in the list of 
great men of the greatest nation. 

It is not, however, the public life of Mr. Hendricks that is the great- 
est pride of his neighbors and the highest solace of his family. 

In their hours of gloom they recall him not as governor, as Senator, 
or as Vice-President, butthey weep for himas friend, nei bor, brother, 
and husband. Through his whole life he was a Christian; and al- 
though an active and consistent member of the church, his religion was 
more in acts than in words. 

He daily practiced the greatest of all virtues— charity. There are 
many left behind who to-day miss his generous heart and open hand. 
All along the pathway of his life are scattered jewels of charity that 
will finally be gathered home by the angels in eternity. Asa neighbor 
he was always kind, as a friend always true, as a husband he was not 
only devoted but idolatrous. 

His life was great, his death sublime. As he faintly heard the hoofs 
of the messenger’s steed on his way to summon him from time to eter- 
nity, and was preparing to start upon his journey beyond the clouds, 
as: back over his important career, viewing the great struggles 
through which he had passed and the great contests in which he had 
borne such a conspicuous part, feeling the weight of the burdens he 
had so long and so patiently borne being gently lifted from his shoul- 
ders, his last words were, ‘I am free at last.” 


Mr, McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, during the last year death gathered 
into his garner a rich harvest of our able and worthy men, but no one 
was more loved and respected and none contributed more to embellish 
American history than the distinguished subject of the resolutions now 
before the House. - 

Thomas A. Hendricks, late Vice-President of the United States, was 
born September 7, 1819. Fullof years and crowned with civie honors, 
he died November 25, 1885. The evening before Thanksgiving Day our 
whole country was startled and sorrow-stricken by the news of his death, 
and when the Forty-ninth Congress assembled this Capitol was still 
draped in mourning and the shadow of a great bereavement hovered 
like a gloomy pall over our country. 

He was the fifth Vice-President who died in office, and like George 
Clinton of New York, Elbridge Gerry of Maine, William R. King of 
Alabama, and Henry Wilson of Massachusetts, he came to the Vice- 
Presidency after a long and splendid publiccareer. His life illustrated 
the possibilities of an American citizen, and came fully up to Black- 
stone’s aphorism, ‘‘Act honestly, live honorably, and render to every 
man his dues.” His death was a national calamity, and common sym- 
pathy and common sorrow for his loss brought to his countrymen, as 
they did honor to his memory, irrespective of party or section, truer 
fellowship and closer friendship. 

The great and good men of a nation ennoble it and give character and 
prominence to it at home and abroad. All their fellow-citizens have 
a common interest in them, and when they die all love to pay homage 
to their virtues. The tributes of respect that have been paid to the 
memory of our late Vice-President in every part of our land; the chap- 
lets without number that have been woven from the flowers of sincerest 
love and respect; the eulogies that have been spoken in the forum, at 
the bar, in the Senate, in the sacred church, and in thousands of humble 
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homes and stately mansions prove how thoroughly he is entitled to be 
ranked among our great and good men. 

I first became acquainted with Mr. Hendricks when he was governor 
of Indiana and I was governor of Kentucky and it became necessary 
to locate a disputed boundary line between our respective States. In 
that important business he deported himself with the same fairness 
and firmness and ability that ever characterized his whole life. Iam 
glad to place on record now that from that time I was his friend and 
admirer. 

Kentucky is only separated from Indiana by the beautiful-Ohio River, 
and Kentuckians gave to Mr. Hendricks the same friendship and ad- 
miration that greeted him in his own State. I believe I but speak their 
sentiments when I say we were proud of him as a leader, counselor, 
and statesman; we loved him as a neighbor and friend, and we deeply 
deplore his death. 

His political career extended from 1848, when he first entered the 
Indiana Legislature, nearly to 1886, a period of thirty-eight years of 
prominence and usefulness in the service of his State and nation. He 
was a member of the constitutional convention held in Indianain 1850, 
and served with Hon. Schuyler Colfax, afterward Vice-President of the 
United States, and with Hon. WILLIAM S. HOLMAN, now a distin- 
guished member of this House, and he was conspicuous in the United 
States Senate among such Senators as Allen G. Thurman, Thomas F. 
Bayard, JOHN SHERMAN, and Roscoe Conkling. In 1851 he first en- 
terel Congress. No member now on this floor was a member then, 
but there were many able and brilliant menin Congress. Henry Clay, 
with his clarion voice and thrilling eloquence; Charles Sumner, with his 
wisdom and culture and power; Alexander H. Stephens, with his splen- 
did intellect and captivating manners; Salmon P. Chase, with his com- 
prehensive knowledge and indomitable energy, and Stephen A. Doug- 
las, with his logic and courage and great ability, were all then Senators 
or Representativesin Congress. They are all dead now, but their names 
are written high on the roll of fame, and they will be remembered and 
cherished as long as our Republic has a history or freedom a home on 
earth. Tothislist willnow beadded the name of Thomas A. Hendricks, 
and it will remain as imperishable and honorable as the names of any of 
the illustrious statesmen with whom he served. 

He lived in important and critical times and he acted his well 
both in peace and in war. A sketch of his life is a sketch of his coun- 
try’s history for a third of a century. 

As a citizen he was broad and benevolent. As alawyer he was able, 
faithful, and fearless; and as a political debater his Damascus blade 
was never vanquished and but seldom parried. The subjects he dis- 
cussed embraced all the leading questions and political policies of his 
time. His views on education, commerce, finance, agriculture, an hon- 
est, economical administration of the Government, the sovereignty of 
the people, the independence of the co-ordinate departments of the Gov- 
ernment, were often announced in no uncertain terms. Common 
practical ideas, and conservative opinions were strong features in his 
statesmanship, and he was ever the friend and advocate of all the great 
reform measures that have elevated and purified our Republic. Whether 
we view him as legislator, Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
Representative in Congress, governor of Indiana, Senator, or Vice-Presi- 
dent of the United States, we see the impress of his splendid mind and 
the luster of his unfaltering patriotism and noble manhood. He was 
never dazzled by visionary theories nor deluded by speculative projects, 
but he worked for what he regarded as the good of the people and the 
welfare of the Republic. In his whole career as citizen, lawyer, and 
statesman, and even in the heat of fiercest political conflicts, no breath 
a suspicion ever assailed his integrity or dimmed the brightness of his 
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No man ever had more of the confidence and affection of the people of 
his own State than Thomas A. Hendricks. As a candidate for governor 
he led the Democrats of Indiana to vi in 1872, when every other 
candidate on the Democratic ticket went down to defeat. The enthu- 
siasm and earnestness with which his Indiana friends supported him for 
President at the Saint Louis convention in 1876 has never been ex- 
ceeded, and the thrilling scene in the Chicago convention in 1884, when 
the attempt was made to nominate him for President, will ever be re- 
membered as positive proof of his great popularity throughout the 
United States. Nominated in 1876 for Vice-President, he carried his 
State in a brilliant contest, in which he was by a thoroughly 
organized party, under the leadership of Oliver P. Morton, the ablest 
and strongest Republican who ever lived in Indiana; and nominated 
again for Vice-President in 1884, he again led his party to victory in a 
canvass that will ever remain memorable in the history of our country. 

On the threshold of grand honors and high authority he died, among 
his kindred and friends, in his own State, at his own home, where he 
was enjoying the affection of his accomplished and devoted wife. If 
death can be robbed of his sting; if the pathway to the tomb can be 
smoothed, surely he went to his grave in ‘‘ ways of peace and paths of 
pleasantness.’’ 

His friends are preparing to erect a monument to his memory. He 
needs no monument to perpetuate the blazonry of his deeds, the tri- 
umphs of his eventful life, or the beauty and simplicity of his charac- 
ter. ‘‘Not all the marble of Carrara, fashioned by the chisel of Angelo 
into the mimicry of breathing life, can convey to the senses a likeness 
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so perfect as that which he has left on the minds of men.” Yet Ibe- 
lieve the monument should be erected. It will be an inspiration to 
this and succeeding generations; it will be an evidence of the love and 
esteem of his countrymen whom he served so faithfully and on whom 
he reflected the grandeur of his patriotism and statesmanship, and it 
will tell the world that he belonged to an honored race, of which he 
was a chief and a champion. 


Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, I am surethe loyal Commonwealth of Mas- 
sachusetts, which I have the honor to represent in part upon this floor, 
would not have me remain silent when, because I once occupied her ex- 
ecutive chair, I am asked by the courtesy of the Representatives of her 
sister State of Indiana to join in the recognition which the House to- 
day pays to the memory of the late Vice-President of the United States. 
Her great majority, Mr. Speaker, differed from him upon all the leadi 
political issues which agitated the country during his public career, an 
on which they believed his views to be contrary to the public welfare. 
But they recognize not alone the high abilities which won him distin- 
guished advancement in the profession of the law, of which he was an 
ornament, and in the councils of his State and the nation, the highest 
places of which he reached, but also and especially the undoubted con- 
sistency of his political life and the excellences and worth which, in his 
private character, gave him such a remarkably strong hold upon the 
people of his State, and endeared him, as the spontaneous testimony of 
members of all political parties shows, to the large and, we may well 
say, the deserved circle of his mal friends. He was the Vice-Pres- 
ident of the East as well as of the West—of Indiana not more than of 
Massachusetts. And when, soon after his election, he came to that an- 
cient Commonwealth, it was to receive at all hands more generously 
even than he could have anticipated the distingui and cordial wel- 
come which was due him in his exalted station; to be invited to the 
hospitality of her municipalities and of her seats of learning; and to 
be greeted by the whole body of her intelligent and patriotic people, 
who stand always ready to support this Republic of indissoluble union 
and liberty, and who will fail in no obligation to those who have been 
chosen to administer its high offices. 

The life of Mr. Hendricks, sir, illustrates, I believe, not only the 
splendid opportunities of American manhood, the mastery of cireum- 
stance, the attainment by self-exertion of high commanding place. It 
illustrates all these, and illustrates them signally; yet I love to think 
it illustrates still more the elastic and admirable adjustability of our 
national system—its strength residing in its very ease and variety of 
change. Coming into power as the representative of a party which for 
a quarter ofa century had been out of the executive administration, with 
what patriotic gratification we all now recall the fact that he encount- 
ered no look askance, no sullen defiance, but wherever he wenta gener- 
ous spirit of loyalty, a general readiness to accept the new departure 
for all it was worth, a consensus of public sentiment in the hope of the 
public welfare, and a disposition to give the new Administration 
every facility for the promotion of every good cause. He became the 
second officer of a reunited Republic which had a few years ago over- 
come the terrible convulsion that not only for a time rent North and 
South apart, but also, it should be remembered to-day, strained the 
North itself in sharp and threatening political divisions of policy and 
sentiment, of the more unpopular extreme of which he was perhaps the 
most distinguished representative. And yet to the second place in the 
administration of that restored Union the revolving wheel of events 
raised him; and to-day I believe, and we all believe, and the world is 
acknow. g, that Union is stronger, is more united, aye, is more 
loyal, Mr. Speaker, because of the discipline of that convulsion and of 
our magnificent and triumphant mastery of it. Already we realize 
what history will record—that all’s well that is ended well. Over 
your head, sir, is the flag of a Republie which, in its very storm and 
pen brought out leaders and representatives of the variety of opin- 

on referred to by my friend from Kentucky [Mr. MCCREARY] and 
constituting that galaxy of clustering stars in our historical firmament, 
some names of which he enumerated; a Republic which has thus shown 
itself toSbe so happily constituted, so constitutionally systemized, that 
it plucks the flower of safety out of every nettle of danger. And does 
this because the freedom which it extends to individuality, though that 
individuality be unpopular, the freedom which it extends to the right 
of private judgment, to the expression of honest difference of opinion, 
to the heated ebullition and therefore the purer distillation of national 
sentiment—that very freedom results in the one true, sure foundation 
of a government of the people—which is their education by their mutual 
attrition up to their duties and their rights. All this, Mr. Speaker, I 
belieye—and it seems to me to'be the real significance of this occasion— 
all this is indicative of what lies deepest in the hearts of the American 
people and most animates them. ‘The frets, the yest, the whitecaps 
are always on the surface; and, beaten by them, our tossing craft of local 
and personal interests seem to be always in storm and in shipwreck. 
But beneath these, thank Heaven, the deep, unfathomable caves of pub- 
lie opinion, of national loyalty, of popular brotherhood and common 
interest lie serene and undisturbed. They are an immeasurable fount- 
ain of the wholesome waters of life. They are an inexhaustible reser- 
voir of the health of a republic of educated, self-respecting, and equal 
freemen. 
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Mr. THROCKMORTON. Mr. Speaker, representing a people who 
intelligently appreciated his public services and throughout his career 
honored and trusted him, Ioffer my humble tribute of admiration to 
thememory of Thomas A. Hendricks. 

We best honor the dead and most benefit the living when we form a 
just estimate of their characters and lives and accept and apply the in- 
structive and inspiriting lessons which they teach. 

Great gifts are the necessary conditions of a great character, but the 
existence of the former does not always guarantee the possession of the 
latter; because character, in contradistinction to endowments, repre- 
sents the fashioning of the.latter into distinctive forms. They stand 
related as the marble block to the perfect statue hewn from it. God 
gives the one; man himself, by his thought and action, creates the other. 
As the statue is the concretion of the artistic thought, so a great char- 
acter must be formed upon a great ideal and be developed in harmony 
with it. The apt parable used by the great Teacher to illustrate the 
historical development of the Christian system with equal force teaches 
the order of human growth, ‘‘ First the blade, then the ear; after that 
the full corn in the ear’’—inception, development, and maturity. - 

Life is character in movement—is the visible ion of the sum of 
human energies in their organized activity. The nipped soldier 
will win no victories in the absence of conflict, and the wisest programme 
will avail nothing in valuable results in the absence of opportunities 
for its execution. As movement is the condition of growth, so appro- 
pame occasions must be supplied to awaken and stimulate the potent 

ut otherwise latent human forces which produce that great work called 
life. We can not, therefore, conceive of a grand life except when we con- 
template capacity in conjunction with its appropriate and suficient op- 
portunities. A heroic occasion, crowned by a heroic act, sometimes de- 
termines before the world a grand life, giving not only its quality but 
supplying its measure. Such occasions, however, are rare and excep- 
tional. Only here and there in human history is found a Thermopylæ 
and a Leonidas to stand in the breach. 

The common fortune embraces only the ordinary occurrences of hu- 
manity, and theexcellence that attaches to each well done act must be 
the measure of the glory that crowns a finished career. While char- 
acter is an evolution in an important and popular sense, life is a cumu- 
Jation, to be estimated not by its individual incidents but their aggre- 
gate. The grandeur of a career is measured by the sum of the great 
and excellent things that may have been done. Time, therefore, no 
less than opportunities, generally becomes an important element of 
human greatness. 

The distinguished statesman whom we seek to honor by these memorial 
services was fortunate in the possession of the capacities and conditions 
needful to the largest human success. Gifted with splendid powers, 
he, in his youth, conceived that ideal upon which his character was 
formed and his energies directed. He lived in that crucial period of our 
history when great occasions and inspiring opportunities were con- 
stantly supplied; and, finally, the Master of life gave him “length of 
days,” so that he not only scattered but gathered the fruits of his sow- 
ing; not only worked and sometimes ‘‘ went forth weeping,” but saw 
the fruits of his labors and returned ‘‘ bearing his sheaves with him.” 

In the life and fortunes of Mr. Hendricks we have a splendid illus- 
tration of the honorable successes that will crown definite and sustained 
effort in public life under our free institutions. He was specific in his 
purposes—personal, domestic, social, and political. He set himself to 
do a specific work in every relation of life, and consecrated all his pow- 
ers continuously and persistently until the end sought was accom 
To this definiteness of aim, this steadiness of p and its sustained, 
patient, hopeful endeavor are referable the successes and honors that 
crownedhim. Therewas nothingepisodical in his career; nothing spas- 
modicin his efforts; nothing fragmentary in his life. In defeat and vic- 
tory, under cloud and sunshine, he resolutely attempted to realize in 
action his convictions of duty. Hewas a typical American citizen and 
statesman, representing fully as any one who has preceded him the full 
capabilities and consummationsof American manhood. And now, full 
of years and honors, in the maturity of his character, he has been gath- 
ered to his fathers. He wrought wisely, and his life in its round per- 
fected unity praises him. 

There is much in the useful and splendid career of Mr. Hendricks 
which should encourage those who survive him to higher and more un- 
selfish devotion to the country and Government he loved so well and 
served so loyally. 

And there is in that life lessons of courage and firmness, of magna- 
nimity, and devotion to convictions of duty, a steady adherence to prin- 
ciple and a singleness and purity of purpose that should inspire those 
to whom the destinies of this great Republic are soon to be intrusted 
with the same excellence of purpose and patriotic devotion to country 
that made it so conspicuous in shining virtues and crowning glories. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, as one of the members of the House 
who occupied the executive chair of a State of the Union contempora- 
neously with Mr. Hendricks’s service as governor of Indiana, I have 
been invited to briefly speak on this occasion. 

My personal acquaintance with the late Vice-President was slight, 
and my knowledge of him mainly confined to sources open to all. 


While my own political views were in sharp antagonism to those held 
by him, and I often had occasion to express my dissent from his posi- 
tion on many public questions, yet I F] his ability and admired 
his kindly nature and unspotted private character. 

Though I met Mr. Hendricks socially only once, yet I saw enough of 
him on that occasion to understand the secret of his great mal pop- 
ularity in Indiana. The kindliness of his manner, his affability toward 
all who approached him, and his uniform courtesy to the humblest, 
united with a dignity and self-poise which lent a charm to his presence, 
made him hosts of friends, and even disarmed to a certain extent the 
criticisms of political opponents. 

In the heat of party conflicts, characterized so often by unjust as- 
saults on personal character, I do not remember to have heard or read 
any charge reflecting on Mr. Hendricks’s integrity. Certainly if an 
such was ever made it fell harmless at his feet. His private life 
was above reproach, and his example a beneficent influence in the com- 
munity in which he lived. The loving tenderness of Mr. Hendricks’s 
domestic life, as illustrated by incidents which have found their way 
into print, has made his memory in this respect a sweet savor wherever 
happy homes are i as the citadel of national virtue and the 
hope of the world. 

The time came to the late Vice-President, as it must come sooner or 
later to all, when the honors of this world, high as were those with 
which he was crowned, faded into insignificance, and the soul’s queries 
of ‘‘ What then?” asserted their rightful pre-eminence. In such a su- 
preme test of truth infidelity and skepticism disclose their nakedn: 
and only the eye of Christian faith can look through the somber eload 
and see the golden lining on the other side. 

Such a faith Mr. Hendricks avowed and leaned on when declining 
health admonished him that the end of this life approached and the 
life beyond drew near. 


Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Speaker, I never felt greater regret at the ab- 
sence of my former colleague, Mr. Cox, from this House than on the 
present occasion, when the friend of his youth is the subject of eulogy. 
With his insight into character, his charming felicity of language, his 
grace of illustration, justice would have been done on behalf of the 
State of New York to the memory of the departed statesman. 

My personal acquaintance with Thomas A. Hendricks only began after 
his nomination for Vice-President on the Democratic ticket in 1876. I 
was, of course, familiar with his career during the many years when he 
made his record in his own State and in the Senate of the United States 
as a faithful public servant, as the advocate of sound political principles, 
and as the opponent of legislation which tends to create privileged 
classes and to enrich the few at the expense of the many. 

So high a position did Mr. Hendricks occupy in the public esteem 
that his nomination for first place on the ticket was earnestly pressed, 
and possibly by a majority of the Democratic voters really desired. 
When, however, other considerations prevailed, Mr. Hendricks, like a 
soldier under orders, cheerfully accepted the second place on the ticket, 
and contributed greatly to the success of the campaign which resulted 
in the election of Tilden and Hendricks to the highest offices in the gift 
of the people. It was during this great struggle that I first made the 
personal acquaintance of the departed statesman, and the friendship 
then commenced continued unbroken until his death. 

The impression made upon me by my first interview with him was 
strengthened by continued intercourse. He was a direct-minded and 
single-hearted man. He had no concealments and no reserve of con- 
fidence from those who were brought into relations of intimacy with 
him. His mind naturally found its way to the elementary conditions 
of truth, and there were no devious methods of thought or action by 
which the truth thus found was ever obscured or perverted. 

Starting thus on the fundamental basis of principle, his logic was se- 
vere and irresistible. He never stated a proposition which he did not 
justify by adequate factandargument. His unswerving fidelity to the 
Democratic party was due to his absolute faith in its principles. He 
did not deny the patriotism of his political adversaries, and he recog- 
nized their ial acceptance of the doctrines which, from the time 
of Jefferson to the era of the civil war, had ruled the policy of the 
country. 

But in one respect he thought there was a fundamental distinction. 
He did not regard the Republican creed as calculated to secure equal 
rights to all men. Hence he was always firm in his adherence to the 
Democratic party, because he believed that the welfare of the people 
could only be secured by the fullest recognition of its principles. He 
was thus necessarily a partisan, but always sincere, always manly. 
always truthful. This sincerity of character was best understood 
where he was best known, in his own State of Indiana, which de- 
lighted to honor him with its highest rewards, and twice cast its electoral 
vote for him when any other man would have lost the State. In 1880 
the experiment was tried, and Indiana gave its vote to the Republican 
candidates. In 1884 my belief is that his nomination secured thesuc- 
cess of the Democratic ticket. It presented an issue addressed to the 
conscience of the people, and in the State of New York especially was 
so acceptable to a portion of the party, otherwise dissatisfied, that per- 
sonal grievances were to a large extent swallowed up and postponed to 
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the larger duty of justice to the man in whose person the will of the 
people had once been nullified. I do not think that I overestimate 
the value of this feeling of loyalty to Mr. Hendricks both in New York 
and in Indiana, and but for its existence I am quite clear that no acces- 
sion of independent voters could have neutralized the strong current 
of feeling among a portion of the Democratic voters for the candidates 
of the other party. 

This feeling of loyalty was largely due to the disinterested and patri- 
otic course of Mr. Hendricks during the agitation which followed the 
election of 1876. It was nothis business to lead the party, but he 
was always ready to be consulted and to give advice. He showed no 
reticence in counsel and no lack of confidence in the men who were in- 
trusted with the leadership of the party. He concurred cheerfully in 
the conclusions at which they arrived, and he did not put er keep him- 
self in the position of approving their action if it should succeed or of 
disavowing it if it should fail. Neither when an adverse result was 
reached did he express any vain regrets as to his hard fortune, and he 
never called in question the courage and patriotism of the 
sional representatives of a majority of the people in the decision of one 
of the gravest problems ever encountered in the political history of the 
world. On the contrary, he recognized to the fullest extent the un- 
tiring diligence, the unshaken fidelity, the true wisdom of the Demo- 
cratic majority who passed the measure of settlement by which peace 
and order were secured to the nation at the cost only of a temporary 
delay in the transfer of the administration to democratic control. It 
was thus that Mr. Hendricks gained the respect of the nation and in- 
sured his place in history as a statesman and a patriot. 

I have said that Mr. Hendricks was necessarily a partisan, but I have 
endeavored to show that his partisanship was never exerted at the ex- 
pense of his patriotism. I have been moved to this statement because 
I have observed a disposition in some quarters to te and exten- 
uate his partisan feelings. There is no reason for any apology or ex- 
planation so faras his views in regard toappointments to public office are 
concerned. These views coincided with the opinions expressed by Wash- 
ington and Jefferson, and were once at least clearly defined. I quote 
from his letter of acceptance of the Democratic nomination in 1876, in 
which he said: 

In the reform of our civil service I most heartily indorse that section of the 
platform which declares that the civil service ought notto be “ subject tochange 
atevery election,” and that it ought not to be made ‘the brief reward of party 
zeal, but ought to be awarded for proved competency and held for fidelity in the 
public service.” I hope never again to see the cruel and remorseless proscrip- 
tion for political opinions which has disgraced the administration for the last 
eight years. as the civil service now is,as all know,it has some men of 
tried integrity and personal ability. Such men, and such men only, should bere- 
tained in office ; but no man should be retained, on any consideration, who has 
prostituted his office to the purposes of partisan intimidation er compulsion or 
who has furnished money to corrupt the elections. This is done has 


been 
done in almost every county in the land, It is a blight upon the morals of the 
country and ought to be reformed. 


I hold this to be the trne doctrine in regard to appointments to office, 
and if it has been violated I am not aware that Mr. Hendricks ever 
uttered a word or did an act which attaches the responsibility of its 
violation to his memory. 

I have spoken of the simplicity of Mr. Hendricks’s character. But 
with it went, as is always the case with noble natures, the calm dignity 
of conscious intellectual power and controlling moral force. It was my 
privilege in 1877 to introduce Mr. Hendricks into a circle representa- 
tive of the culture, the genius, the intelligence, and the rank of Great 
Britain. There were present statesmen, authors, cabinet ministers, 
members of the aristocracy and of the royal family, between whom the 
intercourse wasas delightful as it was unconstrained. Mr. Hendricks, 
fresh from the great contest from which he had emerged as a victor 
without the fruits of victory, was naturally an object of great interest, 
and was surrounded by a circle of intelligent men and charming women. 
His bearing was that of a man who passed his life in courts, and 
his republican manners were marked by natural tact and graceful cour- 
tesy. He was the equal of the first gentleman of the land in dignity, 
and the peer of the greatest statesman present in intellect and conversa- 
tion. It wason this occasion that I heard him approve and defend the 
wisdom of the Electoral Commission which had awarded the Vice-Presi- 
dency to his opponent. Salus populi suprema lex was quoted as the 
final principle upon which public action is to be based, and of his ad- 
herence to this doctrine the whole life and career of Mr. Hendricks is 
a convincing proof. 

For him the conflict of life is past with honor. He hag fought the 
good fight. For us his example remains, urging us to be, as he was, 
diligent in the public business, careful in judgment, faithful in action, 
and, above all, patriotic in the discharge of the gravest duties which 
have ever fallen to the lot of men, in that we represent the idea of self- 
government, upon the successful issue of which will depend largely the 
welfare of mankind. Toward the final consummation for which we 
strive Thomas A. Hendricks contributed in his day and generation his 
full share of labor and of achievement, and asa man of the people he will 
not be forgotten by the people in whose service he lived and died. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, history repeats itself. Not 
2 month passes but the sad tidings come to us that a notable man has 


fallen. It was but yesterday that Thomas A. Hendricks was with us; 
to-day he is gone— 
To solve the mightiest mystery of all. 


To-day his associates in public life pause in the shadow of the national 
bereavement to speak of his public services and his personal virtues. 
He of whom we speak has gone where earthly honors and mortal eulo- 
gies are as empty sounds, but the homage we pay the dead softens 
the asperities of partisan life and incites a virtuous emulation; ‘‘ it ex- 
erts a harmonizing influence on the universal heart, and promotes the 
formation of a true nationality.” Standing far from him in party pol- 
itics, differing from him on almost every question of public policy, an- 
tagonizing him, often warmly, and perhaps bitterly, in partisan contro- 
versy, I acknowledge his great talents and pay a sincere tribute to the 
integrity of his public and the blamelessness of his private life. 

His public record belongs to the country; it will be judged in the tri- 
bunal of publicopinion. Asin the case of others who were prominently 
identified with that most tempestuous epoch in our national history, 
many will approve, many condemn it. We always judge our adversa- 
ries from our point of view, and take it ill if they discard our ideas and 
act and speak according to their own. To do even and exact justice 
we should view them not from our position, but from theirs. 

In passing upon the opinions and actions of those who have thwarted 
our pu and sharply criticised our most cherished convictions we 
should remember ‘‘that he who is most charitable in judgment is gen- 
erally the least unjust.” 

In life, in the excitements and bustle of our active and progressive 
life, in the scramble for place, because of our ambitious jealousy for 
preferment, blinded by our selfishness, we withhold from the living 
what is justly theirs; but when we stand in the presence of the dead it 
is creditable to our common humanity that the generous impulses of 
our nature come to the front and rebuke the ing prejudice 
which denies sincerity of conviction and honesty of purpose to those 
who refuse to indorse our Pos ate or accept our policy. i 

Mr. Hendricks was not only a most distinguished citizen, but was the 
second officer of a great Republic. A position so exalted, so honorable, 
would not have been bestowed by the voluntary suffrages of the people 
had he not impressed himself upon the public thought and won a place 
in the popular heart. Personal worth and great abilities only could 
have secured this high evidence of a people’s confidence. 

A tall man was he among the people, conspicuous for his abilities. A strong 
man by the power of his eloquence and the breadth of his acquirements, he 
won way in the ranks of party to near its leadership, 

If not the leader of his party in his State, Mr. Hendricks was a force 
that commanded its supremest respect. He won this distinction by his 
character, his genius, his magnetism. His party gave him its 
undivided allegiance and promoted with rai ai 2 zeal his every am- 
bition. In hiscanvasses for governor, Senator, President, he had no rival 
in the ranks of the Indiana Democracy. He was, without challenge, 
its chief representative. If he did not formulate its policy, he accepted 
it as the true faith; if he did not go before, he kept well abreast of the 
party alignment, went into the thickest of the fight, congratulated his 
forces in victory, or in defeat covered their retreat. He was nota politi- 
cal boss. He commanded without using the tone of amaster; he gov- 
erned without whip or bastile; he was king, but reigned by common 
consent and made his subjects his peers. He managed the methodsand 
the of politics with marvelous dexterity. He wascautious, art- 
ful, plausible, and at all times perfectly self-posessed. 

It was said: 

There was something in the mere aspect of a 1 popular assembly which 
had for him a special attraction. His manner in addressing a mixed audience 
was peculiarly his own—neither that of conversation nor oratory ; some 
better suited than eitherto his pu . He wasone of the mostimpressive an 
suceessful of public canvassers. He did not disregard the unconsidered trifles of 
the <> There was an affluent grace in his salutations which largely sup- 

lemented his argument. He was, moreover, a man of normal action and opin- 

on, following the ordinary bent and tenets of his ; no fanatic, extremist, 
or zealot upon any subject; not such a one as the multitude often follow, but a 


x smoothly rounded to completeness, without edges or angles, with no 
eau reads yet he was, and continued to be, a popular favorite to the 


Mr. Hendricks was not of the Mirabeau and Danton school of, ora- 
tors—orators who inaugurate tumultandreyolution. Hedid not make 
harangues that ‘‘sent hands to the sword-hilt and men to battle as to 
a banquet.’? Over his party adherents he maintained an almost abso- 
lute mastery. For years his party was out of power and he wholly 
without patro but he held it to his fortunes, and there was no sign 
of revolt. His defeats seemed to intensify its devotion and arouse it to 
greater effort. J 

A marked trait in Mr. Hendricks’s mental equipment was his con- 
servatism. He was toomuch wedded to usage and tradition to tolerate 
without challenge a departure from them. He reverenced a long-es- 
tablished national policy, and thought to touch it was to profane a sacred 
thing. He accepted the Constitution as the earlier statesmen had fash- 
ioned it, and sought to arrest the revolution that wrote in it, with the 
point of the bayonet, a new charter of human rights. He would have 
repressed the inspiration for liberty born of the shock of battle to save 
to posterity without amendment the institutions of the fathers, The 
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Constitution as it was challenged his admiration, and he maintained 
that to touch it was to endanger the public safety. His views were 


overruled, and what resulted is history irrevocable forever. Neither 
approval nor criticism will recastit noraffectpublicor individual opinion. 
Conservatism as a political force, however, has its uses. It calls a halt; 
it argues; it demands a reason for every innovation upon existing con- 
ditions. It checks imprudent zeal and gives time for cool deliberation. 
Only when it stands out against facis, against logic, against public 
opinion, and against human progress, is it censurable. 

Against the integrity of Mr. Hendricks asa public servant no tongue 
has uttered a word. His fame as an honest man is unsullied by even 
asuspicion. He was ever true to himself, to his honor; no temptation 
beguiled to venality, and no dishonest dollar touched the palm of his 
hand. In an age like ours, when vice yields more revenue than virtue, 
when fortunes are so often obtained without labor, and money, not 
merit, wins position and power, one who lives an honest and upright 
life is worthy the admiration of mankind. 

Monuments of marble or bronze should be erected in our public 
places to keep the memory of such imperishable. Had Mr. Hendricks 
devoted himselfto the law and stood aloof from the excitements and ex- 
actions of politics he would have been among the foremost lawyers and 
advocatesofthisoranycountry. Asit was, hestood in the foremost rank. 
He had many natural advantages ; a voice of melody, a pleasing coun- 
tenance, a cultivated intelligence, a clear and easy elocution. There 
was in his manner in court and before the jury that which was capti- 
vating. When he spoke he had no recourse to rambling epithets, 
stilted metaphor, or frenzied declamation. He wasted no time in his 
exordiums, but grappled the point in controversy without delay. His 
ideas were never trivial nor his inflated. His words were gen- 
erally of simple Saxon, his logic elevated and forcible; there wasneither 
extravy: of expression nor of gesticulation. Some of his contem- 
poraries at the bar were more picturesque and vehement, but none were 
more gracetul or adroit. He was at times touchingly eloquent, his 
pathos moving the feelings and moistening the eye of the mostobdurate. 
He resented an assault upon the instant and sometimes with marvelous 
bitterness, but he always maintained a perfect nea loshin his pas- 
sions. He was both dignified and courteous in his bearing, and com- 
manded the most attention from all. 

In the memorial of the bar his professional associates say: 


Mr. Hendricks was throughout the whole period of his active life a lawyer, 
even in a last days concerned in the conduct of causes. entrance u 
and employments at blic life were e 
others, but did not divert him sory path 
floor of the Senate, in the balis of legislation, he sojourned—at the bar, in the 
courts, he dwelt, 


As a citizen, neighbor, friend, he was unrivaled among men. In 
these walks he was beloved by all. To his friends 
He seemed the thing he was, and joined 
Each office of the social hour 
To noble manners, as the flower 
And native growth of noble mind; 
And thus he bore without abuse 
The grand old name of gentleman. 

The courtesies of his life were broad and generous. He was always 
the polite and genial gentleman, kind and tolerant. His private life 
deserved all admiration; tender and blameless in his social relations— 
devoted to his friends, affectionate in his family, simple, upright—these 
virtues are his eulogy, more eloquent than tongue can utter. 

If— 

‘To live in the hearts he left behind 

Is not to die, 
Mr. Hendricks has only gone nearer the Eternal Light—has but crossed 
the lowlands to dwell on the mountain-top. But he is dead, and, 
though ripe in years and honors, died all too soon. Into the quiet of 
his home death entered unannounced, and ‘“‘ his spirit drifted away on 
the bosom of that dark and shadowy river’’ that flows with resistless 
sweep into the shoreless sea. 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, the life of Thomas A. Hendricks was 
singularly rounded and complete, and it is not surprising his death ex- 
cited lamentation general and sincere. Weare advised by divine in- 
spiration that ‘‘no man liveth and no man dieth unto himself.” The 
incidents of thisnotable and honorable career, the story of this leader of 
men, have been fully depicted by loving friends, and the lesson of wis- 
dom they teach has been eloquently enforced. The whole field has 
been covered, so that even to a scrupulous and careful gleaner there is 
little toadd. 

Onecharacteristic of Mr. Hendricks to me lent constant beauty to his 
life. He was the embodiment of that old Latin saying, Mild in man- 
ner, resolute in conviction. His ways were gentle and kind, but ina 
matter of right or wrong he was fixed and immovable. No seductions 
could allure, no terrors frighten him; to duty he was fidelity itself. 
He was easy of approach. He dwelt in greatest intimacy with his 
neighbors. He ‘tao the heart-beats of the people. He could not be 
deceived as to their wishes. To his earnest good-will they responded 
with the most generous confidence. His gentleness of manner won them 
to his presence, and then his learning, firmness, honesty, fidelity, and 
logic bound them to him. 


As he was greater than others individually by whom he was sur- 
rounded, so, too, be was always stronger than any political organization 
to which he was attached. He was a devoted student of the principles 
of our republican Government. He anchored his hope in their preser- 
vation, in their pristine integrity. He was the firm defender of our 
well-balanced powers and the distribution of duties betweenState and 
General Government. He believed that our liberties were secure only 
when all tendency to parental government and toward centralization was 
resisted and destroyed. Full scope was to be given for the regulation 
of mere local affairs to the home rule of State Legislatures, and the ac- 
tion of Congress was to be confined to legitimate Federal affairs. 

In his public conflicts he never lost the sweetness and gentleness of 
his daily life. He was fixed as fate in his resolution, and yet as affable 
and unruffied as if he sailed only over summer seas. 

It isfittingand proper that the great Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
should pay the tribute of its affection to the memory of Thomas A. 


‘Hendricks, He was the descendant of one of her own children. His 


uncle, who was the sole Representative from Indiana to Congress from 
1816 to 1822, governor of State from 1822 to 1825, and from the 
latter year to 1837 its United States Senator, was bornin Western Penn- 
sylvania, in Westmoreland County, as likewise was the father of Thomas 
A. Hendricks, who in after years, in addition to the honors worn by his 
uncle, was elected to the Vice-Presidency of the United States. They 
were Scotch-Irish pioneers, belonging to a race of men of splendid physi- 
cal form, courage, and endurance, and renowned for their mental vigor 
and strength of character. ‘These pioneers were the ancestors of many 
distinguished families of the South and West. Wherever these brave 
ee fixed their abode the land brought forth abundantly and the people 


Pathe late Vice-President died as he had lived, calmly and serenely. 


ante a Like a med vir wens bi dep 
ton sweet! fey ma cloud, 
fell upon sine 


Mr. GEDDES. Mr. Speaker, the uppermost thought in my mind is 
the inscrutable Providence manifested in the death of our late Vice- 
President at a time when in our worldly calculations we seemed the 
least prepared for it. It again enforces the lesson so often taught and 
so hard to learn, that 


God moves in a mysterious way 
His wonders to orm; 

He plants His footsteps in ‘the sea 
And rides upon the storm. 


This thought of an overruling Providence in our national and individ- 
ual affairs can alone lead us to a true conception of our duties and respon- 
sibilities. We will not forget that this same Providence has directed, 
guided, and shaped the affairs of our country from the landing of the col- 
onists at Plymouth and Jamestown until the present hour. Idolized 
leaders of a party, champions of constitutional liberty, lovers of our un- 
exampled form of government die and we feel the most painful depres- 
sion. When the death of Thomas A. Hendricks was announced the 
calamity was so great, and without warning, that the whole country 
was filled with the most profound sorrow and tears irresistibly filled the 
eyes of the people. 

Thomas A. Hendricks was born in Ohio, but early in life, when only 
six months old, his father crossed the State line and gave him to Indi- 
ana, That State, therefore, formed the theater of his early struggles. 
There he en, in laying the foundation of that usefulness bounded 
by no State lines, and for which the whole nation with one accord—all 
hearts and minds united—give thanks to God and praise to our free in- 
stitutions. 

His life proved an eventful one. He was an able and accomplished 
lawyer, a statesman without spot or blemish, a Democrat from the deep- 
est convictions, and therefore a partisan, but ‘deserving and receiving the 
highest respect of the best men of all political parties. I find one of the 
most concise, comprehensive, and just tributes to his character and mem- 
ory in the Franklin Jacksonian that I have noticed, as follows: 

Asa statesman he was the champion of the Constitution, the pioneer of peace, 
the prince of patriots, of tried courage, lofty wisdom, intelligence, noble 
aspiration, and true manhood. He always planted the royal banner of pardon 
and love upon the battlements of sectionalism or personal strife. Asa personal 
friend we Holized him. On his bosom radiated the star of honor, and to whose 
memory will be issued the highest patent of nobility, His impress will be left 
upon the country so long as truth, courage, and fidelity to principle shall find a 
home in the hearts and hopes of men. 

Mr. Speaker, these memorial exercises should not be regarded as a 
waste of time or unprofitable, for they are in obedience to the natural 
instinct of mankind and preserve a custom most agreeable to the human 
heart and creditable to the sober j entofall. The most cultivated 
nations of the earth manifest the tenderest regard for the great and good 
men called from time to eternity. 

It is an occasion when the purest emotions prevail and hearts grow 
warm with the inspiration of the hour, and all recognizing the solem- 
nity and sacredness of the hour reverently recall the life struggles and 
triumphs and recount some of the noble deeds of the well-spent life of 
the illustrious man whose memory is so dear to us. 

Itis tome a fod posal privilege to join my countrymen heart to heart 
on this memoria as I did on the day when the mortal body of our 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1071 


distinguished American citizen was so tenderly and lovingly consigned 
to the grave. 

Glowing oratory, as enduring as the history of our country, has al- 
ready furnished the most feeling and impressive expressions of merited 
laudation. ‘Those who knew him best have been peculiarly qualified 
to present his character in the most appropriate language. History 
will hereafter furnish pages showing how his life was inseparably inter- 
woven with the preservation and perpetuity of our constitutional form 
of government. 

History informs us that when Xerxes stood in the presence of an im- 
mense host of men he wept at the thought that within a hundred years 
all of that immense mass of human beings would be dead and molder- 
ing in theearth. He probably felt that all of life consisted in worldly 
aspirations, hopes, triumphs, wealth, and other temporal surroundings, 
and realized for the moment their uncertainty and utter feebleness to 
satisfy the cravings of the mind and heart. 

How different with us. Under the benign influences of our modern 
civilization and Christianity we look beyond and within the frail tene- 
ment of clay—we look at more than the feeble, dying body with its 
earthly surroundings—and see within the body the soul, the real man. 
This thought on this occasion should lead us to contemplate the char- 
acteristics of the life of Governor Hendricks in his relations of husband, 
father, friend, and Christian. Those who knew him best bear testimony 
to the fact that he was not only great in all the walks of public life, 
but he was greatest and grandest under his own roof-tree, in his own 
home, surrounded by his own family and friends. Here his purity, his 
gentleness, kindness, and grandeur shone forth so that no one could fail 
to appreciate them. 

He lived and died a Christian. In the public mind there exists a 
deep-seated conviction that two legitimate callings in life furnish the 
most serious obstacles to the maintenance of a pure, consistent Chris- 
tian character. These are the legal profession, with its absorbing and 
exciting duties and its infinite variety of temptations, and political life, 
where the heart is exposed to all the evil influences known among men. 
Either furnishes the severest trials and unerring tests of the soul’s fidel- 
ity to its highest mission, 

Governor Hendricks boldly and manfully entered both fields of labor 
and exposure, and throughout maintained a character of the greatest 

of purity and Christian excellency attainable on earth. 
ving met and overcome all evil influences, he died with a heart 
decked with Christian graces and ripe fora gloriousimmortality. What 
an example for admiration and imitation! Who would not lead such 
a life that he might die such a death? 

Measuring time by years he lived three-score years and five, nearly 
the average time granted to our race; but the len of life is best 
measured by its usefulness. He lives most who thinks most, feels the 
noblest, and acts the best. Applying this standard, my estimate of 
the man will not permit me to fix a limit. 

He was a stern, immovable friend of the people. He guarded their 
interests with untiring vigi He mingled with them familiarly, 
studying their wants and seeking to serve them. His elevation to 
power and place never separated him from the people. In all thestrug- 
gles during his long public lifeaffecting the people—the weak, defense- 
less, and dependent—his sympathies and pure judgment never failed to 
array him on their side. He was most emphati a man of the peo- 

le, carefully seeking their highest interests and at all times ready man- 
ally to maintain them. ‘This secured for him the unfaltering friend- 
ship and undying love of the people he served so well. It made him 
their leader in every contest. Their faith in him was unwavering. 

This was most strikingly displayed on the day when the last sad 
gata ga org baie tatpeconirinte ihe Giy where he had lived. 
It was most impressive outpouring o: sorrowing people that I 
ever beheld. Men, women, and childeen of all classes united in exhib- 
iting the heartfelt sorrow that everywhere ailed. 

Political differences were fora time buried and forgotten, and all vied 
with each other to consecrate the day to the expression of the i 
sorrow and pure love that filled every heart. A noble specimen of our 
race, faithful to his friends, his country, and his God, had peacefully 
passed from labor to rest, and no bettereulogy could be p no 
monument or statue of marble or bronze could equal in value or so 
charm a thoughtful person as that vast assembly of all classes and 
creeds with bowed heads and sorrowing hearts, each feeling and acting 
as if the dearest earthly object had been removed. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, already, in the Chamberat the other 
end of the Capitol, have appropriate eulogies been pronounced upon 
the life, character, and public services of Thomas A. Hendricks. Dis- 
tinguished Senators and statesmen have vied with each other in extoll- 
ing his virtues and commending his public services. Afterall that has 
been said ia the Senate heretofore and in this House to-day it seems 
quite unnecessary to add anything farther. But I may be pardoned 
for detaining the House for a few minutes longer in order to contribute 
my humble testimony to his many noble qualities of head and heart. 

His early life was spent on a farm; he learned to labor in his youth. 
His parents settled in Indiana more than sixty years ago. There were 
no railroads, telegraphs, or daily papers then. The State was covered 


over with almost impenetrable forests. The red men still occupied 
their wigwams east of the Wabash. The settlers of that day had to 
contend with all of those adverse circumstances which attend the build- 
ing of homes and opening up of farms in the wilderness. The epoch in 
the world’s history from the birth to the death of Thomas A. Hen- 
dricks is the most important of which there is any record. The man 
who lived during these sixty-six years witnessed more of human prog- 
ress, more of improvement in the arts and sciences, more 

of useful inventions, greater developments of material resources, more 
rapid advances in civilization, in morals, in education, in religion, than 
did the generations who lived through any half-dozen centuries of prior 
cage! During this golden era of the world’s greatest achievements 
Mr. Hendricks was for more than forty years a conspicuous figure. He 
served four years as a member of this House, four as a Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, four years as governor of the State of 
Indiana, and six years as United States Senator. He received a large 
majority of the popular vote in 1876 for Vice-President of the United 
States, and was elected to that office in 1884 by the votes of the elect- 
oral coll In performing the duties of these important positions he 
illustrated, | both by precept and by practice, the maxim that ‘‘a public 
office is a public trust.’’ 

While Commissioner of the General Land Office, the lands in Iowa, 
Minnesota, Kansas, Nebraska, and other Western States were being 
rapidly taken up as homesteads by the people. About four hundred 
thousand land patents were issued during his term of office, and twenty- 
two thousand contested land cases were decided. He was equal to the 
demand upon his time and stren. In public stations he was a faith- 
ful, painstaking worker. His time, his strength, and his great abili- 
ties were given wholly to the duties of his office. No stain rests upon 
his character; he was true to every trust confided to him. 

But he was not free from attacks. In the midst of heated 
political contests partisan feeling often runs so high that the very best 
and purest of our statesmen are subjected to the most. outrageous abuse. 
Partisan malice and personal hatred did not spare even so good a man 
as Thomas A. Hendricks. But he was indifferent to such assaults. 
He believed that truth would prevail in the end. He said on one oc- 
casion: 

Because of a supreme indifference to false re of a political nature con- 
pening myself in times past my friends no anki NASS AE apooraa distressed. 
u 

Said he— 
an honest man was never more stupidly engrossed than when hunting down 
a lie, except such a one as offends the moral and religious sentiment of a peo- 
ple. I shall refuse to pay attention to any other, 

He did not spend his time in answering false accusations. His whole 
life, both public and private, attested the purity of his motives and gave 
the lie to every personal attack. His parents were strict Presbyterians. 
They believed in God and the angels. Their religion was of the prac- 
tical kind, not a mere outward manifestation. At meal-time it was his 
father’s habit to direct the conversation into a discussion of some re- 
ligious topic. The lessons of the Scripture were thus brought out and 
made applicable to the every-day transactions of life. In this way Mr. 
Hendricks was impressed in his youth with the truths of the 
Bible. He learned the value and importance of leading an upright life. 
The lessons which he thus learned were never He repaid 
the religious teachings of his parents with filial affection, obedience, 
and acts of kindness. He helped his mother in her household duties, 
as well as his father in the severer labors of the field. His hands will- 
ingly performed the lighter household duties that pertained to woman- 
hood, and his youthful feet went gladly out over the rough places in 
life to save the strength of his beloved mother and to bear the burden 
of her domestic care. In after years, in every time of meed, he helped 
bis wife as he had helped his mother. 

In his domestic relations he was peculiarly happy. The perfection 
of his wife’s character seemed but the rounding out and falfilling of 
his own—‘‘these twain were made one flesh.” 

It is to this perfect. union that much of the success of his life may be 
attributed. He not only found in her a companion, but a counselor, 
a friend—one in whom he could confide, with whom he could advise, 
and in whose rare intuitive perceptions he could often find the guid- 
ance that he sought. He loved her to the last with a steady, increas- 
ing devotion, the memory of which must bring even into her now des- 
olate life a halo of peace. In the sanctity of his home-life was the 
fulfillment of every desired virtue. 

Kind, charitable, humane, ever ready to listen to the humble as to 
the powerful, and always bearing about with him the attributes of a 
truly great soul. On one occasion, while he was Senator, a poor friend- 
less woman called upon him and told him the story.of her woe, the 
cause of her coming to Washington. Her husband had been arrested 
as a spy and had been ordered tobe shot. She desired to see President 
Lincoln and make a mal appeal to him to save her husband’s life. 
She Mr. Hendricks to go with herand secure an interview with 
the President. The Senator yielded to her importunities and took “‘the 
little woman,” as he afterward called her, to the Executive Mansion. 
She told her simple story to the great and kind-hearted Lincoln, as- 
sured him that her husband was innocent of all intentional wrong, that 
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his life was dearer to her than all else in the world, and implored him 
to grant pardon now, as he, himself, hoped for mercy and pardon in 
the last day. The President’s heart was moved, and his eyes were 
filled with tears. The Senator even could not suppress his emotions. 
Without the Executive Mansion, just across the Potomac, were the 
contending armies of the great rebellion. Thunders of columbiads 
could almost be heard in the city of Washington. A million of men 
were in the field in deadly conflict. But the Commander-in-Chief of 
our armies and a distinguished Senator, since elected Vice-President 
of the United States, were so imbued with the finer instincts of our 
nature as to give heed even in the midst of war to the plaintive story 
of a heart-stricken wife pleading for the life of her husband. She did 
not plead in vain, a pardon was immediately granted, and the two 
great statesmen, President and Senator, and the little woman all wept 
together for joy. 

Mr. Hendrieks’s whole life abounds with acts of kindness, of charity 
and friendly assistance. On one occasion a friend of his had continued 
sickness in his family. Mr. Hendricks was overwhelmed with profes- 
sional and official duties and could not give his personal attention to 
his friend’s stricken family. But he wrotea letter, unsolicited, inclos- 
ing his check for $250, stating that was his contribution to aid in se- 
curing good nurses and medical attendance, and regretting that he could 
not personally contribute his own time and assistance. He was not 
only kind and charitable but courteousand gentlemanly. Heattracted 
personally those who were opposed to him politically. Under all eir- 
cumstances he bore hi with moderation, with dignity and sim- 
plicity. He was easily approached, attractive in manners, and consid- 
erate of the feelings of others. 

As a popular speaker he had but few equals in this country. He 
held his audiences in wrapt attention. His delivery and voice were 
pleasing and attractive. He was capable of enlisting the most enthu- 
siatic applause or moving his audience to tears. But he never failed to 
deeply impress the minds of his hearers. To his persuasive eloquence 
and irresistible logic, his uprightlife and noble example is attributable, 
more than to other causes, the fact that Indiana adhered so steadily to 
the politieal party to which he belonged. 

Mr. Hendricks has built his own monument. Not the stately shaft 
of ite that he erected in the cemetery at Indianapolis, but one, im- 
perishable as time, the foundation-stones of which were laid in his 
youth while still under thepaternal roof. From his mother he learned 
those finer attributes of nature, his unselfishness and his regard for 
the feelingsand rights of others. From his father he acquired the sturdier 
principles that characterize a noble manhood. On these for a founda- 
tion he reared the superstructure of a perfect Christian character, that 
will live in the hearts of the American people long after the commem- 
orative shaft of granite shall have perished. 


“ Death lays his icy hands on kings” 

so must all die, sooner or later. Our Vice-President was no exception 
to the inexorable law. In his death the people mourned the loss of a 
great and good man. Universal sorrow was manifested on every hand. 
The highest honors were paid him. But these honors and the people’s 
sorrow can not call him back to earth again. He has from the 
busy and exciting scenes of this life to the sweet repose of the blessed. 
But, to such as lived as he lived, even in ‘‘the hour and article of death,” 
in the silent tomb, in the Day of Judgment, in the life to come, all is 
well—all is well. 


Mr. LOWRY. Mr. Speaker, the mournful fact is at last fully real- 
ized. Thomas A. Hendricksis forever lost to earth! The language of 
eulogy has never been more fittingly employed than when used so con- 
siderately here and in the still higher council chamber in the other end 
of this Capitol in extolling the life and character of our deceased Vice- 
President. The circumstances surrounding his father’s family and the 
more remarkable incidents follewing upon his crossing the threshold 
of life; the story of his boyhood and youth; the opening promise of man- 
hood’s early dawn; the illustrious achievements of his maturer man- 
hood in the forum, on the rostrum, and in these and other legislative 
halls, and the high qualities which adorned his executive career have 
all been admirably dwelt upon, not alone by those who stood by his side 
and shared the vicissitudes of the eventful scenes through which he 
passed, but by those also who were wont to stand from him apart or were 
themselves conspicuousadversaries in the several arenas where his high- 
est honors were achieved and his brightest laurels won. Ina word, the 
full symmetry of his illustrious career, the beauty and grandeur of his 
character, and the impressive lesson of his great life have all been 
stamped here in words of enduring eloquence on the legislative annals 

of his country. His exalted virtues, patriotic services, and great deeds 
are engrayen upon the hearts of hiscountrymen. Memorials to perpet- 
uate the memory of his great excellences are eagerly being constructed 
in tablets of bronze and monuments of enduring marble. What more 
shall be said or done? At this point in these ceremonial exercises for 
| me to attempt more here would be superfluous. Exemplary and gen- 
crous citizen! Patriotic public servant! Best poised and greatest of 
| contemporary Indianians! Typical American! Wiseand revered states- 
man! Honored friend! Wecan but lay our heart-warm tribute on thy 


tomb! While doing so, Mr. Speaker, in contemplation of such a life, 
and in the presence of a whole nation’s bereavement by such a death, 
we may perchance recall the words of one who would fain have found 
out the great mystery of human life: 


We are born, we laugh, we weep, 
We love, we droop, we dic; 

Ah, wherefore do we laugh or weep? 
Why do we live or die? 

Who knows that secret deep? 
Alas! not I. 


But those who most knew and best loved Thomas A. Hendricks can 
not but cherish with intenser hope the general aspiration of humanity 
that there is beyond the ‘‘secret deep’’ an abode for those who here 
walk in virtue’s path and love their fellow men. That being so, the 
great soul which shone forth in the placid dignity of his earthly pres- 
ence is now beaming with delight from happier spheres in contempla- 
tion of the manifestations here and everywhere presented of the exist- 
ence of an absolute conviction of the purity and excellence of his life- 
time purposes and of the results which his teachings aided so largely 
to establish—the unification, prosperity, and happiness of his country. 


Mr.OWEN. Vice-President Hendricks has joined the ‘‘silentsenate 
of the dead.” 

At his death a great sadness fell on many hearts, for he wasa man of the 
people. Nocitizen ofthe Republic hada larger personal following. Thou- 
sands who differed from him felt that in some way he was by their right 
hand. In that ‘habitation, giddy and unsure, built u the public 
mind,” he lived for a quarter of a century in undisturbed tenure. Our 
era has witnessed an exciting struggle over governmental policy and 
national principle, and in the ** forefront of itsevery battle could be seen 
his burnished mail;’’ not that he sighed for the gage of battle—his 
nature was the reverse; not that he loved disputation—his soul was for 
concord; not that he was ambitious of leadership—he preferred an un- 
distinguished equality; but when he took a stand it was seen, and fol- 
lowers rallied to it. His position became the center of desire. 

Measured as an orator he was not among the greatest, nor as a jurist, 
nor asa statesman. He wascruwned by no dizzy promontory of genius 
while the remainder of his nature was shrunken in barrens. Creation 
had given his parts with even generosity. He was of a well-ordered 
growth, equally advanced inall bearings, sosymmetrical in his develop- 
ments that we did not catch his measurements until he had gone and 
we beheld the vacancy. Taken as orator, jurist, leader, husband, man, 
all and in all, his equal is rare. 

What made him a leader, I do not know. Wherein was his strength 
Icannotanswer. You can understand the shaft yonder, but who knows 
a mountain? Our estimate of greatness ison a temporary quality. It 
is something we can fathom. We want dash; we must have it lurid. 
This is our ideal. Time cools enthusiasm, admiration wanes, and our 
favorite hobbles into oblivion, while we award the crown otherwhere. 
Washington, Jefferson, Lincoln, Grant, Cromwell, Hampden grew to be 
towers among men; but they are not our described heroes. In theirday 
men were persistently showing where they were failures and their evident 
lack of ability. It was only when they achieved indestructible resalts 
that a niche was hewn for them in the world’s Westminster. Takeany 
one of their parts, and it seems nowhere large or strong. It appears 
weak. It is weak within itself. But the strength is the way in which 
the timbers are builtintothe tower. Mr. Hendricks’s construction was 
wrought in a manner which eludes description, but it singularly fitted 
him for leadership in his party. 

He met distinguished achievements on the foram. His speech ran 
flexibleas the brook. His uttered thoughts took the form of such chaste 
simplicity you did not realize their vigor. He was ornate only on re- 
quirement. His fi of speech were emphasis, and his illustrations 
arguments. His epithet fell like the Persian headsman’s sword. His 
wit flashed like Randolph’s, but without venom. His logic was instinct 
with power, and moved in ever augmenting procession. Aroused, his 
form straightened, grew stationary, the cheek pallid, and the stately 
march of his eloquence moved with the majesty of overwhelming storm. 
When it had passed he looked and acted as though he half regretted 
the outburst. His voice was a marvelous instrument—a silver lute; 
its tone caught the ear of reason, and through it there lurked a power 
that fondled the chords of the heart. He hada magnificent panoply for 
public address. 

Mr. Hendricks became a leader in the stormy days of sectionalism 
and revolution. In the conflicts of that vengeful period he was on the 
side of the weaker party. He was a famous tactician; his resources 
made wondrous display in creating points for attack and in sheltering 
the broken columns of retreat. Always routed, but never dismayed; 
baffled, but not discouraged; overthrown, but not crushed; surpassed 
in strength, but unsurpassed in zeal, his dream was the return of 
the Democracy to power. His sword wasnever sheathed and knew no 
rust. ‘Toward this goal he traveled with the enthusiasm of a worshiper 
to Mecca, 

With an eye that never sleeps, 

And a wing that never tires; 
and when the restoration was accomplished his own aggrandizement 
was, I think, the least of his gladness. 
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Mr. Hendricks was the embodiment of the doctrines and principles 


of his party. The central theater of his operations was his own State, 
a State famous for the bitterness of its political animosities, naturally 
caused by its uncertain relations to the prosecution of the war and legisla- 
tion following. As the foremost man of his party, he invited and received 
the fiercest denunciations. A mere youth, by blood and choice I was 
opposed to him. With all the fierceness of a boy’s patriotic ardor I op- 
posed his course, and ripening years have only added gravity to my 
convictions. That he was sincere in his convictions no one will ever 
question; that the general tenor of his convictions oy oe the relations 
between the North and South was erroneous, I think history will fully 
establish. 

I first saw him at one of his political meetings in the campaign of 
1866. After a time I gota little closer to the stand. I liked to hear 
him talk; his familiar style, his quiet earnestness, his touches of per- 
suasion, his benevolent face, all won me, and henceforth I became an 
admirer of the man. 

The two great rival leaders are now in the sacred fraternity of the 
tomb. Theiroutreaching plans soonleftthe confines of their State and 
organized a national following. Two more diverse spirits never battled 
in government before: Morton and Hendricks—Sir Richard and Sir 
Launcelot, the lion-hearted and the fair knight. The one spoke to men 
with the majesty of an autocrat; the other talked with men as a man 
with his fellow. The one always commanded; the other always pleaded. 
The one brooked no dissent in his following; the other let his train 
camp wide apart. The one, like Cesar, would burn eight hundred 
cities, bathe his sword in a million lives, and wade through blood to 
preserve the cause he championed; the other, Coriolanus-like, seein; 
the carnage, the desolation, the anguish, would sheath his sword an 
turn away. ‘The onecouldseize the helm when the nation was strained 
in every fiber; the other might take direction when peace hath her vic- 
tories. They lie within speaking distance. The vast energies of the 
one are hushed; the broad powers of the other are pulseless. They 
have grounded arms, and rest well in immortal renown, 

As it fell upon him, the withering breath of time and care was 
transformed in power, ripening his judgment and touching his words 
with deeper wisdom. When he unshouldered the rls, x of his great 
ambitions and lay down to rest thousands wept, for they loved him; 
multitudes lost hope, for they had a friend in him. As a leader, in an- 
ticipation of great political results, he had made promises. They were 
based on his views and convictions. He strove to fulfillthem, and I 
respected him for it. Abraham Lincoln, discussing the slavery ques- 
tion, said: 

I believe a man has a right to eat the bread earned by his own hand. 


His home life was well known. A union had been formed there 
which after near half a century must, I think, have cost the sword of 
Death an effort to sever. She was wife, he husband; but they never 
ceased to be lovers, confidants, friends. She was the watch-guard; he 
the mainstay. He was talked to about the house; she was consulted 
about the state. The lines of bliss and furrows of care across both 
brows you could see had been plowed by the same hand. The sun 
never shone on less than two. The four walls of that home were a 
section of paradise reset up on earth. Within was a shrine where sacri- 
fice of self was joy, obligations were opportunities, and duties were 
benedictions. That an ’s wing should bring a shadow to such a 
home fills the beyond with a sigh and helpless agony here. This side 
the Passion of Him who was Divine there is nothing in earth or heaven 
so sacred as the bond of the hearth-stone. 

With increasing years he drew affectionately nearer her side. On 
their last visit to Chicago, whence he went home ill, their bility 
was commentedupon. The way was growing doubtful. The lines on 
his kindly face assumed a darker hue, their voiceless eloquence plead- 
ing against separation. Not that he feared death—he had no thought 
of death; it was nature’s premonition of the advancing fate which he 
obeyed but did not understand. 

After reaching home she cared for him, as was the wont ofeach when 
the other was ill. Her ministrations were given through the day, 
and toward evening, as he seemed “‘ free at last,” she went downstairs 
to talk with a friend about the charity society. He lay down on the 
bed; he was weary, and fell asleep. n 


Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I trust it may not be regarded as pre- 
sumptuous in one so strange and unfamiliar in these surroundings to 
add a word of tribute to the memory of the distinguished man whose 
death thus brings us to this pause, and serious contemplation. As I 
listen, in wrapt attention and with melancholy consolation, to the eulo- 
gies which have been pronounced, wherein have been portrayed the 
character and public services of the dead Vice-President, I have felt it 
were vain for me to attempt to add to what has been said with such 
splendor of diction and solemnity of thought. I am not a kinsman; 
why should I essay to express that unspeakable sense of personal be- 
reavement? Iam not an Indianian, and can not depict that deep and 
sudden shock that tremored through the universal heart of that great 
State and stopped the course of all its thought when late one autumn 
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evening the electric subtlety whispered in every home and hamlet, 
‘Hendricks is dead ;” and the startled bells in every tower and belfry 
sent their lamentations out upon the midnight air. While I may say I 
knew him, that acquaintance was from afar; and I have no power to set 
before you his brilliant social qualities, the generality of his powers, his 
cherished and unfading friendships, his genial, manly nature, his ten- 
der, almost feminine, refinement of sentiment, as those can and do who, 
from long and close intimacy, have been lured and bound within the 
close meshes of such noble influences and relations. 

But, sir, nogreat misfortune can befall the people of Indiana that will 
not send a pang deep felt in Iowa. Remote, with another great State 
lying between, yet my people find relationshipand sympathy with many 
a thread and clue running myriad-form into all her sisterStates. The 
restless spirits of the pioneer and constant intermigration, like weavers’ 
shuttles, have so wrought the warp and woof of our human fabric that 
the golden threads of Indiana, as of all the States, reach continuous 
every where in Iowa and help enrich and adorn our life and civilization 
there. Go where you will, there is no spot where you will fail to find 
the translated livesand undying memories of Indianaand of Indianians. 
To all these ‘‘ Hendricks, of Indiana,’’ was the great oak, taking deep 
root in the soil of their native State, but whose lofty and ever upward 
branches cast theirlengthening shadows into Iowa. Sometimes, in the 
bitter political contests which, thank God, are now believed to have 

—rolled together like scrolls never to be opened again—when a 
small but faithful band of his political faith felt they needed help, he 
would come into what he termed ‘‘ The Great Prairie State, where re- 
publicanism came first and lingers latest’? and address our people. 
And then we drew around him, attracted by our love and admiration 
for the man and our sympathy in a common cause. 

Those who loved the cognomen of ‘‘ Hoosier’? would come, proud to 
hear and have others hear the good that could come out of the good old 
“ Hoosier State.” Others, men of all affiliations, came, for we knew 
great questions were to be discussed by one ‘‘ who shed light upon all 
things touched by him,” and who, on all occasions, when most stron, 
was also gentle and considerate equally of those opposed as those uni 
tohim. No one understood better than he that the door to the mind’s 
reception of argument and reason must not be rudely assaulted and 
burst asunder by tauntand epithet. And when the day was done and 
the great gatherings had dissolved, each to his separate home, the 
thought, the idea, the higher, purer nature of manly persuasion were 
scattered like seeds of a new species, which were to grow and blossom, 
and to-day do grow and blossom in thousands of thoughtful, sorrowing 
homes and hearts as silent testimonials of his force and goodness and 
the principles with which he was identified. It was thus we saw and 
knew him, and the invisible statue thus erected in our hearts will 
stand till the hearts that knew him thus shall fail. 

Not only this, sir; he belonged of right to all of us. Indiana may 
claim to have been his home and to have nurtured and cherished him. 
She may justly point with satisfaction to the evidences of his filial grati- 
tude and faithful handiwork to be traced in all her framework of con- 
stitution, law, usages, and institutions; yet she must resign all special 
claim to his large individuality and the legacy of bright example of 
manhood and American character which he hasleft tous. These belong 
to all of us, and can not be confined to the narrow limits of his tomb or 
his State. He studied the national structure and life and drew deep 
inspiration from other States and all surroundings. Hisstature,whether 
we regard him as the simple, unpretentious, approachable citizen, the 
profound and erudite jurist, or the broad and comprehensive statesman, 
had long since crossed the imaginary lines of State divisions. He had 
taken the upward steps of Congressman, governor, Senator, and Vice- 
President; steps which, if slow and with many pauses, were always 
upward. 4 

If in taking that last great step in 1876 he seemed to stumble or fail, 
it may be doubted if unworthy hands had not tied treacherous grass 
across the path; but the rectification in 1884 of that mistake or wrong 
restored him in his course and established that there should be no re- 
gression in his career. In the last great political convention which met 
to determine who should be the choice of a great and anxious party for 
President he stood as one in a central group of figures to be counted upon 
the fingers of a single hand. Unostentatious and unassuming he was 
marked by all. The mention of his name thrilled thousands of hearts 
into vociferous exultation, and when he did but appear the sea of hu- 
man faces shone in a desire to honor him, and the vast audience seemed 
to upheave as if from volcanic emotion. And as it was there in that 
momentary focus of popular effort, so it was also far out in the calmer 
and more quiet plains of thought of the general public. - He was in 
the very prime of manhood; not robust, but with faculties still expand- 
ing to fill the measure of his life. 

If, as has been said by his greatest eulogist, ‘‘the very genius of close 
contests and narrow margins in the ballot presided over his political fort- 
unes,” yet under the influences of that very genius he might worthily 
aspire to still greater honor. Close contests test the virtue of men as 
well as strength of parties, and by this test he still might face the east 
and look upon this Dome. Turn back the dial of time; restore to its 
quiver that Lethe-tipped arrow; let him, with that serene composure and 
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quiet dignity so conspicuous in that scene of pomp and circumstance 
where even the people of a free Republic are prone to put on the trap- 
ings of regal power and grandeur, as we beheld the unjarring transi- 
tion of our government from the hands of one Executive into those of 
another—let him come back again into his appointed seat; restore to him 
the life and opportunity so suddenly extinguished and put out, from 
which a just expectation and the still fresh suffrages of his countrymen 
so justly entitled him to anticipate the continuance of their great favor 
and distinction, then cast the horoscope, and ask the fleeting hours if it 
be ordered that the destiny of this remarkable man must find its final 
consummation in the Vice-Presidential chair. 

He was of humble origin, and in his early life pursued those simple 
paths that are open and common to all American youth who choose to 
follow them. His life tells this great truth: Great success and deur 
of character are not due to outbursts of individual power or the mete- 
oric brilliancy of genius, but are the results of diligent and faithful 
effort long continued, pursued with the fixed and honorable p of 
doing all things well and faithfully and neglecting none. As alawyer 
his great success and commanding position came to him only after he 
had prepari the way, but he reached the height. His services were 
sought for far and wide, and there was little of the more important 
litigation, whether of titles, the bonded indebtedness of counties and 
municipalities, the obligations of great corporations and the control of 
courts and States over them in the surrounding States, or that involved 
grave constitutional consideration, in which he was not retained. At 
the bar he was known as the courteous and courtly lawyer, who won 
his way to verdict and judgment upon the force of fact and law, leaving 
with his antagonist only the sense of having lost, but no feeling of bit- 
terness or reproach. What would have been the development of his 
character had his course led him upon the bench it is difficult to de- 
clare; but it has always seemed that there was a field in which he 
would haye become pre-eminent. 

Though a brave and fearless man, he shunned and shrank from the 
turmoil and bitterness of fierce political contention. When he entered 
those lists it was always at the behest and under the requirement of 
his people rather than from inclination. He preferred the retired and 
quiet halls of justice, remote from the great throbbing activities, where, 
unvexed by passion and undisturbed by interest, the mind performs 
its highest duties and exhibits its noblest faculties. Here, without the 
stimulus of popular favor, unrewarded by results, and indifferent to 
consequences, under the searching analysis of truth and in accordance 
with the rules and methods of just, wise, and prescribed laws, the rights 
of men and States are adjusted and adjudicated. In my conception, 
here was the home of Mr. Hendricks. Noone will deny him that poise 
and completeness of faculty—the evenness of mental structure and the 
self-control that never lost its supremacy, which are the requirements 
for judicial function. He possessed that lofty sense of fellowship and 
equal right, that profound appreciation of justice, a strength of com- 
prehension and understanding, combined with a knowledge and a love 
of the law as a study and a science that, had they been developed by 
opportunity and occasion, would have placed him beside the greatest 
judicial characters in our own or English history, 

As governor, Senator, or statesman, I need not ee ied dwell upon 
his well-known character, for this history has been told by those more 
familiar with it. It must be conceded him, even by those disposed to 
take a more limited view of his public career, that it was his misfort- 
une, in a sense, to have lived upon the adverse side of politics during 
a long and most unhappy period in our history. Questions arose, new 
and unexpected, which had been anticipated neither by the founders of 
the Constitution nor those who immediately succeeded them. Search 
the opinions and the conduct of his contemporaries opposed to him in 
political life, and there will be found unavoidable and necessary hesita- 
tion, vacillation, and uncertainty. In those days, events led and men 
followed. Questions were settled by the logic of circumstances before 
statesmen could give them consideration. However much he might 
differ about methods, he adhered to the traditions of the fathers 
in profound veneration and devotion to the Constitution as the living 
conscience of the nation, and in all his instincts, acts, hopes, and as- 
pirations he was for the Union unbroken and indissoluble. Tender as 
a child, grieved and anxious at the and violence of an internecine 
and bloody struggle, while he was ready to catch at any hopeful project 
that might terminate the strife, he never doubted ord ired the res- 
toration of the Union. To him the integrity of the Union was as fixed 
and unassailable as the firmament of God, and it needed only to assuage 
the passions and restore the judgment of the Laity (a to have the 
golden circle of the Union shine out resplendent and entire. Helived 
to look into the promised land and catch a glimpse of the restoration; 
and it is a satisfaction to know that the glory of that vision filled his 
last days with a serene peace, and whatever of untoward events the 
future may have in store they will not disturb his final rest. 

In all the varied positions to which he was assigned he performed well 
his pers in each; his administration was not only marked and notable 
in the full and perfect discharge of duty, but his record is without spot 
or flaw—no doubt of his purity, no suspicion of his high and serupulous 
integrity ever lingered for a moment. 

But, sir, how he was loved by the people of his great and noble State! 


In a long and eventful life he had been brought into contact with all of 
them. Again and again had he come into the midst of every locality 
and community and talked to ‘them at the hustings. He was ‘‘Tom 
Hendricks” and they were ‘‘the boys’’—notin any wild or unworthy 
sense, but as friendsand equals. He wasof them and for them; listened 
to them; helped them when he could; was just, courteous, and true, 
until it came to be that when she needed aid Indiana loved to lean 
upon his sure, great arm; and when ‘‘Tom Hendricks” called on Indi- 
ana in an hour of need she rose ‘like waves of ocean hungering for past- 
ure.’ I need not recount the many political contests which have agi- 
tated that great State to illustrate the marvelous hold he had in the 
faith and affections of her people. In the last great quadrennial strug- 
gle we of Iowa watched the contest with an anxiety never to be for- 
gotten. Clinging to the same political faith after a quarter of a century 
of obloquy and defeat, struggling like men who hope when there is no 
hope, we knew our battle must be fought and won in other States and 
by other hands than ours. Wefeltsure of New York; we needed Con- 
necticut; but did not dwell upon her vote. How was Indiana going, 
and where was Hendricks? With an anxiety which mere political 
contests ought not to force upon a people, we beheld concentrated and 
converging upon her every appliance and every influence from without. 
We witn theinvasion of her domain by the ‘‘ Plumed Knight” and 
his retainers, and the State practically taken possession of, as Ohio had 
been the month before. But when that potent but unnatural event 
had passed, we learned that it had only stimulated into renewed and 
more tremendous exertion the spirit of our party. We knew that Hen- 
dricks had again come forth from self-retirement and had taken the old 
beaten path that lay so near the homes and hearts of his fellow-citizens, 
and in the old familiar persuasive voice was summoning them for help 
once more. ‘‘I have pledged them the State. My nameand faith are 
involved. It is I that calls!” 

We in Iowa heard the loud shout responsive to the call. At night, 
by means of telegraph and press, we saw the distant auroral light gleam 
upward from city, town, and hamlet, all ablaze with torch and, zeal. 
We knew the spirit of Hendricks was abroad in Indiana, and that as 
sure as the sun should rise on that eventful November day Indiana 
would be ours if human power could make itso. And when at last 
the result was known, who was there who did not comprehend that 
while Mr. Hendricks was second on the ticket, yet it was his to con- 
sider which were the higher honor and greater glory, to be, or to make, 
the President. Sir, I allude to this scene and this result not to recall 
anything of political consideration, but to illustrate his strength in the 
love and affections of the people. For when it is known that in this 
last fierce Presidential election, out of their total voting population, 51 
per cent. of California remained at home and did not vote, 45 per cent. 
in Massachusetts, 22 per cent. of Illinois, 21 per cent. of New York and 
Towa, and so on, in Indiana all but7 per cent. deposited their ballots, the 
most full and complete vote ever cast by any people at any election—I 
say when this is known it can be understood where was the pivotal 
point in the great contest and what influences controlled the result. 

Mr. Speaker, when we consider how empty and tasteless are the re- 
wards of honor and the successes of ambition, how vain are the con- 
solations of wealth and power, how full the world is of wreck and 
failure; when we look down upon the plains of human life and wit- 
ness the restless, wearied struggle for nE ETR its discontent and mis- 
ery, we are led to ask, where is there refuge, what is happiness, and 
where may it be found? Itis not in the camp or court or busy marts 
where want and penury cry aloud. No, sir; it is only in the home— 
in that domestic bliss, the only happiness that survived the fall. It 
arises from that pure and lofty consecration of two lives—one man and 
one woman—to each other. This is not a mere privilege, but a neces- 
sity to our humanity. Without it, life loses its zest, toil its reward, 
and hope its realization. No one who, by precept or example, imperils 
the high standard of this awful necessity can be regarded as friend to 
his fellows or lover of hisrace. In this direction, with what safety and 
satisfaction can we turn to Mr. Hendricks! The immaculate purity 
of his private life is the property and glory of the nation. We may not 
lift the veil even in this hour of desolation and invade the sanctity of 
that blissful union between him and her who yet lingers here. We 
know the golden cord is broken, but the casket yet retains its treasure. 
Frail pitcher of beanty upon the head of purity, borne safely by faithful 
feet to the journey’s end through rough andtempting paths! Where can 
the image find pediment or lodgment for contemplation and the perfec- 
tion of our lives save in the people’s home and beside their hearths? 
And there the life and purity of this Indiana man has helped to ele- 
vate it. 

But we hear it said, “He was a partisan.” The consideration of this 
criticism requires it not to be forgotten that it comes at a time when 
new and modified views upon the subject of partisanship are seeking 
supremacy in public thought. Does it not have the vice of overlook- 
ing the fact that men who had reached the age of Mr. Hendricks can 
not readily divest themselves of the habits and modes of thought cul- 
tivated and acquired in a long and active life? 

Another important consideration must not be overlooked, the most 
eventful portion of his life passed in a period of intense partisanship. 
War engenders fierce passions and swift action even in regions remote 
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from the scenes of strife and fields. In those days the po- 
litical contests of Indiana were no child’s play. Political supremacy 
in that State was relentless and absolute. Right or wrong, for a time 
Indiana was a State of ‘‘suspects’’ and, political arrests. Once the 
great co-ordinate branch of Government interfered, reaching its hand 
between the edge of sword and bayonet to save those whom unjust 
judgment had condemned to death. The bitterness of those days lin- 
gered longer than it should, perhaps not with Mr. Hendricks, but with 
the older men who had felt it most. They had waited through long 
years and sighed for the restoration of Democratic power in the Na- 
tional Government. He iad poems to them the necessity for change, 
the opening of the books, the turning out of those who from long 
continuous lease of power seemed to them tohave acquired the features 
of insolence and oppression. When at last, after weary waiting, they 
beheld the great event at hand, they demanded the fulfillment. In- 
different himself, free from malice and void of covetousness, he yet 
could not turn a deaf ear to those requirements of his followers which 
he himself had originated. They could not appreciate a change—a 
great overthrow of a political adversary which still left it in powerand 
position, and he could not resist the seeming justice of his people’s 
complaints. If he was a isan, it was on behalf of those who had 
inherited something of such partisanship and who had followed wher- 
ever he led, and honored him with a constancy and faithfulness that 
now entitled them to demand what neither worth nor honor could re- 
fuse. When we recall what hand he had in making possible the new 
conditions from which this criticism proceeds it may be safely con- 
cluded that the judgment of posterity will be mild and lenient. 

But, Mr. Speaker, why these ceremoniesand eulogies? Though they 
a van gratify, they reach himnot. He needsthem not. Are they not 

forourselves? Is it ordained forall to die, and is there a great un- 
dertone, never ceasing, which like solemn bell, when we listen, reminds 
us of mortality? Alas! the deep stream of human life pours on so con- 
stant andimperceptible! As generation after generation disappears, the 
sullen roar of that broad tide where it pours itself down the distant 
and precipitous cataract into the dark ey of the shadow of death is 
so remote, inaudible, and low, we live asif we were immortal and would 
neverdie. Only when the dreadful dart comes home, strikes with sud- 
den clangor in the circle of our household, or smites down some lofty 
character intrenched in popular affection, are we startled out of our deaf, 
absorbed preoccupation into the consciousness of our mortality; and 
then—then PEAREN PEPE crouching, we wait expectant till the mourn- 
ing days are and it strikes still nearer; then fear and fright again. 
Fear and fright are the instruments of safety. They forewarn and add 
speed to flight. Butthereisnosafety, no flight from the universal pres- 
ence. Only one refi one help—prepare, prepare! It requires long 
years of studious application and wide experience to prepare the gar- 
ment to appear in before that august tribunal whose seat is near these 
precincts. The highest social life adorns itself with nicest care, puts on 
its whitest, costliest raiment when it comes before presidents and min- 
isters of state; but there isa tribunal, a court, where none may enter un- 
bidden and without preparation, not the preparation of an hour or week, 
snatched in weakness and tremblings from long years of health and boast- 
ful strength, but that which comes from longcommunion with the divine 
attributes, a noble and grimy eunan to His visitations and His 
judgments, the observance of His statutes, and a faith that places all 
things in the hollow of His great hand. Sir, there is every reason to be- 
lieve that such was the perfect and acceptable preparation of him whom 
we deplore; such was the garment of his life. His quiet Christian 
graces, rounding out and completing the perfection of his character, 
present a model of matchless manhood beyond the reach of pencil or 
chisel. The world is better and purer that he lived. Here he stops, 
but his work and example survive. These ceremonies conclude the 
chapter of his life. His memory will linger fresh and green in the 
hearts of the generation that knew him, but when that has been gath- 
ered, like the sheaves, he will survive only in the pages of history and 
Hin tid so bres, DOREIR Sh 
e did not have, ps, the loftier and more impressive powers of 
Webster, the ing austerity and force of Clay, or the papers i 
adaptation of Douglas. He was cast in a milder and subtler mold. 
If he lacked some of the more rugged and controlling features his out- 
lines were softer and more even. 

When those die who, like him, have been able, by force of genius, 
worth, or circumstance, to lift themselves above the common level of 
their fellows, their lives, as they recede into the past and the world 
sweeps on, seem like great islands to those who sail away at sea. The 
detail of event and circumstance soon wanes and fades into mere out- 
line and dim contour. 

There are the verdure, mountain, slope, and shore. Within and be- 
yond are lakes of silent contemplation not navigated by shallops and 
smaller sail; silent streams of purpose and intent not charted on the 
maps of narrower minds; waters pure as crystal dripping from rough 
ledges where the public never trod. And so in this great life. There 
is no grand rugged height lifted by power and violence, no gorge torn 
by selfishness and distrust, but we behold it like some scene in the State 
he loved, where the setting sun casts its last rays upon a level, undu- 
lating reach of land, gentle and subdued in outline, filled with the 
scenes and sounds of homes, exhaustless in reseurces, where peace and 


contentment dwell safe and secure even when darkness mantles it and 
hides it from our eyes! 
Mr. Speaker, Iowa mourns with Indiana, mourns with all her sisters, 
We weep for Adoniiis; he is dead. 


Mr. KLEINER. Mr. Speaker, Thomas A. Hendricks, whose distin- 
guished public services we commemorate to-day, was a noted man in 
the political arena while I was yet in my cradle. What I may say of 
him will therefore add but little to what has already been said to-day 
on this floor, for I shall devote the few moments which I shall occupy 
to the events in his life which have passed before my personal observa- 
tion as an Indianian during the last fifteen or twenty years, and which 
have long since become a part of the political history of our country. 

Governor Hendricks, by which title he was familiarly known to the 
later generation of Indianians, filled wellevery measure of duty im- 
posed upon him by thefavorof his party. His counsel and advice were 
eagerly sought by the old and young. Wherever he dared to lead his 
party was ever ready and willing to follow. A victorious leader either 
in peace or war often secures the plaudits of men because of his achieve- 
ments over his vanquished adversary. Not so with the late chieftain 
whose loss we mourn. If he made any mistakes or had any faults his 
followers did not stop to consider them or charitably overlooked them, 
for he never appeared stronger than when he went down to defeat, 
which was often within the last twenty-five years. Each successive 
disaster, however, only added to the number of his friends who would 
rally to his standard, eager to renew the contest whenever or wherever 
he saw proper to give the word of command. ‘Thus, step by step, from 
the day Thomas A. Hendricks was elected to the Legislative Assembly 
of Indiana, stg n years ago, to the day on which he closed his 
eyes upon the world, he continued to grow in the affections of the peo- 
ple, and died mourned by them, if emblems of sorrow and public man- 
ifestation are considered as expressive of a country’s grief, one of our 
most usefal, conspicuous, and illustrious citizens. 

No man who was ever called to public duty did it better, whether 
as a legislator of his State in 1848 and 1849, or as a young member 
of her second constitutional convention in 1850; whether as a mem- 
ber of Congress upon this floor from 1851 to 1855, or as a Senator in 
the north wing of this Capitol from 1863 to 1869; whether as Com- 
missioner of the General Land Department of his Government, where 
his great judicial mind developed the rich traits of his character, or as 
chief executive of Indiana, which office since the admission of the State 
into the Federal Union seventy years ago is rich in distinguished names 
both in State and national annals; or whether we find him as Vice- 
President of the Republic he served so long and well, and within one 
round of the most exalted station known to thecivilized world. Inal! 
these he did his duty and did it well. 

I feel a just pride in having followed the destiny of this great man, 
and in having aided in my own humble way his well-deserved pro- 
motions in his remarkable carcer. Few men in this nation were so near 
the popular heart as he and fewer still deserved to be. 

But the pale rider selects his own time and place in which to make 
his assault, and his incongruities are present here. In the lifetime of 
our friend multitudes surrounded him, honored in their ability to serve 
him. Nothing that kind hearts could suggest or willing hands could 
bestow was withheld from their chieftain, and I believe I speak ad- 
visedly and truthfully when I say that at no time in his long and useful 
career was he so near the heart of his party as during the last months 
of his life, or when under his own roof in the capital city of his own 
beloved State he bade farewell to the world—alone and unattended—in 
the words, ‘‘At rest at last,” and died alone. 

Mr. Speaker, thoughtless critics have frequently alluded to his strong 
partisan convictions as indicative of illiberality and contracted views. 
This I disclaim, for no man who had the pleasure of his acquaintance 
even briefly but knew how tolerant he was of the opinions of those who 
differed with him politically. 

Governor Hendricks was a Democrat, a practical Democrat, who be- 
lieved in its principles and its traditions as embodied in popular demo- 
cratic government, He was proud of and ever ready to defend his 
political creed, and this he did in the forefront of a score of political 
campaigns. He believed that those of his political followers and com- 
panions who had gone down to defeat with him in almost innumerable 
political reverses during a quarter of a century should share the fruits 
of its victories in the hour of its triumph. - When, therefore, in 1884 
the Democratic party elected Cleveland and Hendricks as President and 
Vice-President of the United States he accepted the verdict of the people 
as expressed at the polls to mean that his partisan followers were best 
calculated to inaugurate the reforms which his party had ponie F 

For this reasonable and fair construction of the election he was often 
derisively termed a “‘ partisan,” a “‘ politician,” and even a “‘spoilsman”’ 
by an unfriendly press and those of whom it is no discourtesy to say 
were less sincere, less patriotic, and less courageous than he. It was 
because he loved his party and believed in its integrity that he stood 
committed to the idea that its elevation meant burdens as well as hon- 
ors and responsibilities; that those friendly to its perpetuation and 
future success should administer its affairs, and in this view the verdict 


of the fiture will fully sustain him. 
The prudent counselor is gone; the incorruptible statesman is no more 
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among us; but while honest convictions and upright purposes endure, 
while faithful services to his country find a responsive echo in honest 
hearts, Thomas A. Hendricks will invoke in the coming generations 
emulators of his life and example. 

Monuments of stone to commemorate his life will rise in the land he 
loved, but the name and fame of Thomas A. Hendricks will live en- 
shrined in the hearts of his countrymen long after these mere physical 
mementoes have crumbled into dust. 

I offer this as my humble tribute to the exalted virtues of an able 
lawyer, an eminent statesman, a wise counselor, a patriotic citizen, an 
honest man, and a kind personal friend. 


Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, lam impelled by the high esteem and 
admiration in which the dead statesman was held in New Jersey to 
submit these remarks. 

There was perhaps no State in the Union, outside of Indiana, in which 
Mr. Hendricks was more beloved by the people than in the conserva- 
tive State of New Jersey. To our people he was the personification of 
rugged, earnest, honest democracy. In the heat of political contest 
two names shone like guiding stars to the majority of her people—the 
names of Thomas A. Hendricks and George B. McClellan, Illustrious 
soldier and upright statesman, they sleep now, alas! among the great 
dead of the Republic. 

To his contemporaries in his own State, to her great Senator, DANIEL 
W. VOORHEES, to her great citizen and Representative on this floor, 
WILLIAM S. HOLMAN, and to others, his neighbors and intimate friends, 
we can well intrust the story of his life. So eloquently, so graphically 
will they tell it that he is indeed fortunate in having such survivors. 

This great life just closed was not like some new star, discovered ina 
night. Silently, modestly, persistently it mounted to its zenith. By 
neither craft, nor trick, nor affectation came this great man to sit on 
the very pinnacle of the state. How humbly he rose, how grandly and 
surely he mounted up, has infinite lessons forusall. The people were 
not attracted to him by any artificial glamour, by pomp and circum- 
stance of war. In an age of military heroes he never, even then, lost 
his place in their hearts. This quiet, dignified, plain, unpretending 
citizen excited in the hearts of his fellow-men all the enthusiasm granted 
those heroic characters who blazed like meteors amid the storm and 
wreck of devastating war. 

Mr. Speaker, humanity is instinctively discerning as to the character 
of those whom it trusts with great power. The people knew the heart 
of Thomas Andrew Hendricks pulsated in its every throb for human 
freedom, individual rights, and self-government the world over. The 
great central pillar on which the fabric of his character was reared was 
earnestness—honest, unyielding earnestness. In an age of hypocrites 
and shams, he stood forth an aggréssively honest man. As a lawyer, 
astatesman, a citizen, he spoke whathe believed to be true. He never 
temporized. I have said he was opposed toall hypocrisies in public 
and private life. How great was this cardinal virtue we can judge 
when we recall the terrible picture of the opposing vice drawn by the 
learned and saintly Jeremy Taylor over acentury ago. He says in one 
of his discourses: 
partofmankiod. ‘ets religion escuots fz Soraiwand outsides, tad serves Teper 
tation or a d , but does not serve God, Their ises are but fair lan- 
guage and the civilities of piazzas or exchanges, and disband and untie, like the 
air that beats upon their teeth, when they speak the delicious and hopeful words ; 
their oaths are snares to men nt; their contracts 
are arts and strategems to deceive, measured by poe and possibility; and 
Shel erty ts lawful that is gainful; and their friendships are trades of getting; 
and their kindness of watching a dying friend is but the office of a vulture, the 
gaping for à legacy, the spoil of a carcass; and their sicknesses are many times 
policies of state, sometimes a design to show the riches of our bedchamber ; 


aa their funeral tears are but the paranymphs and pious solicitors of a second 
e. 


make them confide 


He was an earnest partisan. He believed in the Democratie party 
as embodying the true principles of republican government. He stood 
by its organization in defeat and victory. He believed in its men as 
well as its measures. He used to speak affectionately of ‘‘the boys,” 
meaning the young men who were so active in its campaigns, and the 
t“ boys” in return would have made any sacrifice for him. Party con- 
tests on the great field of Federal politics were to him no mimic strife. 
In the progress of the contest and in garnering the results he was in 
deadly earnest—in all this, however, courteous, fair, honorable, candid, 
and gentlemanly, never blatant, boisterous, nor demagogic. There were 
no neutral! tints in his politics. Like all earnest men he had strong 
opposition to contend with, but was withal heartily respected by his 
opponents. He was strongly in favor of purging the civil service of in- 
competent or dishonest officers and of those who had prostituted their 
offices for partisan purposes, and of filling their places with honest and 
competent men of his own political faith, who besides being such had 
rendered honorable and efficient party service. For this a few have 
caviled at him, but the great bulk of people in both parties honored 
him for his adherence to this robust American idea, so ably enunciated 
by Thomas Jefferson. 

He was a broad-minded man, and never let his politics settle on any 
one question to the exclusion of all others. He was by some taunted 
with timidity, because he stubbornly refused to merge himself in some 


so-called reform or theory. He met questions as they arose, and never 
anticipated a movement before it showed signs of life in the great mass 
ofthe people. He stood on the solid rock of conservative general states- 
manship, and did not need to climb up on some fantastic theory to be 
xen by the multitude. He had no faith in universal panaceas by act 
of Congress, and had no time to waste on political nostrums. Faithful 
adherence to the Constitution was his remedy for troublous questions. 

Little men riding their little hobbies go on and off the stage, until 
hobby and rider are both relegated to the musty obscurity of the prop- 
erty-room, butthe broad minded, catholic, far-visioned, prophetic states- 
man remains for all time. He was an absolutely truthful man. He 
would have yielded up his life to a mob before denying a tittle of his 
principles. In the stormy times of civil war and sectional strife he 
stood as firm as a rock. If he had been the only one left of its defend- 
ers he would have stood beside the Constitution like some Titanic de- 
fender until hewn in pieces by its enemies. And even as their spears 
pierced him they would have rendered the homage of respectful ad- 
miration. The people rallied to him because they knew he always 
spoke the truth as he sawit. He never deceived them. To millions 
of his countrymen his word was an inviolable bond. His character as 
public man and private citizen was stainless. In an age of corrup- 
tion, sensation, and abuse, no scandal however faint shadowed his good 
name, no idle rumor soiled it with polluted breath. What a lesson this 
well-rounded character is to the young men of the Republic! Aggres- 
sive honesty and granite-like integrity are indeed the only sure foun- 
dations of a lasting reputation. There are no short and dishonest cuts 
to enduring fame. They only live in the annals of a free people who 
are superior to temptation and circumstance. 

Above all else Mr. Hendricks was a thorough American. A Chris- 
tian gentleman, he would have looked kingly in any assembly in his re- 
gal simplicity. Kings, dukes, princes, courtiers, were as all other men 
to him. He was no flunky. He did not, like a certain ial poet, 
‘dearly love a lord.” He never tried to ingratiate himself with the 
debilitated aristocracy of foreign countries. He talked and lived for 
America and American freemen, and had little time to prate nimbly and 
obsequiously at banquets of ‘‘the mother country.” All Europe was 
to him ‘‘the mother country.”’ All mankind, not the favored few, were 
the objects of legislation and regard. He was no respecter of persons. 
‘The rank is but the guinea’s stamp” was his creed. 

His heart wentout to all peoples struggling for liberty and national 
autonomy. Throughout his life he was the firm, true friend of Ireland 
and the Irish people. One of his last public acts, and while Vice-Pres- 
ident, was to preside and speak at a monster meeting to aid the heroic 
struggle for self-government in Ireland. He was beloved by all Irish 
Americans. Their faith in him and love for him was shownin many 
acrisis. He was an enemy of tyranny and oppression and a friend of 
liberty wherever the one reigned or the other struggled. 

His domestic life was sweet and holy in its devotion and simplicity. 
It were rude, if not profane, to intrude on the hallowed domestic ground 
in which he trod through life with the noble gentlewoman who now so 
deeply mourns his death. They were truly mated and inseparable 
companions. Much of Mr. Hendricks’s success isdue to this bereaved 
wife, to whom the sympathy of millions of her countrymen and women 
goes forth to-day. 

Mr. Hendricks was fortunate in his ancestry. He had in him astrain 
of the best blood on this continent. His Ulster Irish ancestors were 
among the early settlers of Western Pennsylvania. Generallya mount- 
ain people, they followed in their settlements along the great Appala- 
chian range from Vermont, through Pennsylvania, Virginia, Kentucky, 
North Carolina, Tennessee, and down into Georgia. Natural-born re- 
publicans, they sealed their devotion to American independence on 
many a bloody field of revolutionary strife. In after years they pro- 
duced such men as Richard Montgomery, Andrew Jackson, George B. 
McClellan, Stonewall Jackson, and General J. E. B. Stuart, James 
Buchanan, Jeremiah Black, General McCalmont, of Pennsylvania, and 
a brilliant host, no less distinguished. In the history of our country 
the names and actions of this early immigration stand out in stron; 
letters. Their influence permeates our institutions and helped to foun 
our Government. 

His body rests in Indiana soil, but his name and fame live forever in 
the history of his country. A plain, unassuming, honest man, and yet 
an illustrious citizen and great leader of the people. Prudent, yet bold, 
conservative, but convinced he met every question as it arose with res- 
olution, patriotism, and understanding. A Christian, and a man of 
high honor and strong faith, at the close of a useful and eventful life he 
died as became him, peacefully. 'Therecan be but one regret connected 
with his political career. Through the storm of contest and the gloom 
of defeat he had Jed his party for nearly a quarter of a century, to die, 
like Moses on the heights of Nebo, with the glorious vista of its future 
usefulness before him. Truly, can we say of him: 


Death makes no conquest of this conqueror; 
For now he lives in fame though not in life. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the death of Thomas A. Hendricks, 
Vice-President of the United States, aroused the sensibilities of the whole 
American people, and called forth an universal expression of regret and 
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sorrow. The record of the life of an eminent citizen is a priceless leg- 
acy to his country, and the two Houses of Congress, in g for 
the time current affairs and placing in the archives of the nation a me- 
morial of the public esteem in which such a record is bea ive just 
expression to the sentiments of the people they represent an honor 
to the Republic. 

Thomas A. Hendricks was a native of Muskingum County, Ohio, 
born on the 7th of September, 1819, to which region his father had 
emigrated from Pennsylvania. While he wasstill buttwo or three years 
of age his father removed with his family to Madison, Ind., thence 
to a farm adjoining the then village of Shelbyville, in Shelby County, 
Indiana, near the center of the State, then an almost unbroken wilder- 
ness. 

The Hendricks family has been more prominently identified with 
the history of Indiana than any other. As early as the year 1814 Will- 
iam Hendricks, uncle of the late Vice-President of the United States, 
became a citizen of the now beautiful city of Madison, on the Ohio 
River. He was the secretary of the first constitutional convention of 
Indiana and represented the State four terms in the House and two 
terms in the Senate of the United States with distinguished ability, 
and in the mean time was for a full term governor of the State. 

I knew the father of Thomas A. Hendricks, a portly, dignified, un- 
assuming gentleman, in faith a Presbyterian, who took a lively interest 
in matters of education and in the charitable institutions in his section 
of country—a plain, upright, honest man, a friend to every work of 
benevolence and charity. His circumstances were easy for that early 
period, when lands were cheap. The material condition and social life 
of these early pioneers was marked by general equality and republican 
simplicity—none were rich and none poor. It was a region gladened 
with streams of sparkling water, of fertile land covered with primeval 
forests from which the Indian but a few years before had sullenly 
turned his face to the west. These rich lands invited emigrants from 
Virginia, Pennsylvania, Kentucky, North Carolina, and other States, 
and soon became a prosperous community—each citizen the sturdy 
master of a freehold. 

Here Thomas A. Hendricks, in a happy rural home, grew up to man- 
hood with the advantages of early education common to a bas ates 
pioneer settlement. He engaged in a regular course of study at Han- 
over College, in Jefferson County, Indiana, one of the earliest of the 
great institutions of learning in the West, located ona cent ele- 
vation overlooking the waters of the Ohio, an institution under the 
auspices of the Presbyterian Church, which has always maintained a 
high standing, where many of the foremost men of Indiana have been 
educated, and graduated in 1841. 

After graduating he at once entered upon the study of the law, and 
completed his studies in 1843 at Chambersburg, Pa., and entered upon 
the practice at Shelbyville, Ind. Two years later Mr. Hendricks was 
joined in marriage with Miss Eliza C. Morgan, of Ohio, a lady of rare 
and excellent qualities of mind and heart and of superior accomplish- 
ments, who became the close and constant companion of his life. 

Mr. Hendricks rose steadily, but not rapidly, in his profession. The 
old neighbors took a lively interest in his advancement, and as early 
as 1848 he had acquired an honorable standing in the courts. 

In that year he was elected a representative in the Legislature of In- 
diana, but I am not informed that in that service he added materially 
to his reputation. In 1850 he was elected a delegate to the constitu- 
tional convention of the State, which by a previous decision of the peo- 
ple was to convene at Indianapolis on the 7th day of October of that 
year. This convention presented a grand opportunity for a young man 

to enter the public service. It was as a member of this conven- 
tion that Mr. Hendricks entered upon his public career. It was com- 
posed of one hundred and fifty delegates. Great importance was at- 
tached to it by the people. The Democratic party was greatly in 
the majority, but the Whigs were represented by an exceedingly able 
body of statesmen. Nearly all the men of both of the old parties in 
the State of established reputation were members—Robert Dale Owen, 
Michael G. Bright, John Pettit, Democrats; Governor David Wallace, 
James Rariden, Douglas McGuire, Whigs, with many others of both 
parties equally distinguished in national or State politics; while Thomas 
A. Hendricks, Schuyler Colfax, William McKee Dunn, Alvin G. Hovey, 
and others afterward distinguished in public life were of the younger 
Tenner of the convention and not then generally known throughout 

e State. 

In a convention so largely composed of old statesmen the young men 
came slowly to the front. Mr. Hendricks submitted few propositions 
and seldom addressed the convention; when he did it wason a question 
of recognized importance. As a speaker he was pleasant yet diffident 
and hesitating, his style clear and direct without any attempt at em- 
bellishment; but there was in his manner and language an expression 
of frankness, sincerity, and earnestness that always secured a respect- 
fal hearing. The strong, positive, and confident manner and style ha- 
bitual to him in later years was not displayed in these earlier efforts. 

The propositions he brought forward and the few addresses he de- 
livered were characterized by modesty and good judgment, without the 
least attempt at display. But as a pleasant, cheerful; courteous, gen- 
tleman, Mr. Hendricks then displayed the excellent social qualities that 


so charmed his acquaintances and friends through all the subsequent 
years of his life. These qualities gathered friends around him, Whigs 
and Democrats alike, and long before the laborsof that convention were 
completed he was ized by men of both parties as one of the com- 
ing men of the State. He did not seem conscious of the interest grow- 
ing around him, and I will never forget his look of pleased astonish- 
ment when, entering one evening the room we occupied in common, I 
told him a leading citizen of his district had just informed me he was 
to be the next candidate of his party in that district for Congress. 

I know nothing more in harmony with the character of Mr. Hendricks 
as I knew it through a period of more than thirty-five years than a 
brief eulogy delivered by him on the 18th day of November, 1850, on 
the death of his venerable colleague in that convention, Mr. Vanbenthu- 
sen. After an appropriate reference to the history of his colleague, he 
concluded as follows: 

In all the relations of life he was a true man, Asa memberof the benevolent 
institutions of his county, in his political connections, as a citizen, and as a 
Christian, he was faithful to all of his espousals. To his order, his party, his 
country, and his faith, in their prosperity and adversity, their bright day and 
cloudy day. he was the same true brother, warm friend, zealous patriot, and un- 
wearying Christian. 

This proved to be an epitome of his own life. Shortly after the 
close of that convention in 1851 he was nominated by his political 
friends for Congress, and elected at the ensuing election. The capital 
district of Indiana was then, as ever since, noted for the number of 
its able men of both parties. The great Democratic leaders of that day 
in that district were men who had already acquired a national reputa- 
tion—William J. Brown and W. W. Wick, who long served in this 
House, and others of recognized ability. The nomination of Mr. Hen- 
dricks on that occasion was simply an expression of the confidence of 
his political friends, which his prudent and manly deportment in that 
convention had inspired. By a changein the time of the Congressional 
election in Indiana, Mr. Hendricks was re-elected to Congress in 1852, 
and two years later was again nominated by his political friends with 
great unanimity. Here he encountered that remarkable political epi- 
sode, that cyclone in politics as un-American as a sand-storm in the 
Lybian desert, generally knownas the American party. Judgingfrom 
the subsequent life of Mr. Hendricks there was not a man in America, 
less likely to bend to that storm than himself, and he and most of his 
political associates went down before the blind but momentary fury 
of the blast. 

Leaving Congress in 1855, without solicitation he was appointed by 
the President of the United States Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, a bureau then as now of greater importance, in view of the far- 
reaching interests involved, than any other under the Federal Govern- 
ment. Ido notclaim that during the period of his service in this House 
or while he performed, as he did, with unwearying vigilance and ad- 
mirable judgment the duties of Commissioner of the General Land Office 
he attracted in a degree the attention of the people of the United 
States, but as far as his reputation extended in the fulfillment of the 
duties of those employments it was impressed upon the public mind that 
he was a gentleman of excellent judgment, conservative views, of great 
capacity in affairs, and of unyielding integrity of purpose. These quali- 
ties naturally arrested more attention in hisown Statethan in the coun- 
try at large. 

In 1860 he was nominated by his party for governor of Indiana. 
Hon. Henry S. Lane, who had previously served in this House and aft- 
erwards in the Senate, a distinguished Whig in the old school of pol- 
itics, a Republican in the new, was his opponent. The canvass wasof 
unusual interest, but did not materially atfect the result. The great 
underlying political current of the period—antagonism to slavery— 
which set all party schemes at defiance, mastered results. Mr. Hen- 
dricks was defeated. In the political revolution of 1862 in Indiana he 
became completely in his State the master of the situation, and was 
elected to the Senate of the United States with the absolute unanimity 
of his political friends, and took his seat in that body on the 4th of 
March, 1863. 

Mr. Hendricks’s service in the Senate covers the most important pe- 
riod of the war and the period of reconstruction. Itwas in this service 
he gained in a large degree the confidence of his party in the nation 
that he had long in his State. He never at any moment from 
the first of the war of the rebellion to the last faltered in his faith 
that the Union of the States would be maintained. He never uttered 
a word in justification or excuse of the fratricidal policy that sought to 
destroy the Union. He never as Senator failed in his support of the 
measures deemed necessary by the administration of the Government to 
restore and maintain the integrity of the Union. Before the war he had 
stood up against the fierce political forces which were inciting war be- 
tween the two sections of the Union, for he believed that the underly- 
ing cause of the impending conflict—A frican slavery—could be removed 
without an appeal to arms. He deplored the ultimate results of in- 
testine war, but I am absolutely safe in asserting that neither as a citi- 
zen nor as @ Senator of the United States did Thomas A. Hendricks 
ever utter one word or perform a single act that was not perfectly loyal 
to the Union of the States, or as Senator hesitate to support any meas- 
ure deemed necessary for its maintenance. 

The great speeches of Mr. Hendricks are to be found in the debates in 
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the Senate over the measures of reconstruction. I will not attempt to 


His — rests safely on the powerful arguments he submitted 
agian measuresof reconstruction from the stand of his convictions 
publie duty. 


o 

We are, perhaps, too near the fierce fires of thatconflict to pronounce 
an impartial judgment on the political theories of the period, especially 
as to the measures of reconstruction, but of the high and patriotic mo- 
tives that inspired the action of Mr, Hendricks during that period his 
friends are confident no question will be made when impartial history 
shall bewritten. During the period of reconstruction and the impeach- 
ment of President Johnson, Mr. Hendricks was recognized as the great- 
est representative of his party in the Senate, and I am sure that party 
is satisfied with the record he made. 

While Mr. Hendricks was in the Senate the Presidential contest of 
1868 occurred. A widespread sentiment existed among Democrats 
that Mr. Hendricks should be their candidate for the Presidency. 
There were strong indications of such a result. The underlying forces 
incident to a great convention determined otherwise, but it is reason- 
ably certain that Democratic opinion throughout the country demanded 
the nomination of Mr. Hendricks for the Presidency by that conven- 
tion. It was, at least, not an improbable event. During that conven- 
tion, and while the great issue was in suspense but promising an early 
decision, I was walking with Mr. Hendricks in the garden west of the 
Capitol. Messages came to him from a friend in the convention in New 
York at short intervals. The prospects, combinations, changes, specu- 
lations as to the result were reported from hour to hour in endless suc- 
cession, almost bringing with them the throbbing tumult of the great 
assemblage. In the midst of all this Mr. Hendricks talked on in his 
cheerful, pleasant way, unmoved by the stirring reports, neither buoy- 
ant under seeming advantage nor despondent under defeat. His de- 
portment filled me with admiration, and I said to myself this is the 
grandest character of themall. In 1868 he was again the candidate of 
his party for governor, but was again defeated. It isinteresting to note 
that every nomination of Mr. Hendricks for office after 1851 was by the 
unanimous action of his party and that successive defeat secured 
= dices the higher confidence and greater devotion of his political 

s. 

In 1872, after a contest of unexampled interest, he was elected gov- 
ernor of Indiana and served the full term, 

He was nominated greatly against his will, and finally, under the 
earnest and persistent importunities of his political friends, accepted 
the nomination of his party for Vice-President in 1876, with Mr. Tilden 
as candidate for President. His acceptance of this nomination more 
than any other act of his life exemplified his devotion to his party, the 
ultimate triumph of whose principles he believed to be of the highest 
importance to the public safety. He did not wish the nomination for 
Vice-President. He did not wish the office, A large body of his po- 
litical and friends were dissatisfied with the action of the 
convention, believing that he was the choice of his party for the Pres- 
idency. Yet he accepted the nomination. I need not speak of the 
result of that Presidential contest. 

In 1884 Mr. Hendricks was nominated for Vice-President at the 
Democratic national convention at Chicago after the nomination of Mr. 
Cleveland for President. It istrue tohistory to say that Mr. Hendricks 
wished at that time therenomination of the old ticket of 1876—Tilden 
and Hendricks. He believed at the outset that Mr. Tilden would ac- 
cept, ifit was tendered to him, thenomination forthe Presidency. When 
it was clear that Mr. Tilden would not,his personal relations with that 
contest ceased. He did notexpect the nomination for President or de- 
sire the nomination for Vice-President. He did notover look or under- 
estimate the strength of his friends in all sections of the Union, but 
he understood fully the effect of the position he assumed in 1880, when 
he peremptorily refused in advance a nomination for the Vice-Presi- 
dency, and the antagonism in which it placed him with the great polit- 
ical forces of the East. Hence, when even by an ov ing accla- 
mation he was called upon to the nomination for Vice-President 
he reluctantly yielded to thedemand. He did not feel thatentire jus- 
tice had been done to that great body of his party which had for years 
desired his nomination for the Presidency. He felt that great political 
forces were for the time unfriendly to the nomination of a citizen to that 
high office in the section of the Union of which he was the recognized 
representative. He had indulged, upon just grounds and with ample 
reason, aspirations to the greatest office in his country, but he now felt 
that fortune had decided againsthim. But he had been too longa liv- 
ing force in the Democratic party to contemplate its fature without 
being identified with its fortunes. And more than this, while the ma- 
jority of the delegates had decided that the interests of the party de- 
manded the nomination for the Presidency of a citizen of a great Eastern 
State, yet the unexampled enthusiasm displayed when he appeared in 
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the convention and when his own name was finally and unexpectedly 
to him mentioned for thesecond office, left no doubt of his strong hold 
on the confidence and affections of his party. No human being could 
have resisted such an ovation, and Grover Cleveland and Thomas A. 
Hendricks were respectively elected President and Vice-President of 
Se dee States. 

ere I pause, except to consider the question that may be sug- 
gested touching the place Thomas A. Hendricks ought to occupy in 
history. It is said that he was never specially identified with any 
great and distinctive measure of public policy. This is perhaps true 
as to the initiation of any such measure. But is it true that the 
quality of greatness in an American statesman can only arise incident- 
ally from his association with a measure of government of special im- 
portance or of great results? Thomas Jefferson, John Adams, James 
Madison, and their associates, founders of this Republic, in the opinion 
of their countrymen and in the current judgment of the world stand 
alone in statemanship. Webster and Chief-Justice Marshall will, for 
all time, be associated, but from different standpoints, with the strug- 
gle which defined the powers and established the supremacy of the Fed- 
eral Union and the local sovereignty of the States. Mr. Monroe, with 
the American doctrine that European powers should not intervene in the 
political affairs of this continent; Mr. Douglas, with the masterly, yet 
necessarily abortive, effort to postpone the issue of African slavery, which 
irresistible forces were pressing upon the country, and Mr. Lincoln, with 
the final abolition of African slavery. These and, perhaps, a few other 
instances can be named, since the adoption of the F Constitutio 
where, in the publie judgment, the reputation of a citizen, i 
as one of the great men of the Republic, is indissolubly united with a 
great public measure, yet in each instance the prominent feature of 
public policy named was but an incident in the record of the states- 
man. I have spoken only of statesmen, not citizens who have become 
great by the successful command of armies. 

Successive generations of men, since the formation of this Govern- 
ment, have remarked with astonishment its wonderful adaptability 
alike to the small community for which it was formed as to more and 
more enlarged and powerful communities, until it extends over and em- 
bracesa commonwealth which in intelligence, numbers,community of in- 
terest, prosperity, and possessions stands the first on the globe. From 
this standpoint statesmanship in the United States is to be considered, 
for to the natural cause of fertilelands and salubriousclimate, combined 
with a system of government of unexampled goodness, the remarkable 
result must be attributed. To maintain this system of government in 
its complete and perfect vigor has been the highest duty of American 
statesmanship from the beginning. 

Hence the study of American history reveals the fact that compara- 
tively few of the i great men of the Republic have secured 
that exalted standing in the public judgment by being specially iden- 
tified with a great public measure, ially a measure proven great 
and valuable by the testof experience. Great and permanent measures 
of government are seldom the result of the wisdom and foresight of a 
single statesman. Consider the present monetary system of the United 
States, so generally in its leading features satisfactory. No statesman, 
living or dead, is speciallyin the public judgment entitled to credit for 
it. It grew up and acquired form and character through countless in- 
dustrial, commercial, and political forces. It issimply the outgrowth of 
the conflicts of opinion in public and private affairs and in the exigen- 
cies of government, and the same is true of most of the great measures 
of legislation. 

Accepting, then, our system of government, as nearly a century has 
demonstrated, as perfect as human wisdom could devise, considering 
the value of fixed and permanent institutions and the forces always 
at work, generally by indirection, to remold and warp those institu- 
tions in the advancement of party orof great special interests, it must 
be admitted that conservative forces, conservative statesmanship, are 
of the highest value. Yet it is obvious that in a great ernment 
like ours, occupying a large space and a commanding position in the 
most favored portion of the globe, powerful and not unfrequently 
conflicting forces will arise which can not be ignored—interests stron 
enough to command a hearing. In this view I submit that a broa 
and comprehensive conservatism in statesmanship that takes all these 
forces as arise into the accoynt, and yet maintains with unfalter- 
ing fortitude the essential principles which underlie our system of gov- 
ernment, the ancient land-marks of our republican institutions, is the 
quality of statesmanship which ought to hold, under all conditions, 
in the largest degree the confidence of the American people. A states- 
man controlled by such views and possessed of great powers to main- 
tain and uphold them is sure to arrest the attention and secure the 
confidence of his countrymen. 

Such a statesman was Thomas A. Hendricks, and such was his view 
of the duties of American statesmanship. He was notin the ordinary 
sense of the term a reformer. He sought to maintain in their severe 
simplicity the institutions of our Government. He took into the ac- 
countalways the greatness of his country and sought to maintain its free 
institutions in their full strength and vigor. He considered the gen- 
eral result, but was, I think, at times too indifferent to the details of 
administration, which necessarily beget antagonisms. He indulged an 
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exalted pride in his country and its institutions, and viewed with alarm 
and questioned with remorseless severity any measure of cy that 
from his standpoint imperiled or seemed to imperil the safety of the 
land-marks set up by the fathers. 

He was a disciple of Thomas Jefferson and an admirer of James Mad- 
ison, whom he greatly resembled in the general outlines of his character, 
scope of views of public measures, and theories of government. 

He was not overcautious in politics, but a man of high moral cour- 
age. Let him who doubts this read the debates in the Senate in that 
grave and anxious period when the measures of reconstruction were 
under consideration; let him consider the approval by Mr. Hendricks 
at a later period, as governor of Indiana, of the tem ce measure 
known as the Baxter law, against which the fierce hostility of his polit- 
ical friends was aroused, indignantly refusing at the time a word of 
apology or excuse. 

I admit, for Iam anxious to delineate his character with truth, that 
he was a partisan in the sense of firm and unyielding deyotion to the 
fortunes of his party. From his early youth to the close of his life he 
was a Democrat and only confident of the future of his country in the 
supremacy in the public councils of Government of the views of consti- 
tutional power under the Federal system tanght by the early statesmen 
whose views were generally accepted by the Democratic party. For 
forty-five years he adhered to the fortunes of that party without ‘‘ varia- 
bleness or shadow of turning.” He neverfor one moment lost faith in 
his party or in his own convictions of public policy. Buthe wasalways 
courteous, just, and fair to his politicaladversaries. He was thoroughly 
practical in his political views, and never lost sight of the main purpose 
and necessity of political organizations as great and responsible agencies 
for the administration of a Government of the people. 

To the temporary and incidental questions which spring up in periods 
of publie disorder he attached no importance. As long as the funda- 
mental principles of his party were secure he made no question on tem- 

ry abstractions. He had positive convictions on the tariff prior to 
1861. He believed that the freedom of commerce would b; down 
the barriers between the nations, stimulate industry in all quarters of 
the globe, and promote closer and more peaceful relations between all 
parts of the human race; but when a great public debt demanded great 
revenues, he believed that the great question of tariff reform had 
tponed until the current ordinary expenses of Government should 
in the main make2demands on the Treasury. He believed that the 
manetary system of the Government, disordered by the exactions of 
war, could only be restored to its normal condition and to its proper 
relations to other commercial powers by the progress of current and 
natural events; that in such cases time, patience, and labor are the law- 
makers. I mention these matters only to illustrate his thoroughly 
practical views of political questions. 

Op ciami cai OOE DE a S EDE repens 
practical an ective legislation Mr. Hendricks generally remain 
silent or gave a formal assent to the action of his party, but refused to 
discuss them, as not of practical interest; hence some of his cotempo- 
raries have inconsiderately charged him with a want of defined policy 
in public affairs. But my answer is that whenever definite views were 
oporami heexpressed them, and when courage was demanded Thomas 
A. Hendricks never hesitated even when his own party was the assailant. 

Mr. Hendricks was a laborious and patient student. He had the 
scholarly attainments of a well-informed American gentleman. Hehad 
repann the leading measures of policy and the great questions of con- 
stitutional power which had from time to time arisen in the progress of 


our history. Heunderstoodinalltheirdetails thecurrent politicalques- | em 


tionsof the period; yet I do not think that during the last few years he 
liked the drudgery of study except where the labor was demanded by the 
occasion or was relieved by hisintellectual enjoymentof the subject. He 
was undoubtedly one of the greatest lawyers this country has ees 
notwithstanding the large portion of his life devoted to public affairs. 
He was familiar with the current literature of the age and greatly en- 
joyed the works of an author whose style was elegantand vivacious and 
at the same time instructive. He enjoyed society, and mingled with 
remarkable ease and cordiality in the social circle and in the midst of 
great bodies of men. He was fond of manly amusements, especially in 
early life, but never under circumstances where the propriety of the 
presence of a gentleman could be called in question. 

When Mr. Hendricks first entered public life he did not give special 
promise of becoming a great speaker, yet his manner was attractive. 
His clear, kindly eye and the bright, frank, and manly expression of his 
face won the confidence of his audience in the beginning, and while in 
some degree hesitating in manner, his clear, direct, and logical style and 
uniform good sense commanded attention.. As time advanced he be- 
came a t master in the field of oratory. His manner became dig- 
nifed, his style elevated, polished, and commanding,and in later years 
itcan be claimed, without partiality, that in elevation of thought, clear- 
ness of statement, and vigor of expression and in the magical powers 
that charm and convince an audience his speeches compare well with 
those of the ablest statesmen the country has produced. 

Left to himself, he enjoyed above all else the congenial society of his 
accomplished wife and the presence of his friends at his own fireside. 
Here at home the man great in the rugged current of business and af- 


fairs became still greater in the genial, confiding, generous qualities 
of mind and heart that diffused sunshine and AEA him 
and made him the idol of his friends. I recall how, in his manhood, 
with the filial affection of a boy, he greeted his venerable father after a 
short separation, and the anxious inquiries for the mother at home. 
At the time I speak of he was still residing at his early home, but was 
long detained by the convention I have mentioned at the State capital; 
and I shall never forget how joyfully he anticipated an i 
visit from his young wife and little boy. ‘The little boy, a child of re- 
markable sprightliness, his only offspring, died more than thirty years 
ago, yet seemed to live as a part of his own life. We have seldom met 
i these years when he did not recall some childish remarkof his 
little boy. His heart was instantly touched by any instance of poverty 
or suffering, and, without hesitation, was eager to furnish relief. 

His devotion to his friends never faltered. The last words hespoke 
to me in this Capitol, just before he left itnever to return, were of anx- 
ious solicitude for a friend. A little later, in the capital of State, 
at his own fireside, as I left him to see him in this life no more, Ishall 
never forget the earnest pressure of his hand as he bade me farewell 
with the earnest hope that he should be able to aid in advancing the 
fortunes of an old friend then present. This generous and always sin- 
cere interest in his friends was a notable feature of his character. 

In the relations that gather around the fireside of home, and ia the 
impulses and affections that live in the of the heart, this 
great strong man who stood up so sturdily in the rough struggles of 
men displayed the tenderness of a gentle woman. 

It was this part of the life of Mr. Hendricks that most charmed those 
who knew him well and enjoyed his friendship. His great abilities in- 
spired their admiration, but the kindness and generosity habitual to 
his life won their love and affection. 

He accepted with a sturdy old-fashioned belief, without doubt or hesi- 
tation, the Old Testament andthe New. This unfaltering faith ungues- 
tionably gave him that marked stability of character so conspicuous in 
hiscareer. But, more than this, early in life he had laid up in his heart, 
never to lose its power, the sublime lesson of the sweetest words that 
eyer fell on the ear of mortal—the divine sentiment which even in the 
midst of affliction and sorrow lights up the soul with rays of consola- 


tion and ho ‘t Blessed are the m: ‘for they shall obtain mercy.’’ 
Who say that in the last moment, when the celestial messenger 
came to his home unannounced, and touched the great human 


heart and bade it rest forever, the acts of kindly beneficence, the sweet 
charities of a good life, were not transformed into rays of living light, 
illuminating to the freed spirit the pathway to the realm of the infinite 
and immortal ! 

He was a pure man, a born gentleman. Thirty-five years ago Mr. 
Hendricks and myself occupied a room in common at our State capital 
for many months, and through all the succeeding years up to the time 
of his death our relations were those of close and intimate friendship, 
and it affords me the highest gratification to be able to say that through 
all those years I never heard a word fall from his lips, in jest or other- 
wise, that might not have been spoken, without a thought of offense, 
in the presence of the purest woman. 

It is hardly necessary to speak of the personal integrity of such a 
man; yet I will add that through all these years of public employ- 
ment, as member of the General Assembly of Indiana and its consti- 
tutional convention, Representative in Congress, Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, a great public trust, Senator in the Senate of the 
United States, governor of Indiana, Vice-Presidentof the United States, 
bracing a period of unexampled bitterness in political contests, in all 
of which he was engaged as an unyielding yet courteous partisan, Iam 
not aware that a single human being ever called his integrity in ques- 
tion. 

Late in September last Mr, Hendricks left this capital with a view 
of attending a reunion of the surviving members of the constitutional 
convention of Indiana, who had separated thirty-five years before, and 
of the first General Assembly held under the provisions of the new con- 
stitution, which was charged with the duty of carrying into effect the 
reforms inaugurated by the convention. The meeting was to be held 
on the 5th and 6th of October. Hon. W. H. English, who was chief 
secretary of the convention and speaker of that first General Assembly, 
had taken great Serene ene ee eee of early Indiana legis- 
lators a memorable event. The irable result of the labor of those 
bodies, tested by thirty-five years of experience, was the occasion of this 
reunion. On 5th of October, when the roll of 150 members of the 
convention was called, only 33 were found to beliving. When Mr. Hen- 
dricks appeared on the platform, on the 5th of October, in the midst of 
these associates of his early public life, he received a most cordial greet- 
ing. Republicans and alike gathered around him; political 
antagonisms melted away in the presence of friendship; moist- 
ened eyes told too well how much stronger the affections of the heart 
are than the ties of party or the intellectual convictions ofa life. But 
it was the subdued greeting of men looking backward to see what had 
yer accomplished—not forward in the mighty and mysterious energy 
of hope! 

On that evening Mr. Hendricks addressed his old associates. He 
stood before his audience erect and stately as if in his prime. His at- 
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titude and bearing were as composed and self-reliant as in former years. 
His face bore in every lineament the old cheerful, frank, kindly expres- 
sion. The address was an elegantand comprehensive statement of the 
great reforms which had been accomplished by the two bodies, the sur- 
viving remnants of which were beforehim. He closed the address with 
these words: 

The Constitution then adopted stands almost without change or modification 
after thirty-five years. Under its provisions the people have maintained local 
self-government in ae arp meme gae In peace and in war it has guarded 
A ox: i 

I congrat you who are pela. Sea I honor the memory of the delegates 
who are dead for the perfect work do: 

This reunion and the relation of Mr. Hendricks to it was a pleasing 
incident well worthy of the closing period of a great and good life, men 
of all parties, associates of his early manhood who saw the opening 
promise of his powers, laying aside the animosities of party and meet- 
ing him in the embrace of friendship, as if for a final parting. 

Alas! how soon in the midst of emblems of anation’s grief and in the 
presence of the representatives of its great departments, he was laid away 
to his final rest, while a vast multitude of those who had known and 
loved him for so many years, unmindful that the dead statesman held 
the second office in the gift of the foremost nation of the globe, came 
with sad hearts to drop a tear on the grave of a friend ! 

The reputation of Thomas A. Hendricks reposes in safety on a sure 
foundation. A gentleman without blemish, a generousand true friend, 
an eminent lawyer, an accomplished orator, a great statesman, a de- 
~ voted friend to his country, a sincere Christian, an honest man! 

This is the epitaph which the great Commonwealth which knew and 
loved him best rests assured will delineate his character on the record 


of imperishable history. 


The resolutions submitted by Mr. HoLMAN were then unanimously 
adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent that gen- 
tlemen who have spoken on this occasion and desire to extend their 
remarks in the RECORD may have leave to do so, and also that leave 
be granted to other gentlemen who desire to print remarks on the 
death of the late Vice-President. 

There was no objection; and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 

ourn. 
: The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House (at 3 o’clock 
and 40 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. J. M. ALLEN: Papers relating to claim of James Lord, of 
Wilkinson County, Georgia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of Mrs. Abigail Pettyjohn, for pension of 
widows of soldiers of Missouri Home Guards—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLISS: Petition of William E. Malloy, for payment for serv- 
ices under the Doorkeeper from April 1, 1885, to December 7, 1885— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Papers relating to the claim of B. 
F. Richardson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petitionof W. A. Smith, of Saint Mary’s County, 
Maryland, praying that his war claim be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DUNN: Petition of S. P. Hughes and others, citizens of Ar- 
kansas, asking the right of way for all railroads through the Indian 
Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. FREDERICK: Petition of citizens of Iowa, for the passage 
of the Oklahoma bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. R. S. GREEN: Memorial of Dr. J. O. S. Belden, for arrear- 
ages of pay—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Papers in the case of William H. Mor- 
hisen, for relief—to the same committee. 

By Mr. : Resolutions of the New York Produce Exchange, 
for the suspension of silver coinage—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. PETERS: Resolutions of Kansas State board of agriculture, 
favoring making the position of Commissioner of Agriculture a Cabinet 
position—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Evidence in support of a bill for the relief of 
Elizabeth Faust—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, testimony to support bill for the relief of Alfred T. Moreland, 
late Company L, Thirteenth Tennessee Cavalry—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, testimony to support bill in behalf of Henry Linebaugh—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Papersin the case of Sarah Burns—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Papers relating to H. R. 4878, for relief of Mrs. 
Elizabeth Leebrick—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. SHAW: Petition of Samuel Swope, of Maryland, for relief— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. STEELE: Papers relating to the claim of Alexander Wor- 
rall—to the same committee. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of Douglass Dale, of 
Cass County, Missouri, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. VIELE: Memorial of discharged soldiers and sailors, asking 
ih = settling on the public lands—to the Committee on the Public 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Petition of 623 citizens of Washington Terri- 
tory, praying for appropriations for the improvement of the Columbia 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


The following petitions, praying Congress to place the coinage of silver 
upon an equality with gold; that there be issued coin certificates of one, 
two, and five dollars, the same being made legal tender; that one and 
two dollar legal-tender notes be issued, and that the publicdebt be paid 
as rapidly as possible by applying for this purpose the idle surplus now 
in the Treasury, were presented and severally referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: 

By Mr. HANBACK: Of R. B. Bailey and 50 others, of Kansas, 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: Of S. A. Hatch; of W. H? Holford and 250 
others, citizens of Bloomington, Wis. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 3, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid betore the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, requesting an appropriation of $50,000 
for jurors and $135,000 for witnesses for the remainder of the present 
fiscal year; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented petitions of seven local as- 
semblies of Knights of Labor of the State of Ohio, praying for the open- 
ing to settlement of the lands in the Indian Territory; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the petition of Local Assembly No. 
3966 of Knights of Labor, of Burlington, Iowa, praying for the passage 
of an act authorizing a Territorial form of government over the Indian 
Territory and for opening the public and unoccupied lands in that Terri- 
tory immediately to settlement under the homestead laws; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CONGER presented the petition of F. W. Gilchrist and Johnson 
& Collins, of Alpena, Mich., praying for the registry of the barge Michi- 
gan, of Alpena, Mich.; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. FRYE. I present the petition of George W. Lawrence, of Maine, 
praying for legislation which will authorize him to go to the Court of 
Claims on certain matters touching the building of Jight-draught moni- 
tors. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BECK presented a petition of clerks in the Louisville, Ky., post- 
office, praying for the passage of the bill (H. R. 3511) for classification 
of clerks in first-class post-offices and for fixing the salaries of the same; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SAULSBURY presented two petitionsof citizens of Lewes, Del., 
praying that an appropriation be made for the completion of a pier in 
the Delaware Bay near Lewes, in Sussex County, Delaware; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a memorial of the fishermen of the collection 
district of Portsmouth, N. H., remonstrating against the appointment 
of a joint commission with Great Britain to consider and settle the re- 
lations of the two countries to the fisheries; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr, CAMERON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1302) authorizing the appointment of an assistant 
Secretary of the Navy and fixing the salary of the same, and for other 

urposes, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. 28) authorizing the President of the 
United States to grant permission to one or more officers of the Army 
to accept temporary service under the Government of Corea, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 922) for the relief of Joseph F. Wilson, submitted an adverse 
report thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 


1886. 


FISHING RIGHTS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. FRYE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, I believe I may say with unanimity, to report the following reso- 
lution: 


Resolved, That, inthe opinion of the Senate, the appointment of a commission 
in which the Governments of the United States end Geis Britain shall be 


rep- 
resented, charged with the consideration and settlement of the hea Py A 
o 


the two governments on the coasts of the United States and Bri 

America, ought not to be provided for by Congress. 

Mey PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be placed on the 
endar. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent that Monday next at 2 o'clock 
may be assigned for the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire to interpose an objection. I donot wish 
to give unanimous consent unless the pending bill is out of the way, as 
I suppose it will be before that time; but I do not want to agree that 
the pending bill may be laid aside to take up the resolution. 

Mr. BLAIR. Some time since I gave notice that as soon as the Da- 
kota bill was disposed of I should move the consideration of the school 
bill. Ishould not like to consent to any order being interjected in 
this way or any other way to prevent that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will take its place 
on the Calendar, subject to call in proper order at any time. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 1354) to authorize and direct reg- 
istry and enrollment of the Michigan, of Alpena, Mich.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, . 

Mr. PAYNE introduced a bill (S. 1355) to increase the pension of 
Helen Raymond; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 1356) to extend the provisions of 
section 4631, Title LVI, Prize, of the Revised Statutes, and of the act of 
June 8, 1874, in relation to prize-money, to fleet-officers; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1357) granting a pension to Sarah 
A. Thomas; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papera, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 1358) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Richard F. Wasson, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 1359) for the relief of the heirs of 
Erskine 8. Allin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MCPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 1360) granting a pension to 
Emily Louisa Spicer; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1361) for the relief of Robley 
D. Evansand Richard M. Green; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1362) creating the Spokane and 
Coeur d’Alene Railway Company a corporation in the Territories of 
Washington and Idaho, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 1363) granting a pension to Will- 
iam Blanchard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 1364) to amend section 3962 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. MORGAN, it was 


Or That the rs on the files of the Senate to the claim of 
claude E Mastin be OEA to the Committee on “ie 

Ordered, That the papers on the files of the Senate relating to the claim of 
Lloyd M. Stevens be taken from the filesand referred tothe Committee on Claims, 


INDIAN INSPECTOR HENRY WARD. 


Mr. DAWES. I offer the following resolve for present consideration : 


Resolved. That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to communicate to the 

pers which have been filed in the Interior Department, 

which have been presented to any officer of that rtment, 
Ward, Indian 


T, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be printed and go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over under 
objection and be printed, 
JAMES W. TEBBS. 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Sec: f the Senate nd he is hereby, autho: 
directed to pay cnt of ae ean fund of the Senate AN A of $1000 ta 


James W. Tebbs as the residue of his salary as messenger from May 5, to 
November 30, 1883. inate is, 


REMOVALS AND SUSPENSIONS FROM OFFICE. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further ‘‘concurrent 
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or other resolutions,” the Chair lays before the Senate the resolution 
coming over under objection from yesterday, which will now be re- 
ted, 


po 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
RIDDLEBERGER, as follows: 


Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that the Executive of the United 
States is not restricted by Constitution or law in removing or suspending ap- 
ponios ; thatthe Senate has no constitutional right to require that reasons shall 

given for such removals or suspensions ; but that it is the right of the Senate 
to call for any papers relating to the conduct of removed or suspended appointees 
or tothe qualification and fitness of all persons whose names are presented to 
the Senate for confirmation or rejection, and it is the duty of the Executive to 
comply with all demands for the same. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
PuGH] offered a substitute for the resolution, which will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the proposed substitute, as follows: 


Resolved, 1. That “the executive power” is expressly “vested”? by the Con- 
stitution *in the President” of the United States, so that “he take care 
that the laws be faithfully executed.” 

2. That the power of appointment to Federal office is an executive power, to 
be exercised by the President under the limitation in the Constitution that “he 
Soar eae, and, by and with the advice and consent of the Shall ap- 

int. 

3. That the power of removal or suspension from the powers and duties of 
Federal office is also an executive power, vested exclusively in the President, 
without any such limitation in the Constitution as is im thereby on the 
power of sppoinigeni, and for its exercise he is responsible alone to the people, 
and not to the Senate. 

4, That the right of the President to make nominations to the Senate, and of 
the Senate to advise and consent thereto, are each se and independent 
rights, to be exercised by the President and Senate respectively and separately 
and independently within their absolute discretion; but in Telata to the per- 
son or persons so nomi the Senate may request information of the Presi- 
dent affecting the character or qualifications of those as to whose appointment 
he asks the advice and consent of the Senate. 

5. That when the President makes nominations to the Senate of persons to be 
appointed by him to exercise the powers and duties of Federal officers who have 
been removed or suspended by . no law, public duty, or public policy re- 

uires that he shall send or communicate to the Senate any cause, reason, or in- 

ormation within his own knowledge, or contained in any letters, petitions, 
papers, or documents addressed to him or any member of his Cabinet, or in the 
possession of either and relating to the subject of removals or suspensions, or 
containing charges, causes, or reasons, and the proof thereof, for making such 
removals or suspensions, and no law, public duty, or public policy requires or 
authorizes the Senate to call for such information existing in any such form from 
the President or any member of inet to enable the Senate to review or 
question the action of the President in exercising his executive, discretionary, 
and exclusive peyss of removing or suspending Federal officers from the powers 
and duties of their office, or to put the President on trial by the Senate, or to en- 
force accountability to the Senate foranything he may have done in the exercise 
of such jurisdiction, 

6, That to obtain information considered by either House of Congress useful 
in passing necessary and pro laws, either House of Congress may request 
the President, if not deemed by him incompatible with the public interest, to 
give any information within his own knowl or contained in any public 

jocuments or records on file or in the lawful custody of mig of the Departments 
and relating to the administration of any public office or the official conduct or 
acts affecting the official conduct or duties of any public officer; but for the Sen- 
ate tomake such zegoan of the President, or to direct any member of his Cabinet 
to transmit to the Senate any information or any public documents or other 
papers in open or executive session to enable the Senate in open or executive 
session to review the propriety or the cause or the information upon which he 
acted or may have acted in making removals or suspensions, would be an at- 
tempt to obtain such information by false pretenses and for uses and purposes 
not authorized or justified by any law or public policy of the United States; and 
should the President grant such request or require any member of his Cabinet 
to obey such direction from the Senate when deemed by him to have been made 
for such unjustifiable and unlawful uses and purposes, would be to recognize 
and encourage an improper practice and a dangerous innovation upon his ex- 
Soave and independent rights, powers, and duties as President of the United 

tes, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, two months of the session have now 
gone by and there are not more than four months that ought to be left 
for doing the practical business of the Senate. These resolutions pre- 
sent purely moot questions. When they shall arise, if they ever do, as 
practical questions on any action of the President of the United States 
that the Senate deems it proper to express any opinion about, it will be 
time enough to deal with them. No such practical question now ex- 
ists, and I move to lay the resolution and the amendment on the table. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, I reckon there is no point 
better understood in parliamentary bodies than that—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The motion is not debatable. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is not debatable. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. 1 was going to make the point, if you please, 
sir (I knew the question was not debatable), that there is no point bet- 
ter understood than that a Senator can not first make remarks and 
then make a motion which is not debatable. The Senator from Ver- 
mont made his remarks first and concluded with his motion. If the 
motion which he made was not debatable, then how could he have de- 
bated it first? That is laid down in the books, and I apprehend that 
it is just the situation here. I ask the Chair now whether the resolu- 
tions are not before the Senate just as though the Senator from Vermont 
had said nothing and had made no motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is bound to hold that the 
resolutions are before the Senate, but that they are before the Senate 
on a motion to lay them on the table. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Then I have the floor, I presume? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A motion to lay on the table is not 
debatable. Until that question is disposed of the resolutions can not 
be debated under the rule. 
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Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I did not hear the Chair. 

Mr. HALE. I hope that unanimous consent will be given to the 
Senator from Virginia, who introduced the resolution, to brief y reply 
to the Senator from Vermont who has moved to lay 
table, and after that we can have a vote under the rules of the Senate, 
but I do not think the Senator from Virginia should be excluded from 


e matter on the 


a brief presentation in reply to the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. it bein order—and I think it is—to make an- 
other motion that will enable the Senator from Virginia to proceed as 
of right, I appeal from the decision of the Chair. That, I believe, will 
be debatable. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not ona motion to lay on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair is of opinion that an ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair on a motion to lay on the table would 
not be debatable. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I hope that will not be done. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I appeal from the decision of the Chair, so that 
the Senator from Virginia ma proceed in order. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. beg pardon, I think it can be corrected 
under the rules of the Senate. I prefer to correct it under the rules. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate that the Senator from Virginia shall 
have leave to reply and debate the question. If there be no objection 
it will be understood that consent is given. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I did not hear one word that the Senator 
from Vermont uttered, except when hesaid something about laying the 
resolution upon the table, which had been prefaced by certain remarks; 
I did not hear the remarks; I do not know now what he said; Ido not 
know whether he is friendly or unfriendly to the resolution; but I do 
know thatit is the rule in all parliamentary bodies that an undebatable 
motion shall be made without remarks preceding it. 

I do know that; and on that theory I proceed to state only and again, 
that my object in introducing the resolution was to bring this practical 
question before the country, and not to keep it shut a here in some 
sort of a secret or executive session, as I believe it is called. 

Iam not trying to change any rule. I have no idea of doing so. I 
am not trying to change any custom. I have no hope that I can do 
that. But here are two resolutions introduced, each for the same pur- 
pose, I take it, to get at the sense of the Senate as to what is the right 
of the Senate in asking for or demanding information from the Presi- 
dent in respect to his removals and demanding information from him in 
respect to his appointments. Iseparate the twoin my resolution; and 
I now ask that if the Senate is ready to proceed in open session to con- 
sider a question which is before the whole country, it will hear theSen- 
ator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH] on his own substitute. 

The substitute, I understand,is to be voted upon first. Inever knew 
an to the contrary. If Iam mistaken in that, I am mistaken 
in my whole idea of what is to transpire here to-day or of what ought 
to transpire here to-day. If I offeraresolution and some Senator shall 
offer a substitute for it, the substitute is to be voted upon first; and if 
the Senator from Alabama does not want his substitute spoken to either 
by himself or others, I ask that we shall take a vote on the two prop- 
ositions as they appear here to-day. : 

I do not deny anything in the first three paragraphs of the Senator’s 
substitute. It begins: 


Resolved, (1) That “the executive 
stitution "in the President” of the 
that the laws be faithfully executed.’ 


I do not think any Senator here willdeny that. I do not deny this 
axiom: 
(2) That the power of appointment to Federal office is an executive power, to 


be exercised by the President under the limitation in the Constitution that “he 
— nominate, and, by and with the adyice and consent of the Senate, shall ap- 
point, 

I do not think any Senator can take any exception to that. Next: 

(3) That the power of removal or suspension from the powers and duties of 
Federal office is also an executive power, vested exclusively in the President, 
without any such limitation in the Constitution as is im thereby on the 
power of ae oy amr and for its exercise he is responsible alone to the people 
and not to the Senate, 


If the Senator from Alabama will take those first three paragraphs 
of his resolution and introduce them this morning as a substitute for 
mine of yesterday I will accept them; but when it comes to the rest 
of the substitute, that there isno publicinterest involved, thatis another 
question outside of the Constitution, and I ask that the Senator from 
Alabama shall give us some reasons this morning, if he can do so—and 
I take it for granted that he can—why we should adopt his substitute 
for the resolution which I offered yesterday, mine involving only two 
propositions, namely, that we have noright to require of the President 
reasons for the removal or suspension of any officer, but that we have 
a right to require and demand of him any reasons or any paper or any 
proofs going to the question of appointments to office. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to lay 
the resolutions on the table. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama. The 
motion is not debatable. 


wer” is expressly “vested” by the Con- 
| nited States, so that “he shall take care 


Mr. PUGH. I confess to a very large amount of ignorance o i 
mentary law, and I desire to be informed if a motion to ey on atte 
is not always made to cut off debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has the effect to cut off debate. 
Whether it is made for that purpose it is not for the Chair to say. 

Mr. PUGH. I simply desire the privilege of stating in a sentence 
that I never would have offered my resolution as a substitute if the 
question had not been presented in open Senate by a leading Republi- 
can on the other side. 

Mr. CONGER. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. PUGH. My resolutions were responsive to affirmative action, as 
I understood, on the part of the blican side of the Chamber. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e Senator from Michigan rises to 
a point of order. The Senator from Alabama will pause for a moment. 
The Senator from Michigan will please state his question of order. 

Mr. CONGER. I make the point of order that if this matter is tobe 
open to debate, by consent or otherwise, it must be open to all, and if it 
is not to be open to general debate now under the motion to lay on the 
table, I object to any further discussion upon the subject. I havesome 
en to make myself whenever the opportunity comes under the 
rule. 

Mr. PUGH. As the motion has been made to lay the resolutions on 
the table, and as the purpose of the motion is manifest, I have no ob- 
jection to the motion prevailing. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I have no objection to the motion if the 
Senator from Vermont will make the motion without any prefatory re- 
marks, because a motion that is not debatable can not be made at the 
end of aspeech. If the Senator from Vermont will rise and move to 
lay the resolutions on the table, I am entirely willing that it shall be 
done until it suits the convenience of the Senate to discuss them in open 


session. 
The PRESIDENT pro tem; The Chair must remind Senators that 
the question is not debatable. It is always unpleasant for the Chair to 


interfere and remind Senators of the rule. 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. question is on agreeing to the 
motion to lay the resolutions on the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF TEMPERANCE EDUCATION ARGUMENTS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask an order of the Senate for printing the notes of 
a hearing before the Committee on Education and Labor on Senate bill 
No. 797. I ask that 1,000 copies be printed for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
presents notes of an interview or examinationof witnesses, perhaps, be- 
fore the Committee on Education and Labor, and asks for an order to 
print 1,000 copies. Is there objection ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. What is it? 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not io there is poe bay eg to it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to know what that interview is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the paper sent to the 
Chair by the Senator from New Hampshire will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. ‘Notes of a hearing before the Committee on 
Education and Labor, January 29, 1886, on the bill (S. 797) to provide 
for the study of physiology and hygiene, and the ‘effect of intoxicat s 
narcotic, and substances upon the life, health, and 
by the pupils in the public schools of the Territories and of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and in the Military and Naval Academies.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks that 1,000 copies of these notes be printed for the use of the Senate. 
Mr. MORGAN. Were those notes taken by order of the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is not able to advise the 
Senator. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Isubmit that under the rules and under the 
statute the motion to print must be referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing for anestimate of the cost, unless the Senator from New Hampshire 
can state what the cost will be. 

Mr. BLAIR. This was a hearing before the Committee on Education, 
and Labor, occupying a part of one forenoon, perhaps an hour and a 
half, by delegations from different quarters, representing the District of 
Columbia, and representing those who desire the passage of the bill in 
the country at large. As it is a new bill, a new idea in national uge 
lation, and was urged with much earnestness and with the presentation 
of a great deal of new and interesting matter, it seemed to me that it 
would be proper that these minutes, the printing of which can not be 
costly, which may not cost more than $20 or $30, would be very profit- 
able for the use of the Senate, and I ask it, as is very usual in such a 


case, 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwould very much rather votetheamount of money 
that is required for the printing to bring to the attention of the country 
some old ideas that belong necessarily to the history and policy of the 
country rather than to be enting upon the dissemination of 
what the Senator terms anewidea. Unless the Senate has ordered this 
to be done, I think we are setting a rather bad example. 

There are frequent occasions when I have thought that interviews 
and statements made before committees of this body would be benefi- 
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cial to the public service, but I had not dared to ask the Senate to print 
them, because they. were taken by the committee, ex mero motu, with- 
out any previous instruction or order from the Senate. If the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor had come here with a report that they 
thought it necessary to have this new idea developed by an interview 
before their body or by an examination, then we should have had a 
chance to haye understood something about what the of it was. 

We can not know what isin that paper unless it is all read. The 

Senate has had no consideration of the question at all; has had no op- 
ity to consider it. I shall therefore object to the order to print 
ra drag at least until it goes to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I will move that the matter be sent to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

Mr. HOAR. I donotthink the Senator from Alabama can have un- 
derstood what is asked. This matter was referred to a committee of 
the Senate raised to consider that general subject. They have taken 
some testimony, as I understand, and they ask that it may be printed, 
saying that it is so short that it can not cost more than $20 or $30 to 
print it. It seems to me that of course the Senate would grant such a 
request out of courtesy to an individual Senator, much more to a com- 
mittee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Alabama to move that the question be referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

Mr, MILLER, of New York. I do not think there is any necessity 
for referring it, and I do not understand that the rules send it there. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rules do not. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. It has been customary in this body, 
and it certainly is in the other branch of Congress, that hearings be- 
fore committees may be printed on the order of the chairman. Ido 
not think the chairman of the committee need have asked for the order 
toprint; but he has done so, and certainly the right should be extended 
tohim. I listened to the hearing myself, and I can vouch that it is a 
valuable paper and should be printed and Jaid on our tables. 

Mr. HOAR. A committee may direct any one of its members to re- 
port for the information of the Senate a matter that has been laid be- 
fore it, and then it is printed as a matter of course under the rule. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘There is no trouble about it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I call for the reading of the paper. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the paper being called 
for and objection being made, the question is Shall paper be read? 

Mr. MORGAN. Upon that question I desire to say a word. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not debatable. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senate is now about to order the printing of a 
paper in respect to which it knows not one word except a statement of 
the general character of it coming from a member of the committee. 
Ido not know whether it is beneficial to the public service that it should 
be read, that it should be understood by the Senate. I do not know 
what it contains. I do not know whether when we have found it be- 
fore the Senate it will need to be contradicted or answered. I think, 
sir, that it is crowding matters a little bit too fast for any Senator upon 
a committee, though he ischairman of it—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I remind my friend from Alabama that I be- 
lieve such a question, whether a paper shall be read, is not debatable? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not know any rule against it. I am not quite 
as familiar with the rules as the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam very sure there is a rule of that kind. Iam 
sure there ought to be. 

Mr. INGALLS. There is a positive rule on the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will read a portion of the 
eleyenth rule: 

When the reading of a paper is called for, and objected to, it shall be deter- 
mined by a vote of the Senate, without debate. 

Mr, MORGAN. If the Chair will allow me, I make the point of 
order that that means a paper of which the Senate has been put in pos- 
session under its rules. It does not mean a paper that I may get up 
here and offer—for instance, a matter of private between 
me and other persons; but it refers to some paper that has come into 
the possession of the Senate under its rules. This paper is not in the 

ion of the Senate under its rules, as I believe. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the Senator has not any right to have it 

read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that the 
rule extends to any paper proposed to be read. ‘The reading being ob- 
jected to, the question is, Shall the paper be read to the Senate? [Put- 
ting the question.] The noes appear to have it. The noes have it. 
The question now is on the order to print 1,000 copies. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask for the yeas and nays on that question. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the paper? 

Mr. MORGAN. We are never to find out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the order be 
made to print 1,000 copies of the paper ? 

Mr. HARRIS. My inquiry was as to what the paper is. I have 
been inattentive; it has been altogether my own fault, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is some evidence reported from the Committee 


on Education and Labor—things we do every day without the slightest 
objection. 

5 TELLER. I should like to inquire why it does not go to the 
Committee on Printing in the ordinary way. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Because it is not a provision for extra copies, and 
is the ordinary report of acommittee. ‘That is all there is about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that this 
paper does not come within the rule requiring a reference to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. The Senator from Alabama demands the yeasand 
nays on the motion to print. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BECK. I understand the question is whether the Senate shall 
be allowed to know what we are doing. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the question, 

Mr. BECK. Thatisall. I donot know what the paper is, and I 
want to know. I may vote for printing it, but I should like to know 
what it is, and the question is whether we shall know or not, I under- 
stand. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will state to the Senate just what it is. A bill was 
introduced into the Senate, and also into theother House, providing for 
the introduction of the study of the nature and effects of alcohol upon 
the humansystem as one of the branches of common-school study, along 
with other departments of the study of physiology and hygiene, the bill 
providing for the introduction of that study in the schools of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the Territories and the Military and Naval Acad- 
emies. It was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 
Parties applied to that committee to be heard. 

Mr. MORGAN. Who were they? 

Mr. BLAIR. They applied to be heard in fayor of the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator name the parties? 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will permit me to occupy a portion of 
the time—— 

Mr. MORGAN. I merely desire the information. 

Mr. BLAIR. I shall try to give the Senator the information. 

Mr. MORGAN. I merely put the question to the Senator as to who 
the parties were. 

Mr. BLAIR. One lady appeared before the committee—— 

Mr. MORGAN. I thought so. 

Mr. BLAIR. A lady representing the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of the country, and also representing various other temper- 
ance societies, organizations, and individuals who desire the passage of 
the bill, which isa bill that has already been enacted in fourteen States 
of the Union, and was never opposed, so far as I know, by a party vote 
in any State. It is the law in the Senator’s own State of Alabama, a 
bill the same in substance with this measure. It is the law in the 
States of New York, Pennsylvania, Vermont, New Hampshire, Massa- 
chusetts, Michigan, Wisconsin, I think Colorado, and in all in fourteen 
States of the Union, North and South. 

This lady has been perhaps more than any other one individual in- 
strumental in securing the of these bills. She has been to the 

islatures of nearly or quite all these States, and in many of them 
the bill has been passed with substantial unanimity, never so far as I 
know, as I said before, with any essential opposition anywhere, at least 
not after a full hearing and discussion of the bill, which is simply one 
providing that the children of this country shall know something about 
the nature of alcohol when they are first tempted to takeit as a drink. 

Mr. BECK. Will the Senator tell us now what the paper is? 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam telling the Senator. This lady a in ad- 
vocacy of the bill. She made a speech of about one hour’s duration, 
in which she stated the facts that have come to her knowledge which 
seem to demand the enactment of a law of this kind wherever Congress 
has jurisdiction over the schools of the country. 

Mr. BECK. Is it the object to print that speech? 

Mr. BLAIR. Her speech, full of facts and full of argument, is a por- 
tion of the minutes which I now desire to have printed for the use of 
the committee and the Senate, the bill still being under consideration 
by the committee. 

Mr. BECK. Ihave no objection to that. I did not know what it 
was. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from New Hampshire will permit me to 
say that this lady, I think, is a lady of Massachusetts; at any rate she 
is a lady who has addressed public audiences there, and is a lady of 
very high character and ability. 

Mr. BLAIR. She is a lady who has been identified with the cause 
of education all her life. She has had charge of schools of importance 
herself, and for quite a number of years has devoted herself without 
money and without price to the prosecution of this work. She preached 
last Sabbath in the Metropolitan church of this city, she has discoursed 
all over the country on the subject, and I have scarce ever heard a more 
forcible address upon any subject than the address which this lady de- 
livered before the committee and also last Sabbath in church. 

Itisvery valuable matter. Itis not verbose, but matterof fact, terse, 


and to the point, and will do good to the Senate to read it; at least I 
believe so. 

The other matter which went to make up the hearing came from emis 
nent clergymen who are residents of this city and who came as dele- 
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gates from the District of Columbia to urge the passage of the bill. I 
do not refer to the commissioners of the District, nor to those who ad- 
vocate and establish the grog-shops of the city, and who are generally 
identified with the liquor traffic of this city or of the country, but I re- 
fer to that conservative and religious and important class of this com- 
munity who desire the passage of the bill. 

As the whole time occupied was not over an hour and a half, I donot 
think I understate the cost of the printing when I say it will be some- 
thing between $20 and $30. I may be wrong; perhaps it will be fifty 
or a hundred dollars, I donot know; butI have statedas fully as I can 
what the nature of the matter is. 

It has been suggested that I might order this to be done simply as 
chairman of the committee. I find there is some dispute among mem- 
bers of this body as to whether a chairman ora member of a committee 
has that right, and I do not care to be doing anything about which 
there is theslightest question. Yesterday the Senate ordered the print- 
ing of a thousand copies of a like hearing before the Pension Committee 
from members of the Grand Army of the Republic, who appeared and 
advocated their views upon general legislation touching the subject-mat- 
ter of pensions. When that report was made there was no hesitation, 
there was no objection to it. These men represented a large constitu- 
ency having votes. These people who appeared before the Committee 
on Education and Labor also represented a large constituency having 
votes and advocating a very important cause, and I hope the matter 
may be printed. 

Mr. BECK. My purpose in rising in the first place was to know 
what it was that we were to vote upon. After the statement of the 
Senator from New Hampshire I think I understand it perfectly. I think 
the paper ought to be printed. I think all the information any mem- 
ber of a committee, or a committee itself, desires to have before it for 
its own use or the use of the Senate, and which is thought by it to be 
valuable, should be printed. Understanding it now, I shall not vote 

tthe motion. I think I know what itis, and I shall vote for the 
printing of it with pleasure. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the rule is to be established that all the commit- 
tees of this body have equal rights before the Senate I shall not ob- 
ject to the printing of this paper at the expense of the Government of 
the United States, It has only been a couple of days, I believe, since a 
subcommittee of the Committee on Foreign Relations listened to some 
very able arguments from Mr. Hanscom and Mr. Charles Levi Woodbury 
and some other gentlemen upon the great and interesting question of the 
fisheries on the northeastern coast, which would be very instructive in- 
deed to this country, both on matters of law and matters of fact; and 
they relate to a question which we shall have to decide perhaps sooner 
or later. We did not feel authorized to come here with the able argu- 
ments of these gentlemen, because in doing a matter of that kind we 
might possibly offend against persons who would think they had equal 
right to come before a committee of the Senate and present their views 
in opposition. 

If the right of petition, or the right of instruction, or the right of argu- 
ment is to be exercised by the citizens of the United States through the 
committees of this body, then let us throw the doors open and let every 
person come bag py and con. The whisky dealers, the grog-shop men 
on the corners, the men who drink spirits, and sometimes, perhaps very 
often, get drunk, and never get drunk that they do not do wrong, have 
just asmuch right to enjoy the public expenditure in having themselves 
heard before that committee as the lady and clergymen that the Senator 
from New Hampshire brings to our-attention by stating what they have 
said before this committee. 

In dealing with the people of the United States let us deal fairly 
with all classes, and not, because we happen to be taken up or infatu- 
ated with a particular set of ideas, bring those ideas before the Senate 
of the United States and demand that they shall be printed for the use 
of Senators. Let us hear the other side if we are going to hear any in 
this way. Do not let us close our doors against the access of all the 
people, and the right of any man to go there and have his remarks 
taken down and pa for the use of the Senate, if we grant the right 
to any person. It is a species of favoritism that I am not disposed to 
encourage. 

Mr. BECK. The reason why I favor the printing of this paper is 
this: We have a Committee on Education and Labor; they are presumed 
to represent all sides of all questions coming before them, and when 
they hear anything that in their judgment enlightens them or the Sen- 
ate, and request that it shall be printed, I think the Senate ought to 
allow it to be done. I know the Finance Committee particularly and 
the Committee on Appropriations have had valuable investigations. 
Members of the Chamber of Commerce of New York, boards of trade, 
and others have appeared before us and made statements, and we have 
selected such portions of their debate as we thought important for the 
information of the Senate and have had them printed time and again. 
I never knew such a request to be refused. It being a matter in the 
discretion of the committee, and they having exercised that discretion 
as to the propriety of publishing the matter, I think courtesy to them 
requires that it should be done. There must be confidence reposed 
somewhere, and when our committees tell us that matter submitted to 
them is valuable, for one I shall vote to print it. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire to print a thousand eopies of this paper 
for the use of the Senate, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN. I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The call for the yeas and nays will 
be withdrawn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the yeas and nays have been ordered, there must 
be unanimous consent to withdraw the call. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to withdrawing 
the call for the yeas and nays? ‘The Chair hears none. The question 
is on the adoption of the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CLAIMS UNDER FRENCH AND SPANISH TREATIES. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury received on the 26th of January, made in response to a resolu- 
tion of the Senate asking for certain information in regard to the French 
spoliation claims, &c., be withdrawn from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to which it was referred, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. The reference was made by the Senate by inadvertence. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is true. The proper reference should have 
been to the Committee on Claims, I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Committee on Foreign Relations be discharged from the 
further consideration of a certain communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury in respect to French spoliation claims and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SUSPENSIONS AND REMOVALS FROM OFFICE, 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, in pursuance of a not very 
excellent precedent, I shall ask the indulgence of the Senate to make a 
few remarks on any bill that may be pending or any resolution that 
may possibly be brought forward, and conclude my remarks with a 
motion. I will make a motion in one moment; I beg the Senate to 
indulge me. 

I find on reading the RECORD, and I think no Senator here can be mis- 
taken in it, that when the resolutions were offered yesterday which 
were tabled this 1norning, the notice given, and which I and others who 
are interested had a right to expect would be carried out, was that from 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], who said that on this morning 
he would move to refer the resolution and the substitute to the Commit- 
tee on Privilegesand Elections. Iand other Senators had a right to in- 
fer that that notice given and appearing here as matter of record would 
be legitimately and honorably adhered to. This morning when a reso- 
lution which I had written and propounded in open session yesterday 
came up after this recorded notice of what disposition was to be made 
of it, a Senator on this floor, whose voice is too suppressed to be heard 
except by himself, made first a speech and then moved an undebatable 
motion. Ido not mind being run over by a railroad train, but I do 
not like to be mashed up by a wheelbarrow. Lranghtes. 1 

I ask now of this Senate that they will do that which appears on 
this RECORD of yesterday’s proceedings would be done, take up the 
resolution from the table and then let the Senator from Kansas move, 
as I know he will do and as I will not object to, a reference of it to 
any proper committee. I ask now that the Senate shall take the reso- 
lution from the table and then let the Senator from Kansas move to 
refer it to the committee, and I shall not object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia moves 
that the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I move to take it from the table. It is on 
the table by the motion of the Senator from Vermont. I ask now to 
take it from the table only with the view that the Senator from Kansas 
can move to refer it to the committee indicated by himself in the REC- 
ORD of yesterday’s debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia moves 
that the Senate take from the table the resolution referred to by him, 
and that it shall now be considered. Is there objection to that proposi- 
tion? If not, the resolution will be in considered as before the 
Senate. What is the motion made by the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. If it is before the Senate, I ask the Sena- 
tor from Kansas tocarry out his suggestion of yesterday, and if he does 
not, I shall ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia moves 
that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. No, sir. The Senator from Kansas said 
he would make that motion, as appears here in the RECORD, I am not 
going to make it. Ido not make any motion in respect to it except 
to have it voted on right here. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to refer the matter to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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GEORGE W. GETTY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar is now in order under 
Rule VIII, and the first case on the Calendar will be stated. 

The bill (S. 225) to authorize Col. George W. Getty, United States 
Army, retired, to be placed upon the retired-list of the Army with the 
rank ana DAT of a brigadier-general, was announced as first in order. 

Mr. KRELL. I do not see the Senator who reported that bill 
[Mr. SEWELL] or the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGAN] who wishes 
to debate it. I ask that it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over without dis- 
placement. 

PEARSON C. MONTGOMERY. 


The bill (S. 18) for the reliefof Pearson C. Montgomery, of Memphis, 
Tenn., was announced as next in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let that bill go over without prejudice so that the 
Senator who reported it [Mr. PIKE] may be present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘That order will be taken. 


DECORATIONS TO CONSUL RAWICZ. 


The bill (S. 1053) to permit Joseph Rawicz, United States consul at 
Warsaw, Russia, to accept certain decorations tendered him by the Rus- 
sian Government was announced as next in order, and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the 
motion to postpone indefinitely this bill, made by the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MRS. LIZZIE D. CLARKE. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 32) for the relief of Mrs. Lizzie D. Clarke, of New Orleans. 
It provides for the payment to Mrs. Lizzie D. Clarke, widow in com- 
munity of Thomas L. Clarke, deceased, late of New Orleans, tutrix of 
his minor child and administratrix of his estate, $60,000, for the loss 
of the steamboat Belle, that steamboat being the property of Thomas 
L. Clarke and lost on the Rio Grande River while under lease by the 
Government of the United States under contract with the owner. 

Mr. PLUMB. I call for the reading of the report. 

Mr. CONGER. I think that can hardly be considered under the five- 
minute rule. I object to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill, being objected to, goes over 
under the rule. 

Mr. JACKSON. Iask the Senator from Michigan to withdraw the 
objection just to heara statement. There is no difficulty about the 
case. 

Mr. CONGER. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. JACKSON. This was under an actual contract by the Govern- 
ment. General Steele, in command of the United States forces in Texas 
in September, 1865, had occasion to transfer military stores from Browns- 
ville up to Ringgold barracks. He employed this boat under an ex- 
press contract; he authorized the quartermaster to employ it at a stip- 
ulated price day, and with the distinct agreement that if the boat 
was lost the Government would pay for it. The boat was not subject 
to impressment; the boat was in Mexican waters and in Mexican ter- 
ritory. He sent his quartermaster across the river to engage the boat 
and contracted for it upon those terms; it was turned over to the Gov- 
ernment upon those terms; the Government manned the boat; placed its 
officers in charge of it; loadedit, and the boat was lost on the trip; and, 
of course, the Government ought to pay forit. The price was ascer- 
tained, by agreement of the parties, by an umpire, it being part of the 
contract that in case of loss it should be referred to an umpire. 

A case of more merit could not be presented. There is no difficulty 
about it, and the committee were unanimous. We have steadily paid 
such claims. 

Mr. BECK. Will the Senator from Michigan allow me to make a 
short statement in regard to this matter? I introduced the bill, and 
took a great deal of pains to ascertain the nature of it before I did so. 
It received a unanimous report in the House from the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, as well as from the Committee on Claims of this body at the 
last Congress, it having come in ata late day. The present Quarter- 
master-General of the United States Army, General Holabird, to whom 
the case was referred and to whom questions were put if there was 
any possible doubt about it, gave his testimony, in which he used this 
language: 

Operations without these boats would have been impossible on that river; so 
it was with the steamer Bell, belonging to Mr. Clarke. I do not wish to 
this case, but it is apoia to me that the owner would not regard the q m 


of fault or no fault in the loss of the steamer. She was in other hands than his 
own,and she was actually lost, and that fact was conceded ; if lost negli- 


dinary pi rules, 
In my judgment Major Potter and his commander had full and sufficient au- 
thority to do what they did do; that is, to doall that was needful and necessary 


to out their instructions as tothe military ions depending upon 
ioi f in any practicable or ible way, by ng anything out of their 
reach that could not be im „and by impressing any means of conveyance 
athand. This was true whether the matter of agreement was reduced to writ- 
ing or (time not admitting) having it in verbal form so that it was fully and 
fairly understood by the parties thereto. Now,it was so far well understood that 
the proj y was transferred from the owner and moved from the Mexican side 
of tbe river to the Texas side, and placed in the hands of our officers. Clarke 
executed his part of the agreement, and the Government, in my judgment, 
should do its part. There were no telegraph lines in 1865,and no other swift 
means of communication between the Government and its forces on the Rio 
Grande. All the intermediate country between Washington city and the Rio 
Grande was boiling with war and covered with resulting confusion; the officers 
responsible for conducting operations on that remote frontier had to stand alone 
and actas best they might in order to secure success and avoid failure. The re- 
sponsibilities of such a period can be but imperfectly upon in the light of 
the happy peace that rests upon this great capital to day. 

In conclusion, to my mind the reduction of this agreement to writing would 
not have changed materially its binding force. It was absolutely impracticable 
in the nature of things to conform to the statute of 1862. 


And the Quartermaster-General further said—I do not care to read it 
all—that he had acted as quartermaster in that country at that time 
and made the same kind of contract, and the boat had been paid for out 
of the Treasury of the United States under exactly similar circumstan- 
ees. So we have the assurance of the Quartermaster-General of the 
United States, after full investigation, thathe himself had made just 
such contracts and the Government had sanctioned and paid for them, 
and there was absolute good faith in this contract. All that was done 
was looked into carefully before the committees of both Houses, and I 
think the Senator from Michigan, when he comes to look at it, will at 
least give us a chance to have the Senate pass upon it. 

Mr. CONGER. Thestatement made would go to show that the Gov- 
ernment entered into a contract, and that this claim is merely the re- 
sult of a failure of contract, or from the Government not having com- 
plied with its contract. If that were the case, there is no need of com- 
ing to Congress at all with any such bill as this; the Departments could 
carry out that contract as they have done in a thousand other cases. 

Although this seems to be a familiar case, I do not remember it so as 
to state positively about it, but my recollection is that this was a ves- 
sel that had been used, and was being used, when the confederacy had 
poner over our side of this river, and that it had gone across the river 

‘or safe-keeping into Mexico, that it was liable if on our side of the river 
to seizure and toall the uses that could be made of property of the enemy 
taken by us. I do not know what reason the Quartermaster-General 
may have had for recommending this payment, but one little reason 
would be very apparent, that he himself had made contracts of the same 
kind and that they had been approved. 

I have no particular recollection about this case, but it is twenty-two 
or twenty-three years since this boat was taken, and the claim has been 
before almost every committee of the other House from that time to 
this, as I remember. 

Mr. BECK. Allow me to say to the Senator that it was presented for 
the first time during the Christmas holidays year before last, and never 
was before Congress except during about sixty days from that time to the 
4th of March last, and the Senator knows how busy both Houses were 
then and during thattime. A unanimous report was made, as I under- 
stand, by the Committee on the Judiciary of the House and the Com- 
mittee on Claims of the Senate. 

Mr. CONGER. I was going to add one other word which the Senator 
may reply to. Why does not the bill provide that this case shall go 
before the Court of Claims? 

Mr. BECK. Because the facts were so plain in this case that we 
thought Congress itself could settle it upon the proofs that were sub- 
mitted. There is one remark I failed to make originally. There was 
no enemy in this case, no confederate matter mixed up withit. The 
Quartermaster-General says: 

As to precedents. In 1863, on the arrival of the expedition to the Rio Grande 
at Fort Brown, three steamers were found, under the Mexican flag, tied up at 
Matamoras, on the Mexican side of the river. In recisely similar circum- 
stances they were obtained by the present writer, under the orders of the mili- 
tary commander present, on a ve promise of the payment for their full value, 
They were delivered over for immediate service, manned, and w ed, and the 


money for their purchase was duly paid subsequently in New Orleans, and the 
accounts were passed at the Treasury. 


It shows a clear case, beyond all doubt. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not wish to obstruct the passage of this bill if 
it is unanimously reported from the committee; but there are so many 
of these old cases where boats were lost and so many classes of claims 
that have heretofore been pending, and I presume are now, as claims 
against the Government for property taken while war was raging, cap- 
tured property, for theloss oruse of which no government ever has been 
or ever would be responsible under the law of nations or the laws of 
war, that I watch them as they arise. Having had several years’ expe- 
rience in the investigation of them in the Committee on War Claims of 
the House, I watch them as they come up, and if they have a familiar 
look to me as cases that ought not to be allowed, I object. I desireto 
know if the committee are satisfied with this case. If they are, I do 
not wish to interpose an objection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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DAILY RECESS. 


Mr. MORGAN. I ask consent to offer the following order at this 
time: 

Ordered, That the Senate will take a recess on each day at 2 o'clock and be in 
session at2.30 p.m. This order may be suspended by a vote of a quorum 
required in case of adjournment, to be had without debate. > 

If the Senate will indulge me just a moment, I wish to say that tha 
is what takes place in the Senate Chamber practically every day and 
tothe very great embarrassment of many gentlemen, particularly gentle- 
men who have the floor from the evening before, as the Senator from 
Illinois has the floor to-day, upon some great leading measure of pub- 
lic policy. Of courseSenators who have been working from 10 o’clock 
on their committees downto 2 o’clock have had four hours of consecu- 
tive labor, and they must necessarily withdraw from the Senate, and 
those who remain do so at the expense, doubtless, to some of them of 
health and to all of them of comfort. So if we can havea general agree- 
ment that each day we shall take a recess of thirty minutes, commenc- 
ing at 2 o'clock, on the completion of the morning hour, we should 
greatly accommodate members of the Senate and the Senate would be- 
come refreshed and ready to go on with business. We do it practically 
anyhow, and I think it ought to have the sanction of law. 

I, for one, have been very frequently tempted to have a call of the Sen- 
ate in order that a gentleman might not be abandoned on the floor who 
was arguing some very great question. 

Mr. HARRIS, I should like to ask my friend from Alabama if he 
has considered the fact that within the space of half an hour it would 
>e Ser gar | for the restaurant to accommodate the whole Senate at 

unch. 

Mr. MORGAN. Thathas been suggested to me, and the answer to it 
I think is a very obvious one, that the keeper of the restaurant and 
those who provide lunches for Senators here would understand that the 
period named'was an interval for which they would be expected to pro- 
vide, and they would have no difficulty, perhaps, in providing for it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must remind Senators 
that the matter is not debatable except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MORGAN. I there was unanimous consent; other- 
wise I would not have intruded on the Senate with the matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama asks 
unanimous consent to consider this motion or resolution at this time. 
Is there objection ? 

Mr. MORRILL, I think it had better go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. I think it had better go to the Committee on Rules. Itis 
avery interesting subject, and they may have other suggestions to make. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let it go to the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the proposed order be referred to the Committee on Rules. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be printed. 


J. A. HENRY AND OTHERS. 


The bill (S. 289) for the relief of J. A. Henry and others was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment to 
J. A. Henry of $52; to Robert Stevenson of $54; to L. T. Green of 
$51; to Masonic Hall Company, Atlanta, Ga., of $475; to E. Rouff of 
$45; to E. C. Clements of $200; to R. W. Corbin of $22.50; to Mrs. M. J. 
Donahoe of $345.50; to N. C. Blonion of $430, to Mrs. J. P. Williams 
of $900; to Miles S. Draughn of $60, in full of all claims or demands 
arising under their ive contracts against the United States. 

Mr. JACKSON. The money is due under express contract and regu- 
lar vouchers were given. The committee have always reported favora- 
bly in such cases. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish the Senator from Tennessee would tell us 
why these claims are not paid without the intervention of Congress, if 
moy are plainly a matter of contract and necessary for the conduct of 

e Army? 

Mr. JACKSON. Because the act of 1867 suspended their payment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Why? 

Mr. JACKSON. It cut off the Department from paying these mat- 
ters. They all have to come to Congress. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator turn to the section of the statute 
to which he refers? 

Mr. JACKSON. The act of February 21, 1867, volume 14 of the 
Statutes at Large, page 397, provides that the act of July 4, 1864— 

Shall not be construed to authorize the settlement of any claim for Koppie = 


These claims are for rent of buildings rented by quartermasters un- 
der express contract and where regular vouchers were given. 

Mr. ALLISON. But I do not understand that statute to interfere 
with matters of contract where property was appropriated in the States 
then supposed to be in rebellion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It embraces all. 


Mr. JACKSON. That is the construction placed upon it. When 
these claims are referred to the Department they place that construc- 
Hon upon it and refuse to pay, and hence the parties have to come to 

mgress, 

Mr. INGALLS. Why are not these claims included in those adjudi- 
cated by the commission and reported to us, generally known as the 
4th of July claims? 

Mr. JACKSON. It does not appear why they are not sent there, but 
if presented they would be cut off by this act. 

Mr. INGALLS. It seems very mysterious that these claims should 
be lingering along here for twenty years if they are matters of express 
contract whose validity was never questioned and whose force was never 
denied. When the tribunals of this country have been open for that 
period, that we should be called upon day by day to pass bills for sums 
ranging from $60,000 down to $50, as we have done this morning, I con- 
fess it is an extraordinary condition of affairs. 

Mr. JACKSON. These claims have been here for the last five or six 
or ten years, and have been uniformly reported, passing this House and 
failing in the other, or passing in the other and failing here. I have 
before me many of this class of claims not yet reported. They have 
been]uniformly reported favorably, and have failed because of non- 
action in one or the other House of Congress. 

Mr. HOAR. At the risk of detaining the Senate a moment I should 
like to state this matter once more. 

When our arms subdued portions of the rebel territory it was within 
the election of the Government, according to the Jaw of nations, to treat 
all the personal property which came into our possession as booty and 
to treat all the real estate that we occupied as captured and subjugated. 
It was within its election also to say to those people that if they sub- 
mitted their private property would be respected, and if they were com- 
pelled to give their personal property to the use of the United States 
Government they should be paid for it, and if their real property was 
occupied for Government business—hospitals or headquarters or other- 
wise—a reasonable rent should be paid. We elected the latter in deal- 
ing with our countrymen with whom we had been at war, as our Gov- 
ernment had a right to do under the laws of nations and the laws of 
the United States, as the Supreme Court has frequently held. 

When personal property was taken for this for the use of 
the Army, like wheat or grain or wood for fuel, vouchers were given. 
When real property was taken by the commanding officer on the spot, 
designed to be used and appropriated under his right of capture, he did 
it; and that was sometimes done, very often where it was for purposes 
of fortification or present defense; but where for Government offices, 
like headquarters, military posts, and so on, the custom was to manifest 
the election not to take if under the harsh rule of war, but to take it 
for the purpose of being paid for by having a board of officers ascertain 
a proper rental, and a voucher was given by the quartermaster. 

‘When those things were done the Department proceeded as 
fast as it could after the war to make payment for the rent of the prop- 
erty or allow compensation for the personal property taken and used; 
but Congress in 1867 concluded not to leave that discretion to the De- 
partments any longer and passed the act which has been cited by my 
honorable friend from Tennessee. Shortly after that time a tribunal 
was established known as the Southern Claims Commission, which was 
authorized to audit and report to Congress all the cases of taking of per- 
sonal property, and that has been done; and in some of the other cases, 
in cases not coming within the Southern Claims Commission, which is 
the case of loyal citizens, the War Department makes a regular report 
to Congress every year; and an omnibus bill comes to us sny 

In the caseof the rentalof real estate the individual claimants have 
been left to come to Congress and maketheirown case, and the Committee - 
on Claims has always required in order to grant relief that there should 
be either an award fixing the amount of rent by a board of army offi- 
cers or a voucher and certificate by the quartermaster that the Paarl 
was taken to be paid for and the rent to be paid for it; and there has 
not been an instance, I suppose, where either House of Congress has ever 
denied a claim so established. 

The Court of Claims never has been open to either of these classes. 
They have been expressly prohibited from a resort to the Court of 
Claims; and the course of business in Congress is such, as every Senator 
knows, that cases of this kind, presented, proved, and reported favora- 
bly by committees six, eight, ten, or twelve years ago, go from Congress 
to Congress without getting through both branches. 

If I may have one more minute by consent to finish, as my five min- 
utes are up, I will say that the Committee on Claims makes its report, 


P- 
and when it is reached on this Calendar under the Anthony rule some 


Senator objects. The Senator objecting frequently does not know any- 
thing about the merits of the case, but he sees that it is a Southern 
claim ; he sees that the person making it was perhaps a disloyal person, 
and he thinks that it had better be inquired into further, and he objects. 
It then goes on to the General Calendar, and unless it is a case of im- 
portance and interest enough to compel the Senate on the motion of 
an individual Senator to take aby and displace or jostle aside some of 
the important questions of gen public legislation, it never will be 
reached, 


a ee ee 


1886. 


Now, I will venture to say there will be from fifty to one hundred 
and fifty or two hundred cases which will be by the Commit- 
tee on Claims in this branch or the other at this which will 
come in here, which, if debated and stated to the Senate, would not cre- 
ate a single negative vote here, that will go over to the next Congress 
and the next Congress and the next Co: still. That is the diffi- 
culty of dealing with the great concerns of a nation of fifty or sixty 
millions of people—that the individual claim gets jostled aside; and that 
has been the fortune of these particular claims that the Senator from 
Tennessee has spoken to. That is the whole story. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to supplement the very accurate state- 
ment made by the Senator from Massachusetts with this fact: Nearly 
all these claims are of that class which arose between the cessation of 
actual hostilities in the field and the time when the Supreme Court de- 
cided that the war was actually over; that was in August, 1866. The 
claims between the cessation of actual hostilities in the field and that 
time all have to come to Congress. After that time as a matter of 
course, they are paid just as they would be paid if arising in any other 
State. 

Mr. HOAR. I ought to have added that in nearly all these cases the 
claim arose after a pledge of the national faith, as in the case, for in- 
stance, of the State of Louisiana. General Banks and General Butler, 
his predecessor, made a pledge of the national faith to that people that, 
if they submitted, their private pro would be ; and no 
soldier, of course, ever wi ly violated or desired to violate that pledge. 
The Supreme Court of the United States has held in several cases that 
that pledge given by General Banks was binding upon the nation; but 
where General Banks issued some subsequent orders which he thought 
consistent with it, but the Supreme Court thought inconsistent, the Su- 
preme Court held that those orders were not within the power of the 
military commander even in a theater of actual war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EVIDENCE IN CERTAIN STATE CLAIMS. 
The bill (S. 71) for the benefit of the States of Texas, Colorado, Ore- 


gon, Nebraska, California, and Nevada, and the Territories of 
Washington and Idaho, and Ne when a Territory, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that whenever the Secre- 


of the Treasury and the Secretary of War, in adjusting the claims 

of the States of Texas, Colorado, Oregon, Nebraska, California, 
and Nevada, and the Territories of Washington and Idaho, and Nevada 
when a Territory, arising under acts of Congress approved July 27, 1861, 
and June 27, 1882, shall find that any original paper shall have been 
lost, destroyed, or missing, upon proof thereof copies of all documents 
and papers relating thereto may be certified by the proper State officers 
having custody of such papers, under their seals of office; and such evi- 
dence, and all other competent secondary evidence, when filed with the 
Secretary of the Treasury or Secretary of War, shall be received by them 
in lieu of the lost original papan gee used in evidence in the adjustment 
of the claims in all respects as the originals. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL B, SEAT. 


The bill (S. 24) for the relief of Samuel B. Seat, administrator of 
Christian Kropp, » Was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to pay to Samuel B. Seat, of Montgomery County, 
Tennessee, $933.72, to refund the amount hitherto by him in ex- 
cess of what was actually due by him to the United States, and which 
he paid in satisfaction of an erroneous judgment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. CROOK. 


The bill (S. 100) for the relief of William H. Crook was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. JACKSON. That bill is reported by the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. Gray] who is absent, and I su, that it go over until to-mor- 
row without losing its place on the dar. 

The PRESID pro tempore, If there be no objection that order 
will be made. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope it will not lose its place on the Calendar. 
That bill was passed by the Senate once before and has been reported 
upon favorably. 

Mr. JACKSON. Ihave no objection to its being taken up, but I 
sup’ the presence of the Senator from Delaware would be needed. 
If the Senate is willing to take it up, I haye no objection. 

Mr. CONGER. I have no desire to have it taken up to-day, but I do 
not desire that it shall lose its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. JACKSON. The request I made was that it should not lose its 
place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 

ARMS, ETC., FOR THE MILITIA. 
The bill (S. 222) to amend section 1661 of the Revised Statutes, mak- 
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aay annual appropriation to provide arms and equipments for the 
itia, was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

Mr. DOLPH. I t that I had not notice that a bill of this char- 
acter was upon the Calendar so that I might have examined what was 

by the bill. I do not wish to object to its consideration un- 
der the eighth rule and throw it over indefinitely, but I ask the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey [Mr, SEWELL], who reported it, to let it go over 
until to-morrow by common consent and take its place on the Calendar. 

I think the provision that arms to the militia shall be distributed 
among the States only in proportion to their representation in Congress 
is a very unjust one. If that is a change of the existing law I do not 
think it ought to be made. The State of New York, for instance, should 
not have thirty-four times the amount of arms.and munitions allotted 
to the State of Oregon, with its large extent of territory and surrounded 
still by Indians and with tribes of Indians within its borders and sub- 
ject to Indian outbreaks and other occasions for the use of the State 
militia. I simply desire to examine the bill. Perhaps I shall have no 
objection to it to-morrow after I have gone over it. 

Mr. SEWELL. This bill is practically the same as a bill passed by 
the Senate last year. It does not change the mode of distribution in 
the respect referred to by the Senator from Oregon; that is, according 
to the numbers of Congressmen and Senators; but it provides fora min- 
imum number of uniformed men of the National Guard in each of the 
States and Territories, which is not provided by the presentlaw. There 
are some amendments reported by the committee which change the 
character of the bill somewhat, Will the Senator hear them? 

Mr. DOLPH. I have no objection to letting the amendments be 
acted on, but I should like to ask that the bill go over or reserve my 
right to have it go over. 

Mr. SEWELL. I would rather goon with the amendments and per- 
fect the bill; and then if the Senator from Oregon wishes to have it go 
over until to-morrow, I shall not object. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to state that I am in receipt of a com- 
munication from the governor of my state, calling attention to the fact 
that during the war with Joseph’s band of Indians some years ago we 
were compelled to borrow from Washington Territory arms and am- 
munition for our State militia; that we are now unprepared to repay the 
Territory, and have had to call on the Secretary of War to send, out of 
our quota to which we are entitled, the necessary amount of arms to re- 
pay the Territory of Washington. 

We have not sufficientarms and munitions of war to equip our State 
militia, and, as I say, I think we are differently situated in Oregon from 
what some of the other States are. I desire time to examine the bill, 
and see if it makes any change in the existing law, or if I can not pro- 
pose some that would be equitable and just. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator objecting, the bill goes 
over under the rule. 

Mr. SEWELL. I do not understand the Senator to object. I wish 
to perfect the bill by the amendments of the committee, and then let 
the bill lie over. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have no objection to that course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments of the Committee 
on Military Affairs will be stated. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was, in 
line 9, section 1, after the word ‘‘providing,”’ to strike out ‘‘arms, 
equipments, ammunition, ordnance stores, and tents for the militia’’ 
and insert “‘ordnance and ordnance stores, quartermaster’s stores, and 
camp equipage for issue to the militia;’’ so as to read: 

Section 1. That the sum of $600,000is hereby annually appropriated, to be paid 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose 
of providing ordnance and ordnance stores, quartermaster's stores, and camp 
equipage for issue to the militia, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 14, section 2, after the word ‘* Ter- 
ritories,’’ to strike out ‘‘on the books of the Ordnance Department by 
the Chief of Ordnance of the Army;’’ in line 17, after the word ‘‘ Rep- 
resentatives,”’ to strike out ‘‘or Delegates;’’ in line 18, after the word 
“State,” to strike ont “and Territory;’’ in line 19, after the words 
“ United States,” to insert ‘‘and to the Territories and District of Co- 
lumbia such proportion and under such regulations as the President 
may prescribe;’’ in line 21, after the word ‘‘That,”’ to strike out ‘‘each”’ 
and insert ‘‘no;’’ in line 22, after the word *“State,”” to strike out ‘‘and 
Territory,” and in the same line, after the word ‘‘shall,”’ to strike out 
“only;’’ in line 23, before the word ‘‘of,”’ to strike out ‘‘of so much,” 
and in the same line, after the word “it,” to strike out ‘as the propor- 
tion of” and insert ‘‘ unless;’’ and in line 25, after the word ‘‘ militia,”’ 
to strike out the words ‘‘as determined by the report of the Secretary 
of War made on the preceding first Monday in February, bears to the 
maximum number of active militia for which such State or Territory 
is entitled to the benefits of this act ™ and insert ‘‘shall be at least one 
hundred men for each Senator and Representative to which such State 
is entitled in the Congress of the United States;’’ so as to make the sec- 
tion read: 

Src. 2. That said appropriation shall be apportioned among the several Statea 
and Territories, under the direction of the Secretary of War, according to the 


number of and Representatives to which each State respectively is en- 
titled in the Congress of the United States, and to the Territories and District of 


tape ewes oh econ and undersuch ions as the President may pre- 
scribe: ided, however, That no State be entitled to the benefits of the 
appropriation apportioned to it unless the number of its regularly enlisted, or- 
ganized, and uniformed active militia shall be at least one hundred men for 
each Senator and Representative to which such State is entitled in the Congress 
of the United States. And the amount of said appropriation which is thus de- 
termined not to be available shall be covered back into the Treasury. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out section 3, as follows: 


Src. 3. Thatin time of peace the number of active militia for which each State 
and Territory shall be entitled to receive its ek, nl paneer pat of the appropria- 
tions made by this act shall not exceed five hundred zenian uniformed com- 
missioned officers and enlisted men for each Representative or egate to which 
guch State or Territory is entitled in the Congress of the United States. 
` The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line41, section 4, after the word ‘‘ ord- 
nance,” toinsert ‘“‘ and,” and inthe same line, after the word ‘‘ stores,” 
to strike out ‘“‘and tents ” and insert “‘ quartermaster’s stores and camp 
equipage;’’ in line 44, after the word “made,” to strike out ‘‘ by the 
Chief of Ordnance of the Army;’? in line 47, after the word “' for,” to 
strike out ‘‘to the Chief of Ordnance of the Army;’’ and in line 49, 
after the word ‘‘purpose,”’ to strike out ‘‘ the Chief of Ordnance of the 
Army, under the direction of;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Src. 43. That the purchase or manufacture of ordnance and ordnance stores, 
quartermaster’s stores, and camp equipage for the militia under the provisions 

‘ of this act shall be made by the direction of the Secretary of War, and they shall 
be receipted for and shall remain the property of the United States, and be an- 

| nually accounted for by the governors of the States and Territories, for which 
purpose the Secretary of War shall prescribe and supply the necessary blanks 
and make such regulations as he may deem necessary to protect the interest of 
the United States, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, after the word “ the,” in line 
57, tostrike out ‘‘ Chief of Ordnance of the Army, for the action of the;’’ 
andin line 59, after the word ‘‘ and,” to insert ‘‘ if sold; soasto make 
the section read: 
` Seo.5. That all arms, equipments, ordnance stores, or tents which may become 
unserviceable or unsuitable shall be examined bya board of officers of the mili- 
tia, and its reports shall be forwarded 6 Deny governor of the State or Territory 
direct to the Secre of War, who shall direct what disposition, by sale or 
otherwise, shall be made of them; and, if sold, the proceeds of such sale shall be 
covered into the Treasury of the ‘United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out section 6, as follows: 

Sec, 6. That for all the pu of this act the District of Columbia shall be 
accounted and treated as a Territory entitled to one Delegate in Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL. I move, on the tenth line of the first section, to 
amend by striking out the word ‘‘ ordnance,” where it first occurs, and 
inserting ‘“‘ arms,” the word ‘‘ordnance’’ technically meaning heavy 
guns. It will then read: 

Arms and ordnance stores, &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL. I move to amend further in section 4, line 41, where 
the word ‘‘ordnance’”’ occurs, by striking it out and inserting ‘‘arms.’’ 

Mr. CONGER. I ask whether that would prevent farnishing artil- 
lery to States? 

Mr. SEWELL. It would not. You might bring in small guns under 
the head of ‘‘arms,” but you could not bring in small-arms under the 
head of ‘‘ordnance.’” 

Mr. CONGER. Why not leave both in? 

Mr. SEWELL. It has been the custom heretofore to issue light bat- 
teries under the head of ‘‘arms.’’ Now, if the Senator from Oregon 
desires to have the bill go over I shall not object. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to have the bill go over and retain its 
place on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to make a suggestion of amendment in 
line 45, section 4. It is stated here that the purchase or manufacture 
of these stores to be supplied to the militia is to be under the direction 
of the Secretary of War. I think this provision is broad enough to 
authorize him to have an establishment especially for this p et 
would propose, therefore, to amend by inserting in line 45, after the 
word ‘‘ War,” the words: 

As such arms and ordnance stores and quartermasters’ stores are now pro- 
vided for the use of the regular Army. 

So that the Secretary of War shall use the same machinery for the 
purpose of manufacture or for the purpose of purchasing by contract or 
otherwise for the use of the militia that he does for the use of the reg- 
ular Army. k 

Mr. SEWELL. I have no objection to that. There is no necessity 
for it really, because we have a great deal more arms manufactured at 
our own arsenals than will supply the militia. 

Mr. PLUMB. I presume that to be true, and therefore I propose to 
limit it in this way, because otherwise I think the Secretary might set 
up a separate establishment. 

Mr. SEWELL, There is no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I therefore move to insert after the word ‘*‘ War,’ in 
line 45, the words: 


As such arms, ordnance, quartermasters’ stores, and camp equipage are now 
manufactured or otherwise provided for the use of the Army. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from Kansas. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The question is on the amendment 


The PRESIDENT pe tempore. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
DoLPH] asks that the bill lie over, retaining its pas on the Calendar. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Isuggest that this bill be printed asamended, 


so that when it comes up to-morrow we can see exactly what shape it 
is in, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that order 
will be made. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had to the amendment of the 
Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 91) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to use certain unexpended ces for the relief of the 
Northern Cheyennes in Montana. 


ADMISSION OF DAKOTA. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 967) to provide for the admission of the State of 
Dae into the Union and for the organization of the Territory of 

ineoln. F 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SEWELL in the chair). The pend- 
ing question is on the amendment of the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. BUTLER], proposing to strike ont all after the enacting clause of 
the bill and to insert a substitute. 

Mr. LOGAN, Mr. President, it is not very encouraging that in the 
discussion of so important a question as the one under consideration, in 
which the admission of a State into the Union is involved, so little in- 
terest should be taken as seems to have been in this instance. Feeling 
as I do, however, that these people having gone from States where they 
were entitled to all the rights of citizens under the Constitution, and as 
residents of this Territory desiring to be clothed again with all the rights 
and privileges of American citizens by admission as a State into this 
Union, I deem it at least a duty that I owe to those whom I represent 
to give such encouragement as I may be able to do to these people who 
are now asking the favor of the Congress of the United States. In do- 
ingso I desire to discuss this question on as high a plane of statesman- 
ship as I am capable. 

I do not agree with the propositions laid down by the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest] in reference to the line that necessarily must be followed (as 
they say) in order to give a State the right of admission into this Union. 
The Constitution of the United States declares that ‘‘new States may 
be admitted by the Congress of the United States;’’ not Territories in 
order that they may become States, but ‘‘new States.’ In other words, 
I suppose Territories where the people have lawfully taken upon them- 
selves the conditions of an inchoate State were to be recognized by act 
of Congress, that the full and complete sovereignty of Statehood should 
be conferred upon them by admitting them as ‘‘new States.” 

There are certain conditions that must be present in order that this 
admission should follow. Conditions present haveal ways been required 
by Congress on the admission of a new State into the Union. These 
conditions have varied, however, according to the circumstances sur- 
rounding the people at the time of asking favorable action by Congress. 
Two lines of precedents have been followed by the Congress of the 
United States until either may be accepted in the judgment of Congress 
without disobedience to the Constitution or the violation of any fixed 
law. One line of precedents which may be properly followed is by an 
enabling act of Congress complied with by the people prior to the forma- 
tion of a State in order to be admitted. ‘The other line is that when 
there is the presence of certain conditions as to area, population, wealth, 
productive capacity, and such influences of soiland climate as toinsure 
a growth instead of a decrease in population ; and the people having 
clothed themselves with the paraphernalia necessary to Statehood they 
have been admitted, and in such case, in my judgment, it is the duty 
of Congress to admit them into the Union. 

These conditions in connection with Dakota are admitted. If ad- 
mitted, why shall not Dakota be accepted and allowed to become a 
State? But upon the proper application of these people to be admitted 
into the Union on a perfect equality with the other States we find ob- 
jection is made thereto; whether well founded or not is for the Congress 
of the United States to determine. 

I am sorry that the two Senators, one from Missouri, and the other 
from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] a Senator standing in the place of 
one of the great men of the nation who represented South Carolina 
many years, differing in his views with a large majority of the people of 
this country, but in that difference always showing an ability that was 
at least to be recognized by all who knew and heard him; and so, too, 
with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], representing a State that for 
so many years was represented by another of vhe great menof this nation, 
Thomas H. Benton, who was heard so often in these Halls so ably and 
so eloquently on the great questions which arose while he represented 
that people; these two gentlemen appear to be in the lead to-day in 
opposition to the rights, as I believe, of the people of this great Terri 
tory—I am sorry that they are now absent. 


